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7 StaffPresent Administrator Doug Thomas Permit CoordinatorWetland Specialist Nick Tomczik
8 Water Resource Specialist Kyle Axtell Office Manager Theresa Stasica Lake and
9 Stream Specialist Matt Kocian District Inspector Dave Bauer

10 Consultants District Engineer Mark Deutschman from Houston Engineering Inc HEI District
11 Attorney from Smith Partners
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Agenda for the Rice Creek Watershed District Regular Board Meeting ofJune 23 2010

17 PRESENTATION OF DISTRICTS MS4 MUNICIPAL SEPARATE STORM SEWER
18 SYSTEM 2009 ANNUAL REPORT AND PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING REGARDING
19 THE DISTRICTSSTORM WATER POLLUTION PREVENTION PROGRAM SWPPP

20 PERMIT APPLICATIONS REQUIRING BOARD ACTION
21 The following applications have been reviewed by the District Engineer and Staff and will be acted upon
22 without discussion in accordance with the Engineers Recommendation unless a Manager or the Applicant or
23 another interested person requests opportunity for discussion
24 Consent Agenda
25 No Applicant Location Plan Type Recommendation

26 10 036 Tanek Inc Roseville Final Site Drainage Plan CAPROC 6 items

27 10 038 ISD831 Forest Lake Land Development CAPROC 4 items

28 10 039 City of New Brighton New Brighton Street Utility Construction CAPROC 4 items

29 It was moved by Manager and seconded by Manager to give Conditional Approval
30 Pending Receipt Of Changes CAPROC to the permit applications as noted in the above Table of Contents in accordance
31 with the District EngineersFindings and Recommendations as contained in the EngineersReports dated June 16 2010

32 OPEN MIKE LIMIT 12 MINUTES
33 Any RCWD resident may address the Board in his or her individual capacity for up to three minutes on any matter not on
34 the agenda Speakers are requested to come to the podium state their name and address for the record Additional
35 comments may be solicited and accepted in writing Generally the Board ofManagers will not take official action on items
36 discussed at this time but may refer the matter to staff for a future report or direct that the matter be scheduled on an
37 upcoming agenda

38 ITEMS REQUIRING BOARD ACTION
39 1 Consider Northwestern College Water Quality Cost share Program Application
40 2 Consider Proposed Anoka County Ditch 15 Anoka Washington Judicial Ditch 4 Cost
41 Allocation and Financing mechanism
42 3 Consider Anoka County Ditch 15Anoka Washington Judicial Ditch 4 Repair Report set

43 dates location and times for landowner information meeting and public hearing
44 4 Consider Check Register dated6232010 in the amount of 23952490 prepared by HLB
45 Tautges Redpath

46 ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION AND INFORMATION
47 1 20082009 Stream ReportMatt Kocian Lake and Stream Specialist Trevor Russell Friends of
48 the Mississippi River

49 2 Staff Reports

50 3 July Calendar
51 4 ManagersUpdate

52 CLOSED EXECUTIVE SESSION TO DISCUSS WITH LEGAL COUNSEL THE MIRON VS

53 RCDDNR LAWSUIT

Page 2 of2

54 ADJOURNMENT
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APPROVAL OF JUNE 7, 2010 WORKSHOP MINUTES 
AND JUNE 9, 2010 REGULAR MEETING MINUTES 
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Draft 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

RCWD BOARD OF MANAGERS WORKSHOP 
Monday, June 7, 2010 

Rice Creek Watershed District Conference Room 
4325 Pheasant Ridge Drive NE Suite 611, Blaine, Minnesota 

The Board convened the meeting at 3:30 p.m.   1 

Attendance: –Board members, Patricia Preiner, Harley Ogata, Barbara Haake, John Waller and Rick Mastell.   2 

Absent: None 3 

Others: Administrator Doug Thomas, Lake and Stream Specialist Matt Kocian, Mark Deutschman, District 4 
Engineer; District Drainage Attorney John Kolb 5 

Office space update by workgroup 6 
Managers Haake and Mastell along with Administrator Thomas updated the Board members on the office space 7 
search. Administrator Thomas went over a handout which compared the four offers.  He also noted that we 8 
were still waiting to get information on remodeling at Circle Pines and final offer from current office space 9 
owners. 10 
 11 
Discuss and rank Lower Hardwood Creek Project consultant proposals – decision to be made at the June 9th 12 
meeting 13 
The Board members along with Administrator Thomas and Stream Specialist Matt Kocian discussed the four 14 
proposals. After lengthy discussion it was the consensus of the group to choose the SRF/Inter-Fluve proposal. 15 

Anoka County Ditch 15/Anoka-Washington Judicial Ditch 4 final discussion on cost-allocation and financing 16 
methods  17 
District Engineer Mark Deutschman and District Drainage Attorney John Kolb led the discussion regarding on 18 
cost allocation and financing methods. 19 

Meeting was adjourned at 5:23 pm. 20 
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DRAFT 

For Consideration of Approval at the June 23, 2010 Board Meeting. 
Use these minutes only for reference until that time. 
 

REGULAR MEETING OF THE RCWD BOARD OF MANAGERS 
Wednesday, June 9, 2010 

Shoreview City Hall Council Chambers 
4600 North Victoria Street, Shoreview, Minnesota 

Minutes 1 
 2 
ROLL CALL 3 
 4 
Present: President Patricia Preiner, 1st Vice-Pres. Barbara Haake, 2nd Vice-Pres. John Waller, Secretary Harley Ogata, 5 

and Treasurer Rick Mastell. 6 
 7 
Absent: None 8 
 9 
Staff Present: Administrator Doug Thomas, Permit Coordinator/Wetland Specialist Nick Tomczik, Water Resource 10 

Specialist Kyle Axtell, Office Manager Theresa Stasica, Inspector Dave Bauer 11 
 12 
Consultants: Mark Deutschman, Houston Engineering, Inc. (HEI); District Attorney from Smith Partners 13 
 14 
Visitors: Paul Harstad and Kevin Biehn  15 

   16 
CALL TO ORDER 17 
President Preiner called the meeting to order, a quorum being present, at 9:00 a.m.   18 
 19 
SETTING OF THE AGENDA 20 
President Preiner asked for any additions.   21 
 22 
Permit Coordinator Tomczik Board Action requested that Permit No. 10-029, City of Mahtomedi Street Utility 23 
Construction project with three CAPROC items be added to the permit consent agenda. 24 
 25 
Motion by Manager Haake, seconded by Manager Waller, to adopt the agenda as amended.  Motion carried 4-0 26 
(Manager Mastell not present for the vote). 27 
 28 
READING OF THE MINUTES AND THEIR APPROVAL 29 
Minutes of the May 28, 2010, Board of Managers Meeting.   30 
 31 
Manager Haake requested the following changes:  Add advanced notice to under absences.  Page 5, first paragraph fourth 32 
line:  That the check be held in escrow until the staff “could” look. 33 
 34 
Motion by Manager Ogata, seconded by Manager Waller, to approve the minutes as amended.  Motion carried 3-0.  35 
(Manager Mastell not present for the vote.  Manager Haake abstained). 36 
 37 
Manager Mastell arrived. 38 
 39 
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DRAFT 
Minutes for Rice Creek Watershed District Regular Board Meeting of June 9, 2010 Page 2 of 5 

 

PERMIT APPLICATIONS REQUIRING BOARD ACTION 40 
CONSENT AGENDA 41 
No. Applicant Location Plan Type *Recommendation 42 
10-028 Faulkner Construction Fridley Land Development CAPROC 6 items 43 
 44 
10-037 Presbyterian Homes & Roseville Parking Lot Resurfacing CAPROC 1 item 45 
 Services   46 
 47 
08-013 Bergen’s Greenhouse Inc. Columbus Final Site Drainage Plan CAPROC 10 items 48 
 49 
10-029    City of Mahtomedi Mahtomedi Street Utility CAPROC 3 items 50 
   Construction Project 51 
 52 
*CAPROC = Conditional Approval Pending Receipt Of Changes 53 
 54 
Motion by Manager Waller, seconded by Manager Mastell, to Approve Conditional Pending Receipt Of Changes, or 55 
Table the Permit Applications as noted in the following Table of Contents in accordance with the District Engineer’s 56 
Findings and Recommendations, as contained in the Engineer’s Report dated June 2 & 3, 2010.  Motion carried 5-0.   57 
 58 
 59 
OPEN MIKE – LIMIT 12 MINUTES.  Any RCWD resident may address the Board in his or her individual capacity, for up to 60 
three minutes, on any matter not on the agenda.  Speakers are requested to come to the podium, state their name and address for the 61 
record.  Additional comments may be solicited and accepted in writing.  Generally, the Board of Managers will not take official action on 62 
items discussed at this time, but may refer the matter to staff for a future report or direct that the matter be scheduled on an upcoming 63 
agenda. 64 
 65 
There were no comments made at Open Mike. 66 
 67 
ADDITIONAL ITEMS REQUIRING BOARD ACTION 68 
1. Consider Paul Harstad – Request for administrative approval of expired CAPROC  69 

