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Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council 
2026 RIM Grasslands Reserve Phase VII 


ML 2026 Request for Funding 


General Information 


Date: 06/26/2025 


Proposal Title: 2026 RIM Grasslands Reserve Phase VII 


Funds Requested: $10,345,000 


Confirmed Leverage Funds: - 


Is this proposal Scalable?: Yes 


Manager Information 


Manager's Name: John Voz 
Title: RIM Easement Programs Coordinator 
Organization: MNBWSR 
Address: 1723 North Tower Road   
City: Detroit Lakes, MN 56501 
Email: john.voz@state.mn.us 
Office Number: 218-846-8426 
Mobile Number: 218-849-1603 
Fax Number:   
Website: http://www.bwsr.state.mn.us/index.html 


Location Information 


County Location(s):  


Eco regions in which work will take place: 


Forest / Prairie Transition 


Prairie 


Activity types: 


Protect in Easement 


Priority resources addressed by activity: 


Prairie 
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Narrative 


Abstract 


Using the Reinvest in Minnesota (RIM) program, this project addresses the potential loss of grassland habitats from 
conversion to cropland and accelerates grassland protection efforts not covered by other programs. Working in 
coordination with 11 Minnesota Prairie Conservation Plan Local Technical Teams (LTTs), and 64 local Soil & Water 
Conservation Districts (SWCDs) this proposal will enroll 1430 RIM acres (approximately 22 easements), focusing 
on Minnesota Prairie Plan identified landscapes. This proposal focus's on protecting non-crop moderate to high 
quality remnant prairies and associated buffer that can be improved through habitat management. 


Design and Scope of Work 


Since 2019 approximately 2,614 acres and 44 individual easements have been permanently protected under this 
program. That's 2,614 acres that would have not been protected under the MNDNR Native Prairie Program. In 
2025 & 2026 throughout Minnesota an additional 138,700 acres of the USDA Conservation Reserve Program (CRP) 
has expired. Minnesota was once a land of 18 million acres of prairie. Today less than two percent remains. The 
few acres of native remnant prairie that remain were once thought of as too rocky or wet for row crops , but not 
anymore. If the current trajectory of grassland and prairie loss continues it will be devastating to grassland wildlife 
populations, including pollinator species.  
 
Past LSOHC funding has allowed BWSR to deliver this program to private landowners and permanently protect 
remnant prairies which are not covered by other programs.  It is vital that we continue this effort as landowners 
are beginning to learn about this program.   
   
This proposal, working in partnership with 11 Prairie Conservation Plan Local Technical Teams (LTTs) and 64 
local SWCD's focuses on protecting current grasslands and buffering native prairie that are within wildlife habitat 
complexes not covered by other conservation programs.  There are programs for native prairie such as MNDNR 
Native Prairie Bank, Federal Native Tallgrass Prairie (NTP) and programs for cropland, but there are no programs 
for moderate quality prairies that have the potential for higher quality through protection and management. As 
Soil and Water Conservation Districts (SWCDs) and LTTs review landowner applications for possible enrollment, 
they may find additional tracts that are native prairie. With this project, native prairie may include CRP or cropland 
areas to square up parcels. In cases where larger tracts are identified, they will contact the DNR’s Biological Survey 
and Native Prairie Bank staff for a more formal botanical survey of the site.  
 
The loss of native prairie and grassland habitat is arguably the greatest conservation challenge facing northwest, 
western and southern Minnesota. This proposal aims to protect 1430 acres of prairie and grassland habitat by 
coordinating and accelerating the enrollment in Reinvest in Minnesota (RIM) through private land easements. This 
level of acceleration is needed to address today's rapid loss of grassland habitat and meet the goals set forth in the 
Minnesota Prairie Conservation Plan. 
 
Emphasis will be on grazing these remnant prairies because disturbance is crucial to revitalize and reinvigorate 
this grassland ecosystem. Other disturbance activities such as haying and burning can be difficult for these 
sometimes rocky , isolated pockets of grass within large grassland complexes. Haying will be encouraged on buffer 
areas surrounding remnants through haying and grazing agreements and the cover will be managed as open 
prairie. This program will work closely with Ducks Unlimited grazing specialists and other certified planners 
throughout the state who can provide the expertise of outreach, promotion, planning and communications directly 
with grazing producers. This will create opportunities for effective planning and focus efforts with Local Technical 
Teams and SWCD staff. 
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Explain how the proposal addresses habitat protection, restoration, and/or enhancement for fish, 
game & wildlife, including threatened or endangered species conservation  
Minnesota grasslands provide important habitat for a wide range of Species of Greatest Conservation Need (SGCN). 
Consistent with guidance in The Minnesota Wildlife Action Plan and Minnesota Prairie Conservation Plan, strategic 
site selection will be conducted as well as efforts to minimize landscape stressors and plan for plant diversity and 
long-term resiliency of project sites. More than 150 SGCN use grasslands for breeding, migration, and/or foraging.  
 
Target Species include: Greater prairie chicken, Eastern meadowlark, Western meadowlark, Grasshopper sparrow, 
Northern pintail, Northern black duck, Burrowing owl, Chestnut collared longspur, Bobolink, Wilson's phalarope, 
Sedge wren, Upland Sandpiper, Plains hog-nosed snake, American badger, Prairie vole, Plains pocket mouse, 
Eastern spotted skunk, Dakota skipper, Monarch butterfly, Poweshiek  skipper, Regal fritillary and Rusty Patch 
bumble bees. 


What are the elements of this proposal that are critical from a timing perspective?  


Without permanent protection options, these remnant and existing grasslands are under great threat of conversion 
to row crops. Under the strategic direction provided by the Minnesota Prairie Plan, and recognizing that a new 
wave of grassland loss is upon us, the RIM program is realigning its targets and priorities. This realignment will 
ensure that a gap does not exist between programs, and that a private landowner interested in permanent 
protection of their grassland or prairie has viable options. Funding from this proposal will provide an acceleration 
of targeted acres enrolled. 


Describe how the proposal expands habitat corridors or complexes and/or addresses habitat 
fragmentation:  


Native prairies are often part of large complexes of restored prairies, grasslands, and wetlands. These complexes 
will be the top priority for this project using the MN Prairie Plan framework. A preference will be given to 
protecting expiring CRP with enrollment of adjacent remnant prairie as identified in the MN County Biological 
Survey. This focus on expiring CRP will fill a niche that cannot otherwise be filled by the Native Prairie Bank 
program. LTTs will help guide restoration strategies such as prescribed burning, conservation grazing and woody 
tree removal to be used to restore the conditions of moderate quality prairies.  In addition, the LTTs will identify 
remnant prairie sites that are not listed on the MN County Biological Survey and update the survey accordingly. By 
utilizing the LTTs, parcels will be targeted for protection and resulting acres will be tracked and reportable.  
 
Recent genetic diversity research was conducted on Greater Prairie Chickens by the MNDNR to understand how 
birds move through the landscape using a new approach called landscape genetics. It found that prairie chickens in 
the northern part of the sampled area, near Glacial Ridge National Wildlife Refuge, are not very connected to 
prairie chickens in Clay, Otter Tail, and Wilkin counties to the south. Connecting these areas with high quality 
habitat would allow more genetic mixing, potentially reduce stress and mortality and eliminate the need for birds 
to travel long distances to find suitable habitat. This "follow the chicken" approach has worked remarkably well in 
identifying, targeting and protecting areas that have positive impacts on a wide range of species of greatest 
conservation need. 


Which top 2 Conservation Plans referenced in MS97A.056, subd. 3a are most applicable to this 
project?  


Minnesota Prairie Conservation Plan 


Minnesota's Wildlife Action Plan 2015-2025 







Proposal #: PA01 


P a g e  4 | 15 


 


Explain how this proposal will uniquely address habitat resilience to climate change and its 
anticipated effects on game, fish & wildlife species utilizing the protected or restored/enhanced 
habitat this proposal targets.  
This proposal directly relates to four priority actions in the MN Climate Action Framework: 1) accelerate forest, 
grassland and wetland restoration, 2) Store more carbon, 3) restore and expand habitat complexes and corridors, 
and 4). increase water storage and infiltration and manage drainage. Restoring and protecting habitat with RIM 
easements. 


Which LSOHC section priorities are addressed in this proposal?  
Forest / Prairie Transition 


Protect, enhance, and restore rare native remnant prairie 


Prairie 


Protect, enhance, and restore remnant native prairie, Big Woods forests, and oak savanna 


Describe how this project/program will produce and demonstrate a significant and permanent 
conservation legacy and/or outcomes for fish, game, and wildlife, and if not permanent outcomes, 
why it is important to undertake at this time:  


This program will focus on key parcels in need of protection and restoration using a ranking process and input 
from LTTs. Without permanent protection options, these grasslands are under great threat of conversion to row 
crops. This project focuses on LSOHC priorities by ensuring that key core parcels are protected while increasing 
participation of private landowners in habitat projects, and by restoring and enhancing grassland habitats. 


Outcomes 


Programs in forest-prairie transition region:  


Protected, restored, and enhanced nesting and migratory habitat for waterfowl, upland birds, and species of 
greatest conservation need ~ A summary of the total acres acquired through this appropriation will be reported.  
On-site inspections are performed every three years and compliance checks are performed during the other two 
years to ensure maintained outcomes. An increase of native grassland habitat availability within a certain region 
is expected to increase the carrying capacity of grassland-dependent wildlife within that region. This would have a 
positive impact on both game and non game species. We expect more abundant populations of endangered, 
threatened, special concern and game species as these complexes are restored. 


Programs in prairie region:  


Protected, restored, and enhanced habitat for migratory and unique Minnesota species ~ A summary of the 
total acres acquired through this appropriation will be reported.  On-site inspections are performed every three 
years and compliance checks are performed during the other two years to ensure maintained outcomes. An 
increase of native grassland habitat availability within a certain region is expected to increase the carrying 
capacity of grassland-dependent wildlife within that region. This would have a positive impact on both game and 
non-game species. We expect more abundant populations of endangered, threatened, special concern and game 
species as these complexes are restored. 


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


Environment and Natural Resource Trust Fund 
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Per MS 97A.056, Subd. 24, Please explain whether the request is supplanting or is a substitution for 
any previous funding that was not from a legacy fund and was used for the same purpose.  
This funding request is not supplanting existing funding or a substitution for any previous funding. 


How will you sustain and/or maintain this work after the Outdoor Heritage Funds are expended?  
Once a RIM easement is acquired, BWSR is responsible for monitoring and enforcement into perpetuity. BWSR 
partners with local SWCDs carry-out oversight, monitoring and inspection of its conservation easements. 
Easements are inspected for the first five consecutive years beginning in the year after the easement is recorded. 
Thereafter, on-site inspections are performed every three years and compliance checks are performed in the other 
two years. SWCDs report to BWSR on each site inspection conducted and document findings. A non-compliance 
procedure is implemented when potential violations or problems are identified.  
 
Perpetual monitoring and enforcement costs are calculated at $10,000 per easement. This value is based on using 
local SWCD staff for monitoring and landowner relations and existing enforcement authorities. The amount listed 
for Easement Stewardship covers costs of the SWCD regular monitoring, BWSR oversight, and any enforcement 
necessary. 


Actions to Maintain Project Outcomes  
Year Source of Funds Step 1 Step 2 Step 3 
2023-Ongoing Landowners 


Responsibility 
Maintain compliance 
with easement terms 


- - 


2023-Ongoing Stewardship Account Inspection every year 
for the fist 5 years; 
then every 3rd year 


Corrective actions on 
any violations 


Easement action taken 
by MN General Office 


Provide an assessment of how your program may celebrate cultural diversity or reach diverse 
communities in Minnesota, including reaching low- and moderate-income households:  


A portion of this funding request will be used to contract with the Conservation Corp of Minnesota (CMMI) to 
encourage young adults from diverse backgrounds to become engaged in conservation , involved in community, 
and prepare for future employment. See attached CCMI letter of support. 


Activity Details 


Requirements 


Is the land you plan to acquire (easement) free of any other permanent protection?   
Yes 


Land Use 


Will there be planting of any crop on OHF land purchased or restored in this program, either by the 
proposer or the end owner of the property, outside of the initial restoration of the land? 
Yes 
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Explain what will be planted and include the maximum percentage of any acquired parcel that 
would be planted into foodplots by the proposer or the end owner of the property: 
In certain circumstances food plots for wildlife are an allowable use on RIM easements and must be part of 
an approved Conservation Plan. Under this proposal no food plots would be allowed on remnant prairies 
which have never been cultivated (only areas that buffer remnant prairies). Food plots on narrow buffers, 
steep slopes and wet areas are not allowed but may be offered on any potential surrounding grass buffer 
on prior cultivated lands. RIM policy limits food plots to 10% of the total easement area or 5 acres 
whichever is smaller. There is no cost share for establishment of food plots and upon termination and/or 
abandonment the landowners must reestablish the vegetation as prescribed in the Conservation Plan at 
their own expense. Food plots are a rarely selected option by landowners, to date only 2.2% of RIM 
easements have food plots. 


Will insecticides or fungicides (including neonicotinoid and fungicide treated seed) be used within any 
activities of this proposal either in the process of restoration or use as food plots? 
No 


Will the eased land be open for public use?   
No 


Are there currently trails or roads on any of the proposed acquisitions?   
Yes 


Describe the types of trails or roads and the allowable uses:  
Existing trails and roads are identified during the easement acquisition process and are often excluded 
from the easement area if they serve no purpose to easement maintenance, monitoring or enforcement.  
Some roads and trails, such as agricultural field accesses, are allowed to remain. 


Will the trails or roads remain and uses continue to be allowed after OHF acquisition?   
Yes 


How will maintenance and monitoring be accomplished?  
The easements secured under this project will be managed as part of the MN Board of Water and 
Soil Resources (BWSR) RIM Reserve Program which has over 7,450 individual easements currently 
in place. Easements are monitored annually for each of the first five years and then every third year 
after that. BWSR, in cooperation with Soil and Water Conservation Districts (SWCD), implement a 
stewardship process to track, monitor quality and assure compliance with easement terms. Under 
the terms of the Reinvest In Minnesota (RIM) Easement Program, landowners are required to 
maintain compliance with the easement. A conservation plan is developed with the landowner and 
maintained as part of each easement. Basic easement compliance costs are borne by the landowner, 
periodic enhancements may be cost shared from a variety of sources. 


Will new trails or roads be developed or improved as a result of the OHF acquisition?   
Yes 


Describe the types of trails or roads and the allowable uses:  
Though uncommon, there could be a potential for new minimal use trails, if they contribute to easement 
maintenance or benefit the easement site (e.g. firebreaks, berm maintenance, etc). Unauthorized trails 
identified during the monitoring process are in violation of the easement. 
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How will maintenance and monitoring be accomplished?   
The easements secured under this project will be managed as part of the MN Board of Water and Soil 
Resources (BWSR) RIM Reserve Program which has over 7,450 individual easements currently in place. 
Easements are monitored annually for each of the first 5 years and then every 3rd year after that. BWSR, in 
cooperation with Soil and Water Conservation Districts (SWCD), implement a stewardship process to track, 
monitor quality and assure compliance with easement terms. Under the terms of the Reinvest In Minnesota 
(RIM) Easement Program, landowners are required to maintain compliance with the easement. A 
conservation plan is developed with the landowner and maintained as part of each easement. Basic 
easement compliance costs are borne by the landowner, periodic enhancements may be cost shared from a 
variety of sources. 


Will the land that you acquire (fee or easement) be restored or enhanced within this proposal's funding 
and availability?   
Yes 


Other OHF Appropriation Awards 


Have you received OHF dollars through LSOHC in the past? 
Yes 


Are any of these past appropriations still OPEN? 
Yes 


Approp Year Funding Amount 
Received 


Amount Spent to 
Date 


Funding Remaining % Spent to Date 


2025 $3,375,000 - - - 
2023 $2,747,000 $239,145 $2,507,855 8.71% 
2022 $4,536,000 $4,295,220 $240,780 94.69% 
2021 $4,354,000 $4,099,630 $254,370 94.16% 
Totals $15,012,000 $8,633,995 $6,378,005 57.51% 


Timeline 
Activity Name Estimated Completion Date 
Enroll 1320 acres into the RIM private land easement 
program 


June 30th, 2030 


Final Report Submitted November 1st, 2031 
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Budget 


 


Grand Totals Across All Partnerships 


Item Funding Request Total Leverage Leverage Source Total 
Personnel $1,011,900 $200,000 -, DU Private $1,211,900 
Contracts $68,800 - - $68,800 
Fee Acquisition w/ 
PILT 


- - - - 


Fee Acquisition w/o 
PILT 


- - - - 


Easement Acquisition $8,700,500 - - $8,700,500 
Easement 
Stewardship 


$220,000 - - $220,000 


Travel $91,600 $5,000 -, DU Private $96,600 
Professional Services - - - - 
Direct Support 
Services 


$221,300 - - $221,300 


DNR Land Acquisition 
Costs 


- - - - 


Capital Equipment - - - - 
Other 
Equipment/Tools 


$23,800 - - $23,800 


Supplies/Materials $7,100 - - $7,100 
DNR IDP - - - - 
Grand Total $10,345,000 $205,000 - $10,550,000 
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Partner: Ducks Unlimited 


Totals 


Item Funding Request Total Leverage Leverage Source Total 
Personnel $700,000 $200,000 DU Private $900,000 
Contracts - - - - 
Fee Acquisition w/ 
PILT 


- - - - 


Fee Acquisition w/o 
PILT 


- - - - 


Easement Acquisition - - - - 
Easement 
Stewardship 


- - - - 


Travel $75,000 $5,000 DU Private $80,000 
Professional Services - - - - 
Direct Support 
Services 


$70,000 - - $70,000 


DNR Land Acquisition 
Costs 


- - - - 


Capital Equipment - - - - 
Other 
Equipment/Tools 


- - - - 


Supplies/Materials - - - - 
DNR IDP - - - - 
Grand Total $845,000 $205,000 - $1,050,000 
Personnel 
Position Annual FTE Years 


Working 
Funding 
Request 


Total 
Leverage 


Leverage 
Source 


Total 


DU Private 
Land Grassland 
Specialist 


1.75 4.0 $700,000 $200,000 DU Private $900,000 
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Partner: BWSR 


Totals 


Item Funding Request Total Leverage Leverage Source Total 
Personnel $311,900 - - $311,900 
Contracts $68,800 - - $68,800 
Fee Acquisition w/ 
PILT 


- - - - 


Fee Acquisition w/o 
PILT 


- - - - 


Easement Acquisition $8,700,500 - - $8,700,500 
Easement 
Stewardship 


$220,000 - - $220,000 


Travel $16,600 - - $16,600 
Professional Services - - - - 
Direct Support 
Services 


$151,300 - - $151,300 


DNR Land Acquisition 
Costs 


- - - - 


Capital Equipment - - - - 
Other 
Equipment/Tools 


$23,800 - - $23,800 


Supplies/Materials $7,100 - - $7,100 
DNR IDP - - - - 
Grand Total $9,500,000 - - $9,500,000 
Personnel 
Position Annual FTE Years 


Working 
Funding 
Request 


Total 
Leverage 


Leverage 
Source 


Total 


Easement Staff 2.09 4.0 $311,900 - - $311,900 
 


Amount of Request: $10,345,000 
Amount of Leverage: $205,000 
Leverage as a percent of the Request: 1.98% 
DSS + Personnel: $1,233,200 
As a % of the total request: 11.92% 
Easement Stewardship: $220,000 
As a % of the Easement Acquisition: 2.53% 


Total Leverage (from 
above) 


Amount Confirmed % of Total Leverage Amount Anticipated % of Total Leverage 


$205,000 - 0.0% $205,000 100.0% 
Detail leverage sources and confirmation of funds:  
No leverage source listed. 


Does this proposal have the ability to be scalable?   
Yes 


If the project received 50% of the requested funding 


Describe how the scaling would affect acres/activities and if not proportionately reduced, why?  
A 50% reduction in funding would reduce outputs proportionally. Program management & oversight 
remain relatively consistent regardless of appropriation amount. 







Proposal #: PA01 


P a g e  11 | 15 


 


Describe how personnel and DSS expenses would be adjusted and if not proportionately reduced, 
why?  
BWSR calculates direct support services costs that are directly related to and necessary for each request 
based on the type of work being done. 


If the project received 30% of the requested funding 


Describe how the scaling would affect acres/activities and if not proportionately reduced, why?  
A 30% reduction in funding would reduce outputs proportionally. Program management & oversight 
remain relatively consistent regardless of appropriation amount. 


Describe how personnel and DSS expenses would be adjusted and if not proportionately reduced, 
why?  
BWSR calculates direct support services costs that are directly related to and necessary for each request 
based on the type of work being done. 


Personnel 


Has funding for these positions been requested in the past?   
Yes 


Please explain the overlap of past and future staffing and position levels previously received and 
how that is coordinated over multiple years?  
This is Phase VII of an ongoing program and these funds will pay for staff time spent on new easements 
associated with this phase. 


Contracts 


What is included in the contracts line?   
The contract line includes costs covered under the SWCD MJPA, $2000 for staff time per easement acquisition. 


Easement Stewardship 


What is the number of easements anticipated, cost per easement for stewardship, and explain how that 
amount is calculated?   
Perpetual monitoring and enforcement costs have been calculated at $10,000 per easement and 24 easements are 
anticipated to be completed. This value is based on using local SWCD staff for monitoring and landowner relations 
and existing enforcement authorities. The amount listed for Easement Stewardship cover costs of the SWCD 
regular monitoring, BWSR oversight, and any enforcement necessary. 


Travel 


Does the amount in the travel line include equipment/vehicle rental?   
No 


Explain the amount in the travel line outside of traditional travel costs of mileage, food, and lodging   
The travel line will only be used for traditional travel costs. 


I understand and agree that lodging, meals, and mileage must comply with the current MMB Commissioner 
Plan:   
Yes 
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Direct Support Services 


How did you determine which portions of the Direct Support Services of your shared support services is 
direct to this program?   
BWSR calculates and periodically reviews and updates direct support services costs that are directly related to and 
necessary for each request based on the type of work being done. 
 
Minnesota DNR grants staff previously reviewed and approved DU accounting methodology for Direct Support 
Services, which are calculated and included in DU staff costs. DU Direct Support Services constitute approximately 
8-10% of DU overall staff costs on average among DU conservation staff billing categories. DU breaks out and 
invoices for Direct Support Service expenses approved by DNR for reimbursement separately from Personnel 
expenses. In accordance with 2 CFR 200, DU uses the direct allocation method of allocating costs to programs and 
final cost objectives. This process of allocating costs is accomplished through the use of hourly rates. The direct 
cost of activities, including direct support expenses, is included in these hourly rates. The rates are comprised of 
costs for salaries, benefits, office space, general insurance, support staff, office supplies, and other various direct 
expenses incurred at the regional offices and conservation department at the home office. All costs are assigned to 
conservation projects (net of applicable personnel and other costs that are non-conservation related.) Hourly 
charges represent the amount that DU charges conservation projects per hour for each staff member working on 
the project. These costs represent expenses that directly support the labor cost necessary for the development of a 
specific water/wetlands conservation project. 


Other Equipment/Tools 


Give examples of the types of Equipment and Tools that will be purchased?   
None anticipated at this time but we keep a small amount in this budget line for contingencies. 


Federal Funds 


Do you anticipate federal funds as a match for this program?   
No 
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Output Tables 


Acres by Resource Type (Table 1) 


Type Wetland Prairie Forest Habitat Total Acres 
Restore 0 0 0 0 0 
Protect in Fee with State PILT Liability 0 0 0 0 0 
Protect in Fee w/o State PILT Liability 0 0 0 0 0 
Protect in Easement 0 1,430 0 0 1,430 
Enhance 0 0 0 0 0 
Total 0 1,430 0 0 1,430 
Restoration/Enhancement Acres of OHF Acquired Lands (Table 1a.1) 


 RESTORE  Total ENHANCE  Total 
 Lands 


acquired in 
this 


proposal 


Lands acquired 
with previous OHF 


approprations 
(<5yrs old) 


 Lands 
acquired in 


this 
proposal 


Lands acquired 
with previous OHF 


approprations 
(<5yrs old) 


 


Protect in Fee with State 
PILT Liability 


- - - - - - 


Protect in Fee w/o State 
PILT Liability 


- - - - - - 


Protect in Easement 1,430 0 1,430 0 0 0 
Total 1,430 0 1,430 0 0 0 
Restoration/Enhancement Acres Breakdown of Existing Protected Lands (Table 1a.2) 


 RESTORE  ENHANCE  
 Lands acquired 


with OHF 
Lands NOT 


acquired with 
OHF 


Lands acquired 
with OHF 


Lands NOT 
acquired with 


OHF 
DNR Lands (WMA, State Forests, etc) - - - - 
Non-DNR Lands (city, state, federal, etc.) - - - - 
Easements 0 - 0 - 
Total 0 - 0 - 
How many of these Prairie acres are Native Prairie? (Table 1b) 


Type Native 
Prairie 
(acres) 


Restore 0 
Protect in Fee with State PILT Liability 0 
Protect in Fee w/o State PILT Liability 0 
Protect in Easement 1,430 
Enhance 0 
Total 1,430 
Total Requested Funding by Resource Type (Table 2) 


Type Wetland Prairie Forest Habitat Total Funding 
Restore - - - - - 
Protect in Fee with State PILT Liability - - - - - 
Protect in Fee w/o State PILT Liability - - - - - 
Protect in Easement - $10,345,000 - - $10,345,000 
Enhance - - - - - 
Total - $10,345,000 - - $10,345,000 
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Acres within each Ecological Section (Table 3) 


Type Metro/Urban Forest/Prairie SE Forest Prairie N. Forest Total Acres 
Restore 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Protect in Fee with State 
PILT Liability 


0 0 0 0 0 0 


Protect in Fee w/o State 
PILT Liability 


0 0 0 0 0 0 


Protect in Easement 0 572 0 858 0 1,430 
Enhance 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Total 0 572 0 858 0 1,430 
Total Requested Funding within each Ecological Section (Table 4) 


Type Metro/Urban Forest/Prairie SE Forest Prairie N. Forest Total 
Funding 


Restore - - - - - - 
Protect in Fee with State 
PILT Liability 


- - - - - - 


Protect in Fee w/o State 
PILT Liability 


- - - - - - 


Protect in Easement - $3,627,000 - $6,718,000 - $10,345,000 
Enhance - - - - - - 
Total - $3,627,000 - $6,718,000 - $10,345,000 
Average Cost per Acre by Resource Type (Table 5) 


Type Wetland Prairie Forest Habitat 
Restore - - - - 
Protect in Fee with State PILT Liability - - - - 
Protect in Fee w/o State PILT Liability - - - - 
Protect in Easement - $7,234 - - 
Enhance - - - - 
Average Cost per Acre by Ecological Section (Table 6) 


Type Metro/Urban Forest/Prairie SE Forest Prairie N. Forest 
Restore - - - - - 
Protect in Fee with State 
PILT Liability 


- - - - - 


Protect in Fee w/o State 
PILT Liability 


- - - - - 


Protect in Easement - $6,340 - $7,829 - 
Enhance - - - - - 
Target Lake/Stream/River Feet or Miles 
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Parcels 


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


Explain the process used to identify, prioritize, and select the parcels on your list:   
Through a combination of eligibility screening and a scoring and ranking process, each application will be assessed 
on its potential 
 
to restore functions and values (optimize wildlife habitat benefits) and to provide other landscape benefits. Each 
site is 
 
considered on its benefits to the surrounding landscape, as well as the site-specific features which highlight the 
benefits of selection 
 
for permanent protection. During the application process, a review of adjacent permanent habitat and easement 
size is conducted to indicate a site's usefulness as a corridor or extension to an existing habitat complex. 



https://lsohcprojectmgmt.leg.mn/media/lsohc/proposal/signup_criteria/1890273a-8ed.pdf





 
 


May 23, 2025 


RIM Grassland Reserve  
ML 26 Request 
 $10.3 million for conservation easements to permanently 


protect 1,430 high-priority grassland acres. 


 Partnership with Ducks Unlimited, MN Prairie Plan Technical 
Teams, and Soil and Water Conservation Districts to graze 
prairie remnants through certified grazing planning, 
outreach, and coordination.                                                                                   


Grasslands at Risk  
 In 2025 and 2026 over 138,700 acres of CRP will expire in 


Minnesota, including some remnant native habitats. 


 Loss of native prairies has significant implications for over 
150 Species of Greatest Conservation Need that rely on 
grasslands such as greater prairie chickens, meadowlarks, 
northern pintails, and many butterfly species. 


Project Benefits 


 Helps implement Minnesota’s Prairie Conservation Plan 


 Provides habitat cores and corridors for a wide range of 
grassland-dependent wildlife including endangered birds 
and butterflies, protecting species genetic diversity 


 Creates and sustains Minnesota jobs 


For more information 
John Voz, Easement Program Coordinator 
Board of Water and Soil Resources 
(218) 850-4283, John.Voz@state.mn.us 


How the Program Works 


 Partnership of:  


 BWSR RIM Program – in partnership with the Soil and Water Conservation Districts and private 
landowners, has worked to protect and restore wetlands and uplands on private lands since 1986 


 Ducks Unlimited – program outreach and delivery expertise from on-the-ground grazing biologists 
working directly with producers to promote the program and write conservation grazing plans 



mailto:John.Voz@state.mn.us





 Minnesota Prairie Conservation Plan Local Technical Teams – expertise that guides the program, 
helps rank applications, and coordinates conservation grazing 


 Focuses on non-crop moderate quality native prairies including buffering adjacent cropland (expiring CRP) 
that can be enhanced through restoration activities. 


 Achieves restoration through prescribed burning, woody vegetation removal, grazing, haying and planting 
of local ecotype seed in areas buffering native prairie. 


Funding History and Accomplishments 


2019-2022 – Funds fully committed 
 $14,399,000 received  
 43 easements completed & encumbered 
 2,900 acres  


2023 – In progress  
 $2,747,000 received 
 3 easements encumbered & committed 
 80 acres in process 
 $2.2 million in easement payments still 


available 
 Current landowner interest could fully 


commit remainder of easement payment 
funding before 2026  


Landowner Easement Payments 


  


Available: easement funds available 
to fund new easement(s) 


Committed: easement funds 
assigned to specific easement(s) – 
application submitted 


Encumbered: easement funds 
encumbered for specific 
easement(s) – agreement signed 


Paid: easement payments made to 
landowners 
 


 
 


 


Committed
0% Encumbered


11%


Paid
74%


Available
15%


$14,900,000 Total
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Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council 
Accelerating the Wildlife Management Area Program - Phase XVIII 


ML 2026 Request for Funding 


General Information 


Date: 06/26/2025 


Proposal Title: Accelerating the Wildlife Management Area Program - Phase XVIII 


Funds Requested: $15,623,900 


Confirmed Leverage Funds: - 


Is this proposal Scalable?: Yes 


Manager Information 


Manager's Name: Sabin Adams 
Title: MN Public Lands Manager 
Organization: Pheasants Forever 
Address: 1783 Buerkle Circle   
City: St. Paul, MN 55110 
Email: sadams@pheasantsforever.org 
Office Number: 320-250-6317 
Mobile Number: 3202506317 
Fax Number:   
Website: pheasantsforever.org 


Location Information 


County Location(s): Sibley, Brown, Renville, Yellow Medicine, Redwood, Nobles, McLeod and Carver. 


