
 
   

Minnesota Forest Resources Council
Meeting Minutes — December 14, 1999  

Long Lake Conservation Center — Palisade, MN 

Council Members Present: Wayne Brandt, Steven Daley Laursen, Betsy Daub, Jan Green, Judy Hewes, Rich 
Holm, Gene Merriam (chair), Norm Moody, Ron Nargang, Bob Oswold, Dave Parent, Shawn Perich, Jerry 
Rose, Jim Sanders, Roger Scherer  

Council Members Absent:  Joe Day, Marcie McLaughlin  

Staff Present: Mike Kilgore, Chris Edgar, Sara Eliason, Dave Miller, Mike Phillips, Chad Skally  

Welcome & Chair’s Remarks  
Gene Merriam called the meeting to order at 9:40 a.m. and welcomed guests Allison Rajala, Bruce 
ZumBahlen, Larry Jones (Rich Holm’s alternate), Mike Houser, Greg Damlo (Judy Hewes’ alternate).  Bob 
Schwambe, director of the Long Lake Conservation Center welcomed the MFRC to Long Lake, noting that the 
center opened in 1965 as the state’s first environmental learning center.  

Gene reminded the council about changes to the Landscape Committee referred to in a memo sent out between 
the October and December meetings. With a full plate of work for Minnesota Rural Partners, Marcie 
McLaughlin is not able to chair this committee.  Ron Nargang agreed to assume this role and plans to convene 
the committee as soon as possible.  

Public Input/Communication to the MFRC  
none  

Approval of October 28-29, 1999 Meeting Minutes  
Gene noted misspelling of Joe Bagnoli’s name on page one.  

Motion: Ron Nargang  moved to approve the October 28-29, 1999 meeting minutes. Wayne Brandt seconded 
the motion. The motion carried.  

Approval of Agenda  
Jerry Rose asked that time for council member comments be added between the 4:30 and 4:45 agenda items.  

Motion: Jerry Rose  moved to approve the October 28-29, 1999 agenda as amended to allow time for council 
member comments.  Wayne Brandt seconded the motion. The motion passed.  

Executive Director Report  
Mike Kilgore discussed the following items:  
Member terms — Judy Hewes’, Marcie McLaughlin’s, Jim Sanders’, Jerry Rose’s and Norm Moody’s terms 
expire December 31, 1999.  The governor's office plans to fill these seats by mid-January 2000.  Members will 
continue to serve until reappointed or a replacement is chosen.  If no new appointment is made by June 30, 
2000, current members automatically retain the appointment until the end of the new four-year term.  
Research — At the October meeting a request was made that Jerry Rose, Steven Daley Laursen, Jim Sanders 
and Mike Kilgore meet to develop a package of strategies for responding to various SFRA monitoring 
requirements, among them monitoring effectiveness of the timber harvesting and forest management 
guidelines.  Since that time a number of things are underway, among them a suggested research proposal that 
Dave Parent will talk about during the Guideline Implementation Monitoring Committee report.  



Staff — Chris Edgar is resigning effective January 13, to return to graduate school. He will retain 
responsibilities as staff liaison for the Forest Resource Information Management Committee.  
Upcoming meeting — The next MFRC meeting is January 25th at the Champion International Employee 
Training and Development Center in Sartell, MN.  Agenda items at that meeting will include: forest resource 
sustainability benchmarks, DNR Division of Fish and Wildlife request for hunting and fishing license fee 
increases, and priority forest resource issues in Minnesota.  Sara Eliason also noted that Champion offered a 
tour of the mill prior to the meeting last March and will explore the possibility for scheduling a tour again this 
year.  
Thank you — Gene Merriam sent a thank you letter to all trainers for the guideline education programs, 
commending them for their hard work and dedication to the successful training sessions.  
In the press — A news release regarding the guideline implementation monitoring program was distributed 
after the October meeting.  Wayne Brandt brought several clippings from northern Minnesota newspapers that 
carried the news release.  

