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ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

LAC QUI PARLE RECREATION AREA
VIR B i 2 R

DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION

AC

Purpose of the Action - Lac Qui Parle Recreation Area was established

by an act of the Minnesota State Legislature in 1959.

The development of lands within the Recreation Area's statutory
boundary, by the Minnesota Department of Natural Resources -
Division of Parks and Recreation, will provide additional outdoor
recreational opportunities for the use and enjoyment of the

citizens of the State of Minnesota.

The State of Minnesota - Department of Natural Resources propcses
that the Federal Bureau of Outdoor Recreation, as administrator
o f the Land and Water Conservation Fund (LAWCON), participate in

t+his action.

Location and Magnitude of the Project - Lac Qui Parle Recreation

Area is geographically located in Lac Qui Parle County approximately
ten miles northwest of Montevideo, Minnesota. The Twin Cities

are situated about 130 miles to the east.

-

The present authorized land area for the recreation area is.

695 acres. As of March 31, 1972 the total land area acquired was
650 acres. This area was acquired under the SERA Program in the
late 1930's and developed as part of the Lac Qui Parle dam and

reservoir project under WPA.

It is proposed that a well and pump be installed in the picnic

area with the assistance of the Land and Water Conservation Fund.




The current estiamted cost of this davelopment is $8,000.00.

Timing of the Project - State funds are available for comple-

tion of the project. Private contractors will be able fo submit

-bids on this project starting on May 24, 1977. It is expected _
that the development will be completed within one construction .

season.

Future Development ~ A comprehensive management planning pro-

cess is now being done on state parks and recreation areas.
Although Lac Qui Parle State Recreation Area is not Included
in the first batch of state parks and recreation areas chosen
for comprehensive management plan development, it Is scheduled
for management plan development in the future. This process
will assess the area's potential to service the recreation
user's needs. After August 1, 1977, development will not

proceed unless a management plan has been completed.

Development during this biennuim will be implemented and coordi-
_nated with the planning staff preparing the long range management
plans. Future development will follow the recommendations and

alfernafives studied in the management plan process for the

entife recreation area.

Recreation Needs to be Served by the Proposal - Lac Qui Parle

State Recreation Area is located within Economic Development
Region 6W, a five county area in eastern Minnesota. This park
provides recreational facilities for picnicking, swimming, trails,

interpretation, fishing, and campgrounds for overnite campers.

The recreation area's attendance record shows steady growth.

In 1968, the total visitors were 13,896.




In 1970, a total of 30,592 wvisitors came to Lac Quil Parle
State Recreation Area and in 1971, 35,179 people visited the area.
Because of the increasing attendance in the recreation area,

completion of this project is necessary to meet. demands.
L

{f. DESCRIPTION OF THE ENVIRONMENT
A. Topography - The Lac Qui Parle area in which the recreation

area is now located has been long and rich in documented his-
tory dating back to 1835. The land prior to the es+éblishmen+
of the recreation area was primarily used for agricultural and
pasture purposes. Across the Minnesota river to the Lac Qui Parle
river the lands were Iqw lying woodlands for the most part,
except for those segments of flood plain that had been cleared
and cultivated near the east side of the Lac Qui Parle River;
the west side of the Lac Qui Parle River was also wooded, but

b - due to its use for more intensive pa;+uring it had open meadows

here and there.

. At the time the recreation area was first established there
was no dam; the southeast lake outlet was located about 1,000
feet northwesterly of the present dam; the Lac Qui Parle river
meandered gor a mile beyond where it presently enters the Lac
Qul Parle reservoir to the point where it actually entered the

lake.

The present park land ownership west of the Minnesota River and
ad jacent to Lac Qui Parle, which now constitutes Lac Qui Parle
State Recreation Area, was purchased in connection with the
development of the Lac Oui Parle-reservoir; the reservoir was

designed primarily as a water conservation program during the




major drought period of the 1930's. The reservoir offers an
excellent potential for recreational development. The main
characteristic of the recreation area is heavily wooded hard-

wood timber which forms a corridor along each river.

In the fall of every year massive ccncentrations of waterfowl
use the reservoir on their migration south and this area is
also one of the few locations in the State where golden eagles

can be observed with any regularity.

The park is subject to Minnesota's continental climate. The state
experiences frequent outbreaks of continental polar air through-
out the year, with occassional arctic outbreaks during the cold
season. Occassional periods of prolonged heat occur during sum-
mer, particularly in the southern portion when warm air pushes
northward from the Gulf of Mexico and the southwestern United
States. This seasonal variation is almost ideal for a year

round variety of outdoor recreational opportunities.

