
Minnesota Forest Resources Council 

Meeting Minutes—March 18, 1999 

Champion International Training Center—Sartell, MN 

  

Council Members Present 

Wayne Brandt, Bob Dunn, Paul Ellefson, Jan Green, Judy Hewes, Alan Knaeble, Dick Knoll, 
Marcie McLaughlin, Norm Moody, Bob Oswold, Jerry Rose, Joe Wood  

Council Members Absent 

Joe Day, Jim Sanders 

Staff Present 

Chris Edgar, Sara Eliason, Mike Kilgore, Dave Miller, Dick Rossman, Chad Skally 

Call to Order 

Paul Ellefson called the meeting to order at 9:40 am and welcomed guests, asking them to 
introduce themselves. 

Approval of Minutes 

Motion: Jerry Rose moved to approve the January 28, 1999 meeting minutes. Bob Oswold 
seconded the motion. The motion passed. 

Approval of Agenda 

Judy Hewes requested an item be added to the agenda: discussion of Sustainable Forest 
Resources Act reauthorization and the 1999 legislative process. 

 Motion: Judy Hewes moved to approve the March 17, 1999 agenda with the added discussion 
item. Wayne Brandt seconded the motion. The motion passed. 

Chair’s Remarks 

Paul Ellefson reported on the following activities regarding the SFRA/MFRC since the January 
1999 meeting: 



• Paul attended several meetings and hearings: 1) reception for the new DNR 
commissioner, February 19; 2) Senate Environment and Natural Resource Committee 
hearing, March 15.  

• Several meetings are forthcoming: 1) with the new DNR commissioner, Allen Garber, 
March 23; 2) Wood Fiber Council Meeting, March 23.  

• Paul mentioned the next MFRC meeting is in June and will be in Grand Rapids, the exact 
location will be announced once a space is found.  

• He reiterated that MFRC committees will play a major role in carrying out SFRA work in 
the future, and that committee meetings should preferably not coincide with MFRC 
meetings. He handed out an updated list of committee appointments.  

• Finally, Paul noted that the MFRC unanimously approved the 1997-1998 Biennial Report 
via mail ballot. 

  

Executive Director’s Report 

Mike Kilgore updated the MFRC on the following items: 

• Staff: Mike Phillips’ surgery went well and he is making good progress.  
• SFRA Bills: At this point the Minnesota Senate Environment and Natural Resources 

Committee has voted in favor of reauthorizing the Sustainable Forest Resources Act until 
2003. The bill needs to go through the House by the end of March to stay alive. 

  

• Other Legislation: In the House a riparian bill prescribing buffers on state and county 
lands has been introduced. Bills on the right to practice forestry (Senate File 817), forest 
assessment, no net loss of private lands in St. Louis County (Senate File 1279, House File 
730) have also been introduced.  

• Guidelines: The guidebooks are available today, although we are still waiting on the 
binders. Mike commended Charlie Blinn for taking oversight of guidebook printing in 
Mike Phillips’ absence.  

• Guideline Training/Education: Guideline education programs are set to begin in mid-
April. MFA has a contract now to produce an informational booklet about the guidelines 
for private landowners.  

• Meetings: Mike attended the Wisconsin Governor’s Forest Council meeting to talk about 
the SFRA and Minnesota’s process. They showed tremendous interest in and 
commitment to forestry. 

 Communications 

General Communications 

Paul Ellefson distributed several letters and other information: 



• Memo from Steve Bosacker, Governor’s Chief of Staff regarding appointments.  
• Letter from the Minnesota Audubon Society regarding Jan Green’s affiliation and their 

withdrawal of support for the SFRA.  
• Letter from Larry Jones, Associated Contract Loggers, providing comments and 

reflection on the MFRC’s work and progress on SFRA initiatives.  
• Resolution from the Minnesota Resort Association showing support of the SFRA and its 

reauthorization.  
• Nature Conservancy Minnesota Chapter Legislative Priorities regarding the SFRA.  
• Three newspaper articles regarding SFRA reauthorization.  
• Letter from the MFRC to Allen Garber, congratulating him on his appointment as DNR 

commissioner and introducing the SFRA and MFRC to him.  
• Letter from the MFRC to Kevin Lyden, Blandin Paper Company, recognizing their 

formal, public commitment to implementing the timber harvesting and forest 
management guidelines. 

