
Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council
Laws of Minnesota 2017 Accomplishment Plan

D ate: O cto b er 17, 2016

P ro g ram o r P ro ject T itle: G oose Prairie 

Fund s  Reco mmend ed : $ 600,000

Manag er's  Name: Kevin Ruud
T itle: Administrator
O rg anizatio n: Wild Rice Watershed District
Ad d ress : 11 5th Ave E
C ity: Ada, MN 
O ff ice Numb er: 218-784-5501
Email: Kevin@wildricewatershed.org
Web site: www.wildricewatershed.org

Leg is lative C itatio n: ML 2017, C h. X, Art. X, S ec. X

Ap p ro p riatio n Lang uag e: 

C o unty Lo catio ns: Clay

Reg io ns  in which wo rk  wil l  take p lace:

Prairie

Activity typ es:

Enhance

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

Habitat
Prairie
Wetlands

Abstract:

The G oose Prairie Marsh Enhancement Project will give resource mangers the capacity to manage water levels in G oose Prairie Marsh
through installation of a water control structure and a new outlet channel from the marsh to the control structure. The primary purpose
of the project is to improve habitat conditions within the shallow lake and the associated upland habitats within and adjacent to the
existing WMA. Secondary benefits include additional protections of lands adjacent to the WMA and improved water quality and spring
flood risk reduction downstream.

Design and scope of  work:

The G oose Prairie Marsh Enhancement project is located approximately 2 miles northeast of Hitterdal, MN in G oose Prairie Township,
Clay County. The marsh is part of the G oose Prairie Wildlife Management Area (WMA). Clay County Ditch 18 (CD 18) was constructed
through this area in about 1915. 

Water levels in G oose Prairie Marsh cannot currently be managed to improve wildlife habitat using the lake's natural outlet. Since the
early 1990's the lake has been at historically high levels due to above average precipitation and constricted flow through the the
historic outlet channel due to a buildup of sediment and cattails. These high water levels have resulted in substantially degraded
habitat conditions in the marsh. 
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This request for funding includes funds for two components of the G oose Prairie Marsh Enhancement project: installation of a water
control structure and realignment of the outlet channel from the marsh to the water control structure (Attachment 1). 

1) Water control structure - A water control structure made of reinforced concrete with six, 5-foot stoplog bays will be constructed to
allow water level manipulation between from 1203.6 and 1208.5 feet (NAVD 88). The water control structure will be located near the
center of section 22, T141, R44 adjacent to 115th Ave N. A reinforced concrete outlet pipe will be installed to convey water leaving the
structure under the road. The structure will also include a fish barrier to reduce the upstream movement of fish into G oose Prairie
Marsh. A 1,900 foot segment of the township road will also be elevated in order to meet public safety standards. 

2) Realignment of the existing outlet channel - The project will construct a new channel between the the G oose Prairie Marsh and the
new outlet structure. The new channel will effectively convey water from the marsh to the new outlet and ensure water level
management and will avoid wetland impacts and habitat loss associated with cleaning out the existing channel (CD18). The channel is
needed to improve water level management and it will also provide improved recreational access to the WMA. 

The project also includes selective repair of CD18 immediately downstream of the proposed project features. This maintenance work is
needed in order to ensure efficient conveyance of water from the project downstream. This associated work will be completed by the
watershed district with local funds under provisions of 103E.

How does the request  address MN habitats that have: historical value to f ish and wildlif e, wildlif e
species of  greatest  conservation need, MN County Biological Survey data, and/or rare, threatened
and endangered species inventories:

G oose Prairie Marsh is almost entirely contained within G oose Prairie WMA. The WMA is 490 acres and consists of approximately 318
acres of wetlands and 172 acres of upland grassland and forest. Native northern dry prairie has been identified on 23.5 acres of the
WMA by MN DNR Division of Ecological and Water Resources. The WMA is part of a large habitat complex in the area, there are
approximately 1,420 acres of WMA, 5,520 acres of WPA, and 120 acres of Reinvest in Minnesota (RIM) easements within five miles of the
WMA. This project will protect an additional 270 acres of wetland and upland habitats adjacent to the WMA. 

