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From the Chair
All OvelView of MFRC Accomplishmellts ill 2004

...11m! Sull,v.n, a....
M,n""""", F"",.. R......""'. C<>uo><,1

PIooIo "" /'''''''l 0'1"",""U",,,,1imi(.I1_,,,,,,

The Mi"ncsola Fore" Resources
Council (MFRC) !lad anOlher
,uott,sf"l year in 2ClO4. Our work
includes several ac«,mpl iShmcm,
from wcll-cslablishcd programs.
as well as new in;li.l;ve. lhal will
help chan our fUlure cour"".

1. The Council set stratfgk direct·
\on for its acliYitiu O>'er the next
sel'1!fal years.

To place mor<.' emphasis on policy
iniliali,·cs. we revised tile mission
mid compos;tiol\ of several of
our commin"",. and we will be
impkmcming revisions in staff
and resource ,Iloell;on ",'cr lime.

2. With fr>(:ouragemenl: fn)m
the Council and diverse partners,
the 2003 Minnesota Legislature
p;u;sed legislation to help improve
the compelili~of Minnesola'$
primary forest products Industry.'

Stvcml Coun"il members and siaff
played critical roles in helping
imple",e'" key recommcndations
of the 2003 COI'erltor's T"sk f'orc~

k",lOrlon the Com"eriti,wteJs
ofMilt"e",,""s I'rim,If)' Forest
Products tltdu.'try. (See pagc 4.)

3. The Countil ton!inu(!$ 10 be
~n ltctive p;lrtner wilh the 81~ndin

Found~lion in its Vital Ffll"eSW
VIt~1 CommUlfities IlfitjatiV~, which
pro.ided $753.000 in gr~nts lor
sustain~ble10000siry educ~lion ~nd

n!SeiIrch.

Soveml Council members 3nd staff
serve on thc advisory bo.~rd to this
init;"ti"". (See page 4.)

"'I'nmary r"m' prod""" indu>tf)'-
",fe" '" prod",,"" <>f lumt»'. Otlg;..."oe<t
wood rrOOoclS, and P'I"". ",'00'" produ<lS
.'" 'lP".lly 'OpulS to "'h'" ,tid..,,,",",,

'So< t».il< 6. rig= \. for' map
"f!he .i~h' MFR<: land",,1'" 'Of"""'.

4. We completed liu~l p1~ns

lor the Wesl Central and ~rthem

landscape~s and initiated
plan developmenllor the East
Central Landscape Reg\of1.

Plans ha"c nOw been completed
for r,,'c oft"e six major foresled
Imldscape~ in Minnesota.' 11lesc
plans were the result or Iwo yoars
of work by d;,'Clsc forc.st interests

in each landscape region.

Each plan outlines landscape-le,'c1
gools aad stralegies Ihat provide

a st"'-~Iegie. loog·tcmt e0l11e.1
for public and pri"utc land manag_
ers to considcr in their opernt;onal

planning :md management.1l>c
EaSl Central L.~,ldscape Region
Plan will be completcd by JUlie
2005. (See page 8.)

S. Three addilionallandsc:ape
~ns beg;.n implementing plans
Ihal~ approved ilf 2003.

The Nonheast. NOI1h Ce]\tr~l.

and Soo'lhe,," I:md",,,pc regions
h""e esmblished landowner coord·
ination groups to O''ClSCC and
promote plan implementalion. All
si., n,,!ior f""'Sled landscape It'lliolls
will h~ve coordinatioo llTouPS
est~bhshed in 2005. (Sec page 9,)
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,\ ,-0:'" from """""",,,h. ""hi'l' ,"r>e, TIl,. 'n:< 1"""Kk:. im"",,>"' "bi'o' f'" bold eOsb,
"'P"'y. black beo', and °""Kk: amly of OIh<r ""klMc_ P_ "'"CluJ SIDI/y

'Timb<rWld " rore,,1aOO 'ha' " _ ..",rictal from "'''-''''''1 by ".lUI". admmi"ra'"..,
"'lI"I'l'''''. Of <!es,llJ"""" and " cap.lblt of1lN"""S 're<>" •rat<: oUO cub,,, fffi
I"" ac.., I"" ~""r,

The MFRC concludes ilS nimh year
of opernl;on wilh a slrong eore of
pmgr,lOn accomplishments, as well
as" fresh per.;pe<;live on lhe
challenge. we face in the coming
years 10 ens"", fO,",,'1 _''''lain.bilily
in MinneS01'.

Alfred D. Sulliva"
Chair

This sludy pm'· ide. previously
una,·ailable infonnaliOl' on acreage
of public land limber harvest. It
conclude, lhal slightly less Iha"
one percenl of public limberland'
acreage was sold for han'esl
in 200 I. (Sc'C p.ge 21.)

imegrnloo leams of sl~le employees
10 com",cling wi'h Ihird-parly
audiloB. (Sec pagc 15.)

10, We analyzed the acres and
distribution of limber sold by public:
landowners,

9. Con~ent with trends in for"Cst
certification, the Cound moved
to thin!-Illlr!y guideline monitoring.

In 2005, the Council w;1I consider
lhe <ciemi,l" judgmems OIl forcSI
managemel11 impacl' 10 various
Iypes ofwaler bodies and Ihen
de'·c1op m:onnnen'Jalklns for revis­
ing riparian a'peels of Ihe guide­
lines. (Sce p"ge 13.)

7, To continue to irnllfll'/l! the site­
!eyel guidelir>l!s, a Riparian S<:ience
Te<:hnical Committee was created
to assess the Ialest scientific
findings r'e'lated 10 timber harvest,
ing and forest management impacts
on rillllrian areas..

6. The Council «Impleted public
reriew and lonnally approved
revisions to the voluntary timber
harvesting and forest management
guidelines..

The approach used 10 conduci
sile-Ievel guidcline comlliiance
monitoring was ,hifl~'<l from using

8, The Council and the Minnesota
Department of Natural Resources
(DNRI completed th_,yellr ha_
line mooitoring of the site-level
guidelines..

D"l~ coll~"{:led during Ihe haseline
period (2000 10 2002) wcre pub­
lished in Ihe repon lilled Has,,/i,w
Mo"'·lr)rj·ng for l"'I,I"menl<llio'l of
'he Timber IliuO"esling ,/11(1 FOrcM
MGlllIgem"m Gllilid/nl'S OIP l'rlblic
lind I"i"'/le Foresl Umd i" Mimle­
sOia: Com!>i"e,1 Ne/Kmfo, 2()()().
2001. lind 2001. ONN Document
Mf'-09IJ.I, Imporlanllindings are
summari'.ed on page 15.

These sile·le>'c1 guidelines. which
~rc applied by loggers ~nd l)Ublie
:md privale land managers slate­
wide. will be published by summer
2005. {Sec page 12.1
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The Minnesota
Forest Resources Council

What is the Minnesota
Forest Resources
Council?

The Mi"nCSQla Fores. II.csourl:c.
COIJncil (MFRC) b a 17-mcmbcr
organizalioll working (0 promote
long-ternl .lUstairlablc mMagcmcnl
of Minnesota"s forests in (wo ways:

• By l.-oorui,,";ng implementation
of lhe Suswi""blc Foresl Resources
At! (SFRA).'

• By ad,· ising the GO"cmo< and
federal. SlalC. county. :000 local
government, on sustainable forest
resource policies and praet'ccs.

What is its purpose?

Crealed in 1995. the MFRC ope'­
ales wilhin the policy framework
for SIl<l";""blc forc\1l'y SCi fonh
in Ihe SFRA. which is (0:

• PUl"$<Je lilt ""stainable manage·
ment, use, and protection of Ihe
s1:l1e's fores! resources 10 achieve
lilt slalc's <:COllOmic. environmen­
lal. and social goals.

• E!K:ourage cooperation and
coll.abol'3tion between public aoo
pri,-ale sectors in lhe management
of tile state's fOfCst resourecs.

• Recognize and con~r lorest
r1!souree issues, concerns, and
impacts atlhe site and landscape
le,-cls.

• Recognize the broad alTay 01
perspect;Ye1I regarding the manage·
menl. u\.c. a"d prote<:lion of Ihe
slale's forest resoun:es. and estab·
lish processes m,d meeh~lnisms

lhat sed Ihesc perspeeli,'es and
ineOrporale Ihem into planning .nd
man.gement.

Sw"o>N< "'''''&1'0'''"' ;",,1""", pl,"n,"g
fnr ,1>0 fa'" n: or f0«>1>. P"",,, I')' CIoa<i SIaII,

Who is on the MFRC?

