
BY MEGHAN TUTTLE

This issue of the
Western Forester is
dedicated to ease-
ments and rights-of-
way. It is often the
responsibility of a
forester to adminis-
ter, resolve, and
understand underlying property and
access. Frequently, forests in the
Pacific Northwest are not accessible by
public road alone, and specific rights
must be secured for different manage-
ment activities including recreation,
development, and utility access.
Furthermore, access agreements are
often perpetual in nature and last long
past harvest rotations, federal regula-
tion updates, or ownership changes, so
we must understand the long-term
impacts of these agreements.

Included in this issue is an overview
on standard best practices for issuing a
typical forestry easement, written by
Kirk Maag at Stoel Rives LLP. Kirk dis-
cusses basic components for drafting
an effective easement, including a
clear definition of use, timing consid-
erations of the agreement, and writing
of maintenance or repair obligations.
When negotiating an easement, it is
important to understand the needs of
both parties. Since easements are per-
manent documents, they should be
prepared or reviewed by an attorney
familiar with land-use laws in your
area. It is also important to consider all
costs associated with easements,
including surveying, construction, and

county recording fees.
In an interview format we hear a

surveyor’s perspective on the impor-
tance of developing accurate legal
descriptions for successful easements.
Using a surveyor at the beginning of
an easement negotiation is effective to
avoid disputes, since a correct legal
description limits the scope of the
easement to a location field verified by
the surveyor. When evaluating a
potential easement, it is vital to guar-
antee that other underlying easement
rights already granted do not interfere
with the proposed use, and a surveyor
plays a role in this. Additional due dili-
gence in researching title records must
be performed to ensure that an ease-
ment right is grantable and the correct

underlying landowner is identified.
Federal access issues are integral in

Pacific Northwest forest management
because of the nature of federal own-
ership patterns, as discussed by
authors Cheryl Adcock of the BLM and
Mark Peterson of the US Forest
Service. The history of the BLM O&C
lands shows how our use of forestland
can change over time. Federal access
laws are particularly complex to
address forest access needs for multi-
ple stakeholders. Mark’s Forest Service
Cooperative article focuses on the
implementation of USFS access after
rulemaking is complete, and highlights
the importance of collaboration and
value of joint infrastructure invest-
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ments made over decades. When man-
aging checkerboarded ownership, it is
necessary to fully understand not only

the agreements, but the regulations
that each agency or landowner must
follow, as they can be different.

To manage road easements effec-
tively, a maintenance agreement that
defines responsibilities and rights
between the grantor and grantee

should be included. Cooperative
maintenance agreements can be used
in both private and federal easements.
Defining and implementing a mainte-
nance plan is particularly important
when multiple parties may use a road
concurrently; the plan should also
explain how costs are allocated. 

After an easement is executed, our
work as forest managers is not finished
as collaboration between access part-
ners is ongoing. The same principles
used in negotiating easement agree-
ments are required to successfully
manage agreements long term.
Communicating intent with the
underlying landowner before utilizing
an existing easement, holding annual
maintenance meetings, and collabo-
rating on shared easement costs will
help meet all landowners’ needs.  

This issue of the Western Forester
highlights how easements and rights
of way impact all of us and the impor-
tance of understanding processes to
be effective when developing and
maintaining easement agreements. ◆

Meghan Tuttle is Western Environmental
Affairs manager for Weyerhaeuser,
based in Salem, Ore. She currently
serves as chair-elect for Oregon SAF.
She can be reached at 971-273-2461 or
meghan.tuttle@weyerhaeuser.com.
Meghan served as guest editor for this
issue.
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BY KIRK B. MAAG

orestland parcels
in the Pacific

Northwest often are
not accessible by
public roads alone.
This means forest-
land owners must
frequently cross
property owned by other parties,
including private owners, tribes, and
local, state, and federal governments.
While informal agreements among
landowners may provide quick and
easy access, these agreements are gen-
erally terminable at will and are
unlikely to be legally enforceable.
Failure to obtain enforceable access
rights can increase the cost of access-
ing forestlands, lead to litigation, or
worse, make these lands inaccessible
(except perhaps by air). This can be
particularly problematic in the context
of harvesting timber, which may
require road improvements and lead
to increased traffic. Easements provide
a mechanism for securing clear,
enforceable rights.

An easement is a nonpossessory
interest in the land of another party
that entitles the easement holder to
use the property of another for a par-
ticular purpose without interference.
For example, an easement could pro-
vide Company A (a timber buyer) with
access to timber located on Company
B’s property across a private access
road located on Company C’s property.
Alternatively, an easement could grant
Company D (a forestland owner) the
right to construct a road across
Company E’s property to access
Company D’s property. Because ease-

ments are generally irrevocable within
their specified term—whether the
term is perpetual or limited—they are
an effective mechanism for securing
enforceable access.

In contrast to the limited use
allowed under an easement, fee simple
ownership represents full ownership of
the land. That is, once a grantor con-
veys fee simple ownership without
reservation, the grantor no longer
owns any interest in the land con-
veyed. This distinction is important
because one of the attributes of fee
simple ownership is the right to
exclude. This means that a grantor
who inadvertently conveys fee simple
ownership to a road across the
grantor’s property could thereafter be
excluded from using the road.

Drafting an easement
agreement

Given that easements are often
long-term agreements authorizing the
use of a valuable asset, parties should
take particular care when drafting
easement agreements. An easement
agreement should be in writing and
should include precise language. The
agreement should identify the party
granting an easement (the grantor),
the party receiving the easement (the
grantee), and any other parties who
are giving or receiving benefits under
the agreement. The grantor must be
the current owner (or owners) of the
property to be burdened by the ease-
ment. An easement agreement that
fails to correctly identify the grantor
might be unenforceable. To correctly
identify the current owner, it is often
helpful to enlist the services of a title
company and an attorney.

To avoid disputes about whether a

grantee obtained an easement or fee
simple ownership, the easement
agreement should use the term “grant”
rather than “convey” (e.g., “Company
A grants to Company B a permanent,
non-exclusive easement to use the
road described below.”). Some ease-
ment agreements contain a section
titled “Recitals” or “Purpose” in which
the parties describe the reason for the
easement. In the event of a dispute
between the parties, this section can
be helpful in interpreting the scope of
the easement.

Finally, an easement agreement
should clearly describe any terms and
conditions desired by the parties, such
as those described below. Anyone who
is entering into an easement agree-
ment should consult the laws of the
jurisdiction in which the property at
issue is located because the applicable
laws vary somewhat across jurisdic-
tions.

Type of Easement. Easements can
benefit a specific parcel of land
(appurtenant easements) or can be
unrelated to any particular parcel of
property (easements in gross). An
appurtenant easement is inseparable
from the benefited parcel of land. For
example, in most (if not all) jurisdic-
tions, an access easement that is
appurtenant to forestlands remains
appurtenant to those lands even if the
forestlands are sold to another party,
unless the easement agreement limits
the transferability of the easement.
On the other hand, an easement in
gross cannot typically be assigned to
another party. For example, if a tim-
ber company obtained an easement
in gross to access certain timber it
purchased, the timber company
might be unable to sell the easement
to another party.

Use of the Easement. When draft-
ing an easement agreement, the par-
ties should consider current and
future access needs, and identify the
limits on the rights of use, including
use by the grantor, the grantee, and
third parties. Unless the agreement
states that the easement is exclusive,
the grantor may continue to use the
land underlying the easement in any
manner that is consistent with and
does not unreasonably interfere with
the grantee’s rights. The parties can
also specify whether the grantee’s
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access rights are limited to personal
use or whether they extend to com-
mercial use. An easement that does
not extend to commercial use could
limit the grantee’s ability to sell tim-
ber or charge for recreation or hunt-
ing access.

Location. An easement agreement
should contain a full legal description
of the underlying property. The parties
should identify the location of the
easement on a map, plat, or scale
drawing and attach the identifying
document to the agreement. For an
access easement, the parties should
identify the center line of the ease-
ment and specify its width. If the ease-
ment requires the grantee to construct
a road, the width of the easement
should be sufficient to accommodate
construction.

Payment. The easement agreement
should state whether the grantor
received any cash (or other valuable
benefit) for granting the easement. If
there is a dispute between the parties
regarding the scope of the easement, a
court may use this to help ascertain
the parties’ original understanding.

Duration. The parties should identi-
fy whether the easement is permanent
or for a limited duration. Unless other-
wise specified, the easement continues
in perpetuity or until abandoned. Thus,
the parties should define what consti-
tutes abandonment. If the easement is
for a limited duration and for the pur-
pose of harvesting timber, the grantee
should ensure that the easement
extends long enough to accommodate
delays in logging activity.

Maintenance, Repairs, and
Damages. The easement agreement
should identify who is responsible for
maintenance, repairs, and damages.
For example, if the agreement allows
the grantee to use an existing road on
the grantor’s property, the agreement
should specify which party is responsi-
ble for maintenance and repairs.
Because it is possible that the grantee’s
use of an existing road or construction
of a new road could damage the
grantor’s property, the easement
should identify the party who bears
the burden of such damages.

Improvements. The easement
agreement should state whether the
grantee is authorized to make
improvements within the easement

area, such as improvements to an
existing road. If the grantee is author-
ized to make improvements, the
agreement should specify whether
the parties will share in the costs of
such improvements.

Taxes. Because easements are not
taxed separately, the parties should
determine whether the grantee will
pay the grantor for a portion of the
taxes. This is particularly important if
the easement increases the value of
the grantor’s property.

Remedies. Unless otherwise stated,
failure to abide by the terms of an
easement agreement generally will not
result in termination of the easement.
Instead, courts will typically award
damages or order a party to stop cer-
tain offending activity. The parties can,
for example, require that disputes be
resolved through arbitration or that
the losing party pay the attorneys’ fees
of the prevailing party.

