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LEAD LINE

“New Forests for a Changing World"
was the theme of the Society of American
Foresters Convention held this past Octo-
ber in Portland, Oregon. The event ex
amined and celebrated the successful
reforestation of the Tillamook Burn 50
years after the first of several disastrous
fires that swept through the region begin-
ning in 1933. The professionalism display-
ed by the SAF at their annual meeting was
as impressive as it was educational. Our
organization's involvement was helpful in
establishing a greater appreciation of re-
forestation contracting among the many
forestry professwnals in attendance

The SAF convention provided a second
opportunity for our magazine's staff to
concentrate upon a specific theme for its
format. As reforestation contractors our
areas of concern are indeed related to the
many and varied problems that face estab
lishing the ‘‘New Forests For a Changing
World.”" One result is that it often be
comes difficult to isolate specific topics
and concerns to our industry because of
the great variety and ever-changing situa-
tions that face the reforestation of Ameri-
ca's commercial timberlands. The theme
of this Quarterly is “‘Machines in Refore
station.”’ At this point it seems likely
that examinations of cost-effective mach-
inery use will become a regular feature of
this magazine, as it has been in the past
This edition is hopefully a start in recogniz-
ing the basic needs in any reforestation
effort: investment costs as related to re
generation results A special effort has
been made to relate the improvement
in safe and productive working environ
ments for field workers resulting from the
increased use of mechanization by forest
land managers

In addition to featuring specific facets of
reforestation contracting, another aim of
this magazine is the sharing of information
of immediate concern to our primary
readers: contractors, foresters, timber-
land owners and managers, service and
equipment suppliers, students, and other
interested individuals. In this category we
can include the recently news worthy
topics of herbicide use, wilderness, clear-
cutting as well as lesser items of potentially
greater concern such as Oregon's SB 525
and the federal government's approach
towards "'liquidated damages. "

As a final note | would like to encourage
our readers, as well as our members, to
support the efforts of this association and
this magazine by actually participating In
the sharing of information of concern to
those of us in the business of regenerating
deforested timberlands. If you have a beef
or disagree with something in this maga
sine, send me a letter. If a letter isn't
sufficient to express your thoughts, ob-
servations or feelings, write an article.
We need your in-put. That's why we're
here.

Ben Meadows Company
ATLANTA, GA EUGENE, OR
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CALL BRUCE ALBER
4560 Ridge Rd. N.E.

PROVIDING CHEMICALS
AND SERVICE FOR THE
WESTERN FORESTER

503 390-3030
Salem, Oregon 97303

Editor's Note: Due to a major
typo in our last issue, Steve Wins-
ton's letter to the editor was
mangled and abbreviated. The last
2 paragraphs of his letter should
have read as follows:

Northwest
Chemical
(Im'pn ation

The Hoedads are '‘flattered that™ their
affairs *'still figure so prominently . . . in the
minds of many ARC members.”" | don't
know why they should be flattered but
certainly they shouldn't be surprised. Years
of seemingly low (at least to me) bid prices
by Hoedads combined with reports of low
productivity by their crews leave many
contractors, myself included, amazed.
Given these factors | am not surprised to
hear of complaints from Hoedads workers.

LETTER FROM THE EDITOR

Due to an extremely short printing
schedule on our Fall issue we were unable
to review our articles as completely as we
would have liked. An extraordinarily
large amount of “‘typos’ was one result.
Another was that we were unable to con-
tact individuals interviewed for various
articles prior to publishing the results of
those interviews. Fortunately, only one
individual has surfaced to date with a con-
cern as to possibly being mis-represented

Clair Kunkel, Tillamook District Fish
Biologist for the Oregon Department of
Fish and Wildlife sent a 5 page letter out-
lining point by point several references
attributed to him in the article “‘Renewed
Resources: The Reforestation of the Tilla-
mook Burn," that he took issue with. Due
to the length of the letter it is impossible
to print it in its entirety in this column.
The crux of the writing was that Mr.
Kunkel believed that "‘something was lost
in the translation.”” In a subsequent tele-
phone conversation concerning Mr.
Kunkel's letter it was generally determined
that he was primarily concerned with the
tone of the article, which he felt misrepre-
sented his viewpoint. Particularly he felt
that the impact of the burn on the fish
population was not accurately addressed
and that the effect of logging practices on
salmon and trout was presented in a more
benign manner than he had anticipated.

