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FLORIDA CHAPTER 

WILDLIFE SOCIETY 

1805 NW 39th Terrace 
Gai nesvi 1  1  e, FL 32605 
March 24, 1986 

Mr .  Don Perc iva l  
Forest  Supervisor 
U. S. Forest  Serv ice 
227 North Bronough S t ree t  ~ u i  t e  4061 
T a l l  ahassee, FL 32301 

Dear Mr .  Pe rc i va l  : 

The F l o r i d a  Chapter o f  The W i l d l i f e  Society was genera l l y  pleased w i t h  
t h e  rev i s ions  t h a t  have been made t o  t h e  F i n a l  Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) and Nat ional  Forests i n  F l o r i d a  Land and Resource Management Plan 
(LRMP) . The tabu1 ated data were very much improved. 

Our comments on t h e  e a r l i e r  d r a f t s  o f  these documents were p r i m a r l y  
concerned w i t h  t h e  maintenance and improvement o f  w i  1  d l  i f e  h a b i t a t  d i  v e r s i  t y  
i n  t h e  Nat ional  Forests. Again, we are very pleased w i t h  t h e  rev i s ions  t h a t  
have been inc luded i n  t h e  l a t e s t  LRMP. We t h i n k  t h a t  t he re  i s  room f o r  even 
more w i l d l i f e  h a b i t a t  improvement, w i thout  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  a f f e c t i n g  t h e  o the r  
mul t ip le -use management p rac t ices .  We would l i k e  t o  see t h e  f o l l o w i n g  
mod i f i ca t i ons  incorporated. 

1) Complete removal o f  long1 eaf pines should no t  be a  management p r a c t i c e  i n  
Management Area 6, because pines increase t h e  d i v e r s i t y  and n iche breadth i n  
these areas. 

2) Inc lude management guide1 i nes f o r  snags and 1  i v e  perch t r e e s  i n  
Management Areas 1, 2, 5, 6,-11, 12, and 15. These t r e e s  should no t  have t o .  
be removed unless they are a  d e f i n i t e  sa fe ty  hazard o r  i n t e r f e r e  w i t h  a  
s p e c i f i c  research p ro jec t .  Guidel ines f o r  p r o t e c t i o n  o f  mast t r e e  and shrub 
i nc lus ions  a l so  should be inc luded i n  these 7 management areas. 

3 )  The use of t h e  term "ye l low p ine"  i s  s t i l l  u n s e t t l i n g  t o  us, p a r t i c u l a r l y  
i n  F igure  4-30, pages IV-85 t h r u  IV-90, IV-115, and IV-120. For purposes cf 
w i l d l i f e  h a b i t a t  mon i to r ing  and improvement, these areas should be ca tagor ized 
i n t o  a) s lash pine, b )  l ong lea f  pine, c )  l o b l o l l y  pine, and d )  mixed stands 
based on t h e  dominant ( i n  terms o f  dens i t y )  t r e e  species. 
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4) We t h i n k  t h e r e  should be a reduc t ion  i n  t h e  acreage t h a t  i s  t o  be 
c l e a r c u t  i n  some o f  t h e  Range and Timber Management P resc r i p t i ons  so t h a t  a 
more equi tab1 e d i s t r i b u t i o n  of c l ea rcu t  and shel terwood p i n e  s i t e s  wi 11 be 
achieved. Under t h e  cu r ren t  rev ised  p l a n  t h e r e  i s  9 t imes as much "ye l l ow  
p ine"  acreage generated by c lea rcu t  than by shelterwood i n  t h e  Range (ME-5) 
and Timber (ME-6) Management P resc r i p t i ons  (Table 1). 

We recommend t h a t  t h e  r o t a t i o n  70-90 and 80-100 management p r e s c r i p t i o n s  
t h a t  a r e  t o  be regenerated by c l e a r c u t  (i.e., E6119, E6120, E6121, E7124, and 
E7126) should be regenerated by shelterwood. Th is  would reduce t h e  t o t a l  p ine  
acreage c l e a r c u t  f rom 379,030 t o  331,582 and increase t h e  t o t a l  p i ne  acreage 
i n  shelterwood from 42,000 to.89,448. There would s t i l l  be 3.7 t imes as much 
p i n e  acreage regenerated by c l  earcu t  as by shel terwood. 

"Shelterwood" must be de f ined  i n  t h e  g lossary o f  terms as t o  how i t  w i l l  
be app l i ed  i n  F lo r i da .  "Shelterwood" i s  c u r r e n t l y  no t  i n  t h e  g lossary o f  
terms . 

