









































by Jamie Sayen

Vermont, in contrast to Maine and
New Hampshire, is demonstrating that
citizen participation in policy-making
improves dialogue between the public
and industry. Its diehard anti-regulatory
clement predicted increasing polariza-
tion if the public’s constitutional right
to shape policy were respected. In the
wake of the herbicide moratorium and
the heavy cutting bill, most of the
Vermont timber industry is discovering
that it can survive the effects of public
participation in policy-making, and
that, in fact, these acts have improved
the climate for the sort of constructive
public dialogue essential to healthy soci-
ety and forestry.

For an example of how regulations
actually foster such dialogue, see the
Fall 1997 issue of Vermont Woodlands
which asked a broad cross-section of 21
people connected to Vermont forests
“What is the most serious threat to
Vermont’s forest?” !

Taken as a whole, the responses
cover most of the issues one normally
hears in forestry debates. Concerns
ranged from the ecological to the eco-
nomic to political to philosophical.
Here’s a brief summary of these familiar
concerns:

Ecological: Vermont Audubon
Society’s Jim Shallow says the real
threat to our forests is that “We are
unable to comprehend the complexity
of the forest, the threats to it, and the
potential solutions to its problems.”
Simple solutions are not adequate to the
task. Andrea Colnes of the Northern
Forest Alliance echoes this concern:
“The greatest threat to our forest is our
unwillingness to address the forest
resource as a whole, to look at the inter-
connectedness of its assets and its prob-
lems.” Representative David Deen,
chair of the House Natural Resource
and Energy Committee asks, “How do
we keep our forests productive continu-
ally over the next 100 years?” His
answer: “We need to think in the long-
term, not solely in terms of short-term
profit.”

Kimberly Royar, a wildlife biologist
with the Vermont Fish & Wildlife
Department identifies three particular
threats (among many): forest fragmen-
tation, the introduction of exotics, and
the alteration of ecological processes.
Hub Vogelman, former professor of
botany at UVM says bluntly: “I am not
happy with the health of Vermont’s
forests. A lot of it has been high-grad-
ed. There’s a lot of disease, and a lot of
trees don’t look healthy.” Author
Edward Hoagland worries that heavy
logging has had an adverse impact on
interior-dwelling native bird popula-
tions.

Wildlife biologist Susan Morse
describes the recovery of Vermont
forests over the past century and a half
as nothing short of a “miracle.”
However, she cautions, although the
reversion of old farm clearings to forest
represents a great improvcment, forests
today are less wild than they once were.
Further, she warns, many species,
“including many species of forest song-
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More than anything else, informed, responsible citizen participation in Vermont forest policy making has transformed the
debate over herbicide use and unsustainable logging practices. Here, Mark Belisle of Bloomfield and Burlington, VT festifies to
the Vermont Legislature on forest practices on Champion lands in northeastern Vermont. Photo © Gustav Verderber

birds, wood turtles and waterfowl, are
declining.” Both Morse and forester
Deb Brighton celebrate the resilience of
Vermont’s forests, which offer us so
much hope for restoring healthy, viable,
wild populations of native species and
communities, if only we allow them to
recover.

Economic: Hub Vogelman, Farley
Brown, Director of Vermont
Woodlands Association, and Darby
Bradley, President of Vermont Land
Trust and chair of the Forest Resources
Advisory Council (FRAC) all worry
about the adverse impact of property
taxes on a landowner’s ability to main-
tain large forested tracts of land.
Bradley, however, that
“Fortunately, the property tax reform
legislation that was just adopted by the
Vermont legislature will return a sense
of fairness and stability to the current
use program.”

Regulations are the greatest threat
to Vermont forests according to Roberta
Borland, Executive Director of Vermont
Forest Products Association, an organi-
zation that supports property rights
extremists who are posting their land in
response to the so-called heavy cutting
bill passed this year. Borland states:
“Vermont has gained an anti-business
reputation and is slowly gaining a repu-
tation for aggressive environmental
activism. This erodes the capability of
us, the true environmentalists, to pro-
tect and maintain the ‘treasure’ which
others are claiming to want to ‘save’.”

Human population growth and the
resulting demand for. consumer prod-
ucts poses the greatest global threat to
Vermont forests, several people said.

