
Page 1 of 3 

 

 

 

 

 

Agenda Item Discussion 

1. Call to order A.  Roll Call 

2. Approval of agenda  

3. Citizen Forum Citizens may address the Board of Managers about any item not contained on the regular 
agenda. A maximum of 15 minutes is allowed for the Forum. If the full 15 minutes are not 
needed for the Forum, the Board will continue with the agenda. The Board will take no 
official action on items discussed at the Forum, with the exception of referral to staff or a 
Board Committee for a recommendation to be brought back to the Board for discussion or 
action at a future meeting. 

4.  Consent Agenda  All items listed under the consent agenda are considered to be routine by the Board of 
Managers and will be enacted by one motion and an affirmative vote of a majority of the 
members present. There will be no separate discussion of these items unless a Board 
Member or citizen request, in which event, the items will be removed from the consent 
agenda and considered as a separate item in its normal sequence on the agenda. 

A. Approve Minutes September 17, 2018, October 24, 2018 and November 19, 
2018 Regular Meetings 

B. Receive and file Financial Reports - December 2018 financial reports are not 
available because of the early date of this month's meeting 

C. Approval of Invoices for payment 
i. Patchin Messner Dodd & Brumm - work performed related to public 

hearing in the matter of the 9-foot channel 
ii. Scott County SWCD - Q3 2018 monitoring services 

iii. Naiad Consulting, LLC - October 2018 Administrative Service & expenses 
iv. Rinke Noonan - October 2018 legal services 
v. Time Savers Offsite Secretarial - preparation of October 2018 meeting 

minutes 
vi. Daniel Hron - January 2019 office rent 

vii. Young Environmental Consulting Group, LLC - November 2018 Technical 
Services 

viii. Metro Sales - payment on maintenance agreement for copier 
ix. Carver County Finance Department - Q4 Financial Services 

Lower Minnesota River Watershed District 

7:00 PM 

Monday, January 7, 2019 

Carver County Government Center 

602 East Fourth Street, Chaska, MN 55318 

Please note the meeting will be held at the Carver County 

Government Center on the Monday, January 7, 2019 
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D. Authorize Amendment to Administrative Service Agreement 

E. Designation of 2019 official newspaper 

F. Designation of Official Depository 

5.  New Business/ 
Presentations 

A. Discussion with members of MAWD Board of Directors 

6. Old Business A. Dredge Management 

i. Funding for dredge material management 

ii. Vernon Avenue Dredge Material Management site  

iii. Private Dredge Material Placement 

B. Watershed Management Plan 

C. 2019 Legislative Action - no new information to report since last update 

D. Education & Outreach - no new information to report since last update 

E. LMRWD Projects 

i. Eden Prairie Area #3 Stabilization 

ii. Riley Creek Cooperative project/Lower Riley Creek restoration 

iii. Seminary Fen ravine stabilization project 

iv. East Chaska Creek  (Carver County Watershed Based Funding) 

v. Schroeder Acres Park (Scott County Watershed Based Funding) 

vi. Shakopee Downtown BMO Retrofit (Scott County Watershed Based 
Funding) 

vii. PLOC ( Prior Lake Outlet Channel) Restoration (Scott County Watershed 
Based Funding) 

viii. Dakota County Fen Gap Analysis and Conceptual Model (Dakota County 
Watershed Based Funding) 

ix. Hennepin County Chloride Project (Hennepin County Watershed Based 
Funding) 

x. Vegetation Management Plan 

xi. Sustainable Lake Management Plan - Trout Lakes 

xii. Geomorphic Assessment of Trout Streams 

xiii. Spring Creek Cost Share 

F. Project Reviews 

i. City of Burnsville - Burnsville Sanitary Landfill 

ii. City of Carver - Local Surface Water Management Plan 

iii.  City of Eden Prairie - Peterson Wetland Bank 

iv. City of Chanhassen - TH 101 Improvements 

v. City of Savage - 12113 Lynn Avenue 

vi. Cities of Richfield/Bloomington - TH 77 & 77th Street underpass 

vii. MNDOT - I494 Brush removal 

viii. MNDOT - TH 5 Signage projects 

ix. MPCA - MN River TSS TMDL 

x. MN Valley State Trail - EAW (Environmental Assessment Worksheet) 

xi. Hennepin County - CSAH 61/Flying Cloud Drive 

xii. MNDOT - I494/TH 5/TH 55 Mill & Overlay project 
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xiii. MNDOT - I35W Bridge Replacement 

xiv. MNDOT - I494 from TH169 to Minnesota River 

xv. City of Shakopee - Amazon Fulfillment Center drainage 

xvi.  MAC/LMRWD/MCWD boundary realignment 

xvii. Fort Snelling - Dominion Housing 

xviii. USACOE/USFWS - Bass Ponds, Marsh & Wetland 

G. MPCA Soil Reference Values - No new information since last update 

7.  Communications A. Administrator Report 

B. President 

C. Managers 

D. Committees 

E. Legal Counsel 

F. Engineer 

9. Adjourn Next meeting of the LMRWD Board of Managers is Monday, February 20, 2019 

Upcoming meetings/Events 

o USACE River Resource Forum - January 22, 2019 & January 23, 2019, 180 E. Fifth Street E., 
St. Paul, MN 

o Upper Mississippi River Waterway Association - Thursday, December 20, 2018, 11:30am 
Lilydale Pool & Yacht Club 

o Metro MAWD - Tuesday, January 29, 2019, 7:00pm Capitol Region Watershed District, 595 
Aldine Street, St. Paul 

o 18th Annual Road Salt Symposium - February 7, 2019, 8:30am to 2:45pm Plymouth Creek 
Center, 14800 34th Avenue North, Plymouth MN 

o MAWD Day at the Capitol - Wednesday, February 20, 2019 & Thursday, February 21, 2019, 
Double Tree Hotel, 411 Minnesota Street, St. Paul 

o Moos Family Lecture Series: Dr. David Montgomery - A New Case for Agriculture, April 16, 
2019, Plymouth Creek Center, 14800 34th Avenue North, Plymouth MN, public reception 
5:30pm, Lecture 7:00pm 

o Ice Out/Loon In - Freshwater Annual Gala, May 4, 2019, Metropolitan Club & Ballroom 

For Information Only 

 WCA Notices 
o None received 

 DNR Public Waters Work permits 
o None received 

 DNR Water Appropriation permits 
o None received 

Future Manager Agenda Items list 

 Report of water quality testing of Minnesota River from MPCA 

 Report on Flying Cloud Landfill 

 Record retention policy 

 AIS Policy 

 Riverbank stabilization policy 

Future TAC Agenda Items List 

 LMRWD monitoring plan 

https://freshwater.org/road-salt-symposium/
https://www.mnwatershed.org/legislative-breakfast-day-at-the-capitol/


Page 1 of 9 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
1. CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL 

On Monday, September 17, 2018, at 7:00 PM in the Room 241of the Scott County Law Enforcement 
Center, 301 South Fuller Street, Shakopee, Minnesota, Vice President Hartmann called to order the 
meeting of the Board of Managers of the Lower Minnesota River Watershed District (LMRWD) and 
asked for roll call to be taken. The following Managers were present: Manager Adam Frey, Manager 
David Raby and Manager Jesse Hartmann. In addition, the following were also present: Linda 
Loomis, Naiad Consulting, LLC, LMRWD Administrator; Della Schall Young, Young Environmental 
Consulting Group, LLC, Technical Consultant; John Kolb, Rinke Noonan, Legal Counsel; Clay Dodd, 
Patchin Messner Dodd & Brumm, consultant for the LMRWD, Eric Watruba, Burns & McDonnell, 
LMRWD Engineer; Jake Hamlin and Greg Oberle, CHS; Jeff Webb, Ruben Chong, Dean Jacobs, Cargill; 
Lisa Brickey, Mosaic; Tim Koch, Randy, Donnell, Stephen Kucala, Ceres Global; Mike Bush, Superior 
Minerals; Kirby Templin, City of Shakopee, Water Resources-Environmental Engineer; and Lindsey 
Albright, Dakota SWCD 

2. APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA 
Administrator Loomis requested the removal of the July 18, 2018 and August 15, 2018 Regular 
Meeting minutes.  She requested the addition of Item 7. F. ii. Old Business - Riley Creek Cooperative 
Agreement. 

Manager Raby made a motion to approve the agenda as amended. The motion was seconded by 
Manager Hartmann. The motion carried unanimously. 

3. CITIZEN FORUM 
There were no citizens who wished to address the board. 

4. CONSENT AGENDA 
Vice President Hartmann introduced the item. 

A. Approve Minutes for June 13, 2018, July 18, 2018 and August 15, 2018 Regular Meeting 
B. Receive and file Financial Report 
C. Presentation of Invoices for payment 

i. Barr Engineering - No-rise modeling & Riley Creek 
ii. Culligan Bottled Water - bottled water for LMRWD office 

iii. Managers - 1st half 2018 per diem & expenses 
iv. Metro Sales - Payment for copier service agreement 

Minutes of Regular Meeting 

Board of Managers 

Monday September 17, 2018 

Scott County Law Enforcement Center 301 South Fuller Street, Shakopee, MN 7:00 p.m. 

Approved ________________, 2018 

Item 4A 

LMRWD 1-7-2019 
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v. MAWD - reimbursement to MAWD for additional bus expense related to MAWD 
Summer Tour 

vi. Rinke Noonan Attorneys at Law - June 2018 legal services 
vii. Steinkraus Development LLC - for August & September 2018 office rent 

viii. Burns & McDonnell - May & June 2018 engineering/technical services 
ix. US Bank Equipment Finance - September 2018 copier rental 
x. Waypoint Insurance Advisors - Directors & officers insurance 

xi. Western National Insurance Company - Liability insurance 
xii. Freshwater Society - payment for Lake Coring Project 

xiii. Naiad Consulting, LLC - for June & July 2018 admin services & expenses 
xiv. USGS - Annual payment for sediment and flow monitoring 
xv. Dakota County SWCD - 2nd Quarter monitoring service 
xvi. TimeSaver Off Site Secretarial Services - for preparation of August 2018 meeting minutes 

D. Resolution 18-12 Approving the Local Surface Water Management Plan for the City of Mendota 
Heights 

Manager Raby made a motion to approve the consent agenda with the July 18, 2018 and August 
15, 2018 meeting minutes removed.  The motion was seconded by Manager Hartmann. The 
motion carried unanimously. 

5. Public Hearing 
A. The matter of the None Foot Channel Permanent Disposal Sites Acquisition and Development 

Basic Water Management Project 
Manager Hartmann introduced the item and explained the proceedings for the hearing. 

Administrator Loomis provided a brief description of how notice of the public hearing was 
distributed, including direct mail to owners of record of all impacted properties. Notices were 
mailed to address of record in the Counties' tax systems.  Public notice was also placed in the 
Star Tribune. 

Attorney Kolb provided some history and background for the proceedings.  He said the district 
previously performed an analysis of benefits of the navigation channel and has documented 
$22.5 million in total annual savings using barge transport which is made possible by the dredge 
project.  This is a capital improvements project and is presented as such in the LMRWD 
Watershed Management Plan.   

Attorney Kolb noted that it is important to note that the LMRWD was successful with 
negotiating with the Corps of Engineers to eliminate the need for additional dredge sites.  The 
COE has agreed to place dredge material at the LMRWD site at RMP 14.2, if the LMRWD pays 
the cost to transport material dredge from below I-35W.  Attorney Kolb said at one point this 
project was $300,000 in debt and is now currently at $200,000 in debt.  He said they are now 
looking at how to go forward and how the project can be sustainable. 

Attorney Kolb said the LMRWD was successful in obtaining State of Minnesota bond money, 
which is sitting in trust with the State.  If the project moves forward, those funds will be drawn 
upon first.  He detailed the options available to the LMRWD to pay for the cost of the project. 

Attorney Kolb reported on the value analysis that was used to determine value related to the 
project and said this is not an appraisal.  The LMRWD will use the consulting appraiser's report 
as a basis to determine benefits if it chooses to do so. 

Attorney Kolb stated as part of the proceedings a copy of the project plan was submitted to the 
board of Department of Natural Resources and Board of Water & Soil Resources.  No negative 
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comments have been filed regarding the project plan.  Mr. Kolb detailed information contained 
in the notice of the hearing that was distributed to the public.  He explained what was contained 
in the hearing notice that was sent and published in the newspaper.  He outlined explained that 
once public comments have been taken, the Board will then deliberate, taking into 
consideration the engineer's report, the consulting appraiser report, comments received, 
agency review comments staff recommendations and any other information relevant to the 
proceedings.  If the Board determines to order establishment of the project, the order must 
include findings.  Because the project might be funded in part by benefitted lands assessment 
findings must include a determination of each benefitted properties portion of any funds to be 
raised by assessment.  Mr. Kolb then provided possible options for the Board to take, should 
they determine to move forward with the project. 

Mr. Kolb asked if the Managers had any questions and turned the meeting over to Della Young. 

Della Shall Young introduced herself.  She introduced Eric Watruba, senior environmental 
engineer with Burns & McDonnell, the environmental engineer for the project.  Ms. Young 
explained the roles of Burns & McDonnell and Young Environmental Consulting Group, LLC.  She 
explained preliminary details of the studies and work needed on the site. 

Mr. Watruba explained that Burns & McDonnell looked at the cost the LMRWD can expect to 
incur over the next twenty year.  The cost estimate included; maintenance items, capital 
projects and operations.  Mr. Watruba commented two types of material temporarily stored on 
site; material from the navigation channel, which is a sandy material and private slip dredge 
material, which is siltier.  He spoke about the time it takes for each type of material to dewater. 

He said the cost analysis focused on bigger pictures items and spoke about capital improvement 
projects, site operations and maintenance and regulatory consideration.  He first spoke about 
capital projects the district had asked him to look at; reconfiguration of the site, replacement 
and maintenance of the culvert and upgrading Vernon Avenue, leading into the dredge site.  He 
said they looked at on-site operations and maintenance items; on-site management of the 
dredge material, routine maintenance of the site, any erosion issues due to heavy rain and 
flooding events and general upkeep of the site.  He explained that it is the intent of the LMRWD 
to sell dredge material for beneficial re-uses, but that if no market for the material can be found 
it would have to be disposed of off-site at a cost to the District to ensure there is room for 
placement of new material when needed. Taking excess material to a local landfill was figured 
into the cost analysis. 

He said regulatory changes were also taken into consideration.  Regulations are changing all the 
time; floodplain & wetland regulations, threatened & endangered species and water quality. 

Mr. Watruba said the total cost for reconfiguration of the site is majority of the expense and 
comes in at $1.5 million.  The reconfiguration of the site includes creating berms that are more 
permanent around the site and for containment of private dredge material and incorporates 
operational items. 

Culvert replacement and Vernon Avenue upgrade are estimated to cost about $103,000 and 
$125,000 a piece.  These two improvements benefit both the District management of material 
from the main channel and the private dredge material. 

Mr. Watruba showed some pictures.  He identified where the private dredge material is stored 
and the material from the main channel is stored.  He stated the estimated capacity of material 
storage.  It is estimated that about 75,000 cubic yards of material from the main channel can be 
stored.  He identified access roads and loading and off loading points. 
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They looked at annual costs the District can expect to incur.  Over the course of the next 10-year 
and 25-year period, the largest cost incurred is hauling of the material to a local landfill every 3 
years, if beneficial re-uses of the material cannot be found. 

He then explained other costs that were taken into consideration. 

Ms. Young said the evaluation of the site has everything to do with regulations.  She explained 
some of the regulations imposed on the District by the city of Savage, such as removing material 
off the site in case of a flood event.  The city does not want to increase the flood stage in the city 
because of storage of material.  Analysis of flood frequencies and elevation were determined 
and used in the cost analysis.  The District is working with the city to determine when material 
would need to be removed and a permanent flood elevation to manage the site to. 

She explained the implications wetlands have on the management of the site.  She said the 
actual footprint of any wetlands needs to be identified so that any impacts to wetlands can be 
avoided.  The cost of this type of analysis was included in the estimate of cost of site operations. 
She said the District also needs to determine if any wildlife is impacted by the operation of the 
site and if the wildlife are threatened and endangered species that call for special attention. 

Ms. Young said the last and final part is looking at water quality.  She noted that water quality 
regulations are changing regularly.  She noted that the MPCA has been looking at soil reference 
values for pollutants that might be contained in dredge material and how the District may have 
to deal with such regulations. 

Mr. Watruba summed up the overall evaluation.  He said the total cost is about $4.3 million over 
10 years and $11.8 million over 25 years.  He noted that these numbers did not include the cost 
of money needed for emergency evacuation of the site in the event of a flood. 

Attorney Kolb said that the analysis uses worst case numbers.  He noted the District has gone 
out and secured state funding to address some of the costs identified in the analysis and expects 
to continue to seek state funding, to the extent necessary.  The Board has consistently 
maintained that the channel benefits go beyond the confines of the LMRWD. 

Attorney Kolb said that if the District were called upon to expend funds on any of the large 
expenses called out in the cost analysis it would likely use a variety of funding sources; district 
wide levy, state funding and assessment of benefitted propertied.  He commented the special 
benefits study was prepared to help the Board determine benefits.  Mr. Kolb explained all the 
different data the appraiser used.  He said this is a recreation and commercial navigation.  
Attorney Kolb pointed out the study area.  The properties potentially benefited were identified 
and listed.  Mr. Kolb explained the obligations of the District and how meeting that obligation 
has changed since the beginning of the District. 

He provided the Board with a listing of the benefitted properties and how the benefits are 
apportioned. 

Attorney Kolb reviewed the options for the board. 

Manager Hartmann called for a 5-minute recess at 8:02 p.m. 

Manager Hartmann reconvened the meeting at 8:07 p.m and invited those wishing to the 
podium. 

Jake Hamlin, Director of State Government Relations, CHS, Inc., 5500 Cenex Drive, Inver Grove 
Heights, respectfully asked the decision be deferred until a detailed presentation about the site 
cost analysis; special benefit study is made to all potential benefitting properties.  He also asked 
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for an economic impact analysis.  Mr. Hamlin asked for an economic impact analysis of the 
project and to explore other public and federal funding options. 

President Hartmann asked staff to address Mr. Hamlin's questions.  Attorney Kolb said the 
detailed presentation is tonight.  He asked what other information the properties might was 
addressed.  He noted that He said an informational meeting could be held with those properties 
that might be affected. 

Attorney Kolb said the funding options are limited by agreement with the Corps of Engineers 
and said he will provide the documents to anyone that would like to see them.  He said that 
agreements with other local sponsors may be different from the obligations of the LMRWD 
identified in the agreement with the Corps, because of the date the Minnesota River project was 
identified by the federal river and harbors act.  He reminded the Board that additional study, 
like and economic impact analysis would come out of the state funding the District received.  He 
said this hearing could be recessed to a later date with instructions from the board to set up an 
informational meeting.  He urged other parties, like CHS, to approach the state to secure more 
regular funding by the state. 

Rubin Chong, Plant Manager, Cargill, comment on the cost and asked if this will increase the cost 
to use the land for placement of private dredge material.  He asked why the cost of 
reconfiguration is solely charged to the private use of the site.  Mr. Watruba said the reason why 
the site was listed as a private cost is because the reconfiguration of the site is necessary for the 
placement of private dredge material.  He explained some of the constraints of the site, such as 
the high voltage power lines and the need to avoid wetlands and such. 

Mr. Kolb explained the berms containing the private dredge material were not constructed to 
any specification and that the material does not dry out much over the year it remains on the 
site.  He noted this is only an estimate and are preliminary and based on a worst case scenario.  
More definite numbers will be available once the District begins design and the Board will 
decide what gets paid for and how the costs will be distributed.  Mr. Chong noted that Cargill is 
almost 50% of the cost and will be highly impacted.  He noted he would like to respectfully 
disagree with the proposed action. 

