Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2021 / FY 2022

Name:

Jamie Becker-Finn

Date:

Thursday, July 16, 2020 by 4 p.m. Email to becky.enfield@lsohc.leg.mn

Maximum score per request is 100 points. Enter "COI" in the "Total Score" field if not evaluating a proposal due to a conflict of interest.*

Criteria
1. Proposal abstract [2. Proposal 3. Proposal uses
provides a clear and |addresses priority |science-based 4. Proposal
succinct overview of|actions and targeting that addresses habitats
the proposal outcomes of one or |leverages or that have significant
activity, outputs, more of the expands corridors  |value for wildlife 5. Proposal 6. Performance 10. Proposed
and outcomes. ecological sections |and complexes, species of greatest |identifies indicator |measures are budget is
Proposal is clearly |and is likely to reduces conservation need, |species and clearly identified, 9. Proposal includes |appropriate to
written and produce and fragmentation or  |and/or threatened |associated and have a specific |7. Proposal leverage in funds or |accomplish the
adequately demonstrate protects areas or endangered quantities this plan for measuring |outcomes will be 8. Degree of timing/ |other effort to outcomes described
addresses: Who, significant and identified in the MN [species, and lists habitat will typically |and evaluating maintained over opportunistic supplement any in the scope of
What, Where, permanent County Biological |[targeted species. support. outcomes. time. urgency. OHF appropriation. [work. Total Score Comments
ID# Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 Out of 100
PAO1 [DNR WMA and SNA Acquisition, Phase XIII Phase 13, fee acquisition
10 10 10 10 10 8 9 7 7 9 90
PAO2 [Accelerating the Wildlife Management Area Program, Phase 13, Pheasants Forever, asking for almost $14m
Phase XIII 10 10 10 7 10 8 9 5 6 6 81
PA0O3 [MN Prairie Recovery Program, Phase XI TNC, Phase 11
10 10 8 9 10 8 7 5 9 7 83
PAO4 |[Northern Tallgrass Prairie National Wildlife Refuge, TNC, Phase 12
Phase XII 10 10 8 9 8 8 9 5 8 7 82
PAO5 [Cannon River Watershed Habitat Protection and Phase 10, CAnnon River Watershed, TPL, Great River Greening
Restoration Program, Phase X 10 10 10 9 10 8 7 5 6 8 83
PA06 |[Accelerated Native Prairie Bank Protection, Phase VIII Phase 8, DNR
10 10 10 9 10 8 9 7 5 9 87
PAO7 |[RIM Buffers for Wildlife and Water, Phase IX
10 10 8 10 10 8 9 6 6 7 84
Phase 9, BWSR
PA08 |Prairie Chicken Habitat Partnership of the Phase 7, Prairie Chicken Society, PF
Southern Red River Valley, Phase VII 10 10 9 7 10 8 9 5 7 6 81
PA09 [Accelerating the USFWS Habitat Conservation Phase 3, DU and PF
Easement Program, Phase llI 10 10 10 8 10 8 7 7 9 6 85
PA10 [Martin County WMA Acquisition, Phase V Phase 5, Fox Lake, Conservation Fund
10 10 10 7 10 8 9 5 5 5 79
PA11 [RIM Grassland Reserve, Phase IlI Phase 3, BWSR
10 10 10 9 10 9 10 9 8 8 93
PREO1 [DNR Grassland, Phase XlII (with Roving Crew)
a 10 10 10 10 10 8 7 7 5 8 85
PREO1 [DNR Grassland, Phase XIII
b 10 9 10 10 10 8 7 7 5 8 84
PREO2 [Enhanced Public Land — Grasslands, Phase V PF
10 10 8 7 10 8 6 7 7 8 81
:REO Anoka Sand Plain Habitat Conservation, Phase VII 10 10 10 9 10 8 9 8 8 8 90 Great River Greening, NWTF, MLT, TNC
FAO1 [Southeast Minnesota Protection and Restoration, TNC, blufflands
10 10.0 10.0 8.0 10.0 8 9 8 8 6 87 SE Forest
Phase IX
FAO2 [Minnesota Forests for the Future, Phase VIl 10 10.0 10.0 9 10.0 8 9 7 6 8 87 N&SE Forest DNR
FAO3 [Camp Ripley Sentinel Landscape ACUB, Phase IX 10 8.0 10 7 7.0 7 9 5 6 6 75 Morrison County SWCD, easement only, not open to public
FREO1 [DNR Forest Enhancement 10 10 10 8 10 8 8 8 7 9 88 DNR
FREO2 |Floodplain Forest Enhancement - Mississippi River, 10 10 10 9 10 8 8 8 8 9 90 Audubon
Phase IV
FREO3 [Moose Habitat Collaborative, Phase IV - NE MN Forest Ruffed Grouse Society
Habitat Enhancement 10 10 10 8 10 7 9 8 8 8 88
WAO1 |Accelerating the Waterfowl Production Area Program, Pheasants Forever, Phase 13
Phase XIII 10 10 10 7 10 7 8 5 9 5 81
WAQOD2 (Shallow Lake & Wetland Protection & Restoration DU
Program, Phase X 10 9 10 8 10 8 9 5 6 6 81
WAO3 |RIM Wetlands, Phase X BWSR
10 10 10 9 10 8 9 9 6 7 88
WAO04 |Wetland Habitat Protection and Restoration Program,
Phase VI 10 9 8 7 10 8 7 6 7 7 79
WAO5 |Wild Rice Shoreland Protection, Phase VII BWSR
10 10 10 10 10 8 8 9 6 9 90




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2021 / FY 2022

Name:

Jamie Becker-Finn

Date:

Thursday, July 16, 2020 by 4 p.m. Email to becky.enfield@lsohc.leg.mn

Maximum score per request is 100 points. Enter "COI" in the "Total Score" field if not evaluating a proposal due to a conflict of interest.*

Criteria
1. Proposal abstract [2. Proposal 3. Proposal uses
provides a clear and [addresses priority |science-based 4. Proposal
succinct overview of|actions and targeting that addresses habitats
the proposal outcomes of one or |leverages or that have significant
activity, outputs, more of the expands corridors  |value for wildlife 5. Proposal 6. Performance 10. Proposed
and outcomes. ecological sections |and complexes, species of greatest |identifies indicator |measures are budget is
Proposal is clearly |and is likely to reduces conservation need, |species and clearly identified, 9. Proposal includes |appropriate to
written and produce and fragmentation or  |and/or threatened |associated and have a specific |7. Proposal leverage in funds or [accomplish the
adequately demonstrate protects areas or endangered quantities this plan for measuring |outcomes will be 8. Degree of timing/ |other effort to outcomes described
addresses: Who, significant and identified in the MN [species, and lists habitat will typically [and evaluating maintained over opportunistic supplement any in the scope of
What, Where, permanent County Biological |[targeted species. support. outcomes. time. urgency. OHF appropriation. [work. Total Score Comments
ID# Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 Out of 100
WREO [Accelerated Shallow Lakes and Wetland Phase 13, statewide
la Enhancements, Phase XlII (with Roving Habitat Crew) 10 10 10 10 10 8 7 7 5 8 85 all
WREO [Accelerated Shallow Lakes and Wetland Phase 13, statewide
1b Enhancements, Phase XlII (without Roving Habitat 10 9 10 10 10 8 7 7 S 8 84 all
WREOQ |[Living Shallow Lake Enhancement & Wetland . Phase 7, Ducks Unlimited
2 Restoration Initiative, Phase VI 10 10 10 7 10 6 7 4 7 7 78 prairie pothole
HAO1 |St. Croix Watershed Habitat Protection and St Croix River Association, MN Land Trust, Trust for Public Land. Carlos Avery, Bayport WMAs.
Restoration, Phase II 10 10 10 8 10 7 7 8 7 8 85 Vietro/No. Forey|
HAO2 [Metro Big Rivers, Phase XI
10 10 10 8 10 8 7 9 10 8 90 Metro
HAO03 |[Lower Otter Tail River Corridor Habitat Restoration - FIRST REQUEST, BWSR, Buffalo-Red River Watershed District, Wilkin SWCD
Request 1 10 9 10 7 10 7 7 7 10 8 85 Prairie
HAO4 (Fisheries Habitat Protection on Strategic North Central Northern Waters Land Trust, MLT - tullibee in deep cold water lakes in Cass County
Minnesota Lakes, Phase VIl 10 10 10 9 10 9 8 9 8 8 91 Northern Foresf
HAO5 [Mississippi Headwaters Habitat Corridor Project, Phase TPL, BWSR, 8 SWCDs
v 10 10 10 9 10 9 9 10 7 9 93 rest/prairie trar|
HAO6 |[Protecting Minnesota's Lakes of Outstanding Biological FIRST REQUEST, easements only, MLT ,Lakes of Outstanding Biological Significance, NE part of state (Cass to Cook to
Significance 10 10 10 8 10 7 7 8 10 9 89 Northern Forest Carlton)
HAO7 |[Riparian Habitat Protection in the Kettle and Snake Pine County SWCD, sturgeon
River Watersheds 10 10 10 9 10 8 7 7 5 8 84 Northern Foresf
HAO8 [MNDNR Trout Stream Conservation Easements DNR, easement only, 11 miles trout stream, NE and SE rivers
10 10 10 7 10 8 10 8 7 9 89 N&SE Forest
HAO9 |[Targeted RIM Easement and Acquisition to the Parcel Crow Wing SWCD
Level Pine and Leech Watersheds, Phase Il 10 10 10 10 10 8 9 10 7 9 93 Northern Fores
HA10 [Urban Woods and Prairies Initiative Moorhead, MN Audubon
Land Acquisition 10 10 10 7 10 8 9 9 9 9 91 Prairie
HREO1 [Minnesota Trout Unlimited Coldwater Fish Habitat Phase 13, leverage was all listed as expected (not confirmed)
Enhancement and Restoration, Phase XllI 10 9 10 7 10 7 6 5 6 8 78 Forest/metro
HREO2 [DNR Aquatic Habitat Restoration and Enhancement, Phase 4, $3.2m committed as leverage
Phase IV 10 10 10 8 10 8 7 7 10 10 90 statewide
HREO3 [St. Louis River Restoration Initiative, Phase VIII Phase 8,
10 10 10 7 10 8 7 7 8 7 84 Northern forest
HREO4 [Shell Rock River Habitat Restoration Program, Phase X Phase 10, Freeborn County
10 10 10 7 10 8 7 6 7 8 83 Prairie
HREOS [Knife River Habitat Rehabilitation, Phase VI Phase 6, Lake & St Louis Counties
10 10 10 7 10 8 8 6 8 8 85 Northern forest
HREOQ6 [Southeast Wetland Restoration, Phase Il
10 10 10 5 5 7 9 8 9 9 82 Prairie
Phase 2, Mankato. Like that its near a population center
HREO7 [Sauk River Watershed Habitat Protection & ’
i 10 10 10 10 10 8 8 8 7 8 89 Prairie/forest
Restoration, Phase |l Phase 3, Douglas/Pope/Stearns/Todd, MLT, Pheasants Forever, TNC
HREO8 (Klondike Clean Water Retention Project, Phase |
10 10 10 7 10 8 6 7 10 8 86 Forest/prairie
Phase 1, Kittson County
HREQ9 |Targeted Culvert Replacement to Enhance Fish Passage
10 10 10 7 8 7 6 6 5 7 76 Northern forest
First ask, Lake County, brook trout
01 DNR Roving Crews
10 10 10 8 10 8 6 7 5 9 83 statewide
CPL Conservation Partners Legacy Grant Program, Phase
XIlI: Statewide and Metro Habitat 10 10 10 8 10 10 9 8 10 10 95 statewide




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2021 / FY 2022

Name:

Jamie Becker-Finn

Date:

Thursday, July 16, 2020 by 4 p.m. Email to becky.enfield@lsohc.leg.mn

Maximum score per request is 100 points. Enter "COI" in the "Total Score" field if not evaluating a proposal due to a conflict of interest.*

Criteria
1. Proposal abstract [2. Proposal 3. Proposal uses
provides a clear and [addresses priority |science-based 4. Proposal
succinct overview of|actions and targeting that addresses habitats
the proposal outcomes of one or |leverages or that have significant
activity, outputs, more of the expands corridors  |value for wildlife 5. Proposal 6. Performance 10. Proposed
and outcomes. ecological sections |and complexes, species of greatest |identifies indicator |measures are budget is
Proposal is clearly |and is likely to reduces conservation need, |species and clearly identified, 9. Proposal includes |appropriate to
written and produce and fragmentation or  |and/or threatened |associated and have a specific |7. Proposal leverage in funds or [accomplish the
adequately demonstrate protects areas or endangered quantities this plan for measuring |outcomes will be 8. Degree of timing/ |other effort to outcomes described
addresses: Who, significant and identified in the MN [species, and lists habitat will typically [and evaluating maintained over opportunistic supplement any in the scope of
What, Where, permanent County Biological |[targeted species. support. outcomes. time. urgency. OHF appropriation. [work. Total Score Comments
ID# Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 Out of 100
02 Contract Management 2021
100
Fully fund
03 Restoration Evaluations - ML 2021
100

Fully fund




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2021 / FY 2022

Name:

Kristin Eggerling

Due Date:

Thursday, July 16, 2020 by 4 p.m.

Maximum score per request is 100 points. Enter "COI" in the "Total Score" field if not evaluating a proposal due to a conflict of interest.*

Criteria

1. Proposal abstract
provides a clear and
succinct overview of
the proposal activity,
outputs, and
outcomes. Proposal
is clearly written and

2. Proposal
addresses priority
actions and
outcomes of one or
more of the
ecological sections
and is likely to
produce and
demonstrate
significant and
permanent

3. Proposal uses
science-based
targeting that
leverages or expands
corridors and
complexes, reduces
fragmentation or

4. Proposal
addresses habitats
that have significant
value for wildlife
species of greatest
conservation need,

5. Proposal identifies

6. Performance
measures are clearly

9. Proposal includes

10. Proposed budget

adequately conservation legacy |protects areas and/or threatened or |indicator species and |identified, and have a|7. Proposal leverage in funds or |is appropriate to
addresses: Who, and/or habitat identified in the MN |endangered species, |associated quantities |specific plan for outcomes will be 8. Degree of timing/ |other effort to accomplish the
What, Where, When, |outcomes for fish, County Biological and lists targeted this habitat will measuring and maintained over opportunistic supplement any OHF [outcomes described | Total
Why, and How. game and wildlife. Survey. species. typically support. evaluating outcomes. [time. urgency. appropriation. in the scope of work. | Score |Comments
" . Out of
ID# Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 :0:
PAO1 DNR WMA and SNA Acquisition, Phase Xl
9 9 8 9 9 8 8 9 0 8 77
PAO2 Accelerating the Wildlife Management Area Program,
Phase XIlI 9 9 8 9 9 8 8 9 9 7 85
PAO3 MN Prairie Recovery Program, Phase XI
9 9 9 9 9 9 9 10 7 8 88
PAO4 Northern Tallgrass Prairie National Wildlife Refuge, Phase
Xl 9 9 10 9 9 8 9 10 7 8 88
PAQO5 Cannon River Watershed Habitat Protection and
Restoration Program, Phase X 9 9 8 9 9 8 8 10 7 8 85
PAO6 Accelerated Native Prairie Bank Protection, Phase VIII
9 9 9 9 9 8 8 10 0 9 80
PAO7 RIM Buffers for Wildlife and Water, Phase IX
9 9 9 8 9 9 9 10 0 7 79
PAO8 Prairie Chicken Habitat Partnership of the
Southern Red River Valley, Phase VII 9 9 9 8 9 9 9 9 8 8 87
PAQ9 Accelerating the USFWS Habitat Conservation Easement
Program, Phase IlI 9 9 9 9 9 8 8 10 8 8 87
PA10 Martin County WMA Acquisition, Phase V
7 8 7 8 9 8 8 8 0 7 70
PA11 RIM Grassland Reserve, Phase IlI
9 9 9 9 9 8 9 9 0 8 79
PREO1la DNR Grassland, Phase XlII (with Roving Crew)
8 9 9 9 9 8 8 10 0 8 78
PREO1b DNR Grassland, Phase Xl
8 9 9 9 9 8 8 10 0 8 78
PREO2 Enhanced Public Land — Grasslands, Phase V
9 9 9 9 9 8 7 8 7 8 83
PREO3 Anoka Sand Plain Habitat Conservation, Phase VII
9 9 9 9 9 8 8 9 8 8 86
FAO1 Southeast Minnesota Protection and Restoration, Phase IX
9 9.0 9.0 8.0 8.0 8 8 8 7 8 82




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2021 / FY 2022

Name:

Kristin Eggerling

Due Date:

Thursday, July 16, 2020 by 4 p.m.

Maximum score per request is 100 points. Enter "COI" in the "Total Score" field if not evaluating a proposal due to a conflict of interest.*

Criteria

1. Proposal abstract
provides a clear and
succinct overview of
the proposal activity,
outputs, and
outcomes. Proposal
is clearly written and

2. Proposal
addresses priority
actions and
outcomes of one or
more of the
ecological sections
and is likely to
produce and
demonstrate
significant and
permanent

3. Proposal uses
science-based
targeting that
leverages or expands
corridors and
complexes, reduces
fragmentation or

4. Proposal
addresses habitats
that have significant
value for wildlife
species of greatest
conservation need,

5. Proposal identifies

6. Performance
measures are clearly

9. Proposal includes

10. Proposed budget

adequately conservation legacy |protects areas and/or threatened or |indicator species and |identified, and have a|7. Proposal leverage in funds or |is appropriate to
addresses: Who, and/or habitat identified in the MN |endangered species, |associated quantities |specific plan for outcomes will be 8. Degree of timing/ |other effort to accomplish the
What, Where, When, |outcomes for fish, County Biological and lists targeted this habitat will measuring and maintained over opportunistic supplement any OHF [outcomes described | Total
Why, and How. game and wildlife. Survey. species. typically support. evaluating outcomes. [time. urgency. appropriation. in the scope of work. | Score |Comments
ID# Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 o:;:f
FAO02 Minnesota Forests for the Future, Phase VIII
8 9.0 9.0 9 9.0 8 8 8 6 8 82
FAO3 Camp Ripley Sentinel Landscape ACUB, Phase IX
9 9.0 9 8 7.0 8 8 8 0 7 73
FREO1 DNR Forest Enhancement
7 9 9 9 9 8 8 8 0 8 75
FREO2 Floodplain Forest Enhancement - Mississippi River, Phase
v 8 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 7 8 86
FREO3 Moose Habitat Collaborative, Phase IV - NE MN Forest
Habitat Enhancement 9 8 9 9 9 8 8 8 6 8 82
WAO01 Accelerating the Waterfow! Production Area Program,
9 9 9 9 9 8 9 9 10 7 88

Phase Xl




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2021 / FY 2022

Name:

Kristin Eggerling

Due Date:

Thursday, July 16, 2020 by 4 p.m.