Recording an easement

As a best practice, parties should
record all easement agreements with
the county where the burdened prop-
erty is located, making the easement
part of the public record.
Nevertheless, an easement need not
been recorded to be enforced between
the original grantor and grantee. The
benefit of recording is to ensure the
easement agreement is enforceable
against subsequent owners of the bur-
den property. If an easement agree-
ment is not recorded, the purchaser of
property burdened by the easement
may challenge the easement for lack
of notice. But if an easement is record-
ed, courts will assume that the pur-

chaser knew of the easement’s exis-
tence, making the easement enforce-
able against the purchaser.

The parties can record an easement
agreement at the county recorder’s
office. To record an easement, certain
conditions must be met, and these con-
ditions will vary across jurisdictions. The
signature of the grantor generally must
be acknowledged by a notary public; the
easement agreement must conform to
certain formal requirements, such as
formatting, and payment of required
fees. A person should call the county
recorder to determine the statutory for-
mat and fee requirements before
attempting to record an easement.

Absence of a written easement

Absence of a written easement
agreement does not necessarily mean
that a forestland owner lacks access
rights. A party may, in some cases,
establish access rights under other
theories such as prescription, implica-
tion, and necessity. The conditions
that must be satisfied to establish such
rights will vary across jurisdictions, but
these conditions are often difficult to
prove and may require legal action to
establish. As such, forestland owners
should not rely on their belief that they
have acquired such an easement. 

A properly drafted and recorded ease-
ment agreement will secure long-term,
enforceable access to forestlands. ◆

Kirk B. Maag is a partner for Stoel
Rives LLP, focusing on natural
resources and environmental law.
He can be reached at 503-294-9546
or kirk.maag@stoel.com.
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BY MARK PETERSEN

oad Right of Way
Construction

and Use Agreements
(RRCUA) are cooper-
ative agreements
between industrial
timberland owners
(Cooperators) and
the US Forest Service. These coop road
agreements have been in existence
since the 1950s, and over time, have
been updated and modified. The
RRCUA provides a set of provisions
that allows the Cooperator and the
Forest Service to exchange all lawful
purpose easements over lands and
roads they each control to provide
access for natural resource manage-
ment. The Forest Roads and Trails Act
of October 13, 1964, provides the legal
authority to enter into this type of
agreement. Acquiring legal and per-
manent access to intermingled tim-
berlands allows foresters and land
managers the luxury of planning any
type of use on the lands they own or
manage, now or in the future, with
costs shared based on use. 

The idea for cooperative road devel-
opment was brought about when
industrial timberland owners and the
Forest Service began developing trans-
portation systems to access timber-
lands for harvesting in the 1950s and
1960s. As road systems were being
developed, the parties soon realized a
single road system would be most effi-
cient to access the intermingled
landownership. The concept of sharing

the capital costs of the roads involved
to acquire an easement became the
basis for the RRCUA. As industrial tim-
berland owners and the Forest Service
agreed to the idea of sharing road con-
struction costs, numerous versions of
the process were developed and imple-
mented; however, not all agreements
were uniform or consistent. Because of
the various versions, the Forest Service
and Cooperators developed a national
agreement, the RRCUA, with 18 provi-
sions that describe the methods and
procedures to share costs of the roads
involved. 

The purpose of RRCUAs is to pro-
vide access to timberlands for man-
agement. Cooperators must qualify
and meet requirements identified in
the Forest Service directives to partici-
pate in a RRCUA; not all industrial
timberland owners meet the criteria.
The most common reasons landown-
ers don’t qualify to be a Cooperator
include: they don’t own a significant
amount of timberland to make offset-
ting costs economical; easements with
acceptable title cannot be granted to
the United States; or there is no long-
term need for road construction in the
area. 

Once a Cooperator is qualified, an
agreement area is developed. The
agreement area is the physical area
where the parties agree to jointly
develop a road system(s) and where
there is need for additional road con-
struction to occur to access lands suit-
able for management. Construction
costs for new or existing roads are
shared based on the percentage of
lands each party owns or controls that
are tributary to the roads involved.
The elements of costs, and opera-
tional and financial obligations for
each party, are described and agreed
to in a Supplement to the Agreement,
as are other items including the road
standard, design elements, traffic con-
trol for the public, and previous capi-
tal contributions. It is signed by each
party and is a contract between the
two parties. A Supplement to the
Agreement is written any time the
parties agree to share capital costs
associated with a road within the
agreement area.

Once a supplement is executed,
easements can be exchanged for seg-
ments of roads included in the supple-
ment. There are two types of cost-
share easements: one from the
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Cooperator to the USA and one from
the USA to the Cooperator. The lan-
guage and clauses in the cost-share
road easements have been agreed to
by the Cooperators and the Forest
Service and their legal counsel. The
easements are standard format and
cannot be changed without approval
from both parties. Cost-share ease-
ments are perpetual and provide for all
lawful purposes. However, cost-share
easements are unique from nearly all
other easements because they are con-
sidered an easement in gross; the ben-
efitted lands (dominant tenement) are
not described in the easement itself.
The intent of cost-share easements is
to provide access to lands now owned
or hereafter owned or controlled. This
concept was discussed in depth as the
original agreement template was
negotiated between the Cooperators
and the Forest Service; as road systems
were being designed and developed,
the parties agreed to the concept that
one easement would provide all the
necessary legal access as long as the
capital costs were documented in a
Supplement to an Agreement. The
cost-share easements identify the
Forest Service as having jurisdiction
and control of the road like all other
National Forest System roads. 

For example: The easement the
Cooperator grants to the Forest Service
includes the right to extend rights and
privileges, across the Cooperator’s
land, to other road users. The ease-
ment the USA grants to the Cooperator
does not include these rights, the USA
keeps the rights to grant to others. The
Cooperator also grants to the Forest
Service access rights for the general
public to use the road. The Cooperator
and Forest Service agree to traffic con-
trol rules and regulations for the pub-
lic’s use of the road. This arrangement
allows the Forest Service to manage the
traffic and use on the road without
interfering with the Cooperator’s right
to use the road.

Sharing road maintenance
costs

The RRCUA also requires the parties
to enter into a separate Cooperative
Road Maintenance Agreement to for-
mally agree to and document the vari-
ous costs of maintaining the roads
within an RRCUA. Road maintenance

costs are shared two ways: 1) on the
percentage of lands tributary to the
road(s); or 2) on the amount of traffic
attributed to each party for the road(s)
involved. Annually the parties docu-
ment and agree to various road main-
tenance necessary to maintain and
preserve the roads for future use. The
annual plan contains the costs, per-
forming party, each party’s share of
the costs, and how the costs will be
amortized. The Cooperative Road
Maintenance Agreement is currently
being updated and amended; the last
modification was in 1992. 

Today, more than 25 Cooperators in
various western states are party to
either an RRCUA or a Cooperative
Road Maintenance Agreement.
Nationally, there are over 40,000 miles
of cost-share roads with a value over
$100 million. Cost-share roads provide
access for the general public to mil-
lions of acres of Cooperators’ and
National Forest System lands. 

For the past several years, Coopera-
tors and Forest Service personnel have
attended a national meeting in the
Portland, Ore., area to discuss and
negotiate all matters related to Coop
Road Agreements. Meeting annually
has greatly improved prior issues and
limitations related to the agreements. 

The future of cost-share road agree-
ments looks to remain strong because
of the advantages the agreements pro-

vide to the parties. Even though the
agreements contain a termination
clause, agreements are rarely unilater-
ally terminated. When it does occur, it
is usually because the lands within an
agreement area are sold or transferred
and a new owner does not qualify as a
Cooperator. Easement exchanges and
road maintenance still occur between
the landowner and the Forest Service
absent the Coop Road Agreements.
When this situation occurs, the costs
are not shared or carried on a balance
sheet, and the costs of the easement
are due at the time the easement is
granted.

The cost-share road agreement will
continue to be a valuable tool to
Cooperators and the Forest Service.
The Road Right of Way Construction
and Use Agreement is considered an
“agreement to agree” and this cooper-
ative agreement, with its hundreds of
miles of road systems, has delivered
countless millions of board feet of
timber to sawmills across the west.  ◆

Mark Petersen is Region 1 Cost Share
Program manager based on the
Kootenai National Forest in Libby,
Montana. He can be reached at 406-
283-7785 or mpetersen01@fs.fed.us.
Mark is a 24-year member of SAF.
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BY CHERYL ADCOCK

s stewards of a
majority of

America’s public
lands, the Bureau of
Land Management
(BLM) is dedicated
to providing access
to as many of these
lands for as many uses as possible—
this includes such things as hunting,
fishing, hiking, mineral development,
and yes, timber production. Western
Oregon, with its complicated checker-
board ownership pattern, relies on a
wide range of methods to ensure
access to America’s public lands.
Unfortunately, not all access is created
equal, with some methods securing
rights for all uses, including public
recreation, and some only securing
rights for administrative purposes. The
“O&C” access policy is an example of
the exchange of administrative access,
where public rights have not yet been
exercised. The history of these lands
provides an understanding of why the
policy focused solely on timber man-
agement and does not include public
rights.

The 2.5 million acres of BLM-
administered lands in western Oregon,
referred to as O&C lands after the
Oregon and California Railroad grants,
are predominately timbered and are
intermingled or checkerboarded with
private industrial parcels. A section in
the checkerboard is typically one mile
on a side and encloses approximately
640 acres. About half of the public
domain lands are scattered and inter-
mingled with O&C lands, and the
other half exist as larger blocks in the
Salem, Coos Bay, and Lakeview BLM
Districts—with the majority being
concentrated in the Klamath Falls
Field Office of the Lakeview District.  