District Administrator Thomas stated staff was requesting to put this in front of the Board.  Mr. Harstad had 70 
requested administrative approval of a project he had previously submitted and had a CAPROC on which has 71 
expired.  Administrator Thomas noted a project such as this requires the applicant reapply.  If there was no 72 
substantial change in the scope of the work, there would be no application fee, and the approval would be done 73 
by the District Administrator.  He stated in staff’s review, staff was fairly comfortable in no substantial change 74 
regarding wetlands and stormwater; however, Mr. Harstad was proposing a change to the number of lots from 8 75 
to 10 lots and as staff in looking at the guidance were not comfortable making a determination as to whether this 76 
would be substantial or non-substantial.  Administrator Thomas requested the Board’s direction as to whether 77 
they would consider the change substantial or not substantial based on the guidance given.   78 
 79 
Paul Harstad, 2195 Silver Lake Road, New Brighton, stated he believed it was fairly clear what he was asking for.  He 80 
noted as shown in the letter, in 2002 he received approval from the Board for an 11 lot development.  He stated 81 
the City denied that because it did not meet the cities entire sub-division ordinance.  He stated this was put on 82 
hold and then later in 2008, he went back to the RCWD Board and got approval for an 8 lot development, which 83 
they have yet to take to the City.  Since then, he learned that part of the history of this parcel is when his father 84 
bought this parcel many years ago, there were already sewer and water stubs installed that have been in there 85 
since 1966.  He has since confirmed with an attorney who said that case law stated that the City could not have 86 
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DRAFT 
Minutes for Rice Creek Watershed District Regular Board Meeting of June 9, 2010 Page 3 of 5 

 

their cake and eat it too by forcing them to adopt the current standards for 8 lots, but charged them in the past 87 
for the equivalent of ten sewer and water stubs.  He stated basically because of that they were going back to the 88 
City saying it was fair and reasonable to grant 10 lots, instead of the current ordinance which would grant them 8 89 
lots.  The other fairly significant point was that if they were to replat this entire parcel and meet all of the City’s 90 
subdivision ordinances, he actually could get 15 lots on the parcel, but that seemed high.  He stated they needed a 91 
variance because of the big swath of land along Silver Lake Road.  He stated in 2004, they took that layout to the 92 
City and they got approval for it because they had no legal justification for denying it.  He stated in reality they had 93 
approval for 15 lots, but they were not currently proposing that many lots.  He believed what he was asking for 94 
was not a substantial change because he was maintaining the same basic layout of the lots.   95 
 96 
Manager Mastell asked what was the Board’s policy regarding CAPROC.  District Manager Thomas responded 97 
CAPROC’s were approved for 12 months and if the permit was not issued within that time, the CAPROC expired 98 
and the applicant had to start from the beginning.  He explained the rules at the time for the approval process.   99 
 100 
Manager Ogata stated he was persuaded by the fact there was no change to the wetland or drainage and he did 101 
not see why the Board should not approve this. 102 
 103 
Motion by Manager Mastell, seconded by Manager Haake, to direct the Administrator to accept a re-submittal 104 
of permit application #07-57 with the change from 8 to 10 lots, apply the current District Rules to the project, 105 
not require a permit application fee, and administratively give permit approval.  Motion carried 5-0. 106 

 107 
2. Consider Local adoption of RCWD Watershed Management Plan update 108 

District Administrator Thomas summarized the background on the RCWD Watershed Management Plan.  He 109 
noted pursuant to Statute the Board had 30 days to adopt the final Plan.   110 
 111 
Motion by Manager Ogata, seconded by Manager Waller, to approve Resolution 2010-15, Resolution Adopting 112 
Watershed Management Plan Update.   113 
 114 
ROLL CALL: 115 
Manager Haake – Aye 116 
Manager Mastell – Aye 117 
Manager Ogata – Aye 118 
Manager Waller – Aye 119 
President Preiner - Aye 120 
 121 
Motion carried 5-0. 122 

 123 
3. Consider Local adoption of Columbus Comprehensive Wetland Protection and Management Plan (CWPMP) 124 

and Rule RMP-4 125 
Permit Coordinator/Wetland Specialist Nick Tomczik summarized the Columbus CWPMP and Rule RMP-4 126 
process activities to date.  He identified the next step was for Board consideration and final adoption of the 127 
Columbus CWPMP and implementing Rule RMP-4 with an effective date of September 7, 2010 allowing for 128 
closure on projects under design.   129 
 130 
Motion by Manager Haake, seconded by Manager Mastell, to adopt the Columbus CWPMP and implementing 131 
Rule RMP-4 as submitted to and approved by the BWSR, effective September 7, 2010 and applicable to any 132 
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permit application submitted after that date, and directs the District Administrator to take all steps necessary 133 
under law to file and give notice of the adopted rule and provide for its taking effect.   134 
 135 
ROLL CALL: 136 
Manager Haake – Aye 137 
Manager Mastell – Aye 138 
Manager Ogata – Aye 139 
Manager Waller – Aye 140 
President Preiner - Aye 141 
 142 
Motion carried 5-0. 143 

 144 
4. Consider Water Quality Cost-share Project 145 
 a. Jack Jungbauer – Shoreline Stabilization 146 

Water Resource Specialist Axtell summarized the cost-share project request from Jack Jungbauer.  He 147 
recommended approval of the cost-share. 148 
 149 
Motion by Manager Waller, seconded by Manager Haake, to approve RCWD Water Quality BMP Cost-Share 150 
Contract W10-05 for the Jack Jungbauer lakeshore restoration project, up to $2,722.50, not to exceed 50% of 151 
eligible project expenses.  Motion carried 5-0. 152 
 153 
b. Brighton Shores Townhomes – Shoreline Stabilization 154 
Water Resource Specialist Axtell summarized the shoreline stabilization project. 155 
 156 
President Preiner believed the Board had a $5,000 cap on funding projects.   157 
 158 
Water Resource Specialist Axtell responded that was correct and it had been decided that this would be addressed 159 
on a case-by-case basis.  He noted this was not the typical project and he believed it was worth consideration to 160 
exceed the cap.  He noted this was extraordinarily long stabilization project. 161 
 162 
Manager Haake inquired about the available funding if this was approved.  Axtell responded he believed there 163 
were sufficient funds in the program to accommodate this project.  He noted projects would continue to come 164 
through the fall, but there were funds available and if they ran out, they ran out and they could deal with it at that 165 
time.  He indicated these were first come, first serve funds. 166 
 167 
Manager Haake asked to see what had been set aside for the program among the various counties.  District 168 
Administrator Thomas responded the Board would see this information when the budget project was discussed in 169 
July.  He noted typically $60,000 has been set aside.  He noted what had been done in the past was that the Board 170 
looked at the remaining balance and based their decision on how much to allocate in the future budget.   171 
 172 
Motion by Manager Haake, seconded by Manager Waller, to approve RCWD Water Quality BMP Cost-Share 173 
Contract R10-06 for the Brighton Shores Townhomes lakeshore restoration project, up to $9,214.36, not to 174 
exceed 25% of eligible project expenses.  Motion carried 5-0. 175 

 176 
5. Consider Lower Hardwood Creek – Project consultant selection 177 

District Administrator Thomas stated this had been discussed at a recent workshop and now this was being 178 
brought back for a decision.  He summarized the process followed.   179 
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 180 
Manager Haake asked if there was anything the public could see if they wanted.  District Administrator Thomas 181 
responded this was not on the website, but once a selection was made, all of that material became public record.   182 
 183 
District Administrator Thomas noted the scope of services provided in the RFP identified what the tasks were 184 
which carried on through the construction supervision.  He stated staff would be very involved in the early stages 185 
in discussions and negotiations with landowners, but beyond that the majority of it would be handled by the 186 
consultant.   187 
 188 
Manager Waller requested the attorneys ensure the contract language was tight enough so any obstacles or 189 
problems that arise would not result in costs to the District.   190 
 191 
Manager Haake stated she had sent her comments about the contract to the District Administrator and agreed 192 
with Manager Waller on the contract language comment. 193 
 194 
Motion by Manager Mastell, seconded by Manager Waller, to 1) select SRF/Inter Fluve to provide engineering 195 
and related professional services for the implementation of the Lower Hardwood Creek Restoration and 196 
Stabilization Project, 2) instruct staff and district attorney to develop a work/task order with SRF, and 3) 197 
authorize the Board President to execute the work/task order.  Motion carried 5-0. 198 

 199 
6. Consider Check Register dated 06/09/10, in the amount of $24,516.62, prepared by HLB Tautges Redpath. 200 

Motion by Manager Mastell, seconded by Manager Haake, to approve check register dated 06/09/10, in the 201 
amount of $24,516.62, prepared by HLB Tautges Redpath.  Motion carried 5-0. 202 

 203 
ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION AND INFORMATION 204 
1. Engineers Report and Timeline 205 

The District Engineer summarized the engineer’s report and timeline.  206 
 207 
2. Manager’s Update 208 

Manager Haake noted there was the summer tour coming up that she would be attending.  She stated on July 12, 209 
there was an important meeting on the Water Summit Meeting from 9:00 a.m. – 3:45 p.m. She believed it would 210 
be beneficial for the Administrator to attend this meeting along with other Managers. 211 

 212 
President Preiner stated she had attended the Advisory Committee meeting and the Committee was working well.  213 
She noted there was no Advisory Committee meeting in July. 214 
 215 

ADJOURNMENT 216 
Motion by Manager Mastell, seconded by Manager Waller, to adjourn the meeting at 9:44 a.m.  Motion carried 5-0. 217 
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PRESENTATION OF DISTRICT’S MS4 (MUNICIPAL 
SEPARATE STORM SEWER SYSTEM) 2009 ANNUAL 
REPORT AND PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING 
REGARDING THE DISTRICT’S STORM WATER 
POLLUTION PREVENTION PROGRAM (SWPPP)  
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MEMORANDUM 
Rice Creek Watershed District 

  
Page 1 

 

   

 
Date:    June 15, 2010 
To:  RCWD Board of Managers 
From:  Kyle Axtell, Water Resource Specialist 
Subject:  2010 SWPPP Public Meeting Summary & 2009 MS4 Annual Report 
 

 
BACKGROUND  
 
The purpose of this agenda item is to provide information to, solicit input from, and answer questions 
from the general public regarding the adequacy of RCWD’s Storm Water Pollution Prevention Program 
(SWPPP).  Our SWPPP is a set of Best Management Practice (BMP) Summary Sheets that outline the 
activities we implement annually in meeting the requirements of our Municipal Separate Storm Sewer 
System (MS4) General Permit from the MPCA.  Carrying out the BMPs in our SWPPP is a regulatory 
requirement, as is holding this public meeting annually. 
 
