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BWSR’s mission

Improve and protect
Minnesota’s water and soil
, resources by working in
" partnership with local
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BWSR Structure

Board of Water and Soil Resources
Appointed Member Location Map (July 2020)

Governor Appointed
@ 1, Harvey Kruger, WD, 2022
© 2 Layne Hager Dse, oW, 2024 20 member board
“““““ @ 3, Tom Schulz, SW, 2021
® 4 Kathryn Kelly, SW, 2022
® 5, Rich Sve, CC, 2022 Local gOVtS
@ 6 Gerald Van Amburg, CIT, 2019
ccccc @® 7. Neil Peterson, CC, 2019
@ 8, Paige Winebarger, CIT, 2021 CItIZE ns
- @ 9, Tom Loveall, CC, 2021
Affiliation @ 10, Ted Winter, CIT, 2024
CIT - Citizen , Ted Winter, €T,
CC - County Commissioner @® 11, Joseph Collins, WD, 2020 H
— . , WD,
»»»»» + SW - Soil & Water Conservation State A enciles
Distrct Supervisor @® 12, Jill Crafton, WD, 2019 g
WD - Watershed District @ 13, Nathan Redalen, TWP, 2020
MC - Metro City
-------- NWC - Non-Metro City @® 14, Andrea Date, MC, 2023
TWP - Township @ 15, Todd Holman, NMC, 2023
] seven County Metro Area

Members must be distributed Agency Seats
across the state with at least 16, Thom Peterson, MDA
four members but not more than 17, Chris Elvrum, MDH
en 18, Sarah Strommen, DNR
‘county metro region. 19, Joel Larson, UME
20, Katrina Kessler, MPCA

Cotommcod
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Statutory Authority

12A - Natural Disaster, State Assistance

103A — Water Policy and Information

103B — Water Planning and Project Implementation
103C — Soil and Water Conservation Districts

103D — Watershed Districts

103E — Drainage

103F — Protection of Water Resources

103G — Waters of the State

103H — Groundwater Protection

114D — Clean Water Legacy Act

Budget Sources

Environment
and Natural
Resources

Bonding Fund Trust Fund

General

Outdoor

Heritage
Fund Clean Water Fund

Minnesota Board of Water and Soil Resources


https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/12A
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103A
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103B
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103C
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103D
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103E
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103F
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103G
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103H
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/114D

Accomplish Our Mission:

Address State and Local
Resource Concerns

St. Cloud State Q Lot
8 Acres of Impervious
Surfaces

Beaver Island Traill ——>

S Misissippi River

Accomplish Our Mission:
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Accomplish Our Mission:

Provide for

targeted planning,
delivery
implementation,
and assessment

Accomplish Our Mission:

State
laws and rules

Minnesota Board of Water and Soil Resources



Key Programs

Regulatory

Wetland Conservation Act

Drainage

Buffers

Minn. Stat. 103

Wetland Conservation Act

* No Net Loss of wetlands

* Coordinated implementation
BWSR
* Local governments
DNR
* Federal agencies
* 404 Assumption Study

* Local Roads Wetland
Replacement Program

Minnesota Board of Water and Soil Resources



Local Roads Wetland Replacement Program

Local Roads Wetland Replacement Program

Bank Service

Available Credits

Area (12-10-20)
1 8.7
2 0
3 25.2
4 0
5 0
6 0
7 0.7
8 0.7
9 9.6

10 0.3

Minnesota Board of Water and Soil Resources




Drainage

* Public Drainage
Manual

* Facilitate Drainage
policy
— Work group
— Mgt Team

Minn. Stat. 103

Buffers

Minn. Stat. 103

Minnesota Board of Water and Soil Resources



Buffers

JANUARY 2018 JANUARY 2020

Compliance

[:I <40% [i]40%49% |ﬂ 50%-59% [_| 60%-69% [i] 70%-79% ] s0%-s0% i s0%-04% Bl oo-100%

Conservation Delivery

Deliver land and water
conservation
programs and projects
through local
governments

Minnesota Board of Water and Soil Resources



Minnesota’s approach to conservation delivery

W Grants to Local
Governments 83%

Agency Programs and
Operations 17%

The Conservation Continuum

Landowner choices:

No outside Technical Contracts Short-term Perpetual land
support Assistance land retirement retirement

ﬁ

Minnesota Board of Water and Soil Resources



Voluntary Resource Protection

MN CREP

Minn. Stat. 103

CREP Scope

* Voluntary approach
R + env sensitive land
+ permanent

* Targeted:

buffers,
wetlands,
wellhead protection for drinking water

Minnesota Board of Water and Soil Resources
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CREP Status

31,100 acres
enrolled to date

e 575 landowners

CREP Status

State funding for MN CREP (,000s) Appropriated in past Remaining need
sessions

Env. and Natural Resources Trust Fund (LCCMR) $19,500 -

Clean Water Fund *$62,043 $1,207

Outdoor Heritage Fund $55,790 -

Capital Investment *%*$21,000 $15,500
Total $158,333

* Includes $1.207 million returned CWF in 2020
** |ncludes up to $1 million for working lands easements

State contribution of $175 million makes $350 million in federal matching funds available to direct
payments to landowners.

