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NSF International Forestry Program 

A. Program Participant Name 

Minnesota DNR 

 NSF Customer Number (FRS) 

6Y921 

 Contact Information (Name, Title, Phone & Email) 

Tim Beyer 
Forest Certification Program Consultant 
651-259-5256 
Tim.Beyer@state.mn.us 

B. Scope of Certification 

Forest management on Minnesota DNR's forestry lands, Lake County fisheries lands, Land Utilization Project (LUP) 
lands, and wildlife lands except for the Prairie Province, including SFI 2015-2019 Forest Management Standard 
Objectives 1-15. Scientific and Natural Areas (SNAs) and State Parks are excluded. The SFI Forest Management 
certification number is NSF-SFI-FM-6Y921. 

C. NSF Audit Team 

Norman Boatwright, NSF SFI Lead Auditor; Brendan Grady, SCS Global, FSC Lead Auditor and Beth Jacqmain, Team 
Auditor 

D. Audit Dates 

September 19-22, 2017 

E. Reference Documentation (Standards, Guidance, etc.) 

SFI 2015-2019 Standards and Rules®, Section 2 - Forest Management Standard and various NSF Forms 

 Company Documentation (Program Manual, Procedures, etc.) 

Various: Management plans, procedures, policies, etc.  See report checklist. 

F. Audit Results: Based on the results of this assessment, the auditor concluded: 

 Acceptable with no nonconformities 

 The following nonconformities were identified and will require corrective action: 

Major: 0 Minor: 0  

In addition, an opportunity for improvement (OFI) was identified: 

CI 2.1.2 There is an opportunity to improve inter-division communication when determining responsibility for conducting 
regeneration assessments. 

G. Changes to Operations or to the Standard 

Note: Were there any significant changes in operations, procedures, specifications, facility records, etc., from the previous visit? 

 Yes (Please explain): DNR is beginning the process of reevaluating the sustainable annual harvest amount. The process 
should be completed before the 2018 audit and will be reviewed then. 

 No 

  

mailto:Tim.Beyer@state.mn.us
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H. Other Issues Reviewed 

 Yes  No  N/A Public report from previous audit(s) is posted on the [SFI/SBP/etc.] website 

 Yes  No  N/A Relevant industry specific logos or labels (SFI, PEFC, etc.) are utilized correctly. 

 Yes  No  N/A Relevant accreditation logos (ANSI or ANAB) are utilized correctly and meet rules specified 
in NSF SOP 14680 and SOP 4876. 

 Yes  No  N/A Nonconformities from previous audit were reviewed:  

2016 OFI - The auditors reviewed progress made on updating plans and implementing 
practices to achieve long-term landscape goals for forest composition and age-class 
structure and determined that the program is in conformance but efforts to address this 
issue are ongoing.  

This 2016 OFI has been reissued. 

SFI OFI 2015.2: There is an Opportunity for Improvement when updating plans and 
implementing practices to achieve long-term landscape goals for forest composition and 
age-class structure.  SFI Indicator 4.1.3 requires the following: “Document diversity of 
forest cover types and age or size classes at the individual ownership or forest tenure 
level, and where credible data are available, at the landscape scale. Working individually 
or collaboratively to support diversity of native forest cover types and age or size classes 
that enhance biological diversity at the landscape scale.”   

This finding serves to alert the organization to an area that could be strengthened or 
which could merit future attention. 

2017 Review/Resolution of OFI 2015.2: The auditors reviewed progress made on 
updating plans and implementing practices to achieve long-term landscape goals for 
forest composition and age-class structure and determined that the program is in 
conformance and that efforts to address this issue are ongoing. 

Over the last year there have been a number of efforts that support this past finding; 

1) Completion of the MFRC North Central Landscape Plan 

2) The Sustainable Timber Harvest Analysis, which includes updated species composition 
and age class evaluations which will help determine additional older forest needs on DNR 
lands. 

3) SEL is now fully implemented and Management Objective Reports are available for all 
staff. 

4) Training occurred at this year’s Forest Management Academy on running these reports. 

5) Field guides that communicate key goals and strategies are being developed for NMOP 
and NSU 

6) Mid-point plan refresher training is scheduled for fall of 2017 for Aspen Parklands.  
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I. Future Audit Schedule 

Following the initial registration audit, continued certification requires annual assessments commonly referred to 
as “Surveillance Audits”. Additionally, at the end of the certification period, maintaining certification requires the 
completion of a recertification or “Reassessment Audit”. The following table lists the dates of the audits in the 
current certification period and (for multi-site certificates) the sites chosen at each visit. 

Registration / 
Reassessment 

Surveillance 1 Surveillance 2 Surveillance 3 Surveillance 4 

Dates Dates Dates Dates Dates 

September 21-25, 
2015 

September 20-23, 
2016 

September 19-22, 
2017 

September 18-21, 
2018 

TBD 

Areas visited Areas visited Areas visited Areas visited Areas visited 

Tower Forestry Area, 
Hibbing Forestry 
Area, Deer River, 
Forestry Area, Aitkin 
Forestry Area, Backus 
Forestry Area, 
Wildlife Management 
Areas in Aiktin 
Forestry Area, 
Wildlife Management 
Areas in Backus F.A. 

Little Falls Area West, 
Bemidji Area and Park 
Rapids Area  

Little Falls Forestry 
Area East (including 
the Mille Lacs Wildlife 
Management Area 
(WMA), Sandstone 
Forestry Area South 
(including the Carlos 
Avery WMA), and 
Lewiston Forestry 
Area (including the 
Whitewater WMA) 

Sandstone Area 
North, Cloquet Area, 
and Two Harbors 
Area (and WMAs) 

TBD 

J. Appendices 

Appendix 1: Audit Notification Letter and Audit Agenda 

Appendix 2: SFI Public Summary Report  

Appendix 3: SFI Forest Management Standard Checklist 

Appendix 4: Field Site Notes  

Appendix 5: Meeting Attendance 
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Appendix 1 

Audit Notification Letter and Audit Agenda 
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Audit Notification Letter 

Tim Beyer, Forest Certification Program Consultant, September 9, 2017 
Minnesota DNR Division of Forestry 
500 Lafayette Road 
St. Paul, MN 55155-4044 

RE: Confirmation of 2017 SFI and FSC Surveillance Audits, Minnesota DNR 

Dear Tim: 

As we discussed, I will be leading the 2017 SFI Surveillance Audit of your program’s conformance to the SFI 2015-2019 Forest 
Management Standard as described in the attached plan and schedule. As agreed, the 2017 joint FSC and SFI audits of Minnesota 
DNR are scheduled for September 19-22, 2017.   

SFI Scope 

Forest management on Minnesota DNR's forestry lands, Lake County fisheries lands, Land Utilization Project (LUP) lands, and wildlife 
lands except for the Prairie Province, including SFI 2015-2019 Forest Management Standard Objectives 1-15. Scientific and Natural 
Areas (SNAs) and State Parks are excluded. The SFI Forest Management certification number is NSF-SFI-FM-6Y921. 

Multi-Site Sampling Plan 

Minnesota DNR qualifies for multi-site sampling as provided within the Requirements for the SFI 2015-2019 Program: Standards, 
Rules for Label Use, Procedures, and Guidance, Section 9 Auditing Requirements.  The program has 17 forestry work areas that are 
considered sites. (Note:  Lands administered by the Division of Wildlife, wildlife activities, and wildlife work areas within the certified 
portion of the state are also within the scope of the audit; because these generally overlap geographically with forestry work areas 
sampling is based on the Forestry Division’s work areas.   

The 2017 audit includes 3 forestry work areas and 3 WMA Major Units.  The audit will include a review the centralized management 
of the organization, conducted partially in the St. Paul offices and partially as time allows during the rest of the week (during some of 
the longer drives). 

The forestry and wildlife units are included in the 2017 audit sample are:   

 Little Falls Forestry Area, including the Mille Lacs WMA 

 Sandstone Forestry Area, including the Carlos Avery WMA 

 Lewiston Forestry Area, including the Whitewater WMA 

Preparing for the Audit (Information Requests) 

A key part of the audit is a review of selected evidence related to your program, which may include: 

 Approval for logo usage 

 Internal Audit and Management Review records 

 Training records 

 Documentation for operation of complaint procedure 

 Documentation for multisite requirements 

Please have this information available for me by the start of audit. 

This audit is being conducted in conjunction with your FSC Forest Management Audit (conducted by SCS Global).  Please provide me 
any information or documents that you provide to SCS Global or to their assigned Lead Auditor.  This will help reduce the burden 
that the dual audit process places on you and your team. 

To the degree possible in advance of the audit, please provide key written evidence for the SFI requirements selected for review (see 
list below).  I would ask that you place particular emphasis on SFI-focused requirement (SFI Implementation Committee 
involvement, SFI reporting, etc.) as these are often overlooked when customers prepare for dual audits. While printed binders 
provided to the audit team at the start of the audit are quite useful, the team also requests electronic copies of documents where 
possible.  Receiving some of these documents, notably status updates regarding open CARs, one to two weeks prior to the audits 
would be helpful. 
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SFI Requirements Selected for 2017 Surveillance Audit 

(Note:  The first number indicates the Objective; for example 8.1 is under Objective 8.) 

Requirement Description 

CI 1.1.3 A forest inventory system and a method to calculate growth and yield. 

CI 1.1.4 Periodic updates of forest inventory and recalculation of planned harvests to account 
for changes in growth due to productivity increases or decreases, including but not 
limited to: improved data, long-term drought, fertilization, climate change, changes in 
forest land ownership and tenure, or forest health. 

CI 1.2.1 Program Participants shall not convert one forest cover type to another forest cover 
type, unless the conversion meets the criteria in subs a-c. 

CI 1.3.1 Forest lands converted to other land uses shall not be certified to this SFI Standard. 
This does not apply to forest lands used for forest and wildlife management such as 
wildlife food plots or infrastructure such as forest roads, log processing areas, trails 
etc. 

CI 4.1.3 Document diversity of forest cover types and age or size classes at the individual 
ownership or forest tenure level, and where credible data are available, at the 
landscape scale. Working individually or collaboratively to support diversity of native 
forest cover types and age or size classes that enhance biological diversity at the 
landscape scale. 

Objectives  
2 - 7 

All requirements within Objectives 2 through 7 (field-oriented requirements) to the 
extent they are relevant to the field sites inspected. 

Objective 10 Forestry Research, Science and Technology 

Objective 14 Annual Reporting to SFI, Inc. 

Objective 15 Management Review System 

 

Role of SFI Inc. Office of Label Use and Licensing 

As a reminder, your organization is responsible for contacting SFI, Inc. and complying with all requirements before using or changing 
any SFI label or logo. Your contact is: 

Zachary Wagman 
Coordinator, Office of Label Use and Licensing 
Sustainable Forestry Initiative 
Phone: 613-745-3706 
Email: zachary.wagman@sfiprogram.org 

 

Field Site Selection Process 

As in the past, you have provided a spreadsheet of all currently established but unsold, currently sold and active, and closed (closed 
within the last 2 years [after July 1, 2015]) timber sales for areas involved in the 2017 Audit.  

SCS and NSF worked together to pick the initial site selections and the DNR staff has supplemented the site visits to complete the 
schedule and develop audit routes that will take us to the sites selected and to additional sites that may be nearby and which are 
active or recently-completed, or otherwise useful to develop evidence for the audits. These routes should include “non-timber sale” 
sites that demonstrate forest management programs and accomplishments.  As in the past there is an interest in potentially visiting 
sites of forest conversions to other species and/or non-forest, indigenous people sites, HCVFs, and active timber harvests. The goal is 
to have a list of 10-12 potential stops (timber sales and non-timber sale sites) for each daily audit crew’s tour. 

During the opening meeting each audit day the auditor will review the list of 10-12 potential stops and then select and adapt the 
sites to visit in the field time available.  
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Audit Schedules and Travel Logistics 

The attached schedule was agreed to by all parties.  More detailed daily schedules are to be developed by your team as we proceed 
with the site selection process.  These should be provided to all involved at least two days before the start of the audit.  The 
schedules will be reviewed and adjusted as needed during the opening meeting or in the field to accommodate any special 
circumstances. 

The audit team will arrange transportation to your St. Paul office at the start of the audits, but may request transportation to 
airports at the end of the audit.  The team will travel in your vehicles during the audit.  With your help, we have secured lodging for 
the audit team.  During the audits please plan to have lunches (simple sandwich lunches and soft drinks are sufficient) on site each 
day to expedite the audit activities. 

Please contact me via email or phone if you would like to recommend changes or have any questions regarding what is needed for 
the audit. 

Thank you for selecting NSF International to provide your audit services. 

