
P a g e  1 | 15 

 

 

 

Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council 
Southeast Minnesota Protection and Restoration Phase 8 

Laws of Minnesota 2020 Final Report 

General Information 

Date: 02/12/2026 

Project Title: Southeast Minnesota Protection and Restoration Phase 8 

Funds Recommended: $2,704,000 

Legislative Citation: ML 2020, Ch. 104, Art. 1, Sec. 2, subd 3(b) 

Appropriation Language: $2,704,000 the second year is to the commissioner of natural resources for agreements 
as follows: (1) $1,144,000 to The Nature Conservancy to acquire lands in fee for wildlife management under 
Minnesota Statutes, section 86A.05, subdivision 8; for scientific and natural areas under Minnesota Statutes, 
section 86A.05, subdivision 5; for state forests under Minnesota Statutes, section 86A.05, subdivision 7; and for 
aquatic management areas under Minnesota Statutes, section 86A.05, subdivision 14, and to restore and enhance 
wildlife habitat;  (2) $797,000 to The Trust for Public Land to acquire lands in fee for wildlife management under 
Minnesota Statutes, section 86A.05, subdivision 8; for scientific and natural areas under Minnesota Statutes, 
section 86A.05, subdivision 5; for state forests under Minnesota Statutes, section 86A.05, subdivision 7; and for 
aquatic management areas under Minnesota Statutes, section 86A.05, subdivision 14; and  (3) $763,000 to 
Minnesota Land Trust to acquire permanent conservation easements and to restore and enhance wildlife habitat, 
of which $96,000 is to establish a monitoring and enforcement fund as approved in the accomplishment plan and 
subject to Minnesota Statutes, section 97A.056, subdivision 17.  A list of proposed land acquisitions must be 
provided as part of the required accomplishment plan. 

Manager Information 

Manager's Name: Richard Biske 
Title: Freshwater Conservation Program Director 
Organization: The Nature Conservancy 
Address: 1101 West River Parkway Suite 200 
City: Minneapolis, MN 55415 
Email: rbiske@tnc.org 
Office Number: 612-331-0766 
Mobile Number: 651-564-0591 
Fax Number:   
Website: nature.org/ 

Location Information 

County Location(s): Houston, Fillmore, Wabasha, Goodhue, Winona and Olmsted. 



P a g e  2 | 15 

 

Eco regions in which work will take place: 

Southeast Forest 

Activity types: 

Protect in Easement 

Protect in Fee 

Restore 

Enhance 

Priority resources addressed by activity: 

Prairie 

Forest 

Habitat 

Narrative 

Summary of Accomplishments 

Our Southeast Minnesota Protection and Restoration partnership protected 432 acres – 215 acres in fee and 217 
acres through conservation easement – restored 66 acres of forest and enhanced 876 acres of forest and prairie. 
Protected, restored, and enhanced habitat were all within identified priority areas and expanded or created large, 
connected complexes of habitat. 

Process & Methods 

The program's 4 core activities were to acquire lands in fee, protect lands through conservation easement, and 
restore and enhance habitat.  
 
To protect habitat, we worked with DNR and Soil and Water Conservation Districts to identify priority parcels and 
contact landowners. Minnesota Land Trust solicited interested landowners through a Request for Proposals. 
 
One land acquisition was completed using funds from this appropriation. The Nature Conservancy (TNC) and Trust 
for Public Land (TPL) partnered to jointly acquire the South Br Middle Fork Zumbro parcel. This project utilized 
funds from both TNC and TPL’s ML19 Phase 7, ML20 Phase 8, and ML21 Phase 9 appropriations to create the new 
420-acre Moon Valley WMA. This new WMA protects over 150 acres of high-quality hardwood forests, nearly 3 
miles of frontage along the Zumbro River, and allows for the restoration of nearly 200 acres of prairie and forest 
habitat. 116 acres of the restoration work on this parcel were also completed using funds from this grant but are 
not reported as outputs. 
 