Historical and Archaeological Resources - Lac Qui Parle (Translation:

"Lake that Speaks") was the site of Indian encampments for centuries.
This was due to the river junction location and the line of springs.
The éprings-provided excel lent drinking water and attracted fish

in the winter. Physical remains indicate the sites are ancient.
Some of the arTifac%s found on the mission site are pre-Dakota.
There are a number of mounds in the Lac Oui Parle area but culti-

vation has nearly destroyed most of them,

Fur traders had posts at Lac Qui Parle beginning about 1800 and
continuing through the middle of the century. Traders from Lac

Qui Parle gathered furs in a wide area from Lake Traverse to
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eastern South -Dakota and areas near the lowa border. The most

noteworthy of the traders was Joseph Renville. In about 1825

he built a stockade around his dwel ling house, which had been

erected earlier. He was once the only power to be reckoped with
between Fort Snelling and the Canadian border. Safe conduct
from Joseph Renville was a guarantee to the many explorers and
travelers that visited his.forf. He became famous for his hospi-
tality. On his own accord he brough in the first missionaries

and alded them with supplies, translations, and other benefits.

From its founding in 1835 to its destruction by fire in 1854, the
Lac Qui Parle Mission was the most active of a group of protestant
missions to the Dakota Indians. The Lac Qui Parle Mission is
credited with the following accomplishments.

It formed the first church organized amoung the Dakota
Indians and the second organized in the stafe.

I+ had the first church bell in the State.
I+ had the first corn mill in the State.
It produced the first cloth woven in the State.

I+ had the first school In the Minnesota Valley.

All of the historic and archaeological areas within Lac Qui Parle
State Recreation Area lie to the east and south of the project
site. It is bellieved that this project will have no effect on these

historic areas.

Transportation and Utilities - Lac Qui Parle State Recreation Area

s easily accessible via county state aid highway 33 which parrallels
the area's boundary. The village of Lac Qui Parle is situated two

mlles to the west on county state ald highway 48.




Socio-Economic Factors - The Minnesota State Planning Agency

(SPA) population projections for Lac Qui Parle county and for
Economic Deveopment Region 6W show the following decreases by
region and by ceunty.

Population Projections .
Lac Qui County Region 6W

1975 11,200 61,400

1980 10,800 60,300

1985 10,700 60,400

1990 10,500 59,900

1995 10,300 58,700

2000 9,900 56,700

Based on 1970 population data, the SPA estimates an employed labor
force of 3,841 persons within Lac Qui Parle county. Major field
of employment for this labor force were; transport equipment
operatives (33.6%), Laborers (30.1%), service workers (12.3%)

professional/technical (9.5%), other professional workers (9.6%).

Average family income also based on 1970 SPA population data was

$7,372.00. This compared to a statewide average family income

of $11,097.00.

. Land Use - The predominant land use in Lac Qui Parle county is

agricultural. Madison is the principal urban center of the area.

Existing Recreational Facilities - Lac Qui Parle State Recreation

Area provides facilities to visitors for camping, swimming, boating,

picnicking and related facilities.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT

A. Impact on the physical and biological environment - Some disrup-

tion of flora and fauna resources may occur in the immediate develop-

ment site. However, due to the highly localized nature of the




development project, no significant Impacts upon flora and

fauna resources will occur.

Impact on the Hlsforical and Archaeological Resources - Although

LJ
there are historical and archaeological sites within the recreation
area, no effect is anticipated on these sites if the project is

implemented.

Impact on Transportation and Utilities - Neither the major

roadways to the area or the secondary roads providing access to

the recreation area will be impacted by the proposal.

Impact on Socio=Economic Factors - Since all of the land on or near

the project site has already been acquired, no loss from the
local tax revenue, or from agricultural production will occur.
Beneficial impacts on the economy will be realized. This will

result from the contractors needed to build the development.

Impact on Land Use - Since the development site is in an area

being used for recreational purposes, the project proposal Is

compatible with present usage.

MITIGATING MEASURES INCLUDED IN THE PROPOSED ACTION
A. After the completion of the proposed development, reseeding and
landscaping will be employed In the Immediate area to replace

disrupted flora resources.

ANY ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS WHICH CANNOT BE AVOIDED SHOULD

THE PROPOSAL BE IMPLEMENTED.

A. The proposed development will unavoidably affect a minimal amount :
of flora and fauna resources. However, this will be confined to

the highly locallzed area of the development itself.