Minnesota Board of Water and Soil Resources
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The Minnesota CREP

“It’s a good opportunity to get a
fair payment on ground that
would be idle and to do your part

for resource protection.”
2017 Applicant

MN CREP

CWF Competitive Grants

$100,000,000

$90,000,000

M Funds awarded
$80,000,000

B Funds requested
$70,000,000

307
380, 197
$60,000,000
$50,000,000 = -
320
$40,000,000
173

$30,000,000 159 93 126 104
$20,000,000 102 94 85

113 144 das 87 30 49 52
$10,000,000 i I I I I I I I

e

2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 26

Minnesota Board of Water and Soil Resources
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One Watershed, One Plan
Participating Watersheds

Watershed Governance

@;One Watershed
g One Plan

LEECH LAKE RIVER WATERSHED
e — COMPREHENSIVE WATERSHED MANAGEMENT PLAN

(3 1W1P Planning Boundaries *
ake [\~ \
ver [ (7% Major Watersheds A
(O Approved Plan 2 J
@B sertvear-2017
CQ st Year-2018
ower
x| G strtvear-2010

Woods, water, wildlife, and people:
A healthy watershed and a vibrant economy

| edar River
Lower Minnesota “\ Shell Rock Rive BWSR

iver
River West & Winnebago Watershed
“Not legal boundaries; intended for planning purposes through One Watershed, One Plan only. December 2020

Clean Water Fund Projects Conservation Implementation

P
3 2358 41 Projects

p) . P
. 'béz: -, | .roje.cls

2,364 Clean Water Fund grants

15,218 conservation practices

Minnesota Board of Water and Soil Resources



Clean Water Fund Projects Implementation Outcomes

41 Projects

3 2,390
“wm  Projects
e Peal .

Outcomes calculated by project

177,000 tons of sediment annually

189,000 pounds of phosphorus annually

Woodchip-enhanced wetland in Dakota County

Minnesota Board of Water and Soil Resources
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CWEF curbs erosion in Roseau County

Instead of just putting tax money into
cleaning, we can work with (landowners)
and do programs like side-inlets, buffers,
to keep that topsoil on the landscape vs. in
the water.

— Tracy Halstensgard, ,,

Roseau River Watershed District administrator

— Implementation Outcomes

59,204 tons/yr.

0
31 Locations
335 Ibs/yr

146 tons/yr

. .
3,456 Locations
27,589 Ibs/yr
30,150 tons/yr
-y

) Outcomes calculated as contributions to
110 Locations

1,157 Ibs/yr progress towards a watershed goal
2,042 tons/yr

523 scatons Progress towards Goal
2,734 tons/yr
Legend

Estimated Phosphorus Reduction
Estimated Sediment Reduction

272 Locations 1,320 Locations
11,882 lbs/yr 28,395 |bs/yr
13.080 tons/vr 24,474 tons/vr

Minnesota Board of Water and Soil Resources
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Lake McCarron Protection: Upper Villa Park Volume
Reduction and Stormwater Reuse

Projected Pollution 100%
Reduction: 20%

Phosphorus (45 lbs/yr) 0%

40%
20%

40
30

10%
10

0%

Progress
towards goal

Clearing up Serpent Lake

Serpent Lake hasn’t been this clear
= since 1991.

| /////////// /",‘ K & With two of three phosphorus-

reducing projects complete and
runoff-regulating ordinances
adopted, the lake is poised for a
rebound.

Q&

Minnesota Board of Water and Soil Resources
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Grand Marais Outlet Project and Cut Channel Stabilization

“The amendment was the catalyst we
needed to move forward. This is our legacy.”

100%
80%

60%

637 tons of 40%
sediment annually  20%
kept from entering 109
the Red River. 0%

Progress
towards goal

Safeguarding St. James’ drinking water

66

| just thought it was the right thing to do

for the land, being it was marginal land,

to put it in a program like this so it helps
protect our water. q q

(14

It’s in the prairie grass. You don’t have to
spray. No fertilizer. No nitrates in the water
will seep through. The land is just back to

nature. , ,

— Rich Enger, Watonwan SWCD Board chairman

Minnesota Board of Water and Soil Resources



Moody Lake Wetland Rehabilitation

Progress
towards goal

37
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Targeting conservation: Sand Creek

Results to date:

& Streambank stabilization: 300 feet

& Shoreline protection: 405 feet

& Buffered waterways: 3,840 feet

& Cover crops: 595 acres

& Native grass plantings: 53 acres 100%

& Grade-control structures: 16 80%

& Restored wetlands: 4.3 acres 60%
40%
20%
10%
0%

Watershed-Based Implementation Funding Trajectory

Clean Water Fund transition to

Watershed-Based Implementation Funding
2018-2031

B Watershed-Based Implementation Funding Bl Competitive Funding

Minnesota Board of Water and Soil Resources
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Watershed-based funding: Yellow Medicine

Watershed-based funding: Yellow Medicine

Yellow Medicine Planning Partnership Goals

Phosphorus | Phosphorus |Water Storage
Reduction (%) |Reduction (Ibs) | (acre ft/year)

Watershed-

based Grant ~1% 800 100
Goals

10-Year Plan
Goals

Progress toward 10-year plan
phosphorus goal

——8,3381bs

—— 800 Ibs

Minnesota Board of Water and Soil Resources
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Individual Project Outcomes

+

Progress toward goal - Scale

Progress towards 10-year plan

66

This is how you have to think, as a watershed, not as ‘I’'m part
of this county,’ or ‘I'm part of this district.” The watershed

isn’t just isolated to our county. As projects are being done
upstream, it’s ultimately going to help us downstream.

— Ron Antony, Yellow Medicine County Commissioner , ,

Local Water Management

Minnesota Board of Water and Soil Resources
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On-the-ground conservation

Lawns to Legumes

CET RS

i}ou Yalf:i

CANBEE
the CHANGE

#awns2 Legumes

e 7,500 applications in Phase |
¢ Funding available to support 1
in 10 applications

ENYIRONMENT
TRUST FUND
46

Minnesota Board of Water and Soil Resources
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Disaster Recovery

Minnesota Board of Water and Soil Resources

Climate Adaptation and Mitigation
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