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On July 30, 2001 the Board of Tax and Land Appeals (BTLA) issued
a ruling regarding assessment practices in the Town of Marlow.

At issue was the town’s placement of forestland within the current use
assessment ranges. The Town’s position as quoted from the ruling:

“The Town indicated it uniformly utilizes the upper limit of the assessment
ranges for each of the forestland categories. In other words, the Town assigns
the highest value in each range, without considering site quality, location or
grade characteristics that may distinguish each property in CU. The Town
defended this process of uniformly assigning the highest values to each CU
property in the forest land category because the Town believes to do otherwise
would involve too much ‘subjectivity’ and excessive ‘time and expense’ on the
part of the selectmen/assessors.

“The Towns representatives indicated only two individuals have ever
challenged this practice of assigning the highest value to each CU property.
The Town argued that approximately 70% of the land area in the Town is in
CU and the forestland is generally of high quality and fairly homogeneous.
The Town also stated it’s belief —that ‘many’ towns follow a similar process

in using the highest value in the range, rather than attempting to apply the entire
range of values to the CU assessment process”

The BTLA ruled against the town’s assessment practice, saying:

“The board rules the Town’s uniform practice of using high end value of the CU
forestland assessment ranges, without making any distinctions or adjustments for the
physical characteristics of the land, is not in accordance with the applicable law and
must be corrected.”

The BTLA’s decision was based on NH’s Constitutional requirement of proportionality
of property assessment. The decision describes how proportionality is achieved in
current use through statute and administrative rules.

Important to Towns
and Forestland Owners

Board of Tax & Land Appeals
Issues Ruling

Photo of a Tree Farm
by Eric Darbe
Courtesy NH Timberland
Owners Association



“RSA 79-A:5,I, requires the selectmen to appraise open
space land “at valuations based upon the current use
values established by the [current use] board.” RSA 79-
A:2,V, requires that “[t]his valuation shall be determined
by the assessor in accordance with the range of current
use values established by the board in and accordance
with the class, type, grade and location of land.”
…It is eminently clear from the detail contained within the
statutes and rules that for the constitutional requirement
of proportionality to be met in the assessment of CU
forest land, the selectmen must, as part of their assessing
responsibilities, consider any affect of “type” (tree
species), “grade” (physical geography), “location”
(accessibility) and “site quality” (soil, climate, etc.) in
determining the proper assessment. Cub 304.03 (1)
clearly places this responsibility initially with the
assessors to determine, as best they can, how each
qualifying piece of land should be assessed within the CU
assessment ranges.”

The Town requested that if the BTLA were to require the Town
to reassess its current use properties it provide some guidance
as to a practical, cost efficient way to accomplish this. The
ruling responds to this request by including a matrix (see
below) and outlining a procedure used by another town to
gather voluntary information directly from landowners.
However, as noted in the ruling

“If the selectmen receive inadequate or faulty responses,
or if the taxpayer fails to respond in a timely fashion,
then the selectmen can take whatever additional steps
may be necessary to obtain adequate information or, on
their own, determine or adjust where within the assess-
ment range to place the forest land using other acceptable
methods and information sources. Lack of response from
a taxpayer does not relieve the selectmen of their initial
obligation to assess the property as best they can based on
available public information.”

The Department of Revenue Administration (DRA) re-
sponded quickly by notifying towns of the decision and
posting a Technical Information Release on the DRA website.

BTLA decisions are binding on all towns in the state.

Copies of the Marlow decision are posted on the SPACE website at
wwwwwwwwwwwwwww.nhspace.org.nhspace.org.nhspace.org.nhspace.org.nhspace.org, or copies are available ( free to donors, $2.00 to
everyone else) by contacting the SPACE office.
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The Department of Revenue
Administration (DRA) re-

sponded quickly by notifying
municipalities of the Town of Marlow
decision and posting a Technical
Information Release on the DRA
website. Many towns have re-
sponded proactively to the decision.
Foresters are being employed by
some towns to review the placement
of current use land within the
assessment range. Other towns have

contacted current use landowners directly, requesting they
complete a form using the matrix as suggested in the
decision. UNH Cooperative Extension foresters are also
answering questions for towns and landowners.