Richard Carbonetti, forester and
former member of the Northern Forest
Lands Council, observes: “Threatening
Vermont’s forests is-a poor understand-
ing that mankind’s requirements con-

noted

flict with sustaining a viable forest
resource.” (Note: while I would substi-
tute “desires” for “requirements”, I agree
that current economic pressures conflict
with the limits of ecological reality.)
Carbonetti, an architect of the heavy
cutting bill that so angers Ms. Borland,
offers a more constructive approach to
resolving the conflict between econom-
ics and ecological limits: “We must
challenge managers to meet higher
standards, require land use policy that
promotes cluster development, and
direct a thoughtful and efficient public
protection of unique forest elements.
Strengthening policies that economical-
ly reward sustainable forestry will pro-
vide incentives for stewardship to bridge
this lack of understanding. This will
allow forests to continue to provide a
full range of economic and ecological
benefits to us all.”

Politics: Not surprisingly, politics is
seen as central to protecting forest
health. Consensus and collaboration are
key, said several people. Mary Jeanne
Packer, a natural resources consultant,
writes: “Are there solutions? Yes, but a
willingness by all to work together, lis-
ten and seek to understand are essential.
These are the first steps in building col-
laborative relationships. Without col-
laboration, the forest we know will not
survive into the future.”

However, Andrew Whittaker, edi-
tor of the Forum, cautions: “Many
speak of the need to collaborate, coop-
erate and compromise. ] would add to
that the need to reason, to debate and to
articulate basic values. There is so much
in human behavior and economic
thought that is contrary to wildness and
its conservation that contentiousness
may be a healthy sign.”

Susan Morse offers a resolution to
the above viewpoints: Participants in
the development of forest policy must
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strive to “reach a creative and realistic
consensus”; but, she adds, consensus
must be “based on basic biology for a
change...”

Timber industry hardliners reject
public participation in forest policy
making. “The current trend toward
expanded public influence in forest sci-
ence and management will have long-
term detrimental effects.” Forester
Jonathan Wood of Bell Gates Lumber
Corporation attempts to stereotype all
critics of current forestry practices as
infected with an “urban environmental
ethic”. Such “extremist environmental
thinking” will, he warns, lead to the
“death of the sustainable rural culture in
Vermont and worldwide.”

An even more extreme—some
might say paranoid—rejection of cur-
rent efforts to protect the ecological
integrity of Vermont’s forests is provid-
ed by Bill Sayre, chair of the Forestry
Policy Task Force of Associated
Industries of Vermont, who warns the
greatest threat to Vermont forests is:
“The loss of liberty and property to a
government consumed with the desire
to own more land, and to overtax and
overregulate the land it doesn’t own and
the people who do.” Rural economies,
which produce abundant resources for
urban-dwelling populations have liber-
ated urbanites “from the necessity and
experience of subsistence living.” These
urbanites have repayed rural dwellers by
using their free time to “protest the
efforts of those who grow and harvest
products that feed and shelter the
nation.”

Wood, Sayer and their ilk refuse to
acknowledge that opposition to
clearcutting, herbicide spraying, raw log
exporting; and the like come from rural
dwellers from throughout Vermont,
Maine, and New Hampshire. It’s more
convenient to stereotype opposition as

Continued on page 16
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Book Review

Taking Measures Across the American Landscape Exposes Illusion of Human Control

Taking Measures Across the American Landscape, by
James Corner & Alex S. MacLean, Yale University Press,
New Haven & London, 1996.

My understanding of the catastrophic conse-
quences of two decades of industrial forestry in
Northern Maine was born out of a flight I took with
pilot-aerial photographer Alex MacLean in 1989. The
bird’s eye perspective afforded by flight in small planes
transforms one’s understanding of the context of a
place and the activities of humans upon that place.

Alex MacLean has recently produced another
stunning book of aerial photographs, in collaboration
with James Corner, whose rather dense academic
essays accompany MacLean’s clear photos of the
American landscape. The book, Taking Measures
Across the American Landscape, is a beautiful, and
quietly subversive, coffee~table tome. Careful study of
the 119 photos in the book reminds the reader-observ-
er of just how powerfully Earth resists even the most
aggressive efforts by humans to control nature.

In his Introduction, Corner writes: “One of our
intentions in this book is to show how actions taken
upon the land can either precipitate or preclude the
possibility for more wholesome and harmonious modes
of dwelling. We wish to argue that to continue to relate
to the land either as an exploitable resource or as mere-
ly a scenic phenomenon is to fail to recognize the
dynamic and interactive connectedness between
human life and the natural environment.”

In his meditations upon “measures” and “measur-
ing” Corner notes that Galileo, Bacon, Newton, and
Descartes “severed, or abstracted, the world from the
subject in order to dissect it...” The authors of this
book use aerial photography as a means of restoring
the subject to its context. They provide a number of
photos of the seemingly square townships and road
grids of North Dakota. But even here, appearances are
deceptive. The earth is a globe, not a cube. Placing
square townships on the surface of a globe requires
periodic adjustments in the measurement of these

square townships as we move north (closer to the
Pole). The photos provide a visual explanation of this
situation that is far more clear and comprehensible
than words could ever convey.