As a result | have requested that Mr
Kunkel either expand his letter to an edi-
torial or article that we can feature in a
future issue of this Quarterly or that he
edit it to a length that we can print in its
entirety. | definitely appreciate Mr.
Kunkel's concern that his viewpoint be
presented as accurately as possible. It is
the very intent of this magazine to pre-
sent information of vital concern to the
reforestation industry in as timely
and accurate fashion as possible. A further
result of Mr. Kunkel's concern is our intent
to more closely examine the relationship
between reforestation practices and sport
fish populations in future issues of this
Quarterly.

Bob Zybach

Neither do | tend to disbelieve Hoedad
workers that claim not to have gotten
what they are due.

The increasing professionalism of the
reforestation industry demands that all the
workers in it be accorded at least the min-
imum wage standards and benefits as pro-
vided by law. Professional standards can-
not be maintained when workers are
asked to accept below standard wages
due to bad bids and poor management.

STEVE WINSTON, Pres.
Oregon Land Works



ARC Tillamook Burn Display at
SAF Convention Considered
Successful

by Jim Carbone

One of the first things Jim Stauffer told me
about the Reforestation Industry was that
it could be likened to the contract logging
industry of the early 1950's — little stand-
ardization, no organization and coming un
der ever increasing scrutiny by society
Demands for higher quality work are
weeding out the less efficient operators
and regulation in labor matters and other
areas is requiring more time and attention
to detail in order for a business to sur

vive
It's this increase in public scrutiny and regu Linda and Jim Carbone
lation that must be dealt with by the "in The ARC Administrators

dustry'" as a whole — united and speaking
in one voice through ARC. A business
man cannot long survive with more and
more regulation being imposed from
above. He must have a voice in the form-
ulation and standardization of those rules
which affect his mode of operation. And
this is where his industry association can
be effective.

ARC has already begun to establish itself
as an important political force. With more
visibility the association will continue to
grow in size and influence. It's important
that each responsible member of the in-
dustry make himself aware of those issues
affecting his business and then become In-
volved through ARC during these forma
tive years of the industry

| was really pleased to be involved with
ARC during the recent Society of Ameri
can Foresters annual convention. Al
though Bob Zybach and Bruce Fraser did
most of the work at the ARC booth, | did
man the booth once in a while. The whole
experience gave me the opportunity to
think about the Reforestation Industry's
role in the community of forestry pro-
fessionals. Toward the end of the con
ference, | found myself getting downright
excited explaining to convention-goers
that; yes, there really is an industry of
reforestation professionals and no, tree
planters and their crews are not just a
bunch of gypos — here today and gone
tomorrow. |sensed a lot of interest from
those | spoke with and | believe the ex-
posure we received in front of the 2445
professional foresters attending the con-
vention will go a long way Iin developing
our credibility in the forestry community.
Evidence of this interest is demonstrated
by the large number of new subscription
requests for the ARC Quarterly | have
been receiving since the convention.

I'm glad to be a part of your industry and
hope | can help make ARC a positive force

in shaping industry standards. However, a“ O'
an association can only be effective if its C

members are interested enough to be-
come involved. If you have ideas about
issues in which you feel ARC should be
come involved, | encourage you to contact

one of \the officers. Together we can

develop a strong, well defined industry. 8




Facts and Hpinions

LIQUIDATED DAMAGES
UP DATE

On November 23, 1983, Tim Laue and
Tom McCready, representing the ARC
and Gerry Mackie representing the
NWFWA, met with USFS officials for a
frank discussion on a number of tree plant-
ing topics. Of primary concern was the
accuracy of government estimates and the
method by which liquidated damages are
calculated.

Laue and McCready stated that govern-
ment estimates for tree planting services
generally tended to be low because they
did not realistically reflect all costs that
contractors incur or should realize; such as
overhead, profit, wages and fringe bene-
fits and other costs of doing business. They
also expressed concern that some Forests
habitually base estimates on the low bid
from the prior year for similar work, with-
out considering whether the work could
reasonably be accomplished for that price.
A concern was also expressed that esti-
mates are sometimes based on dollars
available in the budget rather than on
realistic costs to perform the work. It
was further suggested that a standard
format for computation of government
estimates for tree planting be developed
and utilized within the Region on a man-
datory basis.

Mr. Laue expressed concern about calcula-
tions and assessments of liquidated dam-
ages in tree planting contracts.

