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Agenda for the Rice Creek Watershed District Regular Board Meeting of June 27 2012
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23 Table of Contents
24 No Applicant Location plan Type Recommendation

25 12039 Anoka County Parks Lino Lakes Final Site Drainage VARIANCE
26 Centerville CAPROC 7 items
27

28 12 036 Teamvantage Forest Lake Final Site Drainage VARIANCE
29 CAPROC 6 items

30

31 It was moved by Manager and seconded by Manager to approve permit applications
32 as outlined in the above Table of Contents in accordance with RCWD staff and District Engineers Findings and
33 Recommendations dated June 20 and 21 2012

34 PUBLIC HEARING BALD EAGLE LAKE WATERSHED STORMWATER
35 REUSEPHOSPHORUS REDUCTION PROJECT

36 OPEN MIKE
37 Any RCWD resident may address the Board in his or her individual capacity for up to three minutes on any matter not on
38 the agenda Speakers are requested to come to the podium state their name and address for the record Additional
39 comments may be solicited and accepted in writing Generally the Board of Managers will not take official action on items
40 discussed at this time but may refer the matter to stafffor o future report or direct that the matter be scheduled on an
41 upcoming agenda

42 ITEMS REQUIRING BOARD ACTION
43 1 Consider ordering the Bald Eagle Lake Watershed Stormwater ReusePhosphorus Reduction
44 Project Phil Belfiori
45 2 Consider Awarding the Contract for Construction for the Long Lake Sediment Basin Dredging
46 Project Phil Belfiori
47 3 Consider Authorizing Execution Of Wetland Banking Conservation Easements And
48 Restrictive Covenants for the Anoka Washington Judicial Ditch 4 Anoka County Ditch 15
49 Wetland Restoration Phil Belfiori

50 4 Consider Check Register dated6272012 in the amount of 24366758 prepared by HLB
51 Tautges Redpath

52 ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION AND INFORMATION
53 1 Staff Reports
54 2 July Calendar
55 3 ManagersUpdate

56 ADJOURNMENT
57
58
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APPROVAL OF JUNE 11, 2012 WORKSHOP 
MINUTES AND JUNE 13, 2012 REGULAR BOARD 
MEETING MINUTES 
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Draft 

 

RCWD BOARD OF MANAGERS WORKSHOP 
Monday, June 11, 2012 

Rice Creek Watershed District Office 
4325 Pheasant Ridge Dr NE, Suite 611, Blaine, Minnesota 

 
The Board convened workshop at 3:30 p.m.   1 

Attendance: –Board members, Patricia Preiner, Harley Ogata, Barbara Haake, John Waller and Steve Wagamon 2 

Absent:  None 3 

Others:  Administrator Phil Belfiori; Permit Coordinator/Wetland Specialist Nick Tomczik (portion of meeting), 4 
Public Drainage Inspector Tom Schmidt (portion of meeting), District Drainage Attorney John Kolb (portion of 5 
meeting), District Engineer Mark Deutschman; Myrna Doran Mirror Lake Condo representative (portion of 6 
meeting) 7 
 8 
New Employee Introductions 9 
Administrator Belfiori introduced new employees Chris Buntjer, Technical Specialist/Permit Review; Stephanie 10 
Herbst, WQ intern; and Samantha Kreibich, Inspector/BMP Intern to the Board of Managers. 11 
 12 
Discussion on Anoka County Ditch10-22-32 Order, Findings and Resolution  13 
District Drainage Attorney John Kolb provided a summary of the draft findings that were passed out at the 14 
workshop.  He also summarized the written responses to the landowners.  Upon further discussion the 15 
consensus from the Board that the Order, as passed out at the workshop, should be brought forward to the June 16 
13, 2012 Board meeting for consideration, with exception of a small change in the charging framework as was 17 
described at the meeting.  Board also developed consensus that responses to comments should be sent to those 18 
landowners that submitted written comments or provided testimony at the 5/17/2012 public hearing.   19 
 20 
Discussion on Anoka-Washington Judicial Ditch 4 (JD4)/Anoka County Ditch 15 Plan and Specifications 21 
District Engineer Deutschman provided summary of highlights of the plans and specifications.  He noted that 22 
plans have been reviewed by the City of Columbus.  He also identified that the existing project does not include 23 
tile work for Branch 3 and 4 of JD4.  Public Drainage Inspector Tom Schmidt also noted that he will be using 24 
existing maintenance funds to complete some of the tile work on Branch 3 & 4 in the upcoming years.  He also 25 
identified that the plans will be revised to include replacement of two culverts that will be provided by the City 26 
of Columbus.  27 
 28 
Update on Notice of Adverse claim 29 
District Drainage Attorney Kolb provided an update to the Board on the status and process for following up on 30 
the Notice of Adverse Claim by the Houle Family.  31 
 32 
Update on City of New Brighton/St. Anthony Flood Study Report  33 
Administrator Belfiori update the Board that staff had recently received draft copies of the New Brighton and St. 34 
Anthony Flood reports related to investigation and stormwater modeling as related to the July 2011 storm event.  35 
He summarized the projects identified in the two reports.  36 
 37 
Discussion on Rule Revision 38 
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Rice Creek Watershed District 6/11/2012 Workshop Minutes 2 
 

 

District Engineer Deutschman provided a presentation on a series of hydrographs that were related to the 39 
technical elements of possible revisions to the rule.  He highlighted the importance of volume control as a flood 40 
control management tool.  Upon further discussion the Board reached consensus that staff should continue to 41 
pursue rule revision consistent with the direction as defined by District Engineer Deutschman as outlined in his 42 
technical presentation.  The Board reached consensus that they would like to schedule a Rule Revision workshop 43 
at their July 9, 2012 workshop. 44 
 45 
Additional item-Woodside Development Issue 46 
Administrator Belfiori distributed a memo from June 11, 2012 from Public Drainage Inspector Tom Schmidt 47 
related to the Woodside Development ditch issue.  The Board was updated on the likely steps that will be taken 48 
to address this issue.   49 
 50 
Initial rough draft 2013 Budget Discussion 51 
Administrator Belfiori provided a summary of the rough draft 2013 budget for discussion purposes only.  Upon 52 
further discussion the Board reached consensus that they did not see any overall big picture issues with the 53 
rough draft budget as described and further reached consensus that staff should schedule a budget workshop at 54 
8:45 a.m. at Shoreview City Hall before the June 27, 2012 regular Board meeting.  55 
 56 
Discussion on Hugo Washington County Judicial Ditch 2 Maintenance Agreement 57 
Administrator Belfiori provided a brief summary of the draft agreement relating to revising the reimbursement 58 
framework for the previously approved maintenance agreement for JD2 between RCWD and the City of Hugo.  59 
Upon further discussion the Board reached consensus to move forward with the agreement as drafted and 60 
present it for Board consideration at their June 13, 2012 regular Board meeting. 61 
  62 
Discussion on Initial Draft Flood Area Maps 63 
District Engineer Deutschman provided a brief update on the development of a flood area map.  Board provided 64 
consensus for District Engineer Deutschman to continue development of this map and present it at a future 65 
workshop meeting. 66 
 67 
Update on Environmental Education Coordinator Position 68 
Administrator Belfiori a brief summary of the revised position description for this proposed position.  Upon 69 
further discussion the Board provided consensus that Administrator Belfiori should continue to refine the 70 
position description to provide more details related to focus areas of each main essential duty of the position 71 
and bring a revised position description to a future workshop meeting for further discussion. 72 
 73 
Discussion on Wetland Credits for Created Conservation Ponds 74 
Manager Waller provided a summary of his proposal for possible revisions to District rules related to credits for 75 
previously created conservation ponds. Board discussion focused on the potential of incorporating some of the 76 
elements as described possibly into a future revisions to the District rules. 77 
 78 
Update on the Bald Eagle Lake Watershed Stormwater Reuse/Phosphorus Reduction Project 79 
Administrator Belfiori provided a brief summary of the draft resolution for the approval of the Bald Eagle Lake 80 
Watershed Stormwater Reuse/Phosphorus Reduction Project.   Staff would anticipate bringing forth this 81 
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Rice Creek Watershed District 6/11/2012 Workshop Minutes 3 
 

 

resolution for Board consideration at their June 13, 2012 regular Board meeting.  Pending final approval of the 82 
Bald Eagle Lake TMDL by appropriate agencies. 83 
 84 
Closed Session-Administrator’s Performance Review Discussion 85 
President Preiner closed the workshop for the Administrator’s Performance Review Discussion.  86 
 87 
Meeting adjourned at 6:40 p.m. 88 
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DRAFT 

For Consideration of Approval at the June 27, 2012 Meeting. 
Use these minutes only for reference until that time. 
 

REGULAR MEETING OF THE RCWD BOARD OF MANAGERS 
Wednesday, June 13, 2012 

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 Steve Wagamon. 6 
 7 
Absent: None.  8 
 9 
Staff Present: Administrator Phil Belfiori, Permit Coordinator/Wetland Specialist Tomczik, Water Resource Specialist 10 

Axtell, Office Manager Theresa Stasica, Public Ditch Inspector Tom Schmidt. 11 
 12 
Consultants: District Engineers Mark Deutschman, Houston Engineering, Inc. (HEI); District Attorney Louis Smith from 13 

