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. Ecology of the forest! We had
| recent discussion on the pro-
jriety and desirability of remov-
- ng fallen redwood trees from the
'orest. During this discussion
iertain facts came to light which
ndicate to me that the progres-
ive and successful individual is
- ne who can change his thinking
- p fit the times. i
. What may be a fact today may
ot be 'a fact tomorrow!

_Forests maintained as recrea-
_ijonal places have been looked
_ipon as most desirable for that
. nrpose if they were “natnral.”
_ ust what we mean by “natural”
5 not really clear, but supporters

£ this condition are generally re-
- erring to the fact that the land
nd its processes have been in-
iolate. If civilized man and the
hings he does are to be thought
£ as unnatural then there is
wobably no place in North Amer-
sa which is natural.

But in our broader concept of
latural forests I think we mean
hat trees are not cut, streams are
ot impounded, the land is not
aced by roads, and the plants and
nimals are existing unaffected
nd unaided by man.

* A few years ago another
~ thought was interjected into
the subject. What of fires, or
rather the lack .of fires, on
“patural” areas. We had chosen
to label every condition, every
phenomenon, as “patural” ex-
cept fire, o

Now this is not surprising, for
ire is a destroyer. And we usu-
lly peg destroyers as inadmissi-
le. If a hawk catches a bird he
. 5 a bad creature; if a‘plant kills
nother plant it is a bad plant—
nything which destroys or en-
angers any of our precious pos-
essions we dislike.

‘E And so fire had to go. And a
. ew years ago all out efforts were
" hade to teach the science of fire
. uppression. d . we were sO
. uccessful in stamping out fire
[- hat in many cases we have creat-
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' d unnatural conditions, for fire
_ 7as as natural before the advent
£ white man as snow and wind
. nd thunder and all the other ele-
. nents, conditions or phenomena.
;, 1t is now recognized that we
. have a monster on our hands
. in some places, because certain
E areas which in primitive times
. were swept by fire annually
. have had fires excluded for 20
. years. The exclusion of fire,
even though thought to be wise
. and proper, has created an un-
natural condition. The litter
that was consumed regularly
by small fires has accumulated
. to the point where so much fuel
is available that a fire going
through now would have a dev-
astating effect. ;

But this is only a discernible
act, ‘How about the effects of
ire exclusion that we do not

~ ee? Nature has ingenious ways
if off-setting some of the éffects

ter a fire. The seeds of some
over by fire. Indeed, certain
species of ceanothus are becom-
ing
becaues the natural phenomenon
of fire is not .periodxcally present
tion. .

I know of a forest slope which
is literally covered with blue-
blossom, Nothing but trees were
seen here at one time. Then the
trees were cut. A fire swept
over the slope and in the wake
came millions of shrubs; plants
germinated by fire.

I talked to an old time woods-
man the other day. Douglas fir
conk is on the increase. He tells
me he can remember when a tree
with conk was a rare thing; now
it is hard to find one without it.
He believes that the exclusion of
fire has allowed the spores
(spores which lived in the ground
litter and were regularly Kkilled
by fire) to multiply and grow.

Not a far fetched thought!

When fires were uncontrolled,

portions of fallen wood were
weonsumed. I know places now

in mixed Douglas fir-redwood
stands where the floor, the can-
yons and the slopes have limbs,
tops, trees and roots in a jum-
bled, jackstraw mess. Fire nev-
er got in and did its cleanup
job. If and when it ever does

things might be rough. i

Has the jumble of down stuff
had other non-apparent effects?
Are there more shrews for exam-
ple because there are more down
logs? What of the nature of the
ground, the moisture, the fungi,
the insects and every minute
creeping and crawling thing? Has
anything been done to the tree
reproduction potential? Are more
rodents harbored here — do they
eat more seed?

Do more insects find homes
here — do they eat more seed-
lings? We just don’t know, but
I think it is safe to assume that
fire exclusion has had its effect
and what the effects are we may
not see today, but we may see
them 50 years from now. We
may lose the forest to something
g'lse' because we saved it from
ire!
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Albuquerque, N. M. (®.—Fred-
erick Young, Shiprock, N. M., Nav-

Mexico university for a career in
nuclear engineering, Young, who
served four years with the air
force in England, Germany and
Japan, is attending on a Navajo
tribal scholarship and under the
GI bill. He is married to Helen
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