Towns Respond
Proactively

Marlow Decision
continued from page 1

Two current use Board members had suggestions for
towns about implementing the BTLA recommenda-

tions. Kathy Temchack, Assessor for the City of Laconia,
said she went to every current use property in her town
and placed them within the assessment range. It was time-
consuming to accomplish, but only
needed to be done once and updated
occasionally as the need arises. Phil
Bryce, Director of Forests and
Lands, pointed out that the land
characteristics that determine
placement within the assessment
range (class, grade, forest type and
location) don’t change much over
time. He suggests that a town do the
entire town at one time because the
comparisons of properties will be
most valuable in relation to one
another. He also noted that deci-
sions regarding a parcel’s location could be made from a
town map. For example, a property located on a paved
state road usually has good access for the removal of forest
products (the “current use” of the land) than another
property located on an unmaintained Class VI road,
which would have poor access.

Current Use Board members
discuss Marlow ruling

Phil Bryce, Director
Forest & Lands
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Factors affecting “grade”, “location”, and “site quality” are specified in current use rule CUB 304.03 as follows:

GrGrGrGrGradeadeadeadeade LocationLocationLocationLocationLocation Site QualitSite QualitSite QualitSite QualitSite Qualityyyyy
a. Steep slopes a. Legal restrictions to a. The quality of the soil
b. Presence of boulders and access b. The climate and

rock outcrops b. Abutting a maintained evaluation
c. Ravines public highway c. Physical geography
d. Wetland or bodies of c. Any other characteristics d. Any other factors that

water affecting accessibility would affect the
e. Any other physical management of the land

qualifications

FFFFForororororest Test Test Test Test Type &ype &ype &ype &ype & CharCharCharCharCharacteristics of Landacteristics of Landacteristics of Landacteristics of Landacteristics of Land FFFFForororororest Test Test Test Test Typeypeypeypeype
TTTTTax Mapax Mapax Mapax Mapax Map # of acr# of acr# of acr# of acr# of acreseseseses VVVVValues*alues*alues*alues*alues*

Lot #Lot #Lot #Lot #Lot # (fill out one box for Circle one for each characteristic

each forest type) good=2, average=l, poor=0     Total        Average

Grade ....................... Good Average Poor
Location ................... Good Average Poor
Site Quality .............. Good Average Poor

Grade ....................... Good Average Poor
Location ................... Good Average Poor
Site Quality .............. Good Average Poor

Grade ....................... Good Average Poor
Location ................... Good Average Poor
Site Quality .............. Good Average Poor

* Example: If the forest land type is “white pine” without “documented stewardship” (current use assessment range: $112 to
$170 per acre in 2002-03) and the grade, location and site quality indications are average, poor and good, respectively, the
calculated scale would be 1 for grade, 0 for location, and 2 for site quality, for a total of 3 out of a maximum possible of 6,
or 50%. 50% of the difference ($58) between $112 and $170 is $29 which, when added to the base of $112, arrives at an
assessment of $141 per acre (.50 x(170-112)+112=141) for forest land with these specific attributes.

The Marlow Decision Sample Matrix

� If your town requests information about your current use land, be
cooperative! It saves the town time and money if you provide
accurate, honest information about your forestland.

� Although most forestland owners will see only a small change in
their tax bill if their assessment changes, owners of larger parcels
can see significant change to the bottom line. It is especially
important for owners of larger parcels to accurately assess the
variations of the grade, location and site quality to receive a fair
assessment.

Forestland Assessment Information for Landowners

White Pine
3 50%22 acres

Map 20
Lot 23-b

� Questions about your forestland assessment? Ask your
town how your property is assessed.

� Questions about how to rate the grade, location and site
quality of your forestland? Contact your county UNH
Cooperative Extension Forester.

� Consider hiring a forester to create a stewardship plan
for your land. You benefit from the reduced stewardship
assessment ranges at the same time your forest benefits
from management.



