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

D ate: O cto b er 21, 2016

P ro g ram o r P ro ject T itle: Anoka Sand Plain Habitat Conservation - Phase V

Fund s  Reco mmend ed : $ 1,130,000

Manag er's  Name: Wiley Buck
O rg anizatio n: G reat River G reening
Ad d ress : 35 W Water Street
Ad d ress  2: Suite 201
C ity: St. Paul, MN 55107
O ff ice Numb er: 651-665-9500
Mo b ile Numb er: 651-775-8759
Email: wbuck@greatrivergreening.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: Anoka, Benton, Isanti, Morrison, and Stearns.

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

Forest / Prairie Transition
Metro / Urban
Northern Forest

Activity typ es:

Enhance
Protect in Easement
Restore

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

Forest
Habitat
Prairie
Wetlands

Abstract:

The Anoka Sandplain Partnership proposal will restore/enhance 245 acres and 1.20 mi shoreline; and protect 80 acres of wildlife habitat
on priority public lands principally within the Anoka Sandplain Ecological Region within the Metropolitan Urbanizing and Forest-Prairie
Transition sections.

Design and scope of  work:

The Anoka Sandplain Partnership includes >26 government agencies/organizations working to protect, enhance, and restore lands and
waters of the Anoka Sandplain eco-region. Five of the organizations are direct recipients of OHF funds, working together to protect,
restore, and enhance priority habitats on state lands, land owned by local government units, and private holdings. A sixth partner is
contributing cash match and significant in-kind. 

The following outcomes will be realized: 
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1. Restoration/enhancement of 245 acres and 1.20 miles of shoreline, for priority habitat improvement and connectivity. 
2. Permanent protection on 80 acres of priority habitat through conservation easement. 
3. Engage local communities in project activities, where cost-effective, to encourage long-term success. 

Anticipated projects by priority category are: 

PRISTINE HABITATs 
1. G ordie Mikkelson WMA (Anoka Conservation District): Enhance 80 acres of ‘High’ MCBS wetland and forest. 

SWAP (State Wildlife Action Plan) PRIORITY HABITATS (PRAIRIE, SAVANNA, NON-FORESTED WETLAND) 
2. Carlos Avery WMA (G reat River G reening): Restoration of 35 acres of oak savanna 
3. Blaine Wetland Sanctuary South (G reat River G reening): Enhance 147 acres of shallow peat basin wetland, with T&E species 

THREATENED WILD&SCENIC RIVER STREAMBANK 
4. High Meadows Rum River Re-Meander (Isanti SWCD): Reconnect over 1 mile of main channel aquatic and shoreline habitat by
blocking man-made shortcut 
5. Mississippi River Streambank (Stearns SWCD): Restoration of 475' of major river streambank using high habitat value toe-wood design.

ALL PRIORITY HABITAT CATEG ORIES 
6. Conservation Easement (Minnesota Land Trust): Permanently protect 80 ac of habitat in one or more of the priority categories. 

If funding proves sufficient, the following "Tier 2" projects will be pursued: 
*Five WMA Woodland Enhancements: 327 acres of oak woodland across 5 WMAs enhanced with first burns. 
*Twin Lakes SNA: Enhance 48 ac oak woodland 
*Three WMA Prairie Reconstructions: 26 acres of prairie restorations across 3 WMAs 
*Mickelson Floodplain and Shoreline: Enhancement of 10 ac forest and 0.20 mile of Rum River shoreline with floodplain tree planting. 
*Expansion of Carlos Avery, Blaine Wetland Sanctuary, and Conservation Easements projects. 
All of these "Tier 2" projects address the same priority habitats as the anticipated projects. 

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:

We review all of these data sets during the course of our project development, and many of our proposed sites are ranked highly for
having examples of high quality MCBS-ranked natural communities and concentrations of rare species. The Anoka Sandplain is known
to provide home to some 115 state-listed plants and animals, the most diverse LSOHC Ecological subsection (in terms of rare species) in
the state. We are compelled to ensure their long-term viability of wildlife deemed species of greatest conservation need is ensured.
This proposal provides a major step in that direction. 

