Appendix B
Detailed County Data

Percent of
County . ) 2 Forest Area by Stand Forest | Economic Percent of
State ICounties Forest Area Major Land Uses Size? Population Output Jobs in
1ze . 4 5
Density from Forestry
Forestry
Agriculture Developed JLarge Medium Small
acres X| acres acres x acres X acres x acres/
1000 [x1000] ®| 1000 | % | 1000 || 1000 |% acres x 1000 person %
o 1986 1999 Change 2000 1999 2000 2001
©
(_% Kent/New Castle 62 60 38 -2 -3.2 68 43 11 7 53 6 1 2.7 1.1 0.8
[
O |Sussex 146 | 145 [48] -1 071 120 [43] 29 |10] 100 21 24 2.2 06 1.1
1986 1999 Change 2000 1999 2000 2001
Allegany 211 | 211 |77 0 0.0 21 8| 36 [13] 94 50 30 2.9 19.2 48
Anne Arundel 127 | 85 |[23| 42 |-33 32 |9 120 |32] 34 27 12 0.2 0.4 0.4
Balimore 145 | 117 |24 28 |-19] o0 |18 205 [41] 71 12 16 0.1 0.8 0.5
/Baltimore City
Calvert 75 76 | 34 1 0.1 21 |10 39 [17] e2 5 9 1.0 03 0.7
Caroline 60 49 |23| 11 [-18) 95 |46 25 [12] 14 18 17 2.6 1.2 12.9
Carroll 73 63 [22| -10 |-14] 134 [46] 69 |24] 55 9 0 0.5 74 10.0
Cecil 76 74 |28 -2 03] 81 |31 42 [16] 42 21 9 11 0.4 1.1
Charles 177 | 197 48| 20 1.1 45 |11| 56 [14] 140 39 18 15 0.2 0.8
Dorchester 145 | 138 | 22| 7 05 90 |14 25 [4] 80 39 14 37 14 24
2 |Frederick 137 | 127 [30] -10 [-07] 190 [45] 85 |20] 74 14 6 0.7 36 9.9
> |carett 164 | 133 [87| 31 |19 16 [11] o9 6] 82 28 10 24.3 18.4 19.7
€ |Harford 108 | 102 [30| -6 0.6 87 |26] 70 |21] 93 9 0 0.5 35 3.8
Howard 63 57 [35] -6 10 45 |28 65 [40] 46 0 4 0.2 33 4.8
Kent 41 54 |20] 13 3.2 89 |34 17 |e] 41 7 6 3.3 05 14
Montgomery 100 | 98 [30| -2 0.2 79 |24| 144 |44] 44 2 20 0.1 12 4.0
Prince George's | 128 | 137 | 43 9 0.7 32 [10] 144 |45] 96 26 2 0.2 5.2 12.3
Queen Anne's 73 48 15| 25 |34 112 |34 20 [9] 35 10 3 2.2 06 34
Somerset 87 88 |23 1 0.1 43 |11 17 | 4] 36 27 24 3.2 0.1 0.1
St. Mary's 130 | 108 [22| 22 |-7] 54 |11| 44 |9 o7 10 1 14 14 3.1
Talbot 42 58 19| 16 38 72 |24 28 |9of 27 12 20 1.8 0.1 0.1
Washington 128 | 108 [36| 20 |[-16] 98 |[33] &1 |20] s9 5 12 1.0 02 02
Wicomico 105 | 115 [45]| 10 1.0 69 |27 44 [17] s0 9 27 1.2 0.4 0.2
Worcester 104 | 115 [63] 11 1.1 53 |29] 11 |6 54 53 8 7.8 0.0 0.0
1993 2004 Change 2000 2004 2000 2001
All Counties 2239 | 2433 61| 194 | 87 | 845 [21] 202 |5]1,559| 592 282 4.5 16 1.0
Allegany NA | NA |[NA| NA | NA 8 16| 2 3] Na NA NA 9.9 1.2 1.0
Broome NA | NA |[NA| NA | NA 65 |16 46 [11] NA NA NA 15 08 03
Chemung NA | NA |[NA| NA | NA 42 |17 23 [10] NA NA NA 2.0 1.8 0.8
Chenango NA | NA |[NA| NA [ NAQ 124 [22] 20 |3] NA NA NA 8.3 2.2 16
Cortland NA | NA |[NA| NA | NA 87 |20 13 |s5] NA NA NA 4.1 33 1.8
Delaware NA | NA |[NA| NA [ NA 37 |20] 6 3f Na NA NA 98 7.1 33
. |Herkimer NA | NA |[NA| NA | NA 24 |43] 2 3] Na NA NA 6.7 6.6 2.0
S |Livingston NA | NA |[NA| NA | NA 2 |20 o 2] na NA NA 19.9 2.0 1.1
% [Madison NA | NA |[NA| NA | NA 51 |25 7 4] NA NA NA 7.5 1.2 0.9
2 |oneida NA | NA [NA]| NA | NA 9 |s1| 1 3f Na NA NA 75 13 08
Onondaga NA | NA |[NA| NA | NA 10 |29 1 4] NA NA NA 6.8 1.1 0.6
Ontario NA | NA [NA| NA | NA o |20 o 2] na NA NA 36.9 2.0 1.4
Otsego NA | NA |[NA[ NA NA ] 156 |25 23 |4 Na NA NA 7.2 15 12
Schoharie NA | NA [NA| NA | NA 5 |19 1 2] na NA NA 17.8 1.0 05
Schuyler NA | NA |[NA| NA | NA 1 [14] 2 3] Na NA NA 13.6 10.1 47
Steuben NA | NA [NA] NA [ NA] 145 [18] 36 |5] NA NA NA 6.7 2.1 2.0
Tioga NA | NA |[NA| NA | NA 60 |18] 18 |[5] NA NA NA 4.9 2.3 16
Tompkins NA | NA |[NA| NA [ NA 6 |11 1 2] NA NA NA 142 05 1.1
Yates NA | NA |[NA[ NA NA 1 25| 0 3] nNa NA NA 13.0 05 0.4
1989 2003 Change 2000 2003 2000 2001
Adams 110 | 109 | 33| -1 09 159 |48 35 [11] 75 25 9 14 6.7 49
Bedford 459 | 384 59| -75 [-163] 120 [20] 34 |s5] 220 [ 109 38 9.7 34 2.3
Berks NA [ NA |[NA| NA | NA 19 |33] & |11] na NA NA 24 13 12
Blair 216 | 216 | 64 0 0.0 58 |17 42 |13] 138 61 16 1.8 10.1 3.9
Bradford 427 | 444 60| 17 40 ] 199 |27 30 |4 215 | 151 70 8.1 10.7 6.5
Cambria 115 | 121 |63 6 5.2 36 |19 14 |7] 73 20 21 4.5 1.9 1.0
Cameron/ 246 | 263 |o7| 17 | 69 4 1 6 |2] 163 | 67 17 425 9.0 6.7
Mckean
Centre 535 | 531 | 75| -4 0.7 96 [14] 40 |6 265 | 202 60 42 06 0.7




