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

D ate: O cto b er 15, 2018

P ro g ram o r P ro ject T itle: Accelerating the Wildlife Management Area Program - Phase XI

Fund s  Reco mmend ed : $ 6,060,000

Manag er's  Name: Steven Burdick
T itle: MN Project Manager
O rg anizatio n: Pheasants Forever, Inc.
Ad d ress : 8074 Pine Point Rd
C ity: Lake Shore, MN 56468
O ff ice Numb er: 701-200-3588
Mo b ile Numb er: 701-200-3588
Email: sburdick@pheasantsforever.org
Web site: www.pheasantsforever.org

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: Brown, Carver, Chippewa, Cottonwood, Douglas, Fairbault, Jackson, Kandiyohi, Lac qui Parle, Lyon, Martin, Meeker,
Murray, Nobles, Pope, Redwood, Rock, Sibley, Stearns, Swift, Watonwan, and Yellow Medicine.

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

Forest / Prairie Transition
Metro / Urban
Prairie

Activity typ es:

Protect in Fee

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

Prairie
Wetlands

Abstract:

This programmatic proposal accelerates the protection and restoration of 1,073 acres of strategic prairie grassland, wetland, and other
wildlife habitats as State Wildlife Management Areas (WMA) open to public hunting. Pheasants Forever (PF) will be protecting parcels
that build onto or create a corridor between existing protected lands which will be transferred to the MN Department of Natural
Resources (MN DNR) to be included as a WMA. All acquisitions will occur within the prairie, prairie/forest transition, and metro
planning regions. These areas have seen the greatest decline in upland and wetland habitats.

Design and scope of  work:

Pressures from development, industry, and agriculture continue to mount on wildlife habitat within the farmland regions of Minnesota.
Despite our collective investments in conservation, many of the agricultural counties in Minnesota are continuing to experience a net
loss of wildlife habitat. This unfortunate reality is exacerbated by the conversion of lands expiring out of CRP. In the next five years,
Minnesota's agricultural landscape is set to experience a loss of 549,185 acres due to expiration out of CRP. In 2018 alone MN will lose
201,294 acres of CRP that are set to expire. This equates to roughly a 20%  loss of our grassland habitat necessary for pheasants, ducks,
and the suite of grassland species that call Minnesota home. Now, more than ever, is the time to accelerate our investments in
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permanently protected high-quality habitat complexes that will protect, sustain, and increase Minnesota’s wildlife populations.
Providing public habitat for Minnesotans to hunt, trap, fish and otherwise recreate in the outdoors are urgent needs for Minnesota's
growing citizenry. Access to the outdoors is fundamental to ensuring Minnesota’s outdoor heritage is passed on to future generations. 

PF and our partners will protect (fee acquisition from willing sellers) 1,073 acres of high priority grassland (native prairie if available),
wetland, and wildlife habitat as WMAs throughout the pheasant range of Minnesota. PF is striving to protect strategic tracts that build
landscape level habitat complexes. Many of the potential projects are additions to existing WMAs which were originally acquired in
partnership with MNDNR, local PF chapters, and conservation partners. 

Projects were developed and selected in conjunction with local and regional DNR staff. All projects will meet standards and
requirements for inclusion into the WMA system and DNR Commissioner approval will be received for any project funded under this
proposal. In addition to meeting the minimum WMA standards, additional criteria are used to develop the potential project list
including: 1) Does the parcel contain habitat restoration potential that will result in an increase in wildlife populations? 2) Does the
parcel build upon existing investments in public and private land habitat (landscape scale significance)? 3) Does the parcel contain
significant natural communities or will it protect or buffer significant natural communities? 4) Does the parcel have the potential and
focus for habitat protection and restoration in the future? 5) Does the parcel provide multiple benefits (recreation, access, water
control, water quality, wellhead protection, riparian protection, local community support, etc.)? 