For instance, five state-listed plant species occur in our project sites: 1. Twisted yellow eyed grass (Xyris torta, Endangered); 2. One
flowered broomrape (Orbanche uniflora, Threatened); 3. Lance-leaved violet (Viola lanceolata, Threatened); 4. Vermont blackberry
(Rubus vermontanus, Special Concern); and 5. Beach heather (Hudsonia tomentosa, Threatened). With enhancement, it is anticipated
that nine additional rare vascular plants will germinate/emerge from the existing seedbank: 1. Cross-leaved milkwort (Polygala cruciata
var. aquilonia, Endangered); 2. Marginated rush (Juncus marginatus, Endangered); 3. Tubercled rein orchid (Platanthera flava var.
herbiola, Threatened); 4. Stipuled blackberry (Rubus stipulatus, Endangered); 5. Half-bristly blackberry (Rubus semisetosus,
Threatened); 6. Toothcup (Rotala ramosior, Threatened); 7. Clinton’s bulrush (Trichophorum clintonii, Threatened); 8. St. Lawrence grape
fern (Sceptridium rugulosum, Special Concern); and 9. Autumn Fimbristylis (Fimbristylis autumnalis, Special Concern). 

Habitat will be restored/enlarged for three to four rare animal populations: 1. Northern Barrens Tiger Beetle (Cincindelia patruela
patruela, Special Concern); 2. Leonards Skipper (Hesperia leonardus leonardus, Special Concern); 3. Blanding's Turtle (Emydoidea
blandingii, Threatened); and (on a Tier II site), 4. Red-shouldered hawk (Buteo lineatus). 

Wild turkey and waterfowl priority sites are found in our project list; in addition, the Wild&Scenic River projects are in river stretches
known for smallmouth bass fishing. 

Describe the science based planning and evaluation model used:

We use a slate of information to target our actions, including the DNR’s MCBS Sites of Biodiversity Significance, Regionally Ecological
Significant Areas, and Habitat Corridors. We consider the Anoka Sandplain breakout of the Minnesota Comprehensive Wildlife
Conservation Plan our Partnership’s foundation for implementation plan guidance documents. We review all pertinent and available
data sets during the course of our proposal and project development. Several of our sites are ranked 'highly' for having examples of
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high quality MCBS-ranked natural communities and concentrations of rare species. Additionally, there are several WMA, SNA, Regionally
Significant Ecological Areas and other designations which indicate these lands and waterways are of ecological importance. 

DNR staff with expertise in prairie, forest, wetland, and aquatic habitat have worked to identify key species and to develop metrics that
can be used to answer this question by LSOHC. The developed metrics are derived from existing data sources and/or scientific
literature, to be used by DNR, BWSR, many of our ASP partners, to address enhancement of corridors and ecological complexes
identified by MCBS, and to reduce fragmentation of habitats at a broad scale. 

Minnesota Land Trust uses a published set of scientific criteria to choose the highest available cost:benefit for easement projects. 

Protection of existing habitat and increasing connectivity between habitats via establishment of habitat/wildlife corridors is of great
importance to the partnership and is vitally important to the long-term viability and sustainability of biodiversity, protection of
threatened and endangered species, as well as game and non-game species throughout the region. Therefore, each of our project
partner’s endeavor to ensure that the best possible science based information is utilized to inform our projects planning and
implementation.

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

H1 Protect priority land habitats
H5 Restore land, wetlands and wetland-associated watersheds

Which other plans are addressed in this program:

Minnesota DNR Strategic Conservation Agenda
Outdoor Heritage Fund: A 25 Year Framework

Which LSOHC section priorit ies are addressed in this program:
Fo rest / P rairie T rans itio n:

Protect, enhance, and restore wild rice wetlands, shallow lakes, wetland/grassland complexes, aspen parklands, and shoreland that
provide critical habitat for game and nongame wildlife

Metro  / Urb an:

Protect, enhance, and restore remnant native prairie, Big Woods forests, and oak savanna with an emphasis on areas with high
biological diversity

No rthern Fo rest:

Protect shoreland and restore or enhance critical habitat on wild rice lakes, shallow lakes, cold water lakes, streams and rivers, and
spawning areas

Relationship to other f unds:

Environmental and Natural Resource Trust Fund
Clean Water Fund
Parks and Trails Fund

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

Match from the Clean Water Fund is committed to the Rum River High Meadows Re-Meander Project. In past years, Trust Fund
allocations have been put toward terrace forest enhancement, and cedar revetment streambank enhancement at the Mickelson Rum
River Floodplain / Streambank project site. 