Eco regions in which work will take place: 


Forest / Prairie Transition 


Prairie 


Metro / Urban 


Activity types: 


Protect in Fee 


Restore 
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Priority resources addressed by activity: 


Prairie 


Wetlands 


Narrative 


Abstract 


In this phase of Accelerating the Wildlife Management Area Program, Pheasants Forever (PF) seeks to protect, 
enhance, and restore wildlife habitat in the prairie, prairie forest transition, and metro regions of Minnesota. 
Acquired parcels will either be adjacent to or between existing public lands to create larger complexes or corridors 
for a variety of wildlife species. These properties will be restored to their greatest potential with regard to time 
and budgets. 


Design and Scope of Work 


This proposal represents the latest phase of Pheasants Forever's Accelerating the Wildlife Management Area 
program. The longtime goal of this program is to prevent future loss of wetland and grassland habitat and improve 
public access in the prairie, forest-prairie transition, and metro regions. This mission helps to expedite goals set 
out by the Minnesota Prairie Conservation Plan (MPCP), and Minnesota's Wildlife Management Area Acquisition - 
The Next 50 Years plan. Concurrently, this proposal achieves three priority actions set by the Lessard-Sams 
Outdoor Heritage Council's Ecological Vision and Priorities as part of its FY2025/ML2024 Call for Funding. To date 
we've successfully protected and restored over 15,000 acres of priority wildlife habitat and wish to protect 
additional acres under this phase.   
 
When selecting parcels for acquisition, PF and the MN DNR will approach willing sellers who often wish to leave 
their conservation legacy by providing wildlife habitat for all Minnesotans to enjoy. Factors considered when 
prioritizing parcels include location relative to other public land complexes, corridors, and habitat priority areas. 
Breeding waterfowl density, restoration potential, and the presence of threatened or endangered (T/E) species or 
species of greatest conservation need (SGCN) as identified by surveys such as the Minnesota Biological Survey are 
also parameters considered when evaluating the value of parcels. Criteria used to develop the potential project list 
including: 1) Does the parcel contain habitat restoration potential that will result in an increase in wildlife 
populations? 2) Does the parcel build upon existing investments in public and private land habitat (landscape scale 
significance)? 3) Does the parcel contain significant natural communities, or will it protect or buffer significant 
natural communities? 4) Does the parcel have the potential and focus for habitat protection and restoration in the 
future? 5) Does the parcel provide multiple benefits (recreation, access, water control, water quality, wellhead 
protection, riparian protection, local community support, etc.)? Upon purchase, PF and the MN DNR will work 
together to create a plan that ensures habitat is restored to the highest quality as funds and time allow. Plans may 
include farming current cropland for 1-2 years to mitigate any herbicide present in the soil or manage non-native 
species, planting high-diversity native seed mixes, restoring drained wetlands, and removing invasive trees when 
appropriate. Tracts will ultimately be transferred to the MN DNR to be enrolled in the Wildlife Management Area 
program or held as an HMA by PF (in which case the property will be permanently protected by PF or transferred 
to another agency to hold in perpetuity). In both cases, tracts will be open to the public to be used in accordance 
with state law. 
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Explain how the proposal addresses habitat protection, restoration, and/or enhancement for fish, 
game & wildlife, including threatened or endangered species conservation  
Pheasants Forever works closely with the MN DNR and other partners to identify priority areas and habitat to 
protect in the prairie, forest/prairie transition, and the metro areas. This is done using up to date GIS data provided 
by the DNR and the USFWS that identify areas where rare, T/E, and SGCN are present. Priority is given to areas that 
will directly benefit rare, T/E, or SGCN. Tracts that provide the most wildlife benefit are often close to or directly 
adjacent to large complexes. This is a function of complex size and lack of habitat fragmentation, and landscape 
characteristics that are necessary for priority species. Providing additional and/or protecting current habitats aid 
in population expansion and stabilization for sensitive species in the area. 


What are the elements of this proposal that are critical from a timing perspective?  


These funds will not be available for use, from the time of writing this proposal, until July 2026. Because of this we 
cannot know what time sensitive projects we will pursue. Any potential seller in May 2025 will almost certainly 
have moved on by July 2026. Properties with incredible habitat value are coming on and off the market in weeks or 
months, not years. In order to seize these time sensitive opportunities it is critical that this funding be utilized in a 
programmatic way allowing older grant funds to be spent on the most appropriate and time sensitive 
opportunities. In July of 2026 there will be incredibly important and time sensitive properties for sale and this 
funding will allow us to acquire those properties. 


Describe how the proposal expands habitat corridors or complexes and/or addresses habitat 
fragmentation:  


Proximity to and position relative to habitat corridors and complexes are part of our criteria when selecting tracts 
to purchase. Our partnership utilizes the latest geospatial data to inform decisions related to an acquisitions 
potential for increasing an existing complex size, adding another "stepping stone" to a corridor, and it's ability to 
reduce the impact of habitat fragmentation. Most often, highly sought after tracts meet one of these three 
characteristics as they provide the most benefit for fish and wildlife, reduce cost of future management (as a 
function of proximity), and provide high-quality areas for the public to enjoy. 


Which top 2 Conservation Plans referenced in MS97A.056, subd. 3a are most applicable to this 
project?  


Minnesota Prairie Conservation Plan 


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


Explain how this proposal will uniquely address habitat resilience to climate change and its 
anticipated effects on game, fish & wildlife species utilizing the protected or restored/enhanced 
habitat this proposal targets.  
Healthy, robust, native habitats are the most resilient to climate change. With little to no room for invasive species 
to become established (due to interspecies competition) these ecosystems provide the best refuge for native 
populations of fish, game & wildlife, particularly those species that have specific habitat requirements or are 
endemic to a particular area. Although these systems require regular maintience (e.g. fire, grazing, etc.), 
management frequency and costs are reduced compared to systems in poor health. High-quality native grasslands 
and fully functional wetland systems also buffer the effects of climate change by converting CO2, cycling nitrogen 
and phosphorus, and preserving ground water recharge cycles which also mitigates effects of extreme drought and 
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flooding. This proposal will protect and restore tracts to healthy, functional ecosystems that are both resilient to 
climate change, and provide a refugia for area fish and wildlife species. 


Which LSOHC section priorities are addressed in this proposal?  
Forest / Prairie Transition 


Protect, enhance, and restore wild rice wetlands, shallow lakes, wetland/grassland complexes, aspen 
parklands, and shoreland that provide critical habitat for game and nongame wildlife 


Metro / Urban 


Protect, enhance, and restore remnant native prairie, Big Woods forests, and oak savanna with an emphasis on 
areas with high biological diversity 


Prairie 


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


Describe how this project/program will produce and demonstrate a significant and permanent 
conservation legacy and/or outcomes for fish, game, and wildlife, and if not permanent outcomes, 
why it is important to undertake at this time:  
The previous phases of the program have permanently protected over 15,000 acres of habitat for fish, game and 
wildlife. In addition, these acres, as WMA's, are open to all current and future generations of Minnesotans. As 
proposed, this current phase will add an additional 1,400 acres of protected and restored habitat. 


Outcomes 


Programs in forest-prairie transition region:  


Remnant native prairies are part of large complexes of restored prairies, grasslands, and large and small 
wetlands ~ Parcels that increase the functionality of existing habitat will be acquired and restored to functioning 
wetlands with diverse upland prairie to serve as habitat for pollinators, resident and migratory game and non-
game species. Outcomes will be measured by overall acres protected in prairie core areas or acres added to 
complexes. Lands will be transferred to the state as a WMA to provide accelerated wildlife habitat and public 
access, monitored by Minnesota DNR. Protected and restored acres will be measured against goals outlined in the 
"Minnesota's Wildlife Management Area Acquisition - The Next 50 Years" and the Minnesota Pheasant Action 
Plan. 


Programs in metropolitan urbanizing region:  
Protected habitats will hold wetlands and shallow lakes open to public recreation and hunting ~ Parcels that 
increase the functionality of existing habitat will be acquired and restored to functioning wetlands with diverse 
upland prairie to serve as habitat for pollinators, resident and migratory game and non-game species. Lands will 
be transferred to the state as a WMA to provide accelerated wildlife habitat and public access, monitored by 
Minnesota DNR. Outcomes (restoration and protected acres) will be measured against goals outlined in the 
"Minnesota's Wildlife Management Area Acquisition - The Next 50 Years" and the Minnesota Pheasant Action Plan 
2020-2023. 
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Programs in prairie region:  


Key core parcels are protected for fish, game and other wildlife ~ Parcels that increase the functionality of 
existing habitat will be acquired and restored to functioning wetlands with diverse upland prairie to serve as 
habitat for pollinators, resident and migratory game and non-game species. Lands will be transferred to the state 
as a WMA to provide accelerated wildlife habitat and public access, monitored by Minnesota DNR. Protected and 
restored acres will be measured against goals outlined in the "Minnesota's Wildlife Management Area Acquisition 
- The Next 50 Years" and the Minnesota Pheasant Action Plan 2020-2023. 


What other dedicated funds may collaborate with or contribute to this proposal?  
N/A 


Per MS 97A.056, Subd. 24, Please explain whether the request is supplanting or is a substitution for 
any previous funding that was not from a legacy fund and was used for the same purpose.  


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


How will you sustain and/or maintain this work after the Outdoor Heritage Funds are expended?  
Lands purchased to be donated to the state Wildlife Management Area system will be managed in perpetuity by the 
Minnesota DNR. All lands purchased as Pheasants Forever HMA’s will have a deposit made into PF’s Forever 
Stewardship Fund to pay for holding costs. All acquisitions will be restored to as high-quality habitat as practicable. 
In addition, our local PF chapter members and volunteers maintain a high interest in seeing the habitat and 
productivity of acquired parcels. They have a long history of providing sweat equity on PF owned parcels. PF and 
partners will develop an ecological restoration and management plan for each parcel. Grant and partner dollars 
will also be used for the initial site development and 
restoration/enhancement work. 


Actions to Maintain Project Outcomes  
Year Source of Funds Step 1 Step 2 Step 3 
Post Transfer State of MN Monitoring Maintenance Habitat Managment 
Provide an assessment of how your program may celebrate cultural diversity or reach diverse 
communities in Minnesota, including reaching low- and moderate-income households:  
The goal of this program is to protect and restore wildlife habitat and make these areas accessible to all 
Minnesotans, regardless of cultural background or fiscal standing. Properties acquired under this program will be 
free and open to access by all. These properties can be recreated on by all levels of income from free 
hiking/wildlife watching to expensive hunting practices. This program spans all of the Prairie, Forest-Prairie, and 
Metro regions. Some acquisitions will be nearby areas with diverse or low-income communities. This program 
engages with everyone who wants to participate in public lands and the outdoors. 


Activity Details 


Requirements 


Will county board or other local government approval be formally sought** prior to acquisition, per 
97A.056 subd 13(j)?   
No 
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Describe any measures to inform local governments of land acquisition under their jurisdiction:   
At a minimum PF and/or MN DNR will notify local government in writing of the intent to acquire and 
donate lands to the state and follow up with questions prior to acquisition. In cases where there is interest, 
we will also indicate our willingness to attend or ask to attend county or township meetings to 
communicate our interest in the projects and seek support. 


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


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


Will restoration and enhancement work follow best management practices including MS 84.973 Pollinator 
Habitat Program?   
Yes 


Is the restoration and enhancement activity on permanently protected land per 97A.056, Subd 13(f), tribal 
lands, and/or public waters per MS 103G.005, Subd. 15 or on lands to be acquired in this program?   
Yes 


Where does the activity take place? 


WMA 


WPA 


Refuge Lands 


Land Use 


Will there be planting of any crop on OHF land purchased or restored in this program, either by the 
proposer or the end owner of the property, outside of the initial restoration of the land? 
Yes 


Explain what will be planted and include the maximum percentage of any acquired parcel that 
would be planted into foodplots by the proposer or the end owner of the property: 
This proposal may include initial development plans or restoration plans to utilize farming to prepare 
previously farmed sites for native plant seeding. This is a standard practice across the Midwest to prepare 
the seedbed for native seed planting. In these restorations, PF's policy is to use non neonicotinoid treated 
seed and no herbicides other than glyphosate. On a small percentage of WMAs DNR Area Wildlife Managers 
may choose to create a food plot to provide a winter food source for a variety of wildlife species in 
agriculture-dominated landscapes largely devoid of winter food sources. There are no immediate plans to 
use farming for winter food on any of the parcels in this proposal. 


Will insecticides or fungicides (including neonicotinoid and fungicide treated seed) be used within any 
activities of this proposal either in the process of restoration or use as food plots? 
No 
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Is this land currently open for hunting and fishing?   
No 


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


Describe any variation from the State of Minnesota regulations:  
There will be no variation from the State of Minnesota regulations. 


Who will eventually own the fee title land? 


State of MN 


NGO 


Land acquired in fee will be designated as a: 


WMA 


Other : Pheasants Forever Habitat Management Area 


Are there currently trails or roads on any of the proposed acquisitions?   
No 


Will new trails or roads be developed or improved as a result of the OHF acquisition?   
No 


Will the land that you acquire (fee or easement) be restored or enhanced within this proposal's funding 
and availability?   
Yes 


Other OHF Appropriation Awards 


Have you received OHF dollars through LSOHC in the past? 
Yes 


Are any of these past appropriations still OPEN? 
Yes 


Approp Year Funding Amount 
Received 


Amount Spent to 
Date 


Funding Remaining % Spent to Date 


2025 $4,974,000 - - - 
2024 $5,315,000 $1,096,560 $4,218,440 20.63% 
2023 $5,216,000 $4,497,599 $718,401 86.23% 
2022 $5,660,000 $5,064,420 $595,580 89.48% 
2021 $4,715,000 $4,555,349 $159,651 96.61% 
2020 $3,322,000 $3,216,321 $105,679 96.82% 
2019 $6,060,000 $5,849,451 $210,549 96.53% 
Totals $35,262,000 $24,279,700 $10,982,300 68.86% 
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Timeline 
Activity Name Estimated Completion Date 
Identify priority acquisitions 7/1/2026 
Contract appraisals ordered 9/1/2026 
Purchase agreements 2/1/2027 
Re-evaluate tract priority 2/14/2027 
Purchase agreements 9/1/2027 
Contract appraisals ordered 4/1/2027 
Close on tracts 1/1/2030 
Complete restoration 6/30/2030 
  







Proposal #: PA02 


P a g e  9 | 15 


 


Budget 


Totals 


Item Funding Request Total Leverage Leverage Source Total 
Personnel $633,800 - - $633,800 
Contracts $2,226,000 - - $2,226,000 
Fee Acquisition w/ 
PILT 


$10,080,000 $2,000,000 PF, Federal, Private $12,080,000 


Fee Acquisition w/o 
PILT 


$840,000 - - $840,000 


Easement Acquisition - - - - 
Easement 
Stewardship 


- - - - 


Travel $6,000 - - $6,000 
Professional Services $585,000 - - $585,000 
Direct Support 
Services 


$291,200 $25,000 PF $316,200 


DNR Land Acquisition 
Costs 


$241,900 - - $241,900 


Capital Equipment - - - - 
Other 
Equipment/Tools 


- - - - 


Supplies/Materials $468,000 - - $468,000 
DNR IDP $252,000 - - $252,000 
Grand Total $15,623,900 $2,025,000 - $17,648,900 
Personnel 
Position Annual FTE Years 


Working 
Funding 
Request 


Total 
Leverage 


Leverage 
Source 


Total 


PF Field Staff 1.15 5.0 $585,000 - - $585,000 
PF Grant Staff 0.1 5.0 $48,800 - - $48,800 
 


Amount of Request: $15,623,900 
Amount of Leverage: $2,025,000 
Leverage as a percent of the Request: 12.96% 
DSS + Personnel: $925,000 
As a % of the total request: 5.92% 
Easement Stewardship: - 
As a % of the Easement Acquisition: - 


Total Leverage (from 
above) 


Amount Confirmed % of Total Leverage Amount Anticipated % of Total Leverage 


$2,025,000 - 0.0% $2,025,000 100.0% 
Detail leverage sources and confirmation of funds:  
Leverage is expected from multiple sources including but not limited to federal sources, land value donations, 
contractor donations and PF. Not every source is 100% confirmed at this point. However, PF has an exemplary 
track record of delivery and over-achievement of match commitments that further stretch OHF funding. 


Does this proposal have the ability to be scalable?   
Yes 
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If the project received 50% of the requested funding 


Describe how the scaling would affect acres/activities and if not proportionately reduced, why?  
If this project is reduced by 50% we would scale down all acres/activities and dollar amounts 
proportionately. 


Describe how personnel and DSS expenses would be adjusted and if not proportionately reduced, 
why?  
Personnel and DSS will be scaled down proportionately. 


If the project received 30% of the requested funding 


Describe how the scaling would affect acres/activities and if not proportionately reduced, why?  
If this project is reduced by 70% we would scale down all acres/activities and dollar amounts 
proportionately. 


Describe how personnel and DSS expenses would be adjusted and if not proportionately reduced, 
why?  
Personnel and DSS will be scaled down proportionately. 


Personnel 
Has funding for these positions been requested in the past?   
Yes 


Please explain the overlap of past and future staffing and position levels previously received and 
how that is coordinated over multiple years?  
In general PF staffing is existing and only partially funded by OHF and specifically this request. Billing to 
any appropriation would only be for time spent on direct and necessary costs incurred as outlined in an 
Accomplishment Plan. 


Contracts 


What is included in the contracts line?   
We anticipate all of the contract funding will be used for restoration, enhancement, and initial development of the 
protected acres and $42,000 for adjacent protected lands. This could include but is not limited to 
wetland/grassland restoration, tree removal, prescribed fire, building removal, posts, signs, and other 
development. 


Professional Services 


What is included in the Professional Services line?   
 


Appraisals 


Surveys 


Title Insurance and Legal Fees 


Fee Acquisition 


What is the anticipated number of fee title acquisition transactions?   
The proposed budget accounts for approximately 10 fee title acquisition transactions. 
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Travel 


Does the amount in the travel line include equipment/vehicle rental?   
No 


Explain the amount in the travel line outside of traditional travel costs of mileage, food, and lodging   
NA 


I understand and agree that lodging, meals, and mileage must comply with the current MMB Commissioner 
Plan:   
Yes 


Direct Support Services 


How did you determine which portions of the Direct Support Services of your shared support services is 
direct to this program?   
PF utilizes the Total Modified Direct Cost method. This methodology is annually approved by the U.S. Department 
of Interior’s National Business Center as the basis for the organization’s Indirect Cost Rate Agreement. PF’s 
allowable direct support services cost is 15%. In this proposal, PF has discounted its rate to 7% of the sum of 
personnel, contracts, professional services, and travel. We are donating the difference-in-kind. 


Federal Funds 


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


Are the funds confirmed?   
No 


What is the approximate date you anticipate receiving confirmation of the federal funds?  
7/1/2028 
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Output Tables 


Acres by Resource Type (Table 1) 


Type Wetland Prairie Forest Habitat Total Acres 
Restore 0 30 0 0 30 
Protect in Fee with State PILT Liability 144 1,296 0 0 1,440 
Protect in Fee w/o State PILT Liability 12 108 0 0 120 
Protect in Easement 0 0 0 0 0 
Enhance 0 0 0 0 0 
Total 156 1,434 0 0 1,590 
Restoration/Enhancement Acres of OHF Acquired Lands (Table 1a.1) 


 RESTORE  Total ENHANCE  Total 
 Lands 


acquired in 
this 


proposal 


Lands acquired 
with previous OHF 


approprations 
(<5yrs old) 


 Lands 
acquired in 


this 
proposal 


Lands acquired 
with previous OHF 


approprations 
(<5yrs old) 


 


Protect in Fee with State 
PILT Liability 


156 - 156 1,404 - 1,404 


Protect in Fee w/o State 
PILT Liability 


- - - - - - 


Protect in Easement - - - - - - 
Total 156 - 156 1,404 - 1,404 
Restoration/Enhancement Acres Breakdown of Existing Protected Lands (Table 1a.2) 


 RESTORE  ENHANCE  
 Lands acquired 


with OHF 
Lands NOT 


acquired with 
OHF 


Lands acquired 
with OHF 


Lands NOT 
acquired with 


OHF 
DNR Lands (WMA, State Forests, etc) - 30 - - 
Non-DNR Lands (city, state, federal, etc.) - 0 - - 
Easements - - - - 
Total - 30 - - 
Total Requested Funding by Resource Type (Table 2) 


Type Wetland Prairie Forest Habitat Total Funding 
Restore - $42,000 - - $42,000 
Protect in Fee with State PILT Liability $1,438,300 $12,945,000 - - $14,383,300 
Protect in Fee w/o State PILT Liability $119,900 $1,078,700 - - $1,198,600 
Protect in Easement - - - - - 
Enhance - - - - - 
Total $1,558,200 $14,065,700 - - $15,623,900 
Acres within each Ecological Section (Table 3) 


Type Metro/Urban Forest/Prairie SE Forest Prairie N. Forest Total Acres 
Restore 0 - 0 30 0 30 
Protect in Fee with State 
PILT Liability 


144 432 0 864 0 1,440 


Protect in Fee w/o State 
PILT Liability 


12 36 0 72 0 120 


Protect in Easement 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Enhance 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Total 156 468 0 966 0 1,590 
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Total Requested Funding within each Ecological Section (Table 4) 


Type Metro/Urban Forest/Prairie SE Forest Prairie N. Forest Total 
Funding 


Restore - - - $42,000 - $42,000 
Protect in Fee with State 
PILT Liability 


$1,438,300 $4,315,000 - $8,630,000 - $14,383,300 


Protect in Fee w/o State 
PILT Liability 


$119,900 $359,600 - $719,100 - $1,198,600 


Protect in Easement - - - - - - 
Enhance - - - - - - 
Total $1,558,200 $4,674,600 - $9,391,100 - $15,623,900 
Average Cost per Acre by Resource Type (Table 5) 


Type Wetland Prairie Forest Habitat 
Restore - $1,400 - - 
Protect in Fee with State PILT Liability $9,988 $9,988 - - 
Protect in Fee w/o State PILT Liability $9,991 $9,987 - - 
Protect in Easement - - - - 
Enhance - - - - 
Average Cost per Acre by Ecological Section (Table 6) 


Type Metro/Urban Forest/Prairie SE Forest Prairie N. Forest 
Restore - - - $1,400 - 
Protect in Fee with State 
PILT Liability 


$9,988 $9,988 - $9,988 - 


Protect in Fee w/o State 
PILT Liability 


$9,991 $9,988 - $9,987 - 


Protect in Easement - - - - - 
Enhance - - - - - 
Target Lake/Stream/River Feet or Miles 
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Parcels 


Sign-up Criteria?   
No 


Explain the process used to identify, prioritize, and select the parcels on your list:   
Parcels are identified and strategically prioritized using the best science and decision support tools (e.g. HAPET 
Thunderstorm Maps) available. Preference is given to project sites that help deliver the goals of other recognized 
conservation initiatives and plans. Data layers (i.e. MN Biological Survey, Natural Heritage Database, MN Prairie 
Plan, Wellhead Protection Areas, Pheasant Action Plan, existing protected land, etc. ) are used to help justify 
projects and focus areas as well as to inform decisions on top priorities for protection and restoration efforts. 


Protect Parcels 


Name County TRDS Acres Est Cost Existing 
Protection 


Bashaw WMA Addn Brown 10834208 160 $1,600,000 No 
Min Nah Ta WMA McLeod 11529215 320 $2,972,000 No 
Lake Bella WMA Addn Nobles 10140235 40 $489,000 No 
Coal Mine Creek WMA Addn Redwood 10936214 234 $2,700,000 No 
Chetomba Creek WMA Addn Renville 11637216 80 $840,000 No 
Arlington WMA Addn Sibley 11327205 155 $930,000 No 
Clawson WMA Yellow 


Medicine 
11640209 69 $487,500 No 


Protect Parcels with Buildings 


Name County TRDS Acres Est Cost Existing 
Protection 


Buildings Value of 
Buildings 


Tiger Marsh WMA Addn Carver 11526208 80 $660,000 No 1 $0 
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Parcel Map 


 


 







    
   


  


  


    


  


 


 


ACCELERATING THE WILDLIFE 
MANAGEMENT AREA PROGRAM 


PHASE XVIII 


$12 M request to add 1680 acres to the WMA system 
Protection through Phase 16 ML26 


138 parcels – 17,713 acres 


$16,827,675- leverage 


This program continues to build 


upon past investments in long-


term upland and wetland conser-


vation in partnership with the MN 


DNR. 







 


 


       


    


 


    


     


 


This project includes a 40-acre inholding that adds to the Prairie Marshes Wildlife Management Area, a 


restored wetland and upland habitat complex about 10 miles southwest of Marshall. Pheasants Forever 


acquired and restored another 177-acre addition four years ago. Combined with this most recent addi-


tion, the WMA has nearly doubled in size for a total of 593 acres. The Prairie Marshes WMA contains 
high-quality native prairie and is home to several rare plant species. This addition expands the existing 


habitat and provides for better public access to the entire complex. 
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Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council 
DNR WMA & SNA Acquisition, Phase XVIII 


ML 2026 Request for Funding 


General Information 


Date: 06/26/2025 


Proposal Title: DNR WMA & SNA Acquisition, Phase XVIII 


Funds Requested: $8,975,000 


Confirmed Leverage Funds: - 


Is this proposal Scalable?: Yes 


Manager Information 


Manager's Name: Jeff Tillma 
Title: Division of Fish and WIldlife Acqusition Coordinator 
Organization: MN DNR 
Address: 500 Lafayette Road   
City: St. Paul, MN 55110 
Email: jeff.tillma@state.mn.us 
Office Number: 218-328-8834 
Mobile Number: 218-244-1876 
Fax Number:   
Website:   


Location Information 


County Location(s): Murray, Yellow Medicine, Chippewa and Redwood. 


Eco regions in which work will take place: 


Prairie 


Activity types: 


Protect in Fee 


Priority resources addressed by activity: 


Prairie 
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Narrative 


Abstract 


Acquire approximately 900 acres of high priority habitat for designation as Wildlife Management Area or Scientific 
and Natural Area in the LSOHC Prairie Planning Section emphasizing Minnesota Prairie Conservation Plan, 
Conservation That Works 3.0, WMA and AMA Acquisition & Management Strategic Plan and SNA Strategic Land 
Protection Plan with priority given to sites of high and outstanding biodiversity significance by the Minnesota 
Biological Survey. All lands will be open for public hunting and fishing (a limited number of SNA’s are proposed for 
limited hunting for instance archery only or hunting but no trapping). 


Design and Scope of Work 


Approximately 900 acres of wildlife habitat will be protected through fee title acquisition and development as 
Wildlife Management Areas or Scientific & Natural Areas. While the state cannot promise leverage or match 
without first having funding appropriated, previous Outdoor Heritage appropriations to DNR for WMA and SNA 
acquisitions have been leveraged through donations, Reinvest in Minnesota Critical Habitat Match, and Surcharge 
(a $6.50 surcharge on small game license sales). 


Wildlife Management Areas. WMAs protect lands and waters which have a high potential for wildlife production 
and provide for public hunting, fishing and trapping, wildlife viewing, hiking and other compatible outdoor 
recreation. While highly successful, the current WMA system does not meet all present and future needs for 
wildlife habitat, wildlife population management, hunter access and wildlife related recreation. This is notably true 
in the LSOHC Prairie Planning Section where public ownership in many counties is less than 5 percent. DNR 
Section of Wildlife uses a GIS-based tools to identify the highest priority tracts for potential WMA acquisitions. This 
quantitative approach scores and ranks acquisition proposals based on a set of weighted criteria and creates a 
standardized method for evaluating proposed acquisitions on a statewide level. Criteria are periodically reviewed 
and adapted to changing priorities.  


Scientific & Natural Areas. The SNA Program will increase public hunting and fishing opportunities while 
protecting sites with outstanding natural values. Protection is targeted at high priority areas identified in the SNA 
Strategic Land Protection Plan with emphasis on prairie core areas identified in the Minnesota Prairie 
Conservation Plan. A quantitative system scores and ranks acquisition proposals based on a weighted set of six 
criteria. Priority is given to sites of high and outstanding biodiversity significance by the Minnesota Biological 
Survey, high quality native plant communities and habitat for endangered and threatened species. Larger parcels 
which adjoin other conservation lands, improve habitat management, are under imminent threat and are partially 
donated are also rated highly. 


DNR strategic acquisition priorities include, but are not limited to, protection of: 
- Prairies, Grasslands, and associated Wetlands
- Existing, high quality significant or rare natural resources
- Water resources
- Critical pollinator habitat essential for native species and agricultural crops
- Large blocks of habitat or natural intact communities, that improve riparian and terrestrial connectivity or
maintain ecosystem services through protection of climate resilient, high biodiversity areas.


Potential acquisition opportunities from willing sellers are coordinated with stakeholders and partners to 
eliminate duplication and identify concerns and support. Properties acquired through this appropriation require 
County Board of Commissioners’ written approval in the county of acquisition, will be designated as WMA or SNA 
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through a Commissioner's Designation Order, brought up to minimum DNR standards, and listed on the DNR 
website. Basic site improvements will include boundary and LSOHC acknowledgement signs and may include any 
necessary site cleanup, habitat restoration and parcel initial development. 


Explain how the proposal addresses habitat protection, restoration, and/or enhancement for fish, 
game & wildlife, including threatened or endangered species conservation  
Potential acquisitions for WMAs and SNAs are objectively scored for their wildlife habitat value. The DNR uses 
weighted criteria and prioritizes high scoring parcels for acquisition. For example, candidates for WMAs score 
higher with a prairie grouse lek, in a pheasant habitat complex, presence of shallow lakes, and occurrence of deer 
wintering areas; candidates for WMAs and SNAs score higher which contain threatened, endangered, and other 
rare species and species of greatest conservation need and protect high quality native plant communities which 
support wildlife.   


Native plant communities with exceptional value as wildlife habitat proposed for protection through this proposal 
include Southern dry prairie, dry sand-gravel prairie, mesic prairie, dry hill prairie, mesic brush prairie, wet 
seepage prairie, and other priority plant communities. 