Sincerely, 

Norman Boatwright 

Norman Boatwright, SFI Lead Auditor 

843-229-1851 nboatwright12@gmail.com  

Copy:  Brendan Grady, SCS Global, FSC Lead Auditor 
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Audit Agenda 
 

Audit dates September 19-22, 2017  

 

Date 9/18/2017 

FMU/ 

Location/ 
sites visited 

Activities/ notes 

 Auditors travel to St. Paul 

Date 9/19/2017 

FMU/ 

Location/ 
sites visited 

Activities/ notes 

 Focus OPENING MEETING 

Location Minnesota DNR - Central Office (Room 6 East) 

Times Start Time = 8:30 AM End Time = 10:30 AM 

Attendance  

Commissioners' Office Central Regional Director 

Division Directors (FOR - FAW - 
EWR) 

Central Region Managers  

(FOR - FAW - EWR) 

Program Supervisors (TBD) Regional Specialists (TBD) 

FCIT Members Trust Lands Administrator  
 

  

Focus FIELD AUDIT:  Sandstone (Cambridge) Forestry Area   

Location MEET: Carlos Avery WMA (travel to Isle at end of day, 1 hrs.) 

Times Start Time = 12:00 PM End Time = ~4:30 PM 

LUNCH BAG LUNCH - pick up from Subway before leaving CO 

Auditors Audit Crew A Audit Crew B 

Sites TBD - Concentrating on Wildlife Management Areas 
 

Date 9/20/2017 

FMU/Locati
on/ sites 
visited 

Activities/ notes 

 Focus FIELD AUDIT:  Little Falls (East) Forestry Area 

Times Start Time = 8:30 AM End Time = ~4:30 PM 

Location MEET: McQuoids Inn, Isle, MN  
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 Travel to Rochester at end of day (2.5 hrs.) 

Auditors Audit Crew A (Southern sites) Audit Crew B (Northern sites) 

Sites TBD 

LUNCH Location TBD - in field.  Box lunches available in AM. 
 

  

Date 9/21/2017 

FMU/Locati
on/ sites 
visited 

Activities/ notes 

 Focus FIELD AUDIT: Lewiston Forestry Area 

Times Start Time = 8:30 AM End Time = ~4:00 PM 

Auditors Audit Crew A (WEST) Audit Crew B (EAST) 

Location 

MEET: Lewiston DNR  

(return to St Paul and end of day, 2 hrs.) 

Sites TBD 

LUNCH Location TBD - in field.  Box lunches available in AM. 
 

Date 9/22/2017 

FMU/Locati
on/ sites 
visited 

Activities/ notes 

 Focus CLOSING MEETING 

Location DNR Central Office (6 East) 

Times Start Time = 8:30 AM End Time = 10:30 AM 
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Appendix 2 

SFI Public Summary Report 
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Minnesota DNR 
2017 2nd Annual Surveillance Audit 

Public Summary Report 

Introduction 

The SFI Program of Minnesota DNR has demonstrated conformance with the SFI 2015-2019 Standard and Rules®, Section 2 – Forest 
Management Standard, according to the NSF Certification Process. 

NSF initially certified Minnesota DNR to the SFI Standard in 2005 and recertified the organization in 2010, 2013 and in 2015 based on 
review of the program against all of the SFI requirements.  This report describes the 2017 2nd Surveillance Audit. 

The audit was performed by NSF on September 19-22 by a three-person audit team headed by Norman Boatwright, NSF SFI Lead 
Auditor supported by FSC Auditor Brendan Grady and Team Auditor Beth Jacqmain. Audit team members fulfill the qualification 
criteria for conducting audits contained in SFI 2015-2019 Standards and Rules®, Section 9 - Procedures and Auditor Qualifications 
and Accreditation. 

The objective of the audit was to assess continuing conformance of the organization’s SFI Program to the requirements of the SFI 
2015-2019 Standard and Rules®, Section 2 – Forest Management.  The scope of the audit included forest management operations. 
Forest practices that were the focus of field inspections included those that have been under active management over the planning 
period of the past 2 years.  Practices conducted earlier were also reviewed as appropriate (regeneration and Best Management 
Practices for example).  SFI obligations to promote sustainable forestry practices, to seek legal compliance, and to incorporate 
continual improvement systems were also within the scope of the audit. 

The SFI Standard was used without modifying any requirements.  Several of the SFI Section 2 requirements were outside of the 
scope of Minnesota DNR’s SFI program and were excluded from the scope of the SFI Re-Certification Audit as follows: 

Indicator 2.1.4 involving planting exotic species 

Performance Measure 8.3 relating to private lands 

Indicator 10.1.2 because there is no research on genetically engineered trees via forest tree biotechnology 

Audit Process 

NSF initiated the audit with a planning process to confirm the scope of the audit, review the SFI Indicators and evidence to be used 
to assess conformance, verify that Minnesota DNR was prepared to proceed to the Surveillance Audit, and to prepare a detailed 
audit plan. NSF then conducted the Surveillance Audit of conformance to the SFI 2015-2016 Standards and Rules®, Section 2. A 
report was prepared and final approval was done by an independent Certification Board member assigned by NSF. Follow-up or 
Surveillance Audits are required by SFI, Section 9. The next Surveillance Audit is scheduled for mid-September 2018. 

The audit was governed by a detailed audit plan designed to enable the audit team to efficiently determine conformance with the 
applicable SFI requirements. The plan provided for the assembly and review of audit evidence consisting of documents, interviews, 
and on-site inspections of ongoing or completed forest practices.   

During the audit the NSF team reviewed a sample of the written documentation assembled to provide objective evidence of 
Conformance. NSF also selected field sites for inspection based upon the risk of environmental impact, likelihood of occurrence, 
special features, and other criteria outlined in the NSF protocols. NSF also selected and interviewed stakeholders such as contract 
loggers, landowners and other interested parties, and interviewed employees within the organization to confirm that the SFI 
Standard was understood and actively implemented.   

Minnesota DNR qualified for multi-site sampling per the SFI 2015-2016 Standards and Rules®, Section 9 Auditing Requirements.  The 
program has 15 forestry work areas that are considered sites. (Note:  Lands administered by the Division of Wildlife, wildlife 
activities, and wildlife work areas within the certified portion of the state are also within the scope of the audit; because these 
generally overlap geographically with forestry work areas the decision has been made to base sampling on the Forestry Division’s 
work areas.)  The audit team visited 3 forestry work areas, 3 Wildlife Management Area (WMA) Major Units, and multiple small 
WMAs within different wildlife work areas, and reviewed the centralized management of the organization. The following work areas 
were audited: Little Falls Forestry Area, Sandstone Forestry Area, including the Carlos Avery WMA and the Lewiston Forestry Area. 

The possible findings of the audit included Full Conformance, Major Non-conformance, Minor Non-conformance, Opportunities for 
Improvement, and Practices that exceeded the Basic Requirements of the standard. 

  



Printed: February 15, 2018 

 

Page 13 of 58 

Minnesota DNR’s Lands and Sustainable Forestry Programs 

Minnesota DNR manages 5.4 million acres of state lands throughout Minnesota, following an interdisciplinary approach designed to 
integrate the harvesting of forest products, management of wildlife habitat, the protection of special sites, and the provision of 
extensive recreational opportunities.  These lands encompass a variety of forest types, including aspen, white, red, and jack pine, 
mixed lowland conifers, oak-hickory, and northern hardwoods.  Forest products produced include timber, pulpwood, firewood, 
cabin logs, poles, and other specialty products. Nearly 5 million acres are within the scope of the SFI 2015-2019 Forest Management 
Standard certificate. 

Background: “The Minnesota Department of Natural Resources (MN DNR) sought and obtained dual forest management certificates 
on December 31, 2005 under two internationally recognized, independent, credible forest management certification systems: the 
Forest Stewardship Council (FSC) and the Sustainable Forestry Initiative (SFI). MN DNR’s certificates have since grown to almost 5 
million aces. MN DNR is one of the largest single certificate holders in the country. Along with its counterparts in Wisconsin and 
Michigan, MN DNR has been a leader in forest certification. Currently, there are over 15 million acres of forestland in these states 
certified under FSC and/or the Sustainable Forestry Initiative (SFI) program.  

Forest management certification is consistent with MN DNR’s mission and responsibility ‘to work with citizens to conserve and 
manage the state's natural resources, to provide outdoor recreation opportunities, and to provide for commercial uses of natural 
resources in a way that creates a sustainable quality of life.’ Therefore, MN DNR is looking to continue with its forest management 
certification efforts.” Source: Minnesota Department of Natural Resources.  

Lands included in the SFI Certification = 4,972,283 acres comprised of:  

Forestry Administered: 4,079,000 acres  

Wildlife Administered: 777,000 acres  

Fisheries Administered Lands in Lake County: 7,864 acres  

Wildlife Administered LUP (Land Utilization Project): 85,867 acres  

Trails Administered Lands: 22,552 acres  

Specialists in the Resource Assessment Program operate the Woodstock and Stanley computer growth and harvest schedule models, 
to calculate growth, yield and allowable harvest rates using inventory data. Planned annual harvest levels have ranged between 
740,000 and 900,000 cords (does not include reoffered volume).  

The DNR is conducting a new sustainable timber harvest analysis.  From the DNR website.  

Good forest management includes periodic review of timber harvest levels and its impact to the greater forest 
ecosystem and economy. At the request of Governor Dayton, the DNR is currently analyzing the sustainability of 
harvesting one million cords of timber per year from DNR-administered forest lands. If an annual harvest of one 
million cords is not sustainable, the DNR will analyze and identify an alternative sustainable harvest level. An 
independent contractor is conducting the analysis and a stakeholder advisory group is providing input. 

DNR strives to provide a stable, quality source of wood fiber to industry in a manner that is sustainable and 
conserves Minnesota's state forest resources into the future. A variety of environmental and economic factors will 
be considered in the analysis. The final report will provide important benchmarks for the amount of timber 
harvested from DNR-administered forest lands. 

Forest benefits considered in the analysis 

 Timber Productivity 

 Wildlife Habitat 

 Biodiversity 

 Water Quality and Water Quantity 

 Forest Community Health and Invasive Species 

 Economic Impact 

Anticipated Timeline for Completion 

 Stakeholder Advisory Group engagement: Dec 2016 – Spring 2018 

 Contractor work: April 2017 – February 2018 

 Draft report available for public comment: Fall 2017  

 Final Report to Governor's Office: Spring 2018 

Update 

http://www.dnr.state.mn.us/forestry/harvest-analysis/index.html
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The DNR has contracted with Mason, Bruce & Girard (MB&G) to complete the modeling and analysis work for this 
project. They have developed a "Phase I" progress report on the initial work for this project. It shows model 
inputs included so far and some initial results. The modeling and analysis is incomplete at this time and the DNR is 
not ready to draw any conclusions about sustainability from the initial modeling. Rather, the work done so far 
serves as a launching point into more in-depth modeling and analysis that will be completed during the remainder 
of the project. 

Stakeholder Advisory Group 

Fourteen citizens representing a broad range of interests were selected based on their knowledge of and interest in 
forestry and forest management; wildlife habitat; conservation impacts; and the timber industry. All members are 
dedicated to working collaboratively to meet common goals. 

Group members represent: Blandin Paper, Izaak Walton League, Potlatch, Minnesota Forest Industries, U.S. Forest 
Service, Minnesota Deer Hunter's Association, Minnesota Forest Resources Council, The Nature Conservancy, Ruffed 
Grouse Society, Fond Du Lac Band of Lake Superior Chippewa, Audubon Society, University of Minnesota, Timber 
Producer's Association, and Minnesota Association of County Land Commissioners. In addition, DNR staff 
representing the divisions of Forestry, Wildlife, and Ecological and Water Resources participate in the stakeholder 
advisory group. 

Overview of Audit Findings 

Minnesota DNR was found to be in overall conformance with the standard, with no non-conformances.  One Opportunity for 
Improvement and several areas where the program exceeds the standard were identified during the audit and are described below. 

2017 SFI Opportunity for Improvement 

CI 2.1.2: Clear criteria to judge adequate regeneration and appropriate actions to correct understocked areas and achieve acceptable 
species composition and stocking rates for planting, direct seeding and natural regeneration. 

Finding: There is an opportunity to improve inter-division communication when determining responsibility for conducting 
regeneration assessments on land not managed by the Forestry Division. 

2016 SFI Opportunity for Improvement 

The auditors reviewed progress made responding to this finding: 

Finding: SFI OFI 2015.2: There is an Opportunity for Improvement when updating plans and implementing practices to achieve long-
term landscape goals for forest composition and age-class structure.  SFI Indicator 4.1.3 requires the following: “Document diversity 
of forest cover types and age or size classes at the individual ownership or forest tenure level, and where credible data are available, 
at the landscape scale. Working individually or collaboratively to support diversity of native forest cover types and age or size classes 
that enhance biological diversity at the landscape scale.”   

