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1. Introduction and General Summary

To earn SmartWood certification, aforest management operation must undergo an on-site field
assessment. This Public Summary Report summarizes information contained in the initial assessment
report, which is produced based on information collected during the field assessment. Annual audits are
conducted to monitor the forest management operation’s activities, to review the operation’s progress
toward meeting their certification conditions, and to verify compliance with the SmartWood standards.
Addenda providing the updated information obtained during these annual audits are included as
attachments to the Public Summary Report.

This report presents the findings of an independent certification assessment conducted by ateam of
specidists representing the SmartWood Program (SW) of the Rainforest Alliance. The purpose of the
assessment was to evaluate the ecological, economic, and social sustainability of the forest management
practiced by Mendocino Redwood Company, LLC.

The purpose of the SmartWood program is to recognize conscientious land stewardship through
independent evaluation and certification of forestry practices. The SmartWood Program is an accredited
certification program of the Forest Stewardship Council (FSC). Forestry operationsthat attain
SmartWood certification may use the FSC and SmartWood labels for public marketing and advertising,
after approva of the specific use by SmartWood headquarters.

1.1. Name and General Summary
Source Name: Mendocino Redwood Company (MRC)

Address: 6500 Durable Mill Road
P.O. Box 390
Calpella, CA 95418
Contact: Sandy Dean
Tel: (707) 485-8731
Fax: (707) 485-7918
Web Page: WWW.Mmrc.com

1.2. General Background

A. Type of operation:
Forestland owner/manager

B. Years in operation:

Mendocino Redwood Company, LLC, is owned and controlled by Sansome Forest Partners, Limited
Partnership (hereinafter referred to as Sansome Partners) a private San Francisco-based firm speciaizing
in long term investments. The Fisher family isthe primary investor in Sansome Partners. Sansome
Partners acquired the forestlands in summer of 1998 and formed Mendocino Redwood Company on June
30, 1998.

C. Date first certified:
November 15, 2000

D. Latitude and Longitude:
N 22° 96', W 123° 44' (Fort Bragg operations center)
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1.3. Forest Management System

A. Forest type and land use history

MRC's forests comprise 232,024 acres (about 350 square miles) of timberland in Mendocino and Sonoma
Counties. The entire ownership was assessed for FSC-accredited SmartWood forest management
certification. The forestland is divided up into 10 watershed areas, as shown in Table 1.1., and further
subdivided into 85 different watershed planning units The lands are approximately 98% forested. The
forested areas are amix of conifers and hardwoods. Common tree species include: redwood (Sequoia
sempervirennes), Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii), tanoak (Lithocarpus densiflorus), Pacific madrone
(Arbutus menziesii), with occasional chinquapin (Castanopsis chrysophylla), black oak (Quercus
kelloggii), Oregon white oak (Quercus garryana), canyon live oak (Quercus chrysolepsis), coastd live
oak (Quercus agrafolia) bigleaf maple (Acer macrophyllum), red alder (Alnus rubra), western hemlock
(Tsuga heterophylla), Bishop pine (Pinus muricata), sugar pine (Pinus lambertiana) and grand fir (Abies
grandis). The topography is moderately steep to steep. Soils are generally site 3 quaity from the
Dunning Class with very limited amounts of site 4 and site 2. Elevation is extremely variable among the
dispersed tracts, but ranges from 100 to 2500 feet.

Before the 1850's, MRC lands were largely unharvested late-successiona mixed Douglas-fir and
redwood forests. White settlers began colonization of the area around this time, which marks the
beginning of the redwood lumber industry for Mendocino County. Most of the lands owned by MRC
were clearcut from the mid-to-late 1800's to the early 1900's. Each decade, advancesin logging
technology facilitated the rapid removal of the “old-growth” conifers. Some settlers used firein an
attempt to convert forest lands to grasslands. Since the 1950’ s the industrial timberland owners of these
properties sought to maximize fiber output to feed their mills without much regard for long-term
sustained timber production.

