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* MR -2 has an output of 2,100 acres of soil health practices, 185 acres of this is intended to meet the 
groundwater goal of recharge conservation practices 
**FDR = Flood Damage Reduction 

3,150 lbs/yr

60,748 lbs/yr

10 practices / plans

220 systems

314 tons/yr

2,640 feet

395 acres

100 wells sealed

10 events

619 ac-ft storage

200 acres

3,960 acres

1,669 lbs/yr

32,164 lbs/yr

4 practices / plans

75 systems

166 tons/yr

1,275 feet

185 acres

50 wells sealed

5 events

393 ac-ft storage

85 acres

2100 acres

Minnesota River Implementation Region: Milestone Chart 

The milestone chart shows where progress towards each goal in Section 4 – Measurable 
Goals will be made, along with the applicable action or actions that will accomplish the goal.  

 

 

Sediment and Erosion 
(MR-3; MR-4) 

Nutrients and Bacteria:  
Septic Systems (MR-7) 

Nutrients and Bacteria:  
Phosphorus (MR-1; MR-2; MR-5) 

Nutrients and Bacteria:  
Nitrogen (MR-1; MR-2; MR-5) 

Sediment and Erosion 
(MR-1; MR-2; MR-5) 

Groundwater / Surface Water  
Interaction (MR-2*) 

Groundwater / Surface Water  
Interaction (MR-8) 

Groundwater / Surface Water  
Interaction (EO-7) 

Water Storage, Altered Hydrology, 
FDR**, (CIPs) 

Stormwater 
(MR-5) 

Soil Health 
(MR-2) 

Nutrients and Bacteria:  
Manure Management (MR-6) 

Targeted Progress 
Watershed-wide 

10-Year Goal 
Goal 

(Action ID on page 5-20) 
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Minnesota River Implementation Region: Focus Areas  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The Minnesota River Implementation Region is partially within a 
surface water DWSMA. There are two highly vulnerable DWSMAs 
within the implementation region, near Saint Peter and Kasota. 
One medium-vulnerability DWSMA is within New Ulm.  

Implementation partners are encouraged to look for opportunities 
that impact resources and areas shown on the map, as targeting 
actions here will make the biggest impact on improving 
resources. 
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Table 5-7. Minnesota River Implementation Region Action Table 

ID Action Focus Area 10-Year Output 

Progress Towards Goals* 

Responsible Entity 
 (bold = lead) 

Timeline 

10-Year Local 
Cost 

Partner / 
Federal Cost 

 N
ut

ri
en

ts
 a

nd
 B

ac
te

ri
a 

 

 S
ed

im
en

t a
nd

 E
ro

si
on

  

 G
ro

un
dw

at
er

 / 
 S

ur
fa

ce
 W

at
er

  

 W
at

er
 S

to
ra

ge
, A

lt
er

ed
 

H
yd

ro
lo

gy
, F

D
R

 *
* 

 S
to

rm
w

at
er

  

 S
oi

l H
ea

lt
h 

 

 In
va

si
ve

 S
pe

ci
es

  

20
26

-2
02

7 

20
28

-2
02

9 

20
30

-2
03

1 

20
32

-2
03

3 

20
34

-2
03

6 

MR-1 

Multi-Benefit Agricultural BMPs 
e.g. grassed waterways, WASCOBs, riparian buffers, filter strips, side 
water inlets, terraces, grade stabilizations, drainage water 
management† 

Nutrients and Bacteria; 
Sediment and Erosion; 

Groundwater; and Water 
Storage Focus Areas 

2,100 acres treated; 
99 tons/yr sediment, 

21,387 lbs/yr nitrogen, and 
1,108 lbs/yr phosphorus 

reduction 

⚫ ⚫ ⚫     SWCD, NRCS, BWSR, MDA      $724,700  

MR -2 
Soil Health and Recharge Conservation Practices 
e.g., cover crops, crop rotation, reduced tillage, winter cover, nutrient 
management, pasture management 

Soil Health Focus Areas 

2,100 acres treated; 
60 tons/yr sediment, 

10,573 lbs/yr nitrogen, and 546 
lbs/yr phosphorus reduction 

⚫ ⚫ ⚫    ⚫

   SWCD, NRCS, BWSR, MDA      $409,600  

MR -3 
Lake Shoreline Stabilization 
Stabilize or enhance shorelines of priority lakes, with a preference for 
natural lakeshore restorations 

Priority Lakes 
555 feet  

(0.11 mile)  ⚫      SWCD, Counties, DNR       $55,500 $111,000 

MR -4 

Ravine or Streambank Stabilization 
Vegetation enhancement and/or engineered management with a 
preference for native vegetation enhancement on streambanks, 
bluffs, ravines, and public ditches to reduce erosion 

Priority Streams; Sediment 
and Erosion- Near Channel 

Focus Areas 

720 feet  
(0.14 mile)  ⚫      

SWCD, Counties, DNR, 
Townships      $144,000  

MR -5 
Urban Stormwater BMPs 
e.g. raingardens, stormwater detention ponds, bioswales, green 
stormwater infrastructure 

Stormwater Focus Areas 

4 projects (equivalent of 85 
acres treated); 

7 tons/yr sediment, 
204 lbs/yr nitrogen, and 13 

lbs/yr phosphorus reduction 

⚫ ⚫   ⚫   
SWCD, Cities, NRCS, BWSR, 

MPCA 
     $95,000  

MR -6 
Manure Management  
Feedlot management practices (e.g., open lot improvements, manure 
pit improvements, manure management plans) 

Nutrients and Bacteria 
Focus Areas 4 practices / plans        

SWCD, Counties, MPCA, 
NRCS, BWSR, MDA      $30,000  

MR -7 
Septic Systems  
Upgrade/replace noncompliant systems 

Nutrients and Bacteria 
Focus Areas  75 systems addressed         

Counties, SWCD, MPCA, 
BWSR      $25,000 $1,000,000 

MR -8 
Seal Unused or Abandoned Wells 
Cost share to well owners 

Watershed-Wide 50 wells   ⚫     
Counties, SWCD, Cities, 

MDH, BWSR      $150,000  

MR -9 

Land Protection 
Provide incentive or cost-share to enroll or re-enroll land in temporary 
or permanent easements such as CRP, etc. for wildlife, pollinator, 
water storage, and DWSMA protection. 

Water Storage Focus 
Areas, DWSMAs 

158 acres cost share / 
incentivized        SWCD, NRCS, BWSR, DNR      $31,600 $395,000 

MR -10 Wetland Restoration 
Provide incentives or cost-share for wetland restoration 

Water Storage Focus Areas 
10 local acres cost share/ 
incentivized; 90 acres by 

partners 
       

Counties, SWCD, DNR, 
NRCS      $100,000 $900,000 

MR -11 AIS Prevention and Management 
County program with state aid 

Invasive Species Focus 
Areas Continue current program‡       ⚫ Counties, SWCD, DNR      Local staff time  

MR -12 TIS Prevention and Management  
EAB, buckthorn, noxious weeds, etc. 