Vi. RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN LOCAL SHORT-TERM USES OF MANTS ENVIRONMENT AND
THE MAINTENANCE AND ENHANCEMENT OF LONG-TERM PRODUCTIVITY.

A. Short-term uses of the environment as they relate to the maintenance

"

-and enhancement of long~term productivity are not considered in
L

terms of years. Trade offs are necessary in order to gain certaln

benefits.

GAINS LOSSES

Installation of a well ' 1. Minimal disruption of a highly
and pump in the picnic localized area of flora and
area. fauna.
Improvement in the local Expenditure of approximately
economy from necessary $£8,000.00 of publlic funds.
emp loyment.
Public ownership of
facilities to enhance
recreational areas
for the benefits of the
public.
VIl. ANY IRREVERSIBLE AND IRRETRIEVEABLE COMMITMENT OF RESOURCES WHICH WOULD
. BE INVOLVED IN THE PROPOSED ACTION SHOULD IT BE IMPLEMENTED.
A. Implementation of the proposal will result in 2 more permanent
conversion from present recreational land use to a faclility used
to enhance surrounding recreational lands. The manpowér,

materials,.and funds necessary to implement the proposed action

will also be Irretrievably committed.

VIIl. ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED ACTION
A. Major alternatives, considered for the action are: (A) no action
(B) project of a larger scope. (A) no action - A no actinn
development course would result in the flora and fauna resources

remalning undisturbed in the local project area.




However, the facility proposed for development would remain in
ifs'presenf state. The present state does not adequately meet
present demands.

(B) Proiécf of' a Larger Scope - The development of a higher

capacity well or more than one well is not needed at this time.




ADMIN 1000 (Rev. 1/78) . STATE OF MINNESOTA ?ro\ N K .

DEPARTMENTNATURAL RESOURCES - Parks & Rec. Office Memorandum

TO : Roger Holmes, Chief DATE: July 13, 1979
Section of wWildlife

aylahd K. Porter, Park Systems Supervisor PHONE: g-0744

SUBJECT: Goose Blinds in Lac qui Parle State Park

The suggested proposal to build seven state-managed goose blinds
in Lac qui parle State Park appears satisfactory.

Please ask your field staff to coordinate the installations with
Regional Park Supervisor, Charles Mitchell, and Park Manager,
Garry Barvels.

WKP : mmb

cc: Don D. Davison, Director
C.R. Burrows, Chief, Section of Fisheries
Maynard Nelson, Regional Administrator
Charles Mitchell, Regional Park Supervisor
Hiram Southwick, Regional Wildlife Manager
Garry Barvels, Park Manager
Arlin Anderson, Wildlife Area Manager
Tom Isley, Assistant Chief, wWildlife

PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER




ADMIN 1000 (Rev. 1/78) , STATE OF MINNESOTA

DEPARTMENT__Natural Resources - Wildlife Oh‘f_ce Memorandum

SUBJECT:

Wayland Porter DATE: 7-9-79

Roger Holmes pW PHONE: 3344

Goose Blinds in the Lac qui Parle State Park

Attached is a map showing the proposed location of seven
state-managed blinds within the Lac qui Parle State Park. These
blinds would be numbered 38 through 44 and would be administered
as part of the controlled goose hunt at the Lac qui Parle Wildlife
Management Area.

This proposal would move the blinds away from the roadside
right-of-way and minimize hunter/landowner conflicts.

The controlled goose hunt involves over 100 blinds on the
boundary of the refuge and on certain parcels of the WMA.

The seven blinds proposed for the Park will be spaced about
250 yards apart and will be located between the old Park road and
the right-of-way of County Road 33.

Lac qui Parle WMA personnel will build and maintain the blinds
and administer the hunt.

Please let me know at your earliest convenience as to the
acceptab111ty of this proposal. Changes must be made in the
Commissioner's Order which authorizes hunts on special areas.

RMH: tei

cc: C. R. Burrows
Maynard Nelson
Hiram Southwick
Arlin Anderson
Tom Isley




ADMIN 1000 (Rev. 1/78) STATE OF MINNESOTA

DEPARTMENTNATURAL RESOURCES - Parks & Rec. Offlce Memorandum

TO : Roger Holmes, Chief DATE: April 27, 1979
Section of Wildlife

FROM Waylangéz Porter, Parks System Supervisor PHONE: 6-0744

SUBJECT: Goose Blinds in Lac qui Parle State Park

We have no objection to the idea of moving the goose blinds into

the park along County State Aid Highway 33. It is our understanding
that this action may help the Department's relations with the

county and local landowners.

