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Millions of Federal Acres  
ÅBLM: 253 Million  
ÅUSDA FS: 193 Million  
ÅFWS NWRS: 150 Million  
ÅNPS: 392 units, 84.4 Million  
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ÅOver 10.4 million individuals, partnerships and corporations manage over 
264 million acres of private forestland.   

ÅOver 938 million acres are cropland, pastureland, and rangeland owned and 
managed by over 2.1 million farmers and ranchers.  

 
71% of U.S. land is in private ownership today 
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ÅThe care of 50% of our land is in 
the hands of less than 2% of our 
citizens , primarily ranchers, 
farmers, and forest owners. (Best, 

Wayburn , 2001)  

ÅIndividual landowners steward 70% 
of our wetlands and over 75% of 
our endangered species habitats. 
(Best, Wayburn , 2001)  

ÅNational forests are the largest 
Federal ownership, making up 19% 
of U.S. timberland but accounting 
for only 2% percent of timber 
harvest in 2001.  

 

Private Landowners Are the Future 



Å 92% of private forest owners were classified as family forest owners that 
own 62% of the private forest land in the US  

Å 42% of all  the forest land in the coterminous US is owned by families 
and individuals  

Å An estimated 11 million forest owners collectively control 56% of the 
forest land  

Å 818,000 farms owning a total of 76 million acres of woodland in 2002 
(NASS 2004)  

ÅMost family forest owners, 92%,  
make the management decisions  
for their forestland themselves  

ÅTwo out of every 5 acres of family 
forest land are owned by absentee 
owners  

ÅOne in 5 acres of forest land is owned 
by someone who is at least 75 years 
of age  

Å19% of family forest owners are 
between 65 - 74 and 15% are >75  

 

Private Landowners Are the Future 



2008 Election results by County ς Red=Republican, Blue=Democrat 



Demographics of Landowners 

Average age of farm owners in 2007 was 57.3, and the age trend is increasing 
(2007  Census of Agriculture)  

In 2006 an estimated 34% of forest landowners are over the age of 65 , 62% 
are over 54 . (National Woodland Owner Survey 2006)  

 

  As a result more than half of the 
ranches in the West will be transferred 
to a younger generation , who will have 
to pay estate taxes on vast holdings, or 
more likely sold to buyers, who will 
want a better return on their 
investments than farming or ranching 
can provide.  
(Rockwood Research, an agricultural research firm.) 

45% of America's family forests are owned by individuals over 65 years of age. 
During the next two decades, the U.S. will witness the largest intergenerational 
transfer of private forest lands in its history . 

(Pinchot Institute for Conservation) 
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Federal Land holdings The traditional approach to conservation 
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Managing larger areas requires more cooperation, or partnerships.  
 

ÅThe Federal Operation & Maintenance  backlog for Interior and Agriculture (Forest 
Service) exceeds $25 Billion .  

 

ÅIncreased costs related to national security, wildfires ( $7.98 billion in the last 5 
years ) and natural disaster cleanup are contributing to budget troubles for the 
National Park Service and all federal land management agencies. (msnbc.com 
4/27/04)  

  

ÅConcerns about further acquisition of privately owned land by the federal 
government (particularly the effect on property tax rolls) have grown, and FD 
Roosevelt delivery system of most existing federal program services has become 
ineffective.  

ÅToday for every dollar of federal funding allocated fifty cents is borrowed  
 

Federal Government Is Not Growing  
the Conservation Business  
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Federal Government Is Not Growing  
the Conservation Business  

Increased costs related to national 
security, wildfires ($2 billion annually) 
and natural disaster cleanup are 
contributing to budget troubles for the 
National Park Service and all federal land 
management agencies. (msnbc.com 4/27/04)  

 

Adjusted Obligations 

2000 $1,784,382,000 

2001 $1,177,994,000 

2002 $2,037,261,000 

2003 $1,581,611,000 

2004 $1,170,276,000 

2005 $1,106,831,000 

2006 $2,096,086,000 

2007 $1,967,706,000 

2008 $1,830,674,000 

2009 $1,236,747,000 

Total $15,989,568,000 

Total Suppression Obligations  



Cost of Forest Fire Suppression Exceeds Entire Forest Service Budget  

1999 - 2009 Forest Fires  
Over 100,000 Acres  

US Forest Service SPF  



CALIFORNIA 

Environmentalists  Sue U.S. To Block Logging  

Environmentalists are suing the U.S. Forest Service to try  to block logging at Lake Tahoe that the agency 
says is needed to help guard against another wildfire  like the one that destroyed 250 homes three years 
ago. 
  
