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tUS and we nesd to tell our
stof}’ of how we will be im-
whatever legislative policy
eing consxdered We need to
at legislators do not necessari-
with our issues, so we need
P ontact with the legislature on a
i pasis—not only while it's in
p.od not only when we are in cri-
sing a relationship with a mem-
Fongress or the state legislature
$e—it's a vear-round process.

f need to recognize that the polit-
onment has changed. There's
omentatlon and we have to be
work with not only the Republi-
cuses but with the Democratic
£ anJ with caucuses of various
Broup+ 2nd regional interests.
Frational association comprised of
pd regional associations. this can
Fally accomplished by using cut-
gc Internet technology featunnv
gerican Loggers Council web site
Bks 10 all our state associations.

L C?,-'berloggers?

, pot? Just look back 20 vears at
pogression from conventional log-
o mechanical logging. When I
g in this industry, we were work-
pith horses and cable skidders. As
oked for ways 1o become more ef-
ot, we purchased whole tree har-
b1s and recognized the benefit of
fanic | slashing and delimbing.

by, we have state-of-the-art cut-to-
fl syszems. Computers are in just
g every professional logging office
0day you can buy a computer sys-
with Internet capability, for about
price you would pay for a good
er tire,

¢ are in the process of developing
C web site. which will enable us
bmm::nicate with the public, the
0 ¢ elected officials and. just as
Xlanty, with each other. We have al-
b bt_?zun with a program called “Log-
Dline” and our goal is to unveil the
Eweb site (with individual state asso-
o hnks) at our fourth annual meet-
iWhich is scheduled for September
 at the Charleston (SC) Sheraton. In
lion, there will be individualized
puter trajning throughout the week-
LOr more information about this or
il meeting. please call ALC at
79—7 8856.

Alting a unified message and mod-
Ring our method of communication in
' 10 get our positions out to our legis-
and to the public is the next chal-
for the logging industry. And I yet
* 4 challenge that good loggers can-
sOl\"" TH
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Better
Safe Than
Sorry

l t’s been more than three vears since the
effective date of OSHA’s comprehen-
sive logging standard. Unfortunately,
there are still many questions and miscon-
ceptions about certain elerents of the
standard. Perhaps most distressing, many
myths are being conveved by insurance
reprasentatives as well as several logging
safety trainers. Among the most common
misconceptions about the OSHA standard
are those related to the “two-tree-height”
rule and manual felling.

Myth no. 1: The two-tree-height rule
can be ignored. This myth was conveved
by a workers’ compensation insurance
representative at a recent meeting of
professional foresters. OSHA indicates
that hazard trees must be felled or re-
moved before logging commences. If
they are not felled or removed, they
must be avoided by establishing a circu-
lar safety zone around the tree with a ra-
dius of two tree heights within which no
work is allowed.

While it may be true that during “pro-
gram planned” OSHA inspections (i.e.,
those inspections that are performed
without being initiated by an accident or
complaint), inspectors may not cite log-
gers for the two-tree-height guideline,
the rule is being enforced when an acci-
dent occurs. For example, in the first I8
months of the new standard, there were
170 citations against logging companies
in West Virginia. In only two of these
cases, contractors were cited for not re-
moving or avoiding a hazard tree—i.e., a
logger was working within the two treg
height safety zone. However, though this
element of the OSHA Standard was in-
voked only during inspections initiated
by an accident, fines were far steeper for
this violation ($1,500) than for the over-
all average ($130.59). -

Perhaps more importantly, lawyers
contracted by injured parties (or by rel-
atives of decedents) consistently inves-
tigate the location of so-called “danger

~trees” around the site of logging acci-

dénts. If a “danger tree” is found within
two tree helvhts of the accxdent evi-

_dence indicates that the case for negli-
.'gence and liability against the contrac-
. tor, and possibly the landowner, is
_‘much stroncer because OSHA gmde-__
i lines were not followed "Needless to

“say, the costs of a legal “defense, court
settlemems jury awards and loss of

Misconceptions about
the OSHA standard can
lead to trouble for
loggers.

human life or limb far exceed penalties
levied by OSHA.

Although the “danger tree” element of
the OSHA standard presents a myriad of
dilemmas associated with logging praci-
cality, salvage operations and wildlife
habitat, logging contractors should be
aware that, despite claims to the con-
trary, the two-tree-height guideline is
being noted by both OSHA and lawyers,
and contractors are paying dearly when a
hazard tree in the safety zone causes an
accident. To say this element can be
completely ignored is irresponsible and
contrary to the evidencs.

Myth no.2: V-notching and plunge
backcutting are required. V-notching is
a method of notching a tree that in-
volves two diagonal cuts on the face of
a tree that meet at a vertex.The tech-
nique has been around for decades and
has been particularly useful when
felling trees downhill. The method al-
lows for a potentially wider face cut,
thereby providing greater control of the
tree during its fall. However, despite
claims by many, the v-notch (also
known as the open-face notch) is not
the only notch permitted by OSHA.
OSHA gquidelines merely state that the
notch be “of a size so the tres will not
split and will fall in the intended direc-
tion” and that the method used should
open the face at least 70°. A well-
executed Humboldt (horizontal cut on
the top of the face cut) or conventional
(horizontal cut on the bottom of the
face cut) notch can accomplish this.

Furthermore, a plunge-type backcut
(vs. a slash backeut) is not required by
OSHA, despite claims otherwise. Again,
the plunge backcut has been around for
decades. It has been used consistently by
good fallers when trees have a lean so
excessive that splitting may result if a
more conventional slash backcut is start-
ed from the back of the tree. It also
“works” on flatter terrain. But slash
backeuts, safely and judiciously applied,
are still okay according to OSHA. What-
ever backcut method is used, however,
OSHA does state that “sufficient hinge
wood” should be maintained for both di-

_ _reclional control and safety. TH
i Andy E"an is an assistant professor m_
" the Dept. of Forest Management and co-ad-

" ministrator of the Forest Engineering Pro-

gram at the University of Maine, Orono, Me.
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