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Introduction

To facilitate public input into Tennessee’s Forest 
Resource Assessment and Strategies, the Human 
Dimensions Research Lab at the University of 
Tennessee, Institute of Agriculture conducted a 
random survey of Tennessee households. This 
survey was preceded by a series of four public 
input meetings conducted throughout the state 
between late March and mid April, 2009. Topics of 
interest and concern to meeting participants were 
“tested” for pervasiveness among the randomly 
selected sample of Tennessee residents. The survey 
sought to determine the public’s awareness and 
perceptions of the forest resource in Tennessee, to 
elicit their preferences for forest uses and benefits, 
to determine the frequency of Tennessean’s use 
of forests and Tennessee State Forests, and to 
glean their awareness of and satisfaction with the 
Tennessee Division of Forestry.

Methodology 

The Human Dimensions Research Lab conducted 
a stratified random-digit-dial telephone survey 
between July and September 2009. The adult (18 
years or older) in the household whose birthday 
was most recent was selected for survey. A total of 
834 interviews were completed.

Roughly equal numbers of completed surveys 
were sought for each of five groups of Tennessee 
counties. The counties are grouped into population 
categories as follows:

Group 1:  >300,000 

Group 2:  <300,000 and >100,000

Group 3:  <100,000 and >60,000

Group 4:  <60,000 and >25,000

Group 5:  <25,000 

This county-group approach assures that percep-
tions and preferences of rural Tennesseans are 
represented in the data. The collected data is then 
weighted by gender and population to be repre-
sentative of the actual population of Tennessee. 

The overall survey has a margin of error of +/- 3.39 
percent with a 95 percent level of confidence. 
Sample size for different sections of the survey 
ranged from 827 to 263, the low being responses to 
the activities at State Forests section. The margin of 

error ranges from +/-3.4 percent to +/4.9 percent, 
except for the State Forest Activities section where 
margin of error is +/- 6.0 percent.

Public Perceptions of the Forest Resource

Tennesseans perceive there to be less forest land 
in Tennessee than there actually is. Tennesseans, 
on average, indicated Tennessee is 43 percent for-
est land compared to the 52 percent it actually is. 
About 55 percent of Tennesseans believe that the 
state is less than 42 percent forested or wooded (10 
percentage points below the actual). When asked 
if 52 percent was too much or too little, over two-
thirds (68%) indicated it was about right, while 30 
percent said it was too little (Figure 51). There was 
little variation among county groups.

Sixty percent (60%) thought the amount of forest 
land owned by state, federal, and local govern-
ments was about right, while 30 percent indicated it 
was too little. However, residents of urban counties 
(County Group 1) are more likely than residents of 
rural counties (County Groups 4 and 5) to perceive 
that the amount of forest land held by governments 
is too little (Figure 52). On the other hand, sixty-
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Sixty percent (60%) thought the amount of forest land owned by state, federal, and local 
governments was about right, while 30% indicated it was too little. However, residents of 
urban counties (County Group 1) are more likely than residents of rural counties (County 
Groups 4 and 5) to perceive that the amount of forest land held by governments is too little 
(Figure 2). On the other hand, sixty-eight percent (68%) of Tennesseans thought the amount 
of forest land held in reserve in parks and wilderness areas where timber harvesting is not 
allowed is too little, while 27% said it is about right. Again, there is difference between urban 
and rural residents, with a larger percentage of urban residents perceiving the amount held in 
reserve as too little (Figure 3). When considering the trees in their town or city, thirty-eight 
percent (38%) of survey respondents thought there were too few and sixty percent (60%) 
thought the number was about right. An urban-rural difference again occurs: a larger 
percentage of urban residents perceived their city to have too few trees (Figure 4). 
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Figure 2. Perceptions of amount of forest land owned by 
state, Federal and local governments
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Figure 51. Tennesseans’ perceptions of amount of 
forest land in Tennessee
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by state, Federal and local governments
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eight percent (68%) of Tennesseans thought the 
amount of forest land held in reserve in parks and 
wilderness areas where timber harvesting is not 
allowed is too little, while 27 percent said it is about 
right. Again, there is difference between urban and 
rural residents, with a larger percentage of urban 
residents perceiving the amount held in reserve as 
too little (Figure 53). When considering the trees 
in their town or city, thirty-eight percent (38%) of 
survey respondents thought there were too few 
and sixty percent (60%) thought the number was 
about right. An urban-rural difference again occurs: 
a larger percentage of urban residents perceived 
their city to have too few trees (Figure 54). 

Figure 53. Perception of percent of reserved forest land
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Perceptions of Tennessee’s Forests and Forest Benefits

Using a scale of 1 – 5, where 1 is “not at all important” and 5 is “extremely important,” survey 
respondents indicated whether and how forests are important in Tennessee. The questions were 
phrased “How important is/are…” or “How important is it that…” The results are summarized in Figure 
5. “Managing forests to keep them healthy” has the highest mean score at 4.69. Other sections of the 
survey suggest that Tennesseans are especially concerned about two issues that are addressed at least 
in part through forest management: 1) wildfire and 2) pests, diseases and invasive plants. In contrast to 
“forest management,” “timber harvesting to keep forests healthy” has the lowest mean score (3.83). 
Respondents also recognized forests as important in making our state livable (4.61) and attractive to 
tourists (4.62). The only item on which a rural-urban difference occurs is the question “How important 
are forests that produce timber and other forest products to Tennessee’s economy?” The mean scores 
for County Groups 1 through 5 in order are 3.75, 3.78, 3.81, 4.06, and 4.20, showing that rural residents 

72.7% 70.9% 67.7% 62.9% 56.3%

22.7% 25.5% 29.0% 32.5%
32.4%

.0%
10.0%
20.0%
30.0%
40.0%
50.0%
60.0%
70.0%
80.0%
90.0%

100.0%

1 2 3 4 5

Figure 3. Perception of percent of reserved forest land
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Figure 4. Perception of number of trees in towns and cities
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Figure 54. Perception of number of trees in towns and cities

68

Perceptions of Tennessee’s Forests and Forest Benefits
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Perceptions of Tennessee’s Forests and 
Forest Benefits

Using a scale of 1 – 5, where 1 is “not at all important” 
and 5 is “extremely important,” survey respondents 
indicated whether and how forests are important 
in Tennessee. The questions were phrased “How 
important is/are…” or “How important is it that…” 
The results are summarized in Figure 55. “Managing 
forests to keep them healthy” has the highest 
mean score at 4.69. Other sections of the survey 
suggest that Tennesseans are especially concerned 
about two issues that are addressed at least in 
part through forest management: 1) wildfire and 
2) pests, diseases and invasive plants. In contrast 
to “forest management,” “timber harvesting to 
keep forests healthy” has the lowest mean score 
(3.83). Respondents also recognized forests as 
important in making our state livable (4.61) and at-
tractive to tourists (4.62). The only item on which a 
rural-urban difference occurs is the question “How 
important are forests that produce timber and 

other forest products to Tennessee’s economy?” 
The mean scores for County Groups 1 through 5 in 
order are 3.75, 3.78, 3.81, 4.06, and 4.20, showing 
that rural residents perceive the forest products 
resource of Tennessee as more important to the 
state’s economy than do urban residents. ANOVA 
analysis shows significance at p= .04.