This finding serves to alert the organization to an area that could be strengthened or which could merit future attention.  

Resolution:  DNR policy is to conduct age-class monitoring with FIA data during SFRMP planning, based on recommendations from 
the 2014 Age-Class Monitoring Report. However, FIA data are not reliable for assessing many cover types at geographic scales most 
useful to landscape planning (subsections). SFRMP has goals of balancing age class distributions, retaining older forest if landscape 
monitoring of all ownerships indicates a deficiency, and converting stands to under-represented cover types. 

The auditors reviewed progress made on updating plans and implementing practices to achieve long-term landscape goals for forest 
composition and age-class structure and determined that the program is in conformance and that efforts to address this issue are 
ongoing. 

Over the last year there have been a number of efforts that support this past finding; 

1) Completion of the MFRC North Central Landscape Plan 
2) The Sustainable Timber Harvest Analysis, which includes updated species composition and age class evaluations which 

will help determine additional older forest needs on DNR lands. 
3) SEL is now fully implemented and Management Objective Reports are available for all staff. 
4) Training occurred at this year’s Forest Management Academy on running these reports. 
5) Field guides that communicate key goals and strategies are being developed for NMOP and NSU 
6) Mid-point plan refresher training is scheduled for fall of 2017 for Aspen Parklands. 

 

Minnesota DNR Exceeds the Requirements in These Areas 

http://www.masonbruce.com/
http://files.dnr.state.mn.us/forestry/subsection/harvest-analysis/phase1-progress-report.pdf
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The Minnesota DNR program for addressing the impacts of climate change on its forests and on the biodiversity that they support 
exceeds the standard in working towards adaptation and mitigation strategies applicable to its forest resource management efforts. 
Performance Measure 10.3 states that “Program Participants shall individually and/or through cooperative efforts involving SFI 
Implementation Committees, associations or other partners broaden the awareness of climate change impacts on forests, wildlife 
and biological diversity.” 

Minnesota DNR has developed exceptional and still improving systems to review commitments, programs and procedures to 
evaluate effectiveness across the three divisions and for the overall land management enterprise.  SFI Indicator 15.1.1 requires a 
“System to review commitments, programs and procedures to evaluate effectiveness.”  

General Description of Evidence of Conformity 

NSF’s audit team used a variety of evidence to determine conformance. A general description of this evidence is provided below, 
organized by SFI Objective.  

Objective 1 Forest Management Planning 

To ensure forest management plans include long-term sustainable harvest levels and measures to avoid forest conversion. 

Summary of Evidence: 

The evidence of conformance for this indicator included: 

Subsection Forest Resource Management Plans (SFRMPs)  

Minnesota Forest Resources Council (MFRC) Site-Level Forest Management Guidelines  

Interdisciplinary Forest Management Coordination Framework 

ECS Native Plant Community Keys and linked Silvicultural Interpretations 

Minnesota Strategic Conservation Agenda 

MFRC Landscape Program which developed recommended desired outcomes, goals, and strategies for six Sections 
in Minnesota 

Inventory data and growth models. 

Selected management plans for wildlife management areas 

Silvicultural Prescription Worksheets and Timber Appraisal Reports for selected harvests 

Objective 2 Forest Health and Productivity 

To ensure long-term forest productivity, carbon storage and conservation of forest resources through prompt reforestation, 
afforestation, minimized chemical use, soil conservation, and protecting forests from damaging agents. 

Summary of Evidence:  

Field observations and associated records were used to confirm practices.   Minnesota DNR has programs for reforestation, for 
protection against insects, diseases and wildfire, and for careful management of activities which could potentially impact soil and 
long-term productivity.  Key field records including Silvicultural Prescription Worksheets, Timber Appraisal Reports, Permit Activity 
Reports, and other data from various database systems. 

Objective 3 Protection and Maintenance of Water Resources 

To protect the water quality of rivers, streams, lakes, wetlands and other water bodies through meeting or exceeding best 
management practices. 

Summary of Evidence:  

Field observations of a range of sites were the key evidence.  Auditors visited portions of selected field sites that were close to water 
resources.  MFRC Site-Level Forest Management Guidelines (BMPs) are also an important part of the program to protect water 
resources.  Selected Permit Activity Reports were reviewed, and Timber Sale Administration Foresters were interviewed. 

Objective 4 Conservation of Biological Diversity 

To manage the quality and distribution of wildlife habitats and contribute to the conservation of biological diversity by developing 
and implementing stand- and landscape-level measures that promote a diversity of types of habitat and successional stages, and the 
conservation of forest plants and animals, including aquatic species, as well as threatened and endangered species, Forests with 
Exceptional Conservation Value, old-growth forests and ecologically important sites. 

Summary of Evidence:  
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Field observations, written plans and policies, use of college-trained field biologists, availability of specialists, and regular staff 
involvement in conferences and workshops that cover scientific advances were the evidence used to assess the requirements 
involved biodiversity conservation.  The Interdisciplinary Forest Management Coordination Framework ensures that biodiversity 
issues are considered in forest management planning. Minnesota also has developed a comprehensive system of Representative 
Sample Areas (RSAs) and High Conservation Value Forests (HCVFs) which are protected and managed to provide for sensitive species 
and communities. 

Objective 5 Management of Visual Quality and Recreational Benefits 

To manage the visual impact of forest operations and provide recreational opportunities for the public. 

Summary of Evidence:  

Not audited in 2017.  

Objective 6 Protection of Special Sites 

To manage lands that are geologically or culturally important in a manner that takes into account their unique qualities. 

Summary of Evidence:  

Not audited in 2017.  

Objective 7 Efficient Use of Fiber Resources 

To minimize waste and ensure the efficient use of fiber resources. 

Summary of Evidence:  

Not audited in 2017.  

Objective 8 Recognize and Respect Indigenous Peoples’ Rights 

To recognize and respect Indigenous Peoples’ rights and traditional knowledge. 

Summary of Evidence:  

Not audited in 2017.  

Objective 9 Legal and Regulatory Compliance 

To comply with applicable federal, provincial, state and local laws and regulations.  

Summary of Evidence:  

Not audited in 2017.  

Objective 10 Forestry Research, Science and Technology 

To invest in forestry research, science and technology, upon which sustainable forest management decisions are based and broaden 
the awareness of climate change impacts on forests, wildlife and biological diversity.  

Summary of Evidence:  

Records of research support and interviews with foresters and with specialists provided evidence of strong efforts in forestry 
research. 

Objective 11 Training and Education 

To improve the implementation of sustainable forestry practices through appropriate training and education programs. 

Summary of Evidence:  

Not audited in 2017.  

Objective 12 Community Involvement and Landowner Outreach 

To broaden the practice of sustainable forestry through public outreach, education, and involvement, and to support the efforts of 
SFI Implementation Committees.  

Summary of Evidence:  

Not audited in 2017.  

Objective 13 Public Land Management Responsibilities 

To participate and implement sustainable forest management on public lands. 
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Summary of Evidence:  

Not audited in 2017.  

Objective 14 Communications and Public Reporting 

To increase transparency and to annually report progress on conformance with the SFI Forest Management Standard. 

Summary of Evidence:  

Interviews, copies of Public Summary and Annual Progress Reports filed with SFI Inc. and the SFI Inc. website provided evidence of 
conformance. 

Objective 15 Management Review and Continual Improvement 

To promote continual improvement in the practice of sustainable forestry by conducting a management review and monitoring 
performance. 

Summary of Evidence:  

Records of program reviews, agendas and notes from management review meetings, and interviews with personnel from all 
involved levels in the organization were assessed. Follow-up actions for internal audit findings were also reviewed. 
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Relevance of Forestry Certification 

Third-party certification provides assurance that forests are being managed under the principles of sustainable forestry, which are 
described in the Sustainable Forestry Initiative Standard as: 

1. Sustainable Forestry 

To practice sustainable forestry to meet the needs of the present without compromising the ability of future generations to meet 
their own needs by practicing a land stewardship ethic that integrates reforestation and the managing, growing, nurturing and 
harvesting of trees for useful products and ecosystem services such as the conservation of soil, air and water quality, carbon, 
biological diversity, wildlife and aquatic habitats, recreation and aesthetics. 

2. Forest Productivity and Health 

To provide for regeneration after harvest and maintain the productive capacity of the forest land base, and to protect and maintain 
long-term forest and soil productivity. In addition, to protect forests from economically or environmentally undesirable levels of 
wildfire, pests, diseases, invasive exotic plants and animals and other damaging agents and thus maintain and improve long-term 
forest health and productivity. 

3. Protection of Water Resources 

To protect water bodies and riparian areas, and to conform with forestry best management practices to protect water quality. 

4. Protection of Biological Diversity 

To manage forests in ways that protect and promote biological diversity, including animal and plant species, wildlife habitats, and 
ecological or natural community types. 

5. Aesthetics and Recreation 

To manage the visual impacts of forest operations, and to provide recreational opportunities for the public. 

6. Protection of Special Sites  

To manage lands that are ecologically, geologically or culturally important in a manner that takes into account their unique qualities. 

7. Responsible Fiber Sourcing Practices in North America 

To use and promote among other forest landowners sustainable forestry practices that are both scientifically credible and 
economically, environmentally and socially responsible. 

8. Legal Compliance 

To comply with applicable federal, provincial, state, and local forestry and related environmental laws, statutes, and regulations. 

9. Research 

To support advances in sustainable forest management through forestry research, science and technology. 

10. Training and Education 

To improve the practice of sustainable forestry through training and education programs. 

11. Community Involvement and Social Responsibility 

To broaden the practice of sustainable forestry on all lands through community involvement, socially responsible practices, and 
through recognition and respect of Indigenous Peoples’ rights and traditional forest-related knowledge. 

12. Transparency 

To broaden the understanding of forest certification to the SFI Standard by documenting certification audits and making the findings 
publicly available. 

13. Continual Improvement 

To continually improve the practice of forest management, and to monitor, measure and report performance in achieving the 
commitment to sustainable forestry. 

14. Avoidance of Controversial Sources including Illegal Logging in Offshore Fiber Sourcing  

(Applies only to the SFI 2015-2019 Fiber Sourcing Standard  
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To avoid wood fiber from illegally logged forests when procuring fiber outside of North America, and to avoid sourcing fiber from 
countries without effective social laws. 

Source: Sustainable Forestry Initiative® (SFI) Standard, 2015–2019 Edition 

For Additional Information Contact: 

Norman Boatwright Daniel Freeman Tim Beyer 

NSF Forestry Program Manager NSF Project Manager Forest Certification Program Consultant 

PO Box 4021 
Florence, SC 29502 

789 N. Dixboro Road 
Ann Arbor, MI 48105 

Minnesota DNR Division of Forestry  
Lafayette Road, St. Paul, MN 55155-4044 

843-229-1851 734-214-6228 651-259-5256 

nboatwright12@gmail.com dfreeman@nsf.org tim.beyer@state.mn.us 
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Appendix 3 

SFI Forest Management Standard Checklist 

  



Printed: February 15, 2018 

 

Page 21 of 58 

SFI 2015-2019, Section 2: Forest Management Standard Audit Checklist 

FRS# 6Y921 - Minnesota DNR 

Date of audits:  September 19-22, 2017 

Auditors: Norman Boatwright, Brendon Grady and Beth Jacqmain 

Audited in 2017  

1.2 Additional Requirements 

SFI Program Participants with fiber sourcing programs (acquisition of roundwood and field-manufactured or primary-mill residual 
chips, pulp and veneer to support a forest products facility), must also conform to the SFI 2015-2019 Fiber Sourcing Standard.   

Use of the SFI on-product labels and claims shall follow Section 5 - Rules for Use of SFI On-Product Labels and Off-Product Marks as 
well as ISO 14020:2000. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes: No manufacturing facilities. 

Objective 1 Forest Management Planning 

To ensure forest management plans include long-term sustainable harvest levels and measures to avoid forest conversion. 

Performance Measure 1.1 

Program Participants shall ensure that forest management plans include long-term harvest levels that are sustainable and consistent 
with appropriate growth-and-yield models. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

1.1.1 Forest management planning at a level appropriate to the size and scale of the operation, including: 

a. a long-term resources analysis; 
b. a periodic or ongoing forest inventory; 
c. a land classification system; 
d. biodiversity at landscape scales; 
e. soils inventory and maps, where available; 
f. access to growth-and-yield modeling capabilities; 
g. up-to-date maps or a geographic information system (GIS);  
h. recommended sustainable harvest levels for areas available for harvest; and  
i. a review of non-timber issues (e.g., recreation, tourism, pilot projects and economic incentive programs to promote 

water protection, carbon storage, bioenergy feedstock production, or biological diversity conservation, or to address 
climate-induced ecosystem change). 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

1.1.2 Documented current harvest trends fall within long-term sustainable levels identified in the forest management plan.  

