










































1987 Legislative SAssion Fact Sheet 

FORESTRY SYSTEMS UNIT 

(1) MINNESOT• FOREST RESOURCES PLAN GOAL. STATEMENT 

CoordinatP, provide direction and be responsible for the processing of the 
Division of Forestry's infonnation. 

(2) FORESTRY SYSTEMS UNIT ACTIVITIES 
'· Maintain 42 personal computers for field and St. Paul use and 1 . '· 

min1cOl'1puter for statewide reporting and data capture (TI-990). 
technical support and assistance for ma"y prngrams 

developed for local forestry applications. 
Developed and maintained Division-wide systems includ1"g: 

(3) FORESTRY SYSTEM MODULES 

Timber Sales SystMt - Tracks the. sale and harvest of wood frn111 state 
lands. -These sales result in annual income to the state of over 
$3,000,000. Information is used by program administrators, resource 
managers, and forest products finns. :. · 

Nursery Trf!e Order System - Records data on the millions of seedlings 
that are shipped annually from 2 state forest· tree nurseries. This 
system provides information on the status of any order and generates 
order acknowledgments, shipping notices, and shipping tags. 

Staff Training and Experience System - Maintains data on 500 Division of 
Forestry staff member's training and exper1Pnce. ·This infomat1on is 
used to support personnPl development efforts and plan for 
training. 

Message Sending System - Sends text to all Forestry that 
have computers to · promote conwnu"i cations on a 11 acti vi ti es 
(e.g., 300-400 me.ssaqP.s are sent per WPP.k during critical fire periods). 

Data CollPct.ing System - Coller.ts data from thP various systems and 
locations within Forestry and stores the data in a central base on 
the St. Paul minicomputer for re.porting and analysis. 

Fire Status and Reporting System - Collects data on 1,400 
fires at"nually (which bUrn 45,000 acres}. Plays a critical role in 
protecting 2.2 million acres of wildland by providing current 
to state, federal and local cooperators. 

TimbE'r Management and Planning System - Uses forest inventory data to 
project future timber management a 1 ternatives for Division of Forestry 
lands. Identifies the Division's need for tree planting stock by 
describing what the composition of the would be in thP. future, 
based on various assumptions. Provides valuable il"fonnation ·at the. local 
level for timber management planning, road planning, and wildlife habitat 
development. · 

Department of Natural Resources, Division of Forestry 
Box 44 500 Lafayette Road 
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Forest Inventory s3stP.m - Provides the Division with the ability to 
process, analyze an distribute resourcP. data for use by industry, state 
and county land managers, recrP.ation interests, the University and other 
agencies. The forest inventory is the foundation for the development of 
other integrated systems. The infonnation has, in part, been responsible 
for the rPcent $500 million P.xpansion of the forP.st produr.ts industry. 

(4) WHY CONTINUE TO DEVELOP NEW MODULES? 

The demand for accurate, quickly retrievable, electronically. 
produced infonnation is rapidly increasing. The current LCMR·· 
project has demonstrated the value and utility of Forestry's'· 
Management Infonnation System. · 
To remain economically competitive in the Lake States, the ability 
to. provide accurate and timely information must be maintained. 
Information provided to industry is critical for plant expansions 
and location. 
As the various modules are developed and integrated, the benefits 
from the system as a whole will be multiplied. The transfer of 
information bPtween the various subsystems wi 11 a 11 ow r.tore 
comprehensive reporting with less data entry. 
Foresters rely or. processed irffonnatio,, in making critical land 
management and protection decisions. · 
Counties, local govPrnments, and other agencies are dependent on the 
Division's ability to provide data for their· use. 
!~proved forest management will be absolutely essential to support 
the increased use of Minnesota's forest resources. Eff~ctive 
computer applications will be a funda~ental ingredient of go~d 
forest management. 

(5) NEEDS FOR NEW OR IMPROVED SYSTEMS 

Improved forest inventory data handling, stora~e, retrieval and 
analysis system 
Geographic information systems (forP.st inventory) 
Forest rianagement dP.veloprnent rer.ords 
Enhanced timb~r sales system 
F~rPst access (roads) system 
FirP. systems: Dispatching 

D~Mage appraisal 
Large fire accounts 
FirP. fighter qualifications 

Work planning and accomplishment reporting 
Forest products Marketing 
Office automation 
Private forest. Management system 
Expanded forP.st nursery systPm 
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FOREST ROADS 

(1) MINNESOTA FOREST RESOURCES PLAN GOAL STATEMENT 

Identify, develop and maintain a safe, efficient forest transportation 
systAm that provides access to prot~ct, manage and use Minnesota's forest 
resources. 

