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Project Description 
DNR will work with local units of government to establish a permanent public access to the 
northern portions of the Beaches Lake State Wildlife Management Area in Kittson County by 
granting a 16.5 foot wide county road easement to local road authorities and the 
establishment of a minimum maintenance township or county road to provide legal access 
where none currently exists.  This road easement will provide legal access for DNR staff to 
manage and maintain the extensive habitat on the WMA and provide citizen access for 
hunting, trapping, and other compatible outdoor uses consistent with the purpose of the WMA. 
Revenue from granting the easement will be deposited in the Game and Fish Fund and the 
Permanent School Trust Fund (8.95 acres have federal aid, 3.11 acres are School Trust for a 
total of approximately 12.06 acres).   

 
1. Purpose and Need 

1.1. Purpose 
The purpose of this project is to grant a permanent transportation corridor easement across 
the northern portions of the Beaches Lake WMA in Kittson County to establish a minimum 
maintenance public road for access to and through the public land. The alignment of the road 
easement will follow the centerline of an existing drainage ditch spoil bank that has been 
leveled and used as a common use access road for over 100 years. 
 

1.2. Need  
The Beaches Lake WMA is one of the largest WMAs in the state and includes over 30,617 
acres. It is situated mostly in three townships in eastern Kittson County and covers nearly 
44% of the land surface area in those townships. To put the size of this unit in perspective, it 
is nearly 30% larger than the Carlos Avery WMA in Anoka County, one of our “Major Unit” 
WMAs.  
 
Because of its size, Beaches Lake WMA has had a significant impact on the development of 
transportation roads within the effected townships. In two of those townships, Peatland and 
Cannon, there are 72 contiguous square miles where there are no public roads providing 
residents the ability to traverse across these townships to reach roads and towns on the other 
side.  Most Major Unit WMAs have public roads bisecting them and therefore do not imposes 
such restrictions on local access.  This WMA does however contain several large drainage 
ditch systems where the spoil banks have been leveled and used as informal roads for the 
past century. 

As we developed access objectives for Beaches Lake WMA, it became clear that because of 
the lack of a public road system surrounding the WMA, our legal access to the state land from 
a public road was restricted to only two township roads on the south end and one in the 
northwest corner of the unit.  The roads on the south side provide access to the main part of 
the unit and the road on the northwest side joins the 72/85 corridor to county road 25 from the 
north.  The vast majority of this unit is currently accessed by the general public from other 
informal transportation corridors controlled by private landowners. If this access is denied in 
the future access to most of the WMA would become limited to those who could access the 
unit from private land or for those capable of crossing water barriers and walking in. 
 
In an effort to ensure long term access to the WMA for the general public and to address the 
reasonable issues brought forward by residents for some continued use of traditional travel 
corridors to cross between the two affected townships, we propose to collaborate on the 
establishment of a minimum maintenance public road along an existing disturbed drainage 
ditch easement corridor. 
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1.3. Decisions that Need to be Made 

Due to the use of federal funds through the Wildlife and Sport Fish Restoration Program to 
acquire portions of Beaches Lake WMA included in this proposal, approval by the USFWS is 
required (Federal  Aid Handbook: 522 FW 6.7 E).  This document serves to meet the 
USFWS’s NEPA compliance requirement. 
 
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service’s Regional Director at Ft. Snelling, Minnesota will select an 
alternative and will determine, based on the facts and recommendations contained in this 
document, whether this Environmental Assessment (EA) is adequate to support a Finding of 
No Significant Impact, or whether an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will need to be 
prepared. 
 

1.4. Background 

Minnesota Rules governing the use and management of WMA’s (MR §6230.0250) limits the 
use of highway licensed vehicles to public roads or routes designated by signs and generally 
prohibits the use of OHV’s except on designated trails, by special use permit for hunters with 
disabilities, and for retrieval of big game during the deer season. As the Department acquired 
WMA lands for the Beaches Lake WMA with these existing informal transportation corridors in 
Kittson County and began enforcing WMA rules on these lands, the inevitable conflicts arose 
with residents who have traditionally used these corridors.  

