
NORTH CENTRAL FOREST EXPERIMENT STATION, FOREST SERVICE--U°S DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

FolwdlAvenue,St.Paul,Minnesota65101

Timber Volume :in  ndiar a 1967

AgSTRACT°--The fecen_y completed Second Forest the Northern Unit where cubic-foot volume de-

Survey ef indiana shows that the State's timber creased by almost 25 percent to 0.8 billion cubic feet
volume has increased by one_feurth in the 17' years since 1950. Most of the reduction can be attributed
s_nce the previous survey. Timber volume by county to a 20-percent loss in commercial forest land in this
is presented, area (see Research Note NC-57, "Forest Land _n

Indiana Counties, t967").
The majority of Indiana's 3.5 billion cubic feet Growing stock trends are shown in the following

of growing stock 1 and 10.9 billion board feet of saw- tabulation:
log 2 material is in the south-central counties. A 17-

county block here, (Knobs Forest Survey Unit) Growing Stock 1950 1967
contains half of the growing stock and sawtimber Million Cubic Feet
volume in the State (Fig. 1). Timber is economically Three Southern Units 1,783.1 2,733.7
important in this rugged upland area, which is largely Northern Unit 1,004.6 769.3

O unsuited for agriculture. It provided nearly one-thirdof the sawtogs cut in Indiana in 1966. The oaks-- Total 2,787.7 3,503.0

chiefly white, black, and northern red--make up
46 percent of the growing stock and 52 percent of The State's sawtimber volume has nearly kept pace
the sawtimber volume here (Tables 1 and 2). with the increase in younger growing stock. 3 Volume

A 14-county block (Lower Wabash Unit) ira in the south rose by almost two-thirds to 8.4. billion
southwestern Indiana accounts for one-fifth of the board feet while volume in the north was reduced

State total timber volume with the oaks again the by nearly one-third to 2.5 billion board feet. Saw-

most prominent. This is a flat-to-rolling area that timber trends are shown in the following tabulation:
contains the wide riverbottorns of the Wabash and Sawtimber 1950 t967

White Rivers. The poorly-drained upland area in the Million Board Feet
southeast (Upland Flats Unit) contain 7 percent of Three Southern Units 5,064, 8,394
the State's timber volume. The remainder of the Northern Unit 3,672 2,49l
State (Northern Survey Unit) contains mostly' small,
scattered tracts occurring as farm woodlots. Despite Total 8,736 t0,885
having less than one-fourth of the State's total timber
volume, this unit contributed almost 40 percent of White oak, hickory, black oak, hard maple, and

the sawlogs cut in Indiana in. 1966. northern red oak are the most abundant species"
Indiana's growing stock volume increased about they make up 52 percent of Indiana's growing-stock

one-fourth between 1950 and t967. However, this volume. Ahnost all species have increased in grow-lug-stock volume since 1950. The largest percentage
increase was not distributed proportionately across increases, ,were in two bottom-land '_species cotton-

t J.-_; the State. Volume in the southern section increased

i_ by 50 percent to 2.7 billion cubic feet. Accumulating wood and sycamore--which increased by 118 and
timber growth in the younger trees increased the 97 percent respectively. In total volume, hickory, a
volume in existing stands. In the three southern units species with limited markets, increased the most,

the average volume rose from about 600 to 925 from 262 million to 442 million cubic feet. Elm, hit
cubic feet per acre. An opposite trend was found in hard by Dutch Elm disease and to a lesser extent

phloem necrosis, was reduced from 265 to 96 mil-

1 Net volume in cubic ,feet of sawtimber and pole- lion cubic feet.;imber trees of commercial species from sturrzp to a mini-
,hum 4-inch top. 3 The 1950 board-/oot volumes have been adjusted to

2 Net volume in board [eet, International _.inch rule, 1967 standards so as to make comparisons beRveen the two
o[ merchantable sawlogs in sawtimber trees, years possible.
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Table 1,---Volume o[ growing stock 1 on com_zercial /orest land by county and species Uoups,2 Indiana, I967
(Million cubic feet)

County All '#h±t e Red ; Hard Soft Yello_ Other
: species : 9oftwoode : oak : oak : Hickory : maple : maple : Beech : Ash ; Cottonwood ; poplar : Sycamore : Hard_oodN

...... : --_ : _ : gr_ap : Stoup : : : : : : : : :

LOWER WAP_A_qHUNIT

_lay 47.5 0,6 5.9 9,0 7.2 2.5 2,9 0,4 2,8 0.5 3,6 2.9 9,3
O_vless 39.0 - 5.0 6.9 6 3 1.8 3.2 0.5 2.4 0.7 2.5 2.1 7.6