Percent of
Forest Economic Percent of
State Coun?y Forest Area’ Major Land Uses? Forest Arfea ;)y Stand Population | Output Jobs in
ICounties Size .4 5
Density’ from Forestry
Forestry
Agriculture  Developed JLarge Medium Small
Chester
102 | 105 |15 3 20 | 402 |s6| 120 [17] 90 8 7 03 55 33
/Lancaster
Clearfield 501 | 518 | 77| 17 34 64 [10] 41 |ef 204 | 171 132 9.1 24.1 958
Clinton 494 | 491 |85 3 |06 33 |6| 22 |[a] 2068 | 151 14 136 4.2 24
Columbia 164 | 150 |48| 14 |-85) 76 |24 26 |8 117 29 4 32 1.6 07
Cumberland 125 | 120 [34| 5 | -40] 138 |38 e0 [17] 7s 25 19 07 04 06
Dauphin 170 | 150 [42| 20 [-11.8] 70 |20 9 [19] 107 24 19 058 13.5 55
Elk 136 | 168 [ 96| 32 |235 4 2| o9 5| 126 31 11 318 19 22
Franklin 214 | 213 | 43| -1 05 210 42| a5 |[of 149 27 27 1.8 3.0 1.3
o« |Futton 193 | 185 [66| -8 | -4.1 50 |18 13 | 5] 101 63 21 15.2 8.9 33
€ |Huntingdon 420 | 424 |74 4 1.0 71 |12| 25 |4 264 | 122 30 10.2 24 1.6
2 |indiana NA | NA |[NA| NA | NA 8 |20 1 3| Na NA NA 8.7 58 4.0
2 |Jefferson NA | NA |[NA| NA | NA o |s3] o [15] Na NA NA 6.8 13.8 1.7
& |Juniata 166 | 151 [60| 15 |-90] 59 |23 12 [5] 98 39 15 78 25 1.4
Lackawanna 165 | 161 |64| -4 24 42 17| 53 |21f 79 48 34 0.7 33 3.1
Lebanon 71 71 |3| o 0.0 65 |33] 33 |17] 45 19 0 0.9 1.0 06
Luzerne 206 | 352 | 71| 56 |189] 65 [13] 81 |16] 146 | 164 19 1.1 6.0 3.9
Lycoming 610 | 610 | 77| o 0.0 o7 12| 46 |6 403 | 151 13 54 8.9 6.9
Mifflin 189 | 155 [ 58| -3¢ [-180] s6 21| 19 |7 114 41 0 4.0 7.0 54
Montour
Nomamberang | 168 | 145 | 37| 24 |42 127 |s2| 41 [1o] &2 37 26 1.8 6.6 36
Perry 227 | 219 |e2| -8 |-35] 72 |20 20 |e] 169 35 8 6.0 93 5.1
Potter 417 | 403 92| 14 | 34] 20 |s5| 9 |[2f 272 76 40 73.2 5.1 38
Schuylkill 166 | 175 | 69 9 54 32 |12 22 |9 25 92 58 3.1 5.9 35
Snyder 108 | 116 [ 55| 8 74 65 [31] 16 |7] 67 47 2 35 229 18.3
Somerset 84 75 | 78] 9 [-107] 13 [1a] 2 2| 42 26 7 32.1 2.4 1.8
Sullivan 247 | 243 |8a| 4 |-6] 27 |o 7 s 114 | 115 13 386 17.4 6.1
Susquehanna 340 | 312 | 59| -28 |-82] 110 |21| 18 |[3] 207 61 30 9.4 4.9 36
