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Dear Barry: 

The Forestry Review Committee o f  the F lo r ida  Chapter of The W i l d l i f e  
Society has reviewed t he  d r a f t  guidel ines f o r  w i l d l i f e  management pract ices 
f o r  bottomland hardwoods. We commend t h i s  e f f o r t  t o  inc lude w i  l d l i f e  
considerat ions i n  recomnendations f o r  s i  l v i c u l t u r a l  a c t i v i t i e s .  

The review c o n i t t e e  was, f o r  t he  most par t ,  favorably disposed toward 
t h e  guidel ines presented. As these guidel ines are recomnendations, and not 
mandatory, we would l i k e  t o  see some spec i f i ca t ions  made more r e s t r i c t i v e  t o  
ass i s t  landowners who want t o  minimize adverse impacts on w i l d l i f e  r e s u l t i n g  
from c learcut t ing.  We s p e c i f i c a l l y  recommend: 1) Generally, t he  smaller the  
c learcut  t h e  bet ter .  Maximum recomnended c learcut  s i ze  should be 20-30 acres 
w i t h  a maximum width o f  100-200 yards. 2) As many snags and mast t rees 
should be l e f t  i n  c learcuts  as possible. A good t a rge t  i s  4 snags and mast 
t rees  per acre. 3) Maintain a no-cut zone w i t h i n  75 f e e t  o f  t he  banks o f  
perennial  streams greater than 10 f ee t  i n  width and lakes greater than 10 
acres i n  size. 4 )  Maintain a select ive-cut  zone w i t h i n  35 f ee t  o f  t he  banks 
o f  streams l ess  than 10 f ee t  wide and lakes smaller than 10 acres. 5 )  No 
c u t t i n g  should be done immediately adjacent to ,  o r  i n  the-channel o f ,  
i n t e r m i t t e n t  streams. 6 )  Mechanical s i t e  preparation, log landings, and 
appl i c a t i  on o f  herbic ides o r  pest ic ides should be excluded from streamsi de and 
lakeside management zones. 

These more r e s t r i  c t f  ve spec i f ica t ions woul d provide necessary in format ion 
t o  landowners who want t o  consider w i l d l i f e  i n  t h e i r  s i l v i c u l t u r a l  
appl icat ions.  We would not, however, want t o  see - a l l  w i l d l i f e .  considerat ions 
Ignored because o f  added costs associated w i t h  these recomnendations. 
Spec i f ica t ions included i n  t he  current  d ra f t  could be incorporated as 
acceptable, but  less  benef ic ia l ,  a l ternat ives.  
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Addi t ional  comments include: 1) Closing o f  unnecessary roads t o  pub l i c  
access should be recomnended t o  minimize disturbance and poaching. 2 )  
El iminat ion o f  f i r e  i s  not necessari ly of bene f i t  t o  w i l d l i f e .  Cavi t ies,  
coppice growth, and understory changes resu l t i ng  from f i r e  can benef i t  some 
species. 3 )  Leaving i so la ted  wetlands i n t a c t  i s  a valuable goal. Addi t ional  
benef i ts  could be obtained by leav ing vegetated corr idors  connecting these 
wetlands w i th  other forests  and wetlands. 

Several o f  t h e  guidel ines i n  the current  d r a f t  emphasize the  value o f  
edge e f f e c t  and age and height  d ivers i ty .  Many w i l d l i f e  species, however, are 
adversely impacted by fragmentation o f  la rge stands and removal o f  mature 
timber. A section should be included i n  the recommendations t o  make the  
landowner cognizant o f  these impacts on fo res t  i n t e r i o r  species so t h a t  he can 
make informed management decisions. 

The t i t l e  i s  misleading. These are not necessar i ly  w i l d l i f e  management 
practices. A more accurate t i t l e  might be "Considerations f o r  W i l d l i f e  
Habi ta t  i n  S i l v i c u l t u r e  Applications." 

Your suggestion t h a t  landowners contact a professional w i ld1 i f e  b i o l o g i s t  
i s  conendable. You could f u r t he r  emphasize i n  the  in t roduc t ion  t ha t  no 
spec i f ic  management pract ices can benef i t  " w i  I d l i f e "  i n  general as any hab i t a t  
a l t e r a t i o n  w i l l  bene f i t  some species and negat ively impact others. Consult ing 
a w i l d l i f e  b i o l o g i s t  would a i d  the  landowner i n  se lect ing management goals and 
s i  l v i c u l t u r a l  pract ices t h a t  are t a i l o r e d  t o  h i s  needs. 

Our comments are regret tab ly  l i m i t e d  and general i n  nature. Time 
constraints and the briefness o f  t he  guidel ines precluded a more de ta i led  
review. We do, however, be l ieve you have made a worthwhile e f f o r t  i n  
prov id ing these guide1 ines t o  landowners. 

We appreciate t he  opportunity t o  make t h i s  review and would be pleased t o  
review the  f i n a l  dra f t .  

Sincerely, 

Timothy E. O'Meara 
Chai man-Forestry Review Commi t t e e  

cc: Wayne R. Marion 
Larry D. Har r i s  
Perry Oldenburg 
Joe Rei nman 