The G<wcmor appoims a chair
and 15 OIher members 101he MFRC.
The MinncSOl. Indi.n AIl.irs
COllneil appoints one .dditi.",.1
member. ~'FRC membership
includes> chair plus individuals
representing Ihc following caleg·
ones:

• Commcreialloggil1g comraelors

• Consc ....'alion organizations

• COIIIlly land departmenlS

• Environmenlal organizations
(lwo represenl.1 i,'cs)

• Forest produCls induW)'

• Game .spedes management
organiz'llions

• L'bor Ofl'",'iz.1 ions

• Minnewta Dcp.","Cnl
of N3Iur.1 Re.souree.

• ~'innesota Indian Affair,; COI,ncil

• Nonindu>lnal pdv'IC foresl
landO"'nets (IWO representatives)

• Rescareh and highercducalion

• Reson and tourism induSlry

• Secondary wood products manu­
facturers

• USDA Forest Service

3



MFRC Forest Policy Initiatives

What forest policy
initiatives were under
way this year? -

11Ii, Ioi ,,\"'~ ., b<ong "'~iV><d ... ",<.go " ..i"", P"",",roon,ry uf ."'__T_,
I'ro.Io<", A»<><..,.....

"nc MI'1lC wor\.cd 011 tho:.: policy
initial iws relaled to suslainabil ;IY
of MinnesOJ"' foreslhmd:

Policy Initiative #1: Assist in
implementing recommendations
in the Governor's Task Force
Report on the Competitiveness
of MinfltsOta's Primary Forest
Products Indust"..

ThrougllOUl 21Xl-1. se"eml MFRC
Illcmocn; and Slaff p.1f1icip.ned <)1)

lhe GO"cnoor"s Task Force Rcporl
lmplcmcnwion Team. n,ls imple·
mcmillion group wor~cd wilh the
Legislature (0 pass se"eml key bills:

• One new law (Minnesota Sl:nulcs
169.8261) increases mlck wei£ln
limits for inbound logging truch
WIllal Ihey arc comparable 10
Wisconsin's weighl I;",ilS. This law
will hdp decrease lhe eml of wood

Iransponalion, while com inuing to
maintain ",rely and cllvirolll11Cmal

prolOC1ion.

• AnOlhcr law (Minnc.sOla Slatutcs
89.035) C",.ll"<l a Foresl M"nagc­
mcnl hwcSlmcnl account. wilh
$6.2 miJljon per ycar in inilial
funding. This law allows s(atc
limber sale rc<:cip(s (0 be dcpositcd
in an accounl dcdicaled 10 refores(­
"Iioll and suslainable manallCnIC111
or statc-administcred fOreSlland,

4

Policy Initiative #2: Continue
to be an active partner with
the Blandin Foundation in its
V"ltal ForestslV"ltal Communities
Initiative.

The ""':He eominues 10 panncr
wilh the Blandin Foondation in
ils \r,lnl ForCSlSlI'ila1 Co""mlnifies
J"i/imi,·c. which Slri.,CS to Slr""gthen
at><! di\'crsify MinncsOla's forell­
based econolllY and promole
Ihc long-lcnn hc"lIh of lhe furesl
ero,ySlcms Ih"l .suppon it

As pan orlhc inilia!i'·c.lhc Blandin
FOIllldation pro"idcd 5753.000 in
grants for sus!aim,blc fon:,I-oosed
cducation. research. and economic
de"elopmcnt.

During 2003,

the Minnesota Forest

Resources Council

worked on three

policy initiatives

related to sustain­

ability of Minnesota's

forestland.



1lIoood ..', .....,r..-.- 01 ........ ...-. II>_C_-.._. """'"_......_._..c_~

Too'o MFRC mernbrD, ..... formrr
llkOUllxo, and one ~II'RC .aff ponon
sn"-C: OIl Ilk tnJllal""(:'X act. iSOf)'

board. Mc:mlx:rship OIl en, ad"i'iOfY
board JJI'O' odes c:xcdlrnt oppor­
tunUIeS to ~'craac Slale, r~t
and pr"'lle m"e5lITkOllIS in sustain,
allk fore5l u§(:, management. and
prol"",ion.

In add,hOll, mmy MFRC nkOmb",.

and r.craI iUJl" X'l"'dy panicipaled
in 1"-0 ronfc:n:1lfXli thal tIw: Blandin
FoundallOll lflO"sorcd In 10(1.1.

One ronf=ncc explomlllw: opiom
fOrlllird-pan) cm,falionoflWi'"
fon:sl. In Ilk Slate. TIk Ollkr
ronfe",,,,,,, ...·as designc:d 10 build
tllc Clpadl), of MtnllCSOll 'x ....ood
prodlfC1S ma,mfxturing indus1I)·.

Polity Initiative '3: Promote
broader ImplementWon of third,
party forest eertiflcation,

As rrponc:d In tlk 2003 MI'RC
Am....1R"fIOI1, Ihlni,pa"y ttrtif­
il;;ation off~bnd IS a growing
tmod. In 2OO·t _ tnnnned
cmifteallOll xl" It) and rKOgJIilC'd
Ilk n«d to ...-.;-r1nale C'cmfx:alKlll
of p"\-ale ...·oodlard ""'........ land.

It IS lw:cOlllln, lIDU'In,1y clear
lhal.IOC'OCOUl1lge p.h·_ ...·oodLam
o-..-nen to ttnir)' lIw:ir lands.
Ioggen; ... ,11 play. le) ro~ in
p"'-ale land ttn,ftc:ltiof! initi.ti'·e$.
A•• result. tlk MI'RC i. X1i".,I)
,ul'Jl'O'1in, Jo,J;.,. lraining aOO
ccnifieanoo inilial,n'x in eooper­
alion ,,'ilh l1Jc ~"I,"IICSOl' Logger
Education 1''OlIrnm ",id olher
pa"ncn.

In addili"". Ihe Ml'IlC explored
Ihe fcasibility of le,-.:raging ccnif­
icatiQll ficld alldn ,!lfom'''lioll and
aCliv,tiC's ",ith gUldell"" moniloring
informalion lold ""ti"i.i.,., si"""
bOlh arl: ··ttHtw:·",OOIh" ,,"alualions
of~ fOft',1 m"""gt'lTkOnt pox'
,~.

The feasibrli.y of ).Irl:amlini",
the:5c 1""0 ')'Slems rl:"""ins ""
an opporIlll1ll) in futllrl: )"(:aB.

Cllnnlll). lilt Ml'kC ... ill encour­
age X1oullO Ih:ll roua.!C tIw: public
and enbantc Ilk cmiibllily of
cmiflClllon. ,"ntt Ilk «CJOOOlic

brncfi. of ccn,ftc:lIKllllCCnoc:s
from lhe "",,"a's behef tNI
on-tlk·,,,,,,nd X1" nleS are -..d.
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Forest Resource Planning
and Coordination

6

N(lrlhea~1

Southeast

''Ill'" 1. L.nd'Care region"
Solid lines repre"'n' 3d",;";"",,;,,.
bound.ries: shaded .rc., rcprcsco,
ecologic.' bound.ric•. Alll>ough
lhe ",gi"".1 bonIers follow coon,y
bound.ries 10 r""ilil.,e coordin.tion
"'''''''£ ""iIS of govcm",enl. Iltey .Iso
CO/TC,pood d=ly with lhe t>ordc"
of ecologic.1 rcgi""•.

How does the MFRC's
landscape program
address geographically
unique resource issues?

The MFRC laoosc.pc prQgram
pro,-ides a fon,," lhat 0110"', I.nd­
owners and stakeholder:< 10 work
logelher over bro"d ",gIO/I, 10
address resource issu.s lhm gener.
ate gcogmphically unique whl1ion,
to 'lI,win"bili')' challenges.

In six major fores1ed regions
(Figure I; all exccp' Ihc Mcuo
and Prairie regions). rc.idenls
and stakeholder rcprc>Clll:ni,'cs
h3\"' worked coopcml;"c1y 10:

• Gath« and assess infonnatioo
on .",h region's ceonomic. social.
and ecological charneteristies.

• Identify kef issues and plan wafS
10 address those issues to promote
sUMaj"'hle foreSi managemelll.

• Agre-e on desired future fore5t
eonditi(ln$lIM promote SU,1ainable
forests.•md agrc-e 011 gools and
stmtegies (0 ""hie,·, those condi(ions.

• Coordinate agrftd'upon strat­
egies, ,adivities, and plans among
fores( landowners and m,,,,agers
to achi",', desired future foteSt
conditions.



What plans were
completed in 20041

During 2001. "'giQflal comminccs
~ompklcd p1anl for lhe We:;!
Ccnlral ~nd NOflhcm ",gions.
Each plan oullincs ImdSCIpe·~'·,,1

goals and dl:s;",d fu1Urc wndillQfl~

for 1~ ",g.o.'s forests. and lho:n
suggests muh,plc .cl1flcg~s for
consodcr~hoo b)' publK: and prIV"'''
land mana~.

