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Stewardship Spatial Analysis Initiative

Geo —Referencing and Spatial Analysis of Stewardship Tracts

A Planning/Reporting/Program Delivery Tool
that:

< Establishes historical base or benchmark for Stewardship
Impact — framework for focusing future efforts

<+ Enables Informed Program Delivery — creates awareness of
the trade-offs involved in working in one place instead of
another

< Helps Stewardship show accountability and impact in
addressing key issues of local and national importance
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Approach:

1. Stewardship Plan Database: GIS layer showing all Forest
Stewardship Plans, and a companion attribute database

2. Statewide Priority Assessment: A composite map of eleven
common data layers, the sum of which highlight areas of greatest
potential stewardship benefit.

3. Analysis: In-depth analysis and display of lands covered by
existing Stewardship Plans, and in light of that analysis, assess
management options for the Stewardship Program.

4. Expansion in NA and introduction in other Regions
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Peortmars Ar Amocuion = St Pasaies

Key Questions:

+Where are existing Stewardship acres in this
State?

<+What lands offer the greatest potential for
Stewardship benefit (priority lands)

<+How frequently do Stewardship plans corresponded
with areas State has identified as high potential for
Stewardship effort?
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Peortmars Ar Amocuion = St Pasaies

Key Questions:

<What lands appear to be suitable for increased
Stewardship planning (high potential/low Stewardship
activity)?

< What is the relationship between high potential
lands and the application of cost share (frequency and
Impact)? (Unable to answer at this time)

+Where has Stewardship planning created the
potential for more integrated service delivery?
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PMAS 1996 1997 1998 1999 1998-1999  Percent 2000 1999-2000  Percent 2001 2000-2001  Percent 2002 2001-2002
Maryland Difference Difference Difference Difference Difference Difference Difference

Revised Forest Stewardship Plans (acres)
Revised Forest Stewardship Plans (# of Plans)

Forest Stewardship Plans (acres) 25,853 17,344 21,329 14,538 -6,791 -32 23,964 9,426 65 20,535 -3,429 -14 15,629 -4,906
Forest Stewardship Plans (# of Plans) 404 365 378 434 56 15 385 -a9 -11 598 213 55 458 -140

Forest Management Plans (not Stewardship) # Acres
Forest Management Plans (not Stewardship) # Plans

