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Introduction: 
The Forest Legacy Program (FLP) is a forest conservation program that seeks to protect 

traditional forest uses such as timber recreation, and preserve intact working forest 

landscapes throughout the US. The program awards grants that cover up to 75% of the cost 

of conservation easements and fee-simple land purchases that are then held by state 

agencies. Forests conserved using program funding have significant ecological value and 

must be managed to provide tangible economic and social benefits to the public. We 

sought to quantify the economic activities that happen on FLP land in four regions of the 

country and to model how these activities contribute to the regional economy. 

Methods:
• We used national, regional, and state-level data to estimate annual timber 

harvest volumes and wood utilization, use and associated trip spending for 

fishing, hunting, bird watching, snowmobiling, and the value of maple syrup 

and tree planting (where applicable) for each FLP property in the study areas. 

• Regional Direct Response Coefficients (Sorenson et al, 2015) were used to 

relate estimated timber harvest volumes to jobs.

• We modeled how economic activities on Forest Legacy Program land 

contributes to employment, labor income, value-added and economic output 

using IMPLAN.

• IMPLAN is an input-output software that models how money directly and 

indirectly contributes to the economy.

• While we only estimated economic activities from FLP properties located 

within the study areas, these activities contribute to the economy of larger 

regions. Therefore, we modeled the contributions that these activities 

provide to the entire multi-state economy to reduce unknown leakages 

outside the study area.

Study Areas:

Results:

Figure 1: Map of the study areas: the Northern Forest of Maine, New Hampshire, New 

York and Vermont (Northern Forest); Northern Wisconsin and the Upper Peninsula of 

Michigan (MI & WI); Northern Idaho and Western Montana (ID & MT) and Georgia and 

South Carolina (GA& SC). 

Table 1: Information about the Forest Legacy Program in each of the four regions.  

Table 2: Estimated annual economic contributions from Forest Legacy Program 

land in four regions of the United States. Employment is represented in average 

number of full and part-time jobs and value added is represented in 2018 dollars.

Conclusions: 

$140/ acre: The average annual estimated contribution to gross regional product 

from timber harvesting, tree planting, maple syrup, hunting, fishing, bird watching 

and snowmobiling on FLP land in the study areas. 

300-2,500 jobs/ region: FLP land supports hundreds of jobs in each study area.

$350/ acre: average FLP funding used for conservation easements and land 

purchases in the study areas. This up-front cost of conserving the land ensures that 

the social, economic and environmental benefits that these forests provide continue 

in perpetuity.

34-60%: The average percentage of the total price of the conservation easement or 

fee simple land purchase that was covered by non-federal funding sources. The 

FLP requires that 25% of the total price be covered with cost-share, but for most 

projects that number is much higher. High investment from local sources shows 

that communities care about conserving working forests and that FLP support 

makes widely-desired forest management and conservation outcomes possible.

Future research is needed to understand the full value of the program and program 

land. A cost/benefit analysis that monetizes the market and non-market values that 

the land provides and compares them to the full cost of the program could be used 

for this purpose. 

Forests conserved with Forest Legacy Program funding must have and follow a multi-use management plan. Most properties are managed for public benefits including timber, water quality, wildlife habitat, and recreation. Photo locations 

(left to right): Boundary County, Idaho; Pilgrim River, Michigan; Whitefish, Montana;  Randolph, New Hampshire
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