Minnesota Land Trust (MLT) protected 3 properties totaling 217 acres through conservation easement: 
 
Daley Creek (Sieve) - a 160-acre conservation easement protecting forests, grasslands, wetlands, woodlands, and 
10,452 feet of shoreline on Daley Creek and three intermittent streams, all of which are designated trout streams. 
The DNR holds trout stream easements as part of Daley Creek Aquatic Management Area over these stream 
corridors, providing public access. 
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Brownsville Bluff (Hey) - a 14-acre property within the city limits of Brownsville dominated by deciduous forest 
and on a bluff towering above the Mississippi River floodplain. The property lies adjacent to a property protected 
through a state prairie bank conservation easement.  
 
Cedar Creek (Munson Trust) - a 43-acre conservation easement that protects the riparian corridor along Cedar 
Creek (a designated trout stream), an intermittent stream, and steep, forested bluffs above the creek. 
 
Restoration and enhancement projects completed by TNC and MLT totaled 942 acres across 22 different projects. 
Highlights of enhancement work completed under this award include goat prairie and oak savanna enhancement 
on two conservation easements in the city of Red Wing and adjacent to Latsch State Park, continuing enhancement 
of the bluff prairies at Vinegar Ridge and Wetbark State Forest management units, oak woodland enhancement 
along Bear Creek, and over implementation of over 650 acres of prescribed fire across multiple sites. 

How did the program address habitats of significant value for wildlife species of greatest 
conservation need, threatened or endangered species, and/or list targeted species? 

All work in this project was focused around priority conservation areas within the Blufflands Ecological 
Subsection, which contains more Species in Greatest Conservation Need than any other subsection in Minnesota. 
Conservation opportunity areas have been identified by TNC, MLT, TPL, MN DNR, and others based on MN 
Biological Survey (MBS) data, existing public land assets, and the potential to expand and connect habitat 
complexes. Completed projects protected and improved habitat conditions for rare plants and animals along with 
popular game species in the region, including whitetail deer, wild turkey and ruffed grouse. Projects funded 
through this appropriation have benefitted 191 known occurrences of 46 different plants and animals listed by the 
State of Minnesota as Threatened, Endangered, or Species of Special Concern. These include plants such as Plains 
Wild Indigo, Clasping Milkweed, and Rough-seeded Fameflower, as well as animals like Wood Turtle, Timber 
Rattlesnake, and Cerulean Warbler. 

How did the program use science-based targeting that leveraged or expanded corridors and 
complexes, reduced fragmentation, or protected areas in the MN County Biological Survey. 

Enhancement and protection projects took place in conservation opportunity areas identified based on 
concentrations of native plant communities mapped by MBS, rare features, existing conservation lands and the 
potential to expand habitat complexes and link them. As a result, roughly 48% of the habitat impacted by this grant 
is of Moderate, High, or Outstanding significance to biodiversity according to the MBS. 
 
The acquisition of Moon Valley WMA protected a large, 420-acre parcel in an area undergoing rapid parcelization. 
This preserves a significant area of connected habitat in a changing landscape. Had this property not been 
protected, it is exceedingly likely that it would have been subdivided and developed in the near future. 
 
Acquisition of the Daley Creek (Sieve) conservation easement by MLT built upon the DNR’s Daley Creek AMA, 
significantly buffering this prior state investment through protection of 160 acres of forestland, wetlands and 
grasslands adjacent to four trout streams. The Brownsville Bluff (Hey) conservation easement added 14 acres of 
protected high-quality forest to an existing state prairie bank conservation easement protecting an important bluff 
prairie. 

Explain Partners, Supporters, & Opposition 

The strength of our collaboration with local partners was key to our success. All three partners funded through this 
award collaborated on landowner outreach. Priority areas were identified in partnership with multiple local 
stakeholders. We worked closely with MN DNR throughout this program. Coordinating with Soil and Water 
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Conservation Districts has improved landowner outreach and connections.  
 
TNC and TPL notified Olmsted County Board prior to acquiring the Moon Valley WMA parcel. We communicated 
proactively with County Commissioners and the Township board around to address concerns early. 

Exceptional challenges, expectations, failures, opportunities, or unique aspects of program 

The acquisition of Moon Valley WMA required the partnership of TNC and TPL and funding from multiple phases of 
this programmatic grant. Purchasing this in-demand property took funding from three appropriations to both TNC 
and TPL. The creation of this 420-acre WMA within 15 minutes of Minnesota’s 3rd largest city was only possible 
because of the programmatic nature of this grant, and the close working relationship of the partners involved. 

What other dedicated funds may collaborate with or contribute to this program? 