M,,,,,,,,,,,",,, <")0) "",<Io<~ t«""'~"
.. r"",u •. inclod'''lI "ol.'JO""I." ,n ~ ht<h
• '""",.......",f) ,~k:, i. 1""1k:<l .,. • ""I
~'''''"i•-'f'«'i.ll\om,,,•. r_ "1 00>11
5W111

'The West Central Plans

In I~ WCSI Cmu'al Pbn (Figure 2>­
1hc ",gooml commin« a1\'isiom;

llandscapc dill h.:ls lhe folkr<o'ing
annbulcs:

• J'orcosI and """nc CC05)'SICJTIS_

heallh). rc;;ihcnl. and funcllon;nj',.
p"""'iding su.u.inablc ce.... lOiillic
and/ur tc<:Rational opponunitics..

• WaiN rc......f'C'(,; arc managed
10 sustaIn their hcallh for people
and p<O\'idc crilinl habital for
man) species of plants and animab.

'Tho ",Ie of lI.. pl'" ;. f'"",,,. ;n 'M l\~"
C.nlr"'I~oJ>rnp< O,,,...d O"'........~.
(;",,1> and .~lra"&i... \fa,..~ 16.1(){)4

• Viable alid gool:r.lphi~atl)'

di"""", nalural ~I'tt bU>incssc>.
",hi~h mh·...,ale lhe long'lcml
Sle",ardship of"""",,unil)' n:.s<lUrccs.
e.\;sl and g"'''' in lhe landscape.

• TIle public is ,,'(11 edU<;:lIl:'d
rdill;"c 10 cn"ironmental CQllCCn>S

and how 10 obtain lrehn,,,,,,! aSSI~

"~.

• Coopcr.lllOll and cuord'n.>11Oiil
al1lOiilJl: agcne0e5. onlcreSl groups.
and poi"alc lancJo.,·!lCfS raull on
"«<Xli",, commumcallOO. planl1lng.
and ...m",1 resourtt managenlClll.

• ~ """ policln. "'JUlallOii1l..
and "oluntar} opponumllcs arc
;n place 10 prnc1"' c lhe ru",lland
~. n:cop1lUD&!hal .,... lIc\'cl·

To adlie¥e this futoore Mioft,
lhe pbn "'l'CS~ 10:

• RCSIOIC nat,..c fornll)pd
00 7S.ooo acrn.

• Ma,nlam lhe nlSlong IW,nbtl'
of UxtS of SOlH- conl'guous acres
of fOfClodarid.

• o.,.·clop oul1nch arid cducallOiil

"""~,

• Prolcet the 1Ur2lland loa... from
unrestricted do'·clopmcrM.

• Promolc a ta~ S1NC1U", lilal
provilks inccnlj"~$ for ~usu,nable
nalu",1 rcsou= managc",,,"'.
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''CUfe 3. Northern La",hc"".. Region.

The Northem P1anG

In il~ reccll1ly compleled 1'0rthcm
L."dsc"pe pi"" (Figure 3!. lhe
NOrthem Region"l Commincc made
rccommcndalions for lhc C\:onomic.
~ocial. a"d ecological condilions
desired for lile landscape:

To work toward these desired
conditions, the Nonhem Regional
Comminee re<:Qfnmcnds:

• Ellc'Ouraging s"Slainable uSC
of landscape aSSCIS.

• )"1"imaining. or increasing timber
harvest

• ,\ l"imaining or increasing access
to public lauds. publ ie .....aters.
alld pri"ate lands open 10 the public.

• Impro"ing infom.OIion sourceS
fOf deci.ion-making.

• Ellsuring the role of natural
processes and di,lurbanees in plan­
ning and implememing manage­
melll "eli\·il1cs.

What additional plans
are being finalized?

The landscape plan for the EaSt
Central Region .....Blbe f,nali7w
in 2005.

The East Central Plan

A regional landscape I,lan for the
EaSI Cent..-al Landscape (Figure 4)
is anticipated 10 be complelc
by June 2005. The East Central
Regional Commi!1cc envisions
a landsc"pe that:

• Mo,·cs toward the range of
"ariahil ily for plant communities
natur.lly living and reproducing
in the landscape.

• Has spatial pmlems. iocluding
lhe size and location of openings.
thai are eonsistenl with lhe ecology
of the region.

Economic:

A vibrJlll c'Collomy capable of
sustaining !he Nonhem Landscape"s
f'OpulMiOll and cOmmun'I'e,.

Social:

A I""dscapc lhal has J dislin,li"c
identilY. where residems and
"isito,-,; ha"e a Strong sense or
place. and lhat fulfills social needs.

A regionth" balances soci,,1 needs
and landscape planning.

Ecological:

A viable. heallhy. f"nclioning ec'O­
'y,lem maimaincd on the landscape.

2J
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"l"ho 'i'l< of "'" pt." i. R<rom""nd,J
/>-"_0.1<""',,. Gool> (1nd S"""gies:
,\'<>f,h"n LtlnJ>rope /(egi"". M"J lj.l()(}l figure 4. East Cem",] Landscape Kegi"".
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• Provides diverse habi1a110 ",ain­
lain nalliral communitlc' and viable
populations of planl and a"imal

'pI--.;ie"

• SI,ppol1S a fullro"ge of fore,1
produels and rcl:"'alio"al aClivilies
in" ,uslained l11a"ner,

The East CeulI':ll Commiuee has
nearly eompleled lile development
of gools and slralegics designed
10 guide cffons 10 aehie"e Ihe
desircd future eondilions for four
rcsou,ce initiali>'e., including
ecological. e<;ooomk, social,
a"d administration/coordinalion
initiatives,

Four of the six faSlest-growing
coulllie. in tile slale are located
in the East Cenlrol Region, TIlis
region is close 10 the Twin Cilies
metropolilan arca. and aimOSI 9lYk
of the lands<;ape is privalely ol.med.

For lhesc reasons, the Connniucc
is recommending a comprehensive
SCt of coordinated aelions by
Ihe nine l"OuTllies and local o'l!a,,­
i/"'lions within Ihem, 'IS well as
by public resource agencies.
Thcsc coordinated aClions will
be designed to l,rom01e suslainable
foresl managemelll within lhe
urbani'ing landscape,

How is implement­
ation of regional plans
occurring?

Wilh planning l'omplelcd in five
of the six major forested land­
scapes. the MFRC's la"d.cape
program has conlinued 10 shift it.
emphasi. to implemenlalion and
coordination oftne compleled plans
(Figure 5. page 10).

,'1:0011-0:..",,, ,\10""""". h., ~n ."

"'<ru"'""," of ~r<" gr<)' o~'I> In 101. 2OO-l
~.. '0. ,,-,,"' IQ... ;n ,1-0: "","bo, of ,-<>I<>.
tho: "",I. food ,,"ppl~, In C.."d>. 1<ru"'"",'
"""", "«Y f.... )',,,,, r_ m- J;", U"'.
c,"'"p ...-."" mod '" f"',.-......\''''.''''
~,-., ~'~.,"""""

Coordination groo.,ps, made up
of boll, public and private land
ma"agers from lhe Nonheaslem.
NOl1h Cemral. and Soutl~a,lem

landsc"pes, continue 10 meel on
a qU"I1erly Ix.. is 10 implemen!
lhe plans, The ","ol1hem and West
Ccm",1 regions arc in lhe proces,
of organi'ing coordin"tion g'oops.

The MFRC is working with the
MinneSOla Forest ReSOt/rces Pal1­
IlCrship it> pro,'iding staff as,iSlance
''''d suppal1 to Ihe thn...., nOl1hem
Imld""apes.

Highlighls of the plan implemema­
tion and coordination work in lCll:M
include tile following'

Northeast Regional LandSl;ape

• In Scptember. 50 prople allcnded
a professional "'orkshop on land­
scape ecology dc"eloped in coop­
eralion wilh lhe Uni,'ersily of
~ l;nnesola 's Ccmer for Continuing
Educalion of Nalllr,,1 Resource
Professionals.

• The NOl1heaSl Landscape Coord·
ination G,oup eoopcroted wilh
the NOl1h Cent",1 Forest Rcscarch
Stal ion, The Nawre Conservancy,
and OIhers IQ analFe lhe cumula­
tive effccts Qf management and
tQ modcltllC consequences of fUiurc
managcment scenarios

• The group shared ;"fo,malion
"nd de"eloped common map, and
dilla 10 IlClp idenlify polenlia' areas
of cooperation.