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  
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1.1.3 A forest inventory system and a method to calculate growth and yield. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes: DNR has a system in place to conduct forest inventory on approximate 200,000 acres per year and uses the 
Woodstock and Stanley computer growth and harvest schedule models, to calculate growth, yield and allowable 
harvest rates. 

Fiscal Year 
Total Stands 
Surveyed 

Total Acres 
Surveyed 

Total 
Regen 
Survey 
Stands 

Total 
Regen 
Survey 
Acres 

Total Reinventory 
Survey Stands 

Total Reinventory 
Survey Acres 

Total Other 
Survey 
Stands 

Total Other 
Survey Acres 

2011 7,898  174,246  466  10,018  4,505  98,603  2,927  65,625  

2012 5,825  128,502  668  11,860  2,353  56,199  2,804  60,443  

2013 7,223  155,272  483  10,232  4,597  97,387  2,143  47,653  

2014 9,575  206,933  529  11,809  6,139  128,911  2,907  66,213  

2015 7,296 163,702 483 11,222 4,268 97,604 2,545 54,876 

2016 8,584  204,891  554  11,448  5,578  133,098  2,451  60,329  

2017 8,104  200,686  463  11,205  5,269  129,123  2,372  60,358  

Averages         

3 YR 7,995  189,760  500  11,292  5,038  119,942  2,456  58,521  

5 YR 8,156  186,297  502  11,183  5,170  117,225  2,484  57,886  

           

Total           

5 YR 40,782  931,483  2,512  55,916  25,851  586,124  12,418  289,429  

         

1.1.4 Periodic updates of forest inventory and recalculation of planned harvests to account for changes in growth due to 
productivity increases or decreases, including but not limited to: improved data, long-term drought, fertilization, climate 
change, changes in forest land ownership and tenure, or forest health. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes: An annual inter-disciplinary meeting is held in each forestry area to review stands on the “Annual Stand Exam List” 
(ASEL) derived from the management plans. These meetings always involve representatives of Forestry, Fish and 
Wildlife, and Eco-Waters Divisions, with Recreation and Law Enforcement represented in some cases as needed. 
The intent is to review any prescription that might need to be changed in light of resource protection or other 
management issues.  For each stand a decision is made to implement, alter, or defer the prescription.  New plots 
are measured in any stands that are deferred.  

DNR’s goal is to re-inventory approximately 200,000 acres per year which yields a 17.5-year re-inventory rate. The 
re-inventory is accomplished by staff and contractors.  

DNR has a goal for keeping the CSA inventory up to date and has recently increased emphasis on achieving this 
goal due to increased funding/staffing levels.   As noted earlier, DNR also participates in the continuous FIA effort.  
However, as also noted, the DNR have until recently struggled to meet that goal.   

Sustainable timber harvest analysis is under way 

August 24, 2017 MNDNR website. 

Draft anticipated for public review this fall. 

The Minnesota Department of Natural Resources earlier this year began a project to determine the sustainable 
timber harvest level from DNR-administered forest lands, with consideration of implications for the greater forest 
ecosystem and economy. The initial phase of the project focused on gathering data and developing preliminary 
models, and the project has now moved into a phase of in-depth modeling and analysis. 

The analysis will examine the sustainability of harvesting 1 million cords of timber per year from DNR-administered 
forest lands. If the analysis does not support that level of harvest, the DNR will use information from the analysis to 
determine the sustainable harvest level. 
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For the past 10 years, the DNR has offered about 800,000 cords of timber for sale annually. Previous state analysis 
supported that number given Minnesota’s timber inventory and forest management practices. Because forest 
management needs and opportunities change over time, the new analysis is a proactive step to re-evaluate the 
DNR’s sustainable timber harvest level. 

As in previous reviews, this new analysis is more than a review of wood and fiber supply. A variety of 
environmental factors is being considered in the analysis, including biodiversity, wildlife habitat, water quality, tree 
productivity and invasive species. Economic factors will also be considered in the final report. 

The DNR has contracted with the forestry management consulting firm, Mason, Bruce & Girard of Portland, 
Oregon to perform this independent, third-party analysis of the DNR’s timber harvest level. The DNR has engaged a 
diverse stakeholder advisory group representing timber and non-timber interests to work with staff and provide 
input throughout the process. 

“The public is very interested in forest management activities and we want to remind people of the opportunity to 
follow the project and participate in the public comment period this fall,” said DNR forestry planner Jon Drimel. 
“We’ve developed a project webpage and email subscription list to make it easy for people to participate.” 

A draft report will be available for public review and comment this fall, and a final report is expected in early 2018. 
For more information on the Sustainable Timber Harvest Analysis project and to sign up for email updates, visit the 
sustainable harvest page. 

1.1.5 Documentation of forest practices (e.g., planting, fertilization and thinning) consistent with assumptions in harvest plans. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

Performance Measure 1.2 

Program Participants shall not convert one forest cover type to another forest cover type, unless in justified circumstances. 

1.2.1 Program Participants shall not convert one forest cover type to another forest cover type, unless the conversion:  

a. Is in compliance with relevant national and regional policy and legislation related to land use and forest management; 
b. Would not convert native forest types that are rare and ecologically significant at the landscape level or put any native 

forest types at risk of becoming rare; and 
c. Does not create significant long-term adverse impacts on Forests with Exceptional Conservation Value, old-growth 

forests, forests critical to threatened and endangered species, and special sites. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes: Management plans include goals to convert certain amounts of certain forest types to other forest types as a 
desired change in forest composition (e.g. in response to climate change). Conversions may or may not be 
appropriate based on the native plant community composition. For example, a northern mesic hardwood site 
would not be converted from quaking aspen to red pine. On the other hand, on many fire dependent communities 
changing from red pine to jack pine is an appropriate conversion. Conversions on state forest land follow species 
suitability based on the native plant community. NPC field guides and Silvicultural Interpretations of NPC’s serve as 
guides to appropriate tree species for various NPC’s. Conversions on state forest land do not remove an 
ecologically site-appropriate species and replace it with an ecologically site-inappropriate species. Ecologically 
important sites are not considered for conversion. 

Conversions are done only after conducting assessments of current stand conditions, site capability as determined 
by The Minnesota Native Plant Community type, and considering the need for forest type conversion at the 
landscape scale (either at the subsection or at the section scale).  Native plant types that are rare or ecologically 
significant are maintained and are not converted to other types.  All proposed stand treatments, including 
conversions, are reviewed by specialists from the Ecological & Water Resources Division and the Wildlife Division.  
These specialists consult with databases of information on ecologically-important sites, consult with other 
specialists as needed, and can schedule field visits to ensure that plans are appropriate and meet Minnesota DNR 
requirements that are consistent with this indicator. 

 

  

http://www.dnr.state.mn.us/forestry/harvest-analysis/index.html
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1.2.2 Where a Program Participant intends to convert another forest cover type, an assessment considers: 

a. Productivity and stand quality conditions and impacts which may include social and economic values; 
b. Specific ecosystem issues related to the site such as invasive species, insect or disease issues, riparian protection needs 

and others as appropriate to site including regeneration challenges; and 
c. Ecological impacts of the conversion including a review at the site and landscape scale as well as consideration for any 

appropriate mitigation measures. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

Performance Measure 1.3 

Program Participants shall not have within the scope of their certification to this SFI Standard, forest lands that have been converted 
to non-forest land use. Indicator: 

1.3.1 Forest lands converted to other land uses shall not be certified to this SFI Standard. This does not apply to forest lands used 
for forest and wildlife management such as wildlife food plots or infrastructure such as forest roads, log processing areas, 
trails etc. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes: Open lands in the prairie province (western edge of the eastern forest biome) and lands reserved for other uses 
are not within the scope of the certificate.  Forest lands used for forest and wildlife management such as wildlife 
food plots or infrastructure such as forest roads are included as allowed. 

Forest lands that have been converted to other land uses have been excised out of the Forest Management 
Certificate and include approximately 24,000 acres of agricultural lands, nurseries, seed orchards, and office 
locations. 
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Objective 2 Forest Health and Productivity 

To ensure long-term forest productivity, carbon storage and conservation of forest resources through prompt reforestation, 
afforestation, minimized chemical use, soil conservation, and protecting forests from damaging agents. 

Performance Measure 2.1 

Program Participants shall promptly reforest after final harvest. Indicators: 

2.1.1 Documented reforestation plans, including designation of all harvest areas for either natural, planted or direct seeded 
regeneration and prompt reforestation, unless delayed for site-specific environmental or forest health considerations or 
legal requirements, through planting within two years or two planting seasons, or by planned natural regeneration 
methods within five years. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

2.1.2 Clear criteria to judge adequate regeneration and appropriate actions to correct understocked areas and achieve 
acceptable species composition and stocking rates for planting, direct seeding and natural regeneration. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes: The program has demonstrated performance in achieving species composition and stocking rates, often in 
extremely challenging situations. 

 SFRMP and the site objectives provide the prescriptions.  “Regeneration Monitoring Procedures and Standards” 
http://files.dnr.state.mn.us/forestry/ecssilviculture/policies/regenerationSurveyPolicyProcedures.pdf provides the 
stocking criteria.  These were reviewed and were discussed with Area Silviculture Program Foresters and with 
other foresters involved in treatments intended to regenerate stands.  

The DNR has a process in place to identify stands prescribed for regeneration cuts where pre-harvest 
supplemental planting is deemed necessary to ensure adequate regeneration. This process was observed on 
Permit #B013174. 

The DNR has a process in place to evaluate initial stocking of both artificial and natural regeneration plantings. 
Initial stocking levels are determined during planting of seedling at specified intervals for natural regeneration. 
Confirmed by review of Planting Quality Checklists for Stands 223 and 224 in the Lewiston Forestry Area dated 
4/13/2017. 

OFI: There is an opportunity to improve inter-division communication when determining responsibility for 
conducting regeneration assessments on land not managed by the Forestry Division. 

2.1.3 Plantings of exotic tree species should minimize risk to native ecosystems. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

2.1.4 Protection of desirable or planned advanced natural regeneration during harvest. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

2.1.5 Afforestation programs that consider potential ecological impacts of the selection and planting of tree species in non-
forested landscapes. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  
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Performance Measure 2.2 

Program Participants shall minimize chemical use required to achieve management objectives while protecting employees, 
neighbors, the public and the environment, including wildlife and aquatic habitats. Indicators: 

2.2.1 Minimized chemical use required to achieve management objectives. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

2.2.2 Use of least-toxic and narrowest-spectrum pesticides necessary to achieve management objectives. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

2.2.3 Use of pesticides registered for the intended use and applied in accordance with label requirements. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

2.2.4 The World Health Organization (WHO) type 1A and 1B pesticides shall be prohibited, except where no other viable 
alternative is available. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

2.2.5 Use of pesticides banned under the Stockholm Convention on Persistent Organic Pollutants (2001) shall be prohibited. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

2.2.6 Use of integrated pest management where feasible. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

2.2.7 Supervision of forest chemical applications by state- or provincial-trained or certified applicators. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

2.2.8 Use of management practices appropriate to the situation, for example:  

a. notification of adjoining landowners or nearby residents concerning applications and chemicals used; 
b. appropriate multilingual signs or oral warnings; 
c. control of public road access during and immediately after applications; 
d. designation of streamside and other needed buffer strips; 
e. use of positive shutoff and minimal-drift spray valves; 
f. aerial application of forest chemicals parallel to buffer zones to minimize drift; 
g. monitoring of water quality or safeguards to ensure proper equipment use and protection of streams, lakes and other 

water bodies; 
h. appropriate transportation and storage of chemicals;  
i. filing of required state or provincial reports; and/or 
j. use of methods to ensure protection of threatened and endangered species.  