Maximum score per request is 100 points. Enter "COI" in the "Total Score" field if not evaluating a proposal due to a conflict of interest.*

Criteria

1. Proposal abstract
provides a clear and
succinct overview of
the proposal activity,
outputs, and
outcomes. Proposal
is clearly written and

2. Proposal
addresses priority
actions and
outcomes of one or
more of the
ecological sections
and is likely to
produce and
demonstrate
significant and
permanent

3. Proposal uses
science-based
targeting that
leverages or expands
corridors and
complexes, reduces
fragmentation or

4. Proposal
addresses habitats
that have significant
value for wildlife
species of greatest
conservation need,

5. Proposal identifies

6. Performance
measures are clearly

9. Proposal includes

10. Proposed budget

adequately conservation legacy |protects areas and/or threatened or |indicator species and |identified, and have a|7. Proposal leverage in funds or |is appropriate to
addresses: Who, and/or habitat identified in the MN |endangered species, |associated quantities |specific plan for outcomes will be 8. Degree of timing/ |other effort to accomplish the
What, Where, When, |outcomes for fish, County Biological and lists targeted this habitat will measuring and maintained over opportunistic supplement any OHF [outcomes described | Total
Why, and How. game and wildlife. Survey. species. typically support. evaluating outcomes. [time. urgency. appropriation. in the scope of work. | Score |Comments
" . Out of
ID# Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 :0:
WAO02 Shallow Lake & Wetland Protection & Restoration
Program, Phase X 9 9 9 9 9 8 8 9 7 8 85
WAO03 RIM Wetlands, Phase X
9 9 9 9 9 8 8 10 0 7 78
WAO04 Wetland Habitat Protection and Restoration Program,
Phase VI 9 9 9 9 9 8 8 8 8 8 85
WAO5 Wild Rice Shoreland Protection, Phase VII
9 8 8 9 9 8 8 8 0 8 75
WREO1a Accelerated Shallow Lakes and Wetland Enhancements,
Phase XIII (with Roving Habitat Crew) 9 9 8 9 8 8 8 7 0 8 74
WREO1b Accelerated Shallow Lakes and Wetland Enhancements,
Phase XIII (without Roving Habitat Crew) 9 9 8 9 8 8 8 7 0 8 74
WREO02 Living Shallow Lake Enhancement & Wetland Restoration
Initiative, Phase VII 9 9 8 9 8 8 9 7 7 7 81
HAO1 St. Croix Watershed Habitat Protection and Restoration,
Phase Il 9 9 9 9 9 8 9 9 7 8 86
HAO02 Metro Big Rivers, Phase XI
9 9 9 9 9 8 9 9 9 8 88
HAO3 Lower Otter Tail River Corridor Habitat Restoration -
Request 1 9 9 8 9 9 8 9 9 8 8 86
HA04 Fisheries Habitat Protection on Strategic North Central
Minnesota Lakes, Phase VIl 9 9 9 9 8 8 9 9 7 8 85
HAO5 Mississippi Headwaters Habitat Corridor Project, Phase V
9 9 9 9 9 8 9 9 6 7 84
HAO06 Protecting Minnesota's Lakes of Outstanding Biological
Significance 9 9 9 9 9 8 9 9 8 8 87
HAOQ7 Riparian Habitat Protection in the Kettle and Snake River
Watersheds 9 9 9 9 9 8 9 9 0 8 79
HA08 MNDNR Trout Stream Conservation Easements
9 9 9 8 8 8 9 8 0 8 76
HAO09 Targeted RIM Easement and Acquisition to the Parcel
9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 0 8 80

Level Pine and Leech Watersheds, Phase Il




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2021 / FY 2022

Name:

Kristin Eggerling

Due Date:

Thursday, July 16, 2020 by 4 p.m.

Maximum score per request is 100 points. Enter "COI" in the "Total Score" field if not evaluating a proposal due to a conflict of interest.*

Criteria

1. Proposal abstract
provides a clear and
succinct overview of
the proposal activity,
outputs, and
outcomes. Proposal
is clearly written and

2. Proposal
addresses priority
actions and
outcomes of one or
more of the
ecological sections
and is likely to
produce and
demonstrate
significant and
permanent

3. Proposal uses
science-based
targeting that
leverages or expands
corridors and
complexes, reduces
fragmentation or

4. Proposal
addresses habitats
that have significant
value for wildlife
species of greatest
conservation need,

5. Proposal identifies

6. Performance
measures are clearly

9. Proposal includes

10. Proposed budget

adequately conservation legacy |protects areas and/or threatened or |indicator species and |identified, and have a|7. Proposal leverage in funds or |is appropriate to
addresses: Who, and/or habitat identified in the MN |endangered species, |associated quantities |specific plan for outcomes will be 8. Degree of timing/ |other effort to accomplish the
What, Where, When, |outcomes for fish, County Biological and lists targeted this habitat will measuring and maintained over opportunistic supplement any OHF [outcomes described | Total
Why, and How. game and wildlife. Survey. species. typically support. evaluating outcomes. [time. urgency. appropriation. in the scope of work. | Score |Comments
" . Out of
ID# Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 :0:
HA10 Urban Woods and Prairies Initiative Moorhead, MN Land
Acquisition 9 9 9 9 9 8 9 9 9 8 88
HREO1 Minnesota Trout Unlimited Coldwater Fish Habitat
Enhancement and Restoration, Phase XlI| 8 9 9 9 8 8 9 8 8 8 84
HREO2 DNR Aquatic Habitat Restoration and Enhancement,
Phase IV 9 9 9 9 8 7 8 8 10 8 85
HREO3 St. Louis River Restoration Initiative, Phase VIII
9 9 9 9 9 8 9 8 7 8 85
HREO4 Shell Rock River Habitat Restoration Program, Phase X
9 9 9 9 9 8 9 8 7 7 84
HREO5 Knife River Habitat Rehabilitation, Phase VI
8 9 9 9 9 8 9 9 7 8 85
HREO6 Southeast Wetland Restoration, Phase Il
8 8 9 9 0 8 9 8 9 7 75
HREO7 Sauk River Watershed Habitat Protection & Restoration,
Phase Il 10 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 7 8 88
HREO8 Klondike Clean Water Retention Project, Phase |
9 9 9 9 8 8 9 8 10 8 87
HREO9 Targeted Culvert Replacement to Enhance Fish Passage
9 9 9 9 8 8 9 8 6 8 83
o1 DNR Roving Crews
8 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 0 8 79
CPL Conservation Partners Legacy Grant Program, Phase XIII:
Statewide and Metro Habitat 10 ° ° ° ° ° ° ° ° ° 91
02 Contract Management 2021
9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 0 10 82
03 Restoration Evaluations - ML 2021
9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 0 9 81




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2021 / FY 2022

Name:

Kristin Eggerling

Due Date:

Thursday, July 16, 2020 by 4 p.m.

Maximum score per request is 100 points. Enter "COI" in the "Total Score" field if not evaluating a proposal due to a conflict of interest.*

Criteria

1. Proposal abstract
provides a clear and
succinct overview of
the proposal activity,
outputs, and
outcomes. Proposal
is clearly written and

2. Proposal
addresses priority
actions and
outcomes of one or
more of the
ecological sections
and is likely to
produce and
demonstrate
significant and
permanent

3. Proposal uses
science-based
targeting that
leverages or expands
corridors and
complexes, reduces
fragmentation or

4. Proposal
addresses habitats
that have significant
value for wildlife
species of greatest
conservation need,

5. Proposal identifies

6. Performance
measures are clearly

9. Proposal includes

10. Proposed budget

ID#

Program Title

adequately conservation legacy |protects areas and/or threatened or |indicator species and |identified, and have a|7. Proposal leverage in funds or |is appropriate to

addresses: Who, and/or habitat identified in the MN |endangered species, |associated quantities |specific plan for outcomes will be 8. Degree of timing/ |other effort to accomplish the

What, Where, When, |outcomes for fish, County Biological and lists targeted this habitat will measuring and maintained over opportunistic supplement any OHF [outcomes described | Total

Why, and How. game and wildlife. Survey. species. typically support. evaluating outcomes. [time. urgency. appropriation. in the scope of work. | Score |Comments
Out of

Max points: 10

10

10

10

10

10

10

10

10

10

100




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2021 / FY 2022

Name:

Rep. Dan Fabian

Due Date:

Thursday, July 16, 2020 by 4 p.m.

Maximum score per request is 100 points. Enter "COI" in the "Total Score" field if not evaluating a proposal due to a conflict of interest.*

Criteria

1. Proposal abstract
provides a clear and
succinct overview of
the proposal activity,
outputs, and
outcomes. Proposal
is clearly written and

2. Proposal
addresses priority
actions and
outcomes of one or
more of the
ecological sections
and is likely to
produce and
demonstrate
significant and
permanent

3. Proposal uses
science-based
targeting that
leverages or expands
corridors and
complexes, reduces
fragmentation or

4. Proposal
addresses habitats
that have significant
value for wildlife
species of greatest
conservation need,

5. Proposal identifies

6. Performance
measures are clearly

9. Proposal includes

10. Proposed budget

adequately conservation legacy |protects areas and/or threatened or |indicator species and |identified, and have a|7. Proposal leverage in funds or |is appropriate to
addresses: Who, and/or habitat identified in the MN |endangered species, |associated quantities |specific plan for outcomes will be 8. Degree of timing/ |other effort to accomplish the
What, Where, When, |outcomes for fish, County Biological and lists targeted this habitat will measuring and maintained over opportunistic supplement any OHF [outcomes described | Total
Why, and How. game and wildlife. Survey. species. typically support. evaluating outcomes. [time. urgency. appropriation. in the scope of work. | Score |Comments
" . Out of
ID# Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 :0:
PAO1 DNR WMA and SNA Acquisition, Phase Xl
9 9 8 9 9 6 7 5 4 6 72
PAO2 Accelerating the Wildlife Management Area Program,
Phase XIlI 9 8 8 8 9 7 7 6 4 6 72
PAO3 MN Prairie Recovery Program, Phase XI
9 8 8 9 8 7 8 6 6 7 76
PAO4 Northern Tallgrass Prairie National Wildlife Refuge, Phase
Xl 9 8 8 9 9 7 8 6 4 6 74
PAQO5 Cannon River Watershed Habitat Protection and
Restoration Program, Phase X 9 9 8 9 9 5 7 7 6 7 76
PAO6 Accelerated Native Prairie Bank Protection, Phase VIII
9 9 8 9 9 7 7 6 4 7 75
PAO7 RIM Buffers for Wildlife and Water, Phase IX
9 9 9 9 9 8 8 8 4 8 81
PAO8 Prairie Chicken Habitat Partnership of the
Southern Red River Valley, Phase VII 9 9 8 9 8 8 8 7 5 7 78
PAQ9 Accelerating the USFWS Habitat Conservation Easement
Program, Phase IlI 9 9 8 8 9 8 8 6 6 7 78
PA10 Martin County WMA Acquisition, Phase V
9 9 8 9 9 8 8 9 2 8 79
PA11 RIM Grassland Reserve, Phase IlI
9 9 8 8 8 7 7 6 2 8 72
PREO1la DNR Grassland, Phase XlII (with Roving Crew)
9 10 9 9 9 8 8 9 6 8 85
PREO1b DNR Grassland, Phase Xl
9 10 9 9 9 8 7 6 3 8 78
PREO2 Enhanced Public Land — Grasslands, Phase V
9 8 8 8 8 7 7 6 5 8 74
PREO3 Anoka Sand Plain Habitat Conservation, Phase VII
9 9 9 9 9 8 8 8 6 8 83
FAO1 Southeast Minnesota Protection and Restoration, Phase IX
9 9.0 9.0 9.0 9.0 7 7 6 7 8 80




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2021 / FY 2022

Name:

Rep. Dan Fabian

Due Date:

Thursday, July 16, 2020 by 4 p.m.

Maximum score per request is 100 points. Enter "COI" in the "Total Score" field if not evaluating a proposal due to a conflict of interest.*

Criteria

1. Proposal abstract
provides a clear and
succinct overview of
the proposal activity,
outputs, and
outcomes. Proposal
is clearly written and

2. Proposal
addresses priority
actions and
outcomes of one or
more of the
ecological sections
and is likely to
produce and
demonstrate
significant and
permanent

3. Proposal uses
science-based
targeting that
leverages or expands
corridors and
complexes, reduces
fragmentation or

4. Proposal
addresses habitats
that have significant
value for wildlife
species of greatest
conservation need,

5. Proposal identifies

6. Performance
measures are clearly

9. Proposal includes

10. Proposed budget

adequately conservation legacy |protects areas and/or threatened or |indicator species and |identified, and have a|7. Proposal leverage in funds or |is appropriate to
addresses: Who, and/or habitat identified in the MN |endangered species, |associated quantities |specific plan for outcomes will be 8. Degree of timing/ |other effort to accomplish the
What, Where, When, |outcomes for fish, County Biological and lists targeted this habitat will measuring and maintained over opportunistic supplement any OHF [outcomes described | Total
Why, and How. game and wildlife. Survey. species. typically support. evaluating outcomes. [time. urgency. appropriation. in the scope of work. | Score |Comments
ID# Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 o:;:f
FAO02 Minnesota Forests for the Future, Phase VIII
9 8.0 8.0 7 8.0 7 7 4 3 7 68
FAO3 Camp Ripley Sentinel Landscape ACUB, Phase IX
9 9.0 9 9 9.0 7 8 7 5 5 77
FREO1 DNR Forest Enhancement
9 9 9 9 9 8 8 6 3 5 75
FREO2 Floodplain Forest Enhancement - Mississippi River, Phase
v 9 9 9 9 9 8 9 7 6 6 81
FREO3 Moose Habitat Collaborative, Phase IV - NE MN Forest
Habitat Enhancement 9 9 9 9 9 8 9 8 3 8 81
WAO01 Accelerating the Waterfow! Production Area Program,
9 9 9 9 9 8 7 6 8 7 81

Phase Xl




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2021 / FY 2022

Name:

Rep. Dan Fabian

Due Date:

Thursday, July 16, 2020 by 4 p.m.

Maximum score per request is 100 points. Enter "COI" in the "Total Score" field if not evaluating a proposal due to a conflict of interest.*

Criteria

1. Proposal abstract
provides a clear and
succinct overview of
the proposal activity,
outputs, and
outcomes. Proposal
is clearly written and

2. Proposal
addresses priority
actions and
outcomes of one or
more of the
ecological sections
and is likely to
produce and
demonstrate
significant and
permanent

3. Proposal uses
science-based
targeting that
leverages or expands
corridors and
complexes, reduces
fragmentation or

4. Proposal
addresses habitats
that have significant
value for wildlife
species of greatest
conservation need,

5. Proposal identifies

6. Performance
measures are clearly

9. Proposal includes

10. Proposed budget

adequately conservation legacy |protects areas and/or threatened or |indicator species and |identified, and have a|7. Proposal leverage in funds or |is appropriate to
addresses: Who, and/or habitat identified in the MN |endangered species, |associated quantities |specific plan for outcomes will be 8. Degree of timing/ |other effort to accomplish the
What, Where, When, |outcomes for fish, County Biological and lists targeted this habitat will measuring and maintained over opportunistic supplement any OHF [outcomes described | Total
Why, and How. game and wildlife. Survey. species. typically support. evaluating outcomes. [time. urgency. appropriation. in the scope of work. | Score |Comments
" . Out of
ID# Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 :0:
WAO02 Shallow Lake & Wetland Protection & Restoration
Program, Phase X 9 9 9 9 9 7 7 6 4 6 75
WAO03 RIM Wetlands, Phase X
9 9 9 9 9 8 8 8 4 7 80
WAO04 Wetland Habitat Protection and Restoration Program,
Phase VI 9 9 9 9 9 7 8 6 7 7 80
WAO5 Wild Rice Shoreland Protection, Phase VII
9 9 9 9 9 8 8 7 4 8 80
WREO1a Accelerated Shallow Lakes and Wetland Enhancements,
Phase XIII (with Roving Habitat Crew) 9 10 9 9 9 8 8 9 6 8 85
WREO1b Accelerated Shallow Lakes and Wetland Enhancements,
Phase XIII (without Roving Habitat Crew) 9 9 9 9 9 8 7 6 3 8 77
WREO02 Living Shallow Lake Enhancement & Wetland Restoration
Initiative, Phase VII 9 9 9 9 9 8 8 7 6 7 81
HAO1 St. Croix Watershed Habitat Protection and Restoration,
Phase Il 9 9 9 9 9 8 8 6 7 8 82
HAO02 Metro Big Rivers, Phase XI
9 9 9 9 9 8 8 6 7 7 81
HAO3 Lower Otter Tail River Corridor Habitat Restoration -
Request 1 9 9 9 9 9 8 9 8 7 8 85
HA04 Fisheries Habitat Protection on Strategic North Central
Minnesota Lakes, Phase VIl 9 9 8 9 9 8 8 7 6 7 80
HAO5 Mississippi Headwaters Habitat Corridor Project, Phase V
9 9 9 9 9 7 8 6 6 7 79
HAO06 Protecting Minnesota's Lakes of Outstanding Biological
Significance 9 9 9 8 9 8 7 6 7 7 79
HAOQ7 Riparian Habitat Protection in the Kettle and Snake River
Watersheds 9 9 9 9 9 8 8 8 5 8 82
HA08 MNDNR Trout Stream Conservation Easements
9 9 9 9 9 7 8 6 4 8 78
HAO09 Targeted RIM Easement and Acquisition to the Parcel
10 9 9 9 9 8 8 8 5 8 83

Level Pine and Leech Watersheds, Phase Il




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2021 / FY 2022

Name:

Rep. Dan Fabian

Due Date:

Thursday, July 16, 2020 by 4 p.m.

Maximum score per request is 100 points. Enter "COI" in the "Total Score" field if not evaluating a proposal due to a conflict of interest.*

Criteria

1. Proposal abstract
provides a clear and
succinct overview of
the proposal activity,
outputs, and
outcomes. Proposal
is clearly written and

2. Proposal
addresses priority
actions and
outcomes of one or
more of the
ecological sections
and is likely to
produce and
demonstrate
significant and
permanent

3. Proposal uses
science-based
targeting that
leverages or expands
corridors and
complexes, reduces
fragmentation or

4. Proposal
addresses habitats
that have significant
value for wildlife
species of greatest
conservation need,

5. Proposal identifies

6. Performance
measures are clearly

9. Proposal includes

10. Proposed budget

adequately conservation legacy |protects areas and/or threatened or |indicator species and |identified, and have a|7. Proposal leverage in funds or |is appropriate to
addresses: Who, and/or habitat identified in the MN |endangered species, |associated quantities |specific plan for outcomes will be 8. Degree of timing/ |other effort to accomplish the
What, Where, When, |outcomes for fish, County Biological and lists targeted this habitat will measuring and maintained over opportunistic supplement any OHF [outcomes described | Total
Why, and How. game and wildlife. Survey. species. typically support. evaluating outcomes. [time. urgency. appropriation. in the scope of work. | Score |Comments
" . Out of
ID# Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 :0:
HA10 Urban Woods and Prairies Initiative Moorhead, MN Land
Acquisition 9 9 9 9 9 8 7 7 7 8 82
HREO1 Minnesota Trout Unlimited Coldwater Fish Habitat
Enhancement and Restoration, Phase XlI| 9 9 9 9 8 8 8 7 6 8 81
HREO2 DNR Aquatic Habitat Restoration and Enhancement,
Phase IV 9 9 9 9 9 7 8 6 8 7 81
HREO3 St. Louis River Restoration Initiative, Phase VIII
9 9 9 9 9 8 8 8 6 8 83
HREO4 Shell Rock River Habitat Restoration Program, Phase X
9 9 9 9 9 8 8 9 6 8 84
HREO5 Knife River Habitat Rehabilitation, Phase VI
9 9 9 9 9 7 7 7 7 8 81
HREO6 Southeast Wetland Restoration, Phase Il
7 8 9 7 6 6 9 8 7 8 75
HREO7 Sauk River Watershed Habitat Protection & Restoration,
Phase Il 9 9 9 9 9 7 7 7 7 8 81
HREO8 Klondike Clean Water Retention Project, Phase |
9 9 9 9 7 8 8 9 10 8 86
HREO9 Targeted Culvert Replacement to Enhance Fish Passage
9 9 9 9 8 7 7 7 3 9 77
o1 DNR Roving Crews
9 9 9 9 9 8 9 9 9 9 89
CPL Conservation Partners Legacy Grant Program, Phase XIII:
Statewide and Metro Habitat ° ° ° ° ° ° 8 10 6 10 88
02 Contract Management 2021
0
03 Restoration Evaluations - ML 2021




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2021 / FY 2022

Name:

Rep. Dan Fabian

Due Date:

Thursday, July 16, 2020 by 4 p.m.

Maximum score per request is 100 points. Enter "COI" in the "Total Score" field if not evaluating a proposal due to a conflict of interest.*

Criteria

1. Proposal abstract
provides a clear and
succinct overview of
the proposal activity,
outputs, and
outcomes. Proposal
is clearly written and

2. Proposal
addresses priority
actions and
outcomes of one or
more of the
ecological sections
and is likely to
produce and
demonstrate
significant and
permanent

3. Proposal uses
science-based
targeting that
leverages or expands
corridors and
complexes, reduces
fragmentation or

4. Proposal
addresses habitats
that have significant
value for wildlife
species of greatest
conservation need,

5. Proposal identifies

6. Performance
measures are clearly

9. Proposal includes

10. Proposed budget

ID#

Program Title

adequately conservation legacy |protects areas and/or threatened or |indicator species and |identified, and have a|7. Proposal leverage in funds or |is appropriate to

addresses: Who, and/or habitat identified in the MN |endangered species, |associated quantities |specific plan for outcomes will be 8. Degree of timing/ |other effort to accomplish the

What, Where, When, |outcomes for fish, County Biological and lists targeted this habitat will measuring and maintained over opportunistic supplement any OHF [outcomes described | Total

Why, and How. game and wildlife. Survey. species. typically support. evaluating outcomes. [time. urgency. appropriation. in the scope of work. | Score |Comments
Out of

Max points: 10

10

10

10

10

10

10

10

10

10

100




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2021 / FY 2022

Name:

David Hartwell

Due

Thursday, July 16, 2020 by 4 p.m.

