
Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council
Laws of Minnesota 2019 Accomplishment Plan

D ate: D ecemb er 21, 2018

P ro g ram o r P ro ject T itle: Minnesota Forest Recovery Project: Phase I

Fund s  Reco mmend ed : $ 1,058,000

Manag er's  Name: Jim Manolis
O rg anizatio n: The Nature Conservancy
Ad d ress : 1101 West River Parkway
C ity: Minneapolis, MN 55415
O ff ice Numb er: 612-331-0796
Mo b ile Numb er: 612-810-5400
Email: jim.manolis@tnc.org

Leg is lative C itatio n: 

Ap p ro p riatio n Lang uag e: 

C o unty Lo catio ns: Beltrami, Cass, Cook, Lake, and St. Louis.

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

Northern Forest

Activity typ es:

Enhance

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

Forest

Abstract:

Northern Minnesota’s forests are at a crossroads: they are increasingly challenged by invasive species, insect pests, a changing climate,
and the legacy of inadequate management. Furthermore, some habitats have declined in many areas, including long-lived-conifers,
young-forest, and large-patch habitats. These habitats are critical for numerous game and non-game species of concern. Through
enhancements applied to 2,465 acres of degraded forests, the proposed project will increase long-lived conifers, young forest gaps,
riparian forest complexity, and patch-size diversity. By acting today, we can improve the health and resilience of our forests for all the
benefits they provide.

Design and scope of  work:

In northern Minnesota, hundreds of thousands of acres of forest are now in poor condition with diminished value for both wildlife and
forest health. Long-lived conifers and early successional habitats have declined in many areas. Rapidly changing economic conditions
plus threats such as invasive species, disease, a warming climate, fragmentation, and habitat loss pose great challenges for forest and
wildlife managers. Over time, forest health issues tend to become more difficult and expensive to reverse. Significant investments in
Minnesota’s forests are urgently needed now to improve forest health for wildlife, clean water, cultural values, and local economies. 

Major goals of this project are to: 
• Enhance forest productivity in degraded stands to benefit forest wildlife
• Enhance riparian and upland forests to improve water quality and fish habitat
• Enhance tree species, age-class, and patch size diversity to improve habitat and increase forest resilience
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This work will build on the strong partnerships and on-the-ground results produced over the past 20 years. Since 2009, TNC-supervised
projects planted over 3 million trees across 15,000 acres of forests and have applied numerous enhancement treatments to those acres.
The proposed project builds on this foundation. 

Enhancement activities will include: 
• Site preparation including shearing and brush cutting 
• Brush removal around seedlings 
• Coordinating activities across multiple landowners to maintain or increase both young and mature forest patch size 
• Browse protection 
• Prescribed burning 
• Black Ash stand diversification to prepare for Emerald Ash Borer 

We used a collaborative approach to identify sites and expect to include additional county, tribal, and industry partners over time. Sites
included in this proposal are on US Forest Service, DNR, Leech Lake Band of Ojibwe, and Beltrami and St. Louis County lands. We will
also work with and provide leadership to collaborative efforts including the Minnesota Forest Resources Council Landscape
Committees, the Minnesota Forest Wildlife Habitat Collaborative, emerging all-lands collaboratives with the National Forests that utilize
Stewardship and G ood Neighbor Authorities, and the North Shore, Manitou, Sand-Lake Seven Beavers collaboratives. Other partners
include the American Bird Conservancy, the Minnesota Deer Hunters Association, the Wildlife Management Institute, The Minnesota
Land Trust, Trout Unlimited, the Ruffed G rouse Society, and the US Fish and Wildlife Service. 

To implement the project, a new forest restoration position will coordinate management with landowners, supervise contractors and
contracting crews, and strengthen local partnerships. This position will be supervised by existing staff and will be advised by a core
team of partners. 

Project sites will focus on core, priority areas with additional, smaller satellite sites or “stepping stones” that provide good
opportunities for expansion in the future. 