Gibson 48.6 0.9 6.0 7.1 6.4 2.8 5_0 0.5 3,2 1.0 3_0 3.1 9.6
_OX 34.2 0.9 4.0 5,5 4,4 t,7 4.5 0.3 2.i 0.9 2,3 1,9 5,7

_tart in 113.0 1.0 i6,5 23.5 18.0 6,6 5,3 1,3 5.9 0.6 9,4 5,3 19.6
_£r_;- ..................................... "_i___,..... d'Tg ................. i6.T ...................f_T;f ........... f£_'2 ............. ;(?i ................ 6T5 .......... b14 ........ -45_ .............. d._/ " - &_" 4,0 15.4

Pike 52.3 1.O 6,0 8,2 7.3 2.3 4,1 O.4 3,4 0.9 3.2 3.4 12,1
Posey 43.0 1,7 5.3 6,7 5,9 2.2 2,9 0.5 2.5 1,0 2.8 3,5 8,0
Putnam 69.7 1.8 9.9 13.1 11.2 3.9 4.0 0.8 3.9 0.6 5.5 3.2 11.8 i

Sull ivan .}9.8 0.9 5.8 7.6 7.5 2.5 4.3 0.6 3.3 1.0 3.0 2.5 I0.8

%_[_;/bdr_i ............ 19,g - 0.4 2.4 " 3_3 ......... 2_8 ............. _2 ........ i?g ......... 0.5 " i.2 ........ d'.i .... 1,4- ..... I.T, ...... 325 '
Vermillion 37.2 2.1 4,4 5.9 5.1 2.0 3,1 0,3 1.8 0,4 2,3 2 4 7,4

Vigo 42.9 1.0 9,O 7.0 6,4 2.2 3.1 0.4 2.8 1 .O 2.7 2.6 8,7
Greene 88.1 0.3 12.3 17,7 13,5 4.5 5.5 0.9 5.0 0.7 7.0 3.9 16.8 i

Total 766.2 13.5 99.4 136.9 11.4.2 40.3 54.9 7.8 45.1 10,6 55.3 41.9 146.3

KNOBS UNIT

I Brown 144 .I 2.3 38.1 33.1 19.4 11.5 1.8 8.8 5.1 0_2 7.9 3.9 14.0

Clark 93.9 4.9 23.8 19.9 12.1 7.4 1.1 3.7 3.6 0.4 4.5 2.9 9.6
Cra_ford 103.7 2.9 26.7 22.9 14.3 7.5 1.0 4.5 3.6 0.4 5.8 3.8 10.3

D_Bois 100.8 2.1 23.3 20.9 13.4 8,5 1,5 4.5 4.1 0.9 5.1 4.4 12,1 ,

l£_?z_...........................3_!,.,_...............1.5 9.8 8.6 5.2 3.1 0.4 1.s 1.9 0.1 2.1 0..9 4.0 i
_ar_o._, 122.0 4.8 - --T_US-.............-_g':5...... 791%..............L'5......... K5......... L'A"........._ .................5":g......................%25................g'26..............i?G ;'
Jackson 118.7 2.3 28.5 24.9 1.4.9 10.4 1.7 5.6 4.6 0.9 6.0 5.4 1.3.7
L_wrene9 IIi.0 1_3 25.3 22.6 15.2 9.0 1.3 5.7 4.1 1.1 6.7 6_2 12.5 !
Monroe 132 5 3 1 33 6 29 5 17 6 10 6 1 3 5 3 4 9 0 6 7 5 4 8 13 7

Morgan 88.3 1.5 22.5 18.8 II .5 7.4 i.i 3.1 3.5 0.4 4.7 3.8 10.0 ibr_,_g_.................. i05,5 .......... 3.;_ ..... 23.5....... _b:5..............i3-;6................9.4.... i.o ...... 57_...... 3.7.............2-,_......... 5.9......... g_ ..........fl?g !
Owen 113.0 1.7 29.9 25.2 15.2 8.8 1.3 4.6 4.1 0.4 5.9 4.1 11.8 i

IPerry 146.3 6.3 37.0 31.9 19.4 11.4 1.5 6.3 5.3 0.6 7.7 4_8 14.1 I

!Scott 47.7 0.4 I1.7 I0.0 6.0 4.2 0.6 2.0 1.8 0.7 2.6 2.9 4.8 i
ISpeecer 62.3 0.8 11.9 11.0 8.7 6.4 0.8 3.6 2.6 0.8 3.3 4.0 8.4 !