Environment and Natural Resource Trust Fund 

How were the funds used to advance the program? 

In 2023, The Nature Conservancy was awarded $483,000 from the Environment and Natural Resource Trust Fund 
for Community Response Monitoring for Adaptive Management in Southeast Minnesota. This award funded 
research and monitoring of plant, bird, pollinator, and reptile communities on several bluff prairie sites that have 
been enhanced through the SE MN Protection and Restoration program. Results from the ENRTF-funded research 
will both assess the results of LSOHC-funded restoration and enhancement, and inform future management 
strategies by comparing effectiveness of different brush control methods and timing. This post-management 
monitoring is an essential part of adaptive management. 

What is the plan to sustain and/or maintain this work after the Outdoor Heritage Funds are 
expended?  
Protection parcels are adjacent to or within close proximity to existing protected lands, including state-owned 
lands and lands under conservation easement. This allows for the expansion of maintenance and restoration 
activities that are currently taking place on those protected lands and adjacent private lands. Habitats cleared of 
invasive species will be maintained with prescribed fire and in some instances with goat grazing to prepare for 
prescribed fire.  
 
Land protected through conservation easements will be sustained by MLT through state-of-the art easement 
stewardship standards and practices. MLT is a nationally-accredited and insured land trust with a successful 
easement stewardship program that includes annual property monitoring and defending the easements as 
necessary. In addition, MLT encourages landowners to undertake active ecological management of their properties, 
provides them with habitat management plans, and works with them to secure resources (expertise and funding) 
to undertake these activities over time. 
 
Protection and restoration projects will allow and improve future prescribed fire and maintenance activities 
through economies of scale. The tracts protected and enhanced with this appropriation meet the prioritization for 
the State Wildlife Action Plan. Additionally, Minnesota DNR was successful in securing federal habitat enhancement 
funding for Southeast Minnesota. This allows DNR and its partners to complete additional habitat enhancement for 
Species of Greatest Conservation Need, further maintaining the critical OHF investment. 
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Actions to Maintain Project Outcomes  
Year Source of Funds Step 1 Step 2 Step 3 
2026-2031 Future LSOHC grants, 

State Wildlife Grant 
funds, Game and Fish 
fund, or other private 
funds. 

Assess condition of 
previous project sites. 

Implement follow-up 
management as 
necessary. 

- 

Annually in perpetuity MLT Easement 
Stewardship 
Endowment 

Annual easement 
monitoring 

- - 

 

 

 

Budget 

 

Grand Totals Across All Partnerships 

Item Requested AP Amount Spent Leverage Received 
Leverage 

Leverage 
Source 

Original 
Total 

Final Total 

Personnel $355,000 $344,000 $289,800 - $92,200 -, US Fish and 
Wildlife 
Service; 

Competitive 
State Wildlife 

Grant 

$355,000 $382,000 

Contracts $286,000 $342,100 $354,300 - - - $286,000 $354,300 
Fee Acquisition w/ 
PILT 

$1,290,500 $1,290,500 $1,363,800 - - - $1,290,500 $1,363,800 

Fee Acquisition 
w/o PILT 

- - - - - - - - 

Easement 
Acquisition 

$325,000 $265,000 $243,500 $65,000 $109,000 Private 
Landowners 

$390,000 $352,500 

Easement 
Stewardship 

$96,000 $96,000 $72,000 - - - $96,000 $72,000 

Travel $13,000 $13,300 $11,600 $2,500 $2,500 -, Private $15,500 $14,100 
Professional 
Services 

$143,000 $161,000 $123,600 - - - $143,000 $123,600 

Direct Support 
Services 

$90,100 $87,100 $69,200 $84,600 $62,100 -, Private, 
Private 

$174,700 $131,300 

DNR Land 
Acquisition Costs 

$35,000 $35,000 $35,000 - - - $35,000 $35,000 

Capital Equipment - - - - - - - - 
Other 
Equipment/Tools 

- - - - - - - - 

Supplies/Materials $20,400 $20,000 $21,800 - $6,200 -, US Fish and 
Wildlife 
Service; 

Competitive 
State Wildlife 

Grant 

$20,400 $28,000 

DNR IDP $50,000 $50,000 $12,900 - - - $50,000 $12,900 
Grand Total $2,704,000 $2,704,000 $2,597,500 $152,100 $272,000 - $2,856,100 $2,869,500 
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Partner: Minnesota Land Trust 

