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PREFACE 

Minnesota's Statewide Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation Planning (SCORP) process is a 
continuous three-part planning process, which is conducted in accordance with provisions of the 
Federal Land & Water Conservation Fund (L&WCF) Act of 1965 (P.L. 88-578). This process is 
characterized by the preparation of an 1) Assessment & Policy Plan, 2) Action Pm&JJll11, and 3) 
()_pen Prqject Selection Process documents. 

First, the Assessment & Policy Plan assesses the supply of and demand for outdoor recreation 
opportunities throughout Minnesota, as well as the key social, economic and environmental 
variables which affect outdoor recreation. This assessment leads to the identification of issues 
and the development of recommended actions needed to move recreation interests forward in 
Minnesota over a five-year period. It is intended to serve as a guide for both public and private 
sector outdoor recreation providers in meeting future recreation needs. 

Next, the Action Pro&r3m identifies specific land acquisition and facility development needs and 
L&WCF funding priorities on a biennial basis. It helps guide the investment of federal L&WCF 
dollars to those state and local acquisition and development projects that address outdoor 
recreation issues and priorities identified in the Assessment & Policy Plan. Funding priorities 
established in the Action Program, however, do not necessarily reflect the entirety.of 
Minnesota's outdoor recreation funding needs - only those eligible for Land & Water 
Conservation Fund support. 

Finally, the Qpen Project Selection Process serves as a formal and objective method of selecting 
and evaluating specific outdoor recreation projects proposed for L&WCF funding. The OPSP 
includes a priority ranking system which awards points to grant applications based on how well 
they address priorities established in the Action Prowwi L&WCF grants are available only to 
state and local units of government, and competition for funds is typically very intense. 

All three planning documents are jointly produced by the Minnesota Departments of Natural 
Resources and Trade & Economic Development. Copies of each are available through the 
Minnesota Department of Natural Resources in c/o Office of Planning, Box 10, 500 Lafayette 
Road, St. Paul, MN 55155-4010. 

-2-



Summary of State and Local Government Priorities For Outdoor Recreation 
Projects Funded By the Land & Water Conservation Fund For FFY 1991-
1992 

Introduction 

The provision of outdoor recreation is a substantial and challenging task facing all sectors of our 
society. Outdoor recreation involves a complex set of problems, issues and opportunities related 
to many aspects of public policy. Among the many difficult issues facing Minnesota recreation 
providers are the following, which were identified during Minnesota's 1990 Statewide 
Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation Planning (SCORP) process: 

Natural Resource Protection and Management 
Land Acquisition 
Recreation Facility Development, Redevelopment and Rehabilitation 
Recreation Programming and Visitor Services, and 
Maintenance and Operations of Existing Outdoor Recreation Facilities. 

Key objectives designed to address each SCORP issue area are listed below according to their 
priority for statewide and local government action. 

These issues and objectives provide the focus for SCORP Action Planning and serve as the basis 
for allocating Minnesota's Land and Water Conservation Fund (L&WCF) apportionment for 
FFY 1991-'92 to eligible outdoor recreation projects. Biennial recreation priorities will be 
reviewed and revised for use during the subsequent FFY 1993-1994 L&WCF funding cycle. 
Formal amendments will be filed, as necessary, to reflect any interim shifts in priority or 
emphasis. 

Differences in state and local government recreation priorities stem from the different roles and 
responsibilities that each assumes in providing public outdoor recreation. The State of 
Minnesota provides a broad range of recreation programs, facilities and services in response to 
demands from a diverse national clientele. State agencies must also assume basic responsibility 
for protecting and managing Minnesota's environment and natural resources, and for regulating 
and enforcing aspects of resource use and development in the public interest. 

