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THE FOLLOWING REPORT IS THE FIRST KNOWN EFFORT BY A 
LOCAL GROUP TO ACCOMPLISH A WOODLAND OWNER SURVEY IN TRUMBULL, 
MAHONING, AND COLUMBIANA TRI-COUNTY AREA. THE SURVEY PRESENTS 
A PRELIMINARY PICTURE OF TRl-COUNTY WOODLAND CONDITIONS AND 
THE VIEWPOIHT OF THE WOODLAND OWNER. 

YOU WILL BE INTERESTED TO KNOW WHAT TYPE OF PERSON OWNS 
OUR WOODLANDS, HIS REASONS FOR HAVING THIS PROPERTY, AND WHAT 
HIS PLANNING IS FOR THE FUTURE. THERE IS MUCH MORE REVEALED, 
BUT READ THE REPORT AND COME TO YOUR OWN CONCLUSIONS. 

THANKS TO ALL WHO CONTRIBUTED AND ASSISTED IN MAKING THIS 
SURVEY POSSIBLE. 

Harold L. Smith 
Chairman Woodland Committee 
Crossroads Resource Conservation 
and Development Council 
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SUMMARY AND IMPLICATIONS 

The foregoing analysis of ownership characteristics and attitudes 
toward woodland use indicates that, as a group, a substantial majority of 
those who own woodland in Trumbull, Mahoning, and Columbiana Counties are 
over 50 years of age. These owners account for 70 percent of the respondents 
and 72 percent of the woodland acres. Ownership in the younger age groups 
represent a minority. It would appear, therefore, that within the next 
decade a significant amount of woodland will change ownership and this will 
offer increased opportunity to educate these new landowners in good wood
land management. 

By occupation, the largest block of owners are farmers, followed by 
retirees, professionals, and factory workers. Average years of ownership 
is just under 18. Average years of ownership for farmers is 25 years. 

As a group, investment and use of forest products are the primary 
reasons mentioned for owning woodland. Thirty percent of the respondents 
indicated these activities as their first preference for ownership, followed 
by beauty and recreation. The pattern of use varied among occupations. 
Farmers and retirees tended to view the use of their woodlots as an in
vestment and for the production of forest products. This would suggest 
opportunities for increased emphasis on educational and service programs 
for these woodland owners who view their woodlots primarily as an invest
ment and marketable commodity. 

Although subordinate to investment and forest products as a use of 
the woodland, recreation and aesthetics are considered to be important, 
especially in the smaller acreage groups (less than 50 acres) and occupations 
other than farming. This interest pattern presents an educational programming 
challenge distinct from that mentioned above. 

In regard to the woodland owner's intention to plant in the next 
five years, only 14 percent answered "yes", while fully 1/2 of the respondents 
indicated that their plans were indefinite. Large landowners (100 acres +) 
show the most willingness to plant with 22 percent indicating "yes" and 
33 percent stating "no". By occupation, professionals and farmers were the 
groups most interested in planting. These data would indicate that large 
landowners, especially professionals and farmers, will be more receptive 
to reforestation programs than other groups. 

In looking at the types of woodland held by the respondents, 78 percent 
indicated second generation mixed hardwoods, 178 percent indicated brush/ 
sapling, and 36 percent indicated evergreens- . It is interesting to note 
the large percentage of brush/sapling owners. This denotes an increased 
need for working with this group of owners to make their land more productive. 

Concerning forestry assistance, 65 percent of the owners used one or 
more sources of assistance available to them. The most frequently used 
was the local Service Forester, followed by the District Conservationist 

l/Total greater than 100 percent since many owners had more than one type 
~f woodland. 
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and the County Extension Agent. Farmers tended to use the available 
assistance more than any other occupational group. Perhaps this is because 
farmers tend to work with other programs provided by these agencies and 
are consequently more aware of their services. It would seem that those 
agencies offering programs to woodlot owners might put increased emphasis 
on non-farmer occupational groups. 