Notice of this public meeting was published in the Pioneer Press Newspaper on May 23, 2010.  It was 
also published on the District’s website and sent physically to representatives of each of our cities, 
counties, conservation districts and the MPCA. 
 
I will be providing a short presentation about our MS4 activities and our SWPPP for the audience.  
Following the presentation, I will be available to answer any questions posed by members of the 
audience or the Board.  Comments received may be incorporated in to changes to our SWPPP as the 
District sees fit.  No written or verbal comments have been received to date.  No Board action is 
required at this time. 
 
This would also be an appropriate time to ask any questions you may have about our 2009 MS4 Annual 
Report (draft attached).  This report is due to MPCA on June 30, 2010. 
 
 
 
Attachment:    DRAFT 2009 MS4 Annual Report 
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Minnesota Pollution Control Agency 
NPDES/SDS Small MS4 Report Form 

The purpose of this report is to contribute information to an evaluation of the NPDES small municipal separate storm sewer 
system (MS4) permit program. Consistent with 40 CFR §122.37 the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency is assessing the 
status of the program nation-wide. A “no” answer to a question does not necessarily mean noncompliance with your permit or 
with the federal regulations. In order to establish the range of variability in the program it is necessary to ask questions along a 
fairly broad performance continuum. Your permitting authority may use some of this information as one component of a 
compliance evaluation. 

1. MS4 Information 
 

Name of MS4 

   
Name of Contact Person (First) (Last) (Title) 

  
Telephone (including area code) Email 

 
Mailing Address  

   
City State ZIP code 

What size population does your MS4 serve?   

What is the reporting period for this report? (mm/dd/yyyy) From  to  

2. Water Quality Priorities 
A. Does your MS4 discharge to waters listed as impaired on a state 303(d) list?  Yes   No 

B. If yes, identify each impaired water, the impairment, whether a TMDL has been approved by EPA for each, and whether 
the TMDL assigns a wasteload allocation to your MS4. Use a new line for each impairment, and attach additional pages as 
necessary. 

Impaired Water Impairment Approved TMDL TMDL assigns WLA to MS4
   Yes  No  Yes  No 

   Yes  No  Yes  No 

   Yes  No  Yes  No 

   Yes  No  Yes  No 

   Yes  No  Yes  No 

   Yes  No  Yes  No 

   Yes  No  Yes  No 

   Yes  No  Yes  No 
 

C. What specific sources contributing to the impairment(s) are you targeting in your stormwater program? 

 
D. Do you discharge to any high-quality waters (e.g., Tier 2, Tier 3, outstanding natural resource 

waters, or other state or federal designation)?  Yes  No 

E. Are you implementing additional specific provisions to ensure their continued integrity?  Yes  No 

Rice Creek Watershed District

Kyle Axtell Water Resource Specialist

(763) 398-3072 kaxtell@ricecreek.org

4325 Pheasant Ridge Drive NE #611

Blaine MN 55449

170000

01/01/2009 12/31/2009

✔

Hardwood Creek Low DO, Biota ✔ ✔

Clearwater Creek Biota ✔

Ramsey-Washignton JD 1 Low DO ✔

Bald Eagle Lake Phosphorus ✔

Golden Lake Phosphorus ✔ ✔

Peltier Lake Phosphorus ✔

Centerville Lake Phosphorus ✔

See #10, Attachment 2B for more listings...

Construction & post-construction stormwater runoff from development and re-development.

✔

✔
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Small MS4 Annual Report Form (cont)  2 

3. Public Education and Public Participation 
A. Is your public education program targeting specific pollutants and sources of those pollutants?  Yes  No 
B. If yes, what are the specific sources and/or pollutants addressed by your public education program? 

 
C.  Note specific successful outcome(s) (e.g., quantified reduction in fertilizer use; NOT tasks, events, publications) fully 

or partially attributable to your public education program during this reporting period. 

 
D. Do you have an advisory committee or other body comprised of the public and other 

stakeholders that provides regular input on your stormwater program?  Yes  No 

4. Construction 
A. Do you have an ordinance or other regulatory mechanism stipulating:  
 Erosion and sediment control requirements?  Yes  No 
 Other construction waste control requirements?  Yes  No 
 Requirement to submit construction plans for review?  Yes  No 
 MS4 enforcement authority?  Yes  No 
B. Do you have written procedures for: 
 Reviewing construction plans?  Yes  No 
 Performing inspections?  Yes  No 
 Responding to violations?  Yes  No 
C. Identify the number of active construction sites > 1 acre in operation in your jurisdiction at any time during the 

reporting period.  

D. How many of the sites identified in 4.C did you inspect during this reporting period?  

E. Describe, on average, the frequency with which your program conducts construction site inspections. 

  

F. Do you prioritize certain construction sites for more frequent inspections?  Yes  No 

 If Yes, based on what criteria?  

G. Identify which of the following types of enforcement actions you used during the reporting period for construction 
activities, indicate the number of actions, or note those for which you do not have authority: 

 Yes Notice of violation #  No Authority  

 Yes Administrative fines #  No Authority  

 Yes Stop Work Orders #  No Authority  

 Yes Civil penalties #  No Authority  

 Yes Criminal actions #  No Authority  

 Yes Administrative orders #  No Authority  

 Yes Other #   

H. Do you use an electronic tool (e.g., GIS, data base, spreadsheet) to track the locations, 
inspection results, and enforcement actions of active construction sites in your jurisdiction? 

 Yes  No 

I. What are the 3 most common types of violations documented during this reporting period? 

 

J. How often do municipal employees receive training on the construction program?   

✔

Nutrients, sediment, oils/greases, etc. from residential properties & stormwater runoff.

Approved cost-share funding: 15 shoreline restorations (1370 lin.ft.), 9 raingardens (6630 cu.ft.)

✔

✔

✔

✔

✔

✔

✔

✔

125

125

Monthly and after significant rainfalls.

✔

Slope, size, proximity to resource, visibility, experience with contractor.

✔ 320
0 ✔

✔ 1

✔ 0

✔ 0

✔ 1

✔

Lack of: soil stabilization, perimeter sediment control, removal of temporary erosion controls.

Annually
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Small MS4 Annual Report Form (cont)  3 

5. Illicit Discharge Elimination 
A. Have you completed a map of all outfalls and receiving waters of your storm sewer system?  Yes  No 
B. Have you completed a map of all storm drain pipes and other conveyances in the storm sewer 

system?  Yes  No 

C. Identify the number of outfalls in your storm sewer system.  

D. Do you have documented procedures, including frequency, for screening outfalls?   Yes  No 
E. Of the outfalls identified in 5.C, how many were screened for dry weather discharges during this reporting period?  

 

F. Of the outfalls identified in 5.C, how many have been screened for dry weather discharges at any time since you obtained 
MS4 permit coverage?  

G. What is your frequency for screening outfalls for illicit discharges?  Describe any variation based on size/type. 
 

H. Do you have an ordinance or other regulatory mechanism that effectively prohibits illicit 
discharges?  Yes  No 

I. Do you have an ordinance or other regulatory mechanism that provides authority for you to 
take enforcement action and/or recover costs for addressing illicit discharges?  Yes  No 

J. During this reporting period, how many illicit discharges/illegal connections have you discovered?  

K. Of those illicit discharges/illegal connections that have been discovered or reported, how many have been eliminated? 
 

L. How often do municipal employees receive training on the illicit discharge program?  

6. Stormwater Management for Municipal Operations 
A. Have stormwater pollution prevention plans (or an equivalent plan) been developed for: 

All public parks, ball fields, other recreational facilities and other open spaces  Yes  No 
All municipal construction activities, including those disturbing less than 1 acre  Yes  No 
All municipal turf grass/landscape management activities  Yes  No 
All municipal vehicle fueling, operation and maintenance activities  Yes  No 
All municipal maintenance yards  Yes  No 
All municipal waste handling and disposal areas  Yes  No 

Other  
B. Are stormwater inspections conducted at these facilities?  Yes  No 

C. If Yes, at what frequency are inspections conducted?  

D. List activities for which operating procedures or management practices specific to stormwater management have been 
developed (e.g., road repairs, catch basin cleaning). 

 
E. Do you prioritize certain municipal activities and/or facilities for more frequent inspection?  Yes  No 

F. If Yes, which activities and/or facilities receive most frequent inspections?   

G. Do all municipal employees and contractors overseeing planning and implementation of 
stormwater-related activities receive comprehensive training on stormwater management?  Yes  No 

H. If yes, do you also provide regular updates and refreshers?  Yes  No 

I. If so, how frequently and/or under what circumstances?   

✔

✔

17

✔

0

0

In conjunction with regular ditch management operations and inspections.

✔

✔

0

0

As Needed

✔

✔

✔

✔

✔

✔

RCWD does not own or operate these types of facilities.

✔

RCWD does not perform these types of municipal operations.

✔

✔

✔

14



Small MS4 Annual Report Form (cont)  4 

7. Long-term (Post-Construction) Stormwater Measures 
A. Do you have an ordinance or other regulatory mechanism to require: 

Site plan reviews for stormwater/water quality of all new and re-development projects?  Yes  No 
Long-term operation and maintenance of stormwater management controls?  Yes  No 
Retrofitting to incorporate long-term stormwater management controls?  Yes  No 

B. If you have retrofit requirements, what are the circumstances/criteria? 

  
C. What are your criteria for determining which new/re-development stormwater plans you will review (e.g., all projects, 

projects disturbing greater than one acre, etc.)  