Invasive Species Focus 
Areas Continue current program       ⚫ Counties, SWCD, DNR      Local staff time  

 $1,765,400 $2,406,000 

*Solid circle = direct progress towards goal. Outline = indirect progress towards goal 
**FDR = Flood Damage Reduction 
†Drainage water management could include water storage, two-stage ditches, rock riffles, or other practices that make projects toward plan goals 
‡Contingent upon state program and/or external funding sources 
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Cropland, 
64%Open 

water, 8%

Developed, 
7%

Wetlands, 
7%

Forest, 
6%

Pasture/hay, 
6%

Grassland, 
1%

Other, 
1%

Shanaska Creek Implementation Region: Overview 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The Shanaska Creek Implementation 
Region: 

➢ Covers 15% of the watershed area 

➢ Largely in Le Sueur County, but also in 
Blue Earth County 

➢ Contains the city of Cleveland and 
part of Mankato 

➢ Contains 25 public water basins, 
including Washington, Wita, Scotch, 
and Ballantyne 

➢ 8% of this implementation region is 
open water.  
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3,150 lbs/yr

60,748 lbs/yr

10 practices / plans

220 systems

314 tons/yr

2,640 feet

395 acres

100 wells sealed

10 events

619 ac-ft storage

200 acres

3,960 acres

506 lbs/yr

9,760 lbs/yr

1 practices / plans

35 systems

51 tons/yr

435 feet

50 acres

20 wells sealed

2 events

220 ac-ft storage

40 acres

635 acres

Shanaska Creek Implementation Region: Milestone Chart 

The milestone chart shows where progress towards each goal in Section 4 – Measurable 
Goals will be made, along with the applicable action or actions that will accomplish the goal. 

Targeted Progress 
Watershed-wide 

10-Year Goal 

Goal 
(Action ID on page 5-23) 

* SC -2 has an output of 635 acres of soil health practices, 50 acres of this is intended to meet the groundwater goal of 
recharge conservation practices 
**FDR = Flood Damage Reduction 

Sediment and Erosion 
(SC-3; SC-4) 

Nutrients and Bacteria:  
Septic Systems (SC-7) 

Nutrients and Bacteria:  
Phosphorus (SC-1; SC-2; SC-5) 

Nutrients and Bacteria:  
Nitrogen (SC-1; SC-2; SC-5) 

Sediment and Erosion 
(SC-1; SC-2; SC-5) 

Groundwater / Surface Water  
Interaction (SC-2*) 

Groundwater / Surface Water  
Interaction (SC-8) 

Groundwater / Surface Water  
Interaction (EO-7) 

Water Storage, Altered 
Hydrology, FDR**, (CIPs) 

Stormwater 
(SC-5) 

Soil Health 
(SC-2) 

Nutrients and Bacteria:  
Manure Management (SC-6) 
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Shanaska Creek Implementation Region: Focus Areas 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The Shanaska Creek Implementation Region has two lakes (Lake 
Emily and Ballantyne Lake) that are identified as nearly impaired or 
important for protection of supporting waters. There is one highly 
vulnerable DWSMA located near Kasota. Shanaska Creek, 
Ballantyne Lake, Lake Emily, Duck Lake, and Lake Washington are 
all local priority waters. There is an area of karst geology in the 
southwest portion of the implementation region, an important 
consideration for surface contamination of groundwater.  

Implementation partners are encouraged to look for opportunities 
that impact resources and areas shown on the map, as targeting 
actions here will make the biggest impact on improving resources. 
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Table 5-8. Shanaska Creek Implementation Region Action Table 

ID Action Focus Area 10-Year Output 

Progress Towards Goals* 

Responsible Entity 
 (bold = lead) 

Timeline 

10-Year Local 
Cost 

Partner / 
Federal Cost 
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SC-1 

Multi-Benefit Agricultural BMPs 
e.g. grassed waterways, WASCOBs, riparian buffers, filter strips, side 
water inlets, terraces, grade stabilizations, drainage water 
management† 

Nutrients and Bacteria; 
Sediment and Erosion; 

Groundwater; and Water 
Storage Focus Areas 

635 acres treated; 
30 tons/yr sediment, 

6,467 lbs/yr nitrogen, and 335 
lbs/yr phosphorus reduction 

⚫ ⚫ ⚫     SWCD, NRCS, BWSR, MDA      $219,200  

SC -2 
Soil Health and Recharge Conservation Practices 
e.g., cover crops, crop rotation, reduced tillage, winter cover, nutrient 
management, pasture management 

Soil Health Focus Areas 

635 acres treated; 
18 tons/yr sediment, 

3,197 lbs/yr nitrogen, and 165 
lbs/yr phosphorus reduction 

⚫ ⚫ ⚫    ⚫

   SWCD, NRCS, BWSR, MDA      $124,000  

SC -3 
Lake Shoreline Stabilization 
Stabilize or enhance shorelines of priority lakes, with a preference for 
natural lakeshore restorations 

Priority Lakes 
265 feet  

(0.05 mile)  ⚫      SWCD, Counties, DNR       $26,500 $53,000 

SC -4 

Ravine or Streambank Stabilization 
Vegetation enhancement and/or engineered management with a 
preference for native vegetation enhancement on streambanks, 
bluffs, ravines, and public ditches to reduce erosion 

Priority Streams; Sediment 
and Erosion- Near Channel 

Focus Areas 

170 feet  
(0.03 mile)  ⚫      

SWCD, Counties, DNR, 
Townships      $34,000  

SC -5 
Urban Stormwater BMPs 
e.g. raingardens, stormwater detention ponds, bioswales, green 
stormwater infrastructure 

Stormwater Focus Areas 

2 projects (equivalent of 40 acres 
treated);  

3 tons/yr sediment, 
96 lbs/yr nitrogen, and 6 lbs/yr 

phosphorus reduction 

⚫ ⚫   ⚫   
SWCD, Cities, NRCS, BWSR, 

MPCA 
     $44,750  

SC -6 
Manure Management  
Feedlot management practices (e.g., open lot improvements, manure 
pit improvements, manure management plans) 

Nutrients and Bacteria 
Focus Areas 1 practice or plan        

SWCD, Counties, MPCA, 
NRCS, BWSR, MDA 

     $7,500  

SC -7 
Septic Systems  
Upgrade/replace noncompliant systems 

Nutrients and Bacteria 
Focus Areas  35 systems addressed         

Counties, SWCD, MPCA, 
BWSR      $25,000 $1,000,000 

SC -8 
Seal Unused or Abandoned Wells 
Cost share to well owners 

Watershed-Wide 20 wells   ⚫     
Counties, SWCD, Cities, 

MDH, BWSR      $60,000  

SC -9 

Land Protection 
Provide incentive or cost-share to enroll or re-enroll land in temporary 
or permanent easements such as CRP, etc. for wildlife, pollinator, 
water storage, and DWSMA protection. 