Randy Donnell, Interior Facilities Manager and Tim Koch, Co-manager, Savage Riverport facility, 
said they are concerned about the emergency removal material in the event of floods.  He said 
there have already been two high water events this year.  He said to have to remove material in 
the event of a flood would be very expensive.  He noted that requirement should be removed.  
Manager Raby said the District would like to have it removed too.  Administrator Loomis said 
the District does not have control over that condition.  Ms. Young said this is part of the flood 
plain ordinance and flood plain management.  She explained discussions the District has had 
with the city and that the District is working to better define that condition. 

Mr. Donnell said they are having a tough year and they don’t mark up the price of grain.  The 
price of grain is established by a world market and aren't able to readily pass this cost on.  He 
said they pay over $100,000 a year in dredging and removal.  Mr. Koch said dredging of the 
private slip is necessary and increasingly expensive. 

Mr. Donnell requested to do what is necessary and nothing beyond what is necessary.  He asked 
the expense be shared since they are a member of the community and pay over $300,000 in 
property taxes a year.  He explained that if it becomes too expensive to maintain the channel it 
will become uneconomic for them to continue shipping by river.  That will impact the larger 
community. 
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Dean Jacobs, Tax Advisor for Cargill, said they didn’t realize this was the public hearing.  He 
commented on the material flooding back in to the river.  He questioned if the water level will 
go down if the material is taken out.  He argued that dredging is creating capacity and it doesn't 
make sense to him that it impacts the flood stage.  Attorney Kolb said the storage is self-
mitigating.  He said they will work with the legislature. 

Mr. Jacobs commented on the containment walls and asked about the charge.  He wanted to 
know why the entities placing private dredge material are being charged for construction of the 
berm for the containment of the material placed by the Corps of Engineers.   

Mr. Watruba responded to Mr. Jacob's question.  Mr. Jacobs asked the board to consider not 
charging private parties if it is not a benefiting cost. 

Mr. Jacobs talked about the disputes with the county assessor's office over the value of the Port 
Cargill property.  He questioned if Cargill is successful in reducing the county's valuation of the 
property, how does that impact future benefitted assessment? 

Lastly, Mr. Jacobs said that not all of the Cargill owned parcels have operations that use the 
channel.  He requested that those parcels not reliant on the channel be excluded from 
consideration.  Attorney Kolb said there is the ability to change the assessments.  He said it is a 
question for the Board as to how often the apportionment of benefits should be revisited.  
Attorney Kolb also noted that the use of individual parcels has been considered in the 
determination made by Mr. Dodd. 

President Hartmann asked if there was anyone else present wishing to speak. 

Attorney Kolb recommended not closing the public hearing and continue the hearing to another 
date, with instruction to staff to hold an informational meeting with landowners.  He also added 
that the Board direct staff to look at addressing the flood plain issues and engineering to look at 
what is necessary in the project. 

Manager Raby made a motion to continue the public hearing with the above statements to 
Monday, November 19 at the Carver County Government Center at 7 p.m. The motion was 
seconded by President Hartmann. The motion carried unanimously. 

6. NEW BUSINESS 
A. Minneapolis/St. Paul Airport boundary changes between LMRWD and Minnehaha Creek WD 

Administrator Loomis said the airport is doing some work and its engineer looked at the 
hydrology and notified the LMRWD that the boundaries do not match.   Administrator Loomis 
said she has spoken with the Airport Commission representative about aligning the watershed 
boundaries to match the hydrological boundaries. 

Manager Raby asked how much effort would be involved.  Attorney Kolb explained the process.  
Manager Hartmann asked if there is money in the budget.  Administrator Loomis said there is 
money for boundary adjustments.  The board agreed to move forward. 

B. 2017 Annual Report 
Administrator Loomis said the report is due 180 days at the end of the fiscal so the report is a 
little late.  She noted there are minor edits that will be made. 

Manager Raby made a motion to authorize staff to finalize the report. The motion was 
seconded by President Hartmann. The motion carried unanimously. 

C. Election of Officers 
Attorney Kolb explained the process.   
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Manager Raby nominated Manager Hartmann to be president.  Manager Frey seconded the 
nomination.  Manager Raby made a motion to cast a unanimous ballot electing Manager 
Hartman as President.  Manager Frey seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously. 

President Hartmann nominated Manager Frey as vice president.  Manager Raby seconded the 
nomination.  President Hartmann made a motion to cast a unanimous ballot electing Manager 
Frey as Vice President.  Manager Raby seconded the motion The motion carried unanimously. 

President Hartmann nominated Manager Raby for the combined position of 
Secretary/Treasurer.  Manager Frey seconded the nomination.  President Hartmann made a 
motion to cast a unanimous ballot electing Manager Raby as Secretary/Treasurer.  Manager Frey 
seconded the motion.  The motion carried unanimously. 

D. Support for MAWD emphasis on Chloride regulation legislation 
Administrator Loomis talked about putting more emphasis on the chloride regulation and 
supporting limited liability for commercial salt applicators.  She said a resolution was included in 
the meeting packet. 

Manager Hartmann made a motion to Adopt Resolution 18-13. The motion was seconded by 
Manager Raby. The motion carried unanimously. 

7. OLD BUSINESS 
A. 2018 Financial Audit 

Administrator Loomis talked about what the other districts pay and who they use.  She said a 
letter of engagement from Red Path was included in the meeting packet.  This is a three letter of 
engagement so it includes audit for 2018, 2019 and 2020. 

The Board discussed which firm other watershed districts use.  Administrator Loomis replied 
with information she had gathered from other districts. 

Manager Raby made a motion to accept Red Path’s proposal and authorize staff to execute an 
agreement.  The motion was seconded by President Hartmann. The motion carried 
unanimously. 

B. Dredge Management 
Administrator Loomis didn’t have anything to add other than what was in the packet.  Managers 
agreed that they had discussed this issue under the public hearing. 
i. Review Process for funding of maintenance of Navigation Channel 

 

ii. Vernon Avenue Dredge Material Management site 
 

iii. Private Dredge Material Placement 
 

C. Watershed Management Plan 
Administrator Loomis said BWSR Board is expected to approve the plan at its next meeting, so 
the LMRWD can adopt the plan at the next meeting. 

D. 2019 Legislative Action 
Administrator commented on asking the state to exempt the dredge placement site from state 
and local floodplain regulation.  Brief discussion was held on this option and the modeling the 
LMRWD is doing to determine the impact on flood elevations caused by storage of dredge 
material. 
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E. Education and Outreach Plan 
Administrator Loomis had nothing to report. 

F. LMRWD Projects 
i. Eden Prairie Area #3 Stabilization 

No information other than what was reported in the Executive Summary. 

ii. Riley Creek Cooperative Project with Riley/Purgatory/Bluff Creek WD 
Administrator Loomis said she received a cooperative agreement from Riley/Purgatory/Bluff 
Creek Watershed District (RPBCWD).  That the Board should approve if they want to 
participate in this project with the RPBCWD. 

Manager Raby asked if there are any estimates on the sediment reduction.  Administrator 
Loomis said she believes the reductions were probably included in the feasibility report.  She 
added that legal counsel has reviewed the agreement and didn’t have any concerns.  
Manager Raby commented on being partners on the plan.  Ms. Young said there was a 
comprehensive project on Riley Creek which was the initial project and that is most likely 
what is being referred to. 

Manager Raby asked about the 30-day review period and if that is adequate time. Ms. 
Young said usually 30 days is ok.  It depends on the magnitude of the change. 

Administrator Loomis said the Board could ask RPBCWD to come and walk the Board 
through the proposed project. 

Manager Raby made a motion to accept the agreement.  The motion was seconded by 
Manager Hartmann. The motion carried unanimously. 

iii. Seminary Fen ravine stabilization project 
Administrator Loomis said final payment of the grant has been requested. 

iv. Analysis of Dakota County Groundwater Project 
Administrator Loomis had nothing to add. 

v. East Chaska Creek/ CSAH 61 & TH 41 Transportation Improvement Project 
No information other than what was reported in the Executive Summary. 

G. Project/Plan Reviews 
i. Hennepin County - CSAH 61 - Flying Cloud Drive 

Administrator Loomis reported the LMRWD was notified of an inspection of this project by 
the MPCA.  She assumed the LMRWD would be invited to further discussions of this project 
since it is within the LMRWD.  She said the District was not notified of a follow up inspection 
that was conducted of the project.  She has contacted the City of Eden Prairie to make sure 
the LMRWD is notified going forward.  SHe has been informed that some areas that have 
been damaged are going to be difficult to restore because they are hard to access. 

Staff is recommending that the LMRWD begin inspecting the construction project, because 
of ongoing issues related to failure of construction BMPs. 

Manager Hartmann made a motion for staff to conduct inspections of the construction 
site.  The motion was seconded by Manager Frey. The motion carried unanimously. 

ii. MNDOT - I494/TH 5/TH 55 Mill & Overlay project 
No information other than what was reported in the Executive Summary. 

iii. MNDOT - I35W Bridge Replacement 
No information other than what was reported in the Executive Summary. 
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iv. City of Shakopee - Amazon Fulfillment Center drainage 
No information other than what was reported in the Executive Summary. 

v. City of Eagan Comprehensive Plan & Local Water Management Plan 
No information other than what was reported in the Executive Summary. 

vi. City of Savage - Magellan Pipeline Project 
No information other than what was reported in the Executive Summary. 

H. MPCA Soil Reference Values - no change since last update 
No new information since last update. 

7. COMMUNICATIONS 
A. Administrator Report:  Administrator Loomis reported that if any Managers are interested in 

attending the MAWD conference, they should book their rooms now.  She said she is willing 
to make reservation, but Managers can reserve rooms on their own.  She wasn't sure if the 
Board received the same notification from MAWD as she did. 

B. President: No report 
C. Managers: No report 
D. Committees: No report 
E. Legal Counsel: No report 
F. Engineer: No report 

8. ADJOURN 
Manager Hartmann made a motion to adjourn.  Manager Raby seconded the motion.  The 
meeting was adjourned at 9:36pm.  The next meeting of the LMRWD Board of Managers will be 
Wednesday, October 24, 2018 and will be held at the Carver County Government Center, 600 East 
4th Street, Chaska, MN. 

 
        _______________________________ 
        Dave Raby, Secretary 
Attest: 
 
 
__________________________________ 
Linda Loomis, Administrator 
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1. CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL 

On Wednesday, October 24, 2018, at 7:00 PM in the Board Room of the Carver County Government 
Center, 602 East 4th Street, Chaska, Minnesota, President Hartmann called to order the meeting of 
the Board of Managers of the Lower Minnesota River Watershed District (LMRWD) and asked for roll 
call to be taken. The following Managers were present: Manager Adam Frey, and President Jesse 
Hartmann. In addition, the following were also present: Linda Loomis, Naiad Consulting, LLC, 
LMRWD Administrator; Della Schall Young, Young Environmental Consulting Group, LLC, Technical 
Consultant; John Kolb, Rinke Noonan, Legal Counsel; Dr. Carrie Jennings, Freshwater Society; Lisa 
Frenette, Frenette Legislative Advisors; and Lindsey Albright, Dakota SWCD 

2. APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA 
Administrator Loomis requested the removal of the September 17, 2018 regular meeting minutes. 

President Hartmann made a motion to approve the agenda as amended. The motion was 
seconded by Manager Frey. The motion carried unanimously. 

3. CITIZEN FORUM 
There were no citizens who wished to address the board. 

4. CONSENT AGENDA 
Vice President Hartmann introduced the item. 

A. Approve Minutes for July 18, 2018, August 15, 2018 & September 17, 2018 Regular Meeting 
B. Receive and file Financial Report 
C. Presentation of Invoices for payment 

i. Scott County SWCD - Q3 monitoring services 
ii. Bruce Bergo - 2018 Cost Share Program 

iii. US Bank Equipment Finance - October 2018 copier rental 
iv. Rinke Noonan - July 2018 legal expenses 
v. Star Tribune - Publication of August 26, 2018 public hearing notice 

vi. Carver County Finance Department - Q3 accounting services 
D. Metro-area Watershed Based Funding Grant Agreement 
E. Lower Minnesota River Dredge Management Grant Agreement 
F. Approval of replacement copier 
G. Master Water Steward 
H. Chimney Pines HOA 2018 Cost Share report 
I. Bergo 2018 Cost Share report 

Minutes of Regular Meeting 

Board of Managers 

Wednesday, October 24, 2018 

Carver County Government Center, 602 East 4th Street, Chaska, MN 7:00 p.m. 

Approved ________________, 2018 

Item 4A 

LMRWD 1-7-2019 
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President Hartmann made a motion to approve the consent agenda with the September minutes 
removed.  The motion was seconded by Manager Frey. The motion carried unanimously. 

5. NEW BUSINESS 
A. Presentation of Sedimentation Accumulation in the Floodplain of the Lower Minnesota River 

Watershed by Dr. Carrie Jennings 
Administrator Loomis introduced Dr. Carrie Jennings from the Freshwater Society. 

Dr. Jennings said this presentation is similar to what she presented at the Water Resource 
Conference held last week in St. Paul. 

Dr. Jennings said the region they are interested in is between Jordan and Fort Snelling.  She 
explained the geological history of the Minnesota River Valley, after the Glacial River Warren 
receded and left the tributaries high dry.  She said the formation of this river valley set it up to 
accumulate sediment. 

She noted that as the flows have increased over the past couple decades, has the amount of 
sediment accumulating increased.  She said it certainly looks like it has.  She told of her 
observations with an archeological survey and how that made it seem like the valley is 
aggrading. 

Dr. Jennings walked the Board through the report that was included in the meeting packet.  She 
talked about how they study dated the sediment using plant pollen, which is less expensive than 
carbon dating would have cost.  She said Rice Lake, in Shakopee, and Coleman Lake, in 
Bloomington, were chosen for the sediment study.  Sediments were compared to nearby upland 
lakes, Round Lake, Lotus and Mitchell.  The upland lakes are not subjected to the same sediment 
inundation as Rice and Coleman, but they should be exposed to the same pollens. 

She spoke about the Lac Core lab at the University of Minnesota.  She explained how the 
sediment cores were evaluated and what was looked for in the cores.  Half of each core taken 
will be archived at the University.  She said there are lots of questions, like why are the lakes still 
there, if they have been aggrading over such a long period of time.  She said they tried to 
correlate events to changes in the sediment, such as floods and fires, to better date the 
sediments.  She explained the pollen profiles and what the changes in pollen levels and types of 
pollen indicate. 

Ragweed pollen is indicative of European settlement and Oak and Elm pollen are recent type of 
pollen, as these trees were planted local residents.  She pointed out other events that correlate 
to sediment.  She noted that sediment indicates more frequent flooding.  She said what the 
increase in sedimentation implies for levies in Chaska (about 50 years based on current rates of 
sedimentation) 

She said that on could compare LIDAR with cross section of the river to determine rate of 
aggradation.  She noted some other work and studies that have been done, that might be used 
to determine the rate of sedimentation.  She said we need to work on adaptive management 
strategies for road crossing and trail placement. 

Dr. Jennings said the most updated version of the report is on the Google site. 

President Hartmann asked if the Minnesota River Valley is filling in at the same rate as Lake 
Pepin.  Dr. Jennings responded that it is clear that the Valley is 50% higher than it was before 
European settlement, but it currently is not as high as it was up until the 1990s, if you rely on 
the data in this report.  If you look at the total sediment accumulation, it explains more flooding 
events.  She said that there are still some confusing parts of this record.  It is not clear why more 
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sediment is accumulating, because of more floods and water staying longer after flood events.  
You would assume that would cause more sediment to drop out of the water column. 

B. 2019 Cost Share Program 
Administrator Loomis said she used last year’s program parameters and changed the dates.  She 
noted in checking around with other watershed districts they haven’t posted their 2019 
programs.  Nine Mile Creek is increasing their Cost Share Program up to $5,000 and will fund up 
to 75% match.  Riley/Purgatory/Bluff Creek Watershed District has put their 2019 program on 
hold, while they evaluate the program criteria and better match the program to the goals of the 
District.  Minnehaha Creek Watershed District has placed its Cost Share Program on hold. 

Administrator Loomis recommended staying with what they have. 

President Hartmann made a motion to approve the 2019 Cost Share Program guidelines. The 
motion was seconded by Manager Frey. The motion carried unanimously. 

6. OLD BUSINESS 
A. Dredge Management 

i. Review Process for funding of maintenance of Navigation Channel 
Administrator Loomis said she doesn’t have any more to add other than what was 
reported in the Executive Summary.  She noted that Manager Frey attended the 
information meeting with the River Terminal Operators 

President Hartmann asked for a summary of the meeting.  Attorney Kolb said the 
information meeting was well attended.  He said most of those present wanted to know 
why the LMRWD was proposing this.  He reported of the information that was shared with 
those in attendance. 

Della Young, technical consultant for the District, said that another important thing that 
came out of the meeting was the need for a united front when approaching the state for 
funding of dredge management. 

ii. Vernon Avenue Dredge Material Management site 
No information other than what was reported in the Executive Summary. 

iii. Private Dredge Material Placement 
No information other than what was reported in the Executive Summary. 

B. Watershed Management Plan 
Administrator Loomis said Plan has been approved by BWSR and is ready for the Board to adopt.  
Legal counsel prepared a resolution to be adopted. 

Attorney Kolb explained the resolution.  He noted the resolution implements the capital 
improvement plan and authorizes staff to adopt rules.  He noted that rules would apply to 
unincorporated areas of the District and MNDOT projects. 

President Hartmann made a motion to approve Resolution 18-14. The motion was seconded 
by Manager Frey. The motion carried unanimously. 

C. 2019 Legislative Action 
Administrator Loomis introduced Lisa Frenette.  She said she is looking forward to helping the 
board accomplish the goals. 

Administrator Loomis said if Managers have specific goals for the upcoming session they should 
let staff know.  Ms. Frenette asked about the level of funding.  Ms. Frenette noted there is 
interest in resurrecting a bill previously introduced by Representative Morrie Lanning. 
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Attorney Kolb noted that staff will be preparing a list of priorities for the 2019 legislative 
sessions. 

D. Education and Outreach Plan 
There was no new information to report since the last update. 

E. LMRWD Projects 
i. Eden Prairie Area #3 Stabilization 

No information other than what was reported in the Executive Summary. 

ii. Riley Creek Cooperative Project with Riley/Purgatory/Bluff Creek WD 
No information other than what was reported in the Executive Summary. 

iii. Seminary Fen ravine stabilization project 
No information other than what was reported in the Executive Summary. 

iv. East Chaska Creek  (Carver County Watershed Based Funding) 
Administrator Loomis said the work plans for projects to be funded by the Watershed Based 
Funding, were provided in the meeting packet.  All work plans need to be authorized for the 
watershed-based funding. 