Across even this relatively flat landscape, all sorts
of intrusions occur; railroads and rivers crisscross the
grid. Glacial deposits play games with the grid. Photos
of developments in California and Arizona deserts are
surreal illustrations of human conceit. “[ T]he engineer-
ing establishment,” they write in the caption to photo-
graph # 25, “continues to believe that it can control
nature...”

Another theme of the book is that “[m]easures
facilitate possession. They enable one to occupy, con-
trol, and manipulate the land.” This statement accom-

Cracked ice on pond, Brockton, Massachusetts. Photo © Alex S. MacLean, Landslides. From Taking Measures

Across the American Landscape.

panies a photo of a clearcut in northern Maine.

In a section called “Measures of Fit” they provide
some stunning photos of wheatfields on tablelands cut
by rivers in Montana. In these cut bank regions, the
wheatfields are manicured right to the edge of the flat
area between cutbanks. The shapes of the resulting
fields testify to the limits of human control over natural
features.

Corner notes: “There is some irony, then to, the
fact that measures of land are the means by which an
environment—one that was once so strange and
unknown—reveals itself, for what we actually find is
only an illusion of human order, a screen behind which
lies the unceasing cry of the wild.”

—Reviewed by Jamie Sayen

— ——

Liquidation Hearings
Continued from page 14

rights means absolute rights and no
responsibilities. They need to hear
that landowners who carefully manage
their lands have property rights too,
and that societal complicity in abusive
cutting subsidizes the abusers and
punishes the responsible stewards.

7) Education and Volunteerism
alone are insufficient: Defenders of
the status quo always resort to the
anti-regulatory chestnuts of “more
education is needed” and “rely on vol-
unteerism”. Well, we’ve been educat-
ing the public and the forestry com-
munity for decades and we know how
effective a tool this is. The responsible
stewards pay attention, learn some-
thing, and voluntarily practice it.
Landowners driven by profit consider-
ations alone don’t. So, while education
is a vita] tool for stimulating excellent
forestry, it isn’t sufficient. Good
Forestry in the Granite State is a ter-
rific educational tool. But nothing in
it requires a landowner, forester, or
logger to make use of it. We need to
compel the bad apples to meet mini-
mum standards.

Education is a prerequisite for
societal change and for promoting
above-average practices; it is not an
effective alternative to regulations.

Can NH Recover the Era of
Good Feelings?

I am not optimistic. The problem
goes beyond the loss of several of the

people who contributed to that
remarkable period (Laura Falk, Pat
McCarthy, and Tammara Van Ryn
have all left NH in the past 12
months). There has been a loss of
trust and respect, which was painstak-
ingly built up during the years of work
on the Forest Resources Plan and
Good Forestry in the Granite State.
The exclusionary attitude of the FLC
and the FAB towards public participa-
tion in forestry policy has been a dev-
astating setback to responsible and
respectful policymaking. Bringing in a
facilitator to run FAB meetings
doesn’t address the causes of the cur-
rent crisis, it merely glosses them over.

When Laura Falk “facilitated” the
Forest Resource Planning Process, she
was a participant who had a spotless
record of integrity, fairness, and
knowledge about the issues. She
worked hard to make a difficult
process produce a meaningful plan.
“Process-oriented” facilitation of dys-
functional groups may make meetings
flow a bit more smoothly, but can’t
compensate for the fundamental
defects of said group.

To restore the Era of Good
Feelings, NH forest policy must again
become inclusionary, respectful of the
public, concerned with ecosystem
integrity and the limits of physical
reality, and it must revoke the timber

Y.

_ industry’s “right” to veto anything not

to its liking.
The alternative is a replay of the
last few years in Maine.
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VT Woodlands Dialogue

Continued from page 15
know-nothing city-slickers. Then you
don’t have to treat them respectfully
or seriously.

Conrad Motyka, Commissioner
of the Department of Forests, Parks
and Recreation, also sees “the urban-
ization of our culture” as a major
“challenge” to protecting Vermont
forests. He notes that this trend is
reflected in the make-up of the
Vermont Legislature: “That connec-
tion to the land by people who make
laws is getting more and more remote,
and it has a lot of influence on public
policy. This is the crux of the property
rights issue. There is a disconnect.
Private landowners are saying, ‘You
have to pay attention to us.”