In contrast, local and municipal governments provide a variety of recreation facilities uniquely 
tailored to local needs and community priorities. State agencies are often called upon to provide 
financial support and technical assistance in the planning, design and development of recreation 
programs and facilities that best meet local recreation needs. Close state and local government 
cooperation helps ensure that local recreation developments complement the state's overall 
outdoor recreation system. 
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Issue: Natural Resource Protection and Management 

Background 

Each year more and more Minnesotans are fishing, hunting, camping, hiking, viewing nature or 
just enjoying the outdoors. Meanwhile, the state's lakes and streams, forests, and fish and 
wildlife habitats are being threatened in many areas by rapidly growing land use pressures. 
Urban, suburban and rural development is taking its toll, as is the drainage of wetlands, the 
clearing of wooded areas, lakeshore and streambank erosion, and the overuse of sensitive natural 
areas. This dilemma is causing growing concern among those who recognize the vital links 
between man and nature. 

Growing, changing recreational demands often focus on Minnesota's most sensitive natural 
resources, such as the state's prime lakes, wetlands, shorelands, vanishing urban open space, and 
on increasingly crowded waterways. User conflicts have intensified, and new and emerging 
demands, in many cases, conflict with established uses of public lands. 

Objective 

Acquire and protect wetlands, shorelands and floodplains 
of special ecological or recreational significance. 

Develop additional recreation opportunities along 
Minnesota roadways, parkways and trails, and in areas of 
scenic or historic interest. 

Protect, restore and manage Minnesota's remaining native 
prairie landscape. 

Provide environmental learning and nature study 
opportunities. 

Issue: Public Land Acquisition 

Background 

State 
A&encies 

High 

Medium 

Medium 

Medium 

Local 
Governments 

High 

Medium 

Medium 

Medium 

The changing face of outdoor recreation mirrors the growing social, economic and cultural 
diversity of Minnesotans. It calls for renewed emphasis on public land acquisition and the 
development of new and different outdoor recreation facilities. The 1990's may well prove to be 
the last opportunity to preserve many of the state's truly outstanding recreational resources, 
particularly those in close proximity to fast-growing urban and rural population centers where 
facilities are in short supply and land values are rapidly escalating. 

Since the Program began in 1965, competition for Federal Land & Water Conservation Fund 
(LWCF) dollars has become increasingly intense. Over the period 1985-1989, less than $4 

- 4 -



million in LWCF funding was available to fund over $67 million in grant requests - an average 
of less than $.06 for each dollar requested. Despite steadily decreasing annual apportionments, 
however, federal L WCF cost-share funds continue to provide the major source of acquisition and 
development funding for many local park and recreation programs. 

Reduced funding, and funding instability, limits opportunities to protect and enhance 
Minnesota's outdoor recreation estate. Continued federal funding is needed to challenge and 
leverage state, local and private investm~nt in Minnesota's outdoor recreation system. 

Objective 

Acquire land and scenic easements along recreational 
rivers, trails, lakes and streams. 

Acquire open space, especially in urban or rural areas 
experiencing rapid population growth and development. 

Acquire lands for public hunting, fishing, nature study and 
wildlife observation. 

Acquire land containing critical habitat, rare biotic 
communities, and endangered species habitat. 

Acquire abandoned railroad rights-of-way to create or 
expand trail recreation opportunities, and to link existing 
trail segments. 

Acquire private inholdings within public recreation areas. 

Acquire lands providing linkages to existing trails and 
parks. 

Acquire lands in areas of recreational land shortages. 

State 
A&eucies 

Medium 

High 

Medium 

High 

High 

Medium 

Low 

Low 

Local 
Governments 

High 

High 

Low 

Low 

Low 

Low 

High 

High 

Issue: Recreation Facility Development, Redevelopment and Rehabilitation 

Background 

Use of Minnesota's outdoor recreation resources has grown substantially in recent years - by as 
much as 30% at some facilities. Along with increased numbers of visits, Minnesotans are 
seeking more diverse settings in which to pursue both traditional and non-traditional recreational 
activities. Increasingly, recreation providers must accommodate activities such as recreational 
vehicle camping, off-road vehicle use, skate-skiing, mountain biking, use of personal watercraft, 
and long-distance hiking, biking, snowmobiling and cross-country skiing. 
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Trends creating demands for innovative recreation programs and facilities include greater public 
interest in health and fitness, improved recreation technology, the rise in dual-income 
households, and a rapidly growing number of special interest groups who seek a wider range of 
recreation services and facilities. On the other hand, there are also more single-parent families 
and others with special needs who often lack the time, money, mobility or the outdoor 
experience to make use of traditional recreation facilities. 