A proposed revision to the Reforestation
Handbook and the USFS method of cal-
culating liquidated damages is now being
considered. The revision is in rough draft
form. The final draft should be available
for review after January 31, 1984.

SIUSLAW CASE HEARD
IN ONE DAY

Reprint from OFIC Newsletter

The National Wildlife Federation lawsuit
against the Mapleton Ranger District of the
Siuslaw National Forest was wrapped up
in a one-day trial before federal District
Judge Gus Solomon on Nov. 28. The de-
cision is some time off. First, final briefs
from each side must be submitted by mid-
December, then rebuttals to the briefs
and finally a decision by the judge early
next year.

The Wildlife Federation is charging that
logging and clearcut harvesting in the
Mapleton District are damaging soil, water
and fisheries resources. They also charge
that continuing timber sales in the district
constitutes a “'major federal action'" and
that a complete environmental analysis is
therefore required under provisions of the
National Environmental Policy Act.

OFIC was quite concerned with the role
the Oregon Department of Fish and Wild-
life played in the case. It was apparent to
OFIC that throughout the trial and
through depositions that Department per-
sonnel had taken a position supporting the
Wildlife Federation and opposing the in-
dustry and Department of Forestry. It
was felt they went well beyond providing
technical information.

Timber firm wins lawsuit

over smoke
Eugene Register Guard Jan. 14, 1984

Boise Cascade Corp. is not guilty of
trespassing when smoke, ash and fumes
from slash burning drift onto nearby pro-
perty, a U.S. District Court jury decided
Friday in Eugene.

Range Reforestation

Contact:

PHOENIX REFORESTATION, INC.
Specialists in Oregon and Washington Coast

¢ |ndustrial Reforestation
e Tree Farm Management

BOB ZYBACH (503) 875-2051

Twenty-one residents of Beaver Creek
Valley in Lincoln County filed a lawsuit
against the company in September, claim-
ing they suffered physical and emotional
distress during slash burning July 26 and 27
on Boise Cascade timberlands.

The plaintiffs sought more than $900.-
000 in damages and an injunction against
future slash burning by the corporation on
its Beaver Creek holdings about 20 miles
northeast of Waldport.

The plaintiffs contended that fires "in-
tentionally ignited with a napalm-like sub-
stance’' over a 24-hour period caused
heavy smoke, acrid fumes and large quan-
tities of ash to enter their properties.

Several of the plaintiffs said they were
forced to leave their homes for part of a
day until the air cleared.

They sought special and general dam-
ages in amounts varying from $100 to
$2,000 and punitive damages of $50,000
per plaintiff.

Judge Owen Panner of Portland granted
a defense motion at the conclusion of the
three-day trial eliminating the possibility of
punitive damages because of insufficient
evidence.

C. Peter Sorenson, attorney for the
plaintiffs, said his clients had not decided
whether to pursue injunctive relief against
the burning.

We welcome the following new
members to the ARC:

Joe Lindsay
|863 Arthur St.
Klamath Falls, OR 97601

Summit Enterprises
1307 Lee St.
Ashland, OR 97520

Small Woodland Services
2664 Anderson Creek Rd.
Talent, OR 97540

Pacific West Reforestation
7645 Sunnyside Road S.E.
Salem, OR 97306

Oregon Land Works has been serving industry and
government since |972. We take pride in getting our
jobs done right and on time.

503 — 687-8191

HAND & AUGER
TREE PLANTING

SLASH BURNING & MOP-UP
HAND HERBICIDE APPLICATION

310 Garfield, Suite |15
Eugene, OR 97402




EAST-SIDE VIEWPOINT

ZEROING IN ON 525

By Jerry Daake
J-2 Forest Contracting, John Day, Oregon

As well as being a charter member of the
ARC, Jerry Daake is currently president of the
Grant County chapter of The Oregon Small
Woodlands Association. The following edit-
orial outlines his concerns regarding the rec-
ent Northwest Forest Workers - sponsored
legislation regarding the licensing of reforest-
ation workers and its potential consequences
east of the Cascade Range.