John Meyer, a consulting forester,
is more blunt. “Vermont'’s forestlands
are in trouble,” he says because of “the
growing shift from private to public
ownership and control.” He accuses
critics of current unsustainable forest
management practices of disrespect-
ing  long-time
“Landowners who are close to their
land, work it, know it and who may
have tended it carefully for several
generations, apparently can’t be trust-
ed as good stewards for the future.”

Echoing Meyer’s contention that
public ownership is the greatest threat
to Vermont forests is Gary Carrier,
vice president of Cersosimo Lumber
Co.: “The biggest problem we face is

to see to it that our forests are man-

landowners:

aged. It is so important that they are |
kept as working forests, and that they
are not locked up. I see the threat of
them being locked up as being just as
serious as being overcut. They both
lead to the same undesirable situation,
an unhealthy forest landscape. An
unmanaged forest is a slow-growing
forest that will not have the best
species growing at an optimum rate.”
He too laments that non-Vermonters
own more and more of the land and
do not understand the traditional
“working forest.”

Jonathan Wood adds that restor-
ing damaged ecosystems is a quixotic
fantasy: “The earth and its forests are
too heavily influenced by human
activity for us to attempt to restore
‘natural’ ecosystems.” 1

Edward Hoagland takes a differ-
ent view: “I believe we need more
public land. . . . And I'm in favor of
the paper-company lands of Essex
County and other large private tracts
being bought, when available, for
state or federal ownership. . .”

Conclusion
Fostering healthy public debate is
essential for a healthy democracy. It is
equally essential for assuring healthy
forests and a healthy forest-based
economy over the long-term. The

debate occurring in Vermont provides
many promising openings for discov-
ering ways of addressing concerns of
ecologists and economists. Sustaining
this evolving dialogue is key.

|
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by PETER BAUER

Adirondack
Park Repor

This installment of the Adirondack
Park Report focuses on the story of eco-
logical recovery in the Adirondack Park.
This is seen best by focusing on the nat-
ural recolonization by moose of the
Adirondacks. Today, wildlife biolegists
believe that a minimum of 60 moose
live in the Adirondack Park, up from a
confirmed population of one wandering
bull arriving from New England in
1980 and deciding to stay. Prior to that
there had been sightings of lone moose
each decade from the 1930s through the
1970s, but none of these animals ever
seemed to stay.

From 1850 through 1900 habitat to
support moose, cougars, lynx, black
bear, and wild turkeys was destroyed.
Historic photographs from the late 19th
Century show a treeless, near lunar
landscape in parts of the Adirondacks.
Areas such as Clinton County in the
northeast corner of the Park were rav-
aged from the excesses of scores of char-
coal factories. In the southern
Adirondacks tanning mills for hemlock
hides operated furiously and harvested
millions of hemlocks. Whole sections of
the Adirondacks were clearcut and logs
transported either by railroads built
through the Park’s interior or by one of
better than 50 rivers used for log drives;
the last river drive was on the Hudson
River in 1953. Great forest fires in 1904
and 1905 decimated vast acreage; some
of which never recovered. While some
remote forests in the Adirondacks were
not burned or clearcut, all but about
250,000 out of six million acres were
harvested to some degree, some
clearcut, some selectively harvested for
specific species.

While the forests of the
Adirondacks were being cut and hauled
off to make newspapers, stationery and
wooden ships, the moose and cougars
and wolves and black bears were being
hunted by the legendary sports and
guides of the last century for camp meat
and trophies for the walls of the Great
Camps. In combination with habitat
destruction, over-hunting destroyed
species’ populations. The tales of hunt-
ing in the Adirondacks have been
recounted in many books from the peri-
od. The sheer number of prey taken by
19th Century sportsman and women is
astounding.

While there is an active debate
among Adirondack historians about the
extent of forest destruction in the 19th
Century, the proof is in the pudding
about the impacts. By the first decade of
the 20th Century moose, wolves,
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cougars, lynx, and black bear could no
longer survive here. The creation of the
New York State Forest Preserve in
1885, and passage in 1894 of a new
state constitution that mandated all
lands in the Forest Preserve to “be for-
ever kept as wild forest lands,” along
with regulated hunting, actual game
laws, and land acquisition by the state
to expand the Forest Preserve all con-
tributed to allow Adirondack forests an
opportunity to recover.

When the Adirondack Forest
Preserve was formed in 1885 it largely
consisted of former cut-and-run lands;
lands clearcut, abandoned, and allowed
to revert to state ownership because of
failure to pay taxes. These lands totaled
roughly 680,000 acres. In 1895 the state
purchased 75,000 acres, much of it had
never been logged. By the 1930s, the
Forest Preserve had been expanded to
well over one million acres through
steady land acquisition. Fifty years of
recovery sponsored healthy forests
throughout the Adirondacks; forests big
enough, old and diverse enough to sup-
port a wide array of wildlife.

