Upper Mississippi Forest Partnership Stakeholders Meeting

February 28-March 1, 2006
Bottomland Hardwood Regeneration Discussion Group
Strength and Opportunities

· strong ties to several communities enable us to collaboratively address research questions posed by management agencies
· work with NGO’s has no jurisdictional boundaries
· public interest
· interagency interest
· importance of bottomland in water holding and water quality
· LIDAR information is being collected by the Army Corps of Engineers (ACE), county governments, and others and will provide valuable topo data for mgmt.
· NESP program (ACE), if authorized, will bring significant funding potential for research, management, and partnership
· Corps operation and maintenance program for environmental stewardship is already addressing mgmt. issues on ACE fee lands
· partnership between river agencies, academia, conservation groups have already been established to address mgmt. issues at smaller scales and would serve as good exp. for partnership
· NRCS cost-share programs and networks
· due to shortage of seedlings, IL developed a Direct Seeding Handbook and a website where landowners could buy seeds from local collectors
· most if not all of the direct seeding has been in riparian areas
· need for beneficial tax laws and info. on weed control
· new forestry association (IL Forestry Association) is being formed.  Mission is to promote forestry-urban, community, rural.  Reach large diverse groups within IL-education opportunities.
· DAI-Driftless Area Initiative
· research in Root Pruning Method seedlings
· ACE restoration plans
· Midwest Invasive Plant Network-reed canary grass
· INHA-??
· Blufflands Alliance
· National Wild Turkey Federation
· concentrate on specific areas with all resources and expertise available rather than many projects—choose 2 distinct bottomland ecosystems
· data and papers from various entities from forest and plant surveys-compile all to have a good understanding of each area
· agencies such as Corp may contribute in selected areas to contribute to bottomlands predamn and flood control cycles
· local field offices (every county) provide technical assistance to private landowners dealing with planning and tree planting
· federal cost share programs such as WHIP, CRP, WRP, and EQUIP provide financial assistance to landowners to plant trees and shrubs and to restore wetland communities
· the NRCS field office technical guide (FOTG) is available on-line for landowners to access our technical information and guidelines
· recreational uses are increasing the market value of BLH
· problem—altered hydrology work against healthy BLH systems and reforestation efforts
· problem-crop subsidies and insurance work against restoration
· need for enough plant material to meet regeneration efforts that are-genetically adapted to the region and of sufficient morphological and physiological quality to survive and grow when planted on appropriate sites with adequate care
· need to develop regional lists for appropriate species for bottomland regeneration  and establish seed source guidelines for movement of seed
· research underway in process of getting funding for three projects—Reed Canary Grass RCG) risk assessment, size/shape analysis, successional model
· UMN interest in RCG Joe Z.? and Sue Galatonich?
· very large area of opportunity for study
· motivated agencies with funding
· broad array or challenges to be met
· strength of the existing knowledge base at best mgmt. and the opp. to collaborate with partnership to combine/publish and acknowledge knowledge gaps and address from research
· state owned land and private lands may be available for demo/experiment along the Wisconsin River
· WI state nurseries are able to grow large quantities of bottomland hardwood species if demand is made clear to them
· DNR’s-good relationships and networks with landowners sharing technical information on forest mgmt.
· bottomland forest regen. and ecology research projects are actually taking place in the lower Miss. but are applicable to the lower Upper Miss. area
· use Miss. River Environmental Pool plans as a guide for restoration
· focus on the bottom third of the tributary to the Miss. River for bottomland mgmt. and regeneration
· many bottomland forests are not regenerating  but are being replaced with reed canary grass after harvest
· main river bottomland forests are in danger of perhaps disappearing in the next 50 years because of the lack of elevational diversity on most island areas.  This is a result of closing of the lock and damn and change in the hydrologic cycle (no longer do we have low mid-summer water levels) and the stabilization of the water levels resulting in a shallow rooting zone.
Issues – Actions for Next Three Years
Bottomlands defined: A diverse forest ecosystem within the floodplain of a water body that is historically inundated

1) PR/advertising campaign to raise public awareness of the Mississippi River

2) Prioritize/target desired species for bottomland regeneration based on an index derived from latitudinal, elevation, hydrological & soil suitability gradients (basin wide)
3) Get the agricultural community involved, reach out to farm groups

4) Regional (multi-state) standards for hardwood and shrub species acceptable by all natural resources agencies and organizations

5) Develop species-site guidelines for bottomland hardwoods

6) Organize “big river” – “streamside” issues

7) Develop a point of contact in the partnership as a recognize source of information on bottomland hardwoods for the watershed

8) Reach out to agencies and the public on the importance of bottomland hardwoods and their conservation and management

9) Develop a list of expertise on bottomland hardwood regeneration
10) Identify areas to use as demonstration sites and start preparing for restoration projects.
11) Identify what we really want, can realistically accomplish, with altered ecosystems.

12) LIDAR data collected by ACE for 2 foot topo. Contours of Illinois River and Middle Mississippi River Floodplain.

13) Network of state nurseries along the Upper Mississippi River to raise seedlings of different ages/species and try experimental planting north to south of the river.

14) Try out gap of altered sizes to release the otherwise suppressed trees.

15)Government agencies need to stop promoting upland practices that degrade bottomlands (Farm Bill).

16) Research consolidation – literary search

17) Site visit by foresters and natural resource professionals of different agencies.

18) Partnership should expand audience – Hydrologist, fisheries, etc.

19) Existing and on going research needs should be funded. These questions should be answered before we can fully address the regeneration issue.

20) List of species by area.

21) Ranges of wild seeds could be collected by area.

22) Weed management techniques.

23) Target priority areas.

24) Do we know what has worked and not worked.

25) Review past projects.

26) Compile what we know now.

27) Corps forestry staff could expand technical outreach on practical management application by inviting other interested partners/landowners to our annual coordination meetings (Info. Exchange)

28) Partners could support authorization of NESP to provide more ecosystem funding for Upper Mississippi River System.

29) UM partnership could utilize the results from the 2005 Mississippi River Forest Research Workshop to help prioritize research opportunities.

30) Annual tour of bottomland regeneration techniques & nurseries.
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