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	Agenda Item
	Decisions
	Assignments/Follow Up

	Welcome and Member Introductions:
	
	

	Chair Tom Hittle introduced the new DNR Chief State Forester, Heather Berklund, and she provided the Council with information about her forestry career, how she views her role within the Council, and the focus of the DNR Division of Forestry in the next year.

Chair Tom Hittle welcomed Deputy Forest Supervisor, Dawn Laybolt, who will be the acting Forest Supervisor for the Chequamegon Nicolet National Forest (CNNF) while Paul Strong is on a temporary assignment as the Acting Director of Forest and Rangeland Management and Vegetation Ecology in the Washington office of the Forest Service.


	Agenda Item
	Decisions
	Assignments/Follow Up

	 Business Items:
	The Council unanimously approved adding open meetings law compliance language to their operational guidelines document.
	Council members should complete public records training by 12/15/20 and send their completion certificate to Faye for tracking.

	Council Operating Procedures
· The Council proposed adding open meetings law compliance language to their operational guidelines document.  Motion to approve the addition made by Jim Kerkman, seconded by Henry Sheinebeck, and passed with unanimous Council member approval.




Public Records Training Requirement
· As a member of a governmental body, all council, commission, and board  members affiliated with the DNR must complete public records training.  Council members will be sent an email explaining how they can complete a virtual training tutorial on the public records process.  Council members (who have not already completed the training as a state or federal employee) must complete the public records training by 12/15/20.
· After completing the public records training, Council members should email their completion certificate to Faye for tracking.


Regional Economic Diversification Summit (REDS)
· The US Economic Development Administration (EDA) has a process by which the agency can help to catalyze support for locally-identified economic development priorities called Regional Economic Diversification Summit (REDS). More information on REDS is here.
· There is interest in requesting a REDS for the Wisconsin forestry sector to convene stakeholders, identify potential projects to build new market opportunities, and establish a cross-sector action plan. A similar effort in Maine has helped to catalyze a cross-sector collaboration called the Forest Opportunity Roadmap / Maine (FOR/Maine).
· The REDS is sponsored, organized and hosted by a local organization. The Council on Forestry has been asked if it is interested in being the local sponsor for a Wisconsin forestry sector REDS.  WEDC and DNR have pledged their support of the Council and the overall effort.
· Senator Baldwin's staff has begun discussions with Regional Planning Commissions who would be part of the process and is also ready to put our Council in touch with EDA staff to begin the process.
· Chair Hittle received a letter from the Governor's office seeking the Council's assistance to support the EDA and this stakeholder driven effort to develop a long-term sustainable strategy for Wisconsin's forest products industry.  The Wisconsin Economic Development Council (WEDC) will take the lead in this project, with support from the DNR and the Council on Forestry.


     

	Agenda Item
	Decisions
	Assignments/Follow Up

	Committee Reports at meeting:
· Funding - Hoppe 
· Profile – Kerkman/Van Lopik

Written Report sent via email:
· Sound Forestry & Policy - Rissman
· Transportation - Schienebeck
· Utilization - Skiff

	The Council unanimously approved:
· Sending a letter to Governor Evers emphasizing the importance of state funding for Wisconsin’s forestry programs and offering recommendations for the 2021-2023 state budget. 
· An option for biennial report statute language revision to be presented to the Legislature. 
	

	Funding Committee: 
· The Funding Committee drafted a letter to Governor Evers emphasizing the importance of state funding for Wisconsin’s forestry programs and offering recommendations for the 2021-2023 state budget. 
· Motion to approve the letter with minor edits was made by Buddy Huffaker, seconded by Senator Janey Bewley, and passed with unanimous Council member approval.
· The final letter sent to the Governor can be viewed on the Council’s website: https://councilonforestry.wi.gov/Documents/BudgetPapers/Council%20on%20Forestry%2021-23%20Budget%20Letter%20Final.pdf


Profile Committee:
Biennial Report Legislation Revision
· Wisconsin Statute 26.02(2) requires that the Council prepare a biennial report on the status of the state’s forest resources and forestry industry and submit it to the Legislature.  The DNR has suggested to the Council that the existing statute is too restrictive, creating the report requires a large amount of staff time, and much of the information is available in the DNR’s 10-year forest action plan that has a five-year update schedule. The DNR would like to suggest  the statute language be revised to allow more flexibility and focus on contemporary issues.  
· The Council reviewed two options brought forth by the Profile Committee to revise the language in this legislation to allow for more flexibility.  The Council combined the proposed options making a hybrid third option for statute revision.
· Motion to approve the hybrid option for statute language revision made by Jim Kerkman, seconded by Senator Janet Bewley, and passed with unanimous Council member approval.
· [bookmark: _GoBack]The Profile Committee will redraft the proposal with the approved changes, send it to Chair Hittle and Co-Chair Dallman for a final review, and then send the final proposal to Council legislative members to take to drafting.


2021 Earth Day
· The Profile Committee was contacted by Nels Huse from Menominee Tribal Enterprise about participation in 2021 Earth Day events.  The committee will continue to talk with Nels and bring any suggestions to the Council for review/approval.


Sound Forestry & Policy, Transportation, and Utilization Committees:
· The Sound Forestry & Policy, Transportation, and Utilization Committees provided the Council with written reports of their activities since the last CoF meeting:





	Agenda Item
	Decisions
	Assignments/Follow Up

	Division of Forestry Research Plan

Presenter:  Andy Stoltman (DNR)

	
	Committees should complete tasks 1 and 2 for their assigned research questions and email them to Hittle/Dallman by 1/5/21.

	Andy Stoltman, Forest Economics & Ecology Section Chief, spoke to the Council about the Forestry Research Plan: what it is, its purpose/goals, the Council’s role in the process, and the results of the 2019-2021 Forestry Research Plan.  



     

Andy also tasked the Council members with an assignment to assist in updating and prioritizing the Division of Forestry’s List of Research Needs.  The assignment asks the Council to:
1. Review the current Problem Statements and Research Questions and suggest edits, clarifications, additions, or deletions
· Due to Hittle/Dallman by 1/5/21
2. By Problem Statement, rank the Research Questions in order of importance
· Due to Hittle/Dallman by 1/5/21
3. Narrow the list by identifying the 3-5 most important Research Questions
· Due  to Andy by 3/26/21




To expedite the process Chair Hittle and Co-Chair Dallman reviewed the Research Questions and assigned each to the strategic committee best equipped to handle the topic.  
· Committees should complete tasks 1 and 2 for their assigned research questions and email them to Hittle/Dallman by 1/5/21.  
· Comments and rankings will be compiled and discussed at the 1/14/21 Council meeting.
· Final ranking recommendations will be sent to Andy after the 1/14/21 CoF meeting.
· Once the final research question rankings are approved, they will be sent back to the committees for completion of task 3: selection of the most important 3-5 items.  This assignment due date is TBD.
· Comments and rankings will be compiled and discussed at the 3/25/21 Council meeting.
· Final ranking recommendations will be sent to Andy after the 3/25/21 CoF meeting.





	Agenda Item
	Decisions
	Assignments/Follow Up

	Good Neighbor Authority (GNA) Update

Presenter:  Layboldt & Diebel

	
	

	Rebecca Diebel, DNR Policy Advisor, and Dawn Layboldt and Adam Felts of the USDA Forest Service - Chequamegon-Nicolet National Forest gave a presentation updating the Council on the Good Neighbor Authority (GNA) timber program, finances, and program revenue projects. 






	Agenda Item
	Decisions
	Assignments/Follow Up

	Legislative Updates:
	
	

	· Senator Janet Bewley and Representative Jeff Mursau are currently working with DNR on Managed Forest Law (MFL) guidance.  
· The Legislature will be going into session in January to discuss the State Budget.  Senator Bewley expects that the budget will be tight due to revenue loss from COVID.


	[bookmark: _Hlk56578396]Agenda Item
	Decisions
	Assignments/Follow Up

	State Forester Updates

Presenter:  Berklund
	
	

	[bookmark: _Hlk56578415]Heather Berklund, Chief State Forester, updated the Council on MFL Identified Risk, Forest Regeneration & Monitoring, Forestry Economic Impact Factsheets and DNR Fire Response - out of state mobilizations and Fall fire season.





	Agenda Item
	Decisions
	Assignments/Follow Up

	Next meeting dates and format

	
	Faye will send the Council Outlook meeting invites for all 2021 dates.

	2021 Council on Forestry Meeting Dates:
· 01/13&14/21 (W/R)
· 03/24&25/21 (W/R)
· 05/19&20/21 (W/R)
· 07/21&22/21 (W/R)
· 09/15&16/21 (W/R)
· 11/17&18/21 (W/R)

In 2021, the Council meeting format will change to accommodate the virtual format being used.  Meetings will now be split into short sections (up to 4 hours) and held over two days.  The first day will be held for presentations and the second day will consist of all other Council meeting business.
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REDS Letter to CoF.pdf
Tony Evers

Office of the Governor | State of Wisconsin

November 16, 2020
Dear Chairman Hittle,

[ seek the Wisconsin Council on Forestry's assistance to support an effort organized by the U.S. Economic
Development Association (EDA) to develop a long-term, sustainable strategy for Wisconsin's forest products
industry.

As you know, the COVID-19 pandemic has had far-reaching impacts on Wisconsin’s paper industry. While demand
has increased in some sectors, it has also diminished substantially in others, resulting in the loss of hundreds of
jobs at the Verso mill in Wisconsin Rapids, as well as additional economic displacement throughout our state’s
forest products industry. Impacts have been felt throughout components of the wood supply chain including mills
producing other forest products, all of which affect our rural communities. While this industry plays a major role
in our State's economy, it also is directly tied to our ability to sustainably manage our State's tremendous forest
resources.

The U.S. Economic Development Association, through its Regional Economic Diversification Summits, provides
federal resources enabling states to engage in a collaborative approach to sustainable regional development.

Given the Council’s role as the preeminent statewide body representing the diverse interests of Wisconsin’s
forestry sector, I request that that the Council take the lead state role in partnership with the EDA to convene such
a summit. Staff from the Department of Natural Resources (DNR) and the Wisconsin Economic Development
Corporation (WEDC) stand ready to provide the Council with the administrative support needed for this critical
endeavor.

Please feel free to contact my office or either of the agencies for additional support. On behalf of the people of
Wisconsin, I thank you for taking on this responsibility.