A well dPveloped forest road system will facilitatP. the. timbP.r harves';t. 
and regeneration programs of the Division and will provide public acce·ss 
t~ recreational opportunities on state for~st lands, thereby incrPasing 
job opportunities for Minnesota citizens and improving the flow. of forest 
products and servi~es from state fore~t lands. -

(2) MINNESOTA'S FOREST ROAD SYSTEM 

(3) 

The 1982 Forest Management Act calls for the Con"1issioner to provide a 
system of forest roads and trails which provide access to state forest 
land and other forest lands under his authority. At present, the ongoing 
forest road inventory shows: : 

Region Region RPgion Region 
Statewide I II III v 

Total miles 2063.4 937.5 514.4 485.2 126.3 
Existing bridges 68 32 19 10 7 
Pridges in need of repair 29 14 7 1 7 
or replacement 

STABLE FUNDING SOURCE NEEDED 

A top priority of thP Governor is MinnP.sota's transportation system and 
its effects on the state's aqriculture and forest industries. The Stat?. 
Planning Agency's report, "Transportation Economic BarriPrs, 11 recommended 
that the Division's 1982 estimaterl nPe~ of ?.2 million dollars/yPc=1.r be 
met throuqh a stable funding source. RP.cent funding for the State Forest 
Roads Program has bPen: 

Annual 
Years Funding Level 
1980 to 1982 470,000 

1983 to 1987 1,639,800 

Funding Source 
RWCA & Forest Road & BridgP. BP.tterment 
Bonding 

BWCA & Forset Road & Arid~e Betterment 
Bonding 

Capital Improvement Bonding, Trust Fund 

Department of Natural Resources, Division of Forestry 
Box 44 500 Lafayette Road 

St. Paul, MN 55146 
296-4491 



Projected needs and costs for thP. State Forest Roads Program are: 

New Road Construction 
Road Reco"struction 
Bridge RP.pair or Replace. 
Road ft1aintenance 
TOTAL COST 

1986-89 
(yP.arly average) 

$ 850,000 (17 mi.) 
2,595,000 (90 m1.) 

210,000 (6) 
760,000 (1900 mi.) 

$4,415,000 

Total 

$ 3,400,000 (68 mi.) 
10,380,000 (360 mi.) 

840 '000 ( 2 4) . 
3,040,000 (7600 m1.) 

$17,660,000 

(4) CAN FOREST ROADS BE FUNDED FROM THE FOREST MANAGEMENT FUND? 

The Forest Management Fund is composed of 3 different accounts: forPst 
nurseries, trust fund 1 ands, and non-trust 1 ands. The non-trust 1 and 
account is the only part of the Forest ManagemP.nt Fund available to carry 
out management activities on approximately 2 million acres of non-trust 
lands and 1,000 miles of forest roads associated with these la·nds. It 
can provide only a small portion of the $4,400,000 needed per year for 
the road program. 

I, 

I, 
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OAK WILT CONTROL PROJECT 

Oak wilt fs the most serious ~1sease of shade trees ;,, ~innesota. Each year 
riore oaks are killed by nak wilt than elms are ki11P.d by Dutch Elm Disease. 
In a 1985 statewide survey, 241 conwnunities in 49 counties reported los~es to 
oak wilt. ,Oak wilt is threatening the state's vast northPrn and transition 
zone fnrests, 1n which oak trees are a significant component. · 

(1) THE OAK RESOURCE DESERVES OUR CONCERN 
A single large red oak can add U0,000 to the property value of a 
residential lot! 
Oak 1s the primary wood used in the manufacture of furniture, cabinets, 
millwork and flooring! 
Red Oak accounts for 90i of the lumber used by Minnesota cabinet 
manufacturers. 
Cabinet manufacturing is a $160,000,000 per year industry in Minnesota. 
There is a substantial foreign demand(for Minnesota's oak lumber, logs 
and products. However, many f or~i gn countries have p 1 aced seVEH"e· 
rP.strictions on the importing of Minnesota oak due to th~ presence of oak 
wilt in our state. 

(2) THE OAK WILT MANAGEMENT PROPOSAL 
A statewide oak wilt ma,,agement program is n~Pded to provide infomation 
and advice to comnunities and rural landowners on h<'.\W to deal with the 
disease. The proposed program cons 1 sts of four main parts; detect 1on, 
control, education, and f'ianagement and utilization. The Division of 
Forestry will coord1nate o~k wilt managP.ment in forested areas throu~hout 
thP ~tate and will assume lPadership for detection, managP.ment and 
utilization activities. The Minnesota Department of Agriculturiia will 
coordinate control activities in urban areas, and the Extension Service 
at the University of Minnesota will coordinate P.ducation activities for 
the program. 

