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FIRST AMENDMENT “Congress shall make no law respecting an 
establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or abridging 
the freedom of speech, or of the press or the right of people peaceably 
to assemble, and to petition the Government for a redress of grievances.”
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BY JERRY DAHL

Gov. Mark Dayton 
renewed his call this week 
on Minnesota legislators 
to bust past their self-
imposed, bipartisan 
ceiling on funding public 
works statewide – as did 
House Capital Investment 
Chair Alice Hausman, 
DFL-St. Paul.

Hausman, who called 
her own bill “inadequate” 
when presenting to her 
committee earlier this 
month, lamented that 
her original $1.24 billion 
bonding bill had to be 
slashed to meet the tight 
constraints of a bipartisan 
end-of-session agreement 
between House and Senate 
caucus leaders to hold the 
2014 bonding bill to $850 
million.

We’ll be the first to 
admit, a deal is a deal. But 
deals can be renegotiated 
— and that’s what we 
believe should happen 
here.

Because we have the 
capacity, because the 
needs are so great, and 
because we’ve deferred 
the cost of addressing 
statewide infrastructure 

needs over so long a time, 
we urge legislative leaders 
to think twice about the 
limitations imposed by the 
$850 million bonding limit 
agreed to last year.

What do we mean by 
deferred projects? Here’s a 
small sample of the large 
and growing, $4 billion, 
backlog of infrastructure 
funding needs the bonding 
committees must sort 
through and fund within 
the $850 limit: 

  The Minnesota State 
Colleges and Universities 
System has identifi ed $715 
million in current asset 
preservation needs alone, 
and 17 of  their building 
projects on the current list 
are reruns that didn’t get 
funded in previous years.

  There are 698 projects 
on the clean water and 
drinking water priority 
list, with a total estimated 
cost of  $1.7 billion.

  The backlog for port 
development assistance 
funding, which is critical 
to helping Midwest corn 
and bean producers 
maintain leadership in 
world grain markets, is 
$25.6 million.

  The backlog for local 

bridge replacement is 706 
bridges with a total of  
$102 million in bond funds 
needed.

  In 2012, the total 
demonstrated need for the 
local road improvement 
program — the 10-ton farm 
to market road system 
critical to minnesota 
farmers and foresters and 
to congestion relief  and 
highway safety in the cities 
and regional centers — was 
$282 million.

That $282 million in 
project needs competed 
for just $10 million in 2012 
allocated funding.

That’s why we could 
sympathize with the 
comments of Senate Capitol 
Investment Chair Sen. 
Leroy Stumpf, DFL-Thief 
River Falls, who said after 
hearing transportation 
experts describe hundreds 
of millions in unmet local 
road and bridge needs to 
a hushed committee last 
week, “you kind of don’t 
know where to start — it’s 
so overwhelming.”

We are encouraged to 
hear that Stumpf will 
focus his attentions on 
transportation needs as 
his bill comes together this 

week. We hope he gives 
adequate attention to the 
local road improvement 
program – a deserving 
program that has been 
chronically underfunded 
since its inception in 2002.

Stopgap programs 
such as the local road 
improvement program 
have taken on greater 
meaning over the years 
as the Legislature 
demonstrates an on-
going inability to fund 
comprehensive, long-term 
road and bridge funding 
needs.

We hope Minnesota 
legislative leaders can 
reconsider the agreement 
they made on the $850 
million cap on the capitol 
investment bill this year, 
and that Stumpf funds 
transportation needs to the 
highest possible level.

Dahl is a Mahnomen 
County commissioner 
and the chairman of 
the Minnesota Rural 
Counties Caucus. The 
caucus represents 29 
rural counties and is 
the only membership 
organization advocating 
specifically for greater 
Minnesota counties.

Rural counties: Raise bonding cap

BY BOB ANDERSON 

AND WADE PAVLECK

There is a lot of spin 
regarding environmental 
issues that often confuses 
the public as well as 
elected officials who make 
policy. Unfortunately, 
the voices of those who 
are directly involved in 
managing land and natural 
resources get ignored in 
the back-and-forth. Such 
is the case in the debate 
over forest certification. 
It is landowners, like 
Koochiching County, 
who often take the lead in 
promoting common-sense 
conservation methods.

One of these tools 
is forest certification, 
where a land owner 
voluntarily partners with 
and meets standards 
laid out by groups such 
as the American Tree 
Farm System (ATFS), 
Sustainable Forestry 
Initiative (SFI) and the 
Forest Stewardship Council 
(FSC). ATFS, SFI and FSC 
require landowners and 
businesses to go above and 
beyond what is required by 
law to obtain their seal of 
approval.