Origin of the checkerboard

The history of the O&C lands goes
all the way back to 1866 when
Congress established a land grant to
promote rapid completion of a rail-
road line connecting the Central
Pacific line in Marysville, Calif., to

Portland, Ore. Access to these lands for
both the BLM and industry have his-
torically been driven by the mutually
beneficial need to manage these
forests. This requirement by both the
federal government and private
landowners to access their forests ulti-
mately became the genesis of the O&C
access policy.

In the 19th Century, Congress pro-
vided subsidies in the form of land
grants to states to support the cost of
the construction of railroads and to
encourage westward expansion. The
1866 land grant was for all odd-num-
bered sections of federal land in a strip

from 40 to 60 miles wide along the
railroad line and included just over 3.7
million acres. After an uneven start by
the railroad company, the grant was
amended to require the railroad meet
three conditions regarding land dispo-
sition: 1) the land had to be sold to
bona fide settlers; 2) no more than 160
acres could be sold to any one person;
and 3) the land could not be sold for
more than $2.50 per acre.

Construction of the railway was
begun by the Oregon and California
(O&C) Railroad and completed by the
Southern Pacific Railroad Company
that acquired the O&C Railroad in
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1887. Although the rail line was even-
tually completed, both companies
managed to violate all three land dis-
position rules. These violations went
uncontested until the Southern Pacific
Railroad decided to cease further sales
of the grant land to retain ownership
of the increasingly valuable timber.

The Oregon Legislature believed the
cessation of land sales by Southern
Pacific would curtail further develop-
ment in the state and asked for help
from the federal government. The US
Attorney took the railroad to court,
claiming the remaining unsold lands
on behalf of the US. Seven years of liti-
gation followed, culminating in a deci-
sion by the Supreme Court in 1915,
forbidding the Southern Pacific
Railroad from making further sales. In
1916, Congress revested the title on
about 2.9 million acres of the land
deeded to the Oregon and California
Railroad Company after the company
violated the terms of the grant. This
resulted in the return of 2.4 million
acres of unsold O&C grant lands to
federal ownership.  

It came at a cost

The Southern Pacific Railroad
Company ceased paying taxes to the
O&C counties in 1913, and because of
the lengthy injunction, ultimately
owed the counties nearly $1.6 million
for the taxes left unpaid from 1913 to
1915. Additionally, the federal govern-
ment had to pay the Southern Pacific
Railroad just over $4 million for the
remainder of its equity. To raise these
funds, homesteading was encouraged,
but during World War I and the early
post war period, sales of these revested
lands for homesteading dropped to
their lowest levels. 

The 1930s saw a growing concern
for conservation of the nation’s natural
resources. This concern coincided
with the realization that the O&C lands
were better suited for timber produc-
tion than for homesteading, so the
federal government decided to keep
these ever-important lands. In 1937,
Congress passed the O&C Lands Act
that called for sustained yield manage-
ment for the O&C lands and directed
receipts from the timber sales to be

distributed to both the O&C counties
and the US Treasury. This strategy
resulted in the government managing
over 5,000 separate parcels of land in
western Oregon for timber production.
To put these immense access chal-
lenges and public needs into perspec-
tive, in 1937 the population of Oregon
was around one million—81 years
later there’s nearly 4.1 million individ-
uals with interest in these lands.

Private forests had already been
developed and sale of federal timber
was essentially made at the request of
those landowners. Prior to 1948, feder-
al timber was sold without legal
access, resulting in approximately 85
percent of the parcels being sold at the
appraised price, and almost always to
the landowner who controlled the
access to the sale area. The lack of
competition for these sales drove
down prices, and in turn, drove down
revenue to the counties.

In 1948, the Secretary of the Interior,
Julius Krug, declared the BLM would
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no longer sell O&C timber without first
obtaining legal access. Various meth-
ods had to be devised to obtain this
needed access. One method employed
was for BLM to not offer a timber sale
until the private access owner granted
the necessary rights. This worked
where the landowner was anxious to
bid on the federal timber; however,
where the landowner had no need for
the federal timber, there was no incen-
tive to grant federal rights. Another
method was to acquire easements.
BLM in western Oregon acquired more
than 2,200 easements using this
authority. Most of these easements
included access for hunting, fishing,
and other forms of outdoor recreation.  

Managing the checkerboard
access

A new right-of-way authority pro-
vided a third method of obtaining
access to these lands and the O&C
access policy was codified in 1950. The
concept behind this approach was for
the federal government to trade rights
with the owners of intermingled pri-
vate lands. This quid pro quo
exchange ensured that the federal gov-
ernment would not grant a permit to
the owner of the intermingled land
unless the landowner would recipro-
cate by also granting a right-of-way.
The strategy worked well in western
Oregon where the land ownership pat-
tern blocked access to both parties.
The access obtained under these regu-
lations has not translated into exercis-
ing access for the recreational public.

Over the years the BLM has author-

ized numerous types of rights-of-way,
including rights-of-way for county
roads, private access roads, power
transmission lines, communication
sites, and bicycle trails. It’s safe to say
that new right-of-way proposals across
public lands are likely to continue in
the future. Of the current 6,254 author-
ized rights-of-way, 78 percent are for
roads. In addition, there are 83 com-
munication sites on BLM-adminis-
tered lands within western Oregon.
Many of these access questions are
codified in the 2016 Records of
Decision for the Western Oregon
Resource Management Plans (RMPs).

These RMPs provide sustainable man-
agement and conservation of western
Oregon’s BLM-managed natural
resources while supporting local com-
munities, and the BLM incorporated
lessons learned from 20 years of
implementation experience and moni-
toring results in the new RMPs.

The continuing effort by the BLM to
plan for and secure equal opportunity
for access for timber purchasers has
played an important role in increasing
competition and obtaining a fair price
for the sale of federal timber. Total tim-
ber sale receipts are projected to
increase from $23 million to $51 mil-
lion under the new western Oregon
plans, and under the 1937 O&C Act, the
counties would be entitled to 50 per-
cent of the total timber sale receipts
from O&C lands. Subsequently, O&C
county payments are estimated to be
around $25 million annually.  

While laws, regulations, plans, and
requirements have changed over time,
the strategy of mutual access for federal
and private timber remains the same as
does the BLM commitment to acquire
access to benefit the American public.  ◆

Cheryl Adcock is a field manager with
BLM in the Siuslaw Field Office in
Eugene, Ore. She can be reached at 541-
683-6145 or cadcock@blm.gov.
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O&C lands including Coos Bay Wagon Road grant lands.
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The Homestead Act opened up settlement in the western United States.
By the end of the Civil War, 15,000 homestead claims had been established,
and more followed in the post-war years.



asements, espe-
cially for road

access, are extremely
important in forestry.
Having an accurate
description of the
location of an ease-
ment is critical.
Using a surveyor early in the easement
acquisition process can save money
and improve relationships by ensuring
an easement location is correctly
described. Looking at easements from
a surveyor’s perspective is helpful
because a surveyor is an important
contributor to developing an accurate
description of an easement, which can
prevent disputes from happening in
the future.

Below is a Q&A with Daniel
Hoekstra, PLA, a staff surveyor for
Statewide Land Surveying, Inc., in
Gresham, Ore., as interviewed by
Meghan Tuttle, who at the time of
this interview, was a land use forester
for Weyerhaeuser Co. out of Eugene.
Meghan is now in Weyerhaeuser’s
Government Affairs group as their
western environmental affairs
manager.

Tuttle: From your perspective,
what is the most important part
of preparing an easement?

Hoekstra: It is critical to have an
accurate easement description—you
can’t do your job well if you don’t
understand where the easement is. It’s
also important to be aware of any
obstacles to an access easement, such
as a building or a utility, that need to
be handled in a careful manner.
Always look at everything an easement
crosses to make sure there aren’t con-
flicts.

Tuttle: What is the role of the
surveyor in developing an
easement?

Hoekstra: The main role of a survey-
or is to provide an accurate and con-
cise legal description that is incorpo-
rated into the written easement. An
additional role might be to monument
the easement on the ground, if appro-
priate, so that the easement location

can be easily found years in the future.
The surveyor must communicate with
both the grantor and the grantee
regarding needs. We want to know
what is involved and why we are doing
this work so a good easement can be
written.

Tuttle: How is surveying for
easements different than
surveying property boundaries?

Hoekstra: An easement survey can
be considered as creating a new “lineal
boundary” that must be tied to an
existing property corner or property
boundary as the base starting point.
Depending on the circumstances, the
“outer boundaries” or “centerline” of
the easement may or may not need to
be located and monumented on the
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Traversing a road between timber monuments is a luxury for timber
surveyors.
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A tripod with total station.
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ground. A property boundary does
need to be marked. Easements can be
considered a “boundary plus” because
a surveyor needs to take a close look at
the easement itself in relationship to
the boundary survey. When preparing
easements, research should include
old deeds, historical maps, photos,
utility maps, and field survey work. 

Tuttle: What are the top consider-
ations you look for when reading
easement descriptions? 

Hoekstra: Clear language on the pur-
pose of an easement and the legal
description of it are most important.
An easement needs to be shown pre-
cisely on a map, then it can be staked
on the ground. Taking time up front to
clearly write easements is valuable and
pays off in the long run.

Tuttle: What are some of the
issues you’ve run into when
reading easement descriptions
and working with clients? 

Hoekstra: Some clients need to be
reminded that the job will go quicker
and easier if time, effort, and funds are
put toward doing it right. Some prefer
not to focus on the detail work, but
still want to record an easement. If the
easement is vague, there can be prob-
lems in the future. You might get away
with it 9 out of 10 times, but the 10th
time can cost the parties a lot if there
is a dispute.