Administrator Loomis noted a timeline was handed out at the meeting for all projects. 

v. Schroeder Acres Park (Scott County Watershed Based Funding) 
The work plan for this project was included in the meeting packet and should be authorized 
by the Board 

vi. Shakopee Downtown BMO Retrofit (Scott County Watershed Based Funding) 
The work plan for this project was included in the meeting packet and should be authorized 
by the Board 

vii. PLOC ( Prior Lake Outlet Channel) Restoration (Scott County Watershed Based Funding) 
The work plan for this project was included in the meeting packet and should be authorized 
by the Board 

viii. Dakota County Fen Gap Analysis and Conceptual Model (Dakota County Watershed Based 
Funding) 
The work plan for this project was included in the meeting packet and should be authorized 
by the Board 

ix. Hennepin County Chloride Project (Hennepin County Watershed Based Funding) 
The work plan for this project was included in the meeting packet and should be authorized 
by the Board 

x. Vegetation Management Plan 
This project is in the LMRWD Watershed Management Plan's capital improvement program.  
A work plan was included in the meeting packet and should be authorized by the Board. 

xi. Sustainable Lake Management Plan - Trout Lakes 
This project is in the LMRWD Watershed Management Plan's capital improvement program.  
A work plan was included in the meeting packet and should be authorized by the Board. 

xii. Geomorphic Assessment of Trout Streams 
This project is in the LMRWD Watershed Management Plan's capital improvement program.  
A work plan was included in the meeting packet and should be authorized by the Board. 
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President Hartmann made a motion to authorize all work plans. The motion was seconded 
by Manager Frey. The motion carried unanimously. 

F. Project/Plan Reviews 
i. MN Valley State Trail - EAW (Environmental Assessment Worksheet) 

No information other than what was reported in the Executive Summary. 

ii. Hennepin County - CSAH 61 - Flying Cloud Drive 
Administrator Loomis said the site was inspected and reported that the contractor 
underestimated the amount of erosion control would be needed on the project.  Staff is 
recommending doing periodic inspections biweekly, after major rain events and after the 
ground is frozen and button up for the season, begin again after work commences. 

President Hartmann made a motion to authorize staff to inspect the project as 
recommended by staff.  The motion was seconded by Manager Frey. The motion carried 
unanimously. 

iii. MNDOT - I494/TH 5/TH 55 Mill & Overlay project 
No information other than what was reported in the Executive Summary. 

iv. MNDOT - I35W Bridge Replacement 
No information other than what was reported in the Executive Summary. 

v. MNDOT - I494 from TH169 to Minnesota River 
Administrator Loomis said the District was notified about a project for improvements on 
I494 from 169 to the MN River.  The goal is to increase the capacity on 494.  The project is 
schedule to begin in 2019 with completion in expected in 2021. 

She noted managing stormwater from the project will be a challenge 

vi. City of Shakopee - Amazon Fulfillment Center drainage 
No information other than what was reported in the Executive Summary. 

vii. City of Eagan - Stormwater Management Plan, Water Quality & Wetland Management and 
Comprehensive Plan 
Administrator Loomis said staff reviewed the local surface water plans and comprehensive 
plans.  She noted that the cities have been provided with the LMRWD comments and staff is 
recommending approval of the Local Surface Water Management Plans for the cities of 
Eagan, Eden Prairie and Lilydale.  Resolutions approving the Plans have been prepared and 
can be adopted in one motion. 

President Hartmann made a motion to approve Resolution 18-15.  The motion was 
seconded by Manager Frey. The motion carried unanimously. 

viii. City of Eden Prairie - Aspire Eden Prairie 2040 Draft Plan 
President Hartmann made a motion to approve Resolution 18-16.  The motion was 
seconded by Manager Frey. The motion carried unanimously. 

ix. City of Lilydale - 2040 Draft Comprehensive Plan 
President Hartmann made a motion to approve Resolution 18-17.  The motion was 
seconded by Manager Frey. The motion carried unanimously. 

x. MAC/LMRWD/MCWD boundary realignment 
No information other than what was reported in the Executive Summary. 

xi. Fort Snelling - Dominion Housing 
No information other than what was reported in the Executive Summary. 
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xii. USACOE/USFWS - Bass Ponds, Marsh & Wetland 
No information other than what was reported in the Executive Summary. 

G. MPCA Soil Reference Values - no change since last update 
No new information since last update. 

7. COMMUNICATIONS 
A. Administrator Report: Administrator Loomis reported on MAWD's response to the request from 

the Heron Lake Watershed District regarding statements made by speakers at the 
Minnesota River Boat Tour. 

B. President: No report 
C. Managers: No report 
D. Committees: No report 
E. Legal Counsel: No report 
F. Engineer: No report 

8. ADJOURN 
Manager Hartmann made a motion to adjourn.  Manager Frey seconded the motion.  The motion 
carried unanimously.  The meeting was adjourned at 8:22pm.  The next meeting of the LMRWD 
Board of Managers will be Monday, November 19, 2018 and will be held at the Carver County 
Government Center, 600 East 4th Street, Chaska, MN. 

 
        _______________________________ 
        Dave Raby, Secretary 
Attest: 
 
 
__________________________________ 
Linda Loomis, Administrator 
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1. CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL 

On Monday, November 19, 2018, at 7:00 PM in the Board Room of the Carver County Government 
Center, 602 East 4th Street, Chaska, Minnesota, President Hartmann called to order the meeting of 
the Board of Managers of the Lower Minnesota River Watershed District (LMRWD) and asked for roll 
call to be taken. The following Managers were present: Managers Adam Frey, David Raby and 
President Jesse Hartmann. In addition, the following were also present: Linda Loomis, Naiad 
Consulting, LLC, LMRWD Administrator; Della Schall Young, Young Environmental Consulting Group, 
LLC, Technical Consultant; John Kolb, Rinke Noonan, Legal Counsel; Lindsey Albright, Dakota SWCD. 
Randy Donnell, Savage Riverport; Jake Hamlin, CHS, Inc.; Lee Nelson, Upper River Services; Dean 
Jacobs and Becca Martin, Cargill; Lisa Brickey Mosaic; Matt Friedrich and Mike Bush, Superior 
Minerals; and Taylor Luke, LS Marine. 

2. APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA 
Administrator Loomis requested the removal of the September 17, 2018 and the October 24, 2018 
regular meeting minutes. 

Manager Raby made a motion to approve the agenda as amended. The motion was seconded by 
President Hartmann. The motion carried unanimously. 

3. CITIZEN FORUM 
There were no citizens who wished to address the board on non-agenda items. 

4. CONSENT AGENDA 
President Hartmann introduced the item. 

A. Approve Minutes for September 17, 2018 and October 24, 2018 Regular Meeting 
B. Receive and file Financial Report 
C. Presentation of Invoices for payment 

i. Burns & McDonnell -  July & August 2018 Engineering services 
ii. Star Tribune - Publication of 2019 Budget public hearing notice 

iii. State Department of Administration - publication of Request for proposals for engineering 
and legal services 

iv. US Bank Equipment Finance - November 2018 copier rental 
v. Young Environmental Consulting Group, LLC - August 2018 technical & engineering services 

vi. Coalition for a Clean Minnesota River - sponsorship of 11th Minnesota River Congress 
vii. Daniel Hron - November 2018 office rent 

Minutes of Regular Meeting 

Board of Managers 

Monday, November 19, 2018 

Carver County Government Center, 602 East 4th Street, Chaska, MN 7:00 p.m. 

Approved ________________, 2018 

Item 4A 

LMRWD 1-7-2019 



LOWER MINNESOTA RIVER WATERSHED DISTRICT 
BOARD OF MANAGERS 
Monday, November 19, 2018 
MEETING MINUTES 

Page 2 of 9 

viii. Metro Sales - payment copier maintenance service agreement 
ix. Rinke Noonan - September 2018 legal expenses  
x. Star Tribune - Publication of 2nd notice for 9-foot channel public hearing 

xi. Naiad Consulting, LLC - August 2018 administrative services & expenses 
xii. Time Saver Off Site Secretarial - preparation of August meeting minutes 

xiii. HDR Engineering, Inc. - website maintenance 
xiv. Young Environmental Consulting Group, LLC - September 2018 technical & engineering 

services 
D. Dakota County Landscaping for Clean Water Grants 
E. 2019 Agreement with Time Saver Off-site Secretarial 

Manager Raby made a motion to approve the consent agenda with the September and October 
meeting minutes removed.  The motion was seconded by President Hartmann. The motion carried 
unanimously. 

5. Public Hearing 
A. Continuation from the September meeting 

President Hartmann gave a brief overview and explained possible action to be taken by the 
Board.  He then asked if anyone was present that wished to address the Board. 

Dean Jacobs, Tax Advisor for Cargill, handed out some materials he prepared.  Mr. Jacobs 
addressed the board back in September.  He noted that Cargill is comprised of an east and west 
facility.  The east facility has multiple businesses and some of those do not have any benefit or 
association with using barges or the river for transportation.  Mr. Jacobs provided his analysis of 
which parcels he believes benefit and those that do not.  He went through the list of parcels and 
explained how Cargill determines expenses for different business units housed at Cargill East.  
He said he included Mosaic in the analysis, because Cargill has a building on the Mosaic site.  He 
stated they are requesting that $6.25 million in buildings and excess land be removed from 
consideration for benefit. 

President Hartmann asked for a clarification of the uses of some of the building Mr. Jacobs had 
labeled in the handouts he provided to the Board.  Mr. Jacobs answered President Hartmann's 
questions. 

Jake Hamlin, Director of Government Relations, CHS, Inc., thanked the board for the opportunity 
to comment and for the opportunity to work with the District over the course of this process.  
He also thanked the Board for including the reference to the resolution.  He feels there are 
other opportunities to fund management of dredge material.  He asked that the current process 
be abandoned to allow for more time to work with the city and others to find alternates sources 
of funding.  Manager Raby asked how much time Mr. Hamlin thinks is needed.  Mr. Hamlin said 
it depends on what level the city or county want to participate in but he thought 12-18 months. 

Randy Donnell, District Manager of Riverland Ag, said there has been a lot of talk about a 
recession and commented on prices for agricultural products.  He said an assessment of this 
level will cause hardship on the businesses operating along the channel, because they do not 
control the price of grain.  He doesn't understand why the changes to the site are needed as the 
site has been used for years.  He wanted to know what has changed.  He questioned if this is 
necessary and if there are other alternatives available.  He said if this project is absolutely 
necessary, he wants the board to think about the $100,000 that is spent every year dredging 
private terminals.  Material dredged from the private terminals comes from upstream and none 
of the businesses that may be asked to pay are responsible for the sediment that must be 
removed from the channel and terminals.  He said Riverland operates on a very tight margin and 
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P & L.  They do not handle salt or fertilizer, only grain.  Mr. Donnell said they pay $30,000 a 
month in property taxes and talked about his ability to recoup expenses if an assessment were 
to be made.  He said if they reduce what they pay the farmer, farmers will look for less 
expensive alternative; eventually, leading to business going away.  He compared the channel to 
a freeway system that should be kept open to keep commerce in this area.  He noted the 
Channel has widespread benefits.  He said the true beneficiaries are the people upstream that 
have drain tiled and farm without consideration of the downstream impacts.  He reiterated that 
the Board evaluate whether this project is really necessary, and if so, execute it with the least 
amount of expense and then spread it over the widest tax base as much as possible. 

Lisa Brickey, manager of the Mosaic warehouse in Savage, said the whole process feels like 
giving a blank check because they don’t know how much exactly or exactly who is going to do it 
or when.  Ms. Brickey noted that MNDOT is planning an overpass at Dakota/Yosemite Avenues 
& TH 13 in 2022 that is going to cost about $22 to $25 million.  She said the Mayor of Savage 
told her that people in southern Minnesota were responsible for getting that project going 
because they wanted better access to the ports.  She said maybe they would be willing to pay to 
keep the ports open.  She thought that maybe there would be other money available. 

Lee Nelson, Upper River Services, said they service the benefitting property owners.  They move 
the barges to and from Savage.  He said he supports Mr. Hamlin's suggestion for more time.  He 
is concerned with the report prepared by Mr. Dodd about who benefits.  He provided some 
history of the District and asked why the cities in the area would have petitioned to form the 
District if there was no benefit to the communities.  He listed many others that he believes 
benefit from the Channel.  He said some of the properties identified as benefitting do not use 
the river at all, yet they are in the report.  He said he wanted more time to look at ways that all 
the beneficiaries can help pay for the project. 

Mike Bush, Superior Mineral Companies, said they are a small family owned company.  He 
talked about the company and provided some background about why they are worried about 
this assessment.  If the board passes the assessment the company will have to pass that increase 
on to the customers.  This would raise the price of shingles in the area or cause manufacturers 
to look for other source.  Superior Minerals recently purchased additional land in the area and 
this capital expenditure will take them years, possibly decades to pay off.  Mr. Bush asked the 
board to remember all the good the companies have done. 

Rebecca Martin, Cargill, said she wanted echo the comments of Mr. Hamlin and Mr. Nelson.  She 
asked that the decision be postponed to allow them more time to look for other funding 
sources. 

Seeing and hearing no one else wishing to speak, President Hartmann closed the public hearing. 

Attorney Kolb wanted to clarify a few things for the board.  The Board is not deciding tonight to 
assess anyone; all they are doing is turning on a legal authority.  So when it comes time to make 
decisions on how to fund modifications of or improvements to the dredge material handling site 
or even maintenance, the Board has this additional tool at its disposal in addition to other 
authorities it has to raise revenues to do the work.  He said the question was raised about the 
necessity of this project.  He said the question is even simpler than that - does the District incur 
expenses in the operation of the site?  The answer is yes.  He then asked if the District has an 
obligation to maintain the site.  The answer is yes.  Staff recommended improvements to the 
site for various reasons. 

He said the reasons for the staff recommendations are twofold.  One is to increase the efficiency 
of management of the material; to configure the site in such a way as to allow material to 
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dewater faster so it can be removed from the site.  The second reason is the site is at risk right 
now for the following reasons.  The containment berms were not originally constructed to any 
engineering specification, there are certain requirements under the Conditional Use Permit from 
the City of Savage related to how the District has to manage and maintain the site, and there are 
stormwater management and compliance issues that the District can only get its arms around by 
reconfiguring the site.  He continued, could the improvements be put off? Possibly yes, but 
putting off improvements doesn't change the fact that the district incurs certain expenses every 
year on the site just to maintain it, just to manage it. 

He noted again that if the Board were to take an action, it would only turn on the authority to 
be able to make an assessment if the Board chose to do so.  He said the District justified the use 
of state money to fund improvements on the site because the sediment filling in the channel 
and terminals is coming from outside the District and is therefore beyond the control of the 
District.  He pointed out that the District added managing dredge material to its capital 
improvement plan, which allows the District to levy ad valorem tax across the entire district for 
some of those costs.  He said the District could allocate expenses between the different sources 
of revenue rather than use one source to pay for it all.  Attorney Kolb stated tonight is an 
acknowledgment and adoption of a benefits rule for these properties that would serve as the 
basis for allocation of those assessments if they were to be made.  He also pointed out that 
before any assessment would be made there would be a hearing.  He explained that there is 
time to explore alternative sources of funding before assessments would be made regardless of 
making a decision tonight.  He said everyone that spoke this evening should partner up with the 
LMRWD at the State to request funding of managing dredge material by the State. 

The big issue before the Board tonight is a policy issue; do they want to trigger this authority 
and have it as a tool or do they not.  If they do then the Board would move toward adopting an 
order that would confirm a benefits rule.  If they don't and the Board wants to keep thing as 
they are with ad valorem tax and whatever money the District can secure from the State and 
work with those present to try to secure State funding, the Board could chose that as well. 

Lastly, if the board determines they want to move forward and add this tool then they need to 
talk about the actual benefits determinations and assessments.  If this is the direction, Mr. Kolb 
said he would like some clarification from Mr. Jacobs about the materials he provided.  The 
concern Mr. Kolb has is the assessment done by Mr. Dodd did not go to the level of detail Mr. 
Jacobs provided tonight.  Mr. Kolb said the dollar amount in the LMRWD documents are not the 
actual assessment, but only the value determined for individual parcels.  He noted that if the 
Board chooses not to decide tonight they can continue this and provide direction to staff. 

Manager Raby noted they are not making any decisions establishing any assessments at this 
point in time.  He said the Board has always indicated that it would look at other sources of 
funding.  He noted the Board should have every tool available to it when funding a project.  He 
said he would like to go ahead and establish the benefits analysis approach to use in the event 
they need it. 

Manager Frey said he agrees.  They are not agreeing to anything other than the option. 

President Hartmann said he too agreed.  He noted the District has to do the site maintenance.  
He noted that we are all here for the same reasons and should use all tools available.  He 
welcomes everyone's help to secure other sources of funding.  He agrees with a lot of what was 
said tonight and they (the LMRWD) need help. 

Manager Raby said there is additional time whether the Board authorizes this tool or not.  
Manager Frey said others could help with some of the regulation imposed upon the District. 
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Lee Nelson asked the board to think about the message they are sending to the terminal 
operators.  Is there anything that precludes the Board from making this decision in the future?  
He said that everyone talks about partnering, but then you don't want to partner with me until 
you have a larger hammer.  He said to have this held over their heads is a rough way to get 
started.  President Hartmann said that is not how he views this.  He noted that if the LMRWD did 
not have the site it would be difficult for everyone to maintain the channel. 

Manager Raby said that what the Board is being asked to do is to continue to allow all of the 
constituents of the LMRWD to fund the cost of managing dredge material and that they also are 
not responsible for material getting to the river.  He thinks the District needs to have options to 
raise revenue and he views this as just one more options available to the District. 

Attorney Kolb said noted that Mr. Nelson did give an accurate history of the founding of the 
District.  Mr. Kolb noted that it is the obligation of the District, as local sponsor, to find sites for 
dredge material to be placed and that over the years it has become next to impossible to find 
sites to place dredge material and the District is now limited to this single site.  He noted how 
the communities did benefit from the economic activity created by the channel.  Taxes 
generated by the business activity went back into the communities. 

Mr. Kolb said it is clear from the record that predecessors to this Board found there were 
specifically two types of benefits created by the channel; general benefits to the District that 
justified district-wide ad valorem taxes and then special and unique benefits to certain 
properties that were able to take advantage of the navigation channel.  What it didn't do was to 
say that this property benefits in this way or that another parcel benefitted in other ways.  It is 
true there is an economic engine generated by the navigation channel and it is important for the 
Board to keep that in mind as it proceeds.  A residential property owner will pay more as a 
proportion of overall value in taxes to the District than commercial/industrial properties.  If the 
Board is inclined to move forward, Mr. Kolb handed out findings for the Board to adopt.  He did 
note there were some corrections needed if the Board wanted to adopt the resolution tonight. 

Randy Donnell questioned when they look at other funding, if this vote, to open the door to 
assessing benefitting properties, would impact how the State would view any request for funds.  
Attorney Kolb said he said the State knows what means are available to the District and would 
advise that the District be very transparent when speaking to the State.  He thinks this opens the 
door to let the state know why they should be doing something different.  He said he would 
hope that everyone would be willing to tell the State the same story they have told the Board 
this evening; how the benefits of channel extend beyond the District, how an assessment will 
impact the business activity and how sediment coming from outside the District impacts them. 

Manager Raby said he thinks the Board needs to move forward. 

President Hartmann asked what the Board needs to do to wait until the next meeting to take 
action.  Attorney Kolb said they can continue the hearing to a date and time certain without 
having to provide additional notice. 

President Hartmann made a motion to recess the public hearing and continue to Wednesday, 
December 19th meeting at this location at 7 p.m.  The motion was seconded by Manager Frey. 
The motion carried unanimously. 

6. NEW BUSINESS 
A. MAWD Annual meeting 

Administrator Loomis said the MAWD Annual meeting is next week.  The Board should appoint 
two delegates if any of the Board is planning to attend.  No members indicated they will be 
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attending.  Manager Hartmann asked if Board members could participate remotely.  
Administrator Loomis said MAWD does not have provisions for remote attendance. 

Administrator Loomis explained the letter Board members were given from the Heron Lake 
Watershed District to the MAWD Board taking issue with statements made by speakers on the 
Minnesota River Boat Tour.  She mentioned that she had spoken with a member of the MAWD 
Board about this and the issue the Board has with the MAWD dues structure.  The MAWD Board 
member said she would be happy to talk to the Board at the January meeting. 

