
Beyond Federal Aid:
State-based Conservation Revenue 

Survey Results



Publicly funded conservation is facing numerous challenges. Many

state fish and wildlife agencies have responded to these challenges

with unique policy mechanisms aimed at improving and diversifying

funding streams. 

However, these efforts had never been inventoried nation-wide,

leaving a gap in our knowledge of state agency funding. In the

summer of 2021, all AFWA Directors received a survey to collect

information on dedicated revenue. Our team has fully identified,

organized, and catalogued these revenue mechanisms. 

Key Takeaways

All 50 states provided funding data (n=50) 

AFWA member agencies collected $3.7 billion in dedicated

revenue in FY 2019 

The average AFWA member agency collected $75 million in

dedicated revenue annually

The median AFWA member agency collected $62.6 million in

dedicated revenue annually

69% of dedicated revenues in AFWA member agencies in FY

2019 came from three sources  

Hunting/Fishing/Trapping Licenses (43%), Pittman-Robertson

(18%), & Dingell-Johnson (8%)

Charlie Booher, M.S. Student

Joshua Millspaugh,

Boone and Crockett Professor 



Nationwide Dedicated Revenue in FY 2019 

Opportunities

Challenges

Some states may be able to capture

dedicated revenue using models employed in

other states

Dedicated revenue streams may be acquired

by converting existing revenue that is

currently subject to appropriations (e.g.,

sporting goods sales tax) 

Dedicated revenue streams may be acquired

through new taxes coming online (e.g.,

marijuana excise taxes)

Many agencies are heavily reliant on only a few

dedicated revenue streams, reducing resilience

and flexibility in agency planning

Spending of certain dedicated revenue may be

constrained or limited by state law

Dedicated revenue mechanisms vary in viability

and effectiveness from state-to-state

If you have any questions about this project, or would like to discuss how we might provide more

specific insights for your agency, please don’t hesitate to contact Charlie Booher at

charles.booher@umconnect.umt.edu




FY 2019 "Other" Revenue by Source

This chart displays

the sum of nation-

wide dedicated

revenue in FY 2019

by source. "Other"

revenue sources

make up <4% of

nation-wide

dedicated revenue

and are listed in the

table below.

(n=50)
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WAFWA Dedicated Revenue in FY 2019 

Highlights: 



1) WAFWA states collect 6.3% more
hunting, fishing, & trapping licenses

revenue than the national average

2) WAFWA states collect 4.9% less
Public Land Resource Development

revenue than the national average

3) WAFWA states collect 4.3% less
dedicated state sales tax revenue

than the national average

4) WAFWA states collect 2.9% more
non-federal grant dollars than the

national average

Alaska, Arizona, California, Colorado, Hawaii, Idaho, Kansas, Montana, Nebraska, Nevada, New

Mexico, North Dakota, Oklahoma, Oregon, South Dakota, Texas, Utah, Washington, & Wyoming are

members of WAFWA

WAFWA Regional Revenue,
Relative to AFWA

This chart & table

display the sum of

WAFWA-wide dedicated

revenue collected in FY

2019 (n=19) 
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MAFWA Dedicated Revenue in FY 2019 

 Highlights:



1) MAFWA state agencies collect

5.9% less revenue from hunting,

fishing, & trapping licenses than the

national average

2) MAFWA state agencies collect 

 5.8% more dedicated state sales tax

revenue than the national average

(driven by MO)

3) MAFWA state agencies collect  4%

more landfill tipping fees than the

national average (driven by WI)

4) MAFWA state agencies collect

2.7% more off-road vehicle/snow-

machine registration fees than the

national average

Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, North

Dakota, Ohio, South Dakota, and Wisconsin are members of MAFWA

MAFWA Regional Revenue,
Relative to AFWA

This chart & table

display the sum of

MAFWA-wide

dedicated revenue

collected in FY 2019

(n=13) 
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NEAFWA Dedicated Revenue in FY 2019 

Connecticut, Delaware, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New

York, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Vermont, Virginia, & West Virginia are members of NEAFWA

Highlights: 



1) NEAFWA states collect 11.3%
more public land resource

Development revenue than the

national average (Driven by WV &

PA)

2) NEAFWA states collect 3% less
non-federal grant dollars than the

national average

3) NEAFWA states collect 2.2% less

hunting, fishing, & trapping revenue

than the national average

NEAFWA Regional Revenue,
Relative to AFWA

This chart & table

display the sum of

NEAFWA-wide

dedicated revenue

collected in FY 2019

(n=13) 
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SEAFWA Dedicated Revenue in FY 2019 

Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, Missouri, North Carolina,

Oklahoma, South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, Virginia, & West Virginia are members of SEAFWA

SEAFWA Regional Revenue,
Relative to AFWA

Highlights: 



1) SEAFWA states collect 8.3% more
dedicated state sales tax than the

national average (driven by MO & AR)

2) SEAFWA states collect 2.1% more
boating registration fees than the

national average (driven by Gulf

states)

3) SEAFWA states collect 1.8% less off-

road vehicle/snow-machine 

 registrationrevenue than the national

average

4) SEAFWA states collect 1.7% less

public land resource development

revenue than the national average

This chart & table

display the sum of

SEAFWA-wide

dedicated revenue

collected in FY 2019

(n=15) 
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