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Forest Cover
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Distribution of Coniferous Forest by County
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Sources: Teal Data Center Ownership (Govtown 1999)
FRAP Multi source landcover datav. 02_2 (Fveg 02_2g, 2002)
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Public vs private

While publicly owned
proportionately larger

and may be
than private there are

socio-political issues t
utilization

nat may constrain

Other constraints include topography, sensitive
habitat and water bodies.

Safe to say that there

IS potential to sustainably

harvest more biomass from each of the

ownership classes.




Questions??




