MICHIGAN TRAILS ADVISORY COUNCIL
(MTAC)

Meeting Minutes
Ralph A. MacMullan Conference Center
July 10, 2024
1-4:30 p.m.

Welcome - Roll Call

PRESENT FOR THE MICHIGAN TRAILS ADVISORY
COUNCIL

e Brian Beauchamp, Chairperson
e Kenneth Hopper, Vice Chairperson
e Michael Maves (virtual)

e Mark Losey (virtual)

e Ryan Laporte (virtual)

e Jason Aric Jones

e Richard Williamson

e Jenny Cook

e Amy Scharmen-Burgdolf (virtual)
e Karen Middendorp

e Tavon Brooks (virtual)

PRESENT FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL
RESOURCES (DNR) STAFF

Tim Novak, Annalisa Centofanti, Greg Kinser, Jill Sell, Paige Perry, Nicole Hunt, Blake Gingrich,
Daniel Heckman, Heather Durocher, Lee Maynard, Scott Slavin, Chris Stark, Cody Stevens, Ron
Yesney, Rob Katona

Meeting minutes

Meeting called to order at 1:09 p.m. by MTAC Chairperson, Brian Beauchamp.
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Council and DNR staff introductions.

ACTION ITEMS

Motion was made to approve the March 26, 2024 meeting minutes by Karen Middendorp and
seconded by Richard Williamson, with all in favor. Motion carried.

Brian Beauchamp requested to add agenda topic “Meeting Attendance” under VI (d).

Motion was made to approve the July 10, 2024 modified agenda by Jenny Cook and seconded by
Karen Middendorp, with all in favor. Motion carried.

PUBLIC COMMENT

WAYNE KOPPA

Mr. Koppa brought forth the systemic barriers to non-motorized trail construction & development
in Northern Michigan. Advocating that the Michigan Department of Transportation (MDOT and
Road Commissions be considered for trail grants from the Natural Resource Trust Fund, modifying
criteria language. This change will give advantages to completing the Iron Belle Trail and other
opportunities not feasible without grant funds. Asking MTAC to endorse this proposed change.

Jason Aric Jones understands but is concerned money allocated to linear trails may deter trail
development for natural surface nonmotorized trails, considering the linear trails will be large
dollar projects.

*Brian Beauchamp requested to add this topic to a future MTAC agenda after more information
has been received and reviewed by board members.

RON GRIBB
Mr. Gribb expressed concerns about snowmobile trail conditions used by ORV's. He would like
funds from the ORV program be considered to repair and maintain the snow trails used by ORV's.

SCOTT SILVERS
Mr. Silvers is happy to see revised rules for ebike access on motorized trails.
BUSINESS ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION

FRD STATE FOREST MANAGEMENT PLAN
DANIEL HECKMAN, DNR (FRD)
Presentation attached.
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Jason Aric Jones asked if there is someone inside the Forest Resource Division (FRD) that is
dedicated as a trail specialist. Dan responded they are now in Parks and Recreation (PRD). Jason is
concerned there is not a designated FRD staff trail specialist to represent trails. Dan ensures PRD
trails specialist are involved and active with forest management plans.

Jenny Cook would like to see a buffer along the trails so horses can still have the shade to stay
cool. Dan mentioned by adding up all the buffers, it would account for thousands of acres and
eventually the trees will fall over. Forest management tries to stay away from linear buffers.
Special circumstances can be considered. One has to look at the long-term picture, timber
management is a slow evolving process.

RECREATIONAL TRAILS PROGRAM (RTP) FY25 ANNUAL PROJECT LIST
LEE MAYNARD, DNR
Presentation attached.

Karen Middendorp would like to see more details on the projects listed and Jenny Cook added
identifying the user groups that will benefit from these trail project improvements.

Jason Aric Jones would like more stakeholder engagement with trail users when these lists are
created.

MOTION

Motion to approve and support the FY25 project list is made by Jason Aric Jones and seconded by
Karen Middendorp with the condition that the project details are sent to board members, with all
in favor. Motion carried.

DNR TRAILS USE SURVEY RESULTS
DNR TRAILS USE SURVEY RESULTS - Patty Janes, Grand Valley State University (GVSU)
Presentation attached.

MTAC MEETING ATTENDANCE

Brian Beauchamp

Brian would like members to make more of an effort to attend the meetings in person. Karen
Middendorp agrees and believes more of an impact is to be had with in person attendance. Brian
and DNR staff have suggested to add by-laws in place of the current “rules of procedure” for
MTAC. This topic will be discussed further at the trails summit in September.

UPDATES

SUBCOMMITTEE REPORTS
Equine Trails Subcommittee (ETS)
Report attached.
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Nonmotorized Advisory Workgroup (NAW)

Jason Aric Jones

The NAW April meeting talked about aligning advisory subcommittees goals with trails strategic
plans to come from MTAC and distributed to subcommittees. Sage Hegdal, DNR, presented
information about the Great Lakes Waterfront Trail to board members and after a discussion the
members determined any trail additions will entail to many challenges to tackle. Liability
insurance was discussed at the stakeholder level noting the State has increased required
coverages for competitive/race events, also the State is exploring providing insurance for
volunteer events. Improvement on horse etiquette signs was shared. The ETS and NAW are joining
together to create a trail maintenance and funding committee to discuss opportunities for funding
and maintenance. Lastly, the Ebike survey results were shared and discussed, this is still a divided
topic.

Snowmobile Advisory Workgroup (SAW)
Report attached.

Off-Road Vehicle Advisory Workgroup (ORVAW)
Report attached.

U.S. FOREST SERVICE (USFS)

NICK EDINGTON, USFS

The Huron-Manistee Forest is proposing a fee change and adjustments for campsites. Information
is located on the USFS website. Hiawatha is in a planning phase for fee changes.

EBIKE LAND USE ORDER (LUOD) - UPDATE

TIM NOVAK, DNR

(proposed LUOD attached)

Tim Novak reported some language changes have been made explicit for the North Country Trail
(NCT), which requires an additional 30-day review period. The LUOD will go back to the Natural
Resource Council (NRC) meeting in August for the Director’s approval.

Jason Aric Jones advised some sections of the NCT will overlap with State land, may want to look
this over.

Ebike signage is moving forward and being shared with stakeholders.
HORSE TRAIL ETIQUETTE SIGN

TIM NOVAK, DNR
The final version was presented to ETS and is moving forward with the approved design.
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THUNDER VALLEY PUBLIC MEETING

RON YESNEY, DNR

A public meeting is scheduled on July 15 in Marquette at 6:30 p.m. A DNR press release went out
with meeting details and public information. This meeting is to hear public input on restricting
bicycle access on the Thunder Valley Trail system.

NONMOTORIZED FUNDING & MAINTENANCE WORKGROUP UPDATE
e July 15; Kickoff Meeting Scheduled
e Members: Jason Aric Jones, Neal Glazebrook, Amy Scharmen-Burgdolf, Jenny Cook - Greg
Kinser (DNR)

KEWEENAW STATE TRAILS PLANNING UPDATE

TIM NOVAK, DNR

The Keweenaw lands are not owned by DNR yet. DNR staff have been working on potential plans if
property is shifted to the States possession. Ron Yesney, DNR, is the trails representative on the
planning committee. The first public meeting may be held in September.