In Bill Mckibben’s most recent
book, Hope: Human and Wild, he
writes evocatively of the recolonization
of the Adirondacks in the mid-20th
Century by those chased out decades
before. In the 1930s it was a rare thing
to see a black bear. Any sighting was

widely recounted. Twenty-five years
later, in the mid-fifties black bears were
everywhere (they were even being fea-
tured on postcards). Today the black
bear population is estimated at over
4,000; the largest in the northeast. In
the fifties wild turkeys were just starting
to be seen. Any such sighting was an
event. By the late 1970s wild turkeys
were  living  throughout the
Adirondacks, commonly seen and hunt-
ed.

The stories of return can be repeat-
ed about beavers (once a reintroduced
species, though today the Adirondacks
has some of the highest beaver popula-
tion densities known on the planet),
otters, fishers, and pine martens. In the
last half of the 20th Century coyotes
have moved into the Adirondacks and
flourished. Here coyotes have grown in
size, compared with their western coun-
terparts, and have moved from diets
predominantly of rodents and plants to
those where beaver and deer are the
mainstays.

Sponsoring these recolonizations is
the ecological restoration that has trans-
formed the Adirondacks within the last
100 years from a largely degraded nat-
ural area to a largely intact natural area:
an area capable of once again support-
ing moose. Today there are somewhere
between 60 and 100 moose in the
Adirondacks. The real number is

Photo © Gary Randorf
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unknown, but this range is the best esti-
mate proffered by wildlife biologists
with the Department of Environmental
Conservation (DEC).

Since 1980, when the first moose
who arrived and stayed was tracked and
fitted with a radio collar by the DEC,
the moose population has showed a
slow, but steady upward trend. By 1990,
the year when the first calf was con-
firmed, the population was estimated at
between 15 and 30. 1990 was also the
year of the first moose road kill, an indi-
cation that the population was growing.
Four calves were confirmed in 1994,
four more in 1995, and nine in 1996.

Dan Hicks, the DEC wildlife biol-
ogist tracking moose recolonization in
the Adirondacks, believes that the
Adirondack moose population is
approaching the critical mass necessary
to take off. On Michigan’s Upper
Peninsula a moose reintroduction effort
released 70 moose over a 3- year period
from 1985-1987 and today the popula-
tion tops 500. This population increase
bodes well for the moose to establish a
highly visible, viable population in the
Adirondacks.

Immigration, mostly from
Vermont, New Hampshire and Maine,
continues to significantly augment
reproduction. Moose have existed con-
tinuously in Maine, where today there
are 25,000 animals; over 1,400 were
harvested by hunting there in 1996.
Moose in Vermont and New
Hampshire existed in small numbers in
the northern parts of those states
through the 20th Century, but didn't
start to rise in numbers until the 1960s
and 1970s and 1980s. Today, New
Hampshire has a population of 4,000 to
5,000; Vermont 1,500 to 2,000. Both
states have limited, lottery-based hunt-
ing seasons. In Vermont 75 moose were
harvested in 1996; in New Hampshire
almost 400. Immigration estimates are
difficult. They are based on the number
of sightings within 10 miles of the New
York border. DEC officials believe that
immigration levels are somewhere
between five and ten annually.

Though no cougars have been con-
firmed to be living in the Adirondacks,
sightings are regular. Two people where
I live in Blue Mountain Lake in the
central Adirondacks have seen cougars.
Loggers between Blue Mountain Lake
and Long Lake talked about seeing a
mother with two young cougars on sev-
eral occasions this past summer. It’s
possible these animals could be here in

Continued on page 21
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Eco-Illogic: Or, How to Spot Irrelevant & Fallacious Arguments

by Mitch Lansky

The deliberate use of fallacious logic works. It sells
products, it gains political support, and it can turn the
real world on its head. The perpetrators become the
victims. The mighty become the weak and powerless.
The argument is won through appeals to sympathy,
patriotism, prejudice, or force. Civil discourse gets lost
along the way.

Many of these arguments can sound convincing—
but they are not logically valid. The conclusions do not
follow from the premisees. Some of the most deceiving
types of logical fallacies employed are those called “fal-
lacies of relevance.” With these fallacies, the arguer
makes points irrelevant to the conclusion, or comes to
conclusions irrelevant to the premise. The first step in
bringing back civil discourse is to be able to identify
these fallacies when you see or hear them and to stop
usirg them yourself.