 
Under Minn. Statute §84.63 the Commissioner has the authority to grant easements over 
state owned, DNR administered lands to townships for town roads. In 1996, the Department 
entered into a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with the Minnesota Association of 
Townships (Attachment 7) to establish a process for townships to obtain easements for town 
roads that cross state land where there is no written record that an easement exists.  Under 
this process, the Department has collaborated with eight townships in Marshall and Beltrami 
Counties to review corridors in the context of our access objectives and, where compatible, 
we have approved easements for township road establishment across state land. At least two 
of these easements, granted as late as April of 2006, crossed WMA lands where the U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service Federal Aid program held a 75% interest in the real property and for 
which they gave their approval to grant the easements. 
 
In an effort to ensure long term access to the WMA for the general public and to address the 
reasonable issues brought forward by residents for some continued use of traditional travel 
corridors to cross between the two affected townships, we began a series of meetings with 
Kittson County and Cannon Township officials to explore the acceptable options. 

 
To date there have been numerous meetings that have been held to explore the situation, 
review the acceptable options and discuss the procedural requirements for each option. 
Through this process a number of issues have been made clear to all parties: 

1. The only transportation corridors that the Department will consider as township 
roads are those portions of the north spoil berm along State Ditch #72 and State 
Ditch #85 that runs east and west through state land and a small segment of 
Lateral 1 SD 95 in the southeastern portion of the unit (see map). All other routes 
discussed are not appropriate as township roads. 

2. The only status change that is acceptable for the identified corridors is 
establishment of a township/county road through an easement from the state and 
subsequent township/county road order. 
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3. Easements that cross state land for which the purchase cost was reimbursed by 
funds from the Federal Aid in Wildlife Restoration program and thus have a 
federal interest in the real property would require approval by the U.S. Fish & 
Wildlife Service before an easement could be granted and compensation to the 
Game & Fish fund or the Permanent School Trust as appropriate. 

4. A change in status of a corridor to town/county road would require an 
environmental review and could lead to a requirement for the completion of an 
Environmental Assessment Worksheet. 

5. Any easement issued by the state to establish a town road across state land 
would be contingent on the road authority establishing a similar road order on 
adjoining private lands to complete a continuous road. In the event that the road 
authority failed to do so in a reasonable length of time the easements across 
state lands would revert to the state. 

6. Any collaboration between the State and road authority to establish a 
town/county road across state land would be accompanied by a Memorandum of 
Understanding that would detail expectations for maintenance and law 
enforcement by the road authority and County. 

 
 
The location of the proposed road alignment is within the existing drainage ditch construction 
easement and will be placed on previously disturbed earthen spoil from ditch construction that 
has been leveled for travel. There will be no direct impact to existing wildlife habitat.  The 
location of the proposed road will be physically separated from the majority of the WMA by a 
water filled drainage ditch to the south of the easement that will provide a physical and visual 
barrier to unauthorized off corridor travel. There is no physical barrier to the north of the 
easement corridor. The road surface will remain a grass and aggregate surface and will be 
designed as a minimum maintenance road.   
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Figure 1.  Map – Beaches WMA within Kittson County 
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Figure 2.  Beaches Lake WMA With Proposed Road Easement 
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2.  Alternatives, Including the Proposed Action 
This chapter describes and compares the alternatives considered for the addressing the proposed 
road easement within Beaches Lake WMA.  Included are descriptions of the two alternatives 
considered: Alternative (A): Approval of the proposed road easement; Alternative (B): the no action 
alternative.  No other alternatives were considered. 

 
2.1. Alternatives Not Considered for Detailed Analysis 

No other Alternatives were considered. 
 

2.2. Alternatives Carried Forward for Detailed Analysis 
 
2.2.1. Alternative A - Proposed Action: 

Approving the 16.5 foot easement and allowing all motorized traffic legally allowed on 
township roads.  Currently, township roads permit access to all licensed motor 
vehicles, farm equipment and some recreational vehicles.  Providing this easement for 
a public township road should ensure public and management access to portions of 
Beaches Lake WMA adjacent to this easement. 
 