More and more forest 
owners have chosen 
certification in recent 
years, which has the 
effect of increasing the 
amount of land managed 
responsibly in Minnesota 

and the United States 
as a whole. Regrettably, 
government policies 
and special interests 
have spread confusion 
about the nature of these 
certification program in 
regard to “green” building 
standards. This confusion 
minimizes the benefits of 
a competitive certification 
market.

In hundreds of 
jurisdictions nationwide, 
many regulations 
enforce what is known 
as LEED standards that 
seek to improve energy 
efficiency. LEED stands for 
Leadership In Energy and 
Environmental Design. A 
consensus based national 
standard for developing 
high performance, 
sustainable buildings, 
LEED has specific 
guidelines for timber – it 
only awards its sustainable 
sourcing credit to wood 
certified by the FSC, not to 
that recognized by ATFS 
or SFI.

Since many accept 
LEED as the gold standard 
for sustainability, they 
may mistakenly conclude 
FSC timber is superior 
to that certified by other 
programs. But those with 
expertise on the issue think 
otherwise. These include 
the National Association 
of State Foresters, the 
Conservation Fund, and 
the Society of American 

Foresters.
Rather than pit one 

program against another, 
those seeking to improve 
conservation and land 
management should 
promote certification 
as a whole. This is what 
Koochiching County has 
done, having certified 
its land to FSC and SFI 
standards. The Minnesota 
Department of Natural 
Resources also certifies 
millions of acres of state 
land to FSC and SFI 
standards.

More policies should 
mirror these; those that 
pick winners and losers 
among these programs, 
such as LEED, squeeze 
forest products businesses 
by not allowing or making 
it difficult for their timber 
to penetrate new and 
growing markets.

The timber industry 
has not been immune to 
our sluggish economy. 
As we know too well, 
International Falls has 
seen too many reductions 
in our forest products 
industry. Resolute Forest 
Products suspended 
operations indefinitely. 
The kraft mill and paper 
machine in nearby Fort 
Frances idled in late 2012, 
and the Boise paper mill 
shut down two of four 
paper machines and an off 
machine coater, costing 300 
jobs in October of 2013.

We should be expanding 
access to markets for our 
wood and forest products, 
not shutting them off. 
Land managers sink 
substantial resources into 
getting their products 
certified. If government 
policies recognize only a 
fraction of these certified 
goods, the incentives 
to pursue certification 
will drop, leading to less 
responsibly managed 
land, as well as fewer 
outlets for our forest 
products industry to sell 
their goods.

The forest products 
industry, which faced near 
and long-term challenges in 
recent decades, continues 
to innovate and respond 
to the realities of the 
marketplace. It is time for 
government officials across 
the nation to do the same, 
and recognize the benefits 
of all credible certified 
forest products.

Anderson is the mayor 
of International Falls 
and former public affairs 
director at Boise Cascade 
Corporation. Pavleck is 
a Koochiching County 
Commissioner, member of 
the Arrowhead Regional 
Development Commission 
and the Minnesota 
Counties Natural 
Resource Committee. 
Together, they co-chair 
the county economic 
recovery program.
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LEED picks winners, losers in timber industry

A change in law 
being considered by 
the Minnesota Senate 
this week would allow 
Minnesotans to register 
to vote online.

Ramsey County Judge 
John Guthmann ruled 
Monday Secretary of State 
Mark Ritchie illegally set 
up an online registration 
system last fall. The judge 
and lawmakers of both 
political parties said 
Ritchie did not have the 
authority to set up the 
system. State law requires 
a voter registration 
application to be signed on 
paper. The judge ordered 
the online registration to 
end, but said applications 
of people who had already 
registered online would be 
valid.

Senators said they 
would consider a House 
bill approved 129-2 earlier 
this month that would 
give the needed legal 
authorization to allow 
online registration.

Ritchie says online 
registration is cheaper 
than a paper system, 
which would still be 
available.

But Republican 
senators said the website 

and data security in the 
House bill is not adequate. 
Clearly, this concern 
needs to be verified 
and, if true, addressed. 
Seventeen other states 
have online registration 
and we’d hope security 
issues in those states have 
been reviewed as this bill 
moved forward.

Gov. Mark Dayton 
has said he would only 
sign election-related 
bills if there was broad 
bipartisan support. The 
House bill was supported 
by 66 percent of all 
Republicans in the entire 
Legislature.

We’ve opposed calls for 
voter identification at the 
polls. Proponents argued 
such rules would avoid 
fraud, but little evidence 
of widespread voter fraud 
was found. We said voter 
identification would limit 
participation in this 
democracy by students 
and elderly voters 
who may not have the 
preferred documents.

Instead, we support 
expanding voting 
opportunities. Online 
registration — once made 
legal and secure — would 
be one way to do that.
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Expanding 
opportunity