Other trends shaping Minnesota's outdoor recreation market include the rapid aging of the state's 
population, and a gradual move towards greater urbanization in many areas. Recreation 
researchers expect twenty-first century Minnesotans to recreate more often, but for shorter 
periods and closer to home. They will seek less strenuous forms of recreation, in close proximity 
to other leisure time opportunities and amenities. Minnesota's 1989 Recreation Facility 
Adequacy Poll summarizes public opinion regarding the relative importance of and· the need for 
different types of outdoor recreation facilities. 

Objective 

Address recreation facility shortages in identified areas. 

Develop year round, multi-purpose facilities that are both 
durable and flexible in their use. 

Ensure access to outdoor recreation facilities by removing 
physical barriers and providing appropriate visitor 
information. 

Address the needs of urban residents for nearby recreation 
facilities. 

State 
Aiencies 

High 

Medium 

High 

Medium 

Issue: Outdoor Recreation Programming and Visitor Services 

Background 

Local 
Governments 

Low 

Medium 

High 

High 

In our increasingly urban society, many Minnesotans are becoming further and further removed 
from their natural, ecological surroundings. Consequently, many lack even a basic 
understanding of environmental concepts, outdoor and life skills, or the ethical behavior and 
values associated with natural resource conservation. 

Education is increasingly recognized as the key to protecting and preserving Minnesota's envi
ronment"and natural resources over the long term. Incorporating environmental education 
concepts into elementary and secondary school curriculum materials, emphasizing the inter-rela
tionships between contemporary environmental issues, helps students to better understand how 
their actions affect environmental quality. Awareness of critical resource issues can lead to 
strong, active, visible and vocal support for resource conservation programs. 
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Interpretive programs provide first-hand experience with natural and cultural resources, leading 
to a deeper awareness and concern for the stewardship of those resources. Interpretive learning 
provides a valuable framework for understanding the facts and concepts taught in our schools. 
However, because the results of interpretive programs are often difficult to measure, funding 
support for these programs has been inconsistent. Unlike statutorily authorized responsibilities, 
there is no comprehensive state or federal mandate requiring public recreation providers to offer 
interpretive services. 

Building public awareness of resource issues is critical to the protection of Minnesota's natural 
and cultural heritage. The ability to manage controversial issues and to secure public coop
eration hinges upon providing Minnesotans of all ages with timely, factual and balanced views 
on current issues. 

Objective 

Develop interpretive opportunities at public outdoor 
recreation sites. 

State 
A~encies 

High 

Local 
Governments 

Medium 

Issue: Maintenance and Operations of Existing Outdoor Recreation Facilities 

Background 

Minnesotans have made substantial investments· over the past 25 years in developing one of the 
finest outdoor recreation systems in the nation. Unfortunately, many state and local outdoor 
recreation facilities are rapidly deteriorating due to their age, increased use and vandalism. In 
recent years, funding for facility repair and preventative maintenance has been insufficient to 
reverse this disturbing trend. 

Maintenance and operations funding for units of the state's outdoor recreation system has re
mained relatively constant during the 1980's, despite the eroding effects of inflation, salary 
increases, cuts in base-level funding, increased operating expenses, and costs resulting from 
growing visitor use and new facility construction. As a result, visitor safety and satisfaction are 
jeopardized, and public services have been reduced. 

Long-neglected maintenance and operations needs have reached a critical point. A 1989 series 
of status reports on Minnesota's State Parks, for example, identified more than $55 million in 
capital budget needs for land acquisition and resource management projects, as well as for major 
repair, rehabilitation and replacement of existing State Park facilities. 

An ongoing program off acility rehabilitation and repair is essential to protect past investments 
in outdoor recreation facilities, and to minimize new facility development costs to taxpayers. 
Dollars spent for routine maintenance and rehabilitation can save major redevelopment costs 
later on, and can ensure full and extended use of existing facilities. The development of 
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minimum facility maintenance and service standards among public recreation providers would 
assist in early identification of unmet management needs. 