Before any blinds are placed in the park, we would like to review
a specific proposal. We need to know how many blinds, where,
and who will build and maintain them.

WKP : mmr

cc: Milt Krona, Recreation Systems Coordinator
Don D. Davison, Director
Maynard Nelson, Regional Administrator
Charles Mitchell, Regional Park Supervisor
Frank Knoke, Environmental Review Specialisth/




Natural Resources - Parks

Wayland Porter February 12, 1979
Park Systems Supervisor

Y /
QY
Charles Mitchell “/qikﬁ/
Region IV Parks Supervisor

Lac qui Parle - Goose Blinds

I just want you to know that I concur with Frank Knoke's memo

of Jan. 5 (received here Feb. 12!). The department has a serious
public relations problem in this area with hunters trespassing on
adjacent private land and with the whole question of public vs.
private blinds. We can help at least a little by allowing goose
blinds on park land.

The land in question is in the "mo trespass” portion of the refuge
so the public is not able to utilize the picnic area during hunting
season and has never been able to. Therefore, we're not depriving
park users of anything they have had in the past.

I'm assuming that Wildlife personnel will construct and remove the
blinds and that hunting will be restricted to only that portion of
the park in Sec. 15 and the section to the north which parallel
C.S.A.H. 33. This will require an order from the Commissioner to
implement.

CM:de

ce: Frank Knoke ¥
Milt Krona
Garry Barvels
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LAC QUI PARLE RECREATION AREA

b 8 DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION

A, Purpose of the Action - Lac Qui Parle Recreation Area was
established by an act of the Minnesota State Legislature in

1959.

The development of lands within the Recreation Area's statutory
boundary, by the Minnesota Department of Natural Resources -
Division of Parks and Recreation, will provide additional outdoor

recreation opportunities for the use and enjoyment of the

citizens of the State of Minnesota.

The State of Minnesota - Department of Natural ReSources proposes
that the Federal Bureau of Outdoor Recreation, as administrator
of the Land .and Water Conservation Fund (LAWCON), participate in

this action.

Location and Magnitude of the Project - Lac Qui Parle Recreation

Area is geographically located in Lac Qui Parle County approxi-
mately ten miles northwest of Montevideo, Minnesota. The Twin

Cities are situated about 130 miles to the east.

The present authorized land area for the recreation area is

695 acres. As of March 31, 1972 the total land area acquired was
650 acres. This area was acquired under the SERA Program in the
late 1930's and developed as part of the Lac Qui Parle dam and

reservoir project under WPA .

It is proposed to remodel the campground sanitation building and

to rehabilitate the boat landing in the boat launching area with

the assistance of the Land and Water Conservation Fund.




The current estimated cost of this rehabi¥¥tation is $13,000.00.

Timing of the Project - State funds are available for couple-

tion of the project. It is expected that the rehabilitation

will be completed within one construction season.

Future Development - A comprehensive management planning pro-

cess is now being done on state parks and recreation areas.
Although Lac Qui Parle State Recreation Area is not included
in the first batch of state parks and recreation areas chosen
for comprehensive management plan development, it is scheduled
for management plan development in the future. This process
will assess the area's potential to service the recreation
user's needs. After August 1, 1977, development will not

proceed unless a management plan has been completed.

Development during this biennium will be implemented and coordi-
nated with the planning staff preparing the long range management
plans. Future development will follow the recommendations and
alternatives studied in the management plan process for the

entire recreation area.

Recreation Needs to be Served by the Proposal - Lac Qui Parle

State Recreation Area is located within Economic Development
Region 6W, a five county area in eastern Minnesota. This park
provides recreational facilities for picnicking, swimming, trails,

interpretation, fishing, and campground for overnite campers.

The recreation area's attendance record shows stezady growfhn.

In 1968, the total visitors were 13,896.
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In 1970, a totd¥ of 30,592 .visitors came 1o Ligléui Parle

State Recreation Area and- in 1971, 35,179 people visited the area.
Because of the Increasing attendance in the recreation area,

‘completion of this project is necessary to meet. demands.

i1. DESCRIPTION O% THE ENVIRONMENT
A. Topography - The Lac Qui Parle area in which t+he recreation
J- area 1Is now located has been long and rich in documented his-
tory dating Eack to 1835. The land pr{or to the esfﬁblishmen}

- of the recreation area was primarily used for agricultural and
pasture purposes. Across the Minnesota river to the Lac Qui Parle
river the lands were lqw lying woodlands for the most paﬁf{
except for those segments of flood'plain that had been cleared
and cultivated near the east side of the Lac Qui Parle River;
the west side of the Lac Qui Parle River was also wooded, but

due to its use for more intensive pasturing it had open meadows

here and there.