2.2.2. Alternative B - No Action: 
The no action alternative would reject the proposed road easement proposed by 
Kittson County and could limit access by staff and the public within and around 
Beaches Lake WMA.  Current habitat management practices would continue on this 
unit, but access to perform this work could become restricted.  
 

3. Affected Environment 
 
3.1. Physical Characteristics  

The proposed  8.03 mile, 16.5 foot wide easement along its entire length is comprised of 
leveled spoil from State Ditch 85 and State Ditch 72. This spoil was placed and leveled on the 
north side of the respective ditches during its original construction or during maintenance by 
the ditch authorities. 
 
It is currently in a leveled state and is vegetated mainly by cool season grasses. There are 
segments that have been “spot graveled” by Kittson County although areas of rutting still 
occur and exist along the corridor. 
 
 

3.2. Biological Environment 
3.2.1. Habitat/vegetation 

Habitats adjacent to the easement area are a mosaic of habitats typical of those found 
in the Aspen Parklands ECS Subsection. Predominately, these habitats are 
undisturbed (never tilled for farming purposes, some rotational grazing) native habitats 
found within the Aspen Parklands subsection. The habitats (communities) as indicated 
in the Minnesota County Biological Survey (MCBS) found adjacent to the easement 
corridor include: Aspen Parkland complex; Aspen Woodland/Forest Complex; 
Meadow-Marsh-Fen-Swamp Complex; Parkland Brush Prairie; Willow-Dogwood Shrub 
Swamp; Rich Fen (Peatland); and Meadow-Marsh-Shrub-Swamp-Wet Aspen 
Complex. There are some small tilled agricultural fields adjacent to the east end of the 
easement corridor and also Conservation Reserve Program (CRP) grass fields on 
private land adjacent to the central portion of the easement corridor. 
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3.2.2. Listed, Proposed, and Candidate Species 
 
Federally Listed Species 
The proposed road easement is located in Kittson County.  According to the USFWS’s 
County Distribution of Federally-Listed Endangered, Threatened, Candidate and 
Proposed Species list at http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/lists/minnesot-
cty.html , the following species are listed in Kittson County:  Gray wolf (Canis lupus), 
Dakota skipper (Hesperia dacotae), Western prairie fringed orchid (Platanthera 
praeclara).  The Phase I, Section 7 Evaluation is included as Attachment 3.  Based on 
the Section 7 analysis conducted by the MN DNR’s Endangered Species Program 
Coordinator along with the Division of Fish and Wildlife’s Federal Aid Coordinator, 
approval of this easement would result in a “not likely to adversely affect” 
recommendation for the gray wolf and a “no effect” for all other listed species. 
 
Minnesota State Listed Species 
The following state listed species are noted in the Hertitage Elements database within  
one mile in each direction of the proposed easement corridor. Only Species  of Special 
Concern, or species that are Threatened or Endangered, are listed. Seven 
occurrences of Twig Rush (Cladium mariscoides) and 2 occurrences of Northern 
Gentian (Gentiana affinis) are listed within a mile buffer of the proposed easement 
corridor. Both species are listed as “Special Concern”. Yellow rails (Coturnicops 
noveboracesnsis), Marbled Godwits (Liimosa fedoa), and Nelson’s Sharp-tailed 
Sparrow (Ammodramus nelson), all state listed species of special concern, are found 
within 2 miles of the proposed easement corridor.  There are no state listed 
“Threatened or Endangered” species within one mile of the proposed corridor although 
Threatened Species are noted within 2 miles. 
 
More information about the rare species can be viewed at the Rare Species Guide on 
the MNDNR website at: http://www.dnr.state.mn.us/rsg/index.html . 
 