B. Set dates for 2019 meetings 
Manager Raby said he is leaving 1/9.  The January meeting will be 1/7.  The rest of the dates did 
not have any conflicts. 

President Hartmann made a motion to set the 2019 meeting dates discussed above.  The 
motion was seconded by Manager Raby. The motion carried unanimously. 

C. 2018 Cost Share Application - Carver County 
Administrator Loomis said she received a request from Carver County for LMRWD participation 
in a cost share project.  The project has already started because the County did not realize the 
project was located in the LMRWD.  The amount requested was $2,400 and Caver County is 
paying for half so the district would pay $1,200.  Manager Raby noted they have the money in 
the budget.  He commented on the sign. 

Manager Raby made a motion pay the $1,200 for the Caver County cost share.  The motion 
was seconded by President Hartmann. The motion carried unanimously. 

7. OLD BUSINESS 
A. Dredge Management 

i. Review Process for funding of maintenance of Navigation Channel 
Administrator Loomis said there is no additional information to report other than what 
was in the meeting packet.  Attorney Kolb noted a draft order was handed out regarding 
the assessment of benefitted properties and if the Board has any comments they should 
let staff know so that the comments can be incorporated into the document in time to be 
included in next month's meeting packet. 

ii. Vernon Avenue Dredge Material Management site 
No additional information other than what was reported in the meeting packet. 

iii. Private Dredge Material Placement 
President Hartmann asked about the disposal of private dredge material.  Administrator 
Loomis noted that Cargill has found someone to take the private dredge material off the 
LMRWD site.  Material will now be taken off site in smaller amounts, so the traffic will not 
be impacted as much it is when site is emptied in total.  Material will be taken by a 
customer of Cargill's.  It is expected this option will be less costly to the terminal 
operators. 

B. Watershed Management Plan 
Administrator Loomis stated the resolution adopting and implementing the approved Plan was 
adopted at the October meeting.  She said notification has been sent to all parties required to 
be notified. 

C. 2019 Legislative Action 
Administrator Loomis said proposed legislative positions were provided in the meeting packet.  
Manager Raby thought it was a good list.  Administrator Loomis noted funding dredge 
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management will be to first priority.  She said some of these items were placed here, in case it 
comes up at the legislature.  The LMRWD can lend its support without coming back to the Board 
for approval. 

Manager Raby made a motion to authorize staff use the list in working with the legislature.  
The motion was seconded by President Hartmann. The motion carried unanimously. 

D. Education and Outreach Plan 
No new information since last update 

E. LMRWD Projects 
i. Eden Prairie Area #3 Stabilization 

No information other than what was reported in the Executive Summary. 

ii. Riley Creek Cooperative Project with Riley/Purgatory/Bluff Creek WD 
No information other than what was reported in the Executive Summary. 

iii. Seminary Fen ravine stabilization project 
No information other than what was reported in the Executive Summary. 

iv. East Chaska Creek  (Carver County Watershed Based Funding) 
No information other than what was reported in the Executive Summary. 

v. Schroeder Acres Park (Scott County Watershed Based Funding) 
No information other than what was reported in the Executive Summary. 

vi. Shakopee Downtown BMO Retrofit (Scott County Watershed Based Funding) 
No information other than what was reported in the Executive Summary. 

vii. PLOC ( Prior Lake Outlet Channel) Restoration (Scott County Watershed Based Funding) 
No information other than what was reported in the Executive Summary. 

viii. Dakota County Fen Gap Analysis and Conceptual Model (Dakota County Watershed Based 
Funding) 
No information other than what was reported in the Executive Summary. 

ix. Hennepin County Chloride Project (Hennepin County Watershed Based Funding) 
No information other than what was reported in the Executive Summary. 

x. Vegetation Management Plan 
No information other than what was reported in the Executive Summary. 

xi. Sustainable Lake Management Plan - Trout Lakes 
No information other than what was reported in the Executive Summary. 

xii. Geomorphic Assessment of Trout Streams 
No information other than what was reported in the Executive Summary. 

F. Project/Plan Reviews 
i. Carver County 2040 Comprehensive Plan review 

Administrator Loomis said this resolution has been revised since it was distributed in the 
meeting packet.  She noted she received a phone call from Paul Nelson at Scott County who 
noted the LMRWD does not need to approve the County Comprehensive Plan, just the 
surface water management sections of the plan.  She noted there are resolutions for both 
Carver County and Scott County and managers can adopt both with one resolution. 

ii. Scott County 2040 Comprehensive Plan review 
See comments above for Item 7.F.i. 
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President Hartmann made a motion to adopt resolution 18-19 for the Carver County and 
resolution 18-18 for Scott County.  The motion was seconded by Manager Raby. The 
motion carried unanimously. 

iii. City of Chanhassen - TH 101 Improvements 
No information other than what was reported in the Executive Summary. 

iv. City of Savage - 12113 Lynn Avenue 
No information other than what was reported in the Executive Summary. 

v. City of Richfield/Bloomington - TH 77 & 77th Street underpass 
No information other than what was reported in the Executive Summary. 

vi. MPCA - MN River TSS TMDL 
No information other than what was reported in the Executive Summary. 

vii. MN Valley State Trail - EAW (Environmental Assessment Worksheet) 
No information other than what was reported in the Executive Summary. 

viii. Hennepin County - CSAH 61 - Flying Cloud Drive 
Administrator Loomis commented on conditions found by inspection of the construction 
project.  Manager Raby asked if staff has had any feedback from others that received the 
inspection report.  Administrator Loomis said USFWS is concerned and is waiting for the 
project to be completed before they determine what restoration should be made. 

The City of Eden Prairie is also concerned and has said they would like to attend other 
inspections.  There was discussion about the erosion issues and what can be done.  The 
contractor is looking for direction and everyone is reluctant to give them specific direction.  
Attorney Kolb said the response to the contractor should be for them to come into 
compliance with the NPDES permit and to hire a consultant to tell them how to do that. 

Manager Raby asked about a scenic overlook the city has now constructed in the slope on 
the south side of CSAH 61 near Charlson Road.  Staff said they were not aware of this 
project.  Administrator Loomis said it was not part of the County's project.  Administrator 
Loomis said she would check with the city. 

ix. MNDOT - I494/TH 5/TH 55 Mill & Overlay project 
No information other than what was reported in the Executive Summary. 

x. MNDOT - I35W Bridge Replacement 
No information other than what was reported in the Executive Summary. 

xi. MNDOT - I494 from TH169 to Minnesota River 
No information other than what was reported in the Executive Summary. 

xii. City of Shakopee - Amazon Fulfillment Center drainage 
No information other than what was reported in the Executive Summary. 

xiii. MAC/LMRWD/MCWD boundary realignment 
No information other than what was reported in the Executive Summary. 

xiv. Fort Snelling - Dominion Housing 
No information other than what was reported in the Executive Summary. 

xv. USACOE/USFWS - Bass Ponds, Marsh & Wetland 
No information other than what was reported in the Executive Summary. 

G. MPCA Soil Reference Values - no change since last update 



LOWER MINNESOTA RIVER WATERSHED DISTRICT 
BOARD OF MANAGERS 
Monday, November 19, 2018 
MEETING MINUTES 

Page 9 of 9 

No new information since last update. 

7. COMMUNICATIONS 
A. Administrator Report: Administrator Loomis said the report was posted online.  She walked 

through the report; there was notice of a public meeting for improvements of the trail head 
at the Cedar Avenue Boat Launch; the final report from the Metro Children's Water festival 
was provided.  She reported on the MN River Congress November 8th.  The Annual Report 
from the Dakota County Landscaping for Clean Water was provided.  Staff has been 
exploring options for data sharing of LMRWD documents.  Manager Hartmann said he has 
noted issues with accessing Sharepoint with Google Chrome.  She reported on a meeting 
with Metropolitan Council Environmental Services.  She invited Managers to attend the 
River Resource Forum. 

B. President: No report 
C. Managers: Manager Raby asked about the expansion of C.H. Robinson and asked if that is within 

the LMRWD or in the Riley/Purgatory/Bluff Creek Watershed District.  Administrator Loomis 
said she thinks it is in the LMRWD and will check with the city of Eden Prairie about the 
status of that project. 

D. Committees: No report 
E. Legal Counsel: No report 
F. Engineer: No report 

8. ADJOURN 
President Hartmann made a motion to adjourn.  Manager Raby seconded the motion.  The 
meeting was adjourned at 9:12pm.  The next meeting of the LMRWD Board of Managers will be 
7:00, Wednesday, December 19, 2018 and will be held at the Carver County Government Center, 
602 East 4th Street, Chaska, MN. 

 
        _______________________________ 
        Dave Raby, Secretary 
Attest: 
 
 
__________________________________ 
Linda Loomis, Administrator 
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1. CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL 

On Wednesday, December 19, 2018, at 7:02 PM in the Board Room of the Carver County 
Government Center, 602 East 4th Street, Chaska, Minnesota, President Hartmann called to order 
the meeting of the Board of Managers of the Lower Minnesota River Watershed District (LMRWD) 
and asked for roll call to be taken. The following Managers were present: Managers Adam Frey, 
David Raby and President Jesse Hartmann. In addition, the following were also present: Linda 
Loomis, Naiad Consulting, LLC, LMRWD Administrator; Della Schall Young, Young Environmental 
Consulting Group, LLC, Technical Consultant; Lindsey Albright, Dakota SWCD. Randy Donnell, Savage 
Riverport; Jake Hamlin and Greg Oberle, CHS, Inc.; Lee Nelson, Upper River Services;  Lisa Brickey, 
Mosaic Crop Nutrution; Paul Nelson, Scott County WMO; Dean Jacobs, Cargill; John Carroll, Ceres 
Global; Greg Genz, UMWA (Upper Mississippi Waterway Association) and Taylor Luke, LS Marine. 

2. APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA 
Administrator Loomis requested the removal of the September 17, 2018, October 24, 2018 and 
November 19, 2018 regular meeting minutes. 

Manager Raby made a motion to approve the agenda as amended. The motion was seconded by 
President Hartmann. The motion carried unanimously. 

3. CITIZEN FORUM 
There were no citizens who wished to address the board on non-agenda items. 

4. CONSENT AGENDA 
President Hartmann introduced the item. 

A. Approve Minutes September 17, 2018, October 24, 2018 and November 19, 2018 Regular 
Meetings 

B. Receive and file Financial Report 
C. Presentation of Invoices for payment 

i. Daniel Hron - November & December 2018 office rent 
ii. Burns & McDonnell - September 2018 Engineering services 

iii. Chimney Pines Home Owners Association - 2018 Cost Share Grant Program 
iv. US Bank Equipment Finance - December 2018 copier rental 
v. Naiad Consulting, LLC - September 2018 administrative services & expenses 

vi. Time Saver Off Site Secretarial - preparation of September 2018 meeting minutes 
vii. US Geological Survey - Stream Gauge and monitoring 

Minutes of Regular Meeting 

Board of Managers 

Wednesday, December 19, 2018 

Carver County Government Center, 602 East 4th Street, Chaska, MN 7:00 p.m. 

Approved ________________, 2018 

Item 4A 

LMRWD 1-7-2019 
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viii. Dakota County Soil & Water Conservation District - 3rd Quarter Monitoring & Technical 
Assistance/Cost Share Services 

ix. Young Environmental Consulting Group, LLC - October 2018 technical & engineering 
services 

D. Receive and File correspondence 
i. September 24, 2018 letter from CHS, Inc. 

ii. November 14, 2018 letter from CHS, Inc. 
E. Resolution 18-20 - Transfer of funds to 9-foot Channel 
F. Adopt 2019 Budget and certify tax levy payable 2019 

Manager Raby made a motion to approve the consent agenda with the September, October and 
November meeting minutes removed.  The motion was seconded by President Hartmann. The 
motion carried unanimously. 

5. PUBLIC HEARING 
A. The matter of the Nine Foot Channel Permanent Disposal Sites Acquisition and Development 

Basic Water Management Project 
President Hartmann reopened the hearing for additional public comment. 

Jake Hamlin, State Director of Government Affairs, CHS, Inc., it is obvious that the District has 
wrestled with the issue of funding the management and disposal of dredge material since its 
inception.  He noted that in 2013 the district and a former administrator went to the legislature 
asking for significant funding.  At that time the question was posed that if adequate funding 
could not be secured to manage the dredge disposal site, then the District would consider how 
best to obtain financial resources or how best could it manage the technical issues to maintain 
the channel.  The District deserves huge credit for receiving a significant legislative appropriation 
in 2017.  He said the terminal operators have met with the City of Savage, in response to 
Manager Raby's comment at the end of the last Board meeting.  Administrator Loomis and 
Counselor Kolb also attended.  He expects this group to continue to meet to identify funding and 
address technical issues as well.  Mr. Hamlin talked about the meetings with Savage and the 
goals they hope to accomplish through these meetings.  He respectfully requested that this item 
be tabled for about 180 days to allow this work group time to identify alternative funding 
sources and the ability to address technical issues as well. 

Manager Raby said he was under the impression that there had actually been two meetings and 
that LMRWD was only aware of and invited to attend one of those.  Mr. Hamlin said they have 
had two meetings and the first meeting was to bring the issue to the attention of the city.  
Manager Raby asked if they had come up with any ideas.  Mr. Hamlin responded that they have 
identified some sources of revenue such as the Port Development Assistance Program through 
the department of transportation, partnering with the city and others, or perhaps establishing a 
joint powers organization with the St. Paul Port Authority. He said they could also look at 
establishing a port authority. 

Mr. Lee Nelson, Upper River Services, he noted Manager Raby has asked them to go out and see 
what they could do to help the District. In a month they (the work group) have had two 
meetings.  The city needed time to go back to look at what options they have to help.  The 
District has been working at this for a long, long time.  In a month, they have made some 
progress, but they are not there yet and he would like more time, until the end of the legislative 
session.  He thinks if this resolution is passed it is effectively saying that the benefitted parties 
are only the ones identified in the report the District commissioned.  Mr. Nelson contends that 
the beneficiaries of this system, just as much as those properties identified, are the farmer 50 
miles away who moves his product to the international market via the Minnesota River.  It's the 
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people in Fergus Falls who get fertilizer and salt for their roads.  It is the State that is the 
beneficiary.  He thinks it is mistaken and wrong to say that only those identified in the report are 
the beneficiaries.  He says this is the point they are trying to get across. 

Mr. Nelson says they have been asked if they will go with the District to the State to appeal for 
funding for this issue.  He says they will but only if we are all go with the same mission.  But to 
go in fear that someone will say that, "you have this authority, so hit up those 10 or 12 
properties and leave the rest us alone", will only hurt our cause, in his opinion.  He asked that 
the motion be tabled for 180 days or until the June meeting. Let's see what we can do working 
together. 

Randy Donnell, Riverland Ag, requested the District not vote for this or table it.  He thinks it 
opens a bad door.  He says if the District votes for this, it makes it too easy for other parties to 
say use this tool and leave us alone.  He says if the District does determine to assess then the 
benefitted properties will battle over beneficial members.  He questioned the report prepared 
for the District by Clay Dodd.  He feels some of the properties are actually injured parties not 
benefitted parties, because they are removing silt that comes from other people's properties 
upstream.  He feels being assessed would hurt them twice.  He feels there is widespread benefit.  
He asked the Board to vote no on the motion or table it to give them ample time to collectively 
seek other sources of funding. 

Lisa Brickey, Manager of Mosaic Crop Nutrition, said she has gotten to know everyone much 
better and says they have had the opportunity to become a team to work on this together and 
asked the board to wait until after the legislative session to pass this.  She worries that if this 
motion is passed it will remove the incentive for the terminal operators to work together.  She 
requested the Board wait until after the legislative session. 

Seeing and hearing no one else wishing to speak, President Hartmann closed the public hearing. 

Manager Raby said he heard from the speakers that they do not trust the Board and they are 
being critical of what the Board is doing.  He says that he heard everyone wants to be a partner 
with the District, but heard threats that if this passes that that other will not be partners and 
work with the District.  He questioned how we can be partners. 

He says the Board has clearly made the point that this is just adding one more funding option for 
the District.  He believes this is important, because, as everyone knows, the funding historically 
has come from the taxpayers in the four counties within the District.  Those taxpayers include 
the benefitted properties and their companies, but it also includes every resident of these 
counties.  He doesn't disagree that there are a whole lot of people that benefit from this 
channel, but it will be hard to convince a lot of the District's taxpayers that they are personally 
benefitting. 

Manager Raby says the Board has clearly made the point that this is one more option for the 
District.  The Board has clearly made the point that the District is not assessing anything at this 
time.  The Resolution has even been modified to make sure it is clear that if there is an 
assessment it will be made in conjunction with the District continuing to look for other funding 
throughout the State, as well as continuing to assess ratepayers with ad valorem taxes.  He 
personally doesn't feel the Board should delay this more.  He noted that if it is delayed, the 
District will incur additional costs.  He said if it is delayed the Board will have to hold another 
hearing with official notice, which costs the District.  It is possible the study would have to be 
updated, which would cost more money. 
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Manager Raby said he is in favor of moving forward with this and doesn't understand why the 
work group can't continue its efforts to find funds.  The District will continue its efforts to find 
funds regardless of whether the Board approves this or not. 

President Hartmann said if this resolution is passed it means the District has an additional option 
at its disposal.  Does that really change what we want to go after as a partnership?  He doesn't 
think it does.  He said we all agree that funding should come from alternative sources before any 
assessment.  He thinks certain threats were made and they are what they on both sides and the 
Board wants to be able to work together. Passage of this resolution shouldn't change what our 
goals are together. 

Manager Frey agrees this is a tool and not an assessment.  He stated nothing’s happening at this 
point and he personally doesn’t think the benefitted properties should have to pay extra fees for 
dredging than they have already.  He would love to see things take place upstream, but the 
LMRWD can only do so much.  He thinks everyone needs to be a team and it will everyone 
working together to reach the goal of having the State help financially.  He thinks the District 
needs this tool. 

Manager Raby made a motion to approve Resolution 18-21.  The motion was seconded by 
President Hartmann. The motion carried unanimously. 

6. NEW BUSINESS 
A. Administrative Services 

Administrator Loomis said a request for an increase in the compensation for Administrative 
Services was in the packet.  She noted the Amendment to the Administrative Services 
Agreement included in the packet did not have signatures, but the signed copy was in the 
District's files in the office.  If the Board approves the increase an amendment will be drafted 
and included on the agenda for the January meeting. 

President Hartmann asked how this will impact the budget.  Administrator Loomis said there are 
sufficient funds for an increase in the 2019 budget. 

President Hartmann made a motion to authorize the rate increase and authorize staff to draft 
an amendment to the administrative services agreement.  The motion was seconded by 
Manager Frey.  The motion carried unanimously. 

7. OLD BUSINESS 
A. Dredge Management 

i. Review Process for funding of maintenance of Navigation Channel 
Administrator Loomis said there is no additional information to report other than what 
was discussed during the public hearing. 

ii. Vernon Avenue Dredge Material Management site 
Administrator Loomis said they are working on the flood elevation modeling.  Della Young 
said they are working on the concept model for the site configuration and the hydrology 
and hydraulics model.  She was informed the District should receive a draft report in the 
January/February time frame.  The District will need the report before it begins the 
process to amend to the Conditional Use Permit. 

President Hartmann asked Mr. Taylor Luke if he could update the Board with any activity 
on the site.  Mr. Luke reported that there is not a lot going on right now.  A contractor is 
waiting for a project to start and they will purchase about 30,000 yards of material at the 
price of $2.00 per cubic yard.  He expects it will likely begin in the spring 
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iii. Private Dredge Material Placement 
No information to report other than what was included in the Executive Summary. 

