






















































































proposed for purchase within the past 20 years, only a small number were turned down by the county
boards.

To offset lost property tax revenue of private lands purchased for WMAs, the DNR makes annual
payments in-licu-of-taxes to counties with acquired wildlife lands. Payments are made from the state
general fund and are calculated based on the following formulas, using whichever amount is greatest:
1. Three-quarters of one percent of the appraised value of purchased WMA lands.
2. 50 cents per acre on purchased lands actually used for WMAs.

3. 35 percent of the gross receipts from all special use permits and leases of lands acquired for
WMAsS.

Payments to the counties for WMA lands are currently about $2.3 million per vear.

In addition to these payments, the DNR also makes in-lieu-of-tax payments to counties for all natural
resource lands in the county including other acquired lands such as state park. state forest, SNA. and
state trail lands; county tax-forfeited lands: and other state lands such as school trust fund lands. Last
year, these payments totaled $9.51 million.

Future Challenges

Lands with a high potential to provide the primary objectives and urgent preservation needs
have been purchased as WMAs, They provide biological and ecological values to the environment. to
habitat for game and nongame animals that could not otherwise be preserved in other ownership. In
many places WMASs are islands of habitat in an urbanizing or agricultural landscape. But as islands,
these lands may not provide their full wildlife or recreational benefits because of adjacent land use.
They also are heavily used because of their location. Hunters flock to these WMAS because of their
proximity and the lack of other public hunting opportunities.

As urbanization moves further and further into rural landscapes, WMAs become increasing
important in providing habitat. public hunting and open space. Extensive rural development in the 18-
county high population “growth corrider” from 5t. Cloud to the Twin Cities to Rochester, threatens
sensitive natural resources in this area. In many cases, this may be the last opportunity to protect these
critical habitats. Increasing populations also create a higher demand for public hunting, trapping, and
other wildlife-related activities in close proximity. Only 7 percent of the acquired WMA lands in
Minnesota are located in this 18-county area. Accelerated acquisition within this area would protect
valuable wetlands and critical upland wildlife habitat and enhance recreational use, especially public
hunting and trapping. Land costs will continue to increase over time in this corridor area and key
acquisitions may be lost if land prices become too prohibitive.

Yet, as people move into these areas next to WMASs, the uses and values that WMASs are
established for are being limited. When structures or corrals are built next to WMAs, laws limit the
discharge of weapons within 500 feet. That limits the WMA use for public hunting. With urbanization
come other problems such as uncontrolled pets, illegal dumping, and other illegal uses. In addition.
WMASs in urbanizing setting also cost 10 to 100 times more than the same land in an undeveloped or
even an agricultural setting. The needs for WMASs in urbanizing settings is great, but the cost of the
land, the diminished values are high and concerns by stakeholders are warranted to question the values
of WMAS in these settings.

The cost of purchasing additional WMA lands continues to rise. Over the past decade alone.
the average farm real estate price per acre has risen from approximately $700/acre to over $1.200/acre.
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Land values have increased at an even steeper rate around major population centers as residential
development spreads out into the surrounding rural areas. Although there are a number of potential
funding sources for WMA acquisition, total appropriations during the the past 10 years have been
lower than previous decades. The last appropriation for WMA acquisition was in 2002, but at a much
reduced level from previous years (Appendix B). Recent projects approved by the Legislative
Commission on Minnesota Resources (LCMR) have shown a trend toward funding private
conservation groups to purchase wildlife lands rather than directly to DNR.

The Division of Wildlife has increased its capacity to plan and manage its land in the last
decade, Arca managers are able to describe WMA unit objectives, habitat value and needs of wildlife,
priority species of interest, hunting facility needs, and the best land management practices. The region
and central office are able to allocate organizational resources to the most pressing needs and account
for those resources and the outcomes from those expenditures.

Lands acquired as part of the WMA system present a significant future commitment for
maintenance, development and management costs. In the short-term, initial infrastructure costs
(boundary survey. posting. parking lot and user facilities, building removal, well sealing, road
approaches, etc.) are estimated to be $13.000 to $15,000 per unit. In the mid-term and long term there
is also a continuing commitment to the Division of Wildlife for development and maintenance on new
WMA lands. Habitat restoration costs may include but not limited to grassland development, forest or
woody cover development or improvement, brushland management, and food plot development.

The Division of Wildlife has a long range work planning process to establish workloads and the
cost of planned maintenance and development on WMAs annually. Area wildlife managers identify
maintenance and management needs for WMAS in their work area on a § year cycle. The Division
allocates funding to the areas and regions based on determining needs and prioritizing the available
funds to meet those needs. The Division of Wildlife is able to fund only approximately 27 percent of
the current identified maintenance and management needs annually. As new WMA lands are added to
the system, the unfunded need to adequately maintain and manage these lands will increase this
obligation unless additional sources of funding are available.



Appendix A

Wildlife Management Area Policy - WMA Acquisition Priority Guidelines

Priarity 1
i,

Existing high-quality wildlife habitat that is threatened with imminent destruction.

b. Preservation of habitat for endangered or threatened species or species of special concern.

C.

Tracts within approved projects where acquisition has already occurred (i.e. in-holdings).
The DNR already has a substantial investment in these projects in acquisition and
management costs and has an obligation to purchase tracts within existing projects from
willing sellers. Project boundaries were established for each WMA to maximize the
benefits for wildlife and public use. Acquisition of the remaining parcels in existing
projects will improve management capabilities and recreational opportunities. Acquisition
efforts concentrate on the following types of parcels within existing WMAs:

1. Major unit tracts

2. Significant natural communities that are uncommon or diminishing such as

wetlands and native prairie

3. Parcels needed for major development projects
4. Parcels that resolve management or access problems
5. Other key wildlife habitat
Priority 2
a. Anarea’s wildlife production capabilities.
b. Anarea’s ability to satisfy the habitat needs of a select species or community of species
c. The degree to which an area can provide high-quality hunting or other wildlife oriented
recreational and educational opportunities, for which there is a demonstrated need.
d. High-quality wildlife land that is open to the public and threatened with a change in
ownership which would preclude public access.
e. Unique wildlife habitat features within a geographical area.
f.  The cost of acquisition.
g. Minimal amount of management and development an area will require.
h. The degree to which a proposed WMA complements or improves connections with other

=

wildlife habitat in the vicinity.
The future impact of potential adjacent land use changes on an area.

Priority 3

a.

Areas that create more easily recognizable boundaries that facilitate appropriate public use
and law enforcement.

b. An area’s proximity to major population centers.
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APPENDIX B

WMA Acquisition State Funding 1992-2002

Source
Bonding Gen. Envir. Future Surcharge TOTAL
Revenue Trust Resources
Year
1992 $289,492 $289,492
1993 $382,323 $682,323
1994 $1,?ﬂﬂ.ﬁ{_ll[_l_ $300,000 $619,600 $2,319,600
1995 $919,697 $1,569,697
1996 $500,000 $510,000 $140,000 $623,376 $1,123,376
1997 $579,102 $1,079,102
1998 $1,500,000 $500,000 $479,215  $1,979,215
1999 $627,075  $627,075
2000 $622,830 $622,830
2001 $782,170 $782,170
2002 $400,000 $709,500 $1,109,500
TOTALS $2,600,000 $1,500,000 $1,310,000 $140,000 $6,634,380 $12,184,380