Native plant communities in the project area include northern mesic prairie, central mesic hardwood forest, and prairie mixed cattail
marsh. Key habitats in the subsection include prairie, forest-lowland deciduous, wetland-non-forest, river-headwater to large and river-
very large. G oose Prairie WMA is rated a moderate biodiversity significance rating by the Minnesota Biological Survey meaning that the
site contains occurrences of rare species and/or moderately disturbed native plant communities, and/or landscapes that have a strong
potential for recovery. 

Less than 5%  of pre-settlement wetlands remain in Clay County. Those that remain are stressed and degraded from intensive
agricultural drainage, excessive sediment and nutrient loading, invasive species, and increased shoreline development pressure. Eighty-
three SG CN are known or predicted to occur in the Red River Prairie subsection. Four of those 83 SG CN are unique to the Red River
Prairie area. Shallow lakes and wetlands in the Red River Prairie provide habitat for 37 SG CN species.

Describe the science based planning and evaluation model used:

G oose Prairie Marsh is a shallow lake which has historically provided quality wildlife habitat. Although the marsh is located outside of a
currently designated MN Prairie Plan corridor area it is part of the agricultural matrix area and is critical to a large complex of wetlands
and grasslands in this area. Approximately 1,420 acres of WMA, 5,520 acres of WPA, and 120 acres of Reinvest in Minnesota (RIM)
easements are located within five miles of the G oose Prairie Marsh. This project will substantially improve habitat conditions within this
degraded shallow lake to provide important open water habitats for this area. 

According to Breeding Pair Accessibility Maps (Thunderstorm Maps) produced by the USFWS Habitat and Population Evaluation Team
(HAPET). 41-50 pairs of upland nesting waterfowl could potentially nest in each 40 acre block around G oose Prairie Marsh. The purpose
of the Thunderstorm Map is to identify priority sites for land managers to apply treatments such as grassland restorations. G oose Prairie
Marsh is within the second highest priority level within the Thunderstorm Map criteria.

Which sections of  the Minnesota Statewide Conservation and Preservation Plan are applicable to this
program:

H4 Restore and protect shallow lakes
H5 Restore land, wetlands and wetland-associated watersheds

Which other plans are addressed in this program:

Long Range Duck Recovery Plan
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Managing Minnesota's Shallow Lakes for Waterfowl and Wildlife

Which LSOHC section priorit ies are addressed in this program:
P rairie:

Protect, restore, and enhance shallow lakes

Relationship to other f unds:

Not Listed

D escrib e the relatio nship  o f  the fund s:

Not Listed

How does this program include leverage in f unds or other ef f ort  to supplement any OHF
appropriat ion:

The Wild Rice Watershed District has invested approximately $64,000 in project development, engineering, and permitting. The MN DNR
has made considerable investments in staff time to complete the Environmental Assessment Worksheet (EAW) for this project. These
funds as well as additional watershed district and DNR wildlife program funds are anticipated to leverage LSOHC funds.

Describe the source and amount of  non-OHF money spent f or this work in the past:

Appro priatio n
Year S o urce Amo unt

2014, 2015 Wild RIce  Wa tershed Dis trict 64,000
2015 MN DNR s ta ff time fo r EAW prepa ra tio n a nd co mpletio n

How will you sustain and/or maintain this work af ter the Outdoor Heritage Funds are expended:

The watershed district in cooperation with the MN DNR will be responsible for long term maintenance of this project. The watershed
district is leading the land acquisition, project development, and engineering of this project. The Watershed District will complete this
project using authorities granted in watershed district law (Minnesota Statutes 103D). Long term project maintenance will be
authorized and funded through established watershed district construction and maintenance funds and DNR wildlife funds based on a
joint powers agreement.