3.2.3  Other Wildlife Species 
Other wildlife in the area that are common to the aspen parkland habitats to note 
include; moose, elk, white-tailed deer, black bear, river otter, fisher, bobcat, gray wolf, 
upland sandpipers, sharp-tailed grouse, sandhill crane, a variety of dabbling ducks and 
numerous species of song birds.  
 
“The Minnesota State Wildlife Action Plan (SWAP) – MDNR 2006. Tomorrow’s Habitat 
for the Wild and Rare: An Action Plan for Minnesota Wildlife, describes key habitats 
and Species of Greatest Conservation Need.  Beaches WMA is located within the 
Aspen Parkland subsection of the Minnesota Ecological Classification System. 
 
The Aspen Parkland subsection is a mix of lacustrine plain and shoreline (beach) 
ridges formed by Glacial Lake Agassiz, with extensive forested peatlands to the east 
and tallprass prairie to the west.  This subsection, which extends into Canada, is the 
transition between prairie and forest areas.  Considerable flooding occurs along the 
large rivers in this section.  Large complexes of wetlands, aspen and brush prairie are 
evident with dry prairies along the beach ridges.  Habitat loss and degredation are the 
most serious threats to species of special concern in this subsection and natural 
resource management goals focus primarily on maintaining quality habitat and 
managing invasive species. 
 

http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/lists/minnesot-cty.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/lists/minnesot-cty.html
http://www.dnr.state.mn.us/rsg/index.html
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A full list of Species of Greatest Conservation Need within the Aspen Parkland 
subsection can be found through the link below. 
 
http://files.dnr.state.mn.us/assistance/nrplanning/bigpicture/cwcs/chapters_appendix/to
morrows_habitat_toc.pdf 
 
 

 
3.3. Land Use 

Kittson County is in the northwestern part of Minnesota on the North Dakota, Manitoba and 
Canadian border.  The total area of the county is approximately 1,103 square miles, of which, 
1,097 square miles of it is land and 6 square miles of it is water.  Historically, land cover was 
predominantly prairie/grassland (45%), wetland (24%), brush (15%) and forest (15%). 
Currently, land cover is dominated by cultivated land (66%), while prairie/grassland, wetland, 
brush and forest now only represent 6%, 13%, 2% and 11% of the land cover, respectively. 
General land use in Kittson County is agricultural. According to the 2006 Minnesota 
Agricultural Statistics, there were 659 farms in Kittson County in 2002, for a combined total of 
555,561 acres.   (Extracted from the Kittson County Comprehensive Land Use Plan). 
 

3.4. Cultural/Paleontological Resources 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) requires federal 
agencies to consider the effects of their actions on historic properties.  The Division of Fish 
and Wildlife has contracted with a licensed archeologist, Mike Magner, to administer 
compliance with Section 106.  Mr. Magner has determined that as the easement corridor is 
confined to an artificial landform and as there are no recorded historic properties along the 
ditch bank, that the easement does not meet the definition of an “undertaking with the 
potential to affect historic properties” for the purposes of Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act (NHPA) and does not require further cultural resource review (Attachment 4).  
This determination was guided by the 6/29/1998 procedural document agreed upon by the MN 
SHPO, DNR-Wildlife, and Region 3 USFWS Federal Aid Office. 
 

3.5. Local Socio-economic Conditions 
Minnesota has a population of 5,303,925 (2010 census).  The economy of Minnesota was 
estimated at $239 billion of gross domestic product in 2009.  The population in Kittson County 
in 2010 was 4,552, a decline of 13.9% from the 2000 census.  The 2000 census noted the 
median income for a household in Kittson County was $32,515.   Percent below poverty level 
in the county was 10.2%.   
 

4. Environmental Consequences 
 
4.1. Alternative A - Proposed Action: 

The proposed action would include approving the 16.5 ft. wide easement and allowing all 
motorized traffic legally allowed on township roads. Providing this easement for a public 
township road should ensure public and management access to portions of Beaches Lake 
WMA adjacent to this easement. 
 