Stand Establishment

Regeneration: Natural or Artificial 1,220 3,036 3,668 4,575 9207 25 4,650 75 2 4,425 -225 -5 1,823 -2,602
Reforestation/Afforestation 4,712 5,893 5,561 6.684 1,123 20 6,900 216 3 6,395 -505 -7 951 -5,444
Forest Stand Improvement 6,194 4,941 5,788 1,806 17 5,875 87 2 6,995 1,120 19 -6,995
Objective - Wood Fiber Production 5,807 5,724 3,982 4,317 3,558 8 4,420 103 2 6,420 2,000 as 1,089 -5,331
Objective - Wildlife Enhancement 132 a70 759 1,471 -2,654 94 1,370 -101 -7 as8 -912 -67 81 -377
Objective - Watershed/Fishery Protection 6.810 5,540 4,125 5,250 5,250 27 5,325 75 1 az2s -4,900 -92 5,066 4,641
Objective - Fire o
Objective - Insects and Disease o
Objective - Stand Improvement: Prevention from Grazing o
Recreation and Archaeological Enhancement (acres) 51 19 a2 a9 7 17 28 -21 -a3 a1 13 a6 -a1
Trails Constructed (Miles) 5 5 100 a -1 -20 -4
Wood Harvested
Sawtimber Harvested (MBF) 31,700 30,200 34,100 32,000 -2,100 -6 34,000 2,000 6 31,500 -2,500 -7 25,600 -5,900
Sawtimber Harvested (MCF) 9,182
Roundwood Harvested (Cords) 36,245 34,000 36,000 36,000 100 37,500 1,500 a 34,000 -3,500 -9 28,800 -5,200
Roundwood Harvested (Tons)
CWAP Category1l: # Plans o
CWAP Categoryl: # Acres o
State Assists 4,971 3,100 2,975 3,250 275 ° 3,400 150 5 3,275 -125 -4 2,842 -433
Referrals to Consultants 377 320 310 263 -a7 -15 247 -16 -6 221 -26 -11 252 31
State Cost Share Payments (dollars) 150,000 150,000 150,000 o O 105,000 -45,000 -30 122,967 17,967 17 73,770 -49,197
Workshops/Seminars/Conferences (person days) 975 1,187 2,100 913 77 2,450 350 17 2,125 -325 -13 200 -1,925
Seed Harvested/Procured (pounds)
Superior 1,383 275 -1,108 -80 700 a2s 155 1,770 1,070 153 -1,770
Known Seed Source o
Unknown seed Source 4,000 12,000 8,000 200 14,000 2,000 17 23,986 9,986 71 -23,986
Non traditional 3 -3 -100 o
Seedlings Produced/Procured (M seedlings)
Superior 4,000 1,800 3,029 1,229 68 4,482 1,453 a8 5,105 623 14 -5,105
Known Seed Source 2,659 137 137 100 -137 -100 o
Unknown seed Source 565 841 1,739 898 107 1,615 -124 -7 1,413 -202 -13 -1,413
Non traditional 7 1 -1 -100 o
Seedling Distribution (M Seedlings)
Federal Agencies 16 16 100 25 9 56 -25
State Agencies 10 15 891 1,131 240 27 1,419 288 25 625 -794 -56 -625
Forest Industry 11 11 100 1,082 1,072 10,205 335 -747 -69 -335
NIPF Owners 2,649 4,557 1,751 3,764 2,013 115 3,510 -254 -7 5,463 1,953 56 -5,463
Other 70 70 100 70 o o -70
RNGR State Assists 5 2 2 100 -2 -100 o
RNGR Referrals to Consultants o
RNGR Workshops/Seminars/Conferences (person days) 12 60 -60 -100 20 20 100 20 o o -20
Tree Planting including seeding on NIPF Lands (acres) 5,114 6,640 6,250 6,800 550 ° 6,900 100 1 4,950 -1,950 -28 20,710 15,760
Seeding on NIPF Lands (acres) o
Timber Stand Improvement on Non-industrial Lands (acres) 6,105 6,825 5,375 6,200 825 15 6,400 200 3 4,295 -2,105 -33 -4,295
Tree Planting including seeding on Forest Industry Lands (acres) 1,575 1,500 1,450 1,275 -175 -12 2,000 725 57 600 -1,400 -70 -600
Seeding on Forest Industry Lands (acres. o
Timber Stand Improvement on Forest Industry and Other Industry Lands (acre 2,540 2,400 3,275 2,400 -875 -27 1,700 -700 -29 2,000 300 18 -2,000
Tree Planting including seeding on Other Industry Lands (acres) o
Seeding on Other Industry Lands (acres) o
Tree Planting including seeding on State Forest Lands (acres) 58 as 75 80 5 7 100 20 25 500 400 400 136 -364
Seeding on State Forest Lands (acres) o
Timber Stand Improvement on all State and Local Government Lands (acres) a92 a7s 510 525 15 3 800 275 52 700 -100 -13 -700
Tree Planting Including Seeding on Other State Owned Lands (acres) 116 125 175 165 -10 -6 180 15 9 220 40 22 -220
Seeding on Other State Owned Lands (acres) o
Tree Planting Including Seeding on Local Government Lands (acres) 156 150 180 175 -5 -3 165 -10 -6 125 -a0 -24 -125
Seeding on Local Government Lands (acres) o
Nursery Production by Forest Industry (M Trees) o
Nursery Production by Other Private Growers (M Trees) o
Nursery Production by State Nurseries (M Trees) 2,659 4,572 2,642 4,905 2,263 86 6,097 1,192 24 6,518 a21 7 7.168 650