Water Storage Focus 
Areas, DWSMAs 75 acres cost share / incentivized        SWCD, NRCS, BWSR, DNR      $15,000 $187,500 

SC -10 Wetland Restoration 
Provide incentives or cost-share for wetland restoration 

Water Storage Focus Areas 5 local acres cost share/ 
incentivized; 30 acres by partners        

Counties, SWCD, DNR, 
NRCS      $50,000 $300,000 

SC -11 AIS Prevention and Management 
County program with state aid 

Invasive Species Focus 
Areas Continue current program‡       ⚫ Counties, SWCD, DNR      Local staff time  

SC -12 TIS Prevention and Management  
EAB, buckthorn, noxious weeds, etc. 

Invasive Species Focus 
Areas Continue current program       ⚫ Counties, SWCD, DNR      Local staff time  

 $605,950 $1,540,500 
*Solid circle = direct progress towards goal. Outline = indirect progress towards goal 
**FDR = Flood Damage Reduction 
†Drainage water management could include water storage, two-stage ditches, rock riffles, or other practices that make projects toward plan goals 
‡Contingent upon state program and/or external funding sources 
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Cropland, 
71%

Wetlands, 
13%

Open 
water, 6%

Developed, 
4%
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Pasture/hay, 
1%

The Swan-Sevenmile Creek 
Implementation Region: 

➢ Covers 25% of the watershed area 

➢ Within Nicollet County 

➢ Contains the city of Nicollet 

➢ Contains Swan, Middle, Peterson, 
Duck, Little, Mud, Horseshoe, Oak 
Leaf, and Erikson Lakes 

➢ Supports cold-water resources 
such as Seven-Mile Creek 

➢ A notable 13% of this 
implementation region is wetlands 
and 6% of the land area is open 
water.  

 

Swan-Sevenmile Creek Implementation Region: Overview 
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3,150 lbs/yr

60,748 lbs/yr

10 practices / plans

220 systems

314 tons/yr

2,640 feet

395 acres

100 wells sealed

10 events

619 ac-ft storage

200 acres

3,960 acres

596 lbs/yr

11,510 lbs/yr

3 practices / plans

75 systems

59 tons/yr

585 feet

160 acres

20 wells sealed

2 events

0 ac-ft storage

40 acres

750 acres

Swan-Sevenmile Implementation Region: Milestone Chart 

The milestone chart shows where progress towards each goal in Section 4 – Measurable Goals 
will be made, along with the applicable action or actions that will accomplish the goal. 

*SS-2 has an output of 750 acres of soil health practices, 160 acres of this is intended to meet the 
groundwater goal of recharge conservation practices 
**FDR = Flood Damage Reduction 

Sediment and Erosion 
(WW-3; WW-4) 

Nutrients and Bacteria:  
Septic Systems (WW-7) 

Nutrients and Bacteria: Phosphorus 
(WW-1; WW-2; WW-5) 

Nutrients and Bacteria:  
Nitrogen (WW-1; WW-2; WW-5) 

Sediment and Erosion 
(WW-1; WW-2; WW-5) 

Groundwater / Surface Water  
Interaction (WW-2*) 

Groundwater / Surface Water  
Interaction (WW-8) 

Groundwater / Surface Water  
Interaction (EO-7) 

Water Storage, Altered 
Hydrology, FDR**, (CIPs) 

Stormwater 
(WW-5) 

Soil Health 
(WW-2) 

Nutrients and Bacteria:  
Manure Management (WW-6) 

Targeted Progress Watershed-wide 
10-Year Goal 

Goal 
(Action ID on page 5-27)  
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Swan-Sevenmile Creek Implementation Region: Focus Areas 

 

 

 

 

 

The Swan-Sevenmile Creek Implementation Region has a small 
portion within a surface water DWSMA near Nicollet. Seven Mile 
Creek, Swan Lake and Duck Lake are all local priority waters. There 
are two highly vulnerable DWSMAs near Saint Peter.  

Implementation partners are encouraged to look for opportunities 
that impact resources and areas shown on the map, as targeting 
actions here will make the biggest impact on improving resources. 
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Table 5-9. Swan – Sevenmile Implementation Region Action Table 

ID Action Focus Area 10-Year Output 

Progress Towards Goals* 

Responsible Entity 
 (bold = lead) 

Timeline 

10-Year Local 
Cost 

Partner / 
Federal Cost 
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SS-1 

Multi-Benefit Agricultural BMPs 
e.g. grassed waterways, WASCOBs, riparian buffers, filter strips, side 
water inlets, terraces, grade stabilizations, drainage water 
management† 

Nutrients and Bacteria; 
Sediment and Erosion; 

Groundwater; and Water 
Storage Focus Areas 

750 acres treated; 
35 tons/yr sediment, 

7,638 lbs/yr nitrogen, and 395 
lbs/yr phosphorus reduction 

⚫ ⚫ ⚫     SWCD, NRCS, BWSR, MDA      $259,000  

SS -2 
Soil Health and Recharge Conservation Practices 
e.g., cover crops, crop rotation, reduced tillage, winter cover, nutrient 
management, pasture management 

Soil Health Focus Areas 

750 acres treated; 
21 tons/yr sediment, 

3,776 lbs/yr nitrogen, and 195 
lbs/yr phosphorus reduction 

⚫ ⚫ ⚫    ⚫

   SWCD, NRCS, BWSR, MDA      $146,250  

SS -3 
Lake Shoreline Stabilization 
Stabilize or enhance shorelines of priority lakes, with a preference for 
natural lakeshore restorations 

Priority Lakes 
275 feet  

(0.05 mile)  ⚫      SWCD, Counties, DNR       $27,500 $55,000 

SS -4 

Ravine or Streambank Stabilization 
Vegetation enhancement and/or engineered management with a 
preference for native vegetation enhancement on streambanks, bluffs, 
ravines, and public ditches to reduce erosion 

Priority Streams; Sediment 
and Erosion- Near Channel 

Focus Areas 

310 feet  
(0.06 mile)  ⚫      

SWCD, Counties, DNR, 
Townships      $62,000  

SS -5 
Urban Stormwater BMPs 
e.g. raingardens, stormwater detention ponds, bioswales, green 
stormwater infrastructure 

Stormwater Focus Areas 

2 projects (equivalent of 40 acres 
treated); 

