
Tea

Introduction to Mural
Practice using Mural

Zoom in/out

1. Scroll forward on mouse roller.

2. Click on +/- bar in "zoom settings" at lower right corner of this Mural.

Try zooming in on the yellow circle until you can read what it says...

Hi!

Move around

There are two cursor settings in Mural "Arrow" and "hand". Both help you move around Mural.

- Arrow setting: your cursor looks like an arrow.

This setting lets you move items we haven't locked down by clicking on it, dragging it to a new 

spot, and releasing it. Try this: Make a note, drag it to a new spot, and delete the note when you 

are finished.

- Hand setting is found to the bottom right of this Mural. 

Clicking on the hand turns your arrow cursor into a hand. 

It works the way you'd navigate around a map in Google Maps. This setting is useful when you 

want to move to a different area of the Mural. It also keeps you from moving individual items 

around by mistake. 

To switch back to Arrow setting, click on the hand again. 

Give both a try!

Add "sticky" note

1. Double click where you want the note to appear.

2. Resize note by dragging out the corner.

3. Change color: Look for colored square in pop-up menu that is visible when you have clicked on a note.

4. Write something on your note. If you leave your note, double click on it to write. 

             (Click in once more if you don't want to overwrite what is already there.)

What you will do today: 

Move around the Mural

Move objects 

Type onto sticky notes
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Which of these drinks do you like best in winter? What is your favorite winter beverage?

Vote by dragging the sticker with your initials over 

to the box with your favorite. 

Double-click to add a sticky note, and 

type in your favorite

Coffee
Hot 

chocolate
Egg nog

Mulled 

cider

Mulled 

wine
Hot toddy

Something 

cold

Fist to Five: Consensus Check on 

Draft Recommendations

No decisions will be made 

today. Goal:

Gather critical perspectives 

and input on proposed 

recommendations

I do not support this 

recommendation 

(FIST)

I see major issues we 

need to resolve now 

(ONE)

I see minor issues we 

need to resolve now 

(TWO)

I see minor issues we 

can resolve later 

(THREE)

I'm fine with this as it 

is (FOUR)

I love this! I will 

champion it (FIVE)

I like this because it expands the 

definition of personal use to include 

harvesting to share but specify that 

harvesting for profit is not allowed on 

state/public lands because we all share 

the public lands with each other. 

Need to clarify language 

and terms 

Plant in the 2st line 

seems to negate fungi?

➕ 1

Update definition - seeds 

berries, leaves of 

herbacious and woody 

plants and fungi

I like  some of the 

suggestions for edits. 

would like to add to the 

language

Add not for profit in 

second bullet as leading 

statement

need consistent use of 

person, household or 

commnity-variants 

throughout dc

👍 1

Is Community Use 

necessary? 

 using the word 

"plants" doesn't 

include fungi

DS

GW

AG

GK

BH

IS DG

KB

LS MW

NOI

PM RM

SP

wild food 

and 

medicine\ 

plant

sharing 

instead of 

barter

👍 2

Have we determined that 

this will be applied to all 

state lands? I'd support a 

comprehensive plan but I 

know some want different 

standards for state parks 

and SNAs. 

Dale Gentry

I still want to add the 

language I proposed 

that addressed   non-

commercial  as those 

individuals or en tities 

who do not have to 

register as a business in 

MN

Sharing your perspectives and input

Drag your 

sticker to vote 

in this row. No 

"line" voting!

If you vote in the first three 

columns, add a note to:

1. explain your concern and 

2. suggest revisions that would 

get you up to "live with" 

status WITHOUT losing the 

supportive votes of others.

If you vote in the other columns, 

your comments are welcome - 

but optional

Duty 3 Recommendations (Statutes and Rules)

1. Define "non-commercial personal and/or community use"

I do not support this 

recommendation 

(FIST)

I see major issues we 

need to resolve now 

(ONE)

I see minor issues we 

need to resolve now 

(TWO)

I see minor issues we 

can resolve later 

(THREE)

I'm fine with this as it 

is (FOUR)

I love this! I will 

champion it (FIVE)

plants : does not include 

fungi?