As aresult of this history, large portions of the property are dominated by young forests in their second
and third generation, and have reduced conifer stocking and elevated levels of hardwoods, especialy tan
oak. The natural tan oak component of the stands has “ stump sprouted” in response to past patterns of
clearcutting and fire. Thus, the tan oak component has grown out of balance in the forest stands, to the
point where tan oak can represent nearly 50% of the property, where it now suppresses the natural
regeneration of the redwood and Douglasfir trees that originally dominated the forest. MRC estimates
that their inventory includes 9,000,000 conifer trees with diameters of 10 inches or larger. Thetotal
merchantable conifer timber volume on the land is estimated at 2.3 billion board feet. Few residua old-
growth trees remain (~50,000 trees) and even fewer old-growth stands remain intact on this property
(~130 acres). MRC has developed protection measures for these trees and stands (see discussion in
section 3.0) based on policies that identify tree and stand conditions by age, size, functions and
characteristics specific to each particular species. With the purchase of this property, the current owners
desire to reverse these historical trends and seek to restore the forest to a more balanced and natural
composition, and improve the quality and quantity of redwood, Douglas-fir and other conifer trees on
these forestlands.
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B. Size of management unit and area in production forest

Table 1. Acreage by Watershed Area (MRC Management Plan, 2000)

Watershed Areas Acres

Albion 16,473
Big River 34,333
Garcia 15,687
Southcoast (Greenwood, Alder and EIk) 34,429
Navarro East 29,733
Navarro West 24,986
Noyo 19,388
Rockport 39,036
Sonoma 12,242
Ukiah 5,717
Total 232,024

C. Regional landscape context

The MRC property isin Mendocino and Sonoma Counties, California. Ninety-five percent of the MRC
properties are in Mendocino County, accounting for 10 percent of the private land in the county. The
property islocated across the California coast range and is divided into 85 Planning Watersheds. In both
counties timber production, ranching, agriculture (includes vineyard production), urbanization, recreation
and tourism are the common uses of the land.

MRC's properties are primarily in the timber production areas of Mendocino County. Other industrial
timberlands and some small, rural communities and rural subdivisions adjoin them. A portion of the
assessment team flew over the MRC property in 1998 and 1999 and observed that previous owners have
heavily harvested MRC' s lands. The condition of the property is similar to the neighboring industrial
ownerships. Historically industrial ownershipsin this region were heavily cut-over. Thiswas
demonstrated in the 1970's when Mendocino County was ranked second in the state for the most timber
volume harvested. Cdlifornia, at this time, was ranked second in the nation in volume harvested

D. Annual allowable cut and or annual harvest covered by management plan

The targeted annua harvest by Mendocino Redwood Company is approximately 2% of their tota
inventory. The company currently estimates that their conifer trees are growing at an average annual rate
of 2.9% per year or 66 MMbf per year and will be subject to change based upon their landscape planning
and inventory process. MRC is currently cutting at 40 MMbf per year. Approximately 60% of their
harvested conifer volume is from redwood and 40% from Douglas-fir with minima amounts from grand
fir and western hemlock. Tanoak is the only hardwood species that is harvested commercially. Before the
sale of the property, the previous owner drafted a Sustained Yield Plan (SYP) with atarget harvest level
of 63.5 MMbf per year, and expected approva of their SY P from the California Department of Forestry
(CDF). Under the previous ownership, the harvest levels for the property were 48 MMbf during the years
of 1994-1997 and were more than twice as much during the 1980's. MRC'srate of cutting is 15% lower
than the most recent cut level of the previous owner (L ouisiana Pacific) and about one third lower than
the level described in Louisiana Pacific's SYP. MRC’s cut level is expected to continue to declinein
response to the landscape planning process.