SUBCOMMITTEE APPLICATION/APPOINTMENT PROCESS

BRIAN BEAUCHAM/TIM NOVAK

The language in the MTAC rules of procedure does not clearly define the application and selection
process for subcommittees. This should be discussed further at the trails summit.

2024 MEETINGS
o SEPT. 24 (LANSING)
e SEPT25-26 FALL ADVISORY BOARD TRAIL SUMMIT (LANSING)
o DEC. 10 (GRAYLING)

CLOSING/ROUND ROBIN

¢ DNR Finance Review (Dan Lord) moved to September agenda.

Karen Middendorp feels good about the progress MTAC is making, the group is working better,
and having good conversations.

Amy Scharmen-Burgdolf would like to keep the virtual option for members.

ADJOURNMENT

Meeting adjourned 4:54 p.m.
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Toplics

« Our team
* Legal authority

« Co-management

 What's new in this plan
» Lines of effort

« Plan Organization and —
Structure

e Timeline L

Miles

° ReV| ew pe r | Od State Forest Overview

Legend
Forest Management Unit Boundaries Land Cover
. Atlanta Gladwin Roscommon § State Forest Land
[ ] Q u est I O n S Baraga Grayling Sault Ste Marie
Cadillac Gwinn Shingleton
Escanaba Newberry Southern

Gaylord [ Pigeon River Traverse City




Our Team

Forest Resources

Content Contributors

Wildlife Division

Jason Hartman (FRD)

Division - Amy Derosier Matt Fry (FOD) e b o)
« David Price « Erin Victory Josh Brinks (FRD) Brian Mastenbrook (WLD)
+ Dan Heckman * Sherry MacKinnon Corie Howe o) Crelg Albright (WLD)
rs moving
« Chad Fate « Shelby Adams Keith Kintigh (WLD)

Ryan Zimmerman
Lester Livermore
John Hamel

Tori Irving

Brenda Haskill
Kathleen Lavey
Tim Webb

Scott Jones

Kristie Sitar
Mike Donovan

Parks and Recreation
Division

e Deborah Jensen
Fisheries Division

e Darren Kramer

Ryan Wheeler (FRD /WLD)
Katie Grzesiak (FRD/WLD)
Heather Shaw (FRD/WLD)
Stacy Tchorzynski (MHC)
Paul Rogers (FRD)
Simeon Wright (FRD)
Adam Bump (WLD)

Cody Norton (WLD)

Tyler Petroelje (WLD)

Clay Buchanan (WLD)
Jack Saj (FRD)

Rachael Coale (FRD)
Margaret Spagnuolo (FRD)
Casey Warner (MOD)



o
Legal Authority

« NREPA - Act 451 of 1994 - Part 525
» State Forest Management Plan

« Stable, long-term, sustainable timber
supply

« Promote and encourage outdoor
recreation, tourism, and the forest
products industry

* Incorporate biodiversity conservation goals

451-1594-111-2-4-MISCELLANEOUS- PART 525 SUSTAINABLE FORESTRY OMN STATE FORESTLANDS

R . . o . TOPICS-525 - (324.52501...324.52511)
ldentify environmentally sensitive areas Cection 324.52501 - Defritione.
° |deﬂtlfy fOI’eSt treatmeﬂts tO ma | ﬂta | N a ﬂd Section 324.52502 - Management of state forest; manner; duties of department.

Section 224.525032 - Forestry development, conservation, and recreation management plan.

sustain healthy, vigorous forests and
quality wildlife habitat

Section 224.52504 - Harvest and sale of timber; deposit of proceeds into forest development fund; report.
Section 224.52505 - Third-party certification that forestry standards satisfied; report.

Section 224.52506 - Report.

Section 224.52511 - Repealed. 2004, Act 123, Eff. Dec. 31, 2011.

. Prepared timber sale acres must be a
Minimum of 90% of planned harvests




Co-management of the State Forest

* First implemented in 1946 when State
Game Areas and State Forests were
merged in the northern 2/3 of the
State.

.« Forest Resources Division is the land Our Vision for a Successful Co-Management System

ini i ivision f h . . . : _—
administering division for the State The two Divisions collaborate in partnership to manage timber, habitat, and wildlife on

Forest. state forest lands for the benefit of current and future generations. We follow statewide
* Forest Resources and Wildlife Division priorities set by the State Forest Management Plan and Guiding Principles and

are jointly responsible (legally) for Strategies. We manage these resources at ecologically appropriate scales established

developing the management plans in the three Regional State Forest Management Plans. Decisions are supported by

and providing management guidance

and approval on the State Forest scientific facts, and principles, and reflect the needs for timber and wildlife species,

desires of stakeholders, and changing conditions.

+ Recreation management on the State
Forest has transitioned to PRD over
the last 20 years.

« Parks and Recreation and Fisheries
Division Co-manage through the
‘“Compartment Review Process”.



What's new In the
2024 SFMP Qi e Lanc

* Improved alignment with other
plans

« DNR Land Strategy
Forest Action Plan
Wi ildlife Action Plan

Statewide Comprehensive
Outdoor Recreation Plan

Trails Plan

Michigan Department of Natural Resources
Public Land Strategy 2021-2027

Division Strategic Plans




What's new In the 2024 SFMP

» Using a robust planning and Se
optimization analytics platform to: j’ -

Woodstock Optimization Studio

©Remsoft

» Define objectives

Establish goals and constraints

Design scenarios

Analyze results

ldentify a preferred solution

Implementation of the
Mmanagement actions
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What's new In the 2024 SFMP

 Long term sustainability drives short term harvest levels USDA

United States Department of Agriculture

« Leverage site condition data to determine manageable land
base

Forest Adaptation Resources:
Climate Change Tools and Approaches
for Land Managers, 2nd edition

* Integrated forest covertype and wildlife habitat management

Forest

- Simplified for ease of implementation il
* Reduced # of management areas to 35 s
* 4 plans combinedinto 1 TS

* Integration of climate smart management direction in each
Management priority

» Evaluated potential threat & related risk
 Determine relevant adaptation approach:
» Resiliency

« Resistance

« Mitigation




Lines of Effort

Scenario
Development

SFMP Model

Planning
Framework

Planning
Process

Statewide and

Writing the Regional
Plan Management

Priorities

Internal

ngagement Collaboration

Preferred
Management
Scenario

Desired
Future
Conditions

Management
Areas

External
Consultation

Wolverine Moraines - Aspen - Current Age Class Distribution

" I

Aquatic resources

Planning Framework

and Process

Qverview

2024 schedule




Modeling Effort

Forest Inventory

Management

Strategies
sss8s8s @

Timber and Wildlife
Habitat Goals




SFMP Modeling Outcomes

e Future forest conditions
« Age, covertype, basal area

 Landscape Habitat

abundance

* Featured species potentia

habitat

« Forest diversity matrix
« 10-year harvest levels
« Management areas

« Special analysis units
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o
Special Analysis Units

 Grouse Enhanced Management
System

 Elk Management Plan

» Pigeon River Country — Concept
of Management

« Kirtland’'s Warbler Management
Plan

 Deer Wintering Complexes




Forest Sustainability

Environment

Sustainability

Society

Environment

Economy

Econom - Society

Old model — weak sustainability New model — strong sustainability



Planning Framework Overview

Established 7 Management Principles that are aligned with
Montreal Process Criterion & Indicator Framework for
mMeasuring progress toward forest sustainability.

