
Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council
Laws of Minnesota 2012 Final Report

D ate: D ecemb er 07, 2016

P ro g ram o r P ro ject T itle: Technical Evaluation Panel

Fund s  Reco mmend ed : $45,000

Manag er's  Name: Wade Johnson
O rg anizatio n: MN DNR
Ad d ress : 500 Lafayette Road
C ity: St Paul, 55155-4025
O ff ice Numb er: 651-259-5075
Email: Wade.A.Johnson@state.mn.us

Leg is lative C itatio n: ML 2012, C h. 264, Art. 1, S ec. 2, S ub d . 6(b )

Ap p ro p riatio n Lang uag e: $45,000 in the second year is to the commissioner of natural resources for a technical evaluation panel to
conduct up to ten restoration evaluations under Minnesota Statutes, section 97A.056, subdivision 10.

C o unty Lo catio ns: Not Listed

Reg io ns  in which wo rk  was  co mp leted :

Not Listed

Activity typ es:

Not Listed

P rio rity reso urces  ad d ressed  b y activity:

Not Listed

Summary of  Accomplishments:

The purpose of this program is to annually evaluate a sample of Outdoor Heritage Fund habitat restoration projects and provide a
report on the evaluations in accordance with state law. 

Process & Methods:

The Fiscal Year 2013 (ML 12) Restoration Evaluation report was submitted to the Legislature and the Outdoor Heritage Council
December 2014. This report is available on the Legislative Library website: http://www.leg.state.mn.us/edocs/edocs.aspx?
oclcnumber=823766285 
Four Outdoor Heritage Fund project evaluations were presented in this report: 
- Trout Unlimited. ML 2010 5 (c) Cold Water River and Stream Restoration, Protection and Enhancement; Project: West Indian Creek
Habitat Restoration 
- CPL G rant ML 2010, Rollie Johnson Island Shoreland Restoration 
- Minnesota Valley National Wildlife Refuge Trust (G reat River G reening). ML 2010 5(a) Metro Big Rivers Habitat Program; Project:
Cherokee Bluff Restoration 
All projects were on track to meet planned goals with continued prescribed maintenance. 
The Evaluation Panel’s recommendations for improvement in restoration practice based on evaluation of all projects (including Clean
Water and Parks and Trails projects) were: 
- Improved documentation to provide better tracking and clear, explicit direction for adaptive management 
- Improved restoration training to disseminate best practices in the evolving field of restoration 
- Evaluation process improvement to best capture and feedback lessons learned from restoration practice 
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Explain Partners, Supporters, & Opposit ion:

Outdoor Heritage Fund Restoration Evaluations are the joint statutory responsibility of DNR and BWSR. As directed in statute a Panel of
restoration experts reviews project evaluations and makes recommendations for improving future restorations. During the period of ML
2012 funding the Panel consisted of: 
Chris Weir-Koetter – DNR, Parks and Trails 
G reg Larson – BWSR 
Sue G alatowitsch – University of Minnesota 
G reg Berg – Stearns County SWCD 
G reg Hoch – DNR, Wildlife 
Mark Oja – MN NRCS 

Contracted and State Agency technical experts provide field assessment reports to the Panel for review. 

Addit ional Comments:
Exceptional challenges, expectations, failures, opportunities, or unique aspects of program

Not Listed

Other Funds Received:

Not Listed

Ho w were the fund s  used  to  ad vanced  the p ro g ram:

Relationship to Other Constitutional Funds 
State law requires restoration evaluations be conducted on habitat restoration projects completed with funds from the Clean Water
Fund (M.S. 114D.50), Outdoor Heritage Fund (M.S. 97A.056), and Parks and Trails Fund (M.S. 85.53). As provided by law, BWSR is the
responsible agency for Clean Water Fund restoration evaluations; DNR is the responsible agency for Parks and Trails Fund restoration
evaluations; and DNR and BWSR are jointly responsible for Outdoor Heritage Fund restoration evaluations. 

What is the plan to sustain and/or maintain this work af ter the Outdoor Heritage Funds are
expended:

It is anticipated that the evaluation program outputs will help to create a framework for continuous improvement in restoration
practice. Direct work of the Legacy Fund Restoration Evaluation Program will be sustained for the period of funding.