On November 30 the Bureau of Labor
and Industries held a hearing on the new
Farm/Reforestation Labor License Bill in
Bend, Oregon. There were about 30 in-
terested parties in attendance. Only
about ten gave a statement and there was
a short general question period at the end
of the hearing. It ran a good three hours
and hopefully the Bureau representatives
present were made aware that their inter-
pretations of the law, if not the law itself,
was going to cause the demise of many
small owner/operators and little partner-
ships on the east-side. In addition, it was
pointed out that the loss of these small
operators was going to be extremely
detrimental to those of us who occasion-
ally need a tractor or one or two men
with equipment for a short period of time.
In the past these people were always avail-
able for a sub-contract without a lot of
hassle in doing a license search on them.
Now, of course, that is by-the-boards. We
will be forced to pay a higher price for
them; IF they can afford to come up with
the equity to provide the $5,000 bond or
pay high equipment rentals and hire oper-
ators for short term jobs. | had the feeling
that it came as a surprise to the modera-
tors to find out that Grant County is still
waist deep in an economic recession. They
were apparently unaware that when logg-
ing has been extremely curtailed for two
years, it follows that reforestation con-
tracts are non-existant. Reforestation is
a "‘cost-item’’ and when money is tight it's
usually the first thing cut from the budget.

I'm certain the special interest group
that fathered this bill is quite content
knowing that the state legislature has been
snookered into removing a large percent
of their competitors. It is a shame that the
bill was not publicised on the east-side
prior to the vote of the legislature. But
that is the hazard those who live in the
blank spot on the Oregon map must face.
Eastern Oregon is where the young federal
foresters have to be taught that the Pine
tree was created to give shade for cows
to lay under and chew their cuds.

| still find it strange that we contractors
over here cannot be located for any input
into a bill but can certainly be found when
it is time to collect a $100.00 license fee.
Must be some sort of message there for
us.

The large crews that proliferate on the
west-side simply do not exist on the east-
side. Now, | am not talking about central
Oregon, but Eastern Oregon, where the
flies leave little brown tracks on your
twinkies at lunch time. Anyhow, the rea-
son for the lack of large crews is apparent
when you view the bid results at the local
National Forest bid openings. Pre-com-
mercial thinning on the Malheur National
is almost back up to early '70s prices,
planting prices are so low, and the time
frame so short, that it doesn't pay for a
local contractor to outfit and train a crew
to do it. (I've noticed that the crews who
always ''did real well'" last season, accord-
ing to the CORs, seldom bother to bid the
next season and if they do it isn't at the
low price they "'did real well"" at before.)

Another factor in keeping the crew size
down is the short work season. It just
doesn't pay to try to put together and
train a big thinning crew when the snow
may not leave the work site until mid-june
and could be back as early as the first
week of November. The labor price
stipulated in the Service Contracts, If
followed, precludes training a thinner
when the bid price is $13.00 to $24.00 per
acre. (Of course, you can put him on a
per acre wage; but you better be sure he
is cutting enough to equal the stipulated
contract wage or he may be smart enough
to take his hour sheet down to Labor
and Industry and file a complaint. | know
of a few contractors who figured they
were really cleaning up on a bid until the
Bureau made them pay $6.53 per hour
(plus benefits) to the “‘warm body'" who
was only busheling out an acre a day at
$20.00/acre.) Because of the wage situa-
tion small partnerships can survive at a
subsistance level on the low prices. As
partners they do not have to pay each
other the contract wage, and have a
choice as to whether or not they pay
compensation insurance.

Since the bulk of the forested land on
the east-side is under Federal control,
either USFS or BLM, there is very little pri-
vate industry land around. Therefore, no
big Weyerhaeuser, IP, or BC areas to sup-
port crews of any size. Those ranches
that do have some timbered areas are not
too eager to spend cash on reforestation
practices even with ACP and FIP funds
available. Kind of hard to raise even 35%
of the cost when commission-price in-
creases on beef haven't kept up too well
with inflation rates.

Of course, it was brought to our atten-
tion at the meeting that the abuse of the
illegal alien was also a key-note in the bill.
Since there is not an awful lot of profitable
work in eastern Oregon reforestation it
hardly seems profitable for anyone to
bring in illegals to do it. Except, of course,

I

in the short term federal planting jobs,
and I'm sure that anyone who has ever
tried to interest ‘‘Immigrations’” in a field
raid on a planting crew will never waste
their time trying that again. My feeling,
on the State trying to control “illegals"
with this bill, is that it is a farce. The Feds
haven't been able to plug the flow so how
does the Bureau of Labor and Industry
intend to even slow the flood with eight
inspectors for ALL the labor complaints
in the State, not just for reforestation
complaints. In addition | doubt that refus-
ing a license will have much effect on an
“illegal’* operation. His profits on an *'in
and out"" job would repay him for his feel-
ing of social discrimination.