3 tons/yr sediment, 
96 lbs/yr nitrogen, and 6 lbs/yr 

phosphorus reduction 

⚫ ⚫   ⚫   
SWCD, Cities, NRCS, BWSR, 

MPCA 
     $44,750  

SS -6 
Manure Management  
Feedlot management practices (e.g., open lot improvements, manure 
pit improvements, manure management plans) 

Nutrients and Bacteria 
Focus Areas 3 practices / plans        

SWCD, Counties, MPCA, 
NRCS, BWSR, MDA 

     $22,500  

SS -7 
Septic Systems  
Upgrade/replace noncompliant systems 

Nutrients and Bacteria 
Focus Areas  75 systems addressed         

Counties, SWCD, MPCA, 
BWSR      $25,000 $1,000,000 

SS -8 
Seal Unused or Abandoned Wells 
Cost share to well owners 

Watershed-Wide 20 wells   ⚫     
Counties, SWCD, Cities, 

MDH, BWSR      $60,000  

SS -9 

Land Protection 
Provide incentive or cost-share to enroll or re-enroll land in temporary 
or permanent easements such as CRP, etc. for wildlife, pollinator, 
water storage, and DWSMA protection. 

Water Storage Focus 
Areas, DWSMAs 79 acres cost share / incentivized        SWCD, NRCS, BWSR, DNR      $15,800 $197,500 

SS -10 Wetland Restoration 
Provide incentives or cost-share for wetland restoration 

Water Storage Focus Areas 5 local acres cost share/ 
incentivized; 40 acres by partners        

Counties, SWCD, DNR, 
NRCS      $50,000 $400,000 

SS -11 AIS Prevention and Management 
County program with state aid 

Invasive Species Focus 
Areas Continue current program‡       ⚫ Counties, SWCD, DNR      Local staff time  

SS -12 TIS Prevention and Management  
EAB, buckthorn, noxious weeds, etc. 

Invasive Species Focus 
Areas Continue current program       ⚫ Counties, SWCD, DNR      Local staff time  

 $712,800 $1,652,500 
*Solid circle = direct progress towards goal. Outline = indirect progress towards goal 
**FDR = Flood Damage Reduction 
†Drainage water management could include water storage, two-stage ditches, rock riffles, or other practices that make projects toward plan goals 
‡Contingent upon state program and/or external funding sources 
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Funding 

The intent of this plan is to make progress towards plan goals with available baseline 
funding and WBIF, and assumes that these funding sources will continue. It is recognized 
that some actions are not feasible without partner or federal funding. The local 10-year 
cost is given for each action and summarized in Table 5-10. The expected local 10-year 
cost for plan implementation is $22,018,300, or about $2,202,000 annually. 

Table 5-10: Implementation Funding Overview. 
Program Local 10-year Cost Partner 10-Year Cost 
Projects and Practices $3,509,300 $7,001,500 

Project Development $2,178,000 N/A 
Technical Assistance $2,003,000 N/A 

Research and Data Gaps $560,000 N/A 
Education and Outreach $5,676,000 N/A 
Local Controls $5,273,000 N/A 
Capital Improvements $1,825,000 $8,995,000 
Operations and Maintenance $574,000 N/A 
Plan Administration $420,000 N/A 
Total $ 22,018,300 $15,996,500 

 

The Minnesota River – Mankato Partnership anticipates a Local Implementation Funding 
budget of $2,090,600 annually, or $20,906,000 over the 10-year plan (for more details, see 
Section 7—Plan Administration and Coordination). This means that to meet plan goals, 
the Partnership estimates needing an additional $111,230 per year, or $1,112,300 over 
the 10-year plan. 

 

Wetland, Le Sueur SWCD 



6. Implementation 
Programs
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6. Implementation Programs 
This plan will be implemented through five implementation programs: Projects and 
Practices, Education and Outreach, Research and Data Gaps, Capital Improvements, and 
Local Controls. These programs are summarized visually below (Figure 6-1) and will be 
further discussed throughout this plan section.  

 

Figure 6-1: Implementation programs in the Minnesota River-Mankato Watershed. 

 

Projects and Practices Program 

Includes structural and non-structural conservation practices, land 
protection programs, technical assistance, and project development efforts 

Education and Outreach Program 

Includes education and outreach initiatives aimed at increasing 
understanding and engagement 

Research and Data Gaps Program 

Includes feasibility studies, multipurpose drainage management 
planning efforts, etc. 

Capital Improvements Program 

Includes large projects over $250,000 with a lifespan of over 25 
years 

Local Controls Program 

Includes administration and regulatory efforts according to local ordinances 
and state statutes 
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Projects and Practices 

The Projects and Practices Implementation Program deals with actions 
related to landscape planning, design, and implementation of 
conservation practices. It also funds the protection and restoration of 
land. The program assists landowners in implementing voluntary actions 
through cost share, technical assistance, tax exemption, conservation 

easement, incentives, or land acquisition, and is funded by local, state, and/or federal 
dollars. 

During implementation, local planning partners will create decision-making processes, 
such as a ranking and scoring sheet that ranks ‘best’ projects based on priority location and 
benefits to resources. This method can then be used to select projects and practices for 
funding. A grant policy document will also be developed to specify funding categories and 
how much funding practices may receive. This will be completed in conjunction with the 
local Policy Committee. Funding will be preferentially given to projects and practices 
identified within the action tables and in priority areas. Future plan amendments may be 
suggested, consistent with the priority issues and goals established in this plan (more 
details in Section 7 – Plan Administration and Coordination). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Photo: Minneopa State Park, Minnesota River Valley webpage  
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Cost-Share Programs 

Cost-share programs are available at the local, state, and federal level to financially assist 
landowners with the cost of installing a project or practice that achieves natural resource 
benefits. Projects and practices can be structural (i.e., grassed waterways, controlled 
drainage) or nonstructural (i.e., nutrient management, cover crops, conservation tillage).  

Operations and maintenance of cost-share projects will be required, as regular on-site 
inspections and maintenance will ensure the project’s continued function and success. 
Procedures and guidance in BWSR’s Grants Administration Manual must be followed, 
including designation of a technical assistance provider with the appliable credentials for 
design, construction, and inspection. Lifespan and inspections schedules differ practice-
to-practice. Operations and maintenance will be the responsibility of the project owner. 

Land Protection 

Land protection programs maintain existing acres within the watershed through temporary 
set-aside programs or land rental. Land protection can be temporary or permanent 
easements. There are many state-, federal-, partner-funded, and other perpetual 
easements of value in the plan area. One example of a temporary protection program is the 
Conservation Reserve Program (CRP).  