IW_shingt on 142.5 2.1 35.9 30,6 19.8 12.9 1.7 7,3 5.2 0,5 7.2 4.1 15.2 I

i Tot al 1. 724,8 42.1 421,7 365.8 230.7 142,4 20.3 77.3 64.1 iO. 5 92 o 5 71 . 2 186,2

i UPLAnd0 FI_'rs UNIT ,

4,4 1,5 2,2iDearborn 23.0 - 3.7 2.2 3,5 1.2 ~ 1,3 0.1 2,9 I
IFayette 12.7 _ 2.3 2.2 1.1 1.9 0.7 l.l 0.7 0.i 0.8 0.I 1.7 ]1 1

iFrankil, 42.5 0.1 8.3 7.7 4.7 7.1 2.0 3.1 2_4 0.3 2.0 0.4 4.4 1

iJefferson 42.5 0.I 8.2 6.I 5.5 5.8 2.0 2.6 2.7 - 2.1 0.5 4.9 'I
!Jennlngs 56.6 -- 10.8 i0o1 7.I 9.2 2.7 4.6 2.7 0.2 2.9 0.5 5 8

!_i_i_ ............... _75..............._.................7:5 ..............IT_................i26...............729-...... 6/5...........0.%..........5\4........................u .......... b25......... 52)............_T_-'
IRipley 32.4 0.1 5.9 5.8 3.6 4.4 1.7 2.4 2.1 0.2 1.8 0.6 3.8

_SWI_ zerland 15.9 0.i 3.0 3.4 1.6 i.4 0.7 1.1 1.0 - 0.9 0.3 2.4
!Unlot: 8.8 - 1.5 1.6 0.8 1.1 0.5 0.8 0.5 0.2 0.3 0.2 I_3

[ 'Fetal 242.7 0.4 45.9 44.0 27.6 36.1 12.1 18.5 13.7 1.0 12.6 2.8 28.0

}Ad_L_if_ 13.6 -- i .6 2.4 I.i 0.8 0.8 0.2 i.i i .5 0.4 1.3 2.4

IAIIon 30.2 0.2 3.6 4.8 2.5 2.0 1.7 0.9 2.6 3.2 0.8 2.3 5.6
IBar tholo_ew 33.4 - 4.2 6.6 2.8 4.0 1.7 1.9 3.3 1.5 0.8 1.6 6.0
IBenton 0.8 _ 0.1 0.2 - - 0.I _ 0.i - - 0.i 0.2

]_!a__,_[,_, ......... a.3 0.1 0.8 1.1 0.5 0.7 0.3 0.2 0,8 0,7 0.1 0 2 1.1

!Carroll 11.8 0.1 1.9 2.2 1,4 0.7 0.5 0.2 i .2 O.2 0.4 0.5 2.5

iCass 17.1 0.1 2.1 3.2 1.5 2.0 0.7 0.8 1.7 0.8 0.4 0.4 3.4

Clln_on 6.9 0.i 0.6 1.0 0.5 0.7 0.5 0.2 0.9 0.i 0.2 0.4 1.7_Docat ur 21.8 0.2 2.8 3.8 1.6 2.4 I.i 1.3 2.1 1.0 0.5 1.2 4 0

q6_g&T_ "_ TgTq 2U_ T'7g g2T i"T_ _ -_q5 i 27 "6T."5 l":'_- T?4- 5-£T TT_ 52-_
Delaware 10.4 - i.I 1.8 0.7 1.5 0.5 0.7 0.8 0.3 0.3 0.4 2.3

Elkhart 18.4 0.I 2.9 3.5 1.5 1.3 1.3 0.6 1.8 1.2 0.4 0.7 3.7
Fount a_n 25.7 0.3 2.9 4.5 2.4 3.3 1.2 1.2 2.9 t .3 0.6 1.3 4.5

Ful£on 14.3 0.i 2.0 2.9 1.3 1.3 0.8 0.6 1.0 1.0 0.4 0.3 2 6
_Tki?_-...............................i-o-T_........... 2-.......... "y_............ :_.%_............-8-£_.....................iT_------6-:g----d 7g------T2%...... --T.T ............-6:_ ..............TfU ..... -i-_"-
_azalIton 11.2 1.7 2.1 1.0 0.8 0.5 0.3 i .0 1.6 0.3 0.3 i ,6