Totals 
Item Requested AP Amount Spent Leverage Received 

Leverage 
Leverage 
Source 

Original 
Total 

Final Total 

Personnel $125,000 $114,000 $123,500 - - - $125,000 $123,500 
Contracts $111,000 $167,100 $171,600 - - - $111,000 $171,600 
Fee Acquisition w/ 
PILT 

- - - - - - - - 

Fee Acquisition 
w/o PILT 

- - - - - - - - 

Easement 
Acquisition 

$325,000 $265,000 $243,500 $65,000 $109,000 Private 
Landowners 

$390,000 $352,500 

Easement 
Stewardship 

$96,000 $96,000 $72,000 - - - $96,000 $72,000 

Travel $8,000 $8,300 $6,100 - - - $8,000 $6,100 
Professional 
Services 

$63,000 $81,000 $80,600 - - - $63,000 $80,600 

Direct Support 
Services 

$34,600 $31,600 $33,300 - - - $34,600 $33,300 

DNR Land 
Acquisition Costs 

- - - - - - - - 

Capital Equipment - - - - - - - - 
Other 
Equipment/Tools 

- - - - - - - - 

Supplies/Materials $400 - - - - - $400 - 
DNR IDP - - - - - - - - 
Grand Total $763,000 $763,000 $730,600 $65,000 $109,000 - $828,000 $839,600 
Personnel 
Position Annual FTE Years 

Working 
Amount Spent Leverage Leverage 

Source 
Total 

MLT 
Restoration 
Staff 

0.22 3.0 $67,100 - - $67,100 

MLT 
Protection Staff 

0.2 3.0 $56,400 - - $56,400 
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Partner: The Nature Conservancy 

Totals 
Item Requested AP Amount Spent Leverage Received 

Leverage 
Leverage 
Source 

Original 
Total 

Final Total 

Personnel $180,000 $180,000 $111,300 - $92,200 US Fish and 
Wildlife 
Service; 

Competitive 
State Wildlife 

Grant 

$180,000 $203,500 

Contracts $100,000 $100,000 $105,400 - - - $100,000 $105,400 
Fee Acquisition w/ 
PILT 

$733,100 $733,100 $806,400 - - - $733,100 $806,400 

Fee Acquisition 
w/o PILT 

- - - - - - - - 

Easement 
Acquisition 

- - - - - - - - 

Easement 
Stewardship 

- - - - - - - - 

Travel $5,000 $5,000 $5,500 - - - $5,000 $5,500 
Professional 
Services 

$40,000 $40,000 $43,000 - - - $40,000 $43,000 

Direct Support 
Services 

$25,900 $25,900 $21,200 $55,000 $47,400 Private $80,900 $68,600 

DNR Land 
Acquisition Costs 

$20,000 $20,000 $20,000 - - - $20,000 $20,000 

Capital Equipment - - - - - - - - 
Other 
Equipment/Tools 

- - - - - - - - 

Supplies/Materials $20,000 $20,000 $21,800 - $6,200 US Fish and 
Wildlife 
Service; 

Competitive 
State Wildlife 

Grant 

$20,000 $28,000 

DNR IDP $20,000 $20,000 $5,000 - - - $20,000 $5,000 
Grand Total $1,144,000 $1,144,000 $1,139,600 $55,000 $145,800 - $1,199,000 $1,285,400 
Personnel 
Position Annual FTE Years 

Working 
Amount Spent Leverage Leverage 

Source 
Total 

TNC Project 
Management, 
Protection and 
Grants Admin.  

0.7 3.0 $111,300 $92,200 US Fish and 
Wildlife 
Service; 
Competitive 
State Wildlife 
Grant 

$203,500 
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Partner: Trust for Public Land 

Totals 
Item Requested AP Amount Spent Leverage Received 

Leverage 
Leverage 
Source 

Original 
Total 

Final Total 

Personnel $50,000 $50,000 $55,000 - - - $50,000 $55,000 
Contracts $75,000 $75,000 $77,300 - - - $75,000 $77,300 
Fee Acquisition w/ 
PILT 