Smith Partners. 14 
 15 
Visitors: Michael Straus 16 

   17 
CALL TO ORDER 18 
President Preiner called the meeting to order, a quorum being present, at 9:30 a.m.   19 
 20 
SETTING OF THE AGENDA 21 
Motion by Manager Haake, seconded by Manager Waller, to adopt the agenda as presented.  Motion carried 5-0. 22 
 23 
READING OF THE MINUTES AND THEIR APPROVAL 24 
Minutes of the May 17, 2012, Anoka County Ditch 10-22-32 Public Hearing.  Motion by Manager Wagamon, seconded 25 
by Manager Ogata, to approve the minutes as presented.  Motion carried 5-0. 26 
 27 
Minutes of the May 23, 2012, Board of Managers Regular Meeting.  Motion by Manager Wagamon, seconded by 28 
Manager Ogata, to approve the minutes as presented. Motion carried 5-0. 29 
 30 
OPEN MIKE – LIMIT 12 MINUTES.  Any RCWD resident may address the Board in his or her individual capacity, for up to 31 
three minutes, on any matter not on the agenda.  Speakers are requested to come to the podium, state their name and address for the 32 
record.  Additional comments may be solicited and accepted in writing.  Generally, the Board of Managers will not take official action on 33 
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 34 
agenda. 35 
 36 
Michael Straus, 10101 Naples, stated he had a ditch running through his lot where maintenance had been done.  He 37 
requested the ditch be lowered to the same depth of his neighbor’s (CSM) ditch.   He indicated that ditch was 3-4 feet 38 
lower than his ditch.  He indicated his ditch was 3-4 feet higher.   39 
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 40 
Manager Haake asked if this was Ditch 53-62.   41 
 42 
Public Ditch Inspector Schmidt responded this was Lateral 1, Branch 6 of Ditch 53-62.  He stated maintenance had been 43 
performed upon request of Mr. Strauss.  He indicated the District Engineers had prepared a memorandum showing that 44 
the ditch was out of repair and required maintenance.  He stated part of the issue was that when CSM was constructed in 45 
2004, they petitioned the District for a reroute of the lateral, but that work was never completed and the lateral was not 46 
connected to Mr. Strauss’ lateral.  He stated the water had been sitting there and not exiting.  He stated they determined 47 
the ditch should be back to where it had originally been routed so it was connected to the re-routed portion of Branch 6.  48 
That work was finished and it did provide drainage relief through the property.  However, because of the subsequent 49 
condition, they have erosion happening.  He noted effectively the ditch was achieving the elevation on its own and having 50 
spoken with Mr. Strauss several times, what he was looking for was an explanation as to why the CSM ditch elevation was 51 
where it was.  He stated he was not aware of the heavy erosion, but could understand it happening with the heavy rain 52 
lately.   He showed on the map where the property was located. 53 
 54 
President Preiner asked if the ditch had been rerouted.  Public Ditch Inspector Schmidt responded it had not been done.  55 
He stated this was something that had been discovered when Mr. Strauss made an inquiry.  He stated this was part of the 56 
permit and not as part of the drainage proceeding.  He stated this was not captured in the ditch proceeding as it had been 57 
requested within the permit.   58 
 59 
Permit Coordinator/Wetland Specialist Tomczik asked was the intent of the CSM deal propose a different profile.  In other 60 
words, if this would have been dug, would it have provided a greater drainage, or was it just a matter of location.  Public 61 
Ditch Inspector Schmidt responded they were changing the location where it would connect and not the profile itself.  He 62 
stated without looking at the CSM profile, he could not comment on that specifically.  He indicated the District Engineers 63 
came up with the profile with the information they had.  The ditch was dug to the adopted profile. 64 
 65 
Manager Waller asked what the bottom of the ditch profile was.  Public Ditch Inspector Schmidt responded he did not 66 
have that information in front of him, but the CSM ditch was at an elevation of 891.46, per the ACD 53-62 settlement 67 
agreement.  Basically, branch 6, had a flat or zero grade on it.   68 
 69 
Manager Waller responded the top of the land was 896, 898.   70 
 71 
Manager Haake stated 891.46 is the as-built or design of the ditch.  She recommended this discussion be continued to a 72 
workshop meeting to give staff time to gather the information and present it to the Managers.   73 
 74 
Manager Waller asked to see the pictures Mr. Strauss had brought with him.   75 
 76 
District Engineer Deutschman stated essentially when the consolidation was done, they looked at what the as constructed 77 
condition was.  He noted this was not only the grade and profile, but the cross sectional area and historically what the 78 
ditch could convey.  He stated the issue was regulatory and they looked at the type of wetland would be impacted and 79 
essentially they were working under the WCA drainage exemption.  He stated if they were to increase the capacity, it 80 
would kick it into an improvement and not   maintenance.  He stated this would put them under a different section of 81 
103(e).   82 
 83 
President Preiner requested staff put this on a future workshop meeting. 84 
 85 
District Attorney Smith stated he would check on this also.   86 
 87 
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Mr. Strauss stated he had owned the property 25 years and he spoke with Mr. Darryl Tagg.  He stated he had signed 88 
petitions years ago and Mr. Tagg said the land was all dry back there and the house, which was built in the 1960’s, did not 89 
have a sump pump and had a dry basement.  He stated he has had to add a sump pump and it ran all of the time now.  He 90 
stated horses were also on the land and now the horses would not walk on the land because it was too wet.  He stated Mr. 91 
Tagg indicated the ditches had been dug deep and fish swam through there, but now that did not occur.   92 
 93 
Manager Ogata asked what were the issues and problems Mr. Strauss was experiencing.  Mr. Strauss responded the ditch 94 
was the appropriate depth for everyone else, why was his ditch four feet higher.  He stated his land flooded now.   95 
 96 
Manager Waller asked if the house was flooded.  Mr. Strauss stated he had a lot more water on his land.  He stated before it 97 
was worse and his sump pump was running all of the time. 98 
 99 
Manager Ogata asked how long has the property been in this condition.  Mr. Strauss stated it has gotten steadily worse 100 
over the 25 years since he has owned the property.  He stated the first year he owned the property, his house’s basement 101 
flooded, he added the sump pumps, and now the pumps run all of the time.   102 
 103 
It was the Board’s consensus to discuss this further at a future workshop meeting. 104 
 105 
ADDITIONAL ITEMS REQUIRING BOARD ACTION 106 
1. Consider Anoka County Ditch 10-22-32 Response to Comments & Drainage System Repair Order 107 

Administrator Belfiori explained in October, 2007 the District completed a repair report and back in September 108 
2010, a supplemental repair was done and presented to the Board.  He noted in February, 2011, a repair report 109 
addendum had been prepared.  He indicated on May 25, 2011, the Board approved the addendum.  He stated on 110 
December 7, 2011, the Board completed the proceedings and got approval from the Board of Water and Soil 111 
Resources, and on April 16, 2012, an informational meeting was held.  He noted on May 17, 2012, the Board held a 112 
final hearing and received both written comments and testimony was received.  He indicated all of the comments 113 
had been incorporated into the Order language.  He stated the two new paragraphs were added at the June 114 
workshop.   115 
 116 
President Preiner requested “should be capped” be changed to “will be capped” on paragraph 3 on page 4. 117 
 118 
Administrator Belfiori noted the changes to paragraphs E and F on the Order per Board discussion at the 119 
workshop on Monday, June 11th. 120 
 121 
Manager Waller stated he agreed with President Preiner’s change, but to have more continuity, he recommended 122 
“will” be changed to “shall”.  President Preiner agreed.   123 
 124 
Motion by Manager Ogata, seconded by Manager Waller, to approve Resolution 2012-019, Rice Creek 125 
Watershed District Board of Managers Final Order Directing the Repair of Anoka County Ditch 10-22-32 AND 126 
Implementing Water Management District Charges with the recommended wording change made by President 127 
Preiner and Manager Waller.   128 
 129 
ROLL CALL: 130 
Manager Waller – Aye 131 
Manager Haake – Nay 132 
Manager Ogata – Aye 133 
Manager Wagamon - Aye 134 
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President Preiner - Aye 135 
 136 
Manager Haake explained the reason she was voting no was due to paragraph B in the Order.  She believed the 137 
50.3 percent project costs being derived from the ad valorem funds was inappropriate and the funding should 138 
come from the benefited parties as it was providing stormwater runoff for the people and this did not benefit the 139 
entire District as a whole.  140 
 141 
Motion carried 4-1.   142 

 143 
2. Consider Acknowledging Receipt of Plans and Specifications and Authorize Solicitation for Bids for Anoka-144 

Washington Judicial Ditch 4/Anoka County Ditch 15 Public Drainage System Repair Project. 145 
Administrator Belfiori explained this was for Board consideration a motion to acknowledge receipt of project 146 
plans and specifications from Houston Engineering to solicit bids for the construction of the Anoka County Ditch 147 
No. 15/Anoka-Washington County Judicial Ditch No. 4 (ACD 15/JD 4) Public Drainage System Repairs and 148 
Realignment Project.  He noted the ACD 15 / JD 4 Public Drainage System Repairs and Alignment Project was 149 
intended to provide drainage to those currently farming, future stormwater conveyance of runoff and restore the 150 
landscape and site level wetland functions and services of the wetland complex affected by the ACD 15 / JD 4 151 
public drainage system to a sustainable condition.  He stated the Board of Managers on August 25, 2010 adopted 152 
Resolution 2010-21 ordering implementation of the repair of the ACD 15 / JD 4 consistent with the previously 153 
adopted engineers recommended repair alternative and consistent with the capital improvement program 154 
contained in the District’s Watershed Management Plan.  Upon this authorization by Board of Managers, staff 155 
prepared the plans and specifications as attached and also completed compliance with permit requirements.  He 156 
indicated final project manuals including plans and specifications were prepared by Houston Engineering and the 157 
District Engineer would be making a brief presentation.  He stated bids were anticipated to be provided to the 158 
Board on July 11, 2012 for their consideration, selection, and award of the contract. 159 
 160 
District Engineer Deutschman stated the plans and specifications had been prepared consistent with the project 161 
approved previously.  He pointed out that they planned to use the borrow material from the adjacent Connexus 162 
property, which still needed to be coordinated.  He stated they planned to start construction in early August 163 
pending final Army Corp of Engineer’s permit, which they were working on.  He stated they were planning to add 164 
two additional culverts and replacement of the culvert that had failed during the last rainstorm.  He indicated 165 
they still needed to work out the details with the City of Columbus regarding reimbursement for that work.   166 
 167 
Motion by Manager Waller, seconded by Manager Wagamon, to acknowledge receipt of final project plans 168 
and specifications from Houston Engineering and authorize staff with assistance from Houston Engineering to 169 
solicit bids for project construction of the Anoka County Ditch No. 15/Anoka-Washington County Judicial 170 
District 4 Public Drainage System Repairs and Realignment Project.  Motion carried 5-0. 171 