Outcomes:
The original accomplishment plan stated the program would
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Budget Spreadsheet

Final Budget line item reallocations are allowed up to 10% and do not need require an amendment to the Accomplishment Plan

Total Amount: $45,000

Bud g et and  C ash Leverag e

Budg et Name Request S pent Cash Leverag e (anticipated) Cash Leverag e (received) Leverag e S o urce T o ta l (o rig ina l) T o ta l (fina l)
Perso nnel $35,500 $43,500 $0 $0 $35,500 $43,500
Co ntra cts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Fee Acquis itio n w/ PILT $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Fee Acquis itio n w/o  PILT $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Ea sement Acquis itio n $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Ea sement Stewa rds hip $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Tra ve l $4,200 $700 $0 $0 $4,200 $700
Pro fess io na l Services $2,600 $0 $0 $0 $2,600 $0
Direct Suppo rt Services $1,700 $600 $0 $0 $1,700 $600
DNR La nd Acquis itio n Co s ts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Ca pita l Equipment $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
O ther Equipment/To o ls $200 $0 $0 $0 $200 $0
Supplies/Ma teria ls $800 $200 $0 $0 $800 $200
DNR IDP $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

To ta l $45,000 $45,000 $0 $0 $45,000 $45,000

P erso nnel

Po sitio n FT E O ver # o f years S pent Cash Leverag e Leverag e S o urce T o ta l
Pro g ra m co o rdina tio n 0.26 2.00 $41,500 $0 $41,500
Assessment Sta ff 0.01 2.00 $2,000 $0 $2,000

To ta l 0.27 4.00 $43,500 $0 $43,500

Explain any budget challenges or successes:

Not Listed
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Output Tables

T ab le 1a. Acres  b y Reso urce T yp e

T ype Wetlands
(o rig ina l)

Wetlands
(fina l)

Pra iries
(o rig ina l)

Pra iries
(fina l)

Fo rest
(o rig ina l)

Fo rest
(fina l)

Habitats
(o rig ina l)

Habitats
(fina l)

T o ta l
(o rig ina l)

T o ta l
(fina l)

Resto re 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Pro tect in Fee  with Sta te  PILT
Lia bility 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Pro tect in Fee  W/O  Sta te  PILT
Lia bility 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Pro tect in Ea sement 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Enha nce 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

To ta l 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

T ab le 2. T o tal  Fund ing  b y Reso urce T yp e

T ype Wetlands
(o rig ina l)

Wetlands
(fina l)

Pra iries
(o rig ina l)

Pra iries
(fina l)

Fo rest
(o rig ina l)

Fo rest
(fina l)

Habitats
(o rig ina l)

Habitats
(fina l)

T o ta l
(o rig ina l)

T o ta l
(fina l)

Resto re $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Pro tect in Fee  with Sta te  PILT
Lia bility $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Pro tect in Fee  W/O  Sta te  PILT
Lia bility $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Pro tect in Ea sement $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Enha nce $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

To ta l $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

T ab le 3. Acres  within each Eco lo g ical  S ectio n

T ype Metro  Urban
(o rig ina l)

Metro
Urban
(fina l)

Fo rest Pra irie
(o rig ina l)

Fo rest
Pra irie
(fina l)

S E Fo rest
(o rig ina l)

S E Fo rest
(fina l)

Pra irie
(o rig ina l)

Pra irie
(fina l)

N Fo rest
(o rig ina l)

N Fo rest
(fina l)

T o ta l
(o rig ina l)

T o ta l
(fina l)

Resto re 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Pro tect in Fee  with
Sta te  PILT Lia bility 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Pro tect in Fee  W/O
Sta te  PILT Lia bility 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Pro tect in Ea sement 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Enha nce 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

To ta l 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

T ab le 4. T o tal  Fund ing  within each Eco lo g ical  S ectio n

T ype Metro  Urban
(o rig ina l)

Metro
Urban
(fina l)

Fo rest Pra irie
(o rig ina l)

Fo rest
Pra irie
(fina l)

S E Fo rest
(o rig ina l)

S E Fo rest
(fina l)

Pra irie
(o rig ina l)

Pra irie
(fina l)

N Fo rest
(o rig ina l)

N Fo rest
(fina l)

T o ta l
(o rig ina l)

T o ta l
(fina l)

Resto re $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Pro tect in Fee  with
Sta te  PILT Lia bility $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Pro tect in Fee  W/O
Sta te  PILT Lia bility $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Pro tect in Ea sement $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Enha nce $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

To ta l $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

T arg et Lake/S tream/River Feet o r Miles  (o rig inal)

0
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T arg et Lake/S tream/River Feet o r Miles  ( f inal)

0

Explain the success/shortage of  acre goals:

Not Listed
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Parcel List

Section 1 - Restore / Enhance Parcel List

No parcels with an activity type restore or enhance.

Section 2 - Protect  Parcel List

No parcels with an activity type protect.

Section 2a - Protect  Parcel with Bldgs

No parcels with an activity type protect and has buildings.

Section 3 - Other Parcel Activity

No parcels with an other activity type.
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Parcel Map

Technical Evaluation Panel

Data Generated From Parcel List

Legend

Page 7 o f 7