(3) THE DIVISION OF FORESTRY'S ROLE 
The detect 1 on phase wil 1 involve three components: 1) s kP.tch mapping 
(aerial visual inspection and plotting disPase centers nn township maps); 
2) photography; and 3) interpretation of the photographs. Most of the 
oak wilt range immediately north of the Twin Cities (41 townships) would 
be photographed. In addition, sketch mapping in the remaining potential 
oak wilt range south of the Twin Cities will identify specific oak wilt 
prC'blP."1 areas to be photographed. This phase will cost apprnximately 
$39,800 per year. 
Managerient planning will include recorrmendations for tree rel"loval, site 
preparation, reforestation, planting materials and weed control. 
Utilization and marketing will consist of developing markets for diseased 
oak ancf advising landf'\wners and communitie~ in timber salP. procedures. 
For this effort, one fu11 time position, one part time position and 
miscellaneous support services will bP r~quired at a cost of ~46,500 p~r 
year. 

Departriient of Natural Resources, Division of Forestry 
Box 44 500 Lafayette Road 

St. Paul, MN 55146 
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COMMUNITY FORESTRY PROGRAM 

(1) MINNESOTA FOREST RESOURCES PLAN GOAL, STATEMENT 

To assist rural Minnesota communities with the management of their urbao 
vegP.tation through a cooperative effort with other govP.r~~ental agencies 
and private r:itizens, so that the physical, social and econC\mic well 
bP.i ng of these communities is improved. :'. 

(?.) A MULTI-AGENCY INITIATIVE 

This changP. level requP.st is part of a comprP.hensive multi-agen~·y program 
proposal. ·Minnesota Department of Agriculture and the University of 
MinnP~ota also have siqnificant responsibilitiP.s regarding the ovP.rall 
nroposed program. For mC\re specific budget information and agency 
responsibilities, seP the 1986 State Shade Tree Advisory Comnittee 
Report. 

(3) WHY HAVE AN INITIATIVE LIKE THIS? 

The DNR has made· extPns i ve use of its District ForP.sters to provide 
tP.chnical assistance to homeowners, to woodlot ~wners who own property in 
and near urban areas, and to community tree inspectors and municipal 
~fficials concerned with tree problems in their communities. The demand 
for these services greatly Pxceeds the capacity of the current work 
force, and either sP.rvices must be dP.nied or additional forces must be 
providP.d to meet public nePds. 

(4) HOW TO ACHIEVE THIS GOAL 

The DNR is r~ouesting that its budgP.t be increased by $190,000 per year 
to provide funds and support servicPs for four community forestry staff 
specialist. positiors. The positions would be establishPd tri complement 
the efforts of the Minnesota Department of Agriculture's Shade Tree 
Program and the DNR's Corrmunity ForP.stry Program .. These positions would 
be located in .the DNR's r,::agiorial ·offices in Bef'lid~ii, BrainPrd, Grand 
Rapids and Roches tP.r. Lo ca ting th Pm in thP. DNR 1 s reg i ora 1 0ff ices wi 11 
providP easy access ~o outstr:tte conif!"unities and a regioria1 link in the 
network of local shade tree prograMs. 

Specifically, these positions will coordinate and supplement currPrt DNR 
and M~A activities by: 

conducting tree inventory and diseasP. detection programs 
providing utilization and marketing assistance for corn~unity f0r?.sts 

. and diseased shade trees · 
~ssistiPg in tne establishment ard managemen~ ~f school forests 
participating with local planning and zoning commi~tPes · 
promoting collll'l'lunity Arbor Day prograM~, and providing other 
technical assistance necessary to assurP. success of the community 

. programs. 

Department of Natmal Resources, Division of Forestry 
Box 44 500 Lafayette Road 

St.' Paul, MN 55146 
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(5) PLANNED ACCOMPLISHMENTS BY DNR 

IncreasP. individual landowner assists from 570 pPr year to 735 per 
year. 
Increase the percentage of Minnesota's 800 co11111unitie.s receiving 
community forestry assistance from the current lP.vPl of 10% to a 
planned level of 25% per year. 

'· 

'· 



1987 Legislative Session Fact.Sheet 

FOREST RECREATION PROGRAM 

(1) MINNESOTA FOREST RESOURCES PLAN GOAL STATEMENT 

Fulfill the out.dnor rP.creation potP.ntial nf Minnesota's statP. forP.st 
lands by providing dP.veloped rPcreation areas and opportunities for 
dispersed recreational activities compatible with other forPst uses and 
consistent with user demands. 

•. 
Historically, appropriations to the Division for outdoor recreation dn 
the 4.6 million acres of forestry administered public lands have been 
m1n1ma1, particularly for: campgrnunds, BWCA wilderness campsites, 
picnic arP.as, and maps showing public ownP.rship open to hunting and other 
forms of recreation. · 

(2) FACILITIES MAINTAINED BY THE DIVISION OF FORESTRY 

4.6 million acres open to public use 
46 campgrounds 
44 day use areas 
1,200 miles of trail 
142 water access sites 
17 canoe campsites 
1,900 rnilP.s of road 

(3) ECONOMIC IMPACT OF RECREATION 

a) 

b) 

c) 

$1.00 spP.nt on recreation by the public generates $13.C'O in total 
economic activity. 
Outdoor recreation and related tourism accounts for a major sharP. of 
tnuri~m revenue in Minnesota. Expanded tourism pro~otional pfforts 
have put added prP.~surP. on already minimally maintained and 
supP.rvised forestry faciliti@.S. 
Many forest recrP.atinn facilities are rnaintain~d by contract with 
~rPP.nview, Inc., a program which supplies 30 j0h5 to nPPdy P.ldP.rly 
persons in outstate MinnPsota. 

