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The Cedar Creek Natural History Area: A Progress Repérf |
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ABSTRACT — During the past five years, the utilization of the Cedar Creek NOtUI&Cﬂ'\CJ)‘i;SrQI'Y-, Area

by educators, research workers, and special groups has increased steadily. Progress in .adlfainistra-

tion, management, operations, and land acquisition is described in this paper,

the future are indicated.

The Cedar Creek Natural History Area represents one
of the major accomplishments of the Minnesota Academy
of Science in the field of preservation of natural areas. By
being joined to the University of Minnesota, this project
has come to be of increasing significance to the scientific
community of the State. This report brings an eailier
accounting (Marshall, 1964) up to date.

Those concerned with programs for natural areas must
first consider the basic ecological question as to what are
(or were) “natural” conditions? Then, the question as
to how these are to be preserved or restored. Such con-
siderations must be predicated on the paradox that, in
order for an area to be productive of human values, it
should be used in some way by people, and this may
alter “natural” conditions.

At Cedar Creek, preservation efforts have included
land acquisition, active patrol, fencing, and limiting of ac-
cess to those with permits only for educational and re-
search purposes. Also, certain management procedures
have been carried out so that, in so far as possible, origi-
nal conditions are being restored. The history of the area,
its location in relation to roads and other human in-
trusions, as well as the exigencies of funding have made
this a slow process. I believe we have made real progress
in the last five years.

Use of the Area

As shown in Table 1, use of the area has increased
considerably. This, I believe, is the result of three things.
First, the overall increasing recognition of the need for
field training in ecological concepts; second, recognition
of the excellence of Cedar Creek research programs;
third, use of the headquarters building by special
groups.

Educational uses have been primarily by classes from
nearby colleges: Macalester, Carleton, Augsburg, St.
Thomas, Moorhead State, St. Cloud State, St. Catherine’s
St. John’s and Hamline, and by several departments ot
the University of Minnesota.

An outstanding program has been the “interim” class
to study winter ecology, which was established by Dr.
L. D. Frenzel, Jr., of Macalester in 1964 and has been
continued by Professor A. J. Jones. Groups of 15 to
20 students have spent 10 to 15 nights over a four-week
period at the dormitory and have studied animals and
plants in the field under severe weather conditions. Since
most of us confine our outdoor work to more pleasant
seasons, we miss both the ecological significance and the
beauty of northern habitats during the frigid periods,
which these students discovered.

More recently, students in the field biology course
in the newly established College of Biological Sciences
have spent successive Saturdays during spring quarter
reviewine research projects at Cedar Creek. In this
way students who are oriented towards molecular biol-

*William H. Marshall, director of the University of Minne-
sota’s field biology program, has been responsible for the Cedar
Creek Natural History Area since 1961.
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Another interesting tlass use has also had a habitat
restoration objective. Dr. Frank Irving, School of Fores-
try, has initiated and carried out a prescribed burning
program to restore and maintain oak-savannah areas near
Fish Lake and within the project area. Twenty to thirty
seniors in forestry and wildlife management carry out
this operation under his direction during the spring quar-
ter.

High school groups from Minneapolis and its northern
suburbs also have made brief visits to habitats in the area.
Since it is difficult for teachers to schedule small group
trips for an entire afternoon, some problems have arisen
in this connection. It is difficult, for instance, to handle
a group of 70 without regularly documented exhibits or
nature trails.

Smaller Groups Preferred

During this five-year period no application for an
educational visit has been refused. The advisory com-
mittee has recommended that the size of visiting groups
be limited to 20. This may work hardships on high school
biology teachers, but it is essential to preservation of the
area. Also, it is undoubtedly necessary for effective in-
struction under field conditions.

Special groups have included faculty of University de-
partments, the first national meeting of the Organization
of inland Biology Field Stations, the fall meeting of the
Minnesota Academy of Science and local 4-H and
church groups which have been at the headquarters build-
ing. Meetings of groups such as these contribute to the
understanding of the Area by the public and to the in-
formation available to members of scientfic organizations.

Signatures of individuals in the Area’s visitor’s book
read like a combined Who’s Who of scientific organiza-

TARLE 1 — Aoproximate number of visitors and type of uses at
the Cedar Creek Natural History Area — 5 year period

1963 1964 1965 1966 1967
No. Persons Visiting*. . 850 875 1049 1050 1470

Collegiate classes ... 650 700 672 550 800

High School classes. . ... R 128 100 180

Individuals ........ 150 175 172 250 250

Special Groups .... 50 77 150 240
No. Colleges/

U. of M. Depts. .... 6/5 7/5 6/5 8/3 6/3
No. High Schools .... ... o 5 3 6
Research Permits® .... 32 38 61 59 53
Research Projects .... 15 12 10 9 10

*Based on signatures in log book at Headquarters Building,
and probably somewhat lower than actual visits. A majority of
the individual visits did not involve field work. Most class groups
spent one-half day an field trips. Most special groups met in the
laboratory with a short field trip, usually on tie walks to Cedar
Bog Lake.

?Since 1964 one-third of the permits have been for workers
at the laboratory or waterfowl pens. Few, if any, field trips were
involved in this period.
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