 172 
3. Consider City of Blaine Private Ditch Inspection Agreement 173 

Administrator Belfiori explained as a follow-up to the discussion at two workshops, attached for Board 174 
consideration was the Cooperative Agreement for inspection of City of Blaine private ditch systems.  The City had 175 
requested this cooperative approach because of the District’s experience and expertise relating to ditch systems 176 
within the Watershed District.  He noted the proposed Agreement provided for specific inspection locations and 177 
scope of work including:  The District would not be responsible for the on-going physical performance of these 178 
ditches, or for any repairs, changes, or alternations to them.  Providing for District the authority to enter where the 179 
subject ditches are located in order for the District to perform its services as provided under the Agreement.  He 180 
stated staff anticipated this inspection work could be done with existing staff in combination with existing 181 
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summer interns and would be a revenue neutral program.  He stated staff was recommending that the Board of 182 
Managers approve the Cooperative Agreement for inspection of City of Blaine private ditch systems and 183 
authorizes the Board president to execute the agreement, with any final non-material changes and/or on advice of 184 
District Counsel. 185 
 186 
Motion by Manager Waller, seconded by Manager Ogata, to approve the attached Cooperative Agreement for 187 
Inspection of City of Blaine private ditch systems and authorize the Board president to execute the agreement, 188 
with any final non-material changes and/or on advice of District Counsel.   189 
 190 
President Preiner asked for clarification.  She asked what if there was something that the staff said really needed to 191 
be done and the City did not want to do it.  She asked if this excluded the District from doing anything further.  192 
District Administrator Belfiori responded the requirements that the City of Blaine had was through the City’s MS4 193 
permit and the City would be required to inspect.  He stated the District was providing an upfront inspection 194 
service pursuant to the City’s requirements and if there were any issues, it would be pursuant to the City of 195 
Blaine’s requirements and the City would be the responsible entity.  He noted this was a private ditch system and 196 
not a public ditch system. 197 
 198 
Manager Haake stated she hoped the Administrator’s comments would be in the minutes.  She asked how long 199 
and how often would there be summer interns for a neutral cost.  She asked who would have to pay for additional 200 
work if there were no summer interns.   District Administrator Belfiori responded it was anticipated this would be 201 
reviewed on an annual basis and there were terms that the District could terminate at any time.  He stated if 202 
either party had a concern regarding expenses, that would be attempted to be worked out, but if there was an 203 
issue that would not be resolved, the contract could be terminated with notice. 204 
 205 
Manager Waller stated one of the advantages for having the District involved in the inspection was because the 206 
District has a working knowledge of the ditches and he believed the District was protected on the financial end.  207 
He stated this would allow for greater integration of the systems.   208 
 209 
Permit Coordinator/Wetland Specialist Tomczik noted the exhibit showing the private ditches part of it was 210 
subject to the ditches no longer being public and he recommended the map be made a part of the annual review.   211 
 212 
District Administrator Belfiori responded the map would be part of the packet for the annual review by the Board.   213 
 214 
Manager Haake requested this be put in the minutes. 215 
 216 
District Attorney Smith stated he believed the District Administrator adequately addressed the responsibility 217 
issue.   218 
 219 
Motion carried 5-0. 220 

 221 
4. Consider Houston Engineering, Inc. Task Order for Rule Revision Process. 222 

Administrator Belfiori explained the professional services to be provided are identified in the HEI document and 223 
include: Development of an approach for standardizing the storm water and wetland portions of Rules; Analysis of 224 
and recommendations for modifying RMP Rules relative to storm water management and possibly wetland 225 
impacts; recommendation with regard to new volume control standards and Rule; and assist the District in 226 
responding to comments resulting from the public notice / rule revision process. 227 
 228 
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District Engineer Deutschman stated at the Monday workshop there had been a lengthy discussion about the 229 
technical basis for the rule and the framework regarding the stormwater requirements.  He stated he wanted to 230 
ask the Board before it was approved to make sure they were on the right path with the framework.  He pointed 231 
out the framework and what they were looking at was one of the key things was revising when a permit had to be 232 
submitted.  He stated this would help with the nuisance requirements.  He stated this was one of the key focuses 233 
with revising the rule.  He stated the other part was revising the stormwater components.  The other important 234 
thing is that staff met with the Board of Water and Soil Resources (BWSR) and BWSR staff advised them to write a 235 
memorandum regarding the aspects of the wetland rules that were different.  He stated most importantly was 236 
fixing the problems.  He believed the rule would be written to fix some of the issues they were having in the 237 
District.  He believed there would be multiple revisions to the rule, along with multiple meetings to coordinate the 238 
process. 239 
 240 
Manager Haake asked if by coordinating things, would it make things less confusing and get in what the PCA 241 
wants.  District Engineer Deutschman responded that would be part of the process. 242 
 243 
Motion by Manager Waller, seconded by Manager Wagamon, to approve the Houston Engineering request for 244 
services with a total cost of $37,134.00 as defined in Houston Engineering, Inc. task order 2012-20 dated June 245 
13, 2012 and authorize the Board President to execute the document.  Motion carried 5-0. 246 

 247 
5. Consider Hugo Anoka/Washington Judicial Ditch 2 Maintenance Agreement 248 
 249 

Administrator Belfiori explained the Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) was discussed at the joint City of 250 
Hugo/RCWD workshop on April 25, 2012, which related to requested revisions to the framework for 251 
reimbursement to Hugo for costs associated with maintenance on JD2.  He noted the proposed MOA had been 252 
revised to include the total amount of funding available through the term of this agreement will not exceed 253 
$200,000; at no point shall Hugo request reimbursement for more than the balance that exists in the account; and 254 
any funds remaining in the account at the end of the calendar year shall be carried over to the next calendar year.  255 
He stated staff was recommended Board approval of the attached Memorandum of Agreement Regarding 256 
Maintenance of Anoka/Washington Judicial Ditch No. 2 dated June 7, 2012 between the City of Hugo and Rice 257 
Creek Watershed District. 258 
 259 
Motion by Manager Waller, seconded by Manager Haake, to approve the Memorandum of Agreement 260 
Regarding Maintenance of Anoka/Washington Judicial Ditch No. 2 dated June 7, 2012, between the City of 261 
Hugo and Rice Creek Watershed District and authorize the Board President to execute the agreement, with any 262 
final non-material changes and on advice of counsel.  Motion carried 5-0. 263 
 264 
Manager Waller noted the City of Hugo did not ask for any increase in funding. 265 

 266 
6. Consider Water Quality BMP Cost Share Application (Water Resource Specialist Axtell Axtell) 267 
 a) A12-02:  Lundberg Raingarden Retrofit (Rice Creek, Locke Lake) 268 

