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USDA Forest Service
Forest Inventory & Analysis Program

• National Forest Inventory
• Biophysical resources

• National Woodland Owner 
Survey
• Social context

• Timber Products Output 
Survey
• Economic output

3www.fia.fs.fed.us/
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Forest Ownership, 2018
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Forestland by Ownership Group
USA, 2018
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Size of Forest Holdings
Family Forests, USA, 2018
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Relationships between Size of Forest 
Holdings and Attitudes and Behaviors
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Reasons for Owning
Family Forests (10+ ac), USA, 2018
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Forest Management Activities (past 5 years)
Family Forests (10+ ac), USA, 2018

9

Insect/disease management

Controlled burn

Nontimber forest products

Reduced fire hazard

Roads

Grazing

Trails

Invasives mitigation

Cut − sale

Cut − personal

Wildlife habitat

0 25 50 75 100
Percentage

Acres

Ownerships

Butler et al. 2020a (https://doi.org/10.2737/NRS-GTR-199)

https://doi.org/10.2737/NRS-GTR-199


Advice/Planning
Family Forests (10+ ac), USA, 2018
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Demographics
Family Forests (10+ ac), USA, 2018
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Timber Removals 
U.S. North and South
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Timber Removals per Acre 
U.S. North and South
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Family Forest Timber Harvesting US 
North and South
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Family Forest Timber Harvesting US 
North and South
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Exogenous Factors Impacting 
U.S. Private Forests

• Markets

• Laws & Regulations

• Incentives

• Education

16



Markets

• Land

• Timber

• Hunting leases

• Nontimber forest products

• Payments for ecosystem 
services
• Carbon

• Wetlands mitigation
0
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Program Participation
Family Forests (10+ ac), USA, 2018
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Social Networks and Social Capital

• Landowner organizations

• Peer-to-peer

• Master forest owner programs

• Woods forums

19

Sagor and Becker 2014, p. 307



The White Oak Initiative

• Goal: Sustain the upland oak 
resource of the United States

• Partners: Landowner 
organizations, other non-
governmental organizations, 
public agencies, universities, 
forest industry, distillery 
industry

20www.whiteoakinitiative.org

White Oak Range across the U.S.A.



Joiner versus Non-joiner Landowners
Land Management Activities
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Joiner versus Non-joiner Landowners
Benefits from Upland Oaks

22

0%

25%

50%

75%

100%

P
ro

vi
de

 g
oo

d 
sc

en
er

y

P
ro

vi
de

 g
oo

d 
ga

m
e 

ha
bi
ta

t

P
ro

vi
de

 n
on

−g
am

e 
ha

bi
ta

t

P
ro

vi
de

 g
oo

d 
tim

be
r

P
ro

vi
de

 re
cr

ea
tio

n

A
t r

is
k 
of

 d
ec

lin
in
g

A
t r

is
k 
fro

m
 in

se
ct
s/
di
se

as
e

A
t r

is
k 
of

 w
ild

fir
e

P
e

rc
e
n

t 
o

f 
re

s
p

o
n

s
e

s

Landowners    Tree Farmers
Sass et al. 2020b

Non-joiners

Joiners



Joiner versus Non-joiner Landowners
Intentions to Harvest Trees
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Joiner versus Non-joiner Landowners
Timber Harvesting Benefits and Barriers
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Conclusions

• Family forest owners rule!

• Size of holdings matters (and it doesn’t)

• Beauty, wildlife, nature, legacy, privacy

• To manage or not to manage?

• A bunch of old(er) men (and women)

• Knowledge is power

• Need to capitalize on social capital
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Comments or Questions?

Brett Butler

U.S. Forest Service, Amherst, MA

brett.butler2@usda.gov; +1 413.545.1387

www.fia.fs.fed.us/nwos

www.FamilyForestResearchCenter.org

www.engaginglandowners.org

26



References

• Butler, B.J.; Butler, S.M.; Caputo, J.; Dias, J.; Robillard, A.; Sass, E.M. 2020a. Family forest ownerships of the United 
States, 2018: Results from the USDA Forest Service, National Woodland Owner Survey. Gen. Tech. Rep. NRS-
199. USDA Forest Service, Northern Research Station. https://doi.org/10.2737/NRS-GTR-199.

• Butler, B.J.; Caputo, J. Unpublished. Wood supply by ownership type in the eastern United States. USDA Forest 
Service, Northern Research Station.

• Butler, B.J.; Caputo, J.; Robillard, A.L.; Sass, E.M.; Sutherland, C. 2020b. One size does not fit all: Relationships 
between size of family forest holdings and landowner attitudes and behaviors. Journal of Forestry.

• Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FAO). 2015. Global forests resources assessment 2015: 
Desk reference. Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations. 244 p. http://www.fao.org/3/a-i4808e.pdf.

• Sagor, E.S., and D.R. Becker. 2014. The Effect of Data Collection Technique on Estimated Landowner Personal 
Network Attributes. Small-scale Forestry 13 (3): 299–317. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11842-013-9255-1. 

• Sass, E.M.; Butler, B.J.; Markowski-Lindsay, M. 2020a. Forest ownership in the conterminous United States, 2018: 
Geospatial dataset. U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest Service, Research Data Archive. 
https://doi.org/10.2737/RDS-2020-0044.

• Sass, E.M.; Butler, B.J.; Robillard, A.L.; Caputo, J. 2020b. White Oak Initiative landowner survey 2020: Final project 
report. Family Forest Research Center. https://www.familyforestresearchcenter.org/projects. 

27

https://doi.org/10.2737/NRS-GTR-199
http://www.fao.org/3/a-i4808e.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11842-013-9255-1
https://doi.org/10.2737/RDS-2020-0044
https://www.familyforestresearchcenter.org/projects