D. Do you require water quality or quantity design standards or performance standards, either 
directly or by reference to a state or other standard, be met for new development and 
re-development? 

 Yes  No 

E. Do these performance or design standards require that pre-development hydrology be met for: 
Flow volumes  Yes  No 
Peak discharge rates  Yes  No 
Discharge frequency  Yes  No 
Flow duration  Yes  No 

F. Please provide the URL/reference where all post-construction stormwater management standards can be found, or e-mail 
to MS4PermitProgram.PCA@state.mn.us an electronic copy of the ordinance or other regulatory mechanism as specified 
in Part V.G.5 of the permit. 

 
G. How many development and redevelopment project plans were reviewed during the reporting period to assess impacts to 

water quality and receiving stream protection?  

H. How many of the plans identified in 7.G were approved?  

I. How many privately owned permanent stormwater management practices/facilities were inspected during the reporting 
period?  

J. How many of the practices/facilities identified in I were found to have inadequate maintenance?  

K. How long do you give operators to remedy any operation and maintenance deficiencies identified during inspections? 
 

L.   Do you have authority to take enforcement action for failure to properly operate and maintain 
stormwater practices/facilities?  Yes  No

M.  How many formal enforcement actions (i.e., more than a verbal or written warning) were taken for failure to adequately 
operate and/or maintain stormwater management practices?  

N. Do you use an electronic tool (e.g., GIS, database, spreadsheet) to track post-construction 
BMPs, inspections and maintenance?  Yes  No 

O. Do all municipal departments and/or staff (as relevant) have access to this tracking system?  Yes  No 

P. How often do municipal employees receive training on the post-construction program?  

8. Program Resources 
A. What was the annual expenditure to implement MS4 permit requirements this reporting period?  

B. What is next year’s budget for implementing the requirements of your MS4 NPDES permit?  

✔

✔

✔

We offer cost-share incentives to encourage stormwater retrofits by municipalities and others.

As published in RCWD Rule C, see #10, Attach. 7C.

✔

✔

✔

✔

✔

http://www.ricecreek.org/rules

106

99

35

28

21 Days

✔

0

✔

✔

Annually

$597,997

$520,150
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Small MS4 Annual Report Form (cont)  5 

C. This year what is/are your source(s) of funding for the stormwater program, and annual revenue (amount or percentage) 
derived from each? 

 Source:  Amount $  OR %  

 Source:  Amount $  OR %  

 Source:  Amount $  OR %  
D. How many FTEs does your municipality devote to the stormwater program (specifically for implementing the stormwater 

program; not municipal employees with other primary responsibilities)?  
E. Do you share program implementation responsibilities with any other entities?  Yes  No 

Entity Activity/Task/Responsibility Your Oversight/Accountability Mechanism 
    
    
    

9. Evaluating/Measuring Progress 
A. What indicators do you use to evaluate the overall effectiveness of your stormwater management program, how long have 

you been tracking them, and at what frequency? These are not measurable goals for individual management practices or 
tasks, but large-scale or long-term metrics for the overall program, such as macroinvertebrate community indices, 
measures of effective impervious cover in the watershed, indicators of in-stream hydrologic stability, etc. 

Indicator  
Began Tracking 

(year) Frequency 
Number of 
Locations 

     
     
     
     
     
     
     
     

B. What environmental quality trends have you documented over the duration of your stormwater program? Reports or 
summaries can be attached electronically, or provide the URL to where they may be found on the Web. 

 
 

Property tax levy 472,000

Permit fees 48,150

2

✔

EMWREP Education & Outreach Contractual Agreement

Stream/Ditch Eutrophication Parameters 1998 Biweekly 15
Lake Eutrophication Parameters 1975 Biweekly 20
Macroinvertebrate Communities (SHEP) 2006 Annually 6
Stream/Ditch Flow Monitoring 1998 Continuous when not frozen 15

Please see the following recent reports on water quality trends in the lakes and streams of the RCWD:

2008 State of the Lakes Report
2009 State of the Streams Report (in process - will be available by July 2010)
2009 Stream Health Evaluation Program (SHEP) Report

Each of these reports can be viewed or downloaded in PDF format. Please visit:

http://www.ricecreek.org/reports

16



Small MS4 Annual Report Form (cont)  6 

10. Additional Information 
In the space below, please include any additional information on the performance of your MS4 program. If providing 
clarification to any of the questions on this form, please provide the question number (e.g., 2C) in your response. 

Certification Statement and Signature 
I certify that all information provided in this report is, to the best of my knowledge and belief, true, 
accurate and complete.  Yes 

Federal regulations require this application to be signed as follows: For a municipal, State, Federal, or other public facility: by either a principal 
executive or ranking elected official. 

  
Name of Certifying Official, Title Date (mm/dd/yyyy) 

Attachment 2B - Additional Impaired Waters
Impaired Water Impairment Approved TMDL TMDL assigns WLA to MS4
George Watch Lake Phosphorus NO ?
Marshan Lake Phosphorus NO ?
Reshanau Lake Phosphorus NO ?
Rice Lake Phosphorus NO ?
Baldwin Lake Phosphorus NO ?
Howard Lake Phosphorus NO ?
Long Lake Phosphorus NO ?
Pike Lake Phosphorus NO ?
Jones Lake Biota NO ?
Little Lake Johanna Phosphorus NO ?
Middle Rice Creek Biota NO ?
Lower Rice Creek Biota NO ?

Attachment 5E/5F - The RCWD does not conduct dry weather discharge inspections. Our drainage system consists
of ditches originally constructed for agricultural purposes. They always flow, even in periods of dry weather.

Attachment 7C - Rule C Regulation (excerpt from rule)
2. REGULATION. A permit incorporating an approved stormwater management plan is required under this rule for
new development, redevelopment, or additions to an existing site, consistent with the following:
(a) A permit is required for industrial, commercial, institutional or multi-unit residential development or

redevelopment only for a site at least one acre in size.
(b) A permit is required for single-family residential development or redevelopment only for a site at least five

acres in size.
(c) Notwithstanding paragraph (b), a permit is not required for construction of a single-family detached dwelling on

an unplatted lot.
(d) The site size thresholds of paragraphs (a) and (b) and the exception of paragraph (c) do not apply if the site is:
(1) Within the 100-year floodplain;
(2) Within 1,000 feet of a public water or protected wetland; or
(3) Within 300 feet of Rice Creek, Clearwater Creek, Hardwood Creek or a public ditch.

(e) If redevelopment will (i) disturb fifty percent or more of existing impervious surface or (ii) increase impervious
surface by fifty percent or more, the requirement of paragraph 5(b) will account for all impervious surface on the site.
For the purpose of this paragraph, the extent of disturbance is the area of exposure of underlying soils. This
paragraph does not apply to public linear projects subject to paragraph 5(f).
(f) A permit is not required for construction on an individual lot within a residential subdivision if it conforms to a

development plan approved by the District.
(g) A permit is required for public linear projects except for mill and overlay of a public roadway, sidewalk or trail

that does not create additional impervious surface.

Attachment 9A - Indicator tracking start years are approximate. Level of effort, number of sites fluctuates each year.

✔

Doug Thomas, Administrator

Submit
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PERMIT APPLICATIONS REQUIRING BOARD ACTION 
The following applications have been reviewed by the District Engineer and Staff and will be acted upon 
without discussion in accordance with the Engineer’s Recommendation unless a Manager or the Applicant or 
another interested person requests opportunity for discussion: 
Consent Agenda 
No. Applicant Location Plan Type Recommendation 
10-036 Tanek, Inc. Roseville Final Site Drainage Plan CAPROC 6 items 

10-038 I.S.D. #831 Forest Lake Land Development CAPROC 4 items 

10-039 City of New Brighton New Brighton Street & Utility Construction CAPROC 4 items 

It was moved by Manager _____________ and seconded by Manager _____________, to give Conditional Approval 
Pending Receipt Of Changes (CAPROC) to the permit applications as noted in the above Table of Contents in accordance 
with the District Engineer’s Findings and Recommendations, as contained in the Engineer’s Reports dated June 16, 2010. 

  

18



6/18/2010   CAPROC = Conditional Approval Pending Receipt of Changes 
 

RICE CREEK WATERSHED DISTRICT 
CONSENT AGENDA 

 
June 23, 2010 

 
  

It was moved by __________________________________ and seconded by 
 
______________________________ to approve, conditionally approve pending receipt  
 
of changes, or deny, the Permit Applications noted in the following Table of Contents in  
 
accordance with the District Engineer’s Findings and Recommendations, as contained in  
 
the Engineer’s Findings and Recommendations, as contained in the Engineer’s Report  
 
dated June 16, 2010. 
 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 
 

Permit 
Application No. Applicant Page Recommendation 
 
Permit Location Map  20 
 
10-036 Tanek, Inc. 21 CAPROC 

10-038 I.S.D. # 831 25 CAPROC 

10-039 City of New Brighton 29 CAPROC   

19
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ITEMS REQUIRING BOARD ACTION 
1. Consider Northwestern College Water Quality 

Cost-share Program Application 
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MEMORANDUM 
Rice Creek Watershed District 

  
Page 1 

 

   

 
Date:    June 16, 2010 
To:  RCWD Board of Managers 
From:  Kyle Axtell, Water Resource Specialist 
Subject:  Water Quality BMP Cost‐Share Applications 
 

 
1. R10‐07 Northwestern College 

 Location:  South shore of Lake Johanna, Arden Hills 

 Project Type:  Lakeshore Restoration, Lake Johanna 

 Total Eligible Project Cost:  $121,633.33 (St.Croix Valley Bid, RCD‐approved) 

 RCWD Cost‐Share Request:  $30,408.33 (25%) 
 
BACKGROUND 
Over the last 12‐15 months, The Ramsey Conservation District (RCD) and the RCWD have been working 
with Northwestern College to develop a restoration plan for their campus’ shoreline on the south end of 
Lake Johanna.  Lake Johanna is approximately 212 acres in size and has roughly 17,500 linear feet of 
shoreline, including its two islands.  It is a highly valued water resource for its recreational and aesthetic 
opportunities and currently exhibits good water quality.  It is impaired only for aquatic consumption (Hg 
& PFOS) and not for nutrients such as phosphorus or other biotic indicators.  Lake Johanna is a priority 
waterbody for the RCWD and is designated as a Tier 1 lake in the draft 2009 Watershed Management 
Plan. 
 