Respectfully,

'%7\2&%&

Tony Evers, Governor
State of Wisconsin

Office of the Governor ¢ PO Box 7863, Madison, WI 53707
(608) 266-1212 ¢ www.evers.wi.gov



http://www.evers.wi.gov/
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Strategic Goals Committee Reports 11-18-20.pdf
CoF Strategic Goals Committee Reports —11/18/20

Forest Products Utilization Committee - Lead: Jordan Skiff

1. We provided a list of possible committee Initiatives in a 8/16/20 e-mail to the full Council. While this list
remains the fullest list of topics we’re considering for a deeper dive, we encourage our fellow Councilors to
reach out if you have thoughts to share on these or other topics.

2. Otheritems of interest. ..

a. Ata9/10/20 meeting, the committee discussed the following: the use of pulp wood, working with
designers to specify U.S. wood in their projects (especially public buildings), sustainable packaging,
concerns with tariffs, uses for residuals, and tying forest products to climate change by having wood
identified as a form of renewable energy. We hope the Council can help advocate for and
implement policy, and want to look forward to be better prepared for events like the closure of the
Verso plant.

b. It may be helpful to have a speaker or two update the full Council at a future meeting, possibly
including Andy Hart from NRCS about applicable grants, Scott Suder from Wisconsin Paper Council,
or Bob Peterson from Domtar Paper Co.

c. Tothe legislators on the Council, not surprisingly we see you as key members in advising us of how
things work in Madison, ways that we may be able to affect policy, and/or to be conduits to help us
communicate with the broader Legislature.

d. Committee member (and former Council member) Richard Wedepohl forwarded a report entitled
“Pre-Feasibility Study for a Pulpwood-Using Facility Siting in the State of Wisconsin.” It covers topics
such as technology, availability, regulations, transportation, workforce, and disposal options. If
anyone would like a copy of that report, let me know.

e. Jason, representing the Wisconsin Builders Association, notes that soft wood dimensional lumber
prices have seen a huge increase. They expect the prices to stabilize and maybe start declining.

f. Gov. Evers declared Oct 18-24, 2020, as Forest Products Week in Wisconsin. Key messages include
that 1) markets shape forest management, 2) using forest products helps ensure the future of
sustainable forestry, and 3) forests are vital to Wisconsin’s economy.

g. Tom noted that the Michigan DNR plans to replace its Newberry facility with a $5 million mass-
timber building. Advantages of this approach include showcasing the 20 million acres of forest land
in the state, and the carbon that it will remove from the atmosphere. The announcement also
mentioned a statewide summit on mass timber, co-sponsored by the Michigan Forest Biomaterials
Institute. Two Michigan universities are also using mass timber on large projects.

h. One of our greatest resources is having Collin on our committee, as his DNR Forest Products staff
may be in the best position to keep us informed of —and involved in—these issues.

Transportation Committee - Lead: Henry Schienebeck
Sound Forestry and Policy Committee - Lead: Adena Rissman

Both committees are continuing to examine opportunities and priorities for initiatives. No formal discussions
have been held since the last Council meeting. Letters generated by the Sound Forestry/Policy Committee
pertaining to the Council's efforts on climate and rural prosperity are posted on the Council's website.
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FY2022 — 2023 Forestry List of Research Needs
Governor’s Council on Forestry
11/18/2020
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List of Research Needs and the
Research Agenda

e By Manual Code, the Dept. develops a
research agenda every two years

e To develop this, Divisions develop List of
Research Needs made up of two parts:

— Problem Statements
— Research Questions

e Divisions submit prioritized List to Dept.
e Department prioritizes one Research Agenda
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Goals of Research Agenda
e Align research to inform short-term & long-
term management and policy decisions

e Ensure research is coordinated between
Department programs, other agencies &
academic institutions

e Inform research being conducted and
supported by Department

e Ensure sound science is practiced
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Research Needs Influences

e Previous research agendas (since 2011)

e Research already conducted and supported by
Division and Department

e Research conducted in collaboration with other
agencies & institutions

e Other processes (WFPS, Forest health guidelines,
WFAP, Silviculture handbook development etc.)

e Staff and partner experience and expertise

e Partner input
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Council on Forestry

e S.26.02, Wis. Stats.: Council on Forestry shall advise
the Governor, the Legislature, the DNR, and other
state agencies on...

(a) The protection of forests from fire, insects, and disease.
(b) The practice of sustainable forestry, as defined in s. 28.04 (1) (e).

(c) Reforestation and forestry genetics.

(d) Management and protection of urban forests.

(e) Increasing the public's knowledge and awareness of forestry issues.
(f) Forestry research.

(g) Increasing the economic development of the forestry industry and
employment in the forestry industry.

h) Marketing and use of forest products.
(i) Legislation that impacts on the management of forest lands in this state.
(j) Staffing and funding needs for forestry programs conducted by the state.



http://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/document/statutes/28.04(1)(e)
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What it is and what it isn’t
e \What itis:

— List of research needs

— Priority list, in a relative manner

— Tool for funding (P/R, other grants)
e What itisn't:

— A two-year plan

— A list of what DNR will do

— A fixed list

— A list of research projects
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FY20-21 Forestry Division Research Agenda

e Problem statement themes:

— Regeneration issues

— Attitudes and engagement — urban
— Attitudes and engagement — private forests
— Deer issues

— Local and global economics

— Invasive species/Diseases

— Economic valuations

— Fire

— Forest management

— Applied tools

— Climate change
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2019 COF Research Priorities

e Rutting

e Weight Restrictions

e Market/Promoting the Use of Wood
e \Water

e Regeneration
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Ranking Criteria

e Criteria 1: Statutorily directed research
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Ranking Criteria

e Criteria 2: Significance to Program
— High priority issues in Program
— Results are timely

— Inform decision-making for policies, strategies &
management practices
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Ranking Criteria

e Criteria 3: Broad-Scale Value to Forestry
Community
— Long-term priority need
— Inform forest management & policy decisions
— Results valuable to public & private forests
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Ranking Criteria

e Criteria 4: Application of Research

— Clearly applicable to forest management & policy
decisions

— Inform high priority management issues

— Clearly defined research questions that cannot be
answered in another way
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FY 20-21 Partner Engagement

e Received comments from 9 individuals or
organizations

e More than 50 specific comments
— Incorporated comments
— Added research questions
— Incorporated priorities
— Refer non-research comments back to the programs





WISCONSIN

-=DNR

D paririod i of Mool Ry hoa

VEINTEZICCIEI RPN NRIEEVIE Service Support Functions (SSF)

Forestry Research (SSF-1-2) # of Forestry Research Projects
(Annual Target: Complete 3 Projects) =

\
Develop Initial ID Partners Develop Conduct Initial Collectand Communicat Complete

Research Project

Scope and Funding  Protocol Testing Analyze Data e Results Project

Nursery Fumigation Comparison v v v v v v
Oak Wilt Containment Study (Girdle & Herbicide) Vv v v Vv 4 4
Urban Forestry Canopy Change v v v v v In progress
Managing Amur Cork Tree v v v v v v
Regeneration of Tree Species in HRD Pockets Vv v v v 4 4
HRD Spore Capture v v v v v vé
Beech Propagation Study Vv v Vv v In progress
Tr:';:;spemﬁc Hybrid Study - Urban Alder & Maple v v v v D eEEss
Planting Timing Study v v v v v In progress
Transline Herbicide Study v v v Vv v v
NE Area Regional Economic Impact Analysis of Forest
ndustry v v v v In progress
IAsh Forest Conversion Study v v v In progress
Nutrient Poor Soils on Biomass Sales v v v v Y4 In progress
Frozen Soil Study v v v v In progress
ronwood Control Study Vv v 4 v In progress
Forest Products Value-Added Survey v v v v v In progress
Forest Regeneration Success Study In progress
Peatlands Disturbance Study v v v v v In progress
HRD - Spatial Analysis of Infection Vv v v Vv v v
Education and Outreach (SSF-4) ; Certification (5SF-7)
; : FSC Certificates v
Dl'lllm? Resource S\rstem The digital asset library is complete and | FSC®, SFI® and ATFS® certificates SFI Certificates v
[ Targ::r. E:;t:‘::;:;:;:e resource outreach materials are available for staff to use. il (Annual Target: Maintain certification) ATES Certificates v

Key
@On-track @Dﬁ-track @Lﬂnger-term target Progress impacted by COVID-19
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Questions?
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2019-2021_Division_of_Forestry_Research_Agenda.pdf
2019-2021 Wisconsin DNR Division of Forestry Research Agenda
January 22, 2019

Statement A. Some tree species are not successfully regenerating and, as a result, are
becoming less common on the landscape. Information is needed on factors influencing
natural and artificial regeneration, as well as urban plantings, to ensure that regeneration
and planting efforts are successful.

a. Mechanical scarification, chemical site preparation, and prescribed fire are increasingly used to
regenerate tree species that require frequent or intense disturbance regimes. What are the
most successful techniques and tools to regenerate Wisconsin forest tree species? What are the
ecological impacts of using such techniques systems on ground flora and soil nutrients?

b. Some species are proving difficult to regenerate (e.g. oak, tamarack, white cedar, yellow birch,
and eastern hemlock). What factors allowed these species to regenerate historically? What
conditions are needed for them to survive in the future? What techniques can be used for
reliable regeneration in the future?

c. What methods/tools can be used to regenerate oak in the presence of invasive species, deer,
shade-tolerant competition, interfering vegetation, and other factors in Wisconsin?

d. What methods can be used to successfully regenerate bottomland hardwood stands, especially
in light of invasive species (e.g. RCG and EAB) and altered hydrological cycles along Wisconsin
river systems?

e. What factors influence the implementation of urban tree planting and pruning specifications,
and recommendations to improve the likelihood for planting success and long-term health?

f.  What factors influence natural jack pine and red pine regeneration and maintenance?

g. What factors have the most impact on seedling survival in artificial regeneration plantings, such
as stock type, browse damage, planting methods, site preparation, planting depth, competition,
lift date, shipping date?

h. How can state nurseries, urban forestry and private industry work together to expand and
implement food forests in Wisconsin communities? What factors contribute to the success of
food forests (location, species etc.)?

i. Does a planting plan or forester involvement positively impact regeneration success?

j- Do different harvesting techniques lead to different regeneration success? If so, what can be
done to ensure sufficient regeneration with all techniques?