MFRC Committee Reports  
Guideline Implementation Monitoring  
Dave Parent, committee chair, reported that the Guideline Implementation Monitoring Technical Committee 
(GIMTC) met on December 3 and the Guideline Implementation Monitoring Committee (GIMC) met on 
December 8.  The December 3 meeting resulted in lists of short- and long-term effectiveness monitoring 
questions.  GIMC’s discussion led to the conclusion that short-term questions could be looked at by the 
guideline implementation monitoring quality-control teams.  Long term guideline effectiveness monitoring 
will be addressed through research studies.  Mike Kilgore described a plan to develop a proposal to the 
Legislative Commission on Minnesota Resources (LCMR) for guideline effectiveness studies.  Through the 
Research Advisory Committee (RAC) a proposal group will be set up, consisting of individuals from each 
organization represented on the RAC.  This small group will write the short pre-proposal to the LCMR and 
then involve a number of other scientists in a large coordinated study.  Dave noted that research priorities, 
according to the list of long-term effectiveness monitoring questions, would likely be forest management 
interactions with riparian areas, seasonal ponds and terrestrial wildlife habitat.  

During the ensuing discussion MFRC members made several points: 1) including a look at economic aspects 
of guideline implementation will strengthen any proposal and should look not only at real costs but benefits; 2) 
due to the legislative mandate to look more closely at riparian areas, this should most certainly remain a high 
priority research area; 3) they would like the names of those selected for the proposal-development group in 
order to provide input to the proposal; 4) they would like to see the proposal in late January before it is sent to 
the LCMR and have opportunities to provide input if a more extensive proposal is developed; and 5) it is 
significant that the MFRC is taking action on guideline effectiveness monitoring and it is necessary also to 
look beyond the LCMR for funding.  MFRC staff will distribute the draft proposal prior to the January MFRC 
meeting.  

Forest Resource Information Management  
Chris Edgar, committee staff, reported the committee had met in October via conference call.  Work on phase 
one (identifying forest sustainability benchmarks and indicators) is nearing completion; phase two (evaluating 
existing information resources) will commence in early 2000 and is slated for completion by the end of that 
year.  

Landscape Planning and Coordination  
Ron Nargang, committee chair, reported the committee had not yet met, and asked committee members to sit 
together at lunch to set up meetings over the next several months.  Jan Green distributed a list of landscape-
level activities ongoing in Minnesota (landscape-level planning, landscape-level mapping, and landscape-level 
programs, analysis and research).   

Written Communication to the MFRC  
none  



Decision: Process for Conducting Peer Review of Riparian/Seasonal Pond Components of Timber 
Harvesting/Forest Management Guidelines*  
Mike Kilgore presented a proposed plan for carrying out a peer review of the riparian and season pond 
components of the timber harvesting and forest management guidelines.  

MFRC members engaged in a lengthy discussion regarding the list of potential reviewers proposed by staff and 
wrestled with questions of: 1) whether additional reviewer names should be considered; and 2) whether the 
review should be a blind review, adhering to traditional practice for scientific reviews. 3) whether it is the 
responsibility of MFRC staff or MFRC members to make the peer review selections.  Betsy Daub expressed an 
interest in adding names to the list of potential reviewers; others concurred that MFRC members should still be 
able to add to the list.  Several members pointed out that staff had requested MFRC members to provide names 
of potential peer reviewers and that several had done so prior to the December MFRC meeting mailing.  
Regarding the question of keeping the review completely blind, council members noted that while this may be 
desirable for maintaining a truly scientific process, state law requires this information to be available to the 
public should anyone ask for it.  Betsy Daub argued strongly against having staff select the peer reviewers.  It 
was her belief that this responsibility lay with the council members.  She also felt the council should have 
background information on each of the proposed reviewers, something that was lacking.  

