


up-in-the-forest and the pure Marxist 
needs of maximum volume still dominate 
some correspondents.] 

Now, according to SDR, I attended a 
meeting and listened in silence to an eco- 
nomic disposition. I certainly recall being 
at an address when Spurr talked on the 
New Zealand Forest Products Ltd's radi- 
ata plots; I d o  not recall being at a Dou- 
glas fir talk, but this is quite possible. I 
suppose these talks were given in 1960 
and 1962? 

But even to the weirdest observer, it is 
easy to believe I said nothing because any 
financial calculations would have needed 
both the radiata regime and the Douglas 
fir work; and I had not got to that stage in 
1962 - see the dates of the references 
given above. Spurr's paper came out in 
1962, when the second Conical Hill study 
was published. The direct regime first 
fully appeared at the ANU in 1967-68 
after its formative years cited above. 

Turning to Spurr's "precise articulation 
of the economic benefits of Douglas fir". 
This is presumably the paper, Spurr 1961 
(see references). Spun  is not here to 
defend himself; but professional publica- 
tions are subject to continued amendment, 
and authors, living or otherwise, are sub- 
ject to the normal course of scientific crit- 
icism. I refer readers to his paper (p15); 
the economics section consists of about 14 
lines and the only figure given is, "a prob- 
ably 50 per cent greater stumpage than for 
radiata"; marketability is considered too. 
In my opinion the economic parts are 
unimportant. But Spurr's influence, I 
think, reinforced the already considerable 
enthusiasm for Douglas fir in New Zea- 
land. I would like to take this a little fur- 
ther in view of the Second Coming of this 
species as advised by M.D. Wilcox (him- 
self the author of a major review of the 
species) in the same issue. 

There was an FRI meeting on Douglas 
fir in 1974 (Symposium No. 15, James 
and B u m  1978) for which 1 prepared three 
papers on risks, marketing and profitabil- 
ity. 

One was formally published (Fenton 
1976) (for this paper Bob Tennant did the 
growth analyses). This updated some of 
the Douglas fir regimes in the branch 
report of 1967. As part of a sensitivity 
analysis the returns for Douglas fir were 
doubled (as well as the full range of sen- 
sitivity analyses that were routine). I think 
it could make 7.5 per cent under this 
assumption. Radiata export logs, in that 
fortunate year of 1973, were making over 
13 per cent; I didn't bother to double the 
returns for radiata. I did not update any of 
this to deal with the post Swiss-needle cast 
situation. 

Douglas fir received relatively full 
treatment from the financial and economic 

side in New Zealand partly because, as 
SDR implies, a visiting authority carries 
so much weight (shades of the DeGryse 
report). I had hoped the species had been 
put in perspective at that time, and the 
only new developments have been a dis- 
ease, and the usual changes in interna- 
tional trade. The current enthusiasm based 
on a doubling of prices had already been 
dealt with. 

Can M.D. Wilcox let us know if these 
financial studies were updated before 
yet more money is to be spent on this 
species? 

POISON THINNING OF LARCH 
SDR infers larch was poison thinned (in 
Whakarewarewa? It was only present 
there and at Waiotapu.). I would be very 
surprised if this had occurred. Incidentally, 
there is a stand of Castanea in Whakare- 
warewa, and a reasonable variety of forest 
species there. Perhaps the dull bits are the 
bush remnants? 

I suppose procustean means Pro- 
crustean. 

AMENITY AND DIVERSITY 
The rest of SDR's contribution is, I think, 
about amenity planting and variety. I 
would suggest that, for a start, SDR read 
the papers cited above, especially the 
pages 108- 1 12 of the FRI symposium 
(James and Bunn 1978). On page 437 I 
make a few observations, in English, on 
diversification. This includes: "suggest- 
ing Douglas fir for amenity planting in 
New Zealand is akin to stocking a zoo 
with cows and sheep; there is no shortage 
whatever of trees suitable for arbori- 

"Within the forests, de$nite pro- 
visions for greater attractive- 
ness can be, and are, made with 
only minor interference to the 
grim business of making money 
out of low value bulk, which is 
what production forestry 
amounts to." 

cultural purposes in New Zealand and a 
certain imagination is required for small- 
scale planting". Plenty of other people at 
the meeting had the same idea and there 
are a number of good examples of making 
forests attractive, for example Hanmer and 
Dusky to confound this allegation. It is 
pleasant to record that my criticisms (Fen- 
ton 1965) of keeping people out of Whaka- 
rewarewa, for example, are now only of 

use as a past mile-post. I had also said.. . 
"Within the forests, definite provisions for 
greater attractiveness can be, and are, 
made with only minor interference to the 
grim business of making money out of 
low-value bulk, which is what production 
forestry amounts to". 

I certainly know that Steve Strand, for 
example, had relatively elaborate planning 
for recreational forestry in Hawkes Bay 
exotic forests in the 1960s. (There are 
probably other similar endeavours that I 
do not know about.) 

I have written a report (1991) on the 
use of Japanese ornamental species in 
New Zealand exotic plantations for the 
Japanese company concerned, and was 
glad to do this for nothing. It was based on 
real experience. 

So this SDR straw man collapses too. 
There is now a considerable literature 

on New Zealand plantations, and I suggest 
SDR becomes conversant with it. In addi- 
tion, it would help if first-hand experience 
of the forests was obtained. 

This article took some time to research 
and was done without access to official 
records. 

There are things wrong with New Zea- 
land forestry, but not those dealt with in 
SDR's article. 
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