I do not support this. We are going down the 

road to allowing the agency to pick what can 

and cannot be harvested without a permit. We 

talked about establishing a list of things that 

would require a permit. This allows DNR to 

pick what will be on the list. It defeats the point 

of having this task force.

👍 1

Admin Rules and policy 

already exist. Rather add 

clarity than add new rules 

or statutes.

👍 1

4 fingers depending on 

how statute is written

Don't need a new law or 

rules - Just edit existing 

law!

I agree, but any authority for the DNR to restrict 

foraging should be limited to specific plant 

species and based on documented, known 

conservation risks. Restrictions should be 

evidence-based and species-specific, rather 

than broad or preemptive, and used only when 

there is a demonstrated need. SP

👍 1

Uprooting of plants could 

be allowed under permit

👍 1

include abundant edible 

wildflowers 

or is that included in 

plants?
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 using the word 

"plants" doesn't 

include fungi

Some roots are harvested by 

Dakota an Ojibwe People. Can 

add that this recognizes 

Collaboration with Tribal Nations. 

MNDNR will follow Statute 10.65

👍 2

I would add "native" 

before plant in the final 

bullet. I think we want to 

allow invasive and many/

most non-native plants to 

be taken and removed 

without additional permits 

(beyond the Noxious 

Weed law).

Several issues regarding 

structure of harvest  

Statute language 

2. Develop a new statute and rules that allows harvesting/foraging of 

plants on DNR managed state lands for non-commercial personal 

and community use

Voting stickers

I do not support this 

recommendation 

(FIST)

I see major issues we 

need to resolve now 

(ONE)

I see minor issues we 

need to resolve now 

(TWO)

I see minor issues we 

can resolve later 

(THREE)

I'm fine with this as it 

is (FOUR)

I love this! I will 

champion it (FIVE)

Concerns about lack of 

research in WMAs or 

AMAs before significant 

changes take place.

This would be OK as 

long as we have a list of 

the species that may be 

endangered

👍 1

(Wappler) Subparagraph 1 only applies to state 

parks and forest recreation areas. Forest rec 

areas are generally established boat/canoe 

landings, day use areas, and campgrounds. 

Does not apply to general state forest lands. 

Striking out wildflowers may violate the MN 

Wildflower Law M.S. 18H.18. 

Concerns with striking language 

until research has been 

completed as well as noting 

existing laws as mentioned the 

MN Wildflower Law.

Consider challenges of staff at the public 

land units that would have to administer 

and monitor permits as well as concern 

for public knowledge regarding rare, 

threatened and endangered species.

I do worry about including state parks and things 

like the visitor experience  if people are picking 

wildflowers or collecting driftwood etc. viewing of 

which are one of the reasons that people are 

visiting that park - I'm wondering if exclusions or 

zones (like Washington County has) rather than 

blanket foraging everywhere in state parks might 

address such issues

sub 1 chnage wording to 

include State park, Statge 

forest and recreation 

areas, WMA and AMAs

👍 1

subpart 1. line 5 "for harvesting/

foraging..." is ambiguous - 

perhaps add what is being 

harvested...i.e. plants and fungi

Cultural harvesting 

Need to be consistent with the law in question 

1. No harvest of whole plants/roots. This 

suggest more extensive harvest is allowed

Should be above ground parts unless by 

permit

Also - SNA should not be included in state 

lands where harvesting is allowed

4 fingers if changes 

are made

suggestusing same language in 

all suggested law andn rule 

changes. i.e. the seed, berries, 

leaves of herbacikois and woody 

plan ts, and fungi
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Insert 'they' in 2nd line 

before may

 using the word 

"plants" doesn't 

include fungi

➕ 1

I see no reason to 

restrict citizen science 

and educational 

collections

👍 2

I do not support this 

recommendation 

(FIST)

I see major issues we 

need to resolve now 

(ONE)

I see minor issues we 

need to resolve now 

(TWO)

I see minor issues we 

can resolve later 

(THREE)

I'm fine with this as it 

is (FOUR)

I love this! I will 

champion it (FIVE)

Modifying this rule may 

not align with M.S. 86A.05 

Sub. 8.