While the ASP Partnership is using and pursuing funds available through other state funds (Environmental and Natural Resources Trust
Fund, Parks and Trails Fund, Clean Water Fund) to achieve its goals in the Anoka Sandplain, none of those funds are being accessed to
simultaneously address the habitat restoration and enhancement needs proposed here. This proposal to LSOHC for Outdoor Heritage
Fund support does not supplant any other sources of funds. In all cases, this proposal and the projects to be completed accelerate
regional habitat work in the Anoka Sandplain.
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How does this program include leverage in f unds or other ef f ort  to supplement any OHF
appropriat ion:

During proposal development and project planning and implementation, matching funds are sought. To date, verbal committments have
been received from TNC, City of Blaine; TNC has also shared significant in-kind mapping resources and will continue to do so. Other
funds, namely NFWF Monarch Butterfly Conservation funds and OHF Clean Water Funds have been formally secured. Additional
matching funds will continue to be sought. The proposed projects build upon an extensive public investment in public lands and
greatly accelerates protection, enhancement and restoration of priority habitat in the Metropolitan Urbanizing, Forest-Prairie
Transition, and Northern Forest zones. The proposed acquisitions and/or habitat enhancement and restoration could not proceed as
rapidly or to as great an extent without access to OHF funds and certainly not within the same timeline. The OHF grant funds will not
supplant any current state funding sources.

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

2007 (ACD)  ENRTF - Co nserva tio n Pa rtners 10000
2015 Stea rns  Co unty in-kind -Eng ineering , RFP Pro cess 11600

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

Site-specific resource management plans will be utilized (and developed, if not already in place) to guide effective long-term
management of targeted habitats/species. All land managers associated with sites included in this proposal have committed to the
long-term maintenance of these habitat improvements in line with prescribed actions. A principle goal of this proposal is accelerate
enhancement/restoration of respective sites and bring them to a point where on-going management costs are diminished and the
resource can be effectively maintained over time. 

The ASP Partnership is committed to working with respective land management agencies (local, state and federal) and conservation
organizations in an on-going basis to identify and procure financial resources for maintaining these improvements as needed, bring
volunteers to bear, and otherwise assist in reducing the financial and capacity burden in the face of fiscal constraints.

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
ACD - 2019-2022 Ano ka  SWCD Dis trict Ca pa city Funding Spo t check Retrea t
G RG  - 2020-2030 Ano ka  SWCD Assessment Spo t Trea tment Prescribed Fire
Isa nti SWCD -
2019-2022 Co ntra cto r, Flo o d Mo ney Inspect Burn 3-yea r ro ta tio n Pursue  flo o d mo ney if

da ma g ed due to  flo o ding
MLT - 2023 (a nd
in perpetuity) Minnes o ta  La nd Trust Annua l mo nito ring  o f

ea sements  in perpetuity Enfo rcement a s  needed

Stea rns  SWCD -
2019-2022 Stea rns  Co unty Pa rks Inspect Repla ce  pla nting s Sta tus  check a fter s to rm

events

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 the eased land be open for public use - No

Is the land you plan to acquire free of any other permanent protection - Yes

Who will manage the easement?

Minnesota Land Trust

Who will be the easement holder?

Minnesota Land Trust
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Are there currently trails or roads on any of the acquisitions on the parcel list - Yes

Describe the types of trails or roads and the allowable uses:

Most MLT easements will have driveways, field roads and trails located on them. Often, these established trails and roads are permitted
in the terms of the easement and can be used by the landowner for personal use if their use does not significantly impact the
conservation values of the property; creation of new roads/trails or expansion of existing ones is not allowed.

Will the trails or roads remain and uses continue to be allowed after OHF acquisition - Yes

How will maintenance and monitoring be accomplished:

Existing trails and roads are identified in the project baseline report and will be monitored annually as part of the Minnesota Land
Trust's stewardship and enforcement protocols. Maintenance of permitted roads/trails will be the responsibility of the landowner.

Will new trails or roads be developed or improved as a result of the OHF acquisition - 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, S NA, P rivate Land , C o unty/Municip al, P ub lic Waters)

Accomplishment T imeline:

Activity Appro ximate Date Co mpleted
G RG  - Resto ra tio n pla ns  co mpleted a cro ss  a ll pro po sed s ites 2018
G RG  - Resto ra tio ns /enha ncements  co mpleted a cro s s  a ll s ites Spring  2022
Isa nti SWCD - Eng ineering  des ig ns  co mplete , bids  reques ted Fa ll 2018
Isa nti SWCD - Cha nnel reco nstructio n fo llo wing  eng ineering  des ig ns  initia ted Winter 2020
Isa nti SWCD - Enha nced plug g ing / seeding  fo r po llina to r ha bita t us ing  vo lunteers Fa ll 2021
ACD - Ba sa l ba rk herbicide  a pplica tio n to  bucktho rn in tra ns itio na l a nd wetla nd a rea s La te  fa ll 2018
Stea rns  SWCD - Strea mba nk res to ra tio n ( to e  wo o d a nd bio -eng ineering  ins ta lla tio n La te  fa ll 2018
Stea rns  SWCD - Strea mba nk buffer res to ra tio n a nd ha bita t Summer 2018
MLT - Se lect a nd a cquire  co nserva tio n ea sements Summer 2020
MLT - Co mplete  ha bita t enha ncement wo rk Spring  2022

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 the no rthern fo rest reg io n:

Increased availability and improved condition of riparian forests and other habitat corridors Ecological monitoring, data measured
against DNR established norms and OHF protocols, and community engagement in long-term maintenance and monitoring activities.