Core areas emphasize: 

• North Shore: restoring productivity and diversity in declining birch and riparian forests 
• Manitou Landscape: enhancing diversity and reducing fuel loads in a large, mature forest patch 
• St. Louis River Headwaters: coordinating and enhancing large, young forest patches; diversity plantings 
• Mississippi Headwaters/North Central Pines: controlled burns in mature pines, ash diversification, browse protection 

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 proposal addresses Species of G reatest Conservation Need in two main ways. First, it clearly addresses Objective 1 of the State
Wildlife Action Plan: “Within the Wildlife Acton Network, maintain and enhance the resilience of the habitats upon which Species in
G reatest Conservation Need (SG CN) and other wildlife depend.” The proposed habitat projects increase forest diversity and thus
maintain or enhance resilience. The majority of proposed sites fall within higher ranking areas of the Wildlife Action Network. Second,
specific treatments carried out by this project will benefit at least 20 SG CNs. For example, treatments that increase long-lived conifer
abundance will benefit: 

• Evening G rosbeak 
• Olive-sided Flycatcher 
• Spruce G rouse 
• Purple Finch 
• Connecticut Warbler 
• Black-backed Woodpecker 
• Winter Wren 
• Moose 
• Boreal Owl 
• Canada Lynx 

Treatments that create young forest conditions will benefit: 

• Veery 
• Wood Thrush 
• G olden-winged Warbler 
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• Moose 

G ap creation and planting in riparian areas will benefit: 

• Veery 
• Black-billed Cuckoo 
• Olive-sided Flycatcher 
• Common Merganser 
• Winter Wren 
• Four-toed salamander 
• Eastern red-backed salamander 
• Coaster Brook Trout 
• Lake Sturgeon 

At initiation of this project, we will convene a panel of experts on these species and review approaches for improving their habitat.
Following that we will convene periodic meetings to review progress and new information on habitat needs and population status. 

Describe the science based planning and evaluation model used:

We used a combination of G IS data layers to prioritize sites that will enhance corridors and complexes, limit fragmentation, and
enhance priority areas identified by the MN Biological Survey. These data layers include the Minnesota Wildlife Action Network,
Minnesota Biological Survey Biodiversity significance ranks, existing areas of collaborative focus identified by The Nature Conservancy
and partners, and areas with poor forest stocking identified by agencies. For the initial pool of sites that we considered for this
proposal, we used a G IS overlay approach of these different data sets to choose sites that meet partner priorities and meet LSOHC
Northern Forest Section priorities. LSHOC priorities that were weighted most heavily included high-ranking locations within the Wildlife
Action Network (indicating value for Species of G reatest Conservation Need and high-ranking areas identified by the Minnesota
Biological Survey) and proximity to water (indicating value for cold-water lakes and watersheds). 
In addition, we used a new data layer developed by a multi-state initiative called “Conserving Nature’s Stage.” Pioneered and led by
TNC, this approach maps and ranks habitat connectivity and habitat resilience across large regions. If this project is funded, we will also
incorporate a LiDAR derived assessment of forest structure that we are developing in partnership with the US Forest Service to identify
areas of greatest restoration need. 

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

H5 Restore land, wetlands and wetland-associated watersheds
LU10 Support and expand sustainable practices on working forested lands

Which other plans are addressed in this program:

Minnesota Forest Resource Council Landscape Plans
Minnesota's Wildlife Action Plan 2015-2025

Which LSOHC section priorit ies are addressed in this program:
No rthern Fo rest:

Restore forest-based wildlife habitat that has experienced substantial decline in area in recent decades

Relationship to other f unds:

Private Contributions to TNC, US Forest Service Funds and in-kind work.

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

We are leveraging state funds with private funds through a contribution of 50%  of our Direct Support Services, plus additional leverage
as detailed in the leverage section.

Does this program include leverage in f unds:
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Yes

To support our ongoing forest enhancement work, we continually seek and acquire private foundation grants, public funds, and
donations from corporations and individuals. Leverage sources and amounts for this proposal include: 
• TNC private donations and foundation grants ($215,600) 
• In-kind labor provided by National Forests ($35,000 value)

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
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 proposal does not substitute or supplant previous funding that was not from a legacy fund.

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

Not Listed

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

This project will strengthen and support the many collaborative efforts across the forested region by mobilizing efforts to increase the
pace and scale of forest restoration and enhancement. Through this effort, we are developing consistent methodologies and
approaches that can be institutionalized through a collaborative process, thus ensuring a long-term commitment that follows ecological
need and urgency. When possible, Outdoor Heritage funds will be used to leverage federal and private funds to expand restoration
and enhancement efforts to the most critically needed locations.