Legislative

Update

Two Current Use Bills Introduced This Session

In a relatively quiet legislative session
(as far as current use is concerned!)

two bills involving current use were
introduced. The first, HB 1HB 1HB 1HB 1HB 1111115757575757, spon-
sored by Representative Charles Sova of
Enfield, sought to make current use a
local option. SPACE strongly opposed
this bill, as it has opposed similar bills
that have been introduced in the past.

At a committee hearing held
January 16, 2002, Representative Sova
presented his bill by saying local control
is of value to New Hampshire citizens
and “one size fits all” is not functional
here.  He asserted that although current
use is a good concept, some towns,
including some in his district, bear an
unfair burden. Representative Sova said
he was not arguing the validity of current
use, but trying to give communities and
the people the option of having a choice.

SPACE testified against the bill,
reminding legislators that one of the
goals of current use was to protect
private landowners from being forced to
develop or sell their land simply to pay
the property taxes. If HB1157 were to
become law it would undermine the
intent of the law that has been success-
fully conserving open space for more
than 25 years. We know from numerous
Cost of Community Services studies that
current use land, paying taxes based on
current use assessment, pays more in
taxes than it requires in town services.

Armed with statistics from the most
recent UNH survey of current use
landowners, SPACE testified to a poten-
tial chain of events if HB 1157 became
law. Based on the 2001 UNH survey, 27%
of current use landowners earn income
from their current use land, primarily
through forestry and farming. HB 1157
could eliminate this income source for
landowners in towns that “opted out” of
current use, because both industries rely
on current use for economic viability.

Many landowners simply could not afford
to own their open space land if taxed as
house lots. When asked if they would be
able to afford the ad valorum taxes on
their land if current use were eliminated,
51% of survey respondents said they could
not, and another 11% were not sure or
could only keep a portion of the land.
Thus, if HB 1157 were to become law, the
real estate market in communities that
opted out could become flooded with
open space land by landowners forced to
sell to pay the taxes—depressing land
values and with it, tax revenues.

Many of the SPACE coalition members
were present to testify against HB 1157. In
a unanimous vote, the House Environ-
ment and Agriculture Committee voted
to kill the bill.

The second bill, HB 1HB 1HB 1HB 1HB 1399399399399399 intro-
duced by Representative Earl Goodwin
of Dover was looking for a solution to a
problem that has been experienced in
that region. It attempts to resolve a ploy
used by some developers to reduce the
amount of Land Use Change Tax (LUCT)
assessed.  Ownership of unimproved
subdivided land is transferred to other
entities that are owned by the same
developers; thereby paying less LUCT
than if the developer was selling the
improved lot to potential homebuyers.
It is an expensive and seldom used
gimmick; nevertheless SPACE’s position
is that the fair amount of LUCT should
be paid, and manipulations to reduce
the fair penalty need to be remedied.
SPACE did not take a position on this
bill because as written it would be
difficult to administer. The House has
sent this bill to a study committee,
noting the issue is complex and the
need to “avoid unintended conse-
quences.”  SPACE expects to work with
this study committee, offering our
expertise.

Although things are calm at the
moment, SPACE will continue to
monitor legislation to ensure nothing is
added at the last moment that would be
detrimental to current use.
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2002—2003 Current Use Assessment Ranges
Forest Land WHITE PINE HARDWOOD ALL OTHER

Stewardship Forestland $63–$115 $15–$36 $44–$87
Forestland $112–$170 $55–$84 $91–$137

Farm Land $25—$425

Unproductive Land $15
Unproductive Land is land incapable of producing a farm or forest crop and is left in a natural state.
Wetlands  are under this category.

All dollar amounts are assessed value per acre.



