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Background of the List 

The original list was developed in 2007 when the FHC State Forester rep (Steve Koehn) recommended that the 
committee develop a list of issues to inform NAASF state foresters what were top Forest Health priorities for considering 
grants. Following input from state foresters, priorities for the region and/or for the subregion were included. Other 
changes included expanding background information, developing maps, and focusing on causal agents. At the 2018 
meeting, the FHC agreed that the list should be targeted to anyone who could use it and agreed to discontinue 
prioritizing list items. 

Individuals or groups who are known to have requested and/or used the list include USFS Northern Research Station 
staff, APHIS State Plant Health staff, FSC and SFI certification groups, and state forest health staff for grant applications. 
The committee is not aware of any specific use of the list to guide NAASF state forester decisions or actions. 

 

Discussion of the Pros and Cons of Maintaining a List 

Several meeting attendees felt it was time to stop maintaining a list because: 
• It has not been used for the intended purpose. 
• It’s too hard to keep it up to date. 
• Regional is variation too large. 
• Agency mandates are different. 
• Time spent on the list would be better spent on more important topics. 
• Local communication on needs is more effective. 
• Information is available elsewhere. 

Most meeting attendees thought we should continue to have a list because: 
• It is helpful for State foresters to get a snapshot of Forest Health issues outside of their immediate sub-region. 
• The list can be useful as an internal FHC document and help inform the committee workplan. 
• It is helpful for communicating what is important to outside people and groups. 
• It can inform researchers on what we need them to work on. 
• May help convince funding sources what needs to be focused on. 
• Sharing FHC experience/knowledge is powerful; higher level folks will take it seriously. 
• Can guide decisions by listing steps that need to happen. 
• Components of list are telling “what is the health of our forests?” 
• Allows states to support work on emerging pests in neighboring states. 
• Helps transition information to new staff. 
• Can provide background information to build communications tools. 

 
FHC Discussion Outcomes 

• Make it simpler and short  
• Create a single document that includes all regions/states, but break out priorities by sub-regions 
• Bring focus on resource concerns and broader outcomes but retain link to damage causing agents since funding 

is often tied to pests. 
• Continue targeting list to anyone who can use it. 
• Each subregion determined how it would acquire and consolidate state input. 

 



Suggestions Not Acted Upon 
• Indicate top concerns for each state on state fact sheets 
• Put together more a brief “communication tool” based on the list 

 

Final Decisions 

• We will use the following statement to describe the name, nature and purpose of the list: 

The Northeast-Midwest State Foresters Alliance Forest Health Committee Priority Needs document is a 
list of current sub-regionally important needs to address pests or other concerns that threaten resource 
goals. It was developed to capture the experience of committee members to help coordinate efforts 
among the 20 states and Washington DC.  

• By May 1st, each subregion will develop a list of ten needs. 

• We will use the following fields, and example format, to populate the list: 

Goal Threats Needs 

Maintain white oak on landscape 
BOB Chemical treatment option 
RWOM Silvicultural mgmt options 
Herbicide drift/volatilization State Foresters elevate issue 

Maintain ash on landscape EAB Host resistance breeding 
Biological control 

Maintain hemlock on landscape HWA Host resistance breeding 
Integration of chemical and biocontrol 

 

 