H_¢oek 8 .O 0.8 0.9 0.5 0.9 0.2 0.2 0.8 0.I 0.2 0.2 i.5
iHendr inks 12.3 1.5 2.1 1.2 0.7 0.7 0.4 1.3 0.6 0.5 I .I 2.2

llenry 12.1 - 1.6 2,2 i.i 1.5 0.4 0.6 1.O 0.2 0.5 0.3 2.7
ffgT,T,7/£.....................................£7b.........................&i.....................87;f........ iTO.....................iX5-.............._Tk..............6/_................._/i ...........5TB-..............._£T.....................57f ...... o.8 ....... -6:_-

IHunt ing_on 15.9 0.3 2.3 3.0 1.4 1.3 1.0 0.4 1.3 1.i 0.5 0.6 2.7
Jasper 18.3 0.2 2,6 4.1 1.9 1.2 0.7 0.6 1.6 1.0 0.8 0,6 3,2
I Jay 18_2 - 1.8 3.3 1,4 2.4 0.9 0.9 1.6 1.5 0.4 0,6 3.4

._ohnson 10.5 -. 1.3 2.3 0.9 0.9 0.8 0.4 0.8 0.5 0.3 0.4 1.9
_oe_i2T£Eg.............. -'_-2T/....................6T£_-----ffT_.................2i-25...............i-:T......................_i-:-_,........ 5Tg.............b-:-g-------_T_-- ---iT_ ...............-&-T-----2T5-- ------_TS-

! LaGrange 13.9 0,2 2.2 2,8 1.4 0.9 0,6 0.3 1,2 0.5 0.4 1.1 2,3
Lake 8.5 - 1.5 1.7 0.7 0.3 0.4 0.2 0.7 t .4 0.1 0.3 1.2

LaPor_e 21.5 O,l 3.3 4.9 2ol 1,3 0,9 0.5 1.7 1,6 0.8 0.6 3.7
!Madlso_ 8.2 0.1 0.5 1.0 0.5 1.6 0.4 0.7 0.8 0.2 0.2 0.4 1.8
_i_.:i.i'o;;.......................................qiTi ......... 2.......... T:a_..................._78 5/_ 1,3 .........'<_............TT'i..... TT_-..................'_£_...................-6:1_......... 0-.-4....... 2L_

! Marshalt 21.2 0.3 3.2 4.5 2.1 1,7 0.8 0.7 1,8 0.5 0.6 1.3 3.7

M_aml 15.3 - 2.2 2,9 1.6 1.6 0.8 0.6 1.3 0.5 0,5 0,7 2.6
Men _go_er y 18.0 0.3 2.7 4.0 2.0 1,0 0.8 0.5 1.4 0.7 0.9 0.6 3.i
!Newton 12.0 - 1,6 2.6 1.2 0.8 0.8 0.2 1.3 0.3 0.3 0.5 2,6
Noble 18.7 0._ 2.7 4.2 1.9 1.4 0.8 0.6 1.4 i.3 0.5 0.4 3.4

!Porter 20.9 0.I 2.8 4.0 2.1 1,5 1.2 0.7 2.2 0.6 0.8 0.8 4.1
_._kllaskl 19.1 2.8 3.6 2.0 1.9 0.8 0.6 1.6 0.8 0.7 0.6 3.7

!R_aldolph 12.6 1.6 2.6 0.9 1,3 0.7 0.5 1.2 0,8 0.4 0.3 2.3
!Rash 10.5 - I.I 1.4 0.8 1.3 0.6 0.5 i.l 0.8 0.3 0.5 2.1

81. Joseph 18.3 0._ 2.7 3.8 1.6 1.2 1.1 0.6 1.6 l.l 0.5 0.8 3.4
_Shelby 8.6 O.l 0.4 1.1 0.7 1.1 0.4 0.4 Io0 0.7 0.2 0.4 2.1

ISt_rke 21.8 O.1 2.8 4.6 1.9 1.6 0.8 0.5 1.6 2.8 O.8 O.6 3.7

iStueben 17.0 0.4 2.0 3.6 1.6 1.4 0.7 0.7 1,2 1,7 0,5 O.4 2,8
_ ippeca_oe 13.4 0.I 1.8 2.5 1.3 1.4 0.7 0.6 i.i 0.2 0.5 0.4 2.8

_{Z{i--- -_ .... 2- 5-.-8- _75 .............. bT_ bT-._ -if-.4" 77T_" _Tg b2T.7 -ff;T 5-.T <g

abash 17.2 0.2 2.1 3.1 1,6 1.1 1.3 0.5 1.5 1.4 0.6 0.7 3.1
:warren 19.1 - 2.5 3.4 1.9 1.5 l.O 0.7 1.5 1.3 0.7 io2 3.4
]_ay_le 16.8 O.i 2,0 3.1 1,4 1.4 0.8 0,6 1,6 0.6 0,8 0,8 3.8

