


e . o R ‘ " b P O g S s . ANy T LAY PP . e SR
Ty, ot o i o -] ~ 2 S O 3 ey pe Jny i ¥ W, i o a, ey
" g : o & ' "t ey B o Ty S SRS B R e R T Cp S LN 2
. A — e o FIN Aqs T L 3 o
St o ] = D o ¢ L_{zk ) h_.. - 9 2 -. \\,."-.. hy A e Ty 5 G-
: : 3 3 ; % : ; ot N ™ : ; by .
/ » 3 .‘. . . 'l: £ I‘ 4 . ¥ e ".\_
RS o e Y . g T SRR G ;

1. Quality hardwoods & sugar maple
2. Favorable wood volume vs. drain
3. Balance & promoting multiple use




Group:2: Top Priofities. -

1. Lack of market information

2. State political climate supporting
growing timber

3. Lack of coordinated development
for more wood P

products processing
in Michigan
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1. Aligning supply and demand

2. Exports
3. Lack of worldwide awareness
of Michigan’s

timber resources
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1. Lack of worldwide awareness of
Michigan’s timber resources

2. Lack of coordinated effort to develop
wood products

3. Exports
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1. More coordinated effort toward
private lands harvest

2. No comprehensive state energy policy

3. Lack of harvest from
federal forests
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Thank you
for participating in the
Governor’s 2013 Forest
Products Summit!