Oqjective 

Minimize facility maintenance costs by designing and con
structing low-maintenance facilities. 

Focus maintenance and replacement efforts on those 
facilities which do not meet current standards. 
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State 
Aieocies 

Medium 

High 

Local 
Governments 

High 

Low 
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PREFACE 

Minnesota's Statewide Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation Planning (SCORP) 
process is a continuous three-part plannin~cess, which is conducted in 
accordance with frovisions of the Federal d & Water Conservation Fund 
(L&WCF) Act o 1965 (P.L 88-578). This process is characterized by the 
preearation of an 1) Assessment & Policy Plan, 2) Action Pro~am, and 3) ~ 
Prcuect Selection Process documents. 

First, the Assessment & Policy Plan assess the supply of and demand for outdoor 
recreation opportunities throughout Minnesota, as well as the key social, economic 
and environmental variables that affect outdoor recreation. This assessment leads 
to the identification of issues and the development of recommended actions needed 
to move recreation interests forward in Minnesota over a five-year period. It is 
intended to serve as a guide for both public and private sector recreation providers 
in meeting future recreation needs. 

Next, the Action Proifam identifies specific land acquisition and facility . 
development needs and Lt WCF funding priorities on a biennial basis. It helps 
guide the investment of federal L& WCF dollars to those state and local projects 
that address outdoor recreation issues and priorities identified in the Assessment & 
Policy Plan. Funding priorities established in the. Action Program, however, do not 
necessarily reflect the entirety of Minnesota's outdoor recreation funding needs -
only those eligible for Land & Water Conservation Fund support. 

Finally, the Open Project Selection Process serves as a formal and objective method 
of selecting and evaluating specific outdoor recreation projects proeosed for 
L& WCF fundin~. The OPSP includes a priority rankin~ system which awards points 
to grant applications based on how well they address pnorities established in the 
Action Pro&ram. L& WCF grants are available only to state and local units of 
government, and competition is typically very intense. 

All three planning documents are jointly produced by the Minnesota Departments 
of Natural Resources and Trade & Economic Development. Copies of each are 
available by contacting the Minnesota Department of Natural Resources in c/o 
Office of Planning, Box 10, 500 Lafayette Road, St. Paul, MN 55155-4010. 
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INTRODUCTION 

The Open Project Selection Process (OPSP) is a set of procedures designed to 
provide equal opportunity for all eligible project sponsors, and to ensure that all 
Minnesotans participate m the benefits of the Federal Land and Water 
Conservation Fund (L& WCF) Grant Program. The purpose of this document is to 
explain how L& WCF Grant Funds are made available to Minnesota, how project 
grants are awarded to state agencies and local units of government, and how the 
state will ensure that the requirements of the L& WCF Grant Program will be met. 

The OPSP has four components: a recurring funding cycle, a public notification 
process, a program for assisting potential sponsors in formulating ~ant proposals, 
and a priority ranking ~tern used to select those projects which will receive grant 
awards. Minnesota divides its annual apportionment from the L& WCF evenly 
between local and statewide sponsors. 

Two state agencies in Minnesota are responsible for administering the L& WCF 
Grants Program: the Department of Natural Resources (DNR) and the Department 
of Trade & Economic Development (DTED). DNR administers statewide projects 
sponsored by state agencies and DTED administers local projects S£Onsored by 
local units of government. Because state and local projects often differ in terms of 
their scope and in the type of facilities they provide, the two administering agencies 
(DNR and DTED) use- different versions of the OPSP components to better serve 
the needs of their clients. Both versions are explained in this document. 

RECURRING FUNDING CYCLE 

Both state and local project proposals are received, evaluated and selected on an 
annual cycle. Sometime after October 1st of each year, the annual apportionment 
from the L&WCF is made available to Minnesota. Because ap:eomonments are 
made by Congressional appropriation, the amount of the apportionment and its 
effective date vary from year to year. 