North Central Regional Landscape

• The NMh Central Landscape
Coordin"lion Groo.,p sh"rcd infonn­
alion on individual ag<..~lCyk()fl'p'U>},

management philosophy and pl:",s.

• The group identified p<lte'llial
arcas of OOOJl'CrJlion.

Southeast Regional LandSl;ape

• The Soulheasl Landscape Coord·
inaiiol1 Groo'll a"1i"al"-.1 lllC W"oosll"
Legacy Arca.

• Thc group devcloped a landowner
"'Q,hhQp on landscape ecolog)'
principles in coope,alion with the
Uni"e"il)' of Minncsola 's Ccntcr
fo' Cominuing E'lucatiun of
Naturdl ReSQun."C l'rof~s,ionals.
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MFRC Landscape Program Landscape Regions:
Status of Planning and Coordination

"d r' , t_f'IHt<I i , ,.-
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How will the impact
of landscape plans be
monitored over time?

lJocumcming Ill<: impacl of lhe
landscape plan. WIll be IUKlc:d
by th"'" I:"neral q..e"uon~:

1, How are selec:ted KOIoIk:,I,
social,'ncl economic charade.·
islics of the IanclSClllpe dl,nginc
_time?

Initiall~pl'a~.
(01" eaclllllldK'apl' idemiftcd InllSl

of the mfomuhon lOKf,,1 in ,.,........
able forestry d«,sion·rnal..,'lJ.
Subsequml nlOOltonlll ""ill period•
ically updaIe lhal mfOl1'lWIOII,

f'"_ S. SIalus of pa-... -.l roordinP_ • MfRC (--.I _ ......-
What are the next
steps for the landscape
program?

• Complete the El$t Central Region
IiInd~pe pili.,

•~ tht fU$ibiity or prepar.
Ing I Menu Region 1'0fe>1 Re.source
Landscape Plan by eoopcrahng
with the Mmnc.sola ShMk: Tree
Ad,ciSOf)' COrnmilll.'C, Tree Tru~1.

MClropolitlJl Council, and Oll1cr
panr>cr organi~-"Iion~,

10

t Continue to IxiliWe the efforts
of IiIadcwaers liN IIIlIIIIlIICft' 10

('OORiinale lheir Xli, itid in all

majoo' f"""'ledl~ Panic·
ular rOf;1QC ,.,ill be pIxed on ..-00\[.

;"1 with the SuperiOl" and Cbi~ ..-a
naliorul fornu on joinl monitoring
e!TOfU in lhf:, Nonhf:,a~t and North
Ccntralland>e1pC rcgion~.

• IncrHM public "w"renes5
of landsclpC goals and "ralCgics
by dc"c!opingworbhop> fOl"
largetcd aullicncc:s.

timPfO'I our ability to monitor
progress 1O"'artlachicvmg land·
ilCape gool~.

The Iandscape

progIam will continue

to facilitate the

efforts of landowners

and managers

to coordinate their

activities in all major

forested landscapes.



For cnmplc. all ""mpleled land­
.';Cal'" plans SCI \:OlIls ror fore>!
Sp'-''';es mxl 3¥" eompos;lIon.
u,ing inronnaliOll "" eurrem (on:S1

composilio<l from lhe USDA
I'on:sl SC.....~·, ...""'" In'·...mOf)'
and Analys;, (I'IA) as • b:lscline.
Updaled AA dala .... '11 helpdocu­
ment changes brought aboul by
,mplement;ng lhe land.';CllJIl' plan.

2. How will pi ocreu~e in
impleMeminc: the Rntecin be
musured'?

II .."II be: es5CnI~110 00culllC1l1
~ XlI\ ilirs or ranncn as they
nnpkmmllhc MI'RC Wldicapc
plans. Mn....rWlk dfccu of_ny
oflhe 5tDIq;;"" idml,rlCd III lhe
p1:ans lTI3y ul.c )'ca" III aocumulalc.
In lhc IIl~m,OOcumcnl,nllhe
cffon c'pcndcd 10 ,mpkhkllllhe
pl:ons w,1l help P"O"idc lhe insl,hi
and cncTI) nttdcd 10 iIllw.,nlhc
cffon.

3. Do a.ndsalpe ~rt/ter$ IYwe
'l)edfic infor'mltion needs tUt
e.n be M1drn.sed n, monitor­
ing?

A. lan<hnpc plans ... "'1l11cllklllCd..
ull3micipalcd opponunllie>; lTI3y
.n..... or creal;"c solUll"'" '0 IlCW
problmlS nuy be ncOOo:d. Undscapc
panncn willllC'Cd ,nformalion
lhal ""'y 110I ha,'c b<'cn anl ....'paled
in in;li.1 I\I""iroring ok$igns.
Moo;toring nlu,1 be nuiblc coough
10 prm ide for I"""" neWs.

It will be essential to document the

activities of partners as they impfement

the MFRC landscape plans.

A """!>om ~h",,,'''''' "PO" ...no .. """><:I. P"",,, IYj CIo>d 5l<>I1.
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Guideline Review &Revision

... Guidelines

/' c~ance
Revision

Effectiveness
Monitoril19..-- Monitorinn

~ /

'.gu<e 6. The MFRC', P<occ", of monitoring "olunlOfy £uideli"••, which in IUrn promole.'ho need for ""'''on'.

Why are the forest
management guide­
lines being reviewed
and revised?

Th" de"c1opmcrn of ."mpre;,,-,,';""
limber harvesting and forest rna"·
"scment guidelines in />lard 1999.
,itled Su,wi"ing Mi""cWIlI ~'oreSl

Resources: \'olullwry S;le·Lcrel
Fore.1 Man"l:cment Guiddi",!s.
was" core mandale in ,he Sustain­
able ForeS! Rewurce. Ac! (SFRA)
"OId:l major MFRC ~ccomplish­

mem

12

AI 11M lime. Ihe Mil\rlCSOla Legis·

lahlre anli<:ip.1tcd Ihe nttd to pc!iod­
ic:,lIy review aOld revisc Ihe \'olun­
1ury guidcli"c,' based OIl Ic"ming.
from .ompliance and CfrCCliv.floC.>
monitoring (Figure 6).

s""",r"",II)", Moo"""'. S",,,,,,,", CluIpI<'
89A.Q.'i. Sub<!, t. ""e' th.. - .. ,Ily Ju"" 30.
2003, tll< coone,1 .holl ",,';'w 'll< guo<\<.
1;""••0<1 ;,J< n,; f)" P"'''''';' t ","; .""',. t f
dwn<d """""'Y. tll< cOlIne,1 ,hall updalC
'll< KU;,J<h"", by Ju"" 30. 2005.,,"

What progress was
made in 2004 in the
guideline revision
process?

11", MFRC completc'd public revicw
of proposed guideline changcs
in June 2004. A ftCT modifications
were m.de based on comments
received during the public review.
the MFRC approved the language
for tile revised guidelines,



What are future
planned revisions to
the guidelines?

In 2002. ;1 w~, ""{"mlined lh~l.

due 10 the difficult\' in gaining
agrcemem on specific aspects
of guidelines rel.led [0 ';parian
,,""'agemelll lones. most ripanan
""""gc",,,m i<sucs would be
deferred (0 lloe "c.<1 cyde of guIde­
line fCvision.

AllhOllg.h the dcl,dlinc for Ihe
n'XI cycle of revision has '101 yet
llc<:n dClcm'incd. lhe MI'IlC Fom>ed
a science Ie<::hnical commitlcc
in 2OOl10 ",vicw riparial1-rcbtcd

rescarch relevant to .\linn,sol".

The \l ,,,,,rian Sdcncc Technical

Commiuee is com(lOscd of nine
hlgllly experienced senior ""i"mis!s
who rcprcsclll a wide array of
",Ic"am ocicmific disciplines.

11..., COInmiuec will pro"ide ""biased
scicruific information alXlUl riparian
arcas', as well as ab<J<lIlimber Illan·
agement pra,,!i.cs needed 10 proleCt
ri""rian arcas 311he sile Ie,',,!.

This infom,alion will be provided
10 lile ,\IF~C_ which will use lhe
resulls to develop re<:onlmendalions
for revision to riparian guidelines
somelime .fl'-' 2005.

'Ripano" 0"''' Til< ""'. of land ood "".to,
f<"",,"ll • 'r,."t"", from aquah< to t,""",>­
tri.1 """,ystom»lonll >I",.m,. 10k.,. and
0\'<'0 ""~t'" ""..I>n<!>,

A h<olthy >I'OOn> <kp<rd"'" ..",ful """"go",,,nt or trmocr h'I'o'''1 od)KCnt to """m,
ood oot><r ,,"'OlOr b<>dic•• "_., /./.'.1'1011'1" .1/,""'...... Tom' ~''"'"'''''' (-.-,1

The Riparian Science Technical Committee,

composed of nine highly experienced senior

scientists, will provide unbiased scientific

infonnation about timber management

practices needed to protect riparian areas.