Council members discussed the problem that no Council minutes or other documents reflected a defined 
process for submitting peer reviewer names to staff.  While Council members recalled Mike Kilgore asking for 
names, there was not agreement about what if any deadline had been given for those submissions.  There was 
discussion and agreement that this problem could have been avoided with a defined process.  Council members 
requested that in the future such process issues be well documented and communicated with the Council.  

Motion:  Norm Moody moved to accept and act on the peer review plan as presented by Mike Kilgore, that 
MFRC members can submit additional names to the list of potential reviewers, and that after showing the list 
of names to MFRC members Mike Kilgore will make the final selection of reviewers.  Judy Hewes seconded 
the motion.  The motion passed as amended by the Brandt and Green motions.  

Motion:  Wayne Brandt moved to amend the Moody motion, removing the opportunity for MFRC members to 
add names to the list of potential reviewers.  Rich Holm seconded the motion. The chair ruled the motion to 
amend was adopted.  

Betsy Daub requested a division on the Brandt motion.  Ten voted in favor of the motion (Brandt, Daley-
Laursen, Hewes, Holm, Oswold, Parent, Perich, Rose, Sanders, and Scherer) and five voted against it (Daub, 
Green, Merriam, Moody, and Nargang).  

Motion:  Jan Green  moved to amend the Moody motion, altering the peer review plan by extending the time 
frame for bringing reviewers together.  This would revise language in the draft peer review plan, page 3, #4: 
“MFRC staff will organize a one-day meeting (January 2000)…” to read “MFRC staff will organize a one-
day meeting (as soon as practical)….” Jerry Rose seconded the motion.  The motion passed.  

Subsequent to the decision on the Moody motion, Moody made an additional motion:  

Motion:  Norm Moody  moved that should staff not be able to get two reviewers from each of the four 
discipline areas, MFRC members can submit additional names within five days of Mike Kilgore’s request for 
such names.  If these individuals meet all the criteria laid out for reviewers, they will be added to the list and 
circulated to all MFRC members.  Judy Hewes seconded the motion. The motion carried.  

Comments on this motion noted that MFRC members should have two days to comment on the final list of 
names before staff begins contacting any potential reviewers.  

MFRC Annual Report Outline  



Sara Eliason presented the outline for the 1999 annual report.  She noted that changed to the SFRA also altered 
the format for the report.  It is no longer a biennial, but an annual report.  It no longer covers forest resource 
conditions and trends, nor does it list other public and private initiatives affecting Minnesota’s forest 
resources.  The report will be approximately 20 pages long and be complete in early February.  MFRC 
members will see a copy of the report at the January meeting.  MFRC members had no comments on the 
outline, giving staff the go-ahead to write the report.  

Northeast Regional Forest Resource Committee — Desired Future Outcomes/Issues/Strategies  
Dave Miller reviewed the structure of the Northeast Regional Forest Resource Committee and reviewed the 
desired future condition (DFC) for forest ecosystems, along with goals and strategies to achieve this future 
condition.  

MFRC members asked several questions regarding specifics of the DFC, goals and strategies.  They pointed 
out areas where wording and concepts need to be refined to avoid confusion.  Dave pointed out that the 
Northeast Regional Committee agreed to the contents of this document as a way to move forward but specifics 
of the strategies are not yet worked out.  He further described the document as the group's work on a DFC for 
ecological issues.  Social and economic issues are the next area the group will address.  Once this is complete, 
the ecological and social/economic DFCs will be integrated, with attention to the landscape's historical 
context, resulting in an overall DFC for the landscape.  

MFRC members suggested the council's Landscape Committee should work with Dave to clarify various 
points in the DFC for the region's ecology and lay plans for completing the overall DFC for NE Minnesota's 
forest resources.  Members also suggested that an outside technical group go through the DFC, goals and 
conditions.  