$557,400 $557,400 $557,400 - - - $557,400 $557,400 

Fee Acquisition 
w/o PILT 

- - - - - - - - 

Easement 
Acquisition 

- - - - - - - - 

Easement 
Stewardship 

- - - - - - - - 

Travel - - - $2,500 $2,500 Private $2,500 $2,500 
Professional 
Services 

$40,000 $40,000 - - - - $40,000 - 

Direct Support 
Services 

$29,600 $29,600 $14,700 $29,600 $14,700 Private $59,200 $29,400 

DNR Land 
Acquisition Costs 

$15,000 $15,000 $15,000 - - - $15,000 $15,000 

Capital Equipment - - - - - - - - 
Other 
Equipment/Tools 

- - - - - - - - 

Supplies/Materials - - - - - - - - 
DNR IDP $30,000 $30,000 $7,900 - - - $30,000 $7,900 
Grand Total $797,000 $797,000 $727,300 $32,100 $17,200 - $829,100 $744,500 
Personnel 
Position Annual FTE Years 

Working 
Amount Spent Leverage Leverage 

Source 
Total 

Protection and 
Legal Staff 

0.1 3.0 $55,000 - - $55,000 

 

Direct Support Services 

How did you determine which portions of the Direct Support Services of your shared support services is 
direct to this program?   
The Nature Conservancy's DSS is based on its Federally Negotiated Rate (FNR) as proposed and subsequently 
approved by the US Dept. of Interior on an annual basis. In this proposal we are requesting reimbursement of 7.5% 
of eligible base costs as determined by our annual FNR and based on suggestions from the Council in last year's 
hearings. The unrecovered portion of the approved rates through the life of the grant is offered as leverage. 
Examples of expenses included in the FNR include in-house legal counsel; finance, human resources and 
administrative  functions; and IT support. The FNR does not include land acquisition or capital equipment costs 
over $50,000. 
 
The Trust for Public Land’s DSS request is based upon our federally approved indirect rate, which has been 
approved by the DNR. This rate does not include costs that are included in other budget lines. 50% of these costs 
are requested from the grant and 50% is contributed as leverage. 
 
MLT: In a process that was approved by the DNR on March 17, 2017, Minnesota Land Trust determined our direct 
support services rate to include all of the allowable direct and necessary expenditures that are not captured in 
other line items in the budget, which is similar to the Land Trust's proposed federal indirect rate. We will apply this 
DNR approved rate only to personnel expenses to determine the total amount of the direct support services. 
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Explain any budget challenges or successes:   
Our partnership was able to achieve 187% of its proposed Restoration and Enhancement goals and 65% of its 
Protection goals for the grant while spending nearly the entire amount awarded (96%). 
 
The application of Prevailing Wage law to habitat restoration and enhancement work raised the cost of those 
activities beyond what was anticipated in the proposal stage for this award. Additionally, the rapid increase in land 
prices that occurred during the period of this grant significantly increased the cost of both Fee and Easement 
protection. 

Total Revenue:  $0 

Revenue Spent:  $0 

Revenue Balance:  $0 

Of the money disclosed above, what are the appropriate uses of the money: 

E. This is not applicable as there was no revenue generated. 
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Output Tables 

Acres by Resource Type (Table 1) 

Type Wetland 
(AP) 

Wetland 
(Final) 

Prairie 
(AP) 

Prairie 
(Final) 

Forest 
(AP) 

Forest 
(Final) 

Habitat 
(AP) 

Habitat 
(Final) 

Total 
Acres 
(AP) 

Total 
Acres 
(Final) 

Restore 0 0 0 0 0 66 40 0 40 66 
Protect in 
Fee with 
State 
PILT 
Liability 

0 0 110 93 186 67 40 55 336 215 

Protect in 
Fee w/o 
State 
PILT 
Liability 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Protect in 
Easement 

0 0 0 0 0 217 324 0 324 217 

Enhance 0 0 20 474 15 402 0 0 35 876 
Total 0 0 130 567 201 752 404 55 735 1,374 
How many of these Prairie acres are Native Prairie? (Table 1b) 

Type Native 
Prairie (AP) 

Native 
Prairie 
(Final) 

Restore 0 0 
Protect in Fee with State PILT Liability 0 0 
Protect in Fee w/o State PILT Liability 0 0 
Protect in Easement 0 0 
Enhance 0 97 
Total 0 97 
Total Requested Funding by Resource Type (Table 2) 