Providing high-quality habitat and keeping future management concerns in mind, all acquisitions will be restored and/or enhanced to
as high quality as practicable, with the belief that quality and comprehensive restorations utilizing native species result in lower
management costs. Acquired croplands will be permanently retired and restored to diverse grasslands and wetlands habitat.
Restorations will also consider the needs of the monarch butterfly and native prairie.

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:

PF is actively engaged in conservation priority planning meetings with local, state & government agencies, SWCDs, nonprofits, and other
stake holders to determine what areas are the highest priority for adding permanently protected lands in the prairie, prairie/forest
transition, and metro planning areas. Focus areas are identified by finding places with an urgency to permanently protect habitat that
include factors such as: 1) rare, threatened, & endangered species in an area that are on the decline; 2) are we losing a habitat type at
a high rate due to invasive tree encroachment which will cause a subsequent decline of the wildlife species in that area; 3) can we
strategically build wildlife habitat while also protecting water resources such as wellhead protection areas. Asking questions like these
help drive PF’s priorities. Priority is also given to retiring and restoring marginal farmland that have highly erodible land and drained
wetlands. Sellers often say that the lands we are acquiring should have never been farmed, citing that in many years, that farming was
not profitable for them. Building new habitat around existing permanently protected complexes also reverses the number one threat to
all of Minnesota’s wildlife species, habitat fragmentation. When selecting projects for this proposal PF uses the latest G IS layers and
works with DNR staff to identify rare, threatened, and endangered species that occur on or near a project. Species of greatest
conservation need are also considered and influence restoration plans after the land is permanently protected. The aim is to increase
functionality and productivity of grassland landscapes for these species (e.g. G rassland Bird Conservation Area Concept) to maximize
quality habitat for important wildlife species. Restoration of wetland and high diversity grassland complexes will provide habitat for a
myriad of species including waterfowl, black terns, bobolinks, meadowlarks, ring-necked pheasants, pollinators, and monarchs. Other
species of concern benefiting from this project include the prairie chicken, short-eared owl, marsh hawk, and yellow rails. 

Describe the science based planning and evaluation model used:

This proposal utilizes the best science and modeling available to build or expand corridors and complexes. To scale this large
programmatic grant to local landscape level priorities PF works in close collaboration with the local area managers of the MN DNR,
USFWS, and other Minnesota partners. In addition, we use SWAAT scores to build on existing grassland and wetland conservation
efforts in a science-based approach. This proposal will continue to utilize spatial data and the power of G IS to identify acquisitions
based on landscape level priority areas. Preference is given to project sites that help deliver the goals of other recognized
conservation initiatives and plans. Data layers (i.e. MN Biological Survey, Natural Heritage Database, MN Prairie Plan, Wellhead
Protection Areas, HAPET Scores, Pheasant Action Plan, existing protected land, etc.) will be used to help justify projects and focus
areas as well as to inform decisions when allocating scarce dollars for habitat protection, restoration, and enhancement. If there are
species of concern located on or adjacent to project tracts as identified in the MCBS survey, we take an extra consideration when
developing proposals and this ultimately may change the way we evaluate and prioritize project tracts. In addition, if there are rare or
sensitive species on site we will be able to identify those, communicate with the appropriate long-term land managers, and ensure
we're having a positive impact on these species.

Which sections of  the Minnesota Statewide Conservation and Preservation Plan are applicable to this
program:
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H1 Protect priority land habitats
H5 Restore land, wetlands and wetland-associated watersheds

Which other plans are addressed in this program:

Minnesota Prairie Conservation Plan
Minnesota's Wildlife Management Area Acquisition - The Next 50 Years

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

P rairie:

Protect, enhance, or restore existing wetland/upland complexes, or convert agricultural lands to new wetland/upland habitat
complexes

Relationship to other f unds:

Not Listed

Does this program include leverage in f unds:

Yes

Land acquisition and restoration have not kept pace with habitat restoration needs or the backlog of willing sellers within the pheasant
range. Opportunity is not the limiting factor in implementing the Pheasant Action Plan and the MN Prairie Conservation Plan. Available
funding is the limiting factor. With current CRP expiration rates, Minnesota's conservation efforts must be accelerated to sustain
wildlife populations. Before the passage of the OHF, PF would help acquire approximately 1,000 acres of land yearly that had been
donated to a public agency. This grant significantly accelerates our ability to acquire priority parcels and more than triples our historic
yearly accomplishments even when considering the increased cost of land values. If funded, this proposal will accelerate the
protection and restoration of Minnesota’s valuable wetland and grassland habitats and provide additional public hunting and fishing
areas. 