The majority of r~quests for assistance were in timber stand improve-
ment followed by marketing and reforestation. Again, farmers and professionals 
were the main recipients. In asking the respondents what assistance might 
be helpful in the near future, evaluation of woodland and tax reduction 
information were the most mentioned. Only a very small percentage (7 percent) 
asked for more information on woodland management. 

As a result of this survey, a sounder basis for assessing the role 
of the woodland owner as a supplier of forest products and receiver of 
educational and service programs can be made. It is hoped that private 
operators and government agencies will find this material useful as a 
basis for planning future programs. 
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INTRODUCTION 

Setting 

The 1970 timber inventory of Ohio shows that the Trumbull, Mahoning, 
and Columbiana County area contains 253,800 acres of woodland, 98 percent 
of which is classified by the United States Forest Service as connnercial 
forest land. One-fourth of the tri-county land area is in forests. Ninety
five percent of the conunercial woodland is privately owned. Five percent 
is in public ownership. 

Although a breakdown by age group is not available for the three-county 
area, statistics on the seventeen northeastern Ohio counties show that 33 
percent of the acreage is in sawtimber stands, 10 percent in poletimber 
stands, and 53 percent in seedling-sapling stands. Four percent is non
stocked. The principal forest types are oak-hickory, elm-ash-red maple, 
maple-beech-birch, and oak-pine. Scattered minor types include white and 
red pine-hemlock, Virginia pitch pine, and aspen-birch. 

The acreage of woodland has shown a slight increase in the past decade 
due mainly to the abandonment of crop and pasture land which has grown 
back naturally to woods. 

Background and Objectives of Survey 

Who are the woodland owners in the Trumbull, Mahoning, Columbiana 
County area? What are their interests in the woodlands and their relation
ships with timber operators? Answers to these and other questions were 
needed to assist in developing educational programs in woodland management 
and to identify owner interest in marketing his woodland products. Little 
was known about the characteristics, attitudes, and behavior of farmers, 
housewives, and those in professional occupations who own a large percentage 
of the woodland in the three-county area. Until more was known about these 
individuals and the extent of their interests in woodland, it was impossible 
to develop programs to meet their interests. To help fill this void, a 
survey was conducted of woodland owners in the three counties. 

Objectives of the study were to determine woodland owner interests 
in the following: 1) attitudes toward woodland ownership and their 
characteristics; 2) willingness to manage and harvest timber; 3) intended 
use of woodland; 4) past and future use of forestry assistance; 5) intention 
of planting within five years; and 6) size of woodland resources. 
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Two hundred and seventy-five woodland owners were selected from the 
tri-county area by randomly placing dots on a map and choosing the nearest 
woodland owner north of each dot. Plat maps, aerial photos, and United 
States Geogoical Survey topography maps were used to determine the 
nearest respondent to each dot. The Soil Conservation Service District 
Conservationists did most of this work. Over 50 percent of the respondents 
were not cooperators with any United States Department of Agriculture agency. 
Of 275 questionnaires mailed, 144 were completed and used in this analysis. 
Findings reported are subject to the limitations that a fifty-two percent 
return of questionnaires imposes. However, no known biases are evident 
upon examination of the return. 

WOODLAND OWNER CHARACTERISTICS 

The majority of the woodland owners that responded from the Trumbull
Mahoning-Columbiana County area are over 50 years of age (Table 1). Almost 
70 percent are in this age group, with 24 percent in the 31-50 age group. 
Owners over 50 control 72 percent of the woodland acreage. Therefore any 
effective planning for the availability and use of private woodland should 
involve this age group. As indicated in Figure 1 and Figure 2, as age ~ 
increases both the number of owners and the acreage they own increase. 
Very few are under 30 years of age. In short, it would appear that as 
some of these older individuals relinquish ownership because of retirement, 
death, or sales, then significant amounts of woodland will change ownership 
in the next decade. 

Figure 1. Age categories in years of 
woodland ownership in Trumbull, Mahoning, 
and Columbiana Counties, 1975. 