Water Resource Specialist Axtell explained Mr. Lundberg had received a curb-cut raingarden from the City of 269 
Fridley.  He noted the raingarden was in need of maintenance, which Mr. Lundberg was responsible for and would 270 
be doing the maintenance on the raingarden. However, Mr. Lundberg was asking for a Rain Guardian chamber to 271 
be installed at the same time the maintenance is being done and is requesting the assistance through the RCWD 272 
BMP cost-share program.  He noted improving pre-treatment would provide greater ease of maintenance for the 273 
landowner while preserving the storage capacity of the basin over a longer time period, resulting in greater 274 
functionality and better plant survival.  He indicated installation of this pre-treatment system had become a 275 
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regular practice in some of the recent residential raingarden installations that the RCWD had been involved with.  276 
He stated the Citizens Advisory Committee and staff supported the project. 277 
 278 
Motion by Manager Waller, seconded by Manager Wagamon, to approve RCWD Water Quality BMP Cost-279 
Share Contract A12-02 for Bruce Lundberg’s raingarden retrofit project, up to $800.00, not to exceed 50% of 280 
eligible project expenses, in accordance with established program guidelines.   281 
 282 
Manager Haake asked for clarification.  She noted there were many raingardens going in on street reconstruction.  283 
She asked if they were setting precedence if they allowed this type of a chamber to be put in on an existing 284 
raingarden.  She asked if the District was going to be responsible for maintenance.  She thought this was the 285 
homeowner’s responsibility to do the maintenance.  She stated she was worried about the future costs.  Water 286 
Resource Specialist Axtell responded the cost associated with this project did not include any of the maintenance 287 
and replanting cost.  He stated the request was to make a retrofit improvement to the basin.  He noted Mounds 288 
View was doing the turf spillways.  From a BMP functionality, the pretreatment proposed was shown to be a far 289 
superior way to manage the basin.  He stated this was a voluntary expense and the landowner was making the 290 
request and he believed it would be worthwhile. 291 
 292 
President Preiner stated she understood Manager Haake’s concerns that anyone who had a raingarden installed in 293 
the past might come back to the District to put this type of a system in and then the District would be cost-294 
sharing for the system.   295 
 296 
Manager Haake stated now when a street reconstruction was done many times something like this was figured 297 
into the original cost and the City paid for it through property owner assessments.  Now, it would be the District 298 
paying for it, when it should have been figured into the original cost.  She acknowledged while this was a better 299 
way of doing a raingarden, she was concerned who ended up paying for it.   300 
 301 
 302 
Manager Waller asked if this work would be done on the homeowner’s property or in the right-of-way.  Water 303 
Resource Specialist Axtell responded it was in the right-of-way and was owned by the City.   304 
 305 
Manager Ogata stated if seemed to him that if they approved it on the frontend, what is the harm in approving it 306 
on the backend.  He believed it would have cost the District the same amount either way. 307 
 308 
President Preiner stated the issue was who should pay for it in the first place.   309 
 310 
Manager Ogata asked if this should not qualify for a cost-share in the first place.   311 
 312 
Manager Haake stated if the homeowner wanted something different other than turf, then the people came to 313 
the District.  She noted now with this new technology, this was all done on the City’s property and the assessment 314 
had already been done.  She stated for a person to come at this point in time, she believed it was the City’s 315 
obligation also to pay for some of this.   316 
 317 
President Preiner stated she did not have an issue with an individual, but she did if it was a City project where 318 
assessments had been made. 319 
 320 
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Manager Waller stated the rules would need to be updated then also to include this new technology.  He stated he 321 
did not have an issue regarding this as it was an improvement, even though it is a retrofit and it was someone who 322 
wanted to go beyond what was required.   323 
 324 
Manager Haake stated in Mounds View at the time they were doing a raingarden, it was put into the overall cost 325 
of the plan.  She stated this was City property and the District gave them the leniency in the first place of coming 326 
up with a way to deal with the water.   327 
 328 
Manager Waller stated in the past he was not in favor of the raingarden program, but in this particular instance 329 
this was a person who wanted to do something as an improvement.  He noted in addition the landowner was 330 
responsible for the maintenance of the garden and if the City or staff had to do the maintenance, it would cost a 331 
lot more.  He stated the small people did not receive a lot and that was one of the big things was that the 332 
individual citizens would get a benefit and he did not have a problem with this.   333 
 334 
Manager Ogata asked if the District had in the past paid for the landowner’s labor as a part of the project.  Water 335 
Resource Specialist Axtell responded the landowner was not paid, but instead received an in-kind cost at $10 per 336 
hour.  He stated as a practice, they always included contract labor, but most of the time the landowner would do 337 
the work.  He stated it was not abnormal that the labor costs were done this way. 338 
 339 
ROLL CALL: 340 
Manager Waller – Aye 341 
Manager Haake – Nay 342 
Manager Ogata – Aye 343 
Manager Wagamon – Aye 344 
President Preiner - Nay 345 
 346 
Motion carried 3-2. 347 
 348 
b) R12-03:  Smiths Medical Raingarden (Valentine Lake) 349 
Water Resource Specialist Axtell stated this project proposed construction of a larger raingarden from the western 350 
part of the parking lot.  He stated the applicant was generally looking for retrofit possibilities.  He noted it was 351 
almost entirely impervious surface, sitting up on a hill and there was no treatment of the area.  He noted the 352 
western portion of the property went into catch basins and then to storm sewers.  He stated staff and the 353 
Advisory Committee supported this request.  He noted the relative higher cost was due to the fact that there were 354 
heavier soils in this area as well as berming being required as it was sitting on a hill.  The applicant would also be 355 
doing a native planting . 356 
 357 
Manager Ogata asked if native plantings would be done.  Water Resource Specialist Axtell replied the plantings 358 
would be put in with volunteers at their cost.  They were not asking for a cost-share on the plantings.   359 
 360 
Manager Waller asked how extensive the soil tests were.  He asked if this would end up being tiled at some point.  361 
Water Resource Specialist Axtell stated there would be more detailed soil testing done.  He stated the goal would 362 
be to get through the heavier soil surfaces.  He noted an under drain was not in the plans now, but if needed it was 363 
a $100 to $200 cost. 364 
 365 
Manager Waller stated he wanted to take the approach that solved the problem in the initial phases.  Water 366 
Resource Specialist Axtell stated the soil would be looked at as part of the standard procedure. 367 
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 368 
Motion by Manager Wagamon, seconded by Manager Ogata, to approve RCWD Water Quality BMP Cost-369 
Share Contract R12-03 for the Smiths Medical raingarden project, up to $4,558.21, not to exceed 50% of 370 
eligible project expenses, in accordance with established program guidelines.  Motion carried 5-0. 371 
 372 
President Preiner left the meeting at 11:00 a.m. and turned the meeting over to Manager Haake. 373 
 374 
c) R12-04:  Hermanek Raingarden (Mounds View, Rice Creek) 375 
Water Resource Specialist Axtell stated this project aims to enhance an infiltration trench installed by the City of 376 
Mounds View by converting it to a raingarden.  He stated the cost estimate was $1,772.00 and the cost share 377 
request was $886.00, not to exceed 50% of eligible project expenses.   378 
 379 
Manager Waller asked if this was in the City’s right-of-way.  Water Resource Specialist Axtell responded it was in 380 
the right-of-way.   381 
 382 
Motion by Manager Waller, seconded by Manager Wagamon, to approve RCWD Water Quality BMP Cost-383 
Share Contract R12-04 for Amy Hermanek’s raingarden retrofit project, up to $886.00, not to exceed 50% of 384 
eligible project expenses, in accordance with established program guidelines.  Motion carried 4-0. 385 
 386 
d) R12-06 Gustafson Raingarden (Arden Hills, Lake Josephine) 387 
Water Resource Specialist Axtell stated this project proposed a 350 square foot raingarden to intercept runoff 388 
largely from the neighboring property.  He indicated Ms. Gustafson had received some RCWD cost-share 389 
assistance back in 2005 for a shoreline restoration project that remains a project highlighted by the District to this 390 
day.  He indicated there were no concerns regarding maintenance.  The total project cost was estimated to be 391 
$2,338.16.  He indicated the landowner and her son would complete the work, so the final cost-share total would 392 
likely be less than estimated.  He noted there was significant run-off volumes occurring in this area and this would 393 
be an opportunity to treat some runoff before it went into Lake Josephine.   394 
 395 
Motion by Manager Wagamon, seconded by Manager Ogata, to approve RCWD Water Quality BMP Cost-396 
Share Contract R12-06 for Dawn Gustafson’s raingarden project, up to $1,169.08, not to exceed 50% of eligible 397 
project expenses, in accordance with established program guidelines.  Motion carried 4-0. 398 
 399 
e) W12-01:  White Bear Yacht Club Lakeshore Restoration (White Bear Lake) 400 
Water Resource Specialist Axtell stated this project proposed restoration of 310 feet of lakeshore at the White 401 
Bear Yacht Club on White Bear Lake.  This application was for the first of two phases to complete a full restoration 402 
of the entire 575 linear feet of shoreline at the property.  The existing shoreline was eroded and subject to 403 
substantial ice heaving damage.  With the present low water level on White Bear Lake, access to the site with 404 
heavy equipment will be easier, less costly, and less damaging to the lake and the property.  The first phase would 405 
include toe and slope stabilization components for just over 50% of the frontage.  He stated the main concern of 406 
the Citizen Advisory Committee was the lake level, but if this is a good project, it should go forward because it 407 
cannot be assumed the lake levels will not go up in the future.  He stated with the number of partners involved, 408 
the Citizens Advisory Committee recommended a 33% contribution instead of a 50% contribution and the 409 
funding be considered secondary to state cost-share.  He stated staff and the Citizens Advisory Committee 410 
recommended approval. 411 
 412 
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Manager Wagamon stated Water Resource Specialist Axtell did a very good job in answering all of the CAC’s 413 
concerns and questions.  He stated in the end, the CAC got around their concerns and the CAC believed because 414 
there were a lot of public events held at this location the project would have a lot of public exposure.   415 
 416 
Manager Waller stated he had visited the site and it does need some work, but when the cost-share programs 417 
were built, a private person paid 50% and in the previous ones just approved, 50% was paid.  He stated this was a 418 
private organization and they are paying 25%, the RCWD was paying 33%, and the Washington Conservation 419 
District through a state grant was paying 42%.  He stated those proportions seemed to be out of whack.  He stated 420 
he was not saying the project did not need to be done, or that this was not the time to do it, but he believed the 421 
private landowner should step up and pay half of the total expense.  He believed that was consistent with how the 422 
District had done cost-shares in the past.  He stated the District asked the small people to come up with the cost 423 
and he looked at this project the same way.  He stated his concern was how the cost was proportioned and not 424 
that the work should or should not be done.  He wanted the Club to come up with 25% more of the money. 425 
 426 
Manager Wagamon stated that was also a main concern of a few CAC members.   427 
 428 
Permit Coordinator/Wetland Specialist Tomczik stated right now, phase 2 was unknown and the Yacht Club 429 
might choose to pay the full cost of phase 2 themselves.   430 
 431 
Water Resource Specialist Axtell stated the goal for phase 2 regarding the funding was to apply for an external 432 
grant from the state.  He stated should that be unsuccessful, he could not speak if the state would have cost-433 
sharing, but if not, they could come to the District for 50% of the cost for phase 2. 434 
 435 
Manager Ogata stated they have had other partnerships with other entities in the past.  He asked for information 436 
regarding the cost-share funding caps at 50%. 437 
 438 
Water Resource Specialist Axtell stated in the past they had the Rice Lake raingarden projects and they had 50% 439 
into it or so and the Anoka Conservation District had some funds available also, so the landowner paid 25%.  He 440 
stated recently the last round of raingardens went in essentially at no cost to the landowner.  He stated part of his 441 
view was that the District would be opposed to using the District’s funding to leverage it with other funding.   442 
 443 
Manager Waller stated 75% of the cost for this project would come from the public and he had a philosophical 444 
problem with leveraging the money so someone just went around collecting from different groups.  He found that 445 
inequitable when the small landowners had to pay the 50%.  He stated the small landowner did not have the same 446 
leverage and political ability to get additional funding.  He stated he wanted the landowner to put in the 50%. 447 
 448 
Manager Haake stated maybe they should grandfather this in and look at the policy at a future meeting. 449 
 450 
Water Resource Specialist Axtell stated the only thing in the policy was that it could not be more than 50% cost-451 
share.  He stated he did not know if the other state funding would be approved.   452 
 453 
Manager Waller stated maybe this entire project was premature until the second phase was ready. 454 
 455 
Manager Ogata stated he understood Manager Waller’s concerns.  He noted this was kind of looking at things 456 
backwards.  He stated this really was a policy decision and maybe this should be put down for a future workshop 457 
discussion.  He stated he had a lot of other questions also.  He noted there were also many advantages to this 458 
project. 459 
 460 
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Manager Waller stated the big problem was the ice that knocked into the shore.  He stated the District had the 461 
50% pay over rule, but it did not say the District had to pay 50%, but the District did require the landowner to 462 
come up with 50% of the cost and not all landowners had the 50% funds to pay.  He believed the project was just 463 
not right yet. 464 
 465 
Manager Wagamon stated he would also like to see this go to a workshop discussion. 466 
 467 
Water Resource Specialist Axtell recommended if they were going to table this, was there an interest to see phase 468 
1 and 2 come in together at the same time in the future, or a different funding scenario, etc. 469 
 470 
Manager Ogata stated this really could not be decided until it was discussed at a workshop meeting. 471 
 472 
Motion by Manager Wagamon, seconded by Manager Ogata, to table this until it can be discussed at the 473 
Board’s July 9, 2012 workshop.   474 
 475 
Manager Waller stated he would like to personally see phases 1 and 2 together.   476 
 477 
1st Vice-President Haake stated they should also review the policy.   478 
 479 
Water Resource Specialist Axtell stated one of the reasons this was split into 2 phases was due to the cost.  He 480 
noted phase 2 would be significantly more expensive than phase 1, so if they saw this come back as a whole 481 
project, they were anticipating the total cost could be $70,000.00. 482 
 483 
Motion carried 4-0. 484 

 485 
7. Consider Partial Payment (#3) for West Moore Lake Raingarden Project 486 

District Administrator Belfiori explained this pay request includes the installation of raingarden plants and 487 
shredded hardwood mulch.  He recommended approval. 488 

 489 
Motion by Manager Ogata, seconded by Manager Wagamon, to approve Cobalt Contracting, Inc. in the 490 
amount of $20,974.10. Motion carried 4-0.   491 

 492 
8. Consider 2011 Abatement of Charges for Anoka County Ditch 15/Anoka-Washington Judicial Ditch 4 493 