)_ells 16,1 - 2.1 2.8 1,5 1.3 I.I 0.6 1.4 1.2 0.4 1.0 2.7
_giT;-_............. -_T_..............2--...............'2;6-....... £_ ..................K-.f....... _TV..... i5°7_......... W,_-..... 6,T................_:i-i..........7--6T_7........ -o:_ ...... 1,3

15.7 O.l 2.2 2.9 1.5 1.4 0.8 0.6 1.4 1.0 0.5 0.3 3.0

hit loy

T_ 769.3 4.8 99.4 144.9 69.3 68.8 39.0 28.4 68.4.....: --47"3 23.1 33.9 142.0

{STATE TOTAL 3,503.0 60,8 666.4 691,6 441.8 287.6 126.3 132.0 191.3 69.4 183,5 149.8 502,5

See footnotes on page 4.
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Table 2--Volume of sawtimber 1 on commercial /orest land by county and species groups, 2 Indiana, 1967
(Miltion board feet)8

! All White Red Hard Soft : Yellow Other

[ County : specles : Soft_eods : o_d< : e_k ; 81ckory : maple : maple : Beech ; Ash : C0thonwo_d : popl_r : Sycamore : }{_dwoods
[ : : : group : group : : : i : : : : :

1 LOWER WA/_ASH UNIT

Clay 141 _0 3,0 19.5 33.8 21 .2 5.7 7.2 10 i 6.0 1,9 12.3 9.7 19,&
iDa/less i12_4 - 17_5 28.3 18.7 3.8 6.4 1.2 5,1 2.5 8.4 6.7 15.8

iGibson 151o6 8_6 21.8 27.4 18,8 8,7 12,5 1.7 7.2 0,7 10.2 10,1 25,9
)Knox i02.1 5.6 i3_6 19.7 13.0 4,1 I0.1 0.9 3.9 3.4 7.8 6.i 13.9
iMartin 335.8 5.8 53,5 88.4 49.2 14,6 14.3 3_7 14o0 2.5 32.0 17 .! 40.7
_'&F_......................................285:B............_-77..... _5g2_................_STYU...... X$£_........ -TT_........_T_L_...... _7_-...........7Y]_.... ---TTT..................../_-:T........ i=/T_---...........362T.......
Iplke 144.0 3,1 19.5 29,6 20_5 8.3 9.5 i.0 7,5 3,3 10.4 ii.0 28.8
Posey 137,0 i1.8 18,5 28.8 17.2 4._ 7,2 1,4 6.3 3.7 9.6 ll.7 19.2

_hltn SI_ 212,2 il.4 32.6 48.9 31.5 9.4 10.9 2.1 9.3 2,2 18.6 I0,5 24_8
Sul liv_an 1,17,0 5.7 20,1 28,6 22.8 5.2 11.9 1,8 6.4 3.6 I0.I 8.0 22,8
_'_fd-e:_;gu/,_g}i ...... 80,0 ....... 2.8 " S.O - 12.2 .... 7.'9 " 3._ ......... 3.8 " "028 ....... :2.'9 ............ 1.8 ........ 5.2 .......... 3.6" ............ 8.1

Vermillion 118,7 t4,1 14,9 21.6 14.7 5,0 8.1 I,I 5.0 1.8 7.5 8.6 16.6
_Vigo 128.9 5.7 17,1 27.1 19.i 4,6 7.8 1.3 5.9 3.4 9.3 g.3 19.3

Greene 245,3 0.2 39.9 65.1 35.6 9 ,i I1.9 2.4 11,2 2.9 23.3 II .7 32.0

Total 2,271,5 80.0 332,7 512,2 322.6 89,9 134,2 22,5 102,0 39.9 187.6 135.0 312.9

_O}i9 UNIT

Brown 462.6 3.9 125.8 132.1 51.7 26.8 4.1 25.4 14,1 0.6 27.6 13,9 36.6
Clark 285.3 II,8 73,6 76.8 32.1 18_8 2.6 14_0 8.5 i.I 15.9 8.6 23.5

Crawford 307. [ 5.6 81,4 85.8 35.2 [6,7 2,4 15.6 8,6 1.8 19.8 I0,7 23.5
DuBols 830,2 4,2 76,7 85.4 40.1 20.9 4,0 18.0 ii.5 3.7 18.7 14.8 32.2