Each year, the DNR requests project proposals from state sponsors by January 15th, 
or upon notification of federal appropriation of its annual L& WCF apportionment, 
whichever is later. The evaluation and selection process is usually completed within 
four weeks. Projects selected for funding are then submitted to the National Park 
Service for additional review and final approval. Once the project is approved and 
funded, acquisition or development activities can begin - usually by late Spring. 
Projects must be completed within five years from the date of approval. 

The annual cycle for local projects be$ffi8 in September of each year when DTED 
begins sending applications to townships, cities, and counties for project eroposals to 
be considered for funding the following year. DTED notifies all local uruts annually 
as to the availability of L& WCF grant applications. Completed applications are due 
September 1st. The evaluation, ranking and selection of focal government projects 
is usually completed within 90 days. Those local projects selected to receive 
L& WCF assistance are then submitted for federal review and approval. Local 
sponsors can usually begin acquisition or development activities during the following 
spring or summer. 
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PUBLIC NOTIFICATION 

The DNR informs eligible project sponsors of l.& WCF funding availability by 
sending notification letters. DTED, on the other hand, uses an extensive 
notification process to reach the many potential local sponsors. A notice of the 
availability of l.& WCF applications is mailed directly to every Minnesota city, 
county and township each year. In addition, official notice is published in the State 
Register, the official publication of the State of Minnesota. Application booklets 
are also provided upon request. 

DTED staff are charged with makin~ the initial determination as to the basic 
e~_pJ>ility of proposed projects. If eligible, applicants are invited to meet with 
D D staff to discuss project details, and to complete additional application forms. 
Program manuals are also distributed to applicants which provide additional 
information on the following: 

■ a description of the l.& WCF Program and its eligibility requirements, 

■ a detailed description of the application process, the project review 
and ranking process, · 

■ the name, address and phone number of persons to contact for 
assistance in completing the l.& WCF grant application, 

■ a description of the annual funding cycle, including key deadlines, and 

■ a set of detailed application instructions, including examples of 
required attachments and other documentation. 

PROGRAM ASSISTANCE 

The Department of Natural Resources employs a full-time grant coordinator who is 
available to assist statewide sponsors in preparinr! their proposals and with other 
matters necessary for their _participation in the WCFprogram. Potential 
sponsors rely on this coordinator to explain the Open Project Selection Process, 
interpret grant program requirements, and act as a day-to-day liaison with 
representatives of the National Park Service. 

After initial project evaluation and selection, DTED staff conduct a grant 
application workshop to inform local project sponsors of steps necessary to obtain 
needed permits, to conduct any required archeological surveys, to arrange for 
appraisals, or to complete any other prerequisites to final grant approval. Direct 
one-on-one assistance is available throughout the funding cycle to help sponsors 
prepare and submit their proposals. 

PRIORI1Y RANKING SYSTEM 

Statewide projects submitted to DNR are ranked using the Statewide Project 
Priority Ranking System (Exhibit A). I..& WCF funds from the 1991 apportionment, 
for example, will be obligated to projects in rank order until funds are exhausted. 
No project will receive funding unless all hi~er ranked projects have been funded.· 
Ongoing statewide projects which have rec_e1ved I.& WCF funds in previous years 
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must also compete in the ranking process if additional funding is requested to 
complete a project or to cover unexpected cost overruns. 

Local projects submitted to DTED are ranked using the Local Project Priority 
Ranking System (Exhibit B). This system differs som.ewhat from the Statewide 
Ranking System (Exhibit A) in that different Action Program priorio/ levels are 
reflected in the ranking criteria, and a specific list of recreation facilities considered 
most relevant to local government needs (See Part ID(c) of the ranking sheet) is 
given special consideration. ~~t one of the facilities listed is required to receive 
ranking points. This allows s er communities, or communities proposing smaller 
scale projects, an equal opportunity to compete for funding. 

Finally, I.& WCF funds are obligated to projects in rank order until funds are 
exhausted. State grant funds are obligated m rank order to the remaining projects. 
No cost overrun amendment will be approved. Consequently, development costs 
which exceed the total programmed project cost will be the sole responsibility of the 
local gove~ent sponsor. 