The state forest is managed to...

conserve or enhance biological diversity.
maintain productive capacity.

promote ecosystem health and vitality.
conserve and protect soil and aguatic resources.

provide opportunities for social and economic
benefits.

respond to a changing climate.
protect cultural and historic resources.

N BN

N o




Our mission: We are committed to the conservation, protection, management, use and enjoyment of the state's natural

and cultural resources for current and future generations.

Planning Framework Effort

State Forest
Management Principles

Planning Framework

SF Management
Goals

Strategies

and Process

Overview

g
g
Current
§. Condition
- FX N NN
Trend S.MART.
Define Metrics 1AXXXX J Objectives
Desired Future Management
Condition Actions
([ AN N NN/

Future Condition




Trails in the Planning
Framework

Principle 5: The state forest is managed to provide opportunities for social and economic

benefits.

Goal

Strategies

Management priority

Provide public
access for social
opportunities on the
state forest.

Maintain
infrastructure to

ensure public access.

e State forest roads.
e Boating access sites.
¢ Nonmotorized areas.

Provide for and
manage recreation
activities to benefit
residents and visitors
and to promote
tourism.

e Motorized recreation trails.

e Nonmotorized recreation trails.
o Dispersed recreation.

e Areas managed for hunting.

e State forest campgrounds.

Protect state forest
lands from overuse
and misuse.

e Boundary maintenance.
e Use permits.

Ensure external
engagement in state
forest management.

Engage with tribal
governments to
ensure recognition of
tribal rights and uses
and to inform forest
management through
Indigenous
knowledge.

e Tribal consultation.

Provide opportunities
for public and
stakeholder
engagement in state
forest management.

e Public review and input.

e Public observations and input.

e Outreach, engagement and
education.

Engage with partners
to address forest
management issues.

e Collaborative partnerships.

Provide a variety of
economic
opportunities.

Manage for a variety
of forest products.

e Timber harvest volume.
e Fuelwood.
e Carbon offset credits.




[ ] [ ] Principle 5: I he state torest is ged to provide opp tor social and economic
benefits.
I I I I I O | Goal Strategies Management Priority
Provide public Maintain » State forest roads
access for social infrastructure to « Boating access sites
opportunities on the ensure public access. o Non-motorized areas
state forest. « ADA Compliant Access
Provide and manage * Motorized recreation trails

recreation activities + Non-motorized recreation trails
for residents and » Dispersed recreation

* Transition from planning framework e e

* Shooting Ranges

to topic-based plan organization EEE——

« Approach at different scales:

« Strategic: Statewide and
Regional management priorities

 Operational: Landscape level
covertype and habitat
mManagement goals at the
Management Area level and
Special Analysis Units




o
Plan Organization & Structure

1. Introduction

2. State Forest History

3. Statewide and Regional Planning
4. Management Area Planning

5. Special Analysis Units

6. Implementation

7. Monitoring and Revision
Glossary......ccceceveevinne, XX
References.......ccco...... XX

Appendices.................. XX




1. Introduction
State Forest Management Plan
Purpose and Scope
DNR Legal Authority
Forest Certification
State Forest Administration
State Forest Organization

Forest Management
Approach
State Forest Geographic

State Forest Inventory .. xx
State Forest Co-
Management

State Forest Planning
Mo Plan is an Island
Forest Harvest Planning

Featured Species and

Landscape Habitat

Conditions

Climate Change
Forest Sustainability Planning
Framewark

State Forest Guiding

Principles

Establishing the

Framework

KX
Plan Organization .. KX

2. State Forest History

3. Statewide and

Regional Planning

Intreduction

3.1 Forest and Habitat

Management

State Forest Area

State Forest Cover Types .

Featured Species Habitat.

Wildlife Landscape Habitat
Conditions

Big Trees .. L XX
Mast......... LXK
Mature Forest.._.......xx
Mature Forest Understory
- LMK
Mesic Conifers
Natural Disturbance
MNon-forested Openings xx
Young Forest... ... XX

Intermediate Forest

Mid-Aged Forest

Horizontal and Vertical Structure

Patch Size and Arrangement .. xx
Forest Regeneration

Tree Growth, Mortality, and
Removals

Stand Size

3.2 Biological Diversity
Conservation Area Network XX
Species of Conservation Concern

Tree Species Diversity
Seed Zones
Unigue Populations

3.3 Aquatic Resources
Riparian and Lacustrine Areas _.

Vernal Pools and Seeps..
Streamside Damage.

Riparian Trails

Riparian Roads

Stream Crossings

Watershed Vegetation Cover ...

3.4 Soil Resources
Successive Rotations
Forestry and Recreation Impacts

3.5 Forest Health

Mative Insects and Diseases. ... x¥x

Non-native Insects and Diseases

Herbivory
Wildfire
Caollaborative Partnerships

=R
1.6 R

Dispersed Recreation
Areas Managed for Hunting
State Forest Campgrounds

3.7 Land Use and Access
Mon-motorized Areas

State Forest Roads

Boating Access Sites
Boundary maintenance

Use Permits, Leases and
Easements

3.8 Forest Products

Carbon Capture, Utilization and
Seguestration

Timber Harvest Yolume
Fuelwood

Carbon Offset Credits

Oil and Natural Gas

Metallic Minerals

MNon-metallic Minerals
Renewable Energy

3.9 Tribal Rights and Uses

Tribal Consultation
Culturally Significant Landscapes
and Matural Resources

3.10 Cultural Resources
Heritage Sites

3.11 Engagement and
Partnerships

QOutreach, Engagement, Education

and Partnerships

4. Management Area

Planning

Introduction

4.1 Northern Lower Peninsula

Introduction

Avery Hills

Bois Blanc Island

Cadillac Moraines..

Camp Grayling

Emmet Moraines

Gladwin Lake Plain

Grand Traverse Moraine
High Sand Plains

Huron Sandy Lake Plain_.__.__
Kalkaska Sandy Moraines ..
Lake County Outwash..........
Presque Isle Lake and Till
Plains

Wolverine Moraines............

4.2 Eastern Upper Peninsula

Drummend Island
Ezcanaba Lake and Till Plain

Grand Marais Moraine
Complex ...

Rudyard Silty Lake Plain ._..__xx

Seney Lake Plain
5t. Ignace Lake Plain ...

4.3 Western Upper Peninsula

Brule River ...

Cassidy Creek

Green Bay ....... .
Houghton Hardwoods ...
Keweenaw Bay ...
Keweenaw .......... .
Menominee-Marguette
Michigamme Highlands_._..__
Ralph Moraine

Suomi Till and Outwazh
Way Dam Complex

5. Special Analysis Units

Introduction

Pigeon River Country
Elk Management Area

Grouse Enhanced Management

Kirtland's Warbler Habitat
Management
Deer Wintering Complexes

6. Implementation

Intreduction
Implementation Strategy
Management Actions_...._.__.

