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THE WILDLIFE SOCIETY 
414 N. E. 21s t  Avenue 
Ocala , Flo r ida  32670 

2 September 1977 

Mr.  J o e  D. White 
Refuge Manager 
St.  Marks National  W i l d l i f e  Refuge 
P o s t  O f f i c e  Box 68 
St.  Marks., F lo r ida  32355 

Dear Mr. White: 

A s  r eques t ed  i n  your l e t t e r  of  J u l y  1, 1977, t h e  F lo r ida  Chapter 
of  THE WILDLIFE SOCIETY has  reviewed t h e S t .  Marks National  
W i l d l i f e  Refuge draft--timber=management -plan. The fol lowing 
comments a r e  a  compilat ion of c r i t i q u e s  made by s i x  members t h a t  
I f e e l  were we l l  q u a l i f i e d  t o  review t h i s  plan. We have t r i e d  
t o  make our  review a s  o b j e c t i v e  a s  p o s s i b l e ,  keeping i n  mind 
t h a t  when timber and w i l d l i f e  c o n f l i c t s  a r i s e  on a  Nat ional  
W i l d l i f e  Refuge, w i l d l i f e  va lues  w i l l  n o t  be s a c r i f i c e d  t o  
f a c i l i t a t e  economic r e t u r n .  We also--recognize t h a t  t h i s -  i s  a 
d r a f t  p l a n  and hope t h a t  our comments w i l l  a s s i s t  you i n  
fo rmula t ing  your f i n a l  p lan  f o r  t h e  refuge.  

We b e l i e v e  t h a t - a  w i l d l i f e  management p l an ,  of which timber 
management i s  a  p a r t ,  should be developed f o r  t h e  refuge. 
W i l d l i f e  o b j e c t i v e s  should -be  c l e a r l y -  s ea t ed  and, where 
a p p r o p r i a t e ,  t imber management p lans  should be formulated t o  
a s s i s t  i n  meeting t h e s e  ob jec t ives .  

The e n t i r e  p lan  should be reorganized. It was extremely confusing 
t o  rev iew and r e p e t i t i v e  i n  places.  Ear ly  i n  t h e  p l an  o b j e c t i v e s  
should b e  e s t ab l i shed  and how f o r e s t  manipulat ion can  meet t h e s e  
o b j e c t i v e s  discussed. A type  map should a l s o  be included i n  t h e  
plan. 

A major problem t h a t  s e v e r a l  reviewers  had was i n  t h e  bas i c  
o b j e c t i v e s  of f o r e s t  management on t h e  refuge. Is t h e  major 
o b j e c t i v e  t o  c r e a t e  optimum w i l d l i f e  h a b i t a t  o r  t o  main ta in  
economical ly o r i en t ed  f o r e s t  va lues  wh i l e  demonstrating how 
w i l d l i f e  can  be enhanced through p r a c t i c a l  s i l v i c u l t u r a l  modifi-  
c a t i o n s ?  This- seems t o  be  a n  important  . . i s sue -  - t ha t  must be  
decided. 
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Another problem t h a t  kep t  a r i s i n g  was what spec i e s  of w i l d l i f e  
a r e  we t r y i n g  t o  emphasize. Much of t h e  p lan  r e f e r r e d  t o  game 
s p e c i e s  y e t  non-consumptive u s e r s  make up t h e  ma jo r i t y  of t h e  
v i s i t o r s  t o  t h e  a rea .  Of course  game spec i e s  can be viewed j u s t  
a s  e n t h u s i a s t i c a l l y  a s  non-game. Somehow a dec i s ion  should be 
made a s  t o  which s p e c i e s  w i l l  r e c e i v e  emphasis on what f o r e s t  
types.  

Examples of uncut f o r e s t s  should be maintained throughout t h e  
r e f u g e  on d i f f e r e n t  s i t e s .  These uncut f o r e s t s  should b e  l a r g e  
enough s o  t h a t  c u r r e n t  s i l v i c u l t u r a l  methods can  be shown t o  be  
advantageous t o  t h e s e  "control"  s i t e s  i n  terms of s p e c i f i e d  
w i l d l i f e  b e n e f i t s .  It i s  probable t h a t  uncut ,  unmanaged s t a n d s  
w i l l  b e n e f i t  some-spec ies  more. than c u r r e n t l y  used f o r e s t r y .  
p r a c t i c e s .  These "control"  a r e a s  a r e  s o r e l y  needed a s  long-term 
r e s e a r c h  p r o j e c t s .  