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 supplements past investments and is aimed at accelerating the protection and restoration of strategic parcels.

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

Annua l PF 150,000

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

All lands will be enrolled into the state Wildlife Management Area system and will be managed in perpetuity by the Minnesota DNR. All
acquired lands will meet the minimum initial development standards for WMAs. All acquisitions will be restored and/or enhanced to as
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high quality as practicable, with the knowledge that quality and comprehensive restorations utilizing native species result in lower
management costs. In addition, our local PF chapter members and volunteers maintain a high interest in seeing the habitat and
productivity of acquired parcels are at high-quality levels. PF and partners including the DNR and USFWS will develop an ecological
restoration and management plan for each parcel. G rant and partner dollars will also be used for the initial site development and
restoration/enhancement work.

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
Po st Tra ns fer
to  MNDNR MN DNR - G a me a nd Fish Funds Mo nito ring Ma intena nce Ma na g ement

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

The primary purposes of WMAs are to develop and manage for the production of wildlife and for compatible outdoor recreation. To
fulfill those goals, the DNR may use limited farming specifically to enhance or benefit the management of state lands for wildlife.
This proposal may include initial development plans or restoration plans to utilize farming to prepare previously farmed sites for
native plant seeding. This is a standard practice across the Midwest to prepare the seedbed for native seed planting. In these
restorations, PF's policy is to use non neonicotinoid treated seed and no herbicides other than glyphosate. On a small percentage
of WMAs (less than 2.5% ), DNR uses farming to provide a winter food source for a variety of wildlife species in agriculture-
dominated landscapes largely devoid of winter food sources. There are no immediate plans to use farming for winter food on any of
the parcels in this proposal.

Will local government approval be sought prior to acquisition - No

At a minimum PF and/or MN DNR will notify local government in writing of the intent to acquire and donate lands to the state and
follow up with questions prior to acquisition. In cases where there is interest, we will also indicate our willingness to attend or ask to
attend county or township meetings to communicate our interest in the projects and seek support.

Is the land you plan to acquire (fee title) free of any other permanent protection - No

A limited number of the parcels may have a federal or state easement on a portion of the tract which provides permanent protection
for wetlands or grasslands. If a parcel has one of these encumbrances, and is still deemed a high priority by the partnership, we will
follow guidance established by the Outdoor Heritage Fund to proceed, or use non-state funding to acquire the residual value of the
protected portion of the property. 

Is this land currently open for hunting and fishing - No

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

No variation from State of Minnesota regulations.

Who will eventually own the fee title land?

S tate o f  MN

Land acquired in fee will be designated as a:

WMA

What is the anticipated number of closed acquisitions (range is fine) you plan to accomplish with this appropriation?

We anticip ate clo s ing  o n f ive to  seven tracts  thro ug h this  ap p ro p riatio n.

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

Will the acquired parcels be restored or enhanced within this appropriation? - Yes
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Yes. We may also seek additional leverage (i.e. PF chapters, federal, etc.) to supplement the restoration budget contained within this
proposal.