(4) WHY IS IT IMPORTANT TO MAINTAIN DIVISION'S RECREATIONAL FACILITIES? 

a) 

b) 

c) 

d) 

LCMR and ~he Resource 2000 bondinq dollars have been usP.d to 
rehabilitate some forest recreation facilities. These rehabilitated 
facilities can only be KP.pt up to standard through increased 
maintenancP. funding. 
Visitors expect a quality expPrience when they use forest 
r~creational faciliti~s. The only way to providP this quality is to 
propP.rly maintain and supervise facilities. 
As manager of 1/5 of the state's forested lands the Division has the 
capability to meet increasing demand for outdoor recr~ation, thereby 
having a considerable impact on the tourism industry. 
The State Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation Plan is Pstimating a 15% 
increase fn outdoor recrPation participation between 1980-1995. 

Department of Natmal Resources, Division of forestry 
Box 44 500 Lafayette Road 

St. Paul, MN 55146 
29&4491 



e) 

f) 

Total number of camper nights increased from 45,000 in F.Y. 1979 to 
70,000 in F.Y. 1984 -- 55% increase in 5 years (statistics apply 
only to 34 campgrounds where fees are charged). 
Recreational visitors travel over 5 million vehicle miles per year 
on the 1,900 mile state forest road system. 

(5) WHY DOESN'T THE DIVISION USE DEDICATED FUNDS FROM CAMPER FEES TO 
MAINTAIN THE FACILITIES? 

a) 

b) 

c) 

Only collect feP.~ at 28 of the 46 campgrounds. It is not cost '· 
effective to collect fees at the other facilities which havP less·'· 
than 8 campsites each. 
Fees co11P.cted are not sufficient to cover maintenance costs of all 
the facilities the Division is responsible for. _ 
Campers arP onl_y a small percentagP. of the people who use state 
forest land and recreational facilities. 
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FISH AND WILDLIFE HABITAT MANAGEMENT 

(1) MINNESOTA FOREST RESOURCES PlAN.GOAL STATEMENT 

Provide fnrest habitats conducive to managing and protecting a variety.of 
fish, wildlife and native plant resources compat1b1 .. with forestry and 

. fish and wildlife management objectives, site capab111ty and adjacent '· 
1 and uses. '· 

(2) HOW IS THIS GOAL BEING ACCOMPLISHED? 

a) 

b) 

c) 

Integrating fish and wildlife principles into forest and land 
management activities. 
Managing forestP.d lands to achiP-ve wildlife objectives through 
forestry practices wherever poss1b1P.. 
Implementating practices reconllftnded in the Department's 
•Forestry/Wildlif~ Habitat Management Guidelines.• 

(3) HOV PLANNED FOREST MANAGEMENT CAN BENEFIT WILDLIFE AND CREATE QUALITY 
WILDLIFE HABITAT 

~~ 
c) 
d) 

e) 

Incr~asing food supply fro~ new regrnwth and ma1ntai"1ng fond plots. 
Retaining shelter by r~serving areas from harvest. 
Creating openings and edges. 
Perpetuating key forest stands and associated plant spec1@s fn 
adequate quantity for target wildlife species. 
ProtP.cting and/or enhancing wetlands. 

(4) HOW ARE MAXIMUM WILDLIFE BENEFITS ACHIEVED? 

a) 

b) 

c) 

d) 

Recycling forested typfas by non-cofTITterc1al mea,,s when demand for 
fiber is not sufficient to secure harvest before detP.r1orat1on of 
stand and unwanted natural forP.st conversion takes place. 
Favoring harvest of s~veral small tracts rather than one l~rgP onP 
to maximize edge effect ~nd morP. evenly distributP. the newly· created 
habitat. 
Designing timber sales to create the proper mix and distribution of 
timber age cla~ses to providP. maximu~ wildlife habitat. 
Maintaining Parly successional vegetation by prescribed burning 
favored by species likP. sharptail grouse. 

(5) GOOD WILDLIFE HABITAT PROMOTES TOURISM 

60% of the 550,000 licensed small and biq game huntP.rs use st.ate land~. 
Licensed hu~ters spP~d an P.stimatPd ~?1?.,000,000 annuaiiy in ~innesota. 