Figure 2. Acreagr' of woodland owned 
by age groups in T1 .Jmbull, Mahoning, 
and Columbiana Courties, 1975. 
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Over 50 
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Occupation 

Woodland owners have many diverse kinds of occupations. Of those 
responding by occupation, the largest group of owners (29 percent) are 
farmers, followed closely by retirees (21 percent) (Table 1). A few 
percentage points below this group are the professionals and factory 
workers with 15 percent and 14 percent respectively. 

Table 1 - Occu2ation of Woodland Owners* 
Number Percent Average Total Number Percentage 

Occu2ation of Owners of Owners Acres Per Owner of Acres of Acres 

Lodges, Corp. 12 9 525 6,296 37 
Farmers 39 29 104 4,407 25 
Professional 20 20 153 3 ,073 19 
Retired 28 21 58 1,628 10 
Laborers 19 14 33 633 4 
Store Owners 3 2 144 431 19 
Housewife 8 6 45 360 2 
Clerical, Sales 2 2 9 17·0 0 
Other 2 2 9 18 0 

Total 133 100 124 16,503 100 

!Does not include one individual who owns 4,000 acres. 
'l 

'Less than .5 percent. 
*Eleven did not respond. 

It is interesting to note that of those surveyed, the largest percentage 
in almost every occupation is 50 years or older. This is the largest age
ownership bracket (Table 2). In grouping occupations, 23 percent would be 
categorized as white collar (professionals, store owners, clerical sales) 
workers; 47 percent as blue collar and the remaining 30 percent as retired, 
housewife, lodges and others. 

Table 2 - Occu2ation and Ase* 
Fae- Prof es- Sales House 

Age Retiree Farmer tory sional Store Clerical wife Lodges Other 

18 - 30 0 2 1 2 0 0 0 1 0 
31 - 50 1 6 10 6 3 1 3 0 1 
over 50 24 29 8 13 2 1 5 1 0 

Total 25 37 19 21 5 2 8 2 1 

*Twenty-four did not respond. 
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Tenure ?.nd Size ~ 

Survey returns included individuals who have owned their land for 
more than three generations. The majority of the respondents, however, 
have been woodlot owners 21 years or more, with the average being 17.8 
years. The largest percentage of ownership by acres is the 1 - 49 acre 
group, Sl percent, followed by the lOo+ acre group, 31 percent. (Table 3). 
As would be expected, the smaller the woodlot acreage the greater the 
number of owners. 

Table 3 - Years of Ownership and Acreage Class by Percentage* 

Years 1 - 49 acres SO - 99 acres lOo+ acres Percent 

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

10 or less 19 lS 7 6 6 s 26 
11 - 20 17 14 6 s 19 lS 34 
21 or more 27 22 8 7 13 11 40 

Total 63 Sl 21 18 38 31 100 

*Twenty-two did not respond, 

Respondents were asked about their occupations and the years they have 
owned the woodland. Over SO percent of the farmers and retirees have owned 
their woodlands 21 years or more (Figure 3). The professionals seem to be 
the latest occupational group to purchase land, with 43 percent buying with
in the last 10 years. 

Figure 3. Years of ownership and occupation in Trumbull, Mahoning and 
Columbiana Counties. 

75 ... 

so • 

25 -

120%1 
111 

Retiree 

IIIJ 10 or Less 

IH~I 
Farmer 

D i1-20 

50% 

111 

Iii 

33% 

43% 

111 

46% 

111 
27% 
111 

Factory Prof. Othersa 

[] 21 or More 

8 Store owners, clerical, salespersons, housewives, lodges, others. 

-6-

~ 



' 

WOODLAND OWNER ATTITUDES AND ACTIONS 

Use of Woodland 

Determining the woodland owners' objective for use of their wood
lands rested on the assumption that they would have several uses in mind. 
In view of this, respondents were asked to check (in order of importance) 
all of the listed woodland objectives that applied to their individual 
situations. These data plainly indicates that woodland owners as a group, 
consider their woodland as a producer of forestry products and as invest
nent (Table 4). These two uses constitute 68 percent of the first place 
choices. 