Floyd 122,9 4.4 31,7 33.8 13.7 7.5 1.0 6.9 3.6 0.4 7.3 3.2 9.4
_aF'F£s-&7................. 88028..........._Y ............7}_2T..............i6_'£b-...... 'T2CT_- -_i T_.................-_TT_...... _-oT?------'T£,5".................._.g---T_/4- ........... iTvF............_B-.-g'-
Jackson 372 _ 1 4,2 91,2 96.0 40.6 24.6 3.9 21.7 12 .-t 3.6 22.3 17. i 34.5
Lawrence 350.9 2,2 83.2 88.7 41,7 20.9 3.2 20.9 11.1 4.5 23.7 19.9 30.9 1
Monroe 402_4 4.3 104.9 110,4 45.5 24.1 3.1 [9.3 12.5 2.4 27.5 16,3 32.1

Morgan 269.5 3.1 70.2 72.2 29.9 17.5 2.4 11.9 8.4 1,5 16.4 12.8 23.2

0ral]ge .... 316,4 " " 4.7 ...... 75.3 ' 77'2[ ....... _25 ........ 2"1:'2 ........ 224- .......... _,-2-- ............... 92"4.......... %-,-8.............. 2-6-_ ............. -2"f__2-"--_7..-g-!
C_#en 347.2 3,6 93,6 96.6 39.2 20.7 2.9 17.1 I0.1 1,4 21.0 13.2 27.8
Perry 450.1 I[ ,3 117.6 123.6 50.7 26.7 3.8 23.7 14.0 2.4 26.9 15.0 34.4 I

Scott 154,2 0.9 38.4 39.8 16.6 9.6 1.2 7.9 4.8 3.0 9,5 i0.0 12.5
Spencer 203.2 3,0 39.1 43.8 27,3 15.6 1.9 14.0 7.7 3.2 12.1 13.2 22.3

_Washingt on 465,2 4.6 119.4 123.5 56.1 31.2 4.4 28.0 14.7 1,9 26.2 15.0 __40_2

Total 5,363.1 80.9 1,__350.7 I_425.1 623.4 333.3 48.1 29i.7 [68.1 42.2 328.9 231.1 459.6

[ UPlaND FL_ITS UNIT

DeKrbox_n 73.4 - 16.4 13.9 6.6 8.8 5.4 7.5 2,9 - 5.8 0,2 6.4
Fayette 40.i - 8.8 8.3 3.4 4.6 2.5 3.8 1.3 0.5 3.4 0.3 3.5
Franklin 131,8 - 29.2 27.2 13,3 lB.0 6.4 10.6 5.9 0,9 8.5 i.I _0.7

iJefferson 126,2 0.I 27.7 27,5 16.2 13.6 5.5 9.0 6.5 0.I S.5 0.9 10.6
]Jennln_s 175,5 - 37.2 36.2 21.8 22.5 8.5 15.5 6.8 0.5 i1.6 0.9 14.0
]ZT(io- ............. 24.6 ................... -".................... 7]-9 ......... g2_f ....... 2.7 4.2 1.0 2.3 0.9 - 1.8 - 1.7
]Rtpley 98,2 - 20.6 20.2 I0.3 10.6 5.0 8.0 4.8 9.8 7.4 1.4 9.1
!Switzerland 42.9 - 9.8 ii.I 3.7 2.6 1.9 4.0 1.8 - 3.9 0.6 3.7

iUnion 27.4 - 5.5 5.4 2.7 2.8 1.6 2.5 1.2 0.7 i.8 0.6 2.8

Total 740.I 0.I 159.8 154,9 80.7 87.4 37,8 63.2 31.9 3.8 52.3 6.0 _2.5

O NORTHERN UNIT
Adams 45,0 - 5.9 9.0 3.0 2.7 I.S .9 3.2 8,3 1,4 5.7 5.1
Allen 97,4 0.5 12.5 17.7 6.3 6.9 4,7 3.7 6.9 13.i 3.0 9.5 12.6
Bartholomew 114.3 16,2 21.5 7.0 14.6 5.O 7.8 8.9 7.2 2.9 6.9 IS.S

_Benton 1.7 - 0,2 0.7 0.i 0.i 0.3 - 0.I - 0.i 0.I -

{Blackford 21.5 0.2 2.9 4,5 1.5 2.2 0. .................... ............... _ ...................... _.2.:................... 22 ........... __ ............... 3.3

]Carroll 35.4 0.3 7,1 8.3 3.2 2.1 1,5 1.0 2.3 0.2 1.5 1.9 6.0

Ca_s 56.1 0.3 7.9 12,4 3.7 7.1 2.2 3.2 4.6 2.7 1.5 1.3 9.2
Clinton 22.6 0.2 2.1 3.8 1,2 2.7 1.5 0.8 2.6 0,5 0.6 1,5 5.1