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

Performance Measure 2.3 

Program Participants shall implement forest management practices to protect and maintain forest and soil productivity. Indicators: 
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2.3.1 Process to identify soils vulnerable to compaction, and use of appropriate methods, including the use of soil maps where 
available, to avoid excessive soil disturbance. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

2.3.2 Use of erosion control measures to minimize the loss of soil and site productivity. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

2.3.3 Post-harvest conditions conducive to maintaining site productivity (e.g., limited rutting, retained down woody debris, 
minimized skid trails). 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

2.3.4 Retention of vigorous trees during partial harvesting, consistent with scientific silvicultural standards for the area. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

2.3.5 Criteria that address harvesting and site preparation to protect soil productivity. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

2.3.6 Road construction and skidding layout to minimize impacts to soil productivity. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

Performance Measure 2.4 

Program Participants shall manage so as to protect forests from damaging agents, such as environmentally or economically 
undesirable wildfire, pests, diseases and invasive exotic plants and animals, to maintain and improve long-term forest health, 
productivity and economic viability. Indicators: 

2.4.1 Program to protect forests from damaging agents. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

2.4.2 Management to promote healthy and productive forest conditions to minimize susceptibility to damaging agents. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

2.4.3 Participation in, and support of, fire and pest prevention and control programs. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  
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Performance Measure 2.5 

Program Participants that deploy improved planting stock, including varietal seedlings, shall use best scientific methods. Indicator: 

2.5.1 Program for appropriate research, testing, evaluation and deployment of improved planting stock, including varietal 
seedlings. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  
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Objective 3 Protection and Maintenance of Water Resources 

To protect the water quality of rivers, streams, lakes, wetlands and other water bodies through meeting or exceeding best 
management practices. 

Performance Measure 3.1 

Program Participants shall meet or exceed all applicable federal, provincial, state and local water quality laws, and meet or exceed 
best management practices developed under Canadian or U.S. Environmental Protection Agency–approved water quality programs. 
Indicators: 

3.1.1 Program to implement federal, state or provincial water quality best management practices during all phases of 
management activities. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes: The “Forestry Water Quality BMPs in Minnesota” which are included with the MFRC Site-Level Forest 
Management Guidelines. DNR commitment to implementing these guidelines is summarized in the memo from 
Brad Moore titled “Direction on Application of Statewide Guidelines in Forest Management Planning” for DNR’s 
Best Management Practices (BMP) guidelines. Additionally, DNR commitment to implementing water quality 
BMPs is identified in the excerpt from Minnesota Supreme Court rules on the DNR's commitment to use FRC site-
level guidelines as minimum standards. 

The Division of Forestry maintains a BMP/Guideline Implementation Monitoring program which monitors and 
reports on the level of implementation of water quality BMPs as well as the MFRC Site-Level Forest Management 
guidelines. 

3.1.2 Contract provisions that specify conformance to best management practices. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes: The basic reference for this indicator is Permit Condition # 18 and 20 on our permit documents. Those conditions 
read as follows: 

"18. WATER QUALITY, WETLANDS, RIPARIAN MANAGEMENT ZONES - The persons affected by this permit shall 
comply with specific best management practices, timber harvesting and forest management guidelines as 
indicated on the permit form under special conditions and as indicated on the attached Timber Appraisal Report 
(NA-2136) [M.S. 89A.05, 103G.2212 103G.2241(7)]." 

#20. SITE-LEVEL FOREST MANAGEMENT GUIDELINES – The persons affected by this permit shall comply with Site-
Level Forest Management guidelines, biomass harvest guidelines and invasive species guidelines as indicated on 
the permit form under special conditions, guidelines as indicated on the permit form under special conditions and 
as indicated on the attached Timber Appraisal Report (NA-2136) [M.S. 89A.05, 103G.2212 103G.2241(7)]." 

This incorporates by reference both the FRC site-level guidelines and the Wetlands Conservation Act (WCA).  The 
specifics for any permit are found in the timber sale appraisal and cutting block which are custom-worded for each 
Area and custom-selected for each permit (as needed) because they are situation specific. The reference to 
"persons affected" refers to Condition Number 1 of our permit documents, which makes the permit terms and 
conditions apply to the permittee, the permittee's corporate officers, employees, agents, successors, and assigns 
(basically every party except the state and federal courts that can get involved in one of our permits). 

Permit documents reviewed for all harvest sites visited contained the required language. 
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3.1.3 Monitoring of overall best management practices implementation. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes: Monitoring consists of 3 levels: 

1) The Sustainable Forest Resources Act requires the DNR to monitor the implementation of the site-level forest 
management guidelines (which include water quality BMPs) on all forest ownerships in Minnesota. The results of 
this monitoring are reported to the MFRC and the legislature. Copies of past monitoring reports are available on 
the MFRC Website. Confirmed by review of the Timber Harvesting and Forest Management Guidelines on Public 
and Private Forest Land in Various Watersheds in Minnesota: 2014 and 2015 Monitoring Implementation Results 
March 2016. 

2) DNR’s timber sale program uses an inspection form to evaluate application of guidelines. Individual areas are 
responsible for inspecting 10% of sales per year or one inspection for each appraiser (whichever is higher), regions 
are to inspect two sales per area per year, and St. Paul is to inspect two sites (different areas) per region per year. 
Confirmed by review of the Timber Sale Inspection report for permit #B012726 dated 6/6/2016.  

3) The “Permit Supervision Record” (NA-02136C) form allows a forester to track activities and communication with 
the operator on the timber sale site. The forester can document conditions and conversation with the operator 
about activities that would cause the timber sale to fail a BMP inspection. Confirmed by review of inspection 
forms for selected sites visited. 

Performance Measure 3.2 

Program Participants shall implement water, wetland and riparian protection measures based on soil type, terrain, vegetation, 
ecological function, harvesting system, state best management practices (BMPs), provincial guidelines and other applicable factors. 
Indicators: 

3.2.1 Program addressing management and protection of rivers, streams, lakes, wetlands, other water bodies and riparian areas 
during all phases of management, including the layout and construction of roads and skid trails to maintain water reach, 
flow and quality. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes: Minnesota DNR has a comprehensive program for the protection of wetlands and watercourses.  Foresters plan all 
harvests and treatments; other specialists review these.  Such protections are the first priority during planning and 
implementation.  All foresters are trained to follow Minnesota’s Site Level Guidelines, with comprehensive 
training updates underway (see Indicator 16.1.3).  Specialists are available for consultation as needed; all activities 
are subject to interdisciplinary review.  MFRC formed a scientific panel to investigate the most current science that 
will direct the revisions of the current BMP’s for stream, lake and wetland protection.  

The DNR is required to comply with all state, federal and local water quality regulations including but not limited 
to: MN DNR Protected Waters program, US Army Corps of Engineers 404 permit program, MN Wetlands 
Conservation Act (WCA), and MN PCA Storm Water Permit program. These regulations are implemented through 
any program that is sponsoring an activity potentially affecting these wetlands or waterbodies. 

Site visits did not identify any issues. 
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3.2.2 Mapping of rivers, streams, lakes, wetlands and other water bodies as specified in state or provincial best management 
practices and, where appropriate, identification on the ground. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes: Identification & mapping of streams, lakes wetlands and other water bodies is conducted as needed on timber 
harvest or project maps as part of timber permits or project contracts. On the ground identification of these 
features is conducted during the pre-harvest review or pre-contract review on an as needed basis. Various sources 
of GIS data are used to identify the location of these features including: DNR pubic waters, National Wetlands 
Inventory, MN Trout streams layer etc. GIS data for these themes is readily available to all offices on DNR 
Quicklayers.   

The DNR uses the Forest Resources Council’s FRC’s site-level guidelines as the basis for protecting and managing 
lands in and around these wetlands and waterbodies including riparian zones. 

Confirmed mapping of rivers, streams, lakes, and other water bodies in GIS databases and for timber sale maps. 

3.2.3 Document and implement plans to manage and protect rivers, streams, lakes, wetlands, other water bodies and riparian 
areas. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes: The DNR is committed to the implementation of MFRC site-level forest management guidelines as the basis for 
protecting wetlands, lakes, streams and other water bodies as well as riparian areas during all phases of 
management.  See attachment titled “For Mgt Guideline Policy.pdf” for more information. “For Mgt Guideline 
Policy.pdf” outlines how the site-level guidelines are implemented on DNR lands. (these docs are in the 2004 
response). 

The DNR is required to comply with all state, federal and local water quality regulations including but not limited 
to: MN DNR Protected Waters program, US Army Corps of Engineers 404 permit program, MN Wetlands 
Conservation Act (WCA), and MN PCA Storm Water Permit program. These regulations are implemented through 
any program that is sponsoring an activity potentially affecting these wetlands or waterbodies. 

Documentation of the implementation of these plans can be found throughout various timber sale documents 
including: project maps, timber sale regulations, the FRC Guidelines tab in TSM, as well as formal permit 
documents when water quality regulation permits are acquired. 

Site visits did not identify any issues. 

3.2.4 Plans that address wet-weather events in order to maintain water quality (e.g., forest inventory systems, wet-weather 
tracts, definitions of acceptable operating conditions). 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes: The Site –Level Forest Management Guideline outlines what to do during wet weather events and recommends 
including the guidelines appropriate for each site as the operating standards for each project.  

The Forest Information System (FORIST) program includes a menu of standardized statements that can be inserted 
in timber permits or project contracts. The project manager can also enter statements to address unique site-
specific situations the standardized items do not fit. Ultimately, it’s up to the forester to determine when and 
where harvesting can take place so as to remain within the forest management guidelines.  

The “Timber Appraisal Report” (S121) form is where foresters are allowed to add harvesting restrictions relating to 
wetness, steep slopes, and a host of other topics.  

It is the responsibility of timber sale administrator to monitor site conditions on timber sales. Ongoing, frequent 
sale supervision is a key requirement for all DNR timber sales.  

If conditions occur during the course of the sale that result, or may result, in damage to the site that exceeds 
guidelines, the appraiser has the authority to shut down all activity on the sale until conditions improve. 
Confirmed during site visits that sale activity was terminated due to an early winter breakup in several sales (see 
site visit notes). 

To minimize possible economic hardship to loggers as a result of enforcing these regulations, provisions exist 
within state statutes 90.041 and 90.193 to extend the length of the timber sale to accommodate such weather 
events. 
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Objective 4 Conservation of Biological Diversity 

To manage the quality and distribution of wildlife habitats and contribute to the conservation of biological diversity by developing 
and implementing stand- and landscape-level measures that promote a diversity of types of habitat and successional stages, and the 
conservation of forest plants and animals, including aquatic species, as well as threatened and endangered species, Forests with 
Exceptional Conservation Value, old-growth forests and ecologically important sites. 

Performance Measure 4.1 

Program Participants shall conserve biological diversity. Indicators: 

4.1.1 Program to incorporate the conservation of native biological diversity, including species, wildlife habitats and ecological 
community types at stand and landscape levels. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

4.1.2 Development of criteria and implementation of practices, as guided by regionally based best scientific information, to retain 
stand-level wildlife habitat elements such as snags, stumps, mast trees, down woody debris, den trees and nest trees. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

4.1.3 Document diversity of forest cover types and age or size classes at the individual ownership or forest tenure level, and 
where credible data are available, at the landscape scale. Working individually or collaboratively to support diversity of 
native forest cover types and age or size classes that enhance biological diversity at the landscape scale. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes: DNR policy to conduct age-class monitoring with FIA data during SFRMP planning, based on recommendations 
from the 2014 Age-Class Monitoring Report. However, FIA data are not reliable for assessing many cover types at 
geographic scales most useful to landscape planning (subsections). SFRMP has goals of balancing age class 
distributions, retaining older forest if landscape monitoring of all ownerships indicates a deficiency, and converting 
stands to under-represented cover types. 

The auditors reviewed progress made on updating plans and implementing practices to achieve long-term 
landscape goals for forest composition and age-class structure and determined that the program is in 
conformance and that efforts to address this issue are ongoing. 

Over the last year there have been a number of efforts that support this past finding; 

1) Completion of the MFRC North Central Landscape Plan 

2) The Sustainable Timber Harvest Analysis, which includes updated species composition and age class 
evaluations which will help determine additional older forest needs on DNR lands. 

3) SEL is now fully implemented and Management Objective Reports are available for all staff. 

4) Training occurred at this year’s Forest Management Academy on running these reports. 

5) Field guides that communicate key goals and strategies are being developed for NMOP and NSU. 

6) Mid-point plan refresher training is scheduled for fall of 2017 for Aspen Parklands. 