One thing that was brought out, at
least twice, at the hearing was that the
contractors are not supplying workers for
a price/hour to anyone. These workers
are our employees, paid by us. We con-
tract our SERVICES to firms, agencies and
private land ewners; not stoop-laborers
for their use. It was felt that a better inter-
pretation could be given the definition of
“supplying laborers™ to perform refore-
station work.

| questioned the exclusion of loggers
from the licensing when they were doing
the slash piling, stream cleaning and other
reforestation work on their own logging
contract. | was informed that this was just
clean-up work on the contract and not re-
forestation work. However, when | ask-
ed why this same work was suddenly
classified as ‘'reforestation” when the
same logger sub-contracted my firm to do
it for him on his contract | was informed
that '‘this was because you normally do
reforestation work’". Somehow this logic
still escapes me. | can't believe that if our
firm was logging. which we do on occasion,
and had to pile the slash as part of the con-
tract; It would be OK for me to hire Sam
and Charlie on an hourly rate to do the
work. BUT if | ask Sam and Charlie for a
bid to pile the same slash on the same job
they suddenly have to have a REFORE-
STATION LICENSE because then, for
some miraculous reason beyond my com-
prehension, the logging debris, which was
a second ago only a log clean-up job, is
now transformed into reforestation slash.
Just imagine! Good ol" Sam and Charlie,
who were good reliable workers for me
yesterday, are suddenly irresponsible
individuals who had better post a $5000
bond and get a $100 license, just in case
they don't pay the employees they
haven't got when they give me a bid that
| may not even accept because they are
too high anyhow. However, | didn't need
the same license or bond yesterday when
they were my employees because it
wasn't reforestation slash then and | was,
therefore, not as likely to not pay them
and wind up in a labor claim. This could
really make a good comedy routine but
I'm terribly afraid not many of us would
enjoy the pain when we laugh.



AUTHOR WINS AWARD

NEW YORK (AP) — Anti-herbicide acti-
vist Carol Van Strum of the Rive Rivers
area of Oregon is the winner of a Christ-
opher Award for her book, “A Bitter
Fog: Herbicides and Human Rights.™

The awards recognize those whose
book, film or television special affirms
“'the highest values of the human spirit.”
Winners will receive their award, a large
bronze medallion, at a reception in New
York Feb. 23.

Thirty-one award winners were named
by Father John Catoir, director of The
Christophers.

Van Strum's book was described by the
group as “‘an indictment of the indiscrimi-
nate use of herbicides written by a journal
ist incited by the accidental spraying of her
children.”

BLM HERBICIDE
SPRAY BAN UPHELD

SAN FRANCISCO (UPI) The US.
Forest Service and Bureau of Land Man
agement must not spray herbicides in the
vicinity of the Siuslaw National Forest or
two BLM districts until they research the
chemicals’ potential health hazards, a fed
eral appeals court ruled Friday (Jan. 28,
1984).

The 9th U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals
held that where uncertainties exist regard-
ing health risks, government agencies must
gather and compile data themselves. The
ruling could also block all spraying pro-
grams by the two agencies in the North-
west, depending on future appeals and
decisions.

The appeals court considered two con-
solidated cases against the BLM and the
Forest Service in which citizens opposed
herbicide spraying in and around the Sius-
law National Forest and the Salem and
Eugene districts of the BLM.

Paul Merrell, a resident of Tidewater in
the Five Rivers area, filed suit to stop the
spraying in 1981. In 1983, U.S. District
judge Robert C. Belloni banned spraying
on lands adjacent to Merrell’s property.

In a similar case filed by Southern Ore-
gon Citizens Against Toxic Sprays against
the BLM, Judge Belloni also issued a partial
ban on spraying the potentially cancer-
causing chemicals in the BLM districts be-
cause the agency faled to present a
“‘worst-case analysis” of the spray’s ef-
fects.

The appeals court banned all forms of
spraying in and around western Oregon's
Siuslaw National Forest and the two BLM
districts until the government agencies
produce safety reports in compliance with
the National Environmental Policy Act of
1969.