Should our focus be here first rather 

than change laws that have been in 

place for many years to protect 

resources when we lack significant 

research on foraging impacts at 

select locations?  

Appreciate public listening 

session comment around 

DNR state fair educational 

opportunities.

Harvest of whole plants/ 

roots should not be 

allowed except by permit 

of allowable species

cultural harvest
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subpart 4. line 2 "for 

harvesting/foraging..." is 

ambiguous - perhaps add what 

is being harvested...i.e. plants 

and fungi

👍 1

Same issue as 

before with the use 

of "plant" which 

would excludes 

fungi. Recommend 

change to plants and 

fungi

👍 2

Recommend 

removing the 

double negative 

in the first section 

"not inconsistent" 

with "consistent."

4 fingers but add 

AMAs to language

3. Modify Minnesota Administrative Rules Chapter 6100, Outdoor 

Recreation 

4. Modify Minnesota Administrative Rules Chapter 6230, Wildlife 

Management

I do not support this 

recommendation 

(FIST)

I see major issues we 

need to resolve now 

(ONE)

I see minor issues we 

need to resolve now 

(TWO)

I see minor issues we 

can resolve later 

(THREE)

I'm fine with this as it 

is (FOUR)

I love this! I will 

champion it (FIVE)

The training used for boats and 

other safety regulations can be 

extensive. It also comes with age 

limits in many cases. The training 

should be spelled out and not left 

to the agency.

Should our focus be here first rather than 

change laws that have been in place for 

many years to protect the resource when 

we have minimal research that this will 

not be impactful with climate change and 

other insect/disease pressures?

Should our focus really be starting 

here first rather than changing 

existing laws in place focused on 

protecting resources and providing 

outdoor recreational opportunities on 

state land?  

Pesticides are more than an afterthought in parenthesis of 

personal physical safety. 

Pesticides are a major threat to all living things including 

soil, plants, fungi, animals, water quality, and humans. 

Threats to human health include neurological issues, many 

types of cancer, reproductive problems, birth defects, and 

several chronic illnesses including immune system disease, 

kidney disfunction, etc.
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is uphold 

nececeary?
plant doesn't 

include fungi

👍 2

bullet about plant 

midentification 

seems beyond 

training? 

Duty 4 Recommendations (Public understanding)

5. Develop education and training of best management practices for 

harvesting/foraging

I do not support this 

recommendation 

(FIST)

I see major issues we 

need to resolve now 

(ONE)

I see minor issues we 

need to resolve now 

(TWO)

I see minor issues we 

can resolve later 

(THREE)

I'm fine with this as it 

is (FOUR)

I love this! I will 

champion it (FIVE)

I still believe we would be better off 

having a law defining commercial 

foraging. If we are making foraging 

something permitted by the agency. 

The agency could potentially take that 

away in the future.

Public listening session 

comment to use DNR 

grounds at state fair as 

opportunity to educate and 

share information.

Include cultural harvest 

and Traditional Ecological 

Knowledge (TEK)
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Noxious Weed Law is 

outside of DNR's authority.

6. Use plain language to provide clear and accessible information 

that makes it easier for the public to understand existing statutes 

and rules on Minnesota’s public lands and waters.

I do not support this 

recommendation 

(FIST)

I see major issues we 

need to resolve now 

(ONE)

I see minor issues we 

need to resolve now 

(TWO)

I see minor issues we 

can resolve later 

(THREE)

I'm fine with this as it 

is (FOUR)

I love this! I will 

champion it (FIVE)

This recommendation is 

not needed

Could we recommend a pilot 

project at select state lands to 

monitor foraging with 

possible partnership and/or 

grant funds to support DNR?

I think it is important to 

study foraging and its 

impacts before statue or 

rule change.

need LCCMR grant to do 

surveys of both existing 

license buyers and 

general public.

