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TAXATION AND OTHER FACTORS
AFFECTING PRIVATE FORESTRY
IN CONNECTICUT

INTRODUCTION
NATURE OF THE PROBLEM

URING the last 300 years the general economy of Connecticut has

changed from one predominantly agricultural to one that is primarily
industrial. Although at one time heavily forested, practically three-fourths
of the total area of the State was cleared for agricultural use. Industrializa-
tion and opening of the West resulted in the greater part of this land be-
coming idle, most of it slowly reverting to forest growth. Land, at one
time the major production factor, diminished in importance. Likewise, many
forest industries based on exploitation of timber needed for a growing
economy passed out of existence through lack of suitable raw material.

At the beginning of the present century attention was directed toward
uncultivated farm land (Jenkins, 1902). A large amount of cleared land
could not be cultivated or pastured at any profit to the owners, In addition,
repeated overcutting and burning had depleted woodlands until they were
unable to yield other than a scant amount of inferior wood of very small
size. Many questions arose as to how these unproductive lands could be
made to yield some measure of profit to their owners and, thereby, con-
tribute to the over-all economy of the State,

In order to answer these questions the State embarked on a land acquisi-
tion program, the areas to serve “as an object lesson in tree planting and in
the proper management of woodland.” (Mulford, 190o2) This program has
continued to the present, the State now owning 120,684 acres within 26
State forests. However, after 50 years of concentrated effort on the part of
the State to interest private owners in the practice of forestry, there are
very few who have taken steps to improve their stands. The U.S. Forest
Service (1046b) found that for the small, private holdings in New Eng-
land (under 5,000 acres), 54 percent of the cutting was “poor or destruc-
tive.” Why is it that private owners do not avail themselves of the
best known methods of forest management? Perhaps there are certain
economic impediments to private forestry which tend to influence their de-
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