Using the same 1 to 5 scale, survey respondents 
also indicated how important particular forest-
related benefits were to them. These results are 
summarized in Figure 56. Clean water (mean score 
of 4.80) and wildlife habitat (4.73) were the most 
important benefits, while having opportunities for 
motorized recreation was the least important forest 
benefit (2.9). While some variation occurs among 
county groups, only two benefits show appreciable 
(but not significant) differences. They are “income 
for landowners from timber harvesting” and “recre-
ation opportunities with motorized vehicles” where 
in both cases the benefits are rated more important 
by rural residents than urban residents. 

69

perceive the forest products resource of Tennessee as more important to the state’s economy than do 
urban residents. ANOVA analysis shows significance at p= .04.

Using the same 1 to 5 scale, survey respondents also indicated how important particular forest-related 
benefits were to them. These results are summarized in Figure 6. Clean water (mean score of 4.80) and 
wildlife habitat (4.73) were the most important benefits, while having opportunities for motorized 
recreation was the least important forest benefit (2.9). While some variation occurs among county 
groups, only two benefits show appreciable (but not significant) differences. They are “income for 
landowners from timber harvesting” and “recreation opportunities with motorized vehicles” where in 
both cases the benefits are rated more important by rural residents than urban residents.
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perceive the forest products resource of Tennessee as more important to the state’s economy than do 
urban residents. ANOVA analysis shows significance at p= .04.

Using the same 1 to 5 scale, survey respondents also indicated how important particular forest-related 
benefits were to them. These results are summarized in Figure 6. Clean water (mean score of 4.80) and 
wildlife habitat (4.73) were the most important benefits, while having opportunities for motorized 
recreation was the least important forest benefit (2.9). While some variation occurs among county 
groups, only two benefits show appreciable (but not significant) differences. They are “income for 
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both cases the benefits are rated more important by rural residents than urban residents.
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General Forest Use

The frequency of visits to forested or wooded 
areas, including forested areas in cities or towns, 
is shown in Table 22. Thirty-six percent (36%) of 

Frequency Percent

Never 3.5

Less than once a year 2.9

Once a year 6.1

Three times a year 15.4

Once a month 17.6

More than once a month 17.4

Almost every day 36.4

Total 100.0

Table 22. Frequency of visits to 
forested areas (n=826)
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General Forest Use

The frequency of visits to forested or wooded areas, including forested areas in cities or towns, is shown 
in Table 1. Thirty-six percent (36%) of Tennesseans, including the 15% of Tennesseans that report they 
live in a forested or wooded area, are in a forest almost every day. Another 50% of respondents visit a 
forested area more than once a year. One third (33%) of Tennesseans report that the forested area they 
most frequently visit is in a city or town. Figure 7 shows the frequency of visits to forested areas by 
county group, where county group 1 is the most urban of TN counties and county group 5 is the most 
rural of Tennessee counties. The percentage of rural residents that visit forests every day is much larger 
than the percentage of urban residents. Recreation or relaxation is the primary reason for visiting a 
forested area for 69% of Tennesseans. The next most frequently cited reason (15%) is living in a forested 
area (Figure 8).

Table 1. Frequency of visits to forested 
areas (n=826)

Frequency Percent

Never 3.5

Less than once a year 2.9

Once a year 6.1

Three times a year 15.4

Once a month 17.6

More than once a month 17.4

Almost every day 36.4

Total 100.0
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Figure 7.  Frequency of visits to forested areas, by county 
group

Never Less than once a year
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Figure 57.  Frequency of visits to forested areas, by county group
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State Forest Visitation

Seventy-four percent (74%) of respondents indicated they had visited a State Forest. Another 6.4% of 
respondents indicated they “thought” they had visited a State Forest. Forty-four percent (44%) of these 
respondents can identify the forest they visited, but only 11% of those who visited a TN State Forest can 
name the Forest outright, i.e., without being read a list of the State Forests. Seventy-six percent (76%) of 
respondents’ most recent visits to Tennessee State Forests have occurred within the last three years; 
41% of the most recent visits occurred between January and September 2009. 

Based on these reported visitation rates, we very conservatively estimate that 218,473 Tennesseans (or 
4.8% of the adult population) visited or will visit a Tennessee State Forest in 2009, for a total of between 
4,627,000 and 6,159,000 trips. This estimate is based on the small percentage of total respondents 
(3.8%) who visited a State Forest and could name the Forest they visited. Of the total trips, 76.1% of 
them are repeat visits made by individuals who say they visit a State Forest more than once a month or 
almost every day. Making a less conservative estimate is problematic because so many respondents 
could only identify the State Forest they visited when they were read a list and because there is likely 
some confusion between similarly named State Forests and State Parks (six share a name) and a
National Parkway (Natchez Trace, which more respondents identified as the State Forest they last visited 
than any other). Nevertheless, if we use the percentage of respondents who visited a State Forest and 
picked it from a list of Forests, the estimate would be 798,792 adult visitors (or 17.5% of the adult 
population), taking between 16,917,000 and 22,520,000 trips to Tennessee State Forests in 2009.

Table 3 shows the State Forests most recently visited by respondents, while Figure 9 shows the activities 
they participated in while visiting. Nearly all visitors report that they enjoy nature (97%), view wildlife 
(83%), drive for pleasure (82%), and walk or hike (78%) while visiting Tennessee State Forests. 
Tennessee’s State Forests provide primarily dispersed outdoor recreation opportunities compared to 
Tennessee State Parks that often have both centralized activities with numerous facilities as well as 
dispersed activities. Other activities are relatively less popular but still represent the activity of 
thousands of visitors. Many of these activities are similar to those enjoyed by State Park visitors except 
for hunting and off-highway vehicle riding that typically are not allowed in State Parks.

6.1

69.1

0.7

2.5

14.7
6.8

Figure 8. Primary reasons Tennesseans spend time 
in forested areas

Hunt
Recreate or relax outdoors
Gather non-timber forest products
Work (cutting timber, inventorying, etc.)
Live in forest/woods
Other

Figure 58. Primary reasons Tennesseans 
spend time in forested areas

Tennesseans, including the 15 percent of 
Tennesseans that report they live in a forested or 
wooded area, are in a forest almost every day. 
Another 50 percent of respondents visit a forested 
area more than once a year. One third (33%) of 
Tennesseans report that the forested area they 
most frequently visit is in a city or town. Figure 57 
shows the frequency of visits to forested areas by 
county group, where county group 1 is the most ur-
ban of TN counties and county group 5 is the most 
rural of Tennessee counties. The percentage of rural 
residents that visit forests every day is much larger 
than the percentage of urban residents. Recreation 
or relaxation is the primary reason for visiting a 
forested area for 69 percent of Tennesseans. The 
next most frequently cited reason (15%) is living in 
a forested area (Figure 58).
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State Forest Visitation

Seventy-four percent (74%) of respondents indicat-
ed they had visited a State Forest. Another 6.4 per-
cent of respondents indicated they “thought” they 
had visited a State Forest. Forty-four percent (44%) 
of these respondents can identify the forest they 
visited, but only 11 percent of those who visited a TN 
State Forest can name the Forest outright, i.e., with-
out being read a list of the State Forests. Seventy-six 
percent (76%) of respondents’ most recent visits to 
Tennessee State Forests have occurred within the 
last three years; 41 percent of the most recent visits 
occurred between January and September 2009. 