Tioga 491 | 496 |68 5 100 120 |[18] 27 | 4] 200 | 141 39 137 44 27
Union 136 | 127 |63| o |-66) 55 |27| 15 |[7] 103 14 0 3.1 78 4.8
Wayne NA | NA |[NA| NA | NA 6 |15] 1 2] na NA NA 23.9 2.2 1.4
Wyoming 152 | 171 |e6| 19 |[125] 51 |20] 12 |s5| 82 60 27 6.8 43.6 272
York 155 | 142 [24| 13 | -84 250 |4s| 101 [17] 106 33 3 06 56 25
1984 2002 Change 2000 2001 2000 2001
(A 135 | 85 [11| 49 |3e7] 72 |9]| 16 |2] 39 13 22 2.7 12 1.8
/Northhampton
Albemarle 201 | 278 |eo| -13 | -45] 84 |18 27 |se] 140 98 21 4.4 1.4 1.0
Alexandria NA | NA |[NA| NA | NA 0 ol 9 |93] Na NA NA 0.00 0.04 0.05
Alleghany 252 | 254 | 88 2 0.9 8 3| 10 |af 117 | 102 27 15.3 33 1.9
Al 241 | 233 |e9| -8 |-32] e |20 7 |2] 92 64 55 13.1 12.3 55
/Nottoway
Amherst 2390 | 271 | 73| 32 |133] 45 [12| 14 |a] 108 | 134 28 7.1 16.5 55
/Bedford
(eI 134 | 144 |72 9 6.8 34 |17 7 4] 32 74 16 7.1 2.9 1.9
/Campbell
Arlington NA | NA |NA| NA | NA 0 ol 16 [95] Na NA NA 0.00 0.1 0.1
Augusta 346 | 355 | 57| 9 26 | 200 |[32] 30 |s5] 98 217 12 6.0 2.0 1.6
Bath 302 | 309 | 90 7 22 18 |5 8 2| o8 156 9 62.3 6.6 45
Botetourt 216 | 232 | 76| 16 76 44 |14 11 |4 7 101 46 17.0 06 1.1
Buckingham 209 | 204 |79| 5 |-18] 41 |11| s 2| o2 126 89 20.7 95 4.3
Buena Vista NA | NA |[NA| NA | NA o |10 2 |45] NA NA NA 03 14.1 4.1
Caroline 263 | 254 | 74| -9 | -33] 54 |16 16 |[5] 105 9 41 11.6 11.2 5.0
Charles City 86 | 79 |e1| 7 |79l 23 |[18] 3 |2] 55 21 11 1.9 9.8 6.9
Chariotte/Prince | 569 | 150 6| -219 |-s94] 38 17| 7 |3] 30 | et 61 8.7 125 5.7
Edward
Charlottesville NA | Na [Nl NA | NA 0 2| 6 |90] na NA NA 0.01 02 0.1
Chesapeake
/Suffolk/Virginia | 141 | 68 |24| 73 |-s19] 38 |13 85 |[20] 40 4 7 07 0.9 05
Beach
Chesterfield 194 | 164 [59| 30 |[-155] 18 | 7| 57 [21] ss 56 37 0.7 2.7 07
Clarke/Frederick/ } 55, | 553 | 49 1 o5 142 27| 41 |8 144 | 114 1 3.2 6.9 4.1
Warren
Colonial Heights | NA | NA |NA| NA | NA 0 2| 4 |75] na NA NA 0.04 05 04
Covington NA | NA |[NA| NA | NA 0 4| 2 |a8] NA NA NA 0.2 64.8 24.1
Craig 152 | 162 [ 88| 10 6.7 9 5 3 |2] 7 77 14 43.1 2.0 1.9