S . PS . PS . PS . PS . P . A . C . E .. A . C . E .. A . C . E .. A . C . E .. A . C . E .  N N N N N e w s l e t t e re w s l e t t e re w s l e t t e re w s l e t t e re w s l e t t e r WWWWWinterinterinterinterinter, 2002, 2002, 2002, 2002, 2002 55555

SPACE commissioned a study to determine how forestland
is assessed within the range established by the Current

Use Board. Fourteen randomly selected municipalities, with at
least one municipality in each
county, were visited. Towns visited
for this study were Bennington,
Brookfield, Concord, Conway,
Deerfield, Dummer, Harrisville,
Littleton, Loudon, Milton,
Newmarket, Newport, Peterborough,
and Tilton. Information was gath-
ered on the assessment of 30 parcels
in each town, creating a sample of
420 parcels statewide.

Based on the sample of 420 current
use parcels statewide, almost half
(48%) of the parcels are assessed at
the highest end of the assessment
range. Another seventeen percent
(17%) of the parcels were assessed at
the middle (.51-.61) of the assess-
ment range and only eight percent
(8%) are assessed at the low end of
the range. This distribution of
assessments is heavily skewed to the
high end of the assessment range.

The research also showed that of the 420 parcels sampled, 60
were assessed outside of the range established for the forest-
land type listed on the tax card. Of these 60 parcels, 43 were
assessed above the maximum assessment value and 17 were
assessed below the minimum value.

Of the fourteen towns visited, five towns indicated they
uniformly assess current use land at a single point regardless

SPACE Sponsors Forestland Assessment Range Research

of the parcels class, type, grade or location as specified in the
current use administrative rules. Three of these five towns assess
at the top of the assessment range and two at the mid-point.

Three towns were considering the class,
type, grade and location, with two towns’
assessors reviewing the land’s topography
and accessibility, and one town using a
forester to recommend placement within
the assessment range. Six municipalities
did not know how the land was assessed
within the current use range, either
because of a turnover in municipal officials
and staff since the current use land was last
assessed or because municipal officials
allowed this determination to be made by
outside contractors, without significant
input from the town.

Over the years SPACE has received numer-
ous landowner inquiries regarding the
forestland assessment ranges. However, at
a Public Forum the Current Use Board
indicated they had no evidence of towns
uniformly placing current use land at the
high end of the assessment range.  SPACE
commissioned this study to provide factual
information where only anecdotal informa-

tion was available before. The BTLA rendered the Marlow
decision while the research was in progress, confirming the
research significance—and timeliness!

Copies of this research are available on the SPACE website at
wwwwwwwwwwwwwww.nhspace.org.nhspace.org.nhspace.org.nhspace.org.nhspace.org or on paper by calling the SPACE office.
Free to SPACE contributors, $3.00 to all others.

There was a lot of discussion and no major changes this
year for current use. State Forester Phil Bryce (Director of

Forest and Lands) reviewed the stumpage price formula used
to calculate the forestland assessment ranges, and reported
the current model indicated no changes. Last year the
assessment ranges did increase, but the Current Use Board
decided to only make half the increase indicated. After this
years review that appears to have been the right decision.

Commissioner of Agriculture Steve Taylor recommended no
changes to the farmland assessment range after presenting
information from the New England Agricultural Statistics
2000 that verified the current range.

No Rate Changes This Year

Board members also discussed the
Marlow decision. (See article front
page and page 2) Most Board
members agreed that changes to the
current use administrative rules
would not help resolve the problem.
Chairperson Barbara Reid outlined
what DRA is doing to instruct towns how to place forestland
within the assessment ranges. The Board decided to include the
matrix as suggested by the Board of Land and Tax Appeals in the
new Current Use Guidebook as a tool for towns and landowners
alike. (See page 3 for the matrix.)

Current Use Board Report:



Many Thanks to S.P.A.C.E. Donors!
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7/24/01 thru 11/20/01

Andrew & Anne Bartlett

Albion A. Bergstrom

Bretwood Golf Course,Inc.

Dr.George & Sarah Cahill Jr.

Paul & Diane Castello

John & Nancy Conkling

FW & Phyllis Conley

Vincent & Patricia De Masi Jr.

Peter & Kathleen DeBruyn Kops

Howard C. Dickinson Jr.

James & Linda Fernald

George B. Fillian

Lincoln Gordon

Kingdon Gould Jr.