Maximum score per request is 100 points. Enter "COI" in the "Total Score" field if not evaluating a proposal due to a conflict of interest.*

Criteria
4. Proposal
2. Proposal 3. Proposal uses
1. Proposal . . addresses
. addresses priority | science-based .
abstract provides a . ) habitats that
. actions and targeting that
clear and succinct have 6. 9. Proposal
. outcomes of one or | leverages or . 5. Proposal .
overview of the significant . . Performance includes | 10. Proposed
.. more of the expands identifies . .
proposal activity, . ] . value for . measures are leverage in budget is
ecological sections corridors and - indicator 7. Proposal .
outputs, and - wildlife . clearly 8. Degree of [ fundsor | appropriate
and is likely to complexes, . species and |, . outcomes . .
outcomes. species of ) identified, and ) timing/ other effort |to accomplish| Total
. produce and reduces associated . will be - Comments
Proposal is clearly . greatest . have a specific o opportunisti to the outcomes| Score
. demonstrate fragmentation . quantities maintained . .
written and e conservation . . plan for ) c urgency. | supplement | described in
significant and or protects this habitat . over time.
adequately . . need, and/or | . measuring and any OHF | the scope of
permanent areas identified will typically . -
addresses: Who, . . threatened or evaluating appropriatio work.
conservation legacy in the MN support.
What, Where, . endangered outcomes. n.
and/or habitat County )
When, Why, and . . . species, and
outcomes for fish, Biological )
How. . lists targeted
game and wildlife. Survey. .
species.
. . Out of
ID# Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 100
Given the current decline in agricultural land prices,
PAO1 [DNR WMA and SNA Acquisition, Phase XIlI 10 10 5 10 5 5 8 5 0 8 66 |what method is used to determine value? What is in
the professional services line item?
PAO2 Accelerating the Wildlife Management Area Program, 10 10 8 10 5 5 8 5 5 10 73
Phase Xl
Personnel line needs clarification. It appears that staff
(biologists and protection specialists) have full time
PAO3 [MN Prairie Recovery Program, Phase XI 10 10 10 10 5 6 9 5 1 9 75 |jobs - is that really necessary? What keeps the
biologists busy in the winter? SSA finally makes sense
:)
PAOA )I\(lltlnrthern Tallgrass Prairie National Wildlife Refuge, Phase 10 10 10 10 5 6 8 5 1 8 73
Cannon River Watershed Habitat Protection and
PAO5 o ' c 10 10 10 8 5 6 8 5 1 8 71
Restoration Program, Phase X
PAO6 |Accelerated Native Prairie Bank Protection, Phase VIl 10 10 10 10 8 7 10 7 0 8 80
PAO7 |RIM Buffers for Wildlife and Water, Phase IX 10 10 10 10 7 6 9 9 0 7 78  |No output in terms of acres for the restoration
is wind development a threat? Have there been
Prairie Chicken Habitat Partnership of the studies done that verify that? Contracts line shows
PAO8 10 10 10 10 7 5 7 5 2 7 73
Southern Red River Valley, Phase VI $1135000 for restoration but outputs show 30 acres
and $30K. Something is amiss.
Is DU holding easements? If so, what is USFW and
PAGY Accelerating the USFWS Habitat Conservation Easement 10 10 10 10 8 4 9 8 5 8 82 what is DU holding. How determined? How will price

Program, Phase IlI

of DU easements be determined? No stewardship
dollars....




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2021 / FY 2022

Name:

David Hartwell

Due (Thursday, July 16, 2020 by 4 p.m.
Maximum score per request is 100 points. Enter "COI" in the "Total Score" field if not evaluating a proposal due to a conflict of interest.*
Criteria
4. Proposal
2. Proposal 3. Proposal uses
1. Proposal . . addresses
. addresses priority | science-based .
abstract provides a . ) habitats that
. actions and targeting that
clear and succinct have 6. 9. Proposal
. outcomes of one or | leverages or - 5. Proposal .
overview of the significant . . Performance includes | 10. Proposed
.. more of the expands identifies . .
proposal activity, . ] . value for . measures are leverage in budget is
ecological sections corridors and - indicator 7. Proposal .
outputs, and - wildlife . clearly 8. Degree of [ fundsor | appropriate
and is likely to complexes, . species and |, . outcomes . .
outcomes. species of ) identified, and ) timing/ other effort |to accomplish| Total
. produce and reduces associated . will be - Comments
Proposal is clearly . greatest . have a specific o opportunisti to the outcomes| Score
. demonstrate fragmentation . quantities maintained . .
written and e conservation . . plan for ) c urgency. | supplement | described in
significant and or protects this habitat . over time.
adequately . . need, and/or | . measuring and any OHF | the scope of
permanent areas identified will typically . -
addresses: Who, . . threatened or evaluating appropriatio work.
conservation legacy in the MN support.
What, Where, . endangered outcomes. n.
and/or habitat County )
When, Why, and . . . species, and
outcomes for fish, Biological )
How. . lists targeted
game and wildlife. Survey. .
species.
. . Out of
ID# Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 100
no cost for restoration that is mentioned in proposal.
It to be imbedded in th isiti t which
PA10 |Martin County WMA Acquisition, Phase V 10 10 8 7 7 6 7 7 0 5 g7 | comstobeimbeddedin the acquisition cost whic
us unfortunate as it becomes invisible and there is no
way to understand the cost of each component.
PA11 |RIM Grassland Reserve, Phase Il 10 10 10 8 7 7 8 8 0 7 75
PREO1a |DNR Grassland, Phase XlII (with Roving Crew) 10 10 10 10 8 6 5 7 0 8 74
PREO1b |DNR Grassland, Phase Xl 10 10 10 10 8 6 5 7 0 8 74
This seems to replicate the DNR roving crews other
than th ti ing. Itis basicall tract
PREO2 |Enhanced Public Land — Grasslands, Phase V 10 10 10 10 6 6 5 7 1 6 71 |/han theconservation grazing. Tt Is basically a contrac
management proposal. Perhaps just fund the
conservation grazing part?
not sure what each partners specific role will be and
why they are necessary to get this work done. Would
lik inf tly how th lant
PREO3 |Anoka Sand Plain Habitat Conservation, Phase VII 8 10 8 10 10 8 8 8 2 5 77 |\ More Info on exactly now the rare plant rescue
works and success rates. This actually feels like
separate proposals jammed together for a reason |
cannot understand.
FAO1 |Southeast Minnesota Protection and Restoration, Phase IX 10 10 10 10 10 8 8 8 1 8 83 |What makes TNC ownership appropriate?
FAO2 |Minnesota Forests for the Future, Phase VIII 10 10 10 10 8 8 7 6 1 8 78
This seems more like a subsidy to the military than a
conservation project. They want habitat funds to keep
FAO3 |Camp Ripley Sentinel Landscape ACUB, Phase IX 10 8 7 7 6 6 7 5 0 9 65 |development from encroaching on the camp rather

than to protect habitat. And they don’t even promise
any match.




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2021 / FY 2022

Name:|David Hartwell
Due (Thursday, July 16, 2020 by 4 p.m.
Maximum score per request is 100 points. Enter "COI" in the "Total Score" field if not evaluating a proposal due to a conflict of interest.*
Criteria
4. Proposal
2. Proposal 3. Proposal uses
1. Proposal . . addresses
. addresses priority | science-based .
abstract provides a . ) habitats that
. actions and targeting that
clear and succinct have 6. 9. Proposal
. outcomes of one or | leverages or . 5. Proposal .
overview of the significant . . Performance includes | 10. Proposed
.. more of the expands identifies . .
proposal activity, . ] . value for . measures are leverage in budget is
ecological sections corridors and - indicator 7. Proposal .
outputs, and - wildlife . clearly 8. Degree of [ fundsor | appropriate
and is likely to complexes, . species and |, . outcomes . .
outcomes. species of ) identified, and ) timing/ other effort |to accomplish| Total
. produce and reduces associated . will be - Comments
Proposal is clearly . greatest . have a specific o opportunisti to the outcomes| Score
. demonstrate fragmentation . quantities maintained . .
written and e conservation . . plan for ) c urgency. | supplement | described in
significant and or protects this habitat . over time.
adequately . . need, and/or | . measuring and any OHF | the scope of
permanent areas identified will typically . -
addresses: Who, . . threatened or evaluating appropriatio work.
conservation legacy in the MN support.
What, Where, . endangered outcomes. n.
and/or habitat County )
When, Why, and . . . species, and
outcomes for fish, Biological )
How. . lists targeted
game and wildlife. Survey. .
species.
. . Out of
ID# Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 100
How is climate change going to be addressed by this
proposal? Is this proposal not just another roving
crew under a different name? | have wondered for
time how this cleari h tural
FREO1 |DNR Forest Enhancement 10 6 4 7 10 5 5 5 0 7 g |>Ome HimenOW IS clearing ennances natura
processes. What happened before European
settlement to these forests - and were they unhealthy
then? Staffing for fire specialists when fire is not part
of the proposal and all the funds go to contractors?
FREO2 ::\I/oodplaln Forest Enhancement - Mississippi River, Phase ol
Moose Habitat Collaborative, Phase IV - NE MN Forest Why is the Ruffed Grouse Society the lead in a moose
FREO3 ' ! W 7 8 6 8 8 6 7 6 1 7 64 v ! USE S0CIEly !
Habitat Enhancement habitat proposal?
Accelerating the Waterfowl Production Area P ,
WAOL Pl::(:ee)r(?”mg e Waterfowl Production Area Program 10 10 10 8 8 7 8 7 6 9 83




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2021 / FY 2022

Name:

David Hartwell

Due (Thursday, July 16, 2020 by 4 p.m.
Maximum score per request is 100 points. Enter "COI" in the "Total Score" field if not evaluating a proposal due to a conflict of interest.*
Criteria
4. Proposal
2. Proposal 3. Proposal uses
1. Proposal . . addresses
. addresses priority | science-based .
abstract provides a . ) habitats that
. actions and targeting that
clear and succinct have 6. 9. Proposal
. outcomes of one or | leverages or . 5. Proposal .
overview of the significant . . Performance includes | 10. Proposed
.. more of the expands identifies . .
proposal activity, . ] . value for . measures are leverage in budget is
ecological sections corridors and - indicator 7. Proposal .
outputs, and - wildlife . clearly 8. Degree of [ fundsor | appropriate
and is likely to complexes, . species and |, . outcomes . .
outcomes. species of ) identified, and ) timing/ other effort |to accomplish| Total
. produce and reduces associated . will be - Comments
Proposal is clearly . greatest . have a specific o opportunisti to the outcomes| Score
. demonstrate fragmentation . quantities maintained . .
written and e conservation . . plan for ) c urgency. | supplement | described in
significant and or protects this habitat . over time.
adequately . . need, and/or | . measuring and any OHF | the scope of
permanent areas identified will typically . -
addresses: Who, . . threatened or evaluating appropriatio work.
conservation legacy in the MN support.
What, Where, . endangered outcomes. n.
and/or habitat County )
When, Why, and . . . species, and
outcomes for fish, Biological )
How. . lists targeted
game and wildlife. Survey. .
species.
. . Out of
ID# Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 100
Shallow Lake & Wetland Protection & Restorati
WAG2 allow Lake etland Protection estoration 10 10 8 7 8 2 8 7 1 8 74
Program, Phase X
WAO03 [RIM Wetlands, Phase X 10 10 8 7 8 6 7 8 0 7 71
Wetland Habitat Protection and Restoration Program,
WAO04 Phase VI & 10 10 10 8 8 7 8 7 2 8 78 |very low easement cost per acre
WAO5 [Wild Rice Shoreland Protection, Phase VII 10 10 9 10 9 8 7 6 0 8 77 |very low easement cost per acre
Accelerated Shallow Lakes and Wetland Enhancements, . .
WREO1a e . W . ¢ 8 10 8 10 8 7 7 6 0 6 70 |Professional services???
Phase XlII (with Roving Habitat Crew)
Accelerated Shallow Lak d Wetland Enh ts, . .
WREO1b ccelerate . arow a. esan . etland tnhancements 8 10 8 10 8 7 7 6 0 6 70 |Professional services???
Phase XllI (without Roving Habitat Crew)
Living Shallow Lake Enhancement & Wetland Restoration
WREQ2 | V"6 SnaTOw ¢ ! 10 10 9 8 9 7 7 7 1 8 76
Initiative, Phase VII
HAOL St. Croix Watershed Habitat Protection and Restoration, 10 10 10 10 8 8 7 7 1 8 79
Phase Il
why the large cost differential between fee with PILT
and without? Washing plants to remove soil runs
ter t hat | k bout ful t lanting.
HAO2 |Metro Big Rivers, Phase XI 10 8 8 10 8 7 7 6 3 7 74 |COUNtertowhat Tknowabout successiul transpianting
Often it is the microbes in the soil that a plant is
dependent on and removing the soil will significantly
decrease the success and vibrancy of the plant.
What is the long term goal in terms of acres and $ for
I . . . them? Same question for the restoration. Project will
Lower Otter Tail River Corridor Habitat Restoration -
HAO03 Request 1 8 10 8 8 7 7 7 7 2 7 71 |not be done until 2029? Program management
q personnel line is larger than the easement processing
which does not make sense.
Fisheries Habitat Protection on Strategic North Central
HA04 & 10 10 10 8 8 7 10 8 1 7 79 |what is the professional services line for?

Minnesota Lakes, Phase VII




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2021 / FY 2022

Name:

David Hartwell

Due (Thursday, July 16, 2020 by 4 p.m.
Maximum score per request is 100 points. Enter "COI" in the "Total Score" field if not evaluating a proposal due to a conflict of interest.*
Criteria
4. Proposal
2. Proposal 3. Proposal uses
1. Proposal . . addresses
. addresses priority | science-based .
abstract provides a . ) habitats that
. actions and targeting that
clear and succinct have 6. 9. Proposal
. outcomes of one or | leverages or . 5. Proposal .
overview of the significant . . Performance includes | 10. Proposed
.. more of the expands identifies . .
proposal activity, . ] . value for . measures are leverage in budget is
ecological sections corridors and - indicator 7. Proposal .
outputs, and - wildlife . clearly 8. Degree of [ fundsor | appropriate
and is likely to complexes, . species and |, . outcomes . .
outcomes. species of ) identified, and ) timing/ other effort |to accomplish| Total
. produce and reduces associated . will be - Comments
Proposal is clearly . greatest . have a specific o opportunisti to the outcomes| Score
. demonstrate fragmentation . quantities maintained . .
written and e conservation . . plan for ) c urgency. | supplement | described in
significant and or protects this habitat . over time.
adequately . . need, and/or | . measuring and any OHF | the scope of
permanent areas identified will typically . -
addresses: Who, . . threatened or evaluating appropriatio work.
conservation legacy in the MN support.
What, Where, . endangered outcomes. n.
and/or habitat County )
When, Why, and . . . species, and
outcomes for fish, Biological )
How. . lists targeted
game and wildlife. Survey. .
species.
. . Out of
ID# Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 100
HAO5 |Mississippi Headwaters Habitat Corridor Project, Phase V 10 8 10 8 7 7 8 7 1 7 73 |a smaller target area seems more reasonable
HAOG P.rot_e_ctlng Minnesota's Lakes of Outstanding Biological 10 10 10 10 8 7 9 8 5 7 81
Significance
HAQ7 Riparian Habitat Protection in the Kettle and Snake River 10 8 8 10 7 7 5 7 0 8 70
Watersheds
11 miles of stream with 211 acres means a very small
HAO8 |MNDNR Trout Stream Conservation Easements 6 5 5 7 5 5 6 6 0 10 |G GG e e
would be deeper. This feels more like a fishing access
than a habitat project.
T ted RIM E t and Acquisition to the P I
HAO09 arge ? asement and Acquisition to the Farce 7 7 7 7 8 5 6 6 0 7 60 |Not excited with roads used for recreational access
Level Pine and Leech Watersheds, Phase Il
HAL0 Urbal.ﬁ Woods and Prairies Initiative Moorhead, MN Land col
Acquisition
Minnesota Trout Unlimited Coldwater Fish Habitat
HREO1 . 7 7 6 5 8 7 6 5 2 6 59 |Staffing seems very high to just manage contracts
Enhancement and Restoration, Phase XllI
DNR Aquatic Habitat Restoration and Enhancement,
HREO2 RO L] ' ¢ 10 10 10 7 8 7 10 6 5 8 81
Phase IV
HREO3 |St. Louis River Restoration Initiative, Phase VIII 10 10 6 8 8 8 10 7 1 7 75
HREO4 |Shell Rock River Habitat Restoration Program, Phase X 8 8 7 7 8 6 7 6 1 6 64 |what are the professional services?
HREO5 |Knife River Habitat Rehabilitation, Phase VI 8 7 7 7 7 7 7 5 1 8 64
HREO6 |Southeast Wetland Restoration, Phase Il 7 7 6 6 7 6 8 5 3 6 61 |Very high restoration cost
HREO7 Sauk River Watershed Habitat Protection & Restoration, g 5 10 g g . g ; 1 ; 72
Phase Il
HREO8 |Klondike Clean Water Retention Project, Phase | 8 7 7 6 7 6 6 5 10 8 70 .M.Ore ﬂOOd. control than habitat. We are g e A s e
it is confusing that we would fund creation of them.
HREQ9 |Targeted Culvert Replacement to Enhance Fish Passage 7 7 5 6 5 8 8 5 1 5 57 |flood control? Why no match from owners of roads?




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2021 / FY 2022

Name:|David Hartwell
Due (Thursday, July 16, 2020 by 4 p.m.
Maximum score per request is 100 points. Enter "COI" in the "Total Score" field if not evaluating a proposal due to a conflict of interest.*
Criteria
4. Proposal
2. Proposal 3. Proposal uses
1. Proposal . . addresses
. addresses priority | science-based .
abstract provides a . ) habitats that
. actions and targeting that
clear and succinct have 6. 9. Proposal
. outcomes of one or | leverages or - 5. Proposal .
overview of the significant . . Performance includes | 10. Proposed
.. more of the expands identifies . .
proposal activity, . ] . value for . measures are leverage in budget is
ecological sections corridors and - indicator 7. Proposal .
outputs, and - wildlife . clearly 8. Degree of [ fundsor | appropriate
and is likely to complexes, . species and |, . outcomes . .
outcomes. species of ) identified, and ) timing/ other effort |to accomplish| Total
. produce and reduces associated . will be . Comments
Proposal is clearly . greatest . have a specific o opportunisti to the outcomes| Score
. demonstrate fragmentation . quantities maintained . .
written and e conservation . . plan for ) c urgency. | supplement | described in
significant and or protects this habitat . over time.
adequately . . need, and/or | . measuring and any OHF | the scope of
permanent areas identified will typically . -
addresses: Who, . . threatened or evaluating appropriatio work.
conservation legacy in the MN support.
What, Where, . endangered outcomes. n.
and/or habitat County )
When, Why, and . . . species, and
outcomes for fish, Biological )
How. . lists targeted
game and wildlife. Survey. .
species.
. . Out of
ID# Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 100
. please provide spreadsheet showing existing roving crew funding and
10 10 8 10 9 8 6 9 0 8 78
01 DNR Roving Crews how this would fit with that
Conservation Partners Legacy Grant Program, Phase XIlI: CPL coordinator - is there not funding for this in prior years coverin
cPL _ gacy g 10 8 8 8 7 8 8 7 2 9 75 8 priory g
Statewide and Metro Habitat the next two?
02 |Contract Management 2021 0
03 |Restoration Evaluations - ML 2021




Lessard-Sams Qutdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaiuation Scoring Sheet - ML 2021 / FY 2022

name] Mark Holsten

Due Date: |Thursday, July 16, 2020 by 4 p.m.