Percent of
Forest Economic Percent of
State IcCoun?y Forest Area’ Major Land Uses? Forest Arfea Ey Stand Population | Output Jobs in
ounties Size 4 5
Density from Forestry
Forestry
Agriculture  Developed JLarge Medium Small
Culpeper 107 110 | 45 3 3.1 104 42 11 4 59 26 20 3.6 4.4 3.8
Cumberland 136 138 72 2 1.5 31 16 4 2 44 47 56 17.0 7.9 4.6
Dinwiddie NA NA | NA NA NA 6 12 4 8 NA NA NA 3.9 0.1 0.2
Essex 96 102 56 7 6.9 45 24 5 3 24 39 85} 10.5 24 1.5
Fairfax 99 74 28 -25 -25.7 21 8 133 51 38 11 0 0.1 0.4 0.4
Fairfax City NA NA | NA NA NA 0 2 4 920 NA NA NA 0.01 0.1 0.1
Falls Church NA NA | NA NA NA 0 0 1 991 NA NA NA 0.00 0.0 0.0
Fauquier 180 184 | 44 3 1.9 182 44 20 5 86 74 22 3.8 1.5 1.8
Fluvanna 133 133 | 71 0 0.0 25 14 5 3 34 39 43 7.6 1.1 0.6
Fredericksburg NA NA | NA NA NA 1 11 4 52 NA NA NA 0.1 0.5 0.3
Giles NA NA | NA NA NA 0 0 0 0 NA NA NA 183.7 0.9 0.6
Gloucester 134 | 122 |35 13 |-95] 35 |[10] 12 |4] 73 28 33 27 23 1.0
/Mathews
Goochland 123 118 | 63 -5 -4.4 34 18 9 5 66 39 23 8.1 0.9 0.9
Greene 64 63 62 -2 25 20 20 4 4 19 11 7 5.0 2.7 2.9
"EB Hanover 185 179 | 59 -6 -3.2 0 0 6 2 69 67 37 2.2 53 2.3
‘® [Harrisonburg NA NA | NA NA NA 2 19 7 58] NA NA NA 0.1 0.1 0.1
> Henrico 67 60 38 -7 -10.7 24 15 63 400 25 31 12 0.2 1.7 1.0
Highland 196 198 | 74 2 1.2 52 20 5 21 141 49 29 82.6 14.2 6.5
Hopewell NA NA | NA NA NA 0 2 6 80§ NA NA NA 0.03 8.7 4.8
Isle of Wight 75 50 39 -24 -32.7 28 22 9 7 18 15 8 2.5 16.3 8.7
James City
York/Hampton 116 106 25 -1 9.1 22 5 84 20 56 7 12 0.3 0.5 0.3
/Newport News
King and Queen 153 149 71 -4 -2.6 39 19 5 2 69 44 29 22.0 131 9.0
King George 193 | 183 [61| -10 | -53] s0 [17] 23 |s8] 120 | 43 11 1.9 04 03
/Stafford
King William 114 118 | 65 ) 4.2 41 23] 6 8 37 69 20 8.8 60.1 19.2
Lancaster 53 55 37 2 3.1 21 14 5 4 19 7 19 4.7 0.9 0.8
Lexington NA NA | NA NA NA 0 5 1 831 NA NA NA 0.03 0.0 0.0
Loudoun 101 106 | 32 5 4.6 147 44 40 12 58 38 2 0.8 0.8 1.0
Louisa 232 231 71 -1 -0.5 63 19 9 8 71 102 35 9.3 4.5 3.2