In addition to removing downed logs that hamper firefighting  efforts, the Forest Service says the Angora 
project will  help speed regeneration of the forest and restore wildlife  habitat across about half of the 
3,000 acres that burned on the southwest edge of South Lake Tahoe, Calif., in June 2007. 
  
But the Earth Island Institute  and Center for Biological Diversity say the logging would do more harm 
than good. 
  
They say the project would do little  to reduce fire threats but would disrupt  the natural regeneration of 
the forest and eliminate about 70% of the last suitable habitat for the rare black-backed woodpecker 
across the entire 230 square miles of the national forest surrounding Lake Tahoe. 
  
Forest Service spokeswoman Cheva Heck said she couldn't comment on ongoing litigation  but noted 
that in October the agency rejected the same arguments raised in administrative appeals filed by the 
groups. 

ɂAssociated Press 14 Feb 2011 



Ȱ0ÏÉÎÔ 2ÅÙÅÓ ÏÙÓÔÅÒ ÂÁÔÔÌÅ ɀ farmer vs. the Park 
3ÅÒÖÉÃÅȱ ɀ Glen Martin, SF Chronicle, 05/10/2007 

Ȱ3ÃÉÅÎÔÉÓÔÓȡ /ÙÓÔÅÒ ÃÏÍÐÁÎÙ ÄÏÅÓ ÎÏÔ ÈÁÒÍ 
ÅÃÏÓÙÓÔÅÍȱ ɀ by Andrea Blum, West Martin Citizen, 05/07/2009 

άInvestigation finds Park Service misled 

public regarding impact of ÏÙÓÔÅÒ ÆÁÒÍȱ ɀ 
by Richard Halstead, Marin Independent Journal, 07/24/2008 

Ȱ7ÈÉÔÅ×ÁÓÈÉÎÇ 3ÃÉÅÎÔÉÆÉÃ -ÉÓÃÏÎÄÕÃÔ ÁÔ ÔÈÅ $ÅÐÁÒÔÍÅÎÔ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ )ÎÔÅÒÉÏÒȡ 
Into the Intellectual Wilderness. Forest Report itself is evidence that 
scientific misconduct will be excused, whitewashed, minimized, and 
Ó×ÅÐÔ ÕÎÄÅÒ ÔÈÅ ÒÕÇȣ  ȣÔÈÅ ÒÅÁÌ lliser ÉÓ ÔÈÅ ÉÎÔÅÇÒÉÔÙ ÏÆ ÓÃÉÅÎÃÅȣȱ - by 

Dr. Peter Gleick, Huffpost Green, 03/29/2011 

Ȱ(Ï× ÒÏÇÕÅ ÓÃÉÅÎÃÅ ÉÓ ÄÅÓÔÒÏÙÉÎÇ ÔÈÅ 
ÉÎÔÅÇÒÉÔÙ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ .ÁÔÉÏÎÁÌ 0ÁÒË 3ÅÒÖÉÃÅȱ ɀ by 

Brian S. Bean, Point Reyes Light, 10/28/2010 





Where are the Resources? 

The legacy of ad hoc conservation efforts in the U.S. 
is a portfolio of protected areas that is weighted 
towards high elevation and the least productive lands.  
A financial manager would advise that such an 
unbalanced portfolio places an investor at 
considerable risk (figures 1 & 2).  Creating a diverse 
system of conservation areas in the U.S. is not a new 
idea.  However, at no time has there been a national 
mandate to systematically protect representative areas 
of all native species ecosystems.  