Maximum score per request is 100 points. Enter “COI* in the “Total Score" field If not evaluating a Propotal dua to  confiict of Interest.*

Criteria

Ll

2. Proposal
addresses priority
actions and
outcomes of one or
1. Proposal abstract |moreof the 3. Proposal uses
iprovides a clear and | sections  |scls based 4. Proposal
" succinct overview of |and is likely to targeting that: addresses habitats
the proposal activity, |produce and leverages or expands (that have significant
outputs, and i and value for wildlife
Proposal and reduces |spedes of greatest 6. Peiformance
is clearly written and or ion need, |5 Propasal identifies |measures are clearly 9. Proposal includes |10. Proposed budget
adequately €Gnseivation legacy  [protects areas and/or threatened or|indicator species and |identified, and have 3| 7. Proposal leverage In funds or |is appropriate to
addresses: Who, and/or habitat inthe MN species, ) ities |specific plan for loutcomes will be 8. Degree of timing/ |other effort to accomplish the
'What, Where, When, | outcomes for fish,  |County Biological and lists targeted this habitat will ing and intained over istk ! any OHF described | Total
Why, and How. game and wildlife.  |Survey. species tvnlcally suppart. g time. urgency. appropriation. in the scope ofwork. | Score |Comments
J 104 Program Title Max polnts: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 e
PAOT DNRWMA and SNA Acqurition, Phase il 8 8 g 9 8 R R .6 n? { q
6 (o
PAO2 Accelerating the Wildlife Management Area Program, q E' 4
Phase Xill q X\ ib) 5 / O W
h
PAO.3 MN Prairie Recovery Program, Phase XI ) -
& (0 o | wm | @ g | | B g0
PADY Nosthem Taligrass Prairie National Wikdife Refuge, Phase ‘g D
xit % A /o =) 4 g 7 ?
PADS Cannon Rver Watershed Habitat Protection and R :D
Program, Phase X B Y 3 b
PACE Accelerated Native Prainie Bank Protection, Phase Vil @ 1/0 Lo O [0 E ﬁ , D Q 7 Lf
PADT RIM Buffers for Wildlife and Water, Phase IX g w ( 0 [ O @ '4;;'» /.. D O 7(_{
PAOB Prairie Chicken Habitat Parwnership of thi "/ i :
rairie en Habitat Pai ip of the g
Southern Red River Valley, Phase Vil 8 Vo) [D /() /0 Z% ﬁ / 0 7 Z
PAOS Accelerating the USFWS Habitat Conservation Easement \ Q . : '
B | /o | o s 0l o, S =S (© | (D ¥
PAL10 Martin County WMA Acquisition, Phase V @ % @ 7 O 9
s (0 (D 1D ¢ lo
PATL RIM Grassiand Reserve, Phase fll R) [0 /O (0 / 0 B & 10 O o) LJ
PREO1a DNR Grassland, Phase XIil (with Roving Crew) 5 5 g m 5 / O 5 S 5 f ) 5?)
/ )
PREO1L DNR Grassland, Phase Xill = u‘.
= v .
PREO2 Public land Phase V ,g E S / ) / O / O % 5 S 7 .7 /
P - ~ >
PREO3 Anoka Sand Plain Habitat Conservation, Phase Vil % /S 66 [ 0 / 0 2 g (o / O 4 3
Fao1 P and Phase IX g E i X Qf © 1 '7 ‘
|

(0




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2021 / FY 2022

Name:|

Mark Holsten

Due D

ate: | Thursday, July 16, 2020 by 4 p.m.

[Maximum score per request Is 100 points. Enter “COI" in the “Total Score” field if not evaluating a proposal due to a conflict of Interest.*

Criterla

2. Proposal
laddresses priority
actionsand
outcomes of one or
1. Proposal abstract [more of the 3. Proposal uses
adearand ical sections  |sci based |4. Proposal
sucdinct overview of [and s likely to that habitats
ithe proposal activity, |produce and leverages or expands that have significant
outputs, and i and value for wildlife
Proposal and reduces |species of greatest 6. Performance
is clearly written and fi ion or servation need, |S. Proposal identifies [measures are clearly 9. Proposalincludes |10. Proposed budget
d I legacy |protectsareas and/or th o |indi species and |i and have a|7. Proposal leverage in funds or |is appropriate to
|addresses: Who, land/or habitat in the MN spedies, ities [specific plan for will be 8. Degree of timing/ |other effort to laccomplish the
What, Where, When, forfish, |c y Biologi and lists targeted this habitat will ing and over ! any OHF il Total
IWhy, and How. game and wildlife. Survey. species. oically support. evaluating outcomes. [time. urgency. aporopriation. in the scooe of work. | Score |C A_I
Out of
1D# Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 ;‘ 00 _1
FA02 |Minnesota Forests for the Future, Phase Vil % 3 e : 5 / y * y : ’ ‘ 57 l
FAO3 Camp RipleySentinelLandscape ACUB, Phase IX. ( « 8 ~_. Y / O bD \
¥4 : 5 3 L (o
FREOL DNR Forest Enhancement 3 ‘7 ( g g ( [9 ; D S:')v
FREO2 Fl in Forest E - i River, Phase = \ 0 ?
: 4 (o G 7 6> [Aqsctiu sT €
FREO3 Moose Habitat Collaborative, Phase IV - NE MN Forest 5 ) L
Habitat Enhancement . %/ 5 1 b (D . 3 6 l
IWAO1 A ing the Ps Area Program,
Yz 7 7 /0 g ¥ 4 E 2% %)
2 <
IWAD2 Shaliow Lake & Wetland Protection & Restoration "y 3 G
Program, Phase X g y é C) / O OZ & g K ‘-‘/ 698
WA03 RIM Wetiands, Phase X ¢ x % L ; 0 -
)0 / G lo
WA04 Habitat Py and Program, S . s
Phase VI ﬂ 8 % (0 g [ O (-O (D LO 7 b
wa0s Wild Rice Shoreland Protection, Phase VIl { S e ? 9 r i 42 ( D (03
WREOLa A Shallow Lakes and Wetland Enhancements, - ' ™ - ¢
Phase XIiI (with Roving Habitat Crew) ( ( / Q . ? V V P @ (9
WREO1b Accelerated Shallow Lakes and Wetland Enhancements, Té -, 0 U U () U D b @24 L
Phase XIIi (without Roving Habitat Crew) by (¢‘
REO2 Living Shallow Lake & Wetland ¢
Initiative, Phase VI! - /% / (?
HAO1 St. Croix Watershed Habitat Protection and Restoration, e — i J 4 v
Phase I Y B (Dg
HA02 llMelro Big Rivers, Phase X! j > 3 ‘ S K‘ 1 6 I O (07
HAO3 Lower Otter Tail River Corridor Habitat Restoration - 7 -
Request 1 % g v ( n 7 0
- L3 L\




Lessard-Sams Qutdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2021 / FY 2022

Name:| Mark Holsten

Due Date: Thursday, July 16, 2020 by 4 p.m.

Maximurn score per request is 100 points. Enter "COI" in the *Total Score” field If not evaluating a proposal due to a confict of interest.*

2, proposat
priority

actions and

loutcomes of one or
1. Proposal abstract [more of the 3. Proposal uses
provides a dear and sections  |science-based 4. Proposal
succinct overview of |and is likely to ing that habitats
the proposal activity, |produce and leverages or expands |that have significant
outputs, and i and. vaiue for wifdlife

Proposal and reduces |species of greatest 6. Performance
is clearly written and ion or. need, |S. Proposal identifies |measures are clearly 9. Proposal includes |10, Proposed budget
legacy |protects areas and/or threatened or |indicator species and |identified, and have a|7. Proposal leverage in funds or  [is appropriate to
addresses: Who, and/or habitat i ified in the MN species, ities |specific plan for loutcomes will be 8. Degree of timing/ |other effort to accomplish the
What, Where, When, {outcomes for fish,  {County Biological  {and lists targeted {this habitat will ing and over jsti any OHF described | Total
Why, and How. game and wildlife. _|Survey. species. typically support.  [evaluating outcomes. |time. urgency. appropriation. in the scope of work. | Score |Comments
f 73 ’ Program Title Max points: 10 10 10, 10 K &0 0:;: d

Fisheries Habitat Protection on Strategic North Central
‘Minnesota Lakes, Phase VI

Bl

L,L__LL_f

e

S e e e s
ColammmeEeT 0 & 9 € ot R et Sl Zi Gt
e e B e e g e GG /e (0%
HAO7 Riparian Habitat Protection in the Kettle arnd Snake River y L . Z g K 9) h b O 3
e n o BT O R S B T RS e O i
T e | Y TR R b O (o)
HALD :;:; l\:'v::ds and Prairies Initiative Mf»omean. MN Land g’ L.{ (0 g (a { 7 L / O & ‘{
B e I, S W ¢ £, ¢ 1 o /0 O
5T G G R R SR h0
HREO3 [t Lous mv% Restoration Initiative, Phase Vi 8 3 (6 g g ‘6 8 T /V rl (
ST D Loril 7 b i e 5 6D
HREOS Knife River Habitat Rehablm‘atlon, Phase VI % (‘D ( 8 (\L} S, (0 LA 5 57
W T 3 ! L S b GO 59
HREO7 ::::e.ﬂ::lerwatershed Habitat Pmte'mon & Restoration, g ;w g Y X j : -7 ‘ b t q H Z
HREOS Kondike Clean Water Retention Project, Phase | X g { % LQ (6 g ,_] [ O

b 9 G b | % b | &

INREOS r'argeted Culvert Replacement to Enhance Fish Passage ]

153




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Ha

- - as . A
ﬁNi_se_wuncu Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2021 / FY 2022
Name:| Mark Holsten
Due Date:
ore Per request is 100 “COM in .
&quest is points. Enter “COI™ in the *Total Score” field if not evaluating a Proposal due to a conflict of interest.*
Criteria
2. Proposal
addresses priority
actions and
loutcomes of one or
1. Proposal abstract |more of the 3. Proposal uses
a clear and ical sections SCi based 4. Proposal
succinct overview of [and is likely to ing that habitats
ithe proposal activity, |produce and leverages or expands |that have significant
loutputs, and d i and value for wildlife
Proposal |signi and reduces |spedies of greatest 6. Performance
is clearly written and ion or iconservationneed, |[S. Proposal identifies [measures are clearly 9. Proposal includes |10. Proposed budget
di y co legacy |p areas land/or d or |indi species and |identified, and have a|7. Proposal leverage in funds or |is appropriate to
addresses: Who, and/or habitat i d in the MN spedes, i ities [specific plan for loutcomes will be 8. Degree of timing/ |other effortto accomplish the
\What, Where, When, [outcomes for fish, County Biological and lists targeted this habitat will ing and intait over lopportunistic any OHF ib Total
\Why, and How. |game and wildlife. __|Sutvey. species. typically support. d time. urgency. iati in the scope of work. | Scare |C
104 I Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 0::](;“ i
01 DNR Roving Crews q 3 g % 4@ bg . \
{
/O /O A (o S,
CPL Conservation Partners Legacy Grant Program, Phase XIlI:
and Metro Habitat —_—
02 Contract Management 2021 255
——
03 Restoration Evaluations - ML 2021 i
fr———
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Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2021 / FY 2022 V/

’_NMI Sea _Pndwe \nnaa

16, 2020 by 4 p.m.

[Maximum score per request is 100 pointe. Enter “COI™ in the “Total Score” fleld If not evaluating a proposal due 1o a conflict of Interest.®

PREO1a DNR Grassland, Phase XIIl (with Roving Crew}

32% ©O0ss ?

/
19 % 00

PREOLD DNR Grassland, Phase Xl

PREO2 Public Land PhaseV

., |PREO3 Anoka Sand Plain Habitat Conservation, Phase VIl

FAO1 Protection and Phase IX

Criteria
T Y xﬁm,@mu --—-h’":’:’;, L |
_ i e e [ L G [, [ i Torper] [ NN
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 100
Y n‘mmusmw«mm L - 5 7 -7 7 0 7 [sD #"b""7'b
"7 b a7 7 % e | 6 '{'T ¢ B ol Amtiy Fes
e 7 e e Te 75 Te 64 [7 bdrea oso
g N i i T % 7 | 8 7 2 19 S [ 7 b
BT 19 |9 [ [ 9 [ e & [7 [ 7 |[® |8 74
': N:a:l:;ted ‘Native Praine Bank Protection, Phase Vil G Q ‘, j # (a (p g- 0 b t;‘!
I 8 3 %) 9 : 2 e | (, o |77 A\d
R s e 8 (. D, 9 5 A4 -7 i 7 (4] 11
e IR a | 9 Q d & ) o) 8 97
e [mm————— 2 q o 9 9 9 [ ) /o 8 39 pcs
D 3 4 4 1 9 ) 7 [ o (2
L - | e r, ~ L il b o G
A 2 | 7 G |7 |7 C 1O |¢
g e [ 4 1S [ 3 |8 |6s 7 (b |®
8 A 7 2 9 3 12 & C 8
- 2 9 S 2. ) 3 A -2 2

o 2R

Y/ H‘f" 7




name:| Sen. Andrew Lang

Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2021 / FY 2022

Due Date: , duly 16, 2020 by &

[Maximum score per request is 100 points. smm'hmwm|m'wnm:mw-mnlmm

@ conflict of interest.*

2. Proposal

addresses priority
actions and
of one or
1. Proposal abstract |more of the 3, Proposal uses
des a clear and sections 4. Proposal
succinct overview of [and is likely to e add|
the proposal activity, | produce and [leverages or expands |that have significant
outputs, and and value for wildlife
Proposal and reduces |species of greatest 6.
s cearly written and o need, |5. Proposal identifies 9. Proposal includes mﬂ
protects areas and/or threatened or |ind| identified, 3 3|7. Proposal or |is appropriate to
and/or in the MN species, quan! specific plan for outcomes will be m accomplish the
g for fish,  |Count and lists targeted  |this habitat will Imeasuring and any OHF
wildlife.  [Survey. Jspecies. < evalua! 3 in the scope of work_ | Comments
De Program Title 10 10

Minnesota Forests for the Future, Phase VIl

FAO3 Camp Ripiey Sentinel Landscape ACUB, Phase X

RIS T

FREOL IDNR Forest Enhancement
FREOZ in Forest ~Wirsissippi River, Phase 4;‘/; m?
N i -
|FRE03 [Moose Habitat Collaborative, Phase IV - NE MN Forest La 7
Habitat Enhancement
IWAOL ing the P Area Program,
Phase Xiif %Z.
IWAD2' melwmnmlm
Program, Phase X _]1
WAO3 RiM Wetiands, Phase X + ’
WAGA |Wetland Habitat Frotection and Restoration Program, e @ v U
[Phase V1 ok 70
Waos [Wild Rice Shoreland Protection, Phase Vil u &
Phase X (with Roving Habitat Crew). S iUd'flh 755 e
[4

d Shafiow Lakes and Wetland Enhancernents,
Phase XIll (without Roving Habitat Crew)

WREQZ |Living Shallow Lake Enhancement & Wetland Restoration |

[M

ey 1 9o K o [o fOQB.NJ £ [~ [ 5O oo i §§

nd IVANEN (o}wq)_l ad LR OINENY SRSy

9 lc NP @'33?{'"75"'"~"°¢ @ /-0la s ]

S i s o fslalets o Lol 1ol

D N & o € JW J m&m% \)Fé‘w\p:s

*“KT?J Jn (“dgq..{q\; RICINIEE

N IRl S NN

W(I\I\J{\V\fjr DIRANEAN 44;\,; dls

ISV :-0 <or* “"'\‘{“‘-.vaw s)%

o oo [ | [0 |~ PO |owl o o [0 s 4

|nitiative, Phase Vi
e e G O] 373 Gcres
HAO3 Lower Otter Tail River Corridor Habitat Restoration -
Request 1 %’\




Lessard-Sams Qutdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2021 / FY 2022

Name:

Sen. Andrew Lang

Due Date:

o 2020 by & p.m.

[Manifnum score per request is 100 points. hnlv'mrhih'rahlhn'hldllmmmm-

‘proposal due to a conflict of interest,*

Program Title

Max : 10

!

species.

10

10

2. Proposal
addresses priority
actions and
autcomes of one or
1. Proposal abstract |more of the 3. Proposal uses
a dear and sections 4, Proposal
succinct overview of |and is likely to t addr
the proposal activity, |produce and expands mnm
outputs, and and value for wildlife
Proposal and reduces [species of greatest
is clearly written and need,
d h areas and/or threatened or
3 tified in the MN spedies,
o esforfish,  |County Biological  [and lists targeted  [this habitat wil
ame and wildlife.  |Survey.

|

g

the

Total

in the scope of work.

Out of

Fisheries Habitat Protection on Strategic North Central
Minnesota Lakes, Phase Vit

=

10

{Mississippi Headwaters Habitat Corridor Project, Phase V

@ |

2

P ‘s Lakes of
Significance

Riparian Habitat Protection in the Kettle and Snake River
[ Watersheds

50

MNDNR Trout Stream Conservation Easements

e

Targeted RIM Easement and Acquisition to the Parcel
Level Pine and Leech Watersheds, Phase Il

(23]

ruuwmmmmwmm
| Acquisition

C,.__.P /"’M

L4

|Minnesota Trout Unlimited Coldwater Fish Habitat

and ion, Phase XII|

|OhiRk Aquatic Habitat Restoration and Enhancement,
|Phase IV

St. Louis River Restoration initiative, Phase Vill

EEEEEEERERF

[Shell Rock River Habitat Restoration Program, Phase X

§

Knife River Habitat Rehabilitation, Phase VI

y. B <
TEATyeS

[southeast Wetland Restoration, Phase Ii

g
bad Source Ceverye

HREO7

Sauk River Wal Habitat &

Phase Il

t honhiey
[

|xiondike Clean Water Retention Project, Phase |

® |2 MR e ol ol (@ o]y

HRECS

Targeted Culvert Replacement to Enhance Fish Passage

0 o K 1D @ R Lo | J Ok | 1yl
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Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2021 / FY 2022

Sen. Andrew Lang

Maximnum score per requant b 100 points. m'ﬂrhth'hum'hﬂlmm..whn.uﬂnﬂm'

2. Proposal
|adgresses priority
actions. and
outcomes of one or
1. Proposal abstract |more of the
a dear and sections 4. Proposal
succingt overview of |and s ikely ta
the proposal activity, |produce and that hava significant
loutputs, and value for wildlife
- et species of greatest
is clearly written ang, need, |S. Proposal identifies. s
= -
1 species,
outcomes for fish, and fists targeted  |this habitat wil
e and wildiife. |species. hypicely support; 4
= Program Tae Max poiots: 10 10 B 21
Roving Crews
; / 6
Conservation Partners Legacy Grant Program, Phase Xit —
[Statewide and Metro Habitat '/(J -
Contract Management 2021
-3
Restoration Evaluations - ML 2021 l \
(=] —

Mssome Hare wodll e Zaten




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2021 / FY 2022

Name:

Denny McNamara

Due Date:

Thursday, July 16, 2020 by 4 p.m.

Maximum score per request is 100 points. Enter "COI" in the "Total Score" field if not evaluating a proposal due to a conflict of interest.*

Criteria

1. Proposal abstract
provides a clear and
succinct overview of
the proposal activity,
outputs, and
outcomes. Proposal
is clearly written and

2. Proposal
addresses priority
actions and
outcomes of one or
more of the
ecological sections
and is likely to
produce and
demonstrate
significant and
permanent

3. Proposal uses
science-based
targeting that
leverages or expands
corridors and
complexes, reduces
fragmentation or

4. Proposal
addresses habitats
that have significant
value for wildlife
species of greatest
conservation need,

5. Proposal identifies

6. Performance
measures are clearly

9. Proposal includes

10. Proposed budget

adequately conservation legacy |protects areas and/or threatened or |indicator species and |identified, and have a|7. Proposal leverage in funds or |is appropriate to
addresses: Who, and/or habitat identified in the MN |endangered species, |associated quantities |specific plan for outcomes will be 8. Degree of timing/ |other effort to accomplish the
What, Where, When, |outcomes for fish, County Biological and lists targeted this habitat will measuring and maintained over opportunistic supplement any OHF [outcomes described | Total
Why, and How. game and wildlife. Survey. species. typically support. evaluating outcomes. [time. urgency. appropriation. in the scope of work. | Score |Comments
ID# Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 o:;:f
PAO1 DNR WMA and SNA Acquisition, Phase Xl
9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 6 9 87
PAO2 Accelerating the Wildlife Management Area Program,
Phase XIlI 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 8 9 89
PAO3 MN Prairie Recovery Program, Phase XI
9 9 9 9 9 8 9 8 9 8 87
PAO4 Northern Tallgrass Prairie National Wildlife Refuge, Phase
Xl 9 7 9 9 7 8 9 8 9 9 84
PAQO5 Cannon River Watershed Habitat Protection and
Restoration Program, Phase X 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 %0
PAO6 Accelerated Native Prairie Bank Protection, Phase VIII
9 10 9 10 9 9 9 9 8 9 91
PAO7 RIM Buffers for Wildlife and Water, Phase IX
9 10 10 9 9 10 8 10 8 9 92
PAO8 Prairie Chicken Habitat Partnership of the
Southern Red River Valley, Phase VII 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 80
PAQ9 Accelerating the USFWS Habitat Conservation Easement
Program, Phase IlI 8 9 8 9 8 8 8 8 8 8 82
PA10 Martin County WMA Acquisition, Phase V
8 9 8 9 8 9 8 8 8 9 84
PA11 RIM Grassland Reserve, Phase IlI
9 10 10 9 9 10 8 10 8 9 92
PREO1la DNR Grassland, Phase XlII (with Roving Crew)
10 10 10 10 10 10 9 9 8 10 96
PREO1b DNR Grassland, Phase Xl
10 10 10 10 10 10 9 9 8 10 96
PREO2 Enhanced Public Land — Grasslands, Phase V
9 9 9 10 9 9 9 9 9 9 91
PREO3 Anoka Sand Plain Habitat Conservation, Phase VII
8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 80
FAO1 Southeast Minnesota Protection and Restoration, Phase IX
8 8.0 8.0 8.0 8.0 8 8 8 8 8 80




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2021 / FY 2022

Name:

Denny McNamara

Due Date:

Thursday, July 16, 2020 by 4 p.m.