P ro g rams in fo rest- p rairie trans itio n reg io n:

Wetland and upland complexes will consist of native prairies, restored prairies, quality grasslands, and restored shallow lakes and
wetlands Ecological monitoring, data measured against DNR established norms and OHC protocols, and community engagement in long-term
maintenance and monitoring activities.

P ro g rams in metro p o litan urb aniz ing  reg io n:

A network of natural land and riparian habitats will connect corridors for wildlife and species in greatest conservation need Ecological
monitoring, data measured against DNR established norms and OHC protocols, and community engagement in long-term maintenance and
monitoring activities.
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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

The Anoka Sandplain partners have reduced the total number of enhancement/restoration projects from 14 to 5, and reduced 
the acreage to be enhanced/restored in 2 of the remaining projects. The acreage to be protected has been reduced from 500 to 80
acres.

T o tal  Amo unt o f  Req uest: $ 1130000

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 $134,500 $39,800 Stea rns  Co . Pa rks , NFWF Mo na rch Fund, City o f Bla ine , G reening , Ano ka  SWCD $174,300
Co ntra cts $695,600 $26,000 TNC, La ndo wner $721,600
Fee Acquis itio n w/ PILT $0 $0 $0
Fee Acquis itio n w/o  PILT $0 $0 $0
Ea sement Acquis itio n $200,000 $45,000 Priva te $245,000
Ea sement Stewa rds hip $40,000 $0 $40,000
Tra ve l $5,400 $0 $5,400
Pro fess io na l Services $31,400 $5,000 Clea n Wa ter Funds $36,400
Direct Suppo rt Services $14,300 $10,600 MLT $24,900
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 $100 $0 $100
Supplies/Ma teria ls $8,700 $2,100 TNC, La ndo wner $10,800
DNR IDP $0 $0 $0

To ta l $1,130,000 $128,500 $1,258,500

P erso nnel

Po sitio n FT E O ver # o f years LS O HC Request Anticipated Leverag e Leverag e S o urce T o ta l
Ano ka  Co nserva tio n Dis trict Sta ff 0.10 3.00 $25,000 $2,500 Ano ka  SWCD $27,500
Minneso ta  La nd Trust Sta ff 0.20 3.00 $54,000 $0 $54,000
Isa nti SWCD Sta ff 0.09 3.00 $19,500 $0 $19,500
G RG  Sta ff 0.15 3.00 $26,300 $31,300 NFWF Mo na rch Fund, City o f Bla ine , G reening $57,600
Stea rns  Co unty SWCD Sta ff 0.06 3.00 $9,700 $6,000 Stea rns  Co . Pa rks $15,700

To ta l 0.60 15.00 $134,500 $39,800 $174,300

Bud g et and  C ash Leverag e b y P artnership

Budg et Name Partnership LS O HC Request Anticipated Leverag e Leverag e S o urce T o ta l
Perso nnel Ano ka  Co nserva tio n Dis trict $25,000 $2,500 Ano ka  SWCD $27,500
Co ntra cts Ano ka  Co nserva tio n Dis trict $10,000 $1,000 La ndo wner $11,000
Fee Acquis itio n w/ PILT Ano ka  Co nserva tio n Dis trict $0 $0 $0
Fee Acquis itio n w/o  PILT Ano ka  Co nserva tio n Dis trict $0 $0 $0
Ea sement Acquis itio n Ano ka  Co nserva tio n Dis trict $0 $0 $0
Ea sement Stewa rds hip Ano ka  Co nserva tio n Dis trict $0 $0 $0
Tra ve l Ano ka  Co nserva tio n Dis trict $0 $0 $0
Pro fess io na l Services Ano ka  Co nserva tio n Dis trict $0 $0 $0
Direct Suppo rt Services Ano ka  Co nserva tio n Dis trict $0 $0 $0
DNR La nd Acquis itio n Co s ts Ano ka  Co nserva tio n Dis trict $0 $0 $0
Ca pita l Equipment Ano ka  Co nserva tio n Dis trict $0 $0 $0
O ther Equipment/To o ls Ano ka  Co nserva tio n Dis trict $0 $0 $0
Supplies/Ma teria ls Ano ka  Co nserva tio n Dis trict $6,000 $600 La ndo wner $6,600
DNR IDP Ano ka  Co nserva tio n Dis trict $0 $0 $0