Proposed EPA Rules Affecting Timber Harvesting and Silvicultural Operations  
Faye Sleeper from the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency reviewed the Environmental Protection Agency’s 
proposed changes to the Total Maximum Daily Loads rule.  She described how this could affect silvicultural 
activities on impaired waters.  Mike Phillips provided additional detail to the list of silvicultural activities this 
rule might affect.  The rule also would have implications for Minnesota's voluntary, collaborative process of 
guidelines for forest management.  

Several council members suggested staff write a letter citing the accomplishments of Minnesota's voluntary 
program of timber harvesting and forest management guidelines, explaining why a program that would impose 
regulations and permits on silvicultural activities would detriment this program and the collaboration grown 
around developing the program.  

Jerry Rose mentioned that the Department of Natural Resources is writing a response to the EPA; he noted that 
a letter to the governor from the MFRC would help support the DNR and MPCA in their positions.  Faye 
Sleeper suggested the MPCA is willing to take a collaborative approach to developing comments on the rule.  

Motion:  Bob Oswold moved that the chair and executive director write a letter to the governor, describing the 
accomplishments of Minnesota's voluntary program for timber harvesting and forest management guidelines 
and explaining how the EPA rule would detriment this system.  Dave Parent seconded the motion. The motion 
carried.  

Future MFRC Agenda Items  
Ron Nargang:  Reports on ongoing planning activities in the state.  Among others these include The Nature 
Conservancy’s ecoregion planning, National Forest plan revision, and DNR subsection planning.  
Dave Parent:   Forest stewardship planning  

MFRC Member Comments  
Jerry Rose:   Jerry asked for MFRC input on the proposed framework for the DNR Spatial Assessment 
Initiative, also noting that the MFRC needs to play a role in this initiative. Dave Miller will likely serve as the 



liaison to this project for the MFRC.  
Norm Moody:   Norm passed around spikes from deer-hunters’ stands noting that when these are used by 
environmentalists they are considered ecoterrorism; when used by hunters they are overlooked.  Yet in either 
case they have implications for the timber resource.  
Wayne Brandt:   Wayne reminded MFRC members that nine years and 51 weeks ago the Environmental 
Quality Board directed the Generic Environmental Impact Statement on Timber Harvesting in Minnesota 
(GEIS) be started.  
Jim Sanders:  Jim mentioned that information on the blowdown in northeastern Minnesota and the fire-
potential report are available from the Superior National Forest.  
Judy Hewes:  Judy said she would not put in an application for reappointment after her term expires December 
31, 1999.  Greg Damlo, president of the Minnesota Resort Association in 2000, will apply to replace Judy on 
the MFRC.  She expressed her thanks to all members, saying it was a privilege to work for so many years on 
forestry issues with everyone.  She noted she feels very proud of the accomplishments and remains committed 
to the process set forth.  

Mike Kilgore made two final comments:  
The St. Paul Pioneer Press article on Monday, December 13 erroneously stated that the MFRC had taken a 
position on the EQB’s pending decision on the adequacy of the GEIS.  The MFRC has taken no position on the 
issue; Dennis Lien, the journalist, called Mike to apologize for the error, saying he would correct it in an article 
following the EQB’s decision.  

Current plans are to hold one of the spring meetings in far northeastern Minnesota, providing an opportunity to 
address and see the blowdown from the July 4, 1999 storm.  

Public Comments  
Allison Rajala reported that the Minnesota Forest Resources Partnership had voted to reinforce any comments 
from the MFRC on the EPA’s proposed revisions to the rule on total maximum daily loads.  She also reiterated 
the MFRP’s interest in talking to MFRC members about guideline implementation successes and issues.  

Next Meeting:  
The next MFRC meeting is January 25, 2000 from 9:30 am – 4:30 pm at the Champion International 
Employee Training and Development Center in Sartell, MN.  

Adjourn  
Motion:  Roger Scherer moved that the meeting be adjourned.  Norm Moody seconded the motion.  The 
meeting adjourned at 5:00 p.m.   

Respectfully submitted,  
Sara Eliason  
 