The decision was termed an “important
development'’ by John Bonine, co-director
of the Pacific Northwest Resources Clinic
at the University of Oregon Law School in

SBIR Grants

A Small Business Innovation Research
Grant was recently awarded to Liscott D.
Harberts of the Forest Care Company in
Statesville, North Carolina, titled, "'Deve-
lopment of Skilled Small Scale Forestry
Contractors Across the Rural South.” It
was summarized as follows:

Principal Investigator: Lislott D. Harberts

Millions of acres of unmanaged private non-
industrial forest land across the rural South
present an extraordinary opportunity to
create new businesses and jobs. Most present
forestry contractors who provide services
such as timber harvesting and site preparation
operate with equipment too large and ineffi
cient for landowners. To assist landowners in
beginning intensive management, additional
new small-scale forestry contractors must be
developed with new skills, appropriate small
equipment and applicable systems. Combina
tions of small equipment and labor for tmber
management will be evaluated. Research
results will determine how small-scale forestry
contractors must equip and operate their
businesses to be profitable and yet provide the
custom services increasingly in demand by
private forest owners

Mr. Harberts will receive $30,000 to
determine how to make reforestation
contracting a profitable enterprise.

Eugene, which represented Merrell in the
appeals court proceedings.

Bonine said a large number of the pesti-
cides registered by the EPA and used to
spray in Oregon and elsewhere “have
been registered on the basis of studies that
were fraudulent.”” He said three officials
of testing laboratories were convicted In
Chicago federal court last year of perform-
ing fraudulent studies.

Kent Churchill, an environmental coor-
dinator for the Forest Service in Portland,
said the ruling could affect this year's plans
for ground application of herbicides on
25,000 acres of Oregon and Washington
national forestlands.

Merrell said he had not seen the ruling
but understood it would determine the
outcome of an injunction in another pend-
ing case to stop Forest Service spray pro-
grams in Oregon, Washington and part of
northern California and by the BLM in
Oregon.

**(U.S. District) Judge James Burns issued
an opinion that said he agreed with Judge
Belloni that the government actions were
llegal throughout the region,”” Merrell
said.

Merrell said the government ‘‘has the
option of either asking the entire 9th Cir-
cuit to rehear the case or take it to the
(U.S.) Supreme Court,"” he said. “‘They
already announced at the district court
level that if the decision stuck on appeal
they would not do tests — they would halt
the spraying because they couldn't afford
to do the testing.”
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COURT DECLARES
“NO PAYS” AS INVALID

The Plaintiff planted trees on a Bureau of
Land Management contract near the Ore-
gon Coast in the Winter of 1979-80. The
inspection system used for pay purposes
was a complex formula which took into
consideration 1) the quality of the planted
trees, 2) the spacing of the tree planted,
and 3) sample error margin. Two inspec-
tion samples were taken per acre in each
planting area. The results were averaged
together for each unit and referred to as
the “‘payment adjustment factor”. The
contract had a clause that if the PAF fact-
or was over 5%, there would be no pay
for the work. Out of the 25 units planted
and inspected, seven were found by the
BLM to be in the “'no pay '’ status.

The Plaintiff argued that the “no pay”
clause in the contract was ‘‘unenforce-
able as a penalty’. The Government
countered with the allegation that any
work inspected as 84% or below was of
no value to them and would have to be
replanted in the future. The court rejects
the Governments' argument by stating
“. . . the record does not establish that no
pay units require interplanting, or de-
struction and replanting, any more fre-
quently than pay units accepted by BLM".
Instead many units rejected . . . can and
do survive, and have considerable value to
the government’’. “Indeed. there i1s no
substantial, proven, difference between a
planting unit having a PAF of 15 percent
and one having a PAF of 16 percent -
*On this record. such a result can only be
termed a penalty, and held to be unenfor-
ceable.”

COMPLETE REFORESTATION
LEGAL DECISIONS AVAILABLE

Over the years, it has been and will con-
tinue to be, the ARC's policy to publish
summaries in the ARC Quarterly and in
the ARC Planting Spots (mailed to mem-
bers only) summaries of decisions effecting
reforestation by the various Appeal
Boards and Federal Courts. A committee
of the ARC has been gathering copies of
these decisions for publication. It is antici-
pated that this publication which will in-
clude over 100 decisions should be avail-
able for sale by the end of 1984.