4.1.1. Habitat Impacts  

There will be no direct impacts to native habitats on the WMA within the easement 
corridor as the corridor is mainly comprised of tame grasses. Indirect impacts to native 
habitats adjacent to the easement corridor could include increased noxious weed 
infestations from the spread of weed species by a possible increase in highway license 

http://files.dnr.state.mn.us/assistance/nrplanning/bigpicture/cwcs/chapters_appendix/tomorrows_habitat_toc.pdf
http://files.dnr.state.mn.us/assistance/nrplanning/bigpicture/cwcs/chapters_appendix/tomorrows_habitat_toc.pdf
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vehicle (HLV) travel and new ATV or UTV travel that would be permitted through 
township road status. Unauthorized off-road travel, if it occurred, could cause direct 
damage and degradation to native habitats and wetlands. Road maintenance, 
particularly the application of aggregate, could cause an increase in noxious or 
invasive weed species establishment if the aggregate were infested with weed seed. 
 

4.1.2. Biological Impacts 
There will likely be little to no biological impacts to the easement corridor itself due to 
its current coverage of tame grasses and past history of HLV travel. There could be 
indirect impacts to the adjacent native vegetation composition due to possible noxious 
or invasive weed infestations if increased HLV, ATV or UTV travel occurred as a result 
of township road designation. Native plant species and the wildlife (including 
invertebrates) that use these habitats could be displaced from noxious or invasive 
weed infestations. It is very difficult to control or eradicate noxious weeds with 
herbicides in native habitats as most herbicides that are effective on noxious weeds 
also kill or hurt non-target native species. 
 
Wildlife species that utilize the adjacent native habitats could be displaced from 
increased noise and activity resulting from increased motorized use, particularly by 
ATVs and UTVs, which would be permitted to use the corridor if the easement is 
approved. 
 
 

4.1.3. Listed, Proposed, and Candidate Species 
 
Federally Listed Species 
The proposed road easement is located in Kittson County.  According to the USFWS’s 
County Distribution of Federally-Listed Endangered, Threatened, Candidate and 
Proposed Species list at http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/lists/minnesot-
cty.html , the following species are listed in Kittson County:  Gray wolf (Canis lupus), 
Dakota skipper (Hesperia dacotae), Western prairie fringed orchid (Platanthera 
praeclara).  The Phase I, Section 7 Evaluation is included as Attachment 3.  Based on 
the Section 7 analysis conducted by the MN DNR’s Endangered Species Program 
Coordinator along with the Division of Fish and Wildlife’s Federal Aid Coordinator, 
approval of this easement will result in a “not likely to adversely affect” 
recommendation for the gray wolf and a “no effect” for all other listed species.. 
 
Minnesota State Listed Species 
The following state listed species are noted in the Hertitage Elements database within  
one mile in each direction of the proposed easement corridor. Only Species  of Special 
Concern, or species that are Threatened or Endangered, are listed. Seven 
occurrences of Twig Rush (Cladium mariscoides) and 2 occurrences of Northern 
Gentian (Gentiana affinis) are listed within a mile buffer of the proposed easement 
corridor. Both species are listed as “Special Concern”. Yellow rails (Coturnicops 
noveboracesnsis), Marbled Godwits (Liimosa fedoa), and Nelson’s Sharp-tailed 
Sparrow (Ammodramus nelson), all state listed species of special concern, are found 
within 2 miles of the proposed easement corridor.  There are no state listed 
“Threatened or Endangered” species within one mile of the proposed corridor although 
Threatened Species are noted within 2 miles. 
 

http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/lists/minnesot-cty.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/lists/minnesot-cty.html
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More information about the rare species can be viewed at the Rare Species Guide on 
the MNDNR website at: http://www.dnr.state.mn.us/rsg/index.html . 
 