(ACD15/AWJD4) Water Management District  494 
District Administrator Belfiori stated this Resolution related to abatement of charges for 2011 ACD 15/AWJD 4 495 
WMD for 8 parcels that were identified in the ACD 15/AWJD 4 WMD charge that were created as commonly 496 
owned open space and are exempt and should be abated because the charge for the contributing drainage area is 497 
already accounted for in the multi-family residential charge on the properties that are part of the development.   498 
 499 
Motion by Manager Ogata, seconded by Manager Wagamon, to approve Resolution 2012-18, Abatement of 500 
Charges ACD15/AWJD4 Water Management District.   501 
 502 
ROLL CALL: 503 
Manager Waller – Aye 504 
Manager Haake – Aye 505 
Manager Ogata – Aye 506 
Manager Wagamon - Aye 507 
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President Preiner - Absent 508 
 509 
Motion carried 4-0-1.   510 

 511 
9. Consider Check Register dated 6/13/2012, in the amount of $57,145.52, prepared by HLB Tautges Redpath. 512 

Motion by Manager Wagamon, seconded by Manager Ogata, to approve check register dated 6/12/2012 in the 513 
amount of $57,145.52, prepared by HLB Tautges Redpath.  Motion carried 4-0. 514 

 515 
ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION AND INFORMATION 516 
1. Engineer’s Report and Timeline. 517 

There were no updates by the District Engineer. 518 
 519 

2. Manager’s Update 520 
1st Vice President Haake mentioned the upcoming MAWD Summer Tour on June 21-23 hosted by Prior Lake-521 
Spring Lake Watershed District. 522 

 523 
ADJOURNMENT 524 
Motion by Manager Ogata, seconded by Manager Wagamon, to adjourn the meeting at 11:29 a.m.  Motion carried 4-0. 525 
 526 
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CONSENT AGENDA 
The following items will be acted upon without discussion in accordance with the staff 
recommendation and associated documentation unless a Manager or another interested person 
requests opportunity for discussion: 
Table of Contents 
PERMIT APPLICATIONS REQUIRING BOARD ACTION 
No. Applicant Location Plan Type
 Recommendation 
12-040 City of Lino Lakes Lino Lakes Street & Utility Construction CAPROC 5 items 

12-041 City of New Brighton New Brighton Final Site Drainage CAPROC 9 items 

12-042 City of Lexington Lexington Street & Utility Construction CAPROC 5 items 

12-043 White Bear Township White Bear Township Final Site Drainage CAPROC 4 items 

12-045 Cummins Power Generation Fridley Final Site Drainage CAPROC 3 items 

It was moved by Manager _____________ and seconded by Manager _____________, to approve the consent 
agenda as outlined in the above Table of Contents in accordance with RCWD staff and District Engineer’s Findings 
and Recommendations dated June 8, 2012; June 11, 2012; June 12, 2012; and June 18, 2012. 
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6/21/2012   CAPROC = Conditional Approval Pending Receipt of Changes 
 

RICE CREEK WATERSHED DISTRICT 
CONSENT AGENDA 

 
June 27, 2012 

 
  

It was moved by __________________________________ and seconded by 
 
______________________________ to Conditionally Approve Pending Receipt  
 
Of Changes the Permit Application 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 Reports,  
 
dated June 8, 2012; June 11, 2012; June 12, 2012; and June 18, 2012. 
 
 
 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 
 

Permit 
Application No. Applicant    Page  Recommendation 
 
Permit Location Map 21 
 
 
12-040 City of Lino Lakes 22 CAPROC 
 
12-041 City of New Brighton 27 CAPROC 
 
12-042 City of Lexington 31 CAPROC 
 
12-043 White Bear Township 35 CAPROC 
 
12-045 Cummins Power Generation 38 CAPROC 
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Houston Engineering Inc.                                       Page 1 of 2                                                    6/11/2012 

Permit Application Number:  12-045 
Permit Applicant Name: Cummins Power Generation - Building Addition 
 

Applicant:      Consultant: 

Jim Goodman Chad Lockwood 
Cummins Power Generation Loucks Associates 
1400 73rd Avenue NE 7200 Hemlock Lane 
Fridley, MN 55432 Maple Grove, MN 55369 
Ph: 763-574-5000 Ph: 763-424-5505 
Fx: Fx: 763-424-5822 
jim.h.goodman@cummins.com clockwood@louckassociates.com 
  
  
Project Name:  Cummins Power Generation - Building Addition 

Purpose:   FSD – Final Site Drainage; Remove portions of existing bituminous and concrete pavements 
and construct approximate 3,870 A.F. building addition with associated site improvements. 

Site Size:  The site is approximately 68± acres with 0.23± acres of disturbed area and a 0.04± acre 
increase in impervious area 

Location:  1400 73rd Avenue NE, Fridley 

T-R-S:   SW ¼, Section 12, T30N, R24W 

District Rule:  C, D 

Recommendations:  CAPROC 

It is recommended that this Permit Application be given Conditional Approval Pending Receipt of 
Changes (CAPROC) and outstanding items related to the following items. 

Rule D – Erosion and Sediment Control 

1. Per Rule D.4(c), submit the name, address and phone number of party responsible for 
maintenance of all erosion and sediment control measures. 

Administrative 

2. Send one final, signed full sized plan set to the District, and e-mail a pdf copy to both the District 
and the District Engineer. 

3. The applicant must submit the appropriate cash surety amount of $1,500 along with an original 
executed escrow agreement acceptable to the District. If the applicant desires an original copy for 
their records, then two original signed escrow agreements should be submitted. 

Stipulations: None 

Exhibits: 

1. Plan set containing sheets C01-1, C1-2, C2-1, C3-1, and C8-1 dated and received 5-24-2012. 

2. Permit application, dated 5-18-2012 and received 5-24-2012. 

3. Permit application checklist, no date, received 5-24-2012. 
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PERMIT APPLICATIONS REQUIRING BOARD ACTION 
Table of Contents 
No. Applicant Location Plan Type Recommendation 
12-039 Anoka County Parks Lino Lakes Final Site Drainage VARIANCE/ 

   & Centerville   CAPROC 7 items 
     

12-036 Teamvantage Forest Lake Final Site Drainage VARIANCE/ 
      CAPROC 6 items 
     

It was moved by Manager _____________ and seconded by Manager _____________, to approve permit 
applications _____ as outlined in the above Table of Contents in accordance with RCWD staff and District 
Engineer’s Findings and Recommendations dated June 20 and 21, 2012. 
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6/21/2012   CAPROC = Conditional Approval Pending Receipt of Changes 
 

RICE CREEK WATERSHED DISTRICT 
 

June 27, 2012 
 

  
 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 
 

Permit 
Application No. Applicant    Page  Recommendation 
 
 
12-039   Anoka County Parks   42  VARIANCE/CAPROC 
 
12-036 Teamvantage    55  VARIANCE/CAPROC 
 
 

It was moved by __________________________________ and seconded by 
 
______________________________ to Conditionally Approve Pending Receipt  
 
Of Changes Permit Application _________________  
 
accordance with the District Engineer’s Findings and Recommendations, as contained in  
 
the Engineer’s Findings and Recommendations, as contained in the Engineer’s Reports,  
 
dated June 20 and 21, 2012. 
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Rice Creek Watershed District 
Permit Variance Operating Procedure 

Board approved July 22, 2009 

Background:

Rule L of the Rice Creek Watershed Districts Rules (Rule), dated February 13, 2008, provides 
for the consideration of requests for variances from the literal provisions of the Rule.  Rule L 
states:

“The Board of Managers may hear requests for variances from the literal provisions of these 
rules in instances when their strict enforcement would cause undue hardship because of 
circumstances unique to the property under consideration.”

Purpose:

The purpose for this operating procedure is to document how variance requests will be processed 
and managed as part of the District’s permit program. 

Rule Language: 

1.  VARIANCES AUTHORIZED. The Board of Managers may hear requests for variances 
from the literal provisions of these rules in instances when their strict enforcement would cause 
undue hardship because of circumstances unique to the property under consideration. The Board 
of Managers may grant variances where it is demonstrated that such action will be in keeping 
with the spirit and intent of these rules. Such a request must be addressed to the Board of 
Managers as part of a permit application and must address the four standards for variance 
consideration listed below. 

2.  STANDARD. In order to grant a variance the Board of Managers must determine that: 

(a) Special conditions apply to the structure or land under consideration that do not 
apply generally to other land or structures in the District. 

(b) Because of the unique conditions of the property involved, undue hardship to the 
applicant would result, as distinguished from mere inconvenience, if the strict letter of the 
rules was carried out. Economic considerations alone shall not constitute undue hardship 
if any reasonable use of the property exists under the terms of the District's rules. 

(c) The proposed activity for which the variance is sought will not adversely affect the 
public health, safety, welfare, will not create extraordinary public expense; will not 
adversely affect water quality, water control, drainage in the District. 

(d) The intent of the District's rules is met. 
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3.  TERM. A variance shall expire on expiration of the CAPROC approval or permit 
associated with the variance request. 

4.  VIOLATION. A violation of any condition set forth in a variance shall be a violation of 
the District rules, and shall automatically terminate the variance. 

Guidance:  

Generally, there are two types of variances in zoning law: “use variances,” and “area variances.”  
Variances under RCWD Rules will fall into the second “area variances” category. The MN 
Supreme Court decided, in a 2008 case, that “area variances” may be allowed under a “practical 
difficulties” standard.  

In evaluating practical difficulties raised by the applicant, the Board of Managers will consider 
the following factors: 

 (a) How substantial the variation is in relation to the RCWD Rule requirement(s); 

 (b) The effect the variance would have on government services; 

 (c) whether the variance will effect a substantial change in the character of the watershed 
resources or will be a substantial detriment to neighboring properties; 

 (d) whether the practical difficulty can be alleviated by a feasible method other than a 
variance (economic considerations play a role in the analysis under this factor); 

(e) how the practical difficulty occurred, including whether the landowner created the 
need for the variance; and  

(f) whether, in light of all of the above factors, allowing the variance will serve the 
interests of justice. 

Form of Variance Request: 

A variance request must be submitted in writing to the Board of Mangers as part of a permit 
application.  Permit applicants requesting a variance must use the attached “Variance Request 
Form (Exhibit A). 