Statement B. Public attitudes and engagement are important factors that affect urban
forest management and the practice of sustainable forestry in Wisconsin, yet our
understanding is limited on the public’s attitudes, behaviors and how to best engage the
public in forest management and into the workforce.

a. What is the current public opinion, awareness, knowledge level, attitude and values on
Wisconsin forests, forestry and forest products? Have the results changed since the last survey,
nearly 15 years ago?

b. What urban forestry and tree care messages are stakeholders delivering to the public, and
which messages are most effective for engaging audiences from diverse socioeconomic
backgrounds? How do diverse audiences respond to and act on urban forestry messages?

c. What are the trends, opportunities and challenges to entry in the urban forestry and
arboriculture workforce?

d. Are the current funding limits and priorities of the DNR Urban Forestry grant program meeting
the needs of Wisconsin communities? What is the impact of Urban Forestry Grant dollars on
Wisconsin communities and how does the funding affect private business? Is there a correlation
in grant dollars and and increase in private business activity?

e. How does engagement with the Champion Tree Program build advocacy among participants for
sustainable forest management across urban and rural landscapes?

f. How do stakeholders perceive the benefits of the “walkable community” and how do their
perspectives impact management and planning for urban trees?

g. What are the long-term impacts of urban non-profit/municipal partnerships to increase canopy
cover in low income areas?





Statement C. Deer have an impact on forest regeneration and successional trends, which
affects the sustainable management and health of Wisconsin's forests.

a. What practices are most effective in providing adequate stocking in regenerating stands under a
range of deer densities?

b. What practices can be economically implemented to reduce deer browse to a level where it is
possible to achieve desired forest management goals?

c. How do deer densities and browsing effect native and invasive herbaceous plants, woody
shrubs, and tree seedlings?

d. What are effective methods for communicating the impact of deer on tree planting and
reforestation goals and the need for managing the deer herd? How does the public perceive the
impacts of deer on forests?

e. What are the impacts of deer browsing on forest productivity, native and invasive understory
plant abundance, bird and mammal populations, and forest ecosystem functions?

f. Can ecological carrying capacities of deer be established for spatially and ecologically distinct
ecosystems? Can socially and biologically acceptable deer densities be established to minimize
deer impacts and enhance biodiversity?

g. Can deer habitat health and suitability be modelled using current data sources (for example
deer population, land cover and forest monitoring data)?

h. What tree species are preferred by deer and under what circumstances?





Statement D. Wisconsin’s forest products industry operates within both a local and global
marketplace. Information is needed on forest industry, including supply and demand for
markets, to inform, among other things, business plans for forest industries in Wisconsin.

a. What factors impact the long-term viability of the forest products industry in Wisconsin? What
are the barriers and incentives to capital improvements and business start-up? What is the
current and anticipated forest products workforce, and what factors influence the long-term
viability of this workforce?

b. What is the potential for developing new markets (foreign and domestic) for the forest products
industry in Wisconsin, such as markets for species infected by forest pests or for new products
such as cross-laminated timber?

c. What impacts do limited markets for small diameter and poor-quality wood have on silvicultural
practices in southern Wisconsin? How can markets be developed for underutilized tree species
or products (e.g. white pine, tamarack, softwood pulp)?

d. What information is needed for a company to evaluate global markets and access to those
markets?

e. What is the supply and market for certified wood? What amount of certified wood is being
produced? How is market access affected by possible shortages of source material, market
preferences, development of primary and secondary manufacturing facilities, and impacts of the
certification?

f. What effect do land management changes, guidelines, and regulations have on the forest
products industry in Wisconsin?

g. How is material infected with pests or pathogens being removed? How is it being utilized? What
can forest industry and communities do to minimize cost of tree removal and maximize use of
wood supply?

h. What are the most effective tools and communication methods to build markets and demand
for traditional and urban wood sourced products among various buyer groups, such as
architects, interior designers and individual consumers? What are the barriers to these buyer
groups to the use of wood products?

i.  What are the current economic impacts of urban wood use? How could current urban tree
planting decisions (e.g. smaller-stature trees) impact future urban wood markets and use of
urban wood for value-added products?





Statement E. Invasive non-native species and aggressive native species are posing
increasing threats to the environmental, social, and economic benefits of forests,
including forest regeneration and ecosystem functions.

Are winter cut stumps susceptible to HRD infection during spring thaw? Does applying herbicide
to stumps prevent infection by HRD? What is the efficacy of RotStopC in preventing infection by
HRD in the Lake States?

Determine the best options for diversifying ash dominated riparian forests in Wi, MN, MI: both
silvicultural techniques and species.

Can remote sensing be used to detect and monitor invasive plants populations?
What are the potential management options for Amynthas and related worms?
What is the impact of invasive species and “novel ecosystems” on ecosystem processes?

What silvicultural techniques can be used to help restore native forest vegetation where
invasive plants are established?

What is the most cost-efficient and effective methods to control the spread of invasive species?
(species of interest change over time).

Oak Wilt:

e Does applying herbicide or Cellu-Treat to a cut stump prevent infection by oak wilt
through the freshly cut stump surface? Compare with to the proven method of
preventing infection, applying wound paint.

e Can oak wilt infect an oak through a cut stump and from there move into the root
system to spread though root grafts?

e  What is the minimum width of a band of healthy oaks that must be harvested to contain
an oak wilt infection, assuming stumps are treated to prevent overland transmission of
oak wilt?

e Does treating an oak wilt infected tree with herbicide prevent the spread of OW through
root grafts? Is the effect dependent on how advanced the infection is within the tree?

e What are effective education and outreach strategies to encourage landowners to
prevent HRD and oak wilt infection?

Emerald Ash Borer:

e To what degree has EAB impacted the awareness of, and motivations to address,
potential invasive pest infestations, among citizens and units of government?

e How are communities handling inspection and abatement programs and procedures to
handle EAB-infested private ash trees?

e To what degree does EAB provide feasible and profitable urban wood projects, from the
perspective of wood utilization companies?

e Does removal of the quarantine regulation on emerald ash borer change camper
awareness of the risk of moving firewood, their motivation to avoid moving firewood,
and their actual movement of firewood?





What are the long-term population dynamics of herbaceous non-native plant species?

What is the relationship of fruit production by woody invasive shrubs to forest canopy and basal
area changes during timber stand improvement and how can it be manipulated to reduce
invasive plant fecundity?

What are the potential impacts, including environmental persistence, of the use of chemicals
that are commonly used in tree care, including the potential impact on bee colonies? How do
citizens and other stakeholders view the costs and benefits of these chemicals?

. What species can benefit from resistance breeding to develop resistance to pests and diseases
and maintain those tree species on the landscape?

Research needed on Phytoplasma: species identification, regional survey, host range, host
impacts, and how it is spread.

What are the costs, benefits and effectiveness of wood product quarantines when a pest or
disease is detected in or near the state? What are the advantages and disadvantages of no
guarantines versus partial (county) quarantines versus statewide quarantines?

Is there an effect of changing crop field herbicide application on tree health and forest
regeneration (ex. acetochlor, dicamba)?

What is the public’s opinion on invasive species movement and resulting behavior to prevent
dispersal of invasive species?

Are best management practices for reducing the impacts of insects and diseases effective?





Statement F. The demographics of private landowners and the challenges they face (e.g.
pests and disease, invasive species, climate, markets, ecological shifts) are continuously
evolving, creating novel situations that affect their management decisions and the
implementation of sustainable forestry on private lands in Wisconsin.

a. How do outreach programs, personal social networks and local opinion leaders influence the
behavior of property owners to effectively maintain and expand the urban tree canopy? What
resources, tools, information and message sources most effectively promote behaviors that
maintain and expand the urban tree canopy?

b. What outreach approaches and training methods most effectively foster positive, long-lasting
relationships between service foresters and private landowners? What strategies effectively
increase landowner awareness of the role and services provided by service foresters?

c. What are the costs, benefits, and short and long-term impacts of our innovative outreach and
education programs on woodland owner pathways to action (including small and large actions
on their land)?

d. What are the motivations, barriers and management decisions of different demographics of
landowners regarding forest management, including new landowners and women landowners?
What resources and outreach strategies are most effective for engaging these landowner groups
in sustainable forest management?

e. How can the state manage forests at a landscape-scale in coordination with privately owned
lands in or near state forest boundaries? What are communication and management strategies
that interest and engage private landowners in contributing toward landscape-scale goals?

f. What are the trends in urban tree species demand, public awareness of the importance of
diverse tree species, availability of nursery stock, and impact on the urban canopy lifecycle?
What mechanisms can incentivize tree nurseries to grow and cultivate a wider variety of tree
species?

g. What factors impact management of the urban canopy across property boundaries and
ownerships? What tools or mechanisms can be used to increase cross-property landscape,
watershed and other broad-scale management?

h. What factors influence a landowner’s decision to renew or not renew participation in the MFL
Program (e.g. third-party certification, property tax deductions, cost share availability for
management plans)? If a property is not renewed, does it come back later?

i. What forest management practices are occurring on private woodlands, and how do these
practices differ on MFL versus non-MFL lands?

j- Among dual property owners with homes in both municipalities and on forested parcels, what
are the most effective tools to communicate with these individuals to motivate sustainable tree
care, management, and planning in their yards and in their woods? What are the tools,
resources and partnerships needed to provide sustainable forest management support and
planning to small acreage landowners (less than 10 acres) who are not being served by
traditional programs (e.g. MFL, WFLGP, EQIP)?