Explain the things you will do in the f uture to maintain project  outcomes:

Year S o urce o f Funds S tep 1 S tep 2 S tep 3

2017 LSO HC Co nstructio n Esta blish veg eta tio n in a rea s
a sso cia ted with co nstructio n

Beg in wa ter leve l
ma na g ement a cco rding  to
o pera ting  pla n

2018 Wa ters hed Dis trict Ma intena nce  Fund/ DNR Ma intena nce  o f infra s tructure

Activity Details:

If funded, this program will meet all applicable criteria set forth in MS 97A.056 - Yes

Will there be planting of corn or any crop on OHF land purchased or restored in this program - No

Will restoration and enhancement work follow best management practices including MS 84.973 Pollinator Habitat Program - Yes

Is the activity on permanently protected land per 97A.056, subd 13(f), tribal lands, and/or public waters per MS 103G .005, Subd. 15 - Yes
(WMA, P ub lic Waters)
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Accomplishment T imeline:

Activity Appro ximate Date Co mpleted
FIna l Eng ineering Fa ll, 2017
Co nstructio n Summer 2019

D ate o f  Final  Rep o rt S ub miss io n: 11/1/2022

Federal Funding:

Do you anticipate federal funds as a match for this program - No

Outcomes:
P ro g rams in p rairie reg io n:

Protected, restored, and enhanced shallow lakes and wetlands This project will result in improved water level management and habitat
conditions throughout the Goose Prairie WMA. Success will be measured by achieving desired water levels based on a shallow lake operating
plan, through improvement in water clarity and the composition of the plant community within the marsh (species richness), and increased use
of the WMA by waterfowl during nesting and migration.
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Budget Spreadsheet

Budget reallocations up to 10% do not require an amendment to the Accomplishment Plan

Ho w wil l  this  p ro g ram acco mmo d ate the red uced  ap p ro p riatio n reco o mend atio n fro m the o rig inal  p ro p o sed  req uested
amo unt

Fee title acquisition will be eliminated from the project, and easement acquisition will be limited to flowage easements as per M.S.
130G .551 Subd. 2.

T o tal  Amo unt o f  Req uest: $ 600000

Bud g et and  C ash Leverag e

Budg et Name LS O HC Request Anticipated Leverag e Leverag e S o urce T o ta l
Perso nnel $0 $0 $0
Co ntra cts $550,000 $90,000 Wild Rice  Wa tershed Dis trict $640,000
Fee Acquis itio n w/ PILT $0 $0 $0
Fee Acquis itio n w/o  PILT $0 $0 $0
Ea sement Acquis itio n $0 $0 $0
Ea sement Stewa rds hip $0 $0 $0
Tra ve l $0 $0 $0
Pro fess io na l Services $50,000 $137,000 Wild Rice  Wa tershed Dis trict $187,000
Direct Suppo rt Services $0 $0 $0
DNR La nd Acquis itio n Co s ts $0 $0 $0
Ca pita l Equipment $0 $0 $0
O ther Equipment/To o ls $0 $0 $0
Supplies/Ma teria ls $0 $0 $0
DNR IDP $0 $0 $0

To ta l $600,000 $227,000 $827,000

Amount of Request: $600,000
Amount of Leverage: $227,000
Leverage as a percent of the Request: 37.83%
DSS + Personnel: $0
As a %  of the total request: 0.00%

D o es  the amo unt in the co ntract l ine includ e R/E wo rk?

Yes. All of the money for contract work will go toward enhancement of G oose Prairie Marsh, a degraded shallow lake.

D escrib e and  exp lain leverag e so urce and  co nf irmatio n o f  fund s:

WRWD will locally fund channel maintenance work downstream of project and secure conservation or flowage easements necessary
for water level fluctuations. DNR will provide additional funds as available.
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Output Tables

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

T ype Wetlands Pra iries Fo rest Habitats T o ta l
Resto re 0 0 0 0 0
Pro tect in Fee  with Sta te  PILT Lia bility 0 0 0 0 0
Pro tect in Fee  W/O  Sta te  PILT Lia bility 0 0 0 0 0
Pro tect in Ea sement 0 0 0 0 0
Enha nce 318 24 0 148 490

To ta l 318 24 0 148 490

T ab le 1b . Ho w many o f  these P rairie acres  are Native P rairie?

