Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2022 / FY 2023

Name: |Jamie Becker-Finn
Due Date: [Thursday, July 15, 2021 by 4 p.m.
Criteria
addresses priority
actions and
1. Proposal abstract |outcomes of one or (3. Proposal uses
provides a clear and |more of the science-based 4. Proposal
succinct overview of [ecological sections |targeting that addresses habitats
the proposal activity, |and is likely to leverages or expands |that have significant
outputs, and produce and corridors and value for wildlife
outcomes. Proposal [demonstrate complexes, reduces [species of greatest 6. Performance
is clearly written and |significant and fragmentation or conservation need, |5. Proposal identifies |measures are clearly 9. Proposal includes [10. Proposed budget
adequately permanent protects areas and/or threatened or |indicator species and |identified, and have a|7. Proposal leverage in funds or |is appropriate to
addresses: Who, conservation legacy [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, |and/or habitat County Biological and lists targeted this habitat will measuring and maintained over opportunistic supplement any OHF [outcomes described | Total
Why, and How. outcomes for fish, Survey. species. typically support. evaluating outcomes. [time. urgency. appropriation. in the scope of work. | Score |Comments
ID# Program Title Max baoints: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 Out of
PAO1 Accelerating the Wildlife Management Area Program, PF
Phase XIV 8 10 10 9 10 9 8 7 10 5 86
PAO2 RIM Grassland Reserve, Phase IV BWSR
10 10 10 9 10 9 9 9 8 9 93
PAO3 Prairie Chicken Habitat Partnership of the PF/Prairie Chicken Society
Southern Red River Valley, Phase VIII 8 10 10 8 10 9 8 7 9 8 87
PAO4 MN Prairie Recovery Program, Phase XI| TNC
9 10 10 9 10 9 8 7 10 6 88
PAQO5 Enhanced Public Land — Open Landscapes, Phase Il PF/Sharp Tailed Grouse Society
9 10 10 7 10 8 8 8 8 8 86
PAO6 RIM Buffers for Wildlife and Water, Phase X BWSR
9 8 10 7 10 9 9 7 6 7 82
PAQ7 Northern Tallgrass Prairie National Wildlife Refuge, Phase
Xl 9 9 10 10 10 9 9 7 7 9 89
TNC
PAO8 Martin County DNR WMA, Phase VI Fox Lake Conservation League
7 8 10 8 10 7 7 7 6 6 76
PREO1 DNR Grassland Enhancement, Phase XIV DNR, Phase 14
8 8 10 9 10 8 8 7 6 6 80
FAO1 Preventing Forest Fragmentation and Protecting Wildlife Friends of BW
Habitat at the Edge of the Boundary Waters 10 9 10 10 10 8 10 10 7 10 %4
FAO2 Minnesota Forest Recovery Project, Phase Il TNC
10 9 10 10 10 8 8 9 8 8 90
FAO3 Camp Ripley Sentinel Landscape ACUB, Phase X Morrison SWCD
9 7 10 8 7 7 7 5 6 7 73
FAO4 Minnesota Forests for the Future, Phase IX DNR
10 9 10 9 10 9 8 9 10 9 93
FAO5 Big Woods Protection at Stieg Woods DNR/City of Rogers
8 9 10 7 10 9 8 10 9 8 88
FREO1 DNR Forest Enhancement, Phase Il DNR
9 9 10 7 10 8 8 8 7 9 85
WAO01 Accelerating the Waterfow! Production Area Program, PF
Phase XIV 8 8.0 10.0 8.0 10.0 7 7 5 10 7 80
WAO02 Wetland Habitat Protection and Restoration Program, MLT
Phase VI 7 8.0 10.0 8 10.0 8 8 5 9 8 81
WAO03 Wild Rice Shoreland Protection, Phase VIl BWSR
10 9.0 10 9 10.0 8 8 9 7 9 89
WA04 Shallow Lake & Wetland Protection & Restoration DU
9 8 10 8 10 7 8 6 7 6 79

Program, Phase XI|




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2022 / FY 2023

Name: |Jamie Becker-Finn
Due Date: [Thursday, July 15, 2021 by 4 p.m.
Criteria
addresses priority
actions and
1. Proposal abstract |outcomes of one or (3. Proposal uses
provides a clear and |more of the science-based 4. Proposal
succinct overview of [ecological sections |targeting that addresses habitats
the proposal activity, |and is likely to leverages or expands |that have significant
outputs, and produce and corridors and value for wildlife
outcomes. Proposal [demonstrate complexes, reduces [species of greatest 6. Performance
is clearly written and |significant and fragmentation or conservation need, |5. Proposal identifies |measures are clearly 9. Proposal includes [10. Proposed budget
adequately permanent protects areas and/or threatened or |indicator species and |identified, and have a|7. Proposal leverage in funds or |is appropriate to
addresses: Who, conservation legacy [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, |and/or habitat County Biological and lists targeted this habitat will measuring and maintained over opportunistic supplement any OHF [outcomes described | Total
Why, and How. outcomes for fish, Survey. species. typically support. evaluating outcomes. [time. urgency. appropriation. in the scope of work. | Score |Comments
ID# Program Title Max boints: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 Out of
WAO5 RIM Wetlands - Restoring Most Productive Habitat in BWSR
Minnesota's Prairie Pothole Region 8 8 10 9 10 7 7 8 7 8 82
WREO1 Living Shallow Lake Enhancement & Wetland Restoration DU
Initiative, Phase VIl 9 7 10 9 10 7 6 6 8 5 77
WREO02 DNR Accelerated Shallow Lakes and Wetland DNR
9 8 10 9 10 8 7 6 7 9 83

Enhancements, Phase XIV




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2022 / FY 2023

Name: |Jamie Becker-Finn
Due Date: [Thursday, July 15, 2021 by 4 p.m.
Criteria
addresses priority
actions and
1. Proposal abstract |outcomes of one or (3. Proposal uses
provides a clear and |more of the science-based 4. Proposal
succinct overview of [ecological sections |targeting that addresses habitats
the proposal activity, |and is likely to leverages or expands |that have significant
outputs, and produce and corridors and value for wildlife
outcomes. Proposal [demonstrate complexes, reduces [species of greatest 6. Performance
is clearly written and |significant and fragmentation or conservation need, |5. Proposal identifies |measures are clearly 9. Proposal includes [10. Proposed budget
adequately permanent protects areas and/or threatened or |indicator species and |identified, and have a|7. Proposal leverage in funds or |is appropriate to
addresses: Who, conservation legacy [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, |and/or habitat County Biological and lists targeted this habitat will measuring and maintained over opportunistic supplement any OHF [outcomes described | Total
Why, and How. outcomes for fish, Survey. species. typically support. evaluating outcomes. [time. urgency. appropriation. in the scope of work. | Score |Comments
ID# Program Title Max boints: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 Out of
HAO1 Elm Creek Greenway Corridor Proposed Property City of Champlin
Acquisitions 10 8 10 7 10 8 10 10 9 10 92
HAO02 Dakota County Habitat Protection/Restoration, Phase VIl Dakota County
8 9 10 8 10 9 8 8 10 7 87
HAO03 Integrating Habitat and Clean Water BWSR
10 8 10 9 10 8 8 7 7 10 87
HA04 Protecting Coldwater Fisheries of Minnesota's North MLT
Shore, Phase Il 10 9 10 9 10 9 9 8 10 9 93
HAO5 Southeast Minnesota Protection and Restoration, Phase X TPL
10 8 10 9 10 9 8 7 8 7 86
HAO06 Mississippi Headwaters Habitat Corridor Project, Phase VII Mississippi Headwaters Board
10 9 10 9 10 9 8 9 9 8 91
HAQ7 Shell Rock River Habitat Restoration Program, Phase XI| Shell Rock River WD
10 8 10 9 10 7 7 6 7 7 81
HAO08 DNR WMA and SNA Acquisition, Phase XIV DNR
10 10 10 9 10 8 8 7 8 10 90
HAOQ9 Cannon River Watershed Habitat Protection and Clean River Partners
Restoration Program, Phase XI 9 7 10 7 10 7 8 6 7 8 79
HA10 Washington County Habitat Protection and Restoration Washington County
Partnership 10 8 10 8 10 8 9 9 8 10 90
HA11 Metro Big Rivers, Phase XI| MN Valley Trust
10 10 10 8 10 8 9 10 10 9 94
HA12 St. Croix Watershed Habitat Protection and Restoration, St Croix River Association
Phase IlI 10 9 10 7 10 8 9 9 8 9 89
HA13 Fisheries Habitat Protection of Strategic North Central Northern Waters LT
Minnesota Lakes, Phase VIII 10 9 10 9 10 8 8 9 9 8 20
HA14 Sauk River Watershed Habitat Protection & Restoration, Sauk River WD
Phase IV 10 8 10 8 10 7 7 8 7 7 82
HREO1 Lime Lake and Lake Sarah Dam Replacements Murray County
9 8 6 5 3 7 7 6 0 7 58
HREO02 DNR Aquatic Habitat Restoration and Enhancement, DNR
Phase V 10 9 10 9 10 8 9 8 10 8 91
HREO3 Klondike Clean Water Retention Project, Phase Il Two Rivers WD
9 8 10 7 7 8 7 7 10 9 82
HREO4 Buffalo River Watershed Stream Habitat Program, Phase I Buffalo-Red River WD
9 7 10 8 8 8 7 7 9 7 80
HREO5 DNR St. Louis River Restoration Initiative, Phase IX DNR, West Duluth
10 10 10 9 10 9 8 7 10 8 91