Tuttle: Are there any issues you
view as problematic that you
recommend looking at differently
from a forestry perspective?  

Hoekstra: Easements on forestlands
are most often for access and related
construction to build a road. The
issues are like other easement issues.
Descriptions are critical and require
excellent skills using the public land
system (PLS). Most forestland is
described using this system. It’s a dou-
ble-edged sword. The PLS is very
clever. The history of it is interesting.
In the 1800s, land was being sold on
the other side of the US, next to anoth-
er ocean, where surveyors may have
never set foot. Yet a system was
designed that allowed land to be sold
to settlers using short, concise descrip-
tions: the sw quarter of sw quarter of
section 2, Township x, Range y. The
simplicity in it might make you believe
that an easement could be written in

the same simple manner, but that
would be a mistake. Yes, you can
describe an easement in a few words,
but it’s not always as easy to locate on
the ground and map it for permanent
records. 

Tuttle: Do you treat easements
differently if they are for road
construction for access?

Hoekstra: I do treat construction
easements differently. I make sure that
the easement contains language that
gives a time period when the ease-
ment should expire. This is different
from a permanent access easement,
which is not time-period related. If the
purpose for an easement could cease
in the foreseeable future, the easement
should contain language that address-
es the conditions needed to allow the
easement to expire.

Tuttle: How are your experiences
similar and dissimilar working
with private parties and govern-
ment entities?  

Hoekstra: Government agencies
have standard forms and processes in
place that must be used. The require-
ments for easements are well estab-
lished and must be met. Standards are
less rigid when working with private
parties. More flexibility and variation is
available.
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A clearcut provides a vista that will not last long in a western forest.



Tuttle: Can you discuss the
importance of accurate exhibits
in easements? 

Hoekstra: Exhibits (maps) are
extremely helpful in understanding
the written easement as they allow the
reader to follow the description visual-
ly. An exhibit is not an absolute
requirement for an easement, but is
strongly recommended. Many people
deal with easements that are not engi-
neers or surveyors. They may not
understand degrees, minutes, and sec-
onds, so a map can be extremely help-
ful. I almost always include an exhibit
in easements I record. I did run into a
situation recently where a company
did not want to record an exhibit map.
They thought it unnecessary because
there is a cost for every page recorded.

Tuttle: What are some of the
things you recommend foresters
should look for when reading or
developing easements? 

Hoekstra: It would be helpful to
develop an easement standard to create
a uniform look and format. Some agen-
cies have made progress with this con-
cept and have a standard way of writing
an easement for a particular purpose.
For example, the City of Portland Sewer
Agency wants the right to fix sewer lines
on private property. They have devel-
oped excellent forms and formats for

this. If you are in the business of writing
easements, it would be worthwhile to
research what others do and modify
their templates to fit your business. The
interesting thing about government vs.
private operations is that agencies usu-
ally have more time to devote to things
of this nature. They are not as bottom-
line oriented and have the resources to
do it well.

Tuttle: Do you have any addition-
al comments you would like to
share?

Hoekstra: I suggest that those work-
ing with easements regularly design a
system to store and retrieve informa-
tion. It sounds easy, but it is not.
Technology should be utilized to store
and retrieve an easement to ensure
continuity when retirements or per-
sonnel changes take place.

A surveyor is an important part of a
team that develops an easement.
Others on the team are the grantor,
grantee, and perhaps an attorney. The
surveyor’s role is to describe the loca-
tion of the easement and perhaps
monument it on the ground. There are

many other parts of an easement that
are important that other team mem-
bers develop. The list includes the
names of the parties involved, the
term (i.e., permanent or temporary),
maintenance agreements, insurance
requirements, and others.

Be sure that all issues are dealt with
before recording an easement agree-
ment into the public record because,
once recorded, these documents
remain on file and could lead to con-
fusion later.

Always have the final document
reviewed by someone who has not
seen it before. They won’t know all the
facts, but they will catch spelling errors
and question areas that they do not
understand. Easements should be
clearly written. ◆

Dan Hoekstra can be reached at
dan@statewidesurveying.com. Contact
Meghan Tuttle at meghan.tuttle@
weyerhaeuser.com.
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“It is critical to have an accurate easement description—you
can’t do your job well if you don’t understand where the
easement is.”

—Dan Hoekstra, Staff Surveyor, Statewide Land Surveying, Inc.
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Timber surveyors are accustomed to the challenges of traversing in the
forest.

WANTED: Your Ideas

The Western Forester is pub-
lished four times a year for mem-
bers of the Oregon, Washington
State, Inland Empire, and Alaska
societies. Each issue focuses on a
specific theme and seeks to
inform and provide an exchange
of information on current and
emerging issues, best practices,
and other items of interest to
resource managers.

Themes on tap for the rest of
this year include fuels manage-
ment, wood utilization, and silvi-
culture. The first two publications
in 2019 will look at collaborative
forest management and recre-
ation.

What topics within these
themes are you interested in?
Ideas and author recommenda-
tions can be sent to Lori Rasor,
editor, at rasorl@safnet.org.



BY JEREMY DOUSE

laska SAF is
holding its

annual meeting in
Fairbanks on April
12-14 at Pikes
Waterfront Lodge.
The theme is
“Carbon Markets
and Projects in Alaska.” Alaska
landowners are starting to express
interest in using their land base to par-
ticipate in carbon markets. This meet-
ing will educate resource managers,
landowners, and business managers
about opportunities in carbon markets
and how landowners can participate.
Professionals that have developed
these projects will be on hand to dis-
cuss inventory, business planning, and
lessons learned. A panel will discuss

building capacity to maintain these
carbon projects and what is needed to
develop new projects in the future.
This is a joint meeting with the Alaska
Northern Forest Cooperative.

This year also marks the 50th
anniversary of the Bonanza Creek
Experimental Forest, located about
20 miles southwest of Fairbanks.
Alaska SAF will highlight this anniver-
sary during the annual meeting with a
presentation and field trip out into
Bonanza Creek. The Bonanza Creek
Experimental Forest is the only boreal
experimental forest associated with
the Pacific Northwest Research Station
of the US Forest Service. Early studies
in Bonanza Creek included growth
and yield of white spruce, aspen, and
birch in interior Alaska; silvicultural
systems; and white spruce seed pro-
duction and natural regeneration.
Teresa Hollingsworth, a research ecol-

ogist with the Forest Service’s Boreal
Ecology Cooperative Research Unit
(BECRU) will present on the history
and current research of Bonanza
Creek. The field trip will be held April
14 and will take participants to
Bonanza Creek experimental forest to
discuss current research that faculty,
staff, and students at the University of
Alaska Fairbanks are conducting.

To register and view the full agenda,
visit www.alaska.forestry.org/. ◆

Jeremy Douse is chair of Alaska SAF.
He can be reached at jeremy.douse@
tananachiefs.org.
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Alaska SAF Annual Meeting to Focus on Carbon
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Attend the Alaska SAF annual
meeting to catch up on your
continuing education needs, visit
with your colleagues, and take in
the sights, such as this mix of
upland white spruce and lowland
black spruce forest types along the
Tanana River west of Fairbanks.

Norm Michaels
Forestry LLC

Forest management to
meet your goals

• Management Plans • Reforestation
• Timber inventory • Timber cruising

Over 40 years managing forests in
Oregon and Washington

541-822-3528
nmichaels2@yahoo.com



BY RON BOLDENOW

orest management in the interface
of a growing town with a reputa-

tion for both great beer and great
recreation that is surrounded by a fire-
dependent ecosystem is a challenge.
Learn about these challenges and how
they are being addressed, as well as
updates on other initiatives, SAF hot
topics, and plans for the 2018 SAF
National Convention to be held in
Portland this fall. 

This year’s abbreviated annual meet-
ing will be completely “backwards,”
starting with a field trip and ending
with an OSAF Executive Committee
meeting. The conference, scheduled for
April 18-19 on the campus of Central
Oregon Community College, will be
interactive and include an informal
banquet of game meats and other
hardy fare. You will find this to be a dif-
ferent and fun annual meeting.

The meeting starts on Wednesday
morning, April 18, where the group will
load buses for a three-stop field trip to
Shevlin Park to discuss prescribed
burns and vegetation management;
Phil Trailhead to look at mountain bik-
ing, fuels treatment, and prescribed
burning; and then to Quicksilver
Contracting, Pot and Pole Mill, in La

Pine. The evening stand-up banquet of
game meats starts at 6:00 p.m.

Thursday is the indoor session.
Morning speakers include John Allen,
supervisor of the Deschutes National
Forest; State Forester Peter Daugherty;
Anthony Davis, acting dean, OSU
College of Forestry; and SAF leaders
Fran Cafferata Coe, Mike Cloughesy,
and SAF President Dave Lewis (invited). 

After an interactive lunch and pres-
entation of awards, the afternoon ses-
sion will feature speakers on the top-
ics of recreation, water, and burning. 

A silent auction will take place and
vendors are welcome.

Friday, April 20, is reserved for a
morning Oregon SAF executive com-
mittee meeting. All are welcome.

For additional information and to
register, visit www.oregon.forestry.org.
Register by March 18 to receive the
early-bird rate of $175.  ◆

Ron Boldenow is chair of the OSAF
annual meeting. He can be reached
at rboldenow@cocc.edu.
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Bikes, Beer, and Burning in Burgeoning Bend! How
Much is Enough?
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Don’t miss this year’s Oregon SAF annual meeting that will feature the 5Bs:
Bikes, Beer, and Burning in Burgeoning Bend.

lan now to attend the 2018
Washington State annual meeting

on May 2-4 at the Cowlitz County
Event Center in Longview.