At the time the recreation area was firsf'esfablisﬁed there
was no dam; the southeast lake oﬁ?!ef vas located about 1,000
féef northwesterly of the present dam; the Lac Qui Parle river
meandered for a mile beyond where it presently enters the lLac

Qul Parle reservoir to the point where it actually entered the

lake.

The present park land ownership west of the Minnesota River and
adjacent to Lac Qui Parle, which now constitutes Lac Qui Parle
State Recreation Area, was purchased in cennection with The
development of the Lac Qui Parle reservoir; the reservoir was

designed primarily as a water conservation program during the
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major drought period of the 1930's. The reservoir offers an
excellent potential for recreational develogment. The main
characteristic of the recreation area is heavily wooded hard-

wocd timber which forms a corridor along each river.

In the fall of every year massive ccncentrations of waterfowi
use the reservoir on their migration south end this area is
also one of the few locations in the State where golden eagles

can be observed with any regularity.

The park is subject to Minnesota's continental climate. The state

experiences frequant outbreaks of continental polar air through-

out the year, with occassional arctic outbreaks during the cold

season. Occassional periods of prolonged heat occur during sum-
mer, particularly in the southern portion when warm air pushes
northward from +he Gulf of ngico and the southviestern United
S+éfes. This seasonal variation is almost ideal for a year

round variety of cutdoor recreational cpportunities..

Historical .and Archzeological Resources - lac Qui Parle (Translation:

"Lake that Speaks') was the site of Indian encampmén+s for centuries.

This was due to the river junction location and the line of springs.
The springs provided excellent drinking water and attracted fish

In the winter. Physical remains indicate the sites are ancient.
Some of the artifacts found on the mission site are pre-Dakota.
Thefe are a number of mounds in the Lac QQI Parle area but culti-

vation has nearly dasiroyed most of them,

Fur traders had posts at Lac Qui Parle beginning about 1800 and
continuing through the middle of the century. Traders from Lac

Qui Parle gathered furs In a wide area from Lake Traverse to-




castern South Dakota and areas near the lowa border., The most
noteworthy of the fraders was Joseph Renville. In about 1825

he bullt a stockade around his dwellling house, which had been
erected earlier. He was once the only power to be reckoned with
between Fort Snelling and the Canadlan border. Safe conduct

from Joseph Renville was a guarantee to the many explorers and
+;a§elers Tﬁa? visited his.forT. le became famous for his hospi-
talilty. On his own accord he brough in %he first missionaries

and aided them with supplies, translations, and other benefits.

From its founding in 1835 to its destruction by fire in 1854, The
Lac Qui Parle Mission was the most active of a group of protestant
missions to the Dakota Indians. The Lac Qui Parle Mission is

credited with the following accomplishments.

I+ formed the first church organized amoung the Dakota
Indians and the second organized in the state.

I+ had the first church bell in the State.
I+ had the first corn mill in the State.
I+ produced the first cloth woven in the State.

I+ had the first school in the Minnesota Valley.

All of the historic and archaeological areas within Lac Oui Parle
State Recreation Area lie to the east and south of the project

site. It Is believed that this project will have no effect on these

historic areas.

Transportation and Utilitles - Lac Oul Parle State Recreatlon Area

is easily accessible via county state aid highway 33 which parrallels

t+he area's boundary. The village of Lac Qul Parle is sltuated two

miles to the west on county state ald highway 48.
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Socio-Economic Factors - The Minnesota State Pianning Agency

(SPA) population projections for Lac Qui Parle county and for
Economic Deveopment Region 6W show the follcwing decreases by
region and by county.

Population Projections
Lac Qui County Region 6W

1975 : 11,200 61,400
1980 . _ 10,800 60,300
1985 10,700 60,400
1990 10,500 59,900
1995 10,300 58,700
2000 9,900 56,700

Based on 1970 population data, the SPA estimates an employed labor

force of 3,841 persons within Lac Qui Parle county. Major field
of employment for this labor force were; transport equipmeﬁT
operatives (33.6%), Laborers (30.1%), service workers (12.3%)
professional/technical (9.5%), other professional workers (9.6%).
Average family income also based on 1970 SPA population data was
$7,372.00. This compared to a statewide average family Income

of $11,097.00.