PUBLIC REVIEW 

This Open Project Selection Process has been reviewed by the National Park 
Service and by DNR's Outdoor Recreation Planning Advisory Committee 
( ORP AC). The ORP AC advisory group is composed of representatives of federal, 
state, county, city, and local units of government, private sector recreation interests, 
and representatives of various special needs groups ( e.g., racial and ethnic 
minonties, disabled individuals, low income persons). In addition, the public at
large was invited to review and comment on the OPSP during a 45-day review 
period which was announced in a statewide press release issued by the DNR on 
June 1, 1990. 
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EXHIBIT A 

PRIORITY RANKING SYSTEM: STATEWIDE PROJECTS 

1991 & 1992 FUNDING CYCLES 



APPLICATION FORM - Statewide Project§ 

Application # _ Project Title ___________ _ 

Sponsor___________ Project location (county) _____ _ 

Total cost$ ----

Project description: · 

Acres to be acquired 

Federal share $ Sponsor share$ ____ _ 

--

----

Acquire protected wetlands? (Y /N) 

Acquire threatened Inholding? (Y /N) 

Narrative description of opportunities provided 



SCORING SHEET - Statewide Projects 
Application#__ Project Title ____________ _ 

Proiect Eligibllfty 

Does this project meet the ellgibUlty and evaluation criteria outlined In Chapters 640 and 660 
of the LWCF Grants Manual? Y / N (If no, reject appllcatlon) 

Proiect Scoring: (circle points to be awarded) ........................................................................ Rank f!.§ 

Acquire and protect wetlands, shorelands and floodplains of special ecological 
or recreational significance ...........................................................................••........................... HI 1 o 

Develop additional recreation opportunities along Minnesota roadways, parkways 
and trails, and In areas of scenic or historic Interest ................................................................. Med 5 

Protect, restore and manage Minnesota's remaining native prairie landscape. .. ................... Med 5 

Provide environmental learning and nature study opportunities .............................................. Med 5 

Acquire land and scenic easements along recreational rivers, trans, lakes and streams ....... Med 5 

Acquire open space, especially In urban or rural areas experiencing 
rapid population growth al'ld development ............................................................................... HI 1 o 

Acquire lands for public hunting, fishing, nature study and wildlife observation. . .................. Med 5 

Acquire land containing critical habitat, rare biotic communities, 
and endangered species habitat. ............................................................................................... HI 1 o 

Acquire abandoned railroad rights-of-way to create or expand traU recreation 
opportunities, and to link existing traU segments. .. .................................................................. HI 1 o 

Acquire private Inholdings within public recreation areas ........................................................ Med 5 

Develop year round, multi-purpose facUltles that are both durable and flexible In their use. . Med · 5 

Ensure access to outdoor recreation facUltles by removing physical barriers 
and providing appropriate visitor lnfonnatlon ........................................................................... HI 1 O 

Address the needs rA urban residents for nearby recreation facilities ..................................... Med 5 

Develop Interpretive opportunities at public outdoor recreation sites. .................................... HI 1 o 

Minimize facility maintenance costs by designing and 
constructing low malntena11Ce facUltles. . .................................................................................. Med 5 

Focus maintenance and replacement efforts on those facilities that 
do not meet current standards. . ................................................................................................ HI 1 O 

Address recreation facility shortages. (Award points from attached sheet) .......................... .. 

Total Points ............................................................................................................................... . 



FACILITY RANKING 
(Statewide Projects) 

Circle points for each facility provided by this project. 

X NEED POINTS 
FACILITY 140RE* AWARDED 

Paved shoulders for bikes 61.6 12 
Wildlife & nature observation 50.5 10 
Walking paths 49. 1 10 
Bicycle paths & trails 48.6 10 
Swinming beaches 43.3 8 
Flower gardens . 40.2 8 
Hiking trails 37.8 8 
Nature & history Interpretation 37.1 8 
Lake accesses 36.5 8 
XC ski trails 35.8 8 
Natural park areas 35.7 8 
Swinming pools 35.5 8 
Shore fishing areas 34.7 6 
River & strea11 access 32.5 6 
C~rOU'lds 32.4 6 
Skating & hockey rinks 29.4 6 
Picnic grOU'lds 26.1 6 
Horseback trails 23.8 4 
Waterfowl hunting areas 22.2 4 
Downhill ski areas 21.0 4 
Snownobile trails 20.8 4 
Athletic fields 20.7 4 
Basketball courts 17.7 4 
Upland game hunting areas 17.7 4 
Big game hunting areas 17.4 4 
Tennis courts 17.1 4 
PlaygrOU'lds 16.5 4 
Shooting ranges 15.4 4 
Golf courses 14.6 2 
ATV trails & areas 14.6 2 
Selbe diving areas 12.7 2 
4\10 trails & areas 10.2 2 
Field dog training areas 8.8 2 