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2022 / FY 2023

Name: |Jamie Becker-Finn
Due Date: [Thursday, July 15, 2021 by 4 p.m.
Criteria
addresses priority
actions and
1. Proposal abstract |outcomes of one or (3. Proposal uses
provides a clear and |more of the science-based 4. Proposal
succinct overview of [ecological sections |targeting that addresses habitats
the proposal activity, |and is likely to leverages or expands |that have significant
outputs, and produce and corridors and value for wildlife
outcomes. Proposal [demonstrate complexes, reduces [species of greatest 6. Performance
is clearly written and |significant and fragmentation or conservation need, |5. Proposal identifies |measures are clearly 9. Proposal includes [10. Proposed budget
adequately permanent protects areas and/or threatened or |indicator species and |identified, and have a|7. Proposal leverage in funds or |is appropriate to
addresses: Who, conservation legacy [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, |and/or habitat County Biological and lists targeted this habitat will measuring and maintained over opportunistic supplement any OHF [outcomes described | Total
Why, and How. outcomes for fish, Survey. species. typically support. evaluating outcomes. [time. urgency. appropriation. in the scope of work. | Score |Comments
ID# Program Title Max boints: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 Out of
HREO6 East Lake Habitat Improvement Plan City of Lakeville
10 10 10 8 9 9 8 7 10 10 91
HREO7 DNR Fish Passage Enhancement through Targeted Culvert DNR
Replacement, Phase | 10 9 10 9 10 9 8 8 10 10 93
HREOS8 Restoring and Enhancing Minnesota's Important Bird Audubon
Areas, Phase IlI 10 9 10 9 10 10 8 8 8 9 91
HREO09 Knife River Habitat Rehabilitation, Phase VII
9 6 10 9 10 7 8 8 10 9 86
Zeitgeist & Lake Superiori Steelhead Assoc, "genetically
HRE10 Enhancing Metro and North Shore Trout Stream Habitats
10 10 10 9 10 10 10 9 10 10 98
HRE11 Daylighting Phalen Creek
10 10 10 10 9 10 10 10 10 10 99
Lower Phalen Creek Project
01 Restoration Evaluations, ML2022
0
02 Contract Management, ML2022
0
CPL Conservation Partners Legacy Grant Program, Phase XIV:
Statewide and Metro Habitat 10 10 10 9 10 9 9 10 10 10 97




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2022 / FY 2023

Name:

Scott Dibble

Due Date:

Thursday, July 15, 2021 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
adequately

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
conservation legacy

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

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

5. Proposal identifies
indicator species and

6. Performance
measures are clearly
identified, and have a

7. Proposal

9. Proposal includes
leverage in funds or

10. Proposed budget
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 Accelerating the Wildlife Management Area Program,
Phase XIV 10 10 10 10 10 10 9 10 10 10 99 |Pheasants Forever, $13.8M
PAO2 RIM Grassland Reserve, Phase IV
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 0 10 90 |[BWSR, S9M
PAO3 Prairie Chicken Habitat Partnership of the MN Prairie Chicken Society & Pheasants
Southern Red River Valley, Phase VIII 10 9 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 99 Forever, $9.8M
PAO4 MN Prairie Recovery Program, Phase Xl|
10 10 10 8 10 10 10 10 10 10 98 |TNC, S10M
PAO5 Enhanced Public Land — Open Landscapes, Phase II Minnesota Sharp-Tailed Grouse Society &
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 5 10 95
Pheasants Forever, $4.35M
PAO6 RIM Buffers for Wildlife and Water, Phase X
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 5 10 95 [BWSR, $10M
PAQ7 Northern Tallgrass Prairie National Wildlife Refuge, Phase
Xill 10 10 10 10 10 9 10 10 5 10 94 |The Nature Conservancy, $6.58M
PAO8 Martin County DNR WMA, Phase VI
10 10 9 10 10 10 10 10 0 10 89 |Fox Lake Conservation League, $6.8M
PREO1 DNR Grassland Enhancement, Phase XIV
10 10 10 10 10 8 10 10 0 10 88 |DNR, $10.4M
FAO1 Preventing Forest Fragmentation and Protecting Wildlife Friends of the Boundary Waters Wilderness,
Habitat at the Edge of the Boundary Waters 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 100 $1.8M
FAO2 Minnesota Forest Recovery Project, Phase Il
10 10 9 10 10 10 10 8 10 10 97 |The Nature Conservancy, $9.58M
FAO3 Camp Ripley Sentinel Landscape ACUB, Phase X
10 10 10 9 10 10 8 10 10 10 97 |Morrison SWCD, $8.45M
FAO4 Minnesota Forests for the Future, Phase IX
10 9 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 99 |DNR, $3.9M
FAO5 Big Woods Protection at Stieg Woods
10 10 10 10 10 10 9 10 10 10 99 |DNR & City of Rogers, $1.1M
FREO1 DNR Forest Enhancement, Phase Il
10 5 5 10 10 7 0 5 0 8 60 |DNR, $4.3M
WAO01 Accelerating the Waterfow! Production Area Program,
10 10 9 10 10 8 10 10 10 10 97 |Pheasants Forever, $11.9M

Phase XIV




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2022 / FY 2023

Name:

Scott Dibble

Due Date:

Thursday, July 15, 2021 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
WAO02 Wetland Habitat Protection and Restoration Program,
Phase VII 10 10 10 8 10 10 10 10 10 10 98 [Minnesota Land Trust, $6.6M
WAO03 Wild Rice Shoreland Protection, Phase VIII
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 0 10 90 |BWSR, $2M
WA04 Shallow Lake & Wetland Protection & Restoration
Program, Phase XI 10 8 10 10 10 9 10 10 10 10 97  |Ducks Unlimited, $9.96M
WAOQ5 RIM Wetlands - Restoring Most Productive Habitat in
Minnesota's Prairie Pothole Region 10 10 9 10 10 10 10 8 0 10 87 |BWSR, $10M
WREO1 Living Shallow Lake Enhancement & Wetland Restoration
Initiative, Phase VIII 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 100 (Ducks Unlimited, $12.9M
WREO2 DNR Accelerated Shallow Lakes and Wetland
10 10 8 10 10 10 9 10 0 10 87 |DNR, $4.1M

Enhancements, Phase XIV




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2022 / FY 2023

Name:

Scott Dibble

Due Date:

Thursday, July 15, 2021 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
HAO01 Elm Creek Greenway Corridor Proposed Property
Acquisitions 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 100 (City of Champlin, $1.5M
HAO02 Dakota County Habitat Protection/Restoration, Phase VIl
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 100 |Dakota County, $8.1M
HAO03 Integrating Habitat and Clearn Water
5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 7 5 52 [BWSR, S5M
HA04 Protecting Coldwater Fisheries of Minnesota's North
Shore, Phase Il 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 100 [Minnesota Land Trust, $4.4M
HAO5 Southeast Minnesota Protection and Restoration, Phase X
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 100 (Trust for Public Land, $11.7M
HAO06 Mississippi Headwaters Habitat Corridor Project, Phase VII
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 8 10 98 |Mississippi Headwaters Board, $9.6M
HAQ7 Shell Rock River Habitat Restoration Program, Phase XI|
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 7 10 97 |Shell Rock River Watershed District, $3.6M
HAO08 DNR WMA and SNA Acquisition, Phase XIV
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 5 10 95 |DNR, $3.25M
HAO9 Cannon River Watershed Habitat Protection and Clean Rivers Partnership (Cannon River),
Restoration Program, Phase XI 10 10 10 10 10 10 = = 8 10 8 $5.56M
HA10 Washington County Habitat Protection and Restoration
Partnership 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 100 |Washington County $6.1M
HA11 Metro Big Rivers, Phase XI|
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 100 |MN Valley Trust (Metro Big Rivers), $13.8M
HA12 St. Croix Watershed Habitat Protection and Restoration,
Phase Il 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 100 |St. Croix River Association, $6.65M
HA13 Fisheries Habitat Protection of Strategic North Central
Minnesota Lakes, Phase VIII 10 8 9 9 8 7 9 8 8 9 85 |Northern Waters Land, $9.1M
HA14 Sauk River Watershed Habitat Protection & Restoration,
Phase IV 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 100 (Sauk River Watershed District, $8.7M
HREO1 Lime Lake and Lake Sarah Dam Replacements
10 7 7 5 5 10 10 10 3 10 77 |Murray County, $1.4M
HREO02 DNR Aquatic Habitat Restoration and Enhancement,
10 10 10 8 10 10 10 9 10 10 97 |DNR, $10.1M

Phase V




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2022 / FY 2023

Name:|Scott Dibble

Due Date: |Thursday, July 15, 2021 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
HREO3 Klondike Clean Water Retention Project, Phase Il
10 9 9 8 7 10 10 1+)46:480 10 10 83 [Two Rivers Watershed District, $1.35M
HREO4 Buffalo River Watershed Stream Habitat Program, Phase Il
10 8 9 8 7 8 10 10 10 10 90
Buffalo-Red River Watershed District, $5M
HREO5 DNR St. Louis River Restoration Initiative, Phase IX
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 100 |DNR, S7M
HREO6 East Lake Habitat Improvement Plan
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 100 |City of Lakeville, $480K
HREO7 DNR Fish Passage Enhancement through Targeted Culvert
Replacement, Phase | 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 100 (DNR, $1.6M
HREO8 Restoring and Enhancing Minnesota's Important Bird
Areas, Phase Il 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 8 10 98 |Audubon MN, $3.4M
HREO9 Knife River Habitat Rehabilitation, Phase VII Zeitgeist & Lake Superior Steelhead Association,
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 100
$990K
HRE10 Enhancing Metro and North Shore Trout Stream Habitats . L
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 100 |Minnesota Trout Unlimited, $2M
HRE11 Daylighting Phalen Creek
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 100 |Lower Phalen Creek Project, $6.33M
01 Restoration Evaluations, ML2022
100 [DNR, $200K
02 Contract Management, ML2022
100 |DNR, $300K
CPL Conservation Partners Legacy Grant Program, Phase XIV:
Statewide and Metro Habitat 100 |DNR, $9.45M
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I