Department of Natlual Resources, Division of Foresby 
Box 44 500 Lafayette Road 

St. Paul, MN 55146 
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MINNESOTA FOREST RESOURCE MANAGEMENT ACT OF 1982: ACCOMPLISHMENTS 

(1) MINNESOTA FOREST RESOURCES PLAN - MFRP) 
e was comp ete in . an s eing used to guidP. thP operations 

(2) 

(3) 

of thP. Division of Forestry. It contains base-level infonnation on the 
state's forest resources and proqram direct ion for the DNP 01 vis fo'1 of 
ForP.stry. As required by the Forest Management Act, an MFRP program 
update will be completed by spring, 1987. 

AREA FOREST RESOURCE PLANS . 
'· '· 

The Moose Lake Adiriinistrative Area Plan was completed in 1985. Plans for 
the Orr and Park Rapids Areas are in draft fonn and will undergo public 
review this winter. Plans for the Cambridge, Lewiston, Bau.dette and 
Littlefork Areas a·lso are being developed and will be complP.ted in F.Y. 
1988. The5P. will be 10-yP.ar plans which guide the day-to-day opP.rations 
of the areas. 

STATE FOREST BOUNDARY REALIGNMENT PLAN 
The state forest boundary realignm~nt pla" was completed in ·1994 <\nd 
submittP.d to the LegislaturP.. The ~1an sets out criteria for consider.ing 
state forest designations. State forest boundary adjustment proposals 
will be submitted to thP. Legislature following completion of each area 
plan. 

(4) ADMINISTRATIVE REALIGNMENT PLAN 
The admini~trative realiqnment plan was completed in 19A3. It has beP.n 
usP.d to make changP.s to the orqanization which have improved the 
Division's efficiency and pffectivenes~. -

-(5) FOREST ROAD PLAN 
The State Forest Road Plan was ~ompleted in 1982 as part of the MFRP. It 
provides a good "first-cut" operating pl an for road deve 1 opment needs. 
Individual area plans further rP.finP the estimated frr~st rnad needs for 
each administrativP. arP.a. 

(6) NURSERY AND TREE IMPROVEMENT PLAN 
The Nursery and Tree Improvement Plan was completed in 1~83, has been 
imple.Mented, and is prPsently being updated. 

(7) FOREST MANAGEMENT FUND 
The reforP.station effort for F. Y. 86 directly attributable to this fund 
was 6,950 acres of the total 13,200 acres of artificial r~generation. In 
addition to funding forest ManagemP.nt activities, this fund provides 
~85,000 per year in support of thP. Youth Conservation Program. 

(8) FORESTRY EDUCATION 
A continuing education plan for state foresters was completed in 1983. 
ThP Division's pr«'gram is heing implemented. The Society of Ariericari 
Fore~ters w111 coordinate thP continuing needs assessment. tlniversity of 
Minnesota Fxtension Service forester$ are playing a greater rolP in 
ne~ting forestry P.ducati~nal need~. 

Department of Natural Resources, Division of Forestry 
Box 44 500 Lafayette Road 

. St. Paul, MN 55146 
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(1) PROGRAM HISTORY 
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BWCAW FORESTRY INTENSIFICATION PROGRAM 

Authorized by the U.S. Congress in PL 95-495 ~oundary Waters Canoe Area 
W11dPrness (BWCAW) Act of 1978. Provides $3,000,000 pP.r year in federal 
funds from 1980 thr~ugh 1990 (11 years). RP.quires a 2oi ($750,000 per 
yP.ar·) State matching fund appropriation. The program's purpose is to 
reduce the impact of ti~bPrland withdrawals caused by the designation of 
the BWCA as a wilder,,Pss area. The program is intPndP.d to inteansify 
softwood regeneration and hardwood utilization on state, county and 
private lands outside the w11dernP.ss area. 

Other activitiPs includP.: acceleration of Forest InvPntory, rnarkPting 
and utilizatio~ assistanr.e to ~rivatP i~dividuals and firms, acr.elP.ration 
_of thP fC\r~s t planning effort. 

(3) IMPACT OF LOSS OF FEDERAL FUNDS 

Federal rionies account for 80% of the BWCAW Forestry Inte.risification 
Program budget. If federal funds for the program are lost, at l~ast an 
80i reduction in program acco~plish~Pnts could be expected. This 
reduction would lower the Division of For~stry's overall acco~plishm~f"t5 
in various program areas by 25 to 50 percent. 

More iMportant than the loss of funding will be the loss of P.XperiPnced 
Dtvision personnPl whose positions ar~ nnw funded by the BWCAW program. 
Many profP.ssionals specializing in areas such as silviculture, privatP 
managemP.nt assistance, planning, and economics are currP.ntly paid from 
BWCAW program funds. In addition, almost one quarter of thP Division's 
full-time clerical and tP.chnician work force is currPnt1y supportP.d 
so 1e1 y . by the BWCAW program. Without these key pers of"ne l , many of the 
programs and tasks undertaken by the Division wi 11 havP. to be severely 
curtailPd. 