Based on 
these re-
ported visi-
tation rates, 
we very con-
ser vatively 
e s t i m a t e 
that 218,473 
Tennesseans 
(or 4.8% of 
the adult 
population) 
visited or 
will visit a Tennessee State Forest in 2009, for a 
total of between 4,627,000 and 6,159,000 trips. 
This estimate is based on the small percentage of 
total respondents (3.8%) who visited a State Forest 
and could name the Forest they visited. Of the total 
trips, 76.1 percent of them are repeat visits made 
by individuals who say they visit a State Forest 
more than once a month or almost every day. 
Making a less conservative estimate is problematic 
because so many respondents 
could only identify the State 
Forest they visited when they 
were read a list and because 
there is likely some confusion 
between similarly named State 
Forests and State Parks (six share 
a name) and a National Parkway 
(Natchez Trace, which more re-
spondents identified as the State 
Forest they last visited than any 
other). Nevertheless, if we use 
the percentage of respondents 
who visited a State Forest and 
picked it from a list of Forests, 
the estimate would be 798,792 
adult visitors (or 17.5% of the 

adult population), taking between 16,917,000 and 
22,520,000 trips to Tennessee State Forests in 2009.

Table 24 shows the State Forests most recently 
visited by respondents, while Figure 59 shows the 
activities they par-
ticipated in while 
visiting. Nearly all 
visitors report that 
they enjoy nature 
(97%), view wild-
life (83%), drive 
for pleasure (82%), 
and walk or hike 

(78%) while visit-
ing Tennessee 
State Forests. 
Tennessee’s State 
Forests provide 
primarily dis-
persed outdoor 
r e c r e a t i o n 
o p p o r t u n i t i e s 
compared to 
Tennessee State 
Parks that often 
have both cen-
tralized activities 
with numerous 

facilities as well 
as dispersed 
activities. Other 
activities are 
relatively less popular but still represent the activity 
of thousands of visitors. Many of these activities are 
similar to those enjoyed by State Park visitors except 
for hunting and off-highway vehicle riding that typi-
cally are not allowed in State Parks.

Frequency of visits Percent of 
respondents*

Less than once a year 2.1

Once a year 15.2

Three times a year 49.5

Once a month 18.1

More than once a month 10.5

Almost every day 4.6

Total 100.0

Table 23.  Frequency of visits to 
TN State Forests

State Forest Percent

Natchez Trace 33.9

Cedars of Lebanon 16.6

Chickasaw 14.3

Prentice Cooper 5.4

Chuck Swan 4.9

Lone Mountain 3.9

Bledsoe 3.9

Pickett 3.6

Scott 3.3

Standing Stone 3.2

Martha Sundquist 2.9

Franklin 2.1

Stewart 1.2

Lewis 0.8

John Tully 0.0

Total 100.0

Table 24. Distribution of “most 
recent” visits to State 
Forests

* Includes only visitors who could 
identify the State Forest they visited
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Forest and Non-forest Landowners

Survey respondents owned between 0 and 4,000 acres of undeveloped land, i.e., land that has no 
structures built and no improvements for development. The mean acreage owned was 16.9 acres.
Seventy percent (70%) of respondents owned less than 2 acres of undeveloped land. Of these 
respondents, 91% have a yard with trees. Ninety percent of respondents who owned more than two
acres of undeveloped land had at least two acres in forests. The mean number of acres in forests or 
woods is 37.6 with a range from 0 to 1,600. The survey queried these “forest landowners” about how 
they used and managed their forest land. Twenty-six percent (26%) had sold timber from their land, 
forty-five percent (45%) actively manage their land, and 26% participate in the Tennessee Greenbelt 
Program.  

Forest landowners and non-landowners alike were asked from whom they sought information and 
assistance about their forest land (for forest landowners) or the trees in their yards (for non-forest 
landowners who own a yard with trees). The frequency of use of those information sources is 
summarized in Table 4.
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Viewing bird or other wildlife
Enjoying nature

Percent of visitors

Figure 9. Activities of visitors to Tennessee State ForestsFigure 59. Activities of visitors to Tennessee State Forests
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Forest and Non-forest Landowners

Survey respondents owned between 0 and 4,000 
acres of undeveloped land, i.e., land that has no 
structures built and no improvements for develop-
ment. The mean acreage owned was 16.9 acres. 
Seventy percent (70%) of respondents owned less 
than 2 acres of undeveloped land. Of these respon-
dents, 91 percent have a yard with trees. Ninety 
percent of respondents who owned more than two 
acres of undeveloped land had at least two acres 
in forests. The mean number of acres in forests or 
woods is 37.6 with a range from 0 to 1,600. The sur-
vey queried these “forest landowners” about how 

they used and managed their forest land. Twenty-
six percent (26%) had sold timber from their land, 
forty-five percent (45%) actively manage their land, 
and 26% participate in the Tennessee Greenbelt 
Program.  

Forest landowners and non-landowners alike 
were asked from whom they sought information 
and assistance about their forest land (for forest 
landowners) or the trees in their yards (for non-
forest landowners who own a yard with trees). The 
frequency of use of those information sources is 
summarized in Table 25. 

Sources of information and assistance
Forest 

landowners 
who use this 

source (%)

Non-forest 
landowners 
who use this 

source (%)

Tennessee Division of Forestry forester 26.6 0

University of Tennessee or Tennessee State 
University Extension agents or web site 35.2 18.8

Private consulting forester 10.3 11.5

Timber industry forester 6.9 1.9

Logger or miller 18.4 4.9

Another forest landowner 29.7 na

Friend or family member 59 54.3

The internet (other than Extension web sites) 27.3 39.2

Local tree and plant nursery na 49.4

Arborist or tree care business na 27.1

Landscape architect na 23.2

Other 3.2 12.3

Table 25. Sources of information and assistance tapped by 
forest landowners and non-forest landowners

Forest resources survey
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Urban forested areas

Survey respondents were asked whether they op-
posed or supported specific urban tree strategies. 
Respondents made their assessment relative to the 
town or city where they live or in which they do 
most of their shopping or errands. Figure 60 shows 
the mean support/opposi-
tion to the strategy, where 
1 was “strongly oppose,” 3 
was “neither support nor 
oppose,” and 5 was “strong-
ly support.” Table 26 reveals 
which strategies drew the 
greatest opposition and 
support. Planting more 
trees, better maintaining 
existing trees, and better 
planning development to 
allow trees adequate space 
to grow have the highest 
mean scores, and received 
the least opposition with 
less than 2.7 percent of 
respondents expressing 
opposition. The two 
strategies that would 
restrict activity on 
private land received 
the strongest opposi-
tion. “Having a tree 
ordinance or other 
similar regulations 
that requires a certain 
number and type of 
trees be planted on 
new development” 
and “restricting tree 
removal on land be-
ing developed” were 
opposed by 18.7 
percent and 15.9 per-
cent of respondents, 
respectively. There 
were no significant 
differences between 
respondents in urban 
and rural settings 
with respect to their 
support for/opposi-
tion to urban tree 
strategies.