Table 4 - Owners Interest in Woodland* 
RANK Total 

1 2 3 4 5 Lower by 
F R E Q U ENCY Use 

Forest Products 22 21 9 5 5 1 68 
Beauty 10 31 15 7 1 1 65 
Investment 32 17 11 1 1 2 64 
Recreation 16 23 15 6 1 2 63 
Homesite 5 10 6 1 5 1 28 
Other 9 5 3 1 2 2 22 

Total 99 107 59 21 15 9 

*Over 144 because many respondents answered more than once. 

Beauty ranked second on the total use scale with 65 naming this use. 
Next was recreation, followed by homesite. The other category represents 
all other uses noted. Table 4 illustrates that investment and use of 
forest products are first in most woodland owners' minds. However, most 
respondents appear to make some recreational use of their woodland and 
appreciate its aesthetic qualities. 

As might be expected, the pattern of woodland owner interest varied 
among occupations. Farmers and retirees lead the list of those most 
frequently listing investment and use of forest products. Recreation 
and beauty are mentioned more often by professionals, factory workers, 
and others (Table 5). 
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Table 5 - Woodland Usase bl OccuEation* ~ 
Factory 

Other.M Use Retiree Farmer Worker Prof. 

No. a1 No. % No. % No. % No. % lo 

Investment 12 33 17 23 9 20 15 22 9 13 
Homesite 2 6 3 4 5 12 9 13 7 10 
Beauty 8 22 13 17 9 20 14 20 16 23 
Recreation 4 11 8 11 11 25 17 25 19 27 
Forest Products 9 25 28 37 8 18 11 16 9 13 
Other 1 3 6 8 2 5 3 4 10 14 

Total 36 100 75 100 44 100 69 100 70 100 

*Over 144 because many respondents answered more than once. 
A/Store owners, clerical, salesperson, housewife, lodges, others. 

It appears that woodlots of 100 acres or more tend to be held 
m9re often for investment and forest products. Smaller and medium sized 
woodlots tend to be more diversified in their usage, but forest products 
still head the list in both categories. (Table 6) 

Table 6 - Use and Acrease* 
w 0 0 D L A N D AC R E S 

1 - 49 50 - 99 100+ 

Number Percent Humber Percent Number Percent 

Investment 21 21 10 19 22 29 
Homesite 7 7 7 13 4 5 
Beauty 20 20 9 17 13 17 
Recreation 22 22 11 21 14 18 
Forest Products 27 27 12 23 18 24 
Other 3 3 4 7 5 7 

Total 100 100 53 100 76 100 

* Over 144 because many respondents answered more than once. 

The woodland owner was also questioned about his intention of planting 
trees within the next five years. The majority of the respondents, 50 
percent, said they didn't know, with another 37 percent stating they had 

~ 

no intentions of planting. Only 13 percent answered yes. The most re- ~ 
sponsive group to planting is the large acreage owners (Table 7). The 
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middle acreage landowners lead the list on stating no intention to 
plant within the next five years • 

Table 7 - Acrease of Trees Intended to Plant* 
WOODLAND A C R E S 

Intention to Plant 1 - 49 50 - 99 100+ 

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

Yes 6 11 1 4 8 
No 20 36 11 46 12 
Don't Know 29 53 12 50 16 

Total 55 100 24 100 36 

*Twenty-nine did not respond. 

By occupation, farmers and professionals were the most likely groups 
to plant trees. These two occupations account for 64 percent of the 
affirmative responses (Figure 4). The professionals were evenly divided 
between "yes" and "no" replies. 

Figure 4. Occupation and Intention to Plant 
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In J.noking more intensely at the breakdown in regard to type of wood
lot owned in the three county area, 78 percent indicated they have an 
averagf. vf 68 acres and second growth mixed hardwoods. Thirty-eight percent 
of the respondents has brush sapling woodland. This was followed by ever
greens (26 percent) and virgin timber (24 percent) (Table 8). The amount 
of virgin timber reported is higher than expected. Apparently "virgin 
timber" does not have the same meaning to all woodland owners because, 
technically, there is little, if any, virgin timber in the three county 
area. 