4.14 Cultural Resources  
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) requires federal 
agencies to consider the effects of their actions on historic properties.  The Division of 
Fish and Wildlife has contracted with a licensed archeologist, Mike Magner, to 
administer compliance with Section 106.  Mr. Magner has determined that as the 
easement corridor is confined to an artificial landform and as there are no recorded 
historic properties along the ditch bank, that the easement does not meet the definition 
of an “undertaking with the potential to affect historic properties” for the purposes of 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and does not require 
further cultural resource review (Attachment 4).  This determination was guided by the 
6/29/1998 procedural document agreed upon by the MN SHPO, DNR-Wildlife, and 
Region 3 USFWS Federal Aid Office.   No THPO comments were received. 
 

4.1.5   Environmental Justice 
The proposed action is not likely to have an adverse effect on minorities and low 
income populations and communities.  No other issues related to environmental justice 
are anticipated.   
 

4.1.6   Cumulative Impacts 
Minnesota Rule part 4410.1700, subpart 7, item B requires that the responsible 
government unit (RGU) consider the “cumulative potential effects of related or 
anticipated future projects” when determining the need for an environmental impact 
statement.  This includes any present or reasonably foreseeable future projects that 
may interact with the target project in such a way as to cause cumulative impacts.  
Project proposers are required to document the nature of the cumulative impacts and 
summarize any other available information relevant to determining whether there is 
potential for significant environmental effects due to cumulative impacts. 
 
The current proposed easement will result in the corridor being designated as a 
township road, which in turn, will allow for the permitted travel of ATVs and UTVs over 
the WMA on the corridor.  A township road designation will likely result in an increase 
of ATV and UTV travel over what has been experienced with that of past unauthorized 
ATV/UTV travel.  The greater the increase in motorized travel, especially by ATVs or 
UTVs, the greater the possibility that noxious or invasive weed transmission will occur, 
and the greater the potential for disturbance to wildlife through increases in noise and 
activity. 
 
 MN DNR has consistently opposed the prospect of a GIA ATV trail designation over 
the proposed easement corridor and does not plan to deviate from this position in the 
future. 
 
Significant road construction to the easement corridor in the future could result in a 
temporary displacement of wildlife species or result in a short or long term weed 
problem in or adjacent the corridor due to the substrate disturbance that would occur. 
Aggregate that may be used in future road construction could result in weed problems 
on or adjacent to the corridor if it happen to be infested with weed seed. 

   
 

http://www.dnr.state.mn.us/rsg/index.html
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4.2  Alternative B - No Action:   
 The no action alternative would reject the proposed road easement proposed by Kittson 

County and could limit access by staff and the public within and around Beaches Lake WMA 
as no through traffic corridor on public land currently exists.  Access to much of the WMA by 
staff requires permission from private landowners.  Current habitat management practices 
would continue on this unit, but access to perform this work could become restricted if access 
on private land along the ditch spoils was denied. 
 

 MN DNR is requiring Kittson County to obtain access easements from affected private 
landowners along the corridor to ensure that both DNR management access and public 
access is fully provided.  Without these easements, the corridor could become closed to HLV 
traffic as well as parking and camping during the hunting seasons.  If the county fails to obtain 
these private easements, the county’s easement would revert to the State.     

 
4.2.1. Habitat Impacts 

The “No Action” alternative would result in no change in current habitat management 
of Beaches Lake WMA.   If a few select landowners along the SD 72/85 corridor opted 
to close access to the corridor through their property, management access would be 
impacted. MN DNR’s current management access, as well as public access, is 
currently subject to landowner permission. 
 

4.2.2. Biological Impacts 
The “No Action” alternative would result in no change in current habitat management 
of Beaches Lake WMA and therefore, no change in biological impacts. 
 

4.2.3. Listed, Proposed, and Candidate Species 
The “No Action” alternative would result in no change in current habitat management 
of Kittson Co. WMA.   No change to impacts of state species would be anticipated. 
 

4.2.4. Cultural Resources 
The “No Action” alternative would result in no change for Beaches Lake WMA. 
 

4.2.5. Environmental Justice 
The “No Action” alternative would result in no change for Beaches Lake WMA. 
 

4.2.6. Cumulative Impacts 
The “No Action” alternative would result in no change for Beaches Lake  WMA. 
 

  



16 
September 12, 2011 

4.3 Summary of Environmental Consequences by Alternative  
 

 
 

Attribute 

Alternative A 
 

Alternative B 
 
 

Habitat Indirect/direct impacts to adjacent native 
habitats through possible weed increases. 