As of September 2000, MRC has completed a new timber inventory assessment of half of the inventory
blocks and expects completion of the entire ownership by the end of 2001. In concert with the inventory
process MRC has a so developed and implemented a landscape planning process that integrates
ecological, physical science and stewardship objectives, which can be used to guide site specific and
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watershed scale management decisions. As of September 2000 the landscape planning process had been
completed on two inventory blocks. The timber inventory data and the landscape planning process are
providing the tools for MRC to evaluate and improve their assessment of the annual allowable cut (AAC)
for each of the 85 planning watersheds and 10 inventory blocks. Upon completion of the timber inventory
assessment/ landscape planning process, for each inventory block, MRC will adjust the annual allowable
cut downward for those blocks, if indicated by the data. MRC has stated that any changes proposed will
be consistent with commitments to address cumulative impacts and progress on improved integration of
ecologica design into the landscape planning process. The final results of the landscape planning process
for the next decade will be at or below the harvest level contained in the state approved Option A and will
not exceed the results of the inventory and landscape planning process.

E. General description of details and objectives of the management plan/system

The opening statement of the MRC forest management plan states that the company believesit is
"possible to manage a large block of productive forestland utilizing high standards of environmental
stewardship and also operate as a successful business at the same time." Asthey manage their land they
expect to increase their timber inventory (with a doubling between 2050 and 2060), improve wildlife and
aquatic habitat, and develop amore "natural” tree species composition over time, restoring the natural
redwood and Douglas fir components of the forest. They aso intend to be a successful company that
people want to work for, the community is proud of, produces quality products, keepsitsword, isa
business that earns a profit to sustain itself and earns a return on the capital invested (MRC Management
Plan, 2000).

MRC currently utilizes both uneven-aged and even-aged silviculture in its management. MRC has
developed a series of guidelines and policies to assist company foresters with management decisions.
They are utilizing uneven-aged management when conifer stands have good stocking (> 120 ft* of basal
area) and healthy regeneration. The harvesting systems in such standsinvolve selecting individua trees or
small groups. However, many of MRC' s stands have poor stocking due to past management practices
from the previous owners. In the short term before advancing to uneven-aged management systems,
MRC foresters prescribe even-aged management for stands that were historically dominated by conifers
but are now heavily dominated by hardwoods. In these stands, company foresters utilize primarily
variable retention, either as dispersed trees or aggregate patches of trees over the harvest site. Such
treatment results in a minimum tree retention of 10-40%, with the average over 20%. MRC does not
utilize traditional clearcutting. Once conifer stocking has improved in these hardwood-dominated stands,
MRC anticipates utilizing selection harvesting systems. As described in the company management plan,
during the next five years MRC anticipates utilizing 55% uneven-aged and 45% even-aged silviculture
and by 2050 they anticipate a shift to approximately 95% uneven-aged silviculture.

MRC has devel oped a comprehensive management plan that includes clear explanations of Company
management policies. Thisplanisavailable on their web site. The plan describes:

MRC's policies for harvest operations including: retention and recruitment of snags and large woody
debris;

"old-growth" protection; herbicide use;

adescription of their study of aternatives to herbicides currently in progress;

completion of watershed analyses following the model for all 303d listed watersheds developed in the
GarciaRiver watershed;

road construction, maintenance and restoration;

WLPZ protection; hilldope management policies that protect areas of instability and limit winter
operations; and,

hardwood recruitment and retention for wildlife; and fire protection.
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In addition to MRC’ s timber harvesting activities, the public is allowed access, through permit, to MRC's
lands for research, education and recreation. These permits limit MRC's liability in case of injury, protect
wildlife, prevent road damage and sedimentation, protect watercourses and inform users of their
responsibilities while on MRC's land.

1.4. General Environmental and Socioeconomic Context

In the past, large tracts of land within the North Coast region of California were clearcut and burned,
usually by timber and ranching interests. Most old-growth redwood and Douglas fir trees were harvested.
Watercourses were often used as log transportation corridors. Cull logs and logging slash accumulated in
most streams, often forming log jams and becoming barriers to upstream passage of adult salmonids.
Human-caused fires associated with past ranching and logging activities converted some previously
timbered areas to open grassands, now used for ranching, urban development and agriculture. These
historical activities, along with pollution from urbanization, agriculture and industries, have had
significant adverse effects on fish and wildlife; witnessed by the growing list of rare, threatened and
endangered species in the region.