👍 1

there are aspects of this 

recommendation that contradict 

others - e.g. bullet 2 and 5 aren't 

necessary if some of the other 

recommendations are upheld 

(e.g. those removing restrictions

include state forests in 

bullet 2

include language to keep 

this Sustainable Foraging 

Task Force ongoing 
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need clarity on 

the removing 

restrictions-

seems significant

Might be doable 

without an 

appropriation 

through LCCMR

remove bullet 2.  A 

research permit could 

suffice, no need to 

change regulations

7. Study foraging and its impacts, including changes to statutes and 

rules [this would require an appropriation]

Drag your 

sticker to vote 

in this row. 

No "line" 

voting!

If you vote in the first three 

columns, add a note to:

1. explain your concern and 

2. suggest revisions that would 

get you up to "live with" 

status WITHOUT losing the 

supportive votes of others.

If you vote in the other columns, 

your comments are welcome - 

but optional

Duty 6 Recommendations (Permits)

8. Revise Administrative Rule XXX to allow for the harvest/foraging of 

plants for non-commercial personal or community use without a 

permit.

KP RS

AF

I do not support this 

recommendation 

(FIST)

I see major issues we 

need to resolve now 

(ONE)

I see minor issues we 

need to resolve now 

(TWO)

I see minor issues we 

can resolve later 

(THREE)

I'm fine with this as it 

is (FOUR)

I love this! I will 

champion it (FIVE)

Leave permit structure as-is. Current 

permit fees do not cover 

administrative costs. Requiring 

across the board permits, even at 

no-cost, will anger users that have 

been able to forage without a permit.
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This recommendation is 

not needed

Drag your 

sticker to vote 

in this row. 

No "line" 

voting!

If you vote in the first three 

columns, add a note to:

1. explain your concern and 

2. suggest revisions that would 

get you up to "live with" 

status WITHOUT losing the 

supportive votes of others.

If you vote in the other columns, 

your comments are welcome - 

but optional

w

Grab a sticky note from here, or 

double-click to create your own. 

9. Improve DNR’s existing permit processfor plants on state lands 

[this would require an appropriation]
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I do not support this 

recommendation 

(FIST)

I see major issues we 

need to resolve now 

(ONE)

I see minor issues we 

need to resolve now 

(TWO)

I see minor issues we 

can resolve later 

(THREE)

I'm fine with this as it 

is (FOUR)

I love this! I will 

champion it (FIVE)

Cattails should be allowed 

to be harvested.

👍 1

Change to allow 

harvest of 

aquatic veg.

Aquatic vegetation statues could 

be recommended for review but 

assume they are complex due to 

the water ecosystems that the 

vegetation is a part of.

allow cultural harvest 
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what are we agreeing to? 

what is improvementThis recommendation is 

not needed

Drag your 

sticker to vote 

in this row. 

No "line" 

voting!

If you vote in the first three 

columns, add a note to:

1. explain your concern and 

2. suggest revisions that would 

get you up to "live with" 

status WITHOUT losing the 

supportive votes of others.

If you vote in the other columns, 

your comments are welcome - 

but optional

Grab a sticky note from here, or 

double-click to create your own. 

10. Improve DNR’s existing permit process for aquatic plants from 

public waters
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I think we need to exempt individuals from 

permits if the foraging is de minimis. I do not 

want p ermits for those who grab a random 

berry. BUt beyond that, permits are good for 

education and learning. Permits should be for 

individuals and families, and Native 

Ameriivans areAmericans are exempt from 

permits.

👍 1

do not think its necessary to 

complicate the issue of 

foraging by more permits if we 

cant identify an immediate or 

potential looming problem

I agree, but any authority for the DNR to restrict 

foraging should be limited to specific plant 

species and based on documented, known 

conservation risks. Restrictions should be 

evidence-based and species-specific, rather 

than broad or preemptive, and used only when 

there is a demonstrated need. SP

Leave permitting structure as-is. Collection 

for personal use is allowed, don't change. 

Process for Special Event Permits exists for 

certain units. If DNR issues a permit for a fee, 

generally that fee needs to be deposited into 

an account associated with the land status 

(eg. Permanent School Fund, General Fund, 

etc.).