Northwestern College’s campus is situated on the south‐central shore of Lake Johanna and encompasses 
the vast majority of a large peninsula and all of an adjacent island.  In total, the campus is responsible 
for nearly 3,400 linear feet of the lake’s shoreline (roughly 19%), making this property an extremely vital 
and visible landmark capable of setting a prime example for area waterfront property owners, visitors to 
the lake and students at the college.  RCWD Staff feels that this project is extremely important and will 
provide many different benefits such as erosion control, nutrient reduction, educational outreach 
opportunities, and wildlife habitat improvement. 
 
The ultimate goal of the College is to complete stabilization and restoration activities for the entire 
shoreline.  Due to the massive size of such an undertaking, the project is being broken up into distinct 
phases for implementation, as funding allows.  The project being proposed at this time encompasses 
Phase 1 and includes restoration of the campus’ entire eastern shoreline, approximately 1,360 linear 
feet in all.  The eroded undercut shoreline ranges from 2‐5 feet in height throughout the project area, 
and a stabilization product called Envirolok will be utilized to provide a permanent erosion control 
practice while still providing for the installation of native vegetation (see attached brochure).  A severely 
eroding local storm sewer outlet channel will also be rehabilitated and stabilized. 
 
This project has gone through a competitive bid process.  Five bids were received and reviewed on June 
14, 2010.  There were two low bids that warranted consideration, and based primarily on merit, the 
lowest bid was ultimately chosen.  St. Croix Valley Landscaping was the chosen contractor and has been 
notified, pending approval of cost‐share funding by the RCWD and RCD Boards.  The total approved bid 
cost is $121,633.33.  The RCD is considering approval of a 50% cost‐share through a BWSR grant 
($60,816.67) at a special meeting to be held on June 29, 2010.  The proposed RCWD cost‐share 
contribution is up to $30,408.33, not to exceed 25% of eligible project expenses. 
 
 

34



MEMORANDUM 
Rice Creek Watershed District 

  
Page 2 

 

   

 
Here are some key items I would like to offer for consideration when weighing the merits of this project 
against its perceived high cost: 
 

1. The average cost per linear foot of shoreline restored for this project is $89, which is not 
extravagant, especially considering the increased cost of the Envirolok system.  Typical smaller 
residential shoreline restorations funded by the RCWD have ranged from $50 to $120 per linear 
foot depending on the complexity of the project. 

2. In 2009, the RCWD approved $40,490.33 in cost‐share funding for a total of 1,370 linear feet of 
shoreline restorations, District‐wide.  This project alone, at lower cost, would equal last‐year’s 
entire accomplishment for this BMP. 

3. Property ownership will never be in question, and the college is committed to maintaining the 
practices indefinitely. 

4. The BWSR grant requires a 15 year operations & maintenance agreement – RCWD requires a 10 
year O&M for this project. 

5. Fully funding this project at the proposed level ($30,408.33) will still leave over $27,000 in 
available project funding for use in Ramsey County. 

 
This proposal has not been formally considered by the RCWD Advisory Committee, due to timing 
considerations and a lack of a July AC meeting.  If approved, the college wishes to complete most of the 
construction during summer break, when fewer students and visitors are on campus.  Also, given the 
size and scope of this project, waiting until August for approval is not considered feasible for a successful 
installation in 2010.  The project was presented to the AC in concept at the April 7, 2010 meeting and an 
update was provided at the May 5, 2010 meeting.  The AC discussed the project, aware that it would not 
see the final bids, and indicated approval for RCWD staff to bring this project directly the Board for 
consideration. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
RCWD Staff recommends that the RCWD Board of Managers approve Water Quality BMP Cost‐Share 
funds for the Northwestern College lakeshore restoration project. 
 
Proposed motion: 
 

Manager           moves to approve RCWD Water Quality BMP Cost‐Share Contract 
R10‐07 for the Northwestern College lakeshore restoration project, up to $30,408.33, not to 
exceed 25% of eligible project expenses. 
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Ramsey Conservation District 

1425 Paul Kirkwold Dr. 
Arden Hills, MN 55112 

Telephone 651 / 266-7270 
Fax 651 / 266-7276 

www.ramseyconservation.org 

June 15, 2010 

Project:   
Northwestern College 
Matt Brown 
3003 Snelling Ave N 
Roseville, MN 55113 

Project Overview: 
We are proposing a 1,360lf (13,600sf) shoreline restoration/stabilization on Lake Johanna which is a RCWD 
Tier II Lake.  The shoreline will be stabilized by a combination of practices including Envirolok, erosion 
control products, and native vegetation.  The college is committed to the long term maintenance of the project 
and will have, at minimum, yearly inspections by the RCD to ensure the project is establishing as intended.    

There will be a riparian buffer installed at varying widths that will reduce the pollutants carried down the steep 
slope by overland flow.  Native plants will be used throughout this portion.  Buckthorn and other invasive 
species will be removed to create the most diverse and stable practice.

Funding Request: 
Total: $121,633.33 
Cost Share Request: $30,408.33 (25% Project Cost) 
RCWD Contract#: R10-07 

Recommendation: 
Based on the potential water quality improvement from this project to Lake Johanna and the education 
component, it is the RCD staff recommendation to encumber $30,408.33, or 25% of total eligible costs, 
whichever is less. 

The college is excited to partner with RCWD and the RCD to stabilize the shoreline.

Sincerely,

Ryan Johnson 
Urban BMP Specialist 
Ramsey Conservation District 

RCWD_CS-Recommendation 
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Phase 1
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2010�C�S�screening�form.doc� � 01/13/2010�

�
�

�
Projects�are�screened�for�potential�grant�eligibility�based�on�the�following�criteria.��(0�=�low,�10�=�high)�

1. Is�the�project�riparian�to�a�lake,�stream,�ditch,�or�protected�waters�wetland�(PWW)?�

Yes�____�(5�points)�������No�____�(0�points)�

2. Is�the�project�tributary�to�a�PCA�listed�impaired�water�(not�mercury)�or�a�RCWD�Tier�I�or�Tier�II�lake?�

Yes�–�Direct�Connection�____�(7�points)�����Yes�–�Within�Subwatershed�____�(3�points)�����No�____�(0�points)�

3. Water�Quality�Improvement:��Improves�and�protects�water�quality�through�implementation�of�Best��
Management�Practices�(BMPs).�

0� 1� 2� 3� 4� 5� 6� 7� 8� 9� 10�

Comments:�� � � � � � � � � � � � �

4. �Surface�Water�Rate�and�Volume�Control:��Implements�controls�to�reduce�and/or�minimize�the�rate�and��
volume�of�water�that�drains�off�of�the�property.�

0� 1� 2� 3� 4� 5� 6� 7� 8� 9� 10�

Comments:�� � � � � � � � � � � � �

5. Erosion�and�Sediment�Control:��Implements�controls�that�minimize�erosion�and/or�sedimentation�to��
downstream�waters.�

0� 1� 2� 3� 4� 5� 6� 7� 8� 9� 10�

Comments:�� � � � � � � � � � � � �

6. Wildlife�Habitat�Improvement:��Creates�or�improves�wildlife�habitat�through�native�plantings�or�other��
restoration�efforts.�

� 0� 1� 2� 3� 4� 5� 6� 7� 8� 9� 10�

Comments:�� � � � � � � � � � � � �

7. Public�Outreach:��Willingness�of�applicant�to�allow�signage,�tours�and�site�visits.�Publically�visible�site.�Diversity��
of�practices.��

0� 1� 2� 3� 4� 5� 6� 7� 8� 9� 10�

Comments:�� � � � � � � � � � � � �

� � �

Total�Score:�� � �

Minimum�Eligibility�=�31�

Project/Landowner:�

County:� BMP�Type(s):

Application�Date:� BMP�Effective�Life:

Violation�or�Permit�Requirement:� Reviewer:

Water�Quality�BMP�Cost�Share�Program�
Project�Screening�Form�

Northwestern College (c/o Matt Brown) 3003 Snelling Ave N

Ramsey Shoreline

15-Jun-10 10

no Ryan Johnson
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ITEMS REQUIRING BOARD ACTION 
2. Consider Proposed Anoka County Ditch 

15/Anoka-Washington Judicial Ditch 4 Cost 
Allocation and Financing mechanism  
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MEMORANDUM 
Rice Creek Watershed District 

 

To:  Board of Managers      Date: June 16, 2010 

From:  Doug Thomas  

Subject: ACD15/JD4 Repair Report – Proposed Project Cost Allocation and 

Financing/Charge  

 

Background / Discussion  
 
On October 14, 2009 the Board adopted by resolution the ACD15/JD4 repair report (dated 
1/15/2009) and an addendum to the repair report (dated 9/2009).  In summary the order stated: 
 

A. The Board of Managers accepts the supplemented engineer’s report for the repair of AWJD 4/ 
ACD 15 and concurs with the engineer’s recommended repair Alternative 9. 