Land Use - The predominant land use in Lac CQui Parle county is

agricultural. Madison is the principal urban center of the area.

Existina Recreational Facilities = Lac Qui Parle State Recreation

Area provides facilities to visitors for camping, swimming, boating,

picnicking and related facilities.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT

A. Imoact on the nhvsical and biological environment - Some disrup-

tion of flora and fauna resources may occur in the immediate rehabilita-

tion site. However, due to the highly localized nature 6f the
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rehabilition project, no significant impaTls upon flora and

fauna resources will occur.

Impact on the Historical and Archaeological Resources - Although

there are historical and archaeological sites within the recrea-
tion area, no effect is anticipated on these sites if the project

-

is implemented.

Impact on Transportation and Utilities - Neither the major

roadways to the area or the secondary roads providing access to

the recreation area will be impacted by the proposal.

Impact on Socio-Economic Factors -~ Since all of the land on or

near the project site has already been acquired, no loss from the

local tax revenue, or from agricultural production will occur.

Beneficial impacts on the economy will be realized.

Impact on Land Use - Since the rehabilitation site is in an axea

being used for recreational purposes, the project proposal is

compatible with present usage.

MITIGATING MEASURES INCLUDED IN THE PROPOSED ACTION

A. After the completion of the proposed rehabilitation, reseeding
and landscaping will be employed in the immediate area to replace
disrupted flora resources.

ANY ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS WHICH CANNOT BE AVOIDED SHOULD

THE PROPOSAL BE IMPLEMENTED.

A. The proposed rehabilitation will unavoidably affect a minimal
amount orf flora and fauna resources, However, this will be
confined to the highly localized area of the rehabilitation

itself.




VI.

VII.

VIII.

@
RELATIONSIITP Iiﬁ;ﬁﬁ%éuziiii LOCAL SHORT-TERM USES OFNEAN'S ENVIRONMENT AND

THE MAINTENANCE AND ENHANCEMENT OF LONG-TERM PRODUCTIVITY.

A, Short-term uses of the environment as they relate to the mainte-
nance and enhancement of long-term productivity are not considered
in terms of years. Trade offs are necessary in order to gain

certain benefits.

GATINS LOSSES

Remodel sanitation Minimal disruption of a highly
building and rehabi- localized area of flora and
litate boat landing. fauna.
Improvement in the localZ2. Expenditure of approximately
economy from necessary $13,000.00 of public funds.
employment.
Public ownership of
facilities to enhance
recreational areas
for the benefits of the
public.
ANY IRREVERSIBLE AND IRRETRIEVEABLE COMMITMENT OF RESOURCES WHICH
WOULD BE INVOLVED IN THE PROPOSED ACTION SHOULD IT BE IMPLEMENTED.
A. Implementation of the proposal will result in a more permanent
conversion from present recreational land use to a facility
used to enhance surrounding recreational lands. The manpower,

materials, and funds necessary to implement the proposed action

will also be irretrievably committed.

ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED ACTION

Ay Major alternatives, considered for the action are: (A) no action
(B) project of a larger scope. (A) no ;ction - A no action
rehabilitation course would result in the flora and fauna resources

remaining undisturbed in the local project area.




However, the facility proposed for rehabilitation would

remain in its present state. The present state does not

adequately meet demands.

(B Projéct of a Larger Scope - The development of larger

facilities are not needed at this time.




ADDENDUM

LAC QUI PARLE RECREATION AREA
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
LW-27-00759

It is proposed to rehabilitate the boat landing by replacing the exist-
ing ice damaged concrete boat ramp with crushed granite and a steel mat.
The clearing of shoreline for a beach area will also be done.

The current estimated cost of this proposal is $2,000.

There will be a temporary disturbance of the lake bottom at the landing
site.

There will be a change in vegetation in the beach area from brush to
grass.

There will be increased use of the facility by the public due to its
Increased capacity and improved condition.

-

There will be loss of brush cover along the lakeshore.
Eg% gisturbance of the lake bed is also unavoidable but of a temporary
ure.

The only alternative is no action. This is not a viable alternative
since the department's goal is to provide outdoor recreation.

If the landing is not rehabilitated, few people will use the facility
and the department's goals will not be met.
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DEPARTMENT Natural Resources - Parks & Rec. Office Memoran_dum

* Frank Knoke DATE: 18 May 1979
Environmental Specialist

: Ed Brekke-Kramer 53/5;2— PHONE: 354-2196

Resource Coordinator, Reg. IV

SUBJECT: Food Plots
I just talked to John Ludwig at Madelia. I'm meeting with him on the
24t to look at his data on herd sizes, consumption r tes, etc.
In the meantime, here is the info that I have on Lac Qui Parle:

Winter herds have been fed with corn food plots and with shelled corn
supplements provided by the Wildlife division.