There is minor permitting now and I do 

not see issues with that but should be 

easier system to use. I would not want to 

add additional permitting without clear 

understanding of purpose and process 

DNR would need to manage.
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I do not support this 

recommendation 

(FIST)

I see major issues we 

need to resolve now 

(ONE)

I see minor issues we 

need to resolve now 

(TWO)

I see minor issues we 

can resolve later 

(THREE)

I'm fine with this as it 

is (FOUR)

I love this! I will 

champion it (FIVE)

Managers making imited 

without evidence or 

ratioanle concering

In first bullet 

recommend 

adding "and non-

native plants" 

before collected 

by hand.

This recommendation is 

not needed

👍 1

Drag your 

sticker to vote 

in this row. 

No "line" 

voting!

If you vote in the first three 

columns, add a note to:

1. explain your concern and 

2. suggest revisions that would 

get you up to "live with" 

status WITHOUT losing the 

supportive votes of others.

If you vote in the other columns, 

your comments are welcome - 

but optional

Grab a sticker from 

here, or double-click to 

create your own. 

Additional recommendations

11. DNR work with Minnesota Department of Agriculture to explore 

modifications to statute and/or rules to safely transport plants on 

Minnesota’s Noxious Weed List for consumption or medicine
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I do not support this 

recommendation 

(FIST)

I see major issues we 

need to resolve now 

(ONE)

I see minor issues we 

need to resolve now 

(TWO)

I see minor issues we 

can resolve later 

(THREE)

I'm fine with this as it 

is (FOUR)

I love this! I will 

champion it (FIVE)

This is OK. It (with #13) 

may be most of what we 

need

Free permits need to be 

documented and 

recorded.

suggest a timeline before 5 

years, before moratorium  

end date. DNR report should 

be before. SP

If asked for a report - there would 

have to be set metrics on what 

we are reporting back on and 

how do we fund that research, 

who collaborates on those 

projects and leads, etc..

When and how to 

is ???

This Sustainable Foraging Task Force needs to 

be ongoing to guide and review the cycle of 

foraging statutes and rules. Our important role 

in representing the People and all of 

Minnesota is critical and vital to maintain 

balance and accurate recommendations to the 

State Legislature.

Cultural harvest is not 

just an activity, it's a 

traditional way of life.
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suggest DNR + 

Othersreport 

back (/advisory 

council or 

appointed othes)?

Drag your 

sticker to vote 

in this row. 

No "line" 

voting!

If you vote in the first three 

columns, add a note to:

1. explain your concern and 

2. suggest revisions that would 

get you up to "live with" 

status WITHOUT losing the 

supportive votes of others.

If you vote in the other columns, 

your comments are welcome - 

but optional

Grab a sticky note from here, or 

double-click to create your own. 

12. Establish regular review cycle of foraging statutes and rules

Review annually or biennial
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I do not support this 

recommendation 

(FIST)

I see major issues we 

need to resolve now 

(ONE)

I see minor issues we 

need to resolve now 

(TWO)

I see minor issues we 

can resolve later 

(THREE)

I'm fine with this as it 

is (FOUR)

I love this! I will 

champion it (FIVE)

This is needed if we 

do a good job.  

Maybe, maybe not.

I don't think a moratorium is needed 

because it could restrict options that 

might be needed - all rule making 

allows for public input so there 

should not be a need to stop this 

process that is already ongoing.

GW

AG

GK

BH
ISDG

KB

NOIPM

SG SP

I find the 

wording 

confusing. 

The intent makes 

sense but the note 

suggests the 

language will be 

revised. I'd rather 

vote on the revised 

language. 

This is OK. It  (with #12) 

may be most of what we 

need

DNR should be 

able to make 

decisions in real 

time with different 

land types and 

uses.

Drag your 

sticker to vote 

in this row. 

No "line" 

voting!

If you vote in the first three 

columns, add a note to:

1. explain your concern and 

2. suggest revisions that would 

get you up to "live with" 

status WITHOUT losing the 

supportive votes of others.

If you vote in the other columns, 

your comments are welcome - 

but optional

Grab a sticky note from here, or 

double-click to create your own. 