13



Monitoring

Why do we monitor?

The ONR.;n consull~liol1wi1h lhe
MFRC. COnl;lllICS to cany out iI'
obi igalions under the SI'RA' with
"'I':",d '0 four moniloring mandales:

• Monilor the allplicatioll of the
guidelines cOIlt:,inoo in S"Moining
Millllesow', F"rC51 IIcsu"rccs;
I 'a/UIl/II,}' Sirc-Lc"e! Fores'J ,110"­

ngelllcnI Guide/iltes on public and
prj"ale (o""II""d. Tllis is referred
10 as compliance mOilitoring.

• Evaluate III<: Cffccl;"cncss of
these guidelillcs in prolecting the

'flC<:ific rcSOlJr\." funclions. This is A, 1"11 of ~"i<I<:h""mo,,,,oool\. .00;,,,,, m<....'" tOe full ..i<lIh of. >t""m. PI>o<t>". .11,1.
rcfcm:d 10 as effectiveness monitor- 1""'''"",.\(,,,,,,_1"""" R,,,,,,,..,, C""""J

ing.

• MonjwT bro.1d trends and ~""nd·

ilions of MinncSOIu's forests al
>lalcwidc. lan,hcapc. and sile le,'ds,
'1,is is refcm:d 10 ., Mure resouret
monitoring. (Sec pages 10·11 for"
summary of I,"<lsca"" moo'toring
aClivilics.)

• Accelerme monitoring of lhe use
and errc..,I;,"ene" of guidelines in
prolC<"1;ng ripariallmanagemem
~Olle~. This erron was discominued
ill 2003. beeause il was dClerm;ned
Ihallimber har\"CSI in riparian '.OtICS
was occurring al a much lower rate
lhan in non_riparian lOnes.

What have we observed
from three years of
compliance monitor­
ing?

Monitoring Ihe applic,uion of lhe
guidelines contained in S"stuining
Mim",so/U's f'ornl ResOlm:es:
\'olulllory Site·Leul Forest Man·
ogemenl Guitleljnes on public and
pri,'ale foreSlland is a core progl':lm
mandated by Ihe SI'RA. The DNR.
which has sialulory ..:sponsibili,y
10 implemelll compliance monilor­
inl;. with S"id'''lC'e '1I1d oversighl
from Ihe 1I,IFRC. has condueled lhis
monilorin£ sin"" 2<XlO.

Data eollecled during Ihe baseline
p"riod from 2000 10 2002 we,""
anaIY7.c-d. and IIIC ,""s"lls "'ere
published in lhe report lillOO I/""eline
Monitoring for l"'plemellImioll of
the Timber lIurwsling (lnd Fore;t
M",wgclIlrnl G"idrlincs on I'uillie
(l1lI1 I'r/l'(liC Forcsl /..tllld in MimIC­
sOl": Combined N''I'urr for 2000.
2001, "",/2002. ONR Documem
0111'·090-1.

TIll.' results for 2000 10 2002 are
considered to be bascline", excepl
for waler quality and wCllands
prole<:lioll guidelines. In tOI.1. Ihe
resuh~ of monitoring 334 sites for
2OXl. 2001. and 2002 arc Sl1mma­
ri~ed in Ihis "'pon.
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Important Findings
from the Baseline Years of Monitoring

What is the plan for
compliance monitor­
ing in 2004·2006?

LJ Oftl", ,ill" monitored,
2Y;t, were \'i.uall>' ""nsiti,'c.

LJ Filter .trip complia,,,,c with
thc guidelinc n:com"",ndation
« 5% mincr"l soil c.\po,;ure.
di,pcn..'J ovcr the fi tlcr ,trip)
wa,73%.

LJ Riparian marmgemem zone
(R MZ) guidcl inc recommcnd·
luions for width and residual
basal a",a we", n",1 52%
ofthc timc.

LJ Appropriatc watcr di"crsion
and crosion comrol practices
wcre installcd on 7.4% of
.kid trail and road approaches
to wctland. and ,;lrcams (tl,rec­
ycardata).

Ilowe,'cr. tlIQfC dClailed infor_
mation gathen.",1 in 2002 found
that erosion was evidcn, on
only 5.8% of the approa"hes.
:",d sedimcllI WaS reaching
a w.ter body on 59% of those
,,·itll eN>ion c.-idem.

LJ Only 6% of more than 2,000
location. OIlthc IN .itcs
monitorcd in 2002 had rulling
6 inc hI's dccp ordccpcr. MO<l
rullcd location. (78%) had Ie.,
than 5% ofthcir surfacc area
in ruts. and 47% of the rUlling
Wa,; confinl-rl to roods. skid trail,.
a,1d ;'",.jings.

LJ The guidelines recommend
tllat site i"frnstTU(;lure (i.e .. roods.
landings) occupy no mOre lilan
3% oftl", Ilan-'est area. Thc
"alcwidc avernge was 3% for
allthrec ycars.

LJ Coarse woody debris guidc­
lincs were met in 79% oflhe
gcncral ha,,'Cst area, and in 69%
of Ihc Rl>lZs.

D leave IfCe guideline reconl·
mcndations wcre met on 53%
of the e1e."'"1 ,itc,.

The re[Xlrt recommends thai
fUIIln: monitoring continue
to l) use satellitc imagcry for
selccting timber ha,,'cst monilor­
ing .itcs. and 2) cmpha.i,c
thc nccd for ongning Iraining
for impro"ed loggcr and forestcr
awarencss,

11''''<>1«1 ..'000 " ,he: ""'''~ r", p>p<r.
c.nI_rd. rOm"",,,.•"d lombor r..- hoo"".
The: ,,<..~< p<,,,,,,,;n ,he: Uml<d St.,<,
""h,<> up '0 12 ~oo.I, of ~'000 pe' day­
«tU"'oten, ,•• 1000f"",·",11 '''''' ".. "h
• di"me'" of 16-1~ incbo, ''''"' til< coo,><
of, ),,.r, P_101 Cltad SUI,.,

Post·basel i~c compliancc monitor­
ing began in 2C1l:M. Thrce )'cafS
of ficld monitoring data will be
eolle<:lc..-:I belwc'Cn 2C1l:M·2006•• fler
which statistical analysis will be
COllllllcted. including comparison
to the 2()()()..2002 basel inc dalasel.

11,C first year of post·guideline
moniloring was conducled during
lhe ,"mmer of 2QO.t. Specifically.
lile mooitori~g approoch waS
modified in two ways:

.1111: number of silc, monilen...-:I
was reduced from 120 to 90,
Expcns advised lhat 90 SileS are
suffieicm for Statillieal validity
in identifying lrends of guideline
applicalion,

• Field audils were conductcd
by a Ihird-lX'lly ContraclOr. i~slead

of by staff. This third'pany appro;K"h
10 lhe field audilS. IIsing e'pcns
in hydrology. soil science. and
forest managcmcm. providcs
g.....alcr c.....dibility 10 Ihc process.
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What work has
occurred in effective­
ness monitoring?

The /To-1FRC sponsored or supported
thre" ",,,,~,,,h projl'CIS in 2()O..1thal
directly ",Iatc 10 evalualing the
effect;veness "f .he timber h3rv<:'I­
ing and f"rc.<1 ll)a""&cmcll! guide­
lines it! pl'<)leeting _pecif,c "'$I)""",

(ur>cI;O"•. These tl' ...."e proje<;lS
focused on:

• Assessing lhc effect;'·c"c" of
riparian guidcli""s.

• Assessing and minimizing wind
damage 10 '·nnou. specics of Icave
Irees.

• Assessing the impact of ,kid Irail,
on soil "OnlIX,ct;O" :md "'l!cllcm­
lion.

These three research sludics .nd
f"lure effons arc import"ntlO
the MI'RC to "",,,res Ihm &..."i.iol1'
011 guideline ""'ision. arc based
On SOl,"d scicnce.

1. Assessing the effective­
ness of riparian guidelines

In 200llhc MinncSOl' Legislature
appropriated 5200.000 for a project
lilled "Evaluating lhc Sustainability
of Timber Harvesting .nd Foresl
Management Practices ill R;parian
Areas," liarvest;"g was conducted
0" seven of the e;l:hl .,udy sites
during the winter of 2003(2004.
alld immedi.I" l'0st·h.rveM dato
were colleeled

DOlring Ihe summer of 2004. DNR
and ~ lFRC staff ulili,cd romplia"..",
monitoring pr01ocols to e".luale
lhe application of the guidelines for
lhe SC"cn l,"rveSled rc",,,rch silcs.