B. Watershed Management Plan 
Administrator Loomis said staff is working on the rules. 

C. 2019 Legislative Action 
Administrator Loomis said Lisa Frenette has been working to arrange meetings with committee 
chairs and will approach legislators to carry legislation. 

D. Education and Outreach Plan 
No new information since last update 

E. LMRWD Projects 
i. Eden Prairie Area #3 Stabilization 

No information to report other than what was included in the Executive Summary. 

ii. Riley Creek Cooperative Project with Riley/Purgatory/Bluff Creek WD 
No information to report other than what was included in the Executive Summary. 

iii. Seminary Fen ravine stabilization project 
No information to report other than what was included in the Executive Summary. 

iv. East Chaska Creek  (Carver County Watershed Based Funding) 
President Hartmann asked about this project.  Staff reported that the Board was provided 
with an update to the feasibility report.  Administrator Loomis said she didn't think the 
Board needed to take any action on this item.  Ms. Young said she wanted the Board to be 
aware that the update to the feasibility study increased the estimated cost of this project.  
She said the Board needs to look at it and authorize staff to proceed with the design.  
Administrator Loomis thought the District should meet with the city before any action. 

v. Schroeder Acres Park (Scott County Watershed Based Funding) 
No information to report other than what was included in the Executive Summary. 

vi. Shakopee Downtown BMP Retrofit (Scott County Watershed Based Funding) 
No information to report other than what was included in the Executive Summary. 

vii. PLOC ( Prior Lake Outlet Channel) Restoration (Scott County Watershed Based Funding) 
No information to report other than what was included in the Executive Summary. 

viii. Dakota County Fen Gap Analysis and Conceptual Model (Dakota County Watershed Based 
Funding) 
No information to report other than what was included in the Executive Summary. 

ix. Hennepin County Chloride Project (Hennepin County Watershed Based Funding) 
No information to report other than what was included in the Executive Summary. 

x. Vegetation Management Plan 
No information to report other than what was included in the Executive Summary. 

xi. Sustainable Lake Management Plan - Trout Lakes 
No information to report other than what was included in the Executive Summary. 

xii. Geomorphic Assessment of Trout Streams 
The Board is being asked to approve the Bio-products and Bio-systems Engineering 
Department (BBE) from the University of Minnesota as a subcontractor to Young 
Environmental Consulting Group, LLC. 
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Manager Raby made a motion to approve Young Environmental Consulting Group, LLC to 
retain BBE as a subcontractor for the Geomorphic Assessment of Trout Streams.  The 
motion was seconded by President Hartmann.  The motion carried unanimously. 

xiii. Spring Creek Cost Share 
Administrator Loomis explained this project is the result of working with a homeowner in 
the City of Carver that has been seeing significant erosion of her property.  She updated the 
board with the history of the project and actions taken so far.  A proposal prepared by the 
Carver SWCD was included in the packet to stabilize the stream banks of Spring Creek. 

This item was to make Managers aware of this project and that this will come before the 
Board, once the City has decided to go ahead. 

F. Project/Plan Reviews 
i. City of Eden Prairie - Peterson Wetland Bank 

No information to report other than what was included in the Executive Summary. 

ii. City of Eden Prairie - Comprehensive Plan Amendments 
No information to report other than what was included in the Executive Summary. 

iii. City of Chanhassen - TH 101 Improvements 
No information to report other than what was included in the Executive Summary. 

iv. City of Savage - 12113 Lynn Avenue 
No information to report other than what was included in the Executive Summary. 

v. Cities of Richfield/Bloomington - TH 77 & 77th Street underpass 
Administrator Loomis explained that MNDOT has requested LMRWD approval of this 
project.  She noted that this project will direct stormwater to the I494 stormwater 
conveyance, which is under capacity.  Manager Raby confirmed that Ms. Young did review 
the project and if she was satisfied with the responses from WSB.  She said that she was 
okay with the responses from the project engineer.  The site is constrained and there a not 
many options.  She noted that the LMRWD did not see this project until the 95% design was 
complete and it would have been helpful to see the design before it was this far along. 

President Hartmann asked if the project meets the LMRWD standards.  Ms. Young replied 
that it did. 

President Hartmann made a motion to approve TH 77 & 77th Street improvement and 
underpass project.  The motion was seconded by Manager Raby.  The motion carried 
unanimously. 

vi. MNDOT - I494 Brush removal 
Administrator Loomis wanted to update the Managers on this project.  She reported on 
comments the LMRWD provided to MNDOT about this project.  She wanted to let the Board 
know the MNDOT is planning to add the LMRWD comments to the request for bids on this 
project and MNDOT will let us review the proposal that accept. 

Manager Hartmann asked about the TH 169 & TH 41 project.  Staff updated the Board on 
information they have received so far.  Administrator Loomis asked Mr. Paul Nelson, if he 
was aware of any update to this project.  Mr. Nelson said he had nothing to add.  Ms. Young 
clarified that LMRWD staff reviewed the project in April and recommended approval at that 
time. 

vii. MNDOT - TH 5 Signage projects 
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No information to report other than what was included in the Executive Summary. 

viii. MPCA - MN River TSS TMDL 
No information to report other than what was included in the Executive Summary. 

ix. MN Valley State Trail - EAW (Environmental Assessment Worksheet) 
No information to report other than what was included in the Executive Summary. 

x. Hennepin County - CSAH 61 - Flying Cloud Drive 
No information to report other than what was included in the Executive Summary. 

xi. MNDOT - I494/TH 5/TH 55 Mill & Overlay project 
No information to report other than what was included in the Executive Summary. 

xii. MNDOT - I35W Bridge Replacement 
No information to report other than what was included in the Executive Summary. 

xiii. MNDOT - I494 from TH169 to Minnesota River 
No information to report other than what was included in the Executive Summary. 

xiv. City of Shakopee - Amazon Fulfillment Center drainage 
No information to report other than what was included in the Executive Summary. 

xv. MAC/LMRWD/MCWD boundary realignment 
No information to report other than what was included in the Executive Summary. 

xvi. Fort Snelling - Dominion Housing 
No information to report other than what was included in the Executive Summary. 

xvii. USACOE/USFWS - Bass Ponds, Marsh & Wetland 
No information to report other than what was included in the Executive Summary. 

G. MPCA Soil Reference Values - no change since last update 
No new information since last update. 

7. COMMUNICATIONS 
A. Administrator Report:  Administrator Loomis noted the report was on-line.  She reported that 

the Administrator report included a link to a show that was televised on tpt that might be of 
interest to the Board.  She reported that Steve Woods announced his planned retirement 
from Freshwater.  She has been working with other watershed districts to determine new 
parameters on how to distribute future allocations under the Metro-area watershed based 
funding.  The financial audit is scheduled to begin March 25.  She was notified that it was 
announced that the Orange Line received full federal funding.  She noted this project is 
scheduled to have an tunnel under I494 and managing stormwater and groundwater for this 
project should be challenging to manage, as current stormwater conveyance along I494 is 
already under capacity.  She noted the River Resource Forum was re-scheduled due to the 
funeral of President George H. W. Bush and the Forum is now scheduled for January 22nd 
and 23rd.  If Managers are interested in attending she can send them the agenda when it is 
available. 

B. President: No report 
C. Managers: Manager Raby commented on items he had asked about at the last meeting.  

Administrator Loomis said had spoken to her contact at the city, who did not have any 
information on either the overlook or C.H. Robinson.  She was told the overlook was done 
by the Eden Prairie Parks Department and she would check with them.  She said the C.H. 
Robinson project went through Eden Prairie's Planning Department.  Eden Prairie was 
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planning to follow up on that project too; however, Administrator Loomis has not heard 
anything to date. 

D. Committees: No report 
E. Legal Counsel: No report 
F. Engineer: No report 

8. ADJOURN 
President Hartmann made a motion to adjourn.  Manager Raby seconded the motion.  The 
meeting was adjourned at 7:53pm.  The next meeting of the LMRWD Board of Managers will be 
7:00, Monday, January 7, 2019 and will be held at the Carver County Government Center, 602 East 
4th Street, Chaska, MN. 

 
        _______________________________ 
        Dave Raby, Secretary 
Attest: 
 
 
__________________________________ 
Linda Loomis, Administrator 
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Agenda Item 
Item 4. D. - Authorize Amendment to Administrative Service Agreement 

Prepared By 
Linda Loomis, Administrator 

Summary 
At the December 19, 2018 Board meeting the managers approved an increase in the compensation to Naiad Consulting LLC.  

The increase approved was $75/hour from $65/hour.  An amendment to the Administrator agreement has been prepared 

and is attached.  The amendment also address the increase in monthly hours allowed that was approved by the Board in 

July 2015 (board minutes attached) 

Attachments 
Administrator Agreement with amendments 
July 30, 2015 Board minutes 

Recommended Action 
Authorize execution of Amendment #2 to Administrator Agreement 

 

Executive Summary for Action 
Lower Minnesota River Watershed District Board of Managers Meeting 

Monday, January 7, 2019 



AMENDMENT #2 TO 

ADMINISTRATOR AGREEMENT 

 THIS AMENDMENT is made as of this 7th day of January, 2019 by and between the Lower 

Minnesota River Watershed District, a Minnesota Watershed District established in accordance with the 

Minnesota Watershed Act ("LMRWD") and Naiad Consulting, LLC, a Minnesota limited liability company 

(the "Contractor") 

RECITALS 

 WHEREAS, LMRWD and Contractor entered into that certain Administrator Agreement dated 

November 25, 2013, amended October 21, 2015 and attached as Exhibit 1 ("Agreement"); and 

 WHEREAS, LMRWD and Contractor wish to continue the Agreement with the amendments 

specified below: 

 NOW, THEREFORE, the parties agree as follows: 

1. Section 2, Compensation of the agreement shall be replaced with the following: 

"COMPENSATION: Contractor will be paid for Services at the rate of $75 per hour.  

Contractor will be reimbursed for actual, reasonable and necessary out-of-pocket expenses 

including postage, photocopies, audiotapes, and printing. Mileage and time will be 

reimbursed for travel with the Minneapolis/ St. Paul seven-county metropolitan area.  

Travel outside the seven=county metropolitan area including mileage (State of Minnesota 

rate), meals and overnight accommodations must have the prior approval of the Board or its 

designee.  The Board may specify vendors to be used by Contractor for reimbursable 

expenses, which vendors may include existing LMRWD consultants, member cities or other 

entities. 

Contractor's billable hours will not exceed 150 hours per month, without the prior written 

approval of the Board or its authorized officers." 

2. In all other respects, the provisions set forth in the Agreement, as amended, shall remain 

unchanged. 

 WHEREUPON, the undersigned hereunder set their hands to this Amendment as of the day first 

above written. 

      NAIAD CONSULTING, LLC 

      By:______________________________________ 

       Its:___Owner/Principal_______________ 

      LOWER MINNESOTA RIVER 

      WATERSHED DISTRICT 

      By:____________________________________ 

       Its:______President________________ 
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Agenda Item 
Item 4. E. - Designation of Official Newspaper 

Prepared By 
Linda Loomis, Administrator 

Summary 
In accordance with MN Statutes, the LMRWD must designate a newspaper of general circulation in each county, as the 
general newspaper in which all hearing notices, advertising for bids, etc. are required to be published. 

In 2016 , 2017 and 2018, the LMRWD used the Star Tribune as its official newspaper. Staff would recommend this 
designation again for 2019. 

Attachments 
None 

Recommended Action 
Motion to designate the Minneapolis Star Tribune as the 2019 official newspaper 
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Agenda Item 
Item 4. F. - Designation of Official Depository 

Prepared By 
Linda Loomis, Administrator 

Summary 
According to MN Statute § 118A.02, the governing body of each government entity shall designate, as a depository of its 
funds, one or more financial institutions. The LMRWD has contracted with Carver County to provide financial services and 
therefore LMRWD funds are co-mingled with the County's funds. The LMRWD does not maintain bank accounts of its own. 

Carver County is also governed by Minnesota statutes and has adopted an investment policy.  LMRWD funds, held by the 
County, are governed by the policy, with the provision that there is enough liquidity to pay claims of the LMRWD as 
necessary. 

A resolution designating a depository for funds is attached which includes the Independent Contractor/Professional Service 
Agreement with Carver County as Exhibit A.  The Independent Contractor/Professional Service Agreement runs through 
December 31, 2019.  The County's Investment Policy is attached as Exhibit B of the resolution. 

Attachments 
Resolution 19-01 - RESOLUTION DESIGNATING DEPOSITORY FOR LMRWD FUNDS 

Recommended Action 

Motion to adopt resolution 19-01 
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Manager ____________ introduced the following resolution and moved its adoption: 

LOWER MINNESOTA RIVER WATERSHED DISTRICT 

RESOLUTION 19-01 

RESOLUTION DESIGNATING DEPOSITORY FOR LMRWD FUNDS 

 WHEREAS, Minnesota Statutes set procedures and require the Board of Managers of the 
Lower Minnesota River Watershed Shed District (LMRWD) to designate a depository for 
LMRWD funds; and 

 WHEREAS, Minnesota Statutes, Section 103D.335 subd. 7 provides that the managers 
may cooperate or contract with any state or subdivision of a state or federal agency, private 
corporation, political subdivision, or cooperative association; and 

 WHEREAS, the LMRWD has entered into an Independent Contractor/Professional 
Service Agreement (Exhibit A) with Carver County Financial Services Department, Minnesota 
(the “County”), to provide accounting and fund management services; and 

 WHEREAS, LMRWD funds are in custody of the County and are managed according to 
Minnesota Statute and the County’s Investment Policy (Exhibit B). 

 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Board of Managers of the Lower Minnesota 
River Watershed District that in lieu of designating a depository institution, the Board shall, 
consistent with the Independent Contractor/Professional Service Agreement, authorize the 
County to deposit and manage the funds of the LMRWD as provided by the Laws of the State of 
Minnesota, including the furnishing of collateral for funds on deposit; 

 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Board of Managers of the LMRWD that the County 
shall be authorized to make investments of LMRWD funds and shall be authorized to deposit 
the principal of said investments as necessary and beneficial to the Lower Minnesota River 
Watershed District. 

 Adopted by the Board of Managers of the Lower Minnesota River Watershed District 
this 7th day of January, 2019. 
 
 
 
 
              
       Jesse Hartmann, President 
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ATTEST: 
 
 
 
 
       
David Raby, Secretary/Treasurer 

The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was seconded by Manager __________ 
and upon a vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor thereof: Hartmann, Raby and 
Frey; and the following voted against the same: None. Whereupon said resolution was declared 
passed and adopted, this 7th day of January, 2019, signed by the President and his signature 
attested by the Secretary/Treasurer. 
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Agenda Item 
Item 5. A. - Discussion with members of MAWD Board of Directors 

Prepared By 
Linda Loomis, Administrator 

Summary 
Mary Texer, and Ruth Schaefer of the MAWD Board of Directors and Emily Javens, MAWD's Executive Director will be at the 

meeting to address LMRWD Board of Manager's concerns with membership in MAWD. 

Attachments 
No attachments 

Recommended Action 
No action recommended 
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Agenda Item 
Item 6. A. - Dredge Management 

Prepared By 
Linda Loomis, Administrator 

Summary 
i. Funding for dredge material management 

There have been no actions since the Board approved Resolution 18-21 at the December Board meeting.   

ii. Vernon Avenue Dredge Material Management site 

Staff has received the preliminary wetland report and the Threatened and Endangered Species Report.  The city has 

requested the District to address a wetland area in the middle of the site.  This area is a depression left after removal 

of material by Rachel Contracting that has filled in with water.  Staff will work with the site manager and others taking 

material from the site to make sure this doesn't happen again. 

An eagle nesting site was noted that will be further investigated.  The presence of eagle's nesting should not impact 

operation of the site; it will just limit timing activities to avoid nesting season. 

Legal Counsel has prepared a new agreement between the LMRWD and LS Marine.  It is included in this packet for 

your review.  Staff would like to wait until LS Marine has had an opportunity to review the agreement before the 

LMRWD Board approves it, so staff is asking that no action be taken at this meeting, but wait until the February 

meeting.  If Managers have any comments or concerns they can be directed to the Administrator. 

iii. Private Dredge Material Placement 

The LMRWD has received a Certificate of Insurance from Ries Farms, listing the LMRWD as an additional insured.  Ries 

Farms has been contracted by the River Terminal Operators to remove the private dredge material. 

Attachments 
2019 Property Management Agreement 

Recommended Action 
No action recommended 
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Property Management Agreement 
This Agreement is made effective as of the ___ day of ___________, 2019, and supersedes 
the original agreement of October 9, 2014, by and between Lower Minnesota River 
Watershed District (“LMRWD”), a public body organized under Minnesota Statutes Chapters 
103B and 103D (hereinafter “Owner”), and LS Marine, Inc., an independent contractor 
(hereinafter “Manager”). 

The parties hereto agree as follows: 

1. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPERTY 
This Agreement is made with respect to the following Property: LMRWD (MN-
14.2 RMP) Placement Site - which is shown on the attached Exhibit A 
(“Property”). 
 

2. RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE MANAGER 
Beginning on the date set forth in paragraph 6, the Manager will provide to 
Owner the following services (collectively, the “Services”): 
 
A. Site Management Manual 

Manager has developed, and Owner has approved, a manual 
(hereinafter “Management Manual”) for the management of the 
Property to be used as a guideline for overall Property management 
with respect to the intake of dredge material (hereinafter “material or 
materials”), management of onsite material, development and 
management of overall Property plan and sale/export of material from 
the Property. The Management Manual is attached as Exhibit B. After 
consultation with the Manager, the Owner in its sole discretion may 
amend the Management Manual from time to time. Any such 
amendments shall thereafter be part of the Management Manual. 
 

B. Compliance with Permits 
Manager will ensure compliance with all applicable permit conditions 
and laws as they relate to the Property and material that is imported to 
or exported from the Property. In addition, Manager will coordinate 
with Owner to ensure that all compliance reporting is tracked and 
completed. 
 

C. Testing Protocols 
As defined in applicable permits and as to be defined in the 
Management Manual, Manager will ensure all imported and exported 
materials comply with Minnesota Pollution Control Agency guidelines 
for analytical and gradational testing of material. Manager will keep 
files of all testing reports for proper reporting and provide copies of 
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reports to Owner. Manager will only allow placement of material on 
the Property that meets Level 1 criteria as established by the 
Minnesota Pollution Control Agency’s ‘Managing Dredge Materials -- in 
the State of Minnesota’ dated April 2014. 

 
D. Inventory of Materials 

Manager will track inventory of all material imported, stockpiles and 
exported from the Property on a project-by-project basis and report 
inventory quantities to the Owner on a quarterly basis or as requested. 

 
E. US Army Corps of Engineers Placement 

Manager will coordinate with the US Army Corps of Engineers 
(hereinafter “COE”) as to all material imported to the Property by the 
COE and will direct the COE as to where to place and stockpile the 
material on the Property. All material imported to the Property by the 
COE will be handled in accordance with the Management Manual. 
 

F. Third Party Placement 
Manager will coordinate with third party users (hereinafter “Private 
Users”) who may be allowed by Owner to place material on the 
Property and will direct the Private Users as to where to place and 
stockpile the material on the Property, so as not to comingle Private 
Users’ material with COE material. Manager will also coordinate with 
Private Users as to their use of the Property and timely removal of their 
placed material from the Property. All material imported and exported 
to the Property by Private Users will be handled in accordance with the 
Management Manual. 