Maximum score per request is 100 points. Enter "COI" in the "Total Score" field if not evaluating a proposal due to a conflict of interest.*

Criteria

1. Proposal abstract
provides a clear and
succinct overview of
the proposal activity,
outputs, and
outcomes. Proposal
is clearly written and

2. Proposal
addresses priority
actions and
outcomes of one or
more of the
ecological sections
and is likely to
produce and
demonstrate
significant and
permanent

3. Proposal uses
science-based
targeting that
leverages or expands
corridors and
complexes, reduces
fragmentation or

4. Proposal
addresses habitats
that have significant
value for wildlife
species of greatest
conservation need,

5. Proposal identifies

6. Performance
measures are clearly

9. Proposal includes

10. Proposed budget

adequately conservation legacy |protects areas and/or threatened or |indicator species and |identified, and have a|7. Proposal leverage in funds or |is appropriate to
addresses: Who, and/or habitat identified in the MN |endangered species, |associated quantities |specific plan for outcomes will be 8. Degree of timing/ |other effort to accomplish the
What, Where, When, |outcomes for fish, County Biological and lists targeted this habitat will measuring and maintained over opportunistic supplement any OHF [outcomes described | Total
Why, and How. game and wildlife. Survey. species. typically support. evaluating outcomes. [time. urgency. appropriation. in the scope of work. | Score |Comments
ID# Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 o:;:f
FAO02 Minnesota Forests for the Future, Phase VIII
8 9.0 9.0 9 8.0 9 8 8 8 8 84
FAO3 Camp Ripley Sentinel Landscape ACUB, Phase IX
8 9.0 9 9 8.0 9 9 8 8 8 85
FREO1 DNR Forest Enhancement
9 8 9 9 9 9 8 9 9 9 88
FREO2 Floodplain Forest Enhancement - Mississippi River, Phase
v 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 90
FREO3 Moose Habitat Collaborative, Phase IV - NE MN Forest
Habitat Enhancement 8 7 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 79
WAO01 Accelerating the Waterfow! Production Area Program,
9 10 9 10 9 9 10 10 8 9 93

Phase Xl




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2021 / FY 2022

Name:

Denny McNamara

Due Date:

Thursday, July 16, 2020 by 4 p.m.

Maximum score per request is 100 points. Enter "COI" in the "Total Score" field if not evaluating a proposal due to a conflict of interest.*

Criteria

1. Proposal abstract
provides a clear and
succinct overview of
the proposal activity,
outputs, and
outcomes. Proposal
is clearly written and

2. Proposal
addresses priority
actions and
outcomes of one or
more of the
ecological sections
and is likely to
produce and
demonstrate
significant and
permanent

3. Proposal uses
science-based
targeting that
leverages or expands
corridors and
complexes, reduces
fragmentation or

4. Proposal
addresses habitats
that have significant
value for wildlife
species of greatest
conservation need,

5. Proposal identifies

6. Performance
measures are clearly

9. Proposal includes

10. Proposed budget

adequately conservation legacy |protects areas and/or threatened or |indicator species and |identified, and have a|7. Proposal leverage in funds or |is appropriate to
addresses: Who, and/or habitat identified in the MN |endangered species, |associated quantities |specific plan for outcomes will be 8. Degree of timing/ |other effort to accomplish the
What, Where, When, |outcomes for fish, County Biological and lists targeted this habitat will measuring and maintained over opportunistic supplement any OHF [outcomes described | Total
Why, and How. game and wildlife. Survey. species. typically support. evaluating outcomes. [time. urgency. appropriation. in the scope of work. | Score |Comments
" . Out of
ID# Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 :0:
WAO02 Shallow Lake & Wetland Protection & Restoration
Program, Phase X 9 10 9 10 9 9 9 9 8 9 91
WAO03 RIM Wetlands, Phase X
9 10 10 9 9 9 9 10 8 9 92
WAO04 Wetland Habitat Protection and Restoration Program,
Phase VI 9 9 9 9 9 9 8 9 9 9 89
WAO5 Wild Rice Shoreland Protection, Phase VII
8 8 9 8 8 9 9 9 8 9 85
WREO1a Accelerated Shallow Lakes and Wetland Enhancements,
Phase XIII (with Roving Habitat Crew) 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 9 8 9 96
WREO1b Accelerated Shallow Lakes and Wetland Enhancements,
Phase XIII (without Roving Habitat Crew) 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 9 8 9 96
WREO02 Living Shallow Lake Enhancement & Wetland Restoration
Initiative, Phase VII 10 10 10 10 9 10 10 9 8 9 95
HAO1 St. Croix Watershed Habitat Protection and Restoration,
Phase Il 8 9 9 8 8 9 8 9 8 9 85
HAO02 Metro Big Rivers, Phase XI
9 8 8 8 8 8 8 7 8 8 80
HAO3 Lower Otter Tail River Corridor Habitat Restoration -
Request 1 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 90
HA04 Fisheries Habitat Protection on Strategic North Central
Minnesota Lakes, Phase VIl 8 8 9 9 8 8 9 9 8 9 85
HAO5 Miss Headwaters
8 9 8 8 7 8 8 7 8 8 79
HAO06 Protecting Minnesota's Lakes of Outstanding Biological
Significance 9 9 8 9 8 8 8 7 8 8 82
HAOQ7 Riparian Habitat Protection in the Kettle and Snake River
Watersheds 8 8 7 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 79
HA08 MNDNR Trout Stream Conservation Easements
9 10 9 9 9 9 9 9 8 9 90
HAO09 Targeted RIM Easement and Acquisition to the Parcel
9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 90

Level Pine and Leech Watersheds, Phase Il




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2021 / FY 2022

Name:

Denny McNamara

Due Date:

Thursday, July 16, 2020 by 4 p.m.

Maximum score per request is 100 points. Enter "COI" in the "Total Score" field if not evaluating a proposal due to a conflict of interest.*

Criteria

1. Proposal abstract
provides a clear and
succinct overview of
the proposal activity,
outputs, and
outcomes. Proposal
is clearly written and

2. Proposal
addresses priority
actions and
outcomes of one or
more of the
ecological sections
and is likely to
produce and
demonstrate
significant and
permanent

3. Proposal uses
science-based
targeting that
leverages or expands
corridors and
complexes, reduces
fragmentation or

4. Proposal
addresses habitats
that have significant
value for wildlife
species of greatest
conservation need,

5. Proposal identifies

6. Performance
measures are clearly

9. Proposal includes

10. Proposed budget

adequately conservation legacy |protects areas and/or threatened or |indicator species and |identified, and have a|7. Proposal leverage in funds or |is appropriate to
addresses: Who, and/or habitat identified in the MN |endangered species, |associated quantities |specific plan for outcomes will be 8. Degree of timing/ |other effort to accomplish the
What, Where, When, |outcomes for fish, County Biological and lists targeted this habitat will measuring and maintained over opportunistic supplement any OHF [outcomes described | Total
Why, and How. game and wildlife. Survey. species. typically support. evaluating outcomes. [time. urgency. appropriation. in the scope of work. | Score |Comments
" . Out of
ID# Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 :0:
HA10 Urban Woods and Prairies Initiative Moorhead, MN Land
Acquisition 8 9 8 9 8 8 8 8 8 8 82
HREO1 Minnesota Trout Unlimited Coldwater Fish Habitat
Enhancement and Restoration, Phase XlI| 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 8 10 9 ElY
HREO2 DNR Aquatic Habitat Restoration and Enhancement,
Phase IV 10 10 9 10 9 9 9 10 9 9 94
HREO3 St. Louis River Restoration Initiative, Phase VIII
9 9 9 9 9 9 9 8 9 9 89
HREO4 Shell Rock River Habitat Restoration Program, Phase X
8 9 8 8 9 9 8 9 8 9 85
HREO5 Knife River Habitat Rehabilitation, Phase VI
7 8 8 8 8 7 8 8 8 8 78
HREO6 Southeast Wetland Restoration, Phase Il
7 7 7 7 7 7 7 8 7 7 71
HREO7 Sauk River Watershed Habitat Protection & Restoration,
Phase Il 8 9 8 9 8 8 8 9 8 9 84
HREO8 Klondike Clean Water Retention Project, Phase |
9 10 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 91
HREO9 Targeted Culvert Replacement to Enhance Fish Passage
8 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 8 8 87
o1 DNR Roving Crews
10 10 10 10 9 9 9 10 9 10 96
CPL Conservation Partners Legacy Grant Program, Phase XIII:
Statewide and Metro Habitat 10 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 8 10 9
02 Contract Management 2021
0
03 Restoration Evaluations - ML 2021




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2021 / FY 2022

Name:

Denny McNamara

Due Date:

Thursday, July 16, 2020 by 4 p.m.

Maximum score per request is 100 points. Enter "COI" in the "Total Score" field if not evaluating a proposal due to a conflict of interest.*

Criteria

1. Proposal abstract
provides a clear and
succinct overview of
the proposal activity,
outputs, and
outcomes. Proposal
is clearly written and

2. Proposal
addresses priority
actions and
outcomes of one or
more of the
ecological sections
and is likely to
produce and
demonstrate
significant and
permanent

3. Proposal uses
science-based
targeting that
leverages or expands
corridors and
complexes, reduces
fragmentation or

4. Proposal
addresses habitats
that have significant
value for wildlife
species of greatest
conservation need,

5. Proposal identifies

6. Performance
measures are clearly

9. Proposal includes

10. Proposed budget

ID#

Program Title

adequately conservation legacy |protects areas and/or threatened or |indicator species and |identified, and have a|7. Proposal leverage in funds or |is appropriate to

addresses: Who, and/or habitat identified in the MN |endangered species, |associated quantities |specific plan for outcomes will be 8. Degree of timing/ |other effort to accomplish the

What, Where, When, |outcomes for fish, County Biological and lists targeted this habitat will measuring and maintained over opportunistic supplement any OHF [outcomes described | Total

Why, and How. game and wildlife. Survey. species. typically support. evaluating outcomes. [time. urgency. appropriation. in the scope of work. | Score |Comments
Out of

Max points: 10

10

10

10

10

10

10

10

10

10

100




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2021 / FY 2022

Name:

Ashley Peters

Due Date:

Thursday, July 16, 2020 by 4 p.m.

Maximum score per request is 100 points. Enter "COI" in the "Total Score" field if not evaluating a proposal due to a conflict of interest.*

Criteria

1. Proposal abstract
provides a clear and
succinct overview of
the proposal activity,
outputs, and
outcomes. Proposal
is clearly written and

2. Proposal
addresses priority
actions and
outcomes of one or
more of the
ecological sections
and is likely to
produce and
demonstrate
significant and
permanent

3. Proposal uses
science-based
targeting that
leverages or expands
corridors and
complexes, reduces
fragmentation or

4. Proposal
addresses habitats
that have significant
value for wildlife
species of greatest
conservation need,

5. Proposal identifies

6. Performance
measures are clearly

9. Proposal includes

10. Proposed budget

adequately conservation legacy |protects areas and/or threatened or |indicator species and |identified, and have a|7. Proposal leverage in funds or |is appropriate to
addresses: Who, and/or habitat identified in the MN |endangered species, |associated quantities |specific plan for outcomes will be 8. Degree of timing/ |other effort to accomplish the
What, Where, When, |outcomes for fish, County Biological and lists targeted this habitat will measuring and maintained over opportunistic supplement any OHF [outcomes described | Total
Why, and How. game and wildlife. Survey. species. typically support. evaluating outcomes. [time. urgency. appropriation. in the scope of work. | Score |Comments
ID# Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 o:;:f
PAO1 DNR WMA and SNA Acquisition, Phase Xl
8 8 8 8 8 8 8 6 3 8 73
PAO2 Accelerating the Wildlife Management Area Program,
Phase XIlI 8 8 8 7 8 8 8 5 10 8 78
PAO3 MN Prairie Recovery Program, Phase XI
8 8 8 8 8 6 8 7 6 6 73
PAO4 Northern Tallgrass Prairie National Wildlife Refuge, Phase
Xl 8 7 8 8 6 8 7 5 5 6 68
PAQO5 Cannon River Watershed Habitat Protection and
Restoration Program, Phase X 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 5 5 8 74
PAO6 Accelerated Native Prairie Bank Protection, Phase VIII
8 8 8 8 8 8 7 7 0 7 69
PAO7 RIM Buffers for Wildlife and Water, Phase IX
8 8 8 7 8 8 7 6 0 7 67
PAO8 Prairie Chicken Habitat Partnership of the
Southern Red River Valley, Phase VII 8 8 8 8 8 8 7 5 10 7 77
PAQ9 Accelerating the USFWS Habitat Conservation Easement
Program, Phase IlI 8 8 8 8 8 7 7 7 10 8 79
PA10 Martin County WMA Acquisition, Phase V
6 8 6 7 8 7 6 6 0 5 59
PA11 RIM Grassland Reserve, Phase IlI
8 8 8 8 8 7 7 5 0 6 65
PREO1la DNR Grassland, Phase XlII (with Roving Crew)
7 8 8 8 8 8 8 5 0 8 68
PREO1b DNR Grassland, Phase Xl
7 8 8 8 8 8 8 5 0 8 68
PREO2 Enhanced Public Land — Grasslands, Phase V
8 7 7 7 8 8 8 5 6 8 72
PREO3 Anoka Sand Plain Habitat Conservation, Phase VII
8 7 8 8 7 8 7 8 10 6 77
FAO1 Southeast Minnesota Protection and Restoration, Phase IX
8 8 8.0 8.0 8.0 8 7 6 5 6 72




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2021 / FY 2022

Name:

Ashley Peters

Due Date:

Thursday, July 16, 2020 by 4 p.m.

Maximum score per request is 100 points. Enter "COI" in the "Total Score" field if not evaluating a proposal due to a conflict of interest.*

Criteria

1. Proposal abstract
provides a clear and
succinct overview of
the proposal activity,
outputs, and
outcomes. Proposal
is clearly written and

2. Proposal
addresses priority
actions and
outcomes of one or
more of the
ecological sections
and is likely to
produce and
demonstrate
significant and
permanent

3. Proposal uses
science-based
targeting that
leverages or expands
corridors and
complexes, reduces
fragmentation or

4. Proposal
addresses habitats
that have significant
value for wildlife
species of greatest
conservation need,

5. Proposal identifies

6. Performance
measures are clearly

9. Proposal includes

10. Proposed budget

adequately conservation legacy |protects areas and/or threatened or |indicator species and |identified, and have a|7. Proposal leverage in funds or |is appropriate to
addresses: Who, and/or habitat identified in the MN |endangered species, |associated quantities |specific plan for outcomes will be 8. Degree of timing/ |other effort to accomplish the
What, Where, When, |outcomes for fish, County Biological and lists targeted this habitat will measuring and maintained over opportunistic supplement any OHF [outcomes described | Total
Why, and How. game and wildlife. Survey. species. typically support. evaluating outcomes. [time. urgency. appropriation. in the scope of work. | Score |Comments
ID# Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 o:;:f
FAO02 Minnesota Forests for the Future, Phase VIII
8 8 8.0 8 8.0 8 7 6 2 7 70
FAO3 Camp Ripley Sentinel Landscape ACUB, Phase IX
8 8.0 8 8 5.0 6 7 6 2 8 66
FREO1 DNR Forest Enhancement
7 6 8 6 8 8 7 6 2 7 65
FREO2 Floodplain Forest Enhancement - Mississippi River, Phase col
v X X X X X X X X X X 0
FREO3 Moose Habitat Collaborative, Phase IV - NE MN Forest
Habitat Enhancement 8 7 8 8 8 8 8 6 4 6 n
WAO01 Accelerating the Waterfow! Production Area Program,
8 6 8 8 8 8 7 5 10 6 74

Phase Xl




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2021 / FY 2022

Name:

Ashley Peters

Due Date:

Thursday, July 16, 2020 by 4 p.m.

Maximum score per request is 100 points. Enter "COI" in the "Total Score" field if not evaluating a proposal due to a conflict of interest.*

Criteria

1. Proposal abstract
provides a clear and
succinct overview of
the proposal activity,
outputs, and
outcomes. Proposal
is clearly written and

2. Proposal
addresses priority
actions and
outcomes of one or
more of the
ecological sections
and is likely to
produce and
demonstrate
significant and
permanent

3. Proposal uses
science-based
targeting that
leverages or expands
corridors and
complexes, reduces
fragmentation or

4. Proposal
addresses habitats
that have significant
value for wildlife
species of greatest
conservation need,

5. Proposal identifies

6. Performance
measures are clearly

9. Proposal includes

10. Proposed budget

adequately conservation legacy |protects areas and/or threatened or |indicator species and |identified, and have a|7. Proposal leverage in funds or |is appropriate to
addresses: Who, and/or habitat identified in the MN |endangered species, |associated quantities |specific plan for outcomes will be 8. Degree of timing/ |other effort to accomplish the
What, Where, When, |outcomes for fish, County Biological and lists targeted this habitat will measuring and maintained over opportunistic supplement any OHF [outcomes described | Total
Why, and How. game and wildlife. Survey. species. typically support. evaluating outcomes. [time. urgency. appropriation. in the scope of work. | Score |Comments
" . Out of
ID# Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 :0:
WAO02 Shallow Lake & Wetland Protection & Restoration
Program, Phase X 8 8 8 8 8 8 7 8 4 6 73
WAO03 RIM Wetlands, Phase X
8 8 8 8 8 6 7 6 2 6 67
WAO04 Wetland Habitat Protection and Restoration Program,
Phase VI 8 8 8 5 8 8 8 6 10 7 76
WAO5 Wild Rice Shoreland Protection, Phase VII
8 8 8 8 8 6 8 6 2 6 68
WREO1a Accelerated Shallow Lakes and Wetland Enhancements,
Phase XIII (with Roving Habitat Crew) 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 7 0 7 70
WREO1b Accelerated Shallow Lakes and Wetland Enhancements,
Phase XIII (without Roving Habitat Crew) 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 7 0 7 70
WREO02 Living Shallow Lake Enhancement & Wetland Restoration
Initiative, Phase VII 8 7 8 8 8 8 7 6 9 6 75
HAO1 St. Croix Watershed Habitat Protection and Restoration,
Phase Il 8 6 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 78
HAO02 Metro Big Rivers, Phase XI
8 7 7 6 8 8 8 6 10 7 75
HAO3 Lower Otter Tail River Corridor Habitat Restoration -
Request 1 6 6 7 6 8 7 7 6 10 7 70
HA04 Fisheries Habitat Protection on Strategic North Central
Minnesota Lakes, Phase VIl 8 7 8 8 8 8 7 8 8 6 76
HAO5 Mississippi Headwaters Habitat Corridor Project, Phase V
8 7 8 8 8 8 7 6 3 6 69
HAO06 Protecting Minnesota's Lakes of Outstanding Biological
Significance 8 7 8 7 8 6 7 7 10 6 74
HAOQ7 Riparian Habitat Protection in the Kettle and Snake River
Watersheds 8 7 8 8 8 8 7 8 0 6 68
HA08 MNDNR Trout Stream Conservation Easements
8 7 7 6 8 8 6 7 0 5 62
HAO09 Targeted RIM Easement and Acquisition to the Parcel
7 8 8 8 8 7 7 7 0 6 66

Level Pine and Leech Watersheds, Phase Il




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2021 / FY 2022

Name:

Ashley Peters

Due Date:

Thursday, July 16, 2020 by 4 p.m.

