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

D ate: O cto b er 11, 2018

P ro g ram o r P ro ject T itle: Pig's Eye Lake Islands Habitat Restoration and Enhancement

Fund s  Reco mmend ed : $ 4,337,000

Manag er's  Name: Scott Yonke
O rg anizatio n: Ramsey County Parks and Recreation
Ad d ress : 2015 Van Dyke St
C ity: Maplewood, MN 55109
O ff ice Numb er: 651-363-3786
Email: scott.yonke@co.ramsey.mn.us
Web site: https://www.ramseycounty.us/residents/parks-recreation

Leg is lative C itatio n: ML 2019, C h. X, Art. 1, S ec. 2, sub d , X(x)

Ap p ro p riatio n Lang uag e: 

C o unty Lo catio ns: Ramsey

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

Metro / Urban

Activity typ es:

Enhance
Restore

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

Forest
Habitat
Prairie
Wetlands

Abstract:

Ramsey County and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers propose to enhance and restore habitat in Pigs Eye Lake by building islands and
marsh to benefit migratory birds, waterfowl, and fish. Island construction would restore wetland habitat and functions that have been
lost in the 640-acre backwater due to erosion and degradation and enhance the surrounding area by reducing turbidity, preventing
further erosion, and increasing habitat diversity. The project would protect areas of biodiversity significance and improve the
Mississippi River wildlife corridor in the heart of the St. Paul metropolitan area.

Design and scope of  work:

Problem: Pigs Eye Lake is a large backwater of the Mississippi River, located in the southeast corner of St. Paul. The lake is shallow,
open water, with a maximum depth of about 4 feet. The shallow depth and mucky lake bottom mean that the wind-generated waves
cause a significant adverse effect on water quality and substrate stability. The waves also continuously erode the valuable vegetation
on the edges of the lake, which has led to an estimated loss of 111 acres of wetland shoreline habitat since 1951. The conditions have
created a negative feedback loop with no foreseeable improvements without intervention. Another 37.5 acres of biologically significant
marsh and bottomland forest is at risk over the next 50 years, and new vegetation is unable to establish under the current conditions. 

Resource Significance: Despite the present poor conditions of Pigs Eye Lake, the area is a rare resource in this stretch of the
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Mississippi River where the floodplain is narrow and urban development is heavy. The shorelines and floodplain protected by this
project have been identified by the Minnesota Biological Survey as areas of either outstanding or moderate biodiversity significance.
The adjacent heron rookery is one of the largest in the state. Pigs Eye Lake is part of a network of aquatic corridors with connections to
the Mississippi River, the Minnesota River, and Battle Creek. This project would restore, protect, and enhance these resources. 

Proposed Plan: The proposed plan is to construct a complex of 7 islands in Pigs Eye Lake. The features were designed to provide a
variety of floodplain habitat types, blend in with the natural environment, and create barriers for wind, waves, and visual disturbances
to visiting wildlife. Twenty acres of islands would be constructed and planted with a mix of native floodplain species. Shallow sandbar
habitat is incorporated into the island perimeters. Three of the islands were specially-designed to establish 18 acres of wetland by
creating enclosed, protected spaces in their interiors that would be planted with native wetland plants. The islands were strategically
placed to serve as barriers to wind and protect the existing valuable shoreline habitat from further erosion. 

Outcomes for wildlife: The project would result in numerous habitat improvements, including: protected stopover areas for migrating
ducks and waterfowl; preservation of the existing valuable shoreline; cover, spawning, and structural habitat for native fish; sandy areas
for turtle nesting; shallow and more stable substrate to encourage macroinvertebrate colonization; water quality improvement due to
reduced sediment re-suspension; and incorporation of depth and habitat diversity within the lake. 

Collaboration: The project has been extensively coordinated with natural resource agencies and other stakeholders, and has received
widespread support. Stakeholder meetings were held throughout the planning process, and representatives from the Minnesota DNR,
National Park Service, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, and Ramsey County participated in discussions to provide recommendations
specific to habitat needs. Federal and State environmental review processes have been completed. Permitting agencies have not
indicated obstacles with the issuance of permits for project construction.