Statement G. Forest management decisions are closely tied to shifting economic values
of forest lands and the services they provide to communities, yet more tools and
methods are needed to understand these dynamics.

a. What is the economic impact to local communities from increased harvests on National Forests
in Wisconsin due to the Good Neighbor Authority?

b. What is the role of forested lands, both rural and urban, in local economies, including direct and
indirect use values, such as woody biomass, outdoor recreation, ecosystem function, and their
underlying natural resource stocks? What are their economic contributions to local and
statewide regional delineations?

c. How can ecological services be valued? What are the strengths and weaknesses of various
valuation methods? What is the valuation outcome for forestlands under varying management
strategies and across different ownerships?

d. How do species, age, stand structure, site quality, tree quality, landowner goals, silviculture
guidelines, economics, product considerations and other factor influence harvest decisions in
hardwood stands? How can financial performance, long-term sustained yield, and ecosystem
functions be best balanced?

e. What physical and socio-economic constraints limit the amount timber that is harvested? How
can this data be used to improve estimates of volume of timber available for harvesting from
FIA?

f.  What is the impact of sales of industrial forestlands on employment, public access,
development, cost of services, and various economic indicators?

g. What are the most inclusive and efficient ways to integrate both long-term and short-term
economic concerns into sustainable forest management?

h. What is the value and cost of public lands to local governments, including taxes and costs of
services? What are the costs, such as infrastructure and services, of private forestlands to local
governments compared to other land uses?

i. What are the monetary values of providing public access on privately owned forestlands,
including fixed term and perpetual easements? What are the barriers for NIPF landowners to
providing public access on privately owned forestlands? What mechanisms can encourage public
access?

j. How do we quantify a fair market value for acquiring motorized vehicle access on Forest Legacy
easement lands? What is the state’s willingness to pay for the benefits of this access for the
public and the landowners’ willingness to sell for the cost of allowing motorized vehicle access
on their land in perpetuity?





Statement H. The ability to accurately model fire behavior, predict/monitor fire weather
and fuel conditions as well as understand public information needs can lead to efficient
use of resources to prevent, suppress, and control forest fires while simultaneously
improving the use of prescribed fire as an important land management tool.

a. What are the prescribed burn windows for fire dependent communities that will permit land
managers more opportunities to accomplish management objectives with increasing climate
variability?

b. What are the prescribed burn intervals required for the restoration and maintenance of fire
dependent communities? What are the short and/or long-term impacts on forest products?

c. There are 53 standard fire behavior fuel models including the original 13 described by Anderson
(1982), plus the forty defined by Scott and Burgan (2005) in the United States Fire Behavior
System. What is the accuracy of these 53 standard fuel models and the Canadian Forest Fire
Behavior Prediction System (FBP) fuel models to fuel conditions found in Wisconsin? Do the
models accurately predict actual fire behavior observed in Wisconsin throughout the year?

d. What are the benefits of introducing fire into fire dependent communities across Ecological
Landscapes and what is the most efficient and effective method to communicate this
information to the public?

e. What is the cost/benefit of investments in: a) response based on fire danger rating (including
staffing levels and efficiencies), b) hazard mitigation fuel reduction projects, and, ¢) Community
Wildfire Protection Plans (CWPP) in preventing losses of life, property and resources during
Wisconsin forest fires?

f.  What is the cost/benefit of mechanical, chemical and prescribed burn applications to
accomplish land management objectives for fire dependent communities? What is the best way
to assess public perceptions (landowners, community leaders, local government, citizens,
homeowners) to improve the success and utility of these applications?

g. Does the cost of investment in wildfire prevention efforts outweigh the benefits that are difficult
to measure, such as how to measure the number of fires prevented? What other metrics could
be used to prove fire prevention efforts are successful and/or show a return on the investment?

h. Do the components utilized in the development of the fire landscape system used in the Fire
Program Assessment continue to be the best metrics? Can fire suppression efforts, when
compared to actual fire losses incurred, be used to strengthen the overall fire risk map used in
Wisconsin?

i. How should post-fire assessments for large, intense forest fires be conducted and information
should be gathered? What is the effectiveness of fuel breaks and impacts on forest
regeneration, soil conditions, water quality and terrestrial impacts? What best management
practices are needed to rehabilitate areas impacted by such fires?

j- Following a large forest fire, under what scenarios should landowners consider immediate
reclamation versus allowing for natural regeneration to occur? Under what circumstances does
under-planting prove successful?





Statement |. Forest management impacts forest ecosystem functions (e.g. forest
productivity, wildlife habitat, water quality protection, air quality protection), but it is
unclear how. We need more information on what the impacts are to develop, evaluate,
and refine forest management, recommendations, and guidelines.

a. What are the characteristics (e.g., age structure, species diversity, % canopy) of a sustainable
urban tree canopy?

b. Northern hardwood forests are exposed to a number of stressors that are limiting regeneration
success, including deer, earthworms, sedge, competing vegetation, poor harvesting practices
and altered disturbance regimes. How can regeneration of northern hardwoods be improved?

c. How does urban tree canopy impact storm water runoff quality and quantity in Wisconsin
communities? How can these data be incorporated into DNR storm water models, including
WinSLAMM?

d. Are there silvicultural alternatives to single tree selection as an uneven-aged natural
regeneration system in northern hardwood forests?

e. What are the impacts and effectiveness of various forest management guidelines, including
silviculture practices, BMPs, forest health guidelines, species guidance, and other
recommendations? Are they achieving their intended results? Is there the opportunity for more
flexibility in the implementation of the guidelines and what are the consequences of not
following the guidelines? How can this information be used to develop, evaluate, and refine
guidelines?

f.  What are the costs and benefits of current trends and projected changes in the urban tree
canopy, including impacts related to the spread of invasive pests and pathogens, and other
stressors, such as land use change?

g. What is the effect of management on landscape-scale forested ecosystems, including
cumulative and indirect effects, on things such as habitat for interior songbirds?

h. What effect does landscape restoration principles and practices, including the role of fires and
other disturbance regimes, have on landscape processes, function, and resiliency?

i. What are possible landscape level planning goals by forest type, seral stage, and forest
production that can maintain sustainable forest ecosystems? What is our desired future
condition for Wisconsin's forests?

j- What are the ecological effects of rutting? Are there different effects based on soil types?

k. How can Wisconsin improve forest connectivity and habitat corridors to maintain ecosystem
functions?

I.  Whatis the environmental damage associated with various motorized uses, including trail
erosion, illegal trail creation, off-trail use, and spread of non-native invasive plants? What is the
extent and magnitude of these impacts? How can they be mitigated?

m. What forest management techniques can be used to mitigate impacts to endangered or
threatened bat species such as northern long-eared bat?

n. Can forest productivity be better quantified especially in forest types with lower growth
potential?
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Statement J. Applied tools, such as growth models, economic value calculators, etc., are
important assets for field managers. However, some of these tools do not incorporate
the best available research, and therefore it does not translate into current forest
management practices.

a. What forest regeneration monitoring systems, including the use of new technology, can be
utilized to improve regeneration management decisions?

b. What landscape ecology tools can be utilized to look at local landscape patterns and guide
management decisions beyond the stand level?

c. What tools can be utilized to inform economic management decisions based on landowner goals
and site conditions?

d. How can LIDAR technology be used to improve forest assessment and management for multiple
objectives in both rural and urban settings?

e. How can the public health benefits of urban forests be better quantified, and those benefits
optimized?

f. What methodologies and tools are most effective for calculating the status and trends of the
urban tree canopy at the state and local levels in Wisconsin?

g. What are the best methodologies to assess environmental equity in Wisconsin’s communities?
How can inequities be prioritized and addressed?
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Statement K. Climate change is affecting forest ecosystems. Forest management can
increase resiliency and the ability to adapt through mitigation actions if we have a better
understanding of how species and ecosystems will adjust to future variability.

a. Is assisted migration of species a viable adaptation strategy for climate change? Under what
conditions would it be beneficial to maintain species in their current locations (refugia, high-
quality sites, etc.)?

b. What is the effect of changes in forest cover on hydrology with rising temperatures and
increasingly intense precipitation events?

c. Regionally, what species should be grown (or no longer grown) for urban tree plantings based
on observed or expected climate change trends?

d. How will rising winter temperatures and increasing number of snow-free days affect the ability
to harvest and remove timber from forests?

e. Will harvesting equipment and winter road preparation need to change with warmer winters to
harvest timber without causing soil disturbance?

f. How can we better quantify and maximize the beneficial effects of forests on climate change
related impacts (i.e. flooding, rising temperatures, air quality)?

g. Will large wildfires become more frequent within a changing environment?

h. What is the genetic variability of tree species native to Wisconsin? What species and genotypes
should be grown in the state based on observed or expected climate change trends?

i. How will fire risk and/or fire use change with increasing climate variability?
j- What are the carbon emissions that result from various types of burning?

k. Is climate change affecting flowering, pollen production and fruit/nut production of trees and
shrubs?

I.  What impacts are more intense weather events having on Wisconsin’s forests?

m. Climate change may affect forest ecosystems by affecting trees directly, (i.e., by exceeding tree
species climatic tolerances), and through exotic diseases and pests (i.e., emerald ash borer), or
affecting essential ecosystem processes such as decomposition and nutrient cycling. What are
potential effects of these combined impacts to Wisconsin forest types?

n. What are the carbon emission and sequestration outcomes of current silvicultural techniques
and rotations? How might these change under potential climate change scenarios?
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		Statement A. Some tree species are not successfully regenerating and, as a result, are becoming less common on the landscape. Information is needed on factors influencing natural and artificial regeneration, as well as urban plantings, to ensure that ...

		a. Mechanical scarification, chemical site preparation, and prescribed fire are increasingly used to regenerate tree species that require frequent or intense disturbance regimes. What are the most successful techniques and tools to regenerate Wisconsi...

		b. Some species are proving difficult to regenerate (e.g. oak, tamarack, white cedar, yellow birch, and eastern hemlock). What factors allowed these species to regenerate historically? What conditions are needed for them to survive in the future? What...

		c. What methods/tools can be used to regenerate oak in the presence of invasive species, deer, shade-tolerant competition, interfering vegetation, and other factors in Wisconsin?

		d. What methods can be used to successfully regenerate bottomland hardwood stands, especially in light of invasive species (e.g. RCG and EAB) and altered hydrological cycles along Wisconsin river systems?

		e. What factors influence the implementation of urban tree planting and pruning specifications, and recommendations to improve the likelihood for planting success and long-term health?

		f. What factors influence natural jack pine and red pine regeneration and maintenance?

		g. What factors have the most impact on seedling survival in artificial regeneration plantings, such as stock type, browse damage, planting methods, site preparation, planting depth, competition, lift date, shipping date?

		h. How can state nurseries, urban forestry and private industry work together to expand and implement food forests in Wisconsin communities? What factors contribute to the success of food forests (location, species etc.)?

		i. Does a planting plan or forester involvement positively impact regeneration success?

		j. Do different harvesting techniques lead to different regeneration success? If so, what can be done to ensure sufficient regeneration with all techniques?

		k.