Total points (insert on Scoring Sheet) 

; or sensiuve nau.i:rct• 
:c:1ze me V1ta.1 links 

Derived from: Outdoor Recreation Facility Adequacy Survey, MN Dept. of Natural Resources, Office of Planning, 
April, 1989. A telephone poll of 2,400 Minnesota households to gauge the public's perception of the 
adequacy of outdoor recreation facllitlea available to their households. 

• Percent of Minnesota households that requested more of facility. 



EXHIBITB · 

PRIORITY RANKING SYSTEM: LOCAL PROJECTS 

1991 & 1992 FUNDING CYCLES 



FOR CFFICE USE ONLY 

PROJECT R A·N KING SHEET 

FEDERAL LAND & WATER CONSERVATION (LAWCON)/STATE OUTDOOR RECREATION ACQUISITION AND DEVELOPMENT GRANTS 
Fiscal Year 1991 

4.o~ I Local Un1t ____________________ county _________ _ 

.5ject Nam• ______________________________ Total Cost ______ _ 

Regton I ---· Proposed Acqu1s1tion _____ Acres 
Fac111t1es to be Developld ________________________________ _ 

Previous Grant Awards to Applicant: Date Grant Awarded Funding Source 

1. --------

2. --------

3. --------

•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••aaa:ac■a 

Inspection Date: ___________________ Project Officer ___________ _ 

APPLICATION PREREQUISITES 

In order to be cons.idered for funding, a •Yes• answer must apply to each of the following questions: 

YES NO NIA 
Satisfactory progress has been aade on active grants. 

Previous outdoor recreation grant awards to the local sponsor have bttn satisfactorily closed and/or 
properly aanaged. 

Ex1st1ng park faci11t1u ac:111n1stered by the local sponsor appear to be adequately maintained. 

Th• local sponsor presently owns or plans to acquire the land proposed for development. 

If acquis1t1on, the applicant has d810nstratld a coaitaent to developing proposed recreation facfl1t1es 
wtthin thrt1 years. . 

The applicant has daonstrated a coattment to operating and matntaining the proposed outdoor recreation 
site and facilities for pub11c use and enJoY111nt into perpetuity. 

The proposed developaent or redevelop111nt w111 COIIIPlY with federal and state handicapped accesstbf11ty 
design standards. ' 

For athletic field projects, the applicant has provided ade(Jlate Just1fication for any proposed athletic 
facitittes that do not IINt regutat1on size standards. 

I. Design Cons1derat1ona (40 po1nt aa1-) I Section I Points __ 

A. 0es1gn sens1ttv1ty Toward Physical L1■1tat1ons and Natural Amenit1es on th• Site 

1. Topography (enter I) 

flat_ uncmlat1ng_ h111y_ steep (ravined)_ 

Is des1gn eQ11Pat1bl• with the ex1st1ng topography? 
Seate O 1 2 3 4 Lfst Probleas _____________ _ 

2. Vegetation (enter I) 

S"'' VII/22·1 

agriculture_ forest_ developed park_ wetland_ other_ 

Is design eoq,atibl• w1th existing vegetation? 
Seale o 1 2 3 4 List Probt•s _____________ _ 



3. Do there appear to be problems w1th dra1nage or eros1on? 
Scale o 1 2 3 4 L1st Problems _____ . __________ _ 

4. Does design make good use of the available space without crowding? 
Scale o 1 2 3 4 L 1st Problems ______________ _ 

s. Are proposed facilities located so as to complement, rather than conflict with each 
other? Scale O 1 2 3 4 List Problems __________ _ 

a. Does the design m1n1 ■ize conflicts with adjacent land uses? Scale O 1 2 3 4 
If no, 11st probl•s ____________________ _ 

c. Are there major environmental intrus1ons on the site that could limit recreation 
development or use and/or dim1ntsh aesthetic values of the area? Yes No 

L1st intrusions -----------------------
If yes, w111 destgn successfully mitigate those intrusions? 