Type Wetlan
d (AP) 

Wetlan
d 
(Final) 

Prairie 
(AP) 

Prairie 
(Final) 

Forest (AP) Forest 
(Final) 

Habitat 
(AP) 

Habitat 
(Final) 

Total 
Funding 
(AP) 

Total 
Funding 
(Final) 

Restore - - - - - $65,000 $170,000 - $170,000 $65,000 
Protect 
in Fee 
with 
State 
PILT 
Liability 

- - $351,000 $699,800 $970,000 $434,700 $475,000 $515,300 $1,796,000 $1,649,800 

Protect 
in Fee 
w/o 
State 
PILT 
Liability 

- - - - - - - - - - 

Protect 
in 
Easemen
t 

- - - $34,400 - $474,800 $593,000 - $593,000 $509,200 

Enhance - - $90,000 $169,600 $55,000 $203,900 - - $145,000 $373,500 
Total - - $441,00

0 
$903,80

0 
$1,025,00

0 
$1,178,40

0 
$1,238,00

0 
$515,30

0 
$2,704,00

0 
$2,597,50

0 
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Acres within each Ecological Section (Table 3) 

Type Metro / 
Urban 
(AP) 

Metro / 
Urban 
(Final) 

Forest / 
Prairie 
(AP) 

Forest / 
Prairie 
(Final) 

SE 
Forest 
(AP) 

SE 
Forest 
(Final) 

Prairie 
(AP) 

Prairie 
(Final) 

N. 
Forest 
(AP) 

N. 
Forest 
(Final) 

Total 
(AP) 

Total 
(Final) 

Restore 0 0 0 0 40 66 0 0 0 0 40 66 
Protect in 
Fee with 
State 
PILT 
Liability 

0 0 0 0 336 215 0 0 0 0 336 215 

Protect in 
Fee w/o 
State 
PILT 
Liability 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Protect in 
Easement 

0 0 0 0 324 217 0 0 0 0 324 217 

Enhance 0 0 0 0 35 876 0 0 0 0 35 876 
Total 0 0 0 0 735 1,374 0 0 0 0 735 1,374 
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Total Requested Funding within each Ecological Section (Table 4) 

Type Metro
/ 
Urban 
(AP) 

Metro
/ 
Urban 
(Final) 

Forest 
/ 
Prairi
e (AP) 

Forest 
/ 
Prairi
e 
(Final
) 

SE Forest 
(AP) 

SE Forest 
(Final) 

Prairi
e (AP) 

Prairi
e 
(Final
) 

N. 
Fores
t (AP) 

N. 
Forest 
(Final
) 

Total (AP) Total 
(Final) 

Restore - - - - $170,000 $65,000 - - - - $170,000 $65,000 
Protect 
in Fee 
with 
State 
PILT 
Liability 

- - - - $1,796,000 $1,649,800 - - - - $1,796,000 $1,649,800 

Protect 
in Fee 
w/o 
State 
PILT 
Liability 

- - - - - - - - - - - - 

Protect 
in 
Easemen
t 

- - - - $593,000 $509,200 - - - - $593,000 $509,200 

Enhance - - - - $145,000 $373,500 - - - - $145,000 $373,500 
Total - - - - $2,704,00

0 
$2,597,50

0 
- - - - $2,704,00

0 
$2,597,50

0 
Target Lake/Stream/River Feet or Miles 

3.31 

Explain the success/shortage of acre goals 

Our partnership impacted 1,375 acres across all activity types, exceeding our goal of 735 acres by 187%. This 
accomplishment was driven by the efficiency of the habitat management crew, which allowed the partnership to 
restore and enhance 943 acres of habitat, despite the increased costs of contracted work due to the change in 
prevailing wage law.  
 
We were less successful in our protection goals, protecting 64% of our goal in Fee and 67% of our goal through 
Easements. This was primarily due to the major increase in land prices that occurred during the period of this 
grant. 