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

1-7 We will s eek a  mix o f priva te  a nd public funds Ins ta ll bro wse pro tectio n o n
pla nted seedling s Mo nito r seedling  surviva l

5 We will s eek a  mix o f priva te  a nd public funds Relea se/cut co mpeting  brush
a ro und seedling s

7, 10 We will s eek a  mix o f priva te  a nd public funds ,
la ndo wner respo ns ibility Check sa pling  co nditio n Prune white  pines  fo r blis ter

rust
20, 40, 60 La ndo wner respo ns ibility Check s ta nd co nditio n Thin o r trea t a s  a ppro pria te

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 ermanently P ro tected  C o nservatio n EasementsC o unty/Municip al, S tate Fo rests , US  Fo rest S ervice Land s)
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Accomplishment T imeline:

Activity Appro ximate Date Co mpleted
Co mplete  fa ll pres ribed burns  if co nditio ns  a llo w; co mplete  firs t sea so n o f fa ll s ite  prepa ra tio n December 2019
Co mplete  firs t s ea s o n o f s pring  s ite  prepa ra tio n April 2020
Co mplete  firs t s ea s o n o f pla nting Ma y 2020
Co mplete  firs t s ea s o n o f bro wse pro tectio n No vember 2020
Co mplete  seco nd sea so n o f s ite  prepa ra tio n April 2021
Co mplete  seco nd sea so n o f pla nting Ma y 2021
Co mplete  seco nd sea so n o f bro wse pro tectio n No vember 2021
Co mplete  third sea so n o f s ite  prepa ra tio n April 2022
Co mplete  third sea so n o f pla nting Ma y 2022
Co mplete  fina l pres cribed burns June 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:

Improved availability and improved condition of habitats that have experienced substantial decline We will seek and leverage funds to
measure regeneration success, structural variables, and other measures of stand condition of treated sites. We will encourage landowner
partners to do the same.
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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

Scaled back project to lower acreage number, cut some of the higher cost sites.

T o tal  Amo unt o f  Req uest: $ 1058000

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 $144,300 $0 $144,300
Co ntra cts $513,600 $86,400 US Fo rest Service , priva te  do no rs  a nd fo unda tio ns $600,000
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 $6,100 $0 $6,100
Pro fess io na l Services $0 $0 $0
Direct Suppo rt Services $115,600 $115,600 The Na ture  Co nserva ncy $231,200
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 $278,400 $48,600 US Fo rest Service , priva te  do no rs  a nd fo unda tio ns $327,000
DNR IDP $0 $0 $0

To ta l $1,058,000 $250,600 $1,308,600

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
Fo rest Reco very Specia lis t, Pro ject Co o rdina tio n, G ra nts  Admin 0.60 3.00 $144,300 $0 $144,300

To ta l 0.60 3.00 $144,300 $0 $144,300

Amount of Request: $1,058,000
Amount of Leverage: $250,600
Leverage as a percent of the Request: 23.69%
DSS + Personnel: $259,900
As a %  of the total request: 24.57%

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:

DSS is based on The Nature Conservancy's Federally Negotiated rate as approved by the US Department of Interior. The proportion
requested from the grant represents 50%  with the other 50%  contributed as leverage.

What is  includ ed  in the co ntacts  l ine?

Includes labor for on-the-ground enhancement work.

D o es  the amo unt in the travel  l ine includ e eq uip ment/vehicle rental?  - No

Exp lain the amo unt in the travel  l ine o uts id e o f  trad itio nal  travel  co sts  o f  mileag e, fo o d , and  lo d g ing :

Only includes mileage.

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

TNC will leverage privately sourced funds to cover half of direct support services (DSS) costs. Other leverage sources include private
and public funds and in-kind labor as detailed in the leverage section of the proposal narrative.
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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 0 0 2,465 0 2,465

To ta l 0 0 2,465 0 2,465

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 $0 $0 $1,058,000 $0 $1,058,000

To ta l $0 $0 $1,058,000 $0 $1,058,000

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 0 2,465 2,465

To ta l 0 0 0 0 2,465 2,465

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 $0 $1,058,000 $1,058,000

To ta l $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,058,000 $1,058,000

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 $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 $0 $0 $429 $0

Page 7 o f 11



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 $0 $429

Automatic system calculation / not entered by managers

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

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

No rth Centra l Pines -213048 15032220 7 $945 Yes
No rth Centra l Pines -217001 15131215 5 $675 Yes
No rth Centra l Pines -Da rrig a n1 15032201 11 $1,485 Yes
No rth Centra l Pines -Da rrig a n2 15032212 4 $540 Yes
No rth Centra l Pines -fire-
sa lva g e 15132230 124 $16,740 Yes

