
Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council
Laws of Minnesota 2018 Accomplishment Plan

D ate: O cto b er 25, 2017

P ro g ram o r P ro ject T itle: Metro Wildlife Management Areas

Fund s  Reco mmend ed : $ 1,174,000

Manag er's  Name: Emilee Nelson
O rg anizatio n: The Conservation Fund
Ad d ress : 7101 York Avenue South Suite 340
Ad d ress  2: 7101 York Avenue South Suite 340
C ity: Edina, MN 55435
O ff ice Numb er: 9525955768
Email: enelson@conservationfund.org

Leg is lative C itatio n: ML 2018, C h. X, Art. 1, S ec. 2, sub d  XX

Ap p ro p riatio n Lang uag e: 

C o unty Lo catio ns: Anoka, Hennepin, and Isanti.

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

Metro / Urban

Activity typ es:

Protect in Fee

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

Habitat
Wetlands

Abstract:

Using the best science and biological data available, this project will protect sites that the DNR and has identified as high priority
habitat acquisitions that are vital to support specific wildlife targets in the Metro Section Planning region. The Conservation Fund (TCF)
will proactively contact and negotiate land protection with willing landowners in these complexes in coordination with DNR and local
conservation groups and local communities to maximize wildlife populations of statewide and local importance.

Design and scope of  work:

Problem to be Addressed 

Throughout Minnesota, the MN DNR Division of Wildlife has identified wildlife habitat complexes, however many are only partially
completed and not able to sustain viable populations of targeted species. Regional and state wildlife acquisition staff identified high
priority DNR acquisitions, but have not yet been able, for a variety of reasons, to protect these sites. 

Scope of Work 

The priorities have been ranked by DNR wildlife management personnel and then vetted through statewide acquisition meetings held
by DNR and attended by conservation partners. The parcels listed in this proposal comprise high priorities for DNR and our conservation
partners. Although these priorities have been identified on a biologically important basis, it is our intention to also communicate long-
term visions for wildlife habitat with local communities to establish a shared vision for conservation outcomes that will positively impact
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local economic vitality. 

Current Trends 

Fluctuations in real estate markets have opened an opportunity to work with these willing sellers in to potentially protect wildlife
habitat for a better value than has been seen in the recent past. This can create a mutually beneficial strategy - to protect ecologically
important sites while also allowing willing sellers to liquidate marginal land. Selling non-productive lands benefits wildlife and benefits
the landowner. 
Another timely opportunity exists to improve stakeholder communication between wildlife professionals and communities toward a
comprehensive vision for how wildlife habitat can be integrated with existing and future local community goals in these areas. 

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:

This project will provide habitat value to grassland and migratory birds, as well as aquatic habitat for the Blanding’s turtle, identified as a
Threatened status in Minnesota. As stated, the MN DNR have identified these sites as the highest ecological priority to protect critical
habitat for the documented species.

Describe the science based planning and evaluation model used:

TCF has worked with DNR ecologists and Minnesota County Biological Survey staff to identify sites of importance for Species of
G reatest Conservation Need to target the essential boundaries required for a species to persist in perpetuity in each of the priority
areas. Once the areas are identified, the estimated carrying capacity the area can hold was then factored into the projected cost to
protect those properties. By building on existing habitat complexes and focusing on marginal agricultural lands, the return on
investment is far greater so that we can focus protection where costs of protection and restoration are low relative to the gain in
conservation benefits.

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

H3 Improve connectivity and access to recreation
H5 Restore land, wetlands and wetland-associated watersheds

Which other plans are addressed in this program:

Minnesota's Wildlife Management Area Acquisition - The Next 50 Years
The Campaign for Conservation: A Fifty-Year Vision: Conservation for Minnesota's Future

Which LSOHC section priorit ies are addressed in this program:
Metro  / Urb an:

Protect, enhance, and restore riparian and littoral habitats on lakes to benefit game and nongame fish species

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 Conservation Fund will include $6,000 of leverage, in part from a grant awarded to us by the McKnight Foundation.

Per MS 97A.056, Subd. 24, Any state agency or organization requesting a direct  appropriat ion f rom the
OHF must inf orm the LSOHC at  the t ime of  the request  f or f unding is made, whether the request  is

Page 2 o f 9



supplanting or is a substitution f or any previous f unding that was not f rom a legacy f und and was
used f or the same purpose:

This is not supplanting or substituting previous funding.