 
G. Existing Owner Contracts and Obligations 

Manager will work with Owner on existing offers and contracts the 
Owner has in place with regards to the Property and the removal and 
sale of material from the Property.  Manager will manage the setup 
and use of the Property and exporting of the material under the 
existing offers and contracts to ensure the material is able to be 
efficiently exported while adhering to the conditions of the 
Management Manual. 

 
H. Marketing 

In accordance with the Management Manual, Manager will actively 
advertise and market onsite material (except for material placed by 
Private Users) for sale and develop the sale price of the material based 
onsite and market conditions. All sales will be made to parties other 
than the Manager or persons (entities) related to the Manager. 
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Payment for all sales shall be by check made payable to the Owner. 
Manager shall allow all qualified buyers (as defined in the Management 
Manual) to purchase material. 
 

3. PAYMENT 
The Manager will be paid the lesser of $12,500.00 or 50% of the gross profit in 
each Pay Period generated and collected by Owner from the sales of material 
(except for material placed by Private Users) from the Property for payment of 
the Manager's Services under this Agreement. Gross profit will be defined as 
revenues collected in each Pay Period less costs incurred in that Pay Period for 
sales and use taxes, development, maintenance and onsite operation of the 
Property, including but not limited to: 
A. Construction and maintenance of berms, ponds, roads, loading points 

from the river, onsite and offsite access roads; and 
B. Other activities and improvements needed to comply with applicable 

laws and permits. 
Pay Period(s) will run from August 1 to July 31, annually during the term of this 
contract. A financial report shall be provided by Manager to Owner within 
thirty (30) days after the end of each Pay Period and payment shall be due to 
Manager within 30 days of receipt and approval of the financial report by 
Owner. 

 
4. RELATIONSHIP OF PARTIES 

It is understood by the parties that Manager is an independent contractor with 
respect to the relationship between the parties. 

 
5. WARRANTY 

Manager shall provide its Services and meet its obligations under this 
Agreement in a timely and workmanlike manner, using knowledge and 
recommendations for performing the Services which meet generally 
acceptable standards as established by Owner, US Army Corps of Engineers, 
Minnesota Pollution Control Agency and the City of Savage. Manager will 
provide a standard of care equal to, or superior to, industry standard care on 
similar projects. 

 
6. TERM 

This Agreement shall commence on the Effective Date and will terminate on 
July 31, 2022. However, the Agreement may be terminated at any time by 
either party with cause provided at least 60 days prior written notice is 
delivered in writing by the terminating party to the other party. 
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7. INDEMNIFICATION/INSURANCE 
Manager agrees to indemnify and hold Owner harmless from all claims, losses, 
expenses and fees, including attorney fees, costs, and judgments that may be 
asserted against Owner that result from the action or omissions of Manager 
and/or Manager’s employees, agents or representatives.  Manager shall 
comply with the terms related to insurance as shown on the attached Exhibit 
C. 

 
8. DEFAULT 

The occurrence of any of the following shall constitute a default under this 
Agreement: 
A. The failure to make required payment when due. 
B. The insolvency or bankruptcy of either party. 
C. The subjection of any of either party's property to any levy, seizure, 

general assignment for the benefit of creditors, application or sale for 
or by any creditor or government agency. 

D. The failure to make available or deliver the Services in a time and 
manner provided for in this Agreement. 
 

9. REMEDIES 
In addition to any and all other rights a party may have available according to 
law, if a party defaults by failing to substantially perform any provision, term 
or condition of this Agreement (including without limitation the failure to 
make a monetary payment when due), the other party may terminate the 
Agreement by providing written notice to the defaulting party.  This notice 
shall describe with sufficient detail the nature of the default. The party 
receiving such notice shall have 15 days from the effective date of such notice 
to cure the default(s).  Unless waived by a party providing notice, the failure to 
cure the default(s) within such time period shall result in the automatic 
termination of this Agreement. 

 
10. FORCE MAJEURE 

If performance of this Agreement or any obligation under this Agreement is 
prevented, restricted, or interfered with by causes beyond either party’s 
reasonable control (“Force Majeure”), and if the party unable to carry out its 
obligations gives the other party prompt written notice of such event, then the 
obligations of the party invoking this provision shall be suspended to the 
extent necessary by such event.  The term Force Majeure shall include, 
without limitation, acts of God, fire, explosion, vandalism, storm, flood or 
other similar occurrence, orders or acts of military or civil authority, or by 
national emergencies, insurrections, riots, or wars, or strikes, lock-outs, work 
stoppages, or other labor disputes, or supplier failures.  The excused party 
shall use reasonable efforts under the circumstances to avoid or remove such 
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causes or non-party shall use reasonable efforts under the circumstances to 
avoid or remove such causes of non-performance and shall proceed to 
perform with reasonable dispatch whenever such causes are removed or 
ceased.  An act or omission shall be deemed within the reasonable control of a 
party if committed, omitted, or caused by such party, or its employees, 
officers, agents, or affiliates. 

 
11. ARBITRATION 

Any controversies or disputes arising out of or relating to this Agreement shall 
be resolved by binding arbitration in accordance with the then-current 
Commercial Arbitration Rules of the American Arbitration Association. The 
parties shall select a mutually acceptable arbitrator knowledgeable about 
issues relating to the subject matter of this Agreement.  In the event the 
parties are unable to agree to such a selection, each party will select an 
arbitrator and the two arbitrators shall in turn select a third arbitrator, all 
three of whom shall preside jointly over the matter. All documents, materials, 
and information in the possession of each party that are in any way relevant to 
the dispute shall be made available to the other party for review or copying no 
later than 30 days after the notice of arbitration is served. The arbitrator(s) 
shall not have the authority to modify any provision of this Agreement or to 
award punitive damages. The arbitrator(s) shall have the power to issue 
mandatory orders and restraining orders in connection with the arbitration. 
The decision rendered by the arbitrator(s) shall be final and binding on the 
parties, and judgment may be entered in conformity with the decision in any 
court having jurisdiction. The agreement to arbitration shall be specifically 
enforceable under the prevailing arbitration law. During the continuance of 
any arbitration proceeding, the parties shall continue to perform their 
respective obligations under this Agreement. 

 
12. NOTICE 

Any notice or communication required or permitted under this Agreement 
shall be sufficiently given if delivered in person or by certified mail, to the 
address set forth below or to such other address as one party may have 
furnished to the other in writing. 

 
Lower Minnesota River Watershed District 
112 East 5th Street, Suite 102 
Chaska, Minnesota 55318  
Attn:  Administrator  
naiadconsulting@gmail.com 
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With a copy to: Legal counsel of the Lower Minnesota River 
Watershed District: 
John C. Kolb 
Rinke Noonan 
P.O. Box 1497 
St. Cloud, MN  56302-1497 

 
LS Marine, Inc. 
3625 Talmage Circle, Suite 202 
St. Paul, MN 55110 
Attn:  Taylor Luke 
 

13. ENTIRE AGREEMENT 
This Agreement, including Exhibits, contains the entire agreement between 
the parties, and there are no other promises or conditions in any other 
agreement whether oral or written concerning the subject matter of this 
Agreement. This Agreement supersedes any prior written or oral agreements 
between the parties. 

 
14. AMENDMENT 

This Agreement may only be modified or amended in writing and executed by 
all parties. 

 
15. SEVERABILITY 

If any provision of this Agreement will be held to be invalid or unenforceable 
for any reason, the remaining provisions will continue to be valid and 
enforceable. If a court finds that any provision of this Agreement is invalid or 
unenforceable, but that by limiting such provision it would become valid and 
enforceable, then such provision will be deemed to be written, construed, and 
enforced as so limited. 

 
16. WAIVER OF CONTRACTUAL RIGHT 

The failure of either party to enforce any provision of this Agreement shall not 
be construed as a waiver or limitation of that party’s right to subsequently 
enforce and compel strict compliance with every provision of this Agreement. 

 
17. GOVERNING LAW 

This Agreement shall be construed in accordance with the laws of the State of 
Minnesota. 

 
18. SURVIVAL OF ORIGINAL AGREEMENT 

The original agreement of October 9, 2014, expired by its own terms July 31, 
2017. However, both Owner and Manager have continued in good faith under 
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the terms of the original agreement as if it had been renewed. Owner and 
Manager agree to honor the terms of the original agreement as if it had been 
extended through the date of this Agreement.  

 
19. SIGNATORIES 

This Agreement shall be effective of as of the date first written above. 
 
  Lower Minnesota River   LS Marine, Inc. 
  Watershed District 
 
 
  By:   _______________________  By: _______________________ 
 
  TITLE: _____________________  TITLE: ____________________ 
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EXHIBIT A 
PLACEMENT SITE 
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EXHIBIT B 
MANAGEMENT PLAN 
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EXHIBIT C 
INSURANCE 

 
Prior to the execution of this Agreement, Manager shall furnish to Owner copies of insurance 
certificates evidencing that it maintains the following coverages or any higher amounts as 
required by law or regulation. All policies shall name owner as an additional insured: 
 

Types of Insurance    Limits 
 
Workers’ Compensation   Statutory 
 
Employers' Liability    $1,000,000 each occurrence 
 
Commercial General Liability,   Bodily injury and death:  $2,000,000 
including Contractual Liability  each occurrence 

 
Automobile Liability    Property damage: $2,000,000,  

Combined single limits 
 
Owner shall be included as an additional insured on Manager’s general liability policy. 
Manager, or its representative, shall provide Owner with at least thirty (30) days prior written 
notice of cancellation or non-renewal of any insurance coverage. The general liability 
insurance coverage will be written on an occurrence rather than on a claims’ made basis and 
will remain in effect during the Term. Coverage amounts may be met by excess or umbrella 
policies so long as written on an occurrence rather than on a claims’ made basis. 
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Agenda Item 
Item 6. B. - Watershed Management Plan 

Prepared By 
Linda Loomis, Administrator 

Summary 
Staff has been working on rules for areas of the District that do not have an LGU (unincorporated areas of the District), like 

Fort Snelling and for certain linear projects.  Rules will also address water appropriations that fall below the DNR permit 

threshold. 

Staff plans to have a draft ready for internal review January 21, 2019.  Rules must be submitted to state agencies for review, 

so the Board will be asked to authorize distribution of draft rules to the state agencies at the March 2019 Board meeting.  

Staff plans to have comments back from the agencies in time to approve the rules at the May meeting. 

Staff will also address requirements for cities to be given a general permit, as requested by some of the cities. 

Attachments 
No attachments 

Recommended Action 
No recommended action 

 

Executive Summary for Action 
Lower Minnesota River Watershed District Board of Managers Meeting 

Monday, January 7, 2019 
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Agenda Item 
Item 6. E. - LMRWD Projects 

Prepared By 
Linda Loomis, Administrator 

Summary 
i. Eden Prairie Area #3 Stabilization 

No new information to report since last update. 

ii. Riley Creek Cooperative project/Lower Riley Creek restoration 

No new information to report since last update. 

iii. Seminary Fen ravine stabilization project 

No new information to report since last update. 

iv. East Chaska Creek  (Carver County Watershed Based Funding) 

Staff is scheduled to meet with the city of Chaska on Tuesday January 8th.  Staff validated the findings of the 2016 

report and conducted a field inspection.  This report was included in the November 2018 meeting packet.  The 2016 

Feasibility Report was updated and included in the December 2018 meeting packet.  The next step for this project is 

to mve into the design phase and requests the Board to authorize design of the project. 

v. Schroeder Acres Park (Scott County Watershed Based Funding) 

No new information to report since last update. 

vi. Shakopee Downtown BMO Retrofit (Scott County Watershed Based Funding) 

No new information to report since last update. 

vii. PLOC ( Prior Lake Outlet Channel) Restoration (Scott County Watershed Based Funding) 

No new information to report since last update. 

viii. Dakota County Fen Gap Analysis and Conceptual Model (Dakota County Watershed Based Funding) 

No new information to report since last update. 

ix. Hennepin County Chloride Project (Hennepin County Watershed Based Funding) 

No new information to report since last update. 

x. Vegetation Management Plan 

No new information to report since last update. 

  

 

Executive Summary for Action 
Lower Minnesota River Watershed District Board of Managers Meeting 

Monday, January 7, 2019 
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Item 6. E. - LMRWD Projects 

Executive Summary 

January 7, 2019 

Page 2 

xi. Sustainable Lake Management Plan - Trout Lakes 

No new information to report since last update. 

xii. Geomorphic Assessment of Trout Streams 

No new information to report since last update. 

xiii. Spring Creek Cost Share 

No new information to report since last update. 

Attachments 

 East Chaska Creek filed inspection report 

 East Chaska Creek Assessment, dated December 10, 2018 

Recommended Action 
Motion to authorize design phase of East Chaska Creek Project 

http://lowermnriverwd.org/application/files/4615/4492/2081/East_Chaska_Creek_Assessment_Final_10Dec2018.pdf
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SITE LOCATION: East Chaska Creek Project Area - Chaska, MN 

PURPOSE: Review Current Site Conditions of Project Area and Compare to 2016 Report Conducted 

by Burns & McDonnell (B&M) 

DATE AND TIME: 8 November 2018, noon –2:30 p.m. 

ATTENDEES:  Sarah Duke Middleton, Water Resources Scientist 
Young Environmental Consulting Group, LLC., on behalf of the Lower Minnesota River 
Watershed District (LMRWD) 
 
Adam Howard, Water Resources Engineer 
Barr Engineering Co. 
 

WEATHER:  30° F., overcast, light and variable winds 

 

DISCUSSION 

Adam and I met on the southern end of the designated project area, near the Carver County Courthouse and 

Courthouse Lake.  We walked the entire length of the defined project area, starting on the southern end at the 

levee and finishing just south of Engler Blvd. at the bridge.  Prior to this meeting, both Adam and I reviewed the 

2016 B&M report.  Our main areas of focus were the recommended maintenance items cited for the City of 

Chaska to complete, and the recommended creek stabilization projects.  All recommendations were reviewed 

during the site visit and photographed.  See the attached photo log to compare the site during the 2016 field 

visits to current conditions. 

It was evident that the City of Chaska has addressed most of the maintenance items cited in the 2016 B&M 

report.  While reviewing the site, Adam and I discussed our findings at length.  We agree that the 2016 B&M 

report appeared thorough, with only a few minor items missing (small outlets in 2–3 locations).  Based on field 

visits, Adam indicated that the creek stabilization recommendations were logical, and he would likely 

recommend something similar to what the 2016 B&M report presented. 

At the conclusion of the site visit, Adam indicated he would work with Jeff Weiss (Barr Engineering) to generate 

a feasibility study for the proposed East Chaska Creek Restoration Project. 
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PHOTO LOG 

The following log is a visual comparison of East Chaska Creek project site conditions in 2015 (when field work for 

the 2016 report was conducted) and November 2018.  If the exact location of a photograph from 2015 was not 

known, a 2018 photo in that same general area of the creek was used. 

Site Photograph from 2016 Report (2015 field season) 8 November 2018 Field Visit Photograph 

  
2016 Report: East view of debris, creek levee crossing, and 
proposed settling basin area. 

 

Nov. 2018 Site Visit: Evidence of site maintenance since 
2015 field visits. 

 

 
2016 Report:  Creek levee crossing and debris. Nov. 2018 Field Visit: Site maintenance evident. 
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2016 Report: View east of debris. Nov. 2018 Field Visit: Debris downstream of levee, near 
Carver County Courthouse. 

 

 
2016 Report: View east of RCP outlet. Nov. 2018 Field Visit: Upstream (western) view of RCP 

outlet. 



 
 
 

 

4 | P a g e  

 

 
2016 Report: Upstream of Courthouse Lake. Nov. 2018 Field Visit: Upstream of Courthouse Lake (in 

general area of 2016 photo). 

  
2016 Report: Downstream bridge near intersection of Oak 
St. and E. Sixth St. 

Nov. 2018 Field Visit: Downstream view from pedestrian 
bridge near Oak St. and E. Sixth St. 
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2016 Report: Upstream of bridge near intersection of Oak 
St. and E. Sixth St. 

Nov. 2018 Field Visit: Near Oak St. and E. Sixth St, 
upstream of pedestrian bridge. 

 

 
2016 Report: Downstream of County Road 61 Nov. 2018 Field Visit: Downstream of County Road 61, 

looking at old pedestrian bridge. 
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 Photo 1  

 Photo 2  

2016 Report: Outfall A – just downstream of Arby’s 
parking lot. 

Nov. 2018 Field Visit: Photo 1 – outfall. Photo 2 – 
downstream of outfall.  Outfall discharges at lower right 
corner of photograph. 
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Photo 1  

Photo 2  

2016 Report: Pedestrian bridge north of CR 61 and 
downstream 

Nov. 2018 Field Visit: Photo 1- creek bed downstream of 
pedestrian bridge (looking north/upstream).  Photo 2 - 
view from pedestrian bridge (north of Hwy 61) looking 
downstream. 
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2016 Report: Dual 12” CMP outfalls. Nov. 2018 Field Visit: Dual outfalls. 

  
2016 Report: View south of eroded bank. Nov. 2018 Field Visit: Eroded bank slightly upstream for 

dual outfalls. 
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2016 Report: View of eroded bank. Nov. 2018 Field Visit:  View of eroded bank. 

 

 
2016 Report: Eastern bank eroded. Nov. 2018 Field Visit: Eroded eastern bank – in both 

images (2016 and 2018) the light gray coloring is concrete 
installed to mitigate loss of bank. 
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Photo 1 

 
Photo 2 

 

 

2016 Report: Photo 1 – east view of bridge crossing. Photo 
2 – western view of bridge and scour hole. 

Nov. 2018 Field Visit:  Eastern view of bridge crossing 

 



 

 

 
Barr Engineering Co.   4300 MarketPointe Drive, Suite 200, Minneapolis, MN 55435   952.832.2600  www.barr.com 

Memorandum 
To: Della Schall Young, Principal, Young Environmental Consulting Group, LLC 

Linda Loomis, Administrator, Lower Minnesota River Watershed District 
From: Jeff Weiss, PE, Senior Water Resources Engineer 

Adam Howard, PE, Water Resources Engineer 
Subject: East Chaska Creek Assessment 
Date: December 10, 2018 
Project: 23101028.02 
 

1.0 Background and Purpose 
The Lower Minnesota River Watershed District (LMRWD) has identified East Chaska Creek as a source of 
sediment entering the Minnesota River. In 2012, LMRWD completed a Strategic Resources Evaluation 
(SRE) (HDR, Inc., 2015), in which several streams, including East Chaska Creek, were assessed for current 
and on-going erosion and maintenance issues.  In 2015, LMRWD completed a more detailed erosion 
assessment of East Chaska Creek and published a report in early 2016 titled East Chaska Creek Restoration 
Project (Burns and McDonnell, 2016). The study identified multiple areas of erosion along East Chaska 
Creek, which generally coincided with those identified in the SRE; and the study provided 
recommendations and cost estimates for channel stabilization projects. The study also identified several 
locations where maintenance is needed to mitigate small, localized issues. Maintenance items included 
removing fallen trees, removing debris, and installing riprap at storm sewer outfalls. Channel stabilization 
projects included larger areas of eroding banks and channel instability. Maintenance projects are the 
primary responsibility of the city of Chaska to complete, and LMRWD helps to facilitate the 
implementation of the channel stabilization projects.  

Since the 2016 East Chaska Creek report, the City has completed some identified maintenance projects, 
and LMRWD has begun preparing to implement channel stabilization projects. The goals of this study are 
the following: 

1) Reassess previously identified maintenance and erosion sites to  

a. Assess the condition of locations where the City has completed maintenance and 

stabilization work; 

b. Determine if any erosion sites have worsened; 

c. Evaluate the previous recommendations and reassess their feasibility. 

