MASSACHUSETTS FORESTRY COMMITTEE MEETING

Community House, Cummington, MA
June 21, 2006
1:00 PM TO 4:00 PM



Minutes
Attendees
Committee Members: Paul Barten (Water Supply), Jim DiMaio (DCR Ex-Officio), Loring Schwarz (Environmental Organization), Richard DeGraaf ( Fisheries & Wildlife), Roger Plourde (Consulting Forester), Harry Webb (Forest Landowner), Bernie Bergeron (Primary Wood Using Industry)
Others: Jim Soper (DCR), Mike Fleming (DCR), Ed Fuller (DCR), Jennifer Fish (DCR), Carmine Angeloni (DCR), Nick Anzuoni (DCR), Alison Wright (DCR), Bob O’Connor (EOEA), Bruce Spencer, Greg Cox, Sue Benoit, Paul Catanzaro (UMass), Alexandra Dawson, Tom Anderson, Peter Raton
*  *  *  *  *  *
Meeting called to order at 1:20 PM.

Introductions / Agenda / Minutes
Paul Barton - Those present were asked to introduce themselves.
Handouts: The agenda and handouts were provided to those present.

1. Agenda (p. 1)
2. Public Notice (of this meeting) (p. 1)
3. Draft Minutes from April 10, 2006 committee meeting (pp. 5)
4. Massachusetts State Forestry Committee List (p. 1)
5. DRAFT DCR/Bureau Forest Cutting Plan forms
· “Landowner Information Sheet” containing “Management Objectives” Steps 1 & 2, pp. 4;
· “Notice of Intent”, pp. 2; 
· Narrative Page p. 1; 
· Appointment of Agent Form”, p. 1;
· “Forest Products Broker Disclosure”, p. 1;
·  Forest Products Disclosure – Broker Relationship”, p. 1;
·  “Acknowledgement “, p. 1.  
6. “Forester Licensing Regulations” (304 CMR 10:00), pp. 14 and accompanying “Forester Licensing Policies”, pp. 3…

7. “Registration of Certain Professions and Occupations” - MGL 112 (254 CMR 2.00) “Registration of Real Estate Brokers and Salesmen” regulations pp. 4, and accompanying “Massachusetts Mandatory License-Consumer Relationship Disclosure” sheet and:
· “Massachusetts Consent to Designated Agency” form

· “Massachusetts Consent to Dual Agency” form

8. DCR / Bureau of Forest Fire Control and Forestry, “Current Use Updates”, Summer 2006, pp. 4.

9. There were also handouts provided on the field visit sites:

· Map with all properties visited

· 3 Forest Cutting Plans labeled: Orange, Green Yellow, and Diagonal

Paul Barton - The minutes of the last committee meeting (April 10, 2006) were reviewed.

A vote to accept the April 10, 2006 minutes as presented passed unanimously.

Item 1: Report on Landowners Forest Management Objectives Recommendations to DCR - (Jim Soper)
Item 2: Update on Forest Cutting plan Form revision – (Jim Soper)
Items 1 & 2 above were combined into a single FCP discussion on the handout provided

J. Soper – Discussed/reviewed the information provided in the FCP handout
MFC Discussion:
· Recommendation to make titles “BOLD”.
· Recommendation made to table the discussion on issues and bring up at next meeting.

· Suggestion made to provide only one option on page 2.

· Bullet: Regeneration cutting… 1000 species well suited... add language like “Free to Grow”…

· Suggestion was made to create a check list from which to choose from.

· Suggestion made to make terms / definitions etc. understandable by landowners / lay language.

Break 2:30 PM – 2:45 PM

Item 3: Update on Forest Cutting Practices Act Regulations Committee Pre-work – (Jim DiMaio)
This item was tabled until the next MFC meeting.  DCR Commissioner has yet to sign off on these.

Discussion of today’s morning “Field Trip” reviewing on-site four Forest Cutting Plans
· Reviewed with the Committee their objectives during this morning’s field trip.  Each committee member present provided their observations on what they observed.

· Operational constraints – equipment considerations

· Soil & Water – Public Trust

· Monitoring – Is what’s done (BMPs) work?

· Suggestion made for members to visit other sites with Service Foresters.
· Service Foresters need information for those Ch. 132 FCPs that are on the “edge of acceptability”.

· Unmarked lots – difficulty in approval of.  At what point (how much information) does one approve / deny? 

· Empathy expressed for Service Foresters in enforcing Ch. 132.

· Committee needs to provide good guidance to Service Foresters in order for them to do their jobs.

· Need for strong low quality markets (biomass/fuelwood) for removal of low quality material.
· Landowner objectives met?  Regeneration OK.  Low quality of the stand to begin with.  Problem of uneven aged management vs. even aged management.  How do we deal with it?

· Ch. 132 is a permit not a management plan.  Most Foresters who work with landowners may have a FMP with data to support how the Ch. 132 plan will carry out management.

· Grey area between 3 ring binder/cookbook forestry and free for all /make it up as you go along.

· Use of terms selection cutting and even aged management?  Stay away from one size fits all, but away from make it up as you go along.

· Revisit “Woodscaping”, Susan Campbell’s idea.

 Summary - Paul Barten 
· Finalize recommendations for FCP form

· Finish housekeeping items / many or most of Ch. 132 /review updates.

· Systematic Discussion of Big Ticket items

· Committee members will provide additional comments to Paul Barten on FCP forms within the next two weeks.

Next Meeting –Thursday, August 3rd, 2006 at Harvard Forest.

Item 4: Forest Cutting Practices Act Cutting Plan Monitoring Discussion – (Roger Plourde)

· Tabled to next meeting
Item 5: Open Public Discussion: - (Paul Barten)
· Suggestion to change the change of use requirement / require a definitive subdivision plan in the Regulations.

· Possible cooperative work with Conservation Commissions and Service Foresters for non – Ch. 132 FCP cutting / prepare for subdivision.
· Keep Chapter 132 intact.  Do not create a Connecticut system. Ch. 132 FCPs are key to being able to do work here in Massachusetts.  Don’t worry about the little things.
· Avoid over regulation.  Don’t push too hard on what type of silvicultural system, but on objectives.  End result of implementation is what matters.

· Keep harvesters in educational loop.

· Visualize silvicultural systems / treatments presented in plain language to landowners for helping with objective discussions.

· If silvicultural systems are required in Ch. 132 Plans only “Licensed Foresters” should be allowed to prepare and submit plans.

· Foresters vs. Landowners vs. Harvesters: Representing the landowner (who does) is important for determining conflicts.
· Language on disclosure forms should not be negative toward any one group.

Meeting adjourned at 3:56 P.M.
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