T ype Native Pra irie
Resto re 0
Pro tect in Fee  with Sta te  PILT Lia bility 0
Pro tect in Fee  W/O  Sta te  PILT Lia bility 0
Pro tect in Ea sement 0
Enha nce 24

To ta l 24

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

T ype Wetlands Pra iries Fo rest Habitats T o ta l
Resto re $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Pro tect in Fee  with Sta te  PILT Lia bility $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Pro tect in Fee  W/O  Sta te  PILT Lia bility $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Pro tect in Ea sement $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Enha nce $600,000 $0 $0 $0 $600,000

To ta l $600,000 $0 $0 $0 $600,000

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

T ype Metro  Urban Fo rest Pra irie S E Fo rest Pra irie N Fo rest T o ta l
Resto re 0 0 0 0 0 0
Pro tect in Fee  with Sta te  PILT Lia bility 0 0 0 0 0 0
Pro tect in Fee  W/O  Sta te  PILT Lia bility 0 0 0 0 0 0
Pro tect in Ea sement 0 0 0 0 0 0
Enha nce 0 0 0 490 0 490

To ta l 0 0 0 490 0 490

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

T ype Metro  Urban Fo rest Pra irie S E Fo rest Pra irie N Fo rest T o ta l
Resto re $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Pro tect in Fee  with Sta te  PILT Lia bility $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Pro tect in Fee  W/O  Sta te  PILT Lia bility $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Pro tect in Ea sement $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Enha nce $0 $0 $0 $600,000 $0 $600,000

To ta l $0 $0 $0 $600,000 $0 $600,000
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T ab le 5. Averag e C o st p er Acre b y Reso urce T yp e

T ype Wetlands Pra iries Fo rest Habitats
Resto re $0 $0 $0 $0
Pro tect in Fee  with Sta te  PILT Lia bility $0 $0 $0 $0
Pro tect in Fee  W/O  Sta te  PILT Lia bility $0 $0 $0 $0
Pro tect in Ea sement $0 $0 $0 $0
Enha nce $1887 $0 $0 $0

T ab le 6. Averag e C o st p er Acre b y Eco lo g ical  S ectio n

T ype Metro /Urban Fo rest/Pra irie S E Fo rest Pra irie No rthern Fo rest
Resto re $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Pro tect in Fee  with Sta te  PILT Lia bility $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Pro tect in Fee  W/O  Sta te  PILT Lia bility $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Pro tect in Ea sement $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Enha nce $0 $0 $0 $1224 $0

T arg et Lake/S tream/River Feet o r Miles

0
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Parcel List

For restoration and enhancement programs ONLY: Managers may add, delete, and substitute projects on this parcel list based upon need, readiness,
cost, opportunity, and/or urgency so long as the substitute parcel/project forwards the constitutional objectives of this program in the Project Scope

table of this accomplishment plan. The final accomplishment plan report will include the final parcel list.

Section 1 - Restore / Enhance Parcel List

Clay
Name T RDS Acres Est Co st Existing  Pro tectio n?

A BRUCE PAAKH JR., TTEE 1414426 26 $104,300 No
A BRUCE PAAKH JR., TTEE 1414426 27 $108,900 No
ANDERSO N EDMUND L &
CO LLENE M 1414423 32 $129,800 No