		Statement B. Public attitudes and engagement are important factors that affect urban forest management and the practice of sustainable forestry in Wisconsin, yet our understanding is limited on the public’s attitudes, behaviors and how to best engage ...

		a. What is the current public opinion, awareness, knowledge level, attitude and values on Wisconsin forests, forestry and forest products? Have the results changed since the last survey, nearly 15 years ago?

		b. What urban forestry and tree care messages are stakeholders delivering to the public, and which messages are most effective for engaging audiences from diverse socioeconomic backgrounds? How do diverse audiences respond to and act on urban forestry...

		c. What are the trends, opportunities and challenges to entry in the urban forestry and arboriculture workforce?

		d. Are the current funding limits and priorities of the DNR Urban Forestry grant program meeting the needs of Wisconsin communities? What is the impact of Urban Forestry Grant dollars on Wisconsin communities and how does the funding affect private bu...

		e. How does engagement with the Champion Tree Program build advocacy among participants for sustainable forest management across urban and rural landscapes?

		f. How do stakeholders perceive the benefits of the “walkable community” and how do their perspectives impact management and planning for urban trees?

		g. What are the long-term impacts of urban non-profit/municipal partnerships to increase canopy cover in low income areas?



		Statement C. Deer have an impact on forest regeneration and successional trends, which affects the sustainable management and health of Wisconsin's forests.

		a. What practices are most effective in providing adequate stocking in regenerating stands under a range of deer densities?

		b. What practices can be economically implemented to reduce deer browse to a level where it is possible to achieve desired forest management goals?

		c. How do deer densities and browsing effect native and invasive herbaceous plants, woody shrubs, and tree seedlings?

		d. What are effective methods for communicating the impact of deer on tree planting and reforestation goals and the need for managing the deer herd? How does the public perceive the impacts of deer on forests?

		e. What are the impacts of deer browsing on forest productivity, native and invasive understory plant abundance, bird and mammal populations, and forest ecosystem functions?

		f. Can ecological carrying capacities of deer be established for spatially and ecologically distinct ecosystems? Can socially and biologically acceptable deer densities be established to minimize deer impacts and enhance biodiversity?

		g. Can deer habitat health and suitability be modelled using current data sources (for example deer population, land cover and forest monitoring data)?

		h. What tree species are preferred by deer and under what circumstances?



		Statement D. Wisconsin’s forest products industry operates within both a local and global marketplace. Information is needed on forest industry, including supply and demand for markets, to inform, among other things, business plans for forest industri...

		a. What factors impact the long-term viability of the forest products industry in Wisconsin? What are the barriers and incentives to capital improvements and business start-up? What is the current and anticipated forest products workforce, and what fa...

		b. What is the potential for developing new markets (foreign and domestic) for the forest products industry in Wisconsin, such as markets for species infected by forest pests or for new products such as cross-laminated timber?

		c. What impacts do limited markets for small diameter and poor-quality wood have on silvicultural practices in southern Wisconsin? How can markets be developed for underutilized tree species or products (e.g. white pine, tamarack, softwood pulp)?

		d. What information is needed for a company to evaluate global markets and access to those markets?

		e. What is the supply and market for certified wood? What amount of certified wood is being produced? How is market access affected by possible shortages of source material, market preferences, development of primary and secondary manufacturing facili...

		f. What effect do land management changes, guidelines, and regulations have on the forest products industry in Wisconsin?

		g. How is material infected with pests or pathogens being removed? How is it being utilized? What can forest industry and communities do to minimize cost of tree removal and maximize use of wood supply?

		h. What are the most effective tools and communication methods to build markets and demand for traditional and urban wood sourced products among various buyer groups, such as architects, interior designers and individual consumers? What are the barrie...

		i. What are the current economic impacts of urban wood use? How could current urban tree planting decisions (e.g. smaller-stature trees) impact future urban wood markets and use of urban wood for value-added products?



		Statement E. Invasive non-native species and aggressive native species are posing increasing threats to the environmental, social, and economic benefits of forests, including forest regeneration and ecosystem functions.

		a. Are winter cut stumps susceptible to HRD infection during spring thaw? Does applying herbicide to stumps prevent infection by HRD? What is the efficacy of RotStopC in preventing infection by HRD in the Lake States?

		b. Determine the best options for diversifying ash dominated riparian forests in WI, MN, MI: both silvicultural techniques and species.

		c. Can remote sensing be used to detect and monitor invasive plants populations?

		d. What are the potential management options for Amynthas and related worms?

		e. What is the impact of invasive species and “novel ecosystems” on ecosystem processes?

		f. What silvicultural techniques can be used to help restore native forest vegetation where invasive plants are established?

		g. What is the most cost-efficient and effective methods to control the spread of invasive species? (species of interest change over time).

		h. Oak Wilt:

		 Does applying herbicide or Cellu-Treat to a cut stump prevent infection by oak wilt through the freshly cut stump surface?  Compare with to the proven method of preventing infection, applying wound paint.

		 Can oak wilt infect an oak through a cut stump and from there move into the root system to spread though root grafts?

		 What is the minimum width of a band of healthy oaks that must be harvested to contain an oak wilt infection, assuming stumps are treated to prevent overland transmission of oak wilt?

		 Does treating an oak wilt infected tree with herbicide prevent the spread of OW through root grafts?  Is the effect dependent on how advanced the infection is within the tree?

		 What are effective education and outreach strategies to encourage landowners to prevent HRD and oak wilt infection?

		i. Emerald Ash Borer:

		 To what degree has EAB impacted the awareness of, and motivations to address, potential invasive pest infestations, among citizens and units of government?

		 How are communities handling inspection and abatement programs and procedures to handle EAB-infested private ash trees?

		 To what degree does EAB provide feasible and profitable urban wood projects, from the perspective of wood utilization companies?

		 Does removal of the quarantine regulation on emerald ash borer change camper awareness of the risk of moving firewood, their motivation to avoid moving firewood, and their actual movement of firewood?

		j. What are the long-term population dynamics of herbaceous non-native plant species?

		k. What is the relationship of fruit production by woody invasive shrubs to forest canopy and basal area changes during timber stand improvement and how can it be manipulated to reduce invasive plant fecundity?

		l. What are the potential impacts, including environmental persistence, of the use of chemicals that are commonly used in tree care, including the potential impact on bee colonies? How do citizens and other stakeholders view the costs and benefits of ...

		m. What species can benefit from resistance breeding to develop resistance to pests and diseases and maintain those tree species on the landscape?

		n. Research needed on Phytoplasma: species identification, regional survey, host range, host impacts, and how it is spread.

		o. What are the costs, benefits and effectiveness of wood product quarantines when a pest or disease is detected in or near the state? What are the advantages and disadvantages of no quarantines versus partial (county) quarantines versus statewide qua...

		p. Is there an effect of changing crop field herbicide application on tree health and forest regeneration (ex. acetochlor, dicamba)?

		q. What is the public’s opinion on invasive species movement and resulting behavior to prevent dispersal of invasive species?

		r. Are best management practices for reducing the impacts of insects and diseases effective?



		Statement F. The demographics of private landowners and the challenges they face (e.g. pests and disease, invasive species, climate, markets, ecological shifts) are continuously evolving, creating novel situations that affect their management decision...

		a. How do outreach programs, personal social networks and local opinion leaders influence the behavior of property owners to effectively maintain and expand the urban tree canopy? What resources, tools, information and message sources most effectively...

		b. What outreach approaches and training methods most effectively foster positive, long-lasting relationships between service foresters and private landowners? What strategies effectively increase landowner awareness of the role and services provided ...

		c. What are the costs, benefits, and short and long-term impacts of our innovative outreach and education programs on woodland owner pathways to action (including small and large actions on their land)?

		d. What are the motivations, barriers and management decisions of different demographics of landowners regarding forest management, including new landowners and women landowners? What resources and outreach strategies are most effective for engaging t...

		e. How can the state manage forests at a landscape-scale in coordination with privately owned lands in or near state forest boundaries? What are communication and management strategies that interest and engage private landowners in contributing toward...

		f. What are the trends in urban tree species demand, public awareness of the importance of diverse tree species, availability of nursery stock, and impact on the urban canopy lifecycle? What mechanisms can incentivize tree nurseries to grow and cultiv...

		g. What factors impact management of the urban canopy across property boundaries and ownerships? What tools or mechanisms can be used to increase cross-property landscape, watershed and other broad-scale management?

		h. What factors influence a landowner’s decision to renew or not renew participation in the MFL Program (e.g. third-party certification, property tax deductions, cost share availability for management plans)? If a property is not renewed, does it come...

		i. What forest management practices are occurring on private woodlands, and how do these practices differ on MFL versus non-MFL lands?

		j. Among dual property owners with homes in both municipalities and on forested parcels, what are the most effective tools to communicate with these individuals to motivate sustainable tree care, management, and planning in their yards and in their wo...



		Statement G. Forest management decisions are closely tied to shifting economic values of forest lands and the services they provide to communities, yet more tools and methods are needed to understand these dynamics.

		a. What is the economic impact to local communities from increased harvests on National Forests in Wisconsin due to the Good Neighbor Authority?

		b. What is the role of forested lands, both rural and urban, in local economies, including direct and indirect use values, such as woody biomass, outdoor recreation, ecosystem function, and their underlying natural resource stocks? What are their econ...

		c. How can ecological services be valued? What are the strengths and weaknesses of various valuation methods? What is the valuation outcome for forestlands under varying management strategies and across different ownerships?

		d. How do species, age, stand structure, site quality, tree quality, landowner goals, silviculture guidelines, economics, product considerations and other factor influence harvest decisions in hardwood stands?   How can financial performance, long-ter...

		e. What physical and socio-economic constraints limit the amount timber that is harvested? How can this data be used to improve estimates of volume of timber available for harvesting from FIA?

		f. What is the impact of sales of industrial forestlands on employment, public access, development, cost of services, and various economic indicators?

		g. What are the most inclusive and efficient ways to integrate both long-term and short-term economic concerns into sustainable forest management?

		h. What is the value and cost of public lands to local governments, including taxes and costs of services? What are the costs, such as infrastructure and services, of private forestlands to local governments compared to other land uses?

		i. What are the monetary values of providing public access on privately owned forestlands, including fixed term and perpetual easements? What are the barriers for NIPF landowners to providing public access on privately owned forestlands? What mechanis...

		j. How do we quantify a fair market value for acquiring motorized vehicle access on Forest Legacy easement lands? What is the state’s willingness to pay for the benefits of this access for the public and the landowners’ willingness to sell for the cos...