No rth Centra l Pines -o ld fie lds1 15032202 13 $1,755 Yes
No rth Centra l Pines -o ld fie lds2 15032211 4 $540 Yes

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

Ash Divers ifica tio n 14228235 30 $30,000 Yes
Pinepo int 14231202 482 $96,400 Yes

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

DNR-10 05905216 38 $9,500 Yes
Ea st Co lvill  WMA 06103106 35 $16,450 Yes
hdwd-divers ity 05904208 9 $2,250 Yes
hdwd-divers ity-2 05904216 9 $2,250 Yes

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

Ca ribo u Fa lls  WMA 05806236 80 $27,600 Yes
DNR-11 05906216 105 $26,250 Yes
DNR-8 05411216 20 $5,000 Yes
Little  Ma ra is  WMA 05706216 70 $37,100 Yes
Lo o ko ut-Eg g e  Ridg es  Divers ity
G a p Pla nting 05807228 29 $5,800 Yes

Ma nito u Sto ny1 05906210 51 $28,050 Yes
Ma nito u Sto ny2 05906209 187 $74,800 Yes
No rth Sho re-05410235 05410235 100 $45,500 Yes

St. Louis
Name T RDS Acres Est Co st Existing  Pro tectio n?

Bird Lk, Sta nd 79, 81 05814236 56 $11,480 Yes
DNR-7 05312216 45 $11,250 Yes
Eve leth, Sta nd 104, 201, 204 05817228 50 $5,000 Yes
Eve leth, Sta nd 129, 196 05817233 30 $3,000 Yes
G nesen 05014204 188 $94,000 Yes
Ha rdwo o ds_White  Pine 05510216 150 $37,500 Yes
Ho o -Dis 06319202 69 $34,500 Yes
Skibo -Lindwo o d1 05614233 50 $22,750 Yes
Skibo -Lindwo o d3 05614226 66 $30,030 Yes
Skibo -Lindwo o d4 05614223 75 $34,125 Yes
Skibo -Lindwo o d5 05614222 90 $40,950 Yes
Sma shed 05216210 42 $21,000 Yes
Sta nd 126 05614228 4 $420 Yes
Sta nd 190 05614216 13 $1,310 Yes
Sta nd 369 05617216 4 $1,170 Yes
Sta nd 419 05617221 8 $840 Yes
Sta nd 448 05616236 73 $7,300 Yes
Sta nd 51 05614218 39 $3,880 Yes
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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

Minnesota Forest Recovery Project: Phase I

Data Generated From Parcel List

Legend
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Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council
Comparison Report

P ro g ram T itle: 2019 - Minnesota Forest Recovery Project: Phase I
O rg anizatio n: The Nature Conservancy
Manag er: Jim Manolis

Budget

Requested Amount: $2,996,400
Appropriated Amount: $1,058,000
Percentage: 35.31%

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 $367,600 $0 $144,300 $0 39.25% -
Co ntra cts $1,485,000 $318,500 $513,600 $86,400 34.59% 27.13%
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 $0 $0 $0 $0 - -
Ea sement Stewa rds hip $0 $0 $0 $0 - -
Tra ve l $11,400 $0 $6,100 $0 53.51% -
Pro fess io na l Services $0 $0 $0 $0 - -
Direct Suppo rt Services $327,600 $327,600 $115,600 $115,600 35.29% 35.29%
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 $804,800 $200,000 $278,400 $48,600 34.59% 24.30%
DNR IDP $0 $0 $0 $0 - -

To ta l $2,996,400 $846,100 $1,058,000 $250,600 35.31% 29.62%

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

Scaled back project to lower acreage number, cut some of the higher cost sites.
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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 0 0 -
Pro tect in Fee  W/O  Sta te  PILT Lia bility 0 0 -
Pro tect in Ea sement 0 0 -
Enha nce 6,049 2,465 40.75%

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 0 0 -
Pro tect in Ea sement 0 0 -
Enha nce 2,996,400 1,058,000 35.31%

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 0 0 -
Pro tect in Fee  W/O  Sta te  PILT Lia bility 0 0 -
Pro tect in Ea sement 0 0 -
Enha nce 6,049 2,465 40.75%

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 0 0 -
Pro tect in Ea sement 0 0 -
Enha nce 2,996,400 1,058,000 35.31%
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