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Growing better all the time

FOREST RECOVERY AND REFORESTATION
AFTER CATASTROPHIC EVENTS

FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS:

Q: Is it always necessary for forest managers to intervene after catastrophic events
and promptly recover the area?

A: Active recovery is not always necessary but the professionals in the field can make that
determination based on science, management objectives, and experience. Today, the courts
often end up making these decisions instead of the trained and experienced natural resources
professionals. By giving professionals the discretion to act quickly when necessary, Congress
will enable these professionals to do what is best for the forest and the communities that rely
on it.
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Q: Won’t forests hit by catastrophic events come back on their own without
assistance from forest managers?

A: Indeed, some forests can regenerate on their own without assistance. However, after
wildfires in particular, available seed sources are diminished and it can take decades for
forests to come back on their own. In many cases competing brush and invasive species can
suppress seedlings, hindering natural regeneration. Additionally, we cannot ignore the needs
of humans and wildlife and in many cases quick recovery efforts will help improve forests to
meet the needs of communities, rehabilitate watersheds and habitat for wildlife and fish.
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Q: Are there other reasons in addition to economic reasons to remove dead and
dying trees?




A: Science and experience have shown that in many cases, removing dead and dying trees
can help improve the forest and its associated values. While removing the dead and dying
trees can provide economic benefits, these benefits are often incidental to the environmental
benefits such as reducing wildfire risk, insect, or disease threats, and rehabilitating
watersheds and habitat for wildlife species that depend on the forest. In some cases, the
revenue from harvesting dead and dying trees can help offset the costs of reforestation and
restoration work.
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Q: Doesn’t removal of dead and dying trees after catastrophic events cause
additional harm to the forest, such as stream sedimentation and soil disturbance?

A: The professionals in the field can take steps to minimize environmental damage in
recovery efforts, using harvesting techniques and best management practices that have been
proven to mitigate negative affects. In the short term, recovery efforts can cause some
temporary stream sedimentation but usually far less and of shorter duration than the
sedimentation that can result if the forest cover is not rapidly restored.
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Q: Why is timeliness so important to recovery efforts following catastrophic events?

A: Timeliness is important for a variety of reasons. First, dead and dying trees can quickly
degrade to the point where they lose all value. When these trees lose value it becomes much
more expensive to remove them and federal money is then needed to pay for restoration and
reforestation work. Secondly, removing dead and dying trees quickly can reduce wildfire risk
and insect and disease threats. If fuels are left on the ground, the potential for a more
devastating wildfire or insect and disease outbreak is magnified. Additionally, if timely
recovery efforts are completed, the values and benefits people derive from forests are more
quickly restored.
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