Lunenburg NA NA | NA NA NA 0 10 0 4 NA NA NA 17.3 6.6 5.1
Lynchburg NA NA | NA NA NA 2 7 15 48] NA NA NA 0.2 1.6 0.8
Madison 118 117 57 -1 -1.1 58 28 6 3 67 0 7 11.3 12.2 5.1
Manassas NA NA | NA NA NA 0 5 ) 82] NA NA NA 0.02 0.2 0.2
Manassas Park NA NA NA NA NA 0 8 1 72§ NA NA NA 0.03 3.0 2.9
Middlesex 51 44 33 -7 -14.2 23 17 4 8 26 13 13 5.2 4.2 1.8
Montgomery NA NA NA NA NA 0 1 0 0 NA NA NA 49.8 1.9 1.0
Nelson 224 234 | 77 10 4.7 33 1 11 4§ 145 80 16 17.9 4.6 3.2
New Kent 102 97 68 -5 -5.2 18 12 6 5 24 50 24 7.3 6.7 5.6
Norfolk NA NA | NA NA NA 0 1 32 53] NA NA NA 0.00 0.1 0.0
Northumberland 68 65 36 -3 -3.8 38 21 6 3 34 13 24 2.4 25 2.1
Orange 121 113 | 51 -7 -6.1 76 35 10 5 47 519 23 9.7 2.0 23
Page 121 130 65 9 7.4 43 22 11 5 28 49 0 5.0 7.2 4.8
Petersburg NA NA | NA NA NA 1 8 6 611 NA NA NA 6.3 1.5 0.7
Poquoson NA NA | NA NA NA 1 1 2 4 NA NA NA 0.1 0.2 0.1
Portsmouth NA NA | NA NA NA 1 4 17 58] NA NA NA 0.2 0.2 0.2
Powhatan 128 113 67 -15 -11.7 26 15 4 3 49 34 35 0.01 2.8 15
Prince George 62 59 66 -4 -5.6 15 17 6 7 29 21 13 27 1.0 0.6
Prince William 121 101 45 -20 -16.8 45 20 44 20§ 60 6 21 0.4 0.3 0.3
Rappahannock 105 105 | 61 -1 -0.6 40 24 4 8 40 18 6 18.0 1.9 1.5
Richmond 77 74 53 -3 -4.1 33 24 4 3 38 21 17 8.9 15.8 5.2
Richmond City NA NA | NA NA NA 0 0 37 941 NA NA NA 0.00 1.6 1.2
Roanoke NA NA | NA NA NA 3 18 0 2 NA NA NA 20.0 4.6 21
Rockbridge 244 257 | 67 14 5.6 84 22 16 44 143 84 8 13.6 6.7 3.2
Rockingham 309 308 56 0 -0.1 174 32 24 4 174 107 9 5.1 1.1 24
Shenandoah 186 189 | 58 4 2.0 88 27 17 501 129 67 13 6.3 5.7 4.9
Spotsylvania 185 173 | 65 -12 -6.5 47 18 21 8 68 58 23 2.0 25 1.1
Staunton NA NA | NA NA NA 3 28 6 441 NA NA NA 0.1 0.0 0.0
Surry 63 46 51 -17 -27.3 15 17 3 3 10 21 17 13.5 4.3 6.6
Waynesboro NA NA | NA NA NA 2 20 ) 52] NA NA NA 0.1 1.1 1.0
Westmoreland 77 82 51 5 7.0 45 28 7 4 26 26 28 5.2 14.0 5.6
Williamsburg NA NA | NA NA NA 0 5 3 52] NA NA NA 0.2 0.8 0.3
Winchester NA NA NA NA NA 0 8 5 76§ NA NA NA 0.04 0.8 0.8