The following species in greatest conservation need and rare species targeted in this proposal include but are not 
limited to: mammals– white-tailed jackrabbit, prairie vole, harvest mouse, northern grasshopper mouse, and 
western harvest mouse; birds – bobolink, grasshopper sparrow, oven bird, chestnut-collared longspur 
(endangered), upland sandpiper, American bittern, marbled godwit, Nelson’s sparrow, Henslow’s sparrow, black-
throated blue warbler, red-shouldered hawk, Loggerhead shrike, cerulean warbler; reptiles/amphibians - wood 
turtle (threatened) and mudpuppy; Topeka shiner; invertebrates – regal fritillary, Dakota skipper, Iowa Skipper, 
Ottoe Skipper, Pawnee Skipper, Poweshiek skipper, leadplant flowermoth, phlox moth, and plants/trees – small 
white lady’s slipper and Western prairie fringed orchid, slender naiad, butternut. 


What are the elements of this proposal that are critical from a timing perspective? 
This proposal aims to place under permanent protection key habitat types currently facing a range of urgent 
threats in Minnesota, from development to degradation.  


Minnesota once had millions of acres of native prairie and wetlands as part of prairie grassland/wetland habitat 
complexes. Today, only a small percentage of those acres remain. And, each year additional acres of grassland and 
wetland habitat is lost to agriculture, drainage, development, and degradation due to invasive species. Retiring CRP 
acres further reduce grassland habitat. There is an urgent, and ongoing need to permanently protect what remains 
of our states grasslands and grassland/wetland habitat complexes. 


Describe how the proposal expands habitat corridors or complexes and/or addresses habitat 
fragmentation:  
The DNR uses GIS-based scoring systems to objectively rank potential acquisitions and develop statewide priority 
lists. 


These systems incorporate scientific data giving priority to locations within and that add to: 1) an important 
habitat corridor or complex (such as identified by the Minnesota Prairie Conservation Plan, Pheasant Action Plan, 
SNA Strategic Land Protection Plan, and the Minnesota Wildlife Action Plan), 2) native plant communities and sites 
of outstanding and high biodiversity significance mapped by Minnesota Biological Survey (MBS), and 3) parcels 
that adjoin existing units or other conservation lands. 
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The end result is the prioritization of acquisitions that protect larger blocks of habitat or natural intact 
communities, improve riparian and terrestrial connectivity or maintain ecosystem services through protection of 
climate resilient, high biodiversity areas. 


Which top 2 Conservation Plans referenced in MS97A.056, subd. 3a are most applicable to this 
project?  


Minnesota DNR Scientific and Natural Area's Long Range Plan 


Minnesota Prairie Conservation Plan 


Explain how this proposal will uniquely address habitat resilience to climate change and its 
anticipated effects on game, fish & wildlife species utilizing the protected or restored/enhanced 
habitat this proposal targets.  
Our goal is to permanently protect and restore approximately 1,000 acres of habitat.  Protecting the remaining 
high quality habitats is especially important to prevent further loss of existing diverse high quality habitats.  Prairie 
restoration includes planting a diverse mix of grasses and forbs ensuring a plant community that will be more 
resilient to a changing climate.  Native plant communities filter run off and increase groundwater recharge helping 
to improve water quality and supply for riparian wildlife and fish.  Increasing native habitat and improving plant 
diversity across across larger landscapes will help buffer the impacts of climate change as species adapt to a 
changing environment. 


Which LSOHC section priorities are addressed in this proposal? 


Prairie 


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


Describe how this project/program will produce and demonstrate a significant and permanent 
conservation legacy and/or outcomes for fish, game, and wildlife, and if not permanent outcomes, 
why it is important to undertake at this time:  


WMAs and SNAs are permanently in state ownership for public use and are managed in perpetuity to provide 
habitat for wildlife, fish, and game, including controlling the introduction and spread of invasive species. 


Acquisitions are primarily targeted to parcels in the Prairie Region which protect grassland/wetland habitat 
complexes. Priority is given to potential acquisitions that will permanently protect high quality native prairie in the 
Minnesota Prairie Conservation Plan’s Prairie Core areas which provide habitat for rare (including endangered and 
threatened) wildlife and plants as well as habitat for prairie chicken, pheasant, waterfowl, deer, and pollinators. 


Outcomes 


Programs in prairie region: 


Key core parcels are protected for fish, game and other wildlife ~ Acres of grassland/wetland habitat complexes 
acquired that support upland game birds, migratory waterfowl, big-game, and unique Minnesota species (e.g. 
endangered, threatened, and special concern species and Species in Greatest Conservation Need). Species lists (and 
numbers where available) of those species observed or documented. 
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What other dedicated funds may collaborate with or contribute to this proposal? 


Environment and Natural Resource Trust Fund 


Per MS 97A.056, Subd. 24, Please explain whether the request is supplanting or is a substitution for 
any previous funding that was not from a legacy fund and was used for the same purpose.  
This request is an acceleration of the DNR WMA and SNA acquisition program work to a level not attainable but for 
this appropriation. 


How will you sustain and/or maintain this work after the Outdoor Heritage Funds are expended? 
According to WMA/AMA Directive on development standards, WMAs are developed to at least minimum standards 
within two years of acquisition for facility and habitat development that will provide basic asset preservation, 
public access and safety, environmental and cultural resource protection and soil and water resource conservation. 


Initial development efforts can extend 2-3 years beyond the“minimum standard” time table to establish high 
quality native plant communities. All new WMA acquisitions require a WMA Initial Development Plan (IDP) be 
completed by the Area Wildlife Supervisor responsible for land management and approved by the Region. 


SNAs have similar standards with site specific work being directed by each site’s Adaptive Management Plan. As 
part of the state outdoor recreation system, ongoing maintenance will be accomplished through routine 
management activities accomplished by our network of DNR offices. Periodic enhancements will be accomplished 
by staff, CCM crews, temporary project staffing, through vendor contract or by volunteers if appropriate. 


Long-term management costs (e.g., invasive species treatments, prescribed fire, and monitoring/evaluation) will 
be covered by a combination funding sources, including, but not limited to the Game and Fish Fund, ENRTF, 
Outdoor Heritage Fund, federal grants, and small game surcharge. 


Actions to Maintain Project Outcomes 
Year Source of Funds Step 1 Step 2 Step 3 
2029 Outdoor Heritage, 


ML26 
Initial habitat 
development, native 
vegetation 
established, 
invasive species 
control, 
wetlands restored (as 
needed) 


- - 


2027 Outdoor Heritage, 
ML26 


Boundary survey, 
parking area 
development, 
boundary signs and 
other sign posting 


Additional initial site 
development 


- 


2030 and beyond Game and Fish Fund, 
Surcharge, other 


Ongoing management 
to DNR standards for 
WMA and SNA units 


- - 


Provide an assessment of how your program may celebrate cultural diversity or reach diverse 
communities in Minnesota, including reaching low- and moderate-income households:  


DNR’s OHF projects aim to serve all Minnesotans. At the same time, we are bringing more focus in all our work to 
BIPOC and diverse communities. The Minnesota DNR has adopted advancing diversity, equity and inclusion (DEI) 
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as a key priority in its 2020-22 strategic plan. The plan focuses on increasing the cultural competence of our staff, 
creating a workforce that is reflective of Minnesota, continuing to strengthen tribal consultation and building 
partnerships with diverse communities.  


The OHF funds high quality habitat projects that provide ecosystem services like clean water and carbon 
sequestration that support environmental justice. OHF also supports public access and recreational opportunities 
on these lands. OHF projects and outcomes benefit BIPOC and diverse communities through recreational 
opportunities that are close-to-home, culturally responsive and accessible to Minnesotans with disabilities.  


The DNR has diversity, equity and inclusion strategies that benefit all OHF projects: 
• Multilingual and culturally specific hunting and fishing education programs take place on public lands.
• All hiring is equal opportunity, affirmative action, and veteran-friendly. Contracting seeks out Targeted
Group, Economically Disadvantaged and Veteran-Owned businesses.
• Public engagement seeks out BIPOC voices and involves diverse communities. Outreach and marketing of
projects has this focus as well.
• Partnerships are at the center of all projects. Tribes in particular are consulted in all pertinent areas of the
DNR’s work, under EO 19-24.


Activity Details 


Requirements 


Will county board or other local government approval be formally sought** prior to acquisition, per 
97A.056 subd 13(j)?   
Yes 


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


Describe the permanent protection and justification for additional protection:   
Some lands proposed for acquisition may contain a portion of protected land. In these cases, we will seek 
LSOHC approval, appraise protected acres separately and seek to have that value donated or pay for them 
using non-OHF funds. 


Land Use 


Will there be planting of any crop on OHF land purchased or restored in this program, either by the 
proposer or the end owner of the property, outside of the initial restoration of the land? 
Yes 


Explain what will be planted and include the maximum percentage of any acquired parcel that 
would be planted into foodplots by the proposer or the end owner of the property: 
WMA’s are part of the State’s Outdoor Recreation System established by State Statute 86A.  Subdivision 8 of 
that statute defines the purpose of use of WMA’s as, “ A state wildlife management area shall be established 
to protect those lands and waters which have a high potential for wildlife production and to develop and 
manage these lands and waters for the production of wildlife, for public hunting, fishing, and trapping, and 
for other compatible outdoor recreational uses.” 
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To fulfill those goals, the DNR may use limited farming on a small percentage of WMA's (<1%) specifically 
to enhance or benefit the management of state lands for wildlife, recreation or reduce crop depredation 
from neighboring properties in agriculture-dominated landscapes with limited winter food sources. 


Commonly planted crops include corn, soybeans, small grains and hay that can include alfalfa or a wildlife 
mix. Crops are chosen based on a particular wildlife or recreational need and follow crop rotations that 
adhere to soil health principles.  Most food plots occupy a small portion of a particular tract and may 
include up to 5% of a particular parcel.  Percentages are much lower considering the entire WMA.


We don't have any plans to plant food plots on the parcels currently listed in this proposal.  However, 
future management needs may change or additional parcels may be added later that may include food 
plots. 


Will insecticides or fungicides (including neonicotinoid and fungicide treated seed) be used within any 
activities of this proposal either in the process of restoration or use as food plots? 
No 


Is this land currently open for hunting and fishing?  
No 


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


Describe any variation from the State of Minnesota regulations:  
All WMA lands to be acquired will be open for hunting and fishing with no variations from State of 
Minnesota regulations. 


All SNAs acquired with this funding would be open to the most appropriate types of hunting for the 
particular parcels. Priority will be given to acquiring lands to be open to all hunting, trapping and fishing. 


Who will eventually own the fee title land? 


State of MN 


Land acquired in fee will be designated as a: 


WMA 


SNA 


Are there currently trails or roads on any of the proposed acquisitions?  
No 


Will new trails or roads be developed or improved as a result of the OHF acquisition?  
No 


Will the land that you acquire (fee or easement) be restored or enhanced within this proposal's funding 
and availability?   
Yes 
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Other OHF Appropriation Awards 


Have you received OHF dollars through LSOHC in the past? 
Yes 


Are any of these past appropriations still OPEN? 
Yes 


Approp Year Funding Amount 
Received 


Amount Spent to 
Date 


Funding Remaining % Spent to Date 


2025 $1,916,000 - - - 
2024 $1,359,000 $360,071 $998,929 26.5% 
2023 $2,340,000 $2,060,761 $279,239 88.07% 
2022 $1,426,000 $58,467 $1,367,533 4.1% 
2021 $1,948,000 $499,825 $1,448,175 25.66% 
2020 $2,066,000 $1,295,677 $770,323 62.71% 
2019 $2,519,000 $2,187,430 $331,570 86.84% 
2018 $2,786,000 $2,684,706 $101,294 96.36% 
Totals $16,360,000 $9,146,937 $7,213,063 55.91% 


Timeline 
Activity Name Estimated Completion Date 
Acquire in fee 900 acres for designation as Wildlife 
Management Areas and Scientific and Natural Areas 


6/30/2030 


Develop acquired lands to minimum WMA/SNA standards 
including signage, parking areas, and native vegetation 
planting if necessary 


6/30/2034 
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Budget 


Totals 


Item Funding Request Total Leverage Leverage Source Total 
Personnel $60,000 - - $60,000 
Contracts $448,000 - - $448,000 
Fee Acquisition w/ 
PILT 


$7,530,000 - - $7,530,000 


Fee Acquisition w/o 
PILT 


- - - - 


Easement Acquisition - - - - 
Easement 
Stewardship 


- - - - 


Travel $50,000 - - $50,000 
Professional Services $215,000 - - $215,000 
Direct Support 
Services 


$30,400 - - $30,400 


DNR Land Acquisition 
Costs 


- - - - 


Capital Equipment - - - - 
Other 
Equipment/Tools 


- - - - 


Supplies/Materials $641,600 - - $641,600 
DNR IDP - - - - 
Grand Total $8,975,000 - - $8,975,000 
Personnel 
Position Annual FTE Years 


Working 
Funding 
Request 


Total 
Leverage 


Leverage 
Source 


Total 


Division of FIsh 
and Wildlife  
Acquisition 
Corrdinator 


0.25 3.0 $60,000 - - $60,000 


Amount of Request: $8,975,000 
Amount of Leverage: - 
Leverage as a percent of the Request: 0.0% 
DSS + Personnel: $90,400 
As a % of the total request: 1.01% 
Easement Stewardship: - 
As a % of the Easement Acquisition: - 


Does this proposal have the ability to be scalable?  
Yes 


If the project received 50% of the requested funding 


Describe how the scaling would affect acres/activities and if not proportionately reduced, why?  
Project outputs and budget line items (excluding personnel and DSS) would be reduced proportionately. 
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Describe how personnel and DSS expenses would be adjusted and if not proportionately reduced, 
why?  
Personnel would not be reduced. DSS would be recalculated to take into account the overall reduction in 
the budget. 


Why? 


1) WMA acquisition personnel are at part-time levels
2) DSS is determined by a calculator, not directly proportional to funding


If the project received 30% of the requested funding 


Describe how the scaling would affect acres/activities and if not proportionately reduced, why?  
Project outputs and budget line items (excluding personnel and DSS) would be reduced proportionately. 


Describe how personnel and DSS expenses would be adjusted and if not proportionately reduced, 
why?  
Personnel would not be reduced. DSS would be recalculated to take into account the overall reduction in 
the budget.  


Why? 


1) WMA acquisition personnel are at part-time levels
2) DSS is determined by a calculator, not directly proportional to funding


Personnel 
Has funding for these positions been requested in the past?  
Yes 


Please explain the overlap of past and future staffing and position levels previously received and 
how that is coordinated over multiple years?  
The WMA program retain the same staff for current and future projects.  We are able to manage personnel 
costs over multiple years and projects through our expense coding process.  Staff are provided specific 
funding strings and activity codes related to each project.  Reports are produced monthly allowing project 
management staff to review expenses for accuracy. 


Contracts 


What is included in the contracts line?   
Includes anticipated needs related to habitat and site development to bring newly acquired parcels up to MN DNR 
WMA/SNA standards. 


Professional Services 


What is included in the Professional Services line?  


Appraisals 


Other : Title opinions, other legal services to secure easements and drainage agreement releases 
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Surveys 


Title Insurance and Legal Fees 


Fee Acquisition 


What is the anticipated number of fee title acquisition transactions?  
5 - 9 


Travel 


Does the amount in the travel line include equipment/vehicle rental?  
No 


Explain the amount in the travel line outside of traditional travel costs of mileage, food, and lodging  
Approximately 90% is fleet charges for equipment such as tractors, mowers, etc needed for initial site 
development of acquired parcels. 


I understand and agree that lodging, meals, and mileage must comply with the current MMB Commissioner 
Plan:   
Yes 


Direct Support Services 


How did you determine which portions of the Direct Support Services of your shared support services is 
direct to this program?   
Direct Support Services is determined using the standard DNR Direct & Necessary Cost Calculator. Landowner 
payments and real estate transaction costs are deleted from the top before other parts of the calculator are applied. 


Federal Funds 


Do you anticipate federal funds as a match for this program?  
No 
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Output Tables 


Acres by Resource Type (Table 1) 


Type Wetland Prairie Forest Habitat Total Acres 
Restore 0 0 0 0 0 
Protect in Fee with State PILT Liability 0 900 0 0 900 
Protect in Fee w/o State PILT Liability 0 - 0 0 0 
Protect in Easement 0 0 0 0 0 
Enhance 0 0 0 0 0 
Total 0 900 0 0 900 
Restoration/Enhancement Acres of OHF Acquired Lands (Table 1a.1) 


RESTORE Total ENHANCE Total 
Lands 


acquired in 
this 


proposal 


Lands acquired 
with previous OHF 


approprations 
(<5yrs old) 


Lands 
acquired in 


this 
proposal 


Lands acquired 
with previous OHF 


approprations 
(<5yrs old) 


Protect in Fee with State 
PILT Liability 


900 - 900 900 - 900 


Protect in Fee w/o State 
PILT Liability 


- - - - - - 


Protect in Easement - - - - - - 
Total 900 - 900 900 - 900 
Restoration/Enhancement Acres Breakdown of Existing Protected Lands (Table 1a.2) 


RESTORE ENHANCE 
Lands acquired 


with OHF 
Lands NOT 


acquired with 
OHF 


Lands acquired 
with OHF 


Lands NOT 
acquired with 


OHF 
DNR Lands (WMA, State Forests, etc) - - - - 
Non-DNR Lands (city, state, federal, etc.) - - - - 
Easements - - - - 
Total - - - - 
How many of these Prairie acres are Native Prairie? (Table 1b) 


Type Native 
Prairie 
(acres) 


Restore 0 
Protect in Fee with State PILT Liability 180 
Protect in Fee w/o State PILT Liability - 
Protect in Easement 0 
Enhance 0 
Total 180 
Total Requested Funding by Resource Type (Table 2) 


Type Wetland Prairie Forest Habitat Total Funding 
Restore - - - - - 
Protect in Fee with State PILT Liability - $8,975,000 - - $8,975,000 
Protect in Fee w/o State PILT Liability - - - - - 
Protect in Easement - - - - - 
Enhance - - - - - 
Total - $8,975,000 - - $8,975,000 
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Acres within each Ecological Section (Table 3) 


Type Metro/Urban Forest/Prairie SE Forest Prairie N. Forest Total Acres 
Restore 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Protect in Fee with State 
PILT Liability 


0 0 0 900 0 900 


Protect in Fee w/o State 
PILT Liability 


0 0 0 - 0 0 


Protect in Easement 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Enhance 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Total 0 0 0 900 0 900 
Total Requested Funding within each Ecological Section (Table 4) 


Type Metro/Urban Forest/Prairie SE Forest Prairie N. Forest Total 
Funding 


Restore - - - - - - 
Protect in Fee with State 
PILT Liability 


- - - $8,975,000 - $8,975,000 


Protect in Fee w/o State 
PILT Liability 


- - - - - - 


Protect in Easement - - - - - - 
Enhance - - - - - - 
Total - - - $8,975,000 - $8,975,000 
Average Cost per Acre by Resource Type (Table 5) 


Type Wetland Prairie Forest Habitat 
Restore - - - - 
Protect in Fee with State PILT Liability - $9,972 - - 
Protect in Fee w/o State PILT Liability - - - - 
Protect in Easement - - - - 
Enhance - - - - 
Average Cost per Acre by Ecological Section (Table 6) 


Type Metro/Urban Forest/Prairie SE Forest Prairie N. Forest
Restore - - - - - 
Protect in Fee with State 
PILT Liability 


- - - $9,972 - 


Protect in Fee w/o State 
PILT Liability 


- - - - - 


Protect in Easement - - - - - 
Enhance - - - - - 
Target Lake/Stream/River Feet or Miles 
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Parcels 


Sign-up Criteria?  
No 


Explain the process used to identify, prioritize, and select the parcels on your list:   
The DNR uses GIS-based scoring systems to objectively rank potential acquisitions and develop state wide priority 
lists.  


These systems incorporate scientific data giving priority to locations within and that add to: 1) an important 
habitat corridor or complex (such as identified by the Minnesota Prairie Conservation Plan, Pheasant Action Plan, 
SNA Strategic Land Protection Plan, and the Minnesota Wildlife Action Plan), 2) native plant communities and sites 
of outstanding and high biodiversity significance mapped by Minnesota Biological Survey (MBS), and 3) parcels 
that adjoin existing units or other conservation lands.  


In addition, scoring takes into account habitat containing endangered, threatened, and other rare species, 
watershed/wetland qualities as well as habitat management considerations and suitability for public access, 
hunting and fishing 


Protect Parcels 


Name County TRDS Acres Est Cost Existing 
Protection 


Bergo WMA Tract 11 Chippewa 11841223 180 $600,000 No 
Haberman WMA Tract 2 Murray 10539208 240 $1,920,700 No 
Peters WMA Tract 8 Murray 10642210 160 $1,750,000 No 
Sarah Mason WMA Tract 2 Murray 10841228 231 $2,104,800 No 
Cedar Rock WMA Tract 8 Redwood 11336211 157 $716,000 Yes 
Clawson WMA Tract 4 Yellow 


Medicine 
11640217 57 $530,600 No 
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Parcel Map 







DNR Wildlife Management Area and
Scientific & Natural Area Acquisition: Ph. 18


$8.98 M request to add 900 acres to the 
State WMA/SNA system


Through OHF we’ve protected over 12,600 acres 
of critical habitat since 2010.


WMA Focus
• We acquire and protect high quality grassland/wetland habitat 


complexes
• We strive to connect high quality habitat complexes to create habitat 


corridors that benefit grassland/wetland wildlife and pollinators
• We prioritize parcels that provide multiple ecosystem benefits


SNA Focus
• We acquire and protect high-quality native plant communities of 


statewide biodiversity significance, including prairie, wetlands, 
woodlands, and forest


• We protect habitats for listed species and species in greatest 
conservation need


Accomplishment Plan Goal vs. 
Acquired/Optioned Acres
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*Acquisition activities for ML years 2021 – 2024 are ongoing 
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Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council 
Martin County WMA Acquisition Phase 10 


ML 2026 Request for Funding 


General Information 


Date: 06/26/2025 


Proposal Title: Martin County WMA Acquisition Phase 10 


Funds Requested: $10,213,900 


Confirmed Leverage Funds: $41,500 


Is this proposal Scalable?: Yes 


Manager Information 


Manager's Name: Doug Hartke 
Title: Grant Coordinator 
Organization: Fox Lake Conservation League, Inc. 
Address: PO Box 212   
City: Sherburn, MN 56171 
Email: doughartke@gmail.com 
Office Number:   
Mobile Number: 507-236-1700 
Fax Number:   
Website: Foxlakeconservation.com 


Location Information 


County Location(s): Martin. 


Eco regions in which work will take place: 


Prairie 


Activity types: 


Protect in Fee 


Restore 
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Priority resources addressed by activity: 


Prairie 


Wetlands 


Habitat 


Narrative 


Abstract 


This program will continue our conservation partnership into Phase 10 to protect and restore diverse prairie and 
wetland habitat in areas that adjoin existing DNR WMA. Parcels are identified with representatives of local 
government, Windom area MN DNR, Ducks Unlimited (DU), The Conservation Fund (TCF), the Fox Lake 
Conservation League, Inc (FLCL), and other local partners. Wetland restoration and additional grasslands are 
needed to make our WMA habitats resilient and productive. We will optimize this process by utilizing real estate 
expertise of TCF, wetland restoration know-how of DU, and the local conservation efforts of FLCL. 


Design and Scope of Work 


This proposal will restore 600 acres of prairie wetlands and grasslands in Martin County. Our partnership brings 
together the expertise of three organizations with a strong history working in the area. The Conservation Fund 
(TCF) will negotiate the acquisition and lead the real estate process for properties targeted in this proposal. Fox 
Lake Conservation League will hold and monitor the properties during the restoration work, which will be 
completed by Ducks Unlimited. The completely restored lands will then be conveyed to the MN DNR for perpetual 
protection and management. All projects are done in partnership with neighboring landowners and without 
disruption to existing drainage of their lands.  
Shallow lake and wetland restorations are top priority actions in all major conservation plans for Minnesota. Our 
work addresses the habitat goals identified in the North American Waterfowl Management Plan, Minnesota’s 
Prairie Conservation Plan, and Minnesota’s Duck Recovery Plan which calls for the active management of 1,800 
shallow lakes and restoring 64,000 wetlands to Minnesota’s landscape. This work is time-sensitive because 
complex shallow lake and wetland restoration projects take several years to design and implement. Additionally, 
grasslands surrounding these wetlands are critical to the prairie ecosystem but difficult to acquire in the 
agricultural landscape of Martin County. This proposal will best prepare the partnership to act when landowners 
are willing to sell their lands to conservation.  
Priority land acquisition areas have been identified with considerations for proximity to existing protected lands 
(DNR Wildlife Management Areas), threatened and endangered species’ key habitats, and important watersheds. 
Acquired lands will be restored using best management practices to accurately represent and manage for pre-
settlement conditions. The extensive agricultural and drainage history of Southwest Minnesota has resulted in the 
loss of 90% of our prairie wetlands and 99% of the native prairie on the landscape. What remains of the lakes and 
wetlands are only those which were too deep to drain and have now become nutrient rich, invaded by exotic 
species, and are overall unproductive to wetland-dependent species. These factors have caused a significant 
decline in Minnesota’s once diverse waterfowl population, and as a result, in Minnesota’s rich waterfowling 
traditions.  
Through this funding, TCF, FLCL, and DU will acquire and restore much needed habitats to the landscape where 
wetland-wildlife, prairie species, and people will flourish. Further, these sites will improve water quality, soil 
conservation, and water storage in the region. 
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Explain how the proposal addresses habitat protection, restoration, and/or enhancement for fish, 
game & wildlife, including threatened or endangered species conservation  
This program protects and restores threatened habitats in Martin County. Native prairie and high-quality wetlands 
will be protected, buffered, and expanded upon. Restoration sites will provide the opportunity to expand 
populations of at-risk and threatened plant species that Martin SWCD has propagated and introduced into 
permanent protected sites. The FLCL is continuing work initiated by Martin County SWCD, by selecting locally rare, 
at-risk species for propagation and use on these and future habitat restoration projects to protect the local native 
seed source. While hundreds of Sullivant's milkweed (Asclepia sullivantii) and Tuberous Indian Plantain (Cacalia 
tuberosa) have been introduced into WMAs and other protected land, Small white lady's slipper (Cypripedium 
candidum) and Rattlesnake master (Eryngium yuccifolium) will continue to be propagated using local source plant 
material for use in this project.  Parcels selected for this proposal expand habitat protection for the threatened 
Blanding's Turtle (Emydoidea blandigii) Perch Creek population that has been studied by the MN DNR and 
featured in the "MN Volunteer". In 2024, the partnership utilized funds from ML2020 and ML2021 appropriations 
to finalize restoration of 300 acres of prairie wetland and grassland habitats within the core range of the Perch 
Creek Blanding’s Turtle. A highlight of this proposal is the acquisition and restoration of a 100 acre shallow lake 
basin which was drained for agriculture a century ago. Shallow prairie lakes are known to be incredibly diverse 
plant and wildlife communities and provide critical stopover sites for migrating birds. 


What are the elements of this proposal that are critical from a timing perspective?  
We continue to have great success with our previous funding by protecting over 2,200 acres to existing WMA’s 
since phase 1 of this program. It can be a once-in-a-lifetime opportunity when we find a willing seller that owns 
some of our highest priority native habitat and marginal agricultural lands in proximity to WMAs and other 
protected natural habitats. If we don't act immediately, these lands may never become available in the future or 
may be converted to other uses, with degradation or complete elimination of natural features and high-value 
resources that currently exist. Additionally, wind easements are quickly sweeping across Southwest Minnesota and 
directly compete with our interests and ability to protect affected lands. This proposal will financially prepare us to 
act quickly when parcels in our focus area become available. 


Describe how the proposal expands habitat corridors or complexes and/or addresses habitat 
fragmentation:  
Our "Martin County Conservation Alliance" has grown into a planning group that includes wildlife group 
representatives, NGO's, local government, and state agencies. There is a wide range of expertise and experience 
within the group. We utilized Historic information, the MN County Biological Survey, GIS spatial data, and local 
knowledge to identify areas where habitat restoration will be most beneficial.  Expanding habitat complexes by 
protecting and restoring lands adjacent to existing high-quality native habitat and habitat already protected 
through public ownership or permanent conservation easements is our key focus. Parcels which will link or 
expand sites with threatened or endangered species and species-in-decline further narrowed our focus area. We 
additionally highlighted opportunities to protect and enhance habitat buffers along water courses and lake chains. 
On our parcel list, we have the following tracts that have areas of biodiversity significance as identified by the MN 
County Biological Survey: 
 
Caron WMA: moderate level of biodiversity significance and has a Priority Shallow Lake as identified by DNR 
Wildlife. Caron WMA is also part of a Pheasant Habitat Complex.  
 
Additionally, some of the targeted parcels occur in landscapes that are estimated to support 10-25 breeding ducks 
per square mile as per USFWS. Breeding pair accessibility will only increase with increased wetland restoration in 
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these areas. One highlight of this program’s work is increasing Perch Creek WMA complex to over the threshold of 
40% grasslands and 20% wetlands. This is the scientifically recognized threshold at which waterfowl populations 
can have an overall net gain in production. This habitat goal has been recognized in the MN Duck Recovery Plan, 
MN Prairie Conservation Plan, MN Working Lands Initiative, Prairie Pothole Joint Venture, and others. 


Which top 2 Conservation Plans referenced in MS97A.056, subd. 3a are most applicable to this 
project?  


Long Range Duck Recovery Plan 


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


Explain how this proposal will uniquely address habitat resilience to climate change and its 
anticipated effects on game, fish & wildlife species utilizing the protected or restored/enhanced 
habitat this proposal targets.  
Climate trends are warmer and wetter than 100 years ago. On average, temperatures have risen 3 degrees F and 
precipitation has increased 3.4 inches annually with more large rain events. Restored wetlands and surrounding 
uplands uniquely store and clean precipitation and replenish groundwater resources. Considering the intense 
agricultural drainage of Martin County, water storage on the landscape is greatly needed to handle climate change. 
Deep rooted native prairie plants provide increased soil infiltration and perennial land cover, reducing erosion and 
runoff into our waterways. Properly restored wetlands will serve as a sponge during this period of change, storing 
and cleaning water, which can be released downstream when the time is right. By installing water control 
structures on wetlands, land managers will be well positioned to mitigate adverse effects from climate change, 
including fighting invasive fish, restoring historic water regimes, and promoting healthy shallow wetland 
ecosystems. 


Which LSOHC section priorities are addressed in this proposal?  