13. Moratorium on rules prohibiting foraging
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Needs more discussion

Include language that explains 

allowing foraging here would 

reduce the costs of paying DNR to 

remove them and also reducing 

pesticides to destroy them
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I do not support this 

recommendation 

(FIST)

I see major issues we 

need to resolve now 

(ONE)

I see minor issues we 

need to resolve now 

(TWO)

I see minor issues we 

can resolve later 

(THREE)

I'm fine with this as it 

is (FOUR)

I love this! I will 

champion it (FIVE)

This would b a large body 

of work that would require 

agencies to collaborate to 

effectively determine need 

for changes to law.

Grab a sticky note from here, or 

double-click to create your own. 

Grab a sticky note from here, or 

double-click to create your own. 

Good 

morning

Good 

morning!

AaniinGood 

morning

Tea

include edible wildflowers 

that grow abundantly such 

as clovers

KP RS

SG

AF

Drag your 

sticker to vote 

in this row. No 

"line" voting!

If you vote in the first three 

columns, add a note to:

1. explain your concern and 

2. suggest revisions that would 

get you up to "live with" 

status WITHOUT losing the 

supportive votes of others.

If you vote in the other columns, 

your comments are welcome - 

but optional

Add state parks for exclusion with SNA's to 

match existing law.  Recommend 

additional research be conducted in state 

parks around specific species to monitor 

high use impacts on smaller land base 

with m much higher visitation on sensitive 

cultural sites including burial mounds.

Grab a sticky note from here, or 

double-click to create your own. 
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Drag your 

sticker to vote 

in this row. No 

"line" voting!

If you vote in the first three 

columns, add a note to:

1. explain your concern and 

2. suggest revisions that would 

get you up to "live with" 

status WITHOUT losing the 

supportive votes of others.

If you vote in the other columns, 

your comments are welcome - 

but optional

I am not sure that we would want to strike 

wildflowers or vegetation of any kind until we have 

better research on impacts if it were suddenly 

removed. I continue to have concerns with opening 

state parks to full harvests and creating a permit 

process to manage select plant species will be costly 

and challenging for staff to administer and monitor.  

How will general public know they are harvesting a T/

E species without significant training.

Grab a sticky note from here, or 

double-click to create your own. 

First rule is for state Parks 

and forest lands.

second is for WMA
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KP RS

AF

Drag your 

sticker to vote 

in this row. No 

"line" voting!

If you vote in the first three 

columns, add a note to:

1. explain your concern and 

2. suggest revisions that would 

get you up to "live with" 

status WITHOUT losing the 

supportive votes of others.

If you vote in the other columns, 

your comments are welcome - 

but optional

This recommendation is 

redundant

Grab a sticky note from here, or 

double-click to create your own. 
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Drag your 

sticker to vote 

in this row. 

No "line" 

voting!

If you vote in the first three 

columns, add a note to:

1. explain your concern and 

2. suggest revisions that would 

get you up to "live with" 

status WITHOUT losing the 

supportive votes of others.

If you vote in the other columns, 

your comments are welcome - 

but optional
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Drag your 

sticker to vote 

in this row. 

No "line" 

voting!

If you vote in the first three 

columns, add a note to:

1. explain your concern and 

2. suggest revisions that would 

get you up to "live with" 

status WITHOUT losing the 

supportive votes of others.

If you vote in the other columns, 

your comments are welcome - 

but optional

Grab a sticky note from here, or 

double-click to create your own. 

DS

KP RS

AF

Drag your 

sticker to vote 

in this row. 

No "line" 

voting!

If you vote in the first three 

columns, add a note to:

1. explain your concern and 

2. suggest revisions that would 

get you up to "live with" 

status WITHOUT losing the 

supportive votes of others.

If you vote in the other columns, 

your comments are welcome - 

but optional

Grab a sticky note from here, or 

double-click to create your own. 

DS

KP RS

AF

Grab a sticky note from here, or 

double-click to create your own. 

at the end add, 

"and best 

practices of 

invasive species 

management."

Dale this 

needs to 

be detailed 

for sure.
If we use the 

term wildflower 

we must define 

it, all plants 

flower. 