Outcomes 

Programs in southeast forest region:  

Large corridors and complexes of biologically diverse wildlife habitat typical of the unglaciated region are 
restored and protected ~ Our work under this award enhanced habitat in several key habitat complexes in the 
Driftless Area, including Whitewater WMA, Latsch State Park, and the Vinegar Ridge and Wetbark units of the 
Dorer Memorial Hardwood Forest. The protection of Moon Valley WMA preserved 420 contiguous acres in a 
rapidly fragmenting landscape, where 200 acres of prairie and forest restoration will increase the habitat 
connectivity. Conservation easements added upon past investments in conservation, including Daley Creek AMA 
and a state prairie bank conservation easement. 
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Parcels 

Sign-up Criteria?   
Yes - Sign up criteria is attached 

Restore / Enhance Parcels 

Name County TRDS Acres Est Cost Existing 
Protection 

Description 

Erding - MLT Fillmore 10312205 24 $85,666 Yes Oak woodland restoration 
via invasive woody removal 

Gribben Creek SF Seeding Fillmore 10309216 13 $17,200 Yes Direct seeding of hardwood 
trees on retired ag land 

ST - Choice WMA Enhancement Fillmore 10208211 45 $2,000 Yes Prescribed fire and 
overseeding of prairie sites 
on Choice WMA 

ST - Chosen Valley WMA Fillmore 10412206 9 $2,000 Yes Prescribed fire at Chosen 
Valley WMA 

ST - Ferndale Ridge WMA Fillmore 10407233 11 $2,000 Yes Prescribed fire on Ferndale 
WMA 

ST - Seven Springs WMA Fillmore 10212216 21 $2,000 Yes Prescribed fire at 7 Springs 
WMA 

ST - Spring Valley WMA Fillmore 10213223 20 $5,000 Yes Prescribed fire on Spring 
Valley WMA 

Schueler WMA Seeding Fillmore 10408204 4 $4,000 Yes Direct seeding of hardwood 
trees on retired ag land 

Vesta Bluffs Middle Fillmore 10208211 0 $20,000 Yes Control of invasive brush 
through prescribed goat 
grazing 

William Pease WMA Fillmore 10411207 10 $2,000 Yes Prescribed fire on William 
Pease WMA 

South Oaks Goodhue 11214206 4 $28,981 Yes Enhancement of goat 
prairie and oak woodlands 
invaded by non-native 
species 

ST - Root River WMA Houston 10404231 13 $7,000 Yes Planting at Root River WMA 
ST - Rush Creek Woods WMA Houston 10407207 70 $4,000 Yes Prescribed fire at Rush 

Creek Woods WMA 
ST - Yucatan WMA Houston 10307230 35 $3,000 Yes Prescribed fire and 

overseeding of prairie seed 
Vingear Ridge Bluffs Houston 10407228 0 $10,000 Yes Control of invasive brush 

through prescribed goat 
grazing 

Wetbark Bluffs Houston 10307212 0 $10,300 Yes Control of invasive brush 
through prescribed goat 
grazing 

Latsch - MLT Wabasha 10809204 12 $30,000 Yes Goat prairie restoration via 
invasive woody removal 

ST - McCarthy Lake WMA Wabasha 10909206 32 $4,000 Yes Prescribed fire and 
herbaceous control at 
McCarthy Lake WMA 

ST - Pool 4 WMA Wabasha 11010202 6 $2,000 Yes Prescribed fire at Pool 4 
WMA 

Whitewater Direct Seedings Wabasha 10810220 36 $42,800 Yes Direct seeding of hardwood 
trees on retired ag land 

ST - Whitewater WMA Winona 10810222 552 $40,000 Yes Prescribed fire and brush 
mowing at Whitewater 
WMA 

  

https://lsohcprojectmgmt.leg.mn/media/lsohc/final/signup_criteria/1558720338-SEMN_Blufflands_Program_Crite.pdf
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Whitewater - Beaver Creek edge 
enhancement 

Winona 10810220 25 $7,620 Yes Removal of invasive species 
in forest around border of 
direct seeding fields 

Fee Parcels 

Name County TRDS Acres Est Cost Existing 
Protection 

South Br Middle Fork Zumbro Olmsted 10715204 215 $2,000,000 No 
Easement Parcels 

Name County TRDS Acres Est Cost Existing 
Protection 

Brownsville Bluff (Hey) Houston 10304226 14 $0 No 
MLT - Daley Creek (Sieve) Houston 10307205 160 $238,000 Yes 
Cedar Creek (Munson Trust) Winona 10606232 43 $5,463 No 
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Parcel Map 
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