CRP is a land conservation program administered by the Farm Service Agency (FSA). In 
exchange for a yearly rental payment, farmers enrolled in the program agree to remove 
environmentally sensitive land from agricultural production and plant species that will 
improve environmental health and quality. Contracts for land enrolled in CRP are 10-15 
years in length. Land enrolled in CRP and similar protection programs produce numerous 
environmental benefits including a reduction in runoff, erosion, and nutrients. 

Drainage 

As highlighted throughout this plan, public drainage systems are prevalent throughout 
much of the plan area. Drainage authorities help coordinate implementing the action 
tables to make progress towards plan goals. Based on this arrangement, drainage 
authorities could access implementation funds to adopt drainage actions in the action 
tables during 103D and 103E processes and procedures when the opportunity arises within 
the planning area. 103B.335 (special taxing district) also allows for these types of projects. 
Use of implementation funds is intended for additional drainage projects with a primary 
benefit of improving water quality. Requirements under 103E Drainage Law are not eligible 
for WBIF funds. See annual WBIF Policy for guidance on what is eligible. 
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Education and Outreach 

The actions needed to implement this plan are voluntary and require 
the willing participation of landowners. As such, public participation 
and engagement are essential for successful implementation. The 
Education and Outreach Implementation Program funds actions to 
increase engagement and understanding, and address conservation 

barriers. The program builds on a foundation of engagement activities already occurring in 
the watershed through individual partners. This work is expected to continue during plan 
implementation with a focus on impacting priority resources. 

Examples of current education and outreach efforts in the Minnesota River-Mankato 
Watershed include: 

 

Youth Engagement Landowner Engagement General 
• Earth Day events  
• 4H camps 
• Envirothon events 

 

• Field days  
• Demonstrations 
• Workshops tailored to 

landowners, i.e., lakeshore 
stabilization, drinking water 
testing, and soil health 
testing 

• Direct 
mailings and 
social media 
posts 

• AIS outreach 
 

Photo: St. Peter Pavillion and downtown 
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Research and Data Gaps 

The Research and Data Gaps Program funds actions that close data gaps to 
allow for effective and more informed implementation. The program also 
funds ongoing monitoring efforts aimed at tracking resource conditions and 
impacts of conservation action. 

Currently, a variety of monitoring programs are carried out by multiple 
agencies and local organizations (Table 6-1). Data from monitoring efforts were essential in 
understanding the current conditions of watershed surface water, groundwater, and habitat, 
and were used to develop the goals in this plan. 

Table 6-1: Summary of ongoing water quality and quantity monitoring programs.            
Key: RS = rivers and streams, L = lakes, W = wetlands, and GW = groundwater 

Parameters 

Minnesota 
Pollution 
Control 
Agency 
(MPCA) 

Department 
of Natural 
Resources 

(DNR) 

Minnesota 
Department 

of Health 
(MDH) 

Minnesota 
Department 

of 
Agriculture 

(MDA) 

County, Soil 
and Water 

Conservation 
District 
(SWCD) 

Nutrients RS, L, W RS, L  RS, GW, L RS, GW, L 
Suspended 
Solids 

RS, L, W RS  RS, L RS 

Productivity RS, L RS   L 

Pesticides    RS, L, W, 
GW  

Bacteria RS, L  GW  RS 
Biology RS, L, W RS, L  RS, L  
Water level/Flow RS, L RS, L, GW   RS 
Algal Toxins L     
Invasive Species  RS, L   L 
Fish 
Contaminants RS, L L    

Chlorides RS, L, W RS RS, L, GW   

Sulfates RS, L, W RS, L RS, L, GW   
                                                                                                                                                                                              Source: BWSR 

As summarized in Table 6-1, ongoing surface water monitoring programs are led by local and 
state entities. Between the MPCA, local entities, and citizens (through the Citizen Lake 
Monitoring Program and Citizen Stream Monitoring Program), streams and lakes throughout 
the watershed were monitored and findings were shared in the Minnesota River-Mankato 
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Watershed Restoration and Protection Strategy (WRAPS) report. Other agencies responsible 
for stream gauging in the watershed are MPCA, DNR, MDA, and the federal United States 
Geological Survey. Five Watershed Pollutant Load Monitoring Network sites within the 
watershed are benchmark monitoring sites for MPCA. Results from these networks and other 
ongoing tracking and monitoring programs can be used to document measurable water 
quality and quantity changes resulting from implementation activities (Table 6-2). 

Examples of research and data gap actions included in this plan are: 

• Completing a feasibility study for potential storage projects, 

• Conducting a multi-purpose drainage management plan, 

• Completing a study to identify sources of stream erosion, and 

• Completing lake subwatershed assessments to protect priority lakes. 

A full list of research and data gap actions is included in Section 5 – Targeted Implementation. 

Table 6-2: Data levels used to track implementation progress. 

Level Description Watershed Application 

 
Tracking 

Tracking the number of 
practices or acres treated by 
actions. 

Outputs are listed for actions in 
the action tables. Projects will 
be reported in eLINK. 

 
Estimating 

Using lower resolution 
calculators and tools to give a 
sense of the collective impacts 
of projects. 

Hydrological Simulation 
Program – FORTRAN (HSPF) – 
Scenario Application Model 

 
Modeling 

Incorporating landscape factors 
and project information to 
predict future conditions. 

HSPF 

Measuring 

Using field-collected 
information to assess the 
condition of the water. 

WRAPS Cycle 2 in 2024 and 
2027 

 
 

Proving 

Having enough data to compare 
with standards and decide if a 
resource is improved. 

MPCA impaired waters list 
update in 2026, 2028, 2030, 
2032. Implementation partner 
annual work planning. 
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Ongoing monitoring efforts also track groundwater supply quantity and quality trends. Current 
programs include MDA's township testing, MPCA's Ambient Groundwater Monitoring Program, 
DNR’s high capacity permitting program, and the DNR Observation Well Network. These 
programs have provided valuable information but are not yet extensive enough to fully assess 
the state of groundwater in the region. 

Participating local government units (LGUs) recognize that project funds are limited and 
requests for information, tracking, evaluation, and assessment are activities that require staff 
time and office resources, resulting in a reduction of funds available for projects. Outside of 
projects through watershed-based implementation funds, each LGU will be responsible for 
providing assessment, tracking, evaluation, and reporting data for their own organization's 
activities. The Research and Data Gaps Program will be collaborative (especially where efforts 
cross administrative boundaries), with Partnership entities sharing services wherever 
possible. 

 

 

Photo: Red Jacket Valley, Greater Mankato webpage  
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Capital Improvements 

A capital improvement is defined as a major non-recurring expenditure for 
the construction, repair, retrofit, or increased utility or function of physical 
facilities, infrastructure, or environmental features. The life expectancy of 
these projects is generally at least 25 years. Some capital improvements 
are beyond the 'normal' financial means of the Partnership, often 

exceeding $250,000, and are unlikely to be constructed without external funding. 