Accomplishment T imeline:

Activity Appro ximate Date Co mpleted
Identify prio rity a cquis itio ns 07/01/2019
Co ntra ct a ppra isa ls  o rdered 09/01/2019
Purcha se  a g reements 02/01/2020
Re-eva lua te  tra ct prio rity 02/14/2020
Co ntra ct a ppra isa ls  o rdered 04/01/2020
Purcha se  a g reements 09/01/2020
Clo se  o n tra cts 01/01/2022
Resto ra tio ns  co mpleted 06/30/2024

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 - No

What is the approximate date you anticipate receiving confirmation of the federal funds - 07/01/2019

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

Protected, restored, and enhanced nesting and migratory habitat for waterfowl, upland birds, and species of greatest conservation
need Strategic parcels that increase the functionality of existing habitat will be acquired and restored to functioning wetlands with diverse
upland prairie to serve as habitat for pollinators, resident and migratory game and non-game species. Lands will be transferred to the state as
a WMA to provide accelerated wildlife habitat and public access, monitored by Minnesota DNR. Protected and restored acres will be measured
against goals outlined in the "Minnesota's Wildlife Management Area Acquisition - The Next 50 Years" and "the Long Range Plan for the Ring-
Necked Pheasant in MN".

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

Protected habitats will hold wetlands and shallow lakes open to public recreation and hunting Strategic parcels that increase the
functionality of existing habitat will be acquired and restored to functioning wetlands with diverse upland prairie to serve as habitat for
pollinators, resident and migratory game and non-game species. Lands will be transferred to the state as a WMA to provide accelerated
wildlife habitat and public access, monitored by Minnesota DNR. Protected and restored acres will be measured against goals outlined in the
"Minnesota's Wildlife Management Area Acquisition - The Next 50 Years" and "the Long Range Plan for the Ring-Necked Pheasant in MN".ds.

P ro g rams in p rairie reg io n:

Key core parcels are protected for fish, game and other wildlife Strategic parcels that increase the functionality of existing habitat will be
acquired and restored to functioning wetlands with diverse upland prairie to serve as habitat for pollinators, resident and migratory game and
non-game species. Lands will be transferred to the state as a WMA to provide accelerated wildlife habitat and public access, monitored by
Minnesota DNR. Protected and restored acres will be measured against goals outlined in the "Minnesota's Wildlife Management Area
Acquisition - The Next 50 Years" and "the Long Range Plan for the Ring-Necked Pheasant in MN".
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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

We have reduced accomplishments/costs proportionately across the overall program to accommodate the reduced appropriation. As a
result of the reduction, we will be able to protect fewer acres. As in past appropriations, we will focus on the most strategic, highest
priority tracts.

T o tal  Amo unt o f  Req uest: $ 6060000

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 $38,700 $0 $38,700
Co ntra cts $601,200 $0 $601,200
Fee Acquis itio n w/ PILT $5,106,300 $215,000 PF, Federa l, Priva te $5,321,300
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 $3,400 $0 $3,400
Pro fess io na l Services $114,000 $0 $114,000
Direct Suppo rt Services $11,400 $0 $11,400
DNR La nd Acquis itio n Co s ts $100,000 $0 $100,000
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 $85,000 $0 $85,000

To ta l $6,060,000 $215,000 $6,275,000

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
PF Sta te  Co o rdina to r- MN 0.03 3.00 $8,700 $0 $8,700
PF Fie ld Sta ff 0.06 3.00 $15,000 $0 $15,000
PF G ra nts  Sta ff 0.06 3.00 $15,000 $0 $15,000

To ta l 0.15 9.00 $38,700 $0 $38,700

Amount of Request: $6,060,000
Amount of Leverage: $215,000
Leverage as a percent of the Request: 3.55%
DSS + Personnel: $50,100
As a %  of the total request: 0.83%

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:

PF utilizes the Total Modified Direct Cost method. This methodology is annually approved by the U.S. Department of Interior’s National
Business Center as the basis for the organization’s Indirect Cost Rate agreement. PF’s allowable direct support services cost is 4.12% . In
this proposal, PF has discounted its rate to 1.5%  of the sum of personnel, contracts, professional services, and travel. We are donating
the difference-in-kind.

What is  includ ed  in the co ntacts  l ine?

We anticipate that all of the contract funding will be used for restoration, enhancement and initial development of the protected
acres. This could include but is not limited to wetland/grassland restoration, tree removal, prescribed fire, building removal, posts,
signs, and other development activities.