To ta l $41,000 $4,100 $45,100
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P erso nnel -  Ano ka C o nservatio n D istrict

Po sitio n FT E O ver # o f years LS O HC Request Anticipated Leverag e Leverag e S o urce T o ta l
Ano ka  Co nserva tio n Dis trict Sta ff 0.10 3.00 $25,000 $2,500 Ano ka  SWCD $27,500

To ta l 0.10 3.00 $25,000 $2,500 $27,500

Budg et Name Partnership LS O HC Request Anticipated Leverag e Leverag e S o urce T o ta l
Perso nnel Minneso ta  La nd Trust $54,000 $0 $54,000
Co ntra cts Minneso ta  La nd Trust $12,000 $0 $12,000
Fee Acquis itio n w/ PILT Minneso ta  La nd Trust $0 $0 $0
Fee Acquis itio n w/o  PILT Minneso ta  La nd Trust $0 $0 $0
Ea sement Acquis itio n Minneso ta  La nd Trust $200,000 $45,000 Priva te $245,000
Ea sement Stewa rds hip Minneso ta  La nd Trust $40,000 $0 $40,000
Tra ve l Minneso ta  La nd Trust $2,000 $0 $2,000
Pro fess io na l Services Minneso ta  La nd Trust $31,400 $0 $31,400
Direct Suppo rt Services Minneso ta  La nd Trust $10,600 $10,600 MLT $21,200
DNR La nd Acquis itio n Co s ts Minneso ta  La nd Trust $0 $0 $0
Ca pita l Equipment Minneso ta  La nd Trust $0 $0 $0
O ther Equipment/To o ls Minneso ta  La nd Trust $0 $0 $0
Supplies/Ma teria ls Minneso ta  La nd Trust $0 $0 $0
DNR IDP Minneso ta  La nd Trust $0 $0 $0

To ta l $350,000 $55,600 $405,600

P erso nnel -  Minneso ta Land  T rust

Po sitio n FT E O ver # o f years LS O HC Request Anticipated Leverag e Leverag e S o urce T o ta l
Minneso ta  La nd Trust Sta ff 0.20 3.00 $54,000 $0 $54,000

To ta l 0.20 3.00 $54,000 $0 $54,000

Budg et Name Partnership LS O HC Request Anticipated Leverag e Leverag e S o urce T o ta l
Perso nnel Isa nti SWCD $19,500 $0 $19,500
Co ntra cts Isa nti SWCD $210,000 $25,000 TNC $235,000
Fee Acquis itio n w/ PILT Isa nti SWCD $0 $0 $0
Fee Acquis itio n w/o  PILT Isa nti SWCD $0 $0 $0
Ea sement Acquis itio n Isa nti SWCD $0 $0 $0
Ea sement Stewa rds hip Isa nti SWCD $0 $0 $0
Tra ve l Isa nti SWCD $200 $0 $200
Pro fess io na l Services Isa nti SWCD $0 $5,000 Clea n Wa ter Funds $5,000
Direct Suppo rt Services Isa nti SWCD $1,300 $0 $1,300
DNR La nd Acquis itio n Co s ts Isa nti SWCD $0 $0 $0
Ca pita l Equipment Isa nti SWCD $0 $0 $0
O ther Equipment/To o ls Isa nti SWCD $0 $0 $0
Supplies/Ma teria ls Isa nti SWCD $0 $1,500 TNC $1,500
DNR IDP Isa nti SWCD $0 $0 $0

To ta l $231,000 $31,500 $262,500

P erso nnel -  Isanti  S WC D

Po sitio n FT E O ver # o f years LS O HC Request Anticipated Leverag e Leverag e S o urce T o ta l
Isa nti SWCD Sta ff 0.09 3.00 $19,500 $0 $19,500