Prairie 


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


Describe how this project/program will produce and demonstrate a significant and permanent 
conservation legacy and/or outcomes for fish, game, and wildlife, and if not permanent outcomes, 
why it is important to undertake at this time:  
Our program continues to build upon the protection and restoration of high quality prairie grassland and wetland 
habitat. The planned protection and restoration projects expand existing areas that are already locally recognized 
as a significant, permanent conservation legacy. The many partners involved with permanent conservation work in 
Martin County (MN DNR, USFWS, Pheasants Forever, Ducks Unlimited, FLCL, TCF, and other local clubs) are 
working to provide landowners with an acquisition option plus MN BWSR working through SWCDs and the USDA 
working through FSA and NRCS to provide an easement option, has provided a network of over 10,000 acres of 
permanently-protected wildlife habitat in Martin County. The Perch Creek habitat corridor is becoming a more 
significant and permanent conservation legacy, protecting threatened, endangered, and at-risk species and 
expanding fishing and hunting opportunities in this region of the state. 
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Outcomes 


Programs in prairie region:  
Key core parcels are protected for fish, game and other wildlife ~ By adding these important parcels to the 
Martin County WMA complexes we are restoring valuable wetlands and grasslands to the WMAs of Southern 
Minnesota. These added diverse prairies will provide much needed habitat for many wildlife species. This program 
will also add valuable acres for public hunting, fishing and other outdoor activities with all of the fish, game, and 
rare species that will be found on this new public land. 


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


N/A 


Per MS 97A.056, Subd. 24, Please explain whether the request is supplanting or is a substitution for 
any previous funding that was not from a legacy fund and was used for the same purpose.  
This proposal does not supplant or substitute previous funding for the same purpose. 


How will you sustain and/or maintain this work after the Outdoor Heritage Funds are expended?  
Initial restoration efforts focus on long term, low maintenance solutions to water control structures and native 
prairie plantings. Maintaining habitat and infrastructure after our restoration and donation to DNR is complete will 
be the responsibility of the MN DNR. However, local groups within the "Martin County Conservation Alliance" will 
be there to assist the DNR with future private dollars and partner ECP CPL grants, if and when available. Local 
partners will continue to install additional local source native plant species to enhance habitat to support more 
species, including pollinators.  Local partner monitoring will assist in identifying invasive species threats and aid 
with eradication or control when necessary. 


Actions to Maintain Project Outcomes  
Year Source of Funds Step 1 Step 2 Step 3 
Ongoing MN DNR Budget Monitoring Maintenance Management 
Ongoing Local Monitor and add local 


species 
Monitor for invasive 
species 


Treat and plant as 
needed 


Provide an assessment of how your program may celebrate cultural diversity or reach diverse 
communities in Minnesota, including reaching low- and moderate-income households:  
13.2% of Martin County is below the poverty line, according to the 2023 Small Area Income and Poverty Estimates. 
Restoration of wetlands and grasslands will create high-quality habitat to support healthy wildlife populations in 
the area for all people to enjoy with low-barrier recreation opportunities. These actions will help improve air 
quality, water quality, support pollinator populations, and help fight climate change and the disproportionate 
effects it has on BIPOC and low-income communities.  These newly restored lands will be open to the public and 
will provide numerous opportunities for all people to enjoy through hunting, wildlife viewing, kayaking, canoeing, 
and various other forms of outdoor recreation and education. This proposal includes a shallow lake restoration just 
outside of Fairmont, which will provide recreation as well as improve drinking water supply and decrease flooding 
of this community. 
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Activity Details 


Requirements 


Will county board or other local government approval be formally sought** prior to acquisition, per 
97A.056 subd 13(j)?   
Yes 


Is the land you plan to acquire (fee title) free of any other permanent protection?   
Yes 


Will restoration and enhancement work follow best management practices including MS 84.973 Pollinator 
Habitat Program?   
Yes 


Is the restoration and enhancement activity on permanently protected land per 97A.056, Subd 13(f), tribal 
lands, and/or public waters per MS 103G.005, Subd. 15 or on lands to be acquired in this program?   
Yes 


Where does the activity take place? 


WMA 


Land Use 


Will there be planting of any crop on OHF land purchased or restored in this program, either by the 
proposer or the end owner of the property, outside of the initial restoration of the land? 
Yes 


Explain what will be planted and include the maximum percentage of any acquired parcel that 
would be planted into foodplots by the proposer or the end owner of the property: 
Food Plots could be utilized by the MN DNR as part of their WMA management plans.  Short-term farming 
may be necessary in the timetable to best restore the uplands to native habitats. 


Will insecticides or fungicides (including neonicotinoid and fungicide treated seed) be used within any 
activities of this proposal either in the process of restoration or use as food plots? 
No 


Is this land currently open for hunting and fishing?   
No 


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


Describe any variation from the State of Minnesota regulations:  
All of these lands will be part the DNR WMA system. 


Who will eventually own the fee title land? 


State of MN 
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Land acquired in fee will be designated as a: 


WMA 


Are there currently trails or roads on any of the proposed acquisitions?   
No 


Will new trails or roads be developed or improved as a result of the OHF acquisition?   
No 


Will the land that you acquire (fee or easement) be restored or enhanced within this proposal's funding 
and availability?   
Yes 


Other OHF Appropriation Awards 


Have you received OHF dollars through LSOHC in the past? 
Yes 


Are any of these past appropriations still OPEN? 
Yes 


Approp Year Funding Amount 
Received 


Amount Spent to 
Date 


Funding Remaining % Spent to Date 


2025 $1,363,000 - - - 
2024 $2,589,000 $220,000 $2,369,000 8.5% 
2023 $2,137,000 $1,213,200 $923,800 56.77% 
2022 $1,978,000 $1,527,700 $450,300 77.23% 
2021 $2,864,000 $2,335,300 $528,700 81.54% 
2020 $2,387,000 $1,983,700 $403,300 83.1% 
2019 $3,650,000 $3,472,100 $177,900 95.13% 
2018 $2,447,000 $2,392,200 $54,800 97.76% 
2016 $1,000,000 $1,051,300 -$51,300 105.13% 
Totals $20,415,000 $14,195,500 $6,219,500 69.53% 


Timeline 
Activity Name Estimated Completion Date 
Begin Parcel qualification and review Summer and Fall 2026 
Acquire Parcel (s) Summer 2026 - Summer 2029 
Transfer to MN DNR 2026 - 2029 
Complete Restoration 2026-2031 
Plan Restoration Winter 2026 - Winter 2030 
Follow-up/Maintenance/Weed Control 2027 and Beyond 
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Budget 


 


Grand Totals Across All Partnerships 


Item Funding Request Total Leverage Leverage Source Total 
Personnel $660,000 $140,000 -, DU Private and 


Federal USFWS 
NAWCA, Fox Lake 
Conservation League 
Inc 


$800,000 


Contracts $1,440,000 $600,000 -, DU, Private, and 
Federal USFWS 
NAWCA 


$2,040,000 


Fee Acquisition w/ 
PILT 


$7,500,000 - - $7,500,000 


Fee Acquisition w/o 
PILT 


- - - - 


Easement Acquisition - - - - 
Easement 
Stewardship 


- - - - 


Travel $73,000 $6,500 Fox Lake Conservation 
League Inc, DU, 
Private, and Federal 
USFWS NAWCA 


$79,500 


Professional Services $129,000 - - $129,000 
Direct Support 
Services 


$69,400 - - $69,400 


DNR Land Acquisition 
Costs 


$180,000 - - $180,000 


Capital Equipment - - - - 
Other 
Equipment/Tools 


$42,500 - - $42,500 


Supplies/Materials $15,000 - - $15,000 
DNR IDP $105,000 - - $105,000 
Grand Total $10,213,900 $746,500 - $10,960,400 
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Partner: Ducks Unlimited 


Totals 


Item Funding Request Total Leverage Leverage Source Total 
Personnel $575,000 $100,000 DU Private and 


Federal USFWS 
NAWCA 


$675,000 


Contracts $1,440,000 $600,000 DU, Private, and 
Federal USFWS 
NAWCA 


$2,040,000 


Fee Acquisition w/ 
PILT 


- - - - 


Fee Acquisition w/o 
PILT 


- - - - 


Easement Acquisition - - - - 
Easement 
Stewardship 


- - - - 


Travel $70,000 $5,000 DU, Private, and 
Federal USFWS 
NAWCA 


$75,000 


Professional Services $45,000 - - $45,000 
Direct Support 
Services 


$57,500 - - $57,500 


DNR Land Acquisition 
Costs 


- - - - 


Capital Equipment - - - - 
Other 
Equipment/Tools 


$42,500 - - $42,500 


Supplies/Materials $15,000 - - $15,000 
DNR IDP $105,000 - - $105,000 
Grand Total $2,350,000 $705,000 - $3,055,000 
Personnel 
Position Annual FTE Years 


Working 
Funding 
Request 


Total 
Leverage 


Leverage 
Source 


Total 


Ducks 
Unlimited 
Conservation 
Staff - 
Biologists and 
Engineers 


0.8 3.0 $575,000 $100,000 DU Private and 
Federal USFWS 
NAWCA 


$675,000 
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Partner: Fox Lake Conservation League 


Totals 


Item Funding Request Total Leverage Leverage Source Total 
Personnel - $40,000 Fox Lake Conservation 


League Inc 
$40,000 


Contracts - - - - 
Fee Acquisition w/ 
PILT 


$7,500,000 - - $7,500,000 


Fee Acquisition w/o 
PILT 


- - - - 


Easement Acquisition - - - - 
Easement 
Stewardship 


- - - - 


Travel - $1,500 Fox Lake Conservation 
League Inc 


$1,500 


Professional Services - - - - 
Direct Support 
Services 


- - - - 


DNR Land Acquisition 
Costs 


$180,000 - - $180,000 


Capital Equipment - - - - 
Other 
Equipment/Tools 


- - - - 


Supplies/Materials - - - - 
DNR IDP - - - - 
Grand Total $7,680,000 $41,500 - $7,721,500 
Personnel 
Position Annual FTE Years 


Working 
Funding 
Request 


Total 
Leverage 


Leverage 
Source 


Total 


Grant 
Management 


0.2 4.0 - $40,000 Fox Lake 
Conservation 
League Inc 


$40,000 
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Partner: The Conservation Fund 


Totals 


Item Funding Request Total Leverage Leverage Source Total 
Personnel $85,000 - - $85,000 
Contracts - - - - 
Fee Acquisition w/ 
PILT 


- - - - 


Fee Acquisition w/o 
PILT 


- - - - 


Easement Acquisition - - - - 
Easement 
Stewardship 


- - - - 


Travel $3,000 - - $3,000 
Professional Services $84,000 - - $84,000 
Direct Support 
Services 


$11,900 - - $11,900 


DNR Land Acquisition 
Costs 


- - - - 


Capital Equipment - - - - 
Other 
Equipment/Tools 


- - - - 


Supplies/Materials - - - - 
DNR IDP - - - - 
Grand Total $183,900 - - $183,900 
Personnel 
Position Annual FTE Years 


Working 
Funding 
Request 


Total 
Leverage 


Leverage 
Source 


Total 


MN TCF staff 0.2 4.0 $85,000 - - $85,000 
 


Amount of Request: $10,213,900 
Amount of Leverage: $746,500 
Leverage as a percent of the Request: 7.31% 
DSS + Personnel: $729,400 
As a % of the total request: 7.14% 
Easement Stewardship: - 
As a % of the Easement Acquisition: - 


Total Leverage (from 
above) 


Amount Confirmed % of Total Leverage Amount Anticipated % of Total Leverage 


$746,500 $41,500 5.56% $705,000 94.44% 
Detail leverage sources and confirmation of funds:  
DU will work diligently to leverage OHF grant funds with additional sources, but OHF acquisition expense is 
typically needed first. 
FLCL will provide leverage through volunteer hours and travel costs at their own expense, which is estimated in 
the table above. 


Does this proposal have the ability to be scalable?   
Yes 
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If the project received 50% of the requested funding 


Describe how the scaling would affect acres/activities and if not proportionately reduced, why?  
The number of acres would be reduced proportionately. 


Describe how personnel and DSS expenses would be adjusted and if not proportionately reduced, 
why?  
Personnel and DSS are budgeted by number of projects in this program. A baseline amount of time and 
effort are needed for every project, regardless of size. Therefore, personnel and DSS will not be adjusted at 
the same proportions as acres, contracts, and other categories. 


If the project received 30% of the requested funding 


Describe how the scaling would affect acres/activities and if not proportionately reduced, why?  
The number of acres would be reduced proportionately and we would target priority projects with funding 
available. 


Describe how personnel and DSS expenses would be adjusted and if not proportionately reduced, 
why?  
Personnel and DSS are budgeted by number of projects in this program. A baseline amount of time and 
effort are needed for every project, regardless of size. Therefore, personnel and DSS will not be adjusted at 
the same proportions as acres, contracts, and other categories. 


Personnel 


Has funding for these positions been requested in the past?   
Yes 


Please explain the overlap of past and future staffing and position levels previously received and 
how that is coordinated over multiple years?  
TCF: Each project has a unique project account and time is tracked by individual to assure accurate 
personnel costs by project. 
 
DU: DU assigns site-specific, unique project numbers to each land acquisition or wetland restoration 
project, and biologist/engineering staff charge time and expenses to these specific project number codes so 
charges are tracked to specific sites by each individual. 


Contracts 


What is included in the contracts line?   
Contracts are for private contractor charges to restore/enhance wetlands (earthmoving) and grasslands (native 
seeding) on lands acquired. Wetland restoration in Martin County is very expensive and requires engineering due 
to intensive landscape drainage via complex networks of private/public tile/ditches that affect private neighbors 
and public roads. 
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Professional Services 


What is included in the Professional Services line?   
 


Appraisals 


Other : Soil investigations, county tile petition fees 


Surveys 


Title Insurance and Legal Fees 


Fee Acquisition 


What is the anticipated number of fee title acquisition transactions?   
7 


Travel 
Does the amount in the travel line include equipment/vehicle rental?   
Yes 


Explain the amount in the travel line outside of traditional travel costs of mileage, food, and lodging   
DU - travel costs consist of in-state mileage and lodging for land manager, biologists, and engineering field staff.  
DU generally does not spend OHF grant funds on food. 


I understand and agree that lodging, meals, and mileage must comply with the current MMB Commissioner 
Plan:   
Yes 


Direct Support Services 


How did you determine which portions of the Direct Support Services of your shared support services is 
direct to this program?   
FLCL- we will not charge DSS. 
 
TCF: Direct Support Services has been reviewed and approved by Minnesota DNR grants staff, and is determined 
using our Federally-approved and audited rate as the basis for calculating Direct Support Services as a percentage 
of the budgeted personnel costs. 
 
DU: Minnesota DNR grants staff previously reviewed and approved DU accounting methodology for Direct Support 
Services, which are calculated and included in DU staff costs.  DU Direct Support Services constitute approximately 
10% of DU overall staff costs on average among DU conservation staff billing categories. 


Other Equipment/Tools 


Give examples of the types of Equipment and Tools that will be purchased?   
GPS survey equipment for performing engineering wetland restoration survey work and engineering surveys of 
shallow lake and wetland projects, including survey equipment lease charges instead of actual outright equipment 
purchases to avoid buying equipment that becomes obsolete due to upgrades and advancements. Other examples 
include hand tools and other field equipment as needs arise. 
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Federal Funds 


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


Are the funds confirmed?   
No 


What is the approximate date you anticipate receiving confirmation of the federal funds?  
Beginning in 2026 via future NAWCA grants leveraged to help restore lands acquired via OHF. This 
first requires expenditures of state OHF grant funds on land acquisitions to leverage federal 
NAWCA grant funds to restore lands acquired. 
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Output Tables 


Acres by Resource Type (Table 1) 


Type Wetland Prairie Forest Habitat Total Acres 
Restore 0 0 0 0 0 
Protect in Fee with State PILT Liability 120 480 0 0 600 
Protect in Fee w/o State PILT Liability 0 - 0 0 0 
Protect in Easement 0 0 0 0 0 
Enhance 0 0 0 0 0 
Total 120 480 0 0 600 
Restoration/Enhancement Acres of OHF Acquired Lands (Table 1a.1) 


 RESTORE  Total ENHANCE  Total 
 Lands 


acquired in 
this 


proposal 


Lands acquired 
with previous OHF 


approprations 
(<5yrs old) 


 Lands 
acquired in 


this 
proposal 


Lands acquired 
with previous OHF 


approprations 
(<5yrs old) 


 


Protect in Fee with State 
PILT Liability 


600 - 600 - - 0 


Protect in Fee w/o State 
PILT Liability 


- - - - - - 


Protect in Easement - - - - - - 
Total 600 - 600 - - - 
Restoration/Enhancement Acres Breakdown of Existing Protected Lands (Table 1a.2) 


 RESTORE  ENHANCE  
 Lands acquired 


with OHF 
Lands NOT 


acquired with 
OHF 


Lands acquired 
with OHF 


Lands NOT 
acquired with 


OHF 
DNR Lands (WMA, State Forests, etc) - - - - 
Non-DNR Lands (city, state, federal, etc.) - - - - 
Easements - - - - 
Total - - - - 
Total Requested Funding by Resource Type (Table 2) 


Type Wetland Prairie Forest Habitat Total Funding 
Restore - - - - - 
Protect in Fee with State PILT Liability $2,213,900 $8,000,000 - - $10,213,900 
Protect in Fee w/o State PILT Liability - - - - - 
Protect in Easement - - - - - 
Enhance - - - - - 
Total $2,213,900 $8,000,000 - - $10,213,900 
Acres within each Ecological Section (Table 3) 


Type Metro/Urban Forest/Prairie SE Forest Prairie N. Forest Total Acres 
Restore 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Protect in Fee with State 
PILT Liability 


0 0 0 600 0 600 


Protect in Fee w/o State 
PILT Liability 


0 0 0 - 0 0 


Protect in Easement 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Enhance 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Total 0 0 0 600 0 600 
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Total Requested Funding within each Ecological Section (Table 4) 


Type Metro/Urban Forest/Prairie SE Forest Prairie N. Forest Total 
Funding 


Restore - - - - - - 
Protect in Fee with State 
PILT Liability 


- - - $10,213,900 - $10,213,900 


Protect in Fee w/o State 
PILT Liability 


- - - - - - 


Protect in Easement - - - - - - 
Enhance - - - - - - 
Total - - - $10,213,900 - $10,213,900 
Average Cost per Acre by Resource Type (Table 5) 


Type Wetland Prairie Forest Habitat 
Restore - - - - 
Protect in Fee with State PILT Liability $18,449 $16,666 - - 
Protect in Fee w/o State PILT Liability - - - - 
Protect in Easement - - - - 
Enhance - - - - 
Average Cost per Acre by Ecological Section (Table 6) 


Type Metro/Urban Forest/Prairie SE Forest Prairie N. Forest 
Restore - - - - - 
Protect in Fee with State 
PILT Liability 


- - - $17,023 - 


Protect in Fee w/o State 
PILT Liability 


- - - - - 


Protect in Easement - - - - - 
Enhance - - - - - 
Target Lake/Stream/River Feet or Miles 


0 
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Parcels 


Sign-up Criteria?   
No 


Explain the process used to identify, prioritize, and select the parcels on your list:   
We utilized historic information, the MN County Biologic Survey, GIS spatial data, and local knowledge to identify 
areas where habitat restoration will be most beneficial.  Expanding habitat complexes by protecting and restoring 
lands adjacent to existing high-quality native habitat and habitat already protected through public ownership or 
permanent conservation easements is our key focus. Parcels which will link or expand sites with threatened or 
endangered species and species-in-decline further narrowed our focus area. We additionally highlighted 
opportunities to protect and enhance habitat buffers along water courses and lake chains. 


Protect Parcels 


Name County TRDS Acres Est Cost Existing 
Protection 


Armbrust WMA Tract #4 Martin 10430221 145 $1,607,000 No 
Caron WMA Parcel 13B Martin 10333226 209 $2,100,000 No 
Caron WMA Parcel 14 Martin 10333224 80 $850,000 No 
Caron WMA Parcel 15 Martin 10333225 50 $600,000 No 
Caron WMA Parcel 16 Martin 10332225 160 $1,750,000 No 
Manyaska WMA Martin 10232222 35 $450,000 No 
Manyaska WMA Martin 10232222 50 $680,000 No 
Manyaska WMA Martin 10232222 20 $325,000 No 
Manyaska WMA Martin 10232222 30 $400,000 No 
Rooney Run WMA Martin 10332228 80 $1,350,000 No 
Timber Marsh WMA Martin 10231211 200 $2,500,000 No 
Timber Marsh WMA Martin 10231202 92 $1,250,000 No 
Timber Marsh WMA Martin 10231202 28 $480,000 No 
Timber Marsh WMA Martin 10231202 46 $650,000 No 
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Parcel Map 


 


 







Before (left) and after (above) restoration of two  
parcels acquired at Caron WMA utilizing 
ML2019 and ML2020 grants, completed in 2025.
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Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council 
ML 2026 Northern Tallgrass Prairie National Wildlife Refuge Phase XVI 


ML 2026 Request for Funding 


General Information 


Date: 06/26/2025 


Proposal Title: ML 2026 Northern Tallgrass Prairie National Wildlife Refuge Phase XVI 


Funds Requested: $9,886,200 


Confirmed Leverage Funds: $350,000 


Is this proposal Scalable?: Yes 


Manager Information 


Manager's Name: Chris McGrath 
Title: Associate Director of Protection 
Organization: The Nature Conservancy 
Address: 1101 West River Parkway Suite 200 
City: Minneapolis, MN 55415 
Email: c.mcgrath@tnc.org 
Office Number: 6123310752 
Mobile Number: 7155582451 
Fax Number:   
Website: www.nature.org 


Location Information 


County Location(s): Nicollet, Becker, Brown, Chippewa, Big Stone, Clay, Cottonwood, Grant, Jackson, Kittson, 
Kandiyohi, Marshall, Lyon, Mahnomen, Lincoln, Lac qui Parle, Murray, Nobles, Norman, Otter Tail, Pipestone, 
Pennington, Red Lake, Pope, Redwood, Polk, Renville, Rock, Stearns, Wilkin, Roseau, Swift, Stevens, Traverse, 
Yellow Medicine and Martin. 


Eco regions in which work will take place: 


Prairie 


Forest / Prairie Transition 


Activity types: 


Protect in Easement 


Protect in Fee 
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Priority resources addressed by activity: 


Prairie 


Narrative 


Abstract 


The Nature Conservancy and US Fish and Wildlife Service will work together to permanently protect native prairie 
and associated complexes of wetlands and native habitats in western and central Minnesota by purchasing 
approximately 1,725 acres of fee title properties and/or permanent habitat easements, and restoration & 
enhancement of approximately 1,060 acres.  Approximately 1,092 acres will be native prairie.  Work will be 
focused in priority areas identified in the Minnesota Prairie Conservation Plan that have significant biodiversity by 
the Minnesota Biological Survey. 


Design and Scope of Work 


The Northern Tallgrass Prairie National Wildlife Refuge (Refuge) was established in 2000 to address the loss of 
America’s grasslands and the decline of grassland wildlife. The Refuge was created to permanently preserve and 
restore a portion of our disappearing tallgrass prairie. The Refuge is authorized to work in the prairie landscapes 
of western Minnesota and northwestern Iowa. 
 
To date, the Refuge has protected more than 15,027 acres. Funding from the Outdoor Heritage Fund (OHF) will 
allow The Nature Conservancy (TNC) and US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), working in partnership, to 
significantly accelerate this progress. TNC and USFWS will cooperate on protecting approximately 1,725 acres of 
native prairie and associated habitat in the 49 Minnesota counties within the Refuge boundary. We expect to 
protect approximately 1,500 acres with permanent habitat easements and approximately 225 acres in fee title. 
 
This program’s work is targeted at protecting high-quality native habitat in areas with existing concentrations of 
native prairie, wetlands, and protected lands. The lands protected will consist of native prairie and associated 
habitats including wetlands, streams, coulees, and lakes. 
 
Potential acquisitions are reviewed using the following criteria: 
1) Is there untilled native prairie on the tract? If not, is it adjacent to untilled native prairie? 
2) Is the property in a priority area (core/corridor/complex) identified in the Minnesota Prairie Conservation Plan 
(Prairie Plan)? 
3) Is it adjacent to an existing complex of protected land? 
4) Was it identified by Minnesota Biological Survey (Biological Survey) or FWS biologists as having concentrations 
of threatened and endangered species and communities? 
5) Is it suitable for public recreation? 
 
Previous OHF support has allowed the partners to make significant progress towards our shared goal of protecting 
and buffering the remaining native prairie. The first property was acquired in March, 2013. Since then, 
approximately 9,406 acres have been added to the Refuge with OHF funding. Of these, approximately 5,956 acres 
(approximately 63.3%) are classified as untilled native prairie. Additional habitat includes approximately 719 
acres of wetlands, 31 miles of stream front, and more than 2.5 miles of lakefront.  
 
We have $4,144,750 in signed conservation easement agreements with landowners for the protection of 
approximately 1,008 acres and are negotiating with landowners for an additional $4,768,900 of conservation 
easements for the permanent protection of 1,670 acres. In total, there are $8,913,650 of signed & negotiated 
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conservation easements for the permanent protection of 2,678 acres.  Resulting from the strong TNC & USFWS 
partnership, our combined experience & expertise with this program, and the long list of interested landowners 
we're in contact with, we anticipate that this high level of demand for conservation easements will continue well 
into the future, including the active funding years of ML 2026's appropriation. 
 
With the continued support from the Outdoor Heritage Fund, this program will continue to make lasting progress 
towards protecting Minnesota’s native prairies and the wildlife that depend on those lands. 


Explain how the proposal addresses habitat protection, restoration, and/or enhancement for fish, 
game & wildlife, including threatened or endangered species conservation  
The NTP NWR program takes the approach that specific species are best protected by conserving high-quality 
habitat in the most critical prairie areas. 
 
This focus on habitat quality has produced results. Of the 9,406 acres protected, approximately 52% have been 
identified as having significant biodiversity by the Biological Survey. These high-quality lands provide habitat for a 
wide range of species, from game species to those that are endangered, threatened, or in greatest conservation 
need.  
 
Biological Survey field work has identified populations of 29 rare species located wholly or partially on NTP NWR 
properties protected with OHF-funding. Benefited species include: 
 
Birds – Henslow's sparrow (endangered), Wilson’s phalarope (threatened), greater prairie-chicken, marbled 
godwit, short-eared owl, bald eagle, and yellow rail  
Butterflies – Dakota skipper (endangered), Poweshiek skipperling (endangered), arogos skipper, Pawnee skipper, 
and regal fritillary  
Fish - Topeka shiner (endangered)  
Reptiles - Blanding’s turtle (threatened) 
Plants – prairie bush clover (federally threatened), sterile sedge (threatened), hair-like beak rush (threatened), 
western white prairie clover, blanket flower, buffalo grass, few-flowered spikerush, Hall’s sedge, least moonwort, 
Missouri milk-vetch, mudwort, prairie mimosa, slender milk-vetch, slender plantain, and small white lady’s slipper. 
 
Highlights over the past year included the protection of 828 grassland acres, including 698 acres of untilled native 
prairie, 28 acres of wetlands, 2.3 miles of stream frontage, much of which identified as critical habitat for the 
Topeka Shiner, a federally listed species, and other populations of federally listed species & Species in Greatest 
Conservation Need.  
 
Future acquisition work will be guided by this same focus on high-quality, diverse habitat, benefiting a wide range 
of species. As we successfully continue with the program to protect the last remaining native prairie in MN, we are 
seeing climate resiliency benefits resulting from increased enhancement and restoration investments. To that end, 
this proposal includes an increase in requested funding for the enhancement and restoration of approximately 
1,060 acres. This increase also takes into consideration the MN Department of Labor & Industry (DLI) prevailing 
wage requirements. 


What are the elements of this proposal that are critical from a timing perspective?  


While native prairie once covered one-third of Minnesota, this habitat type has experienced steep declines in 
recent decades, and it is estimated that only approximately 1% of untilled prairie remains.  Many of these 
remaining areas are small and geographically isolated from each other.  Conversion of the few remaining native 
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prairie areas to cropland, sand and gravel mining, and residential development has been a consistent and real 
threat in many areas of the state.  To protect these irreplaceable habitats, it is essential to either place them in 
public ownership through fee acquisition, which allows the public to enjoy the habitats for recreation or 
hunting/fishing, or to prevent the conversion of these habitats with permanent conservation easements. 


Describe how the proposal expands habitat corridors or complexes and/or addresses habitat 
fragmentation:  


In addition to an evaluation based on the Minnesota Prairie Conservation Plan and location in a Prairie Core, 
Corridor, or Complex, every proposed project is evaluated using Survey information on: 1) native prairie sites, 2) 
rare, threatened and endangered species locations, and 3) areas of biodiversity significance.       
 
The selection criteria also recognize the importance of building on existing complexes and reducing fragmentation.  
If a prairie is small or isolated, the animal and plant species that live there are at risk.  The best approach is 
conserving larger areas, like the Minnesota Prairie Conservation Plan’s cores/complexes/corridors, that have the 
scale, species diversity, and connectivity to support functioning prairie systems over the long-term.   
 
The numbers shared above demonstrate this program’s success at identifying and protecting biologically 
significant lands located in areas with existing complexes of habitat and protected lands. 


Which top 2 Conservation Plans referenced in MS97A.056, subd. 3a are most applicable to this 
project?  


Minnesota Prairie Conservation Plan 


Northern Tallgrass Prairie Habitat Preservation Area (HPA) Final Environmental Impact Statement 


Explain how this proposal will uniquely address habitat resilience to climate change and its 
anticipated effects on game, fish & wildlife species utilizing the protected or restored/enhanced 
habitat this proposal targets.  
Three quarters of the carbon dioxide emissions driven by humans have occurred since 1950. We have seen a 
nearly 70% average decline of birds, amphibians, mammals, fish and reptiles since just 1970.   A key component of 
our evaluation of the conservation significance of a habitat easement or fee acquisition is TNC's Resilient and 
Connected Network analysis (RCN). The RCN analysis we engage in for every acquisition project determines the 
climate resiliency of the habitat we’re acquiring, and we prioritize acquisitions of habitat with higher climate 
resiliency.   Higher climate resiliency is critical for species to survive and thrive in a world that faces significant 
climate change and biodiversity loss.  Once acquired, we take actions to protect, better manage and restore habitat 
to maximize biodiversity and climate resiliency, including the use of locally wild-collected seeds (local ecotypes) 
for prairie restorations. 