7. Monitoring and
Revision

Featured Species and LHC
Meonitoring
Review and Revisicn

GlOSSAMNY .,
References..........ve XX

Appendices.... XX

SFMP Model Technical Design
Summary
SFMP Covertype Crosswalk Table

Silvicultural Methods ..........c...... XX




Example of a
Management
Priority

Land Use and Access

Management priority: State forest roads

Principle 5: The state f_urat is Goa_l 1: Provide Strategy 1: Maintain
managed to provide public access for infrastructure to

opportunities for social and social activities on e

economic benefits. state forest land. P :

Why state forest roads matter

State forest roads are defined as DNR-controlled roads within state forest land, which provide access for
forest roads are intended to serve as access for public safety, pu-l;l-ia-l;uming, fishing and other
recreational opportunities, timber and wildlife management, wildfire protection, law enforcement, and
access to private and corporate lands. According to statute and State Land Administrative Rules, a forest
road is defined as a “hard-surfaced road, gravel or dirt road, or other route capable of travel by a 2-
wheel drive, 4-wheel conventional vehicle designed for road use. Forest Road does not include a street,
county road, or highway.”

The public uses forest roads as transportation routes to destinations within the forest, such as a favorite
snowmaobile, equestrian, biking and hiking use. The network of forest roads allows visitors to explore the
4 million acres of state forest land which would otherwise be largely inaccessible.

It is important to recognize that state forest roads can have a considerable environmental impact.
Roads can result in habitat fragmentation, wildlife disturbance, soil compaction and degradation,
sediment loading of streams and the introduction of invasive spedies. It is important to balance the
desire for access with minimizing negative environmental impacts.

Current condition and trend

There are approximately 12,600 miles of state forest roads (Tobie 1), which are dassified as primary or
secondary forest roads or as forest access routes where the connectivity and condition varies
accordingly. Forest access routes, while they may be cpen to use, may not be promoted or maintained
for recreational use due to condition.

Of the approximately 12,600 miles of state forest roads, the majority (over S0%) are open to ORV use
(Toble 1). With the passing of PA 288 in 2016, the DNR is required to inventory and map all state forest
roads, indicating what is open and closed to ORV use. In 2018, the DNR launched an online map to
provide an easy way for the public to actively review forest road status and to submit comments on the
management of those roads. The mapping is an engoing effort, with reviews completed on the ground
by DMR staff as well as an in-depth review of public comments. Reasons for closure may include
environmental or resource protection, user conflict, or other administrative or management reasons.

T ity of state forest roads are dirt or natural surface, with 621 miles being gravel or natural
surface; only 22 miles are paved. The condition of natural surface roads varies considerably as the DNR
has limited funding to conduct routine maintenance and emergency repairs. Major repairs often are
associated with stream crossings, and minor repairs are associated with incidental damage caused by
routine use by passenger and recreational vehicles. The Forest Resources Division is in the process of
inventorying the location and condition of road stream crossings throughout the entire state forest to
help prioritize road maintenance needs. Increased stream flood flows are already occurring due to
climate change and will likely cause an increase in the volume of repairs to improperly sized culvert and
bridge structures.

Table 1. State Forest Road by ORV status, 2020-2022 (miles) (Source: Michigan DNR GiS)

Length (miles)  Length (miles)  Length (miles)

2020 2011 2022
DMR roads open to ORVs 11,463.7 11,4660 11,518.3
DMR roads closed to ORVs 565.2 556.2 5616
Military roads open to ORVs 2432 2432 266
Military reads closed to ORVs 4783 4756 370.0
Military roads seasonally closed to ORVs - - 974
Seasonal DNR roads seasonal closures to ORVS 108 L] 265
Totals 12,542.2 12,531.9 12,609.8

Since 2018, only minor changes in the status of state forest roads have occurred, and this is expected to
remain relatively stable over time. There is no thresheld, goal or objective for the number and extent of
state forest roads at either the state or regional scales, other than to continue to review status on the
ground and to consider public comment. In the future, a more detailed analysis is desired, tracking state
forest road status in each region by density (miles per square mile). Any new road plans should carefully
consider environmental impact and climate change risks, as well as the benefits of access.

A network of forest roads providing adequate access to the state forest for management, resource
protection, and recreation opportunities, is classified by a robust inventory of roads and associated
attributes, which considers environmental impacts and is guided by a newly developed state forest road
plan.

Objective 1. Annually review appropriate public access on state forest roads.

= Action 1. With public comment, review forest roads open and closed to ORV use in accordance
with PA28E.
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Objective 2. Within five years, complete plans and inventories to guide access and maintenance of state

forest roads, with consideration of predicted climate change impacts.

* Action 1. Complete a forest road plan to ensure appropriate, sustainable, motorized and
nonmetorized public access, including guidance for maintenance, road density, resource
protection, inventory schedule, quality standards and mapping.

+ Action 2. Complete a road-stream crossing inventory fior state forest roads.

*  Action 3. Develop a protocel for maintaining and updating the road-stream crossing
inventory.

Objective 3. Annually perform maintenance to ensure appropriate, safe access and minimize
environmental damage.

4+ Action 1. Pricritize culvert/bridge projects based on the completed inventory and ensure
future infrastructure is sized to allow for climate change impacts.

*  Action 2. Perform routine maintenance such as grading, surface drainage, vegetation
control.

*  Action 3. Minimize public safety hazards during road maintenance activity via signing,
temporary closure, or other means.

Objective 4. Continually ensure information regarding state forest roads is current and available to the
public.

*  Action 1. Maintain an up-to-date forest road inventory on the DNR website.
+  Action 2. Provide information on temporary/emergancy forest road closures.

*  Action 3. Provide clear expectations for access for all newly acquired property.

Climate Change

All climate change data and informatien listed herein is pulled directly from the open-source Northern
Institute of Applied Climate Science (NIACS) Climate Change Impacts tool and adaptation workbooks.
Based on three established climate models, there are varying levels of evidence {robust, medium,
limited) and agreement {high, moderate, low) described in the Predicted Impacts table. Planning
strategies, approaches and tactics from the workbooks were integrated into the objectives and
management actions relevant to each management priority and are summarized in the adaptation
approaches. For more information, please go to www.niacs.org.

Predicted impacts relevant to state forest roads

Predicted Climate Change
Imipacts

‘Winter snowpack will be
reduced from 30-80% by the
end of the century

Intense precipitation events
will continue to become mare
frequent

‘Seasonal variation in soil
moisture and altered
precipitation may influence
the magnitude and duration
of flood events

Monitoring

Potential results from impacts

Higher use in late fall and early
SPring seasons

Flooding may impact access
and exacerbate erosion

Flooding may impact access
and exacerbate erosion and
damage to stream Crossing
infrastructure

Robust

Medium

Mot given

Agreement
Rating
High

Moderate

Mot given

IMiles of road by type by region assessed every 5 years

Density by type by region

d every 5 years
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Management Areas

Grand Marais Moraine Complex

State Forest Area:
317,037 acres

Sub-Section:
Grand Marais Glaciofluvial-
Moraine Complex

Location:

Lake Superior shoreline and
vicinity central and eastern
upper peninsula

Landforms:
Sand dunes, sand spits,
shoreline, beach ridges,
outwash plains, kettles,
alternating swales

Population Centers:
Munising

Grand Marais

Landcover:
Forested: 264,156 acres
MNon-forested: 52,881 acres

Management Area
Granmd Marais Moraine Complex

Figure 1. Map of the Grand Marais Moraine Complex management area.
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Forested Landscape
Current and projected future conditions

The Grand Marais Moraine Complex management area is dominated by available uplands of which mid-
tolerant and intolerant covertypes account for most of the area in terms of acres. When all age classes

Tolerant covertypes occur mostly in the old age category, which covers the largest area of all four age
categories (Figure 2).