Maximum score per request is 100 points. Enter "COI" in the "Total Score" field if not evaluating a proposal due to a conflict of interest.*

Criteria

1. Proposal abstract
provides a clear and
succinct overview of
the proposal activity,
outputs, and
outcomes. Proposal
is clearly written and

2. Proposal
addresses priority
actions and
outcomes of one or
more of the
ecological sections
and is likely to
produce and
demonstrate
significant and
permanent

3. Proposal uses
science-based
targeting that
leverages or expands
corridors and
complexes, reduces
fragmentation or

4. Proposal
addresses habitats
that have significant
value for wildlife
species of greatest
conservation need,

5. Proposal identifies

6. Performance
measures are clearly

9. Proposal includes

10. Proposed budget

adequately conservation legacy |protects areas and/or threatened or |indicator species and |identified, and have a|7. Proposal leverage in funds or |is appropriate to
addresses: Who, and/or habitat identified in the MN |endangered species, |associated quantities |specific plan for outcomes will be 8. Degree of timing/ |other effort to accomplish the
What, Where, When, |outcomes for fish, County Biological and lists targeted this habitat will measuring and maintained over opportunistic supplement any OHF [outcomes described | Total
Why, and How. game and wildlife. Survey. species. typically support. evaluating outcomes. [time. urgency. appropriation. in the scope of work. | Score |Comments
ID# Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 o:;:f
HA10 Urban Woods and Prairies Initiative Moorhead, MN Land col
P X X X X X X X X X X 0
HREO1 Minnesota Trout Unlimited Coldwater Fish Habitat
Enhancement and Restoration, Phase XlI| 7 6 6 6 8 8 7 7 10 6 n
HREO2 DNR Aquatic Habitat Restoration and Enhancement,
Phase IV 8 7 8 5 7 7 7 5 10 5 69
HREO3 St. Louis River Restoration Initiative, Phase VIII
8 8 8 7 8 7 7 5 8 6 72
HREO4 Shell Rock River Habitat Restoration Program, Phase X
8 7 8 8 7 8 7 6 6 6 71
HREO5 Knife River Habitat Rehabilitation, Phase VI
8 7 8 6 6 7 7 6 9 7 71
HREO6 Southeast Wetland Restoration, Phase Il
6 7 7 7 3 6 6 6 6 6 60
HREO7 Sauk River Watershed Habitat Protection & Restoration,
Phase Il 8 8 8 8 8 8 7 7 9 7 78
HREO8 Klondike Clean Water Retention Project, Phase |
8 8 8 7 8 7 6 7 10 8 77
HREO9 Targeted Culvert Replacement to Enhance Fish Passage
7 7 8 4 6 8 6 6 3 5 60
o1 DNR Roving Crews
8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 0 8 72
CPL Conservation Partners Legacy Grant Program, Phase XIII:
Statewide and Metro Habitat 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 80
02 Contract Management 2021
0
03 Restoration Evaluations - ML 2021




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2021 / FY 2022

Name:

Ashley Peters

Due Date:

Thursday, July 16, 2020 by 4 p.m.

Maximum score per request is 100 points. Enter "COI" in the "Total Score" field if not evaluating a proposal due to a conflict of interest.*

Criteria

1. Proposal abstract
provides a clear and
succinct overview of
the proposal activity,
outputs, and
outcomes. Proposal
is clearly written and

2. Proposal
addresses priority
actions and
outcomes of one or
more of the
ecological sections
and is likely to
produce and
demonstrate
significant and
permanent

3. Proposal uses
science-based
targeting that
leverages or expands
corridors and
complexes, reduces
fragmentation or

4. Proposal
addresses habitats
that have significant
value for wildlife
species of greatest
conservation need,

5. Proposal identifies

6. Performance
measures are clearly

9. Proposal includes

10. Proposed budget

ID#

Program Title

adequately conservation legacy |protects areas and/or threatened or |indicator species and |identified, and have a|7. Proposal leverage in funds or |is appropriate to

addresses: Who, and/or habitat identified in the MN |endangered species, |associated quantities |specific plan for outcomes will be 8. Degree of timing/ |other effort to accomplish the

What, Where, When, |outcomes for fish, County Biological and lists targeted this habitat will measuring and maintained over opportunistic supplement any OHF [outcomes described | Total

Why, and How. game and wildlife. Survey. species. typically support. evaluating outcomes. [time. urgency. appropriation. in the scope of work. | Score |Comments
Out of

Max points: 10

10

10

10

10

10

10

10

10

10

100




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2021 / FY 2022

Name: | Tom
Due Date: |Thursday, July 16, 2020 by 4 p.m.
Maximum score per request is 100 points. Enter "COI" in the "Total Score" field if not evaluating a proposal due to a conflict of interest.*
Criteria
2. Proposal
addresses priority
actions and
outcomes of one or
1. Proposal abstract |more of the 3. Proposal uses
provides a clear and |ecological sections  |science-based 4. Proposal
succinct overview of |and is likely to targeting that addresses habitats
the proposal activity, | produce and leverages or expands |that have significant
outputs, and demonstrate corridors and value for wildlife 6. Performance
outcomes. Proposal |significant and complexes, reduces |species of greatest measures are clearly
is clearly written and [permanent fragmentation or conservation need, |5. Proposal identifies |identified, and have 9. Proposal includes |10. Proposed budget
adequately conservation legacy |protects areas and/or threatened or|indicator species and |a specific plan for 7. Proposal leverage in funds or |is appropriate to
addresses: Who, and/or habitat identified in the MN |endangered species, |associated quantities [measuring and outcomes will be 8. Degree of timing/ |other effort to accomplish the
What, Where, When, |outcomes for fish, County Biological and lists targeted this habitat will evaluating maintained over opportunistic | any OHF [outcomes described | Total
Why, and How. game and wildlife.  |Survey. species. typically support. outcomes. time. urgency. appropriation. in the scope of work. | Score |C
Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10|Out of 100
ID# Program Title
PAO1 DNR WMA and SNA Acquisition, Phase XIII
5 5 8 8 5 5} 5 5} 8 8 62
PAO2 Accelerating the Wildlife Management Area Program,
Phase XIll 5 5 5 5 5 5 8 5 5 8 56
PAO3 MN Prairie Recovery Program, Phase X|
5 5 5 5} 5 5} 5 5} 3 5 a8
PAO4 Northern Tallgrass Prairie National Wildlife Refuge, Phase
Xil 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 3 5 a8
PAO5 Cannon River Watershed Habitat Protection and
Restoration Program, Phase X 3 3 S 5 S 3 S 5 S 5 44
PAO6 Accelerated Native Prairie Bank Protection, Phase VIII
5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 3 5 48
PAO7 RIM Buffers for Wildlife and Water, Phase IX
5 5 5 5} 5 5} 5 5} 5 5 50
PAO8 Prairie Chicken Habitat Partnership of the
Southern Red River Valley, Phase VII s 5 S 5 5 5 S 5 S 5 50
PAO9 Accelerating the USFWS Habitat Conservation Easement
Program, Phase Il 3 > 8 > 3 > 3 > 3 > 53
PA10 Martin County WMA Acquisition, Phase V
5 5 5 5 5 5 5 3 3 5 46
PA11 RIM Grassland Reserve, Phase |1l
5 5 5 5} 5 5} 5 5} 0 5 a5
PREOla DNR Grassland, Phase XIIl (with Roving Crew)
5 8 5 5 5 5 5 5 3 5 51
PREO1b DNR Grassland, Phase XIII
5 5 5 5} 5 5} 5 5} 3 5 a8
PREO2 Enhanced Public Land — Grasslands, Phase V
8 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 8 5 56
PREO3 Anoka Sand Plain Habitat Conservation, Phase VII
5 5 5 5} 5 5} 5 5} 8 5 53
FAO1 Southeast Minnesota Protection and Restoration, Phase
X 8 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5 5 5 8 5 56
FA02 Minnesota Forests for the Future, Phase VIII
8 5.0 8.0 5 8.0 5 8 5 5 8 65
FAO3 Camp Ripley Sentinel Landscape ACUB, Phase IX
8 5.0 5 5 5.0 5 8 8 5 8 62
FREOL DNR Forest Enhancement
8 5 5 5} 5 5} 8 8 5 8 62
FREO2 Floodplain Forest Enh - Mississippi River, Phase
v 5 5 8 5 8 5 5 8 5 8 62




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2021 / FY 2022

Name: | Tom
Due Date: |Thursday, July 16, 2020 by 4 p.m.
Maximum score per request is 100 points. Enter "COI" in the "Total Score" field if not evaluating a proposal due to a conflict of interest.*
Criteria
2. Proposal
addresses priority
actions and
outcomes of one or
1. Proposal abstract |more of the 3. Proposal uses
provides a clear and |ecological sections  |science-based 4. Proposal
succinct overview of |and is likely to targeting that addresses habitats
the proposal activity, | produce and leverages or expands |that have significant
outputs, and demonstrate corridors and value for wildlife 6. Performance
outcomes. Proposal |significant and complexes, reduces |species of greatest measures are clearly
is clearly written and [permanent fragmentation or conservation need, |5. Proposal identifies |identified, and have 9. Proposal includes |10. Proposed budget
adequately conservation legacy |protects areas and/or threatened or|indicator species and |a specific plan for 7. Proposal leverage in funds or |is appropriate to
addresses: Who, and/or habitat identified in the MN |endangered species, |associated quantities [measuring and outcomes will be 8. Degree of timing/ |other effort to accomplish the
What, Where, When, |outcomes for fish, County Biological and lists targeted this habitat will evaluating maintained over opportunistic | any OHF [outcomes described | Total
Why, and How. game and wildlife.  |Survey. species. typically support. outcomes. time. urgency. appropriation. in the scope of work. | Score |C
§ Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10|Out of 100
ID# Program Title
FREO3 Moose Habitat Collaborative, Phase IV - NE MN Forest
Habitat Enhancement 3 > 8 > 8 > 3 8 6 8 63
WAO01 Accelerating the Waterfow! Production Area Program,
Phase XIII 5 5 5 8 8 5 5 5 8 8 62
WA02 Shallow Lake & Wetland Protection & Restoration
Program, Phase X 3 > 3 > 3 > 3 > 3 > 50
WAO03 RIM Wetlands, Phase X
5 3 5 5 5 5 5 5 3 5 46
WA04 Wetland Habitat Protection and Restoration Program,
Phase VI 3 5 8 3 5 5} 5 5 8 5 52
WAO05 Wild Rice Shoreland Protection, Phase VII
8 8 5 8 5 5 5 5 3 8 60
WREO1a Accelerated Shallow Lakes and Wetland Enhancements,
Phase Xill (with Roving Habitat Crew) J 8 J J J J J s 3 J e
WREO1b Accelerated Shallow Lakes and Wetland Enhancements,
Phase XIll (without Roving Habitat Crew) 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 3 5 48
WRE02 Living Shallow Lake Enhancement & Wetland Restoration
Initiative, Phase VII 5 8 5 5 5 5 5 5 8 8 E2
HAO1 St. Croix Watershed Habitat Protection and Restoration,
Phase Il 8 8 8 5 5 5 8 8 8 8 71
HA02 Metro Big Rivers, Phase XI
8 8 5 5} 5 5} 5 5 8 8 62
HAO03 Lower Otter Tail River Corridor Habitat Restoration -
Request 1 5 5 5 8 5 5 8 5 5 5 56
HA04 Fisheries Habitat Protection on Strategic North Central
Minnesota Lakes, Phase VII 8 5 S 8 S 5 8 5 S 5 59
HAO0S Mississippi Headwaters Habitat Corridor Project, Phase V
8 8 8 5 5 8 8 8 5 8 71
HAO6 Protecting Minnesota's Lakes of Outstanding Biological
Significance 8 5 5 8 5 8 5 5 8 8 65
HAO7 Riparian Habitat Protection in the Kettle and Snake River
Watersheds 8 8 5 8 8 5 5 5 5 8 65
HA08 MNDNR Trout Stream Conservation Easements
8 5 5 5} 8 5} 5 5 3 5 54
HA09 Targeted RIM Easement and Acquisition to the Parcel
Level Pine and Leech Watersheds, Phase Il 8 8 8 8 5 5 8 8 3 5 66
HA10 Urban Woods and Prairies Initiative Moorhead, MN Land
Acquisition 8 5 5 8 5 5 8 8 8 5 65
HREO1 Minnesota Trout Unlimited Coldwater Fish Habitat
Enhancement and Restoration, Phase XIII 8 5 5 8 5 5 5 5 5 8 59




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2021 / FY 2022

Name: | Tom
Due Date: |Thursday, July 16, 2020 by 4 p.m.
Maximum score per request is 100 points. Enter "COI" in the "Total Score" field if not evaluating a proposal due to a conflict of interest.*
Criteria
2. Proposal
addresses priority
actions and
outcomes of one or
1. Proposal abstract |more of the 3. Proposal uses
provides a clear and |ecological sections  |science-based 4. Proposal
succinct overview of |and is likely to targeting that addresses habitats
the proposal activity, | produce and leverages or expands |that have significant
outputs, and demonstrate corridors and value for wildlife 6. Performance
outcomes. Proposal |significant and complexes, reduces |species of greatest measures are clearly
is clearly written and [permanent fragmentation or conservation need, |5. Proposal identifies |identified, and have 9. Proposal includes |10. Proposed budget
adequately conservation legacy |protects areas and/or threatened or|indicator species and |a specific plan for 7. Proposal leverage in funds or |is appropriate to
addresses: Who, and/or habitat identified in the MN |endangered species, |associated quantities [measuring and outcomes will be 8. Degree of timing/ |other effort to accomplish the
What, Where, When, |outcomes for fish, County Biological and lists targeted this habitat will evaluating maintained over opportunistic | any OHF [outcomes described | Total
Why, and How. game and wildlife.  |Survey. species. typically support. outcomes. time. urgency. appropriation. in the scope of work. | Score |C
Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10|Out of 100
Y] Program Title
HRE02 DNR Aquatic Habitat Restoration and Enhancement,
Phase IV 8 5 8 5 5 8 5 5 8 8 65
HREO3 St. Louis River Restoration Initiative, Phase VIII
8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 80
HREO4 Shell Rock River Habitat Restoration Program, Phase X
5 5 5 5} 5 5} 5 5} 8 5 53
HREO5 Knife River Habitat Rehabilitation, Phase VI
5 5 5 5 5 5 8 5 8 5 56
HREO6 Southeast Wetland Restoration, Phase I
5 5 5 5} 5 5} 8 5} 8 5 56
HREO7 Sauk River Watershed Habitat Protection & Restoration,
Phase Il 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 8 8 5 56
HREO8 Klondike Clean Water Retention Project, Phase |
3 5 5 3 5 5} 5 5} 8 8 52
HRE09 Targeted Culvert Replacement to Enhance Fish Passage
5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 50
01 DNR Roving Crews
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 100 Need to be fully funded
CPL Conservation Partners Legacy Grant Program, Phase XIII:
Statewide and Metro Habitat 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 100 Need to be fully funded
02 Contract Management 2021
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 100 Need to be fully funded
03 Restoration Evaluations - ML 2021
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 100 Need to be fully funded




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2021 / FY 2022

Name:

Ron Schara

Due Date:

Thursday, July 16, 2020 by 4 p.m.

Maximum score per request is 100 points. Enter "COI" in the "Total Score" field if not evaluating a proposal due to a conflict of interest.*

Criteria

1. Proposal abstract
provides a clear and
succinct overview of
the proposal activity,
outputs, and
outcomes. Proposal
is clearly written and

2. Proposal
addresses priority
actions and
outcomes of one or
more of the
ecological sections
and is likely to
produce and
demonstrate
significant and
permanent

3. Proposal uses
science-based
targeting that
leverages or expands
corridors and
complexes, reduces
fragmentation or

4. Proposal
addresses habitats
that have significant
value for wildlife
species of greatest
conservation need,

5. Proposal identifies

6. Performance
measures are clearly

9. Proposal includes

10. Proposed budget

adequately conservation legacy |protects areas and/or threatened or |indicator species and |identified, and have a|7. Proposal leverage in funds or |is appropriate to
addresses: Who, and/or habitat identified in the MN |endangered species, |associated quantities |specific plan for outcomes will be 8. Degree of timing/ |other effort to accomplish the
What, Where, When, |outcomes for fish, County Biological and lists targeted this habitat will measuring and maintained over opportunistic supplement any OHF [outcomes described | Total
Why, and How. game and wildlife. Survey. species. typically support. evaluating outcomes. [time. urgency. appropriation. in the scope of work. | Score |Comments
" . Out of
ID# Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 :0:
PAO1 DNR WMA and SNA Acquisition, Phase Xl
8 8 8 6 6 6 8 6 5 8 69
PAO2 Accelerating the Wildlife Management Area Program,
Phase XIlI 8 8 8 8 6 6 8 6 10 9 77
PAO3 MN Prairie Recovery Program, Phase XI
8 8 8 6 6 6 8 6 3 8 67
PAO4 Northern Tallgrass Prairie National Wildlife Refuge, Phase
Xl 8 8 8 6 6 6 8 6 3 8 67
PAQO5 Cannon River Watershed Habitat Protection and
Restoration Program, Phase X 8 6 6 6 6 6 8 6 3 8 63
PAO6 Accelerated Native Prairie Bank Protection, Phase VIII
8 6 6 6 6 6 8 6 0 5 57
PAO7 RIM Buffers for Wildlife and Water, Phase IX
8 6 6 6 6 5 8 6 0 8 59
PAO8 Prairie Chicken Habitat Partnership of the
Southern Red River Valley, Phase VII 8 6 6 6 8 6 6 6 5 8 65
PAQ9 Accelerating the USFWS Habitat Conservation Easement
Program, Phase IlI 8 8 8 6 8 6 6 6 8 8 72
PA10 Martin County WMA Acquisition, Phase V
8 8 6 8 8 6 6 6 0 8 64
PA11 RIM Grassland Reserve, Phase IlI
8 8 6 8 8 6 6 6 0 8 64
PREO1la DNR Grassland, Phase XlII (with Roving Crew)
8 8 6 8 8 6 6 6 0 8 64
PREO1b DNR Grassland, Phase Xl
8 8 6 8 8 6 6 6 0 8 64
PREO2 Enhanced Public Land — Grasslands, Phase V
8 8 8 8 8 6 6 6 0 8 66
PREO3 Anoka Sand Plain Habitat Conservation, Phase VII
8 8 8 8 8 6 6 6 8 8 74
FAO1 Southeast Minnesota Protection and Restoration, Phase IX
8 6.0 6.0 8.0 8.0 6 6 6 3 8 65




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2021 / FY 2022

Name:

Ron Schara

Due Date:

Thursday, July 16, 2020 by 4 p.m.