Which LSOHC section priorities are addressed in this proposal?  
Forest / Prairie Transition 


Protect, enhance, and restore rare native remnant prairie 


Prairie 


Protect, enhance, and restore remnant native prairie, Big Woods forests, and oak savanna 
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Describe how this project/program will produce and demonstrate a significant and permanent 
conservation legacy and/or outcomes for fish, game, and wildlife, and if not permanent outcomes, 
why it is important to undertake at this time:  
This program targets areas with existing remnant native prairie and oak savanna, and the percentage of remnant 
prairie is one of the ranking factors used to evaluate and compare parcels submitted for consideration.  To date, 
5,956 acres (63.3%) added to the Refuge with OHF funding have been native prairie and 7,709 acres (82%) were 
located in either a Prairie Core or Corridor as defined by the Minnesota Prairie Conservation Plan. 


Outcomes 


Programs in forest-prairie transition region:  
Remnant native prairies are part of large complexes of restored prairies, grasslands, and large and small 
wetlands ~ The percent of native remnant prairie, as determined by the Minnesota Biological Survey and/or 
USFWS biologists, will be documented on each parcel.  Surrounding natural habitat types and cropped areas will 
be evaluated as part of the ranking criteria for submitted parcels.  Native prairie protection acquisitions are also 
evaluated by their location relative to the Minnesota Prairie Conservation Plan priority areas of prairie cores, 
corridors and strategic habitat complexes. 


Programs in prairie region:  


Remnant native prairies are part of large complexes of restored prairies, grasslands, and large and small 
wetlands ~ The percent of native remnant prairie, as determined by the Minnesota Biological Survey and/or 
USFWS biologists, will be documented on each parcel.  Surrounding natural habitat types and cropped areas will 
be evaluated as part of the ranking criteria for submitted parcels.  Native prairie protection acquisitions are also 
evaluated by their location relative to the Minnesota Prairie Conservation Plan priority areas of prairie cores, 
corridors and strategic habitat complexes. 


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


N/A 


Per MS 97A.056, Subd. 24, Please explain whether the request is supplanting or is a substitution for 
any previous funding that was not from a legacy fund and was used for the same purpose.  
This project does not substitute or supplant any previous funding.  The work described in this proposal would not 
be funded or completed without this appropriation. 


How will you sustain and/or maintain this work after the Outdoor Heritage Funds are expended?  
Outdoor Heritage Funds will be used to purchase the land in fee title or to purchase perpetual habitat easements. 
The land and easements purchased will be transferred to the USFWS to become units of the Northern Tallgrass 
Prairie National Wildlife Refuge. Long term costs for restoration, management, and wildlife/habitat/easement 
monitoring will be funded through annual USFWS operations funding. 
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Actions to Maintain Project Outcomes  
Year Source of Funds Step 1 Step 2 Step 3 
Annually USFWS Annual Service 


Operating funds 
Monitoring and 
management by 
USFWS managers, 
biologists, field staff, 
and realty staff to 
ensure the long-term 
health of these 
habitats is maintained. 
Activities may include 
burning as well as 
mechanical, biological, 
and chemical 
treatments. 


- - 


Provide an assessment of how your program may celebrate cultural diversity or reach diverse 
communities in Minnesota, including reaching low- and moderate-income households:  


The Nature Conservancy is committed to diversity, equity, inclusion, and justice, which are embedded in our code 
of conduct and values. We recognize that conservation is best advanced by the leadership and contributions of 
people of diverse backgrounds, experiences, and identities. Our hiring practices have been updated to be more 
inclusive.  Additionally, we recognize that BIPOC and other marginalized communities experience disproportionate 
access to nature on private lands, making it essential to provide public lands that are accessible to, and safe for, all 
Minnesotans; and where diverse communities will feel welcome and safe to pursue their passions for hunting, 
angling, photography, hiking, and simply enjoying all the benefits that nature provides.  This program, if funded, 
will add to the availability of lands included in the Northern Tallgrass Prairie National Wildlife Refuge, and 
acquired fee parcels will be open for all Minnesotans, including BIPOC and other disadvantaged communities, to 
enjoy. 


Activity Details 


Requirements 


Will county board or other local government approval be formally sought** prior to acquisition, per 
97A.056 subd 13(j)?   
No 


Describe any measures to inform local governments of land acquisition under their jurisdiction:   
We will follow the county/township board notification processes as directed by current statutory language. 


Is the land you plan to acquire (fee title) free of any other permanent protection?   
Yes 


Is the land you plan to acquire (easement) free of any other permanent protection?   
Yes 


Land Use 


Will there be planting of any crop on OHF land purchased or restored in this program, either by the 
proposer or the end owner of the property, outside of the initial restoration of the land? 
Yes 







Proposal #: PA05 


P a g e  7 | 17 


 


Explain what will be planted and include the maximum percentage of any acquired parcel that 
would be planted into foodplots by the proposer or the end owner of the property: 
Short-term planting of agricultural crops is an accepted Best Management Practice for preparing a site for 
prairie restoration.  For example, short-term use of soybeans could be used to prepare seedbeds prior to 
prairie plantings, which has been proven effective in decreasing the need for subsequent invasives control 
activities, and can shorten the amount of time that additional weed control is needed on the site.  In some 
cases this may necessitate the use of GMO products to facilitate herbicide use to control invasives.  Our 
process requires that neonicotinoid treated seeds are not used.  We anticipate that the use of agricultural 
crops would not exceed 3 years on any given OHF-acquired property, and in most cases will be 
considerably shorter. 


Will insecticides or fungicides (including neonicotinoid and fungicide treated seed) be used within any 
activities of this proposal either in the process of restoration or use as food plots? 
No 


Is this land currently open for hunting and fishing?   
No 


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


Describe any variation from the State of Minnesota regulations:  
Land acquired in fee title will be open to public hunting and fishing during the open season according to the 
National Wildlife Refuge System Improvement Act, United States Code, Title 16, Section 668dd, et seq. 


Who will eventually own the fee title land? 


Federal 


Land acquired in fee will be designated as a: 


National Wildlife Refuge 


Will the eased land be open for public use?   
No 


Are there currently trails or roads on any of the proposed acquisitions?   
Yes 


Describe the types of trails or roads and the allowable uses:  
Lands protected with conservation easements often include private roads or trails used by the landowners 
on their property 


Will the trails or roads remain and uses continue to be allowed after OHF acquisition?   
Yes 


How will maintenance and monitoring be accomplished?  
Landowners with easements may continue to use currently existing private roads or trails on their 
property 


Will new trails or roads be developed or improved as a result of the OHF acquisition?   
No 
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Will the land that you acquire (fee or easement) be restored or enhanced within this proposal's funding 
and availability?   
Yes 


Other OHF Appropriation Awards 


Have you received OHF dollars through LSOHC in the past? 
Yes 


Are any of these past appropriations still OPEN? 
Yes 


Approp Year Funding Amount 
Received 


Amount Spent to 
Date 


Funding Remaining % Spent to Date 


2025 $3,742,000 - - - 
2024 $4,412,000 - - - 
2022 $3,870,000 $527,534 $3,342,466 13.63% 
2021 $3,280,000 $2,936,122 $343,878 89.52% 
2020 $2,295,000 $1,864,162 $430,838 81.23% 
2019 $2,383,000 $1,669,011 $713,989 70.04% 
2018 $1,893,000 $1,899,772 -$6,772 100.36% 
Totals $21,875,000 $8,896,601 $12,978,399 40.67% 


Timeline 
Activity Name Estimated Completion Date 
Closing of approximately 225 acres of fee acquisitions and 
approximately 1,500 acres of easement acquisitions 


June 30, 2030 


Grassland and wetland restoration and enhancement 
activities on all acquired parcels to be completed. 


June 30, 2034 
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Budget 


Totals 


Item Funding Request Total Leverage Leverage Source Total 
Personnel $1,128,100 $200,000 USFWS $1,328,100 
Contracts $1,125,000 - - $1,125,000 
Fee Acquisition w/ 
PILT 


- - - - 


Fee Acquisition w/o 
PILT 


$1,350,000 $150,000 PF NAWCA $1,500,000 


Easement Acquisition $5,250,000 - - $5,250,000 
Easement 
Stewardship 


- - - - 


Travel $47,800 - - $47,800 
Professional Services $255,000 - - $255,000 
Direct Support 
Services 


$229,300 $366,500 TNC private funds $595,800 


DNR Land Acquisition 
Costs 


- - - - 


Capital Equipment - - - - 
Other 
Equipment/Tools 


$36,000 - - $36,000 


Supplies/Materials $465,000 - - $465,000 
DNR IDP - - - - 
Grand Total $9,886,200 $716,500 - $10,602,700 
Personnel 
Position Annual FTE Years 


Working 
Funding 
Request 


Total 
Leverage 


Leverage 
Source 


Total 


TNC Staff 3.76 3.0 $1,128,100 - - $1,128,100 
USFWS In-
kind/Volunteer 
Contributions 


0.0 0.0 - $200,000 USFWS $200,000 


 


Amount of Request: $9,886,200 
Amount of Leverage: $716,500 
Leverage as a percent of the Request: 7.25% 
DSS + Personnel: $1,357,400 
As a % of the total request: 13.73% 
Easement Stewardship: - 
As a % of the Easement Acquisition: - 


Total Leverage (from 
above) 


Amount Confirmed % of Total Leverage Amount Anticipated % of Total Leverage 


$716,500 $350,000 48.85% $366,500 51.15% 
Detail leverage sources and confirmation of funds:  
The Personnel line includes USFWS in-kind support. The fee acquisitions w/out PILT line includes leverage from 
Pheasants Forever that will be paid for through a North American Wetland Conservation Act (NAWCA) grant. 


Does this proposal have the ability to be scalable?   
Yes 
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If the project received 50% of the requested funding 


Describe how the scaling would affect acres/activities and if not proportionately reduced, why?  
As it is more efficient to purchase larger parcels and acreages, a reduction of 50% of the requested funding 
would likely result in a reduction of deliverables to approximately 45-50% of the proposed amounts. 


Describe how personnel and DSS expenses would be adjusted and if not proportionately reduced, 
why?  
We are anticipating that personnel and DSS expenses would be reduced approximately proportionally to 
the overall budget. 


If the project received 30% of the requested funding 


Describe how the scaling would affect acres/activities and if not proportionately reduced, why?  
As it is more efficient to purchase larger parcels and acreages, a reduction of 70% of the requested funding 
would likely result in a reduction of deliverables to approximately 25-30% of the proposed amounts. 


Describe how personnel and DSS expenses would be adjusted and if not proportionately reduced, 
why?  
We are anticipating that personnel and DSS expenses would be reduced approximately proportionally to 
the overall budget. 


Personnel 
Has funding for these positions been requested in the past?   
Yes 


Please explain the overlap of past and future staffing and position levels previously received and 
how that is coordinated over multiple years?  
This proposal is the continuation of several years of funded Northern Tallgrass Prairie National Wildlife 
Refuge grants that, as described above, have resulted in protecting approximately 9,406 acres to date to be 
managed as part of the National Wildlife Refuge. Continuity of funding across multiple phases allows us 
flexibility when prioritizing parcels for protection, ensures stability in our staffing model that gives us the 
ability to plan and prioritize projects, and allows negotiations with landowners and their families over 
multiple years. This flexibility is essential to continue to achieve the conservation goals so important for 
these endangered habitat types, given the uncertainty of when priority parcels may be available on the 
open market. 


Contracts 


What is included in the contracts line?   
These funds are entirely for restoration and enhancement work. While this program targets primarily high-quality 
habitats, small areas included in the acquisition projects may need enhancement and/or restoration. It is 
anticipated that the majority of the contract work will consist of woody species removal, invasives removal, and 
seeding. 


  







Proposal #: PA05 


P a g e  11 | 17 


 


Professional Services 


What is included in the Professional Services line?   


Appraisals 


Other : Environmental Assessments 


Surveys 


Title Insurance and Legal Fees 


Fee Acquisition 


What is the anticipated number of fee title acquisition transactions?   
It is anticipated that this program will acquire approximately 225 acres in fee title in 2+/- closed acquisition 
transactions. 


Travel 
Does the amount in the travel line include equipment/vehicle rental?   
Yes 


Explain the amount in the travel line outside of traditional travel costs of mileage, food, and lodging   
Rental car expense is also included. 


I understand and agree that lodging, meals, and mileage must comply with the current MMB Commissioner 
Plan:   
Yes 


Direct Support Services 


How did you determine which portions of the Direct Support Services of your shared support services is 
direct to this program?   
DSS is based on The Nature Conservancy's Federal Negotiated Rate (FNR) as proposed and approved by the US 
Dept. of Interior on an annual basis. In this proposal we are requesting reimbursement of 7.5% of eligible base 
costs as determined by our annual FNR and based on suggestions from the Council in prior years’ hearings. The 
FNR is not applied to capital equipment over $50,000 or land acquisition. The amount requested for 
reimbursement represents 38% of the total reimbursable costs allowed under the FNR. Examples of expenses 
included in the FNR include services from in-house legal counsel; finance; human resources; and information 
technology support, all of which contribute directly to the implementation of the project. We have included as 
leverage the $366,521 of additional project implementation expenses over and above the 7.5% resulting in total 
leverage of 7.3% of the proposed budget total. 


Other Equipment/Tools 


Give examples of the types of Equipment and Tools that will be purchased?   
Chainsaws, safety equipment, vehicles, and other equipment and tools needed for prairie restoration and 
enhancement needs. 
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Federal Funds 


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


Are the funds confirmed?   
Yes 


Cash : $150,000 


In Kind : $200,000 


Is Confirmation Document attached?   
Yes 


  



https://lsohcprojectmgmt.leg.mn/media/lsohc/proposal/federal_funds_confirmation_document/83016403-f2c.pdf
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Output Tables 


Acres by Resource Type (Table 1) 


Type Wetland Prairie Forest Habitat Total Acres 
Restore 0 0 0 0 0 
Protect in Fee with State PILT Liability 0 0 0 0 0 
Protect in Fee w/o State PILT Liability 0 225 0 0 225 
Protect in Easement 0 1,500 0 0 1,500 
Enhance 0 0 0 0 0 
Total 0 1,725 0 0 1,725 
Restoration/Enhancement Acres of OHF Acquired Lands (Table 1a.1) 


 RESTORE  Total ENHANCE  Total 
 Lands 


acquired in 
this 


proposal 


Lands acquired 
with previous OHF 


approprations 
(<5yrs old) 


 Lands 
acquired in 


this 
proposal 


Lands acquired 
with previous OHF 


approprations 
(<5yrs old) 


 


Protect in Fee with State 
PILT Liability 


- - - - - - 


Protect in Fee w/o State 
PILT Liability 


135 80 215 45 30 75 


Protect in Easement 150 115 265 300 205 505 
Total 285 195 480 345 235 580 
Restoration/Enhancement Acres Breakdown of Existing Protected Lands (Table 1a.2) 


 RESTORE  ENHANCE  
 Lands acquired 


with OHF 
Lands NOT 


acquired with 
OHF 


Lands acquired 
with OHF 


Lands NOT 
acquired with 


OHF 
DNR Lands (WMA, State Forests, etc) - - - - 
Non-DNR Lands (city, state, federal, etc.) 80 - 30 - 
Easements 115 - 205 - 
Total 195 - 235 - 
How many of these Prairie acres are Native Prairie? (Table 1b) 


Type Native 
Prairie 
(acres) 


Restore 0 
Protect in Fee with State PILT Liability 0 
Protect in Fee w/o State PILT Liability 90 
Protect in Easement 1,002 
Enhance 0 
Total 1,092 
Total Requested Funding by Resource Type (Table 2) 


Type Wetland Prairie Forest Habitat Total Funding 
Restore - - - - - 
Protect in Fee with State PILT Liability - - - - - 
Protect in Fee w/o State PILT Liability - $2,022,200 - - $2,022,200 
Protect in Easement - $7,864,000 - - $7,864,000 
Enhance - - - - - 
Total - $9,886,200 - - $9,886,200 
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Acres within each Ecological Section (Table 3) 


Type Metro/Urban Forest/Prairie SE Forest Prairie N. Forest Total Acres 
Restore 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Protect in Fee with State 
PILT Liability 


0 0 0 0 0 0 


Protect in Fee w/o State 
PILT Liability 


0 11 0 214 0 225 


Protect in Easement 0 75 0 1,425 0 1,500 
Enhance 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Total 0 86 0 1,639 0 1,725 
Total Requested Funding within each Ecological Section (Table 4) 


Type Metro/Urban Forest/Prairie SE Forest Prairie N. Forest Total 
Funding 


Restore - - - - - - 
Protect in Fee with State 
PILT Liability 


- - - - - - 


Protect in Fee w/o State 
PILT Liability 


- $98,900 - $1,923,300 - $2,022,200 


Protect in Easement - $393,200 - $7,470,800 - $7,864,000 
Enhance - - - - - - 
Total - $492,100 - $9,394,100 - $9,886,200 
Average Cost per Acre by Resource Type (Table 5) 


Type Wetland Prairie Forest Habitat 
Restore - - - - 
Protect in Fee with State PILT Liability - - - - 
Protect in Fee w/o State PILT Liability - $8,987 - - 
Protect in Easement - $5,242 - - 
Enhance - - - - 
Average Cost per Acre by Ecological Section (Table 6) 


Type Metro/Urban Forest/Prairie SE Forest Prairie N. Forest 
Restore - - - - - 
Protect in Fee with State 
PILT Liability 


- - - - - 


Protect in Fee w/o State 
PILT Liability 


- $8,990 - $8,987 - 


Protect in Easement - $5,242 - $5,242 - 
Enhance - - - - - 
Target Lake/Stream/River Feet or Miles 
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Parcels 


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


Explain the process used to identify, prioritize, and select the parcels on your list:   
Submitted parcels will be prioritized and selected according to criteria that include: the amount of native remnant 
prairie on the parcel, location in a Minnesota Prairie Plan priority area (Prairie Core, Corridor, or Complex), 
adjacency to existing protected lands and habitat complexes, and presence of federally or state listed plant and 
animal species and Species in Greatest Need of Conservation. 


Protect Parcels 


Name County TRDS Acres Est Cost Existing 
Protection 


NA Becker 14142233 99 $1,000 No 
NA Becker 14142236 99 $1,000 No 
NA Big Stone 12446212 99 $1,000 No 
NA Big Stone 12446209 99 $1,000 No 
NA Brown 10834216 99 $1,000 No 
NA Brown 10834213 99 $1,000 No 
NA Chippewa 11739213 99 $1,000 No 
NA Chippewa 11739216 99 $1,000 No 
NA Clay 14247204 99 $1,000 No 
NA Clay 14247201 99 $1,000 No 
NA Cottonwood 10734220 99 $1,000 No 
NA Cottonwood 10734223 99 $1,000 No 
NA Grant 13044233 99 $1,000 No 
NA Grant 13044236 99 $1,000 No 
NA Jackson 10436222 99 $1,000 No 
NA Jackson 10436219 99 $1,000 No 
NA Kandiyohi 12236207 99 $1,000 No 
NA Kandiyohi 12236210 99 $1,000 No 
NA Kittson 16045203 99 $1,000 No 
NA Kittson 16045206 99 $1,000 No 
NA Lac qui Parle 11943212 99 $1,000 No 
NA Lac qui Parle 11943209 99 $1,000 No 
NA Lincoln 10945217 99 $1,000 No 
NA Lincoln 10945214 99 $1,000 No 
NA Lyon 11243218 99 $1,000 No 
NA Lyon 11243215 99 $1,000 No 
NA Mahnomen 14642211 99 $1,000 No 
NA Mahnomen 14642208 99 $1,000 No 
NA Marshall 15746213 99 $1,000 No 
NA Marshall 15746216 99 $1,000 No 
NA Martin 10332215 99 $1,000 No 
NA Martin 10332217 99 $1,000 No 
NA Murray 10740210 99 $1,000 No 
NA Murray 10740207 99 $1,000 No 
NA Nicollet 11132211 99 $1,000 No 
NA Nicollet 11132208 99 $1,000 No 
NA Nobles 10140225 99 $1,000 No 
NA Nobles 10140228 99 $1,000 No 
NA Norman 14647204 99 $1,000 Yes 
NA Norman 14647201 99 $1,000 No 
NA Otter Tail 13244205 99 $1,000 No 



https://lsohcprojectmgmt.leg.mn/media/lsohc/proposal/signup_criteria/b591fc2c-0ae.docx
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NA Otter Tail 13244202 99 $1,000 No 
NA Pennington 15345230 99 $1,000 No 
NA Pennington 15345227 99 $1,000 No 
NA Pipestone 10846222 99 $1,000 No 
NA Pipestone 10846219 99 $1,000 No 
NA Polk 15449201 99 $1,000 No 
NA Polk 15449204 99 $1,000 No 
NA Pope 12336216 99 $1,000 No 
NA Pope 12336213 99 $1,000 No 
NA Red Lake 15144201 99 $1,000 No 
NA Red Lake 15144204 99 $1,000 No 
NA Redwood 11336204 99 $1,000 No 
NA Redwood 11336201 99 $1,000 No 
NA Renville 11437219 99 $1,000 No 
NA Renville 11437222 99 $1,000 No 
NA Rock 10345228 99 $1,000 No 
NA Rock 10345225 99 $1,000 No 
NA Roseau 16242210 99 $1,000 No 
NA Roseau 16242207 99 $1,000 No 
NA Stearns 12335216 99 $1,000 No 
NA Stearns 12335213 99 $1,000 No 
NA Stevens 12543216 99 $1,000 No 
NA Stevens 12543213 99 $1,000 No 
NA Swift 12042209 99 $1,000 No 
NA Swift 12042212 99 $1,000 No 
NA Traverse 12548222 99 $1,000 No 
NA Traverse 12548219 99 $1,000 No 
NA Wilkin 13647202 99 $1,000 No 
NA Wilkin 13647205 99 $1,000 No 
NA Yellow 


Medicine 
11546224 99 $1,000 No 


NA Yellow 
Medicine 


11546221 99 $1,000 No 
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Parcel Map 


 


 







 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


Northern Tallgrass Prairie National Wildlife Refuge - Phase 16 


Funding Requested: $9,886,200 


Program Goals 


The U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service and The Nature Conservancy will work together to protect native prairie 


and wildlife habitat in Minnesota for present and future generations. 


ML2026 


The requested funding will allow us to permanently conserve approximately 1,092 acres of native prairie 


and wildlife habitat in western and central Minnesota. Planned outcomes include: 


• 225 acres of fee acquisition 


• 1,500 acres of permanent conservation easements 


• 1,060 acres restored and enhanced 


This work will target areas identified as having significant biodiversity by the Minnesota Biological Survey 


and as priority areas in the Minnesota Prairie Conservation Plan. 


Native Prairie - OHF funding for this program 


protected this parcel containing 234 acres of well-


managed grazing lands, 90% of which is native 


prairie and contains critical habitat. 


The Northern Tallgrass Prairie National Wildlife Refuge, 


managed by the USFWS, has protected more than 15,027 acres 


of native prairie and associated habitats, including 9,406 acres 


with OHF funding through prior rounds of this program. 


 


Financial Update – Status of Acquisition Funding 


Total Acquisition Allocations of 
All Active Phases $11,347,500 
 
Closed -$2,868,600 
Committed -$4,144,750 
70% of Proposed* -$3,338,230 
Funds Remaining  $995,920 
 


*Approximately 70% of proposed projects convert to closed projects, historically. 


$4,768,900 worth of current proposed projects x 70% = $3,338,230 likely to close. 







 


Program Accomplishments through May 2025 


• 9,406 acres of habitat permanently protected 


• 5,956 acres of untilled native prairie protected 


• 719 acres of wetlands and 28 miles of stream and 33.5 miles 


of stream or lakefront protected 


• 87% of projects completed are in MN Prairie Plan priority 


areas 


• Protected habitat for endangered and threatened species, 


species of concern, and other wildlife, including: Wilson’s 


phalarope, short-eared owl, Dakota skipper, Topeka Shiner, 


Blanding’s turtle, small white lady’s slipper, prairie bush 


clover, and Henslow’s sparrow. 


Prioritizing Projects 


Each project is reviewed using the following criteria:  


1. Is there native prairie on the tract? If not, is it adjacent to 


native prairie? 


2. Is the property in a priority area identified in the MN Prairie 


Plan? 


3. Is it adjacent to an existing complex of permanently     


protected habitat? 


4. Was it identified by the Minnesota Biological Survey as 


having concentrations of threatened and endangered 


species, species of concern, and rare communities? 


5. Is it suitable for public recreation? 
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Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council 
MN Prairie Recovery Program Phase 15 


ML 2026 Request for Funding 


General Information 


Date: 06/26/2025 


Proposal Title: MN Prairie Recovery Program Phase 15 


Funds Requested: $13,668,300 


Confirmed Leverage Funds: $315,000 


Is this proposal Scalable?: Yes 


Manager Information 


Manager's Name: Liz Beery 
Title: Associate Director of Grasslands - MN 
Organization: The Nature Conservancy 
Address: 1101 W River Parkway Suite 200 
City: Minneapolis, MN 55415 
Email: elizabeth.beery@tnc.org 
Office Number:   
Mobile Number: 551-497-3373 
Fax Number:   
Website: nature.org 


Location Information 


County Location(s): Yellow Medicine, Wilkin, Traverse, Swift, Stevens, Stearns, Roseau, Rock, Red Lake, Pope, 
Polk, Pipestone, Pennington, Otter Tail, Norman, Nobles, Murray, Marshall, Mahnomen, Lyon, Lincoln, Lac qui Parle, 
Kittson, Kandiyohi, Grant, Douglas, Cottonwood, Clay, Chippewa, Big Stone and Becker. 


Eco regions in which work will take place: 


Forest / Prairie Transition 


Prairie 


  







Proposal #: PA06 


P a g e  2 | 20 


 


Activity types: 


Protect in Fee 


Restore 


Enhance 


Priority resources addressed by activity: 


Wetlands 


Prairie 


Narrative 


Abstract 


This project continues to advance the protection, restoration, and enhancement goals for increasingly rare prairie, 
grassland, and wetland habitats as described in the 2018 MN Prairie Conservation Plan and builds on the highly 
successful model established by prior MN Prairie Recovery Program Phases. We will protect a total of 700 acres in 
Fee to be held by The Nature Conservancy or MNDNR, enhance 27,500 acres of permanently protected grasslands, 
and restore 300 acres of prairie and wetland habitat. Protection and restoration projects will contribute toward 
state climate goals by sequestering approximately 190,000 metric tons CO2 equivalent. 


Design and Scope of Work 


Protect - An estimated 700 acres of prairie, wetlands, grasslands, and savanna will be permanently protected 
through fee-title acquisition from willing sellers in priority prairie core/corridor landscapes as identified in the 
2018 MN Prairie Conservation Plan. Acquired lands will be prioritized using LSOHC approved criteria that include: 
native prairie percentage on the parcel, proximity to permanently protected areas, habitat quality, species 
diversity, and public recreation suitability. Protected acres without PILT will be held by The Nature Conservancy 
subject to a recorded notice of funding restrictions. Protected acres with PILT will be transferred to MNDNR. 
 
Enhance - An estimated 27,500 acres of grassland/wetland complex will be enhanced on permanently protected 
lands, including lands purchased with OHF funds and held by the Conservancy; MN DNR Management Units 
including Wildlife Management Areas, Scientific & Natural Areas, and Native Prairie Bank easements; and USFWS 
Waterfowl Production Areas, Refuges, and grassland/wetland habitat easements. The primary objectives of these 
enhancement activities are increasing native species diversity and improving critical wildlife habitat. A variety of 
techniques will be implemented to accomplish these objectives such as: prescribed fire; tree and woody species 
removal; invasive species control including mechanical, biological, and chemical control; over-seeding degraded 
grasslands with native seed; and conservation grazing, mowing, or haying. The work will be conducted primarily 
through contracts with local vendors, Conservation Corps of MN & IA, Student Conservation Association crews, and 
Nature Conservancy seasonal and permanent staff. Prairie Recovery Biologists, stationed in five landscapes within 
the Prairie region are responsible for identifying, prioritizing, and designing projects in collaboration with agency 
land managers; selecting vendors and overseeing contracted work; and managing and directing seasonal staff. The 
Biologists are also responsible for participating in and leading Prairie Plan Local Technical Teams to increase the 
efficiency and effectiveness of grassland conservation program delivery by multiple partners at the landscape 
scale.  
 
Restore - Approximately 300 acres of cropland and low diversity grassland will be restored to diverse local-
ecotype grassland/wetland complexes. Practices to be implemented include those listed as enhancements above.  
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Results to date - Through previous Phases of the MN Prairie Recovery Program we protected 8,179 acres of 
prairies, wetlands, grasslands, and savannas, enhanced over 205,000 acres of permanently protected grasslands 
and restored approximately 2,700 acres with diverse local ecotype native seed. All parcels protected directly 
contributed to the functional integrity of existing habitat complexes. Costs to acquire properties in fee-title are 
averaging around $4,500 per acre as land prices have been increasing over the past years. Our enhancement 
projects have focused on accelerating the implementation of prescribed fire, woody vegetation removal, building 
conservation grazing infrastructure, and treatment of invasive species. Recent costs for enhancement and 
restoration have averaged around $200 per acre. Contract costs have increased due to inflation and MN Prevailing 
Wage requirements.  
 
Collectively these projects have captured approximately 1.65 million metric tons CO2 equivalent and will continue 
to hold that carbon in prairie soils. 


Explain how the proposal addresses habitat protection, restoration, and/or enhancement for fish, 
game & wildlife, including threatened or endangered species conservation  


Temperate grasslands are the most endangered and least protected habitat type on earth, and Minnesota's prairies 
are no exception. Activities identified in this project directly reflect implementation strategies identified in the MN 
Prairie Conservation Plan. Properties targeted for acquisition are identified and prioritized using MN County 
Biological Survey Rare Element Occurrences and Biodiversity Significance. The geographies we work within, in 
addition to being Prairie Plan Core areas, reflect areas with the highest density and highest quality remaining 
prairie systems left in the state. By focusing our work in these particular landscapes we increase the functionality 
of the overall prairie/grassland systems, including increasing water retention, improving breeding and nesting 
habitat and augmenting migratory corridors. While our work focuses on increasing and maintaining system 
functionality a number of individual species and suites of SPGCN will directly benefit from this project including: 
  
Insects - Habitat management and protection specifically for the federally-endangered rusty patched bumble bees 
and Poweshiek skipperlings, as well as the federally-threatened Dakota skipper butterfly and the declining regal 
fritillary butterflies. Numerous bees, butterflies, and other pollinators rely on prairie habitat and scientists have 
observed declines in these populations due to habitat fragmentation, habitat degradation, land use, pesticide drift, 
and many other anthropogenic factors.  
 
Birds - Grassland dependent birds have experienced precipitous population decline across Minnesota and the 
northern Great Plains, largely due to habitat loss of breeding grounds. This project will provide permanently 
protected and enhanced habitat for a suite of grassland and wetland nesting birds, most notably the Meadowlark, 
Bobolink, Dickcissel, Grasshopper sparrow, Henslow's sparrow, Upland sandpiper, Black tern, Northern pintail, 
Greater Prairie-chicken, Sharp-tail grouse, and many others. 
 