Last winter's population yag 198. The minimum low year-long population
was 64 from 1967-79. The minimum winter population is probably 150.
The manager says that the winter herd services at least 25 sqg. mi.

The park now has two 8 acre food plots. If rotated with rye or wheat,
as the manager suggests, the winter herd will continue to need
supplementation. The plot nearest County 33 could be enlarged from

8 to 22 acres. This would be sufficient for the herd and presumably
cost less than hauling in shelled corn all winter.
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DEPARTMENT Natural Resources - Parks & Rec. ] Offlce Memorandum

TO

FROM

SUBJECT:

Frank Knoke DATE: 31 May 1979
Environmental Specialist

Ed Brekke-Kramer PHONE: 5542196
Resource Coordinator, Reg. 1V

Food Plots in Region 1V State Parks

The table below includes information- on all parks in need of food plots
this year and Sibley, which is still leasing, and Blue Mounds, where a
problem may develop in the near future.

Population reports that I had been getting from managers were only actual
aerial count figures. I have included a %5% increase to the fixed-wing
aerial winter counts, based on the fixed-wing, rotary-wing, and collared
counts made at Lac Qui Parle refuge. The Lac Qui Parle data indicates that
fixed-wing counts are about 50% less than actual herd numbers. Since the
cover at Lac Qui Parle is heavier than at our State Parks, fixed-wing
counts for the parks should be closer than 50%.

The number of deer sustained per acre (deer/acre) has been determined for the
period 1 Dec. to 31 Mar. I have added a 50/ acreage increase for the period
1 Oct. to 1 Dec. I have also added a 25% acreage increase to allow for

usage by other animals. These additions should provide food after 1 Feb.,
when many food plots were clean last year.

The Lac Qui Parle acreage should not be used, or should be used only in
small fields of about 8 acreas or less. Large fields invite the goose
flocks and nothing will remain for the winter. Both the park manager and
the game managers would be happy with two 8 acre plots and supplemental
feeding.

'Hunter days of recreation' is based, in part, on data from 1976 which was
considered a low hunter pressure year, and is therefore a low estimate.

cc: Charlie Mitchell
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Shetek ¥ 247 134 - %8 ‘9
Sibley 104 12.7 11.0 16.5
Flandrau ®” 134 4.0 320 182

Upper Sioux
Agency 200 11.9 22.7 34.0

Camden—" 250 13.4  25.2 37.8
Kilen Woodsw11L 35:0 - NI N Tee

Traverse
des Sioux 43 14.9 3.9 5.8

Blue Mounds 118 13.4 11.9

Lac Qui M :
Parle 11:9  22:7
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I 'would like to thank everydne who participated in the public workst
held on 7 Jung.’ The /informdtion that you provided has givi t
ter understanding of the existing conditions An the Lac ¢

Marsh Lake area. This :infoimation will assist us in devel

tér Plan for Public Use Development and Resource lManagement

Parle Lake which more accurdtely reflects the public's recreat?
needs and’'desires. The inférmation obtained will also hel

evaluate the reservoir oper?ting plan.

Attached is a memo prepared|by Frankl

lines the topics discdussed at the workshop. easi
that all the topics discusséd at the V“.??hcp hav
anything has been inadvertently nm1L1L1 from this
of other important topics which sho: . brot
please call Frank Star at 612~725 5! or mail
atthtion at the above zudrcss.

In order to keep the overaI; planning process on sthe
vide us your comment$ by the end of Juuc. Any and all
have willl be appreciated. Thank you for your

tance. ' {

i
2 Incl

1. Memo for Record Chief, Environmental Rescurces Brauch
2., Attendence List Engineer

Rec’'d
JULA 11979

C.N.RE New Uim




DISPOSITION FORN

For use of thip form, gee AR 340-15, the prepdnent opency Is TAGCEH,
"nuum{r.e OR OFFICE SYMBOL | : SUBIECT
X ;

"NCSED-ER Public Workshi

fﬂOM‘

'

§ L |
Mena for Record {Environm
: {Branch

3. A pudlic workshop was Qeld 7 June
tenance building at Watson, Minnesota.

was to obtain the views of {the public cn
problems ‘assocfated with the Lac qui Yarle
ple participated in this wdrkshop (sc