To ta l 0.09 3.00 $19,500 $0 $19,500
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Budg et Name Partnership LS O HC Request Anticipated Leverag e Leverag e S o urce T o ta l
Perso nnel G rea t River G reening $26,300 $31,300 NFWF Mo na rch Fund, City o f Bla ine , G reening $57,600
Co ntra cts G rea t River G reening $310,300 $0 $310,300
Fee Acquis itio n w/ PILT G rea t River G reening $0 $0 $0
Fee Acquis itio n w/o  PILT G rea t River G reening $0 $0 $0
Ea sement Acquis itio n G rea t River G reening $0 $0 $0
Ea sement Stewa rds hip G rea t River G reening $0 $0 $0
Tra ve l G rea t River G reening $3,200 $0 $3,200
Pro fess io na l Services G rea t River G reening $0 $0 $0
Direct Suppo rt Services G rea t River G reening $2,400 $0 $2,400
DNR La nd Acquis itio n Co s ts G rea t River G reening $0 $0 $0
Ca pita l Equipment G rea t River G reening $0 $0 $0
O ther Equipment/To o ls G rea t River G reening $100 $0 $100
Supplies/Ma teria ls G rea t River G reening $2,700 $0 $2,700
DNR IDP G rea t River G reening $0 $0 $0

To ta l $345,000 $31,300 $376,300

P erso nnel -  G reat R iver G reening

Po sitio n FT E O ver # o f years LS O HC Request Anticipated Leverag e Leverag e S o urce T o ta l
G RG  Sta ff 0.15 3.00 $26,300 $31,300 NFWF Mo na rch Fund, City o f Bla ine , G reening $57,600

To ta l 0.15 3.00 $26,300 $31,300 $57,600

Budg et Name Partnership LS O HC Request Anticipated Leverag e Leverag e S o urce T o ta l
Perso nnel Stea rns  SWCD $9,700 $6,000 Stea rns  Co . Pa rks $15,700
Co ntra cts Stea rns  SWCD $153,300 $0 $153,300
Fee Acquis itio n w/ PILT Stea rns  SWCD $0 $0 $0
Fee Acquis itio n w/o  PILT Stea rns  SWCD $0 $0 $0
Ea sement Acquis itio n Stea rns  SWCD $0 $0 $0
Ea sement Stewa rds hip Stea rns  SWCD $0 $0 $0
Tra ve l Stea rns  SWCD $0 $0 $0
Pro fess io na l Services Stea rns  SWCD $0 $0 $0
Direct Suppo rt Services Stea rns  SWCD $0 $0 $0
DNR La nd Acquis itio n Co s ts Stea rns  SWCD $0 $0 $0
Ca pita l Equipment Stea rns  SWCD $0 $0 $0
O ther Equipment/To o ls Stea rns  SWCD $0 $0 $0
Supplies/Ma teria ls Stea rns  SWCD $0 $0 $0
DNR IDP Stea rns  SWCD $0 $0 $0

To ta l $163,000 $6,000 $169,000

P erso nnel -  S tearns  S WC D

Po sitio n FT E O ver # o f years LS O HC Request Anticipated Leverag e Leverag e S o urce T o ta l
Stea rns  Co unty SWCD Sta ff 0.06 3.00 $9,700 $6,000 Stea rns  Co . Pa rks $15,700

To ta l 0.06 3.00 $9,700 $6,000 $15,700

Amount of Request: $1,130,000
Amount of Leverage: $128,500
Leverage as a percent of the Request: 11.37%
DSS + Personnel: $148,800
As a %  of the total request: 13.17%

Ho w d id  yo u d etermine which p o rtio ns  o f  the D irect S up p o rt S ervices  o f  yo ur shared  sup p o rt services  is  d irect to  this  p ro g ram:

G reening and Isanti SWCD calculated direct support services at 9%  of LSOHC Funding Request for Personnel. Minnesota Land Trust
calculated direct support services at 50%  of their current application for a federal indirect expense rate, with the other 50%  coming as
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leverage through the Land Trust's fundraising.

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

Yes, 98% . Note: Isanti SWCD anticipates subcontracting with G reat River G reening (at LOSHC personnel rates) to restore/enhance the
vegetation on the High Meadows plug in the man-made Rum River channel.

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

NFWF Monarch Conservation and Clean Water funds are secured. The Nature Conservancy has committed $25,000 toward the High
Meadows project, and $5,000 to the Tier II Mickelson project. Additional leverage funding is from a variety of sources, including
municipal, private, and ngo's.
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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 35 0 0 35
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 80 80
Enha nce 147 0 50 15 212

To ta l 147 35 50 95 327

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 0

To ta l 0

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 $120,000 $0 $0 $120,000
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 $350,000 $350,000
Enha nce $258,000 $0 $8,000 $394,000 $660,000

To ta l $258,000 $120,000 $8,000 $744,000 $1,130,000

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 35 0 0 0 0 35
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 80 0 0 0 0 80
Enha nce 197 1 0 0 14 212