Landscape Condition

Acrea [ac)

Figure 2. Faorest diversity matrix showing the current distribution of forested acres across management
availability, age category, landscope position and shade tolerance.

Landscape habitat conditions refine the management area landscape into featured species habitat
context. Current and projected acres for the metrics identified in the Management Pricrities (Section 3

Statewide/Regional) establish a baseline and future condition based on management over the planning
period (Table 1).




Table2.. Summary table describing the current londscape context and distribution of covertypes.

Area(ac) by Category

Examples of

| Aspen 300
Management T
. Black Red Hybnd Cak 0
= Morthem Red Cak i) FEE
Ok Wi B41
hixed Upland Deciduou s 77
nibied  |Upland Mined Forest 11,080 11,060
Flanted Red Fine 21,534
Flanted Jack Pine 17,705
Upland Flanted White Fine 26 S
Flanted hxed Fine om
d ) Maturs! Red P:ne 15,269
Coniferous |Natural Jack Pine 35,104 135,177 254,155
fzhec) Natural White Fine 13,504
Natural Mixed Fines 14,500
Updand Spruce/Fir 1315
Upland Conifers 7,865
Hemiock 1488
- Lowland Acpeny/Bal sam Poplar 550
o= Lowiand Decidu ous 3E5 4473
Ivied Lowiland Mixed Forest 3519 3519
Lowiand Cedar 10,957 43,28
Cconferour Lowland Conifers 13,650 mms
Lowland Spruce/ Fir 8317
Tamarack 1082
Herbaeous Cpenl and B905
Upland Shrub: 5133
Low Density Trees 3,140
Lptad Ba-efspa»::y\regemaned B e
Non- | Cropdand B
forested Urban o955 5ZBE1
=25 CC) Lowviand Shinsb 15,281
Iviarsh 4,865
Lowland Bog =0 33,500
[Treed Boz 5,105
[water 5713

There are 228,302 acres (83% of the total management area and 86% of the forested area) that can be
managed toward desired future conditions via commercial timber harvest in the Grand Marais Moraine
Complex management area (Table 2). Of that, just under 16% is in the northern hardwood covertype,
almaost 14% is matural jack pine, aspen and planted red pine cover just over 8% each. The remaining
covertypes each represent less than 6% each, for a total of 33.8% of the forested and available land in
the management area.

Table 5. Ten-year planning period harvest goals (acres) by covertype and silvicultural regime.

‘Grand Marais Moraine

Clearcut

Seled Thin

Silvicultural Regime

Group

Salecti Shelterwood Mastication  Biomass  Grand Total

Matural Mixed Fines - - 1372
Wixed Upiand Decidugus 201 118 - 245 1264
Matural White Pine - - a5 295 1,180
Levastand Con 1119 1119
Uil and Wixed Forest 1074 Lo74
Manted Jadk Fine S ]
Lovwdand Spruce/ Fr 603 803
Hemilock 330 330
Lowiand Mixed Fomst 282 2
Lovwdand Decduaus 2 - & 3
Pine - 170 17

VBl sam Pogl 164 - 158

‘ a3 - 133

M 56 o7

| G W iz - - 72
Manted Mixed Pine - &5 &5
Tarnamck 29 - - - ]
Totals 15,026 12,667 6861 3,015 40,745
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| Bare/sparsely vegetated 811 g11 0

Featured species current and projected habitat acres

There are twelve featured species in this management area that span varicus covertypes, age classes,
and stand level conditions. Current and projected total habitat acres by spedies across the decade
provide a baseline and show the result of long-term management actions (Table 8). Some species show
a loss in habitat over the next century. As mentioned in the Featured Spedies Management Priority
[Section 3), the current condition for many covertypes is a surplus of acres in the 0-9 age dass from the
compensatory management approach applied in the previous decade. The model eventually evens out
the age classes at a lower, sustainable level over time, usually by 50 years. For any species with northern
hardwoods as a priority covertype, there is a perceived drop in acres between 40-60 years; this is dus to
the basal area dropping below 81 but because it only drops into the upper 70s, it is not expected to
translate to any real habitat loss on the ground. Three of these species were not included in the SFMP
model but are included here to inferm management decisions over the decade.

Table 8. Feotured species current and prajected total habitat acres.

Total Total 50-year 100-year
Habitat Habitat Projected Projected
Acres Acres Habitat Habitat
Current Acres Acres
10-year
Ruffed Aspen 7,239 6,877 7,574 7,849
grouse
Snowshoe Aspen, cedar, hemlock, 39,295 40,001 28,256 28,412
hare lowland aspen, lowland

conifers, lowland mixed

forest, lowland spruce/fir,

mixed upland deciduous,

natural jack pine, natural

mixed pines, planted jack

pine, upland spruce/fir
Kirtland's Jack pine (planted and 22,779 21,858 14,684 14,540
warbler natural)-

Danaher/Kingston Plains,

Duck Lake, Whitefish Point
Black- Morthern hardwoods, 29,387 39,563 22,596 39,938
throated mixed upland deciduous
blue warbler

Blackburnian
warbler

Red crosshill

Spruce
grouse- mat.
forest

Spruce
grouse-
young forest
Marten

Black bear
White-tailed
deer

Northern hardwoods,
upland mixed forest,
natural white pine, natural
mixed pines, upland
conifers, upland spruce/fir,
hemlock

Matural red pine, natural
white pine, natural mixed
pine, planted red pine
Matural jack pine, natural
white pine, natural mixed
pine, upland conifer,
upland spruce/fir, lowland
spruce/ffir, lowland conifer,
tamarack

Jack pine (natural and
planted)

Morthern hardwoods,
mixed upland deciduous,
upland mixed forest,
natural white pine, natural
mixed pines, upland
conifers, upland spruce/fir,
lowland mixed forest,
lowland conifers, hemlock,
cedar

Generalist/mast

Food: Morthern hardwood,
oak mix, aspen, mixed
upland deciduous, lowland
deciduous, lowland
aspen/balsam poplar,
lowland mixed forest

Shelter: hemlock, cedar,
planted red pine, planted
white pine, planted mixed
pine, natural red pine,
natural white pine, natural
mixed pines, upland

59,201 73,083 63,860
8,087 6,816 4,945
41,262 40,140 60,774
22,779 21,858 14,684
68,525 81,765 67,425
26,329 MA MA
TED TED TED

87,933

6,542

67,520

14,540

89,457

NA
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k:overtype composition and associated featured species
Northern Hardwoods

Current Condition

IMost of the northern hardwood covertype is currently between a stand age of 80- and 110-years old in
the Grand Marais Moraine Complex management area (Figure 12). The past management regime has
been primarily single tree selection which allows for stand age to continue to increase aver time. Some
stands are beginning to achieve an uneven-aged condition where a featured stand age becomes less
evident, but the deminant age of these stands will likely increase past 150 years old prior to a younger
age cohort becoming the prominent compenent of these stands (Figure ).