General procedure for Processing Variance Requests: 

The following general procedures will be used by staff and consultants in bringing variance 
requests to the Board of Managers: 

� Variance requests must be submitted as part of a permit application and will be processed 
using the same permit review schedule. 
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� Variance requests must be in writing and be submitted on the “Request for Variance and 
Statement of Hardship” form.  A variance request will not be considered complete if the 
form is not fully completed. 

� An applicant’s permit application will be considered incomplete until which time the 
required information pertaining to the variance request is received by the District. 

� District staff and the District Engineer will review the variance request against Rule L 
“Standards” and make separate findings and recommendations which will be documented 
on the “Request for Variance and Statement of hardship” form. 

� The “Request for Variance and Statement of Hardship” form along with the permit 
Engineers Report will be included in the Board packet preceding the meeting that the 
variance and permit will be presented and acted on. 

� A request for variance and permit may be acted on at the same board meeting but the 
variance request will be addressed as a separate Board action item before the 
consideration and issuance of the permit application itself resulting in either the issuance 
of a Conditional Approval Pending Receipt of Changes (CAPROC) or a permit. 
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Exhibit A
Request for Variance 

And
Statement of Hardship 

The Board of Managers may hear requests for variances from the literal provisions of these rules in 
instances when their strict enforcement would cause undue hardship because of circumstances unique to 
the property under consideration. The Board of Managers may grant variances where it is demonstrated 
that such action will be in keeping with the spirit and intent of these rules. Such a request must be 
addressed to the Board of Managers as part of a permit application and must address the four standards 
for variance consideration listed below. 

In order to grant a variance, the Board of Managers shall determine that: 

(a) Special conditions apply to the structure or land under consideration that do not apply generally to 
other land or structures in the District. 

(b) Because of the unique conditions of the property involved, undue hardship to the applicant would 
result, as distinguished from mere inconvenience, if the strict letter of the rules was carried out. Economic 
considerations alone shall not constitute undue hardship if any reasonable use of the property exists under 
the terms of the District's rules. 

(c) The proposed activity for which the variance is sought will not adversely affect the public health, 
safety, welfare, will not create extraordinary public expense; will not adversely affect water quality, water 
control, drainage in the District. 

(d) The intent of the District's rules is met. 

A variance shall expire on expiration of the CAPROC approval or permit associated with the variance 
request.

A violation of any condition set forth in a variance shall be a violation of the District rules, and shall 
automatically terminate the variance. 

Date: ________________     Permit  # ______________ 

Applicant: Anoka County Parks and Recreation  

Address: 550 Bunker Lake Blvd, NW 

Telephone number:  763-757-3920 

Property ID number:  
   16-31-22-41-0001 
   16-31-22-44-0001 
   15-31-22-33-0004 
   15-31-22-32-0002 
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RCWD Rule (circle applicable rule(s) to which variance is being requested):
A  B  C  D  E  F  G  I  J  RMP-3 

Description of project:  
This� project� proposes� to� upgrade� and� improve� the� utility� services� at� Rice� Creek� Campground.� � The�
campground�was�constructed�in�1988�and�accommodates�38�electric�and�water�sites,�and�40�rustic�sites�
for�a�total�of�78�sites.��The�campground�also�has�a�group�camping�area,�RV�dump�station�to�dispose�of�
waste,� a� water� tank� to� fill� their� units� with� drinking� water,� restroom\shower� facility,� playground,�
campground�host�site�and�a�maintenance�facility.� �Currently,�the�existing�restroom\shower�facility�and�
RV�dump�station�utilize�existing�drain�fields.��
�
The�proposed�utility�upgrades�and�improvements�include�taking�the�existing�campground�sanitary�drain�
fields�off�line�and�hooking�them�into�the�City�of�Centerville’s�sanitary�lines;�existing�electric�service�is�to�
be�upgraded�throughout�the�campground;�and�water�lines�throughout�the�campground�will�be�assessed�
and� upgraded� where� needed.� � Other� improvements� include� paving� a� small� portion� of� the� entrance�
roadway,� removing� a� portion� of� the� Group� Camp/Loop� C� roadway,� providing� better� access� and�
improving�the�façade�of�the�restroom/shower�building.��

Requirements of applicable rule(s) for which variance is being requested: 

                           Section 7c  

Requested Variance action:  

Reduce�the�area�of�the�required�buffer�to�provide�an�area�equivalent�to�an�average�buffer�width�of��������������������������������������
25�feet.��The�minimum�buffer�width�would�be�reduced�to�0�feet�in�some�areas.�The�buffer�area�would�
be�distributed�around�the�site�to�available�areas�as�shown�on�the�exhibit.�

Statement of Hardship (include any mitigating circumstances). 

                       The campsites were developed prior the RMP rules. In many cases the edge of the area utilized for                                         
camping is the wetland edge leaving no room for the required buffer. Providing the buffer would                         
result in the loss of most of the camping sites. The County also needs to preserve some land in the  

                    park for maintenance activities.  

How do you propose to meet the intent of RCWD rules? 

                        It is proposed that a portion of undeveloped areas of the campground would be encumbered as  
                        buffer. The campground is a low impact user controlled by the County. The propose of the buffer 
                        for higher intensity developments is not necessary in this case. The campground is a unique use in 
                        in the RMP 3 area and would not be precedent setting for granting of variances.
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Applicant name:_Danielle Sanborn____________________   Date:__06-14-12________________ 

Applicant signature:_ _______________________ 
Staff Findings (RCWD only)

Staff Recommendation (RCWD only)   
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ITEMS REQUIRING BOARD ACTION   
1. Consider ordering the Bald Eagle Lake 

Watershed Stormwater Reuse/Phosphorus 
Reduction Project (Phil Belfiori)  
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MEMORANDUM
Rice Creek Watershed District

� �

To: Board of Managers     Date: June 21, 2012 

From: Phil Belfiori 

Subject: Consideration of Ordering the Bald Eagle Lake Watershed Reuse/Phosphorus 
Reduction Project

Background /Discussion 

On May 25, 2012 the Board of Managers approved the Bald Eagle Lake Watershed Reuse/Phosphorus 
Reduction Project grant agreement, workplan, recordable covenants and incorporated easement and 
directed the District administrator to notice a public hearing on the project and otherwise undertake all 
procedural steps necessary to bring the project forward for approval and ordering. 

Pursuant to Minnesota Statutes § 103B.251 and the WRMP, the District may not make project 
commitments of levied funds until a public hearing has been properly noticed and convened and the 
Board of Managers has ordered that the project be implemented.   

Recommendation:

At this time, staff is recommending that the Board of Managers approve resolution 2012-20 ordering 
the Bald Eagle Lake Watershed Reuse/Phosphorus Reduction Project.   

Attachment:
� Resolution 2012-20 
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RESOLUTION NO. 2012-20 
RICE CREEK WATERSHED DISTRICT 

BOARD OF MANAGERS 

ORDERING the BALD EAGLE LAKE 
WATERSHED STORMWATER REUSE/ 
PHOSPHORUS REDUCTION PROJECT 

PURSUANT to MINNESOTA STATUTES §103B.251 

WHEREAS the Rice Creek Watershed District has adopted a water resource 
management plan (WRMP) in accordance with Minnesota Statutes §103B.231;  

WHEREAS Bald Eagle Lake, located in Ramsey and Washington Counties, is impaired 
for nutrients and subject to a Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) requiring reductions 
in phosphorus from internal and external sources; 

WHEREAS the District has prepared a Bald Eagle Lake TMDL implementation plan 
that identifies capital improvements, including stormwater reuse for irrigation on the 
Oneka Ridge golf course, and the implementation plan has been approved by the 
Minnesota Pollution Control Agency; 

WHEREAS the WRMP capital improvement program (CIP) includes constructing 
projects identified in the Bald Eagle Lake TMDL implementation plan and budgets $1.1 
million in 2012-14 for that purpose;  

WHEREAS the WRMP CIP also includes an urban stormwater remediation cost-share 
program to correct water quality impacts to surface waters from stormwater runoff by 
giving up to $50,000 in cost-share funds for projects in partnership with cities, for which 
the District has budgeted $200,000 per year and $2,000,000 for the planning period; 

WHEREAS the District and the City of Hugo have received from the Minnesota Board 
of Water and Soil Resources a Clean Water Assistance Grant (CWAG) in the amount of 
$497,100 for the Bald Eagle Lake Watershed Reuse/Phosphorus Reduction Project, 
consisting of stormwater collection and irrigation reuse facilities on the Oneka Ridge golf 
course, with additional infiltration facilities for contingency management and water 
quality treatment if irrigation reuse becomes unavailable, and operation and maintenance 
of those facilities by Oneka Ridge LLC for a period of 25 years (the “Project”); 

WHEREAS under the CWAG agreement the District is required to contribute about 
$74,200, Hugo is required to contribute about $50,000, and Oneka Ridge is required to 
contribute about $10,800, in cash and in-kind contributions to the Project, for a total 
estimated cost of about $632,100; 

WHEREAS on May 23, 2012, the District Board of Managers approved a project 
agreement among the the City of Hugo, Oneka Ridge LLC and the District, with terms 
including the conveyance of an easement, by Oneka Ridge LLC, suitable to construct and 
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maintain the project, conditioned on a duly noticed public hearing and project ordering by 
the Board of Managers, all as required by Minnesota Statutes §103B.251; 

WHEREAS in accordance with Minnesota Statutes § 103B.251, subdivision 3, the 
District held a duly noticed public hearing on June 27, 2012, at the Shoreview City 
Council Chambers, at which time all interested parties had the opportunity to speak for 
and against the Project;  
     
WHEREAS the District engineer has evaluated the technical design of the Project and its 
cost-effectiveness, and the engineer's views have been fully considered by the Board;

WHEREAS the Board finds that the Project, as constructed in accordance with the terms 
and responsibilities of the project agreement, will be conducive to public health and 
promote the general welfare, and is in compliance with Minnesota Statutes §§103B.205 
to 103B.255 and the WRMP adopted pursuant to §103B.231;  

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that pursuant to Minnesota Statutes § 103B.251 and 
the WRMP, the Project is ordered. 

The question was on the adoption of the resolution and there were __ yeas and __ nays as 
follows: 

     Yea  Nay Absent 
WALLER   �   �     �
HAAKE   �   �     �
OGATA   �   �      �
WAGAMON   �   �     �
PREINER   �   �     �

Upon vote, the Chair declared the Resolution ____________. 