22ca_2z............................%_v7 ........0.8 .................9._................_-A-_............_,___...............L,.?............2_,.:_...........__-__..................._._.............__,,3_...........1__,_........ _!,s 9.9
]DeKalb 60.8 0.2 5.8 11.3 3.6 4.8 3.0 2.0 4.5 9.7 1.9 5,9 8.1
iDelaware 34,0 - 4,3 6,4 1.8 8.7 1.1 3.0 2.5 0.8 i.I 1.6 5.7

IElkhart 60,6 0,2 8.4 13,0 3,6 4.4 3,7 2.6 5.3 5.5 1.6 2.6 9.7
_Fo_g%tain 84.4 0.5 10,3 15.6 5.8 13.O 3.6 5.1 8.3 8.6 2.1 5.2 11,3
Fulton 47.4 0.3 7,6 11.2 3.5 3.9 2.3 2.3 2,8 4.5 1.6 1.2 6.2

Grant 36.3 4.7 7,5 2.3 5.5 1.3 2.9 2.S 2.7 1.1 0.8 4,9
Hamilton 38.4 - 8.4 8,1 2.9 2.9 1.6 1.3 2.7 6.6 0.9 1.2 3.8

Hancock 20,4 0.2 1.8 3.4 1,4 3.5 0.5 O.6 2,4 0.6 O.6 1.O 4°4
llendrlcks 38.2 - 5,6 7.6 2.8 1.7 2.2 1.7 2,8 2.3 1.8 4.3 5.4

Henry 38.6 0.2 6.0 8.4 3.1 4.9 1.1 2.3 2.7 0.2 1.6 I.I 7.0
Ho_,i_'d ......................... q-8 _'d ........ C"................ 2.-i .......... _B- ...... i _d................ i .,_ ....... YTY ......... oT 4 .............. "iTff ....... 2_?- ......... ff.;f .... _ ....... _i_9- J

Hantington 50.i 0.2 8.7 10.7 3.4 4.4 2.5 1,7 3.6 4.5 1.8 2.3 i ]6°3

Jasper 55.7 0.2 9.5 14.8 4.3 3.5 2,3 2.3 3.6 4.1 2.2 1.9 7.0
Jay 83.0 6.6 12.4 3.8 9,3 2.5 3.6 5,2 6.6 1.4 2.6 9.0
Johnson 35.4 _ 4,9 8.5 2.5 3.1 2.1 1.7 2.5 2.2 1.2 1.5 5.2

Kosciusko 74.0 0.2 i0,7 14,8 4,6 8.6 2.5 3.2 5.8 4.4 2.5 5.3 1_4_
LaGrange 45.2 0.2 8.0 10.2 3.6 3.2 1.8 1.4 3.0 1.9 1.5 4.5 5,} [
Lake 29.4 5.9 7.O 2.3 I.O 0,9 0.7 1.4 6.0 0,5 I.I 2.6

Ls.Porte 67.8 - 12,2 18.9 5.0 4.1 2.5 2.0 3,7 6.5 2.7 1.9 8.3
M_dison 27.8 0.4 1.5 3.9 1.2 6,5 1.0 2.8 2.8 1.0 0.7 1.4 4.6

Marion 36.8 0.1 4.8 7._ 2.4 4.1 1.7 2.6 3.3 1.5 I.i 1.4
M_rshal i 71.0 0.2 11,5 17.0 5.7 6.1 2.8 3,0 5.0 2.4 2,1 8.2 i0.

{Miami 49.5 7.9 10.8 3.8 5.6 2.3 2.5 3.8 2.2 1.7 3.1 S.8 ]
[Montgomery 52.6 9.6 14.O 4,6 3.2 2.2 1.8 3.3 2.1 2.9 1.8 7.

I Newton 36.1 - 6.0 9.2 2.7 2,0 1.8 0.7 3.3 1ol 1.3 2,1 5.9
]Noble 58.9 0.I 10.2 14.9 4,8 5.0 2.3 2.7 3,S 5.3 1.9 1.1 6.8
IPorter 64.0 10.6 14.8 5.4 4.5 3.4 2,7 4.9 2.1 2.7 2.4 10.5