4.1.4 Program Participants shall participate in or incorporate the results of state, provincial, or regional conservation planning 
and priority-setting efforts to conserve biological diversity and consider these efforts in forest management planning. 
Examples of credible priority-setting efforts include state wildlife action plans, state forest action plans, relevant habitat 
conservation plans or provincial wildlife recovery plans. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  
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4.1.5 Program to address conservation of known sites with viable occurrences of significant species of concern. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

4.1.6 Identification and protection of non-forested wetlands, including bogs, fens and marshes, and vernal pools of ecological 
significance. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

4.1.7 Participation in programs and demonstration of activities as appropriate to limit the introduction, spread and impact of 
invasive exotic plants and animals that directly threaten or are likely to threaten native plant and animal communities. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

4.1.8 Consider the role of natural disturbances, including the use of prescribed or natural fire where appropriate, and forest 
health threats in relation to biological diversity when developing forest management plans. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

Performance Measure 4.2 

Program Participants shall protect threatened and endangered species, Forests with Exceptional Conservation Values (FECV) and 
old-growth forests. Indicators: 

4.2.1 Program to protect threatened and endangered species. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

4.2.2 Program to locate and protect known sites flora and fauna associated with viable occurrences of critically imperiled and 
imperiled species and communities also known as Forests with Exceptional Conservation Value. Plans for protection may be 
developed independently or collaboratively, and may include Program Participant management, cooperation with other 
stakeholders, or use of easements, conservation land sales, exchanges, or other conservation strategies. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

4.2.3 Support of and participation in plans or programs for the conservation of old-growth forests in the region of ownership or 
forest tenure. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

Performance Measure 4.3 

Program Participants shall manage ecologically important sites in a manner that takes into account their unique qualities. Indicators: 

4.3.1 Use of information such as existing natural heritage data or expert advice in identifying or selecting ecologically important 
sites for protection. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

4.3.2 Appropriate mapping, cataloging and management of identified ecologically important sites. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  
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Performance Measure 4.4 

Program Participants shall apply knowledge gained through research, science, technology and field experience to manage wildlife 
habitat and contribute to the conservation of biological diversity. Indicators: 

4.4.1 Collection of information on Forests with Exceptional Conservation Value and other biodiversity-related data through forest 
inventory processes, mapping or participation in external programs, such as NatureServe, state or provincial heritage 
programs, or other credible systems. Such participation may include providing non-proprietary scientific information, time 
and assistance by staff, or in-kind or direct financial support. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

4.4.2 A methodology to incorporate research results and field applications of biodiversity and ecosystem research into forest 
management decisions. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  
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Objective 5 Management of Visual Quality and Recreational Benefits 

To manage the visual impact of forest operations and provide recreational opportunities for the public. 

Performance Measure 5.1 

Program Participants shall manage the impact of harvesting on visual quality. Indicators: 

5.1.1 Program to address visual quality management. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

5.1.2 Incorporation of aesthetic considerations in harvesting, road, landing design and management, and other management 
activities where visual impacts are a concern. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

Performance Measure 5.2 

Program Participants shall manage the size, shape and placement of clearcut harvests. Indicators: 

5.2.1 Average size of clearcut harvest areas does not exceed 120 acres (50 hectares), except when necessary to meet regulatory 
requirements, achieve ecological objectives or to respond to forest health emergencies or other natural catastrophes. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

5.2.2 Documentation through internal records of clearcut size and the process for calculating average size. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

Performance Measure 5.3 

Program Participants shall adopt a green-up requirement or alternative methods that provide for visual quality. Indicators: 

5.3.1 Program implementing the green-up requirement or alternative methods. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

5.3.2 Harvest area tracking system to demonstrate conformance with the green-up requirement or alternative methods. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

5.3.3 Trees in clearcut harvest areas are at least 3 years old or 5 feet (1.5 meters) high at the desired level of stocking before 
adjacent areas are clearcut, or as appropriate to address operational and economic considerations, alternative methods to 
reach the performance measure are utilized by the Program Participant. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

Performance Measure 5.4 

Program Participants shall support and promote recreational opportunities for the public. Indicator: 

5.4.1 Provide recreational opportunities for the public, where consistent with forest management objectives. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  
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Objective 6 Protection of Special Sites 

To manage lands that are geologically or culturally important in a manner that takes into account their unique qualities. 

Performance Measure 6.1 

Program Participants shall identify special sites and manage them in a manner appropriate for their unique features. Indicators: 

6.1.1 Use of information such as existing natural heritage data, expert advice or stakeholder consultation in identifying or 
selecting special sites for protection. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

6.1.2 Appropriate mapping, cataloging and management of identified special sites. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  
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Objective 7 Efficient Use of Fiber Resources 

To minimize waste and ensure the efficient use of fiber resources.  

Performance Measure 7.1 

Program Participants shall employ appropriate forest harvesting technology and in-woods manufacturing processes and practices to 
minimize waste and ensure efficient utilization of harvested trees, where consistent with other SFI Standard objectives. Indicator: 

7.1.1 Program or monitoring system to ensure efficient utilization, which may include provisions to ensure:  

a. management of harvest residue (e.g., slash, limbs, tops) considers economic, social and environmental factors (e.g., 
organic and nutrient value to future forests and the potential of increased fuels build-up) and other utilization needs; 

b. training or incentives to encourage loggers to enhance utilization; 
c. exploration of markets for underutilized species and low-grade wood and alternative markets (e.g., bioenergy 

markets); or 
d. periodic inspections and reports noting utilization and product separation. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  
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Objective 8 Recognize and Respect Indigenous Peoples’ Rights 

To recognize and respect Indigenous Peoples’ rights and traditional knowledge. 

Performance Measure 8.1 

Program Participants shall recognize and respect Indigenous Peoples’ rights. Indicator: 

8.1.1 Program Participants will provide a written policy acknowledging a commitment to recognize and respect the rights of 
Indigenous Peoples. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

Performance Measure 8.2 

Program Participants with forest management responsibilities on public lands shall confer with affected Indigenous Peoples with 
respect to sustainable forest management practices. Indicator: 

8.2.1 Program that includes communicating with affected Indigenous Peoples to enable Program Participants to:  

a. understand and respect traditional forest-related knowledge; 
b. identify and protect spiritually, historically, or culturally important sites;  
c. address the use of non-timber forest products of value to Indigenous Peoples in areas where Program Participants 

have management responsibilities on public lands; and 
d. respond to Indigenous Peoples’ inquiries and concerns received. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

Performance Measure 8.3 

Program Participants are encouraged to communicate with and shall respond to local Indigenous Peoples with respect to sustainable 
forest management practices on their private lands. Indicators: 

8.3.1 Program Participants are aware of traditional forest-related knowledge, such as known cultural heritage sites, the use of 
wood in traditional buildings and crafts, and flora that may be used in cultural practices for food, ceremonies or medicine. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

8.3.2 Respond to Indigenous Peoples’ inquiries and concerns received. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  
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Objective 9 Legal and Regulatory Compliance 

To comply with applicable federal, provincial, state and local laws and regulations.   

Performance Measure 9.1 

Program Participants shall comply with applicable federal, provincial, state and local forestry and related social and environmental 
laws and regulations. Indicators: 

9.1.1 Access to relevant laws and regulations in appropriate locations. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

9.1.2 System to achieve compliance with applicable federal, provincial, state, or local laws and regulations. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

9.1.3 Demonstration of commitment to legal compliance through available regulatory action information. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

Performance Measure 9.2 

Program Participants shall take appropriate steps to comply with all applicable social laws at the federal, provincial, state and local 
levels in the country in which the Program Participant operates. Indicators: 

9.2.1 Written policy demonstrating commitment to comply with social laws, such as those covering civil rights, equal employment 
opportunities, anti-discrimination and anti-harassment measures, workers’ compensation, Indigenous Peoples’ rights, 
workers’ and communities’ right to know, prevailing wages, workers’ right to organize, and occupational health and safety. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

9.2.2 Forestry enterprises will respect the rights of workers and labor representatives in a manner that encompasses the intent of 
the International Labor Organization (ILO) core conventions. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  
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Objective 10 Forestry Research, Science and Technology 

To invest in forestry research, science and technology, upon which sustainable forest management decisions are based and broaden 
the awareness of climate change impacts on forests, wildlife and biological diversity. 

Performance Measure 10.1 

Program Participants shall individually and/or through cooperative efforts involving SFI Implementation Committees, associations or 
other partners provide in-kind support or funding for forest research to improve forest health, productivity and sustainable 
management of forest resources, and the environmental benefits and performance of forest products. Indicators: 

10.1.1 Financial or in-kind support of research to address questions of relevance in the region of operations. Examples could 
include, but are not limited to, areas of forest productivity, water quality, biodiversity, community issues, or similar areas 
which build broader understanding of the benefits and impacts of forest management. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes: The Divisions of Fish and Wildlife and EWR conduct research internally and through partnerships with emphasis on 
rare species and wildlife population biology and habitat.  Water quality research is conducted by hydrologists with 
the division of Ecological and Water Resources.  The Division of Forestry supports, guides, and cooperates in the 
research studies of NRRI, SFEC, and the Tree Improvement Cooperative in conjunction with the University of 
Minnesota and other land managers.  The department, through the Division of Forestry is on the Board of 
Directors for the Minnesota Forest Resources Council who provides leadership in the coordination and 
development of research to achieve optimal forest resources management.  In 2016 the Division undertook an 
extensive survey of staff and used follow-up focus groups to evaluate the division’ overall research needs.  A 
budget initiative in 2016 for additional FTE’s to support these research needs failed to make the Governor’s final 
budget.  The division is re-evaluating how to meet these needs with internal hires.   

10.1.2 Research on genetically engineered trees via forest tree biotechnology shall adhere to all applicable federal, state, and 
provincial regulations and international protocols ratified by the United States and/or Canada depending on jurisdiction of 
management. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes: DNR involvement with research on tree improvement is generally limited to its involvement with the MN Tree 
Improvement Cooperative at the University of Minnesota.  The work at MTIC is based on traditional selection 
methods and does not involve any work with genetic engineering. 
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Performance Measure 10.2 

Program Participants shall individually and/or through cooperative efforts involving SFI Implementation Committees, associations or 
other partners develop or use state, provincial or regional analyses in support of their sustainable forestry programs. Indicator: 

10.2.1 Participation, individually and/or through cooperative efforts involving SFI Implementation Committees and/or associations 
at the national, state, provincial or regional level, in the development or use of some of the following: 

a. regeneration assessments; 
b. growth and drain assessments; 
c. best management practices implementation and conformance;  
d. biodiversity conservation information for family forest owners; and  
e. social, cultural or economic benefit assessments. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes: a. regeneration assessments; 

Regeneration assessments are conducted by field foresters to assess regeneration status and the need for 
mitigation actions at the site scale.  The SFRMP process indirectly incorporates regeneration considerations.   

b. growth and drain assessments; 

The DNR uses growth and yield models at the stand and regional scales to conduct growth and drain assessments 
as part of the Subsection Forest Resource Management Planning process.  The SFRMP process inherently supports 
sustainable forestry programs via its influence on regional forest planning.  The DNR also works with USFS Forest 
Inventory and Analysis unit to periodically assess forest conditions in general.   

c. best management practices implementation and conformance;  

DNR assesses BMP implementation and compliance on its lands as part of the Timber Sales and Forest 
Certification programs.  In addition, the DNR administers a comprehensive statewide BMP monitoring program 
that evaluates BMP implementation across all ownerships including DNR.  Reports from these programs are used 
to evaluate BMP implementation and identify areas in need of improvement to support sustainable forestry.  
Internal workshops have been conducted at area offices to highlight problem areas and highlight opportunities for 
improvement.  

d. biodiversity conservation information for family forest owners; and  

The private forest management program provides conservation and management information to many private 
landowners including information related to biodiversity, endangered species, or species of concern that may be 
present on a landowner’s property.  Biodiversity and presence of ETS species is noted and discussed in all 
stewardship plans, and new handbooks for private forest landowners include information related to biodiversity in 
general, species of concern, and wildlife habitat.  Other related efforts in DNR include the MN County Biological 
Survey and periodic publication of information targeted to small forestland ownerships.   

e. social, cultural or economic benefit assessments. 

The Utilization and Marketing program conducts economic analyses and reports on the benefits of forest products 
and related industries to Minnesota’s economy.  The DNR also works closely with the MN Forest Resources 
Council on discrete and ongoing efforts related to evaluating economic conditions and incorporation of social and 
cultural considerations into regional landscape planning.  It appears that the economic benefits of forestry and 
related work have been and continue to be suitably assessed. 
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Performance Measure 10.3 

Program Participants shall individually and/or through cooperative efforts involving SFI Implementation Committees, associations or 
other partners broaden the awareness of climate change impacts on forests, wildlife and biological diversity. Indicators: 

10.3.1 Where available, monitor information generated from regional climate models on long-term forest health, productivity and 
economic viability. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes: Operational Order 131: Climate Adaptation and Mitigation and Natural Resource Management directs all staff to 
enhance ecosystems’ (including forests) abilities to respond and adapt to change and reduce the negative impacts 
of climate change and related threats.   Under direction of that order and the Climate and Renewable Energy 
Steering Team (CREST), each division has determined what role information from regional climate models will play 
in informing forest management. 