Bce.use funding for Ihis long-teml
err"",i"eness monitori"g rcsearch
expired ill JUIlC 2004. the MFRC
is seeking additional funds for
University of Minnesota rcsearchers
and other pantlers 10 rontinue to
monitor the impaclS of the harve.!>
in 2004 over lhe next few years,
Additional monitoring data will
provide ''''po"ant insighlS inlO the
cff""liveness of ~ linneOOla's gOlide·
lines in prot.."'ting riparian areaS.

2. Assessing and minimizing
wind damage to various
species of leave trees

Pa" of the riparian researeh funded
by lhe "'\FRC ill 1999 focused on
lhe fate of lea"e trees following
harvest. Three complementary
stOldies unek'I"l.:en in this project
were designed to:

• E"aluate the extel1l ofblowdo"'n
by -species in thc pre....,stahlished
riparian treallnen! siles, The data
fronlthis researeh described the
species and sizc classcs of riiX,rian
leave lrees that were subject 10

wind damage in the three years
following cleareuts in adjacent
uplands and lhinning in the rijXlrian
areas.

• Survey forestry professionals to
solicil infonnalion on: I) the species
that are most susceptihle to hlow­
down, and 2) Ihe site conditions Ihat
would eaUse blowdown 10 OCCur.

• Resorvey prior guideline mcmilQr­
illg siles 10 evaluate tile extent
of bl",.'down compared to wh~l

was originally lIQlcd for tho~ .'itcs
in the ficld evaluatiollS.

1'><1<1 ...tf <,-,IU"N II>< opph.,.IIoo of "'!'KC". nporilUl gu,d<tIJl<> iu .ro•• ""JK<UI I.
f"",,.'I<~ " ....tn,. ,oc~ "' ,~" 00<. r_1ry /II." I"IuHyn.M."",JOOo ro",' ~..""'''' ('_;/
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Thc first study is neOlly conlplete.
~!ld ~n.lyses for lhc second alld
third SllIdie' will be complete by
mid_spring 2005.

The findings from these >ludies
will provide ".It",ble infom1'llion
for uSC in ",vising the leaw lree
guideline rt"CQIl""end~t iQlIS or
for reinforeillglhe cxisting recom·
mendati""s.



3. Assessing the impact
of skid trails on soil com­
paction and regeneration

A sludy to evaluale ttlc imlK"1s
of skid Irails on "olll!","li<:>n and
regeneMion of C<luipmel1l tmffick­
ing waS eomplelcd in 2()().1. It
evaluated the effects of skid trail
aelivily on soil slrenglh and
com!",ction "1 th"'e point. in time;
llcfore harve'l. inHnc<Jialcly
afler harvest. and 36 momhs after
harveSl.

Findings from this researeh con­
tim'cd somc cxisling guideline
reeommend"lions, However. the
results also suppancd speeilic
ch:ll1ges 1<:> guidelines for skid trails
and for prolcction of forest wil
producti"ity, Study resuhs pointcd
to two recommendations:

N.... hoo.. de,.t_", " "n ."mple of f"","lm.l 000>""'011. 1100.. ro,,,",,,,:I,oo
in r"""to\I ...."" c:m <au... fc.og.....",:u;on. ""h"'h " ,lie .j>I;Ui"g of 1>,,<. v"_c" ,......
of fore" iuto "'po"'I<, .n"lle, po=l, of b." h.b,,,,,. rloolo ""'"", ofTIr< T,.."""
"uN.. /,,,.d

• Eliminate tlIC anilieial dislinc­
tions belween prim"ry and second­
,,,y skid trails.

• Il.cl:lin guideline recommendalions
to eoneel1lmle skidding 10 a few
designatcd skid tmils 10 mini,ui/.e
eomp.1ction on the harvesl sile.

What work has
occurred in monitor­
ing forestland uses?

Land uscs Ihal preclude limber
prodUClio" and harve.t for long
periods limilltlC oplions available
to foresl managers seeking 10
manage foresl' sl,slainably.

The process of dc"e1oping forest­
land-by conSlrueling housing.
commereial buildings. and roods;
Or by crcm;ng paslure and cropland
whcre forests once grew---feduees

lhe land Ix,se availablc for produc­
ing limber. maintaining foresl
habilat and wildl ife. and providing
for foresl-based recreation.

During 2()().1. S:Jlelhle-based change
dete""tion mcthods were u...:tl
10 estimate the ,.dte at which foresl'
lands",e being con"cncd to nOn·
forest purposes.

Bascd on data for a panion of the
"alC for the four-)"Cor period from
July 1999 (0 August 2003:

• Aboul 3.600 acre' of fore.sl
(0.02% of foreslland in MilH,e:;Ola)
wcre de"e1oped ller year.

• AbouI225 acre.s o(forc.<l (0.001%
of all forcstland) were con,'ened
to p.1,lure or cropland per ycar.

For comparison. during ItIC .same
period. aboul 111.000 acres (0.7',0,
of all fore.slland) were harve.slcd
pcr year.

R"les of foreslland con"crsion
"'Cn: very low (less Ih"n 0.1 %)
in moll coumic•. Thc maximum
,.dlcs of con"c"ion observed "'cn::
O. 17% of foreslland to dc"clopmcnt
(Olm,lc<J County), 0, 13% to devcl­
opment (Washington Coumy).
0.17% t<:> agricullur"luses (Pipew,nc
COIlIl1y). "nd O. 11 'k 1<:> agricultural
LlseS (Jackson CoulUy).

A repan 10 be issued in early 2005
will presenl Ihese resulls in more
delail. along with resullS of lhc
a"alyses of adJilion"ll;md use dala
thai are c"rrelllly in progress.

17



Registering Public Concerns

What is the Public
Concerns Registration
Process?

The Public Concerns Rcgi.\lrmioll
Process (PCRP) WaS cSlablishcd
in 199810 accept "comm"nIS from
Ihe public on nCl;lillClUlimbcr
harvc'1inll and fore.1 I1lallal;cmcnl
pro"I;C"',""

"11" I'CRl' pro,-ides a way
fOT cilizens 10 inronn I;mdowncrs.
foresters. and loggers of specific
colICerns about limber halVesling
.00 forest ",an.gemelll practices
Iha\ Ihey sec in Minnesota. Since
Ihe program's inception in 1998.
Ihc I'CR1> has addrcs",d a 10lal
of 20 concerns.

A1tllougb it is not;ll regulatory Or
punitiYe program 10 SlOp (imber
harvellS or rcwh'c di'llutes o"cr
conlroclual issues or foreSI manage­
menl aClivilics. lhc PeRI' docs

encourage ,uslai""bJe ",.on.gemenl
of MinncSOla 's forests by "mph.si,.­
jng "due'lion of (hose io,·ol\'cd.

I.

Who benefits?

• Citizens benefit because the
PCRP allows dtilens 10:

• Fornwlly advise the MFRC of
lileir concerns about forest manage­
mem lIelivities they see.

• Be a c;lIalysl for miligalion of an)'
problems On a sileo

• Learn mOre aboY! fOr<:S1 manage­
mem and sU'lainable fore'lry.

• Landowners,loa:ers, and forest­
et'S benefit by becoming more
aware of public concerns regarding
foreSI managemenl. and by learning
more aboul guidelines for su,lain­
able foresl "'anage"'elll,

• The MFRC benefits from receiving
summaries of eOn.ernS regislen:d
Ihrough lhe PCRI'.lllCSC summaries
IlClp lhe M FRC u!l<JcrslamJ citizens'
expectalions for how M innesOla's
foresls ,hOl,ld be managed.

The MI'RC can use lhese insighls
10 decide which. if any. additional
guideline, are 0><"Cdcd and!O idemify

conlinuing educalion program,
IlCeded for foresl managers. fOreSl
owners. loggers. and Cil;7.en,.

What two citizen con·
cerns did the MFRC
investigate in 2004?

01le concern. filed laIc in 1003 bUI
invesligaled in early lOOt rel:iled
10 visual qualily of a I;mber harve.'!
and Ihe filling of a weIland. Invesl­
igalion foomd Ihal Minnesota',
Wetland Conservalion Ael sl••ldards
for filling wetlands were nOl

breac1lCd.

A second (:oll(:ern relaled 10 ull­
inlended lrespa,sing lha! resulted

from Ibe lack of an onsile meeling
prior 10 beginning 10 harvesl.
Minnesota', guidel inc, recommend

lhallhe fore,ter and logger meel on
lhe logging ,ile before eommel>Cing
lhe aCluallogging opcr31ion. and
lbe ;n"o),ed pan;es are now aware

of Ihe mi'lake.