Reptiles - Hognose snake (primarily in western MN counties of Lac qui Parle, Big Stone and Yellow Medicine), 5-
lined skink (rock outcroppings in the upper MN River Valley). 
 
Mammals - American badger (an indicator species requiring intact blocks of quality habitat), elk (for herd 
management in NW MN).  
 
The implementation of prescribed fire, conservation grazing, invasive species control, woody removal, and high 
diversity prairie restorations are key strategies for supporting these prairie species. 
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What are the elements of this proposal that are critical from a timing perspective?  


Little more than 1% of Minnesota's original prairies remain and of these only about half are currently protected. 
The rest remain at risk for conversion to other uses including row-crop production, gravel mining, alternative 
energy development, and urban development. It is imperative that we permanently protect all the remaining 
native prairie as quickly as we can. The MN Prairie Conservation Plan sets an ambitious goal of protecting all of our 
remaining native prairies and annually enhancing significant acres of grassland habitat over the next 15 years. This 
project represents one tool designed to help the conservation community meet these goals. The enhancement 
component of the project greatly accelerates habitat improvement on public lands by bringing additional resources 
to bear, enabling the treatment of rapidly expanding invasive species, developing infrastructure that facilitates 
future management using either conservation grazing or prescribed fire, and building a private vendor industry to 
accomplish enhancement work. 


Describe how the proposal expands habitat corridors or complexes and/or addresses habitat 
fragmentation:  


The project focuses activities on prairie cores, corridors, and complexes as described in the MN Prairie 
Conservation Plan. The Prairie plan was developed using the best available information for identifying the highest 
quality/highest density remaining prairie and grassland complexes in the state and is periodically revisited for 
accuracy and relevance by a core team of State, Federal and NGO prairie biologists. 
Individual parcels are prioritized using the attached criteria. Important considerations include % of native prairie 
on tract; adjacency to other native prairie; proximity to other protected lands; and uniqueness and diversity of 
species present. MN Biological Survey data and biodiversity rankings are key tools used to measure these criteria. 


Which top 2 Conservation Plans referenced in MS97A.056, subd. 3a are most applicable to this 
project?  


Minnesota Prairie Conservation Plan 


Minnesota's Wildlife Action Plan 2015-2025 


Explain how this proposal will uniquely address habitat resilience to climate change and its 
anticipated effects on game, fish & wildlife species utilizing the protected or restored/enhanced 
habitat this proposal targets.  


The MN Prairie Recovery Program addresses climate change impacts by protecting remnant prairie, grasslands, 
wetlands, and savannas to expand habitat complexes, restoring cropland or low diversity grasslands to very high 
diversity local-ecotype prairie, and enhancing prairies and grasslands using techniques including invasive species 
control, conservation grazing, prescribed fire, and woody removal to increase climate resilience. Prairie 
ecosystems require disturbance to maintain high diversity plant communities which support diverse wildlife and 
pollinator populations. The variety of grassland protection, restoration, and enhancement within the Prairie 
Recovery Program directly supports game and non-game species, especially species that are facing population 
declines due to fragmented habitat in this region. Prairie Recovery Biologists lead several Prairie Plan Local 
Technical Teams to facilitate coordination among conservation partners to achieve this work at a larger scale. The 
efforts described in this proposal will also contribute toward state climate goals by sequestering approximately 
190,000 metric tons CO2. 
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Which LSOHC section priorities are addressed in this proposal?  


Forest / Prairie Transition 


Protect, enhance, and restore rare native remnant prairie 


Prairie 


Protect, enhance, and restore remnant native prairie, Big Woods forests, and oak savanna 


Describe how this project/program will produce and demonstrate a significant and permanent 
conservation legacy and/or outcomes for fish, game, and wildlife, and if not permanent outcomes, 
why it is important to undertake at this time:  
The Nature Conservancy has been actively protecting and managing prairies in Minnesota for 75 years. Funds 
available through this program provide critical resources for protecting the currently unprotected native prairie 
remaining in the state. Given the continued pressure to convert prairie lands it is imperative that willing sellers of 
native prairie be given the opportunity to protect these increasingly rare systems. The MN Prairie Recovery 
Program represents one of the best tools the Conservancy has to afford such protection. Further, many of the lands 
in public ownership are in need of intensive management to ensure healthy grassland systems and improve 
resilience in the face of climate change. Investment in removing woody species, controlling invasive species, and 
restoring prescribed fire regimes is akin to infrastructure development in that upfront costs are high but ongoing 
maintenance becomes more sustainable once those investments have been made. This project, and others that 
support the goals of the MN Prairie Conservation Plan, are critical to ensuring the long-term health and viability of 
Minnesota's prairie landscapes. 


Outcomes 


Programs in forest-prairie transition region:  


Remnant native prairies are part of large complexes of restored prairies, grasslands, and large and small 
wetlands ~ Protection results will be measured against MN Prairie Conservation Plan goals for protected acres of 
native prairie and associated grassland for each geography. 
 
Enhancement results will be measured using protocols developed for the multi-agency Grassland Monitoring 
Network. 


Programs in prairie region:  
Remnant native prairies and wetlands are perpetually protected and adequately buffered ~ Protection results 
will be measured against MN Prairie Conservation Plan goals for protected acres of native prairie and associated 
grassland for each geography. 
 
Enhancement results will be measured using protocols developed for the multi-agency Grassland Monitoring 
Network. 


What other dedicated funds may collaborate with or contribute to this proposal?  
Other 
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Per MS 97A.056, Subd. 24, Please explain whether the request is supplanting or is a substitution for 
any previous funding that was not from a legacy fund and was used for the same purpose.  
All protection, enhancement, and restoration work utilizing OHF allocations is supplemental to core work 
historically done by the Conservancy. OHF dollars allow us to increase the pace and scale of protection, restoration, 
and enhancement of native prairies and critical grasslands identified as priorities in the MN Prairie Conservation 
Plan. 


How will you sustain and/or maintain this work after the Outdoor Heritage Funds are expended?  
Protection, restoration, and enhancement are all critical tools for the long-term viability of Minnesota's 
prairie/wetland systems. The prairie pothole landscape can only be sustained through the regular application of 
disturbance, including fire, grazing and haying. A primary purpose of this proposal is to continue a highly 
successful collaborative and coordinated partnership that accelerates the use of these practices across multiple 
landscapes. In many cases, requested funds will develop infrastructure and enable completion of one-time large 
expenses such as woody species removal and fence installation for conservation grazing. Once the initial activities 
are completed we expect long-term maintenance costs to moderate. The Nature Conservancy will continue to seek 
mechanisms that derive revenue from grazing, haying, and seed production consistent with our conservation goals. 
All resulting income will be placed in a dedicated account for future property tax payments and management of 
properties acquired with Outdoor Heritage Funds. Our past efforts show that revenue generation is insufficient to 
pay for all associated expenses, therefore we plan to seek future funding from the Outdoor Heritage Fund along 
with private contributions for long-term stewardship needs. 


Actions to Maintain Project Outcomes  
Year Source of Funds Step 1 Step 2 Step 3 
Once every 4-5 years OHF, TNC private 


funds 
Prescribed Fire - - 


As appropriate OHF/TNC private 
funds, lease payments 


Conservation grazing - - 


Annually OHF/TNC private 
funds 


Invasive 
search/treatment 


- - 


Provide an assessment of how your program may celebrate cultural diversity or reach diverse 
communities in Minnesota, including reaching low- and moderate-income households:  
The MN Prairie Recovery landscapes are located near a number of cities with diverse communities (St. Cloud, 
Willmar, Fargo/Moorhead) in addition to many small rural communities with low and moderate income 
households. Diverse, low-moderate income communities often experience disproportionate access to nature on 
private lands. Open and accessible public lands and publicly accessible TNC lands are crucial resources for 
inspiring people from all backgrounds to become the next generation of hunters, anglers, nature photographers, 
writers, artists, nature enthusiasts, and biologists. Work proposed through the MN Prairie Recovery Program will 
add to the quantity and quality of public lands available to all Minnesotans. 
 
In addition to the on-the-ground conservation benefits, the MN Prairie Recovery Program serves as a vehicle for 
training the next generation of conservation professionals through a robust seasonal employee hiring program. 
Our seasonal staff is largely comprised of young and aspiring conservationists looking to gain practical hands-on 
experience, either through short-term summer, or longer-term "1st job in the field" employment. Our recruitment 
practices are rooted in our Mission and guided by our Values, which includes a Commitment to Diversity and 
Respect for People, Communities, and Cultures. We know we will only achieve our Mission by hiring and engaging 
a diverse workforce that reflects the communities in which we work. Hiring Teams must follow TNC’s inclusive 
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hiring practices for all positions. Through these efforts, we have seen more diverse candidate pools resulting in a 
subsequent diversification of our workforce. 


Activity Details 


Requirements 


Will county board or other local government approval be formally sought** prior to acquisition, per 
97A.056 subd 13(j)?   
No 


Describe any measures to inform local governments of land acquisition under their jurisdiction:   
We will follow the county/township board notification processes as directed by current statutory language. 


Is the land you plan to acquire (fee title) free of any other permanent protection?   
Yes 


Will restoration and enhancement work follow best management practices including MS 84.973 Pollinator 
Habitat Program?   
Yes 


Is the restoration and enhancement activity on permanently protected land per 97A.056, Subd 13(f), tribal 
lands, and/or public waters per MS 103G.005, Subd. 15 or on lands to be acquired in this program?   
Yes 


Where does the activity take place? 


WMA 


WPA 


Permanently Protected Conservation Easements 


Refuge Lands 


Other : TNC owned lands purchased with OHF dollars 


SNA 


AMA 


State Recreation Areas 


County/Municipal 


Land Use 


Will there be planting of any crop on OHF land purchased or restored in this program, either by the 
proposer or the end owner of the property, outside of the initial restoration of the land? 
Yes 


Explain what will be planted and include the maximum percentage of any acquired parcel that 
would be planted into foodplots by the proposer or the end owner of the property: 
Short-term use of agricultural crops is an accepted Best Management Practice for preparing a site for 
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prairie restoration. For example: short-term use of soybeans or other commercial crops can be used for 
restorations in order to control weed seedbeds prior to prairie planting. In some cases this necessitates the 
use of GMO treated products to facilitate herbicide use in order to control weeds present in the seed bank. 
Neonicotinoid and/or fungicide treated seed will not be used. We would not expect agricultural crop use to 
exceed 3 years on any given OHF acquired property. We continue to explore the viability of alternative 
restoration techniques to minimize the need to farm restoration sites. 


Will insecticides or fungicides (including neonicotinoid and fungicide treated seed) be used within any 
activities of this proposal either in the process of restoration or use as food plots? 
No 


Is this land currently open for hunting and fishing?   
No 


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


Describe any variation from the State of Minnesota regulations:  
No variation anticipated 


Who will eventually own the fee title land? 


NGO 


State of MN 


Land acquired in fee will be designated as a: 


WMA 


SNA 


Other : Other: Addition to TNC Natural Areas Preserve Network 


Are there currently trails or roads on any of the proposed acquisitions?   
No 


Will new trails or roads be developed or improved as a result of the OHF acquisition?   
No 


Will the land that you acquire (fee or easement) be restored or enhanced within this proposal's funding 
and availability?   
Yes 


Other OHF Appropriation Awards 


Have you received OHF dollars through LSOHC in the past? 
Yes 


Are any of these past appropriations still OPEN? 
Yes 
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Approp Year Funding Amount 
Received 


Amount Spent to 
Date 


Funding Remaining % Spent to Date 


2025 $2,249,000 - - - 
2023 $3,856,000 - - - 
2022 $4,512,000 $643,290 $3,868,710 14.26% 
2021 $2,794,000 $2,602,250 $191,750 93.14% 
2020 $3,365,000 $3,286,315 $78,685 97.66% 
Totals $16,776,000 $6,531,855 $10,244,145 38.94% 


Timeline 
Activity Name Estimated Completion Date 
300 acres restored to native prairie/wetland June 2030 
175 acres protected in Fee w/out PILT June 2029 
175 acres protected in Fee w/ PILT June 2029 
175 acres protected in Fee w/out PILT June 2030 
175 acres protected in Fee w/ PILT June 2030 
7,500 acres enhanced June 2028 
10,000 acres enhanced June 2029 
10,000 acres enhanced June 2030 
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Budget 


Totals 


Item Funding Request Total Leverage Leverage Source Total 
Personnel $2,838,800 - - $2,838,800 
Contracts $5,500,000 - - $5,500,000 
Fee Acquisition w/ 
PILT 


$1,575,000 - - $1,575,000 


Fee Acquisition w/o 
PILT 


$1,575,000 $315,000 TNC Private Funds $1,890,000 


Easement Acquisition - - - - 
Easement 
Stewardship 


- - - - 


Travel $228,100 - - $228,100 
Professional Services $116,800 - - $116,800 
Direct Support 
Services 


$737,900 $1,173,700 TNC Private Funds $1,911,600 


DNR Land Acquisition 
Costs 


$52,800 - - $52,800 


Capital Equipment $80,000 - - $80,000 
Other 
Equipment/Tools 


$644,200 - - $644,200 


Supplies/Materials $254,100 - - $254,100 
DNR IDP $65,600 - - $65,600 
Grand Total $13,668,300 $1,488,700 - $15,157,000 
Personnel 
Position Annual FTE Years 


Working 
Funding 
Request 


Total 
Leverage 


Leverage 
Source 


Total 


Contract 
Specialist 


0.25 2.0 $64,200 - - $64,200 


Protection 
Specialist 


1.2 2.0 $308,200 - - $308,200 


Grant 
Administration 


0.2 2.0 $51,400 - - $51,400 


Science Staff 0.05 2.0 $16,900 - - $16,900 
Habitat Crews 8.0 2.0 $1,141,600 - - $1,141,600 
Project 
Management 


0.65 2.0 $164,900 - - $164,900 


Prairie 
Recovery 
Biologists 


5.0 2.0 $1,091,600 - - $1,091,600 


Capital Equipment 


Item Funding Request Total Leverage Leverage Source Total 
UTV w/ Trailer $40,000 - - $40,000 
UTV w/ Trailer $40,000 - - $40,000 
 


Amount of Request: $13,668,300 
Amount of Leverage: $1,488,700 
Leverage as a percent of the Request: 10.89% 
DSS + Personnel: $3,576,700 
As a % of the total request: 26.17% 







Proposal #: PA06 


P a g e  11 | 20 


 


Easement Stewardship: - 
As a % of the Easement Acquisition: - 


Total Leverage (from 
above) 


Amount Confirmed % of Total Leverage Amount Anticipated % of Total Leverage 


$1,488,700 $315,000 21.16% $1,173,700 78.84% 
Detail leverage sources and confirmation of funds:  
For Fee w/out PILT acquisitions, leverage represents private contributions equal to 20% of acquisition costs; the 
funds exist in an endowment to ensure long-term management and property tax obligations are met.  
For DSS, leverage represents private contributions necessary to support program costs beyond OHF's 7.5% DSS 
reimbursable rate. 


Does this proposal have the ability to be scalable?   
Yes 


If the project received 50% of the requested funding 


Describe how the scaling would affect acres/activities and if not proportionately reduced, why?  
We would anticipate delivering proportionally fewer acres across the Protection, Enhancement, and 
Restoration categories respectively. 


Describe how personnel and DSS expenses would be adjusted and if not proportionately reduced, 
why?  
To deliver accomplishments in a consistent manner, staffing would be kept at approximately the same 
levels as in a full-funding model. The timeline in which those personnel are supported will be shortened in 
this scenario. DSS would remain at 7.5% of eligible expenses. 


If the project received 30% of the requested funding 


Describe how the scaling would affect acres/activities and if not proportionately reduced, why?  
We would anticipate delivering proportionally fewer acres across the Protection, Enhancement, and 
Restoration categories respectively. 


Describe how personnel and DSS expenses would be adjusted and if not proportionately reduced, 
why?  
To deliver accomplishments in a consistent manner, staffing would be kept at approximately the same 
levels as in a full-funding model. The timeline in which those personnel are supported will be shortened in 
this scenario. DSS would remain at 7.5% of eligible expenses. 


Personnel 
Has funding for these positions been requested in the past?   
Yes 


Please explain the overlap of past and future staffing and position levels previously received and 
how that is coordinated over multiple years?  
Phase 15 is a component of the larger MN Prairie Recovery Program. Continuity of funding across multiple 
Phases allows us flexibility when prioritizing parcels for protection or enhancement. Further, it ensures 
stability in our staffing model and provides the ability to plan and prioritize projects over multiple years. 
The flexibility provided by stable funding is critically important to achieving conservation goals given the 
uncertainty and variability of field season weather conditions. Prairie Recovery Biologists have leadership 
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roles in Local Technical Teams which requires stable staffing to maintain leadership and coordination 
among agency and NGO partners. 


Contracts 


What is included in the contracts line?   
The contracts line item is dedicated to enhancement and restoration work. Typical contractors include private 
vendors and Conservation Corps of MN/IA. This proposal includes adjustments to account for Prevailing Wage 
requirements which result in higher cost/acre. 


Professional Services 


What is included in the Professional Services line?   
 


Appraisals 


Surveys 


Title Insurance and Legal Fees 


Fee Acquisition 


What is the anticipated number of fee title acquisition transactions?   
Anticipated 3 Fee w/out PILT projects and 3 Fee w/ PILT projects. Final number of transactions will vary 
depending on size of individual acquisition parcels, physical location within the state, and corresponding land 
costs. 


Travel 
Does the amount in the travel line include equipment/vehicle rental?   
Yes 


Explain the amount in the travel line outside of traditional travel costs of mileage, food, and lodging   
The travel line item includes funds for short term vehicle rentals, primarily for Project Coordinator and Protection 
Specialist. 
Long-term truck lease costs for the Prairie Recovery Biologists are reflected in the Other Equipment line item. 


I understand and agree that lodging, meals, and mileage must comply with the current MMB Commissioner 
Plan:   
Yes 
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Direct Support Services 


How did you determine which portions of the Direct Support Services of your shared support services is 
direct to this program?   
DSS is based on The Nature Conservancy's Federal Negotiated Rate (FNR) as proposed and approved by the US 
Dept. of Interior on an annual basis. In this proposal we are requesting reimbursement of 7.5% of eligible base 
costs as determined by our annual FNR and based on suggestions from the Council in prior years’ hearings. The 
amount requested for reimbursement represents 38% of the total reimbursable costs allowed under the FNR. 
Examples of expenses included in the FNR include services from in-house legal counsel, finance, human resources, 
and information technology support, all of which contribute directly to the implementation of the project. The FNR 
is not applied to capital equipment over $50,000 or land acquisition. The remaining cost for DSS that is not 
reimbursable through OHF is listed as leverage in the budget table. 


Other Equipment/Tools 


Give examples of the types of Equipment and Tools that will be purchased?   
Equipment and tools run the gamut of necessary field supplies ranging from power equipment to hand tools. 
Examples may include small machines, chain saws, brush saws, herbicide application equipment, and fencing/ 
watering materials for conservation grazing. The equipment line item also includes replacement parts and service 
for existing equipment to reduce the need to fully replace equipment and tools purchased in earlier Prairie 
Recovery phases. 


Federal Funds 


Do you anticipate federal funds as a match for this program?   
No 
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Output Tables 


Acres by Resource Type (Table 1) 


Type Wetland Prairie Forest Habitat Total Acres 
Restore 25 275 0 0 300 
Protect in Fee with State PILT Liability 50 300 0 0 350 
Protect in Fee w/o State PILT Liability 50 300 0 0 350 
Protect in Easement 0 0 0 0 0 
Enhance 3,000 24,500 0 0 27,500 
Total 3,125 25,375 0 0 28,500 
Restoration/Enhancement Acres of OHF Acquired Lands (Table 1a.1) 


 RESTORE  Total ENHANCE  Total 
 Lands 


acquired in 
this 


proposal 


Lands acquired 
with previous OHF 


approprations 
(<5yrs old) 


 Lands 
acquired in 


this 
proposal 


Lands acquired 
with previous OHF 


approprations 
(<5yrs old) 


 


Protect in Fee with State 
PILT Liability 


25 25 50 350 400 750 


Protect in Fee w/o State 
PILT Liability 


25 25 50 350 1,200 1,550 


Protect in Easement - - - - - - 
Total 50 50 100 700 1,600 2,300 
Restoration/Enhancement Acres Breakdown of Existing Protected Lands (Table 1a.2) 


 RESTORE  ENHANCE  
 Lands acquired 


with OHF 
Lands NOT 


acquired with 
OHF 


Lands acquired 
with OHF 


Lands NOT 
acquired with 


OHF 
DNR Lands (WMA, State Forests, etc) 0 80 1,000 7,900 
Non-DNR Lands (city, state, federal, etc.) 50 70 5,000 12,000 
Easements - - - - 
Total 50 150 6,000 19,900 
How many of these Prairie acres are Native Prairie? (Table 1b) 


Type Native 
Prairie 
(acres) 


Restore 0 
Protect in Fee with State PILT Liability 125 
Protect in Fee w/o State PILT Liability 125 
Protect in Easement 0 
Enhance 12,000 
Total 12,250 
Total Requested Funding by Resource Type (Table 2) 


Type Wetland Prairie Forest Habitat Total Funding 
Restore $50,000 $450,000 - - $500,000 
Protect in Fee with State PILT Liability $300,000 $1,450,000 - - $1,750,000 
Protect in Fee w/o State PILT Liability $300,000 $1,450,000 - - $1,750,000 
Protect in Easement - - - - - 
Enhance $850,000 $8,818,300 - - $9,668,300 
Total $1,500,000 $12,168,300 - - $13,668,300 
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Acres within each Ecological Section (Table 3) 


Type Metro/Urban Forest/Prairie SE Forest Prairie N. Forest Total Acres 
Restore 0 150 0 150 0 300 
Protect in Fee with State 
PILT Liability 


0 175 0 175 0 350 


Protect in Fee w/o State 
PILT Liability 


0 175 0 175 0 350 


Protect in Easement 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Enhance 0 13,000 0 14,500 0 27,500 
Total 0 13,500 0 15,000 0 28,500 
Total Requested Funding within each Ecological Section (Table 4) 


Type Metro/Urban Forest/Prairie SE Forest Prairie N. Forest Total 
Funding 


Restore - $250,000 - $250,000 - $500,000 
Protect in Fee with State 
PILT Liability 


- $850,000 - $900,000 - $1,750,000 


Protect in Fee w/o State 
PILT Liability 


- $850,000 - $900,000 - $1,750,000 


Protect in Easement - - - - - - 
Enhance - $4,690,200 - $4,978,100 - $9,668,300 
Total - $6,640,200 - $7,028,100 - $13,668,300 
Average Cost per Acre by Resource Type (Table 5) 


Type Wetland Prairie Forest Habitat 
Restore $2,000 $1,636 - - 
Protect in Fee with State PILT Liability $6,000 $4,833 - - 
Protect in Fee w/o State PILT Liability $6,000 $4,833 - - 
Protect in Easement - - - - 
Enhance $283 $359 - - 
Average Cost per Acre by Ecological Section (Table 6) 


Type Metro/Urban Forest/Prairie SE Forest Prairie N. Forest 
Restore - $1,666 - $1,666 - 
Protect in Fee with State 
PILT Liability 


- $4,857 - $5,142 - 


Protect in Fee w/o State 
PILT Liability 


- $4,857 - $5,142 - 


Protect in Easement - - - - - 
Enhance - $360 - $343 - 
Target Lake/Stream/River Feet or Miles 


  


  







Proposal #: PA06 


P a g e  16 | 20 


 


Parcels 


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


Explain the process used to identify, prioritize, and select the parcels on your list:   
Parcel selection for Protection projects with and without PILT obligations are prioritized according to the goals 
within the MN Prairie Conservation Plan and specifically using the attached criteria. Parcels that The Nature 
Conservancy will own and manage are located within core portfolio sites. Protection parcels are not exactly 
specified because we want to be able to act swiftly when opportunities with willing landowners in key landscapes 
arise. Maintaining anonymity of parcels is an important consideration for the organization in order to protect 
landowner privacy rights and to maintain the integrity of good faith negotiations. Specific protection parcels will 
be submitted to LSOHC for approval prior to pursuing acquisition through an Accomplishment Plan amendment 
request. 
 
Enhancement and Restoration parcels consist of permanently protected grasslands primarily on USFWS WPAs and 
Refuges; MN DNR WMAs, SNAs and Native Prairie Bank easements; and TNC OHF tracts. Project sites are selected 
for funding in close consultation with the partner responsible for ultimate management. This parcel list is 
illustrative of the areas in which our work will be conducted and the types of projects that we will implement. All 
completed restoration and enhancement projects will be reported to the Council on the Status Updates and the 
Final Report. 


Restore / Enhance Parcels 


Name County TRDS Acres Est Cost Existing 
Protection 


Description 


NA Becker 13942227 325 $195,000 Yes Woody Removal 
NA Becker 13942227 200 $65,000 Yes Invasive Control 
NA Becker 13942227 400 $25,000 Yes Prescribed Fire 
NA Becker 14043225 10 $25,000 Yes Prairie Restoration 
NA Big Stone 12246224 10 $25,000 Yes Prairie Restoration 
NA Big Stone 12447210 650 $50,000 Yes Prescribed Fire 
NA Big Stone 12447210 200 $75,000 Yes Invasive Control 
NA Big Stone 12447210 325 $195,000 Yes Woody Removal 
NA Chippewa 11939228 650 $50,000 Yes Prescribed Fire 
NA Chippewa 11939228 150 $65,000 Yes Invasive Control 
NA Chippewa 11939228 325 $195,000 Yes Woody Removal 
NA Chippewa 11739213 10 $25,000 Yes Prairie Restoration 
NA Clay 14245204 550 $40,000 Yes Prescribed Fire 
NA Clay 14245204 200 $75,000 Yes Invasive Control 
NA Clay 14245204 325 $195,000 Yes Woody Removal 
NA Clay 14145208 10 $25,000 Yes Prairie Restoration 
NA Cottonwood 10737220 425 $25,000 Yes Prescribed Fire 
NA Cottonwood 10535215 10 $25,000 Yes Prairie Restoration 
NA Douglas 12739218 10 $25,000 Yes Prairie Restoration 
NA Douglas 13039212 425 $25,000 Yes Prescribed Fire 
NA Grant 13044218 10 $25,000 Yes Prairie Restoration 
NA Grant 13041204 425 $25,000 Yes Prescribed Fire 
NA Kandiyohi 12035210 500 $30,000 Yes Prescribed Fire 
NA Kandiyohi 12035210 200 $75,000 Yes Invasive Control 
NA Kandiyohi 12035210 325 $195,000 Yes Woody Removal 
NA Kandiyohi 12233215 10 $25,000 Yes Prairie Restoration 
NA Kittson 16045206 1,100 $75,000 Yes Prescribed Fire 
NA Kittson 16045206 200 $65,000 Yes Invasive Control 



https://lsohcprojectmgmt.leg.mn/media/lsohc/proposal/signup_criteria/07324fc3-c0f.pdf
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NA Kittson 16045206 375 $195,000 Yes Woody Removal 
NA Kittson 16246224 10 $25,000 Yes Prairie Restoration 
NA Lac qui 


Parle 
12044236 650 $50,000 Yes Prescribed Fire 


NA Lac qui 
Parle 


12044236 150 $65,000 Yes Invasive Control 


NA Lac qui 
Parle 


12044236 375 $195,000 Yes Woody Removal 


NA Lac qui 
Parle 


11746224 10 $25,000 Yes Prairie Restoration 


NA Lincoln 11345217 425 $25,000 Yes Prescribed Fire 
NA Lincoln 11345217 150 $65,000 Yes Invasive Control 
NA Lincoln 11345217 325 $195,000 Yes Woody Removal 
NA Lincoln 11244228 10 $25,000 Yes Prairie Restoration 
NA Lyon 11243218 10 $25,000 Yes Prairie Restoration 
NA Lyon 10942211 425 $25,000 Yes Prescribed Fire 
NA Lyon 10942211 150 $65,000 Yes Invasive Control 
NA Lyon 10942211 325 $195,000 Yes Woody Removal 
NA Mahnomen 14641230 10 $25,000 Yes Prairie Restoration 
NA Mahnomen 14642215 375 $25,000 Yes Prescribed Fire 
NA Mahnomen 14642215 150 $65,000 Yes Invasive Control 
NA Mahnomen 14642215 325 $195,000 Yes Woody Removal 
NA Marshall 15746214 10 $25,000 Yes Prairie Restoration 
NA Marshall 14642208 425 $25,000 Yes Prescribed Fire 
NA Marshall 14642208 150 $65,000 Yes Invasive Control 
NA Marshall 14642208 325 $195,000 Yes Woody Removal 
NA Murray 10740232 150 $65,000 Yes Invasive Control 
NA Murray 10740232 375 $25,000 Yes Prescribed Fire 
NA Murray 10740232 325 $190,000 Yes Woody Removal 
NA Murray 10841225 10 $25,000 Yes Prairie Restoration 
NA Nobles 10439225 425 $25,000 Yes Prescribed Fire 
NA Nobles 10442215 10 $25,000 Yes Prairie Restoration 
NA Nobles 10439225 325 $175,000 Yes Woody Removal 
NA Nobles 10439225 150 $65,000 Yes Invasive Control 
NA Norman 14644220 425 $25,000 Yes Prescribed Fire 
NA Norman 14644220 150 $65,000 Yes Invasive Control 
NA Norman 14644220 325 $195,000 Yes Woody Removal 
NA Norman 14645203 10 $25,000 Yes Prairie Restoration 
NA Otter Tail 13244216 10 $25,000 Yes Prairie Restoration 
NA Otter Tail 13244210 425 $20,000 Yes Prescribed Fire 
NA Pennington 15445232 10 $25,000 Yes Prairie Restoration 
NA Pennington 15345230 425 $20,000 Yes Prescribed Fire 
NA Pipestone 10846219 10 $25,000 Yes Prairie Restoration 
NA Pipestone 10744222 425 $25,000 Yes Prescribed Fire 
NA Pipestone 10744222 150 $65,000 Yes Invasive Control 
NA Pipestone 10744222 325 $175,000 Yes Woody Removal 
NA Polk 14844201 650 $50,000 Yes Prescribed Fire 
NA Polk 14844201 150 $65,000 Yes Invasive Control 
NA Polk 14844201 355 $195,000 Yes Woody Removal 
NA Polk 15244215 10 $25,000 Yes Prairie Restoration 
NA Pope 12336214 375 $195,000 Yes Woody Removal 
NA Pope 12336214 800 $65,000 Yes Prescribed Fire 
NA Pope 12336214 150 $75,000 Yes Invasive Control 
NA Pope 12439203 10 $25,000 Yes Prairie Restoration 
NA Red Lake 15145221 375 $20,000 Yes Prescribed Fire 
NA Red Lake 15144202 10 $25,000 Yes Prairie Restoration 
NA Rock 10345227 425 $20,000 Yes Prescribed Fire 
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NA Rock 10145210 10 $25,000 Yes Prairie Restoration 
NA Roseau 16043207 1,100 $75,000 Yes Prescribed Fire 
NA Roseau 16043207 200 $65,000 Yes Invasive Control 
NA Roseau 16043207 375 $195,000 Yes Woody Removal 
NA Roseau 16243205 10 $25,000 Yes Prairie Restoration 
NA Stearns 12335216 325 $195,000 Yes Woody Removal 
NA Stearns 12335216 425 $25,000 Yes Prescribed Fire 
NA Stearns 12335216 150 $65,000 Yes Invasive Control 
NA Stearns 12535222 10 $25,000 Yes Prairie Restoration 
NA Stevens 12541222 10 $25,000 Yes Prairie Restoration 
NA Stevens 12343221 425 $25,000 Yes Prescribed Fire 
NA Stevens 12544201 150 $65,000 Yes Invasive Control 
NA Stevens 12544201 325 $195,000 Yes Woody Removal 
NA Swift 12140215 425 $30,000 Yes Prescribed Fire 
NA Swift 12140215 200 $70,000 Yes Invasive Control 
NA Swift 12140215 325 $195,000 Yes Woody Removal 
NA Swift 12238214 10 $25,000 Yes Prairie Restoration 
NA Traverse 12547232 425 $20,000 Yes Prescribed Fire 
NA Traverse 12548220 10 $25,000 Yes Prairie Restoration 
NA Wilkin 13345204 325 $195,000 Yes Woody Removal 
NA Wilkin 13345204 425 $25,000 Yes Prescribed Fire 
NA Wilkin 13345204 150 $65,000 Yes Invasive Control 
NA Wilkin 13645205 10 $25,000 Yes Prairie Restoration 
NA Yellow 