Ecological and Water Resources Division’s Climatology Program (also known as the State Climatology Office) 
gathers, archives, manages, and disseminates historical climate data to address questions involving the impact of 
climate on Minnesota and its citizens. 

DNR staff participated in the Northwoods Climate Change Framework to assess the vulnerability of Minnesota’s 
northern forests to anticipated changes in climate.  See http://www.nrs.fs.fed.us/pubs/45939. 

 DNR’s CREST and its sub-teams on Climate Change Adaptation, Carbon Sequestration, Biofuels, and Energy 
Efficiency are charged with reviewing the scientific and technical literature on climate change and incorporating 
useful findings into department operations.   

Recent and ongoing analyses that use the outputs of climate models include a) a comparison of periods of frozen 
ground in the past with periods anticipated under likely emissions scenarios, b) an examination of changes in 
aspen and other species growth rates over time, and c) an examination of changes in tree species abundance from 
1999-2013. 

10.3.2 Program Participants are knowledgeable about climate change impacts on wildlife, wildlife habitats and conservation of 
biological diversity through international, national, regional or local programs. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes: Many DNR staff keep abreast of the scientific and technical literature on the effects of climate change on forest 
wildlife, wildlife habitat and biological diversity as this information relates to their specific responsibilities.  The 
Forest Resources Issues Team (FRIT) and FIRST and SFRMPs are forums in which such information can be 
evaluated and incorporated into ongoing decision making.   

DNR staff are encouraged to attend SFEC and other webinars and workshops that address the effects of changes in 
climate on forest resources in Minnesota.  DNR co-sponsors (with the University of Minnesota Water Resources 
Center and others) an annual conference on climate change adaptation. 
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Objective 11 Training and Education 

To improve the implementation of sustainable forestry practices through appropriate training and education programs. 

Performance Measure 11.1 

Program Participants shall require appropriate training of personnel and contractors so that they are competent to fulfill their 
responsibilities under the SFI 2015-2019 Forest Management Standard. Indicators: 

11.1.1 Written statement of commitment to the SFI 2015-2019 Forest Management Standard communicated throughout the 
organization, particularly to facility and woodland managers, and field foresters. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

11.1.2 Assignment and understanding of roles and responsibilities for achieving SFI 2015-2019 Forest Management Standard 
objectives. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

11.1.3 Staff education and training sufficient to their roles and responsibilities. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

11.1.4 Contractor education and training sufficient to their roles and responsibilities. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

11.1.5 Program Participants shall have written agreements for the use of qualified logging professionals and/or certified logging 
professionals (where available) and/or wood producers that have completed training programs and are recognized as 
qualified logging professionals. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  
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Performance Measure 11.2 

Program Participants shall work individually and/or with SFI Implementation Committees, logging or forestry associations, or 
appropriate agencies or others in the forestry community to foster improvement in the professionalism of wood producers. 
Indicators: 

11.2.1 Participation in or support of SFI Implementation Committees to establish criteria and identify delivery mechanisms for 
wood producer training courses and periodic continuing education that address: 

a. awareness of sustainable forestry principles and the SFI program; 
b. best management practices, including streamside management and road construction, maintenance and retirement;  
c. reforestation, invasive exotic plants and animals, forest resource conservation, aesthetics and special sites; 
d. awareness of responsibilities under the U.S. Endangered Species Act, the Canadian Species at Risk Act, and other 

measures to protect wildlife habitat (e.g., Forests with Exceptional Conservation Value); 
e. awareness of rare forested natural communities as identified by provincial or state agencies, or by credible 

organizations such as NatureServe, The Nature Conservancy, etc. 
f. logging safety; 
g. U.S. Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) and Canadian Centre for Occupational Health and Safety 

(CCOHS) regulations, wage and hour rules, and other provincial, state and local employment laws;  
h. transportation issues; 
i. business management; 
j. public policy and outreach; and 
k. awareness of emerging technologies. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

11.2.2 The SIC-approved wood producer training programs shall have a continuing education component with coursework that 
supports the current training programs, safety and the principles of sustainable forestry. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

11.2.3 Participation in or support of SFI Implementation Committees to establish criteria for recognition of logger certification 
programs, where they exist, that include: 

a. completion of SFI Implementation Committee recognized logger training programs and meeting continuing education 
requirements of the training program; 

b. independent in-the-forest verification of conformance with the logger certification program standards; 
c. compliance with all applicable laws and regulations including responsibilities under the U.S. Endangered Species Act, 

the Canadian Species at Risk Act and other measures to protect wildlife habitat; 
d. use of best management practices to protect water quality; 
e. logging safety; 
f. compliance with acceptable silviculture and utilization standards; 
g. aesthetic management techniques employed where applicable; and 
h. adherence to a management or harvest plan that is site specific and agreed to by the forest landowner. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

  



Printed: February 15, 2018 

 

Page 45 of 58 

Objective 12 Community Involvement and Landowner Outreach 

To broaden the practice of sustainable forestry through public outreach, education, and involvement, and to support the efforts of 
SFI Implementation Committees.  

Performance Measure 12.1 

Program Participants shall support and promote efforts by consulting foresters, state, provincial and federal agencies, state or local 
groups, professional societies, conservation organizations, Indigenous Peoples and governments, community groups, sporting 
organizations, labor, universities, extension agencies, the American Tree Farm System® and/or other landowner cooperative 
programs to apply principles of sustainable forest management. Indicators: 

12.1.1 Support, including financial, for efforts of SFI Implementation Committees. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

12.1.2 Support, individually or collaboratively, education and outreach to forest landowners describing the importance and 
providing implementation guidance on: 

a. best management practices; 
b. reforestation and afforestation;  
c. visual quality management; 
d. conservation objectives, such as critical wildlife habitat elements, biodiversity, threatened and endangered species, 

and Forests with Exceptional Conservation Value; 
e. management of harvest residue (e.g., slash, limbs, tops) considers economic, social, environmental factors (e.g., 

organic and nutrient value to future forests) and other utilization needs; 
f. control of invasive exotic plants and animals; 
g. characteristics of special sites; and 
h. reduction of wildfire risk. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

12.1.3 Participation in efforts to support or promote conservation of managed forests through voluntary market-based incentive 
programs such as current-use taxation programs, Forest Legacy Program or conservation easements. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

Performance Measure 12.2 

Program Participants shall support and promote, at the state, provincial or other appropriate levels, mechanisms for public 
outreach, education and involvement related to sustainable forest management. Indicator: 

12.2.1 Periodic educational opportunities promoting sustainable forestry, such as 

a. field tours, seminars, websites, webinars or workshops; 
b. educational trips; 
c. self-guided forest management trails;  
d. publication of articles, educational pamphlets or newsletters; or 
e. support for state, provincial, and local forestry organizations and soil and water conservation districts. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  
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Performance Measure 12.3 

Program Participants shall establish, at the state, provincial, or other appropriate levels, procedures to address concerns raised by 
loggers, consulting foresters, employees, unions, the public or other Program Participants regarding practices that appear 
inconsistent with the SFI Standard principles and objectives. Indicators: 

12.3.1 Support for SFI Implementation Committees (e.g., toll-free numbers and other efforts) to address concerns about apparent 
nonconforming practices. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

12.3.2 Process to receive and respond to public inquiries. SFI Implementation Committees shall submit data annually to SFI Inc. 
regarding concerns received and responses. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  
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Objective 13 Public Land Management Responsibilities 

To participate and implement sustainable forest management on public lands. 

Performance Measure 13.1 

Program Participants with forest management responsibilities on public lands shall participate in the development of public land 
planning and management processes. Indicators: 

13.1.1 Involvement in public land planning and management activities with appropriate governmental entities and the public. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  

13.1.2 Appropriate contact with local stakeholders over forest management issues through state, provincial, federal or 
independent collaboration. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes:  
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Objective 14 Communications and Public Reporting 

To increase transparency and to annually report progress on conformance with the SFI Forest Management Standard. 

Performance Measure 14.1 

A Program Participant shall provide a summary audit report, prepared by the certification body, to SFI Inc. after the successful 
completion of a certification, recertification or surveillance audit to the SFI 2015-2019 Forest Management Standard. Indicator: 

14.1.1 The summary audit report submitted by the Program Participant (one copy must be in English), shall include, at a minimum, 

a. a description of the audit process, objectives and scope; 
b. a description of substitute indicators, if any, used in the audit and a rationale for each; 
c. the name of Program Participant that was audited, including its SFI representative; 
d. a general description of the Program Participant’s forestland included in the audit; 
e. the name of the certification body and lead auditor (names of the audit team members, including technical experts 

may be included at the discretion of the audit team and Program Participant);  
f. the dates the audit was conducted and completed; 
g. a summary of the findings, including general descriptions of evidence of conformity and any nonconformities and 

corrective action plans to address them, opportunities for improvement, and exceptional practices; and 
h. the certification decision. 
The summary audit report will be posted on the SFI Inc. website for public review. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes: Confirmed that the 2015 and 2016Public Reports are on the SFI Website and contain the required information. 

Performance Measure 14.2 

Program Participants shall report annually to SFI Inc. on their conformance with the SFI 2015-2019 Forest Management Standard. 
Indicators: 

14.2.1 Prompt response to the SFI annual progress report survey. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes: Review of the “last updated” section of the APR indicated the report was submitted March 20, 2017. 

14.2.2 Record keeping for all the categories of information needed for SFI annual progress report surveys. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes: Review of the 2016 APR confirms record keeping is adequate. 

14.2.3 Maintenance of copies of past survey reports to document progress and improvements to demonstrate conformance to the 
SFI 2015-2019 Forest Management Standard. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes: The Department maintains copies of past survey reports to document our progress and improvements. 

  

http://www.sfiprogram.org/
http://www.sfiprogram.org/audit-reports/
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Objective 15 Management Review and Continual Improvement 

To promote continual improvement in the practice of sustainable forestry by conducting a management review and monitoring 
performance.  

Performance Measure 15.1 

Program Participants shall establish a management review system to examine findings and progress in implementing the SFI 2015-
2019 Forest Management Standard, to make appropriate improvements in programs, and to inform their employees of changes. 
Indicators: 

15.1.1 System to review commitments, programs and procedures to evaluate effectiveness. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes: Systems to review commitments, programs, and procedures include:  

 Continuation of a Forest Certification Implementation Team (FCIT) to review commitments to the SFI 
Standard and Department Policies and respond to audits  

 A Forest Resources Issues Team (FRIT)  

 Division Management Teams, including program, policy and procedure reviews. 

 DNR Conservation Agenda and Governor’s Department Results Performance Indicators 

 Annual or periodic program workshops (Timber Sales, Forest Development, Timber Appraisal, CFM, 
Wildlife Training Session and Meeting, etc.) 

 Area and regional field, and central office program reviews 

 A DNR process (via Statewide Interdisciplinary Review Service) to review and update operational orders 

 A Division of Forestry process to review and update division circular letters and manuals 

 A Forestry/Wildlife/Ecological Services coordination policy. 

15.1.2 System for collecting, reviewing, and reporting information to management regarding progress in achieving SFI 2015-2019 
Forest Management Standard objectives and performance measures. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes: Systems for collecting, reviewing, and reporting information include: 

 Division of Forestry annual work planning and accomplishment reporting process 

 The monitoring program under M.S.§89A.07, subd.1. Forest resource trends and conditions (FIA, FIM, 
pest surveys, etc.) 

 The monitoring program under M.S.§89A.07, subd.2 and 3. Practices, compliance and effectiveness 
monitoring (i.e., FRC site-level guidelines implementation monitoring, including field audit reports) 

 FORIST development and implementation (FIM, SRM, site management documentation and objective 
reporting, forest development project tracking, forest inventory update tracking) 

 Monitoring SFRMP implementation (progress towards SFRMP goals/targets, using FORIST SRM objectives, 
SEL, and other means) 

 DNR timber sales reporting system 

 Timber sale inspections, regeneration survival checks, etc. 

 Electronic 121 checkoffs of FRC guideline application 

 Division training records (ECS training, FRC guidelines, timber sale design, etc.). 

The Forest Certification Implementation Team (FCIT) also maintains an annual process to evaluate our 
conformance to the SFI Standard, to review commitments, identify strengths, weaknesses, and gaps and to report 
findings to management. 
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15.1.3 Annual review of progress by management and determination of changes and improvements necessary to continually 
improve conformance to the SFI 2015-2019 Forest Management Standard. 