Alexander S. Guida III

Harvey & Christina Hill

Alfred & Agnes Hillman

Richard Hobbs

Christina Hobbs

Ellen Bayard Kennelly

Megan Burke Kidder

Martha Knox

Levi & Lucille Ladd

James Landry Jr.

Isabel K. Lane

Andrew & Joan McCulloch

James Moriarty

Moulton Forest

John & Diane Myles

Northern Acres

Robert W. Page Jr.

Steve Panish

Wayne Patenaude

John B. & Alice Pepper

James & Diane Philbrick

Elva T.J. Procopio

Barbara B. Putnam

Edward & Nancy Roberts

Robert & Phyllis Roby

Barbara T. Sandford

Walter R. & Elaine Schubert

George & Sandra Schussel

Frank & Pauline Scruton

Shagoury Lake Corp.

Bronson & Mary Shonk

Sullos Family Trust

Richard Trelfa Rev. Trust

Stanley E. Trombly

Val-Mar Trust

Wildcat Partnership
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David & Sally Adams

Dr. Nile & Lee Albright

Smith C. Allard

Christopher Alt

Stephen & Joan Ames

Forrest C. Ames

Andorra Forest LP

Michael & Carol K. Andrews

Philip & Carolyn Auger

Richard H. Austin

James & Sara Bacon

Charles & Jeanne Bacon III

Dominic & Suellen Balestra

James R. Banks

R & M Barnes

Stanley & Anna Bartlett

Bascom’s Maple Farm

Robert P. Bass Jr.

George & Nancy Bates

Roger E. Belson, MD

Igor R. Blake

John V. Blanchard

Putnam & Marion Blodgett

Daniel & Joyce Bodwell

Glenn Bohanan

Anne Booth

Peter P. Bosiak

Maurice Bowes

Brookdale Fruit Farm Inc

George & Marilyn Brown Jr.

Frank Burbee

Dr. Arthur S. Buswell

Bernard & Marilyn Campbell

Thomas & Patience Chamberlin

George & Sarah Chase

Howard & Elaine Clark

Cecily Clark

Reuben D. Cole

Donald Comstock

Martin & Annemarie Conley

Edward J. Connors

Bruce & Linda Courtemanche

Ronald & Anita Cristofono

Scott Cunningham

Robert Dabrowski

Janet W. Damsell

Robert B. & Priscilla Dannies

Peter & Gwyneth Dejager

Casimir & Elizabeth DeRham Jr.

Marion Deschenes

S. Whitney & Closey Dickey

Peter & Martha Diebold

John B. Dodge

Samuel & Joanne Doyle

Peter C. Doyle

Winslow Duke

Jacob Dunnell

Richard & Anne Earle

Col. Kenneth D. Eastman

Ellen Edwards

Julius & Joan Emmert

Carl Siemon

Family Charitable Trust

Quentin P. Faulkner

Theodore & Michael Fedus

Vincent & Miriam Ferdinando

Vergil & Ruth Ferm

Peter & Julia Ferrino, MD

Mary S. Fessenden

West Side Forest & Devel. Co.

Verne & Mary Fowler

Barbara Frangione

Anne C. Gallagher

Helen E. Gallant

John & Joan Galloway

Paul K. Geddes

David Gillis

Sagamore-Hampton Golf Club

Herbert W. Goodwin

Robert & Nancy Grady

Michael J.A. Guida

H & K Properties

Ann W. Hackl

John M. Haffenreffer

Richard A. Hall

Charles & Margaret Hanrahan

Henry E. Harris Jr.

Carter H. Harrison

Horace & Kathleen

Henriques III

Gail Manyan Henry

L. Clarke Hill

John & Jean Hoffman Jr.

Richard Hotchkiss

Shirley L. Hudson

Ralph H. Hudson

Eugene R. Hussey

Robert & Marie Jaarsma

Michael Janson

Mildred Jaynes

Wendell & Erline Jesseman

Jolyon Johnson

Daniel & Linda Jones

Joslin Aycrigg Center

Samuel & Louise Kaymen

Robert & Patricia Kelsey Jr.

Raymond S. Kennard Jr.