		Statement H. The ability to accurately model fire behavior, predict/monitor fire weather and fuel conditions as well as understand public information needs can lead to efficient use of resources to prevent, suppress, and control forest fires while sim...

		a. What are the prescribed burn windows for fire dependent communities that will permit land managers more opportunities to accomplish management objectives with increasing climate variability?

		b. What are the prescribed burn intervals required for the restoration and maintenance of fire dependent communities? What are the short and/or long-term impacts on forest products?

		c. There are 53 standard fire behavior fuel models including the original 13 described by Anderson (1982), plus the forty defined by Scott and Burgan (2005) in the United States Fire Behavior System.  What is the accuracy of these 53 standard fuel mod...

		d. What are the benefits of introducing fire into fire dependent communities across Ecological Landscapes and what is the most efficient and effective method to communicate this information to the public?

		e. What is the cost/benefit of investments in: a) response based on fire danger rating (including staffing levels and efficiencies), b) hazard mitigation fuel reduction projects, and, c) Community Wildfire Protection Plans (CWPP) in preventing losses ...

		f. What is the cost/benefit of mechanical, chemical and prescribed burn applications to accomplish land management objectives for fire dependent communities? What is the best way to assess public perceptions (landowners, community leaders, local gover...

		g. Does the cost of investment in wildfire prevention efforts outweigh the benefits that are difficult to measure, such as how to measure the number of fires prevented? What other metrics could be used to prove fire prevention efforts are successful a...

		h. Do the components utilized in the development of the fire landscape system used in the Fire Program Assessment continue to be the best metrics? Can fire suppression efforts, when compared to actual fire losses incurred, be used to strengthen the ov...

		i. How should post-fire assessments for large, intense forest fires be conducted and information should be gathered? What is the effectiveness of fuel breaks and impacts on forest regeneration, soil conditions, water quality and terrestrial impacts? W...

		j. Following a large forest fire, under what scenarios should landowners consider immediate reclamation versus allowing for natural regeneration to occur? Under what circumstances does under-planting prove successful?

		k.



		Statement I. Forest management impacts forest ecosystem functions (e.g. forest productivity, wildlife habitat, water quality protection, air quality protection), but it is unclear how. We need more information on what the impacts are to develop, evalu...

		a. What are the characteristics (e.g., age structure, species diversity, % canopy) of a sustainable urban tree canopy?

		b. Northern hardwood forests are exposed to a number of stressors that are limiting regeneration success, including deer, earthworms, sedge, competing vegetation, poor harvesting practices and altered disturbance regimes. How can regeneration of north...

		c. How does urban tree canopy impact storm water runoff quality and quantity in Wisconsin communities?  How can these data be incorporated into DNR storm water models, including WinSLAMM?

		d. Are there silvicultural alternatives to single tree selection as an uneven-aged natural regeneration system in northern hardwood forests?

		e. What are the impacts and effectiveness of various forest management guidelines, including silviculture practices, BMPs, forest health guidelines, species guidance, and other recommendations? Are they achieving their intended results? Is there the o...

		f. What are the costs and benefits of current trends and projected changes in the urban tree canopy, including impacts related to the spread of invasive pests and pathogens, and other stressors, such as land use change?

		g. What is the effect of management on landscape-scale forested ecosystems, including cumulative and indirect effects, on things such as habitat for interior songbirds?

		h. What effect does landscape restoration principles and practices, including the role of fires and other disturbance regimes, have on landscape processes, function, and resiliency?

		i. What are possible landscape level planning goals by forest type, seral stage, and forest production that can maintain sustainable forest ecosystems?  What is our desired future condition for Wisconsin's forests?

		j. What are the ecological effects of rutting?  Are there different effects based on soil types?

		k. How can Wisconsin improve forest connectivity and habitat corridors to maintain ecosystem functions?

		l. What is the environmental damage associated with various motorized uses, including trail erosion, illegal trail creation, off-trail use, and spread of non-native invasive plants? What is the extent and magnitude of these impacts? How can they be mi...

		m. What forest management techniques can be used to mitigate impacts to endangered or threatened bat species such as northern long-eared bat?

		n. Can forest productivity be better quantified especially in forest types with lower growth potential?



		Statement J. Applied tools, such as growth models, economic value calculators, etc., are important assets for field managers. However, some of these tools do not incorporate the best available research, and therefore it does not translate into current...

		a. What forest regeneration monitoring systems, including the use of new technology, can be utilized to improve regeneration management decisions?

		b. What landscape ecology tools can be utilized to look at local landscape patterns and guide management decisions beyond the stand level?

		c. What tools can be utilized to inform economic management decisions based on landowner goals and site conditions?

		d. How can LIDAR technology be used to improve forest assessment and management for multiple objectives in both rural and urban settings?

		e. How can the public health benefits of urban forests be better quantified, and those benefits optimized?

		f. What methodologies and tools are most effective for calculating the status and trends of the urban tree canopy at the state and local levels in Wisconsin?

		g. What are the best methodologies to assess environmental equity in Wisconsin’s communities?  How can inequities be prioritized and addressed?



		Statement K. Climate change is affecting forest ecosystems. Forest management can increase resiliency and the ability to adapt through mitigation actions if we have a better understanding of how species and ecosystems will adjust to future variability.

		a. Is assisted migration of species a viable adaptation strategy for climate change? Under what conditions would it be beneficial to maintain species in their current locations (refugia, high-quality sites, etc.)?

		b. What is the effect of changes in forest cover on hydrology with rising temperatures and increasingly intense precipitation events?

		c. Regionally, what species should be grown (or no longer grown) for urban tree plantings based on observed or expected climate change trends?

		d. How will rising winter temperatures and increasing number of snow-free days affect the ability to harvest and remove timber from forests?

		e. Will harvesting equipment and winter road preparation need to change with warmer winters to harvest timber without causing soil disturbance?

		f. How can we better quantify and maximize the beneficial effects of forests on climate change related impacts (i.e. flooding, rising temperatures, air quality)?

		g. Will large wildfires become more frequent within a changing environment?

		h. What is the genetic variability of tree species native to Wisconsin? What species and genotypes should be grown in the state based on observed or expected climate change trends?

		i. How will fire risk and/or fire use change with increasing climate variability?

		j. What are the carbon emissions that result from various types of burning?

		k. Is climate change affecting flowering, pollen production and fruit/nut production of trees and shrubs?

		l. What impacts are more intense weather events having on Wisconsin’s forests?

		m. Climate change may affect forest ecosystems by affecting trees directly, (i.e., by exceeding tree species climatic tolerances), and through exotic diseases and pests (i.e., emerald ash borer), or affecting essential ecosystem processes such as deco...

		n. What are the carbon emission and sequestration outcomes of current silvicultural techniques and rotations? How might these change under potential climate change scenarios?
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2022_ResearchNeeds_Process_COF.pdf
Council on Forestry — November 18, 2020

Proposed Process for the Governor’s Council on Forestry to engage with the development of the
FY2022-2023 List of Research Needs for the Division of Forestry:

The Division of Forestry is soliciting the Council on Forestry’s help in updating and prioritizing the
Division of Forestry’s List of Research Needs, which is used to develop the Department’s Research
Agenda. The List is broken into broad Problem Statements and more focused Research Questions. An
example of a Problem Statement would be: “Deer have an impact on forest regeneration and
successional trends, which affects the sustainable management and health of Wisconsin's forests”. And
an example of a Research Question under that Problem Statement would be: “What practices are most
effective in providing adequate stocking in regenerating stands under a range of deer densities?” Please
note that these are not fleshed out research projects, rather questions that we would like answers to.

The Division is asking for the Council to do three things:

1. Review current Problem Statements and Research Questions. Suggest edits, clarifications,
additions or deletions. If there is a Research Question that doesn’t fit under a Problem
Statement, pick the most appropriate one.

2. By Problem Statement, rank the Research Questions in order of importance. The Department’s
guidance suggests using the following criteria:

a. Significance to the Division: The following statements are true for high-scoring research
projects under this criterion: The research project significantly addresses high priority issues
in the Division. The results of the research are timely and can inform decision-making
processes for policies, strategies, and management practices as relevant to the program.

b. Broad-scale value to forestry community: The following statements are true for high-
scoring research projects under this criterion: The research addresses a long-term priority
need and will inform forest management and policy decisions for five, ten, fifteen, and more
years. The results of the research are valuable to management of both public and private
forests as well as across social strata. The research question is conducive to regional
collaboration.

c. Application of research: The following statements are true for high-scoring research
projects under this criterion: The research results are clearly applicable to forest
management and policy decisions. The results of the research inform decision-making on
high priority management policies, strategies, and practices. The research project is clearly
defined and addresses an issue that cannot be solved by some other method, such as
changing a policy or practice.

Rating Scale

1 - Not at all connected to criteria
2 - Alittle

3 - Somewhat

4 -Very

5 - Extremely connected





3. Lastly, the Division would really benefit from narrowing this list. We would like the Council to
give us the three to five most important Research Questions. The ranking scale noted above
could be used as a starting point, but further discussion will likely be involved. This input will be
used to assess and prioritize new research efforts taken on by the Division. It should be noted
that the initiation of a new research project also needs to weigh other factors including staffing
(or lack thereof), funding (or lack thereof), availability of study sites, availability of partners and
other factors.

We would appreciate this input by January 18™". Our list of Research Needs is due to the Department by
January 22", The last task (providing the three to five most important research questions) is somewhat
less time sensitive. If that isn’t possible to compile by January, getting it too us by the end of March
would work well.