75

Table 5. Opposition and support to urban tree strategies

Strategy
Strongly 
oppose Oppose

Neither 
support 

nor 
oppose Support

Strongly 
support

Planting more trees 1.5 2.2 3.1 46.0 47.2
Better maintaining 
existing trees 1.1 2.0 7.3 48.3 41.2
Removing hazardous 
trees 1.4 3.3 6.3 53.3 35.7
Topping off trees near 
power lines 7.5 7.1 14.3 49.3 21.8
Having a tree ordinance 
or other similar 
regulations to protect 
trees on public property 
& rights of way 2.0 7.7 11.4 49.3 29.6
Restricting tree removal 
on land being developed 3.9 12.0 15.5 39.4 30.1
Better planning of 
development to allow 
trees adequate space to 
grow 1.0 1.3 6.0 54.4 37.2
Providing information 
about my community's 
trees (such as tree 
inventories) 2.4 7.5 19.9 51.1 19.1
Having a tree ordinance 
or other similar 
regulations that requires 
a certain number and 
type of trees be planted 
on new development 4.2 14.5 12.6 41.9 26.8

3.17

3.73

3.8

3.82

3.97

4.19

4.25

4.27

4.35

1 2 3 4 5

Topping off trees near power lines

Having a tree ordinance that requires the number and 
type of trees to be planted on new development. 

Providing information about my community’s trees 
(such as tree inventories)

Restricting tree removal on land being developed

Having a tree ordinance or similar regulations to 
protect trees on public property and rights-of-way.  

Removing hazardous trees

Better planning of development to allow trees 
adequate space to grow

Better maintaining the existing trees

Planting more trees

Figure 10. Mean support/opposition to urban tree strategiesFigure 60. Mean support/opposition to urban tree strategies

Strategy Strongly 
oppose Oppose

Neither 
support 

nor 
oppose

Support Strongly 
support

Planting more trees 1.5 2.2 3.1 46.0 47.2

Better maintaining existing 
trees 1.1 2.0 7.3 48.3 41.2

Removing hazardous trees 1.4 3.3 6.3 53.3 35.7

Topping off trees near power 
lines 7.5 7.1 14.3 49.3 21.8

Having a tree ordinance or 
other similar regulations to 
protect trees on public property 
& rights of way

2.0 7.7 11.4 49.3 29.6

Restricting tree removal on land 
being developed 3.9 12.0 15.5 39.4 30.1

Better planning of develop-
ment to allow trees adequate 
space to grow

1.0 1.3 6.0 54.4 37.2

Providing information about 
my community’s trees (such as 
tree inventories)

2.4 7.5 19.9 51.1 19.1

Having a tree ordinance or 
other similar regulations that 
requires a certain number and 
type of trees be planted on new 
development

4.2 14.5 12.6 41.9 26.8

Table 26. Opposition and support to urban tree strategies

Forest resources survey
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 TN Division of Forestry

In this section, respondents were queried on 
their awareness and approval of the Tennessee 
Division of Forestry. Forty-three percent (43%) of 
respondents indicated they were not at all familiar 
with the Tennessee Division of Forestry. Only those 
respondents who did indicate some familiarity with 
the Division of Forestry were asked subsequent ap-
proval questions. Their responses are summarized 
in Table 27. Satisfaction overall and with protection 
of private property from wildfire is much higher 
than satisfaction with the Division’s communication 
with the public about forestry issues, yet a majority 
of Tennesseans are satisfied with all three aspects.

Degree of 
satisfaction Overall

Communicating 
with public 

about forestry 
issues

Protecting 
private 

property 
from wildfire

Very or somewhat 
dissatisfied 4.7% 19.5% 3.9%

Neither dissatisfied or 
satisfied 22.1% 23.1% 12.2%

Somewhat or very 
satisfied 70.9% 51.7% 71.8%

Don’t know 2.2% 5.7% 12.1%

Table 27. Public’s satisfaction with the Tennessee Division of Forestry

* This includes only respondents who said had some 
familiarity with the Tennessee Division of Forestry

Forest resources survey
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Strategies

The survey asked respon-
dents how much or little 
they would support the 
State of Tennessee using its 
resources, including staff 
and money, on a number 
of strategies to build aware-
ness, improve management, 
promote conservation, etc. 
Responses are summarized 
in Table 28 and Figure 61. 
Providing technical as-
sistance to address pests 
and invasive and to reduce 
wildfire risk have the high-
est mean score and the least 
opposition. Conversely, 
nineteen percent (19%) 
of respondents opposed 
“identifying new markets” 
and another 22% were am-
bivalent about the strategy. 
Four other strategies were 
opposed by just over 11% 
of respondents. Among 
them was “cost share for 
converting open land to for-
est land,” where cost share 
was defined as “allowing 
the state or federal govern-
ment to share the costs with 
forest landowners to do 
…” which was opposed by 
11.4% of respondents. The 
other three were “acquir-
ing forest land to reduce 
land conversion” (11.5% 
opposed), “providing forest 
landowners with state or 
federal tax incentives to ac-
tively manage their forests 
to store carbon and reduce 
green house gases and re-
duce climate change effects” 
(11.3% opposed), and “pro-
viding technical assistance 
to private landowners who 
want to place restriction 
on future development on 
their forest land, commonly 
called conservation ease-
ments” (11.5% opposed). 

Strategy Oppose or 
strongly oppose

Neither support 
nor oppose

Support or 
strongly support

reduced tax for keeping land 
as forest 8.4 7.3 84.3

meet management stan-
dards to get reduced taxes 8.4 10.0 81.6

cost share: converting to 
forest land 11.4 18.9 69.7

cost share: water quality & 
habitat improve 9.0 9.7 81.3

acquire forest land to reduce 
conversion 11.5 12.2 76.4

acquire forest land for 
habitat, water quality 6.4 9.4 84.1

tech assistance re: pests, 
diseases, invasives 1.8 3.5 94.6

tech assistance reduce 
wildfire risk 1.5 5.6 92.9

educate public: benefits of 
working forests 5.1 10.8 84.1

educate public: benefits of 
urban forests 3.1 5.6 91.3

educate landowners: retain-
ing & managing forests 2.3 5.8 91.9

educate elected officials: 
benefits of working forests 4.5 8.5 87.0

tax incentives for carbon 
storage 11.3 9.9 78.9

identify, grow new markets 18.7 21.8 59.4

tech assistance for conserva-
tion easements 11.5 12.0 76.5

improve wildlife habitat 4.0 9.0 86.9

Table 28. Public’s opposition to or support for forest strategies

77

Table 7. Public’s opposition to or support for forest strategies

Strategy

Oppose 
or 
strongly 
oppose

Neither 
support 
nor 
oppose

Support 
or 
strongly 
support

reduced tax for keeping land as forest 8.4 7.3 84.3
meet management standards to get reduced 
taxes 8.4 10.0 81.6

cost share: converting to forest land 11.4 18.9 69.7

cost share: water quality & habitat improve 9.0 9.7 81.3

acquire forest land to reduce conversion 11.5 12.2 76.4

acquire forest land for habitat, water quality 6.4 9.4 84.1

tech assistance re: pests, diseases, invasives 1.8 3.5 94.6

tech assistance reduce wildfire risk 1.5 5.6 92.9

educate public: benefits of working forests 5.1 10.8 84.1

educate public: benefits of urban forests 3.1 5.6 91.3
educate landowners: retaining & managing 
forests 2.3 5.8 91.9
educate elected officials: benefits of working 
forests 4.5 8.5 87.0

tax incentives for carbon storage 11.3 9.9 78.9

identify, grow new markets 18.7 21.8 59.4

tech assistance for conservation easements 11.5 12.0 76.5

improve wildlife habitat 4.0 9.0 86.9

4.42
4.40

4.34
4.25
4.23
4.22

4.18
4.14
4.11

4.06
4.00
3.97
3.94
3.94

3.74
3.52

1.00 2.00 3.00 4.00 5.00

tech assistance re: pests, diseases, invasives
tech assistance reduce wildfire risk

educate public: benefits of urban forests
improve wildlife habitat

educate landowners: retaining & managing forests
educate officials: benefits of working forests
acquire forest land for habitat, water quality

reduced tax for keeping land as forest
educate public: benefits of working forests

meet management standards to get reduced taxes
tax incentives for carbon storage

cost share: water quality & habitat improve
tech assistance for conservation easements

acquire forest land to reduce conversion
cost share: converting to forest land

identify, grow new markets

Degree of opposition/support

Figure 10. Public support for awareness, assistance and conservation 
strategies Figure 61. Public support for awareness, assistance and conservation strategies 
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1.2.4.
Build awareness of the 
possible effects to forests as 
climate change occurs.