If anyone desires a copy of a decision in
the meantime, mail $5 (310 non-members
of the ARC) for each decision requested
to the ARC address. Be sure to include
the decision number such as IBCA 1576-5-
82 or AGBCA 81-238-3 and the name of
the contractor such as Thumpers Refore-
station or Mudsharks Coop, Inc. Please
allow two weeks for delivery. Govern-
ment Agencies using Purchase Orders,
please allow six weeks.
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Dear Senator Hatfield
and Members of the Committee:

In a letter to your office dated March 30,
1983 | outlined the Associated Reforesta-
tion Contractors, Inc. unanimous opposi-
tion to HR 1149 as well as some of the
points of discussion concerning that bill
In your April 25th reply you requested
“‘any particular comments’ that we might
have. Copies of those letters are included
with this statement to provide a back-
ground to the following commentary

During our annual membership meeting
held this year on August |9 at the Agate
Beach Hilton, | made a formal presenta-
tion concerning the wilderness issue In
general, our board's position on HR | 149
and the basic reasoning involved in adopt
ing that position. Following an outline of
six other wilderness proposals, the floor
was opened to discussion concerning any
specific comments our organization might
make to this hearing. The following points
were discussed without attracting dissent
ing viewpoints:

Any proposed additions to existing
wilderness should allow for labor in-
tensive management. Specific men-
tion was made for fire control, trail
maintenance and insect control through
salvage harvesting.

The proponents of additional wilder-
ness form a very small, vocal minority
Actual users of wilderness form a
small minority of the proponents. It
was felt that these individuals should
not be allowed an influence exceeding
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their numbers and that greater consid
eration should be given to the original
agreements by which Oregon lands
were first placed under Federal man-
agement; In particular the issues of
community stability and revenue shar-
ng

In any instance, the issue should be
settled as quickly as practical

Points of discussion that attracted oppos
Ing or questioning viewpoints were

Commercial grade timberland should
not be considered "‘wilderness,”" but
rather as Oregon's most valuable crop
land. It was argued that Oregonian
workers and property tax payers
would be, in effect, subsidizing *‘wild-
erness’ involving crop lands through
job loss and harvest profit loss

Eastern and Southern States should be
expected to provide similar amounts
of wilderness to those already existing
in Oregon before expecting this state
to further encourage this unpopular
form of land management

A conclusion was reached that the ARC,
through time and financial limitations,
should not develop its own proposals, but
rather, should support the existing pro
posals that most nearly paralleled the
views of our members.
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During the evening business meeting,
following the election of new officers and
board members and the formation of
trade committees, the position of the new
board concerning the wilderness issue was
discussed. It was decided to support one
of the following proposals:

|. The Regional Forester's Proposal

2. The January, 1979 Final Environ-
mental Statement

3. The Carter Administration Proposal

4. Governor Atiyeh's 1979 Proposal

5. Senator Hatfield's S. 203 | Proposal

6. The AOL January, 1982 Proposal

7.HR 1149

Serious consideration was given only to
the Atiyeh, Hatfield and AOL positions
It quickly became apparent that the major-
ity of those present considered the AOL
proposal as best representing the con-
cerns of our organization.

As a result, the Board of the Associated
Reforestation Contractors, Inc. voted
unanimously to enter a statement to this
hearing fully supporting the Associated
Oregon Loggers 1982 Wilderness Pro-
posal.

Respectfully Submitted By,
Bob Zybach, Vice-President
Associated Reforestation Contractors
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Over 2400 professional foresters attended the 482nd annual SAF convention
held in Portland in October. Theme of the convention was the Tillamook
Burn. Here Bruce Frase, |im and Linda Carbone ae seen manning the ARC
display booth. See Jim's article on page 8.

REFORESTATION SAFETY CODE
AVAILABLE

“OSHA"' rules require that all crews of 10
or more people must have a written safety
code at the jobsite. Several contractors
have received citations for failure to com-
ply with this regulation when they were
inspected by ““OSHA inspectors’'.

Safety Consultant, Bruce Fraser, has de-
veloped ‘‘Worker Safety Recommenda-
tions For the Reforestation Industry’ in-
cluding tree planting, precommercial thinn-
ing, fire trailing, chemical hand application,
broadcast burning and tree climbing for
cone collection. The ARC has published
this code in a 30 page 82" by 52" paper-
back booklet.

This booklet can be purchased through the
ARC for $2 ($5 non-members) for each
booklet. Government Agencies using Pur-
chase Orders please add $5 for each P.O.
used.