Grand Marais Moraine Complex - Northern Hardwood - Current Age C
Distribution

ass

Figure 4. Groph showing the current oge class distribution and praojected harvests in the narthern
hardwood covertype in the Grond Marois Maroine Complex monagement area.

The area of northern hardwood is well distributed in the ideal basal area classes for optimal growing
conditions in the Grand Marais Moraine Complex management area (Figure 5). Current conditions are a
result of beech salvage efforts in the previous planning period and a regular selection harvest regime
across this covertype.

Grand Marais Moraine Complex - Northern Hardwood - Basal

Area Distribution and Projected 10 Year Harvest
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Figure 5. Groph showing the current basal area distribution of the narthern hardwood covertype as well
as the prajected harvests from each bosal orea class.

There are very few acres of unavailable northern hardwoods in the Grand Marais Moraine Complex
management area. Selection is the primary silvicultural treatment projected during this 10-year planning
period. There is a small amount of group selection prescribed and there may be opportunities to utilize
even-aged management silvicultural regimes to increase stem density, species composition, and
regeneration within the northern hardwood areas. A portion of this covertype meets the habitat
requirements for black-throated blue warbler, blackburnian warbler and marten.

Table 5. Featured species with northern hardwoods as o priority hobitat covertype, habitat variables, and
Ccurrent gcres.

Featured Species Featured Species Morthemn Hardwood MNorthem

Habitat — Morthem Habitat Acres- Hardwood Habitat
Hardwood Available Acres- Unavailable

Blackburnian warbler Age Category: BO+ 25,655 2,022
Size Category: Pole,
Sawlog
Basal Area: B1+
Black-throated blue Age Category: B0+ 25,655 2,022
warbler Size Category: Sawlog

Basal Area: B1+
Marten Age Category: 40+ 25,655 2,022
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« Additional Tables

« HCVAS

« Natural
Communities

 Forest Health

« Aguatic
Resources

 Recreation

Rare Species

-X. Rare animal species occurrence within the Grand Morais Morgine Complex monagement area.

Scientific Name

. Rare plont species oocurrence within the Grond Marois Morgine Complex monegement area.

Plant Cratoegus doyalgsi Douglas's hawthorn 5C 3
Plant Drpserg anglicg. English sundew 5C 3
Plant Empetryn migrum Black crowberry T 3
Plant Juncus stygivs Moor rush E 1
Flant Jumcus pgsey Vazey's rush T 1
Plant Leymus mallis American dune wild-rys 5C 10
Plant Lirrerelig uniflorg, American shore-grass 5C 4
Alternate-leaved water-
Flant Mymeghylivm altemifianm milfail sC 2
Plant MNeettig ouriculata Auricled twayblade sC 2
Flant Patamagsien cenfenaides. Alga pondweed sC 1
Flant Pyrola minor Lesser pyrola sSC 3
Plant Beripeg equatica Lzke cress 5C 1
Flant Rubus gcaulis Drevarf raspberry T 2
Plant Salix gellitg, Satiny willow T 1
Plant Sginulym, canadense Clubmoss sC 1
Plant Stelloria longipes. Stitchwrort: sC 2
Tangcetum Biginnaim, ss6.
Flant Durensnss Lzke Huron tansy sC 3
Grand Total 48

Animal Accipiter gantiliz Morthern goshawk T 3
Animal Anbrosiamuys vociferus Eastern whip-poor-will T 1
Animal Eolera freiia Freija fritillary 5C 1
Morthern smber bumnble
Animal Bombus borealiz bes sC 2
Animal Bombus termicala Yellow banded bumble bee | SC 5
Animal Botaurus (entiginosys American bittern 5C 2
Animal Brachiomychy barealis Boresl brachignynshz sC 1
Animal Buteo [inegius, Red-shoulderad hawk 5C 1
Animal Cangehites conadensis Sprucs grouse T 1
Animal Chaoradrivs melogys, Piping plover E LE 4
Animal Coregonus artedi Lzke herring or Cisco T 1
Animal Catius sl Spoonhead sculpin SC 1
Animal Eligiie camplangiz Eaztern gllipiia sC 4
Animal Euzog gurplenta Dune cutworm sC 1
Animal Falco columbarius Merlin sC 1
Animal Gavia immer Commaon loon T 11
Animal Glgucomys sgbings Morthern flying squirrel sC 1
Animal Glypiemys inssuigia Wood turtle T 1
Animal Haligeetus leucocephalus Bald ezgle SC 7
Animal Myotis Jeifugys Little brown bat T 3
Animal Myotiz aprenwmu.'j: Morthern long-eared bat T LE 1
Animal Mecturys macylgaus Mudpuppy SC 3
Animal Qeheedrys vernalis Smooth green snzke sC 5
Animal Pandian halioetus Osprey SC g
Animal Ficqides arcticus Black-backed woodpecksr SC 1
Animal Polygonio graciiis Hoary comma X 1
Animal Setophaga kigiangi Kirtland's warbler E 1
Animal Semateshlong inounag, Incurvate emerald SC 1
Animal Jrmergiraeis hueniang Lzke Huron locust T 3
Animal Tympanuchus ghasigngllus | Sharp-tailed grouse SC 4
Grand Total - 86




Looking Ahead

Review periods end Oct 4th

Implement changes based
on feedback

Internal Review Period of
Rough Draft Technical Editing Final draft completed and
Ended May 10th Tribal Review begins Aug 5% submitted for approval
| June - July | September
e & e 66 e
May August - October - January

Public / Stakeholder Review
begins Sept 2nd

Tribal, stakeholder, public
engagement opportunities

Implement changes based
on feedback




Review Perioad

« Sept 2"d - October 4th

« Engagement meetings in
September for questions
clarification / discussion

Management Areas

Grand Marais Moraine Complex

State Forest Area:

317,037 acres

{@Bl&2.. summory table describing the current landscope context and distribution of covertypes.

Sub-Section: Acea{ad) by Catecory
Grand Marais Glaciofluy
Moraine Complex Jaspen 235
Normam rarawass e
. o
s [Northem Red Osk 354 kS
» Upland]
] Grand Marais Moraine Complex - Northern Hardwood - Basal
Forasted Area Distribution and Projected 10 Year Harvest
= EEACE] 20000
18000
16000 E::i
s4a00
_ 220
Lowiant < som
6,000 rand Marais Moraine Complex - Northern Hardwood ojected Long
Term Age Class Distribution
]
Non- -
SRR O forested || . .
- — (<2556 OC})| -
FigiiEs. Groph showind . o
Management 05 the projected harves]
Grand Marais M «c
There sre very few acrd »
| mansgement ares. el : .
) perioc. There i s smll i
Figure 1. Map of the Grand There are 228,30} even-aged managemer § .
managed toward, regeneration within th .
Complex manage} requirements for black| 0 0
almost 145 s na Tablels. Featured specif
covertypes each current acres. ' N !
the management] Featured species EE RS SEEEEEEEERE
10veur psod
Blackburnian warbler |
Figure 6.
Management Actions
Black throatedblue The desired forest conditions and associated featured species habitat will be maintained and achieved
throgh continued application of the projected selaction haruest regime on 12, 441, group selection
Narten Marvest regime on 2,896 scres, and clearcut on 377 acres. (TBBIEX). Multiple sikicutural regimes
Should have continued consideration as emerging research results become available. Emphasis on larger
canopy g3ps should be used to encourage dierse regeneration Of northern hiarchuood species while
maintairing an overal lang-erm mature forest closed cancpy landscape condtion
Natural Jack Pine
Current Condition