To ta l 312 1 0 0 14 327

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 $120,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $120,000
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 $350,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $350,000
Enha nce $266,000 $163,000 $0 $0 $231,000 $660,000

To ta l $736,000 $163,000 $0 $0 $231,000 $1,130,000
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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 $3429 $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 $4375
Enha nce $1755 $0 $160 $26267

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 $3429 $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 $4375 $0 $0 $0 $0
Enha nce $1350 $163000 $0 $0 $16500

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

1.24
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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

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

ACD - Mikke lso n WMA 03302205 80 $41,000 Yes
G RG  - Bla ine  Wetla nd
Sa nctua ry So uth 03123215 117 $224,000 Yes

G RG  - Ca rlo s  Avery WMA 03322214 35 $120,000 Yes

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

Tier 2 G RG  - 3 WMA Pra irie
Reco nstructio ns 03628224 26 $71,000 Yes

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

Isa nti SWCD - Hig h Mea do ws
Rum Re-Mea nder 03623208 14 $231,000 Yes

Tier 2 G RG  - Micke ls o n
Flo o dpla in 03623220 10 $27,001 Yes

Tier 2 G RG  - Twin La kes  SNA
(Pha se  2) 03422211 48 $125,900 Yes

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

Tier 2 G RG  - 5 WMA Wo o dla nd
Enha ncements 03932212 327 $346,600 Yes

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

Stea rns  SWCD - Mis s is s ippi
River Pa rk Sho re line 12628216 1 $162,800 Yes

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

Anoka Sand Plain Habitat Conservation - Phase V

Data Generated From Parcel List

Legend
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The Anoka Sandplains Partnership (ASP) protects, restores, and enhances Minnesota’s rich and diverse array of 
wildlife habitat within the Anoka Sandplains ecological subsection. Funded through the Lessard-Sams Outdoor 
Heritage Fund, the Minnesota Land Trust (Land Trust) employs perpetual conservation easements in 
collaboration with private landowners to protect important wildlife habitat (forest, wetlands, and grasslands) 
and their associated wildlife.  
 
Through a competitive Request for Proposal (RFP) process, landowners will submit an application to the Land 
Trust for protection of their land via conservation easement. At the close of the open submission period, 
submitted projects are initially scored and ranked relative to one another on two primary factors: 1) ecological 
significance, and 2) cost. 
 
Ecological Significance is determined through an analysis of three subfactors: 

• Quantity – the size of habitat and/or length of shoreline associated with a parcel, and abundance of 
Species of Greatest Conservation Need (SGCN) and Threatened & Endangered (T&E) species; 

• Quality – the condition of the associated habitat and populations of SGCN and T&E species; 
• Landscape Context – the extent and condition of natural habitat surrounding the parcel, and the degree 

to which adjacent property has been protected. 
 

Cost is determined in large part by the bid amount proposed by the landowner, and ultimately substantiated 
through an appraisal process. Landowners are given additional credit through whole or partial donation of 
appraised easement value. 
 
These two factors inform an initial score that is used to initially rank a proposed parcel relative to others. 
Subsequent discussions with each landowner participating in the program allow the Land Trust to gain a better 
sense of the landowner’s desires for and expected uses of the property, and to ground-truth the parcel’s 
ecological condition. These post-proposal evaluations may result in proposed parcels moving up or down on the 
prioritization list.  This additional evaluation allows for the Land Trust to most effectively target priority lands 
for protection.     
 
The Land Trust has set certain minimum criteria for inclusion into the program: 

• Lands must be located within the ASP Program area.  
• Lands must have a maximum of 20% of total proposed easement area in agricultural use; areas targeted 

for restoration are not included in this acre cap. 
• Lands must contain high quality examples of native plant communities (forests, prairies, woodlands, 

etc.), trout streams, shoreland along rivers and streams, or rare and threatened species.   
• Lands cannot be enrolled previously in permanent protection programs (e.g., RIM). 

 
Additional requirements are stipulated within the body of each conservation easement, as pertinent to the 
special characteristics of the land and the particular situation of the landowner.  
 
The Land Trust’s ranking and selection system is informed by ranking and prioritization modules used by the 
Minnesota DNR, The Nature Conservancy, and nationally by the Natural Heritage Data Center Network.  
Utilizing a ranking system that prioritizes projects based upon ecological value and cost enables the Land Trust 
to secure conservation easements that effectively and efficiently protect Minnesota’s wildlife resources. 