Located in the shadow of Mount St.
Helens along the Columbia River,
Longview has been a hub of forestry
activity for over a century. With a wide
variety of private and public forest-
land, export facilities, and some of the
most advanced sawmills in the world,
Longview is the perfect backdrop for
this year’s annual meeting

The theme is Forestry Change
Agents, and presenters will cover a

breadth of topics from technology to
labor—all centered around the drivers
of change in the field of forestry.

Additional events will include a local
field tour, pizza and beer meet and
greet, quiz bowl (for everyone, not just
students!), an awards breakfast, and a
silent auction and raffle.

The annual meeting will be a great
opportunity to connect with your fel-
low foresters. Whether you are meeting
new people in our field, or reconnect-
ing with old colleagues, look forward
to fun social events, provocative pre-
sentations, and engaging discussions

about forestry change agents.
To register and to view the sched-

ule, visit www.washington.forestry.org.
General Chair Ellie Lathrop can be
reached at eslathrop@comcast.net. ◆

Forestry Change Agents Theme
of WSSAF Annual Meeting

P



lections for state and national
offices occurred in the fall of

2017, with newly elected officers
starting their roles in 2018. Here are
the results.

In Oregon SAF, Fran Cafferata Coe,
a consulting wildlife biologist and
owner of Cafferata Consulting, moves
into the chair position for 2018.
Meghan Tuttle, Weyerhaeuser, was
elected chair-elect for the year; she
will advance into the chair position
in 2019. Julie Woodward, senior man-
ager of Forestry
Education for the
Oregon Forest
Resources Institute,
was elected dele-
gate-at-large.

Oregon SAF
members also voted
on and approved the
position statement titled, “Commercial
Harvest on Public Lands in Oregon,”
which was approved by 98% of OSAF
members who voted.

In Washington
State SAF, Paul
Wagner, a forester
for Atterbury
Consultants, will
serve as chair in
2018. Jenny Knoth,
director of
Environmental

Affairs for Green Crow in Port Angeles,
was elected chair-elect. She will move
into the chair position in 2019.

In the Inland Empire SAF, Phil Aune
is serving as chair.
Anjel Tomayko is the
chair-elect.

Alaska SAF has
two-year terms for
their leadership.
Jeremy Douse, a
forester for Tanana
Chiefs Conference,
begins his second
year in the chair position.

John Yarie, with the University of
Alaska Fairbanks, is the chair elect.
He will slide into the chair position
for 2019-2020.

On the national level, Dave Lewis
from Florida is SAF president. John
McNulty, who is
president and CEO
of Seven Islands
Land Company in
Bangor, Maine, was
elected vice presi-
dent. Fred Cubbage,
professor in the
Department of
Forestry and Environmental
Resources, North Carolina State
University in Raleigh, moves into the
immediate past president role.

Four SAF Board members were also

elected. In District 1 (Washington
State, Inland Empire, and Alaska), Tom
Hanson was elected and replaces Keith
Blatner. Others elected include Beverly
Yelczyn for District 4, David Gwaze for
District 7, and Dick Brinker for District
10. Mike Cloughesy enters his second
year as District 2 representing Oregon.
Board members serve three-year
terms, elected on a staggered basis. ◆
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New Officers Elected for 2018

Members Honored

E

Phil Aune

Julie Woodward

Jenny Knoth

John McNulty

We provide practical solutions for wildlife
and other natural resource management.

Our goal is to provide you with the highest
level of service and the most effective

solution to any natural resource concern.

www.cafferataconsulting.com
fran@cafferataconsulting.com • 503-680-7939

WE SPECIALIZE IN:
• Developing wildlife programs for

forest certification including SFI 
and American Tree Farm System

• Wildlife Surveys
• GIS Services

everal members were recognized
with awards during chapter

meetings in February. The Portland
Chapter celebrated 50 years of SAF
membership with Dick Courter (left)
and Bob Alverts.

The Marys Peak Chapter honored
three members who were elected
Fellow in 2017—Robin Tucker,
Tamara Cushing, and Gary Springer.

Congratulations to all and thank you
for your service to SAF and beyond. ◆

S



BY MIKE CLOUGHESY

he SAF Board started 2018 with
new officers and a few new dis-

trict representatives. Dave Lewis of 
Southern Forestry Consultants is 
president; John McNulty of Seven 
Islands Land Company is vice presi-
dent; and Fred Cubbage of North 
Carolina State University is immedi-
ate past president. Clark Seely, for-
merly of Oregon Department of 
Forestry, rotates off.

New Board members include Tom 
Hanson, District 1 (Washington State, 
Inland Empire, and Alaska) and Bev 
Yelczyn, District 4 (Montana, Colorado/
Wyoming, Intermountain, Southwestern, 
and Dakotas). Keith Blatner rotates off 
District 1, but has become the editor in 
chief of the Journal of Forestry. Jim 
Thinnes rotates off District 4, but is 
chairing our CEO Search Committee. I 
continue to serve as District 2 represen-
tative through 2019. Many thanks to 
retiring board members and officers. 
Welcome to the newbies.

The big news of 2017 is that the 
Society of American Foresters (SAF) 
and Matt Menashes did not renew 
our employment agreement for his 
services as chief executive officer
(CEO). Matt is pursuing other oppor-
tunities in the not-for-profit sector. 
We wish him the best.

Louise Murgia and John Barnwell 
have been appointed to serve as co-
directors and interim CEOs of SAF 
until further notice. Louise has been 
our chief operating officer (COO) 
since 2014, and John has been the 
director of Government and External 
Affairs.

A CEO search committee has been 
appointed by the Board and a job 
announcement has been posted on the 
SAF websites (eforester.org and 
forestry.org). Applications will be 
accepted until May 18, 2018. Jim 
Thinnes is chairing the search commit-
tee and Ed Shepard, former District 2 
board representative, is a member. The 
Board’s top priority for 2018 is to fill the 
CEO position with a great candidate.

The SAF president and Board have 
identified five emphasis areas for 2018:

1. Increase tangible value to mem-
bers;

2. Grow membership in three
dimensions: numbers, diversity and
generational;

3. Secure a sound financial picture
for SAF;

4. Elevate the professional status of
forestry; and

5. Promote sound forest science
and policy.

There are many actions planned
under these five emphasis areas. For
more information, see the conversa-
tion with President Dave Lewis in the
January 2018 issue of the Forestry
Source.

Two big accomplishments for 2017
include the signing of a publications
agreement with Oxford University
Press and the continuation of the
analysis regarding the SAF Head-
quarters Building.

After a very competitive process,
Oxford University Press and SAF signed
an agreement whereby OUP will pub-
lish the Journal of Forestry and Forest
Science for SAF. This arrangement has
several advantages for SAF including
reduced costs and enhanced revenues
from journals; expanded reach of our
journals as they are marketed to
libraries, universities, and research
centers as part of the Oxford fleet of
journals; and improved services to SAF
members, authors, editors, and review-
ers. Thanks to Jennifer Kuhn, SAF
director of Publications, for leading
this RFP and negotiation process.

The SAF Building Committee has
completed a review of our Gifford
Pinchot headquarters building in
Bethesda. The review included docu-

menting restoration costs and priori-
ties to bring the building into accept-
able condition, comparing costs of
office locations for six regions in the
east and Midwest, and estimating the
value of the building. The Board, in
December, made the decision that the
SAF headquarters will remain in the
Washington, DC metro area. The board
also directed staff to conduct a search
of available office rental space in the
Bethesda/Rockville area and to deter-
mine what space is needed for SAF to
operate. The fate of the Gifford Pinchot
building will be decided in the near
future.

Finally, I am leading a team
appointed by the Audit Committee to
conduct a program review of the SAF
National Convention. This will
involve surveys of attendees, presen-
ters, exhibitors, sponsors, and job fair
employers; a survey of non-attendees;
interviews with other professional
societies; examination of convention
costs and revenues; and analysis of
convention attendee demographics
for the past three conventions. Please
respond to a survey if you receive one
from Survey Monkey on behalf of SAF.
We plan on making recommenda-
tions to improve convention. Some
results will be available for Portland
2018, but our target is beyond that.

If you have any questions about the
SAF Board, please contact your SAF
Board Representative: Tom Hanson,
District 1: tom.hanson@arborinfo.com;
Mike Cloughesy, District 2: cloughesy@
ofri.org; or Bev Yelczyn, District 4:
grizbirddog@gmail.com.  ◆

Mike Cloughesy serves as District 2
representative on the SAF Board. He
can be reached at 503-329-1014 or
cloughesy@ofri.org.
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Board Update

SAF Board members Tom Hanson,
Mike Cloughesy, and Bev Yelczyn.

T

Tom Hanson
Tom.Hanson@ArborInfo.com

206 300 9711
www.arborinfo.com

Providing information about trees and forests



he Washington State SAF
Foundation was created to pro-

vide scholarships for forestry students
and as a source of funds for other
forestry educational purposes. 

The foundation fund balance stands
at approximately $54,060. In 2017, net
worth increased by nearly $5,300 due to
donations from members, donations
made at the annual meeting, and
returns from the investment account.

A five-member Board of Trustees
provides oversight to the foundation.
This year’s trustees include Doug St.
John, chair; John Gorman, secretary;
and trustees Bruce Bare, Norm Schaaf,
and Wendy Sammarco. Chuck Lorenz
serves as treasurer. Past board trustees
include John Walkowiak, Dick Hopkins,
Joe Murray, and Ellie Lathrop. The
immediate past chair of WSSAF auto-
matically serves as a trustee on the
board to ensure continuity.

Since 2011, the foundation has
awarded scholarships to bright young
students interested in forestry careers.
Highlighted in the sidebar are past
award winners and their current sta-
tus. Scholarships for 2018 ranging
from $1,000-$2,000 will be awarded
later this year; the application deadline
was February 23.