James Kent

Mary Kilcup

John R. Korsman

Francis W. Laase

Edward J. Lamb

Thomas W. Lawless Jr.

Thomas D. Lee

David & Elizabeth Leigh

Russell & Verna Leonard

Robert & Stephen Lievens

John & Rebecca Little

Paul & Mary Livingston

Carol D. Locke-Endy

Charles F. Loycano

Frederick Lyford

Lyme Timber Co.

Jacqueline Lyon

Audrey T. MacLean

Milton & Nancy Mardirosian

Frances, Samuel & Thomas

Marston

Real L. Martel

Roger Mathes

Richard G. McDanolds

Joyce K. McGowan

Thomas & Claudia McIlvain Jr.

Meadowsend Timberlands Ltd

Robert & Grazyna Medynski

Esther Merrill

Robert & Nancy Merriman

Christopher & Catherine Milton

Peter S. Miner

Lois Moore

James P. Moran

John Morison

Herbert Nilson

Dennis & Kathy Nolin

Northland Forest Products

David & Babs Nutt

Patrick & Kendra O’Donnell

Glenn & Marilyn Ordway

Isobel Parke

Barbara Parker

Gerard Pednault

Martha M. Pennell

Warren J. & Blanche Perkins

Walter & Dorothy Peterson

Norma K. Pieters

Charles & Joan Platt

George K. Plummer III

Charlotte Pogue

Leslie Poindexter

Benjamin Pratt

Pearle W. Preston

Purity Spring Resort

Agnar & Anah Pytte

Joseph & Margaret Ransmeier

Fred & Katherine Roedel

Philip & Eleanor Rust Jr.

S&M Forest Trust

Jarib Sanderson Jr.

Neil Sawyer

Lawrence & Lois Scammon Jr.

Bruce & Sarah Schwaegler

Robert E. Scribner

Seamans Family Trust

The Siemon Company

Catherine Skove

Harold & Lorraine Slack

Daniel Smith

Charles W. Smith

Charles & Diane Souther

Louisa C. Spencer

Richard & Lucy Stacey

Samuel A.C. Family
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Donald & Margo Stever Jr.

Charles E. Stewart

Hermon & Dorothy Swartz

Swasey Corporation

Cyrille Syriac

William & Renada Taylor

David V.N. Taylor

G. Ernest Temple

Stanley B. & Carolyn Terhune
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Bruce & Millie Thomas

William & Patricia Thompson
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Larry Sunderland
Audubon Society of NH
Deering
John Violette
NH Snowmobile Association
Bow
Michael Yatsevitch
Landowner
Cornish
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The University of New Hampshire Survey Center conducted a survey of Current Use landowners
for SPACE.  The purpose of the survey was to assess the present status of the Current Use

program, as well as the potential impact of regulatory, administrative and land management
practices on enrollment and maintenance of lands in Current Use.  The survey questionnaire
included questions about land in Current Use and Current Use assessment practices, as well as future
land use plans and the land use change tax structure.  This survey replicates portions of a similar
survey conducted by the UNH Survey Center in 1993.  A random sample of 460 owners of Current
Use land in New Hampshire was interviewed by telephone. The margin of sampling error for a
survey of this size is +/- 4.7%.

Major findings in this study include:

On average, land has been enrolled in Current Use for 20 years, and the median lot size is 45 acres.

People with land in current use are significantly older than the adult New Hampshire population.
The median age of Current Use landowners is 65 years old.

21% of surveyed forestland owners have a written management plan.

Current use land is a source of income for 27% of landowners, compared to only 15% in 1993.

Of those respondents who have farmland in current use, 50% said that the farmland is no longer
active pasture or cropped.

Landowners are familiar with land assessment values set by the Current Use Board, as well as the
Land Use Change Tax.  However, there is considerable confusion about criteria for placement of
Current Use land within assessment ranges, and only one-third of owners know the current Land
Use Change Tax rate.