  

Judy Hewes responded verbally to the Audubon Society letter, expressing her respect for Jan 
Green as a MFRC member and representative of the environmental community, emphasizing her 
support for Jan’s participation on the MFRC. 

 Minnesota Forest Resources Partnership 

No formal communications from the MFRP.  

Sustainable Forest Resources Act Reauthorization 

As Judy Hewes requested, the MFRC took time to talk about recent legislative activity regarding 
the SFRA. They discussed alternative language for an SFRA bill being developed within the 
DNR, with input from several stakeholders. This was done with support from the governor’s 
office in an attempt to work out differences between different interest groups. Brad Moore from 
the DNR took the opportunity to explain the recent activity to MFRC members and public 
participants. He expressed regrets that Mike Kilgore and Paul Ellefson were not notified of 
meetings held to discuss the new draft legislation. He noted the main concerns about the SFRA 
came from the environmental community and reactions to the guideline development process. 
MFRC members then had opportunity to express their thoughts on these recent events. They 
expressed understanding for the concerns and the need to have all interests on board, yet also 
indicated their disappointment in the process followed to write new SFRA language and seek 
input from various stakeholders. 

MFRC Committee Reports 

Personnel and Finance Committee 

The Personnel and Finance Committee met via conference call to make adjustments to the SFRA 
budget in response to legislative activities and the governor’s recommendations. 



  

Landscape Committee 

Marcie McLaughlin reported that the Landscape Committee had not met since the January 1999 
MFRC meeting, but Dave has been sending out regular update on progress in the Northeast 
Regional Landscape and in other landscape regions.  

Guideline Implementation Monitoring 

Dick Rossman is on board now to assist with the monitoring program. He reported to the MFRC 
on the initial activity of the Guideline Implementation Monitoring Committee. He presented their 
charter and discussed the plans for getting the monitoring program off-the-ground. Three parallel 
activities will be going on in the next several months: the sampling methodology will be 
established by Alan Ek, Tom Burk and Jim Perry of the University of Minnesota; a Guideline 
Implementation Monitoring Technical Committee will be put together and they will develop the 
monitoring measures (i.e. what to actually measure on-site); and monitoring teams will need to 
be established. 

Request for MFRC Support of County Biological Survey* 

Jan Green and Bob Dunn sent a letter to Paul Ellefson requesting the MFRC to write a letter to 
the House and Senate Environment Finance Committees expressing MFRC support of continued 
funding for the County Biological Survey. The County Biological Survey is consistent with the 
SFRA’s landscape program and research priorities and has a proven track record of 
accomplishments. 

 Motion: Jan Green and Bob Dunn moved that Paul Ellefson write a letter to the House and 
Senate Environment Finance Committees on behalf of the MFRC indicating MFRC support of 
the County Biological Survey. Norm Moody seconded the motion. The motion passed. 

Background: Availability, Accuracy and Adequacy of Forest Resource Information 

Chris Edgar, MFRC staff for the Forest Resource Information Management Committee 
welcomed the speakers on the panel. He described the purpose of an MFRC meeting focusing on 
forest resource information: information is a key part of sustainably managing forests, and the 
MFRC, in its visioning process, pinpointed information as one of two topics it considers highest 
priority for immediate study (the other is use and management of nonindustrial private forests). 
Today’s meeting is to address questions of: What information do we have? What do we need? 
What are the details of the information we have?   

Norm Moody then initiated the discussion by elaborating on terms: information, data, facts, and 
context. He stressed that MFRC discussions need to be based on information comprised of facts 
in context., and that the MFRC must critically evaluate all information it receives in order for 
discussions about information needs and the meaning of the information to be meaningful. 



 Forest Resource Information Panel 

Alan Ek—Forest Inventories 

(Chris Edgar presented Alan’s material as Alan could not make the meeting at the last minute.) 
Talked about the types of surveys: FIA, CSA, appraisals, special problem surveys. He mentioned 
the role of surveys to aid understanding of situations/relationships, aid decision-making, and 
provide data for models and projections. He detailed timing and resources needed for the surveys 
that are ahead (statewide FIA, CSA on federal, state, county and some private forestlands, and 
special problem surveys such as guideline monitoring). Comparing forest inventory data with 
wildlife, water, recreation data, etc. is often difficult. He concluded by highlighting several 
information needs in forest inventory information, such as improved projection models and 
capability for linking forest with other data.  