Maximum score per request is 100 points. Enter "COI" in the "Total Score" field if not evaluating a proposal due to a conflict of interest.*

Criteria

1. Proposal abstract
provides a clear and
succinct overview of
the proposal activity,
outputs, and
outcomes. Proposal
is clearly written and

2. Proposal
addresses priority
actions and
outcomes of one or
more of the
ecological sections
and is likely to
produce and
demonstrate
significant and
permanent

3. Proposal uses
science-based
targeting that
leverages or expands
corridors and
complexes, reduces
fragmentation or

4. Proposal
addresses habitats
that have significant
value for wildlife
species of greatest
conservation need,

5. Proposal identifies

6. Performance
measures are clearly

9. Proposal includes

10. Proposed budget

adequately conservation legacy |protects areas and/or threatened or |indicator species and |identified, and have a|7. Proposal leverage in funds or |is appropriate to
addresses: Who, and/or habitat identified in the MN |endangered species, |associated quantities |specific plan for outcomes will be 8. Degree of timing/ |other effort to accomplish the
What, Where, When, |outcomes for fish, County Biological and lists targeted this habitat will measuring and maintained over opportunistic supplement any OHF [outcomes described | Total
Why, and How. game and wildlife. Survey. species. typically support. evaluating outcomes. [time. urgency. appropriation. in the scope of work. | Score |Comments
" . Out of
ID# Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 :0:
FAO02 Minnesota Forests for the Future, Phase VIII
8 5.0 5.0 5 5.0 5 7 5 0 5 50
FAO3 Camp Ripley Sentinel Landscape ACUB, Phase IX can't see public value; return on investment??
5 5.0 5 3 3.0 5 5 5 0 5 41
FREO1 DNR Forest Enhancement
8 5 6 5 3 5 5 5 0 5 47
FREO2 Floodplain Forest Enhancement - Mississippi River, Phase
v 8 6 8 5 3 5 5 5 3 8 56
FREO3 Moose Habitat Collaborative, Phase IV - NE MN Forest
Habitat Enhancement 8 5 6 8 5 5 5 5 3 8 58
WAO01 Accelerating the Waterfow! Production Area Program,
Phase XIlI 8 8 8 8 5 5 5 5 10 8 70
WAO02 Shallow Lake & Wetland Protection & Restoration
Program, Phase X 8 8 8 8 5 5 3 5 5 8 63
WAO03 RIM Wetlands, Phase X
8 5 8 5 5 5 5 5 0 8 54
WAO04 Wetland Habitat Protection and Restoration Program,
Phase VI 8 8 8 5 5 5 8 5 0 8 60
WAO05 Wild Rice Shoreland Protection, Phase VII
8 5 8 5 5 5 8 5 0 8 57
WREO1a Accelerated Shallow Lakes and Wetland Enhancements,
Phase XIII (with Roving Habitat Crew) 8 8 9 9 8 6 6 6 0 8 68
WREO1b Accelerated Shallow Lakes and Wetland Enhancements,
Phase XIII (without Roving Habitat Crew) 8 8 9 9 8 6 6 6 0 8 68
WREO02 Living Shallow Lake Enhancement & Wetland Restoration
Initiative, Phase VII 9 9 9 9 8 6 6 6 0 8 70
HAO1 St. Croix Watershed Habitat Protection and Restoration,
Phase Il 9 9 7 5 5 6 8 6 5 8 68
HAO02 Metro Big Rivers, Phase XI confusing plan/ parks and more parks?
6 6 6 5 5 6 8 6 5 8 61
HAO03 Lower Otter Tail River Corridor Habitat Restoration -
8 8 9 9 8 6 8 6 8 8 78

Request 1
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Name:

Ron Schara

Due Date:

Thursday, July 16, 2020 by 4 p.m.

Maximum score per request is 100 points. Enter "COI" in the "Total Score" field if not evaluating a proposal due to a conflict of interest.*

Criteria

1. Proposal abstract
provides a clear and
succinct overview of
the proposal activity,
outputs, and
outcomes. Proposal
is clearly written and

2. Proposal
addresses priority
actions and
outcomes of one or
more of the
ecological sections
and is likely to
produce and
demonstrate
significant and
permanent

3. Proposal uses
science-based
targeting that
leverages or expands
corridors and
complexes, reduces
fragmentation or

4. Proposal
addresses habitats
that have significant
value for wildlife
species of greatest
conservation need,

5. Proposal identifies

6. Performance
measures are clearly

9. Proposal includes

10. Proposed budget

adequately conservation legacy |protects areas and/or threatened or |indicator species and |identified, and have a|7. Proposal leverage in funds or |is appropriate to
addresses: Who, and/or habitat identified in the MN |endangered species, |associated quantities |specific plan for outcomes will be 8. Degree of timing/ |other effort to accomplish the
What, Where, When, |outcomes for fish, County Biological and lists targeted this habitat will measuring and maintained over opportunistic supplement any OHF [outcomes described | Total
Why, and How. game and wildlife. Survey. species. typically support. evaluating outcomes. [time. urgency. appropriation. in the scope of work. | Score |Comments
" . Out of
ID# Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 :0:
HA04 Fisheries Habitat Protection on Strategic North Central
Minnesota Lakes, Phase VIl 9 8 8 9 7 6 8 6 3 8 72
HAO5 Mississippi Headwaters Habitat Corridor Project, Phase V more leverage???
9 9 8 9 8 7 8 6 3 8 75
HAO06 Protecting Minnesota's Lakes of Outstanding Biological
Significance 7 9 8 6 7 6 8 6 5 8 70
HAOQ7 Riparian Habitat Protection in the Kettle and Snake River
Watersheds 7 8 8 8 7 6 8 6 0 8 66
HA08 MNDNR Trout Stream Conservation Easements habitat or access??
7 9 7 6 6 6 8 6 0 8 63
HAO09 Targeted RIM Easement and Acquisition to the Parcel
Level Pine and Leech Watersheds, Phase Il 7 7 7 6 6 6 8 6 0 8 61
HA10 Urban Woods and Prairies Initiative Moorhead, MN Land this a park?
Acquisition 5 5 5 5 3 5 8 3 3 5 47
HREO1 Minnesota Trout Unlimited Coldwater Fish Habitat design issues solved, settled??
Enhancement and Restoration, Phase XlI| 8 7 7 8 7 6 8 6 8 8 73
HREO2 DNR Aquatic Habitat Restoration and Enhancement,
Phase IV 8 8 8 6 6 8 8 6 10 8 76
HREO3 St. Louis River Restoration Initiative, Phase VIII
8 6 8 6 6 6 8 6 5 8 67
HREO4 Shell Rock River Habitat Restoration Program, Phase X more leverage???
8 7 8 7 6 6 8 6 3 8 67
HREO5 Knife River Habitat Rehabilitation, Phase VI
8 8 6 8 6 6 8 6 5 8 69
HREO6 Southeast Wetland Restoration, Phase Il
5 5 6 8 6 6 8 6 7 8 65
is this
HREO7 Sauk River Watershed Habitat Protection & Restoration,
Phase Il 8 6 8 8 7 6 8 6 7 8 72
HREO8 Klondike Clean Water Retention Project, Phase |
8 7 8 8 8 6 8 8 10 8 79
HREO9 Targeted Culvert Replacement to Enhance Fish Passage
8 6 6 8 8 6 8 6 3 8 67




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2021 / FY 2022

Name:

Ron Schara

Due Date:

Thursday, July 16, 2020 by 4 p.m.

Maximum score per request is 100 points. Enter "COI" in the "Total Score" field if not evaluating a proposal due to a conflict of interest.*

Criteria

1. Proposal abstract
provides a clear and
succinct overview of
the proposal activity,
outputs, and
outcomes. Proposal
is clearly written and

2. Proposal
addresses priority
actions and
outcomes of one or
more of the
ecological sections
and is likely to
produce and
demonstrate
significant and
permanent

3. Proposal uses
science-based
targeting that
leverages or expands
corridors and
complexes, reduces
fragmentation or

4. Proposal
addresses habitats
that have significant
value for wildlife
species of greatest
conservation need,

5. Proposal identifies

6. Performance
measures are clearly

9. Proposal includes

10. Proposed budget

adequately conservation legacy |protects areas and/or threatened or |indicator species and |identified, and have a|7. Proposal leverage in funds or |is appropriate to
addresses: Who, and/or habitat identified in the MN |endangered species, |associated quantities |specific plan for outcomes will be 8. Degree of timing/ |other effort to accomplish the
What, Where, When, |outcomes for fish, County Biological and lists targeted this habitat will measuring and maintained over opportunistic supplement any OHF [outcomes described | Total
Why, and How. game and wildlife. Survey. species. typically support. evaluating outcomes. [time. urgency. appropriation. in the scope of work. | Score |Comments
. . Out of
ID# Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 :0 0
o1 DNR Roving Crews
8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 80
CPL Conservation Partners Legacy Grant Program, Phase XIII:
Statewide and Metro Habitat 0
02 Contract Management 2021
0
03 Restoration Evaluations - ML 2021




Jamie Swenson

Criteria

1. Proposal abstract

2. Proposal addresses

3. Proposal uses
science-based

4. Proposal addresses

10. Proposed

provides a clear and priority actions and targeting that habitats that have 5. Proposal |6. Performance budget is
succinct overview of  |outcomes of one or more of |leverages or expands |significant value for  [identifies measures are 9. Proposal appropriate
the proposal activity, [the ecological sections and |corridors and wildlife species of indicator clearly 7. includes to
outputs, and is likely to produce and complexes, reduces |greatest conservation |species and |identified, and |Proposal leverage in accomplish
outcomes. Proposal is [demonstrate significant and |fragmentation or need, and/or associated |have a specific |outcome |8. Degree |funds or other [the
clearly written and permanent conservation protects areas threatened or quantities  [plan for s will be |of timing/|effort to outcomes
adequately addresses: |legacy and/or habitat identified in the MN |endangered species, |this habitat |measuring and [maintain [opportuni|supplement [described in
Who, What, Where, outcomes for fish, game and|County Biological and lists targeted will typically |evaluating ed over |[stic any OHF the scope of Total
When, Why, and How. |wildlife. Survey. species. support. outcomes. time. urgency. |appropriation. [work. Score |[Comments
. . Out of
ID# Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 | 10 10 10 iy
PAO1 DNR WMA and SNA Acquisition Phase XllI Q1: The Proposal's Need cites the counties with less than 2% public ownership and the Prairie Plan. Support the
7
acquisitions where this is true - southern MN counties. This does not include Chsago or Crow Wing according to the state
land ownership maps or Prairie Core Areas in the Prairie Plan.
9 9 9 9 9 7 7 5 0 8 72 Q2: From the proposal, why have the total acres has been lower in the last three yrs compared to previous, especially
when the appropriations have gone up?
Q3: Why no leverage compared to previous years?
PAO2 Accelerating the Wildlife Management Area
10 9 9 9 9 9 7 6 8 8 84
Program, Phase XIII
PAO3 MN Prairie Recovery Program Phase Xl Q: Mentions the project is scalable with a proportional reduction in on-the-ground accomplishments. Current fund
7
request is split for protection vs enhancement/restoration. Historically funds have been split, but ML18 & ML19 show
8 9 9 9 9 9 8 6 5 8 80 more funds allocated to "Enhance" vs "Protect" - will more funding go towards R&E like the last few years or go back to
the historical proportional split?
PAO4 Northern Tallgrass Prairie National Wildlife
Refuge, Phase Xl 8 8 8 7 10 8 7 5 4 8 73
PAO5 Cannon River Watershed Habitat Protection and
Restoration Program, Phase X 3 & & U & & z 9 . 3 72
PAO6 Accelerated Native Prairie Bank Protection Q: Why doesn’t the proposal include county locations? Parcel list references map, nothing provided.
’ 9 9 8 8 8 6 7 7 0 6 68
Phase VIl
PAO7 RIM Buffers for Wildlife and Water, Phase IX
Q: Previous funding had match/timing urgency. Does that urgency still exist for RIM?
8 8 7 8 9 8 8 7 0 6 69 Explain in greater detail the changes in allocation within the proposal from previous phases regarding funding riparian
buffers in support of the Buffer Law and instead expanding into larger, non-buffer areas. Percent funding allocated to
Buffers vs Non-Buffer? Does the "Enhances MN Buffer Law" expand funding for buffers on waters not required to have a
buffer in the Buffer Law (ie. Private Ditch), or non-buffer areas?
PAOS Prairie Chicken Habitat partnership of the Q: Has anyone, or is it possible, to analyzed data and created a map for breeding prairie grouse similar to the USFWS
Southern Red River Valley, Phase VI 8 9 8 9 9 9 8 9 7 8 84 |["thundermap" for mallards to identify habitat needs?
’
PAO9 Accelerating the USFWS Habitat Conservation Appreciate the public-private partnership innovation since so much land in the prairie area is private. Great and
h innovative way to preserve habitat and maintain outcomes over time. A WIN-WIN-WIN
Easement Program, Phase IlI 9 9 10 9 9 8 10 8 6 8 86 Q: Is the leverage a percent match or lump sum regardless of funding amount?
PA10 Martin County WMA Acquisition Phase V Q: What is the percent of expired CRP contracts that don’t re-enroll that this proposal is looking to capture?
’
7 7 7 7 8 7 7 5 0 6 61
PA11 RIM Grassland Reserve, Phase | Q: Previous funding had match/timing urgency. Does that urgency still exist for RIM?
8 7 8 7 8 8 8 8 0 6 68
PREO1a DNR Grassland. Phase XllI (With Roving Crew) Q1: Previous funding from Game & Fish, Dedicated Accounts (Duck Stamp, Pheasant Stamp, etc, and Heritage
’
Enhancement Acct. What percentage of this funding request is supplanting?
Q2: Explain in greater detail how, "this request is part of a larger effort...multiple partners worked together to submit a
7 7 7 8 9 6 7 6 0 8 65 State Acre For Wildlife Enhancement to FSA to boost CRP acres in MN."

What percent of public grasslands are being grazed? Public-private partnership opportunity? BLM Model?




Jamie Swenson

Criteria

1. Proposal abstract

2. Proposal addresses

3. Proposal uses
science-based

4. Proposal addresses

10. Proposed

provides a clear and priority actions and targeting that habitats that have 5. Proposal |6. Performance budget is
succinct overview of  |outcomes of one or more of |leverages or expands |significant value for  [identifies measures are 9. Proposal appropriate
the proposal activity, [the ecological sections and |corridors and wildlife species of indicator clearly 7. includes to
outputs, and is likely to produce and complexes, reduces |greatest conservation |species and |identified, and |Proposal leverage in accomplish
outcomes. Proposal is [demonstrate significant and |fragmentation or need, and/or associated |have a specific |outcome |8. Degree |funds or other [the
clearly written and permanent conservation protects areas threatened or quantities  [plan for s will be |of timing/|effort to outcomes
adequately addresses: |legacy and/or habitat identified in the MN |endangered species, |this habitat |measuring and [maintain [opportuni|supplement [described in
Who, What, Where, outcomes for fish, game and|County Biological and lists targeted will typically |evaluating ed over |[stic any OHF the scope of Total
When, Why, and How. |wildlife. Survey. species. support. outcomes. time. urgency. |appropriation. [work. Score |[Comments
. . Out of
ID# Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 | 10 10 10 iy
PREO1b DNR Grassland, Phase XllI (without roving crew) Q1: Program, output table of acres and parcels are the same with and without the roving crew. Difficult to understand the
7
7 7 7 8 9 6 7 6 0 8 65 |program leftover as a stand-alone proposal if roving crews are funded in a separate proposal. Why fund this proposal if
funding the O1 proposal?
PREO2 Enhanced Public Land — Grasslands, Phase V
9 8 8 8 9 7 8 7 5 9 78
PREO3 Anoka Sand Plain Habitat Conservation, Phase Great explanation of how this proposal is tied to other funds.
’
VI Q: What portion of the proposal cover the ACD's Rare Plant Rescue Program? If funded by LCCMR, what's the plan for this
9 8 9 10 9 7 6 7 4 7 76 |proposal?
FAO1 Southeast Minnesota Protection and Q: The proposal mentions federal funds as a match, but lists this as "leverage" and doesn’t include federal match amounts
. in the table. Is this a typo or are there federal funds as a leverage also?
Restoration, Phase IX 3 8 8 8 8 8 8 > 1 6 69
FAO2 Minnesota Forests for the Future, Phase VIII Q: Previous funding came from the Wild Turkey Federation and Minnesota Deer Hunters. Why no leverage from these
’
7 7 7 7 8 7 8 6 1 6 64 |partners?
This proposal is very broad. Easier to see value and "move the needle" if focused on specific outcomes, ie. permanent
FAO3 Camp Ripley Sentinel Landsca pe ACUB. Phase IX Q: Similar to previous proposals, this proposal indicates DOD leverage from the REPI program, but doesn’t provide a
’
9 8 8 7 8 7 8 7 8 7 77 leverage amount. Confirm this proposal also includes the DOD leverage similar to previous proposals.
FREO1 DNR Forest Enhancement Q: Previous funding from Game & Fish, Dedicated Accounts, Heritage Enhancement. What percent of this proposal is
6 8 7 10 8 7 6 6 0 7 65 [supplanting?
FREO2 Flood pIain Forest Enhancement - Mississippi Q1: Table shows 3,445 acres, but measure of success/outcome is 1,000 acres. What is the measurement of success for the
. 6 6 5 5 6 7 6 3 6 3 53 other 2,445 acres?
River, Phase IV Q2: What is the assumed survival rate of tree plantings to achieve 4.5 ft height?
FREO3 Moose Habitat Collaborative, Phase IV - NE MN Q: Scientific approach to target areas: Proposal mentions focus on the "moose range." With such a steep decline in known
’ . . . I .
. 9 9 8 10 8 8 7 9 4 8 80 [moose population, is there data to focus on known moose populations and target these specific areas for habitat
Forest Habitat Enhancement enhancements, or no?
WAO01 Accelerating the Waterfowl Production Area
7 9 10 8 9 8 8 8 9 8 84

Program, Phase XIlI




Jamie Swenson

Criteria

1. Proposal abstract

2. Proposal addresses

3. Proposal uses
science-based

4. Proposal addresses

10. Proposed

provides a clear and priority actions and targeting that habitats that have 5. Proposal |6. Performance budget is
succinct overview of  |outcomes of one or more of |leverages or expands |significant value for  [identifies measures are 9. Proposal appropriate
the proposal activity, [the ecological sections and |corridors and wildlife species of indicator clearly 7. includes to
outputs, and is likely to produce and complexes, reduces |greatest conservation |species and |identified, and |Proposal leverage in accomplish
outcomes. Proposal is [demonstrate significant and |fragmentation or need, and/or associated |have a specific |outcome |8. Degree |funds or other [the
clearly written and permanent conservation protects areas threatened or quantities  [plan for s will be |of timing/|effort to outcomes
adequately addresses: |legacy and/or habitat identified in the MN |endangered species, |this habitat |measuring and [maintain [opportuni|supplement [described in
Who, What, Where, outcomes for fish, game and|County Biological and lists targeted will typically |evaluating ed over |[stic any OHF the scope of Total
When, Why, and How. |wildlife. Survey. species. support. outcomes. time. urgency. |appropriation. [work. Score |[Comments
. . Out of
ID# Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 | 10 10 10 iy
WAO02 Shallow Lake & Wetland Protection & Q: Are we seeing an increase in urgency due to increased ag drainage activity in the last decade?
Restoration Program, Phase X ° o = s s i E & & E 82
WAO3 RIM Wetlands, Phase X Q: Previous funding had match/timing urgency. Does that urgency still exist for RIM?
7 7 8 8 8 8 8 7 0 3 64
WAO04 Wetland Habitat Protection and Restoration Q: With this proposal being an easement acquisition program, are there working land components part of the
p Ph Vi "comprehensive management plans" that are developed for the easement areas?
rogram, ase
7 8 8 8 9 8 8 8 1 8 73
WAO5 Wild Rice Shoreland Protection, Phase VII
9 9 8 9 9 8 9 9 0 8 78
WREO1a Accelerated Shallow Lakes and Wetland Q: how much is allocated to the ten wetland enhancement projects on 2,170 acres and how much on the other nine
. . . projects?
Enhancements, Phase XlII (with Roving Habitat 7 i 7 i & i 7 i v 7 64
(o )
WREO1b Accelerated Shallow Lakes and Wetland
Enhancements, Phase XIII (without Roving 7 7 7 7 8 7 7 7 0 7 64
[P P ) \
WREQ2 Living Shallow Lake Enhancement & Wetland
Restoration Initiative, Phase VII e s c s s = & u . & 83
HAO01 St. Croix Watershed Habitat Protection and
Restoration, Phase Il 8 6 8 7 7 6 3 > 1 8 65
HAO2 Metro Big Rivers, Phase Xl
8 7 8 7 7 7 7 5 5 4 65
HAO3 Lower Otter Tail River Corridor Habitat Q: The DNR's HREO2 project includes the Otter Tail River dam removal. How does this align with this project?
Restoration - Request 1 d 3 7 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 81
HAO04 Fisheries Habitat Protection on Strategic North
Central Minnesota Lakes, Phase VII ° o = - i s ° s & 7 84
HAO05 Mississippi Headwaters Habitat Corridor Project,
8 8 8 9 6 7 8 5 4 8 71

