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Agency Perspectives




What we will talk about today

“...planning and high level resource protection...”
The One Watershed, One Plan program

“...logical, common sense approaches that leverage multiple

partners and funding sources...”
Upper Mississippi / Pine River watershed example

“...stacking quantifiable conservation benefits for clean water

and habitat...”
Methodology for prioritizing and targeting private forest management



Program Vision

&2 One Watershed
¥ One Plan

Develop local implementation plans that are prioritized,
targeted and measurable, aligned with state strategies on
major watershed boundaries.



Local Government Conservation Delivery

Regulations and land management
Drainage

Public Health

Technical and financial help
for conservation work on
private land

Can accept delegation of
local ordinances and
controls

Counties

W,

Watershed
Districts

Watershed management
Drainage
Monitoring

Capital Projects
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Whiskey is for drinking; water is
for fighting over.

~ Mark Twain
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Evolution of Water Planning




Working Together to Manage Water

State
Counties
Public
SWCDs Watershed
Other Districts
partners

Shared vision and goals

Federal



The Legacy Challenge

e We have limited resources

* Minnesotans expect to see
measurable progress

AMENDMENT



State Strategies — Based in Data
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Planning links data to action

One Watershed
One Plan
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ne Plan

One Watershed, One Plan
Participating Watersheds
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The plan is a story...

Land and Water Resources Narrative

Priority Resources and Issues

Measurable Goals

Targeted Implementation Schedule

Plan Implementation Programs

Plan Administration and Coordination

How?

How much?




The 1IW1P Approach

rioritize issues

, easure
and locations

results

arget
implementation



The Pine River Plan: A Habitat Focus
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The Pine River Plan: A Habitat Focus




THE RUUTS Woods and Water

EZOUR FISHING

& i ':‘I:' F"JH Lo 3

.n' = -}H&s T
'--._,-||:'_ i ;

ARE FOUND IN

FORESTS

Forests produce clean water. Lakes teeming with
fish are dependent on forests teeming with trees
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Local and State Research for Protection
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A Numeric Protection Threshold: 75%
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Prioritizing Lakes 500 = 19

{ 500 Lakes (95 with trend data) }

[ Trend direction, P sensitivity, economic significance }
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Pine River Goal 1: Protection

Surface Goal: Protect and enhance forest cover, outstanding lake water quality,
Ground habitat, surficial sand aquifers, and downstream drinking water by
e promoting 75 % land protection in targeted minor watersheds.




Pine Mountain
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South Fork P or

Sub-watersheds (HUC10)
Management Focus

“ Vigilance

CS Protection
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% minor Needed
wehd for 75%
protected  Protection protection Patential to *Cost *Cost
Lake County Management Focus  (incl. SFIA) Goal lacres) protect (acres) Easements SFIA Motes

Big Trout CrowWing  Enhance-Frolection 50% 75% 1351 1334 £1.473,73 885,410
Yihitefish Crow'Wing  Enhance-Protection B6% 5% 1448 1807 5481 558 S04 702
Clamshell CrowWing  Enhance-Prokection X X X X X o combined with Whitefigh
Island-Locn CrowWing  Enhance-Protection X X b ) b X combined with Whitafish
Fig Crow Wing  Enhance-Prolection X X b X i ¥ combined with Whitefish

Sl — i
Ada Cass Pratection 5% T5% 585 1184 5208 637 536,942
Roosavelt Cass Praotection B6% 5% 1187 1917 5285369 574,998
Bartha Crow Wing  Probection LS X X X x X combined with Whitefish
Rush-Hen Crow Wing  Probection X X X X X 3 combined with Whitefish
Felican Crow Wing  Protection 4% 75% 2040 1458 5656515 $128.938
Ruth Crow Wing  Prolection 62% 75% 935 13749 5155314 $62 278
' Brien CrowWing  Protection 50% 75% Hoz 2230 $027 428 $132.867
Ossamnnamakee  crowing  Probection 36% B3%" 75 3168 $1,622,374 $219609  *Modfiedgoal due lo potential
pae by Lt Bl i sovt 1383 1725 $808,316 $67383  “Modfiedgod due lo potentil
Upper Hay Crow Wing__Prolection 34%

Subtotal: $4,745 453 5743015

Total cost to protect pricrity lake minor watersheds in this plan:

SHA funding (already allocated):

$6,701,042

$923,127




Funding

Map of Management Focus Areas

Management Focus

Total Funding

Percentage of total funding
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Prioritize / Target / Measure

Prioritize

by water
(minor watersheds with
important lakes and
river reaches)

by land

(private forest lands,
RAQ criteria)

Measure

by “needle”
(number of acres

and % increase in
land protected)
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Mississippi River Reach Watershed Protection Example

Mississippl Headwaters Habitat Corrider Projects
C_':S 2017 Easarent, Rgmast in VK (RIM)
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Landowners Choose!

Private Forest Landowner
Implementation Toolbox

PROTECT

COMNSERVATION Fee Title Public
EASEMENTS Lond Aguisition

- Donated - Federal

= Purchased = State
= County

‘ Lower Costs, Less Permanent m Higher Costs, More Permanent )






{00 Priority Minor Watersheds (from 1w1p)
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Watershed Protection Status
Minor Watershed #11029

Developed or

Leech Lake
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Major Watershed
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Watershed Protection Status
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Watershed Protection Status
Minor Watershed #11029
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Thank You!

Harmonizing people, water,
forests, and the economy in
a place to renew your spirit.




One Watershed, One Plan
Participating Watersheds
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Looking to the Future
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