Argumentum ad Baculum (appeal to force). There
are many variations of this type of argument, but they
all use some sort of threat as a response to a point that
is disliked. The paper industry has long used ad dacu-
lum arguments in response to issues concerning regula-
tions, taxes, or reserves. Although other arguments
may be at the surface, underlying them is often the
“It’s my rubber ducky” message. It goes something like
this— “We own the land; we own the mills; we supply
the jobs; and if you don’t like what we do, we’ll just
close down shop, take our jobs and leave.” In these
cases, the company has not refuted the need for regula-
tions, reserves, or taxes. Instead, it has “won” the argu-
ment by forcing its opponent to withdraw through
threat of force.

Sometimes this approach is used after the fact.
When a particular bill to regulate the worst forestry
abuses got passed in Vermont recently, property owners
who were unable to prevent the bill are now trying to
rescind it through pressure. They are posting their land
to prevent public access. This type of hardball game
could be carried to extremes if the public response is to
say, “If you prevent all public access, we will eliminate
all public subsides...”

At the end of World War II at Yalta, Stalin is
reputed to have made a rather clever use of this type of
argument. Churchill told the others that the Pope had
suggested that a certain course of action be followed.
Stalin is said to have responded, “And how many divi-
sions did you say the Pope had available for combat
duty?”

Argumentum ad Hominem (abusive) With this

Naw, you dont want Ta requlate
ws! 'Cause then we'd have Ta
shut down all our mills. Pcople
would: 3ef desperate, and
everyone who works the wood s

would suffer...

Another example of this type 1s the arguer
identifying the histeners as a class, such as
property holders, and then informing
them that as members of this class they
should oppose regulations because it vio-
lates property rights. This argument
avoids discussing the actual merits of the
regulations. It could be that by restricting
certain behaviors of one property holder,
it strengthens the rights of other property
holders. How does it improve my property
rights, for example, if my neighbor is
allowed to spray pesticides that drift over

my house or leach into my well 2

fallacy, the arguer attacks the person, rather than the
argument. One example would be for an industry
advocate to claim that the leader on an effort to regu-
late forest practices is a jerk who doesn’t care about the
working people. Though such a tactic may be political-
ly effective, it distracts the public from the key issue:
whether or not the ballot question is worth passing.

A variation on this theme is called “poisoning the
well.” One performs this fallacy by attacking the other
person’s character before he or she can even speak. The
hope here is that anything the opponent says is disbe-
lieved, whether true or not. A radio talk show host
could claim, for example, that all environmentalists are
power-hungry liars who want to take your rights away.
By the time an environmentalist calls up on a certain
issue, he already has zero credibility.

A further variation on this theme is the “straw
man.” The “straw man” is a supposedly “typical” repre-
sentation of the opposition, one that is easy to knock
over. A property-rights advocate might claim, for
example, that all environmentalists are evil and are try-
ing to force a one-world government headed by the
United Nations onto an unsuspecting public. Since the
opponent is an environmentalist, he must be part of
this plot. The problem here, however, is that local
environmentalists do not fit into the mold of this
“straw man.”

Argumentum ad Hominem (circumstantiat) This
type of argument, like the last, argues at the person,
rather than the issue. But here the arguer tries to gain
support by appealing to the opponent’s special circum-
stances. A company representative might argue, for
example, that you have no right to argue against cer-
tain objectionable forestry practices because you con-
sume paper. “Iry wiping with plastic.”

People often get intimidated by such arguments.
The argument, however, does not address whether toi-
let paper can be produced without objectionable forest
practices. Indeed, almost all the trees being cut now
were started without whole-tree clearcuts or herbicides
since these practices are relatively new.

Another example of this type is the arguer identi-
fying the listeners as a class, such as property holders,
and then informing them that as members of this class
they should oppose regulations because it violates
property rights. This argument avoids discussing the
actual merits of the regulations. It could be that by
restricting certain behaviors of one property holder, it
strengthens the rights of other property holders. How
does it improve my property rights, for example, if my
neighbor is allowed to spray pesticides that drift over
my house or leach into my well?

Argumentum ad Ignorantiam (argument from
ignorance) There is an old saying, “you can’t prove a
negative.” Even though no one has verifiably found
one, you cannot “prove” that ghosts do not exist—
someone might find one later.

A chemical company may argue that because no
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tests (that they approve of as valid) show any harm
from their chemical, it must be safe. Of course, the
company cannot prove a chemical is safe. It can only
prove that it is safe for the given circumstances under
which it is tested. Unfortunately, few chemicals have
had the full range of tests—and the Yull range of tests
is often not enough. Tests do not usually include the
interactions of complete formulae with other drugs or
chemicals likely to be present in the environment or a
person’s body. Nor do they usually differentiate
between impacts on adults and on young children who
do not have fully developed immune systems.

