
Old Growth Timber Harvest Activity – Report Out 

During the March 30, 2017 POW LAT meeting, members were asked at the end of the day to graph old growth harvest (in MMBF) for the next 15 years.   

The objective of the exercise was to gauge where members were with relation with finding resolution on the two timber proposals.   Below is a graph 

depicting responses from POW LAT members.  A median line was calculated by taking the median response for each year.  Additional comments that were 

offered on the graph sheet were also typed up and are represented below the graph. 

 

Comments from POW LAT members: 

 Maintain 30MMBF per year to meet the needs of industry.  If we don’t,  the mills will not be around to make transition to young growth.  This gives 

them time to develop strategy for future 
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 I still feel if some of this volume can come from other sales (Mental Health Trust, State Forests) during the interim, perhaps the needed OG can 

come from these landowners.  I also feel if this timber is needed for the mill, why are we shipping such a high percentage of round logs? 

 A steady flow of OG for the next several years (3-5) as timber industry begins to retool and retrofit to transition toward a YG based industry that is 

sustainable 

 Add more value with less volume 

 Depends on the availability of timber on the landscape in suitable lands and an operable ground.  FS should seek to meet market demand while 

weighing multiple use mandate and best available science 

 