More than half (51%) of landowners say they could not afford to keep their land if it were taxed at
regular rates.  In addition, 4% said they could keep only a portion of their land and another 7%
said they did not know if they could afford to keep their land. When asked if current use were
eliminated would they sell their land, 40% of landowners said that they would keep their land,
40% said they would have to sell some or all their land, and 20% didn’t know.

The survey report is being finalized, and will be available soon! It will be posted on our website at
www.nhspace.org, or contact the SPACE office to obtain a copy when released. Price to be determined.

SPACE-Sponsored UNH Survey of Current Use
Landowners Almost Complete
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NH TNH TNH TNH TNH Timberland Ownimberland Ownimberland Ownimberland Ownimberland Owners Associaers Associaers Associaers Associaers Associationtiontiontiontion

Working with landowners, loggers, foresters
and wood-using industries to promote good

forestry and a strong forest products economy.
Information on Tree Farms, timber taxes,

federal cost-share, forest markets, regulations
and pending legislation.

For membership information
NHTNHTNHTNHTNHTOOOOOA 54 PA 54 PA 54 PA 54 PA 54 Pororororortsmouth Strtsmouth Strtsmouth Strtsmouth Strtsmouth Street,eet,eet,eet,eet,

ConcorConcorConcorConcorConcord, NH 0330d, NH 0330d, NH 0330d, NH 0330d, NH 033011111
wwwwwwwwwwwwwww.nhtoa.org phone (603) 224-9699.nhtoa.org phone (603) 224-9699.nhtoa.org phone (603) 224-9699.nhtoa.org phone (603) 224-9699.nhtoa.org phone (603) 224-9699

BBBBBaldwin, Callen, Hogan & Kidd, pllcaldwin, Callen, Hogan & Kidd, pllcaldwin, Callen, Hogan & Kidd, pllcaldwin, Callen, Hogan & Kidd, pllcaldwin, Callen, Hogan & Kidd, pllc

A Law Firm dedicated to
New Hampshire’s Environment

We are a State-wide practice focusing on Land
Use, Land Protection, Zoning, Boundary

Disputes, Permitting, Wetlands, Spills, and
Land or Well Contamination

11111000001 N. Sta1 N. Sta1 N. Sta1 N. Sta1 N. State Strte Strte Strte Strte Street, Concoreet, Concoreet, Concoreet, Concoreet, Concord, NH 0330d, NH 0330d, NH 0330d, NH 0330d, NH 033011111
Phone: (603) 225-Phone: (603) 225-Phone: (603) 225-Phone: (603) 225-Phone: (603) 225-25852585258525852585

NNNNNew England Few England Few England Few England Few England Forestrorestrorestrorestrorestryyyyy

ConsulConsulConsulConsulConsultttttants, Inc.ants, Inc.ants, Inc.ants, Inc.ants, Inc.

111115 F5 F5 F5 F5 Forororororesters in 1esters in 1esters in 1esters in 1esters in 13 offices ser3 offices ser3 offices ser3 offices ser3 offices serving Nving Nving Nving Nving Neeeeewwwww
England and eastern NEngland and eastern NEngland and eastern NEngland and eastern NEngland and eastern Neeeeew Yw Yw Yw Yw Yororororork.k.k.k.k.

Practicing and promoting forest management
and stewardship since 1944.

P.O. Box 1099, Groton, MA 01450-3099
Toll Free 888-367-3780

phone (978)448-8380 fax (978)448-8379phone (978)448-8380 fax (978)448-8379phone (978)448-8380 fax (978)448-8379phone (978)448-8380 fax (978)448-8379phone (978)448-8380 fax (978)448-8379
e-mail: e-mail: e-mail: e-mail: e-mail: nefco@nefornefco@nefornefco@nefornefco@nefornefco@neforestrestrestrestrestryyyyy.org.org.org.org.org

NNNNNorororororthern Fthern Fthern Fthern Fthern Forest Resourorest Resourorest Resourorest Resourorest Resourcescescescesces

Daniel Stepanauskas, FDaniel Stepanauskas, FDaniel Stepanauskas, FDaniel Stepanauskas, FDaniel Stepanauskas, Forororororesteresteresteresterester
Practicing sustainable forestry since 1982.
Founding member Forest Stewards Guild.