Environmentalists are guilty of the same fallacy
when they argue that, because a chemical company
cannot prove that the chemical is safe, it must be dan-
gerous. The most honest argument is to state what has
been tested and what were the results. If the results are
inconclusive, both sides ought to say so and find some-
thing more substantial to argue about.

Arguing from ignorance is a legal defense in a
court of law. If you cannot prove that a person is guilty,
he is presumed innocent. Chemical companies would
like that same burden of proof for their products: a
chemical is innocent until proven guilty. Unfortunately,
this assumes that chemicals have as many rights as

people.

Argumentum ad Misericordiam (appeal to
pity).With this fallacy, the arguer appeals to the sym-
pathy of the listener, rather than proves a point. With
this type of argument our heart strings are tugged on
the one hand by images of poor little baby bunnies
with big eyes crying for their dead mothers who were
killed by evil hunters. On the other hand are poor
workers, starving because they just lost their jobs
because of a heartless environmental regulation.

The classic illustration of ad misericordium is also a
classic illustration of what we in northern Maine call
chutzpah: the young man who, after murdering both
his parents, pleaded for the mercy of the courts because
he was an orphan. When the paper industry pleaded
for subsidies for budworm spraying on the grounds
that they were heading for a shortfall—after decades of
highgrading and overcutting, I considered this a form
of chutzpak.

Representatives of some of these companies have
gone before the Maine legislature, or even towns where
they have mills, with completely straight faces and
argued that they are barely surviving economicaily and
need various tax abatements. These are companies with
budgets greater than Maine’s. To the extent they pay
fewer taxes, other people pay more. Somehow, the leg-
islature is moved by the corporate plight more than it
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have a system we can keep going with.
We can develop, improve endlessly, but
we can't grow forever in 2 finite world.

AW: Do we try to introduce limits
through the agency of government, and
then do we have a problem because gov-
ernment is too big—

JB: I'm glad I have lived as long as 1
have because I have adopted a number
of otherwise outrageous ideas and
nowadays you can raise those in virtual-
ly any society and get an intelligent
response. So I can at least take courage
from the fact I can see people changing
within my lifetime.

25-30 years ago Small Is Beautiful
was sort of ridiculous, mentioned with a
smirk or a smile, dismissing it in a
sense, but now, people are beginning to
realize thinking Small has its rules and
regulations and priorities just as think-
ing big does today. ...

AW: If we do re-orient to the small
scale, there are inherent organizational
limits—

JB: We begin to define them and we
begin to realize all through our society
taking any segment or facet you want to
examine, its always driven and motivat-
ed by Big. Invariably, the people who
profit get together and help to re-write
the tax laws. International Paper here
[Fort Ticonderoga] couple years ago to
avoid straight piping pollution into
Lake Champlain re-capitalized, got tax
write-offs and employed 400 fewer peo-
ple when they got done. The whole tax
law helps you on a productivity basis—if
you capitalize your industry and have
fewer people producing more goods,
that’s “good”—the idea of employing
more people is not “good,” it’s “bad,”
implicitly. But all that’s not really
because we’ve worked it out but we
think it’s the way to go.

AW: A system imperative as John
McClaughry and Frank Bryan put it.

JB: Heilbroner said of Adam Smith if
you were to subsume him into one word
it would be accumulation. If you were to
characterise me, it would be distribu-
tion. We know all about accumulation
and productivity but how do you dis-
tribute, how do you get the people own-
Ing property to manage it—it’s not just
a matter of owning stocks and bonds,
but owning and using productive prop-
erty. That makes a stable productive
society that can resist tyranny. I'll let
you speak now [laughs].

Sustainable New
England Agriculture
Conference
November 17-18

November 17-18: “Practical
Partnerships: A New England
Sustainable Agriculture.” Portland,
ME. Share information on existing
and emerging sustainable farming
practices and strategies for building
community support. Sponsored by
the Center for Sustainable
Agriculture at UVM. Contact Kate
Duesterberg or Deb Heleba at 802-
656-0037 or 802-656-0233.
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Tustin Brande: “If there is one thing I am really keen on it is compost. . . 1o para-

vhrase Thoreau, in compost is the preservation of the world.”

AW: What is the Smallholders

4ssociation?