For additional information, visit
www.washington.forestry.org and click
on the Outreach and Education tab. ◆

Where Are They Now?

2017: Brittany Church is completing her second year at Grays Harbor
College. During the summer of 2017 Brittany interned with Alta Forest
Products.

2017: Ted Olson is enrolled in the BAS program at Grays Harbor College.
Ted was an intern with the WDNR during the summer of 2017.

2017: Jennilyn Franklin is enrolled in the BAS program at Grays Harbor
College. In the summer of 2017 Jennilyn was an intern with Port Blakely.

2017: Hannah Morrison, a graduate of the School of Environmental and
Forest Sciences at the University of Washington, is pursuing a Master’s in
Forestry degree at Humboldt State University in Northern California. After
graduating from Humboldt, Hannah plans to move back to Washington to
continue her forestry career.

2016: Brady Dier, Grays Harbor College graduate, is now an NRS 1 with the
WDNR working in the South Puget Sound Region. Brady also provides social
media support to WSSAF.

2016 and 2014: Karl Peterson, Grays Harbor College graduate, received his
B.S. degree from Humboldt State and is now working for the USFS.

2015: Marisa Bass earned a Master of Forest Resources in Forest
Management last June from the UW. She is now working from the Pysht area
to Long Beach as a forester for American Forest Management.

2015: Riley Mowry is a BAS student in resource management at Grays
Harbor College. Riley is also an intern for Sierra Pacific Industries in
Aberdeen.

2014: Sam Israel earned a Master of Forest Resources in Forest
Management from the UW. He is the owner of Alliance Ecological Services.
Sam’s current work includes monitoring timber harvests on federal lands and
helping small landowners with stewardship planning projects. 

2013 and 2014: Benjamin Roe earned a Master of Science in Sustainable
Resource Management and a Master of Public Affairs from the UW. Ben is
now working as a forester with the US Forest Service on the Prescott National
Forest in Arizona. He was recently selected to the Forest Service’s National
Advanced Silviculture Program, which is a requirement to become a certified
silviculturist for the Forest Service.

2013: Casey Elder, Grays Harbor College graduate, is a log scaler for
Northwest Log Scalers.

2013: Ryan Rohr is pursuing his BAS in resource management at Grays
Harbor College.

2011: Candra (Grimm) Burns received her A.A.A. from Grays Harbor College
and her B.S. from Evergreen College. She currently owns Talking Forests, a natu-
ral resource communication business. Candra is also the social media chair of
the WSSAF and is now relocating with her husband to Germany. 
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WSSAF Foundation Financially Supports Students

T

Restore our
federal forests

to restore our
rural communities

Join us @
HealthyForests.Org

FOREST RESOURCES TECHNOLOGY
SAF Accredited  •  http://cocc.edu/programs/forestry  

Ron Boldenow, Ph.D., C.F., Forestry
Rebecca Franklin, Ph.D., Dendrochronology
Bret Michalski, M.S., Wildlife Science

E-mail: bmichalski@cocc.edu  (541) 383-7756

CENTRAL OREGON COMMUNITY COLLEGE Bend, Oregon
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38th Annual Inland Empire
Reforestation Council Meeting,
March 6, Coeur d’Alene, ID. Contact: WFCA.

Using Your Mobile Device for High-
precision GPS Forestry Data
Collection, March 7, Coeur d’Alene, ID.
Contact: WFCA.

Do-It-Yourself Accurate Drone
Mapping, March 8, Coeur d’Alene, ID.
Contact: WFCA.

Cable Logging Workshop, March 12-
15, Coeur d’Alene, ID. Contact: FEI.

Visualizing and Analyzing
Environmental Data with R, March
13-14, Portland, OR. Contact: NWETC,
www.nwetc.org.

Starker Lecture Series, March 14,
April 25, and May 23, LaSells Stewart Center,
Corvallis, OR. Contact: Jessica Fitzmorris,
541-737-3161, jessica.fitzmorris@oregon-
state.edu, http://starkerlectures.forestry.
oregonstate.edu/.

Pacific Northwest Timberlands
Management: Regulation,
Litigation, and Business
Considerations, March 15-16,
Portland, OR. Contact: The Seminar
Group, www.theseminargroup.net/.

Skyline XL Workshop, March 16,
Coeur d’Alene, ID. Contact: FEI.

International Mass Timber
Conference, March 20–22, Oregon
Convention Center, Portland, OR. Contact:
www.masstimberconference.com.

Applied Forest Finance and
Timber Forecasting, March 21,
Portland, OR. Contact: WFCA.

Inland Empire SAF annual meeting,
joint with Idaho Forest Owners
Association, March 25-27, Moscow, ID.
Contact: www.idahoforestowners.org/.

Variable Probability Sampling
Workshop, March 26-30, Oregon State
University, Corvallis. Contact: 541-737-
9300, conferences@oregonstate.edu,
blogs.oregonstate.edu/variableprobability.

Coping with Change Through
Innovation: New Approaches,
Tools, and Collaborations,
March 27-30, Olympia, WA. Contact:
www.northwestscience.org.

The Era of Megafires, April 11, World
Forestry Center, Portland, OR. Contact:
Rick Zenn, 503-488-2103, rzenn@
worldforestry.org, www.worldforestry.org/
events/.

Alaska SAF annual meeting,
April 12-14, Fairbanks, Alaska. Contact:
Jeremy Douse, jeremy.douse@
tananachiefs.org, www.forestry.org.

Oregon SAF annual meeting, April 18-
20, Central Oregon Community College,
Bend, OR. Contact: Ron Boldenow, rbolde-
now@cocc.edu, www.forestry.org.

Washington State SAF annual
meeting, May 2-4, Longview, WA.
Contact: Ellie Lathrop, eslathrop@com-
cast.net, www.forestry.org. 

Washington Farm Forestry
Association annual meeting,
May 20-22, Sun Mountain Lodge, Winthrop,
WA. Contact: www.wafarmforestry.com.

Western Forest Economists annual
meeting, June 3-5, Olympia, WA.
Contact: WFCA.

Western Mensurationists annual
meeting, June 17-19, Flagstaff, AZ.
Contact: WFCA.

Oregon Small Woodlands
Association annual meeting,
June 28-30, Springfield, OR. Contact:
OSWA, 503-588-1813, oswa@oswa.org,
www.oswa.org.

The Forest Products Forum,
Sept. 25, World Forestry Center, Portland,
OR. Contact: www.wwotf.org/.

Who Will Own the Forest? 14
Sept. 25-27, World Forestry Center,
Portland, OR. Contact: www.wwotf.org/.

2018 SAF National Convention,
Oct. 3-7, Portland, OR. Contact:
www.eforester.org/safconvention.

The Hagenstein Lectures, Oct. 14,
World Forestry Center, Portland, OR.
Contact: Rick Zenn, 503-488-2103,
rzenn@worldforestry.org, www.hagen-
steinlectures.org.

Operational Silviculture in the
Inland West, Dec. 4-5, Spokane, WA.
Contact: WFCA.

Calendar of Events

Contact Information

FEI: Forest Engineering Incorporated,
3895 NW Lincoln Ave., Corvallis, OR
97330, 541-754-7558, office@forest-
engineer.com, www.forestengineer.com.

WFCA: Western Forestry and
Conservation Association, 4033 SW
Canyon Rd., Portland, OR 97221, 503-
226-4562, richard@westernforestry.org,
www.westernforestry.org.

Send calendar items to the editor at
rasorl@safnet.org.

503-684-8168
1-800-783-6818

11825 SW Greenburg Road, Suite 200 
Tigard, OR 97223

www.nwforestryservices.com

❑ Professional Forest Management ❑ Appraisals

❑ Timber Inventories and Cruising ❑ Mapping and GIS
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Alvin Sorseth
1919-2017

Alvin “Tyke” Sorseth passed away
November 7, 2017, at Peter Moore
Hospice House. He was 98. Tyke was
number three in a line of six children,
born March 14, 1919, to Anton and Hazel
Sorseth in Hettinger, North Dakota. When
Tyke was 15, the Great Depression and
Dust Bowl forced the family west where
they settled near Sweet Home, Ore. It was
there that Tyke finished high school and
met hometown girl Arlene Sportsman.
They graduated in 1939 and became
engaged to marry when Tyke enlisted in
1942 to become a US Navy aviator. 

They married Christmas Eve, 1942, in a
little church in Jacksonville, Florida,
where Tyke was based. Tyke was attached
to the Atlantic Fleet, and ultimately
became a patrol bomber commander,
searching for submarines and escorting
ship convoys from Nova Scotia to Brazil. 

At war’s end, Tyke joined many other
veterans as a student at Oregon State
College, majoring in forestry. By the time
he graduated in 1948, he and Arlene had
two sons, Steve and Craig. 

Tyke started his 35-year career with the
US Forest Service on the Willamette
National Forest, where he ultimately
became district ranger on three ranger
districts. His first district ranger assign-
ment, however, was on the Malheur
National Forest, headquartered in Burns,
Ore. 

Tyke retired in 1977 as a staff officer in
the Willamette National Forest Supervisor’s
Office. Tyke and Arlene were in the Forest
Service at a time when all members of the
organization were “family,” and lifelong
relationships were forged. 

Tyke’s passion for forestry really blos-
somed after retirement when he commit-
ted himself to converting Arlene’s parents’
farm near Sweet Home from pasture to
timber production. He began planting
trees in the early 1990s, and joined by his
sons, planted seedlings and pruned trees
until he was well into his 80s. The 35-acre
farm was Arlene’s birthplace and is now
well stocked with Douglas-fir and pon-
derosa pine. Tyke and Arlene were honored
as Tree Farmers of the Year by the Linn
County Small Woodlands Association. 