 Lee Pfannmuller—Nongame and Noncommodity Forest Resource Information 

Lee Pfannmuller from the DNR Section on Ecological Services reviewed the background of the 
Section and gave special mention to those programs focusing on resource assessment, including 
the County Biological Survey and Stream Habitat Protection and Restoration. She talked about 
surveys, research and monitoring, and highlighted those programs in Ecological Services that 
conduct each type of information collection. Finally, she discussed the areas where information 
is needed and data collection is deficient and the challenges to overcoming these deficiencies. 

 Linda Limback—Forest-Based Tourism/Recreation Information 

Linda Limback, from the Minnesota Office of Tourism, provided an overview of primary data 
sources used to compile travel and recreation trend information for Minnesota. She then 
summarized the types of tourism information she has, from participation in different activities, to 
travel destinations, to reasons for travel. She showed examples of data collection surveys used by 
the Minnesota Office of Tourism, and displayed various options for reporting the information. 
Finally, Linda offered suggestions for tourism research in forested areas. 

 Bill Berg—Forest Wildlife Information 

Bill Berg, from DNR Division of Fish and Wildlife, presented an overview of forest wildlife 
information (other than nongame). Most surveys estimate populations or population trends and 
are conducted by the DNR Populations and Research Groups and multi-agency cooperative 
groups. He distributed and reviewed tables detailing the types of wildlife surveys currently 
conducted by the Wildlife Populations and Research Groups.  

 Brian Giddings—Site-Level Resource Procurement Information 

Brian Giddings offered a different perspective on forest resource information—he described the 
type of information he needs about forested areas in carrying out his job procuring wood. He 
talked about the information source he relies on most, such as MN Airphotos Online on the DNR 



website; federal, state, and county annual or 5-year harvest schedules; and GPS information 
sharing. He stressed the need for more current, timely forest resource information. 

 Keith Wendt—Integration of Forest Resource Information 

Keith Wendt, MN DNR, summed up the presentations on information by stressing the need for a 
common language of action to bring all of Minnesota’s data together into a comprehensive 
yardstick to track forest sustainability. He stressed the significance of a framework for forest 
sustainability—a coherent system giving understanding of a whole range of forest ecosystem 
functions and values and relationships between these. Keith suggested a path of action is to first 
define the assessment problems or questions, then innovate by building on existing efforts, such 
as the Montreal Process, making a framework customized to Minnesota. 

 MFRC—Panel Discussion & MFRC Discussion 

(These two agenda items were merged due to time constraints.) 

MFRC members posed several questions to the panel of presenters, and asked for clarification of 
the Forest Resource Information Management Committee’s role in addressing forest resource 
information issues. Jan Green suggested MFRC members provide the committee with 2-3 
questions that need to be answered to achieve forest sustainability. The committee will generate 
a report about forest resource information availability and barriers to gathering needed 
information. The report will also recommend programmatic directions for the MFRC regarding 
forest resource information. 

Council Member Comments 

Green—People in the northeast landscape region are very engaged—they keep working and 
showing up to meetings, which is a positive sign. 

Knoll—MFA passed a motion to support the extension of the SFRA and gave support to the 
forest management guidelines, showing commitment to implementing them on nonindustrial 
private forestland. 

McLaughlin—Tune in to MPR on Tuesday morning, March 23 from 9-10 for a segment in the 
series on rural and urban connections and issues. 

Moody—The Cass County board, through resolution, adopted the forest management guidelines. 
The county also begins its green certification process the first week in April. 

Oswold—At the AFL-CIO executive board meeting Bob will ask for support of the forest 
management guidelines. The Wood Fiber Council is now going door-to-door and their number-
one issue is the SFRA. 

Rose—Expressed appreciation for the good discussion regarding SFRA reauthorization and 
requested MFRC members to get their comments in on the draft language.  



  

Public Comments 

No comments from other attendees. 

Adjournment 

Motion Dick Knoll motioned to adjourn the meeting, Jan Green seconded the motion. The 
meeting adjourned at 4:15 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 

 Sara Eliason 

Project Consultant 

 


