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What do landowners think of BMPs?
continued from page 17

were 63 of 63 (100%) for NIPF
landowners, 24 of 30 for forestry
consultants (80%), and 7 of 8 (88%) for
timber industry professionals. Resules are
summarized for all groups on benefit
rankings, willingness to pay for benefits,
and total BMP benefit versus total BMP
cost.

Streamside Management Zones

NIPF landowners placed the highest values
on BMP benefits that protected soil and
water resources. Forestry consultants
placed the highest values on benefits with
wildlife, scenic, or public enhancements,
and forest industry professionals placed the
highest values on benefits that enhanced
public opinion or maintained stream
integrity. As expected, all groups placed the
highest values on benefits that protected
resources or provided enhancements.

Road and Trail Construction

NIPF landowners, forestry consultants,
and forest industry professionals placed the
highest values on benefits that controlled
erosion and maintained road and habitat
integrity. In general, all groups placed the
highest values on benefits that maintained
the utility of roads and improved site
access.

Site Preparation and Tree Planting
NIPF landowners placed the highest values

on benefits that maintained

to indicate what dollar amount they would
be willing to pay per acre if they were
guaranteed receipt of any of the previously
mentioned benefits (Figure 1). Results
showed that 26% of NIPF landowners,
17% of forestry consultants, and 25% of
forest industry professionals were willing to
pay $1 to $6 per acre; 39% of NIPF
landowners, 28% of forestry consultants,
and 75% of forest industry professionals
were willing to pay $7 to $12 per acre.
Finally, 23% of NIPF landowners and
28% of forestry consultants were willing to
pay $13 to $18 and $19 or more per acre.
Interestingly, forest industry professionals
were not willing to pay above $7 to $12
per acre, perhaps suggesting that industry
views higher costs as prohibitive or simply
feels thar this $7 to $12 per acre is more
than adequate for BMP implementation.

Total Benefits versus Total Costs

Groups were also asked to indicate if they
felt BMP total benefits were greater than,
equal to, or less than the total costs of
BMP application (Figure 2). Results
showed that 38% of NIPF landowners,
74% of forestry consultants, and 71% of
forest industry professionals felt that BMP
benefits were greater than costs.
Additionally, 46%, 9%, and 29%,
respectively, felt that BMP benefits were
equal to costs. Finally, 16% of NIPF
landowners and 17% of forestry
consultants felt that BMP benefits were
less than costs. Interestingly, almost fifty-
percent fewer NIPF landowners than

soil and water resources or
increased revenues. Forestry
consultants placed the highest
values on benefits that
maintained soil and water
resources, and forest industry
professionals placed the highest
values on benefits that
maintained soil and water
resources or enhanced public
opinion. In general, all groups
placed the highest values on
benefits that conserved soil and
water resources (e.g., reduced
erosion or increased water

quality protection).

Willingness to Pay for Benefits
To better gauge the monetary
value groups placed on

benefits, they were also asked
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forestry consultants or forest industry
professionals felt that BMP benefits
exceeded costs. This could indicate a need
for further or better information regarding
BMP costs and benefits and BMPs in
general. Additionally, few forestry
consultants and NIPF landowners and no
forest industry professionals viewed BMP
benefits as being less than costs. This could
suggest that the full cost of BMP
implementation is not being borne by
industry, but rather by other groups (e.g.,
loggers).
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