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Fully Fund Minnesota State Parks and Trails No New Taxes for State Trail Users
Keep State Parks Free from the Noise and Undue Artificiality of OHVs

Charging a new fee to bike or hike on Minnesota’s state trails doesn’t 
make sense. For starters, such a policy would discourage beneficial 
activities (trails spur spending in Minnesota communities and promote 
healthy lifestyles). Such a tax would also be difficult, intrusive, and 
expensive to enforce. And finally, Minnesotans already agreed to pay 
increased taxes for parks and trails when they passed the Legacy 
Amendment in 2008. Revenues from the Legacy Amendment have 
been put to all types of good uses, including rehabilitating some of 
our state trails1. In fact, a forthcoming study found state trails are in 
relatively good shape. While there are still trails needing repair, a new 
fee on biking and hiking is a bad and unneeded policy.

PRIORITY

The state of our Trails:
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Poor condition

Based on forthcoming study by Parks & Trails Council of Minnesota

Operations Budget: 

Fully Fund Minnesota State Parks and TRails
PRIORITY

Minnesota State Parks and Trails are still recovering from drastic budget cuts they suffered in the late 2000s and early 2010s.  
Funding has rebounded in recent years, but much of that success has depended on temporary, one-time fixes to avoid staff 
layoffs and service cutbacks. The FY 2018-19 budget gives Minnesota a choice: Do we let the one-time budget fixes expire, 
leading to service reductions across Minnesota State Parks and Trails? Do we continue to tread water by including last year’s 
one-time funds in the base budget, keeping services at the current levels which aren’t meeting expectations? Or do we finally 
use a small fraction of the statewide budget surplus to fully fund State Parks and Trails? Gov. Dayton has recommended the 
latter choice, and we are too.
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We avoided cutbacks last year thanks to a temporary 

funding solution. Now those funds are at risk.
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Budget cut?
$24.4 MILLION PER YEAR

The baseline planning budget 

would cut current State 

Parks and Trails funding 

by $3 million per year. If 

this happens, park and trail 

services will be reduced.

Which Path forward for parks & Trails? It’s an easy choice.

Status Quo?
$27.4 MILLION PER YEAR

Legislators could choose 

to make the one-time funds 

appropriated in FY 2017 a part of 

base funding. This would avoid 

major cutbacks, but still leaves 

Parks and Trails stretched to a 

critical point, operating below 

expected levels.

Full Funding?
$31 MILLION PER YEAR

After years of chronic underfunding, 

is this the year Parks and Trails finally 
get the funding they need? A General 

Fund appropriation of $31 million per 

year would make past one-time fixes 
permanent, cover increasing costs, fund 

new park units, and expand services at 

Minnesota’s most-visited parks and trails. 

Gov. Dayton’s budget meets these needs.
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Parks Policy: 

Keep State Parks free from the noise and undue artificiality of ohvs
PRIORITY

State Parks are special places that were created to protect our state’s “unspoiled natural resources” for future generations. 
Parks & Trails Council opposes all efforts to introduce OHV recreation (Off-Highway Vehicles, including All-Terrain Vehicles, 
Off-Road Vehicles, and Off-Highway Motorcycles) into Minnesota State Parks. The introduction of OHVs into State Parks 
would be a change to current state policy that would compromise the State Park mission. Not only would the expansion 
of OHVs into State Parks violate state rules (MN 6100.1900), it also would violate the Outdoor Recreation Act. In addition, 
surveys conducted by the Minnesota Department of Natural Resources show this is an issue most state park visitors oppose.

Why this is so important:

Outdoor Recreation Act (M.S. 86A, Subd. 2)

[Only] Outdoor recreation activities... that can be 
accommodated without material disturbance of the natural 
features of the park or the introduction of undue artificiality into 
the natural scene may be permitted...

...[State] Park use shall be primarily for aesthetic, cultural, 
and educational purposes, and shall not be designed to 
accommodate all forms or unlimited volumes of recreational use.

Visitors want quiet, natural state parks

72% ...of visitors say the smells and sounds of 
nature are “very important” for their visit.2

60%
...of visitors oppose allowing OHVs in state 
parks. Only 12% support the idea.3

57% ...of visitors say silence and quiet is “very 
important” for their visit.4

Protecting our Natural Resources

The effects of OHV activities on ecosystems 
are diverse and potentially profound... Studies 
have revealed a variety of effects on soil properties, 
watersheds, and vegetation resulting from one to 
multiple passes by OHV vehicles. 

~ U.S. Geological Survey 5

References avaiable on following page
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OHVs already have disproportionate access to state lands

30%
of Minnesotans visit State Parks 8

5%
of Minnesotans own an OHV 6

Expanding OHV opportunities doesn’t need to come at the expense of State Parks

≈ 214,000 acres≈ 3,966,000 acres

of State Forest land open to OHVs 7 of State Park land to enjoy 9
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