No Change 

Biology Indirect impacts to habitat composition 
and wildlife species through weed, noise 
and activity increases. 

No Change 

Listed Species No Change No Change 
Cultural Resources No Change No Change 
Environmental Justice No Change No Change 
Cumulative Impacts Significant weed introduction potential 

and wildlife disturbance if future road 
construction were to occur.  Changes to 
the proposed easement would require a 
modification and additional review before 
it could be considered however. 

No Change 

 
 
 

5. List of Preparers 
Final document was prepared by: 
 
Jeanne Daniels, Federal Aid Coordinator; Minnesota Department of Natural Resources, Division of 
Fish and Wildlife; 500 Lafayette Road; St. Paul, MN 551554020.  Phone 651-259-5214, e-mail 
Jeanne.Daniels@state.mn.us.  

Donovan Pietruszewski, Area Wildlife Supervisor; Minnesota Department of Natural Resources, 
Division of Fish and Wildlife; 202 N. Main, PO Box 154, Karlstad, MN 56732. Phone 218-436-2427, 
email Donovan.Pietruszewski@state.mn.us.  

Paul Telander, Regional Wildlife Manager, Minnesota DNR Section of Wildlife - NW Region Office, 
2115 Birchmont Beach Road NE, Bemidji, MN  56601, phone:  218-308-2674, e-mail:  
paul.telander@state.mn.us 

Dennis Simon, Wildlife Section Chief, Minnesota DNR Section of Wildlife, 500 Lafayette Road, St. 
Paul, MN  55155, phone: 651-259-5237, e-mail:  dennis.simon@state.mn.us 

 

6. Consultation and Coordination With the Public and Others 
This EA was prepared in consultation and coordination with the USFWS Region 3 Wildlife and 
Sport Fish Restoration Program and USFWS Region 3 Environmental Review Coordinator. 
 

December 22, 2010 and January 11, 2011 – Meetings with MN DNR and representatives of 
Kittson Co. Board and highway department to discuss potential road easement. 

 
January 18, 2011 – County Bd. Resolution (Attachment 5) 
 

mailto:Jeanne.Daniels@state.mn.us
mailto:Donovan.Pietruszewski@state.mn.us
mailto:paul.telander@state.mn.us
mailto:dennis.simon@state.mn.us


17 
September 12, 2011 

April 27, 2011, - Meeting with USFWS – WSFRP staff, Region 3.  Review easement application 
and supporting documentation. 
 
 

7. Comments should be sent no later than October 14, 2011 to:   
Jeanne Daniels, Federal Aid Coordinator 
Division of Fish and Wildlife, Section of Wildlife 
500 Lafayette Rd 
St. Paul, MN  55155-4020 
 
Jeanne.daniels@state.mn.us  
(651)259-5214 
 
 

8. References Cited 
 
Tomorrow’s Habitat for the Wild and Rare:  An Action Plan for Minnesota Wildlife  Minnesota’s 
Comprehensive Wildlife Conservation Strategy. January 2006; State of Minnesota, Department of 
Natural Resources. 
 

Kittson County Local Water Management Plan 2010 – 2019.  
http://www.nwmnswcd.org/index.pl?id=6381&isa=Item&field_name=item_attachment_file&
op=download_file . 

 
2010 US Census Data (Minnesota) 
(http://www.demography.state.mn.us ) 

  

mailto:Jeanne.daniels@state.mn.us
http://www.nwmnswcd.org/index.pl?id=6381&isa=Item&field_name=item_attachment_file&op=download_file
http://www.nwmnswcd.org/index.pl?id=6381&isa=Item&field_name=item_attachment_file&op=download_file
http://www.demography.state.mn.us/
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Attachment 1 Original WMA Project Proposal  
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Attachment 2 Property Report 
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