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

n/a

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

Leverage is expected from multiple sources including but not limited to federal sources, land value donations, contractor donations
and PF. Not every source is 100%  confirmed at this point. However, PF has an exemplary track record of delivery and over-achievement
of match commitments that further stretch OHF funding.
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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 182 891 0 0 1,073
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 182 891 0 0 1,073

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 17
Pro tect in Fee  W/O  Sta te  PILT Lia bility 0
Pro tect in Ea sement 0
Enha nce 0

To ta l 17

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 $1,031,000 $5,029,000 $0 $0 $6,060,000
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 $1,031,000 $5,029,000 $0 $0 $6,060,000

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 43 172 0 858 0 1,073
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 43 172 0 858 0 1,073

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 $242,500 $969,600 $0 $4,847,900 $0 $6,060,000
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 $242,500 $969,600 $0 $4,847,900 $0 $6,060,000
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T ab le 5. Averag e C o st p er Acre b y Reso urce T yp e

T ype Wetlands Pra iries Fo rest Habitats
Resto re $0 $0 $0 $0
Pro tect in Fee  with Sta te  PILT Lia bility $5665 $5644 $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 $0

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

T ype Metro /Urban Fo rest/Pra irie S E Fo rest Pra irie No rthern Fo rest
Resto re $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Pro tect in Fee  with Sta te  PILT Lia bility $5640 $5637 $0 $5650 $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

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

No parcels with an activity type restore or enhance.

Section 2 - Protect  Parcel List

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

Terri WMA Additio n 10834215 152 $160,000 Yes Full No t Applica ble

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

Spa rta n WMA
Additio n 11639218 66 $360,000 No Full No t Applica ble

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

Fa rha g en WMA
Additio n Tr. 2 10536214 120 $900,000 No Full No t Applica ble

Ro ck Ridg e  WMA
Additio n 10735214 59 $125,000 Yes Full No t Applica ble

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

La ke  G uckeen WMA
Additio n 10228208 31 $260,000 No Full No t Applica ble

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

Ca ra wa y WMA
Additio n 10436225 99 $800,000 No Full No t Applica ble

Petersburg  WMA
Additio n 10134226 116 $650,000 Yes Full No t Applica ble

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

Reg a l Mea do ws  WMA
Additio n 12234201 100 $500,000 No Full No t Applica ble

Lac qui Parle
Name T RDS Acres Est Co st Existing  Pro tectio n? Hunting ? Fishing ?

NE Fo ur Co rners  WMA
Additio n 11845231 86 $340,000 No Full No t Applica ble

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

Amiret Tr. 18 11140232 150 $630,000 No Full No t Applica ble
Amiret WMA Additio n 11040205 143 $715,000 No Full No t Applica ble
Bra wner La ke  WMA
Additio n 11042217 117 $365,000 No Full No t Applica ble

G ra ndview WMA
Additio n 11242219 160 $1,136,000 No Full No t Applica ble

Pra irie  Ma rs hes  Tr. 17 11143236 174 $870,000 No Full No t Applica ble

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

Ca ro n WMA Additio n 10333222 140 $940,000 No Full No t Applica ble
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Meeker
Name T RDS Acres Est Co st Existing  Pro tectio n? Hunting ? Fishing ?

King sto n WMA
Additio n 12129221 40 $180,000 No Full No t Applica ble

King sto n WMA
Additio n 12129227 40 $160,000 No Full No t Applica ble

Po wers  La ke  WMA 12230236 6 $40,000 No Full No t Applica ble

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

Ha berma n WMA
Additio n 10539218 80 $450,000 No Full No t Applica ble

Ta lco t La ke  WMA
Additio n 10539225 40 $150,000 No Full No t Applica ble

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

Ra nso m Ridg e  WMA 10141209 320 $1,500,000 No Full No t Applica ble

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

La mberto n WMA
Additio n 10936217 160 $800,000 No Full No t Applica ble

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

TBD WMA 10145211 40 $480,000 No Full No t Applica ble
TBD WMA 10145211 80 $960,000 No Full No t Applica ble