Tyke was a member of several profes-
sional and fraternal organizations, includ-

ing the Society of American Foresters and
Oregon Small Woodlands Association. He
was a Freemason and Scottish Rite. 

Tyke is survived by Arlene, his wife of
nearly 75 years, and his sister, Carlyne
Fredericks, 90, in Seattle. He also leaves
behind his sons, Steve (Amelia) and Craig
(Renee). He is blessed with three grand-
children: Sarah, Nathan, and Noah, and
three great grandsons: Samuel, Josiah,
and Seth.

Willard Berry
1925-2017

Willard was born September 25, 1925,
in Salem, Ore., to Marvin and Freda
(Garrison) Berry and passed away June 7,
2017, in Tillamook, Ore., at the age of 91.
Willard was a graduate of Lebanon High
School and Oregon State University, get-
ting his degree in forestry. Willard served
in the Air Force during WWII and was
honorably discharged in 1946, but contin-
ued with the Army Air Corp until he was
60 years old. 

Willard worked for the Oregon
Department of Forestry for many years.
He was also very active in the community
including the Tillamook Elk’s Lodge,
Kiwanis Club, Tillamook County
Historical Society, Son’s and Daughter’s
Pioneers Genealogy Group, Tillamook JC’s
Club, Tillamook Planning Committee,
Tillamook City and Tillamook School
District Budget Committee, and 4-H
Advisory Committee. He served on several
United Methodist Church committees,
Army Reserve Officers Association, and
the Oregon State Alumni. 

Willard is survived by his wife Dorothy
of Tillamook and three children, Alan
(Diane) of Astoria, Ore., Timothy (Paula)
of Tillamook, and Rosan Hallstrom
(Steve), also of Tillamook, grandchildren
Braden (Karla), Ryan, Kevin (Courtney)
and Stephanie Leger, and great grandchil-
dren Braylen and Allison. He also had
many nieces and nephews. Memorial
contributions may be made to the United
Methodist Church Maintenance Fund. 

Kenneth Wienke
1952-2017

Ken Wienke graduated from Crook
County High School in Prineville, Ore.,
and served in the US Army for two years
during the Vietnam War era, after which
he received a BS degree in forest engi-
neering from Oregon State University. He
was a Licensed Oregon Professional
Forest Engineer.

Ken started his career with Boise
Cascade 38 years ago working in Oregon

and Idaho. While with Boise he served as
Western Oregon Wood Procurement man-
ager.

Ken joined the Oregon Logging
Conference board in 2002 and served as its
president in 2012. He was also a member
of the Southern Oregon Timber Industries
Association and served two years as presi-
dent. Ken was actively involved with the
board of OFIC, and was a member of the
Siskiyou Chapter of SAF. He served as an
advisory board member for the Southern
Oregon Forest Restoration Collaborative,
and worked with the Applegate Partnership
and Public Advocates for Sustainable
Solutions, a grassroots effort dealing with
primarily smoke management involving
community leaders outside the timber
industry. 

Ken was an active individual, enjoyed
spending time outdoors playing golf, bik-
ing, competing in the Bend Pole, Peddle,
and Paddle event, and other outdoor
events.

Wayne Gaskins
1924-2017

Wayne Gaskins was born March 11,
1924, in Indianapolis, Indiana, to Ralph
and Fleeta (Mabbit) Gaskins. He graduat-
ed from Ben Davis High School, and
attended Michigan State College for
undergraduate and graduate studies,
receiving a Master of Science in forestry.

In 1956, he accepted a two-year posi-
tion in Medellin, Colombia, to assist in re-
establishing the College of Forestry at
their university. Working closely with his
Columbian counterpart, Dr. Ruiz Landa,
they revised the school’s programs, active-
ly recruited students, developed scholar-
ship assistance, and hired a new teaching
staff. Having successfully completed this
significant project, Wayne settled in
Oregon permanently in 1959, where he
accepted a temporary position at Western
Forest Industries Association. He
remained there until his retirement in
1992, stepping down as vice-president.

A year after moving to the Pacific
Northwest, he married Beverly
Withycombe Cuffel and became step-
father to her two young children, Curtis
and Stephen. The couple lived in south-
west Portland for more than 30 years, and
after retirement they moved to central
Oregon.

He is survived by his wife, Beverly
Withycombe Cuffel Gaskins; stepsons
Curtis (Barbara) and Stephen (Maraed
Walsh); grandchildren Allison Cuffel
(Wyatt Norris), Christopher Cuffel
(Amber), Catherine Cuffel; and great-
grandchildren, Tegan and Adric.

We Remember



Memorial contributions may be made
to the Wayne and Beverly Gaskins Leading
Edge Scholarship, Oregon State
University-Cascades, 1500 SW Chandler,
Bend, OR 97701.

Stanley Blinks
1927-2018

Stanley E. Blinks, 90, formerly of
Chehalis, Wash., died peacefully in his
sleep Jan. 19, 2018, in Kirkland, Wash.
Stan was born on Dec. 15, 1927, in New
York City, N.Y., to Albion and Ruetta (Day)
Blinks. 

A 1945 graduate of Paschal High
School in Fort Worth, Texas, Stan attended
school in Iowa, New Mexico, Texas,
Tennessee, Oklahoma, and Texas again,
before attending then Iowa State College
his first two years of college. He graduated
from the University of Minnesota in 1951
with a bachelor of science degree in forest
management.

He worked several summers in Glacier
National Park and landed a full-time job
with the Weyerhaeuser Timber Company
in 1951, in Longview, Wash. He worked as
an inventory forester and was transferred
to the Skokomish Tree Farm in Snohomish,
Wash.

On April 18, 1959, Stan married Ann
Trout in Stillwater, Okla., her hometown.
Upon marriage, the couple moved to
Monroe, Wash. Diann Eddy Blinks, their
first child, was born in 1961.

In the spring of 1963, the couple moved
to Chehalis, where Stan was transferred
with one other Weyerhaeuser employee to
set up a new Chehalis Weyerhaeuser office.
Stan and Ann found their dream home in
Chehalis and spent the next 30 years serv-
ing the community.

Son Scott Edward Blinks was born in
1964. Ann went to work for The Daily
Chronicle in 1968 and became the lifestyle
editor. 

Stan retired from Weyerhaeuser in
1982 after 31 years. He spent his retire-
ment years serving the Society of
American Foresters in many different
capacities. He joined SAF in 1951 as a stu-
dent and held chapter, state, and national
offices in the Longview, North Puget
Sound, and Southwest Washington chap-
ters from 1952 to 1993. In 1974, Stan was
named the Forester of the Year and was
elected a Fellow in 1979.

Stan was a 50-year member of the
Lions Club and had a passion for collect-
ing Lion’s pins from all over the world. He
was also active in the Elks Club and
served as treasurer in the Twin Cities Elks.

Stan bowled every Monday night with
the Twin Cities Bowling League until he

had to give it up when his knees gave out.
He started his own business, Stanserve
Forest Advisory Service, soon after retire-
ment.

Stan and Ann were longtime members
of the Chehalis United Methodist Church
and were well known in the congregation
for their “Mr. and Mrs. Fellowship
Spaghetti Night” held annually at their
home.

Stan’s wife, Ann Trout, preceded Stan
in death. Several years after Ann died in
2004, Stan found companionship with
Margie Dukes, whom he lived with in
Tacoma until 2013, when she became ill
and passed away in 2014.

He moved back to Chehalis and lived
at Woodland Estates until he moved to
Brookdale, Kirkland, to be close to his
daughter, Diann.

He is survived by his son and daugh-
ter-in-law, Scott and Therese Blinks of
Chehalis and their daughter, Reese; and
daughter and son-in-law, Diann Blinks
Mangan and Simon Hedworth of Seattle,
and Diann’s two children, Claire and Joe.

Barte Starker
1950-2017

Barte was
born in Corvallis,
Ore., to Bruce
and Betty Bond
Starker. He grad-
uated from
Corvallis High
School in 1968
and from Oregon
State University
in 1972 with a
degree in
forestry. At age
22, he entered the family business, Starker
Forests, and worked there until his retire-
ment. In 1978, he married Patricia Lemon.
They raised two daughters and hosted
several exchange students from around
the world.

Barte served on many forestry boards
and committees throughout the state
including the Oregon Board of Forestry,
Oregon Natural Resources Education
Fund, and Oregon Forest Resources
Institute. He was also involved with the
Oregon Coast Aquarium, Good Samaritan
Hospital Foundation, Rotary, and Boys
and Girls Club of Corvallis. Barte joined
SAF in 1972 and was elected SAF Fellow in
1999.

He is survived by his wife, Pat, his
daughters Sally Starker (Zach) and Wendy
Little (Matt), three grandsons, and his
brother, Bond Starker.

Memorial contributions may be made

to: Corvallis Boys and Girls Club Teen
Center, 1112 NW Circle Blvd., Corvallis,
OR 97330; or the Oregon Community
Foundation (specify the Oregon Natural
Resources Education Fund or ONREF) at
The Oregon Community Foundation, 440
East Broadway, Suite 160, Eugene, OR
97401.

The Corvallis Gazette-Times published
two articles about Barte and the legacy he
left (see bit.ly/2CuRtAD) and the Starker
legacy he helped sustain and build (see
bit.ly/2EPwBlK). ◆
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Barte-isms

Barte Starker served on the Boys
& Girls Club Board of Directors from
1984-2017. He led the capital cam-
paign to build the Clubhouse in the
1990s and led the creation of a per-
manent space for teens that will
open in September of 2018.

Helen Higgins, CEO of the Boys
& Girls Club of Corvallis, gave a
heartwarming tribute to Barte
Starker at his memorial service.
Below are the 10 “Barte-isms,” or,
what Helen refers to as the guiding
principles for the Boys & Girls club
of Corvallis. Barte continues to be
an inspiration to get involved in the
community.