• • • • • • • •

1.3.5.
Conduct and publish more 
research on the causation 
factors of oak decline.

2.1.2.

3.2.2.

Coordinate management 
of public and private forests 
to increase recreation 
opportunities.

• • • •

5.3.1.

5.4.2.

Develop a marketing 
campaign emphasizing 
the quantity/quality of 
Tennessee’s hardwood 
resource.

• • • • • •

7.1.1.

7.2.3.

Develop a set of silvicultural 
practice modifications (pine 
and hardwood) that provide 
opportunities to improve 
non-game wildlife habitat. 

• • • • •

3.8.1.

3.9.2.

6.4.1.

Develop and implement 
fire prevention activities to 
reduce the frequency and 
severity of wildfire.

• • • • • • • • • •

3.6.1.

3.8.3.

3.9.4.

4.1.2.

4.2.3.

4.3.1.

4.4.4.

6.4.3.

6.5.3.

Develop and implement 
new tools for management 
of forests within the 
wildland-urban interface.

• • • • • • • • • • •

strategy Program matrix

TDF Forest Resource Strategy Program Matrix



155

A
P

P
EN

D
IX

Tennessee Forest Resources Assessment and Strategy

STATE FEDERAL

ST
R

AT
EG

y 
IN

D
EX

ST
R

AT
EG

y 
D

ES
CR

IP
TI

O
N

U
RB

A
N

 F
O

RE
ST

 M
A

N
A

G
EM

EN
T

FO
RE

ST
 R

ES
O

U
RC

E 
M

A
N

A
G

EM
EN

T

FO
RE

ST
 R

ES
O

U
RC

E 
PR

O
TE

CT
IO

N

FO
RE

ST
 B

U
SI

N
ES

SE
S

D
AT

A
 &

 T
EC

H
N

O
LO

G
y

EN
V

IR
O

N
M

EN
TA

L 
A

FF
A

IR
S

ST
AT

E 
FO

RE
ST

S

RE
FO

RE
ST

AT
IO

N

TA
EP

CF
M

-U
RB

A
N

 F
O

RE
ST

Ry

CF
M

-F
O

RE
ST

 S
TE

W
A

RD
SH

IP

CF
M

-F
O

RE
ST

 L
EG

A
Cy

CF
H

 - 
CO

O
P 

FO
RE

ST
 H

EA
LT

H

CF
H

 - 
FO

RE
ST

 H
EA

LT
H

 M
O

N
IT

O
RI

N
G

CF
H

 - 
SU

D
ED

EN
 O

A
K 

D
EA

TH

CF
H

 - 
H

EM
LO

CK
 W

O
O

LL
y 

A
D

EL
G

ID

CF
H

 - 
EM

ER
A

LD
 A

SH
 B

O
RE

R

CF
H

 - 
SO

U
TH

ER
N

 P
IN

E 
BE

ET
LE

CF
H

-G
yP

Sy
 M

O
TH

 E
RA

D
IC

AT
IO

N

A
PH

IS
 - 

G
yP

Sy
 M

O
TH

 S
U

RV
Ey

A
PH

IS
 - 

G
yP

Sy
 M

O
TH

 D
EL

IM
IT

IN
G

CF
F 

- N
O

N
-N

AT
IV

E 
IN

VA
SI

V
E 

PL
A

N
TS

CF
F 

- S
TA

TE
 F

IR
E 

A
SS

IS
TA

N
CE

CF
F 

- S
TA

TE
 F

IR
E 

A
SS

IS
TA

N
CE

-P

CF
F 

- S
TA

TE
 F

IR
E 

A
SS

IS
TA

N
CE

-H

CF
F 

- V
O

LU
N

TE
ER

 F
IR

E 
A

SS
IS

TA
N

CE

3.2.4.

3.3.7.

3.4.6.

3.5.6.

4.1.3.

4.2.5.

4.3.3.

4.4.5.

5.1.5.

5.2.8.

5.3.5.

6.1.6.

6.2.6.

6.3.3.

6.5.1.

Develop and implement or 
support information and 
education programs that 
publicize benefits of urban 
and rural forests.

• • • • • •

2.2.1.

Develop and support 
initiatives to establish 
or maintain forest cover 
that protects public water 
supply watersheds and 
streams.

• • • • • • • •

strategy Program matrix
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2.3.3.

3.1.2.

3.3.2.

3.4.2.

3.5.2.

3.6.4.

3.7.2.

5.1.2.

5.2.2.

6.1.2.

6.2.2.

6.3.2.

7.2.2.

Develop continuing 
education programs for 
private consulting foresters 
to encourage preparation 
of forest stewardship 
plans that address: forest 
health, intermediate stand 
practices, aesthetics and 
non-native invasives.

• • • • • • • •

1.5.1.

2.3.6.

7.1.5.

1.4.1.

Develop or support 
initiatives to maintain or 
restore historic diversity 
within ecoregions 
by maintaining or 
reestablishing native forest 
tree species.

• • • • • • •

1.1.4.

1.3.4.

1.4.3.

Develop proactive moni-
toring processes for early 
detection of forest health 
problems.

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •

strategy Program matrix
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1.4.4.

1.1.6.

1.5.4.

3.4.3.

3.5.3.

3.6.5.

3.7.3.

5.1.3.

5.2.6.

Develop vendor services 
infrastructure capable of 
implementing applicable 
forest management 
prescriptions

• • • • •

1.1.1 

1.3.1.

3.1.3.

5.2.3.

Diversify the age structure 
and species composition 
of the forest by utilizing 
science based forest stand 
regeneration practices.

• • • • • •

2.2.4.

2.4.4.

5.2.7.

6.7.3.

Educate loggers about 
forestry BMP’s and other 
important emerging issues.

• • • •

3.3.6.

4.1.5.

4.2.4.

4.3.2.

4.4.3.

6.4.4.

6.5.4.

6.6.5.

Educate state and local 
planning officials on 
development issues at the 
wildland-urban interface.