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

2016 McKnig ht Fo unda tio n 6000

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

TCF will seek to acquire only those parcels that demonstrate the best yield of conservation outcomes relative to cost to the State. TCF
This will help to increase the likelihood that the MN DNR will have sufficient resources to manage the acquired sites. Additionally, TCF,
as a requirement of our organization and a byproduct of maintaining our accreditation, completes land management plans, including
costs estimates for all land management needs.

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

2018 TCF Co nduct co st-benefit a na lys is
with pa rtner

Co mplete  ma na g ement pla n
per LTA a ccredita tio n
sta nda rds

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 - Yes

Explain

Fee title lands that will be held and managed in perpetuity by the MN DNR are subject to DNR policies regarding the planting of
corn or any crop, and we are unsure at this time what those policies will entail regarding the lands listed in this proposal.

Are any of the crop types planted G MO treated - No

Will local government approval be sought prior to acquisition - No

The Conservation Fund will discuss projects with local government officials in conjunction with the acquisition process to determine if
the conservation outcomes of the projects complement the goals of the community. The Conservation Fund does not seek pre-
approval for land acquisitions but meets with local government officials to discuss the public benefits of the projects and the potential
financial impacts.

Is the land you plan to acquire (fee title) free of any other permanent protection - Yes

Is this land currently open for hunting and fishing - No

Will the land be open for hunting and fishing after completion - Yes

No variation.

Who will eventually own the fee title land?

MN DNR.

Are there currently trails or roads on any of the acquisitions on the parcel list - No

Will new trails or roads be developed or improved as a result of the OHF acquisition - No
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Accomplishment T imeline:

Activity Appro ximate Date Co mpleted
Discuss  co ns erva tio n g o a ls  with lo ca l decis io n ma kers  a nd co mmunities . Fa ll 2018
Rea l es ta te  due dilig ence. Summer 2019-Summer 2020
Clo se  o n prio rity pro jects . Summer 2019-Summer 2020
Co nvey to  DNR Upo n clo s ing

D ate o f  Final  Rep o rt S ub miss io n: 11/1/2021

Federal Funding:

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

Outcomes:
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 The sites
in this proposal contain 8 rare and threatened species and plant communities which are monitored by the MN County Biological Survey staff.
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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 program is scalable and will pursue priority tracts with the available recommendation.

T o tal  Amo unt o f  Req uest: $ 1174000

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 $30,000 $6,000 Priva te  So urce $36,000
Co ntra cts $0 $0 $0
Fee Acquis itio n w/ PILT $1,004,000 $0 $1,004,000
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 $3,000 $0 $3,000
Pro fess io na l Services $20,000 $0 $20,000
Direct Suppo rt Services $4,000 $0 $4,000
DNR La nd Acquis itio n Co s ts $5,000 $0 $5,000
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 $108,000 $0 $108,000

To ta l $1,174,000 $6,000 $1,180,000

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
MN Sta te  Directo r 0.04 2.00 $15,000 $0 $15,000
MN Acquis itio n Ass o cia te 0.05 3.00 $15,000 $6,000 Priva te  So urce $21,000

To ta l 0.09 5.00 $30,000 $6,000 $36,000

Amount of Request: $1,174,000
Amount of Leverage: $6,000
Leverage as a percent of the Request: 0.51%
DSS + Personnel: $34,000
As a %  of the total request: 2.90%

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:

Our real estate support staff keeps hourly time sheets to track direct time spent on projects by grant source. We have used those past
metrics to estimate the costs for this grant.

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

Private sources support land protection work in this watershed, and funding is in-hand.
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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 20 0 0 280 300
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 0 0

To ta l 20 0 0 280 300

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 $70,000 $0 $0 $1,104,000 $1,174,000
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 $0 $0

To ta l $70,000 $0 $0 $1,104,000 $1,174,000

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 300 0 0 0 0 300
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 0 0 0

To ta l 300 0 0 0 0 300

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 $1,174,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,174,000
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 $0 $0 $0

To ta l $1,174,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,174,000

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 $3500 $0 $0 $3943
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 $0 $0 $0 $0
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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 $3913 $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 $0 $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

No parcels with an activity type restore or enhance.

Section 2 - Protect  Parcel List

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

Ca rlo s  Avery WMA 03322211 80 $84,000 No Full No t Applica ble

Hennepin
Name T RDS Acres Est Co st Existing  Pro tectio n? Hunting ? Fishing ?