Scale -4 -3 -2 -1 O (~ubtract) 

D. Design Standards and Charactertsttcs: 

1. Are facilities d~~igned c1ll'~t~nt with ge~rallj-a~ted engineering 
and architectural destgn standards? 

Scale O 1 2 3 4 

2. Does the destgn m1n1mize any potential risk to the health and safety of users? 

Scale O 1 2 3 4 

3. Does the design reflect a senstttvity to a proper balance between active recreation 
use and resource protect1on, g1ven the characteristtcs of the site and proposed use? 

Seal~ 0 1 2 3 4 

4. Does the design include proposed facilities that would be durable and requ1re a low 
1 evel of maintenance? · 

Scale O 1 2 3 4 

II. Conn1tment !g_ Project (12 potnt IHXial■) I Section II Potnts __ 

A. Does the sponsor have an active parks and recreatton organ1zat1on? Yes (4 pts) No (0) 

B. Has the sponsor developed projected maintenance and operations costs for the 
proposed facilittes? Yes (4 pts) No (O) 

c. Does the sponsor have a separate, specific source of funds for acqutrtng park 
land or generattng operation and development funds? Yes (4_pts) No (O) 

III. SCORP Acguis1t1on and Devetopaent Pr1or1t1es (72 po1nt maximum) 

A. Would the proposed project be located 1n an area where the population growth 
statewide average? Yes (5 pts) No (O) 
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I Section III Potnts _ 

-



B. Acqu1s1t1on, Development, Redevelopment, and Rehab111tat1on Pr1or1t1es 

1. High Priority Acquis1t1on (f1ve points each) 

__ acqu1sition of wetlands, shorelands and flooq,la1ns 

acquis1tion of open spaces 1n urban or rural areas 
-- experiencing rapid population growth and development 

acquisit1on of lands providing 11nkages to ex1sting 
-- trails and parks · 

__ acqu1sitfon of lands in areas of recreational land 
shortages 

2. Medium Priority Acquisition (two points each) 

acqufsition of native prairfe lands or lands to be 
-- used for prairie restoration 

acquisition of areas for envfronmental learning and 
-- nature study 

acquisition of lands that would provide recreational 
-- opportunities along Minnesota roadways and parkways and 

in areas of scenic or historic interest. 

3. High Priority Development/Redevelopment/Rehabilitation (five 
points each) 

__ compatible D/R/R of a flooq,lain, shoreland and wetland 
area 

D/R/R of outdoor~recreation facilities in areas within 
-- ~ hour drive of urban residents 

r11110val of physical barriers to handicapped persons in 
--. existing outdoor recreation areas and facilities 

4 •. Medium Priority D/R/R (two points each) 

D/R/R of facflities that would allow for year-round use 
- of the park 

D/R/R of facilities that are flexible fn their use 

D/R/R of environmental learnfng facflities 

C. Elfgible Project List 

One or more of the following facilities must be included in the proposed project. 
Check all that apply and award 20 points if one or more of these facilities are 
included in the proposal. 

Natural park areas 
-- Picnic grounds 
-- Lake accesses 
-- Biking trails 
-- Hiking trails 
-- Football/soccer f11lds 
-- Fishfng piers/shore fishing 
-- Tennis courts 
::::: Horseback riding trails 
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Nature study/observation areas 
- Swimmfng beaches 
-- River/streaa accesses 
-- Campgrounds 
-- Basaoall/softball fields 
-- Skatfng/hockey rinks 
-- Cross-country ski trails 
::::: Basketball/hard courts 

TOTAL POINTS __ 



Summary of Rater's Overall Impress1on of the ProrJsed Project and Add1t1ona1 Connents: 
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