Please call us for more information.
HCR 62 BoHCR 62 BoHCR 62 BoHCR 62 BoHCR 62 Box 42 Silver Lake, NH 0387x 42 Silver Lake, NH 0387x 42 Silver Lake, NH 0387x 42 Silver Lake, NH 0387x 42 Silver Lake, NH 0387

phone/fax (603)367phone/fax (603)367phone/fax (603)367phone/fax (603)367phone/fax (603)367-8-8-8-8-8111111111111111
e-mail: nore-mail: nore-mail: nore-mail: nore-mail: nor for@ncia.netfor@ncia.netfor@ncia.netfor@ncia.netfor@ncia.net

NNNNNungesser & Hill, Aungesser & Hill, Aungesser & Hill, Aungesser & Hill, Aungesser & Hill, Attttttttttornornornornorneyseyseyseyseys

56 NH R56 NH R56 NH R56 NH R56 NH Route 25 (PO Booute 25 (PO Booute 25 (PO Booute 25 (PO Booute 25 (PO Box 665)x 665)x 665)x 665)x 665)
MerMerMerMerMeredith, NH 03253edith, NH 03253edith, NH 03253edith, NH 03253edith, NH 03253

Practice limited to real estate, municipal, trusts
and estates. Representing landowners and

municipalities in Current Use, land planning,
zoning and related matters.

WWWWW illiam L. Nilliam L. Nilliam L. Nilliam L. Nilliam L. Nungesserungesserungesserungesserungesser, Jr, Jr, Jr, Jr, Jr. and D. and D. and D. and D. and Douglas Pouglas Pouglas Pouglas Pouglas P. Hill. Hill. Hill. Hill. Hill
TTTTTel (603)279-8el (603)279-8el (603)279-8el (603)279-8el (603)279-81111182 F82 F82 F82 F82 Fax (603) 279-ax (603) 279-ax (603) 279-ax (603) 279-ax (603) 279-30963096309630963096

Solar WSolar WSolar WSolar WSolar Worororororks, Inc.ks, Inc.ks, Inc.ks, Inc.ks, Inc.

Since 1980, Solar Works has provided renew-
able energy services to residential, commercial
and institutional customers throughout New
England. We offer a full-range of solar electric
grid-connected and emergency power backup
systems. We also provide domestic hot water

and wind turbine systems. Other services
include: Program Management, Training,

Energy Efficiency Auditing, Systems
Design and Installation.

TTTTTed Ved Ved Ved Ved Vansant, PO Boansant, PO Boansant, PO Boansant, PO Boansant, PO Box 577 Wx 577 Wx 577 Wx 577 Wx 577 Wilton, NH 03086ilton, NH 03086ilton, NH 03086ilton, NH 03086ilton, NH 03086
Phone: 603-654-66Phone: 603-654-66Phone: 603-654-66Phone: 603-654-66Phone: 603-654-66111119/fax: 603-654-50209/fax: 603-654-50209/fax: 603-654-50209/fax: 603-654-50209/fax: 603-654-5020

LandLandLandLandLandvest Tvest Tvest Tvest Tvest Timberlandsimberlandsimberlandsimberlandsimberlands

1111109 N09 N09 N09 N09 Norororororth Main Strth Main Strth Main Strth Main Strth Main Street, Concoreet, Concoreet, Concoreet, Concoreet, Concord NHd NHd NHd NHd NH
(603) 228-(603) 228-(603) 228-(603) 228-(603) 228-20202020202020202020

A company of experienced professionals
dedicated to providing consulting and market-
ing services to owners of significant land-based

assets in the northeast for over 30 years.
Services: Timberland Management &

Consulting. Marketing & Sales, Appraisals,
GIS Mapping. Specializing in Timberland

Investments.

SPACE accepts limited classified advertising in
our bi-annual newsletter; circulation 27,000.
For information on rates and our advertising

policy, call SPACE at 603-224-3306 or e-mail to
space@conknet.com

Get reaquainted with your forestland—
 Take a walk and fill out the matrix!