Most of the natural jack pi jpe is currently ages of zero inthe
is Moraine Compl area (Figure ) urrenty

unbalanced, especially in the zero to S-year-old age class, where there is an sbundance of scres. There is

& deficit in the 50-59 and the 60-59 age classes, which will €30 10  very sight defiCit in the zero-tomnine-
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Michigan Department of
Natural Resources

Recreational Trails Program
FY25 Project List

Michigan Trails Advisory Council

July 10, 2024
Tim Novak (he/him)

State Trails Coordinator

Lee Maynard (she/her(s))

Non-motorized Trails Grant
Coordinator
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Annual apportionment of
around $2,800,000.00 of
new funds

Existing balance of funds
$7.1 million

Balance of trail use
types:

30% Nonmotorized

30% Motorized

40% Diversified trail use

Administration and
safety

7% currently used annually to
administer the program

5% can be obligated for safety an
education projects
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Recreational Trails Program (RTP)
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RTP Project List
Development

>

Per FHWA program requirements, the RTP
program presents an annual project list to the
RTP advisory committee, MTAC. The annual
project list is curated from cycling 3-5

year RTP projects.

RTP Projects are prioritized by Trail Specialists
with review and allocation of funding by Trail
Coordinators, Non-motorized and Motorized

program managers.

Trail Project Considerations:
» Trail use(s)
Project Timeline
Federal funding compliance
Diversity of project types
Project Budget

Geographic spread of projects




GIS Infrastructure Inventory, Sate-wide (non-infrastructure) Cont.
Paint Creek Bridge

Manistee River Bridge Replacement

FY 2025
Project List

CIS Trail structural repairs
Days River Pathway
Gene's Pond Pathway

Agate Bridge

vV v v vV v vV VY

Swan River Bridge




Questions and comments?
Thank you!

Lee Maynard
Nonmotorized Trails Grant Coordinator

517-275-0299
Maynardl1@michigan.gov
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2023 TRAIL VISITORS

Campers, Boaters and Day Users

GRANDVALLEY RATYIJANES, : PHED
STATE UNIVERSITY, SOPHIE MIKONCZYK, GA
HOSPITALITY AND MAIA TUREK, MDNR.
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Why look at data?
e How was this developed?
What was learned about those using trails?
o Who uses trails?
o How do visitors use trails?
o What do boaters, campers, and day users think
about trails?
How can these findings be helpful?
What’s next?







Trail visitor
respondents




Trail visitor locations







n=265
Age 32 - 84 (M=60/59)
Boat 59/50 days a year
o 42 in harbors
Visit 9/1 trails a year
Spend $940/855
6% First timers
40% in July
70% Powerboats (26'-65"')
14% Kids
75% Online reservation/17% called
96% Caucasian/white
48% Retired/45% FT work
50% HHI 100-199K
32% HHI over 200K
6% Accessibility accommodations




T-Camper Profile

e N=9,402
e Age 18 - 98 (M=53/55)
e Camp 23/24 days a year
e Visit 12 trails a year
e Spend $942/642
e 3% First timers (7% in MI)
e 44% First timer in this park
e 31% in June
e Accommodations
o 27% - 24' or larger trailer
©26% - Tent
© 20% - Under 24’ trailer
e 30% Kids
e 95% Online reservation
e 95-97% Caucasian/white
e 52% FT work/31% retired
e 29% HHI 100-199K
e 5% HHI over 200K
e 6% accessibility accommodations




n=8,096

Age 18-94 (M = 60/57) - 32/27% under 50
Trail users visit 25/19 parks a year
82%/50% - 10 or more times this park
4% First timers

1/3 Decide that day to go to a trail/park
22% October

13/17% Kids

97% Caucasian/white

50% FT work/39% retired

39/34% HHI 100-199K

8/6% HHI over 200K

9/11% Accessibility accommodations




OVERALL



AGE

TRAIL VISITS

% KIDS

HHI >200K

% BIKE
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The way visitors use tra






Trail type / purpose




Is...

Dogs and tra



Dogs and trails

s BOATERS

©26% VS 21% (NON TRAIL)
« CAMPERS

© 39% VS 35% (NON TRAIL)
DAY USERS

©36% VS 29% (NON TRAIL)
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when camping/boat
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What else tra






Are visitors different in how
they feel about the trail?




Trail visitor most
important elements...




Trail visitor
satisfaction elements...




Least satisfied with...




Combined...




Importance

3.00

250

2.00

1.50

1.00

Day User 2023 TRAILS Importance Performance Analysis IPA

n=>5433

1.00

150

2.00
Performance

250

3.00




Importance

3.00

250

2.00

150

1.00

Marina/Harbor 2023 TRAILS Importance Performance Analysis IPA

n=262
Other trail users *
L]
Bench availability
L]
Water stations
Surface @
Maintenance Signage
Safety . .
L] -
Scenery/environment Clean; . ® Trail map
Trailhead
1.00 150 2.00 2.50

Performance

3.00




Importance

3.00

250

2.00

150

1.00

Camper 2023 TRAILS Importance Performance Analysis IPA

n=29,287

Other trail users .

Surface @

Parking ®

. Water stations ®
Bench availability

} Maintenance
Scenery/environment ®

. L
safety b Signage

Trailhead ®®

Trail map

100

150

2.00

Performance

250

3.00




Importance

3.00

250

200

150

1.00

Day User 2023 TRAILS Importance Performance Analysis IPA

n=>5433
Other trail users Water stations &
[ ]
Bench availability @
Surface ®
L]
Safety
L]
Maintenance Signage
[ ]
Cleanliness
Scenery/environment ®
1.00 150 2.00 250

Performance

3.00




5%

VERY SATISFIED (49%)
SATISFIED (46%)

4%

VERY SATISFIED (47%)
SATISFIED (47%)

VERY SATISFIED (51%)
SATISFIED (43%)




Tra|I VS non trall V|S|tor and overall
satisfaction with their
marina/campground/park?



Overall
Satisfaction

Trail Visitor/Non Trail Visitor

Value
Amenitis
Overall

The lower the score the higher the satisfaction




T-Boater

75% Absolutely
18% Likely

94%

NON TRAIL BOATER
77% Absolutely
17% Likely

T-Camper T-Day User

73% Absolutely
21% Likely

92%

NON TRAIL CAMPER
68% Absolutely
24% Likely

76% Absolutely
21% Likely
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Tell us your trail tales! 'Trails experience' survey open through

1 Aug. 1

Ea »

hear what trail visitors have to
say about biking, hiking, track-chair operating, paddling, horseback riding, off-

L |

Michigan is home to more than r
13,400 miles of state-
designated trails and local and
regional options that offer
something for everyone —
here's a reason we're known
as the Trails State.

his summer, the DNR wants to

ah |

road vehicle riding and snowmobiling these pathways. The 2024 Michigan Trails

about the kinds of activities enjoyed on trails, conditions and amenities that

" and more.

|

“We hope all trail users, from hikers and cyclists to paddlers, horseback riders
% and moetorized trail users, will take this opportunity to let us know about their
)

trail experiences,” Novak said.