Proposed capital improvements are shown in Section 5 – Targeted Implementation. 
Members of the Policy Committee or the 
Partnership's individual and 
representative Boards may discuss the 
means and methods for funding new 
capital improvements with potential 
funding partners. Capital improvement 
projects (CIPs) completed through this 
plan will be operated and maintained by 
the owner of the project for its lifespan. 
Signage for completed projects is 
encouraged to acknowledge larger 
projects and funding sources to the 
public.  

Operations and Maintenance 

Entities within the plan area are engaged in the inspection, operation, and maintenance of 
CIPs, stormwater infrastructure, public works, facilities, natural and artificial watercourses, 
and legal drainage systems. The operation and maintenance of natural watercourses, legal 
drainage systems, impoundments, and small dams will continue under the regular 
operations and maintenance plans of the entities that have jurisdiction over these systems. 

 

Photo: Crystal Lake Boat Landing  

Photo: Kasota Prairie SNA, Minnesota River Valley webpage  
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Local Controls 

Some plan issues can be addressed in part through local ordinances and 
administration of statutory responsibilities. In many cases, local 
ordinances have been adopted to conform to (or exceed) the standards 
and requirements of the state statutes. The responsibility for 
implementing these programs will remain with the respective counties or 

appointed LGUs. 

Participating counties are encouraged to meet and discuss ordinances and notify each 
other of proposed ordinance amendments. These entities may also review local 
ordinances that are most relevant to the plan’s issues, goals, and actions. They will look for 
similarities and differences in local regulatory administration to identify local successes 
and identify future changes needed to make progress towards goals. A comparison of how 
local ordinances are used to administer statutory responsibilities most relevant to the 
issues, goals, and actions in this plan is provided in Appendix B.  

 

Aquatic Invasive Species 

The spread of Aquatic Invasive Species (AIS) can be reduced by management and 
education. The DNR oversees AIS enforcement. Counties receive grants for AIS programs 
and SWCDs partner with counties for AIS outreach and education programs. 
  

Buffers 

In 2015, Minnesota enacted legislation requiring buffers of perennial vegetation of an 
average of 50 feet with a minimum of 30 feet on public waters and 16.5 feet for public 
drainage systems. This program is overseen by BWSR and implemented at the county level. 
Each county has an ordinance for buffer management. SWCDs are responsible for 
compliance checks and initial landowner conversations, but BWSR, counties, or watershed 
districts can serve as the enforcement entity. 

Construction Erosion Control 

Temporary construction erosion control is the practice of preventing and/or reducing the 
movement of sediment from a site during construction. All construction projects should 
follow construction best management practices, but projects disturbing one acre or more 
of land will require a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Permit and 
Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan from the MPCA. 
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Comprehensive Land Use Plans 

Counties are responsible for land use planning, which is administered through local zoning 
ordinances. Each county and many cities have adopted comprehensive land use plans. 
Many LGUs in the watershed overlap in land and resource management, resulting in the 
need for shared goals and strategies.  A sample of comprehensive land use plans in the 
watershed is listed in Table 6-3. 

Table 6-3: Example list of local comprehensive land use plans. 

LGU  
Blue Earth County Blue Earth County Land Use Plan (2018) 
Le Sueur County Le Sueur County Land Use Plan (2007, Update Fall 2025) 
Nicollet County Nicollet County Comprehensive Plan (2021) 

 

Feedlots 

MPCA rules govern the collection, transportation, storage, processing, and land application 
of animal manure and other livestock operation wastes. Blue Earth, Le Sueur, and Nicollet 
Counties are delegated to administer the MCPA feedlot program. 
 

Floodplain Management 

Floodplain zoning regulations manage development in the floodplain to minimize loss of 
life and property, disruption to government services and the local economy, and 
interruption of transportation. The DNR has current flood maps on their website. All 
counties in the watershed have floodplain ordinances. 
 

Hazard Management 

Hazard mitigation may be defined as any action taken to eliminate or reduce the future risk 
to human life and property from natural and human-caused hazards. Climate change 
adaptation also plays a part in hazard management. These requirements direct the state to 
administer cost-sharing. Each county has a Hazard Mitigation Plan. 
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Public Drainage Systems 

Minnesota Drainage Law (Statute 103E) enables multiple landowners to collectively 
construct, improve, and repair drainage systems across property boundaries and 
governmental boundaries. These drainage systems can be open ditches and/or subsurface 
tile. Drainage systems have their own laws and requirements that LGUs must uphold. 
These ditches are managed by the county for the benefit of the landowners. Counties 
maintain the public drainage systems (tile drainage and ditches) and repair failing drainage 
systems when necessary. Counties should follow criteria outlined in Statute §103E.015 for 
early consideration and coordination of multipurpose drainage management. 
 

Shoreland Management 

Minnesota has shoreland management rules that are administered by the DNR. LGUs are 
required to have land use controls that protect shorelands along lakes and rivers, and they 
can adopt stricter ordinances than the state government requires, if desired. Each county 
in the watershed has approved shoreland management ordinances. 
 

Subsurface Sewage Treatment Systems 

Each county has SSTS (subsurface sewage treatment system, or septic system) 
ordinances. SSTS are often noncompliant with ordinances for failing to treat waste. 
Maintenance and upgrades of SSTS will be important for reducing bacteria and nutrient 
loads. Low interest loans and low-income grants are available from counties for 
replacements or upgrades. 
 

Solid Waste Management 

Solid waste management in Minnesota is managed at the county level and includes 
programs related to mixed municipal solid waste, industrial waste, and non-landfill 
programs such as recycling to include paper, plastics, metal, tires, electronics, appliances, 
and other recyclable items. Each county in the watershed has approved solid waste 
management ordinances.  

Wastewater 

Managing wastewater is an important aspect of urban communities. There are 21 
permitted facilities discharging wastewater in the Minnesota River Mankato HUC-8. 
Municipal wastewater treatment is the responsibility of the city or county owner, but MPCA 
regulates NPDES discharges from permitted facilities. 



  

Implementation Programs ● 96 
 

 

Wetland Conservation Act 

The Minnesota Legislature passed the Wetland Conservation Act (WCA) in 1991, which 
requires no net loss of wetlands. It aims to increase the quantity and quality of wetlands 
that provide numerous ecological and economic benefits to Minnesotans. LGUs are 
responsible for administering the WCA, which includes regulating and educating 
landowners. The SWCD is the WCA LGU for Le Sueur County. In Blue Earth and Nicollet 
counties, the County is the WCA LGU. 
 