• • • • • •

strategy Program matrix

TDF Forest Resource Strategy Program Matrix



158

A
P

P
EN

D
IX

Tennessee Forest Resources Assessment and Strategy

strategy Program matrix

STATE FEDERAL

ST
R

AT
EG

y 
IN

D
EX

ST
R

AT
EG

y 
D

ES
CR

IP
TI

O
N

U
RB

A
N

 F
O

RE
ST

 M
A

N
A

G
EM

EN
T

FO
RE

ST
 R

ES
O

U
RC

E 
M

A
N

A
G

EM
EN

T

FO
RE

ST
 R

ES
O

U
RC

E 
PR

O
TE

CT
IO

N

FO
RE

ST
 B

U
SI

N
ES

SE
S

D
AT

A
 &

 T
EC

H
N

O
LO

G
y

EN
V

IR
O

N
M

EN
TA

L 
A

FF
A

IR
S

ST
AT

E 
FO

RE
ST

S

RE
FO

RE
ST

AT
IO

N

TA
EP

CF
M

-U
RB

A
N

 F
O

RE
ST

Ry

CF
M

-F
O

RE
ST

 S
TE

W
A

RD
SH

IP

CF
M

-F
O

RE
ST

 L
EG

A
Cy

CF
H

 - 
CO

O
P 

FO
RE

ST
 H

EA
LT

H

CF
H

 - 
FO

RE
ST

 H
EA

LT
H

 M
O

N
IT

O
RI

N
G

CF
H

 - 
SU

D
ED

EN
 O

A
K 

D
EA

TH

CF
H

 - 
H

EM
LO

CK
 W

O
O

LL
y 

A
D

EL
G

ID

CF
H

 - 
EM

ER
A

LD
 A

SH
 B

O
RE

R

CF
H

 - 
SO

U
TH

ER
N

 P
IN

E 
BE

ET
LE

CF
H

-G
yP

Sy
 M

O
TH

 E
RA

D
IC

AT
IO

N

A
PH

IS
 - 

G
yP

Sy
 M

O
TH

 S
U

RV
Ey

A
PH

IS
 - 

G
yP

Sy
 M

O
TH

 D
EL

IM
IT

IN
G

CF
F 

- N
O

N
-N

AT
IV

E 
IN

VA
SI

V
E 

PL
A

N
TS

CF
F 

- S
TA

TE
 F

IR
E 

A
SS

IS
TA

N
CE

CF
F 

- S
TA

TE
 F

IR
E 

A
SS

IS
TA

N
CE

-P

CF
F 

- S
TA

TE
 F

IR
E 

A
SS

IS
TA

N
CE

-H

CF
F 

- V
O

LU
N

TE
ER

 F
IR

E 
A

SS
IS

TA
N

CE

7.1.4.

7.2.6.

7.3.6.

Emphasize the role 
forestland plays in 
providing habitat for 
greatest conservation need 
animal and plant species.

• • • •

1.5.3.

7.3.7.

Encourage and support 
native plant inventories and 
studies on state and private 
forestlands where native 
plant species knowledge is 
lacking.

• • • •

3.8.2.

3.9.3.

6.4.2.

Encourage at risk 
communities to engage 
in community level fire 
prevention planning.

• • • • • • • • •

1.1.3

1.4.2.

1.5.2.

Ensure forest management 
practice recommendations 
include appropriate 
measures that exclude, limit 
or eradicate non-native 
forest pests (diseases, plants 
and animals).

• • • • • • • • • • • •

2.4.1.

Ensure landowners receive 
applicable technical 
assistance in identifying 
opportunities to create, 
enhance and maintain 
riparian buffers.

• • • • • • • •

3.3.3.

3.5.5.

7.3.4.

Establish forested N-S 
corridors at the landscape 
scale with wider riparian 
zones and mixed hardwood 
corridors.

• • • • • • • •

6.1.3.

6.2.3.

Expand and support 
targeted educational 
opportunities, such 
as Tennessee Healthy 
Hardwoods field days, for 
forest landowners.

• • • • •
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1.1.5.

1.3.3.

3.1.5.

3.3.5.

3.5.4.

3.7.6.

5.2.5.

Expand markets for 
hardwood forest products, 
including biomass, biofuels, 
and urban waste wood.

• •

4.1.4.

4.2.2.

Explore the feasibility of 
developing storm water 
mitigation programs 
through urban forestry.

• • • • • • • •

4.4.2.

Identify local and state 
government authorities/
roles in enforcing laws/
exemptions that play a 
role in directing land use 
change. 

• • • • •

2.4.2.

3.4.5.

Implement and support 
Farm Bill initiatives and 
other programs that 
enhance water quality and 
aquatic habitat benefits by 
establishing or improving 
forested riparian buffers.

• • • • • • •

1.2.1.

2.3.4.

3.3.4.

7.3.3.

Improve ecological health 
by establishing connectiv-
ity between local, state 
and federal publicly owned 
properties where practical.

• •

7.1.2.

7.2.4.

7.3.1.

Incorporate wildlife friendly 
practices and activities 
into appropriate federal 
and state cost-share and 
incentive programs.

• • • • • • •
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3.9.1.
Increase ability of volunteer 
fire departments to better 
suppress wildland fire. 

• • • •
2.2.2.

3.4.4.

6.1.5.

6.2.5.

6.6.2.

Increase awareness of 
the benefits of forested 
watersheds and wetlands 
for providing sustainable 
and quality drinking water 
supply.

• • • • • • • • • •

5.1.6.

Increase awareness of, and 
participation in, emerging 
forest certification programs 
and markets among private 
consulting foresters.

• • • • •

2.2.3.

2.4.3.

6.7.2.

Increase proper use of 
forestry BMP’s. • • • • • •

2.3.2

3.1.1.

3.3.1.

3.4.1.

3.5.1.

3.6.3.

3.7.1.

5.1.1.

5.2.1.

6.1.1.

6.2.1.

6.3.1.

7.2.1.

Increase the capacity to 
provide forest landowners 
with comprehensive, 
multi-resource forest 
management planning.

• • •

TDF Forest Resource Strategy Program Matrix
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5.1.4.

Investigate applicability 
of different certification 
systems for Tennessee 
forest landowners.

• • • • •
1.1.2

1.3.2.

3.1.4.

5.2.4.

Maintain tree growth by 
utilizing science based 
forest stand intermediate 
treatments.

• • • • •

2.3.7.

4.1.1.

6.5.2.

Make urban communities 
more energy efficient 
through maintaining/
increasing tree canopy.

• • • •

6.1.4.

6.2.4.

Market the services of pri-
vate forestry consultants. • • • •

5.3.2.

5.4.3.

Partner with the 
Department of Economic 
and Community 
Development to provide 
incentives that help retain 
our current forest products 
industry. 

•

5.2.9.

5.4.1.

6.7.1.

Partner with the system 
of Tennessee Technology 
Centers to recruit, train, and 
retain employees for the 
forest products industry.

•

5.3.3.

5.4.4.

Partner with the University 
of Tennessee Forest 
Products lab to address the 
technical and manufactur-
ing needs of our current 
forest industry.

•

TDF Forest Resource Strategy Program Matrix
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2.3.1.

5.3.6.

Promote ecosystem 
services provided by well-
managed forests including 
clean air and water, wildlife 
habitat, soil conservation, 
biodiversity, carbon 
storage and aesthetics 
through a strong network 
to implement programs 
and provide education and 
outreach.

• • • • •

5.3.4.

5.4.5.

Promote forest products 
utilization technology 
transfer as a means to 
help our current forest 
products industry remain 
competitive.

•

2.1.3.

3.2.3.

4.3.4.

6.1.7.

6.6.1.

Promote forest recreation 
and tourism for the social, 
psychological, physical, 
spiritual, educational and 
economical well-being of 
citizens and communities.

•

3.7.4.
Provide tax and estate 
planning opportunities for 
forest landowners.

• • • •
4.2.1.

4.4.1.