 N/A  Conforms  Exceeds  O.F.I.  Minor NC  Major NC 

Audit Notes: Beginning in 2015, FCIT structure was modified to create a FCIT Core Team made up of Section level managers 
from the Divisions of Forestry, Fish and Wildlife, and Ecological and Water Resources.  The assigned staff have a 
direct connection to their respective Division Management Teams.  The Core team is involved in the annual review 
of compliance to the standard and joins the Certification Consultant in presenting the findings to the Division 
Directors and Commissioners Office, as well as back to their DMT’s. 

The annual management review consisted of the meetings and activities described below and drafting a memo to 
upper management that addresses the issues identified and the internal and external audit findings. The memo 
was drafted September 8, 2017: The Forest Certification Implementation Team (FCIT) had several meetings over 
the last year to respond to Corrective Action Requests (CAR’s) and Opportunities for Improvement/Observations 
identified in the SFI and FSC 2016 audit reports as well as the 2016 Internal Program Review.  In 2017, FCIT also 
completed an internal assessment of our conformance to the 2015-2019 SFI and FSC Forest Management 
Standards, using both a Gap Assessment Process (GAP) and Internal Program Review in 3 forestry administrative 
field areas (Sandstone, Little Falls, and Lewiston). This memo summarizes our responses to the 2016 external 
findings, work to date on 2016 internal program review findings, and our 2017 internal program review findings. 

(End SFI Forest Management Checklist) 
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Appendix 4 

Field Site Notes 
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Field Site Visits 
 

19 September 2017, Tuesday 

FMU/Location/ 
sites visited 

Activities/ notes 

MN DNR - 
Central Office 
(Room 6 East) 

8:30 AM – 10:30 
AM 

Opening Meeting:  Introductions, client update, review audit scope, audit plan, intro/update 
to FSC and SCS standards and protocols, review of open CARs/OBS, final site selection, 
Central Region Presentation. 

Individuals and representatives of the following DNR staff attended:  Commissioners' Office, 
Central Regional Director, Division Directors (FOR, FAW, EWR), Central Region Managers, 
(FOR, FAW, EWR), Program Supervisors, Regional Specialists, FCIT Members, Trust Lands. 

Note: Documents reviewed for all timber sale sites included: Pre-harvest meeting with a logger 
signed checklist, Permit Supervision Record, Timber Appraisal Report, Cutting Block Report 
and Permit to Cut Timber with the required BMP and trained logger language. 

12:00 – 4:30 PM Sandstone (Cambridge Forestry Area) 

CARLOS AVERY WILDLIFE MANAGEMENT AREA 

DNR Personnel 
Attending 

Foresters - Fauskee, Gray, Hecker; Wildlife – LaBarre, Marion; EWR – Hoaglund; Timber 
Admin – Wuerflien; Central Office – Beyer, Busse, Lueth, Regional Office - Osmundson 

X14599, 20 acres Birch-pin oak stand, sold not yet cut.  One half of site prescribed burned in 2015. One 
retention patch along edge of wetland patch inspected.  Abundant wildlife cavity trees and 
snags observed in stand. Discussions: Logger training (LogSafe, MLEP, FISTA), contract 
eligibility requirements, appraisal reports, timber permits. Good blue painted cutting 
boundary next to retention areas. 

B012726, 51 
acres 

Two blocks of clearcut with reserves, harvest completed. Harvested 2015 to remove red oak 
species -oak wilt spot and related reduction of red oak in stand.  Block 1 with pin oak, 
cherry, aspen, and birch removed and retaining white oak. Winter, frozen ground only 
harvest to protect a wetland crossing and to protect a cultural site identified during routine 
archaeological review.  Annual review found ancient campsite (via heritage database 
search). Consultation with archaeology staff received recommendation did not exclude site 
from sale area but to use frozen ground harvest to protect the site.  Block 2 pin oak and 
white pine, same sale with eagle’s nests nearby, harvested spring 2015. Clearcut with pine 
reserved for regeneration. 

Harvest was completed 2 years ago has not had a regen check. Interview with property 
manager and sale manager indicated there was confusion as to who was responsible for 
scheduling the regen checks. 

Prairie 
Restoration 

Prairie restoration site. Planted early 1990’s, uses frequent burns to maintain.  
Supplemental planting with inter-seeding. Most recent burn in ½ of the site done in 2016 to 
reduce encroaching brush and non-native cool season plant species.  Other ½ of site burned 
in 2011.  Area found with Henslow’s Sparrow, a bird species with preference for diverse, 
native prairie species.  Discussions: Funding sources, wildlife management objectives 

South Dam East 
and West 

Spillway 

Water control structure (spillway) used to regulate water levels of adjacent wetland for 
waterfowl habitat and hunter access management.  30-foot concrete dam with 6 stop-log 
bays installed in 1965. Funding being sought to modernize.  Water gauges inspected 
approximately weekly.  Discussion: Water events 

B12402, Typo 
Lake 25 acres 

Sale of 2 blocks being managed for tree species diversity maintaining oak component in a 
mixed hardwood-pine stand. West Block to be regenerated to oak and pine. Harvested 
2017. Discussions: Chain of custody, HCV, forest regeneration survey schedules. 
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Interview with property manager and sale manager indicated there was confusion as to who 
was responsible for scheduling the regen checks. 

20 September 2017, Wednesday  

Little Falls (East) Forestry Area West Tour: Boatwright & Jacqmain 

DNR Personnel 
Attending 

Forestry – Willis, Butler, Anderson, Meyer, Wildler; Wildlife – Piepgras, Bly; Central Office – 
Lueth, Busse. 

B012770 57 
acres 

Active oak shelterwood and aspen regen cut with good blue painted cutting line along sale 
boundary. Minimal damage to residuals and good stocking with no issues. 

Interview with logger on-site: Aric Ladd. 

B-13121 35 acres Incomplete shelterwood cut to promote oak regen. Frozen ground restrictions. Logger had 
to move off due to early break-up with no issues. 

B013513 41 
acres 

2 cutting blocks with adjacent retention. Uneven aged low quality northern hardwood 
scheduled for a regen cut to promote basswood, red oak, paper birch and aspen. One block 
is completed and the auditors observed a moderately rutted main skid trail that occurred 
when the logger was completing the block. This condition was identified by the DNR and will 
be remediated by the logger. No other issues. 

B012769 38 
acres 

Stand dominated by aspen and red oak with basswood and paper birch intermediates and 
suppressed maple. Harvest plan is to do a regen cut with patch and larger oak retention 
with dry/frozen ground restrictions. Harvest areas looked good with minimal damage to the 
residual oaks. No issues. 

Unscheduled 
stop adjacent to 
the above sale 

Sale completed 4 years ago with prescription similar to the one above. Very good aspen and 
oak regen. No issues. 

Unscheduled 
stop  

Aspen regen cut with oak retention that’s not complete. Logger moved off due to early 
breakup. No issues. 

Little Falls (East) Forestry Area East Tour: Grady 

DNR Personnel 
Attending 

Forestry – Korzeniowski, Gajewski, Miller; Wildlife – Marion; EWR – Hoaglund; Enforcement 
– McGaw; Central Office – Beyer; 

Road 
maintenance 

Historic road had been a low water crossing, was replaced with a culvert in order to improve 
the road bed for logging trucks. The road had washed out over culvert during significant 
storm events in 2013 and 2016. In 2016 three additional overflow culverts were installed 
and the road fared better in 2017 heavy storms.  

OHV Trail Off Highway vehicle discussion. Reviewed sign postings and interviewed conservation 
officer. Snake River State Forest is half closed (no OHV access) and half limited (OHV on 
designated trails only). Designations are made based on soil conditions and risk of damage 
to the forest resource. 

X015716 

Snake River 
State Forest 

154-acre sale, spread across 8 different cutting units.  The sale was set up and offered but 
not sold. Additional units were added and it will be offered again for sale late in 2017.  
Silvicultural strategy is a first entry thinning. Harvest units are primarily focused on 
increasing oak component by removing aspen, basswood, red maple, and paper birch. 
Target is to maintain 80-100 basal area of oak in the post-harvest stand.  Three of the 
cutting units are within the Snake River HCVF.  Modifications to the sale were made to 
maintain regional targets of forest canopy for red shouldered hawk. 

Permit TBD Sale was prepared and offered but not sold. 33-acre sale unit on Lake 5 Wildlife 
Management Area. Goal of increasing oak component on WMA, primarily for mast 
production and to maintain oak forest type on the landscape.  First entry thinning to remove 
primarily basswood and aspen.  Large buffer unit placed in between sale area and the lake. 
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B012757 

Snake River 
State Forest 

Timber sale had been prepared and sold but not operated yet. Frozen ground harvest only. 
An initial trail and landing was put in last winter before the soil loosened up and prevented 
further operations. Harvesting will begin this winter.  Sale is in two cutting blocks, similar 
oak retention silvicultural strategy (removing aspen and basswood).  Ash harvesting was 
also included as part of an effort to reduce ash density in advance of emerald ash borer. 
Harvesting guidelines aim to reduce stands with 30-40% ash basal area down to 10% in 
order to prevent EAB outbreaks from affecting a whole stand.   

21 September 2017, Thursday  

FMU/Location/ 
sites visited* 

Activities/ notes 

Lewiston Forestry Area South Tour: Boatwright 

DNR Personnel 
Attending 

Forestry – Hinz, Bland; Wildlife – Ramsden, Tenney; EWR – Edwards; Timber Admin – Hinz, 
Bland; Central Office – Beyer, Lueth. 

B013174 22 
acres 

Uncut Sale consisting of 2 blocks and scattered walnut trees marked for harvest and GPS’d 
outside of the oak blocks. The western block has had prescribed fire over the past 6 years. 
Good existing road system. Good residual stocking in the oak blocks. 

Vinegar Ridge 
Campground 

Very nice primitive campground with picnic tables, fire pits and restrooms 

Adjacent site A 

EWR Site 

Private landowner cost share including cutting, mowing and burning a sand prairie and sand 
savannah. The prairie was planted with wildflowers. 

Adjacent site B 

EWR Site 

Private landowner cost share including clearcut by hand and using goats to maintain the 
bluff prairie habitat. A contractor is paid to provide the goats, fences and keep them 
watered. 

Rush Creek 
Woods 275-acre 
WMA 

Donated by TNC in 2014. DNR has been very active on the site with direct seeding oak in the 
old fields, hand clearing a goat (bluff) prairie and planting oak seedlings in an old CRP site. 
Most of these activities were funded directly and indirectly by grants from the Outdoor 
Heritage Fund. 

B012929  Completed regen harvest to promote oak regen. Majority of the sale on a very steep slope 
with skid trails with good water bars and grass. Part of the stand is in a designated HCVF 
area. During the stand exam, it was discovered that the area of harvest did not meet the 
description of the HCVF but was a common oak/mixed hardwood stand. No issues. 

Lewiston Forestry Area North Tour: Grady and Jacqmain 

DNR Personnel 
Attending 

Forestry – Brown, O’Brien, Gehrig; Wildlife – Nelson, Johnson; Central Office – Busse, 
Peters. 

B012588 HCV 

  

Shelterwood harvest, 14 acres.  Large log oak, primarily red and some white oak, 14 acres. 
Designated HCVF.  Mix of hardwood species with minor amounts of mid-story oak (pole). 
Ground story of more shade tolerant species. Without management the stand will succeed 
to later successional, shade tolerant tree species particularly sugar maple.  The 
management objective to regenerate oak through emulation of natural disturbance regime 
typical to this native plant community which produced current stand composition and 
conditions.  Additional use of prescribed fire to reduce sugar maple regeneration and 
produce mineral soil conditions more favorable to oak regeneration establishment and 
survival. 

B012932 Large native plant community complex approximately 5,570 acres.  Fire dependent plant 
community with 3 RSAs, mapped G1G2, and high number of rare plant and animal species.  
Prescribed fire is primary community maintenance tool.  History of increased prescribed fire 
over prior 10 years and larger burn areas.  Other management concerns include invasive 
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species; emerald ash borer caused mortality; floodplain degradation.  Cooperative projects 
with National Audubon Society for research and floodplain forest restoration. 

Whitewater 
Wildlife/Sand 
Savannah HCV 

Central hardwood stand with red and white oak (veneer), 38 acres.  Trees marked for cut 
and reserve in 1st entry shelterwood. Management of oak wilt by season of harvest, no 
harvest 1 April – 30 June.  Dry soil, frozen soil harvest only for soil protection.  Prescribed 
burns planned 2-3 times with final harvest planned in approximately 10 years to coincide 
with a good acorn crop. 

B012933 Central hardwoods, 30 acres, sawtimber stand dominated by red and black oak; some white 
and bur oak along with black walnut, sugar maple and other mixed hardwoods. Marked to 
cut with defined stem and crown damage terms.  Dry, frozen ground harvest 
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Appendix 5 

Meeting Attendance 
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