Medicine 
11544235 10 $25,000 Yes Prairie Restoration 


NA Yellow 
Medicine 


11546221 425 $25,000 Yes Prescribed Fire 


NA Yellow 
Medicine 


11546221 150 $65,000 Yes Invasive Control 


NA Yellow 
Medicine 


11546221 325 $195,000 Yes Woody Removal 


Protect Parcels 


Name County TRDS Acres Est Cost Existing 
Protection 


TBD WMA Addition Becker 14242221 20 $90,000 No 
TBD WMA Addition Big Stone 12346223 20 $90,000 No 
Chippewa Prairie Addition Chippewa 11942212 20 $90,000 No 
Lac qui Parle WMA Addition Chippewa 11942221 20 $90,000 No 
Bluestem Prairie Addition Clay 13946235 20 $90,000 No 
TBD WMA Addition Clay 13945204 20 $90,000 No 
Red Rock Prairie Addition Cottonwood 10735210 20 $90,000 No 
TBD WMA Addition Cottonwood 10637233 20 $90,000 No 
TBD WMA Addition Douglas 12840216 20 $90,000 No 
TBD WMA Addition Grant 12842208 20 $90,000 No 
Leif Mountains Addition Kandiyohi 12236201 20 $90,000 No 
TBD WMA Addition Kandiyohi 12234208 20 $90,000 No 
Wallace C Dayton Addition Kittson 16345223 20 $90,000 No 
Lac qui Parle WMA Addition Lac qui Parle 11943215 20 $90,000 No 
Plover Prairie Addition Lac qui Parle 12045213 20 $90,000 No 
Hole in the Mountain Addition Lincoln 10945221 20 $90,000 No 
TBD WMA Addition Lincoln 11046212 20 $90,000 No 
TBD WMA Addition Lyon 11041206 20 $90,000 No 
TBD WMA Addition Mahnomen 14442235 20 $90,000 No 
TBD WMA Addition Marshall 15745202 20 $90,000 No 
TBD WMA Addition Murray 10840226 20 $90,000 No 
TBD WMA Addition Nobles 10140225 20 $90,000 No 
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TBD WMA Addition Norman 14545235 20 $90,000 No 
Twin Valley Prairie Addition Norman 14345226 20 $90,000 No 
TBD WMA Addition Otter Tail 13144204 20 $90,000 No 
TBD WMA Addition Pennington 15245212 20 $90,000 No 
TBD WMA Addition Pipestone 10746227 20 $90,000 Yes 
Mentor Prairie Addition Polk 14943206 20 $90,000 No 
TBD WMA Addition Polk 14845226 20 $90,000 No 
Ordway Prairie Addition Pope 12337225 20 $90,000 No 
TBD WMA Addition Pope 12437222 20 $90,000 No 
Marcoux Prairie Addition Red Lake 15044215 20 $90,000 No 
TBD WMA Addition Rock 10445223 20 $90,000 No 
Wallace C Dayton Addition Roseau 16244215 20 $90,000 No 
Roscoe Prairie Addition Stearns 12332234 20 $90,000 No 
TBD WMA Addition Stearns 12434220 20 $90,000 No 
TBD WMA Addition Stevens 12542229 20 $90,000 No 
Chippewa Prairie Addition Swift 12043225 20 $90,000 No 
Lac qui Parle WMA Addition Swift 12043218 20 $90,000 No 
Miller Prairie Addition Traverse 12745234 20 $90,000 No 
TBD WMA Addition Wilkin 13646204 20 $90,000 No 
Western Prairie Addition Wilkin 13546226 20 $90,000 No 
TBD WMA Addition Yellow 


Medicine 
11445215 20 $90,000 No 
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Parcel Map 


 


 







MN Prairie Recovery Program
Phase 15


Funds Requested: $13,676,000


Objective: Accelerate the protection, restoration and enhancement of
increasingly rare prairie and grassland habitat within prairie core and corridor
landscapes as identified in the Minnesota Prairie Conservation Plan.


Outcomes


Protect approximately 700 acres of prairie, wetlands,
grasslands, and savanna permanently protected through fee-
title acquisition. All lands will be open to public use per
constitutional requirements.


Enhance permanently protected lands including WPA,
WMA, TNC OHF tracts, SNA, and Prairie Bank, encompassing
an estimated 27,500 acres of grassland/wetland complex with
the goal of increasing species diversity and improving critical
wildlife habitat.


Restore approximately 300 acres of marginal cropland
restored to grassland and grassland/wetland complexes using
high diversity local ecotype seed mixes and restoration of
wetland hydrology.


Photo of tallgrass prairie on TNC OHF tract.







MN Prairie Recovery Program
Results To Date


2012-2025


Protected 8,179 acres native
prairie, wetlands and other habitat
permanently protected in fee-title.
Over 50 total transactions completed
with willing sellers in prairie core/
corridor landscapes at an average
cost of approximately $3,000/acre.
Permanently sequestered approxi-
mately 1.65 million metric tons
CO2E.


Enhanced over 205,000 acres
of publicly owned grassland/wetland
habitat enhanced on state and federal
conservation lands through pre-
scribed fire, invasive species control,
tree removal and conservation graz-
ing. More than 1,800 unique projects
at an average implementation cost of
$150/acre.


Restored over 2,700 acres of
marginal cropland restored to diverse
plant communities through over 50
individual projects at a cost of
approximately $900/acre.


Pasqueflowers blooming on hillside.


Prescribed fire to control brush in grassland.


Blazing stars blooming in wet meadow
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Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council 
Prairie Chicken Habitat Partnership of the Southern Red River Valley - Phase XII 


ML 2026 Request for Funding 


General Information 


Date: 06/26/2025 


Proposal Title: Prairie Chicken Habitat Partnership of the Southern Red River Valley - Phase XII 


Funds Requested: $12,004,600 


Confirmed Leverage Funds: - 


Is this proposal Scalable?: Yes 


Manager Information 


Manager's Name: Sabin Adams 
Title: MN State Coordinator 
Organization: Pheasants Forever 
Address: 1783 Buerkle Circle   
City: St. Paul, MN 55110 
Email: sadams@pheasantsforever.org 
Office Number: 320-250-6317 
Mobile Number: 3202506317 
Fax Number:   
Website: www.pheasantsforever.org 


Location Information 


County Location(s): Clay and Otter Tail. 


Eco regions in which work will take place: 


Forest / Prairie Transition 


Prairie 


Activity types: 


Protect in Fee 


Restore 


Priority resources addressed by activity: 


Prairie 







Proposal #: PA07 


P a g e  2 | 14 


 


Narrative 


Abstract 


The Minnesota Prairie Chicken Society in partnership with Pheasants Forever seek to protect and restore parcels 
within the Minnesota prairie chicken range. Focus will be on parcels that will specifically benefit prairie chickens, a 
species of special concern. Acquisitions will be located in the prairie or prairie/forest planning regions with an 
emphasis in the primary prairie chicken range. Parcels will be transferred to either the MN DNR as WMA’s or the 
USFWS as WPA’s and will be open to the public. 


Design and Scope of Work 


Greater prairie chickens are a grassland dependent species found largely in the beach ridges of Glacial Lake Agassiz 
in western Minnesota. Grassland complexes composed of various successional stages (i.e. age of habitat resulting in 
changing plant community), and at least 320 acres in size are required by this species. Loss of Conservation 
Reserve Program (CRP) acres and conversion from grassland to row crop agriculture are the two major factors 
reducing quality or the habitat available to prairie chickens. As a charismatic upland gamebird, prairie chickens 
serve as flagship or ambassador for other grassland dependent species. Protection and restoration of habitat for 
the benefit of prairie chickens will, in turn, positively benefit other species such as the chestnut-collared longspur 
and Dakota Skipper (both species listed by the MN DNR as endangered).  
 
The focus of this partnership is to permanently protect native and restored prairies and associated wetland 
habitats to both increase and stabilize prairie chicken populations in western Minnesota. This is done by focusing 
on remnant prairies within core and corridor areas of the Minnesota Prairie Conservation Plan (MNPCP). Proposed 
tracts, with willing sellers who value wildlife habitat, are ranked based on the following criteria: 1) distance to the 
nearest prairie chicken lek, 2) location in or outside of a core area from the Minnesota Prairie Conservation Plan 
(MPCP), 3) distance to the nearest public hunting land (WPA or WMA), 4) tract size, 5) current grassland type 
(native prairie, restored prairie, brome, or row crop), and 6) wetland density and predicted waterfowl breeding 
pairs (wetlands can provide important habitat for prairie chickens over their annual life cycle). Purchased tracts 
will be restored and/or enhanced to their fullest potential using grant funds. When appropriate, tracts will be 
transferred to the MN DNR as Wildlife Management Areas (WMA) or to the USFWS as Waterfowl Production Areas 
(WPA) and will be responsible for future management.  
 
This proposal delivers numerous stateside conservation plan goals by protecting, restoring, and enhancing 
grasslands and wetlands in strategic areas. The MPCP specifically states that an ecosystem measure of success is 
stable or growing prairie chicken populations in Minnesota.  The MPCP is ideally suited for greater prairie chicken 
management with core areas containing large contiguous blocks of grassland and smaller grassland patches 
serving as corridors allowing birds to maintain populations outside the core areas as well as move across the 
landscape. Additional benefits of this work is protection and restoration of the extensive wetland systems 
encompassed by these tracts. Water storage sequestering and storing carbon, water quality, diversity of flora and 
fauna, and reducing erosion are among the many benefits of fully functional wetland systems. 


Explain how the proposal addresses habitat protection, restoration, and/or enhancement for fish, 
game & wildlife, including threatened or endangered species conservation  
PF actively engages in conservation priority discussions with state and government agencies, to determine what 
areas are the highest priority for adding permanently protected lands in the prairie, prairie/forest transition, and 
metro planning areas. High priority is given to parcels whose restoration and protection benefit rare, threatened, & 
endangered species. Often the only locations where many threatened and endangered species are found is on 
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existing habitat complexes. This proposal builds upon those complexes allowing for expansion and increased 
populations of those species. 
 
When selecting projects for this proposal, PF uses the latest GIS data and works with DNR and USFWS staff to 
identify locations that benefit species of greatest conservation need. Additionally, species of greatest conservation 
need are considered and can influence restoration plans after the land is permanently protected.  By increasing the 
amount, functionality, and productivity of grassland landscapes for these species, we aim to slow population 
decline. 


What are the elements of this proposal that are critical from a timing perspective?  


Prairie chickens exhibit high sight fidelity, returning to the same leks (booming grounds) in the spring to perform 
courtship displays and nesting in the same areas on an annual basis. This characteristic makes prairie chickens 
extremely sensitive to habitat loss. The ability to purchase critical tracts as they become available is imperative to 
the success of this species as it is more difficult to establish breeding areas than it is to maintain them. 


Describe how the proposal expands habitat corridors or complexes and/or addresses habitat 
fragmentation:  
As this proposal is fully integrated into the Minnesota Prairie Conservation Plan (MPCP), its focus is on acquisition 
and restoration in and around core habitat and corridors. Selection of tracts include proximity to known prairie 
chicken habitat, leks, and presence of other rare features identified by the MN County Biological Survey. Presence 
of prairie chickens are highly correlated with large expanses of grassland, which are most often large complexes 
made up of WMA's and WPA's. For this reason, many of the tracts selected build on these large complexes. In 
protecting and restoring large portions of habitat, we reduce both habitat fragmentation and reduce the cost of 
future management. 


Which top 2 Conservation Plans referenced in MS97A.056, subd. 3a are most applicable to this 
project?  


Grassland Conservation Plan for Prairie Grouse 


Minnesota Prairie Conservation Plan 


Explain how this proposal will uniquely address habitat resilience to climate change and its 
anticipated effects on game, fish & wildlife species utilizing the protected or restored/enhanced 
habitat this proposal targets.  
Healthy ecosystems with diverse native plant communities and fully functional hydrologic systems are more 
resilient to the changing climate. Native plant communities not only convert CO2, but also outcompete invasive 
species that reduce the tracts value to wildlife. Restored or enhanced wetlands optimize groundwater recharge, 
nitrogen and carbon cycling, and constantly provide water for local game, fish, and wildlife species. By protecting, 
restoring, and enhancing targeted tracts we're creating habitats that are both resilient to climate change and 
require less maintenance due to their self-regulating nature. 


Which LSOHC section priorities are addressed in this proposal?  


Forest / Prairie Transition 


Protect, restore, and enhance habitat for waterfowl, upland birds, and species of greatest conservation need 
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Prairie 


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


Describe how this project/program will produce and demonstrate a significant and permanent 
conservation legacy and/or outcomes for fish, game, and wildlife, and if not permanent outcomes, 
why it is important to undertake at this time:  
This partnership protects and restores parcels that become a permanent part of the grassland habitat base for 
many species of wildlife. All lands protected will be restored and transferred to the MN DNR as a Wildlife 
Management Area (WMA), or to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service as a Waterfowl Production Area (WPA). These 
agencies will provide the long-term management required to maintain the biological productivity of these lands. 


Outcomes 


Programs in forest-prairie transition region:  
Protected, restored, and enhanced nesting and migratory habitat for waterfowl, upland birds, and species of 
greatest conservation need ~ Strategic parcels that increase the functionality of existing habitat will be acquired 
and restored to functioning wetlands with diverse upland prairie to serve as habitat for pollinators, resident and 
migratory game and non game species. Lands will be protected to provide accelerated wildlife habitat and public 
access, monitored by Minnesota DNR of United States FWS. Protected and restored acres will be measured against 
goals outlined in the "Minnesota's Wildlife Management Area Acquisition - The Next 50 Years" and "Minnesota 
Prairie Conservation Plan". 


Programs in prairie region:  
Key core parcels are protected for fish, game and other wildlife ~ Strategic parcels that increase the 
functionality of existing habitat will be acquired and restored to functioning wetlands with diverse upland prairie 
to serve as habitat for pollinators, resident and migratory game and non game species. Lands will be protected to 
provide accelerated wildlife habitat and public access, monitored by Minnesota DNR of United States FWS. 
Protected and restored acres will be measured against goals outlined in the "Minnesota's Wildlife Management 
Area Acquisition - The Next 50 Years" and "Minnesota Prairie Conservation Plan". 


What other dedicated funds may collaborate with or contribute to this proposal?  
N/A 


Per MS 97A.056, Subd. 24, Please explain whether the request is supplanting or is a substitution for 
any previous funding that was not from a legacy fund and was used for the same purpose.  


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


How will you sustain and/or maintain this work after the Outdoor Heritage Funds are expended?  


All lands will be enrolled into the WMA or WPA system and will be managed in perpetuity by the MNDNR or 
USFWS, respectively. All acquisitions will be restored and/or enhanced to as high quality as practicable, with the 
knowledge that quality and comprehensive restorations utilizing native species result in lower management costs. 
In addition, local PF chapter members and volunteers maintain significant interest in seeing the habitat and 
productivity of acquired parcels are high. MPCS, PF, MNDNR and USFWS will develop an ecological restoration and 
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management plan for each parcel. Grant and partner dollars will be used for the initial site development and 
restoration/enhancement work. 


Actions to Maintain Project Outcomes  
Year Source of Funds Step 1 Step 2 Step 3 
Post Transfer State of MN/Federal Monitoring Maintainance Habitat Management 
Provide an assessment of how your program may celebrate cultural diversity or reach diverse 
communities in Minnesota, including reaching low- and moderate-income households:  


The goal of this program is to protect and restore wildlife habitat and make these areas accessible to all 
Minnesotans, regardless of cultural background or fiscal standing. Properties acquired under this program will be 
free and open to access by all. These properties can be recreated on by all levels of income from free 
hiking/wildlife watching to expensive hunting practices. Some acquisitions will be nearby areas with diverse or 
low-income communities. This program engages with everyone who wants to participate in public lands and the 
outdoors. 


Activity Details 


Requirements 


Will county board or other local government approval be formally sought** prior to acquisition, per 
97A.056 subd 13(j)?   
No 


Describe any measures to inform local governments of land acquisition under their jurisdiction:   
At minimum, we will notify local government in writing of the intent to acquire and donate lands to the 
state and follow up with questions prior to the acquisition. In cases where there is interest, we will also 
indicate our willingness to attend or ask to attend county or township meetings to communicate our 
interest in the projects and seek support. 


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


Describe the permanent protection and justification for additional protection:   
Because we are working within priority habitat areas, it is possible that parcels could have perpetual 
easements on a portion of them. If a parcel has a perpetual easement and is deemed a high priority by the 
partners, we will follow guidance established by the Outdoor Heritage Fund to proceed, or use non-state 
funding to acquire the protected portion of the property. 


Will restoration and enhancement work follow best management practices including MS 84.973 Pollinator 
Habitat Program?   
Yes 


Is the restoration and enhancement activity on permanently protected land per 97A.056, Subd 13(f), tribal 
lands, and/or public waters per MS 103G.005, Subd. 15 or on lands to be acquired in this program?   
Yes 
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Where does the activity take place? 


WMA 


WPA 


Refuge Lands 


Land Use 


Will there be planting of any crop on OHF land purchased or restored in this program, either by the 
proposer or the end owner of the property, outside of the initial restoration of the land? 
Yes 


Explain what will be planted and include the maximum percentage of any acquired parcel that 
would be planted into foodplots by the proposer or the end owner of the property: 
This proposal may include initial development plans or restoration plans to utilize farming to prepare 
previously farmed sites for native plant seeding. This is a standard practice across the Midwest to prepare 
the seedbed for native seed planting. In these restorations, PF's policy is to use non neonicotinoid treated 
seed and no herbicides other than glyphosate. On a small percentage of WMAs (less than 2.5%), DNR uses 
farming to provide a winter food source for a variety of wildlife species in agriculture dominated 
landscapes largely devoid of winter food sources. There are no immediate plans to use farming for winter 
food on any of the parcels in this proposal. 


Will insecticides or fungicides (including neonicotinoid and fungicide treated seed) be used within any 
activities of this proposal either in the process of restoration or use as food plots? 
No 


Is this land currently open for hunting and fishing?   
No 


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


Describe any variation from the State of Minnesota regulations:  
No variation from State of MN regulations for WMA acquisitions. All WPA acquisitions will be open to the 
public taking of fish and game during the open season according to the National Wildlife Refuge System 
Improvement Act, United States Code, title 16, section 668dd, et seq. 


Who will eventually own the fee title land? 


State of MN 


Federal 


Land acquired in fee will be designated as a: 


WMA 


WPA 


Are there currently trails or roads on any of the proposed acquisitions?   
No 
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Will new trails or roads be developed or improved as a result of the OHF acquisition?   
No 


Will the land that you acquire (fee or easement) be restored or enhanced within this proposal's funding 
and availability?   
Yes 


Other OHF Appropriation Awards 


Have you received OHF dollars through LSOHC in the past? 
Yes 


Are any of these past appropriations still OPEN? 
Yes 


Approp Year Funding Amount 
Received 


Amount Spent to 
Date 


Funding Remaining % Spent to Date 


2025 $3,690,000 - - - 
2024 $3,794,000 $149,749 $3,644,251 3.95% 
2023 $4,400,000 $3,581,509 $818,491 81.4% 
2022 $4,440,000 $3,733,883 $706,117 84.1% 
2021 $2,264,000 $1,987,043 $276,957 87.77% 
Totals $18,588,000 $9,452,184 $9,135,816 50.85% 


Timeline 
Activity Name Estimated Completion Date 
Identify priority acquisitions 7/1/2026 
Contract appraisals ordered 9/1/2026 
Purchase agreements 2/1/2027 
Re-evaluate tract priorities 2/15/2027 
Contract appraisals ordered 4/1/2027 
Purchase agreements 9/1/2027 
Close 1/1/2030 
Restoration complete 6/30/2030 
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Budget 


Totals 


Item Funding Request Total Leverage Leverage Source Total 
Personnel $341,300 - - $341,300 
Contracts $2,352,000 - - $2,352,000 
Fee Acquisition w/ 
PILT 


$4,042,500 - - $4,042,500 


Fee Acquisition w/o 
PILT 


$4,042,500 $750,000 PF, Local and Federal $4,792,500 


Easement Acquisition - - - - 
Easement 
Stewardship 


- - - - 


Travel $3,000 - - $3,000 
Professional Services $240,000 - - $240,000 
Direct Support 
Services 


$247,000 $25,000 PF $272,000 


DNR Land Acquisition 
Costs 


$97,000 - - $97,000 


Capital Equipment - - - - 
Other 
Equipment/Tools 


- - - - 


Supplies/Materials $495,000 - - $495,000 
DNR IDP $144,300 - - $144,300 
Grand Total $12,004,600 $775,000 - $12,779,600 
Personnel 
Position Annual FTE Years 


Working 
Funding 
Request 


Total 
Leverage 


Leverage 
Source 


Total 


PF Field Staff 0.61 5.0 $292,500 - - $292,500 
PF Grant Staff 0.1 5.0 $48,800 - - $48,800 
 


Amount of Request: $12,004,600 
Amount of Leverage: $775,000 
Leverage as a percent of the Request: 6.46% 
DSS + Personnel: $588,300 
As a % of the total request: 4.9% 
Easement Stewardship: - 
As a % of the Easement Acquisition: - 


Total Leverage (from 
above) 


Amount Confirmed % of Total Leverage Amount Anticipated % of Total Leverage 


$775,000 - 0.0% $775,000 100.0% 
Detail leverage sources and confirmation of funds:  
Leverage is expected from multiple sources including but not limited to federal sources, land value donations, 
contractor donations and PF. Not every source is 100% confirmed at this point. However, PF has an exemplary 
track record of delivery and over-achievement of match commitments that further stretch OHF funding. 


Does this proposal have the ability to be scalable?   
Yes 
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If the project received 50% of the requested funding 


Describe how the scaling would affect acres/activities and if not proportionately reduced, why?  
If this project is reduced by 50% we would scale down all acres/activities and dollar amounts 
proportionately. 


Describe how personnel and DSS expenses would be adjusted and if not proportionately reduced, 
why?  
Personnel and DSS will be scaled down proportionately. 


If the project received 30% of the requested funding 


Describe how the scaling would affect acres/activities and if not proportionately reduced, why?  
If this project is reduced by 70% we would scale down all acres/activities and dollar amounts 
proportionately. 


Describe how personnel and DSS expenses would be adjusted and if not proportionately reduced, 
why?  
Personnel and DSS will be scaled down proportionately. 


Personnel 
Has funding for these positions been requested in the past?   
Yes 


Please explain the overlap of past and future staffing and position levels previously received and 
how that is coordinated over multiple years?  
In general PF staffing is existing and only partially funded by OHF and specifically this request. Billing to 
any appropriation would only be for time spent on direct and necessary costs incurred as outlined in an 
Accomplishment Plan. 


Contracts 


What is included in the contracts line?   
We anticipate that all of the contract funding will be used for restoration, enhancement, and initial development of 
the protected acres and $42,000 for adjacent protected lands. This could include but is not limited to 
wetland/grassland restoration, tree removal, prescribed fire, building removal, posts, signs, and other 
development 


Professional Services 


What is included in the Professional Services line?   
 


Appraisals 


Other : Acquisition Contractors hired by PF to obtain necessary documentation. 


Surveys 


Title Insurance and Legal Fees 
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Fee Acquisition 


What is the anticipated number of fee title acquisition transactions?   
With the proposed budget, we anticipate approximately 7 fee title acquisition transactions 


Travel 


Does the amount in the travel line include equipment/vehicle rental?   
No 


Explain the amount in the travel line outside of traditional travel costs of mileage, food, and lodging   
NA 


I understand and agree that lodging, meals, and mileage must comply with the current MMB Commissioner 
Plan:   
Yes 


Direct Support Services 


How did you determine which portions of the Direct Support Services of your shared support services is 
direct to this program?   
PF utilizes the Total Modified Direct Cost method. This methodology is annually approved by the U.S. Department 
of Interior’s National Business Center as the basis for the organization’s Indirect Cost Rate agreement. PF’s 
allowable direct support services cost is 15%. In this proposal, PF has discounted its rate to 7% of the sum of 
personnel, contracts, professional services, and  
 travel. We are donating the difference in-kind. 


Federal Funds 


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


Are the funds confirmed?   
No 


What is the approximate date you anticipate receiving confirmation of the federal funds?  
7/1/2028 
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Output Tables 


Acres by Resource Type (Table 1) 


Type Wetland Prairie Forest Habitat Total Acres 
Restore 0 30 0 0 30 
Protect in Fee with State PILT Liability 0 825 0 0 825 
Protect in Fee w/o State PILT Liability 0 825 0 0 825 
Protect in Easement 0 0 0 0 0 
Enhance 0 0 0 0 0 
Total 0 1,680 0 0 1,680 
Restoration/Enhancement Acres of OHF Acquired Lands (Table 1a.1) 


 RESTORE  Total ENHANCE  Total 
 Lands 


acquired in 
this 


proposal 


Lands acquired 
with previous OHF 


approprations 
(<5yrs old) 


 Lands 
acquired in 


this 
proposal 


Lands acquired 
with previous OHF 


approprations 
(<5yrs old) 


 


Protect in Fee with State 
PILT Liability 


825 - 825 - - 0 


Protect in Fee w/o State 
PILT Liability 


825 - 825 - - 0 


Protect in Easement - - - - - - 
Total 1,650 - 1,650 - - - 
Restoration/Enhancement Acres Breakdown of Existing Protected Lands (Table 1a.2) 


 RESTORE  ENHANCE  
 Lands acquired 


with OHF 
Lands NOT 


acquired with 
OHF 


Lands acquired 
with OHF 


Lands NOT 
acquired with 


OHF 
DNR Lands (WMA, State Forests, etc) - - 30 - 
Non-DNR Lands (city, state, federal, etc.) - - - - 
Easements - - - - 
Total - - 30 - 
Total Requested Funding by Resource Type (Table 2) 


Type Wetland Prairie Forest Habitat Total Funding 
Restore - $42,000 - - $42,000 
Protect in Fee with State PILT Liability - $5,981,300 - - $5,981,300 
Protect in Fee w/o State PILT Liability - $5,981,300 - - $5,981,300 
Protect in Easement - - - - - 
Enhance - - - - - 
Total - $12,004,600 - - $12,004,600 
Acres within each Ecological Section (Table 3) 


Type Metro/Urban Forest/Prairie SE Forest Prairie N. Forest Total Acres 
Restore 0 - 0 30 0 30 
Protect in Fee with State 
PILT Liability 


0 83 0 742 0 825 


Protect in Fee w/o State 
PILT Liability 


0 83 0 742 0 825 


Protect in Easement 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Enhance 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Total 0 166 0 1,514 0 1,680 
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Total Requested Funding within each Ecological Section (Table 4) 


Type Metro/Urban Forest/Prairie SE Forest Prairie N. Forest Total 
Funding 


Restore - - - $42,000 - $42,000 
Protect in Fee with State 
PILT Liability 


- $598,100 - $5,383,200 - $5,981,300 


Protect in Fee w/o State 
PILT Liability 


- $598,100 - $5,383,200 - $5,981,300 


Protect in Easement - - - - - - 
Enhance - - - - - - 
Total - $1,196,200 - $10,808,400 - $12,004,600 
Average Cost per Acre by Resource Type (Table 5) 


Type Wetland Prairie Forest Habitat 
Restore - $1,400 - - 
Protect in Fee with State PILT Liability - $7,250 - - 
Protect in Fee w/o State PILT Liability - $7,250 - - 
Protect in Easement - - - - 
Enhance - - - - 
Average Cost per Acre by Ecological Section (Table 6) 


Type Metro/Urban Forest/Prairie SE Forest Prairie N. Forest 
Restore - - - $1,400 - 
Protect in Fee with State 
PILT Liability 


- $7,206 - $7,254 - 


Protect in Fee w/o State 
PILT Liability 


- $7,206 - $7,254 - 


Protect in Easement - - - - - 
Enhance - - - - - 
Target Lake/Stream/River Feet or Miles 
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Parcels 


Sign-up Criteria?   
No 


Explain the process used to identify, prioritize, and select the parcels on your list:   
Parcels are identified and strategically prioritized using the best science and decision support tools (e.g. Prairie 
Conservation Plan Maps) available. Preference is given to project sites that both help deliver the goals of other 
recognized conservation initiatives and that build habitat in critical prairie chicken areas. Data layers (i.e. MN 
Biological Survey, Natural Heritage Database, MN Wildlife Action Plan, Wellhead Protection Areas, Pheasant Action 
Plan, existing protected land, etc.) are used to help justify projects and focus areas as well as to inform decisions on 
top priorities for protection and restoration efforts. 


