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Forest land
Ownership

Projection: GCS North American 1983
Datum: D North American 1983

Source: USDA Forest Service

Geographic base data provided by ESRI

By: Christopher M. Oswalt
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Tree Species - Populations
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T'ree Species - Volume
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T'ree Species - Volume
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Mill Loss

Mill Loss
Mill Gain

Projection: GCS North American 1983
Datum: D North American 1983

Source: USDA Forest Service

Geographic base data provided by ESRI

By: Christopher M. Oswalt

Disclaimer: Information displayed on the map Dots have been randomly located within a given county. Dots do not represent
was derived from multiple sources actual mill location.
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Growth,
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Mortality
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Legend

I States

Hemlock spp. (no. live trees sampled)
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Legend
States

Hemlock spp. (no. dead trees sampled)
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Datum: D_North_American_1983

Source: USDA Forest Service

Geographic base data are provided by ESRI
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Legend
States

Walnut spp. (no. live trees sampled)
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Legend

I States

Walnut spp. (no. dead trees sampled)
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Ash spp. (no. live trees sampled)
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Ash spp. (no. dead trees sampled)
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Counties
Subplots invaded (percent)
B 0.00-0.15 s
I 0.16-0.35
. 0.36-055
[ 056 - 0.80
I 081-1.00

Station,
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Invasive trees

Subplots Tree-of-heaven

°e 1 Mimosa
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g L 140 280 x Christopher M. Oswalt, March 2013.




Sum mary » Steady forest land area

* Forests largely privately owned

— Forest industry declines — shifting to
corporate

— Decline appears to be bottoming out
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Sum mary * Forest still dominated by hardwood
forest types

— Conifer species have declined over the
past decade

— Exotic hardwood forest increasing
* Growth declining
* Mortality increasing

* Removals may be rebounding

OREST SERVicy

UAS!

¢ S
CPTHENT OF AGRICES