Longleaf p i n e  type  should be managed a s  an  important indigenous 
h a b i t a t  t ype  which o f f e r s  i n t r i n s i c  w i l d l i f e ,  a e s t h e t i c ,  and 
h i s t o r i c  values.  Mechanical s i t e  p repa ra t ion  i n  t h i s  type  should 
be  r e s t r i c t e d  u n l e s s  p o s i t i v e  w i l d l i f e  b e n e f i t s  can be shown. 

S p e c i f i c  comments r e f e renced  t o  page and paragraph of t h e  p l a n -  
a r e  enclosed. We a p p r e c i a t e  having -had t h e  oppor tuni ty  t o  review 
t h i s  d r a f t  document and commend t h e  U. S. F i sh  and W i l d l i f e  
Se rv i ce  f o r  r e q u e s t i n g  t h i s  l e v e l  of input .  I f  we can b e  of 
any f u r t h e r  a s s i s t a n c e  i n  your--planning process  p l ease  f e e l  f r ee -  
t o  c o n t a c t  us. We w o u l d a p p r e c i a t e  having t h e  oppor tuni ty  t o  
review your f i n a l  p l an  f o r  t h e  refuge. 

S ince re ly ,  

Nicholas R. Ho l l e r  
P re s iden t ,  F lo r ida  Chapter of 
THE WILDLIFE SOCIETY 
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Dra f t  Timber Management P lan  

Page Para. - 
1 1 Saying long lea f  a r e a s  a r e  understocked g ives  t h e  

appearance t h a t  t imber ob jec t ives  a r e  being 
immediately s e t .  How does t h i s  understocking 
r e l a t e  t o  w i l d l i f e  va lues?  

There i s  disagreement a s  t o  whether t h e  wild tu rkey  
i s  i n  f a c t  i n c r e a s i n g  a s  you have so  s t a t ed .  There 
a r e  i n d i c a t i o n s  t h a t  t h e  populat ion i s  low due t o  

* d i s e a s e  o r  h a b i t a t  change. 

We a r e  hazy a s  t o  what c u r r e n t  environmental impacts 
you a r e  r e f e r r i n g  to.  

The system you a r e s p e a k i n g  . o f - i s  only one method. - 

of habi tat .management ,  not  n e c e s s a r i l y  " the  proper  
procedure". 

2 How does c o n t r o l l e d  burning improve t h e  scen ic  beauty 
of an a r e a ?  Each of us has  ideas  on what i s  s c e n i c  
and we f e e l  t h a t  your th inking  should be c l a r i f i e d  here.  

3 ,4 ,5  - Should no t  r e f e r  t o  "red book" species .  This  p u b l i c a t i o n  
was rendered o b s o l e t e  by t h e  Endangered Species  Act of  
1973. This  s e c t i o n  should be  separa ted  a s  t o  Federa l  
and S t a t e  l i s t e d  Endangered and Threatened Species ,  both  
p l a n t  and animal. 

It i s  d i f f i c u l t  t o  see  how removing su rp lus  timber 
ma in ta ins  h a b i t a t  f o r  w i l d l i f e  indigenous t o  North 
Flor ida .  Again, d i f f e r e n t  w i l d l i f e  spec ie s  have 
d i f f e r e n t  h a b i t a t  requirements. This  t imber removal 
i s  undoubtedly good f o r  some but  poss ib ly  de t r imen ta l  
t o  o thers .  

Do t h e  demonstrat ion a spec t s  have a  number 4 p r i o r i t y  
a s  i t  appears  h e r e ?  It appears  t h a t  t h e  demonstrat ion 
a s p e c t s  could be  exhib i ted  on much l e s s  than  t h e  
approximately 30,000 a c r e s  now included. .  -. 