To protect these species, wildlife and conservation laws have been implemented in an attempt to restore
native forest ecosystems (e.g. the Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918, the Wildlife Conservation Law of
1947 {which set policy for conservation of wildlifein California} and the Z'Berg-Negjedly Act of 1973).
In particular, the federa listing of the Northern spotted owl, marbled murrelet, coho and steelhead salmon
as endangered species has had significant affect on forest management throughout the Pacific Northwest.
Additionally, California also has some of the most rigorous forest practice regulations in the United
States. These regulations are the result of the passage of the Z'Berg-Nejedly Forest Practices Act of 1973,
developed by a governor appointed Board of Forestry and administered by the Cdifornia Department of
Forestry and Fire Protection (CDF). Compliance by land managers with these, and other, rules has
become very challenging, especially for the small landowner. The effectiveness of these rulesis a current
topic of debate in Caifornia.

Since the mid-1980' s conflicts over forest management within the human community, particularly in NW
Cdlifornia have been commonplace. At the same time, forest related employment has plummeted
significantly in NW Californiasince 1990. Thisis due to awide range of interacting reasons such as,
changesin mill technologies, corporate consolidation of the industry and associated downsizing, historic
over capitalization/excess mill capacity, shifting policy priorities on public lands, and diminishing log
supplies.

Theintent of the SmartWood Certification is not to blanket landowners with another layer of regulation,
but to recogni ze those resource managers who, while under the constraints placed through the conditions
developed by the assessment team, move beyond conventional practices.

1.5. Products Produced

A. Species and Products

MRC currently produces approximately 40 MMbf of conifer logs per year (60% of which are redwood
and 40% are Douglasfir). It sells approximately 75-80% of these logs to the mills of its associated
company, Mendocino Forest Products (MFP). The remaining 20-25% of its logs are sold to other local
sawmills.
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B. Actual (and Potential) Annual Volumes Produced

MRC has owned the property for just over 2 years. During 1994-1997, the previous owner harvested 48
MMbf prior to sdlling the property. From the late 1970’ s to the early 1990’ s the previous owner
harvested more than twice the late 1990’ s harvest levels. The current MRC harvest level is 40 MMbf,
which is 15 percent less than previous owner’s most recent levels. MRC's current landscape planning
process, which is expected to be complete by the end of 2001, will likely lead to modifications in the
annual allowable cut (See Section 1.3D of this report).

A. Description of Current and Future Production

Mendocino Forest Products (MFP) is an associated but separate company from MRC. MFP has two
conifer sawmillsin operation, onein Ukiah and the other in Ft Bragg. The Ukiah mill is a state of the art
small log mill with a capacity of 25 MMbf (log scale) per shift per year. The Fort Bragg mill is older and
has dightly lower capacity of 17 MMbf (log scale) per shift per year. MFP opened a hardwood mill in
Willitsthisyear. They produce hardwood flooring and firewood (primarily from tanoak). Thisis one of
the first full production mills utilizing hardwoods in California.

The majority of MRC'slogs are processed in the three MFP mills. The large diameter logsthat MFP can
not process are sold on the open market. In the late Spring of 2000 the MFP mills were evaluated and
certified as meeting the SmartWood chain-of-custody (CoC) requirements. This certificate enables MFP
to purchase FSC certified wood from the open market and process and sell the wood as certified. Only
after MRC becomes FSC certified will this certificate allow MFP to purchase, process and sell MRC's
wood as being certified. The chain-of-custody assessment of these millsis not the subject of this report,
however, the CoC report for MFP can be found on the SmartWood web page (www.smartwood.org).

D. Stable Sources of Product

Home Depot is the primary recipient of the forest products made at the MFP mills. The MFP lumber is
distributed by their Calpella Distribution Center. This center is a state of the art facility, where essentially
all the Home Depot stores on the west coast have their redwood orders filled. The facility buys redwood
from other Californiamills, aswell as sdlling all of the MRC milled redwood. The distribution facility
has the capacity to handle 200 MMbf of lumber.