JB: A small rudimentary group that gets
together simply because one of our co-
founders Morris Earle ran for Congress
on the Small Is Beautiful platform tak-
ing Schumacher at his face value. I
approached him and said what we
should be doing is getting those who are
already there, already acting small,
together. Today, we are acting on the
idea that Vermont was formed by and
for smallholders and that is what gives
Vermont its character today. We should
continue on that tradition and philoso-
phy which was very definitely set
opposed to the New York idea of land-
lords and tenants, fee entail, quit rents
and the ongoing feudal system. The
Yankees wanted fee simple, living on
their own land and I think it’s true this
is what gives much of Vermont, New
Hampshire and New England its char-

acter.

AW: Some see the biggest obstacle to
that smallholding philospohy as govern-
ment regulation—

Connecticut River Dams

Continued from page 23
The Wall Street Journal mean-
while took note of the sale’s ‘wider
context: the utility restructuring
shakeout that is resulting in mega-
utilities spanning the continent.
While the pay-off to consumers is a
vaunted 15% rate reduction, the
rewards to New England Electrical
are $1.59 billion in cash (including
properties other than the dams).
PG & E gains a further foothold in
the Northeast; it is already New
England’s largest natural gas
importer. PG & E also will benefit
from a work-force reduction of
about 15%. PG &E is under a
directive from California regulators
to sell its own generating plants; a
similar mandate from
Massachusetts drove the Fifteen
I Mile Falls sale. New England
Power will now be a transmission
company and retail vendor of elec-
tricity.

II —Andrew Whittaker II

JB: I submit that most people in a soci-
ety ought to be owners of productive
property, shops, trades, farms, whatever
it may be be. Not just exploiting it, tak~
ing income from it, being just rentiers.
In the decentralists, smallholder type of
society, not found very often in the
world, you find an element of stability
and a real ability to resist tyranny. The
only way to do it without property is
plebian, wage slavery [and then] you
really have to riot and raise some sort of
hell to resist tyrannical law.

This clearcut bill does raise that
issue certainly but the question is, in a
smallholders or even in the better feudal
systems did they run it that way, run not
just by the lord of the manor—but to
get together and decide how many
sheep and cattle to graze in the com-
mon and when to stint them if need be.
They did put in their regulations in to
manage their wood, the better of them.
Some were tyrannical feudal systems to
be sure, specifically when the system
began to break down. At its best the
manor system was one of distributed
power, run by the people on the land.

AW: The society in which we are trying
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to apply ideas of scale is so outrageously

large, it is hard to be very hopeful .. ..

JB: Is it not true as we go down the
road, to mix the metaphor, the bottom
of the barrel becomes more apparent.
Many people see what we're doing can’t
go on. Kids can’t play in the street any-
more. They always need police and
monitors. Everything is becoming mon-
etized. Latest thing I heard was of some
child having a birthday party catered.

AW: The economy proposes and gov-
ernment disposes. Industries can get as
big as they please and government only
steps in to limit the damage.

JB: A lot of things come to mind. We
are farming unbiologically. To put it
realistically, the more we industrialize
farming, the more we destroy the origin
of wealth. There are no economics on
the moon or the middle of the Sahara.
The only way you can create wealth is
to keep the land healthy. Otherwise you
make a desert. Even if you find gold,
you need food for the miners. What we
are doing is destroying the origin of
economics.

AW: Modern agriculture is full of quick
fixes, like food irradiation.

JB: Or pasteurization. The thing that
needs to be seen, to take from it, this is
a process, your McClaughry’s system
imperative. The free market capitalist
system needs radical moderation and
reformation to bring it into conformity
with Nature. So long as it conforms to
Nature’s laws, you generate the wealth
to put into the system to keep it going.
The industrial farms can’t spread
sewage, they can’t compost. I'm hopeful
people are beginning to perceive that
and change to conform to Nature.

Ideas are contagious. What “sold”
democracy? I do think possibly people
have seen the bottom of the barrel. I
think that’s true of European forestry
where they had the lesson of the Roman
Empire.

AW: Hopefully these ideas will still be

around to discuss in 100 years.

JB: (laughs) I'll be around then.
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“The Northern Forest Forum

Contributions to the Forum are tax~deductible. Please make checks payable to:
The Northern Appalachian Restoration Project and send to:
The Northern Forest Forum, POB 6, Lancaster, NH 03584
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Friends Propose Creation of

Vickie BUNNELL MEMORIAL FOREST

In North Stratford & Columbia, NH

BOwBACK RANGE & LIGHTENING MOUNTAIN, NORTH STRATFORD, NH
Photo from 200th Anniversary of Stratford, N.H.

The proposal calls for purchasing 25,000 Acres, that Champion International recently
announced are for sale in North Stratford, Columbia, & Dixville Notch, NH, and establishing a
Vickie Bunnell Memorial Forest that connects with the northwestern corner of the Nash Stream

State Forest

For more information about this proposal, see page 5 inside.
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