Contact:

Andy Stoltman, Forest Economics & Ecology Section Chief: (715) 628-0010,
Andrew.Stoltman@wisconsin.gov
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CoF Committee Research Assignments.docx
		Strategic Goal Team

		Team

		Research Statement Assignment



		Profile

Enhance the Council on Forestry’s profile and ability to be viewed as the source of expertise on broad forestry topics in Wisconsin

		Jim Kerkman (lead) – Council Member, Society of American Foresters

Bill Van Lopik (lead) – Council Member, ESTHER-Fox Valley & College of Menominee Nation

Buddy Huffaker – Council Member, Aldo Leopold Foundation

Jordan Skiff – Council Member, City of Fond du Lac

Andy Hart - Natural Resources Conservation Service

[bookmark: _Hlk46911966]Tricia Gorby – UW-Extension



		B, H



		Sustainable Forestry Budgets

Explore options for stable state funding for forestry and the programs the DNR’s budget support

		Jim Hoppe (lead) – Council Member, Packaging Corporation of America

Rebekah Luedtke – Council Member, Wisconsin County Forests Association

Representative Jeff Mursau – Council Member, Assembly District 36

Mitch Ohly – Wisconsin Paper Council

Nancy Bozek - Wisconsin Woodland Owners Association​

Gretchen Marshall - LEAF Program

Fred Clark – Wisconsin Green Fire

Jeff Stagg – Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources​



		G, F



		Sound Forestry and Policy

Promote the benefits of sound forest management and policies that provide ecological, economic, social and cultural benefits for present and future generations

		Adena Rissman (lead) – Council Member, UW- Madison

Buddy Huffaker – Council Member, Aldo Leopold Foundation

Ron Eckstein - Wildlife Society

Randy Cooper – Wisconsin Woodland Owners Association

Katie Fernholz – Dovetail Partners

Gordy Mouw - Sustainable Forestry Initiative

Mike Dockry – University of Minnesota

Todd Pond - Great Lakes Timber Professionals Association

Andy Stoltman - Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources

​

		C, E, I, K







		Transportation

Raise awareness, and advocate for, the critical role our state’s transportation infrastructure plays in supporting our timber industry

		Henry Schienebeck (lead) – Council Member, Great Lakes Timber Professionals Association

Jason Sjostrom – Council Member, Sjostrom Construction

Jordan Skiff – Council Member, City of Fond du Lac

Don Nelson - Domtar



		



		Utilization of Forest Products

Research, promote and support efforts to increase utilization of the State’s forest products

		Jordan Skiff (lead) – Council Member, City of Fond du Lac

Jason Sjostrom – Council Member, Sjostrom Construction

Ken Price – Council Member, Valley View Forestry

[bookmark: _Hlk46911432]Gary Halpin – Council Member, Riverside Sawmill

Scott Bowe – UW-Madison

Richard Wedepohl – Former Council on Forestry member

Collin Buntrock - Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources



		A, D, J, 
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GNA Presentation CoF 11172020.pdf
Department of Natural Resources

Good Neighbor Authority (GNA)
Update

Council on Forestry
November 18, 2020
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Topic 'Road Map’

1. Introductions & GNA Overview
2. Timber Program

3. GNA Finances

4. Program Revenue

5. Questions
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Overview of GNA Agreements

Agreement 1: 2015-2025
Agreement 2: 2020-2030

"Only authorized forest, rangeland, and watershed
restoration services are allowed under this SPA
which includes activities to treat insect and disease
infected trees; activities to reduce hazardous fuels;
and any other activities to restore or improve
forest, rangeland, and watershed health, including
fish, and wildlife habitat.”
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2018 Farm Bill GNA Changes

e "Program Income” is replaced with
“"Revenue.”

e State will retain all revenue
e Money used on Forest
e All $ ‘obligated’ by Oct. 1. 2023

e County and tribes can have
agreement but can’t retain revenue





Timber Program (GNA)
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Timber Program (GNA)

GNA Timber Sale #s
Number of sales |111 sales
Total acreage sold | 17,545 acres

Volume sold 259,193 cord
equivalents

Total bid value $9,996,908

Average value ~S570/acre

sold (S)/acre
(Aug. 2020)






GNA Finance Overview

Expense/
Revenue Line Items FY16 FY17 FY18 FY19 FY20 Notes
Starting FY GNA Balance S - $ (56,153)| $ (345,854)| S 164,733 | $ 1,087,387
One-time "seed money" to

implement GNA

Balance of Appropriation

Timber Sale Reve 20.370(2)(cz) as of 7/1/20

S 1,003,324

S -

$1,918,617

Remaining Lapse Obligations to

WI DNR Timber Ex Forestry SEG

S 137,784

Contract obligations to
WI DNR Program l§ counties/APHIS

S 306,171

$ 1,205,350

DNR salary/fringe, travel,
supplies, County and
consultant contracts

Expenditures Available GNA funding as of

S 527,003

DNR salary/fringe, travel,
supplies, contracts and
agreements

7/1/20 $ 559,370 10% of all timber sale
Loan Repayment t&=ms .
revenue received annually
SEG Account . . .
S - S 62,285 |S 137,718 | S 220, 352 191,862 |until fulfilled (refer to line 2)
Bills of Collection Paid to NFF payment, KV Funds,
USFS S - S 7,577 25,991 | S 44,340 | $ \\ 78,465 |Local Road Aid Payments
Ending FY GNA Balance $ (56,153)| $ (345,854)| ¢ 164,733 | $ 1,087,387 | $ 1,003,324
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What filters project ideas?

3 Main Filters:
1. Law = Forest and Watershed Restoration Activity

— Rev. can’t be used for new road construction,
building/structure construction or repair, or veqg.
management in Wilderness

2. Forest = Aligned w/ the Forest Plan, meeting goals,
obj., and priorities
— Reinvestment projects, resource shortfall projects,
additive projects, and substitution projects

3. Implementation = can it be accomplished by a
contract/agreement with others, or the State
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GNA Program Revenue
Project Process

1. Project ideas initiated by public, CNNF, or DNR - bring to
DNR/CNNF for concept/legal truthing

— Does it meet the 3 filters? Is it priority? Feasible? How much $?

« Develop detailed proposal/workload

2. Draft agreement modification and sign
3. Annually report expenditures and project accomplishments

4. Annually review/update Statement of Work





Active Program Revenue Projects

Funding started

1. Cold water stream protection
(fund APHIS beaver management on CNNF)

January 2019 (on-going)

2. Botanical Surveys and Natural Areas Site Visits
on CNNF

Summer 2019 (on-going)

3. Prescription Writing on non-GNA sales on CNNF

Summer 2019 (on-going)

4. Groundwater and Geological Resource
Inventory and Investigations on CNNF

Fall 2019 (3 years)

5. Aspen Stand Assessment and Revitalization on
CNNF timber stands

Winter 2019

6. Ash Swamp Diversification on CNNF ash forests

Fall 2019 (2 years)

7. Bat inventory analysis for CNNF

Fall 2019 (on-going)

8. Wildlife surveys on CNNF

(Includes marten, eagle, osprey, heron)

Winter 2019 (on-going)

9. Catastrophic Event Response on CNNF

Fall 2019 (as needed)

10. Compartment Exams

Fall 2020 (on-going)

11. Road Crossing Inventory and Alvin Creek/Hwy
70 culvert replacement

Summer 2020 (5 years)

12. Lake Superior Collaboration

Fall 2020 (on-going)






Program
Revenue
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Annual precipitation
I O g I a I I l Average annual precipitation, 1930-2019
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an aerial photo was not estimated and is shown with a dashed line. As such,
historic lake levels likely varied more than this image suggests. The 2020
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Annual precipitation at a single point over Pigeon Lake was obtained from the

R u S k ’ P ri C e , S a Wy e r, PRISM Climate Group at http://prism.oregonstate. edu/
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Program
Revenue

Continual
Learning

dnr.wi.gov
Keyword:
Program Revenue

@
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Going Forward

1. Importance of continued
partnerships

2. Agreements will evolve as needs
and resources evolve

3. Commitment to a long term
investment in this program





L

Questions

‘??‘-’??("7?
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CoF SF Report Nov 18 2020.pdf
Council on Forestry — November 18, 2020
STATE FORESTER REPORT:

1) MFL Identified Risk Update:
e The DNR will:

0 Develop Guidance to develop consensus and more clearly explain how to a) determine
whether Identified Risk should be used, and b) to help CPW’s and Tax Law Staff weed
out risks that can be effectively addressed with generally accepted forestry practices.

0 Provide Training to ensure consistent application of Identified Risk.

0 Monitor and Evaluate Formalize a plan to evaluate whether the parcels containing
identified risk maintain productivity throughout the order period (need to develop a
mechanism that does not depend on the landowner coming forward when productivity
is lost).

o 95 (5%) of Approved Applications contained ID Risk:
0 128 Stands had ID Risk accounting for approximately 1.66% of stands entered in 2021.
= Each of the 128 stand prescriptions and descriptions with ID risk were reviewed
by the Team Leaders, Section Chief and Policy Specialist. We found:
e total agreement that 86 (67%) stands were overwhelmingly likely to lose
productivity and thus fulfilled the purpose of the ID’ed risk
requirement
e while for 42 (33%), the reviewers did not agree with the plan writer
and/or reviewer that the stands will lose productivity during the order
period.

e Common trends for consensus ID risk in 2021:
0 Stands dominated by ash with high water tables, wet soils, often exacerbated by
invasive species
0 Stands with rising water tables and no viable regeneration opportunities

e Common trends for split-decision ID risk in 2021:
0 Woody invasive species without mitigating practices
0 Intense deer browse exacerbated by other factors

2) Forest Regeneration and Monitoring:

Program Summary

e The Forest Regeneration Monitoring program just completed the third and final year of its first,
three-year data collection cycle.

e This first reporting window will provide a snapshot of county-level and statewide regeneration
composition and success across forested lands. Future FRM data collection cycles will allow for
repeated sampling of previously surveyed stands, allowing for better tracking of long-term
changes to Wisconsin's forest resource.






How is data shared?

CDAC reports —Data is currently being compiled into a reporting tool which will help inform
County Deer Advisory Councils (CDACs) of county-level forest regeneration success such as
stocking densities, height classes, and observed browse for their 2021-2023 harvest quota
setting CDAC meetings in December. The tool will be publicly available in December.
Landowner reports—Annually, participating landowners and land managers receive survey
results in a summary report detailing the regeneration density of seedlings and saplings, browse
intensity, and species composition for each stand.

Public database—Additionally, FRM staff are working with the US Forest Service to develop a
database (called Regeneration EVALIDator) that is available for use by those interested to query
FRM data at county and state levels.

What will be shared at the Council meeting:

In January, the FRM program will share results of the first three-year reporting cycle. This includes
statewide and county-level summaries of regeneration success across forest types and ownership

groups.

3) Forestry Economic Impact Factsheets:

The Division produces fact sheets that show the economic impact of forestry by county.

We have just updated these with the most recent data available (2018). Information includes:
direct and indirect effects of forestry, logging, sawmills, wood products, pulp and paper, number
of employees in the sector, impact of forest jobs to the overall economy.