Due Date: | Thursciay, uly 15,2021 by 0
Enter COM e
2.roposal
addresses priorty
actions and
1. proposal abstract.|more of the 3. proposal uses
sience based
succinctovervewof [andsikelyto | argeting that
outputs, and demonstrate coridorsand 6. perormance
outcomes. Proposal[sgnifcantand Jeves,re
ah 9. roposa includes et
adequately protectsareas leverage i funds or
addresses: Who, [ andjor habitat egreeoftming/ ot ffrt to
what, where, Whe Toual
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PAOL | Accolraing the Wildife Management Avea Program,
Phase v s s s 7 &
PR02 | FM Grassand Reserv, Phase IV
7 s s 7 %
A0S | praiie Crcken Habitat Parnerah of the
Southern Red River Valle, Phase VIl o o o o B
A0S | M Prairie Recovery Program, Phase Xl
s s s 7 L
PAS | Enhanced Public Land - Open Landscapes, hase I
s 7 s 7 s
PADS | RV Buffrs for Wi and Water,Phase X
s s 7 s s
PAD7 | Northern Tallrass rarie Natonal Widife Refuge, Prase
[ s 7 s 7 %
PAGS | Martin County DNR WV, Phase VI
s 7 s 7 ”
PREOL | DN Grassland Enhancement, Phase XV
s 7 s 7 s
FAOL | provening Forest Fragmentation and Protecting Widife
Hatita at the Edgeofthe Boundary Waters s 7 7 7 7
FAZ | Winnesota ForestRecovery roject, Phase I
s s s 7 n
FAD3 | Camp Ripley SeninelLandscape ACUB, Phase X
s s 7 7 K
FAD1 | Minnesota Foests for the Future, Phase I
s s 7 7 ”
FADS | sig Woods Protection t Steg Woods
s 7 s 7 K
FREGL | DN Forest Enhancement, Prase I
s 7 s 7 ”
WAGL | Accolratingthe Waterow Production Avea Program,
phase v s 70 20 5 s
W6AG2 | Wetland Aabitat rotecion and Restoration Program,
Prasa Vi 7 50 20 7 i
WAG3 | Wild ice Shoreland Protection, Phase Vil
7 50 s 7 ”
W6A04 | Shallow Lake & Wetland Potection & Restoration
program, Phase x| 7 s s 7 i
WAGS | IV Welands - Restoring Most Productive Habitat i
Minnesota'sPaie Pothae Region N N N 7 ”
WREDL | Ling Shallow Loke Enhancement & Wetiand Restoraion
Initativ, Phase Vil o o o o B
=
Ennancements, hase X1V N 7 7 7 =
HAGT | Eim Creek Greenway Coridor Proposed Property.
cquiitons s 7 7 7 &
1402 | Dakota County Haita Protection/Retoraton, Phase Vil
s s s 7 s
403 [ntegratig Habitat and learn Water
7 s 7 7 n
HA04 | Proteciing Coldwate Fishrie of Mimnesota's North
shore,Phase s i s 7 i
1G5 | Southeast Minnesota Protecton and Restoraton, Phase X
s s s 7 u
1405 | Missisiopi eadwates Haliat Coridor Prjec, Phase Vi
s s s 7 K
1407 [ Shel Rock iver Fabiat Restoration Program, Phase X
s 7 s 7 ”
HAGS | DNR WA and SNA Acqusiion, Phase XV
s s s 7 K
1403 | Camnon fiver Watershed Habitat Protection and
Restoration Program, Phase X1 s 7 7 7 @
HALD | Washington County Habtat Potecton and Resoraton
anership s s s 7 ”
FALL | Metro ig vers,Phase il
s s 7 7 u
HALZ | St.Croi Watershed Habitat Protection and Restoration,
phase il s 7 s 7 7
WAL | isheriesHabitat Protection of Strategic North Cenral
innesota Lakes, hase Vil o o o o w
HALE | sauk Rver Watershed Habitat Protection & Restoration,
phase v N N N 7 ”
FREDT | ime Lake and Lake Sarah Dam Replacements
s 7 s 7 s
HRED2 | DN Aquatc Haitat Resoraton and Enhancement,
phase v s s 7 7 ”
FRED3 | Klondike Clean Water Retention roject, Phase |
s s 7 7 i
HREDI | Bufal fver Watershed Sream Hatitat Pogram, Phase |
s s 7 7 ”
FREDS | DN St. Lo iver Restoration ntiatve, Phase X
s s s 7 7
HREDS | East Lake Habitat Improvement Plan
s s s 7 7
HRED7 | DN Fish Passage Enhancament though Targeted Cuvrt
Replacement, hase | o o o o D
HREDS | Restoring and Enhancing Minnesotas importan ird
veas, Phase 1 ° i s 7 i
HRE03 | Knfe River HatatRehabitation, Phiase VIl
s s s 7 7
HRELO | Enhancing Metro and North Shore Tout tream Habitats
s s s 7 n
HRELL | Dayighting Phaien Cresk
s s s 7 u
o1 Restoration Evaluations, ML2022
s s o o “
o Contract Management, 112022
s s o 7 s
s Consenation Partnrs Legacy Grant Program, Phase X1
Statewide and Metro Habitat s ° s 7 i




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2022 / FY 2023

Name:

Kristin Eggerling

Due Date:

Thursday, July 15, 2021 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 Accelerating the Wildlife Management Area Program,
Phase XIV 10 9 9 9 10 8 9 9 10 9 92
PAO2 RIM Grassland Reserve, Phase IV
10 10 9 10 9 8 8 10 0 9 83
PAO3 Prairie Chicken Habitat Partnership of the
Southern Red River Valley, Phase VIII 10 9 9 9 10 8 10 9 10 9 93
PAO4 MN Prairie Recovery Program, Phase Xl|
10 10 9 10 10 8 8 9 8 9 91
PAQO5 Enhanced Public Land — Open Landscapes, Phase Il
10 10 9 10 8 8 8 9 7 9 88
PAO6 RIM Buffers for Wildlife and Water, Phase X
10 9 9 10 10 9 9 9 0 9 84
PAQ7 Northern Tallgrass Prairie National Wildlife Refuge, Phase
Xl 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 8 9 97
PAO8 Martin County DNR WMA, Phase VI
9 8 9 9 10 8 9 9 0 9 80
PREO1 DNR Grassland Enhancement, Phase XIV
10 9 9 10 10 9 8 9 0 9 83
FAO1 Preventing Forest Fragmentation and Protecting Wildlife
Habitat at the Edge of the Boundary Waters 10 10 9 10 9 9 9 10 7 9 92
FAO2 Minnesota Forest Recovery Project, Phase Il
10 10 10 10 9 9 8 9 7 9 91
FAO3 Camp Ripley Sentinel Landscape ACUB, Phase X
9 8 9 9 8 8 9 9 2 8 79
FAO4 Minnesota Forests for the Future, Phase IX
10 10 9 10 10 9 10 9 10 9 96
FAO5 Big Woods Protection at Stieg Woods
10 9 9 9 9 10 10 10 10 10 96
FREO1 DNR Forest Enhancement, Phase Il
9 8 8 9 9 9 10 9 0 9 80
WAO01 Accelerating the Waterfow! Production Area Program,
10 8.0 9.0 9.0 9.0 9 9 9 10 8 90

Phase XIV




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2022 / FY 2023

Name:

Kristin Eggerling

Due Date:

Thursday, July 15, 2021 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 Wetland Habitat Protection and Restoration Program,
Phase VI 10 10.0 10.0 9 9.0 9 10 9 10 9 95
WAO03 Wild Rice Shoreland Protection, Phase VIII
10 9.0 9 9 9.0 9 9 9 0 9 82
WA04 Shallow Lake & Wetland Protection & Restoration
Program, Phase XI| 10 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 7 8 88
WAOQ5 RIM Wetlands - Restoring Most Productive Habitat in
Minnesota's Prairie Pothole Region 10 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 0 8 81
WREO1 Living Shallow Lake Enhancement & Wetland Restoration
Initiative, Phase VIII 10 9 9 9 9 9 9 8 9 8 89
WREO2 DNR Accelerated Shallow Lakes and Wetland
9 9 9 8 8 9 9 8 2 9 80

Enhancements, Phase XIV




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2022 / FY 2023

Name:

Kristin Eggerling

Due Date:

Thursday, July 15, 2021 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:
HAO01 Elm Creek Greenway Corridor Proposed Property
Acquisitions 8 8 8 8 7 8 8 8 5 7 75
HAO02 Dakota County Habitat Protection/Restoration, Phase VIl
10 9 9 9 9 10 9 8 10 9 92
HAO03 Integrating Habitat and Clearn Water
7 8 9 9 9 9 9 8 0 8 76
HA04 Protecting Coldwater Fisheries of Minnesota's North
Shore, Phase Il 10 9 9 9 8 9 9 9 10 9 91
HAO5 Southeast Minnesota Protection and Restoration, Phase X
10 10 10 10 9 10 9 9 8 9 94
HAO06 Mississippi Headwaters Habitat Corridor Project, Phase VII
10 9 9 9 9 8 9 9 10 8 90
HAQ7 Shell Rock River Habitat Restoration Program, Phase XI|
10 9 9 8 8 9 9 8 7 8 85
HAO08 DNR WMA and SNA Acquisition, Phase XIV
10 9 9 9 9 9 8 9 5 9 86
HAOQ9 Cannon River Watershed Habitat Protection and
Restoration Program, Phase XI 10 10 9 10 9 9 9 9 10 9 94
HA10 Washington County Habitat Protection and Restoration
Partnership 10 9 10 8 8 9 9 9 10 8 90
HA11 Metro Big Rivers, Phase XI|
10 10 10 10 9 9 9 10 10 9 96
HA12 St. Croix Watershed Habitat Protection and Restoration,
Phase IlI 10 10 10 9 9 10 9 10 10 9 96
HA13 Fisheries Habitat Protection of Strategic North Central
Minnesota Lakes, Phase VIII 9 9 9 8 8 8 8 9 8 8 84
HA14 Sauk River Watershed Habitat Protection & Restoration,
Phase IV 10 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 8 8 89
HREO1 Lime Lake and Lake Sarah Dam Replacements
9 6 6 5 5 8 9 5 0 9 62
HREO02 DNR Aquatic Habitat Restoration and Enhancement,
9 8 7 7 7 8 9 7 10 8 80

Phase V




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2022 / FY 2023

Name:

Kristin Eggerling

Due Date:

Thursday, July 15, 2021 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
HREO3 Klondike Clean Water Retention Project, Phase Il
9 9 9 9 9 9 9 8 10 9 90
HREO4 Buffalo River Watershed Stream Habitat Program, Phase Il
10 8 9 9 9 8 9 8 10 9 89
HREO5 DNR St. Louis River Restoration Initiative, Phase IX
10 9 9 10 8 9 9 8 10 8 90
HREO6 East Lake Habitat Improvement Plan
9 8 7 7 5 7 8 5 10 9 75
HREO7 DNR Fish Passage Enhancement through Targeted Culvert
Replacement, Phase | 9 6 7 5 6 6 8 5 10 7 69
HREO8 Restoring and Enhancing Minnesota's Important Bird
Areas, Phase Ill 9 9 9 10 9 9 9 9 7 9 89
HREO9 Knife River Habitat Rehabilitation, Phase VII
7 8 9 8 8 9 9 8 9 8 83
HRE10 Enhancing Metro and North Shore Trout Stream Habitats
8 8 8 8 8 8 9 8 10 8 83
HRE11 Daylighting Phalen Creek
8 8 8 7 8 8 8 8 5 7 75
01 Restoration Evaluations, ML2022
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 100
02 Contract Management, ML2022
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 100
CPL Conservation Partners Legacy Grant Program, Phase XIV:
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 100

Statewide and Metro Habitat




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2022 / FY 2023

Name:

David Hartwell

Due Date:

Thursday, July 15, 2021 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

2. Proposal addresses

3. Proposal uses

4. Proposal addresses

6. Performance

9. Proposal

10. Proposed

provides a clear and | priority actions and science-based habitats that have | 5. Proposal identifies measures are clear] 7. Proposal | 8. Degree | includes leverage budget is
succinct overview of | outcomes of one or targeting that significant value for | indicator species and identified. and have\; outcomes will | of timing/ | in funds or other appropriate to
the proposal activity, more of the leverages or expands | wildlife species of |associated quantities s ecifi(,: lan for be opportunis effort to accomplish the Comments
outputs, and ecological sections corridors and greatest conservation|  this habitat will r:easurii and maintained tic supplement any outcomes
outcomes. Proposal is and is likely to complexes, reduces need, and/or typically support. ) & over time. urgency. OHF described inthe | Total
. ) evaluating outcomes. .
clearly written and produce and fragmentation or threatened or appropriation. scope of work. Score
ID# Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 0:;:f
Accelerating the Wildlife Management Area Program, The proposal suggest restoration of the properties
PAO1 Phase XIV 10 8 8 8 10 5 7 7 5 10 78 acquired and there is a large allocation to contracts for
i-tks_jp_p—éa.r_s; tha-f thekl-‘-l]n_d“i;\-g- >r_eque;t_é-gj_51-14pr;ort;:‘:1 staff
PAO2 RIM Grassland Reserve, Phase IV 10 9 9 10 10 7 7 8 0 8 78 regardless of level. This brings to mind the question of
— : : The proposal states "most tracks have remnant
PAO3 Prairie Chicken !—Iabltat Partnership of the 10 8 3 8 10 6 7 7 3 9 76 et Wh Ceimoly d cte that d o
Southern Red River Valley, Phase VIII PENE Ny (e SpIhy @1 [AOIEEES WkEe @l EoImETl
No proportional reduction in project management or
PAO4 MN Prairie Recovery Program, Phase XII 10 9 8 9 10 6 8 7 2 8 77 biologists even if there is less work. Does not make
PAO5 Enhanced Public Land — Open Landscapes, Phase Il 10 8 8 7 10 6 7 6 1 7 70
Explain how "The MN Buffer Law requires a modest
PAO6 RIM Buffers for Wildlife and Water, Phase X 10 9 9 8 10 5 9 6 0 8 74 buffer area on roughly 50% of these riparian areas but
PAOT )l\(lI(I)Irthern Tallgrass Prairie National Wildlife Refuge, Phase 10 10 9 9 10 8 8 7 3 8 82
PAO8 Martin County DNR WMA, Phase VI 10 8 8 8 10 6 7 7 0 8 72
Past appropriations have large amounts of unspent
PREO1 DNR Grassland Enhancement, Phase XIV 10 8 7 8 10 5 5 5 0 6 64 funds going back to 2016. Scaling answer seems
Preventing Forest Fragmentation and Protecting Wildlife
FAO1 10 8 7 8 10 6 9 9 1 10 78
Habitat at the Edge of the Boundary Waters
DSS is high - especialy since it is also on purchased
FAO2 Minnesota Forest Recovery Project, Phase I 10 7 5 7 10 5 6 6 1 5 62 easements.
LSOHC needs to define roads and trails as this proposal
FAO3 Camp Ripley Sentinel Landscape ACUB, Phase X 10 8 8 7 10 6 5 6 0 7 67 point out. No leverage committed to???
) Disclosure of what the CF paid for the Potlatch lands is
FAO4 Minnesota Forests for the Future, Phase IX 10 7 7 8 10 6 6 5 5 8 72 required in my mind to insure no markup beyond
Sounds like if all the parcel were included, the leverage
FAO5 Big Woods Protection at Stieg Woods 10 7 7 7 10 6 8 9 3 10 77 |of this project would go up dramatically.
What i ill th OSB plant that has b
FREOL DNR Forest Enhancement, Phase Il 10 8 7 7 10 6 6 5 0 7 66 e LA SO L AEL e Baa
anounced have on the need for forest management?
WAOL Accelerating the Waterfowl Production Area Program, 10 8 7 8 10 6 8 6 10 10 83
Phase XIV
WAO2 Wetland Habitat Protection and Restoration Program, 10 8 8 8 10 7 8 7 3 8 77
Phase VII
WAO03 Wild Rice Shoreland Protection, Phase VIl 10 9 9 9 10 7 9 8 0 7 78




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2022 / FY 2023

Name:

David Hartwell

Due Date:

Thursday, July 15, 2021 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

2. Proposal addresses

3. Proposal uses

4. Proposal addresses

6. Performance

9. Proposal

10. Proposed

provides a clear and | priority actions and science-based habitats that have | 5. Proposal identifies measures are clear] 7. Proposal | 8. Degree | includes leverage budget is
succinct overview of | outcomes of one or targeting that significant value for | indicator species and identified. and have\; outcomes will | of timing/ | in funds or other appropriate to
the proposal activity, more of the leverages or expands | wildlife species of |associated quantities s ecifié lan for be opportunis effort to accomplish the Comments
outputs, and ecological sections corridors and greatest conservation|  this habitat will rr;easuripn and maintained tic supplement any outcomes
outcomes. Proposal is and is likely to complexes, reduces need, and/or typically support. ) & over time. urgency. OHF described inthe | Total
. ) evaluating outcomes. .
clearly written and produce and fragmentation or threatened or appropriation. scope of work. Score
ID# Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 0:;:f
WAO4 Shallow Lake & Wetland Protection & Restoration 10 9 3 8 10 7 9 7 1 8 77
Program, Phase XI
2017 and 2018 t Ty half t. Th
RIM Wetlands - Restoring Most Productive Habitat in - an a_pproprla lons on'y hatl spen ave
WAO05 . , . . 10 9 8 8 10 7 8 7 0 5 72 difficulty not seeing program management costs be
Minnesota's Prairie Pothole Region ] ]
sraleahle Fasement cost seems hish - what i the
WREOL Ll\'/lpg'ShaIIow Lake Enhancement & Wetland Restoration 10 9 3 9 10 7 9 6 ) 8 78 Not 'su're how keeping staff'on |f fund}ng is rfeduced for
Initiative, Phase VIII viabilaity of future efforts fits with this funding request.
No final report approval? 2016 - 2020 - no acres yet
DNR Accelerated Shallow Lak d Wetland
WRE02 ceelerate atiow Lakes an etan 10 8 8 8 10 7 8 6 0 7 72 afected? DSS is high - especially related to contracts.
Enhancements, Phase XIV ) T .
Answer ta sraling auestion is evacive
HAOL Elm (;r'ef:k Greenway Corridor Proposed Property 10 7 7 7 10 5 9 8 1 8 72
Acquisitions
HA02 Dakota County Habitat Protection/Restoration, Phase VIII 10 8 7 7 10 7 7 7 6 9 78
P t is not scaleable? Sounds a bit
HAO3 Integrating Habitat and Clearn Water 10 9 9 9 10 8 7 7 0 8 77 |/ rosram managementis not scaleables sounds a bl
like supplanting if that is the case.
HAO4 Protecting Coldwater Fisheries of Minnesota's North 10 8 9 9 10 8 8 7 4 8 81
Shore, Phase Il
HAO5 Southeast Minnesota Protection and Restoration, Phase X 10 8 8 9 10 7 7 7 1 7 74
DNR forestry involvement - is there a commitment that
HAO06 Mississippi Headwaters Habitat Corridor Project, Phase VII 10 8 8 7 10 6 6 7 3 7 72 they will not open more trails and roads? - no net gain
is not enauigh in mv mind for fiinds 1ised ta nrotect
L t t f 2016 on. What is th
HAO7 Shell Rock River Habitat Restoration Program, Phase XI 10 7 7 6 10 6 7 7 1 7 gg | -or8¢amountsunspentirom SUI5 on. Ahat s the
need now?
Scaleability issue - no reduction in staff if reduction
HAO08 DNR WMA and SNA Acquisition, Phase XIV 10 8 7 7 10 7 7 7 0 6 69 from request - seems like this is funding core staff then
rather than this nraiect
HAO9 Cannon Biver Watershed Habitat Protection and 10 8 7 7 10 7 7 7 3 8 74
Restoration Program, Phase XI
HA10 Washlngt?n County Habitat Protection and Restoration ol
Partnership
HA11 Metro Big Rivers, Phase XII 10 8 7 7 10 7 7 7 4 7 74
HAL2 St. Croix Watershed Habitat Protection and Restoration, 10 8 8 8 10 7 7 8 3 7 76
Phase IlI
Fisheries Habitat Protecti f Strategic North Central
HA13 |s' eries Habitat Protection of Strategic North Centra 10 8 8 8 10 8 8 8 5 8 78
Minnesota Lakes, Phase VIII
HA14 Sauk River Watershed Habitat Protection & Restoration, 10 8 8 7 10 7 7 7 By 8 24

Phase IV




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2022 / FY 2023

Name:

David Hartwell

Due Date: |Thursday, July 15, 2021 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 (2. Proposal addresses| 3. Proposal uses |4. Proposal addresses 6. Performance 9. Proposal 10. Proposed
provides a clear and | priority actions and science-based habitats that have | 5. Proposal identifies mea'sures are clearl 7. Proposal | 8. Degree | includes leverage budget is
succinct overview of | outcomes of one or targeting that significant value for | indicator species and identified. and have\; outcomes will | of timing/ | in funds or other appropriate to
the proposal activity, more of the leverages or expands | wildlife species of |associated quantities s ecifié lan for be opportunis effort to accomplish the Comments
outputs, and ecological sections corridors and greatest conservation|  this habitat will rr;easuripn and maintained tic supplement any outcomes
outcomes. Proposal is and is likely to complexes, reduces need, and/or typically support. ) & over time. urgency. OHF described inthe | Total
. ) evaluating outcomes. .
clearly written and produce and fragmentation or threatened or appropriation. scope of work. Score
Out of
ID# Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 :0:
This seems like a infrastruction project (failing dam
HREO1 Lime Lake and Lake Sarah Dam Replacements 10 6 7 7 10 8 10 7 0 8 73 replacement) as much as a habitat one. Dual benefits
grplpr%nlfthuf then whv ia fh{: rmmht/ r%?tfhp:&ring some
. . . caleability issue - no reduction in staff if reduction
DNR Aquatic Habitat Restoration and Enhancement, Phase . . )
HREO2 v q 10 8 8 7 10 9 10 6 8 7 83 from request - seems like this is funding core staff then
rather than this nraiect
HREO3 Klondike Clean Water Retention Project, Phase Il 10 7 7 7 10 9 10 6 10 9 85
HREO4 Buffalo River Watershed Stream Habitat Program, Phase Il 10 9 8 8 10 8 10 6 5 8 82
HREOS5 DNR St. Louis River Restoration Initiative, Phase IX 10 8 9 8 10 7 10 6 9 10 87
Drastically reducing invastive fish will only provide
HREO6 East Lake Habitat Improvement Plan 10 6 7 7 10 6 6 6 7 10 75 short term benefits. Where is the plan for eradication
that would iustifv the investment in this nroiect?
HREO7 DNR Fish Passage Enhancement through Targeted Culvert 10 8 3 8 10 9 10 6 7 10 86
Replacement, Phase |
HREOS Restoring and Enhancing Minnesota's Important Bird ol
Areas, Phase llI
Fiscal management costs seem high to just oversee a
HREO9 Knife River Habitat Rehabilitation, Phase VII 10 7 6 6 10 7 8 6 4 6 70  |contract or two - .6 FTE for this does not seem
reasonahble
HRE10 Enhancing Metro and North Shore Trout Stream Habitats 10 8 7 7 10 7 8 6 4 6 73 Staffing seems high
HRE11 Daylighting Phalen Creek 10 7 7 7 5 7 8 6 1 8 66
o1 Restoration Evaluations, ML2022 0
02 Contract Management, ML2022 0
cPL Conseryation Partners Legacy Grant Program, Phase XIV: 10 3 3 3 10 7 3 7 2 3 76 Reason for increase from $400K to $500K? Past appropriations not
Statewide and Metro Habitat all spent?
Leverage
0-5% 1
6-10% 2
11-15% 3
16-20% 4
21-25% 5
26-30% 6
31-35% 7
36-40% 8
41-50% 9

50+%

=
o




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2022 / FY 2023
Name:|David Hartwell
Due Date: |Thursday, July 15, 2021 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 (2. Proposal addresses| 3. Proposal uses |4. Proposal addresses 6. Performance 9. Proposal 10. Proposed
provides a clear and | priority actions and science-based habitats that have | 5. Proposal identifies measures are clearly 7. Proposal | 8. Degree | includes leverage budget is
succinct overview of | outcomes of one or targeting that significant value for | indicator species and identified. and h outcomes will | of timing/ | in funds or other appropriate to
the proposal activity, more of the leverages or expands | wildlife species of |associated quantities identl I? - andhavea be opportunis effort to accomplish the Comments
outputs, and ecological sections corridors and greatest conservation|  this habitat will specific Plan for maintained tic supplement any outcomes
outcomes. Proposal is and is likely to complexes, reduces need, and/or typically support. mea.surlng and over time. urgency. OHF described inthe | Total
. ) evaluating outcomes. .
clearly written and produce and fragmentation or threatened or appropriation. scope of work. Score
ID# Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 0:;:f




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2022 / FY 2023

Name:

Josh Heintzeman

Due Date:

Thursday, July 15, 2021 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

provides a clear and

addresses priority

science-based

addresses habitats

indicator species and

measures are clearly

7. Proposal

leverage in funds or

is appropriate to

succinct overview of [actions and targeting that that have significant |associated quantities |identified, and have aloutcomes will be 8. Degree of timing/ |other effort to accomplish the
the proposal activity, |outcomes of one or |leverages or expands |value for wildlife this habitat will specific plan for maintained over opportunistic supplement any OHF [outcomes described | Total
outputs, and more of the corridors and species of greatest  |typically support. measuring and 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 Accelerating the Wildlife Management Area Program,
Phase XIV 9 10 10 9 9 9 10 10 4 9 89
PAO2 RIM Grassland Reserve, Phase IV
9 9 9 8 9 9 8 9 2 10 82
PAO3 Prairie Chicken Habitat Partnership of the
Southern Red River Valley, Phase VIII 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 8 6 86
PAO4 MN Prairie Recovery Program, Phase Xl|
9 10 8 9 10 8 9 10 6 8 87
PAQO5 Enhanced Public Land — Open Landscapes, Phase Il
9 8 8 9 9 8 9 8 8 9 85
PAO6 RIM Buffers for Wildlife and Water, Phase X
9 9 9 9 9 8 8 8 4 10 83
PAQ7 Northern Tallgrass Prairie National Wildlife Refuge, Phase
Xl 9 10 10 9 10 10 9 8 7 7 89
PAO8 Martin County DNR WMA, Phase VI
9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 2 8 82
PREO1 DNR Grassland Enhancement, Phase XIV
9 10 9 9 9 8 5 7 4 8 78
FAO1 Preventing Forest Fragmentation and Protecting Wildlife
Habitat at the Edge of the Boundary Waters 6 7 7 8 6 7 7 6 2 7 63
FAO2 Minnesota Forest Recovery Project, Phase Il
8 8 7 7 7 8 8 7 7 8 75
FAO3 Camp Ripley Sentinel Landscape ACUB, Phase X
10 10 10 10 10 9 10 10 5 10 94
FAO4 Minnesota Forests for the Future, Phase IX
7 8 8 7 8 7 7 5 7 8 72
FAO5 Big Woods Protection at Stieg Woods
9 10 10 9 9 10 10 10 5 10 92
FREO1 DNR Forest Enhancement, Phase Il
8 8 7 8 8 8 7 7 2 9 72
WAO01 Accelerating the Waterfow! Production Area Program,
Phase XIV 6 7 6 7 7 7 7 6 6 7 66
WAO02 Wetland Habitat Protection and Restoration Program,
Phase VI 8 8 7 7 8 8 8 7 7 7 75
WAO03 Wild Rice Shoreland Protection, Phase VIII
10 10 9 9 9 10 10 9 4 9 89
WAO04 Shallow Lake & Wetland Protection & Restoration
Program, Phase XI| 7 7 7 8 8 7 7 7 7 8 73
WAOQ5 RIM Wetlands - Restoring Most Productive Habitat in
Minnesota's Prairie Pothole Region 6 8 6 7 8 8 6 7 2 5 63
WREO1 Living Shallow Lake Enhancement & Wetland Restoration
8 7 9 9 7 8 7 9 7 7 78

Initiative, Phase VIII




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2022 / FY 2023

Name: (Josh Heintzeman
Due Date: |Thursday, July 15, 2021 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

provides a clear and

addresses priority

science-based

addresses habitats

indicator species and |measures are clearly

7. Proposal

leverage in funds or

is appropriate to

succinct overview of [actions and targeting that that have significant |associated quantities |identified, and have aloutcomes will be 8. Degree of timing/ |other effort to accomplish the
the proposal activity, |outcomes of one or |leverages or expands |value for wildlife this habitat will specific plan for maintained over opportunistic supplement any OHF [outcomes described | Total
outputs, and more of the corridors and species of greatest  |typically support. measuring and 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
WREO02 DNR Accelerated Shallow Lakes and Wetland
9 8 8 9 9 8 8 8 5 6 78

Enhancements, Phase XIV




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2022 / FY 2023

Name:

Josh Heintzeman

Due Date:

Thursday, July 15, 2021 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

provides a clear and

addresses priority

science-based

addresses habitats

indicator species and

measures are clearly

7. Proposal

leverage in funds or

is appropriate to

succinct overview of [actions and targeting that that have significant |associated quantities |identified, and have aloutcomes will be 8. Degree of timing/ |other effort to accomplish the
the proposal activity, |outcomes of one or |leverages or expands |value for wildlife this habitat will specific plan for maintained over opportunistic supplement any OHF [outcomes described | Total
outputs, and more of the corridors and species of greatest  |typically support. measuring and 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:
HAO01 Elm Creek Greenway Corridor Proposed Property
e 7 7 8 8 8 7 7 7 5 7 71
HAO02 Dakota County Habitat Protection/Restoration, Phase VIl
7 8 8 7 7 7 7 7 5 6 69
HAO03 Integrating Habitat and Clearn Water
8 8 7 7 7 8 8 8 1 5 67
HA04 Protecting Coldwater Fisheries of Minnesota's North
Shore, Phase Il 6 8 7 7 8 6 7 6 1 5 61
HAO5 Southeast Minnesota Protection and Restoration, Phase X
8 7 7 8 8 8 7 8 1 5 67
HAO06 Mississippi Headwaters Habitat Corridor Project, Phase VII
8 9 9 8 9 9 8 9 6 6 81
HAQ7 Shell Rock River Habitat Restoration Program, Phase XI|
7 8 7 7 8 7 8 8 5 5 70
HAO08 DNR WMA and SNA Acquisition, Phase XIV
5 4 4 5 5 5 4 4 4 4 44
HAQ9 Cannon River Watershed Habitat Protection and
Restoration Program, Phase XI 10 10 10 10 10 5 7 8 6 8 84
HA10 Washington County Habitat Protection and Restoration
Partnership 8 7 7 7 8 7 7 7 5 6 69
HA11 Metro Big Rivers, Phase XI|
9 8 8 9 9 9 8 8 5 7 80
HA12 St. Croix Watershed Habitat Protection and Restoration,
Phase IlI 8 9 9 8 9 9 9 8 5 7 81
HA13 Fisheries Habitat Protection of Strategic North Central
Minnesota Lakes, Phase VIII 6 6 8 7 6 8 8 7 > 7 68
HA14 Sauk River Watershed Habitat Protection & Restoration, needs to seek county board approval
Phase IV 1 7 8 8 7 7 8 7 1 5 59
HREO1 Lime Lake and Lake Sarah Dam Replacements
7 8 7 8 6 8 7 7 1 5 64
HREO02 DNR Aquatic Habitat Restoration and Enhancement,
Phase V 8 9 9 8 8 8 9 9 4 5 77
HREO3 Klondike Clean Water Retention Project, Phase Il
9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 8 8 88
HREO4 Buffalo River Watershed Stream Habitat Program, Phase Il
9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 8 8 88
HREOS5 DNR St. Louis River Restoration Initiative, Phase IX
9 8 9 8 9 8 8 9 8 8 84
HREO6 East Lake Habitat Improvement Plan
9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 4 4 80
HREO7 DNR Fish Passage Enhancement through Targeted Culvert
8 9 8 9 9 8 8 9 4 4 76

Replacement, Phase |




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2022 / FY 2023

Name:

Josh Heintzeman

Due Date:

Thursday, July 15, 2021 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

provides a clear and

addresses priority

science-based

addresses habitats

indicator species and

measures are clearly

7. Proposal

leverage in funds or

is appropriate to

succinct overview of [actions and targeting that that have significant |associated quantities |identified, and have aloutcomes will be 8. Degree of timing/ |other effort to accomplish the
the proposal activity, |outcomes of one or |leverages or expands |value for wildlife this habitat will specific plan for maintained over opportunistic supplement any OHF [outcomes described | Total
outputs, and more of the corridors and species of greatest  |typically support. measuring and 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 0:; : f
HREO8 Restoring and Enhancing Minnesota's Important Bird
Areas, Phase Ill 7 6 8 7 7 6 8 7 6 6 68
HREO09 Knife River Habitat Rehabilitation, Phase VII
9 7 8 7 7 8 9 7 4 5 71
HRE10 Enhancing Metro and North Shore Trout Stream Habitats
9 9 8 9 9 8 9 8 4 5 78
HRE11 Daylighting Phalen Creek
9 9 8 8 8 9 8 8 4 5 76
01 Restoration Evaluations, ML2022
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 100
02 Contract Management, ML2022
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 100
CPL Conservation Partners Legacy Grant Program, Phase XIV:
8 6 7 5 7 5 7 8 4 5 62

Statewide and Metro Habitat
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Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2022 / FY 2023

Name:

Mark Holsten

Due Date:

Thursday, July 15, 2021 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
leverage in funds or

10. Proposed budget
is appropriate to

adequately conservation legacy |protects areas and/or threatened or |indicator species and |identified, and have a|7. Proposal
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 :
01 Restoration Evaluations, ML2022
8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 80
02 Contract Management, ML2022
8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 80
CPL Conservation Partners Legacy Grant Program, Phase XIV:
8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 80

Statewide and Metro Habitat




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2022 / FY 2023

Name:

Sen. Andrew Lang

Due Date:

Thursday, July 15, 2021 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 Accelerating the Wildlife Management Area Program,
Phase XIV 9 9 9 8 8 6 7 5 5 7 73
PAO2 RIM Grassland Reserve, Phase IV
7 8 6 7 8 6 7 5 0 7 61
PAO3 Prairie Chicken Habitat Partnership of the
Southern Red River Valley, Phase VIII 9 8 7 6 7 6 7 5 7 7 69
PAO4 MN Prairie Recovery Program, Phase Xl| uTv?
7 7 8 6 7 6 6 4 1 7 59
PAQO5 Enhanced Public Land — Open Landscapes, Phase Il
7 7 6 6 6 7 6 7 2 6 60
PAO6 RIM Buffers for Wildlife and Water, Phase X
8 8 8 8 7 7 6 5 0 6 63
PAQ7 Northern Tallgrass Prairie National Wildlife Refuge, Phase
Xill 7 7 7 6 6 5 5 4 1 5 53
PAO8 Martin County DNR WMA, Phase VI
8 8 6 7 6 6 6 5 0 6 58
PREO1 DNR Grassland Enhancement, Phase XIV
8 8 7 8 6 5 5 3 0 5 55
FAO1 Preventing Forest Fragmentation and Protecting Wildlife
Habitat at the Edge of the Boundary Waters 9 9 9 9 9 8 9 9 0 8 79
FAO2 Minnesota Forest Recovery Project, Phase Il
7 7 6 6 6 6 5 8 1 6 58
FAO3 Camp Ripley Sentinel Landscape ACUB, Phase X
9 9 8 8 8 8 9 6 1 7 73
FAO4 Minnesota Forests for the Future, Phase IX
7 9 9 8 8 9 8 7 7 7 79
FAO5 Big Woods Protection at Stieg Woods
9 9 9 9 8 9 9 8 6 7 83
FREO1 DNR Forest Enhancement, Phase Il
7 8 8 7 6 7 6 8 0 6 63
WAO01 Accelerating the Waterfow! Production Area Program,
8 8.0 8.0 9.0 9.0 7 8 5 9 8 79

Phase XIV




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2022 / FY 2023

Name:

Sen. Andrew Lang

Due Date:

Thursday, July 15, 2021 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 Wetland Habitat Protection and Restoration Program,
Phase VI 8 6.0 9.0 7 8.0 7 6 4 4 8 67
WAO03 Wild Rice Shoreland Protection, Phase VIII
7 7.0 8 8 6.0 7 5 5 0 6 59
WA04 Shallow Lake & Wetland Protection & Restoration
Program, Phase XI| 7 7 8 9 9 8 5 4 2 6 65
WAOQ5 RIM Wetlands - Restoring Most Productive Habitat in
Minnesota's Prairie Pothole Region 8 8 9 9 8 6 7 6 0 5 66
WREO1 Living Shallow Lake Enhancement & Wetland Restoration
Initiative, Phase VIII 8 9 7 7 6 7 S > > 6 65
WREO2 DNR Accelerated Shallow Lakes and Wetland
7 7 8 6 5 9 8 4 0 7 61

Enhancements, Phase XIV




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2022 / FY 2023

Name:

Sen. Andrew Lang

Due Date:

Thursday, July 15, 2021 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:
HAO01 Elm Creek Greenway Corridor Proposed Property
Acquisitions 9 5 8 5 8 7 8 7 1 9 67
HAO02 Dakota County Habitat Protection/Restoration, Phase VIl
8 9 8 8 7 8 7 7 6 8 76
HAO03 Integrating Habitat and Clearn Water
4 7 7 8 7 5 5 5 0 5 53
HA04 Protecting Coldwater Fisheries of Minnesota's North
Shore, Phase Il 7 7 6 7 8 8 7 8 6 8 72
HAO5 Southeast Minnesota Protection and Restoration, Phase X
7 7 8 8 7 6 8 5 2 7 65
HAO06 Mississippi Headwaters Habitat Corridor Project, Phase VII
8 8 9 8 6 6 6 5 5 6 67
HAQ7 Shell Rock River Habitat Restoration Program, Phase XI|
7 7 6 7 7 5 5 7 3 6 60
HAO08 DNR WMA and SNA Acquisition, Phase XIV
7 6 7 8 8 6 6 4 0 6 58
HAOQ9 Cannon River Watershed Habitat Protection and
Restoration Program, Phase XI 8 8 6 7 7 6 6 4 5 7 64
HA10 Washington County Habitat Protection and Restoration
Partnership 8 8 8 7 8 8 7 8 7 6 75
HA11 Metro Big Rivers, Phase XI|
7 7 6 8 7 7 5 5 7 6 65
HA12 St. Croix Watershed Habitat Protection and Restoration,
Phase IlI 8 8 7 7 7 8 6 7 4 6 68
HA13 Fisheries Habitat Protection of Strategic North Central
Minnesota Lakes, Phase VIII 8 9 7 8 7 8 7 6 4 7 71
HA14 Sauk River Watershed Habitat Protection & Restoration,
Phase IV 7 7 8 6 8 6 8 7 5 6 68
HREO1 Lime Lake and Lake Sarah Dam Replacements
8 8 9 9 7 9 9 9 5 7 80
O[DNR Aquatic Habitat Restoration and Enhancement,
7 7 8 6 6 8 6 6 8 8 70

Phase V




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2022 / FY 2023

Name:

Sen. Andrew Lang

Due Date:

Thursday, July 15, 2021 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
HREO3 Klondike Clean Water Retention Project, Phase Il
9 8 8 8 8 7 8 8 10 10 84
HREO4 Buffalo River Watershed Stream Habitat Program, Phase Il
8 8 7 8 8 6 7 6 7 8 73
HREO5 DNR St. Louis River Restoration Initiative, Phase IX
7 7 8 6 7 6 6 6 8 8 69
HREO6 East Lake Habitat Improvement Plan
8 9 8 8 8 9 8 8 7 6 79
HREO7 DNR Fish Passage Enhancement through Targeted Culvert
Replacement, Phase | 8 9 7 8 8 7 8 8 8 8 79
HREO8 Restoring and Enhancing Minnesota's Important Bird
Areas, Phase Ill 7 6 8 6 6 9 5 5 1 9 62
HREO9 Knife River Habitat Rehabilitation, Phase VII
6 6 6 5 8 6 4 4 2 5 52
HRE10 Enhancing Metro and North Shore Trout Stream Habitats
7 9 6 6 5 5 5 4 5 8 60
HRE11 Daylighting Phalen Creek
5 5 4 3 5 5 4 3 1 2 37
01 Restoration Evaluations, ML2022
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 100
02 Contract Management, ML2022
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 100
CPL Conservation Partners Legacy Grant Program, Phase XIV:
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 100