Ro bina  WMA 11824208 40 $620,000 No Full Full

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

Cro wn WMA 03425224 393 $1,658,000 No Full No t Applica ble

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

Metro Wildlife Management Areas

Data Generated From Parcel List

Legend
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Category Sub-category Acres Estimated	$	(10	yrs) Acres Estimated	$	(10	yrs)
Fee	title	(productive	cropland)	/	acre $0 $0
Fee	title	(marginal	cropland)	/	acre $0 $0
Easement	/	acre	(productive	cropland)
Easement	/	acre	(marginal	cropland) $0 $0

Totals -															 $0 -															 $0

CRP	per	acre	/	year $0 $0
Private	Lands	Agreements	/	acre $0 $0

Totals -															 $0 -															 $0

Wetland	/	acre $0 $0
Upland	tile	/	acre $0 $0
Grassland	/	acre -															 $0 $0
Stream	/	mile $0 $0

Totals -															 $0 -															 $0

Prescribed	fire	/	acre	*	2	(every	5	yrs) $0 $0
Conservation	grazing	/	mile $0 $0
Haying	/	acre	*	2	(every	5	yrs) $0 $0
Woody	removal	(grove)	/	acre $0 $0
Woody	removal	(volunteer)	/	acre	*	2	
(every	5	yrs) $0 $0
Herbicide	/	acre	(intensely	infested	site) $0 $0
Herbicide	/	acre	(lightly	infested	site) $0 $0

Totals -															 $0 -															 $0

Personel	hours	/	year $0 $0
Travel	/	mile	(IRS	rate)	/	year $0 $0
Build	structures/parking	areas $0 $0
PILT/acre/yr -															 $0 -															 $0

Totals -															 $0 -															 $0

TOTAL	CONSERVATION	COMPLEX	COST $0 $0
COST	PER	ACRE $0.00 $0.00

Total	Conservation	Complex	Acres
Total	Unprotected	Acres

Total	Protected	Acres

Total	Cost	of	Conservation	Complex	per	Conservation	Indicator*

*	Using	accepted	models	created	by	USFWS	and	others,	we	can	estimate	the	number	of	duck	breeding	pairs,	nesting	grassland	birds,	
etc,	whatever	model	is	applicable	to	the	conservation	complex.	These	metrics	are	indicators	of	success	for	the	goal(s)	set	for	each	
conservation	complex.

Stewardship

Conservation	Complex	1 Conservation	Complex	2

Permanent	Protection

Temporary	Protection

Restoration

Enhancement





Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council
Comparison Report

P ro g ram T itle: 2018 - Metro Wildlife Management Areas
O rg anizatio n: The Conservation Fund
Manag er: Emilee Nelson

Budget

Requested Amount: $2,502,000
Appropriated Amount: $1,174,000
Percentage: 46.92%

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 $44,000 $6,000 $30,000 $6,000 68.18% 100.00%
Co ntra cts $0 $0 $0 $0 - -
Fee  Acquis itio n w/ PILT $2,150,000 $0 $1,004,000 $0 46.70% -
Fee Acquis itio n w/o  PILT $0 $0 $0 $0 - -
Ea sement Acquis itio n $0 $0 $0 $0 - -
Ea sement Stewa rds hip $0 $0 $0 $0 - -
Tra ve l $4,000 $0 $3,000 $0 75.00% -
Pro fess io na l Services $60,000 $0 $20,000 $0 33.33% -
Direct Suppo rt Services $4,000 $0 $4,000 $0 100.00% -
DNR La nd Acquis itio n Co s ts $10,000 $0 $5,000 $0 50.00% -
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 $230,000 $0 $108,000 $0 46.96% -

To ta l $2,502,000 $6,000 $1,174,000 $6,000 46.92% 100.00%

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

The program is scalable and will pursue priority tracts with the available recommendation.
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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 513 300 58.48%
Pro tect in Fee  W/O  Sta te  PILT Lia bility 0 0 -
Pro tect in Ea sement 0 0 -
Enha nce 0 0 -

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 2,502,000 1,174,000 46.92%
Pro tect in Fee  W/O  Sta te  PILT Lia bility 0 0 -
Pro tect in Ea sement 0 0 -
Enha nce 0 0 -

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 513 300 58.48%
Pro tect in Fee  W/O  Sta te  PILT Lia bility 0 0 -
Pro tect in Ea sement 0 0 -
Enha nce 0 0 -

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 2,502,000 1,174,000 46.92%
Pro tect in Fee  W/O  Sta te  PILT Lia bility 0 0 -
Pro tect in Ea sement 0 0 -
Enha nce 0 0
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