Departinent of Natural Resources, Division of Forestry 
Box 44 500 Lafayette Road 

St. Paul, MN 55146 
296-4491 
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CONSERVATION RESERVE PROGRAM (CRP) 

(1) WHAT IS IT? 

The. Conservation Re~erve Program is a voluntary land retirement pro~ram 
dPsigru=~d to rP.duce erosion by t.tiking highly erodible cropland acres out of 
production and Pstabl is hi ng pP"'1anent cover crops of grass or trP.es on thos~: 
acrPs. This f PciP.ra 1 program was authorized and funded as part <"~ the 1985 
Fam Bill. 

(?.) WHAT ARE THE· BENEFITS? 

* 
* 
* 
* 
* 

* 

R•tirP highly erodihlP marginal cropland frnm fa"'1ing. 
ImprovP. water quality by rpducing SPdiMPntation nf strPaMs. 
Ircrease wildliff. habitat. 
IncrP.aSP thP natirn's futurP supply of fnrP.st products. 
RPrPiVP A bP.ttPr return on fovestM"nts bv concentratinq production· of 
r.rops on the most productivP. land~. w 

RPdUCP FP.dP.r~l expenditures for prir.e support programs. 

(3) HOW DOES IT WORK? 

a) 

b) 

c) 

Eligibility of land for thP program is deterfllinP.rl by the USDA Soil 
Conservation Service if: 
* it is highly erodible (index greater than 3T), 
* it was cultivated annually for at least two out of thP last 

five years; and 
* it is still available for r.rop production. 

landowners make bids for annua 1 re.ntn 1 payments (the mrn1muM they 
will accept to retir~ thP. land) during a sign-up pP.riod. ThP.rP. is a 
$50,000 personal pa}'T'1Pnt limitation. 

land accepted in thP. program l'TlU st be protectPd from erosion . by 
P.Stablishing a stand of trPPS or planting a pP.rmanP.nt ve9Ptative 
cover. The covP.r cannot bP. harvestP.d or grazP.d during the coritract 
period. (Congress has targeted 12.5% of the riational CRP acren~e 
for trP.P. planting.) 

(4) MINNESOTA RESULTS 

OvPr 1.9 millior arres arP Pligible for ~hP pro~ram. About 2.5 percPnt of thP. 
acres si~nP.d up will be plantPd in trPP.S. ThP. following tahle suJTlMarizes the 
results of the first three sign-up pP.riods in MinnP.sota. 

Department of Natural Resources, Division of Forestry 
Box 44 500 Lafayette Road 

St. Paul, MN 55146 
' 296-4491 



1986 Sion-UES 

Off erP.d AcceQtP.d Tree Acres Acce2ted* 
~cres # of Farms Acres # of Fanns Acres # of Farms --

Sign-up 1 275,000 3,303 79,000 1,074 2,274 159 
Sign-up 2 370,000 3,783 215,000 2,379 2,725 ?.10 
Sign-up 3 460,000 4,669 368,000 3,854 2,475 187 

TOTAL 1,105,000 11,755 662,000 7,307 7,474 556 '· 

*Actual acres of trP.es being planted is a"'out double the sign-up, reprP.senfing 
a switch from grasses to trees. 

0f all states: MN has· the 1Pading number of farms enrolled in the program. 
MN is the third highest in total number of acres accepted. 
MN has the 4th highest ratio of acres si~nPd to eligiblP. 
acres (~N has 35% of eligible acres siqned-up). 

(5) 3T or E.I. of 8? 

In 1987, the-program will switch the erosion standard from 3T to E.I. of 
8 in ordP.r to make the standard r.ompatible with sodbustP.r, swampbuster, 
and cross compliancP. T or tolerance mea~ures the actual erosion 
occurring due to currPnt cover crops or managP~ent practices. E.I. or 
erodibility index measurP.s the inherent erosion potential in a given 
soi 1 . 

Results of this change: 
* D@crease of eligible acres in areas with hPavy wind erosion. 
* IncrPaSe of eligible acres in are?.S with slope as a predominant 

factor. 
* Nationally eligible acrP.age would double. 
* MN is one 0f a few states wherP eli~ihle acreage would decrP.ase. 

For more infonriation contact: 
Department of Natural Resources, Division of Forestry 
Box 44 DNR Building, ·soo LafayPtte Road, St. Paul, MN 55146 
(612) 296-4491 ' 
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1987 Legislative Session Fact Sheet 

WILDFIRE PROTECTION PROGRAM 

(1) MINNESOTA FOREST RESOURCES PLAN GOAL STATEMENT 

Provide wildfire protection to the level necessary to avoid loss of life 
and. considering values at risk, minimize the potential for loss of 
property and natural resources on public and private land. 
The Division provides primary suppression action on 22.8 million acres of 
land fn th'I state, and is authorizPd to provide assistance to local 
officials for fire protection on an additional 22 .. 7 million acres. 