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:

The proposed project’s habitat-based approach would benefit numerous species in conservation need. Minnesota’s Wildlife Action
Plan for 2015-2025 identified that habitat loss, degradation, and fragmentation are the primary stressors affecting Species of G reatest
Conservation Need in Minnesota. Restoring and enhancing Pigs Eye Lake would add value to hundreds of acres of floodplain habitat
within a major aquatic corridor and avian migratory route. The improved habitat would benefit many species, throughout different
critical times of the year, and would increase habitat diversity and resilience to climate change and other future stressors. 

Many bird species of conservation need have been documented nearby that rely upon aquatic and wetland habitats would benefit
from the project’s enhancements, including: northern pintail, American black duck, Sprague’s pipit (endangered), common nighthawk,
northern harrier, belted kingfisher, black-crowned night heron, and American white pelican (special concern). Because of the
proximity to the Pigs Eye Island Heron Rookery SNA, the project would be expected to increase the number of birds supported at the
rookery or improve their nesting success. Sandy areas incorporated into the islands would serve as valuable nesting areas for
threatened turtle species, including the Blanding’s turtle and wood turtle.

Describe the science based planning and evaluation model used:

Pigs Eye Lake is located within several nationally- and locally-recognized important habitat corridors. The area is central to the
Mississippi Flyway, the migratory corridor used by forty percent of North America’s waterfowl and shorebirds. Pigs Eye Lake lies within
the “Mississippi River Twin Cities Important Bird Area” designated by the Audubon Society, where over 200 bird species have been
observed. The lake is directly adjacent to an area designated as a site of outstanding biodiversity significance by the Minnesota
Biological Survey – the Pigs Eye Island Scientific and Natural Area – which supports a mixed-species heron rookery totaling over 1,600
nesting pairs, and is one of four locations within Minnesota where the yellow-crowned night herons are known to nest. Pigs Eye Lake
has a direct connection to 32 miles of the Mississippi River and almost 250 miles of the Minnesota River. At least 72 species have been
recently documented in Mississippi River Pool 2. 

At a local level, Pigs Eye Lake is one of few large, off-channel areas within the floodplain near St. Paul that has been mostly preserved
from development, but which continues to be degraded by unaddressed stressors such as wind-induced waves. The shoreline habitat
being degraded includes 327 acres of that is recognized by the Minnesota Biological Survey as a site of moderate biodiversity
significance. Significant gains in habitat can be made by protecting and preserving the existing quality habitat around the lake from
further erosion and by enhancing the shallow open-water interior. Both of these goals can be met by strategically constructing habitat
within the center of the lake which also would then serve as a wind barrier to protect the existing shoreline.

Which sections of  the Minnesota Statewide Conservation and Preservation Plan are applicable to this
program:
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H2 Protect critical shoreland of streams and lakes
H6 Protect and restore critical in-water habitat of lakes and streams

Which other plans are addressed in this program:

Managing Minnesota's Shallow Lakes for Waterfowl and Wildlife
Minnesota DNR Strategic Conservation Agenda

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

Protect habitat corridors, with emphasis on the Minnesota, Mississippi, and St. Croix rivers (bluff to floodplain)

Relationship to other f unds:

Parks and Trails Fund
USACE Continuing Authorities Program, Beneficial Use of Dredged Material, Section 204 of the Water Resources Development Act of
1992, as amended. USACE Channel Management Budget.

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

Parks and Trails Fund: A key component for providing sustainability to the project is environmental education. Ramsey County is in the
process of preparing a master plan update for Battle Creek Regional Park including the Pigs Eye Lake section with multiple agencies
and stakeholders to ensure protection of sensitive cultural resources within the Mississippi River corridor by Pigs Eye Lake. As part of
master planning activities, a conceptual plan will be developed for vehicular and pedestrian access, additional park and recreational
features such as a parking area, trails, observation platform/viewing areas, interpretive signage, and environmental programming. These
features will allow increased access and environmental education for the project area. Funding for master planning activities and
potential recreational development will be provide through the Legacy Amendment Parks and Trails fund.

Does this program include leverage in f unds:

Yes

The main portion of the leverage funds will come from the USACE Continuing Authorities Program, Beneficial Use of Dredged Material,
Section 204 of the Water Resources Development Act of 1992, as amended. With additional funds coming from the USACE Channel
Management Budget. These funds are confirmed. 

USACE Continuing Authorities Program, Beneficial Use of Dredged Material, Section 204 of the Water Resources Development Act of
1992, as amended. USACE Channel Management Budget.

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:

Lessard-Sams funding request for the Pig's Eye Lake Islands Habitat Restoration and Enhancement Project is not supplanting existing
funds from a previous project.