Phase V




Jamie Swenson

Criteria

1. Proposal abstract

2. Proposal addresses

3. Proposal uses
science-based

4. Proposal addresses

10. Proposed

provides a clear and priority actions and targeting that habitats that have 5. Proposal |6. Performance budget is
succinct overview of  |outcomes of one or more of |leverages or expands |significant value for  [identifies measures are 9. Proposal appropriate
the proposal activity, [the ecological sections and |corridors and wildlife species of indicator clearly 7. includes to
outputs, and is likely to produce and complexes, reduces |greatest conservation |species and |identified, and |Proposal leverage in accomplish
outcomes. Proposal is [demonstrate significant and |fragmentation or need, and/or associated |have a specific |outcome |8. Degree |funds or other [the
clearly written and permanent conservation protects areas threatened or quantities  [plan for swill be [of timing/|effort to outcomes
adequately addresses: |legacy and/or habitat identified in the MN |endangered species, |this habitat |measuring and [maintain [opportuni|supplement [described in
Who, What, Where, outcomes for fish, game and|County Biological and lists targeted will typically |evaluating ed over |[stic any OHF the scope of Total
When, Why, and How. |wildlife. Survey. species. support. outcomes. time. urgency. |appropriation. [work. Score |[Comments
. . Out of
ID# Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 | 10 10 10 iy
HAO6 Protecting Minnesota's Lakes of outstanding Q1: In discussing the state's lake priorities, the proposal mentions "a major gap in protection exists" and that this program
. . e "addresses the noted protection gap" can you elaborate what plans/reports identify this gap?
Biological Significance . : - . : ; ;
Q2: Does this program replace the Critical Shorelands Program? Is this a phased project? Elaborate on what is considered
success of this program.
9 5 8 8 8 7 8 7 1 6 67 |Q3: 10% of 407 lakes is 40 lakes. No counties or parcel information included with the proposal. Only a map of the previous
Critical Shorelands Program area footprint. Elaborate on location information to determine overlap with wild rice and
cisco/tullibee programs.
HAO07 Riparian Habitat Protection in the Kettle and
Snake River Watersheds 7 7 8 8 7 8 8 8 0 7 68
HAO8 MNDNR Trout Stream Conservation Easements Q: Where are project partners and leverage?
7 7 7 7 5 5 8 7 0 7 60
HA09 Targeted RIM Easement and Acquisition to the
Parcel Level Pine and Leech Watersheds, Phase 3 8 3 8 8 3 8 8 0 8 75
11
HA10 Urban Woods and Prairies Initiative Moorhead Q1: There are three phases of the project over a 5-year establishment period. Will there be future proposals or is this the
7’
d . only proposal to LSOHC for the acquisition component? Will the remainder be funded by CPL only?
MN Lan ACQUISItIOI’l 8 5 4 4 6 8 8 9 9 8 69 Q2: Elaborate on how this is scalable.
Q3: What is all included in professional service line?
HREO1 Minnesota Trout Unlimited Coldwater Fish
Habitat Enhancement and Restoration, Phase / ? ° ? 4 7 8 7 6 > 71
AVARN]
HREO2 DNR Aquatic Habitat Restoration and Q: How does this proposal and HAO3 align?
Enhancement, Phase IV u & 7 & g & . g = u 74
HREO3 St. Louis River Restoration Initiative, Phase VIII Q: Does this proposal include Mud Lake E and W or both? Supporting map shows Mud Lake East resto already underway?
. 7’
6 8 8 8 7 7 8 8 5 6 71
HREO4 Shell Rock River Habitat Restoration Program,
Phase X 7 6 7 7 7 7 8 5 5 7 66
HREO5 Knife River Habitat Rehabilitation, Phase VI
5 8 8 9 8 8 7 5 4 7 69
HREO6 Southeast Wetland Restoration, Phase Il
6 5 6 6 5 5 7 4 8 2 54 |Q1: What percent of this project and personnel costs are supplanting from City's stormwater program?
Q2: Where are project partners to support urgency and importance in region for this one city stormwater project?
HREO7 Sauk River Watershed Habitat Protection &
8 7 7 7 8 7 7 5 4 7 67

Restoration, Phase Il




Jamie Swenson

Criteria

1. Proposal abstract

2. Proposal addresses

3. Proposal uses
science-based

4. Proposal addresses

10. Proposed

provides a clear and priority actions and targeting that habitats that have 5. Proposal |6. Performance budget is
succinct overview of  |outcomes of one or more of |leverages or expands |significant value for  [identifies measures are 9. Proposal appropriate
the proposal activity, [the ecological sections and |corridors and wildlife species of indicator clearly 7. includes to
outputs, and is likely to produce and complexes, reduces |greatest conservation |species and |identified, and |Proposal leverage in accomplish
outcomes. Proposal is [demonstrate significant and |fragmentation or need, and/or associated |have a specific |outcome |8. Degree |funds or other [the
clearly written and permanent conservation protects areas threatened or quantities  [plan for s will be |of timing/|effort to outcomes
adequately addresses: |legacy and/or habitat identified in the MN |endangered species, |this habitat |measuring and [maintain [opportuni|supplement [described in
Who, What, Where, outcomes for fish, game and|County Biological and lists targeted will typically |evaluating ed over |[stic any OHF the scope of Total
When, Why, and How. |wildlife. Survey. species. support. outcomes. time. urgency. |appropriation. [work. Score |[Comments
. . Out of
ID# Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 100
HREO8 Klondike Clean Water Retention Project, Phase |
8 8 7 7 6 6 7 9 10 8 76
HREO9 Targeted Culvert Replacement to Enhance Fish
Passa ge 8 7 7 7 5 5 8 4 4 8 63
01 DNR Roving Crews
One proposal for roving crew restoration work make sense, whether the acres are prairie, wetland, or forest resto or
enhancement can be tracked on the reporting side. Also a return of future/unspent funds from previous years, to be
recommended for reappropriation. Lets simplify this for everyone.
Q1: in total, how many roving crew FTE have been funded for FY 2022 and beyond from previous funding OHF? other
sources?
Q2: Clearly explain the pricing and resource difference between the five proposals to clarify the math:
Roving Crew costs:
PREO1a is 6 FTE for 5 years for $2,467,500 (ave 82,250/FTE/yr). 21.5k ac PE
WREO1a is 2 FTE for 5 years for $701,000 (ave $70,100/FTE/yr) 2.5k ac WE
8 9 7 8 7 5 7 8 0 9 68 [combined: 8 FTE for 5 years for $3,168,500 (ave $79,213/FTE/yr), 24k acres total (ave $132/ac)
Difference between PREO1a & b: $4,005,100.
Difference between WREO1a & b: 1,104,000.
Total: $5,109,100
However;
OH-1 is 34 FTE for 2 years for $5,549,000 (ave $81,603/FTE/yr). 9k ac WE, 4k ac PR+39,600ac PE, 3.5k ac FE, 56.1k acres
total. (ave $99/ac)
Q3: If OH-1 simply pulls out the roving crews from the other two proposals, why wouldn't the OH-1 proposal equal 8 FTE
for 5 yrs for $3,168,500? Why an extra 25 FTE over only 2 yrs of funding?
Q4: If OH-1 isn't funded and PREOla & WREO1a is funded instead, then what is the current and future funding source for
the other 25 FTE for 2022+?
CPL Conservation Partners Legacy Grant Program,
Phase XllI: Statewide and Metro Habitat ° 10 ° ? 8 8 ° ? 6 ° 86
02 Contract Management 2021
03 Restoration Evaluations - ML 2021




Jamie Swenson

Criteria

1. Proposal abstract

2. Proposal addresses

3. Proposal uses
science-based

4. Proposal addresses

10. Proposed

provides a clear and priority actions and targeting that habitats that have 5. Proposal |6. Performance budget is

succinct overview of  |outcomes of one or more of |leverages or expands |significant value for  [identifies measures are 9. Proposal appropriate

the proposal activity, [the ecological sections and |corridors and wildlife species of indicator clearly 7. includes to

outputs, and is likely to produce and complexes, reduces |greatest conservation |species and |identified, and |Proposal leverage in accomplish

outcomes. Proposal is [demonstrate significant and |fragmentation or need, and/or associated |have a specific |outcome |8. Degree |funds or other [the

clearly written and permanent conservation protects areas threatened or quantities  [plan for s will be |of timing/|effort to outcomes

adequately addresses: |legacy and/or habitat identified in the MN |endangered species, |this habitat |measuring and [maintain [opportuni|supplement [described in

Who, What, Where, outcomes for fish, game and|County Biological and lists targeted will typically |evaluating ed over |[stic any OHF the scope of Total

When, Why, and How. |wildlife. Survey. species. support. outcomes. time. urgency. |appropriation. [work. Score |[Comments
ID# Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 | 10 10 10 |9t

100
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Criteria

1. Proposal abstract
provides a clear and
succinct overview of
the proposal activity,
outputs, and
outcomes. Proposal
is clearly written and

2. Proposal
addresses priority
actions and
outcomes of one or
more of the
ecological sections
and is likely to
produce and
demonstrate
significant and
permanent

3. Proposal uses
science-based
targeting that
leverages or expands
corridors and
complexes, reduces
fragmentation or

4. Proposal
addresses habitats
that have significant
value for wildlife
species of greatest
conservation need,

5. Proposal identifies

6. Performance
measures are clearly

9. Proposal includes

10. Proposed budget

adequately conservation legacy |protects areas and/or threatened or |indicator species and |identified, and have a|7. Proposal leverage in funds or |is appropriate to
addresses: Who, and/or habitat identified in the MN |endangered species, |associated quantities |specific plan for outcomes will be 8. Degree of timing/ |other effort to accomplish the
What, Where, When, |outcomes for fish, County Biological and lists targeted this habitat will measuring and maintained over opportunistic supplement any OHF [outcomes described | Total
Why, and How. game and wildlife. Survey. species. typically support. evaluating outcomes. [time. urgency. appropriation. in the scope of work. | Score |Comments
" . Out of
ID# Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 :0:
PAO1 DNR WMA and SNA Acquisition, Phase Xl
7 8 8 8 6 6 6 6 4 5 64
PAO2 Accelerating the Wildlife Management Area Program,
Phase XIlI 7 7 6 6 7 7 6 6 4 5 61
PAO3 MN Prairie Recovery Program, Phase XI
7 6 7 7 7 8 7 6 3 5 63
PAO4 Northern Tallgrass Prairie National Wildlife Refuge, Phase
Xl 7 8 7 7 6 6 7 6 4 5 63
PAQO5 Cannon River Watershed Habitat Protection and
Restoration Program, Phase X 6 7 6 6 7 6 7 6 5 4
PAO6 Accelerated Native Prairie Bank Protection, Phase VIII
6 5 7 5 5 6 5 5 0 5 49
PAO7 RIM Buffers for Wildlife and Water, Phase IX
6 7 6 6 5 6 5 5 0 5 51
PAO8 Prairie Chicken Habitat Partnership of the
Southern Red River Valley, Phase VII 6 6 6 5 6 6 5 6 7 5 58
PAQ9 Accelerating the USFWS Habitat Conservation Easement
Program, Phase IlI 9 8 9 8 7 7 8 7 6 5 74
PA10 Martin County WMA Acquisition, Phase V
6 7 6 7 6 6 7 7 0 5 57
PA11 RIM Grassland Reserve, Phase IlI
6 7 8 7 6 6 6 7 0 5 58
PREO1la DNR Grassland, Phase XlII (with Roving Crew)
7 7 8 7 7 7 6 6 0 5 60
PREO1b DNR Grassland, Phase Xl
6 6 7 6 6 6 7 6 0 5 55
PREO2 Enhanced Public Land — Grasslands, Phase V
6 6 6 7 7 6 6 6 2 5 57
PREO3 Anoka Sand Plain Habitat Conservation, Phase VII
6 6 7 7 6 7 7 6 1 5 58
FAO1 Southeast Minnesota Protection and Restoration, Phase IX
6 6.0 5.0 6.0 5.0 6 6 7 1 5 53
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Criteria

1. Proposal abstract
provides a clear and
succinct overview of
the proposal activity,
outputs, and
outcomes. Proposal
is clearly written and

2. Proposal
addresses priority
actions and
outcomes of one or
more of the
ecological sections
and is likely to
produce and
demonstrate
significant and
permanent

3. Proposal uses
science-based
targeting that
leverages or expands
corridors and
complexes, reduces
fragmentation or

4. Proposal
addresses habitats
that have significant
value for wildlife
species of greatest
conservation need,

5. Proposal identifies

6. Performance
measures are clearly

9. Proposal includes

10. Proposed budget

adequately conservation legacy |protects areas and/or threatened or |indicator species and |identified, and have a|7. Proposal leverage in funds or |is appropriate to
addresses: Who, and/or habitat identified in the MN |endangered species, |associated quantities |specific plan for outcomes will be 8. Degree of timing/ |other effort to accomplish the
What, Where, When, |outcomes for fish, County Biological and lists targeted this habitat will measuring and maintained over opportunistic supplement any OHF [outcomes described | Total
Why, and How. game and wildlife. Survey. species. typically support. evaluating outcomes. [time. urgency. appropriation. in the scope of work. | Score |Comments
" . Out of
ID# Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 :0:
FAO02 Minnesota Forests for the Future, Phase VIII
8 7.0 8.0 7 7.0 8 8 7 2 7 69
FAO3 Camp Ripley Sentinel Landscape ACUB, Phase IX
6 6.0 7 6 6.0 6 6 6 0 5 54
FREO1 DNR Forest Enhancement
8 8 7 8 8 7 7 8 0 7 68
FREO2 Floodplain Forest Enhancement - Mississippi River, Phase
v 8 9 8 7 7 8 7 8 2 5 69
FREO3 Moose Habitat Collaborative, Phase IV - NE MN Forest
Habitat Enhancement 8 8 7 7 8 7 7 8 3 7 70
WAO01 Accelerating the Waterfow! Production Area Program,
6 7 7 6 7 6 5 7 6 6 63

Phase Xl
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Thursday, July 16, 2020 by 4 p.m.

Maximum score per request is 100 points. Enter "COI" in the "Total Score" field if not evaluating a proposal due to a conflict of interest.*

Criteria

1. Proposal abstract
provides a clear and
succinct overview of
the proposal activity,
outputs, and
outcomes. Proposal
is clearly written and

2. Proposal
addresses priority
actions and
outcomes of one or
more of the
ecological sections
and is likely to
produce and
demonstrate
significant and
permanent

3. Proposal uses
science-based
targeting that
leverages or expands
corridors and
complexes, reduces
fragmentation or

4. Proposal
addresses habitats
that have significant
value for wildlife
species of greatest
conservation need,

5. Proposal identifies

6. Performance
measures are clearly

9. Proposal includes

10. Proposed budget

adequately conservation legacy |protects areas and/or threatened or |indicator species and |identified, and have a|7. Proposal leverage in funds or |is appropriate to
addresses: Who, and/or habitat identified in the MN |endangered species, |associated quantities |specific plan for outcomes will be 8. Degree of timing/ |other effort to accomplish the
What, Where, When, |outcomes for fish, County Biological and lists targeted this habitat will measuring and maintained over opportunistic supplement any OHF [outcomes described | Total
Why, and How. game and wildlife. Survey. species. typically support. evaluating outcomes. [time. urgency. appropriation. in the scope of work. | Score |Comments
" . Out of
ID# Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 :0:
WAO02 Shallow Lake & Wetland Protection & Restoration
Program, Phase X 8 9 8 7 8 8 7 8 4 7 7
WAO03 RIM Wetlands, Phase X
6 6 7 6 7 6 7 7 0 7 59
WAO04 Wetland Habitat Protection and Restoration Program,
Phase VI 6 6 7 6 7 6 7 7 4 6 62
WAO5 Wild Rice Shoreland Protection, Phase VII
6 7 6 6 6 7 6 7 0 5 56
WREO1a Accelerated Shallow Lakes and Wetland Enhancements,
Phase XIII (with Roving Habitat Crew) 6 6 5 6 6 6 5 6 0 5 51
WREO1b Accelerated Shallow Lakes and Wetland Enhancements,
Phase XIII (without Roving Habitat Crew) 6 6 5 5 6 7 5 5 0 5 50
WREO02 Living Shallow Lake Enhancement & Wetland Restoration
Initiative, Phase VII 8 8 9 7 8 7 8 8 3 7 73
HAO1 St. Croix Watershed Habitat Protection and Restoration,
Phase Il 6 6 7 6 6 6 5 4 5 51
HAO02 Metro Big Rivers, Phase XI
6 7 6 7 7 6 7 5 6 5 62
HAO3 Lower Otter Tail River Corridor Habitat Restoration -
Request 1 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 4 7 67
HA04 Fisheries Habitat Protection on Strategic North Central
Minnesota Lakes, Phase VIl 6 6 7 6 6 7 6 6 3 6 59
HAO5 Mississippi Headwaters Habitat Corridor Project, Phase V
6 6 7 6 6 6 7 7 3 6 60
HAO06 Protecting Minnesota's Lakes of Outstanding Biological
S 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 5 7 68
HAOQ7 Riparian Habitat Protection in the Kettle and Snake River
Watersheds 6 7 6 6 6 5 5 6 0 5 52
HA08 MNDNR Trout Stream Conservation Easements
7 7 7 7 7 5 6 6 0 5 57
HAO09 Targeted RIM Easement and Acquisition to the Parcel
6 6 7 6 6 6 7 6 0 5 55

Level Pine and Leech Watersheds, Phase Il
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Criteria

1. Proposal abstract
provides a clear and
succinct overview of
the proposal activity,
outputs, and
outcomes. Proposal
is clearly written and

2. Proposal
addresses priority
actions and
outcomes of one or
more of the
ecological sections
and is likely to
produce and
demonstrate
significant and
permanent

3. Proposal uses
science-based
targeting that
leverages or expands
corridors and
complexes, reduces
fragmentation or

4. Proposal
addresses habitats
that have significant
value for wildlife
species of greatest
conservation need,

5. Proposal identifies

6. Performance
measures are clearly

9. Proposal includes

10. Proposed budget

adequately conservation legacy |protects areas and/or threatened or |indicator species and |identified, and have a|7. Proposal leverage in funds or |is appropriate to
addresses: Who, and/or habitat identified in the MN |endangered species, |associated quantities |specific plan for outcomes will be 8. Degree of timing/ |other effort to accomplish the
What, Where, When, |outcomes for fish, County Biological and lists targeted this habitat will measuring and maintained over opportunistic supplement any OHF [outcomes described | Total
Why, and How. game and wildlife. Survey. species. typically support. evaluating outcomes. [time. urgency. appropriation. in the scope of work. | Score |Comments
y . Out of
ID# Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 :00
HA10 Urban Woods and Prairies Initiative Moorhead, MN Land
Acquisition 5 4 5 5 4 5 5 5 2 5 45
HREO1 Minnesota Trout Unlimited Coldwater Fish Habitat
Enhancement and Restoration, Phase XlI| 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 7 6 61
HREO2 DNR Aquatic Habitat Restoration and Enhancement,
Phase IV 7 7 7 6 7 7 7 6 9 6 69
HREO3 St. Louis River Restoration Initiative, Phase VIII
6 6 6 7 6 6 7 6 3 6 59
HREO4 Shell Rock River Habitat Restoration Program, Phase X
6 6 7 7 6 6 6 7 3 6 60
HREO5 Knife River Habitat Rehabilitation, Phase VI
6 6 6 7 6 6 7 6 4 5 59
HREO6 Southeast Wetland Restoration, Phase Il
6 6 7 6 5 6 7 6 7 5 61
HREO7 Sauk River Watershed Habitat Protection & Restoration,
Phase Il 6 6 6 6 6 6 7 7 4 5 59
HREO8 Klondike Clean Water Retention Project, Phase |
7 8 7 6 7 6 7 7 10 6 71
HREO9 Targeted Culvert Replacement to Enhance Fish Passage
6 7 7 6 6 7 6 7 2 5 59
o1 DNR Roving Crews
6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 0 6 54
CPL Conservation Partners Legacy Grant Program, Phase XIII:
Statewide and Metro Habitat 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 2 6 56
02 Contract Management 2021
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 0 10 920
03 Restoration Evaluations - ML 2021
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 0 10 90
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1. Proposal abstract
provides a clear and
succinct overview of
the proposal activity,
outputs, and
outcomes. Proposal
is clearly written and

2. Proposal
addresses priority
actions and
outcomes of one or
more of the
ecological sections
and is likely to
produce and
demonstrate
significant and
permanent

3. Proposal uses
science-based
targeting that
leverages or expands
corridors and
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4. Proposal
addresses habitats
that have significant
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5. Proposal identifies

6. Performance
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ID#

Program Title

adequately conservation legacy |protects areas and/or threatened or |indicator species and |identified, and have a|7. Proposal leverage in funds or |is appropriate to

addresses: Who, and/or habitat identified in the MN |endangered species, |associated quantities |specific plan for outcomes will be 8. Degree of timing/ |other effort to accomplish the

What, Where, When, |outcomes for fish, County Biological and lists targeted this habitat will measuring and maintained over opportunistic supplement any OHF [outcomes described | Total
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Out of
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10
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