Percent of

Forest Economic Percent of
State Ié:oun?y Forest Area’ Major Land Uses? Forest Arfea Ey Stand Population §  Output Jobs in
ounties Size 4 5
Density from Forestry
Forestry
Agriculture  Developed JLarge Medium Small
1989 2000 Change 2000 2000 2000 2001
Berkley 150 | 148 (43| 2 |-13] 110 |32 34 |10 73 38 38 1.7 15 14
/Jefferson
Grant 233 241 78 8 3.4 52 17 7 21 120 92 22 21.7 47.7 44.8
© Greenbriar NA NA | NA NA NA 0 0 0 1 NA NA NA NA 7.0 9.4
c Hampshire 330 296 | 72 -34 -10.3 51 12 8 21 192 82 18 17.5 11.8 16.6
g Hardy 291 299 | 80 8 2.7 46 12 10 3] 186 87 27 25.0 25 243
3 Mineral 149 164 | 78 15 10.1 29 14 12 6 90 64 10 6.2 30.9 32.1
%’ Monroe NA NA | NA NA NA 3 7 1 2] NA NA NA 62.8 47.5 721
Morgan 107 115 | 78 8 7.5 10 7 8 5 75 25 14 8.6 1.4 1.0
Pendleton 350 368 | 82 18 5.1 57 13 11 3] 275 62 24 46.1 40.8 30.7
Pocahontas NA NA | NA NA NA 0 2 0 4 NA NA NA NA 10.4 16.9
Preston NA NA | NA NA NA 0 19 0 2] NA NA NA 1502.0 28.0 36.7
Randolph NA NA | NA NA NA 0 7 0 1 NA NA NA 457.4 184.3 156.5
Tucker NA NA | NA NA NA 0 8 0 3 NA NA NA NA 0.1 0.2

USDA Forest Service, FIA 2005

MA RESAC 2000

USDA Forest Service, FIA 2005

Large: Sawtimber tree. A live tree of commercial species at least 9.0 inches d.b.h. for softwoods or 11.0 inches d.b.h. for hardwoods,
containing at least one 12-foot sawlog or two noncontiguous 8-foot sawlogs, and meeting regional specifications for freedom from defect.

IMPLAN 2001

Medium: Poletimber tree. A live tree of commercial species meeting regional specifications of soundness and form and at least 5.0 inches

in d.b.h., but smaller than a sawtimber tree (9.0 inches d.b.h. for softwoods and 11.0 inches d.b.h. for hardwoods).

Small: Seedling/Sapling. A live tree of between 1.0 and 4.9 inches in d.b.h. Also includes areas with less than 10% trees.
MA RESAC and US Census Bureau
Forest area and population data for entire counties

Data from urbanizing counties includes forests removed for development