(2) LEUI. AND STATUTORY AUTHORITY 

Artfcht XJ of the State Constitut.1on acknowledges for~st fire protection 
and its need fnr.funding. 
Minnesota Statutes Chapter 88, sections 88.01 to 88.22 pertain to forest 
fires. 
All but 13 counties meet the statq,tory provisions neces·sary to b~ 
considered forested and eligible fort/ ONR assistance in w11dland fire 
protection. 

(3) WILDFIRE POTENTY.AL 

The DNR suppresses an average of over 1,500 wildfires which burn 60,000 
acres annually. 
People, either deliberately or accidentally, cause over 991 of the fires 
which the DNR suppresses. Fire causes include: Lightning--.61, 
Campfire--1.41, Smoking--4.91, Debris Burning--36.lS, Arson--35.1%, 
Equipmp,nt--4.81, Railroad--4.91, Children--5.71, and Miscellaneous--6.5%. 
Because of increasing rural dP.velopment, the potential for los·ses of life 
and property as a result of wildfire are greater now than in thP. past. 
In 1976~ M1nnesnta' s Badoura Fi re burnP.d 23 ,000 acres and destr<'yed a 
dozen buildings in 6 hours. · 
Resort owners suffered $75,000,000 in losses during the 1976 firP. sea~on. 

Minnesota's 1980 Motley Fi re burned 6 ,800 acres, destroyed over ?.O 
structures and endangP.red the towns of Motley and Philbrook. 

(4) COMPONENTS OF THE WILDFIRE PROTECTION PROGRAM 

Dfv1s1on f1~ protection activities are separated into prev~ntion, 
presuppress1on and supprP.ssion. BetweP.n 13 and 19i of the Division's 
t11"M! is spent on the wildfire protection progra~. Of the time spent on 
fire protection, 45% is spent on presuppression, 49%. nn suppr~s~ion and 
61 on prevP.ntion. · 
Over 65,000 burning penriits arP. issued each. year, many by· thP. 2 ,300 
township fire warden voluntP.P.rs who participate in thP. wilrlfire 
protection program. 

Department of Natural Resources, Division of Forestry 
Box 44 500 Lafayette Road 

S.t. Paul, MN 55146 
296-4491 
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The Great Lakes Fire Compact includP.s MinnP.sota, Wisconsin and Michigan. 
Ontario is in the process of joining and Manitoba is expressing a strong 
interest. 
Minnesota's interagency fire coopP.rative (~innesota Incident Corrrrtand 
System--MINICS) consists of DNR, the Chippewa National Forest, the 
Superior National ForE'st, the National Park Service, the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service and thE' Bureau of Indian Affairs. 
The Division has firefighting equipment agreemP.nts with over 700 private 
P.quipment owners. In addition, the Division contracts for six 
helicopters. '· 
Contracts are issued for two airtankers. The Bureau of Indian Affairs· '· 
contracts fnr another. 

(5) ASSISTANCE TO OTHERS 

The Department participates in the FP.deral Excess Property program and 
has placed more than $3,000,000 worth of property with 470 fire 
departments. 
Under the Federal "Rural Comnunity Fire Protection PrC'gra111• $1,536,000 
has bP.en matched by rura 1 fire df!partments for various suppress i.on 
improvements. Funds are distributed:. to over 100 fire departments ea.ch 
year. 
Over 30 new fire departments have been started using resources frnm these 
two assistance programs • 

. .; ( 6) ~(FUNDING 
. ~·:, ~.t 

An econo111ic analysis of the DNR's fire protection program was perfonned 
between 1983 and 1985 using methods approved by the U.S. Forest Service 
and the Federal Office of ManagPment and Budget. This study found that: 

ThP most cost efficient levP.1 of fire protection would occur with a 
14% increasP in presuppression funding over 1982 lev@ls. That 
increase should result in.a 29% decrease in total costs plus losses. 
If funding were reduced by 14%, expenditures and damagP.s cou 1 d 
incrPase by 62i and total acrP.s burned could incrPase by 120%. 

The base-level budget analysis, done by the DNR in 1986 at the reque~t of 
the Department of Finance, shows that: 

The 10 year average cost per acre protected is 15 cents per yPar: 
6 c~nts from the General Fund and 9 cents from the Emergency Fire 
Fund. Average fire expenditures are $3,600,000 per year. · 
The 10 year average for Emergency Fire Fund expenditures is 
$2,276,000 per year. If the high year is excluded the average is 
$1,500,000 ~er year. 