I Pulaski 59,3 10.3 12.6 4.6 7.1 2.2 2,2 4,5 2,6 2.4 2.6 8.2
i Randolph 42,2 6.1 10.3 2.7 5.0 2.0 2.2 3.1 3.3 1,3 1.3 4.9
_Rush 35,7 - 4,4 5,3 2.2 4.9 1,7 1,8 3.0 3.4 1.0 1.9 6,1
l_St. Joseph 58,0 0.2 9.9 13o7 4.1 3.6 3.1 2.2 4.8 4.2 1.9 2.5 8.0

iShelby 28.5 0.5 1.5 4.O 1.7 4.0 1.2 1.5 9.1 3.0 0.6 1.3 6.1
iStarke 68.4 0,I 9.5 16.1 4,8 5o7 2.3 2.2 3.9 11,3 2.7 1.S 8.2

iSteuben 54.1 0,4 6.9 13.2 4.2 4,8 2,1 2.8 3.5 7.3 1.7 1.1 6.1
Tippecanoe 40,4 0.2 6,8 8,7 3.1 4.6 2,0 2.2 2.8 0.4 1,7 1,3 6.6
Tipton 17,3 - 1.9 3,6 1,2 1.9 1.3 0,7 I,i 2.7 0°3 0.9 1,7

iWabash 56,0 0,2 7,6 11.3 3.9 3.8 3.1 2.0 4o4 6ol 2.1 3.2 8,3
Warren 62.0 0.1 8.9 12.7 4.7 5.2 2.7 2.8 3.8 5.4 2.7 5.4 7.6 t
Wayne 53.0 0.2 7.6 11.9 3.6 4.6 1.8 2.S 4.3 2.3 2.1 2.9 9.4 1
Wells 54.4 7.6 10,7 3.9 4.3 3.5 2.4 3,9 5,0 1.7 4.8 6.6 |

31.2 7.4 "----9":'_ 3.0 2.3 0.9 0.6 1.7 0,2 1,4 0.9 3_5

IWhltley 50,8 - 8,2 II,S 3.6 4.4 2,6 2.3 3.9 4.0 1.7 1.2 7,6.

Total 2t490,7 6, 364.4 537.4 174.9 240.9 110.4 113.5 183.9 193.6 82.0 132.8 350,09
--- : , ...... _ __ ..................

O STATE _OTAL I0t885.4 167.9 2_207o6 2_629.6 I_201.6 751.5 330.5 490.9 485.9 ,,, 279.2 650.8 504.9 I_185.0_

See footnotes on page 4. 3



White oak, black oak, h_cko_7,northern red oak, ] "_'_ A
and hard maple are the most abundant sawtimber-
size trees in Indiana_ comprising over half the total
board-foot volume, .All these species increased in
volume since the last survey in 1950,

The sampling error for the State's growing-stock l

volume of 3,5 billion cubic feet is ± 3,1 percent at
one, standard error (the 67-percent confidence limit).

Sampling error increases as volume decreases; for I
20 million cubic feet the probable error would be
within _-_ 40.8 percent (_-ff_z8 million cubic feet),

These volume statistics are from the Second Forest

Survey of Indiana made between September 1966
and June 1967 by the North Central Forest Experi-

ment Station and the Indiana Department of Nat-
ural Resources, Division of Forestry.

ARNOLD J. OSTROM
Associate Mensurationist

1968
Revised 1969

O
GROWING STOCK

(MILLIONCUBIC FEET)

MORE THAN JOO

7(5TO 99

50 TO 74 [_

20 TO 49

LESS THAN 20 _]
Figure 1.- Growing stock volume in Indiana counties, 1967.

FOOTNOTES: Table 1.

1 Net volume of live merchantable sawtimber and poletimber trees from the stump to a variable 4-inch top diameter
outside bark of the central stem. Does not include limbs or cull tree volume.

2 Species: Softwoods--Primarily eastern redcedar, tamarack, jack pine, shortlea[ pine, red pine, white pine, Scotch pine,
Virginia pine, and baldcypress. White oak group--white oak, swamp white oak, bur oak, swamp chestnut oak, chinkapin
oak, chestnut oak, and post oak. Red oak group---northern red oak, cherrybark oak, Shumard oak, black oak, scarlet oak,
southern red oak, shingle oak, and pin oak. Other hardwoods_primarily sweetgum, blackgurn, aspen, basswood, black
walnut, black cherry, and elm.

FOOTNOTES: Table 2.

I Net volume o/ live merchantable sawtimber trees (so#woods 9.0 inches d.b.h, or larger and hardwoods 11.0 inches
d.b.h, and larger) from the stump to a point in the central stern at which utilization for sawn products is limited by large
branches, forks, or other defects, or by a diameter outside bark of 7.0 inches [or so#woods and 9.0 inches [or hardwoods.

z See footnote 2 [or table I.
8 International _-inch rule.
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