Provide technical assistance 
to local and state planning 
commissions and boards.

• • • • • • • •

3.7.5.

Pursue changes in state and 
federal tax codes to provide 
more favorable taxation of 
forestland.

• • • •

2.3.5.

7.3.5.

Restore and protect unique 
forest habitats (i.e. savan-
nahs, cave openings, wet-
lands, rock outcrops, bogs, 
spring/seeps, glades, balds, 
and vernal pools).

• • • •

TDF Forest Resource Strategy Program Matrix
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1.2.2.

Stop and reverse the spread 
of non-native invasive pests 
in both urban and rural 
areas.

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •

3.1.6.

Support efforts to increase 
the number of certified 
forests, and the availability 
of certified logs and wood 
products.

• • • • •

2.1.1. 

3.2.1.

Support initiatives to 
provide readily available 
access to public and private 
forest lands for recreation 
purposes.

• • •

1.2.3.

Support research for 
measuring impacts 
of climate change on 
forestland and adapt 
management strategies 
accordingly.

• • • • • • • • • •

7.1.3.

7.2.5.

7.3.2.

Train natural resource 
professionals in the use of 
wildlife friendly practices 
and programs.

• • • •

TDF Forest Resource Strategy Program Matrix



164

A
P

P
EN

D
IX

Tennessee Forest Resources Assessment and Strategy

tennessee county maP

Giles
Shelby

Dyer

Wayne

Scott

Knox

Polk

Henry

Maury

Fayette

Sevier

Obion

Carroll

Hardin

Blount

Wilson

Monroe

Gibson

Greene

Lincoln

Perry

Marion

Tipton

Franklin

Hickman

Cocke

Sumner

Morgan

McNairy

Weakley

Coffee

White

Madison

Hamilton

Stewart

Hardeman Lawrence

Rhea

Dickson

Be
nt

on

Bedford

Roane

Warren

Hawkins

Rutherford

Clay

Fentress

Haywood

Smith
Davidson

Cumberland

Carter

McMinn

Sullivan

Overton

Williamson

Campbell

Putnam

Bledsoe
Lewis

Grundy

Humphreys

Henderson

Robertson ClaiborneMacon

Lauderdale

DeKalb

Montgomery

Bradley

Union
Jackson

Chester

Anderson
Jefferson

Loudon

Crockett

Houston

M
ar

sh
al

l

D
ec

at
ur

La
ke

M
ei

gs

Jo
hn

so
n

Grainger

C
an

no
n

Unicoi

C
he

at
ha

m

W
as

hin
gt

on

Van Buren

Pickett Hancock

SequatchieMoore

Hamblen

Trousdale

Tennessee County Map



Tennessee Forest Resources Assessment and Strategy
C

O
N

D
ITIO

N
S

B
EN
EF
IT
SBEN

EFITS
SU

STA
IN

A
B

ILITy
ISSU

ES &
STR

A
TEG

IES
P

R
IO

R
ITy

A
R

EA
S

A
P

P
EN

D
IX

Logo Agency

Pantone® colors
Green  Brown
PMS 360 PMS 4495

Process colors
Green  Brown
C=58  C=0
M=0  M=20
Y=80  Y=95
K=0  K=46

RGB colors
Green  Brown
R=115  R=156
B=193  G=125
G=103  B=13

Land Trust for Tennessee

The Nature Conservancy

Tennessee Association of Conservation Districts

Tennessee Department of Agriculture Division of Forestry

Tennessee Department of Environment and Conservation

Tennessee Forestry Association
0.03932

Tennessee Urban Forestry Council

Tennessee Valley Authority

Tennessee Wildlife Resources Agency

USDA Forest Service Cherokee National Forest

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service

University of Tennessee

Partnership Matrix




	Introduction
	Forest Resource Conditions
	Distribution and Abundance of Forests
	Forest Distribution
	Ownership of Timberland 
	Forest Composition 
	Stand-Size Class and Stand-age Class Distributions 
	 Tree Volume 
	Stand Origin
	Growth, Removals and Mortality
	Tree Grade
	Urban / Suburban Managed Forest
	Condition
	Land Use
	Species
	Size
	Health
	Urban Tree Canopy Cover

	Ecological Regions and Forest Ecosystems
	Urban Micro-Ecological Regions

	Characteristics of private forest landowners and their ownerships

	Benefits from Forest Resources
	Forest-related Jobs and Economic Activity
	Non-timber forest products

	Urban and Community Forests
	Energy Conservation
	Air Quality
	Carbon Sequestration

	Water Quality, Wetlands, & Riparian Areas
	Native species and community types of riparian areas and wetlands
	Economic, social, and cultural values associated with riparian areas and wetlands
	Significance of conservation and protection efforts for riparian areas and wetlands
	Significance of forests to healthy public drinking water supplies

	Wildlife Habitat
	Nongame and Rare Wildlife Species

	Natural Heritage
	Recreation
	Outdoor Recreation Opportunities
	Camping
	Picnicking
	Hunting and Trapping
	Fishing
	Hiking
	Horseback Riding
	Birding/Nature Observation
	Canoeing/Kayaking/Boating/Rafting
	Miscellaneous
	Recreation on State Forests

	Carbon Sequestration
	Open Space

	Sustainability of Forest Resources
	Urbanization
	Forest Parcelization and Fragmentation
	Forestland 
	Forest Industry Ownership
	Forest Landowner Age
	Average Forested Parcel Size
	Interior Forests

	Bio-energy/Biofuels
	Urban Waste

	Forest Certification
	Forest Health
	Impacts of pests on forest health in Tennessee
	Native/non-native forest pests
	Detection/Monitoring
	Non-native Invasive Plants
	Oak decline
	Future forest health challenges in Tennessee

	Wildfire and Fire Suppression
	Wildfire History
	Wildfire Suppression and Prevention
	Wildfire Impact on Forests
	Wildland-Urban Interface

	Climate Change
	Effect of Climate Change on Wildlife Habitat
	Effect of Climate Change on Forest Industry 
	Effect of Climate Change on Urban Forests
	Effect of Climate Change on Forest Insects and Diseases
	Effect of Climate Change on Invasive Plants
	Effect of Climate Change on Fire

	Urban Forestry

	Issues and Strategy Plan
	Issues
	Strategies

	Issues and Strategies
	1.  FOREST HEALTH
	Issue: Forest Age
	Issue:  Climate Change
	Issue:  Oak Decline
	Issue:  Non-Native Forest Pests
	Issue:  Non-Native Plants
	2. PUBLIC BENEFITS
	Issue:  Forest Based Recreation
	Issue:  Wetlands and Riparian Lands
	Issue:  Ecosystem Services
	Issue:  Stream Buffers
	3. PRIVATE LANDS
	Issue:  Sustainability of Forest Benefits
	Issue:  Forest Based Recreation and Private Lands
	Issue:  Parcelization and Fragmentation
	Issue:  Small Forest Ownerships
	Issue:  Large Forested Landscapes
	Issue:  Land Use Change
	Issue:  Forest Ownership Opportunity Costs
	Issue:  People and Wildfire
	Issue:  Wildfire Risks
	4. URBAN FORESTRY
	Issue:  Tree Canopy Cover
	Issue:  Land Use Planning
	Issue:  Urban Forest Benefits
	Issue:  Public Policy Conflicts in Urban Landscapes
	5. FOREST INDUSTRY 
	Issue:  Forest Certification
	Issue:  Forest Products Industry Improvements
	Issue:  Products and Uses from Hardwood Forests 
	Issue:  Value Added Forest Products
	6. EDUCATION AND OUTREACH
	Issue:  Natural Resource Management
	Issue:  New Forest Landowners
	Issue:  Forest Health Education
	Issue:  Fire Prevention in Wildland Urban Interface (WUI)
	Issue:  Urban Forestry
	Issue:  Urban Populations and Forestry
	Issue:  Master Loggers
	7. WILDLIFE
	Issue:  Wildlife Habitat in Pine Forest Types
	Issue:  Forest Management for Wildlife Benefits
	Issue:  Forest Fragmentation Effects on Wildlife