Education

llith «<h '001>. ".." •• CPS (,,00., ['I<»""""o~ .»'em) re«i,'«,.•ce i""",."ogly \>e;og
uwd '0 f.".>lI}', Ab,>'",. lou.... Ie..... '0 u... GI'S '0 <.leul....«••00 ""'... "m\>e, ..b,
1'_ "","~!<fM'__ I.."~,,Ed__ I'~,_

What is the Minnesota
Logger Education
Program?

The M;rI"CS01~ Logger Ed,,,,al;on
f'rogram (11-1 LEP) is a logger-initialed
Ilrogr~m thai was established in
199510 pTOm01c high ope"";"",,1
siandards. enh,mee logger profes­
sionalism.•oo rcsf'OOd 10 Ihe SFKA.
/>1 LEI' provi""" (",jlling for logging
DllSinc" owners. employees. and
other 'CSOUR'" man"St," in lhe
arcas of suslainable foresl ",source
managemelll. ,,"o",place safely.
DI'sincss managcmcllI. and ',""spo'­
talion. (For more i"formal;on. visit
www.mlep_org.l

'n 2004. "'ILEP achjc"cd a mem­
llcrship of 4 19 IOl:l:inll bll,incss

owners and associ"tc•. 1\1cmDcrship
is "ol"m~,ry .nd rctlC<:lS lhe com·
mitment of logging business OWllers
10 safc. prod""l i>'e. and environ­
mCllmlly respon,ible limber h,or'
'·cs,ing.l<K1c(lCndcnI research
has dctcmlincd lhal ,\ILEI"s
mcmbeC5hip cu""mly rcprc~nlS

more Ih~n 'lCl% of Minncsota's
~"nu~llimberh~rvcsling oclivilies.

What continuing
education did loggers
receive in 2004?

In an ongoing effon 10 impro,·c
guideline implcmcnl~lion. Ihc Minn­
csola Logger Educalion Program
inereascd Ihc number of workshops.
as well as Ihe variely of topics
'100 lraining fonna,", provided 10
logging and naturdl rcsource
profes,ionals. Training was offered
1hrouShout lhe Siale. includins
Bemidji. Cass Lake. Cloquel,
Decr River. Evelelh. Grdnd Rdpids.
Hibbing. Jnlern'lliorul1I'alls. Kasson.
Orr. 'lFld Sil\-cr Ilay.

M LEI' coordinatcd a 101'11 of 16
""orhhops and lwo loggerconfer·
ences, In 101'11, more lhan 982
panicipam, aHended MLEP Irdining
in 2004~more Ihan 3 20'"k increasc
over panicipalion in 2003.

Specific lopic< included guideline
implemenl.Hion issues. an updale
on the Weiland Conserva1ion Acl
Fore.lry Excmplion. wo,king wilh
pnvale l.nOOwncC5. ulili~i"g GPS.
bio",ass h.....·c'lil1g Icchnology.
.l1d s~illcd lruck dri"cr lr~ining.
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In :odd'Ul..... MLI:J> mai_,rK I
da,abaK ,h3t trxb lh<: tn,n,",
completed by ~il\S bu~inc>5

oWI",r~ ",id employee•. To maintain
"",,,,her,hip stalU~. MLEP members
a"" n:quired toaitend 16 hours of
contlnumg WucatlOn on an IIlnu:oJ
No~'" MLEP also documo:l'll'S «IUin
kill and busmess n:quill:menls.
such u fedenl and ~.,c In idcm·
ificallon numlloc:n. uncmplo)"n",nl
"nd worker~'compcn~"liuninsur­
"'11.'<:. A\VAl R (workplace aecident
and injury redUCIion programs) Ind
subslante lbuse COI1lp3flY poIil'ic.s.

What is the Center
for Continuing Educ~

ation?

TheC~fOfC~ ElkIcalioo
.. lh<: CoIlcge of N;lIlun!~
Urn' emly of Mll1PC$OU.. ...-as
establilihcd in response 10 the SI:RA
of 1995 10 prov,di: in'lOvau,'c
edlK:alilKl prog..m. for natural
""source professionals by providing
tn,n,", on "".rent research find­
inp, ne'" 1Cd\noIo&ies. and Ollie­
of-I""-In practICeS. (For more
infQl'TTlluon abwt lhe Ccnlcr.' ISit
www.cnr.umn.wu,ICCE.)

1lIc Centercontimoes to be an
lel""c pan....,.,. in promoI;nl ueel­
\cncr '" rlltunl re<oortt """""ge­
melli. It offcn; I broad I'anI" of
lCChnlCII and professlOIlIl c6ua.
tlon prognms for ptXIielng n,..ural
ll:<oU= m.nagers in.1l SlX,ors of
Ihe fo""slry profcuion.

MLEPand the Ceolcr h,,,c b«n
cokadcrs m thc ptanllllll and
implementation of ~linnc>oIa·1i
f~ ~mICfIIguideline
OOUCllion prognms since 1999.
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What continuing
education did natural
resource profession­
als receive in 2004?

As in fl'C' lOllS )"nrs. Wtoe,.lIonal
programmIng flY Mlural ~rtt
prof..ssionllls in lOO4 addressed
.... Ide: ....ncly of topics.. IIlClud,ng
<tand asscunlCnl. forot land"'apc
Soals. forest produetivily modeling.
GI'S arid GIS lraining. plant idem·
,f.cation flY cndangered arid .hre.t­
cncd """,ie:5. focld .a..il1 Inining
for tribal fon:stry teehruc:'Ians. and
fiR: ocoIog).

The Minnesota logger

Education Program

and the Center for

Continuing Education

have been co-leaders

in the planning

and implementation

of Minnesota forest

management guide­

line education

programs since 1999.

• Tlte fif'Sl"'oabhop Inlroduc-lI1g
lhe ne.... SlIlC fock! guide to f~
site daniflCalJOO 10'," he:ld this
len.lnlroduction 10 F(}I751 Sirf
CIM5ific/l/;on: A f'ield GI,ide 10

Nm;"e PI'1n1 CommunilicJ fOt' the
LmuenllOl1 MUffl l'Off!jI offered
tl'llining 10 lWunl~ profo:s­
$IOIlI1s Qtl(l;odc lh<: ~hnne5Oll DSK.
M"'" ai''lInc..-d tnimn; ",'ill begIn
in 2005, ...pponw by. granl from
the lliarldin I'oundalion.

• In Januar)' 2004. the: Center Iocld
tt.: third Itcl'lltion of the JKIPIIlar
and !lUcreSSful $)'lRJIOSlum lilled
FOfeJt rmd 1I,IdI'fe Re-rn
Rn·ir;t<·. nns progI'lIIl1lncludcd
rncareh preK1IllIions on ...·i1<lIif....
sp",ial anal)·sis. eronomics. sil> i,
ellltu..,. p<>lky and manaS...n",nl.
"nd forest walcrsheds. 't1lC 2004
sj'mposium was held for the.sccond
time at the Uni,·.,.."it) of ~linnooIa
DuI"Ih campus 10 acrommotb1e
11JOle than 200 panlClpantS.

The MFRC eonlinues to be a finan­
cial sponsor of this s)"mposium.

.1lIc Cemercoordinated 11 work­
s/>opS and confen:nces during 2004.

• In :odd"IOnIO ...onl'hops and
confen:ncc:s. the Cmlcr C'Ofllinuo
10 \lI2IQgt • database tlta, ,rlI('\.s
contin"i,,!; WlK:anon el'l'(Jus
for the: Minnesota I'orc" Sleward­
ship Prog.-al11. Plan preparcrs
an: reqUired to complc'e 60 umts
of rontinulng c<!ucallon "'\"Cr)' throe
years.o rcmlIln chgible to ...'rile'
pbns for pri"1Ie ... ood1and ",•.-rom;.

nllS new requiR:mcnt 's the first
offiei.1 qllalifiealion pt"OIll"3m
for fo",~lers in Mil1l",sola and
is recei' ing high panicipallon
due to ,he criteria eslablt.loc:d
for panic1p"tion in the n:ttnIly
passed SUSlallubIc FornIr) lnccn
II\"C At'lY



Sharing Forest Information

How is information
shared among forest
resource agencies?

The rmeragcncy lnfomlation
Coopcrali,·c (IIC). mandated by lhc
$FRA, was eslabli,hcd IQ increase
infonnation-sharin& "molll: forc.\1
"'.'00"'1' agencies. la"dQw"",,,.
managers. and Ihe general public.
The IIC Web sill'. established in
1998. conl;nllcs (0 provide infoml­
"lion .bolll forest TCsources 10
increasing numbers ofpcoplc.

How has lie changed?