There are  two major arguments from our v iewpo in t  f o r  i nc reas ing  t h e  
acreage o f  shelterwood regenerat ion: 

a) It w i l l  increase w i l d l i f e  h a b i t a t  d i v e r s i t y .  

b )  C l e a r c u t t i n g  w i  11 n o t  "enhance t h e  h a b i t a t  o f  t h e  Red-cockaded 
woodpecker" as t h e  p lan  s ta tes  on page IV-90. C l e a r c u t t i n g  w i l l  e l i m i n a t e  t h e  
h a b i t a t  o f  t h e  Red-cockaded woodpecker! 

Also, t h e  p o i n t  we made e a r l i e r  about "ye l low p ine"  needs t o  be addressed , 

w i t h  regard t o  t h e  Range and Timber Management P resc r i p t i ons ,  both c l  earcu t  
and shelterwood. The y e l l o w  p ine  p r e s c r i p t i o n s  i n  F igu re  4-30 o f  t h e  LRMP and 
i n  t h e  accompanying t e x t  need t o  be broken down i n t o  acreages o f  s lash  pine, 
l ong lea f  pine, and lob1 01 l y  p ine  (and mixed stands i f  necessary). 

We would l i k e  t o  see t h i s  statement added t o  t h e  Standards and Guidel ines 
under Management Areas 7 and 8: 

When y e l l o w  p ine  s i t e s  regenerated by t h e  shelterwood method become 
s u i t a b l e  as nes t i ng  h a b i t a t  f o r  Red-cockaded woodpeckers, t r a n s f e r  those 
areas t o  Management Area 5. 

Attempts should be made, where possib le,  t o  evenly d i s t r i b u t e  t h e  
shelterwood p r e s c r i p t i o n s  across t h e  Management D i s t r i c t s .  Shelterwood cu ts  
should no t  be r e s t r i c t e d  t o  areas o f  h igh  v i s i b i l i t y  ( i  .e., roadways) as i s  
i m p l i e d  i n  EIS page 111-23. 

5) This p o i n t  i s  s i m i l a r  t o  t h e  l a s t ,  bu t  i nvo l ves  t h e  bottomland hardwood 
p r e s c r i p t i o n s  (E7120 and E7121) i n  t h e  Timber Management Area. 
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Any animal and p l a n t  communities t h a t  w i l l  have become es tab l ished i n  
these hardwood f o r e s t s  w i  11 be o b l i t e r a t e d  when t h e  s i t e s  are c learcu t .  
Preferred h a b i t a t  f o r  t he  p i l e a t e d  woodpecker, one o f  t h e  10 i n d i c a t o r  
species, w i  11 be e l im ina ted by c lea rcu t t i ng .  

What i s  t h e  t o t a l  acreage o f  bottomland hardwood f o r e s t  i n  t h e  Nat ional  
Forests i n  F l o r i d a ?  Are the  20,477 acres i n  t h e  bottomland hardwood 
p resc r ip t i on ,  5%, 50% o r  95% o f  a l l  t he  bottomland f o r e s t s ?  Because o f  t h e  
l i m i t e d  a v a i l a b i l i t y  o f  t he  bottomland f o r e s t  type, we t h i n k  t h a t  none o f  t h e  
20,477 acres should be c learcu t .  I f  c u t  a t  a l l ,  i t should be regenerated w i t h  
a she1 terwood method, such as a  s t r i  p-she1 terwood method (Smith 1962). 

Guidel ines f o r  snags and l i v e  perch t rees  should be implemented i n  a l l  
bottomland hardwood p resc r ip t i ons ,  both shelterwood and c learcu t .  

6) Please i nc lude  an Appendix t h a t  describes t h e  a l t e r n a t i v e  f o r  
Red-cock aded woodpeckers management by t h e  F l o r i d a  Fores t ry  Associat ion 
( r e f e r r e d  t o  i n  E I S  page 1-18), p a r t i c u l a r l y  i f  t h i s  p lan  i s  t o  be used. 

S incere ly  , 

Wayne R. Marion 
President  



Table 1. Acres o f  ye1 low p ine  i n  t h e  Range and Timber Management 
P r e s c r i p t i o n s  de r i ved  from F igu re  4-30 and pages IV-86 through IV-87 o f  t h e  
LRMP . 

I n t e n s i t y  Number 

Range Timber 

2 and 11 

3 and 12 
4 and 13 

5 

19 and 21 
2 0 

Acres i n  Regenerat ion Method 

She1 terwood C l  ea rcu t  

To ta l  Acres 42,000 379,030 
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