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Figure 3 - Arizona and New Mexico harvested tree bole utilization, 2012-2017.

Gila, Kaibab, Lincoln, and Santa Fe National Forests, district timber Harvested tree bole* - Arizona Harvested tree bole* - New Mexico For more info about t_hiS study, please contact:
staff, private landowners, foresters, mill operators, and loggers. Without (portions of tree from cut stump to tip of main stem) (portions of tree from cut stump to tip of main stem) Eric Slmmons.. eric.simmons@business.umt.edu
whose assistance this analysis could not have been accomplished. Steven Hayes: steve.hayes@business.umt.edu

Or find us on the web at http://www.bber.umt.edu/FIR

4.6% 91.6% 2306 15%  1.8% 89.6% 5.5% 3.1% A BUREAU OF BUSINESS AND
m Non-growing stock mill delivered Growing stock mill delivered ® Non-growing stock mill delivered Growing stock mill delivered ECONOMIC RESEARCH
UNIVERSITY OF MONTANA
Growing stock logging residue Non-growing stock logging residue Growing stock logging residue Non-growing stock logging residue
*Excludes branches and forked tops *Excludes branches and forked tops

/\*‘\_uwweaﬁwv OF
MONTANA



http://www.bber.umt.edu/FIR
http://www.umt.edu/printingandgraphics/imx/logos/UM%20Main%20Logo%20Maroon.jpg
http://www.umt.edu/printingandgraphics/imx/logos/UM%20Main%20Logo%20Maroon.jpg

	Slide Number 1