Statewide and Metro Habitat




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2022 / FY 2023

Name:

Ashley J. Peters

Due Date:

Thursday, July 15, 2021 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

provides a clear and
succinct overview of
the proposal activity,

addresses
priority actions
and outcomes of|

science-based
targeting that
leverages or expands

addresses habitats
that have significant
value for wildlife

5. Proposal identifies|
indicator species

6. Performance
measures are
clearly identified,

9. Proposal
includes leverage
in funds or other

budget is

appropriate to

accomplish the

outputs, and one or more of |corridors and species of greatest [and associated and have a specific | 7. Proposal 8. Degree of effort to outcomes
outcomes. Proposal is |the ecological  [complexes, reduces |conservation need, [quantities this plan for measuring |outcomes will  [timing/ supplement any |described in
clearly written and sections and is  |fragmentation or and/or threatened |habitat will typically |and evaluating be maintained |opportunistic OHF the scope of Total
adequately addresses: |likely to produce |protects areas or endangered support. outcomes. over time. urgency. appropriation. work. Score
Who what when where |conservation
why legacy
8 . Out of
ID# Program Title Max points: 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 100
PAO1 Accelerating the Wildlife Management Area
Program, Phase XIV 8 8 8 7 8 8 8 4 10 5 74
PAO2 RIM Grassland Reserve, Phase IV
8 8 8 8 8 7 7 5 0 7 66
PAO3 Prairie Chicken Habitat Partnership of the
Southern Red River Valley, Phase VIII 8 8 8 8 8 6 8 8 10 6 78
PAO4 MN Prairie Recovery Program, Phase XII
7 8 8 7 8 6 8 6 7 4 69
PAO5 Enhanced Public Land — Open Landscapes, Phase II
8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 5 6 75
PAO6 RIM Buffers for Wildlife and Water, Phase X
8 8 8 8 8 8 8 5 0 6 67
PAO7 Northern Tallgrass Prairie National Wildlife
Refuge, Phase XIll 7 8 8 8 7 8 7 5 5 6 69
PAO8 Martin County DNR WMA, Phase VI
6 8 7 7 8 6 7 6 0 5 60
PREO1 DNR Grassland Enhancement, Phase XIV
7 8 8 8 8 8 8 5 0 6 66
FAO1 Preventing Forest Fragmentation and Protecting
Wildlife Habitat at the Edge of the Boundary 8 8 8 8 8 7 3 6 2 6 64
FA02 Minnesota Forest Recovery Project, Phase I
7 8 8 8 8 8 7 7 2 6 69
FAO3 Camp Ripley Sentinel Landscape ACUB, Phase X
8 8 8 7 8 8 8 5 0 6 66
FAO4 Minnesota Forests for the Future, Phase IX
8 8 8 8 8 8 6 7 10 6 77
FAOS Big Woods Protection at Stieg Woods
8 8 8 8 8 8 5 8 10 8 79
FREO1 DNR Forest Enhancement, Phase Il
7 8 8 8 8 8 8 7 0 6 68
WAO01 Accelerating the Waterfowl Production Area
8 7 8 8 8 8 7 6 10 6 76

Program, Phase XIV




WAO02

Wetland Habitat Protection and Restoration
Program, Phase VIl

10

75

WAO03

Wild Rice Shoreland Protection, Phase VIII

68

WA04

Shallow Lake & Wetland Protection & Restoration
Program, Phase XI

74

WAO05

RIM Wetlands - Restoring Most Productive Habitat
in Minnesota's Prairie Pothole Region

68

WREO1

Living Shallow Lake Enhancement & Wetland
Restoration Initiative, Phase VIII

75

WRE02

DNR Accelerated Shallow Lakes and Wetland
Enhancements, Phase XIV

69

HAO1

Elm Creek Greenway Corridor Proposed Property
Acquisitions

65

HAO02

Dakota County Habitat Protection/Restoration,
Phase VIII

10

76

HAO03

Integrating Habitat and Clean Water

69

HA04

Protecting Coldwater Fisheries of Minnesota's
North Shore, Phase Il

10

76

HAO05

Southeast Minnesota Protection and Restoration,
Phase X

73

HA06

Mississippi Headwaters Habitat Corridor Project,
Phase VII

10

79

HAO07

Shell Rock River Habitat Restoration Program,
Phase XI

68

HA08

DNR WMA and SNA Acquisition, Phase XIV

67

HA09

Cannon River Watershed Habitat Protection and
Restoration Program, Phase XI

10

76

HA10

Washington County Habitat Protection and
Restoration Partnership

10

76

HA11

Metro Big Rivers, Phase XII

10

77

HA12

St. Croix Watershed Habitat Protection and
Restoration, Phase IlI

10

78

HA13

Fisheries Habitat Protection of Strategic North
Central Minnesota Lakes, Phase VIII

73

HA14

Sauk River Watershed Habitat Protection &
Restoration, Phase IV

73

HREO1

Lime Lake and Lake Sarah Dam Replacements

63

HREO2

DNR Aquatic Habitat Restoration and
Enhancement, Phase V

10

73

HREO3

Klondike Clean Water Retention Project, Phase Il

10

68




HREO4

Buffalo River Watershed Stream Habitat Program,
Phase Il

10

74

HREO5

DNR St. Louis River Restoration Initiative, Phase IX

10

76

HREO6

East Lake Habitat Improvement Plan

10

74

HREO7

DNR Fish Passage Enhancement through Targeted
Culvert Replacement, Phase |

10

68

HREO8

Restoring and Enhancing Minnesota's Important
Bird Areas, Phase IlI

col

col

HREO9

Knife River Habitat Rehabilitation, Phase VII

10

70

HRE10

Enhancing Metro and North Shore Trout Stream
Habitats

10

62

HRE11

Daylighting Phalen Creek

70

o1

Restoration Evaluations, ML2022

02

Contract Management, ML2022

CPL

Conservation Partners Legacy Grant Program,
Phase XIV: Statewide and Metro Habitat

80
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program, Phase x| B B s s s0
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WREDL | Ling Shallow Loke Enhancement & Wetiand Restoraion
Initativ, Phase Vil B o B o o
=
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1402 | Dakota County Haita Protection/Retoraton, Phase Vil
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403 [ntegratig Habitat and learn Water
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HA04 | Proteciing Coldwate Fishrie of Mimnesota's North
shore,Phase s i s s 5
1G5 | Southeast Minnesota Protecton and Restoraton, Phase X
s B s s s
1405 | Missisiopi eadwates Haliat Coridor Prjec, Phase Vi
s s s B n
1407 [ Shel Rock iver Fabiat Restoration Program, Phase X
B B s s s
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Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2022 / FY 2023

Name:

Ron Schara

Due

Date:

Thursday, July 15, 2021 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 Accelerating the Wildlife Management Area Program,
PAO2 RIM Grassland Reserve, Phase IV
10 10 8 8 5 5 5 8 3 7 69
PAO3 Prairie Chicken Habitat Partnership of the
Southern Red River Valley, Phase VIII 10 10 8 8 5 5 5 5 5 7 68
PAO4 MN Prairie Recovery Program, Phase Xl|
10 10 8 8 6 5 8 5 3 7 70
PAQO5 Enhanced Public Land — Open Landscapes, Phase Il
10 10 8 8 5 5 3 3 3 5 60
PAO6 RIM Buffers for Wildlife and Water, Phase X confusing application
5 7 3 3 3 3 5 5 0 5 39
PAQ7 Northern Tallgrass Prairie National Wildlife Refuge, Phase
Xl 10 10 8 8 5 5 5 3 8 8 70
PAO8 Martin County DNR WMA, Phase VI
8 8 8 8 5 5 5 5 0 8 60
PREO1 DNR Grassland Enhancement, Phase XIV
10 10 8 8 5 5 5 3 0 5 59
FAO1 Preventing Forest Fragmentation and Protecting Wildlife
Habitat at the Edge of the Boundary Waters 5 8 8 5 3 5 8 8 0 5 55
FAO2 Minnesota Forest Recovery Project, Phase Il
8 5 5 3 3 3 5 5 0 5 42
FAO3 Camp Ripley Sentinel Landscape ACUB, Phase X
5 5 5 3 3 3 5 3 0 5 37
FAO4 Minnesota Forests for the Future, Phase IX
8 8 8 8 3 3 5 3 3 5 54
FAO5 Big Woods Protection at Stieg Woods
8 8 8 5 3 3 5 8 5 5 58
FREO1 DNR Forest Enhancement, Phase Il
5 5 5 5 5 3 5 3 0 5 41
WAO01 Accelerating the Waterfow! Production Area Program,
8 8.0 5.0 8.0 5.0 5 8 3 8 5 63

Phase XIV




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2022 / FY 2023

Name:

Ron Schara

Due Date:

Thursday, July 15, 2021 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 Wetland Habitat Protection and Restoration Program,
Phase VI 9 8.0 10.0 8 5.0 5 8 5 8 5 71
WAO03 Wild Rice Shoreland Protection, Phase VIII
8 8.0 5 8 5.0 5 8 5 0 5 57
WA04 Shallow Lake & Wetland Protection & Restoration
Program, Phase XI 10 10 8 8 5 5 10 5 4 5 70
WAOQ5 RIM Wetlands - Restoring Most Productive Habitat in
Minnesota's Prairie Pothole Region 5 5 5 5 5 5 8 3 0 5 46
WREO1 Living Shallow Lake Enhancement & Wetland Restoration
Initiative, Phase VIII 10 10 10 8 > 8 8 5 8 5 77
WREO2 DNR Accelerated Shallow Lakes and Wetland
8 8 8 5 5 8 8 5 0 5 60

Enhancements, Phase XIV




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2022 / FY 2023

Name:

Ron Schara

Due Date:

Thursday, July 15, 2021 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:
HAO01 Elm Creek Greenway Corridor Proposed Property
Acquisitions 0 0
HAO02 Dakota County Habitat Protection/Restoration, Phase VIl
8 8 8 10 8 5 5 5 10 5 72
HAO03 Integrating Habitat and Clearn Water
10 10 8 10 8 5 5 5 0 5 66
HA04 Protecting Coldwater Fisheries of Minnesota's North
Shore, Phase Il 8 8 8 8 8 5 5 3 3 5 61
HAO5 Southeast Minnesota Protection and Restoration, Phase X
7 8 8 5 5 5 5 5 3 5 56
HAO06 Mississippi Headwaters Habitat Corridor Project, Phase VII
8 8 8 5 5 5 5 3 5 5 57
HAQ7 Shell Rock River Habitat Restoration Program, Phase XI|
5 8 8 8 5 5 5 3 3 5 55
HAO08 DNR WMA and SNA Acquisition, Phase XIV
8 8 8 8 5 5 5 5 0 5 57
HAO09 Cannon River Watershed Habitat Protection and
Restoration Program, Phase XI 8 8 8 8 3 5 5 3 5 5 58
HA10 Washington County Habitat Protection and Restoration
Partnership 9 9 8 10 3 5 5 3 8 5 65
HA11 Metro Big Rivers, Phase XI|
8 8 8 5 3 5 5 3 8 5 58
HA12 St. Croix Watershed Habitat Protection and Restoration,
Phase IlI 5 5 5 3 3 5 5 3 3 5 42
HA13 Fisheries Habitat Protection of Strategic North Central
Minnesota Lakes, Phase VIII 8 8 8 8 8 3 S 3 3 > 59
HA14 Sauk River Watershed Habitat Protection & Restoration,
Phase IV 8 8 10 10 5 3 5 3 3 5 60
HREO1 Lime Lake and Lake Sarah Dam Replacements
8 8 10 5 5 5 5 3 0 5 54
HREO02 DNR Aquatic Habitat Restoration and Enhancement,
8 10 10 5 5 3 5 3 10 5 64

Phase V




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2022 / FY 2023

Name:

Ron Schara

Due Date:

Thursday, July 15, 2021 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
HREO3 Klondike Clean Water Retention Project, Phase Il
8 10 10 8 5 3 5 3 10 5 67
HREO4 Buffalo River Watershed Stream Habitat Program, Phase Il
5 8 8 5 5 3 5 3 5 5 52
HREO5 DNR St. Louis River Restoration Initiative, Phase IX
8 5 5 8 5 3 5 3 10 5 57
HREO6 East Lake Habitat Improvement Plan MOVE TO CPL GRANT?
8 8 8 8 8 5 5 5 8 5 68
HREO7 DNR Fish Passage Enhancement through Targeted Culvert
Replacement, Phase | 8 5 5 8 8 5 5 3 8 5 60
HREO8 Restoring and Enhancing Minnesota's Important Bird
Areas, Phase lll 5 5 3 5 5 3 5 3 5 5 44
HREO9 Knife River Habitat Rehabilitation, Phase VII
8 8 5 8 5 3 5 3 5 5 55
HRE10 Enhancing Metro and North Shore Trout Stream Habitats
8 8 5 8 5 3 3 3 5 5 53
HRE11 Daylighting Phalen Creek
8 5 8 5 5 5 3 3 3 5 50
01 Restoration Evaluations, ML2022
100
02 Contract Management, ML2022
100
CPL Conservation Partners Legacy Grant Program, Phase XIV:
75 BEHIND ON SPENDING MONEy???

Statewide and Metro Habitat




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2022 / FY 2023

Name:

Jamie Swenson

Due Date:

Thursday, July 15, 2021 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 Accelerating the Wildlife Management Area Program,
84
Phase XIV 10 9 9 9 9 9 7 6 8 8
PAO2 RIM Grassland Reserve, Phase IV
70
8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 0 6
PAO3 Prairie Chicken Habitat Partnership of the
f 77
Southern Red River Valley, Phase VIII 3 9 3 9 3 6 7 9 5 3
PAO4 MN Prairie Recovery Program, Phase Xl|
80
8 9 9 9 9 9 8 6 5 8
PAQO5 Enhanced Public Land — Open Landscapes, Phase Il
76
9 9 7 9 8 6 7 8 5 8
PAO6 RIM Buffers for Wildlife and Water, Phase X
69
8 8 7 8 9 8 8 7 0 6
PAQ7 Northern Tallgrass Prairie National Wildlife Refuge, Phase
74
Xill 8 8 8 7 10 8 7 5 5 8
PAO8 Martin County DNR WMA, Phase VI
62
8 7 7 7 8 7 7 5 0 6
PREO1 DNR Grassland Enhancement, Phase XIV
65
7 7 7 8 9 6 7 6 0 8
FAO1 Preventing Forest Fragmentation and Protecting Wildlife
; 67
Habitat at the Edge of the Boundary Waters 3 6 6 6 3 7 7 6 5 3
FAO2 Minnesota Forest Recovery Project, Phase Il
67
8 6 7 8 8 6 6 6 5 7
FAO3 Camp Ripley Sentinel Landscape ACUB, Phase X
76
9 8 8 7 8 7 8 7 7 7
FAO4 Minnesota Forests for the Future, Phase IX
69
7 7 7 7 8 7 7 6 7 6
FAO5 Big Woods Protection at Stieg Woods
65
9 6 6 6 8 7 7 6 4 6
FREO1 DNR Forest Enhancement, Phase Il
64
5 8 7 10 8 7 6 6 0 7
WAO01 Accelerating the Waterfow! Production Area Program,
83
Phase XIV 7 9 10 8 9 8 8 8 9 7




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2022 / FY 2023

Name:

Jamie Swenson

Due Date:

Thursday, July 15, 2021 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 Wetland Habitat Protection and Restoration Program,
73
Phase VIl 7 7 8 8 9 8 7 7 5 7
WAO03 Wild Rice Shoreland Protection, Phase VIII
76
7 9 8 9 9 8 9 9 0 8
WA04 Shallow Lake & Wetland Protection & Restoration
83
Program, Phase XI| 9 10 10 9 9 7 3 3 6 7
WAOQ5 RIM Wetlands - Restoring Most Productive Habitat in
. , - ) 67
Minnesota's Prairie Pothole Region 7 3 3 3 3 3 3 7 0 5
WREO1 Living Shallow Lake Enhancement & Wetland Restoration
e 83
Initiative, Phase VIII 9 9 9 9 9 9 3 7 7 7
WREO2 DNR Accelerated Shallow Lakes and Wetland
60
Enhancements, Phase XIV 7 7 6 7 3 6 6 6 0 7




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2022 / FY 2023

Name:

Jamie Swenson

Due Date:

Thursday, July 15, 2021 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:
HAO01 Elm Creek Greenway Corridor Proposed Property
it 65
Acquisitions 3 7 5 4 5 6 9 3 5 3
HAO02 Dakota County Habitat Protection/Restoration, Phase VIl
75
7 7 8 6 10 6 9 6 8 8
HAO03 Integrating Habitat and Clearn Water
60
5 7 7 6 7 6 8 6 0 8
HA04 Protecting Coldwater Fisheries of Minnesota's North
65
Shore, Phase Il 7 7 7 6 3 5 7 3 4 6
HAO5 Southeast Minnesota Protection and Restoration, Phase X
71
7 8 8 7 6 8 7 7 5 8
HAO06 Mississippi Headwaters Habitat Corridor Project, Phase VII
71
8 8 8 9 6 7 8 5 5 7
HAQ7 Shell Rock River Habitat Restoration Program, Phase XI|
75
8 10 9 12 10 8 8 3 3 4
HAO08 DNR WMA and SNA Acquisition, Phase XIV
72
9 9 9 9 9 7 7 5 0 8
HAOQ9 Cannon River Watershed Habitat Protection and
: 74
Restoration Program, Phase XI 3 7 9 3 3 3 7 5 6 3
HA10 Washington County Habitat Protection and Restoration
; 64
Partnership 7 6 7 7 6 7 6 5 6 7
HA11 Metro Big Rivers, Phase XI|
65
8 7 8 7 7 6 7 5 6 4
HA12 St. Croix Watershed Habitat Protection and Restoration,
69
Phase Il 8 7 8 7 7 6 8 5 5 8
HA13 Fisheries Habitat Protection of Strategic North Central
; 83
Minnesota Lakes, Phase VIII 9 10 10 10 7 3 9 3 5 7
HA14 Sauk River Watershed Habitat Protection & Restoration,
68
Phase IV 8 7 7 7 8 8 7 5 4 7
HREO1 Lime Lake and Lake Sarah Dam Replacements
52
10 7 7 5 9 5 0 9
HREO02 DNR Aquatic Habitat Restoration and Enhancement,
72
Phase V 7 7 7 8 7 7 6 7 9 7




Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council Proposal Evaluation Scoring Sheet - ML 2022 / FY 2023

Name:

Jamie Swenson

Due Date:

Thursday, July 15, 2021 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:
HREO3 Klondike Clean Water Retention Project, Phase Il
75
7 8 7 7 6 6 7 9 10 8
HREO4 Buffalo River Watershed Stream Habitat Program, Phase Il
70
8 5 6 6 8 8 8 7 7 7
HREO5 DNR St. Louis River Restoration Initiative, Phase IX
74
6 8 8 8 7 7 8 8 8 6
HREO6 East Lake Habitat Improvement Plan
66
8 5 6 6 7 7 7 5 7 8
HREO7 DNR Fish Passage Enhancement through Targeted Culvert
68
Replacement, Phase | 3 7 7 7 5 5 3 5 3 3
HREO8 Restoring and Enhancing Minnesota's Important Bird
73
Areas, Phase lll 7 3 7 3 9 7 9 6 5 7
HREO9 Knife River Habitat Rehabilitation, Phase VII
73
7 8 8 9 8 8 7 5 5 8
HRE10 Enhancing Metro and North Shore Trout Stream Habitats
68
5 8 7 8 8 7 6 6 6 7
HRE11 Daylighting Phalen Creek
61
7 6 6 6 8 6 8 6 4 4
01 Restoration Evaluations, ML2022
0
02 Contract Management, ML2022
0
CPL Conservation Partners Legacy Grant Program, Phase XIV:
; : 86
Statewide and Metro Habitat 9 10 9 9 3 3 9 9 6 9
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