1.6.  Chain of Custody Certification

A. Products Covered by a Chain of Custody Certificate
Redwood and Douglasfir logs. (See 1.5 A)

B. Approximate Annual Quantity of Products

Mill VVolume Produced

Ukiah 80 MMbf in annual production (52% from Certified Logs)
40 MMbf treated lumber

Willits 2 MMbf tanoak flooring in annual production (estimated capacity), with
0.5 MMbf for 2000

Fort Bragg 77 MMbf in annual production (30% from Certified Logs)

C. Chain of Custody Certificate Number: SW-FM/COC-128
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2. Certification Assessment Process

The FSC certification evaluation of the Mendocino Redwood Company (MRC) was initiated in the Fall of
1998, when both SmartWood and Scientific Certification Systems (SCS) conducted preliminary/scoping
evaluations. The SCS preliminary evaluation was conducted by Dr. Robert J. Hrubes, and the SmartWood
scoping eval uation was conducted by ateam comprised of Steven Smith (RFP), Walter Smith (Logging
Specidist), Chris Maser (Forest Ecologist), Dr. Steven Radosevich (Forest Ecologist and Herbicide
Expert) and Charlotte Ambrose (Wildlife Biologist). Steve Smith, Walter Smith and Charlotte Ambrose
are al residents of Mendocino County.

Subsequent to each certifier's preliminary evaluation/scoping reports, MRC regquested that the two
certifiers consider conducting ajoint evaluation. MRC requested this format because it wished to have
the most rigorous certification possible by having experts associated with both certification programs
involved in the evaluation of their forestlands. After discussions among the three parties, SmartWood and
SCS agreed to an evaluation format that used ajoint team, but with aformat in which the protocols of
both certification programs would be fully followed, including particularly the scoring and decision-
making protocols. Robert Hrubes of SCS, and Steven Smith and Y ana Vaachovic of SmartWood were
the respective team leaders and shared ateam consisting of Chris Maser, Steven Radosevich, Dr. Mark
Baker (Sociologist) and Dr. Dean Berg (L ogging Engineer).

The full certification evaluation under thisjoint format began in the summer of 1999, with the fieldwork
being conducted in July 1999. Upon completing their respective evaluations, both certifiers concluded
that MRC's management program was not yet in compliance with their evaluation criteria. Reports were
submitted to MRC that detailed the certifiers findings and presented the pre-conditions upon which MRC
needed to make substantive progress prior to resuming the certification evaluation process.

From the one-year period of August 1999, to September 2000, MRC worked on the SmartWood and SCS
preconditions. During this time, there were periodic discussions between MRC personnel and
representatives of SmartWood and SCS that focused on the progress being made in addressing the
preconditions of both certifiers.

During August 2000, the certification evaluation process was resumed. In early September 2000, the full
team reconvened in Mendocino County to conduct additiona field investigations and to reassess MRC's
performance level relative to the standards of certification, particularly with respect to the subject areas

addressed in the preconditions.

2.1.  Assessment Schedule

Phase One- 1998 Scoping

A full scoping was conducted over three days during the late fall of 1998 by an interdisciplinary team
consisting of Stephen Smith, Chris Maser, Steve Radosevich, Walter Smith, and Charlotte Ambrose. An
aeria flight wasincluded in this review.

Phase Two- 1999 Full Assessment
July 18, 1999 Initial team planning, introductions and protocols established.
July 19 Team meeting with MRC staff in Calpellafor administrative overview (Sandy

Dean (Owner and President), Rick Wilson, John Russels, Marty Olhiser, Tom
Paper, Tom Schultz, John Nickerson, Nancy Budge, Roger Krueger, Wayne
Cowdlls). Flight Overview of property for Dean Berg, Mark Baker and Chris
Maser. Dinner meeting with John Fisher (Owner), Sandy Dean, Mike Jani.
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July 20

July 21

July 22

July 23

July 26

July 27

July 28

July 29

August- September
October

October

November- December
May 2000

June 2000

July 2000

August 2000

Team meeting with John Nickerson, then field assessment with Mike Jani, John
Ramaley, Andy Armstrong, Rob Remple, Ron Brinkerhoff, Bill Stevens, Aaron
Baker in the Navarro and Big River watersheds.