1. Be thankful and show appreci-
ation.

2. Walk through every room in
the building—take care of the nitty,
gritty details.

3. Plant for the future. If you
don’t take care of the seedlings, you
won’t have a forest.

4. Sometimes you cut down the
wrong tree and that’s okay. Plant
another one.

5. Don’t ruin the architectural
integrity. Some things fit and some
things don’t. If it doesn’t fit, don’t
force it. Let it go.

6. Always jump in—don’t wait for
others, take the lead.

7. If you can do it on your own,
you aren’t thinking big enough.
Expand your vision.

8. Really care about what people
have to say and know that they have
something valuable to contribute
(and don’t forget to listen).

9. Share your connections. When
you help people connect, everyone
benefits—including you.

10. Love, love, love.



Editor’s Note: To keep SAF members
informed of state society policy activities,
Policy Scoreboard is a regular feature in the
Western Forester. The intent is to provide a
brief explanation of the policy activity—you
are encouraged to follow up with the listed
contact person for detailed information.

OSAF Adopts Updated Herbicides
Position Statement. OSAF’s position
statement “Using Pesticides on Forest
Lands” expired in December 2017 and
thus has been reviewed for possible
changes and updated discussion
points and supporting references.
Pesticide use on forestlands remains a
serious issue that continues to stir
public controversy and concern, par-
ticularly aerial spraying. For example,
although its legality has been formally
challenged, a ballot initiative that bans
aerial spraying was narrowly approved
last spring by voters in Lincoln County,
Ore. A similar initiative campaign has
been conducted in Lane County,
although it also has run into some
legal issues.

Among the notable changes in the
OSAF position is a new title (Using
Herbicides on…) and specific focus on
herbicides, as well as more discussion
and references on environmental
effects. All OSAF members are invited to
review and use the revised position
statement (www.oregon.forestry.org/
oregon) when communicating with pol-
icy makers and the interested public
about this important issue. Contact:

Mark Buckbee, OSAF Policy co-chair,
buckbeefamily@ msn.com.  

Western Oregon Tribal Fairness
Act becomes law. In early January,
President Trump signed the Western
Oregon Tribal Fairness Act. The act
(HR 1306) was introduced last March in
the House by Reps. Peter DeFazio and
Greg Walden, along with a very similar
bill (S 508) in the Senate by Sens. Ron
Wyden and Jeff Merkley. The act will
transfer a total of about 32,000 acres of
forestlands from the Bureau of Land
Management to several western Oregon
tribes. To abide with “No net loss”
requirements for O&C Lands, the BLM
will designate an equivalent acreage of
current public domain lands in western
Oregon into O&C classification.

The new law will transfer 17,519 acres
into trust for the Cow Creek Band of
Umpqua Tribe of Indians, and 14,742
acres for the Confederated Tribes of Coos,
Lower Umpqua, and Siuslaw Indians. It
also amends the Coquille Restoration Act
to allow the Coquille Tribe to manage the
5,400 acres of forestlands they were grant-
ed in 1996 in the same way as the other
tribes, rather than with the previously
required conformance with adjacent BLM
management plans. The act had passed
in the House of Representatives several
times in past years but failed to pass the
Senate until this year. Contact: Mark
Buckbee, OSAF Policy co-chair, buck-
beefamily@msn.com.

Tom Schultz Leaving Idaho
Department of Lands (IDL).
Governor C.L. “Butch” Otter announced
that IDL Director Tom Schultz stepped
down in January to become vice presi-
dent of Government Affairs and
Community Outreach for Idaho Forest
Group.

“Under Tom Schultz’s leadership,
Idaho has seen strong financial returns
from the use of endowment trust lands,
the creation of multiple rangeland fire
protection associations to keep fires
small across southern Idaho, major
improvements to Idaho’s oil and gas
regulatory program, and expansion of
the Good Neighbor Authority program
to increase active management on
Idaho’s federally managed public
lands,” Governor Otter said. “Idaho’s
endowment trust lands and other natu-
ral resources are better off today
because of Tom’s service.”

Governor Otter is chairman of the
five-member State Board of Land
Commissioners (Land Board), which
also includes the Attorney General,
Secretary of State, State Controller, and
Superintendent of Public Instruction. It
provides direction to IDL in managing
millions of acres of endowment trust
lands in Idaho to provide financial sup-
port for Idaho’s public school system
and other state institutions. The IDL
also manages the lands beneath Idaho’s
navigable waterways and administers
regulatory and assistance programs
related to mining, oil and gas, forestry,
and fire.

At the time of this writing, the Land
Board was scheduled to discuss the
position of IDL director at its January
meeting.

Economic Contribution of
Idaho’s Forest Products Industry.
Key forest products industry statistics for
Idaho include (http://bit.ly/2DEm5xy):
$2.0 billion gross state product; 29,098
total direct and support jobs; $3.77 bil-
lion gross sales (direct); and $1.14 bil-
lion labor income (direct and support)

Each million board feet harvested
creates 22 jobs (12 direct plus 10 sup-
port). Annual harvest is down 18% in
2017 to 1.11 billion board feet. Harvest
volume from federal lands increased
8%, while harvest volume from private
and state lands decreased 23% and 11%,
respectively. Lumber production is
down 1.2% from 1.78 billion board feet
(lumber tally) in 2016 to 1.60 billion
board feet in 2017.

Contact: Dennis Becker, drbecker@
uidaho.edu, 208-885-5776, www.uida-
ho.edu/cnr/policy-analysis-group.

Sale of Residential Cottage Sites
and Commercial Properties. The
Idaho Land Board voted in 2016 to auc-
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tion most Idaho Department of Lands
commercial properties and residential
cottage sites. The decision was based on
a business plan prepared by the Land
Board’s commercial real estate advisor,
which pointed to current market condi-
tions and the challenges IDL faces in
efficiently owning and operating these
properties. The recommendation was to
use the revenue generated from the sale
of properties to acquire timberlands to
improve long-term returns for the
endowed beneficiaries. In 2017, com-
mercial property sales generated $17.3
million and residential cottage sites
generated $33.5 million. Contact:
www.idl.idaho.gov/sell-land.html.

Legislators miss reception, but
make vote. On January 18, the sixth
Forest Products Legislative Reception
hosted by Washington State SAF was
held in Olympia at the Children’s
Museum, which earned LEED GOLD for
its sustainable building in 2014. The
annual reception is a meet- and greet-
style event with the goal to offer net-
working opportunities between
Washington State legislators and our
counterparts in private industry,
forestry related nonprofits, and natural
resources agencies. The event facilitates
foresters and policy makers to get better
acquainted and help educate elected
officials on forestry related issues, or
anything we feel like talking about
while enjoying some local food and
beverages!  

The reception was a great success even
though none of the legislators could
attend! What you ask? Yes, you see the leg-
islators had very important business to
attend to “on the hill” in which they
worked late and passed the Hirst fix
(exempt well water issue), the capital
budget, and the bond bill to fund the cap-
ital budget. In 2017, Senate Republicans
stated they would not support passage of
a capital budget until the legislature
agreed on a Hirst fix. Last year (2017) is
the first time in Washington state history
that the state did not pass a capital budg-
et. This year they passed all three initia-
tives, but missed out on the popular
event.

Although having legislators there is
the main reason this reception is held,
it did not stop foresters from engaging
in lively debate, networking, and just
catching up. Contact: Karen Temen,
karen.temen@weyerhaeuser.com. ◆

he Society of
American

Foresters announced
Dr. Keith A. Blatner,
CF, as editor in chief
of the Journal of
Forestry. The three-
year term to the
Journal officially began on January 1.
Keith follows the Journal’s most
recent editor, Dr. Don C. Bragg, and
Dr. Richard Guldin, who served as
interim editor in chief during SAF’s
search and interview process for this
position.

Dr. Blatner is currently professor
and program leader for Forestry and
director of the Grizzly Bear Research,
Education and Conservation Center
in the School of the Environment at
Washington State University. He has
served SAF’s journals for many years,
most recently as an Applied Research
editor for Forest Science, and previ-
ously as editor in chief of the Western
Journal of Applied Forestry, and has
also served on SAF’s Board of
Directors. An SAF Fellow, he is a
member of the Inland Empire Society.

“I am honored to have been select-
ed as the editor in chief for the
Journal of Forestry,” Blatner said. “The

current stature of the Journal of
Forestry is due to the hard work of the
previous editors, associate editors,
authors, reviewers, and editorial staff,
without whose efforts the Journal
would not have risen to its current
level of prominence among the over
60 journals devoted to the publica-
tion of forestry-related research.” His
vision for the Journal includes
improving the use of available tech-
nologies such as online-ahead-of-
print publication and better use of
online-only supplementary materials
like videos, data sets, and podcasts.
He envisions continuing to publish
timely special issues and sections
such as 2017’s special section on for-
est inventory and analysis. ◆
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Blatner Named Editor of the
Journal of Forestry 

T

Land Management  |  Real Estate Services  |  Wildlife Management
Recreational Leases  |  Technical and Data Services

Anyone can see the beauty.
Our specialty is helping preserve your legacy.

Chehalis 360.740.3757 • Kirkland 425.820.3420

americanforestmanagement.com

LORENZ
FORESTRY
CHUCK LORENZ, CF 1770

Forest Management Planning &
Operations, Inventory, Valuation

for over 40 years

c_4str@yahoo.com

360-951-0117



SOCIETY OF AMERICAN FORESTERS
Western Forester
4033 S.W. Canyon Road
Portland, Oregon 97221

PRINTED ON
RECYCLED PAPER

Non-Profit Org.
U.S. POSTAGE

PAID
PORTLAND, OR
PERMIT NO. 16