B. The Board of Managers further directs its staff to negotiate the details of a conveyance of the 
Houle WMA and portions of the Lamprey Pass WMA from the DNR to be presented to and 
approved by the Board prior to ordering the recommended repairs. 

C. Upon successful negotiation of an agreement for the purchase of DNR lands the Board of 
Managers directs its administrator to notice acceptance of the repair report and to open a 30-day 
period for review and comment. 

D. The Board of Managers further directs its staff to prepare an analysis of cost allocation and 
charges based upon implementation of recommended repair Alternative 9. 

E. Upon closure of the review and comment period, completion of the cost allocation and charge 
analysis and successful negotiation of the above conveyances, the Board shall set a date and 
location for final hearing on the repair report. 

 
At this point in time we are at item D. which is the adopting a cost allocation and system of 
charges/financing for the project.  The Board has had numerous discussions regarding the range of 
possible financing mechanisms since December of 2009.  The most recent discussion took place on June 
7, 2010 at the Board Workshop.  Based on the discussion and comments made at the workshop the 
District Engineer has prepared a final Project Charge Memo (attached) for the Board’s consideration. 
 
One item that is pointed out in the memo is that the proposed system of charges includes city, county, and 
state owned properties located in the contributing drainage area.  This is something that the Board will 
need to discuss and decide on whether to include or exclude these publically owned parcels from the 
charge system.  Greater detail and options regarding this issue are found in the attached Project Charge 
Memo. 
 
Also included with this memo is a draft resolution for the Board’s consideration if it decides to adopt and 
move forward with the proposed cost allocation and financing mechanism. 
 
Attachments: Project Charge Memo 
  Draft Resolution   
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RESOLUTION NO. 2010-17 

RICE CREEK WATERSHED DISTRICT 
BOARD OF MANAGERS 

ACCEPTING THE PRLIMINARY CHARGE ANALYSIS FOR THE REPAIR OF 
ANOKA-WASHINGTON JUDICIAL DITCH 4/ANOKA COUNTY DITCH 15, 

ADOPTIONG A COST ALLOCATION AND DIRECTING FURTHER REPAIR 
PROCEEDINGS 

 
 
Manager ______________ offered the following Resolution and moved its adoption, seconded 
by Manager ______________: 

WHEREAS on March 8, 2006, the Rice Creek Watershed District Board of Managers (“Board”) 
adopted Resolution 2006-04 accepting a petition to examine the repair of Anoka-Washington 
Judicial Ditch (AWJD) 4/Anoka County Ditch (ACD) 15 and directing the District Engineer to 
prepare a repair report for filing with the Board; 

WHEREAS on October 28, 2009, the Board adopted Resolution 2009-31 accepting a 
supplemented engineer’s report for the repair of AWJD 4 and ACD 15, concurred in the 
engineer’s recommended repair Alternative 9, and directed other actions, including that its staff 
prepare an analysis of cost allocation and charges based upon implementation of recommended 
repair Alternative 9; 

WHEREAS the engineer’s recommended repair Alternative 9 involves the restoration and 
creation of various public and private beneficial functions, as well as a process to accommodate 
future development demands in a manner consistent with the District’s Watershed Management 
Plan and a Resource Management Plan and rule developed for the sub-watershed of AWJD 4 and 
ACD 15.  These functions include 1) restoration of the core, agricultural drainage function of the 
systems; 2) restoration, protection and improvement of ecological and environmental functions 
within the systems; and 3) future modification of the systems to serve municipal stormwater 
management needs;  

WHEREAS over the past several months the District’s staff and consultants have worked with the 
Board to develop preliminary opinions of probable construction cost for each functional 
component of the repair alternative.  The preliminary opinion of probable construct cost for 
alternative 9 is contained in the June 16, 2010, preliminary charge analysis memorandum from 
the engineer.  The memorandum is incorporated into these findings by reference and is attached 
as Enclosure 1 to this resolution. 

WHEREAS also contained in the preliminary charge analysis memorandum is a recommended 
allocation of costs between water management charges and ad valorem taxes.  This recommended 
allocation has been developed in consultation with the Board and takes into consideration past 
legal authorizations and policies of the District related to drainage system maintenance; current 
policies as articulated in the District’s Watershed Management Plan; district-wide benefits of the 
ecological and floodplain management components of the repair alternative; and direct, localized 
benefit of restoring core drainage function and accommodating future stormwater demands; 

WHEREAS the Board finds, with the concurrence of the Cities of Columbus and Forest Lake 
given on June 24 and September 28, 2009, respectively, that the repair of AWJD 4 and ACD 15 
should proceed pursuant to the District’s authority under statutes section 103B.231, and 
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additional alternative authorities as provided in statutes section 103D.621, subd. 4, in order to 
provide consistent management of the drainage systems, comprehensive wetland management, 
and appropriate administration of resource management; 

Therefore, the RCWD Board of Managers makes the following: 
ORDER 

 
A. The Board of Managers accepts the preliminary charge analysis contained in the 

engineer’s memorandum and further adopts the allocations of cost for the recommended 
repair Alternative 9. 

 
B. The Board of Managers further directs that the proceedings for the repair of AWJD 4 and 

ACD 15 continue under the authority of statutes section 103B.231 and additional 
alternative authorities as provided in statutes section 103D.621, subd. 4. 
 

C. The allocations of cost adopted herein shall apply to the construction of all components 
of the recommended repair alternative for AWJD 4 and ACD 15. 
 

D. The Board of Managers directs and sets the following dates, times and location for 
continued proceedings for the drainage system repairs: 

a. Public Informational Meeting:  ___________________________ 
b. Final Hearing:  ___________________________ 

 
The question was on the adoption of the Resolution and there were __ yeas and __ nays as 
follows: 
 Yea Nay Absent Abstain 

WALLER     

HAAKE     

OGATA     

MASTELL     

PREINER     

 
 
Upon vote, the Chair declared the Resolution _______________. 

 
______________________________________   Dated: June 23, 2010 
Harley Ogata, Secretary  

 
*   *   *   *   *   *   *   *   *   *   * 

 
 I, Harley Ogata, Secretary of the Rice Creek Watershed District, do hereby certify that I 
have compared the above resolution with the original thereof as the same appears of record and 
on file with the District and find the same to be a true and correct transcript thereof. 
 
 IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I hereunto set my hand this 23rd day of June, 2010. 
 
       ______________________________  
       Harley Ogata, Secretary 
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ITEMS REQUIRING BOARD ACTION 
3. Consider Anoka County Ditch 15/Anoka-

Washington Judicial Ditch 4 Repair Report – set 
dates, location and times for landowner 
information meeting and public hearing. 
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MEMORANDUM 
Rice Creek Watershed District 

 

To:  Board of Managers      Date: June 16, 2010 

From:  Doug Thomas  

Subject: ACD15/JD4 Repair Report – Setting dates for landowner informational meeting 

and public hearing 

 

Background / Discussion  
 
On October 14, 2009 the Board adopted by resolution the ACD15/JD4 repair report (dated 
1/15/2009) and an addendum to the repair report (dated 9/2009).  In summary the order stated: 
 

A. The Board of Managers accepts the supplemented engineer’s report for the repair of AWJD 4/ 
ACD 15 and concurs with the engineer’s recommended repair Alternative 9. 

B. The Board of Managers further directs its staff to negotiate the details of a conveyance of the 
Houle WMA and portions of the Lamprey Pass WMA from the DNR to be presented to and 
approved by the Board prior to ordering the recommended repairs. 

C. Upon successful negotiation of an agreement for the purchase of DNR lands the Board of 
Managers directs its administrator to notice acceptance of the repair report and to open a 30-day 
period for review and comment. 

D. The Board of Managers further directs its staff to prepare an analysis of cost allocation and 
charges based upon implementation of recommended repair Alternative 9. 

E. Upon closure of the review and comment period, completion of the cost allocation and charge 
analysis and successful negotiation of the above conveyances, the Board shall set a date and 
location for final hearing on the repair report. 

 
At this point in time we are at item E. which is to set dates, times and locations for the final landowner 
information meeting and public hearing. 
 
Proposed dates for the landowner informational meeting are: 
Monday, July 26th at 6:00 pm at Forest Lake City Hall 
Wednesday, July 28th at 6:00 pm at Forest Lake City Hall 
 
Proposed dates for the public hearing are: 
Monday, August 9th at 6:00pm at Forest Lake City Hall 
Monday, August 16th at 6:00 pm at Forest Lake City Hall 
 
Staff is looking to the Board of Managers to select dates from the list above and incorporate them into the 
attached resolution. 
 