DAHL JAMES E & KENNETH D &
LE: ERVIN 1414427 28 $114,100 No

G ERNER JO SEPH A & LAVERNE M 1414427 11 $44,600 No
G ING ER R PETERMANN
REVO CABLE LIVING  TRUST 1414426 25 $100,600 No

G JEVRE JO HN A & MARJO RIE A 1414422 9 $35,400 No
G JEVRE JO HN & MARJO RIE 1414427 3 $13,700 No
HARDING  LLO YD JR 1414427 8 $32,100 No
JACO BSO N KYLE & JESSICA 1414422 28 $111,000 No
KJO S TO DD M 1414422 3 $11,000 No
O LEK RO BERT J 1414427 36 $143,400 No
SAVIG  AUDREY & DIANE BAKKE 1414423 33 $131,100 No

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

Goose Prairie

Data Generated From Parcel List

Legend
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Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council
Comparison Report

P ro g ram T itle: 2017 - G oose Prairie 
O rg anizatio n: Wild Rice Watershed District
Manag er: Kevin Ruud

Budget

Requested Amount: $1,820,000
Appropriated Amount: $600,000
Percentage: 32.97%

T o ta l Requested T o ta l Appro priated Percentag e o f Request
Budg et Item LS O HC Request Anticipated Leverag e Appro priated Amo unt Anticipated Leverag e Percentag e o f Request Percentag e o f Leverag e

Perso nnel $0 $0 $0 $0 - -
Co ntra cts $600,000 $40,000 $550,000 $90,000 91.67% 225.00%
Fee Acquis itio n w/ PILT $0 $0 $0 $0 - -
Fee  Acquis itio n w/o  PILT $450,000 $0 $0 $0 0.00% -
Ea sement Acquis itio n $630,000 $0 $0 $0 0.00% -
Ea sement Stewa rds hip $0 $0 $0 $0 - -
Tra ve l $0 $0 $0 $0 - -
Pro fess io na l Services $140,000 $47,000 $50,000 $137,000 35.71% 291.49%
Direct Suppo rt Services $0 $0 $0 $0 - -
DNR La nd Acquis itio n Co s ts $0 $0 $0 $0 - -
Ca pita l Equipment $0 $0 $0 $0 - -
O ther Equipment/To o ls $0 $0 $0 $0 - -
Supplies/Ma teria ls $0 $0 $0 $0 - -
DNR IDP $0 $0 $0 $0 - -

To ta l $1,820,000 $87,000 $600,000 $227,000 32.97% 260.92%

How will this program accommodate the reduced appropriat ion recommendation f rom the original
proposed requested amount?

Fee title acquisition will be eliminated from the project, and easement acquisition will be limited to flowage easements as per M.S.
130G .551 Subd. 2.
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Output

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

T ype T o ta l Pro po sed T o ta l in AP Percentag e o f Pro po sed
Resto re 0 0 -
Pro tect in Fee  with Sta te  PILT Lia bility 90 0 0.00%
Pro tect in Fee  W/O  Sta te  PILT Lia bility 0 0 -
Pro tect in Ea sement 180 0 0.00%
Enha nce 490 490 100.00%

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

T ype T o ta l Pro po sed T o ta l in AP Percentag e o f Pro po sed
Resto re 0 0 -
Pro tect in Fee  with Sta te  PILT Lia bility 0 0 -
Pro tect in Fee  W/O  Sta te  PILT Lia bility 450,000 0 0.00%
Pro tect in Ea sement 630,000 0 0.00%
Enha nce 740,000 600,000 81.08%

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

T ype T o ta l Pro po sed T o ta l in AP Percentag e o f Pro po sed
Resto re 0 0 -
Pro tect in Fee  with Sta te  PILT Lia bility 90 0 0.00%
Pro tect in Fee  W/O  Sta te  PILT Lia bility 0 0 -
Pro tect in Ea sement 180 0 0.00%
Enha nce 490 490 100.00%

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

T ype T o ta l Pro po sed T o ta l in AP Percentag e o f Pro po sed
Resto re 0 0 -
Pro tect in Fee  with Sta te  PILT Lia bility 0 0 -
Pro tect in Fee  W/O  Sta te  PILT Lia bility 450,000 0 0.00%
Pro tect in Ea sement 630,000 0 0.00%
Enha nce 740,000 600,000 81.08%
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