“Our goal with this survey is to capture a comprehensive picture of how
residents and visitors use trails throughout Michigan and what their ideal trail
experience looks and feels like," he said. "With this information, we’ll be able
to better understand the needs and wants of trail users, which in turn will help
inform how we can best ensure optimal trail experiences for everyone,

however they get outdoors and explore these pathways across the state.”

Survey findings will be analyzed and shared with the Michigan Trails Advisory
Council, & group of Michigan residents who advise the DNR director and the
governor on the creation, development, operation and maintenance of

motorized and nonmotorized trails.

~ Experience Survey is open now through Aug. 1.

Questions? Contact Tim Novak at 517-388-8347.
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* The cnline survey, available at Michigan.gov/DNRTrails, includes guestions

_ make for a great trail experience, frequently visited trail regions in Michigan
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What’s next?
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MTAC 2024 Q2 ETS Report

Equestrians are enjoying many horseback riding opportunities throughout Michigan.

pc: Lauren DeBoer Photography Shoreline Horseback Riding Season at Silver Lake SP

We are thankful for improvements of electricity installed at the Fort Custer Recreation
Area Equestrian Campground, which is the first State of Michigan equestrian
campground to have electricity,

¥,




and the horse friendly steps on both sides of Goose Creek,

These are great examples of equestrian volunteers working with public lands
managers.

While we appreciate these improvements and opportunities, we also know there is room
for expansion for people with horses to be welcomed in many counties throughout
Michigan. We are eager to work with you to safely welcome everyone, including people
with horses.

One of the best ways to welcome trail user groups is to post/advertise/educate with a Safe
Trails Passing Plan (STPP) sign.

To spread the word and increase funding, the Department can print and sell the STPP
sign on t-shirts, sweatshirts, mugs, hats, and stickers for trailers, vehicles, gear,
accessories, etc. Trail enthusiasts would be happy to purchase and promote STPP sign,
especially since it helps everyone to be welcome and safe. Trail enthusiasts will be
walking/riding/driving billboards. Many people are courteous. Having a STPP sign will help
educate and provide a resource for those who need direction.



Electric Motor Bike Land Use Order: Equestrian trail riders request to be brought into the
conversation about opening Michigan state forest non-motorized trails and pathways to
electric motor bicycles as this stands to greatly impact equestrian riding areas throughout
our Michigan state forest lands. The fact that the equestrian voice has been left out of this
conversation is a huge oversight by the DNR. There is still time for this to be corrected prior
to the signing of the LUOD. Other non-motorized trail stakeholders were given over a year
to get this figured out within the Electric Motor Bike Subcommittee. Equestrians, as a
vulnerable trail user group, request to be part of the discussions and solutions.

Thank you for helping Michigan to have the best trails systems for everyone.



SAW REPORT - MTAC July 2024

We have two new members on the SAW committee, Doug Baum, who represents Trail Users
and Snow Communities from the Lewiston area. He is a member of the NE Council of
Governments and has a very long list of achievements in his past, including in law enforcement.
| look forward to getting to know him better. Chad Van Bennecom is also a new member of
SAW, Representing Region 1 MISORVA representative. Chad works with the Keweenaw
Snowmobile Club and a few other tourism groups from the area. Chad is a wealth of
information.

Snow Country Trails Conservancy proposed a Resolution to SAW that all future Permanent Trail
Purchases will be snowmobile use only from Dec 1 through March 31 each year to align with the
mission of creating a permanent snowmobile trail system.

Public Comment ;

Joe Schaffer—Allegan Snowmobile & Orv Club President—The DNR closed a section of trail
due to an endangered species, the Karner Blue Butterfly, which the Fish & Wildlife Division has
noted living in the area. The club has had a meeting requesting the availability of business in the
state game area. We are waiting for the results of that meeting.

The Groomer Workshop was very successful in the new mid-week time slot. The attendance
grew to just under 200 people and we had representatives from 47 of our 67 Grant Sponsor
clubs. MISORVA would like to thank the DNR partners for their help and the instruction given at
the event in the educational classes. MISORVA would also like to thank the grant from the
snowmobile trail improvement fund for providing two registration costs for each club.

The Equipment Subcommittee has requested that clubs adhere to the handbook for guidance
on using tracked machines to save on repairs and track replacement. The subcommittee has
advised that snow equipment tracks are very different from the dirt tracks people see in the
summer, working on farms, etc. The equipment is geared differently, and the genetic makeup of
the actual tracks is uniquely different.

SAW chair requested that we investigate what impact if any would have on the change of
snowmobile lease dates from Dec 1 - April 15 annually. After consulting with the grant
sponsors, it was decided that this project should not be moved forward. Most clubs felt there
was no substantial benefit.

Miners Castle—Ron Olson has again requested the county's permission for one more year of
the trail to Miners Castle. Designated trail permission was denied. The road surface will be
repaired and resurfaced; funding has been received. The reroute to Conservation Land will be a
costly endeavor and will require two bridges.

UPDATE MINERS CASTLE - July 2024 Alger County Road Commission has requested the
snowmobile program to pay for hardened asphalt. The road commission has agreed to a 5-year
continuation of the current trail for a premium cost of around $250,000 for 5 years. Negotiations
are ongoing.

Verizon GPS equipment is still being installed, and they are working out the bugs in the
program. Although the tracking is not accurate in all areas, Jessica is still moving forward.

A new sign was proposed to be added to the gates that close off snowmobile trails. Jeff Smith
mentioned that he had to make four passes on the trail to repair the damages and ruts caused



by wheeled vehicles. Drummond Island had to close its trail for two weeks due to damages
caused by wheeled vehicles. This is a misallocation of program funds to repair damages
inflicted on snowmobile trails. In support of the grant sponsors, we are asking MTAC to support
the legislation or a LUOD to close designated snowmobile trails on state and federal lands to
wheeled vehicles from December 1st through March 31st each year. Snowmobile users are
asking for a safe and reasonable season. Nicole Hunt is reseaarching the possibility.

We discussed adding the DNR logo to the snowmobile trail signs in hopes of curbing their theft.
DNR will research the process, why the logo was removed, and whether it can be added to the
sign die and costs.



ORVAW Report

e Discussion of silver lake sand dunes ranger training along with the possible need to update
trucks being used for emergency response and patrol as vehicles are getting dated and
unreliable, group looks to see if ORV funds can be used to purchase these vehicles.

e High fines for extreme land destruction was also suggested by some board members.

o The raise in higher liability coverage for bike races and competitive motorized events was
presented by the DNR in which has been in place for a year but needs to get out to groups as
many are not aware of the change, no change to group rides.

e  Group hopes to work with the DNR in improving the event permit process as it’s lengthy and in
some cases leaves little time prior to an event.

7/08/24

Michael Maves
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