 

Wellhead Protection 

The purpose of the Wellhead Protection Program is to prevent contamination of public 
drinking water supplies by identifying water supply recharge areas and implementing 
management practices for potential pollution sources found within those areas. The MDH 
is responsible for statewide administration. The program has since expanded to conduct 
Source Water Assessments and Surface Water Intake Protection Plans for public water 
supply systems that rely on surface water as a drinking water source. 

 



7. Plan Administration
and Coordination
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7. Plan Administration and 
Coordination 
This plan will be implemented through a Joint 
Powers Collaborative (JPC). Entities involved in the 
JPC include the Counties and Soil and Water 
Conservation Districts (SWCDs) of Blue Earth, Le 
Sueur, and Nicollet, and the cities of Lake Crystal, 
North Mankato, Mankato, and Saint Peter. 

 

Decision Making 

Implementation will require increased capacity, funding, and coordination from current 
levels. Successful implementation will depend on continuing and building on partnerships 
in the watershed with landowners, planning partners, state agencies, and organizations.  

Three committees serve this plan during implementation:  

• Policy Committee: As established in the [TBD Formal Agreement], the Policy 
Committee is comprised of elected and appointed board members from the 
participating entities. 

• Steering Committee: Comprised of local staff from the participating entities (with 
their respective alternates) and state agencies, with input from local stakeholders.  

• Advisory Committee: Comprised of state agency and other local professionals or 
stakeholders, this committee will advise the Steering Committee as needed. 

Figure 7-1 outlines the probable roles and functions of the Steering and Policy Committees 
during implementation. Expectations are that the roles of each committee will shift and 
change focus during implementation. Fiscal and administrative duties may be assigned to 
a member local government unit (LGU) through a Policy Committee decision as outlined in 
the formal agreement. The Steering Committee will annually revisit the responsibilities for 
annual work planning and serving as the fiscal agent and/ or coordinator. 
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Figure 7-1: Roles for plan implementation. 

 

Collaboration 

Between Planning Partners 

Although collaboration informally and formally is encouraged, mandatory participation is 
not required by this plan. LGUs who adopt this Comprehensive Watershed Management 
Plan (CWMP) can choose whether to approve or participate in future formal 
implementation agreements. The benefits of successful collaboration between planning 
partners will ultimately result in additional water quality benefits, including consistent 
implementation of actions watershed-wide, increased likelihood of funding, and resource 
efficiencies gained. The Partnership will pursue opportunities for collaboration with fellow 
planning partners to gain administrative and program efficiencies, pursue collaborative 
grants, and provide technical assistance. The Partnership will also review similarities and 
differences in local regulatory administration to identify successes as well as future 
changes needed to make progress towards the goals outlined in this plan. However, there 
are costs associated with collaboration — for example, increased meeting and travel time; 
increased tracking, assessment, evaluation, and reporting requirements; a decrease of 
efficiency when actions must be coordinated in concert with 10 separately governed 
organizations, and possible increases to project completion timelines. 

 

Policy 
Committee

▪ Approve work plan
▪ Review and confirmation of 

priority issues
▪ Approve plan amendments
▪ Implement ordinances and 

statutes separately
▪ Approve assessments as 

needed
▪ Supervise grant agreements 

and contracts 

Local Fiscal 
Agent and/or 
Coordinator

▪ Convene committee 
meetings
▪ Prepare and submit 

grant applications and 
funding requests
▪ Prepare work plan
▪ Compile results for 

annual assessment
▪Responsible for grant and 

eLINK reporting

Steering 
Committee

▪ Review status of available 
implementation funds
▪ Review opportunities for 

collaborative grants
▪ Review work plan and adjust 

as needed
▪ Review reports submitted to 

BWSR as required
▪ Biennial review and 

confirmation of priority issues
▪ Prepare plan amendments
▪ Implement action tables
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With Other Units of Government 

The Partnership will continue coordination and cooperation with other governmental units. 
This cooperation and coordination occurs both at the local level and at the state/federal 
level. At the state/federal level, coordination between the Partnership and agencies such 
as the Board of Water and Soil Resources (BWSR), US Army Corps of Engineers, 
Department of Natural Resources (DNR), Minnesota Department of Health (MDH), 
Minnesota Department of Agriculture (MDA), and the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency 
(MPCA) are mandated through legislative and permit requirements. Local coordination 
between the Partnership and comparable units of government, such as municipalities, city 
councils, township boards, and county boards are a practical necessity to facilitate 
watershed-wide activities. Intergovernmental coordination and communication are 
essential for the Partnership to perform its required functions. The Partnership will 
continue to foster an environment that enhances coordination and cooperation to the 
maximum extent possible throughout plan implementation. 

With Others 

Plan partners expect to continue and build on existing collaboration with others, including 
non-governmental organizations, while implementing this plan. Many of these existing 
collaborations are aimed to increase habitat and recreational opportunities within the plan 
area, while providing education and outreach opportunities. 

Photo: Minnesota River, City of Mankato 
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Funding 

As introduced previously, this plan recognizes and includes three funding levels (Table 7-1). 
Baseline funding is based on the estimated annual revenue and expenditures for plan 
participants combined and allocated to the plan area based on the percentage of each 
county’s land area in the watershed. Baseline includes local and state funding and is 
broken down in Table 7-2. Federal sources of funding from Natural Resource Conservation 
Service (NRCS) like Environmental Quality Incentives Program (EQIP) and Conservation 
Resource Program (CRP) are not included in baseline funding estimates. 

Table 7-1: Funding overview.  

Type Estimated Annual Average Estimated 10-Year Total 

Baseline  $1,704,300 $17,043,000 
Local Implementation 
Funding (inclusive of baseline) $2,090,600 $20,906,000 

Partner / Federal Funding $1,599,650 $15,996,500 
 

Table 7-2: Estimated sources of baseline funding for the Minnesota River-Mankato 
Watershed. Amounts are for 10 years and are estimated from the historical amounts. 

Implementation Program Local State Total 

Projects and Practices $2,312,000 $1,579,000 $3,891,000 

Research and Data Gaps $0 $84,000 $84,000 

Education and Outreach $0 $5,571,000 $5,571,000 

Local Controls $3,326,000 $1,947,000 $5,273,000 

Capital Improvements $1,650,000 $0 $1,650,000 

Operations and Maintenance $574,000 $0 $574,000 

Total $7,862,000 $9,181,000 $17,043,000 

 

Partner and federal funding will be needed to close the gap between available Local 
Implementation Funding ($20,906,000; Table 7-1) and total local 10-year cost of 
implementing the plan ($22,018,300; see Table 5-10).  
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Local Funding 

Local revenue is defined as money derived from either 
the local property tax base or in-kind services of any 
personnel funded from the local tax base. Examples 
include local levy, county allocations, and local match 
dollars (see Local Funding Authorities in Appendix I).  