Team meeting with Sandy Dean, Nancy Budge, John Nickerson, Fred Euphrat,
Chris Surfleet; tour of the Willits hardwood mill; field tour of the Noyo inventory
tract with Dave Frykman, Mike Jani. Charlotte Ambrose (SmartWood wildlife
technical advisor) was present al day. Evening meeting with wildlife specialists,
Bill Stevens and Aaron Baker.

Meetings with other parties /consultation with interested community members
familiar with MRC in Willits and evening interviews in Fort Bragg.

Meetings with other parties /consultation with community members familiar with
MRC in Fort Bragg.

Dean Berg participated in wildlife survey with Bill Stevensin early morning;
Field review of Garcia River with Chris Surfleet, Mike Jani, Tom Schultz.
Charlotte Ambrose (technical advisor) was present al day.

Team meetings with Nancy Budge, John Nickerson, Gene Forsburg (MRC
technical advisor for inventories), Walter Smith (SW logging technical advisor).
Field Review with John Woessner of Clearbrook, Confluence and J-Road THP's.

Field Review with Mike Jani, Tom Schultz, Russ Shively of Barn Gulch THP,
Elk THP's, and Rockport THP's.

SmartWood Scoring

Report write-up

Team review of draft report

Draft report to MRC for initial review

Comments from MRC

Draft report to peer reviewers

Comment back from peer reviewers

Fina draft submitted to SW Certification Review

SW Decision Memo Issued in support of the 1999 team’ s conclusion.

Phase Three- 2000 Preconditions Audit

August

September 5

September 6

Public Stakeholder Interviews by Mark Baker, Y ana Vaachovic and Steve Smith
from the mgjority of those represented at the Phase Two (1999) meetings.
Certification Team met with Sandy Dean, Mike Jani, Nancy Budge, John
Nickerson and Tom Schultz to discuss the landscape planning methodol ogy,
management plan updates and policy changes.

Morning meeting with Rob Beachler, Tom Shultz, Bill Stevens, Chris Surflest,
Nancy Budge, John Nickerson, and Mike Jani to discuss landscape, wildlife and
watershed planning. Afternoon field review of recent harvestsin the Miller
Ridge, the Noyo and the aternatives to herbicides study with Andy Armstrong,
John Ramaley and Dave Frykman.
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September 7 Timber harvests review in the Albion, Greenwood Creek, Elk Creek areas. The
afternoon included specific review of severa contentious THP such as, the
Escola plan with the devel oping community based carbon sequestration easement
and currently occupied tree sits, and the Barn Gulch THP that had been operated
on since the team last visited in 1999. MRC staff included Mike Jani, Nancy
Budge, Tom Schultz, Tom Bender, Russ Shively, John Anderson and Michael

Goldstein.

September 8 Morning meetings with local environmental activists. Final questions with MRC
staff. Afternoon team discussion of findings

September 9 Team discussion of findings and exit interview with MRC.

October 19 Draft report to MRC for initid review

October 24 Comments from MRC

October 26 SmartWood and SCS staff interviewed Richard Higgenbottom, MRC's newly

appointed president for the purpose of confirming his personal commitment to
the certification process and to conditions that are being stipulated as part of the
award of certification. Based upon that interview, both certifiers are assured that
the new president will, indeed, keep MRC on the pathway that is earning it this
conditioned certification.