Protect Parcels 


Name County TRDS Acres Est Cost Existing 
Protection 


Doran Lake WPA Addn Clay 13945225 88 $425,000 No 
Doran Lake WPA Addn Clay 13944230 73 $270,100 No 
Flickertail Prairie WPA Addn Clay 14245234 300 $1,500,000 No 
Pelican Valley WPA Addn Otter Tail 13643232 144 $1,036,800 No 
Ridgeway WPA Addn Otter Tail 13244208 313 $2,347,500 No 
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Parcel Map 


 


 







Prairie Chicken Habitat Partnership of the 


Southern Red River Valley—Phase XII 


$12 M request to add 1680 acres to the WMA/WPA system 


 Protection through 


Phase 11 ML26  


19 parcels – 5,727 acres 







The Haggman WPA Addition in Mahnomen County is  931.5 acres and is  in a large 


complex of  protected habitat. Restoring the 157+ wetlands and 790 acres of prairie 


on this site will help ensure that prairie chickens and all sorts of other prairie  wild-


life will continue to exist in Minnesota. 
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Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage Council 
RIM Buffers for Wildlife and Water 


ML 2026 Request for Funding 


General Information 


Date: 06/26/2025 


Proposal Title: RIM Buffers for Wildlife and Water 


Funds Requested: $10,000,000 


Confirmed Leverage Funds: - 


Is this proposal Scalable?: Yes 


Manager Information 


Manager's Name: Dusty Van Thuyne 
Title: Easement Programs Coordinator 
Organization: BWSR 
Address: 520 Lafayette Road North   
City: St. Paul, MN 55155 
Email: dusty.vanthuyne@state.mn.us 
Office Number: 651-539-2573 
Mobile Number:   
Fax Number:   
Website: www.bwsr.state.mn.us 


Location Information 


County Location(s):  


Eco regions in which work will take place: 


Forest / Prairie Transition 


Southeast Forest 


Prairie 


Metro / Urban 


Northern Forest 
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Activity types: 


Protect in Easement 


Restore 


Priority resources addressed by activity: 


Prairie 


Narrative 


Abstract 


The RIM Reserve Buffers program will protect and restore riparian areas, permanently protecting approximately 
800 acres on 16 easements. This program will continue utilizing a science-based ranking and selection process and 
be implemented locally, working with SWCD staff in targeted areas in the state and throughout the 66-county MN 
CREP area. The focus of this funding will be to include larger areas (floodplain scale) rather than the narrower 
areas traditionally thought of as riparian buffers. 


Design and Scope of Work 


Riparian corridors containing healthy buffer and floodplain areas contribute to clean water and provide critical 
wildlife habitat and travel corridors. The MN Buffer Law requires perennial vegetative buffers of up to 50 feet 
along lakes, rivers, and streams and buffers of 16.5 feet along ditches but does not necessarily accommodate 
flooding issues and allows continued disturbance of these areas, which is not favorable to wildlife. By extending the 
minimum required buffer area, we can create significantly better wildlife habitat while achieving multiple benefits. 
This partnership program between Outdoor Heritage Fund, Clean Water Fund, and potentially the Conservation 
Reserve Program (CRP), would establish permanent riparian areas that provide both critical water quality 
improvements and improved habitat.  
 
Criteria used to evaluate and prioritize parcels funded under this program include existing CRP contracts, 
proximity to other permanently protected habitat, proximity to lands open to public hunting, prioritization One 
Watershed, One Plans or other comprehensive water plans, type of water resource being buffered, overall size, 
proximity to threatened and endangered species, and frequency of inundation or crop loss. A competitive RIM 
Riparian application process for landowners will be used. The goal for this project will be funding from both 
LSOHC and Clean Water Funding as well as USDA, when possible, under existing or new CRP enrollment. Wider 
riparian areas provide long-term water quality treatment and increased habitat. Buffers that are established in 
proximity to other grasslands also function at a higher level within the landscape for grassland nesting birds and 
other wildlife.  
 
Reinvest in Minnesota (RIM) Reserve Buffers will utilize funds to the greatest extent possible by leveraging federal 
funding through the Minnesota Conservation Reserve Enhancement Program (MN CREP) when possible. MN CREP 
is a partnership between the USDA and BWSR that provides voluntary conservation easement opportunities for 
landowners. MN CREP focuses on protecting environmentally sensitive land across 66 counties in southern and 
western Minnesota. Landowners enroll in the federally funded CRP for 14-15 years as well as a state-funded 
perpetual conservation easement through the RIM Reserve program. 
 
RIM Buffers will also secure conservation easements on lands not eligible for MN CREP and/or during periods 
when MN CREP enrollment is paused.  
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The RIM Buffers program delivery will be supported by delivery through Soil and Water Conservation Districts 
(SWCDs) and administered by BWSR. 


Explain how the proposal addresses habitat protection, restoration, and/or enhancement for fish, 
game & wildlife, including threatened or endangered species conservation  
Buffers are commonly viewed as simply a water quality practice, but buffers have positive impacts on wildlife due 
to their unique habitat. This is especially true for expanded width buffers enrolled through this program. Not only 
are grasslands protected or restored, detrimental impacts to stream-reliant biota is reduced. Many species of 
amphibians, such as the Northern Cricket Frog (endangered) rely on aquatic habitat during the breeding season 
and then spend most of their lives in upland habitat. In southeastern MN, reptiles such as the Blanding's Turtle 
(threatened) rely on meandering streams, rivers, and adjacent lands.  
 
The Sedge Wren, a Species of Greatest Conservation Need (SGCN) most commonly associated with grassland 
habitat, is encountered in buffer areas. Bird use is influenced by buffer width with greater widths experiencing 
greater abundance and diversity of birds and grassland species. However, bird use is negatively associated by the 
amount of edge exposure. In an effort to limit edge exposure, sites that may serve as corridors or expand current 
complexes receive higher weight using this program’s scoring and ranking process.  
 
Diverse vegetation, access to a water resource, and protection from pesticides are important to Minnesota's native 
pollinator species. BWSR's native vegetation guidelines and pollinator initiative have outlined the RIM Program's 
commitment to protecting native pollinators. Complexes and corridors targeted through RIM Buffers provide areas 
that are safe from pesticides and are natural passageways for pollinators. Targeted pollinator species include the 
Monarch Butterfly and solitary bee species including Leafcutter Bees, Mason Bees, and Yellow-faced Bees.  
 
SGCN in the RIM Buffers area include the Five-lined Skink, Two-spotted Skipper, Northern Pintail, American Black 
Duck, Grasshopper Sparrow, Upland Sandpiper, Sedge Wren, Dickcissel, and Western Grebe. In addition to the 
SGCN, the threatened or endangered species targeted in this proposal include the Dakota Skipper, Poweshiek 
Skipperling, and Rusty Patched Bumble Bee. 


What are the elements of this proposal that are critical from a timing perspective?  


CRP contracts continue to expire (301,300 acres with a contract expiring in Minnesota during federal fiscal years 
2026 - 2029) and farming pressure leads to more habitat fragmentation and agricultural fields within the 
floodplain. It is critical to retain as many acres of habitat in the most important locations. A combination of 
permanent protection with RIM and re-enrollment of CRP, when possible, will reduce this impact from habitat loss. 


Describe how the proposal expands habitat corridors or complexes and/or addresses habitat 
fragmentation:  


Through a combination of targeted outreach, eligibility screening, and a scoring and ranking process, each site is 
considered on its benefits to the surrounding landscape, as well as the site-specific features.  
 
During the application process, a review of adjacent permanent habitat and easement size is conducted to evaluate 
a site's importance as a corridor or extension to an existing habitat complex. Other examples of the science-based 
targeting used include drainage to shallow lakes, buffering along lakeshore, planned vegetative diversity, and 
proximity to land open to public hunting.  
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As we implement this project, we will utilize similar science-based considerations that have been historically used 
by the RIM Buffers program. 


Which top 2 Conservation Plans referenced in MS97A.056, subd. 3a are most applicable to this 
project?  


Long Range Plan for the Ring-Necked Pheasant in MN 


Outdoor Heritage Fund: A 25 Year Framework 


Explain how this proposal will uniquely address habitat resilience to climate change and its 
anticipated effects on game, fish & wildlife species utilizing the protected or restored/enhanced 
habitat this proposal targets.  


This proposal will contribute to at least four Priority Actions under Goal 2 (Climate-smart natural and working 
lands) of the MN Climate Action Framework. The four Priority Actions are: 1) accelerate forest, grassland and 
wetland restoration; 2) store more carbon; 3) restore and expand habitat complexes and corridors; and 4) increase 
water storage and infiltration, and manage drainage. 


Which LSOHC section priorities are addressed in this proposal?  
Forest / Prairie Transition 


Protect, enhance, and restore wild rice wetlands, shallow lakes, wetland/grassland complexes, aspen 
parklands, and shoreland that provide critical habitat for game and nongame wildlife 


Metro / Urban 


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


Northern Forest 


Protect shoreland and restore or enhance critical habitat on wild rice lakes, shallow lakes, cold water lakes, 
streams and rivers, and spawning areas 


Prairie 


Protect expiring CRP lands 


Southeast Forest 


Protect, enhance, and restore habitat for fish, game, and nongame wildlife in rivers, cold-water streams, and 
associated upland habitat 


Describe how this project/program will produce and demonstrate a significant and permanent 
conservation legacy and/or outcomes for fish, game, and wildlife, and if not permanent outcomes, 
why it is important to undertake at this time:  


Southeast Forest and Northern Forest Sections - protection and restoration of riparian buffers provides habitat for 
both game and nongame wildlife.  
 
Forest/Prairie Transition Section - this program targets and restores existing corridors and complexes, as well as 
those areas where complexes exist but the addition of a buffer provides a needed connection. This reflects the 
outcome of diverse and productive grasslands and wetlands that are connected by corridors, providing multiple 
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benefits in the face of climate change and other major stressors.  
 
Metro Section - the focus on corridors is no different, as sites are analyzed for their function as habitat linkages.  
 
Prairie Section - this program prioritizes expiring CRP acres. 


Outcomes 


Programs in forest-prairie transition region:  
Protected, restored, and enhanced aspen parklands and riparian areas ~ A summary of the total acres acquired 
through this appropriation will be reported. On-site inspections are performed every three years and compliance 
checks are performed in the other two years to ensure maintained outcomes. An increase of native grassland 
habitat is expected to increase the carrying capacity of grassland-dependent wildlife. This would have a positive 
impact on both game and non-game species. We expect more abundant populations of endangered, threatened, 
special concern and game species as these areas are restored. 


Programs in metropolitan urbanizing region:  


A network of natural land and riparian habitats will connect corridors for wildlife and species in greatest 
conservation need ~ A summary of the total acres acquired through this appropriation will be reported. On-site 
inspections are performed every three years and compliance checks are performed in the other two years to 
ensure maintained outcomes. An increase of native grassland habitat is expected to increase the carrying capacity 
of grassland-dependent wildlife. This would have a positive impact on both game and non-game species. We expect 
more abundant populations of endangered, threatened, special concern and game species as these areas are 
restored. 


Programs in the northern forest region:  
Increased availability and improved condition of riparian forests and other habitat corridors ~ A summary of 
the total acres acquired through this appropriation will be reported. On-site inspections are performed every three 
years and compliance checks are performed in the other two years to ensure maintained outcomes. An increase of 
native grassland habitat is expected to increase the carrying capacity of grassland-dependent wildlife. This would 
have a positive impact on both game and non-game species. We expect more abundant populations of endangered, 
threatened, special concern and game species as these areas are restored. 


Programs in prairie region:  


Expiring CRP lands are permanently protected ~ A summary of the total acres acquired through this 
appropriation will be reported. On-site inspections are performed every three years and compliance checks are 
performed in the other two years to ensure maintained outcomes. An increase of native grassland habitat is 
expected to increase the carrying capacity of grassland-dependent wildlife. This would have a positive impact on 
both game and non-game species. We expect more abundant populations of endangered, threatened, special 
concern and game species as these areas are restored. 


Programs in southeast forest region:  


Rivers, streams, and surrounding vegetation provide corridors of habitat ~ A summary of the total acres 
acquired through this appropriation will be reported. On-site inspections are performed every three years and 
compliance checks are performed in the other two years to ensure maintained outcomes. An increase of native 
grassland habitat is expected to increase the carrying capacity of grassland-dependent wildlife. This would have a 
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positive impact on both game and non-game species. We expect more abundant populations of endangered, 
threatened, special concern and game species as these areas are restored. 


What other dedicated funds may collaborate with or contribute to this proposal?  
Clean Water Fund 


Per MS 97A.056, Subd. 24, Please explain whether the request is supplanting or is a substitution for 
any previous funding that was not from a legacy fund and was used for the same purpose.  


This funding request is not supplanting existing funding or a substitution for any previous funding. 


How will you sustain and/or maintain this work after the Outdoor Heritage Funds are expended?  
BWSR is responsible for monitoring and enforcement of RIM easements. BWSR partners with local SWCDs to carry 
out oversight, monitoring and inspection of conservation easements. Easements are inspected every year for the 
first five years beginning the year after the easement is recorded. Thereafter, on-site inspections are performed 
every three years and compliance checks are performed in the other two years. SWCDs document findings and 
report to BWSR on each site inspection conducted. A non-compliance procedure is implemented when potential 
violations or problems are identified.  
 
Perpetual monitoring and enforcement costs are $10,000 per easement. This value is based on using local SWCD 
staff for monitoring and existing enforcement authorities. The amount listed for Easement Stewardship includes 
costs of BWSR and local government unit staff time, travel costs, and other costs for easement monitoring, 
encouraging voluntary compliance, addressing potential violations, and legal enforcement. 


Actions to Maintain Project Outcomes  
Year Source of Funds Step 1 Step 2 Step 3 
2026-Ongoing Stewardship Account Inspections every year 


for the first five years; 
then every third year. 


Corrective actions of 
any violations. 


Enforcement action 
taken by MN Attorney 
General's office. 


2026-Ongoing Landowner 
Responsibility 


Maintain compliance 
with easements. 


- - 


Provide an assessment of how your program may celebrate cultural diversity or reach diverse 
communities in Minnesota, including reaching low- and moderate-income households:  


For our statewide programs, BWSR will pilot designating a percentage of the easement acquisition budget line for 
applicants who self-certify as emerging farmers or from underserved populations, including Black, Indigenous, or 
People of Color (BIPOC). If funds remain at the end of a predetermined number of scoring/ranking periods and 
there are no additional applicants, the remaining funds would be added to the larger easement acquisition pool of 
funding. Being a statewide program, rural communities and areas of the state with lower annual income thresholds 
will benefit from this program in several ways, including financial benefits. RIM easements not only offer financial 
benefits for landowners, but they also require outreach, monitoring and maintenance which help maintain and 
grow rural jobs and economies. 


Activity Details 


Requirements 


Is the land you plan to acquire (easement) free of any other permanent protection?   
Yes 
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Will restoration and enhancement work follow best management practices including MS 84.973 Pollinator 
Habitat Program?   
Yes 


Is the restoration and enhancement activity on permanently protected land per 97A.056, Subd 13(f), tribal 
lands, and/or public waters per MS 103G.005, Subd. 15 or on lands to be acquired in this program?   
Yes 


Where does the activity take place? 


Permanently Protected Conservation Easements 


Land Use 


Will there be planting of any crop on OHF land purchased or restored in this program, either by the 
proposer or the end owner of the property, outside of the initial restoration of the land? 
Yes 


Explain what will be planted and include the maximum percentage of any acquired parcel that 
would be planted into foodplots by the proposer or the end owner of the property: 
In certain circumstances, wildlife food plots are an allowable use on RIM easements as part of an approved 
conservation plan. Food plots on narrow riparian buffers, steep slopes or frequently flooded areas are not 
allowed. RIM policy limits the total acres of food plots planted. There is no cost-share for establishment of 
food plots and upon termination the landowners must re-establish vegetation as prescribed in the 
Conservation Plan at their expense. SWCD partners request seed tags for food plots to ensure seed is 
insecticide free. As part of the SWCDs inspection process they review sites to make sure food plots meet the 
conservation plan requirements which include prohibiting the use of food plots with insecticides. 


Will insecticides or fungicides (including neonicotinoid and fungicide treated seed) be used within any 
activities of this proposal either in the process of restoration or use as food plots? 
No 


Will the eased land be open for public use?   
No 


Are there currently trails or roads on any of the proposed acquisitions?   
Yes 


Describe the types of trails or roads and the allowable uses:  
Existing trails and roads are identified during the easement acquisition process and are often excluded 
from the easement area if they serve no purpose to easement maintenance, monitoring, or enforcement. 
Some roads and trails, such as agricultural field accesses, are allowed to remain. 


Will the trails or roads remain and uses continue to be allowed after OHF acquisition?   
Yes 


How will maintenance and monitoring be accomplished?  
Field roads or vegetated access routes are necessary on some easements and may continue after 
easements are secured to allow for management activities. 
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Under the terms of the RIM easement, landowners are required to maintain compliance with the 
easement. Easements are monitored annually by SWCDs in cooperation with BWSR for the first five 
years and then every third year after easement acquisition to assure compliance with easement 
terms. 
 
A conservation plan is developed with the landowner and maintained as part of each easement. 
Basic easement compliance costs are borne by the landowner, periodic enhancements may be cost-
shared from a variety of sources. 


Will new trails or roads be developed or improved as a result of the OHF acquisition?   
Yes 


Describe the types of trails or roads and the allowable uses:  
Though uncommon, new trails could be developed if they contribute to easement maintenance or benefit 
the easement site (e.g., fire breaks, berm maintenance). Unauthorized trails are in violation of the 
easement. 


How will maintenance and monitoring be accomplished?   
Under the terms of the RIM Reserve Program, landowners are required to maintain compliance with the 
easement. A conservation plan is developed with the landowner and maintained as part of each easement. 
Basic easement compliance costs are borne by the landowner, periodic enhancements may be cost-shared 
from a variety of sources. 


Will the land that you acquire (fee or easement) be restored or enhanced within this proposal's funding 
and availability?   
Yes 


Other OHF Appropriation Awards 


Have you received OHF dollars through LSOHC in the past? 
Yes 


Are any of these past appropriations still OPEN? 
Yes 


Approp Year Funding Amount 
Received 


Amount Spent to 
Date 


Funding Remaining % Spent to Date 


2025 $4,000,000 - - - 
2022 $4,392,000 $1,096,500 $3,295,500 24.97% 
2021 $4,170,000 $3,372,600 $797,400 80.88% 
2017 $5,333,000 $4,084,400 $1,248,600 76.59% 
Totals $17,895,000 $8,553,500 $9,341,500 47.8% 


Timeline 
Activity Name Estimated Completion Date 
Activity 1 – easements recorded June 30, 2030 
Activity 2 – restorations completed, and final report 
submitted 


June 30, 2034 
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Budget 


Totals 


Item Funding Request Total Leverage Leverage Source Total 
Personnel $318,300 - - $318,300 
Contracts $60,000 - - $60,000 
Fee Acquisition w/ 
PILT 


- - - - 


Fee Acquisition w/o 
PILT 


- - - - 


Easement Acquisition $9,252,900 $12,056,100 USDA-FSA CRP $21,309,000 
Easement 
Stewardship 


$160,000 - - $160,000 


Travel $17,500 - - $17,500 
Professional Services - - - - 
Direct Support 
Services 


$158,800 - - $158,800 


DNR Land Acquisition 
Costs 


- - - - 


Capital Equipment - - - - 
Other 
Equipment/Tools 


$25,000 - - $25,000 


Supplies/Materials $7,500 - - $7,500 
DNR IDP - - - - 
Grand Total $10,000,000 $12,056,100 - $22,056,100 
Personnel 
Position Annual FTE Years 


Working 
Funding 
Request 


Total 
Leverage 


Leverage 
Source 


Total 


Engineering 0.21 4.0 $122,300 - - $122,300 
Easements 0.26 6.0 $196,000 - - $196,000 
 


Amount of Request: $10,000,000 
Amount of Leverage: $12,056,100 
Leverage as a percent of the Request: 120.56% 
DSS + Personnel: $477,100 
As a % of the total request: 4.77% 
Easement Stewardship: $160,000 
As a % of the Easement Acquisition: 1.73% 


Total Leverage (from 
above) 


Amount Confirmed % of Total Leverage Amount Anticipated % of Total Leverage 


$12,056,100 - 0.0% $12,056,100 100.0% 
Detail leverage sources and confirmation of funds:  
January 17, 2017, Governor Dayton signed a $500 million MN CREP Agreement with the USDA, which consists of 
approximately $350 million from USDA. Governor Walz extended the agreement on January 2, 2025. CRP soil 
rental rates on easements secured through MN CREP contribute to the amount of federal leverage achieved. 


Does this proposal have the ability to be scalable?   
Yes 
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If the project received 50% of the requested funding 


Describe how the scaling would affect acres/activities and if not proportionately reduced, why?  
A 50% reduction in funding would reduce outputs proportionally. Program management & oversight 
remain relatively consistent regardless of appropriation amount. 


Describe how personnel and DSS expenses would be adjusted and if not proportionately reduced, 
why?  
BWSR calculates direct support services costs that are directly related to and necessary for each request 
based on the type of work being done. 


If the project received 30% of the requested funding 


Describe how the scaling would affect acres/activities and if not proportionately reduced, why?  
A 30% reduction in funding would reduce outputs proportionally. Program management & oversight 
remain relatively consistent regardless of appropriation amount. 


Describe how personnel and DSS expenses would be adjusted and if not proportionately reduced, 
why?  
BWSR calculates direct support services costs that are directly related to and necessary for each request 
based on the type of work being done. 


Personnel 
Has funding for these positions been requested in the past?   
Yes 


Please explain the overlap of past and future staffing and position levels previously received and 
how that is coordinated over multiple years?  
These funds will pay for staff time spent on new easements associated with this project. 


Contracts 


What is included in the contracts line?   
The contracts line amount will be used for payments to SWCD staff for easement acquisition. Estimated restoration 
costs are included in the easements acquisition line. 


Easement Stewardship 


What is the number of easements anticipated, cost per easement for stewardship, and explain how that 
amount is calculated?   
16 easements at $10,000 per easement; the actual number will depend on the cost of easements. Perpetual 
monitoring and enforcement costs have been calculated at $10,000 per easement. This value is based on using local 
SWCD staff for monitoring and existing enforcement authorities. The amount listed for Easement Stewardship 
covers costs of the BWSR and local government unit staff time, travel costs, and other costs for easement 
monitoring, encouraging voluntary compliance, addressing potential violations, and legal enforcement. 


Travel 


Does the amount in the travel line include equipment/vehicle rental?   
No 
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Explain the amount in the travel line outside of traditional travel costs of mileage, food, and lodging   
The travel line will only be used for traditional travel costs. 


I understand and agree that lodging, meals, and mileage must comply with the current MMB Commissioner 
Plan:   
Yes 


Direct Support Services 


How did you determine which portions of the Direct Support Services of your shared support services is 
direct to this program?   
BWSR annually reviews and updates direct support services costs that are directly related to and necessary for 
each request based on the type of work being done. 


Other Equipment/Tools 


Give examples of the types of Equipment and Tools that will be purchased?   
Steel posts and signs to mark the easement boundaries. 


Federal Funds 


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


Are the funds confirmed?   
Yes 


Cash : $12,056,100 


Is Confirmation Document attached?   
Yes 


  



https://lsohcprojectmgmt.leg.mn/media/lsohc/proposal/federal_funds_confirmation_document/2fe4335c-daf.pdf
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Output Tables 


Acres by Resource Type (Table 1) 


Type Wetland Prairie Forest Habitat Total Acres 
Restore 0 - 0 0 0 
Protect in Fee with State PILT Liability 0 0 0 0 0 
Protect in Fee w/o State PILT Liability 0 0 0 0 0 
Protect in Easement 0 800 0 0 800 
Enhance 0 0 0 0 0 
Total 0 800 0 0 800 
Restoration/Enhancement Acres of OHF Acquired Lands (Table 1a.1) 


 RESTORE  Total ENHANCE  Total 
 Lands 


acquired in 
this 


proposal 


Lands acquired 
with previous OHF 


approprations 
(<5yrs old) 


 Lands 
acquired in 


this 
proposal 


Lands acquired 
with previous OHF 


approprations 
(<5yrs old) 


 


Protect in Fee with State 
PILT Liability 


- - - - - - 


Protect in Fee w/o State 
PILT Liability 


- - - - - - 


Protect in Easement 800 0 800 - - 0 
Total 800 0 800 - - - 
Restoration/Enhancement Acres Breakdown of Existing Protected Lands (Table 1a.2) 


 RESTORE  ENHANCE  
 Lands acquired 


with OHF 
Lands NOT 


acquired with 
OHF 


Lands acquired 
with OHF 


Lands NOT 
acquired with 


OHF 
DNR Lands (WMA, State Forests, etc) - - - - 
Non-DNR Lands (city, state, federal, etc.) - - - - 
Easements - - - - 
Total - - - - 
Total Requested Funding by Resource Type (Table 2) 


Type Wetland Prairie Forest Habitat Total Funding 
Restore - - - - - 
Protect in Fee with State PILT Liability - - - - - 
Protect in Fee w/o State PILT Liability - - - - - 
Protect in Easement - $10,000,000 - - $10,000,000 
Enhance - - - - - 
Total - $10,000,000 - - $10,000,000 
Acres within each Ecological Section (Table 3) 


Type Metro/Urban Forest/Prairie SE Forest Prairie N. Forest Total Acres 
Restore - - - - 0 0 
Protect in Fee with State 
PILT Liability 


0 0 0 0 0 0 


Protect in Fee w/o State 
PILT Liability 


0 0 0 0 0 0 


Protect in Easement 40 40 80 600 40 800 
Enhance 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Total 40 40 80 600 40 800 
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Total Requested Funding within each Ecological Section (Table 4) 


Type Metro/Urban Forest/Prairie SE Forest Prairie N. Forest Total 
Funding 


Restore - - - - - - 
Protect in Fee with State 
PILT Liability 


- - - - - - 


Protect in Fee w/o State 
PILT Liability 


- - - - - - 


Protect in Easement $500,000 $500,000 $1,000,000 $7,500,000 $500,000 $10,000,000 
Enhance - - - - - - 
Total $500,000 $500,000 $1,000,000 $7,500,000 $500,000 $10,000,000 
Average Cost per Acre by Resource Type (Table 5) 


Type Wetland Prairie Forest Habitat 
Restore - - - - 
Protect in Fee with State PILT Liability - - - - 
Protect in Fee w/o State PILT Liability - - - - 
Protect in Easement - $12,500 - - 
Enhance - - - - 
Average Cost per Acre by Ecological Section (Table 6) 


Type Metro/Urban Forest/Prairie SE Forest Prairie N. Forest 
Restore - - - - - 
Protect in Fee with State 
PILT Liability 


- - - - - 


Protect in Fee w/o State 
PILT Liability 


- - - - - 


Protect in Easement $12,500 $12,500 $12,500 $12,500 $12,500 
Enhance - - - - - 
Target Lake/Stream/River Feet or Miles 


3 miles 
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Parcels 


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


Explain the process used to identify, prioritize, and select the parcels on your list:   
Through a combination of eligibility screening followed by a scoring and ranking process, the RIM Buffers program 
evaluates each application on the potential to restore ecological functions and values; optimizing wildlife habitat 
benefits and providing other benefits including water quality. Each site is evaluated on its benefits to the 
surrounding landscape and any site-specific features that are important for permanent protection of habitat.   
 
During the application process, a review of adjacent permanent habitat and easement size is conducted to indicate 
a site's usefulness as a corridor or as an extension of an existing habitat complex.  
 
BWSR will continue to utilize similar science-based considerations as have been historically used by the RIM 
Buffers Program. 



https://lsohcprojectmgmt.leg.mn/media/lsohc/proposal/signup_criteria/88efa750-d6b.pdf
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RIM Buffers for Wildlife and Water 
ML 2026 Request 


 
Corridors for wildlife are critical to linking larger 
habitat complexes while maintaining agricultural 
landscapes. RIM Buffers targets parcels where 
landowners are experiencing flooding, erosion, and 
sedimentation resulting in marginal agricultural 
production. 


 Permanent protection and restoration of 800 
acres 


 Permanently protects, restores, and manages 
resources while private ownership continues 


 $10 million request 
 Clean Water Fund dollars contribute 
 Opportunity to leverage federal funds through  


the MN Conservation Reserve Enhancement  
Program (MN CREP) 
 


Funding History and Accomplishments 
 


 
 
 


 


 
 


ML 2011 – 2014 $10,059,000 
 Over 2,800 acres protected through OHF funding 
 Over 4,000 acres total protected acres of 


riparian habitat (all sources of funding) 
 


ML 2015 – ML 2018 $21,585,000 
 Using Clean Water Fund and federal leverage in 


combination with OHF funding, an estimated 8,400 
acres of environmentally sensitive lands will be 
protected 


 
ML 2021 – ML 2022 $8,562,000 
 An estimated 1,000 acres of environmentally 


sensitive lands will be protected 
 


ML 2025 $4,000,000 
 Available July 1, 2025 
 An estimated 300 acres of environmentally 


sensitive lands will be protected 


 



http://www.bwsr.state.mn.us/
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Outcomes – Benefits to Minnesotans 


 Restores and permanently protects wildlife habitat that supports healthy wildlife populations 
 Improves hunting and fishing by building permanent wildlife complexes and improving water quality 
 Creates and sustains Minnesota jobs


 
The largest Reinvest in 
Minnesota Riparian and 
Floodplain Restoration Program 
easement to date, a 164.6-acre 
parcel in Yellow Medicine 
County, connects two existing 
RIM easements to create a 480-
acre wildlife habitat complex. 
Full story: Riparian RIM 
easement builds upon existing 
wildlife habitat (pdf) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


 


 
 


ML 2017, 2021, and 2022 Landowner Payments 
(Open Appropriations) 


 
 


Available: easement funds 
available to fund new 
easement(s) 
Committed: easement funds 
assigned to specific 
easement(s) – RIM application 
funded 
Encumbered: easement funds 
encumbered for specific 
easement(s) – RIM agreement 
signed 
Paid: easement payments 
made to landowers 
 


 


Committed, 
$654,218.10 , 5%


Encumbered, 
$3,587,235.94 , 


30%


Paid, 
$7,507,463.16 , 


63%


Available, 
$185,824.80 , 2%


Total $11,934,742



http://www.bwsr.state.mn.us/

https://bwsr.state.mn.us/sites/default/files/2025-04/snapshots-story-3-may-2025-rim_riparian_and_floodplain_restoration_program.pdf

https://bwsr.state.mn.us/sites/default/files/2025-04/snapshots-story-3-may-2025-rim_riparian_and_floodplain_restoration_program.pdf

https://bwsr.state.mn.us/sites/default/files/2025-04/snapshots-story-3-may-2025-rim_riparian_and_floodplain_restoration_program.pdf
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