This  w i l d l i f e  l i s t  adds l i t t l e  t o  t h e  plan and i t  i s  . 

ques t ionab le  i f  t h e s e  a c t u a l l y  r e c e i v e - t h e  most b e n e f i t s  - - 
from t h e  p l an  - t h e  grey s q u i r r e l - f o r  example would 
b e n e z i t  more-from a longer r o t a t i o n  i n  hardwoods. 
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7 4 Why i s  t h e  r a t i o  of 20% regene ra t ion ,  30% pulpwood, 

and 50% sawtimber necessary  f o r  balanced h a b i t a t  
condi t ions .  

Why i s  it necessary t o  a r t i f i c i a l l y  r egene ra t e  
longleaf  p ine?  Are t h e r e  n o t  enough seed t r e e s  f o r  
r egene ra t ion ,  even i f  a  f u l l y  stocked stand i s  no t  
t h e  r e s u l t ?  S i t e  p repa ra t ion  such a s  you a r e  
desc r ib ing  i s  f e l t  by many t o  be  de t r imenta l  t o  some 
spec ie s  of w i l d l i f e ,  due t o  increased  vege ta t iona l  
ground cover. There i s  a l s o  controversy a s  t o  
p o s s i b l e  long range a l t e r a t i o n s  of some p l a n t  
communities due t o  mechanical s i t e  preparat ion.  

We d i s a g r e e  t h a t  even-aged management i s  n e c e s s a r i l y  
t h e  most e f f i c i e n t  method t o  improve wi ld l i f e -hab iEa t .  
This  i s  simply t o o  all-encompassing. 

3 Less than-  10;000 a c r e s  a r e  p r e s e n t l y  i n  longleaf .  :-- 
Since t h i s  type  i s  r a p i d l y  be ing  conver t ed th roughou t  - 

much o f  i t s  range we urge t h a t  t h i s  indigenous f o r e s t  
type  be  given s p e c i a l  cons idera t ion .  

4 It i s  p o s s i b l e  t h a t  wet s o i l  types  a l s o  con t r ibu ted  
t o  t h i s  slow growth? 

Serv ice  P o l i c y  should be  a t  the. beginning of t h e  p l an  
s o  t h a t  "ground ru l e s"  a r e  e s t ab l i shed  early.  

3  Prescr ibed  burning should a l s o  be t r i e d  i n  summer, 
a t  l e a s t  experimentally.  - The l i s t  of w i l d l i f e  b e n e f i t s  
under P resc r ibed  Burning- i s  aga in  t o o  a l l  encompassing. 
Not a l l  w i l d l i f e ~ b e n e f i t s  from succulent  sp rou t s  and 
n o t  a l l  b i r d  l i f e  p r e f e r  a  brush and herbaceous understory. 
Has t h i s  fou r  year  burning c y c l e  been c a r e f u l l y  thought 
o u t ?  It seems t h a t  t h i s  c y c l e  would depend on t h e  s i t e  
and which s p e c i e s  of w i l d l i f e  you expect t o  benefit . .  

Why remove p ines  ad jacent  t o  l i v e  oaks t o  prevent  damage 
t o  oaks? We do n o t  understand t h i s .  It seems t h a t  l eav ing  
p ines  uncut around t h e  oaks would o f f e r  more d i v e r s i t y .  

Why should crooked and d iseased  t r e e s  r e c e i v e  f i r s t  
p r i o r i t y  i n  marking u n l e s s  you a r e  cons ider ing  the-economic 
va lue  of t h e s e  t r e e s  a s  ranking  above wi ld l i - fe  values. 
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Para. - 
7 I n  your d i scuss ion  of unmerchantable t r e e s  it sounds 

l i k e  you a r e  permi t t ing  some c a v i t y  o r  most t r e e s  
t o  remain even though they a r e  unmerchantable. S ince  
w i l d l i f e  t a k e s  p r i o r i t y  on St. Marks, then  it would 
seem t h a t  whether t h e  t r e e  was unmerchantable o r  no t  
would be immaterial. 

It seems s t r a n g e  t h a t  St. Marks would have need of 
t h r e e  f o r e s t e r s  t o  c a r r y  out  t h e i r  f o r e s t r y  w i l d l i f e  
program, and y e t  have only one w i l d l i f e  b i o l o g i s t  on 
t h e  s t a f f .  