October 27 Draft report to peer reviewers
November 7 Comment back from reviewers
November 7 Final draft submitted to SW Certification Review

SW Decision Memo Issued
November 15, 2000 Official certified status: "Well-managed SmartWood Source'"

2.2. Assessment Team

Stephen G. Smith: SmartWood Team Leader. Mr. Smith is a California Registered Professional Forester
(RPF) for almost 20 years, a certified soil erosion and sediment control specidist (CSESCS). Heis
experienced with fire and fuels management, community forest management, harvest planning and
implementation, regulatory issues, and urban and suburban forestry issues.

Chris Maser: Ecologist. Chris Maser spent over 25 years as a research scientist in natural history and
ecology in forest, shrub steppe, sub-arctic, desert, and coastal settings. Trained as a vertebrate zool ogist,
he was a research mammalogist in Nubia, Egypt (1963-1964) in Nepa (1966-1967), where he
participated in a study of tick-borne diseases. He conducted a ecologica survey of the Oregon Coast for
the University of Puget Sound, Tacoma, Washington (1970-1973). He was a research ecologist with the
U.S. Department of the Interior Bureau of Land Management for twelve years (1975-1987)--the last eight
studying old-growth forests in western Oregon--and a landscape ecologist with the Environmental
Protection Agency (1990-1991). Today heis an independent author as well as an international lecturer,
facilitator in resolving environmental disputes, vision statements, and sustainable community
development. Heisalso aninternational consultant in forest ecology and sustainable forestry practices.
He has written over 260 publications and has authored books on subjects of forest ecology, sustainable
forestry, community development, and mammals of the Pacific Northwest. Although he has worked in
Canada, Egypt, France, Germany, Japan, Malaysia, Nepal, Slovakia, and Switzerland, he calls Corvallis,
Oregon, home.
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Steven Radosevich: Forest Science Speciaist. Dr. Radosevich is a professor of Forest Science at Oregon
State University since 1983. Before relocating to OSU, he was an associate professor of Botany at the
University of Californiaat Davis. His current research and teaching includes early stages of forest
succession, ecology of invasive plant species, influence of humans on plant succession and the ethics of
natural resource management. Heisthe Program Leader of the OSU Sustainable Forestry program and
member of the Sustainable Forestry Partnership. His teaching includes courses on issues in forest science,
weed ecology, sustainable forestry, and ethical issuesin the natural resource sciences. Dr. Radosevichis
the author of the first book on weed ecology (now in its second edition) and more than 100 scientific

papers.

Dean Berg: Logging Engineer and Silviculturist, Owner of Silvicultural Engineering. Dr. Berg
established his consulting businessin 1988 after 14 years of working in the timber industry. His clients
include private industry, regulatory agencies, Universities, tribes, non-profit organizations, and small
landowners throughout the Pacific Northwest and Canada. Dr. Berg provides a unique mix of forest
management and harvest design with an environmental emphasis. His background isin riparian forest
design and restoration, systems planning and designs; terrestrial habitat design, watershed analysis and
planning, forest research, and ecologica engineering.

Mark Baker: Sociologist, Community Forestry and Forest Policy Specidist. Dr. Baker's primary
interests concern community-based natura resource management. Heis currently studying the
community forestry movement in the United States. He has studied community forestry and local
irrigation management in Bihar and Himachal Pradesh, India, and the evolution of watershed institutions
in California. Dr. Baker has also conducted workshops and training seminars to help foresters work
collaboratively with local communities on reforestation and community forestry programs. Before
moving to Arcata, CA where he and his family now reside, he was a member of the Environmenta
Studies faculty at the University of North Carolina at Asheville where he taught environmenta policy,
environmental management, and political ecology.

Yana Valachovic: SmartWood Co-Team Leader, Forest Ecologist. Mrs. Vaachovic isthe Director of
the Certification Program for the Institute for Sustainable Forestry. She holdsaM.S. in Forest Ecology
from Oregon State University. Sheis currently developing a research and monitoring of sustainable
forestry using scientific methods. She also owns a consulting business and is conducting a watershed
assessment for a13.5 mi? basin in Humboldt County. She has worked with the USFS Pacifi