2) Identify new erosion sites that may have developed. 

3) Update cost estimates for completing remaining stabilization work.  
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2.0 Channel Assessment 
2.1 Overall assessment 
On November 8, 2018, staff from Barr Engineering Co. (Barr) and Young Environmental Consulting Group 
(Young Environmental) walked East Chaska Creek from approximately Engler Boulevard to the levee gate 
structure. Overall, the channel appeared to be in relatively good condition. The creek appeared to have 
adequate connection to a floodplain in most places, so it does not appear to be incised. There are 
localized erosion locations contributing sediment to the stream; however, it does not appear to have 
significant systemic issues related to channel incision.  

As noted in the 2016 report, the channel is likely a man-made channel constructed to serve local industry. 
As such, it was likely designed for the industrial purposes and was not designed with geomorphic 
principals in mind. Some of the localized erosion issues could be attributed to the channel being 
constructed as a relatively straight channel with few meanders. When straightened, streams always try to 
create a more meandering path, so some of the localized erosion is likely caused by the channel trying to 
create a more sinuous, meandering path. The diversion channel located upstream of this reach controls 
flows through this reach and likely helps prevent some erosion from becoming worse by reducing the 
peak flows.  

2.2 Maintenance Sites 
Staff from Barr and Young Environmental noted if previously recommended maintenance activities had 
been completed. Table 1 and Figure 1 summarize the status of maintenance activities. 

Table 1 Summary of Maintenance Sites 

Maintenance 
No. 

Description Completed 
Status 

Recommendation 

M1 Riprap toe at RCP Outfall No Complete as planned 

M2 Repair bank, riprap at dual 12” diameter CMP outfalls No Complete as planned 

M3 Remove debris No Complete as planned 

M4 Remove debris No Complete as planned 

M5 Remove debris No Complete as planned 

M6 Repair bank, install riprap at PVC outfall No Complete as planned 

M7 Remove debris No Not necessary 

M8 Remove debris No Not necessary 

M9 Remove debris No Not necessary 

M10 Remove debris No Not necessary 
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M11 Remove flap gate off RCP outlet, repair riprap No Complete as planned 

M12 Remove debris  No Complete as planned 

M13 Remove debris and remove material pile on left bank, 
seed 

Yes N/A 

M14 Install riprap at end of storm sewer outfalls No Added in 2018   

 

It appeared that one maintenance item (M13) has been completed. Most other previously recommended 
maintenance tasks (M1, M2, M3, M4, M5, M6, M11, and M12) should still be completed. Of those it should 
be noted that M12 includes failing riprap with erosion at the site. Also, the debris at M12 is significant 
enough that it is staging water upstream. Site M14 was added to the list with this assessment as staff 
observed erosion at the storm sewer outfalls on the downstream side of Chaska Boulevard. 

After evaluating photos and field notes, Barr concluded that the maintenance items at M7, M8, M9, and 
M10 are the lowest priorities, or could be excluded from maintenance activities. Debris is still located at 
each site and should be removed if it can be done without creating a significant additional disturbance; 
however, they are minor issues that are not causing significant adverse impacts.  

Photos of many of the maintenance sites are included in Attachment A. 

2.3 Stabilization Sites 
The 2016 report recommended stabilizing several erosion areas, and they were grouped into three 
recommended stabilization projects. Barr and Young Environmental evaluated the erosion at each of these 
locations, and the following sections provide a review of the recommended projects. The Barr and Young 
Environmental evaluation observed one new erosion location, so there is a new recommended 
stabilization project. Photos of the stabilization sites are included in Attachment A 

2.3.1 Repair Scour Hole Downstream of Crosstown Boulevard Bridge 
The channel under the Crosstown Boulevard Bridge is lined with concrete so it is wide and flat (Site S1 in 
Figure 2). The downstream end of the concrete lining is also above the existing channel bed, resulting in a 
drop of approximately one to two feet. It is possible that the channel downstream developed a headcut 
that created the drop at this location; however, the banks downstream of the bridge do not have a similar 
evidence of a headcut moving through the section of stream. In general, the banks are gradually sloping 
and appear to be at a reasonable height compared to the stream. If a headcut came through this section, 
the impacts of the headcut appear to have self-mitigated downstream of the bridge. Alternatively, it is 
also possible that the bridge was originally installed with an elevation drop at the downstream end.  
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Regardless of the cause, the current situation has a handful of issues that should be mitigated. The main 
issue present is primarily caused by the fact that the wide, flat concrete lining disperses flow along the 
entire width of the channel bottom at a nearly even depth, and it spills over the end of the lining like a 
weir. This results in bank erosion and an over-widened channel for approximately 20-30 feet downstream 
of the bridge. Furthermore, the combination of the elevation drop and the flat, sheet flow through the 
bridge also create a barrier for aquatic organism passage.  

The 2016 report recommended salvaging the existing riprap, regrading, reinstalling riprap, and adding 
some additional riprap. Barr concurs that this approach is likely the most cost effective option with the 
following considerations: 

1) The design of the riprap at the end of the bridge should try to eliminate the weir flow at the end 

of the bridge and direct flow into a channel width that mimics the channel width downstream of 

the bridge. Eliminating the weir flow will reduce erosive pressure on the banks immediately 

downstream of the bridge. There are multiple ways of achieving this that will depend on other 

design parameters related to the bridge hydraulics. 

2) Given the elevation drop from the end of the bridge to the existing channel, the design should 

plan to incorporate a scour hole at the end of riprap. Scour holes naturally occur downstream of 

elevation drops in streams, so a scour hole is likely to develop anyway. Incorporating it into the 

design will reduce the risk of adverse impacts.  

3) If possible, riprap at the end of the bridge should extend above the bottom of the bridge to 

create additional flow depth to provide for aquatic organism passage. Bridge flow capacity and 

hydraulics will determine if this is possible.  

The construction cost estimate for this reach is estimated to be approximately $18,980, including a 30% 
contingency. The estimated construction cost for specified items is similar to the cost estimated in 2016; 
however, this estimate includes a larger assumed percent for mobilization and contingency. A full cost 
estimate summary, including estimated engineering fees, is included at the end of this section. 

2.3.2 Install Bank Armoring, Toe Protection, and Grade Control Structures behind 
Lenzen Chevrolet 

There are multiple eroding banks within this reach (Sites S2 – S6, Figure 2) that threaten the City’s paved 
trail located between the channel and the Lenzen Chevrolet parking lot. The creek appears to be 
developing point bars and a meandering pattern through this reach that is otherwise relatively straight. 
Given the man-made origins of the channel, the original channel may have been created too large for the 
flows it currently experiences in this location, so a smaller, meandering pattern appears to be developing 
within the larger channel.  

The 2016 report recommended a variety of measures to stabilize the reach, including installing a grade 
control structure, removing temporary asphalt repairs, installation of hard armoring for approximately 320 
feet of banks, and installation of toe protection for approximately 340 feet of banks.  
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After reviewing the site, Barr concurs that all of the erosion sites should be stabilized, and we concur with 
the recommendation to remove temporary asphalt repairs. The armoring and toe protection previously 
recommended would be effective. The previously recommended grade control structure (S2, Figure 2) can 
be eliminated because headcutting does not appear to be an issue within this reach.  

Alternatively, other stabilization measures could be used to achieve the same goals. Toe protection with 
riprap is still the most effective option in some places; however, rock vanes and root wads would be used 
in many locations to provide bank protection at a lower cost. The following table provides a comparison 
of the 2016 recommendations and alternatives considered in this analysis.    

Table 2  Comparison of stabilization recommendations 

Site  Original Recommendation Alternate Recommendation 

S2 Install grade control structure Not necessary 

S3 Armor bank (320 LF) Install riprap toe protection and riprap 
armoring along approximately 100 feet of 
bank. Install approximately 6 rock vanes 
in other locations to direct flow away 
from the banks  

S4 Install toe protection (130 LF) Install riprap toe protection along 
approximately 50 feet, and install 4 rock 
vanes. 

S5 Install toe protection (150 LF) Grade banks and use removed trees from 
the project to install root wads for bank 
protection 

S6 Install toe protection (60 LF) Install 2 rock vanes to direct flow away 
from bank. 

Construction 
Cost Estimate1 

$122,200 $96,850 

 1 – Includes 30% construction contingency. 

Based on Barr’s cost assumptions and the assessment completed by Barr and Young Environmental, the 
alternative recommendations for stabilizing this reach have the potential to have a lower cost than those 
included in the original recommendation in 2016. A full cost estimate summary, including estimated 
engineering fees, is included at the end of this section. 

2.3.3 Install toe protection on right bank east of Oak Street 
The original recommendation included installing toe protection for approximately 120 feet of the right 
bank (Figure 3). The 2018 assessment found that the City had recently completed some stabilization work 
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on this site, including grading and revegetating the bank. As a result, Barr recommends not completing 
additional stabilization work in this area. 

2.3.4 Install cross vane for grade control 
A new recommended stabilization measure is to still a cross vane downstream of the old railroad bridge 
on the downstream side of Chaska Boulevard. We observed two small headcuts in this area, and a cross 
vane would provide grade control to reduce the risk of upstream migration. This is also in the vicinity of 
the new maintenance recommendation, so it may be possible to coordinate the maintenance and 
stabilization measures. 

2.4 Cost Estimate 
Table 3 summarizes the cost estimate for the stabilization projects summarized in this memorandum. We 
assumed larger percentages for some items, such as mobilization, construction contingency, and 
engineering compared to those used in the 2016 report. The percentages used are those that Barr 
typically uses for a feasibility-level cost estimate on projects of this order of magnitude. Detailed cost 
estimates are included in Attachment B.  

Table 3  Cost Estimate Summary 

Site No. Description Estimated Cost

S1 Repair erosion downstream of Crosstown Boulevard $14,600 

S2 Stabilize bank erosion near Lenzen Chevrolet $74,500 

S3  No recommended action $0 

S4 Install cross vane as grade control downstream of Chaska Boulevard $13,200 

 Subtotal $102,300 

 Contingency (30%) $30,690 

 Construction Subtotal $132,990a 

 Survey $10,000 

 Engineering (30% of Construction Subtotal) $39,900 

 Project total  $182,900b 

a – includes the subtotal plus contingency 
b – includes the Construction Subtotal, Survey, and Engineering 

The current cost estimate represents an increase of approximately $14,400 over the 2016 cost estimate of 
$168,506. Some items were assumed to cost less with the current estimate while other items were added 
or assumed to cost more. Some key differences include: 
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1) Barr assumed mobilization costs 10% of remaining construction costs, whereas the 2016 report 

assumed 5% for mobilization. Mobilization percentages in bids can vary widely, and Barr 

typically assumes 10% in cost estimates. 

2) Barr included a 30% contingency instead of 20%. Barr typically assumes a 30% contingency at a 

feasibility level cost estimate. Furthermore, since this is a relatively small project, the 

contingency amount could be consumed quickly by one or two additions, so the larger 

contingency provides some additional funds for unforeseen items or sites. 

3) Barr assumed $10,000 for surveying instead of $5,000 because some sites could prove to be 

challenging to survey, depending on the time of year.  

4) Barr added the stabilization recommendation at Site S4.  

5) Barr assumed 30% of the construction subtotal for engineering and design, rather than 15%. 

This percentage is often near 15% for larger projects; however, Barr feels 30% is a realistic 

percentage for this size of project.  

Despite these differences that typically added costs, the overall cost estimate is similar to the original 
estimate in 2016.  

3.0 Recommendations 
Barr recommends that LMRWD move forward with planned maintenance and stabilization projects with 
the following recommendations: 

1) Add Site M16 to the recommendation maintenance items 

2) Add Site S4 to the recommended stabilization projects 

3) Coordinate with the city of Chaska to save money by completing maintenance and stabilization 

projects at the same time. 



 

 

Figures 

 

   



Crosstown Blvd

Chaska Blvd

M1-Repair riprap at toe of RCP outfall

M2-Repair bank, riprap at dual 12" CMP outfalls

M3-Remove debris

M5-Remove debris

M4-Remove debris

M6-Repair bank, install riprap at PVC outfall

M7-Remove debris

M8-Remove debris

M9-Remove debris

M10-Remove debris

M11-Remove flap gate off RCP 
  outlet, repair riprap

M12-Remove debris

M13-Remove debris
M14-Install riprap at storm sewer outfalls
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Crosstown BlvdS1-Repair scour hole

S2-No action needed

S3-Install rock toe protection (100 LF)
and install 6 rock vanes

S4-Install rock toe protection (50 LF) 
  and 4 rock vanes

S5-Grade banks and
  install 5 root wads

S6-Install 2 rock vanes
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E 6th St

E 5th St

Oak St N

Chaska Blvd

N Maple St
S7-No action needed

S8-Install cross vane for grade control
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Attachment A 

Site Photos 

   



Chaska Creek Site Photos, November 8, 2018 

 

Photo 1: Site M2 –erosion around culvert outfalls. 

 

Photo 2: Site M3 – debris in channel creating blockage and minor erosion 



 

Photo 3: Site M6 – bank erosion adjacent to a PVC outfall 

 

Photo 4: Site M7 – debris in channel causing blockage 



 

Photo 5: Site M8 – debris in channel 

 

Photo 6: Site M9 – debris in channel upstream of site repaired by city of Chaska 



 

Photo 7: Site M10 – debris in channel downstream of site repaired by city of Chaska 

 

Photo 8: Site M11 – flap on RCP outlet and minor bank erosion 



 

Photo 9: Site M12 – debris jam causing blockage and backwater 

 

Photo 10: Site M13 – culvert outlet through the levee. 



 

Photo 11: Site S1 – scour hole and erosion downstream of Crosstown Boulevard  

 

Photo 12: Channel near site S2 



 

Photo 13: Site S3 – eroding bank between channel and paved trail near Lenzen Chevrolet 

 

Photo 14:  Site S4 – eroding bank and debris in the channel 



 

Photo 15: Site S5 – eroding bank and undercut trees  

 

Photo 16: Site S6 – minor bank erosion downstream on Lenzen Chevrolet 



 

Photo 17: Site S7 – recent repairs made by city of Chaska 

 

Photo 18: Site S8 – Two small headcuts in the channel between Chaska Boulevard and the old railroad bridge 

 

 



 

 

Attachment B 

Detailed Cost Estimates 



Site: Repair Scour Hole Downstream of Crosstown Boulevard

Item  Description Units Quantity Unit Price Extension

1.01 Mobilization (10%) Lump Sum 1 1,400.00$   1,400.00$   

1.02 Erosion Control Lump Sum 1 300.00$       300.00$       

1.03 Clearing and grubbing Lump Sum 1 1,000.00$   1,000.00$   

1.04 Salvage existing riprap CY 30 25.00$         750.00$       

1.05 Grading CY 100 50.00$         5,000.00$   

1.06 Granular filter material Ton 15 60.00$         900.00$       

1.07 Replace salvaged riprap CY 30 25.00$         750.00$       

1.08 install new riprap Ton 50 80.00$         4,000.00$   

1.09 Site restoration Lump Sum 1 500.00$       500.00$       

14,600.00$  

30%

18,980.00$ 

Site: Repair Eroding Banks by Lenzen Chevrolet

Item  Description Units Quantity Unit Price Extension

1.01 Mobilization (10%) Lump Sum 1 6,800.00$   6,800.00$   

1.02 Erosion Control Lump Sum 1 1,400.00$   1,400.00$   

1.03 Clearing and grubbing Lump Sum 1 5,000.00$   5,000.00$   

1.04 Remove asphalt stabilizatCY 15 30.00$         450.00$       

1.05 Grading CY 750 15.00$         11,250.00$ 

1.06 granular filter Ton 100 60.00$         6,000.00$   

1.07 Riprap ‐ toe protection Ton 250 80.00$         20,000.00$ 

1.08 Rock vanes LF 140 120.00$       16,800.00$ 

1.09 Root wads Each 6 800.00$       4,800.00$   

1.10 Site restoration Lump Sum 1 2,000.00$   2,000.00$   

74,500.00$  

30%

96,850.00$ 

Site: Install Cross Vane Downstream of Chaska Boulevard

Item  Description Units Quantity Unit Price Extension

1.01 Mobilization (10%) Lump Sum 1 1,200.00$   1,200.00$   

1.02 Erosion Control Lump Sum 1 2,000.00$   2,000.00$   

1.03 Clearing and grubbing Lump Sum 1 500.00$       500.00$       

1.04 Install cross vane LF 45 200.00$       9,000.00$   

1.05 Site restoration Lump Sum 1 500.00$       500.00$       

13,200.00$  

30%

17,160.00$ 

Subtotal

Contingency

Total

Subtotal

Contingency

Total

December 4, 2018

COST ESTIMATE

EAST CHASKA CREEK STABILIZATION SITES

Total

Subtotal

Contingency
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Agenda Item 
Item 6. F. - LMRWD Project Review 

Prepared By 
Linda Loomis, Administrator 

Summary 
i. City of Burnsville - Burnsville Sanitary Landfill 

The District was notified that Waste Management has made an application to amend its Conditional Use Permit to 

increase the disposal capacity of the landfill, adding up to 26 million cubic yards of municipal solid waste and raise 

the elevation of the landfill to a height of 1,082 feet above mean seal level or about 260’ above the currently 

permitted height located at 2650 Cliff Road W.  Staff will review documents as they become available. 

ii. City of Carver - Local Surface Water Management Plan 

The District received the Local Surface Water Management Plan from the city of Carver on December 27 and is in 

the processing reviewing the Plan for conformance to the LMRWD Plan.  The LMRWD has received plans from all 

cities except Shakopee, Savage and Mendota. 

iii. City of Eden Prairie - Peterson Wetland Bank 

No new information to report since last update. 

iv. City of Chanhassen - TH 101 Improvements 

Staff met with engineers for this project to discuss impacts of the project on water resources.  There are steep 

slopes in the projects area and several residential properties have already experienced slope failures.  Engineers for 

the project were informed of the LMRWD standard for steep slope.  We also discussed the need for extra resources 

for erosion protection during construction.  It was determined that one area designated for an infiltration pond is in 

the LMRWD Steep Slope Overlay Zone and therefore infiltration will not be allowed. 

v. City of Savage - 12113 Lynn Avenue 

No new information to report since last update. 

vi. MNDOT - I494 Brush removal 

No new information to report since last update. 

vii. MNDOT - TH 5 Signage projects 

No new information to report since last update. 

viii. MPCA - MN River TSS TMDL 

No new information to report since last update. 

 

Executive Summary for Action 
Lower Minnesota River Watershed District Board of Managers Meeting 

Monday, January 7, 2019 
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Item 6. F. - Project Reviews 

Executive Summary 

January 7, 2019 

Page 2 

ix. MN Valley State Trail - EAW (Environmental Assessment Worksheet) 

The Minnesota Department of Natural Resources (DNR) has issued its Record of Decision regarding the Need for an 

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the proposed Minnesota Valley State Trail, Bloomington Segment project 

in Hennepin County. 

The DNR has concluded that an EIS is not required because the project does not have the potential for significant 

environmental effects. The justification for this determination is contained in the Record of Decision. The Record of 

Decision also contains the Department's responses to all substantive written comments received on the 

Environmental Assessment Worksheet during the 30-day public review and comment period. 

Issuing this Record of Decision concludes the state environmental review process for this project according to the 

Minnesota Environmental Quality Board rules, Minnesota Rules, part 4410.1000 to 4410.1700. This project can 

proceed to permitting and approvals. 