______________________________________  Dated: June 27, 2012 
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 have set my hand this 27th day of June, 2012. 

       ______________________________
       Harley Ogata, Secretary 
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ITEMS REQUIRING BOARD ACTION   
2. Consider Awarding the Contract for 

Construction for the Long Lake Sediment 
Basin Dredging Project.  (Phil Belfiori) 
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MEMORANDUM
Rice Creek Watershed District

To: Board of Managers     Date: June 21, 2012 

From: Phil Belfiori

Subject: Long Lake Sedimentation Basin Dredging Project  

Background / Discussion: 

The purpose of this memorandum is to request Board consideration of awarding of the Long Lake 
Sedimentation Basin Dredging Project contract to Belair Excavating. 

Project Summary:

As you are aware, the Long Lake Sedimentation Basin Dredging Project is intended to address 
accumulated sedimentation within the Long Lake Sedimentation Basin located directly upstream of the 
ongoing Rice Creek/Long Lake Inlet Basic Water Management Project and located several hundred 
feet upstream of where Rice Creek enters Long Lake within the City of New Brighton. The Long Lake 
sedimentation basin was surveyed on March 19th 2012 and the estimated sediment volume is 7,000 
cubic yards. This proposed project includes dredging the accumulated sediment to a design depth 
within the basin.  The project was bid for hydraulic dredging methods.    

The Board of Managers on April 25, 2012 authorized staff to move forward with a formal expedited 
bid process for the dredging of sediment from the Long Lake Sediment basin including the preparation 
of plans and specifications.  The Board of Managers on May 9, 2012 authorized staff to with 
assistance from Houston Engineering to prepare the necessary documents and solicit bids for project 
construction of the Long Lake Sedimentation Basin Dredging Project. 

Staff is recommending that the Board of Managers approve Resolution 2012-21.    

Attachments:  
� Memo dated June 20, 2012 from HEI  
� Construction Plans for the Long Lake Sedimentation Basin Dredging Project 
� Resolution 2012-21 
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RESOLUTION NO. 2012-21 
RICE CREEK WATERSHED DISTRICT 

BOARD OF MANAGERS 

RESOLUTION AWARDING CONTRACT for LONG LAKE SEDIMENT 
BASIN MAINTENANCE DREDGING 

WHEREAS on March 19, 2012 the District engineer surveyed the Long Lake 
sedimentation basin and the sediment volume was estimated to be 7,000 cubic yards;  

WHEREAS on April 25, 2012, the Board of Managers directed the District engineer to 
prepare final plans and specifications for the maintenance dredging and cleanout of the 
Long Lake Sediment Basin (the “Project”); 

WHEREAS on May 9, 2012, the Board received final plans and specifications for the 
Project and authorized the District administrator to solicit bids; 

WHEREAS in accordance with applicable legal requirements, the District duly 
advertised for sealed bids to perform the Project and on June 19, 2012, at the District 
office, bids were opened and read aloud, with one bid submitted for the work; 

WHEREAS the District engineer has submitted a memorandum dated June 20, 2012, in 
which it reports that the low bid was submitted by Belair Excavating in the amount of 
$156,588.97, that this bid is responsive and that Belair Excavating is a responsible 
bidder;

WHEREAS the performance of the Project requires that an existing access agreement 
with Ramsey County be amended, which amendment has been approved by the Board of 
Managers and has been approved by Ramsey County; 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Managers hereby: 

1. Awards the Long Lake Sedimentation Basin Maintenance Dredging contract to 
Belair Excavating for the contract price of $156,588.97; 

2. Authorizes the District administrator to sign and transmit the notice of award, 
and to sign the construction agreement and issue the notice to proceed on advice 
of counsel and when prerequisites for issuance have been met by the contractor; 
and

3. Authorizes the District administrator to sign task orders increasing the contract 
price in an aggregate net amount not exceeding 10 percent of the contract price. 

The question was on the adoption of the resolution and there were __ yeas and __ nays as 
follows: 
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     Yea  Nay Absent 
WALLER   �   �     �
HAAKE   �   �     �
OGATA   �   �      �
WAGAMON   �   �     �
PREINER   �   �     �

Upon vote, the Chair declared the Resolution______________. 

______________________________________  Dated: June 27, 2012 
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 have hereunto set my hand this 27th day of June, 
2012.

       ______________________________
       Harley Ogata, Secretary 
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ITEMS REQUIRING BOARD ACTION   
3. Consider Authorizing Execution Of 

Wetland Banking Conservation Easements 
And Restrictive Covenants for the Anoka-
Washington Judicial Ditch 4 /Anoka 
County Ditch 15 Wetland Restoration (Phil 
Belfiori)  
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RESOLUTION�NO.�2012�22�

RICE�CREEK�WATERSHED�DISTRICT�
BOARD�OF�MANAGERS�

�
AUTHORIZING�EXECUTION�OF�WETLAND�BANKING�CONSERVATION�EASEMENTS�AND�

RESTRICTIVE�COVENANTS�
�

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

WHEREAS,�on�February�22,�2012,�the�Rice�Creek�Watershed�District�Board�of�Managers�
(“Board”)� adopted� Resolution� 2012�03� authorizing� the� submission� of� wetland� banking�
applications�under�both�the�Wetland�Conservation�Act�and�the�Clean�Water�Act;�
�
WHEREAS,� on� March� 21,� 2012� the� Board� entered� into� a� cooperative� agreement� with�
Dan� and� Gloria� Hair� for� the� development� of� a� wetland� bank� on� Hairs’� property�
concurrent� with� the� development� of� a� wetland� bank� on� adjacent� property� owned� by�
RCWD;�
�
WHEREAS,� the� wetland� banking� applications� are� nearing� approval� and� restoration�
activities�have�commenced�on�the�wetland�banking�areas;��
�
WHEREAS,� a� requirement� of� the� wetland� banking� program� is� that� wetland� banks� be�
protected�by�conservation�easements�and�restrictive�covenants;�
�
WHEREAS,� the� State� of� Minnesota,� by� its� Board� of� Water� and� Soil� Resources,� has�
developed� a� form� document� as� a� baseline� for� such� conservation� easements� and�
restrictive�covenants;�
�
WHEREAS,�the�City�of�Columbus�requires,�as�a�condition�of�platting�the�RCWD’s�property�
for�development�of�the�wetland�bank,�that�it�be�given�rights�to�enforce�the�conservation�
easement�to�ensure�that�future�development,�inconsistent�with�the�wetland�bank�does�
not�occur�within�the�bank�area;�
�
WHEREAS,�the�Corps�of�Engineers,�acting�under�the�Clean�Water�Act,�also�requires�the�
wetland�bank�area�be�protected�by�conservation�easements�and�restrictive�covenants�as�
part�of�its�banking�program;�
�
WHEREAS,�the� instruments�require�execution�by�all�parties�with�an� interest� in�the�real�
property�so�restricted�and�by�applicants�for�wetland�banking�approvals,�if�different�from�
the�property�owner;�
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�
WHEREAS,� the� Board’s� attorney� has� prepared� conservation� easements� and� restrictive�
covenants�for�both�RCWD’s�and�Hairs’�properties,�using�the�State’s�form�document�as�a�
guide;�
�
WHEREAS,� the� conservation� easements� and� restrictive� covenants� meet� the�
requirements�of�both�the�State�and�Federal�programs�and�of�the�City�of�Columbus;�
�
WHEREAS,� execution� of� the� conservation� easements� and� restrictive� covenants� is� a�
requirement�of�the�Board’s�wetland�banking�project;��
�
Therefore,�the�RCWD�Board�of�Managers�makes�the�following:�
�

ORDER�
�
The�Board�of�Managers�authorizes�and�directs�its�President�to�execute�the�conservation�
easements�and�restrictive�covenants.�

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

WALLER� ��� ��� �� ������
HAAKE� ��� ��� �� ������
OGATA� ��� ��� �� ������
WAGAMON� ��� ��� �� ������
PREINER� ��� ���� �� ������

�
Upon�vote,�the�Chair�declared�the�Resolution�_____________.�

�
______________________________________� � � Dated:�June�27,�2012�
Harley�Ogata,�Secretary�
�
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�
*���*���*���*���*���*���*���*���*���*���*�

�
� 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�have�hereunto�set�my�hand�this�27th�day�of�June,�
2012.�
�

______________________________�
Harley�Ogata,�Secretary�

�
�
�
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PERPETUAL CONSERVATION EASEMENT AND RESTRICTIONS 
FOR WETLAND BANK   

 
Grantor:  Rice Creek Watershed District 
 
Grantee/Holder:  State of Minnesota, acting by the Board of Water and Soil Resources 
 
Possessors of “Third-party Rights of Enforcement” pursuant to Minnesota Statutes Chapter 
84C:  City of Columbus, MN and United States of America, by and through the United States 
Army Corps of Engineers pursuant to the Clean Water Act   
 
Location: The East Half of the Southeast Quarter of Section 25, Township 32 North (City of 
Columbus), Range 22 West, Anoka County, Minnesota 
 
The Rice Creek Watershed District, a unit of special government established under the laws of 
the State of Minnesota (“Grantor”), is the fee owner of the East Half of the Southeast Quarter 
of Section 25, Township 32 North (City of Columbus), Range 22 West, Anoka County, Minnesota 
(the “Property”). Grantor is in the process of restoring wetlands within a portion of the 
property for the purpose of creating wetland mitigation credits to offset wetland impacts from 
water management projects to be undertaken by Grantor. Wetland mitigation credits so 
created will be deposited into the wetland banking program administered by the State of 
Minnesota, acting by its Board of Water and Soil Resources. 
 
In exchange for and in consideration of the enrollment of wetland mitigation credits in the 
State of Minnesota’s Wetland Mitigation Bank, and as a condition of approvals for the creation 
of wetland mitigation credits from restored and enhanced wetlands, the Grantor grants to the 
State of Minnesota, acting by its Board of Water and Soil Resources (“Grantee/Holder”), the 
Conservation Easement and Covenant of Restrictions (“Conservation Easement and 
Restriction”) contained herein. 
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This Conservation Easement and Restriction shall be effective upon the Grantee/Holder’s 
execution of its acceptance pursuant to statutes section 84C.02(b).  
 