They can be found on the DNR website using the keyword ‘Wisconsin Economy’.

4) Fire Response
Out of state Mobilization

DNR has mobilized 66 people who supported 33 different incidents in 10 different states this
year to date (11/12/20).

We currently only have one employee on interagency assignment. The national need for our
resources diminished greatly during the month of October.

We have primarily filled Incident Management Team and line supervisor positions (single
resource boss and task force leaders) this year.

Fall Fire Season

We have had an active fall fire season so far. DNR suppression resources responded to 37
wildland fires in October and 88 to date in November (11/12/20).

Two of the fires in November were large marsh fires in the Cooperative protection area of
Winnebago County that burned a combination of public and private land. One burned roughly
400 acres and the other 245 acres.
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CoF Operational Guidelines 2020 Final.pdf
Wisconsin Council of Forestry
Operational Guidelines

Revised: November 2020

Council Charge (Chapter 26.02)

(https://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/statutes/statutes/26/02)

(1)

()

DuTIES. The council on forestry shall advise the governor, the legislature, the department of
natural resources, and other state agencies, as determined to be appropriate by the council, on
all of the following topics as they affect forests located in this state:

(a) The protection of forests from fire, insects, and disease.

(b) The practice of sustainable forestry, as defined in s. 28.04 (1) (e).

(c) Reforestation and forestry genetics.

(d) Management and protection of urban forests.

(e) Increasing the public's knowledge and awareness of forestry issues.

(f) Forestry research.

(g) Increasing the economic development of the forestry industry and employment in the
forestry industry.

(h) Marketing and use of forest products.

(i) Legislation that impacts on the management of forest lands in this state.

() Staffing and funding needs for forestry programs conducted by the state.

REPORT.

(a) The council on forestry shall prepare a biennial report on the status of the state's forest
resources and forestry industry. The report shall include a summary of each of the
following:

1. The magnitude, nature, and extent of the forest resources in this state.

2. The current use in this state for forest products and the benefits that these forest
products provide to the state.

3. The projected future demand for forest products and the projected benefits that these
forest products will provide to the state in the future.

4. The types of owners and forms of ownership that apply to forests in this state, including
the reasons why persons own forest land.

5. The success of existing incentives that are offered to stimulate the development of forest
resources.

6. The possible economic opportunities in this state that may result if improved forest-
product marketing, and increased business dealing in or use of forest products, occurs
in this state.

7. Recommendations for increasing the economic development of the forestry industry and
employment in the forestry industry.

8. The effect of state and local governmental laws and policy on forestry management and
the location of markets for forest products.

9. Recommendations as to staffing and funding needs for forestry programs and other
conservation programs related to forestry that are conducted by the state to support
and enhance the development of forest resources.

10. Recommendations as to the need to increase the public's knowledge and awareness of
forestry issues.

(b) The council on forestry shall submit the report under this subsection no later than June 1 of

each odd-numbered year for distribution to the governor and to the appropriate standing
committees of the legislature under s. 13.172 (3). The first report shall be submitted no later



https://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/statutes/statutes/26/02

https://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/document/statutes/28.04(1)(e)

https://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/document/statutes/13.172(3)
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than June 1, 2005. Each report shall cover the 24-month period ending on the December 31

immediately preceding the date of the report.
History: 2001 a. 109; 2011 a. 32.

Il. Council Membership (Chapter 15.347)
(https:/docs legis.wisconsin.gov/statutes/statutes/15/1/347/19)

19) COUNCIL ON FORESTRY.

(a) There is created in the department of natural resources a council of forestry consisting of:

. The chief state forester or his or her designee.

. One member of the senate.

. One member of the senate.

. One member of the assembly.

. One member of the assembly.

. One member who represents the interests of a forest products company that owns and
manages large tracts of private forest land that supply raw materials to the forest
products industry.

7. One member who represents the interests of owners of nonindustrial, private forest land
who manage the land to produce ecological, economic, and social benefits.

8. One member who represents the interests of counties that have county forests within
their boundaries.

9. One member who represents the interests of the paper and pulp industry.

10. One member who represents the interests of the lumber industry.

11. One member who represents the interests of nonprofit conservation organizations
whose purposes include the conservation and use of forest resources.

12. One member who is a forester who engages in the practice of providing consultation
services on forestry issues.

13. One member who represents the interests of schools of forestry within the state that
have curricula in the management of forest resources that are accredited by the
Society of American Foresters.

14. One member who represents the interests of persons who engage in the practice of
conservation education.

15. One member who represents the interests of persons who are members of labor
unions that are affiliated with the forestry industry.

16. One member who represents the interests of persons who are engaged in the practice
of urban and community forestry.

17. One member who represents the interests of persons who are members of the Society
of American Foresters.

18. One member who represents the interests of persons who are members of an
organization of timber producers.

19. One person who represents the interests of persons who are engaged in an industry
that uses secondary wood.

20. One member who is employed by the federal department of agriculture, forest service,
who shall be a nonvoting member.

(b) Each member specified in par. (a) shall be appointed by the governor.

(d) The governor shall annually appoint a chairperson for the council from among its members

before the first meeting of each year, and the chairperson, at the first meeting of each year,

2
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https://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/document/acts/2001/109

https://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/document/acts/2011/32

https://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/statutes/statutes/15/II/347/19

https://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/document/statutes/15.347(19)(a)
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shall annually appoint the vice chairperson and secretary from among the
council's members. Any of these appointees may be appointed for successive
terms.

(e) The council shall meet 4 times each year and shall also meet on the call of the
chairperson of the council or on the call of a majority of its members.
Notwithstanding s. 15.09 (3), the council shall meet at such locations within this
state as may be designated by the chairperson of the council or by a majority of
its members.

Executive Committee and Responsibilities

In order to function as a Council and more effectively meet the Council charge an
Executive Committee will consist of the Chair, Vice Chair, and Chief State Forester
or designee. The purpose of this committee will be to provide administrative
guidance to the Chair in setting meeting agendas and issues that may require input
to the Governor, Secretary of Department of Natural Resources and /or State
Forester on behalf of the Council between Council meetings.

Council Operations

The Council functions in the following manner:

A. Meeting dates and locations

The Council will meet minimally every quarter in March, June, September and
December or on the call of the Chairperson or on the call of the majority of its
members. Any deviation should be discussed at the prior Council meeting. Location of
the meetings will be designated by the chairperson or by a majority of the Council.

B. Agendas

Tentative agendas for the next meeting may be discussed at the preceding meeting.
The Executive Committee prepares an agenda to include follow-up items, State
Forester's Report, Legislative report and other topics submitted to him/her by Council
members. The Executive Committee makes the final decision on what items will be
included on the agenda. Agenda items for consideration must be submitted to the
Chair 30 days prior to the next meeting. Discussions prior to the Council meeting
result in more informed and productive meetings; lead time is needed to obtain input
from diverse sources thereby enabling the Council to understand clearly the effect of
the decision being made.

C. Meeting Summaries

A draft of minutes prepared by the DNR will be released by the office of the State
Forester for review by the Executive Committee. Following Executive Committee
review, the summary will be released to the full membership and interested parties,
within 45 days of the meeting.



https://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/document/statutes/15.09(3)



Wisconsin Council of Forestry
Operational Guidelines

D. Working Groups

The council may use working groups or committees to work on issues. The chair will
appoint working group members from among the council membership and, with
concurrence of the Executive Committee, other knowledgeable individuals. The
chair will also appoint a committee chair

E. Ground Rules

1.

Member Responsibilities

Each member will make every effort to attend each meeting. In the event
attendance is not possible a member may send a substitute to participate in
the meeting but that substitute may not vote independently on new issues,
although they may submit a vote for an absent member on a previously
stated topic.

Each member has the responsibility to freely express his/her feelings
and perspective on the issues including members of the Executive
Committee.

Each member is responsible for treating other members with
respect, courtesy and in a professional manner.

Each member shall abide by the Chair or Vice Chair’s recognition
before speaking and not interrupt other speakers.

Quorum

A majority of the membership constitutes a quorum to do business, and
a majority of a quorum may act in any matter within the jurisdiction of the
council (see statute 15.09(4)). A quorum is half the members plus one
(12).

Decision-Making Process

The Council will strive to use full consensus as a decision-making process.

"Consensus" is defined as a point where all Council members can
agree to support the decision. The council will strive for consensus by
ensuring that all Council members feel they have had an opportunity
to explain their position and influence the decision. Discussions will
be interest- based, not position-based. Council members agree to
clearly articulate the basis for their inability to reach consensus when
such a situation arises, and to articulate what could be done to allow
them to reach consensus.

When full consensus cannot be reached the Council will vote with a
simple majority being required. In the event of a tie vote, the Chair’s
vote breaks the tie.



https://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/statutes/statutes/15/I/09/4
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4, Audience Participation

e Audience members may participate at the discretion of the chair. Those
wishing to participate should stand until recognized by the chair and should
focus their comments on the agenda item being discussed.

F. Open Meetings Law Compliance

The Council on Forestry and all sub-committees charged by the Council, are considered
governmental bodies and therefore held to Wisconsin's open meetings laws ( Wisconsin
Statutes 8 19.81 — 19.98). The Council on Forestry and all committees charged by the

Council will follow the rules put forward in the Wisconsin Department of Justice’s Open
Meetings Law Compliance Guide.

1. The DNR provides public notice of all Council meetings and adheres to Open
Meeting Laws.

2. Council on Forestry Committees are required to provide notice of their meetings
following this procedure:

e Send the Division of Forestry Executive Assistant the following information
(best to submit two weeks in advance of the meeting but the deadline is
Thursday the week before the meeting):

(0]

Name of committee and contact information for team member

receiving RSVPs

Time beginning/end, date, location (if in person)

Phone or web link

Description of agenda items being discussed and if there are

decision items

= Agenda items should be detailed — generic terms like ‘old

business’, ‘new business’, or ‘miscellaneous updates’ are not
allowed unless followed by a list/description of agenda items
to be discussed. Identify which agenda items are decision
items. ldentify which items will not be open to public
comment



https://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/statutes/statutes/19/v/81

https://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/statutes/statutes/19/v/81

https://www.doj.state.wi.us/sites/default/files/office-open-government/Resources/OML-GUIDE.pdf

https://www.doj.state.wi.us/sites/default/files/office-open-government/Resources/OML-GUIDE.pdf
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