Existing 
Ecological 
Significance Units Affected

  1.  Size/Abundance of Habitat Protected by Easement (Maximum 100 pts)

0 Total acres of native plant community or extent of target feature within proposed easement

0 Feet of shoreline to be protected by an easement

  2.  Diversity/Quality of Natural Resources to be Protected by the Easement (Maximum 100 pts)

0 Average quality of existing native plant communities

0 Number and quality of rare species on parcel; rarity of the species

  3.  Landscape Context (Maximum 100 pts)

0 Location of parcel relative to biodiversity "hotspots" or priority areas delineated in conservation plans

0 Location of parcel relative to other conservation lands

0 Location of parcel relative to existing moderate-high quality native plant communities; degree of habitat fragmentation

Total Score (Maximum 300 pts)

Cost Score

  4.  Cost 

0 Bid amount ($)/acre

0 Estimated Donative value ($)/acre 

Potential 
Impacts by 
Landowner

Score 
Adjustments        
(+/-)

  5. Size/Abundance of Habitat Protected by Easement

0

  6. Diversity/Quality of Natural Resources to be Protected by the Easement

0

0

0

Estimated potential impact on diversity/quality of native plant community or extent of target feature by retained rights or 
proposed actions if exercised.

Estimated potential impact on number/quality of rare species resulting from retained rights or proposed actions if exercised.

Initial Ranking of Applications

Revised Scoring of Applications Following Discussion with Landowner

  REVISED BIODIVERSITY SIGNIFICANCE SCORE

Enhancement or downgrade of existing biodiversity significance scores based on easement rights retained by the 
landowner, easement actions required of the landowner, and their potential impact on existing biodiversity.

Scoring framework for prioritizing conservation value among applicants through an RFP process.

Total acres of native plant community or extent of target feature impacted by retained rights or proposed actions if exercised.



Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council
Comparison Report

P ro g ram T itle: 2017 - Anoka Sand Plain Habitat Conservation - Phase V
O rg anizatio n: G reat River G reening
Manag er: Wiley Buck

Budget

Requested Amount: $4,735,100
Appropriated Amount: $1,130,000
Percentage: 23.86%

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 $403,200 $92,100 $134,500 $39,800 33.36% 43.21%
Co ntra cts $2,256,200 $33,300 $695,600 $26,000 30.83% 78.08%
Fee Acquis itio n w/ PILT $0 $0 $0 $0 - -
Fee  Acquis itio n w/o  PILT $0 $0 $0 $0 - -
Ea sement Acquis itio n $1,600,000 $320,000 $200,000 $45,000 12.50% 14.06%
Ea sement Stewa rds hip $200,000 $0 $40,000 $0 20.00% -
Tra ve l $16,100 $0 $5,400 $0 33.54% -
Pro fess io na l Services $161,500 $5,000 $31,400 $5,000 19.44% 100.00%
Direct Suppo rt Services $67,400 $50,000 $14,300 $10,600 21.22% 21.20%
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 $1,000 $100 $100 $0 10.00% 0.00%
Supplies/Ma teria ls $29,700 $2,600 $8,700 $2,100 29.29% 80.77%
DNR IDP $0 $1,500 $0 $0 - 0.00%

To ta l $4,735,100 $504,600 $1,130,000 $128,500 23.86% 25.47%

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

The Anoka Sandplain partners have reduced the total number of enhancement/restoration projects from 14 to 5, and reduced 
the acreage to be enhanced/restored in 2 of the remaining projects. The acreage to be protected has been reduced from 500 to 80
acres.
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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 86 35 40.70%
Pro tect in Fee  with Sta te  PILT Lia bility 0 0 -
Pro tect in Fee  W/O  Sta te  PILT Lia bility 0 0 -
Pro tect in Ea sement 500 80 16.00%
Enha nce 1,243 212 17.06%

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 304,400 120,000 39.42%
Pro tect in Fee  with Sta te  PILT Lia bility 0 0 -
Pro tect in Fee  W/O  Sta te  PILT Lia bility 0 0 -
Pro tect in Ea sement 2,211,600 350,000 15.83%
Enha nce 2,219,100 660,000 29.74%

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 86 35 40.70%
Pro tect in Fee  with Sta te  PILT Lia bility 0 0 -
Pro tect in Fee  W/O  Sta te  PILT Lia bility 0 0 -
Pro tect in Ea sement 500 80 16.00%
Enha nce 1,243 212 17.06%

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 304,400 120,000 39.42%
Pro tect in Fee  with Sta te  PILT Lia bility 0 0 -
Pro tect in Fee  W/O  Sta te  PILT Lia bility 0 0 -
Pro tect in Ea sement 2,211,600 350,000 15.83%
Enha nce 2,219,100 660,000 29.74%
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