Nursery Production by Local Government (M Trees) o
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Private Forest Land, 4-Digit Hydrologic Units
And Stewardship Plan Tracts

H olp MAME_4 Count_MNAME 4 Sum_ACRES
1] 0 0
1 Charitore-Grand-Litths Chanton Basing 134 28057
21 Des Moines Basin 1 104
3 Gazconade-0zage Basin: 47 69915
4 Kanszas Rrver Bagin 0 0
5| Lower Mississippi-Hatchie Batine 0 i
B Loweet Missizsippic-St Francis Basing 38 10250
1 | Mizgoun River Basmn 315 43171
8 Missoun-Mishnabolna Basing 51 5345
3 Neasho-verdigrs Basing 5 1150
10 Uppet Mississippi-Kaskaskia-Merames Basing 124 30248
11 | Upper Missiscippi-S alt River Basing 132 2141
12 "Whate Rived Bazin 545 135154
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PMAS
Missouri

Revised Forest Stewardship Plans (acres)
Revised Forest Stewardship Plans (# of Plans)

Forest Stewardship Plans (acres)
Forest Stewardship Plans (¢ of Plans)

Forest Management Plans (not Stewardship) # Acres
Forest Management Plans (not Stewardship) # Plans.

Stand Establishment
Regeneration: Natural or Artficial
Reforestation/Afforestation

Forest Stand Improvement
Objective - Wood Fiber Production
Objective - Wildife Enhancement
Objective - Watershed/Fishery Protection
bjective - Fire
Objective - Insects and Disease
. Objective - Stand Improvement: Prevention from Grazing

Recreation and Archaeological Enhancement (acres)
Trails Constructed (Mies)

Wood Harvested
- ‘Sawtimber Harvested (MBF)
Sawtimber Harvested (MCF)
Roundwood Harvested (Cords)

Roundwood Harvested (Tons)
= CWAP Categoryl: # Plans
CWAP Categoryl: # Acres
State Assists
Referrals to Consultants
State Cost Share Payments (dollars)
- ‘Workshops/Seminars/Conferences (person days)
Seed Harvested/Procured (pounds)
Superior
Known Seed Source
W L] Unknown seed Source
Non traditional
i 1 Seedlings Produced/Procured (M seedlings)

Unknown seed Source
Non traditional
Seediing Distribution (M Seedlings)
Federal Agencies
State Agencies
Forest Industry
NIPF Owners.
Other

RNGR State Assists
RNGR Referrals to Consultants
RNGR Workshops/Seminars/Conferences (person days)

Tree Planting including seeding on NIPF Lands (acres)
Seeding on NIPF Lands (acres)
Timber Stand Improvement on Non-industrial Lands (acres)

Tree Planting including seeding on Forest Industry Lands (acres)
Seeding on Forest Industry Lands (acres)
Timber Stand Improvement on Forest Industry and Other Industry Lands (acres)

Tree Planting including seeding on Other Industry Lands (acres)
Seeding on Other Industry Lands (acres)

Tree Planting including seeding on State Forest Lands (acres)
Seeding on State Forest Lands (acres)
‘Timber Stand Improvement on all State and Local Government Lands (acres)

Tree Planting Including Seeding on Other State Owned Lands (acres)
Seeding on Other State Owned Lands (acres)

Tree Planting Including Seeding on Local Government Lands (acres)
Seeding on Local Government Lands (acres)

Nursery Production by Forest Industry (M Trees)
Nursery Production by Other Private Growers (M Trees)
Nursery Production by State Nurseries (M Trees)
Nursery Production by Local Government (M Trees)

1999 data for Seedlings procured from known and unknown seed source most likely
off by a factor of 000, Original submission revised to reflect this.
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