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

Bo b G ehlen WMA
Additio n 11428206 12 $75,000 No Full No t Applica ble

Fa xo n WMA Additio n 11425223 18 $80,000 No Full No t Applica ble

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

Mel Ro ehrl WMA
Additio n Tr. 3 12435204 160 $600,000 No Full No t Applica ble

Mel Ro ehrl WMA
Additio n Tr. 4 12435205 120 $500,000 No Full No t Applica ble

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

Bench WMA Additio n 12238231 80 $300,000 No Full No t Applica ble
Mo nso n WMA
Additio n 12237235 15 $60,000 No Full No t Applica ble

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

Yo ung er Bro thers
WMA Additio n 10731222 40 $200,000 No Full No t Applica ble

Yo ung er Bro thers
WMA Additio n 10731226 70 $325,000 No Full No t Applica ble

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

Upper Ante lo pe
Va lley WMA Additio n 11444209 34 $51,000 No Full No t Applica ble

Section 2a - Protect  Parcel with Bldgs

Carver

Name T RDS Acres Est Co st # Bldg s? Bldg  Imrpo ve Desc Value o f Bldg Dispo s itio n o f
Impro vements

Tig er La ke  WMA
Additio n 11526209 40 $650,000 10

ho use  a nd
multiple
sheds/ba rns

$150,000

Douglas

Name T RDS Acres Est Co st # Bldg s? Bldg  Imrpo ve Desc Value o f Bldg Dispo s itio n o f
Impro vements

Ro y Tho mps o n
WMA 12740204 240 $800,000 1 ca bin $0
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Jackson

Name T RDS Acres Est Co st # Bldg s? Bldg  Imrpo ve Desc Value o f Bldg Dispo s itio n o f
Impro vements

Sio ux Va lley WMA
Additio n 10137228 21 $150,000 2 O ld ho mes ite ,

g a ra g e $0

Pope

Name T RDS Acres Est Co st # Bldg s? Bldg  Imrpo ve Desc Value o f Bldg Dispo s itio n o f
Impro vements

Sta r La ke  WMA 12538208 462 $1,100,000 1 o ld ba rn $5,000

Section 3 - Other Parcel Activity

No parcels with an other activity type.
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Parcel Map

Accelerating the Wildlife Management Area Program -
Phase XI

Data Generated From Parcel List

Legend
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Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council
Comparison Report

P ro g ram T itle: 2019 - Accelerating the Wildlife Management Area Program - Phase XI
O rg anizatio n: Pheasants Forever, Inc.
Manag er: Steven Burdick

Budget

Requested Amount: $14,110,500
Appropriated Amount: $6,060,000
Percentage: 42.95%

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 $90,000 $0 $38,700 $0 43.00% -
Co ntra cts $1,400,000 $0 $601,200 $0 42.94% -
Fee Acquis itio n w/ PILT $12,000,000 $1,000,000 $5,106,300 $215,000 42.55% 21.50%
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 $8,000 $0 $3,400 $0 42.50% -
Pro fess io na l Services $266,000 $0 $114,000 $0 42.86% -
Direct Suppo rt Services $26,500 $0 $11,400 $0 43.02% -
DNR La nd Acquis itio n Co s ts $120,000 $0 $100,000 $0 83.33% -
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 $200,000 $0 $85,000 $0 42.50% -

To ta l $14,110,500 $1,000,000 $6,060,000 $215,000 42.95% 21.50%

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

We have reduced accomplishments/costs proportionately across the overall program to accommodate the reduced appropriation. As a
result of the reduction, we will be able to protect fewer acres. As in past appropriations, we will focus on the most strategic, highest
priority tracts.

Page 1 o f 2



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 2,500 1,073 42.92%
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 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 14,110,500 6,060,000 42.95%
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 2,500 1,073 42.92%
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 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 14,110,500 6,060,000 42.95%
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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