Attachments: Draft Resolution   
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ITEMS REQUIRING BOARD ACTION 
4. Consider Check Register dated 6/23/2010, in the 

amount of $239,524.90 prepared by HLB Tautges 
Redpath. 
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Rice Creek Watershed District
Check Register
June 10, 2010 - June 23, 2010
To Be Approved at June 23, 2010 Board Meeting

Check # Date Payee Description Amount

16855 06/09/10 Postmaster Postage $251.36
16856 06/23/10 ABC Newspapers Publications 38.00
16857 06/23/10 Assurant Employee Benefits Employee Benefits 481.38
16858 06/23/10 Kyle Axtell Employee Reimbursement 107.00
16859 06/23/10 David Bauer Employee Reimbursement 29.32
16860 06/23/10 B.V.F., Inc. Contracted Services 6,515.00
16861 06/23/10 City of Shoreview Public Information & Education 100.00
16862 06/23/10 Dawn V. Pape Employee Reimbursement 282.00
16863 06/23/10 Jan DeLue Construction-BMP Costshare 896.32
16864 06/23/10 Doherty Staffing Solutions Professional Services 1,098.37
16865 06/23/10 Dynamex Postage 132.62
16866 06/23/10 ECM Publishers, Inc. Legal Notices 67.38
16867 06/23/10 Eichi, Inc. Permit Refund 2,000.00
16868 06/23/10 Emmons & Olivier Resources May, 2010 Engineering 1,142.50
16869 06/23/10 Forestry Suppliers, Inc. Supplies-Field 77.44
16870 06/23/10 Friends of the Mississippi Contracted Services 7,000.00
16871 06/23/10 HealthPartners Employee Benefits 5,947.98
16872 06/23/10 HLB Tautges Redpath, Ltd May, 2010 Accounting 2,364.13
16873 06/23/10 Holiday Credit Vehicle Expense 560.29
16874 06/23/10 Home Depot Supplies-Field 75.49
16875 06/23/10 Houston Engineering, Inc. May, 2010 Engineering 113,678.36
16876 06/23/10 Integra Telecom, Inc. Telecommunications 99.96
16877 06/23/10 Integra Telecom, Inc. Telecommunications 465.36
16878 06/23/10 Larry Johnson Professional Services 575.00
16879 06/23/10 Matthew J. Kocian Employee Reimbursement 119.05
16880 06/23/10 Living Water Tree Services Contracted Services 160.69
16881 06/23/10 Rebecca Lofgren Professional Services 51.00
16882 06/23/10 Rick Mastell Manager Per Diem/Expense 231.49
16883 06/23/10 MASWCD Manager Expense/Training & Education 70.00
16884 06/23/10 MEPT Blaine, LLC July, 2010 Rent 7,758.07
16885 06/23/10 Minnesota Department of Health Repairs & Maintenance 100.00
16886 06/23/10 Elizabeth Muller Employee Reimbursement 66.50
16887 06/23/10 Office Depot Office Supplies 497.91
16888 06/23/10 Office Equipment Finance Services Equipment Lease 413.96
16889 06/23/10 PostNet-Blaine Village Printing 10.99
16890 06/23/10 Premium Waters, Inc. Office Supplies 39.15
16891 06/23/10 Press Publications Legal Notices 21.60
16892 06/23/10 Patricia Preiner Manager Per Diem/Expense 367.05
16893 06/23/10 Print Central Printing 667.87
16894 06/23/10 Kristi Achor Purseu Professional Services 548.64
16895 06/23/10 Rinke Noonan Legal Fees 3,646.50
16896 06/23/10 Scandia Trucking & Excavating Rondeau-Final/Contracted Services 14,011.00
16897 06/23/10 Thomas E. Schmidt Employee Reimbursement 55.09
16898 06/23/10 Carol Mason Sherrill Professional Services 1,495.00
16899 06/23/10 Smith Partners May, 2010 Legal Fees 10,424.96
16900 06/23/10 Solbrekk Computer Software 50.00
16901 06/23/10 Pioneer Press Legal Notices 644.96
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Rice Creek Watershed District
Check Register
June 10, 2010 - June 23, 2010
To Be Approved at June 23, 2010 Board Meeting

Check # Date Payee Description Amount

16902 06/23/10 Matthew T. Summers Intern Wages/Employee Reimbursement 1,035.86
16903 06/23/10 Theresa M. Stasica Employee Reimbursement 46.55
16904 06/23/10 Douglas J. Thomas Employee Reimbursement 95.94
16905 06/23/10 Timesavers, Inc. Professional Services 252.50
16906 06/23/10 Nicholas A. Tomczik Employee Reimbursement 80.50
16907 06/23/10 University of Minnesota Training & Education 225.00
16908 06/23/10 United Parcel Service Postage 54.03
16909 06/23/10 Verizon Wireless Cell Phone Expense 727.44
16910 06/23/10 Hallie Wunsch Professional Services 230.00

10511 06/23/10 Encomm Midwest, Inc. Surety Release - #07-075 2,500.00
10512 06/23/10 Fore Mechanical, Inc. Surety Release - #06-004 1,500.00
10513 06/23/10 Greenfield Estates Surety Release - #09-054 1,500.00
10514 06/23/10 HTG Architects Surety Release - #06-011 2,500.00
10515 06/23/10 Lakeland Construction Finance, LLC Surety Release - #07-035 1,500.00
10516 06/23/10 Meritex Enterprises, Inc. Surety Release - #09-039 7,000.00
10517 06/23/10 United Properties, LLC Surety Release - #06-122 2,500.00
10518 06/23/10 Spartacus Ventures, LLC Surety Release - #09-012 2,500.00
10519 06/23/10 Torgerson Properties Surety Release - #07-103 2,500.00
10520 06/23/10 Dori Vaughn Surety Release - #04-144 2,500.00

  
Dir.Dep. 06/30/10 Kyle J. Axtell 06/30 Payroll 1,219.90
Dir.Dep. 06/30/10 David W. Bauer 06/30 Payroll 1,401.45
Dir.Dep. 06/30/10 Dawn V. Pape 06/30 Payroll 766.60
Dir.Dep. 06/30/10 Matthew J. Kocian 06/30 Payroll 1,489.21
Dir.Dep. 06/30/10 Elizabeth Muller 06/30 Payroll 1,474.18
Dir.Dep. 06/30/10 Thomas Schmidt 06/30 Payroll 1,783.50
Dir.Dep. 06/30/10 Theresa M. Stasica 06/30 Payroll 1,733.74
Dir.Dep. 06/30/10 Douglas J. Thomas 06/30 Payroll 2,142.71
Dir.Dep. 06/30/10 Nicholas A. Tomczik 06/30 Payroll 2,065.46

  
EFT 06/23/10 Card Services - Anchor Bank June, 2010 Credit Card 1,265.11
EFT 06/23/10 Internal Revenue Service 06/23 Federal Withholding 222.48
EFT 06/30/10 Internal Revenue Service 06/30 Federal Withholding 4,704.24
EFT 06/30/10 Minnesota Dept. of Revenue 06/30 State Withholding 822.20
EFT 06/30/10 ING Retirement Services 06/30 Deferred Compensation 621.00
EFT 06/30/10 ING Retirement Services 06/30 Health Care Savings Plan 451.74
EFT 06/30/10 PERA 06/30 PERA 2,676.82

Total $239,524.90
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ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION AND INFORMATION 
2. Staff Report 
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MEMORANDUM 
Rice Creek Watershed District 
 
To:  Board of Managers      Date: 6/17/2010 
 
From:  Matthew Kocian 
 
Subject: Lake and Stream Report for May 20 – June 17, 2010 
 
 
 
Highlights for Preceding Month 
Bold indicates significant time commitments 
 

• Lake and Stream Monitoring 
o Stream water quality monitoring and flow measurements 
o Equipment troubleshooting and servicing 
o Lake water quality monitoring 

 
• Compose 2010 RCWD Stream Monitoring Report and Board presentation 

 
• Clear Lake aquatic vegetation survey 
 
• Bald Eagle Lake curlyleaf pondweed “check” 
 
• 2010 Hardwood Creek Restoration 

o Rank proposals and attend Board Workshop 
 

• TMDLs 
o Review Golden Lake Implementation Plan and schedule MS4 meeting 
o Review Silver Lake Implementation Plan and schedule public meeting 

 
• GIS 

o Prepare maps for various RCWD projects and permits 
 
• Meetings 

o New Brighton Sportsman’s Club – present carp info 
o Bald Eagle Area Association – Water Management District budget meeting 

 
• Pick-up WQ samples from CAMP volunteers 
 
• Respond to various requests for flow and water quality data 

o HEI – loading data for C2 and H2 
o Metropolitan Council – loading data for R1 
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MEMORANDUM 
Rice Creek Watershed District 
 
To:  Board of Managers      Date: June 17, 2010 
 
From:  Nick Tomczik 
 
Subject: Permit Coordinator/Wetland Specialist’s Report for May - June 2010 
 
 
Highlights for Preceding Month 
 
 

 Meetings and Assistance to parties in need of pre-application/application assistance: 
o Chomonix Golf Course Lino Lakes 
o John’s Black Dirt (Sunrise River, Columbus) 
o Cummings Fridley 
o Brad Rocutt 10-048R 
o John Biza 10-049R 
o 7161 Pleasant View Mounds View 

 
 

 Wetland Delineation Review 
o Woolan’s Park 
o Fridley Assisted Living 

 
 

 Meetings and Assistance District Projects and Administration: 
o Mounds View Street & Utility 08-071 
o Wild Marsh 04-033 
o Hugo Audit 
o County Road 83 09-080 
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MEMORANDUM 
Rice Creek Watershed District 
 
To:  Board of Managers      Date: June 16th, 2010 
 
From:  Tom Schmidt – RCWD Public Drainage Inspector/Technician 
 
Subject: Staff Report for May/June 2010 
  
 
Highlights for Preceding Month 
 

 Continued to meet and talk with ACD 10-22-32 landowners concerning repair report as well as other 
landowners on various drainage systems regarding drainage concerns (ongoing); 

 
 Met with Jim Hafner on local drainage issue in Blaine (ongoing); 

 
 Met with City of Lino Lakes on Lino Air Park concerns (ongoing); 

 
 Completed spreading, seeding, & mulching spoil on Rondeau Outlet channel project (Scandia Trucking)  

(complete); 
 

 Ongoing observation of Rice Lake weir and lake levels in Hugo (ongoing); 
 

 Completed minor maintenance work on ACD #53-62, Branch #1, ACD #10-22-32, and ARJD #1, Branch 
#5 (BVF Inc.) (complete); 

 
 Contracted for beaver dam removal on ACD #10-22-32 (ongoing); 

 
 Contracted for additional minor maintenance on ACD #10-22-32 and #53-62 (ongoing); 

 
 Contracted for tile repair on WCD #5 in Forest Lake (Scandia Trucking) (ongoing); 