The cover letter received, which is attached, has a link to the Record of Decision. 

x. Hennepin County - CSAH 61/Flying Cloud Drive 

On December 21, 2018, staff inspected the project area, because of the warm weather and rain in December.  The 

inspection report is attached. 

xi. MNDOT - I494/TH 5/TH 55 Mill & Overlay project 

No new information to report since last update. 

xii. MNDOT - I35W Bridge Replacement 

No new information to report since last update. 

xiii. MNDOT - I494 from TH169 to Minnesota River 

Staff has spoken with HZ United, drainage engineers for this project.  Discussion centered on the changes to the 

LMRWD Standards contained in the new Watershed MAnagement Plan and impacts those changes have on the 

project.  MNDOT has some studies conducted in preparation for this project that staff is in the process of reviewing.  

The studies were developed under the previous standards of the LMRWD. 

xiv. City of Shakopee - Amazon Fulfillment Center drainage 

No new information to report since last update. 

xv.  MAC/LMRWD/MCWD boundary realignment 

No new information to report since last update. 

xvi. Fort Snelling - Dominion Housing 

No new information to report since last update. 

xvii. USACOE/USFWS - Bass Ponds, Marsh & Wetland 

No new information to report since last update. 

Attachments 

 Record of Decision Cover letter dated December 20, 2018 

 November 19, 2018 CSAH 61/Flying Cloud Drive Inspection report 

Recommended Action 
No action recommended 

http://lowermnriverwd.org/application/files/1815/4466/3982/LMRWD_Flying_Cloud_Drive_Site_Visit_19Nov2018.pdf


  

    
     

 

   

    

      

   
 

  
   

   
   

     

     

 

    
      

        
  

    
   

   

     

    

rn~ DEPARTMENT OF 
11 NATURAL RESOURCES 

Date: December 20, 2018 

To: Parties on the EAW Distribution List / Other Interested Parties 

Lisa Fay, EAW Project Manager From: 

Subject: Minnesota Valley State Trail, Bloomington Segment Project, Record of Decision on 
Environmental Assessment Worksheet 

The Minnesota Department of Natural Resources (DNR), as the Responsible Governmental Unit for 
environmental review of the Minnesota Valley State Trail, Bloomington Segment Project, located in the city of 
Bloomington, Hennepin County, Minnesota, has issued the attached Record of Decision regarding the Need for 
an Environmental Impact Statement for the project. The project’s Environmental Assessment Worksheet (EAW) 
notice was published in the EQB Monitor on October 15, 2018 (Vol. 42; No. 42). 

A copy of the Record of Decision is also available online at: 

http://www.dnr.state.mn.us/input/environmentalreview/mnvalley/index.html 

The DNR has concluded that an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is not required because the project does 
not have the potential for significant environmental effects. The justification for this determination is contained 
in the Record of Decision.  The Record of Decision also contains the Department’s responses to all substantive 
written comments received on the EAW during the 30-day public review and comment period. 

Issuing this Record of Decision concludes the state environmental review process for this project according to 
the Minnesota Environmental Quality Board rules, Minnesota Rules, part 4410.1000 to 4410.1700.  This project 
can proceed to permitting and approvals. 

For additional information or copies of the Record of Decision, please call (651) 259-5110. 

Attachment: Record of Decision (December 17, 2018) 

Minnesota Department of Natural Resources • Ecological & Water Resources 
Box 25, 500 Lafayette Road, St. Paul, MN, 55155-4025 

http://www.dnr.state.mn.us/input/environmentalreview/mnvalley/index.html
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SITE LOCATION: CSAH 61-Flying Cloud Drive 

PURPOSE: Construction Stormwater Site Visit on Behalf of the Lower Minnesota River Watershed 

District (LMRWD) 

DATE & TIME: 21 December 2018, 0820-1000 

INSPECTOR:  Sarah Duke Middleton, Water Resources Scientist 
Young Environmental Consulting Group, LLC 
 

WEATHER:  24°F, overcast with light winds 
 
SITE CONDITIONS: Recent warm weather (temperatures in the 30s and low 40s) has resulted in several 

days of snowmelt across the site.  Light intermittent rain also fell during this warm 
period with no measurable accumulation.  In undisturbed locations, the site is firm but 
not frozen.  In active construction areas where dirt work is taking place, the soil is soft.  
Snowpack across the project ranges from 0 (exposed soils) to 1 inch.  Approximately 10 
percent of the site has snow cover. 

 
PHASE: Active construction, including the construction of walls, preparation for bridge 

construction (predominately in the middle section of the project), and some grading. 
 

 

DISCUSSION 

At the start of my site inspection I met with Ames Construction Site Manager Nathan Bren.  He provided a 

general overview of site activities.  He stated that crews are working on walls throughout the project and 

installing pylons.  I indicated that during frozen conditions, I will visit the site on a monthly basis, unless 

otherwise directed by the LMRWD.  

 

INSPECTION NOTES 

Significant snowmelt has taken place on site since the December 4th site visit.  Previous snowpack, 3-6 inches in 

depth, has melted.  Much of the site has bare ground, with a few small patches of snow. 

Bare ground conditions allowed for a clear view of grading activities.  Since the last inspection, several areas of 

the project have been graded, including places that previously had extensive erosion.  These areas were quite 

soft, and my boots sank into the soil at least 1-2 inches.  See photos 26, 34, and 36 for grading activities. 

Dewatering is still taking place in several locations.  The dewatering setups can be seen in photos 10-12 and 15. 

Site stabilization efforts were observed throughout the project, predominately in the form of hydromulch.  

During my site visit, I observed a crew stabilizing several slopes with fresh hydromulch.  These areas appeared to 

have been recently regraded. 

See the attached photo log for documentation of current site conditions. 
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RECOMMENDATIONS 

Lower Minnesota River Watershed District: 

• Attend the next project meeting to present the District’s concerns about erosion and sediment 

management of the project as well as the potential negative effects to adjacent water and natural 

resources. 

Project Team/Site Supervisor: 

• Numerous BMPs appear to have failed. Review site conditions (slope, drainage, etc.), and provide and 

install appropriate BMPs for site conditions and anticipated seasonal precipitation. 

• Culverts draining stormwater: Culverts on the northern side of the road receive drainage from nearby 

construction activity. Without BMPs in place, sediment-laden stormwater flows directly into the culvert 

and outputs into Rice Lake or other down-gradient water features. See the following photos for 

reference: 3-5 and 21-22. 

• Actively maintain and install all site BMPs per regulatory requirements, design, and installation 

specifications. 

• Remove construction debris and trash from the site (used oil bottles, fiber, rope, food waste, etc.). 

 

NEXT PROJECT SITE VISIT 

Site visits will take place on a monthly basis during frozen conditions, unless warmer weather or a rain event 

occur.  The next site visit will take place in mid-January 2019, unless otherwise directed by the LMRWD. 
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PHOTO LOG 

The following photographs were taken during the site visit 

on Friday, December 21, 2018. All photos show a red 

arrow indicating north and a text box indicating the 

general location of Rice Lake. Aerial photos of the project 

site are incorporated to designate where site features are 

located/photographed. 

Due to the linear nature of the project, the site has been 

divided into four segments (see aerial photo ->). The 

photo log will highlight locations of site features at the 

segment level. 

 

 

 

 

  

N 

Segm
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t 1
 

Segm
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t 2
 

Segm
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t 3
 

Segm
en
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Segment 1 

 Photo No.: 1 
 
Location: 44°48’49.30”N 93°31’57.53”W 
 
BMPs Present: Green geotextile blanket; two rows of 
silt fence 
 
Description: ROW conditions after significant 
snowmelt.  This section of the project is stable with no 
evidence of new erosion.  
 

Rice Lake 

Photo No. 1 & 2 

Photo No. 3 - 6 

Photo No. 9 - 12 

Rice Lake 

Photo No. 7 

Photo No. 8 

Photo No. 

13 - 14 

Photo No. 15 - 16 

Photo No. 

17 - 19 
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Photo No.: 2 
 
Location: 44°48’49.82”N 93°31’57.79”W 
 
BMPs Present: None visible 
 
Description: New utilities installed on northern side of 
the ROW (since December 4th site visit).  
 

 

Photo No.: 3 
 
Location: 44°48’50.48”N 93°31’53.97”W 
 
BMPs Present: None visible 
 
Description: Culvert inlet alongside the original 
roadway.  This inlet is on the southern side of the 
road.  
 

 

Photo No.: 4 
 
Location: 44°48’50.23”N 93°31’53.52”W 
 
BMPs Present: Straw blanket; two rows silt fence 
 
Description: Outlet culvert (see photo 3 for inlet).  The 
straw mulch blanket is a new addition, installed after 
my last site visit (December 4th). 

 

Rice Lake 

Straw mulch blanket 



 

6 | P a g e  
 

 

Photo No.: 5 
 
Location: 44°48’48.72”N 93°31’53.38”W 
 
BMPs Present: Two rows of silt fencing; sandbag 
berms at lip of outlet 
 
Description: Culvert outlet.  This area is stable with no 
evident runoff.  See photo 3 and 4 for inlet. 

 

 

Photo No.: 6 
 
Location: 44°48’49.16”N 93°31’53.29”W 
 
BMPs Present: Silt fence; straw mulch blanket 
 
Description: Close up of newly installed straw mulch 
blanket, downslope of the culvert outlet (see photo 5). 

 

 

Photo No.: 7 
 
Location: 44°48’50.83”N 93°31’53.27”W 
 
BMPs Present: Hydromulch; ESC blanket 
 
Description: Stabilization on the northern side of the 
ROW. 

 

Rice Lake 

Rice Lake 
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Photo No.: 8 
 
Location: 44°48’54.20”N 93°31’40.28”W 
 
BMPs Present: Vegetation buffer 
 
Description: A stream on the northern side of the 
ROW.  Area is stable.  
 

 

Photo No.: 9 
 
Location: 44°48’54.92”N 93°31’38.63”W 
 
BMPs Present: Silt fence; vegetative buffer 
 
Description: Outlet of small creek (see photo 8 for 
upstream on north side of ROW).  Area is stable and 
undisturbed.  
 

Rice Lake 
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Photo No.: 10 
 
Location: 44°48’54.64”N 93°31’37.71”W 
 
BMPs Present: Dewatering bag 
 
Description: Dewatering taking place on the northern 
side of the ROW in a wetland area.  This area has been 
used for dewatering activities for several weeks.  In 
the past the bag has not been connected to the hose.  
During this inspection, the hose is attached to the 
black filter bag. 
 
An older gray filter bag (referenced in previous 
inspection reports) is visible beneath the hose and 
snow. 
 

 

Photo No.: 11 
 
Location: 44°48’54.95”N 93°31’37.78”W 
 
BMPs Present: Dewatering bag 
 
Description: Close-up of the dewatering set up.  The 
gray matter from previous dewatering activities (in 
early December and November) is visible beneath the 
new bag. 
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Photo No.: 12 
 
Location: 44°48’55.04”N 93°31’37.60”W 
 
BMPs Present: None visible 
 
Description: Dewatering setup connected to bag and 
hose in photos 10 and 11. 
 

 

Photo No.: 13 
 
Location: 44°48’55.54”N 93°31’30.01”W 
 
BMPs Present: Vegetative buffer 
 
Description: ROW conditions during site visit. 
 



 

10 | P a g e  
 

 

Photo No.: 14 
 
Location: 44°48’55.95”N 93°31’29.65”W 
 
BMPs Present: None visible 
 
Description: Northern side of ROW conditions.   
 

 

Photo No.: 15 
 
Location: 44°48’56.32”N 93°31’27.26”W 
 
BMPs Present: Vegetative buffer; dewatering bag 
 
Description: Dewatering setup on the southern side of 
the ROW.  At the time of the site visit, dewatering was 
not taking place. 
 

Rice Lake 
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Photo No.: 16 
 
Location: 44°48’56.73”N 93°31’26.53”W 
 
BMPs Present: ESC blanket; biologs; vegetative buffer; 
two rows of silt fencing. 
 
Description: ROW conditions on the southern side of 
the project.  Area is largely unchanged, despite 
snowmelt in recent days. 
 

 Photo No.: 17 
 
Location: 44°48’58.27”N 93°31’21.65”W 
 
BMPs Present: Rock checks; hydromulch 
 
Description: Northern side of ROW conditions.  No 
new washouts were evident in this area. 
 

Rice Lake 
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Photo No.: 18 
 
Location: 44°48’58.01”N 93°31’20.69”W 
 
BMPs Present: Some ESC blanket; biologs; several 
rows of silt fence 
 
Description: Culvert outlet leading to Rice Lake.  Area 
soils are firm but not frozen.  Site conditions appear to 
be similar to pre-snow conditions earlier in the month. 
 

 

Photo No.: 19 
 
Location: 44°48’58.05”N 93°31’20.20”W 
 
BMPs Present: ESC blanket; biologs; two rows of silt 
fencing 
 
Description: Area upslope of photo 18 culvert outlet. 
 

Rice Lake 

Rice Lake 
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Segment 2 

 

Photo No.: 20 
 
Location: 44°49’00.26”N 93°31’13.71”W 
 
BMPs Present: Two rows of silt fencing; vegetative 
buffer 
 
Description: Stable southern side of ROW. 
 

Rice Lake 

Rice Lake 

Photo No. 20 

Photo No. 21 

& 22 

Photo No. 23 - 26 
Photo No. 27 & 28 

Photo No. 29 

Photo No. 30 

Photo No. 31 



 

14 | P a g e  
 

 

Photo No.: 21 
 
Location: 44°49’02.05”N 93°31’09.27”W 
 
BMPs Present: None visible 
 
Description: Northern side of the ROW.  Green arrows 
indicate drainage from wall and above slope.  See 
photo 22 to view drainage inlet.  
 

 

Photo No.: 22 
 
Location: 44°49’02.26”N 93°31’09.57”W 
 
BMPs Present: None visible 
 
Description: Drainage inlet partially buried by debris.  
See photo 21 for drainage leading to the inlet. 
 

Drainage Inlet 

Drainage Inlet 
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Photo No.: 23 
 
Location: 44°49’02.32”N 93°31’07.53”W 
 
BMPs Present: Biologs; two rows of silt fencing; ESC 
blanket 
 
Description: Southern side of ROW conditions and 
large outlet (see photo 24 for closeup of outlet). 
 

 

Photo No.: 24 
 
Location: 44°49’01.99”N 93°31’06.88”W 
 
BMPs Present: Sandbag berm; two rows of silt fencing; 
biologs (not visible in picture) 
 
Description: Culvert outlet.  Recent snow melt does 
not appear to have greatly altered the site.  Slight 
channeling does suggest waterflow occurred recently 
from the outlet, past the down silt fencing, and into 
Rice Lake. 
 

 

Photo No.: 25 
 
Location: 44°49’02.04”N 93°31’06.90”W 
 
BMPs Present: ESC Blanket 
 
Description: Slopes leading to photo 24 area and 
culvert outlet.  ESC blanket appears unchanged from 
prior inspections before snowfall.  Area is firm, but not 
frozen.  No new erosion is evident at the time of my 
inspection.  
 

Rice Lake 

Rice Lake 
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Photo No.: 26 
 
Location: 44°49’02.04”N 93°31’06.90”W 
 
BMPs Present: Biologs 
 
Description: Slope leading to photo 24 area and 
culvert outlet.  This area is several yards east photo 
25.  Crews have removed the ESC blanket and 
regraded the area.  Soils are very soft, but no erosion 
was evident during the inspection. 
 

 

Photo No.: 27 
 
Location: 44°49’03.72”N 93°30’59.10”W 
 
BMPs Present: Silt fencing: two rows, one row backed 
with jersey barriers 
 
Description: Southern slopes leading to Rice Lake.  Silt 
fencing is intact and filled with snowpack.   
 

Rice Lake 
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Photo No.: 28 
 
Location: 44°49’03.72”N 93°30’59.10”W 
 
BMPs Present: Silt fencing: two rows, one row backed 
with jersey barriers 
 
Description: Southern perimeter of the project.  
Largely unchanged since last site visit, apart from the 
loss of snowpack.    
 

 

Photo No.: 29 
 
Location: 44°49’05.60”N 93°30’59.19”W 
 
BMPs Present: Silt fencing: two rows, one row backed 
with jersey barriers 
 
Description: Culvert inlet on the northern side of the 
ROW.  During the last site visit (December 4th), this 
area was actively being graded.  Soils are still soft but 
are no longer saturated.   
 
During the site visit water was flowing from the 
wetland area, over the silt fencing, and into the 
culvert.  See the green arrows for path of drainage.  
 

Rice Lake 

Drainage 

Inlet 

Newly graded 
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Photo No.: 30 
 
Location: 44°49’05.50”N 93°30’52.76”W 
 
BMPs Present: Silt fencing backed with jersey barriers 
 
Description: Stream channel through running through 
the project.  The area is stable, and no erosion or 
sedimentation was evident during the inspection. 
 
 

 

Photo No.: 31 
 
Location: 44°49’06.26”N 93°30’48.96”W 
 
BMPs Present: Two rows of silt fence 
 
Description: Crews pouring concrete on site.  
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Segment 3 

 

Photo No.: 32 
 
Location: 44°49’08.22”N 93°29’47.91”W 
 
BMPs Present: Hydromulch  
 
Description: Crews onsite installing walls along the 
northern side of the ROW.  Fresh hydromulch has 
been spread just outside of the work area. 
 

 

Photo No.: 33 
 
Location: 44°49’08.02”N 93°29’44.07”W 
 
BMPs Present: Silt fencing; vegetative buffer 
 
Description: Stable ROW conditions along the 
southern perimeter of the project.  
 

Hydromulch 

Bluff Creek area 

Rice Lake 

Photo No. 32 

Photo No. 33 

Photo No. 34 
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Photo No.: 34 
 
Location: 44°49’07.60”N 93°29’38.24”W 
 
BMPs Present: Hydromulch 
 
Description: The northern side of the ROW after crews 
sprayed hydromulch on the slopes.    
 

 

Segment 4 

Rice Lake/Bluff Creek Area 

Photo No. 35 & 36 
Photo No. 37 & 38 

Photo No. 39 
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Photo No.: 35 
 
Location: 44°49’06.51”N 93°29’34.80”W 
 
BMPs Present: Silt fencing 
 
Description: Southern side of the ROW after 
snowmelt.  There is some channeling leading to the silt 
fence.  Water and snow have pooled near the silt 
fence.   
 

 

Photo No.: 36 
 
Location: 44°49’06.22”N 93°29’35.78”W 
 
BMPs Present: Silt fence; riprap 
 
Description: Southern side of ROW.  The site appears 
to have been regraded recently, likely in preparation 
for hydromulch.   
 

Bluff Creek area 

Bluff Creek area 
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Photo No.: 37 
 
Location: 44°49’06.00”N 93°29’13.85”W 
 
BMPs Present: Black ESC fabric 
 
Description: Culvert outlet and downslope ROW.  See 
photo 38 for additional culvert outlets downslope of 
this one.  The culvert in this photo lies 8-10 ft. below 
the road grade.  The culverts in photo 38 are several 
yards downslope. 
 

 

Photo No.: 38 
 
Location: 44°49’05.45”N 93°29’13.64”W 
 
BMPs Present: Two rows of silt fence; riprap 
 
Description: Culvert outlets at base of southern slope.  
This area is downslope of the outlet in photo 37.  The 
area appears largely unchanged from past site visits in 
early December and November. 
 

 

Photo No.: 39 
 
Location: 44°49’05.72”N 93°29’05.47”W 
 
BMPs Present: Two rows of silt fence; hydromulch 
 
Description: The southern side of the ROW shortly 
after hydromulch was applied.  
 

 

Culvert Outlet 

Culvert Outlet 

Culvert Outlet 

Bluff Creek area 

Bluff Creek area 