	Priority Areas
	Priority Areas
	Forest Stewardship Priority Areas Map
	Oak Decline Risk Map
	Southern Pine Beetle Risk Map
	Gypsy Moth Risk Map
	Hemlock Woolly Adelgid Risk Map 
	Emerald Ash Borer Risk Map 
	Riparian Forest Buffer Establishment Map
	Wildland Fire Priority Areas Map
	Urban Forestry Priority Areas Maps

	Tennessee’s Forest Legacy Program
	Parcel eligibility criteria
	Program objectives
	Management
	Monitoring easements
	FLP management and funding
	Forest Legacy Areas Map


	Appendix
	A Survey of Tennesseans Perceptions, Preferences, and Uses of 
	the Forest Resource in Tennessee 
	Introduction
	Methodology 
	Public Perceptions of the Forest Resource
	Perceptions of Tennessee’s Forests and Forest Benefits
	General Forest Use
	State Forest Visitation
	Forest and Non-forest Landowners
	Urban forested areas
	 TN Division of Forestry
	Strategies

	Tennessee Department of Agriculture
	Division of Forestry
	Forest Resource Strategy Program Matrix
	2010
	Partnership Matrix

	Figure 1. Percentage of land in forest by county
	Figure 2. Ownership of timberland (2007)
	Figure 4. Changes in forest type timberland acres (1999-2007)
	Figure 5. Area of timberland by stand-size class over three decades
	Figure 6.  Area of timberland by stand-age class
	Figure 7.  Volume of all live trees on timberland, by diameter class and survey
	Figure 8. Stand origin of timberland
	Figure 9.  Average annual net growth, mortality, and removals of all live trees on timberland
	Figure 10.  Total volume, average annual net growth and removals of all live trees on timberland
	Figure 11.  Change in tree grade on timberland
	Figure 12. Urban land use distribution (2009)
	Figure 13.  Percentage of tree/shrub size class in urban areas of Tennessee
	Figure 14. Ecological Regions of Tennessee
	Figure 15. Average annual output of roundwood timber products by product and species group, 1961-2004. 
	Figure 17. Hardwood roundwood by species in 2005
	Figure 18. Primary wood-processing mills in 2007
	Figure 19. Usage of primary mill wood processing residues in 2005
	Figure 20. Roundwood production by forest landownership in 2005
	Figure 21. Carbon sequestration by forests if the impacts of wood products are considered compared with a ‘no harvest’ option. This example is based on information compiled by CORRIM.
	Figure 22. Priority areas for wildlife of Greatest Conservation Need in Tennessee
	Figure 23.  Map of public land in Tennessee (2009)
	Figure 26.  Land uses displaced by urban land growth in Tennessee between 1990 and 2000
	Figure 27.  Percent of Tennessee projected to be urban for 2010, 2020 and 2030
	Figure 28.  Total forestland in Tennessee
	Figure 29.  Forest industry ownership in Tennessee
	Figure 30.  Percent of family forest landowners and acreage by landowner age class in Tennessee (2006)
	Figure 31.  Percentage of acres and ownership units by ownership size class for family owned forest in Tennessee (2006)
	Figure 32.  Percentage of Tennessee landscape classified according to seven land use categories (2001)
	Figure 33.  Proportional allocation of land use by FIA survey unit according to five land use categories in Tennessee (2001)
	Figure 34.  Annual number of wildfires in Tennessee
	Figure 35.  Structures in the WUI threatened by fire in March, 2009.
	Figure 36. Community residents participating in wildfire fuel reduction near their homes 
	Figure 37.  Community group organizing to address wildfire risk to their homes  
	Figure 38.  Forest Stewardship priority areas composite map
	Figure 40.  Southern pine beetle risk map
	Figure 42.  Hemlock woolly adelgid risk map
	Figure 44.  Riparian forest buffer establishment map
	Figure 46.  Sevier County wildland fire priority map
	Figure 47.  Urban forestry national strategic focus priority map.
	Figure 48.  Urban forestry state strategy priority map.
	Figure 49. Forest Legacy areas through fiscal year 2013
	Figure 50. Forest Legacy areas beginning fiscal year 2014
	Figure 51. Tennesseans’ perceptions of amount of forest land in Tennessee
	Figure 52. Perceptions of amount of forest land owned by state, Federal and local governments
	Figure 53. Perception of percent of reserved forest land
	Figure 54. Perception of number of trees in towns and cities
	Figure 55. Importance of Tennessee forests
	Figure 56. Importance of forest benefits
	Figure 57.  Frequency of visits to forested areas, by county group
	Figure 58. Primary reasons Tennesseans spend time in forested areas
	Figure 59. Activities of visitors to Tennessee State Forests
	Figure 60. Mean support/opposition to urban tree strategies
	Figure 61. Public support for awareness, assistance and conservation strategies 
	Table 1. Area by land class (thousand acres)
	Table 2.  Species frequency by land use in urban areas
	Table 3.  Percentage of tree damage in urban areas by type
	Table 4.  Percent of canopy and development within the urban FIA study plots
	Table 5.  Tenure of ownership for West Tennessee forest landowners
	Table 6.  Tract ownership size of Cumberland Plateau NIPF landowners
	Table 7. Roundwood output by region in Tennessee for 2005
	Table 8. Number of primary wood processing mills in Tennessee from 1960 to 2005
	Table 10. Wood volume by destination in 2005
	Table 11. A summary of US Census Bureau statistics for the wood products industry in Tennessee
	Table 12. Annual Energy Conservation Provided by Tennessee’s Urban Forests
	Table 13. Annual Air Quality Benefits Provided by Tennessee’s Urban Forests
	Table 14. Carbon benefits provided by Tennessee’s urban forests
	Table 15.   Weight of Bark and Wood Residuals in Tennessee (2007)
	Table 16. Annual Logging Residue in Tennessee (1995 to 2007)
	Table 17.  Potential energy biomass (ODTons) from timberland in Tennessee (2007)
	Table 18.  List of forest insect and disease damages to be tracked by Forest Inventory Analysis surveys.
	Table 19. Non-native Invasive Plants (NIP) of Tennessee
	Table 20. Risk and Potential Value Loss of Tennessee’s Urban Trees From Exotic Pests
	Table 21. Tennessee’s shared priority concerns with neighboring states.
	Table 22. Frequency of visits to forested areas (n=826)
	Table 23.  Frequency of visits to TN State Forests
	Table 24. Distribution of “most recent” visits to State Forests
	Table 25. Sources of information and assistance tapped by forest landowners and non-forest landowners
	Table 26. Opposition and support to urban tree strategies
	Table 27. Public’s satisfaction with the Tennessee Division of Forestry
	Table 28. Public’s opposition to or support for forest strategies