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

FY15-FY17 Sectio n 204 o f the  WRDA o f 1992, a s  a mended $650,000

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

Ramsey County and the Corps will maintain the project to ensure sustainability of the islands. A post-construction monitoring and
adaptive management plan has been prepared that will guide monitoring and maintenance actions for 10 years following construction.
Ramsey County will then assume responsibility for long-term maintenance and will integrate it into the master plan update for the Pigs
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Eye Lake section of Battle Creek Regional Park. Shared short-term and long-term management actions will be funded with County
budget through Regional Park and Trail Operation and Trail Maintenance funds. 

Initial short-term management will be conducted by the Corps and costs would be shared between the Corps and Ramsey County.
Performance indicators include waterbird counts, vegetation establishment, island elevation surveys, water quality monitoring, and
shoreline erosion analyses. These actions are detailed in the project outcomes table. The long-term maintenance would focus on
vegetation maintenance, erosion control, and wildlife management to include removal of invasive species and replanting as required. 

Maintenance needs are anticipated to be low because the island design has incorporated lessons learned from island building
projects on the Mississippi over the past 30 years. The islands are designed to be geotechnically stable and to withstand flooding,
waves, and ice.

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

2021 USACE/Ra msey Co unty Upla nd Seedling  Surviva l a nd
G ro wth Mo nito ring

Supplementa l pla nting  o r
ta rg eted herbivo ry co ntro l, a s
necessa ry

2026 USACE/Ra msey Co unty Ma rsh a nd Wet Pra irie
Es ta blishment Mo nito ring

Supplementa l pla nting ,
chemica l co ntro l, etc., a s
necessa ry

2030 USACE/Ra msey Co unty
Upla nd Lo ng -term Seedling
Surviva l a nd G ro wth
Mo nito ring

Supplementa l Pla nting ,
fencing , herbicide  a pplica tio n,
o r mo wing , a s  necessa ry

2030 USACE/Ra msey Co unty Ma rsh a nd Wet Pra irie
Es ta blishment Mo nito ring

Supplementa l pla nting ,
chemica l co ntro l, etc., a s
necessa ry

2030 a nd
beyo nd Ra ms ey Co unty Mo nto r veg eta tio n, s ta bility,

a nd wildlife  use

Remo va l o f inva s ive  species
a nd repla nting  a s  necessa ry
to  ma inta in eco lo g ica l
success .

2021 USACE/Ra msey Co unty Ma rsh a nd Wet Pra irie
Es ta blishment Mo nito ring

Supplementa l pla nting ,
chemica l co ntro l, etc., a s
necessa ry

2021 USACE/Ra msey Co unty Wa ter Q ua lity (Turbidity o r
TSS)  Mo nito ring

Ada ptive  Ma na g ement a s
necessa ry

2021-2025 USACE/Ra msey Co unty Fa ll Mig ra to ry Wa terbird Use
Survey

Ada ptive  Ma na g ement a s
necessa ry

2022 & 2025 USACE/Ra msey Co unty Is la nd Settlement a nd
G eo technica l Mo nito ring

Ada ptive  Ma na g ement a s
necessa ry

2023 USACE/Ra msey Co unty
Upla nd Lo ng -term Seedling
Surviva l a nd G ro wth
Mo nito ring

Supplementa l Pla nting ,
fencing , herbicide  a pplica tio n,
o r mo wing , a s  necessa ry

2023 USACE/Ra msey Co unty Ma rsh a nd Wet Pra irie
Es ta blishment Mo nito ring

Supplementa l pla nting ,
chemica l co ntro l, etc., a s
necessa ry

2025 & 2030 USACE/Ra msey Co unty Sho re line  Ero s io n Mo nito ring Ada ptive  Ma na g ement a s
necessa ry

2026 USACE/Ra msey Co unty
Upla nd Lo ng -term Seedling
Surviva l a nd G ro wth
Mo nito ring

Supplementa l Pla nting ,
fencing , herbicide  a pplica tio n,
o r mo wing , a s  necessa ry

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
(C o unty/Municip al, P ub lic Waters , Miss iss ip p i  Natio nal  R iver and  Recreatio nal  Area)
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Accomplishment T imeline:

Activity Appro ximate Date Co mpleted
Execute  Pro ject Pa rtnership Ag reement with USACE December 2018
Beg in Pla ns  a nd Specifica tio ns Ja nua ry 2019
Co mplete  Pla ns  a nd Specifica tio ns June 2019
Advertise  Pro ject fo r Bids O cto ber 2019
Awa rd Co ntra ct No vember 2019
Co mplete  is la nd co ns tructio n July 2020
Co mplete  to pso il pla cement a nd pla nting  o f is la nds June 2021

D ate o f  Final  Rep o rt S ub miss io n: 11/1/2024

Federal Funding:

Do you anticipate federal funds as a match for this program - Yes

Are the funds confirmed - Yes

Documentation

What are the types of funds?
C ash Match - $
In- Kind  Match - $11232800
O ther -

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 There is
limited availability of habitat in the St. Paul metro area due to heavy development and the naturally narrow floodplain. Pigs Eye Lake is one of
the few large backwaters in the area but is currently degraded, windswept, and devoid of vegetation or habitat diversity. The proposed project
would enhance and restore the area to provide important and locally rare stopover habitat for migrating waterfowl and other birds along the
Mississippi Flyway. The project would result in increased vegetation and improved substrate for spawning, shelter, and food resources for fish,
reptiles, and other species of conservation need.
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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 appropriation recommendation was nearly equal to the original proposed requested amount. Thus no changes are planned.

T o tal  Amo unt o f  Req uest: $ 4337000

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 $4,337,000 $11,232,800 Federa l - Army Co rps  o f Eng ineers $15,569,800
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 $0 $0 $0
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 $4,337,000 $11,232,800 $15,569,800

Amount of Request: $4,337,000
Amount of Leverage: $11,232,800
Leverage as a percent of the Request: 259.00%
DSS + Personnel: $0
As a %  of the total request: 0.00%

What is  includ ed  in the co ntacts  l ine?

The contracts line include the contract for which the project will be constructed. The contracts line includes leveraged funds which
will be utilized for transportation of the building material and the actual construction of the project.

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

The main portion of the leveraged funds will come from the USACE Continuing Authorities Program, Beneficial Use of Dredged Material,
Section 204 of the Water Resources Development Act of 1992, as amended. With additional funds coming from the USACE Channel
Management Budget. These funds are confirmed.
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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 18 0 16 0 34
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 0 552 552

To ta l 18 0 16 552 586

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 $1,084,300 $0 $1,084,200 $0 $2,168,500
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 $2,168,500 $2,168,500

To ta l $1,084,300 $0 $1,084,200 $2,168,500 $4,337,000

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 34 0 0 0 0 34
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 552 0 0 0 0 552

To ta l 586 0 0 0 0 586

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 $2,168,500 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,168,500
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 $2,168,500 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,168,500

To ta l $4,337,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $4,337,000

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 $60239 $0 $67763 $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 $0 $3928
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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 $63779 $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 $3928 $0 $0 $0 $0

Automatic system calculation / not entered by managers

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

Pigs Eye Lake
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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

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

Pig s  Eye  La ke  NE 02822211 76 $0 Yes
Pig s  Eye  La ke  NW 02822210 138 $0 Yes
Pig s  Eye  La ke  SE 02822214 134 $0 Yes
Pig s  Eye  La ke  SW 02822215 394 $0 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

Pig's Eye Lake Islands Habitat Restoration and
Enhancement

Data Generated From Parcel List

Legend
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Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council
Comparison Report

P ro g ram T itle: 2019 - Pig's Eye Lake Islands Habitat Restoration and Enhancement
O rg anizatio n: Ramsey County Parks and Recreation
Manag er: Scott Yonke

Budget

Requested Amount: $4,337,200
Appropriated Amount: $4,337,000
Percentage: 100.00%

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 $4,337,200 $11,232,800 $4,337,000 $11,232,800 100.00% 100.00%
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 $0 $0 $0 $0 - -
Pro fess io na l Services $0 $0 $0 $0 - -
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 $4,337,200 $11,232,800 $4,337,000 $11,232,800 100.00% 100.00%

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

The appropriation recommendation was nearly equal to the original proposed requested amount. Thus no changes are planned.
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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 34 34 100.00%
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 552 552 100.00%

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 2,168,500 2,168,500 100.00%
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 2,168,700 2,168,500 99.99%

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 34 34 100.00%
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 552 552 100.00%

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 2,168,500 2,168,500 100.00%
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 2,168,700 2,168,500 99.99%

Page 2 o f 2


	accomplishment_plan
	comparison