Local funds will be used for locally focused programs 
where opportunities for state and federal funding are 
lacking because of misalignment of a program’s purpose 
with state or federal objectives. These funds will also be 
used for matching grants. 

State Funding 

State funding includes all funds derived from the State tax base. Examples of state funding 
include conservation delivery, soil health cost share, Conservation Contracts, Competitive 
Clean Water Fund Grants, and SWCD Aid. Watershed-Based Implementation Funding 
(WBIF) is also anticipated to be a large source of state funding during implementation.  

The planning Partnership may apply as an entity for collaborative grants, which may be 
competitive or non-competitive. The assumption is that future base support for 
implementation will be provided to the watershed as formula-based WBIF grants. Where 
the purpose of an implementation program aligns with the objectives of various state, 
local, non-profit, or private programs, these dollars will be used to help fund the 
implementation programs described by this plan. 

Federal Funding 

Federal funding includes all funds derived from the Federal tax base. Federal funding like 
EQIP and CRP are important components of implementing this plan, but are not calculated 
as part of the baseline estimate. Partnerships with federal agencies are an important 
resource for ensuring implementation success. An opportunity may exist to leverage state 
dollars through some form of federal program. Where the purpose of an implementation 
program aligns with the objectives of various federal agencies, federal dollars will be used 
to help fund the implementation programs described by this plan. For example, the NRCS 
will likely provide support for agricultural conservation practices, while the Farm Service 
Agency (FSA) may provide land-retirement program funds such as CRP. 

 

Photo: Seven Mile Creek 
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Additional Funding 

The Local Implementation Funding budget is not enough to implement the action tables. 
As such, the success of implementing the plan will depend on collaboratively sought 
competitive state, federal, and private grant dollars, and increased capacity to implement 
the plan. 

Plan participants may pursue grant opportunities collaboratively or individually to fund 
implementation. Section 5 action tables are organized by implementation program. Table 
7-3 shows the state and federal grants that can be applied for under each program. Cross-
referencing the Section 5 action tables to the applicable grants that fall under that program 
(either Projects and Practices, CIPs, Research and Data Gaps, or Education and Outreach) 
is a useful tool for potential implementation revenue. 

Several non-governmental funding sources may also provide technical assistance and 
fiscal resources to implement the plan. Private sector companies, including those 
specifically engaged in agribusiness, are often overlooked as a potential source of funding 
for implementation. Some agribusiness companies are providing technical or financial 
implementation support because they are interested in agricultural sustainability and 
carbon market benefits. This plan could be used to explore whether the resource benefits 
arising from implementation have monetary value and therefore provide access to funding 
from the private sector. 

Table 7-3: Example funding sources for the watershed. Note: List is not all-inclusive. 

Program / Grant  
Primary 

Assistance  
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Federal Programs / Grants  

NRCS  

Conservation Innovation Grant  Financial •  
  

Conservation Stewardship Program  Financial •  
  

Regional Conservation Partnership 
Program  Financial  • •   

EQIP Financial •  
  

Agricultural Conservation Easement 
Program  

Easement •  
  

FSA 

CRP Easement • • 
  

Farmable Wetlands Program  Easement •  
  

Grasslands Reserve Program  Easement •  
  

Wetland Reserve Program  Easement • •   
FSA/ 
USDA 

Source Water Protection Program  Technical 

 
 

 
• 
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Program / Grant  
Primary 

Assistance  
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USFWS 

Partners for Fish and Wildlife 
Program  

Financial/ 
Technical 

•  
  

Grassland Easements (Working 
Lands) 

Financial/ 
Technical 

•    

Wetland Easements (Working Lands) 
Financial/ 
Technical 

•    

FEMA 

Hazard Mitigation Grant Program  Financial • • • 
 

Pre-Disaster Mitigation Financial • • 
  

Flood Mitigation Assistance  Financial • • 
  

Risk Mapping, Assessment, and 
Planning 

Technical • • 
  

EPA 

Water Pollution Control Program 
Grants (Section 106) Financial 

 
 

 
• 

State Revolving Fund  Loan •  
  

Drinking Water State Revolving Fund Loan •  
  

Section 319 Grant Program Financial •  • • 
NACD Technical Assistance Grants Financial/ 

Technical 
• • • • 

State Programs / Grants 

LSOHF Lessard-Sams Outdoor Heritage 
Fund (LSOHF) Financial • • • • 

DNR 

Aquatic Invasive Species Control 
Grant Program 

Financial/ 
Technical 

•  
 

• 

Conservation Partners Legacy Grant 
Program 

Financial • • 
  

Pheasant Habitat Improvement 
Program  

Financial •  
  

Flood Hazard Mitigation Grant 
Assistance Financial • • • • 

Forest Stewardship Program Technical •  
  

Aquatic Management Area Program Acquisitions •  
  

Wetland Tax Exemption Program Financial •  
  

BWSR 

Clean Water Fund Competitive 
Grants 

Financial • • 
 

• 

Erosion Control and Water 
Management Program 

Financial •  
  

SWCD Aid Financial •  • • 
Natural Resources Block Grant  Financial •  

 
• 

Reinvest in Minnesota (RIM)  Financial • • 
 

• 
WBIF Financial •  • • 

MPCA 
Surface Water Assessment Grants  Financial 

 
 • • 

Clean Water Partnership Loan • • 
  

WRAPS Clean Water Fund Technical   • • 

MDH Source Water Protection Grant 
Program 

Financial • • • • 











 

Plan Administration and Coordination ● 108 
 

Reporting 

LGUs currently have a variety of reporting requirements related to their activities, programs, 
and grants or have those that are required by statute. A number of these reporting 
requirements will remain the LGUs’ responsibility. However, reporting related to grants and 
programs developed collaboratively and administered under this plan (including WBIF) 
may be reported by the fiscal agent and/or coordinator. The fiscal agent and/or coordinator 
is responsible for submitting all required reports and completing annual reporting 
requirements for this plan as required by state law and policy. 
 

Plan Amendments 

The CWMP is effective through 2036 per the BWSR order approving it. Activities described 
in this plan are voluntary, not prescriptive, and are meant to allow flexibility in 
implementation. Amendments to this CWMP will follow the most current BWSR 1W1P 
Operating Procedures. This provision for flexibility includes changes to the activities.  

During the time this plan is in effect, it is likely that new data giving a better understanding 
of watershed issues and solutions will be generated. Administrative authorities, state 
policies, and resource concerns may also change. New information, significant changes to 
the projects, programs, or funding in the plan, or the potential impact of emerging concerns 
and issues may require activities to be added to the plan. Amendments may be proposed 
by member LGUs. If revisions are required or requested, the plan amendment initiation 
process will follow Joint Powers Collaborative bylaws.  

Photo: Minneopa State Park, Minnesota River Valley webpage  
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