Table 8 - Type of Woodland* 
Number of Percent of Total Total Percent of 

Respondents Respondents (120) Acres Total Acres 

Second Growth 93 78 6,349 57 
Brush/Sapling 45 38 1, 773 16 
Virgin Timber 29 24 1,646 15 
Evergreen 31 26 688 6 
Plantation 10 8 190 3 
Other 6 1 312 3 

*Over 144 because many respondents answered more than once. 

USE OF FORESTRY ASSISTANCE 

Of the many forest services available in the three counties surveyed, 
36 percent of those responding had made no use of this assistance. For ~ 
those using available assistance, the local Service Forester was contacted 
32 percent of the time, the,Dlstrict Conservationist 25 percent, County 
Extension Agent 16 percent, and timber buyer 13 percent of the time. 
However, the Service Forester was seen as the primary person to who the 
respondent would turn for help on his woodland (Table 9). 

Table 9 - Forestry Assistance 

Agency Number Used Service Percent 

Service Forester 52 32 
scs 41 25 
County Extension Agent 26 16 
Timber Buyer 21 13 
Forestry Assoc. 11 7 
Neighbor 8 5 
Other (ASCS) 2 1 
Vo-Ag 1 .5 
Park Naturalist 1 .s 

Total Responding 163* 100 

*Total more than 144 because some owners used more than one service. 
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~ooking at occupational contact for forestry assistance, 67 percent 
of the farmers contacted the Service Forester or the District Conservationist. 
Likewise, 67 percent of the retirees and 58 percent of the professionals 
also contacted these two individuals. Consequently, those occupations 
which own the most acres of woodland generally seek help from these two 
sources. 

The majority of the requests for assistance (59 percent) were in 
Timber Stand Improvement (T.S.I.). Timber marketing was second at 19 
percent, followed by reforestation and general land use problems at 9 
percent each. Farmers and professional people were the occupational 
groups that requested the largest percentage of T.S.I. work done, 63 
percent. In regard to timber sales, farmers accounted for 40 percent 
of the requests. Of those who received assistan~e, the overwhelming 
majority (88 percent) were satisfied. 

After listing the types of assistance received and the agency involved 
the woodland owner was asked what assistance might be helpful to him in 
the near future. Seventeen percent of those responding asked for assistance 
in the evaluation of their woodland, while 15 percent wanted information 
on governmental financial assistance and 14 percent on tax reduction 
(Table 10). Only 7 percent asked for more information on the management 
of their woodland. Of all those responding to the question "Do you want 
assistance?", 10 percent answered negatively. 

Table 10 - Assistance Desired* 

Type Number Percent 

Evaluation of Woodland 55 17 
Governmental Financial Assistance 47 15 
Tax Reduction 45 14 
Tree Planting Info. 36 11 
Protection of Woodland 34 11 
Earvesting and MarketinE; 31 10 
Reputable Buver 30 10 
~fanagement or Woodland 24 7 
Timber Contractor 13 4 
Other 3 1 

Total 100 

*~iore than 144 because some respondents answered more than once. 

Nanagement 

Is management a problem? One hundred and five woodland owners responded 
to t;.:..s question with 54 percent statJng "yes", 39 percent ''no", and 7 
percent "not sure". By acreage owned, the majority of small and large 
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woodland owners indicated that management is a problem (Table 11). However, 
only 3'.i .Jerceat of the medium acreage owners feel this way. ~ 

Table 11 - Ownership and Acreage* 
Xanagement 

is a Problem 

y"'' 
Ho 
~iot Sure 

Total 

1 - 49 acres 

Number Percent 

28 
19 

2 

49 

57 
39 

4 

100 

*Forty-two did not respond. 

50 - 99 acres 

Number Percent 
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7 
11 

2 

20 

35 
55 
10 

100 

100+ acres 

Number Percent 

20 
10 

3 

33 

61 
30 

9 

100 
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