 
 Assisted Permit Coordinator with data collection for permit enforcement in White Bear Township 

(complete); 
 

 Assisted staff with technical questions/data collection (ongoing); 
 

 
 
Upcoming Activities 
 

 Ongoing assistance for repair reports for JD# 4 and ACD #10-22-32 (ongoing); 
 

 Ditch maintenance projects on WCD #7, ACD #10-22-32 and AWJD #3(ongoing); 
 

 Lino Air Park drainage issues (10-22-32) in Lino Lakes (ongoing); 
 

 Assistance for Oasis Pond project preparations (ongoing); 
 

 Summer ditch and Stream inspections (ongoing); 
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MEMORANDUM 
Rice Creek Watershed District 

 
To:  Board of Managers     Date: 6/16/2010 
 
From:  Theresa Stasica 
 
Subject: Office Manager 5/20/2010 through 6/16/2010 
 
 

 
 Coded invoices for payment this month which were reviewed by Doug and sent to Nancy to via an 

excel spreadsheet 

 Deposited checks 

 Updated surety database and tracking system after returning sureties 

 Placed orders for supplies as needed 

 Assembled and distributed board packets.  Organize the board packet as a pdf format for Internet 
distribution 

 Updated materials on the website 

 Attended board meetings/workshops 

 Sent out appropriate notices 

 Distributed updated Watershed Management Plan and Columbus CWPMP & Rule RMP-4 

 Attended staff meetings 

 Receiving and entering permit information new and old, issued permits 

 Assisted staff in their daily activities 

 Scanning documents that District receives into Laserfiche 

 Maintained filing system 

 Answered phones and assist public 

87



MEMORANDUM 
Rice Creek Watershed District 
 
To:  Board of Managers      Date: 6/14/2010 
 
From:  Elizabeth Muller 
 
Subject: District Inspector’s Report (May 20 through June 17, 2010) 
 
 
 
Highlights from Preceding Month 

 

 Worked through existing permits in the northern portions of the district, closing out and following 

up as necessary (ongoing project). 

 Conducted surety request, routine and follow-up inspections and investigations, as 

requested/necessary, totaling 45.    

 Began work with summer BMP inspection intern; attended plant identification trainings. 

 Completed 2009 Hugo Audit review work, forwarded for Administrator review and eventual 

dispersal. 

 Attended City staff meetings as appropriate. 

 Continued lake sampling routine for Locke Lake and Spring Lake.   

 Participated in high school biology class shadowing assignment.   

 Worked with various staff to resolve difficult old permits, working on office operating procedure. 

 Responded to recent complaints and information requests, meeting contractors/property owners on 

site as requested. 

o Inspection clarification site meetings 
o Pre-construction meetings  

 
 Acted as point of contact for IT concerns, facilitating communications with Solbrekk.   
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MEMORANDUM 
Rice Creek Watershed District 

 
To:  Board of Managers      Date: 6/15/10 
 
From:  Dawn Pape 
 
Subject: Environmental Education Coordinator Report from May 26-June15, 2010 
 
 

Highlights 

PROJECTS & EVENTS COORDINATED 
Blue Thumb - Planting for Clean Water 

 Contacted by National Geographic – Blue Legacy Tour: Expedition Blue Planet (EBP). They 
were referred to the Blue Thumb program by several of their mid-west contacts. The 
Expedition Blue Planet (EBP) is doing a nationwide tour to showcase local organizations and 
energize and promote them with the Cousteau name and National Geographic pull.  The tour 
will be in Minnesota on July 4th and they wanted to tie in to an existing festival that is also 
promoting clean water so the Blue Thumb (BT) steering committee has decided to tie in with 
the Powederhorn Lake 4th of July Festival. Since BT partner, Metro Blooms, is already 
planning on doing 100-150 raingardens in this area and there is a festival already happening 
so it is a perfect fit.   

  There will be walking tours of approximately 20 raingardens that will be installed this month 
and interpretive programming around other water quality features around the lake 
(stormwater outflow pipe, grit chambers, buffer strips, etc). 

 Organized plant give away – worked with funder on logistics 
 Researched designed and ordered new signage 

 
Resource Teachers Program 

 Trained Resource Teachers about Stormwater BMP features at the new LEED Ramsey 
County Roseveille Library so they can give the general public tours twice per week in July 
and August 

 Daily logistics of running program – coordinating with Resource Teachers and schools 
 Teachers workshop at Arboretum 

 
General RCWD 

 Crated rough drafts and revised final drafts of signage for the Ramsey County Roseveille 
Library

 Coordinated stormdrain marking with City of Roseville and youth “Summer Stretch” 
program  

 New Brighton Town Hall Meeting – RCWD table and lined up a Resource Teacher working 
with children while parents are attending the meeting 

MEETINGS ATTENDED AND/OR COORDINATED 
 Blue Thumb steering committee meeting 
 EMWREP  
 Basecamp – National Geographic virtual meetings 
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MEMORANDUM 
Rice Creek Watershed District 
 
To:  Board of Managers      Date: June 11, 2010 
 
From:  Dave Bauer 
 
Subject: Inspector’s Report for May 19, 2010 to June 11, 2010 
  
 
Highlights for Preceding Month 
 

 Completed 31 inspections, including meetings, documentation, and follow-up.  10 projects were able to be 
closed, 5 private and 5 public, for a total of $16,000 in returned sureties;  
 

 Worked with two permits, Capra Building and Wild Marsh, both of White Bear Township, to assure that no 
violations have taken place requiring Board action; 
 

 Serving as President-Elect for the Minnesota Association of Professional Soil Scientists MAPSS;  
 

 Attended weed ID training with Ryan Johnson of Ramsey Conservation District with Elizabeth and Matt 
Summers; 
 

 Attended the U of M / MPCA soil science training for on-site waste water design certification – not to 
become certified but to incorporate the site investigation techniques of that industry into a stormwater 
BMP-specific training that RCWD will likely conduct in Fall of 2010; 
 

 Accepted to speak at the Minnesota Water Resources Conference in October on the subject of site 
evaluation of potential stormwater BMP sites; 
 

 Sampled water quality on Rice Creek Chain of Lakes; 
 

 Helped plan for, train, and supervise new Rice Creek Intern Matthew Summers; 
 

 Worked with MNDOT to identify the repeated cause of piping on a new flowing culvert to Rice Creek; and 
 

 Filmed RCWD Board meeting. 
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MEMORANDUM 
Rice Creek Watershed District 
 
To:    Board of Managers            Date:  June 16, 2010 
From:    Kyle Axtell, Water Resource Specialist 
Subject:  Staff Activity Report for 05/18/10 – 06/16/10 
 

 

Tasks completed during preceding month 
 

 Updated RCWD website as needed. 

 Completed reviews for five administratively‐issued permits. 

 Completed reviews of six projects that did not require RCWD permitting. 

 Provided comment on City of Shoreview’s proposed 2030 Comprehensive Plan amendment. 

 Conducted a field review of every parcel owned by the City of Roseville within the RCWD, with assistance 

from the Ramsey Conservation District, searching for stormwater treatment retrofit opportunities for 

inclusion in the City’s Parks Master Plan Update.  A final report was prepared and presented to the City on 

06‐04‐2010. 

 Conducted reviews of cost‐share applications from Jack Jungbauer, the Brighton Shores Townhomes 

Association, Fridley Middle School, and Northwestern College.  The Jungbauer and Brighton Shores 

projects have been approved by the Board, to date. 

 Conducted several site visits with area residents regarding potential BMP sites and/or RCWD permitting. 

 Completed RCWD’s 2009 MS4 Annual Report. 

 Reviewed educational signage for installation at the Ramsey County Library in Roseville. 

 Attended the Washington Water Consortium meeting in Stillwater, MN on 06‐02‐2010. 

 Attended the RCWD Advisory Committee meeting on 06‐02‐2010. 

 Researched potential for NRCS WHIP funding for habitat improvement at the Malmstrom easement. 

 Prepared budget recommendations for the 2011 Water Quality BMP and USWR cost‐share programs. 

 Completed storm event sampling at R1 site (Rice Creek at Hwy 65 in Fridley on 06‐08‐2010. 

 Attended the RCWD Board meeting on 06‐09‐2010. 

 Continued working with the Anoka Conservation District on Phase II (outreach & promotion) of the Rice 

Lake Subwatershed Stormwater Retrofit program.  The ACD has been going personally contacting priority 

sites in the selected neighborhood for installation of curb‐cut raingardens.  After the first landowner 

information meeting (06‐10‐2010), six of nine landowners present signed up for the program.  More 

information will be presented to the Board later this summer as final plans develop. 
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ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION AND INFORMATION 
3. July Calendar 
 

92



JUNE 

 

JULY 
S M T W T F S  S M T W T F S 
  1 2 3 4 5      1 2 3 

6 7 8 9 10 11 12  4 5 6 7 8 9 10
13 14 15 16 17 18 19  11 12 13 14 15 16 17
20 21 22 23 24 25 26  18 19 20 21 22 23 24
27 28 29 30     25 26 27 28 29 30 31

               

To:  RCWD Board of Managers 
 
From:  Theresa  
 
Date:  June 16, 2010 
 
Subject: Significant Dates during Month of July 2010 
 
 
 
July 5 Independence Day, Office Closed  
 
July 7, 5 p.m. NO Advisory Committee Meeting,  
 
July 12, 3:30 p.m.-5:30 p.m. Board of Managers Workshop, 

Rice Creek Watershed District Conference Room 
 
July 14, 9 a.m. Regular Board of Managers Meeting at Shoreview City Hall Council Chambers  
 
July 28, 9 a.m. Regular Board of Managers Meeting at Shoreview City Hall Council Chambers 
 
 

Deadline for submission of per diem claims is July 20. 
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