2. The following is a sumjary of th
workshop( ("I think I remember what
were meaning to say'’):

i

a. Concerns ware expressed ahc
Marsh Lake dam. Local residents

cesg road along the tdp of the

fishing areas. , However, proje

to prevent public vehicular use

First, the dam pras notl designed

somé deterforation of |the read

conditions pose a safdty hazard for vehicles:

believe the accdess rodd is a tounship road and cannot

They also discqunt thé safety arjuments because of tl .
public use. They reqyested that an access be provided. T pointed
out: that any improvemgnts for access would be for rccreational
purposes and would redquire participation of ocal cost-sharing
sponsor. 'I algo assuged them that this issue

in the master plan. i

b. | The local residenqs generally agreed that too little was being
dong to enhance and promote the fiching fn the lakes. Iccal resi-
dents recogniza the eijtire projcct as a significant i

fishing resource, and lyet they bclieve that wildlifc

in particular goose m@nagemcnr? dictates the use of

ared. They wish to sde greater cmphasis place

manggement. Thereforg, they rcquested that th

it ¢an in terms of re*:rvoir operations, acce

that might improve fiﬁhing.

Cs A number of pointg were made
the operating plan and lake lcv
as pilting and lexcess{upland d belie
ject no longer functidns as intended and that its |
be pbandoped. ,The la}es should be kept as full as
‘no flood ptorage available. Othars pointed out ti

i
1
I
|
|

|

| ]

f |
1

\ |

DA FORM o 96 ' REPLACESIDD FORM §6, WHICH 1§ COUSOLETE, b
1 FED 41 " | i 0GR 197 R-0=753-124/1
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{ . MCSED-ER : | line 1979
l ) J ‘R/ek/5936
a - |
L SUBJECT: |Publie Workshop, Lac qui Parle Flood Control Pr
i ]
# i
was built for flood codtrol and that dowmstrean land use
this. Lac qui Parle State Park is adversely affecte by
levels during the summér recreantion season, The need to
the current operating glan was generally agreed upon.
will be contacting the {District Office to initiate ¢t
= conditions this past winter causcd significant winte 3
within the reservoirs. | Many believe that the Corps > of low-
ering the reservoirs dyring the winter was a significant coutribgtine
K . caus@. There was considerable discussion of reservoir opcrations
d and 1ts effects. Ever%OHE agreed that a meeting betwecn | appro~-
4 . | priate Qorps, DIR, and {local peopie is badly needed i1zcuss the
; current operating planJ In particular, there was intcrecr expregsed
\ in keeping the lake levels higher coughout the wis
i | f
i d. A somewhat related 'point was an expressed desire to ¢ cpen the ?7

lakes by either a pool lraise or d edging. This could improve the
resource for fishing. | ;

|

-

e. Tue.resldents want [better access to the lakes, particu arly on
the east gide of Lac qui Parle. It was pointed out that the DNR
owned the land ahd thatl they would have to provide access in that
areay It was also noted that better signage of the exist 12 public
accegses would be beneﬁicial.

3. I informed the pﬁrt‘cipﬁnts that they would have an opportunity to
# review thq results of the wdrkshop, as well as review and o ent on
1  the draft master plan. Theﬂ will also be notified of all related future
public meetings., |

4 | f oo™ /
. | ; 7 i P
§ 1 Inecl. ! FRANKLIN E. STAR
- As, Stated I Outdoor Recreation Plann
: ' Public Use Development
" CF: Dennis Cin, CO-PD |
i Arlee Keyd, Park Manager, Valley City, WD

{ Curt Hanson, Lac qui Parle Project
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Ray Strand
Milan, MN 56262

Virgil Borstad
Appleton, MN 56208

Ken Peterson Garry Barvels
Pete's. Point Resort Lac qui Parle State
Granite Falls, MN 56241 lats MN (56265

Arlin C. Anderson | Jane Randall
Lac qui Parle Wildlife Nrrt. Area Milan Beach Resort
Watson, MN 56295 _ _ Milén, MN 56262

Pat Joyce] / ' f Curt Hanson
817 4th Ayenue Corps of Engineers
Madison, MN 56256 | | Watson, MN /56295

Stanley Baldwin : Dick Otto
RR 5 Box B7A ' Corps of Engineer

Montevidep, MN 562635 . St. Paul, MN 5510
I |

Roy Lende: Franklin Star

Upper MinhbSGta Valley R.D.é. (»rpn of Engineers

Appléton, MN 56208 t. Pau N
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