To rc";lalizc Ihe lle. IIII' 2004
",'inucsoia Legislalurc passed
a bill" that specifics the addition
of 1"'0 new members and identifies
IIII' dean Oflhe Uni"crsily of
MinnCSOIa's College of Nalul'lIl
Rcsoun:cs as chair of Ihe lie.
The MFRC is wor~ing closely willl
rcprcscmalivcs from IIII' College
of Natural Resources (0 shape Ihe
rcinv;gor.'tcd lie.

The MFRC helped fill

an infonnation gap

by providing a good

estimate of acres

of statewide harvest

on public lands.

What important
infonnation gap did
the MFRC address
in 2004?

In 2QO.l. the MFRCs I,,(omlalion
Managemem Commiucc (IMC)
helped fi[[ an information gap by
providing a good e'timate of acres
of statcwide !larvc" on public lallds.
IbrvC>t levels are commonly
repo...cd OIl a volume ba,is ralher
lhall by acres affccted.

The MH<C issued a repon s!lowing
11M sligllily Ie,s l!lan I% of lhe
approximalely eighl million acres
of public land in MimICSOI:I Wa,
sold for harvest in 2001. Simibr
data are n01 available for harvests
on privatc lands because oflhe
difficulty of colleet;"g infonllat;oll
from 140.000-plus priv31e wood­
land owners.

Work is under w:lY 10 obl:lin this
dala :lnnua[[y for I"'blic lands.
so Ih,lI Ihe MFRC can beller
underswlld timber har"C,1 trends
and impacl>. The fin,,1 rcpo... is
availablc OIllhe MFRC Web sitc.

What changes did
the MFRC make
in addressing forest
infonnation manage­
ment in 20041

During 2lXl4. Ihe Coune;1 held
a $lrateg;, planning $CS,iOfl to $Ct
the direclion for its activities O"er
lhc next $C"eral ycars, To place
more emphasis on policy illiliat;"c'.
lhc MFRC revi$Cd thc mission
and composition of $C,·,r..1of its
conllniuc-.:s. inelUding tlw: 11'>-1C.
which WaS refocused lO assisl in
:lehicving Ihe MFRC"s Sl"lulVry
mandale to ., ..ad,·iu tile GOH'mor
",,,, fed,'ral, ,Iule, ('Umll.", "'Id /,x-u/
gO\'em",,,,,ts "" suswi""b1elonm
,eSOIl'Cf' policies lInd practices:'

Specifically, in 2005 lhe lMC
wi[[ frame foresl policy issues for
lhe MFRC by compiling. analyzing.
and dis$Cminming infoml:llion
relevant 10 policy qucslions po$Cd
by lhe MFRC.

21



Outreach

How did outreach
improve in 20041

In 200'1. the MFRe began 10
develop a communication plan thai
places more emphasis Oil outreach
and communication. especially
through Ihe media.

How is information
aboullhe MFRC aud
its activities made
available to the public?

• TI,e .\1 FRC Web SilC cominu"s
10 SCn'c as a" imegral SOurce for
infonnalion. "nlC I>H'RC rcgularly
(lOSts new rcpom and info",,",ion
al www.frc.slate.mn.u•.

• Informat;on abootthc 1>1FRC
I"'riodically appears in the prc.~.

Recent aMieles and Ci131;011S include
('overage of the MFRC"s landscape
pianning program. diSCllssion of
MFRC-sponsored research efforts
"ndcr way. and ann""tlCC"'ClllS
of nCW MFRC members.
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In 2004, the MFRC

began to develop

a communication

pian that places

more emphasis

on outreach and

communication.

How doe. lhe MFRC
encourage public
participation in forest
resources programs?

MFRC alld SI'RA pmgrams all
require the p.1r1icip.11ion of individ_
Ilals intcre,led ill forcSI resourees
in Minncsola.lllCre are many ways
for intereSled individuals 10 bcrome
involved:

o Attend MFRC meetings.
Scheduled mcclings are poslcd
on thc MI'RC Web site at

www.frc.slale.mn.us/lnfo/
calcndar,hlm. orcall 651·603·0109
for nleeling dales.

o Participate in landscape regicmal
committees. COniael D,,,"c />·liIlc:r
for mOrc infolJ1'a1ion al 218·72()"
4256 or dmiller@nni.umn.edu

o Use the Timber KarvestingI'FOI"e'St
Management Guidelines. Guidelines
arc "'3il<1ble on MFRC"s Web sile
al wwW.frc.slale.mn.us/l·Mgdline!
Guidebook.hlm!. or comact the

MFRC al 651-60HH09 for a paper
copy.

o Notify the MFRC of specific
timber harYesting 0< forest
management o>ctivities that concern
)"OU. Caliioll-frcc 1-888·234-3702.
or regi.ller your concern onlitIC
al www.frc.slale.mn.u •.

o Attend forest ",SOUrces
edllCational programs. For addi­
lion.i ;n(ornlalion. conl"l:

• Collcge of NalUral Resourccs
Ccmer for Conlinuing Educalion:
Call 612-624-4986 or go 10
www.cnr.umn.cdu/CCEl

• Minnesota logger Educalion
PrOGram: Call 218-722-5442 or go
10 www,mlep.org/.

o Access data regarding Minn.
nob's forest resources from lhe
lmeragelll:}" Infornlalion Coop·
cmli"c'1I www.iic.slalc.mn.lIs.



MFRC Documents Produced in 2004

All MFRC documenU are available to interested individuals via the Internet.
Visit the MFRC Web site at www.frc.sute.mn.usllrdoMFRCdocs.htmf

MFRC overall

Suslainable Fore" Resources Ac!
Implcmcll131ion in 2003: Minnesota
1'0"",1 Resources Council All"oal
II.CJlOI1 10 Ihe GOVCnlor and Legis­
1~l1l1rc. Jam,ary 2O'J.l

51 rategic l);recl;ons Worksholl
Mccting noles. July 200t

Landscape Program

Fon:<lS in Ihe We't Celll.."l Land­
scape: Desired OUlconlCS. Goals
and SU1ucgics. March 2004

Recommended Desired OUh.'Ql11cS.
Goals and Slr;llcgics: NOI1hcm
Landscape Region. May ZOOt

Fores. Resource Managcmcm
in Easl Ccmml MinncsolO: A Land­
scape I'crsp,:clivc, June 2004

Site·level Guidelines Program

Riparian Science Tochnical
Commincc: Process Definition.
March 2004

MS thesis: The noollc Projc<;l:
A Casc Study or Ihe Imp.clS
of limber Harvesting Activities
on Soil COnlpaclion and A,pen
Rcgcncnt!iol\ in Nor!h Ccnl ....1
/>·1inncsola. Jcrem~ Fauske.
May 2(X).l

Monitoring Program

B"seline ),Ionilo,;n£ ror Imrlemcn­
!"Iion of Timber Il:trvesling and
Fores! Man"gcmcm Guidelincs
on Public and I'rivalc Foresl Land
in MinnCS013: Combined RCl"'n
for 2000. 2001. and 1002

Public Concerns Registration
Process

Public Conecms: limocr llan'cs!­
ing and Fore,l Managemenl
Praclices: Appro"cd Process.
March 2(X).l

Infonnation

1\ linncSOIa's Publicly-Owned
Foresllands: Ikquesl for lnrorm­
alion ofAcres ofTimbcr Sold
in 2001
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Acronyms

DNR Dcparll11enl of Natural Resources

IIC Imerageney InfonnaliooCoopcrmive

l/\IC Inforl11~tion M~"ag~mentCommiucc

Minnesota Forest Resourc:es Council
2004 Annual Report to the Governor
and Legislature on the Implementation
of the Sustainable Forest Resourc:es Act

MLEI'

MFRC

pCRp

SFR,\

MinneSOla Logger Educa1ion Program

MinneS01a Foresl Resources Cow..-il

Publie Co,..-cms RegiSlralion Proccss

Sustainable Forcst Resources ACI

('> COpyrighl 2005. MinneSOla 1'0re,1 Resourccs
Council

This illfom",tion is avail:tblc in an ;,hemme fonnal
"pon l'C<l"esl.

Equal opporlunily 10 parlicipa1e in and benefit fmm
MinlleSOla Forcsl Resources Council programs is
available 10 all individ",,1; I\:gardless of r~ce. color.
crced. I\:ligion. naliorml origin. sex. marilal SIalus.
sWlus wilh regard to public assislance. age. sexual
orientation. or disabil ity. Discrimination inquiries
should be senlto Ihe Minnesota Fore" Resources
Council. 2003 Upper Buford Circle. SI. 1'",,1.
Minnesol:t 55108: Or tho Equal 0pl"'nUnily Office.
Dcp'lnment oflhe Imerior. Washing10n, IX: 202.10.

Primed on ICllYA' recycled p.lper containing a minimum
of 30% po:r;leon,umer r~'Cyc1ed comen!.