An additional $200,000 per year in Emergency Fire funds has been 
requested from the Legislature to pay for purchased services within the 
state's 30-day bill paying guidelines. This change level would bring the 
funding availab_le in the Emergency Fire Fund up to $950,000. This amount 
is still $550,000 short of the average anticipated fir~fighting 
expenditurP of $1,500,000. 
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FOREST MANAGEMENT GRANTS 

The Dfv1sfon of Forestry will make available, directly or through tP.chnical 
guidance, over 3 m1111on dollars in 1987 to support the· ma"agement of private 
and county forest lands and support rural conwnunity fire protection programs~ 
These funds are made available in the fonn of grants and incentivP.s to 
P.ncourage and support protection and management activities. The goal is to 
provide and protect a sustained flow of natural resources from all of 
Minnesota's forest lands. '· 

'· 
(1) GRANTS SUPPORTING FOREST MANAGEMENT ON COUNTY ADMINISTERED LANDS 

A) Source of Funds: 

1) Federal BWCAW Act - $810,000 
$570,000 of this funding is in the form of cash payments for 
county targeted forestry projects. while the balance of the 
funds are used to grow seedlings for the counties at the state 

· forest nurseries. 
f 
.v 

2) Minnesota General Fund App~opriations - $250,000 
Funding in the Division of Forestry's budget has bP.en: 
$2,000,000 in F.Y. 1985; $1,250,000 irr F.Y. 1986; and· $250,000 
in F.Y. 1987. 

(?.) GRANTS SUPPORTING FOREST MANAGEMENT ON NONINDUSTRIAL PRIVATE FOREST 
(NIPF) LANDS 

SourcP. of Funds: State C1nd federa 1 funds are usE'd to increase forest 
manage~P-nt on NIPF lands in two ways: 

A) Direct Cost-Sha~e Payments - ThP.se are made available to landow~ers 
en~agingparticipating in forestry pra.ctices for 5oi1 and water 
conservation, wildlife and forestry purposP.s. 

Esti~ated 1987 Cost-Share Payments by Program 

Federal: 
Agricultural Conservation Program (ACP) 
Forestry Incentives Program (FIP) 
Conservation ReservP. Program (CRP)* 
State: 
~sota ForP.st Improvement Progr~m** . 
Reinvest in Mf nr.esota (RIM)* · 
TOTAL 

EstimatP.d Amount 
~ 500,000 

200,000 
1,000,000 

1?.0,000 
150,000 

$1, 970 ,000 . 

* Represents portion of funds anticipated for use in forestry 
activities. 

** Appropriated directly out of thP. Division of Forestry budget. 

Department of Natural Resources, Division of foresby 
Box 44 500 Lafayette Road 

St. Paul, MN 55 l46 
. 296-4491 



B) Ft:'deral Technical Assistance Grants - Thes.e are funds provided to 
thf! Division of ForPstry to provide b~chnical assistance rP.lated to 
cost-share program implPmentation or other forP.stry projects on NIPF 
lands-. 

Esttm•ted 1987 F~deral Technical Assistance Grants 

ACP 
FIP 
CRP 

.PL-566 (Water Quality Program) 
Rural Conservation-and Develorf'lent (RC&O) 
State & Private Forestry Focused Funding 
TOTAL NIPF Technical Assistance Grants 

$ 75,000 
15,000 
60,000 
17,500 
70,000 

·30,000 

~267,500 

(3) GRANTS SUPPORTtNG RURAL COMMUNITY FIRE PROTECTION PROGRAMS 

A) Federal Title XVI funds (estimated $79,500 in F.Y. 1987) provide the 
basis for a 50/50 matching grant program aimed at providing fire 
suppression assistancP. to rural communities under 10,000 in 
population. Each year the program reaches approximately 110 fire 
departments. The average grant ·is $1,000.00 which must be matc.h".d 
by local funds and. spent on organizing, training, and/or equipping 
their fire department. · 

B) In cooperation with the U.S. Forest Service, the Divisi.on provides 
basic wildland fire suppression training to approximately 100 rural 
fire dP.partments each year. ' 

C) The Division procP.sses ~pproximately 145 applications each year from 
rural fire departments for federal excess pr~perty acquisitions. To 
date, $3,000,000 of P.X~P.ss property has been plP.ced with 470 fire 
depart.ments throughout the state. 

(4) 1987 TARGETS 

A) County Grant Program 
- Reforestation efforts on 5,000 acr~s 
- Timber st~nd improvPment activities on 1,000 acres 
- Forest road construction and maintenance on 50 miles of road 

B) PrivatP. Forest Management 
- 14,000 landowners assisted 
- Management plans preparP.d for 80,000 acres 
- 13,QOO acres refor~5ted 
- Timber stand improvP.ment activities on 4,000 acres 
- Wildlife habitat improvement on 6,000 acres 

C) Rural Comnunity Fire Protection Program 
- 79 fire departments assistP.d through Tital XVI grants 
- 90 fire departMents trained in wildfirP. suppression techniqu~s 
- 145 applicatiQns processed for Federal ExcP.ss Property Program 

I, 

I, 