This Conservation Easement and Restriction is granted over the following portion of the 
Property located in Anoka County, Minnesota: 
 

See legal description in Exhibit A and depicted in Exhibit B attached hereto and 
made a part hereof. (“Easement Area”) 

 
This Conservation Easement and Restriction is made pursuant to and in furtherance of 
Minnesota’s Wetland Conservation Act (“WCA”) (statutes sections 103G.222 et seq.) and its 
implementing rules (rules part 8420).  

  
The Easement Area is the subject of a wetland bank plan pursuant to the WCA, administered by 
the State’s Board of Water and Soil Resources. The Easement Area is also the subject of a 
compensatory mitigation banking instrument pursuant to the Federal Clean Water Act (CWA), 
administered by the Corps of Engineers. Together the “Wetland Bank”.  
 
Concurrent with the establishment of the Wetland Bank, Grantor is in the process of platting 
the property. The proposed plat creates an approximately 1.4 acre lot (Lot 1, Block 1, Houle 
Addition), dedicates rights of way for public roads and drainage systems and creates an outlot 
(Outlot A, Houle Addition) over the Property. The Easement Area described herein, corresponds 
to the proposed Outlot A. 
 
The Grantor is responsible for complying with the terms of this Conservation Easement and 
Restriction.  This Conservation Easement and Restriction and the duties and obligations 
contained herein shall run with the land.  
 
In addition to the rights granted to the Grantee/Holder herein, Grantor also grants the right to 
enforce the terms of the Conservation Easement and Restriction to the City of Columbus and to 
the United States of America, by and through the United States Army Corps of Engineers 
pursuant to the CWA, as possessors of third-party rights of enforcement (“Third Parties”). 
 
Creation of the Wetland Bank requires the restoration and enhancement of wetlands and 
upland buffer areas within the Easement Area. Creation of the Wetland Bank also requires the 
realignment of a public drainage system, Anoka-Washington Counties Judicial Ditch 4 (JD 4), the 
installation of a water control structure and the maintenance of the open channel of the former 
alignment of JD 4. 
 
The Easement Area is subject to the WCA, CWA and rules implementing both acts which apply 
to the establishment and future maintenance of wetland banking areas. 
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All references to the WCA, CWA or rules implementing both acts are to the laws and rules 
currently in effect and as amended or renumbered in the future.  
 
The purposes of this Conservation Easement and Restriction are to maintain and improve the 
ecological values of the Wetland Bank and to preserve the Easement Area in its 
restored/natural condition in perpetuity.  
 
COVENANT OF RESTRICTIONS:  
 
Grantor shall: 
 
1. Establish and maintain wetland and upland buffer areas within the Easement Area as 

specified in the approvals given for the Wetland Bank. 
 
2. Maintain copies of the final approvals for the Wetland Bank, along with all modifications 

thereto and provided to the Grantee/Holder and all third-parties with rights of 
enforcement.  

 
3. Pay the costs of establishment, maintenance, repairs and reconstruction of the Wetland 

Bank, as necessary to comply with the specifications contained in the approvals therefor.  
The Grantor’s obligations under this paragraph include the payment of any lawful taxes or 
assessments on the Easement Area.  

 
4. Establish and maintain visible signs at prominent locations along the boundary of the 

Easement Area indicating the presence of the Wetland Bank and providing notice of the 
restrictions on use of the Easement Area.  Such signs must have a surface area of at least 
one quarter (¼) square feet, mounted on a fence post at least 4 feet above ground, and 
minimally contain the words “Boundary of Wetland Bank Easement Area - Subject to 
Perpetual Conservation Easement Restrictions – Contact MN Board of Water and Soil 
Resources or Local Soil and Water Conservation District for Further Information.”   Signs 
must be made of non-degradable material.    

 
5. Manage, at Grantor’s cost, vegetation within the Easement Area necessary to maintain the 

Wetland Bank. Vegetative Management may include weed control and compliance with 
noxious weed control laws and emergency control of pests necessary to protect the public 
health within and adjacent to the Easement Area.  

 
6. Prevent, including by Grantee: 
 

a. Production of agricultural crops within the Easement Area, except that this provision 
does not restrict the harvest of the seeds of native vegetation if only the seed-head is 
removed in the process of harvest and does not involve the use of vehicular, motorized 
equipment;  
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b. The cutting of hay, mowing of vegetation or removal timber within the Easement Area, 

except as required to maintain the Wetland Bank;  
 
c. Vegetative alterations within the Easement Area that do not enhance or would degrade 

the ecological functions and values of the Wetland Bank.  Vegetative alterations shall be 
limited to those required for maintenance of the Wetland Bank;  

 
d. The grazing of livestock within the Easement Area;   
 
e. The placement of materials, substances or other objects, or construction of any type of 

structure, temporary or permanent, within the Easement Area, except those required 
for construction or maintenance of the Wetland Bank;  

 
f. Vehicular traffic within the Easement Area, except for the purpose of construction or 

maintenance of the Wetland Bank;  
 
g. Alteration of the topography of the Easement Area by any means, including plowing, 

dredging, filling, mining or drilling, except as required for construction or maintenance 
of the Wetland Bank;   

 
h. Modification of the hydrology within the Easement Area in any way or by any means 

including pumping, draining, ditching, diking, impounding or diverting surface or ground 
water into or out of the Easement Area, except as required for construction or 
maintenance of the Wetland Bank; 

 
i. Human or recreational use of the Easement Area which, in the judgment of the Grantor, 

is detrimental to the Wetland Bank; 
 

j. Use of the Easement Area inconsistent with the Wetland Bank or the approvals therefor. 
 
7. Record this Conservation Easement and Restriction at Grantor’s expense in the real 

property records of the county where the Property is located.  Said recording shall take 
place within 30 days of the Grantee/Holder’s acceptance of this Conservation Easement and 
Restriction.  The Grantor shall provide the original copy of the recorded Conservation 
Easement and Restriction to the Grantee/Holder and the Third Parties prior to making any 
credits from the Wetland Bank available for sale or use.  

 
Terms of Conservation Easement and Restriction 
 
The Conservation Easement and Restriction shall be deemed to be a perpetual conservation 
easement pursuant to statutes chapter 84C, and shall be unlimited in duration regardless of 
recording.   
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Grantor grants the Grantee/Holder, Third Parties and the agents and employees of the 
Grantee/Holder and Third Parties, reasonable access to the Easement Area for inspection, 
monitoring and enforcement purposes.  The Grantee/Holder, Third Parties, and their agents 
and employees are hereby granted a perpetual right of entry to and from the Easement Area.  
The right of entry shall be reasonably exercised at locations designated by the Grantor or from 
public rights of way. This right of entry grants no access to the Property or the Easement Area 
to the general public.  
 
This Conservation Easement and Restriction may be modified only with the approval of the 
Grantee/Holder in consultation with the Third Parties.  
 
This Conservation Easement and Restriction may be enforced, at law or in equity, by the 
Grantee/Holder or any Third Party named herein. A party prevailing in an action to enforce this 
Conservation Easement and Restriction shall be entitled to recover an award of reasonable 
attorney’s fees from Grantor.  The right to enforce the terms of this Conservation Easement 
and Restriction is not waived or forfeited by any forbearance or failure to act on the part of the 
Grantee/Holder or Third Parties.  
 
Grantor’s Acknowledgments 
 
Grantor is the fee owner of the Property and the applicant for the Wetland Bank.  Grantor 
represents that no other persons or entities have an interest in the Property and that no further 
consents or subordinations are required for the execution of this Conservation Easement and 
Restriction.  If it is determined at any time that there is any other party who may have an 
interest in the Property that is prior to this Conservation Easement and Restriction, then 
Grantor shall immediately obtain and record a consent and subordination agreement signed by 
such other party.  Acceptance of this Conservation Easement and Restriction does not release 
Grantor from the obligation to obtain and record a consent and subordination agreement 
signed by any party who may have an interest in the Property that is prior to this Conservation 
Easement and Restriction, even if such interest was of record at the time of acceptance.  
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SIGNATURE OF GRANTOR  
 
 

Dated:  ______________, 2012   RICE CREEK WATERSHED DISTRICT 
        
 
       By_________________________________ 
        Patricia Preiner 
        Its President 
 
STATE OF MINNESOTA   ) 
      )  SS 
COUNTY OF ___________   ) 
 
 On this ___ day of _____________, 2012, before me, a Notary Public within and for said 
County, personally appeared Patricia Preiner, to me known to be the person described herein, 
and did say that she is the President of the Rice Creek Watershed District Board of Managers, 
and that said instrument was signed on behalf of the Rice Creek Watershed District by authority 
of its Board of Managers and acknowledged said instrument to be the free act and deed of the 
Rice Creek Watershed District. 
 
      ____________________________________ 
      Notary Public 
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ACCEPTANCE  
  
  

The State accepts the foregoing Conservation Easement and Restriction.  
  
MINNESOTA BOARD OF WATER AND SOIL RESOURCES:   
  
  
By:  ________________________________________     
  
Its:   ________________________________________ 
  
STATE OF MINNESOTA )  
  )  ss.  
COUNTY OF ANOKA )  
                 
This instrument was acknowledged before me this _____ day of _________________, 2012    
by ______________________________________ (name of person) as 
_______________________ (title) of the Board of Water and Soil Resources.  
  
  
         _____________________________________ 
            Notary Public  
 
Notarial Stamp or Seal  
  
  
  
  
THIS INSTRUMENT DRAFTED BY: 
RINKE NOONAN (16266-005 (JCK)) 
1015 West St. Germain, Ste. 300 
P.O. Box 1497 
St. Cloud, MN  56302 
(320) 251-6700 
 
(Adapted from BWSR Form: wca-bank-06 (easement).doc (Revised 3/12/10) By the Board of 
Water and Soil Resources, 520 Lafayette Road, St. Paul, MN  55155)  
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EXHIBIT A 
  

Legal Description of Easement Area 
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EXHIBIT B 
  

Map/Survey of Easement Area  
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PERPETUAL CONSERVATION EASEMENT AND RESTRICTIONS 
FOR WETLAND BANK   

 
Grantor:  Daniel C. and Gloria Hair, Husband and Wife 
 
Wetland Banking Applicant:  Rice Creek Watershed District 
 
Grantee/Holder:  State of Minnesota, acting by the Board of Water and Soil Resources 
 
Possessor of “Third-party Rights of Enforcement” pursuant to Minnesota Statutes Chapter 
84C:  United States of America, by and through the United States Army Corps of Engineers 
pursuant to the Clean Water Act   
 
Location:  That part of the West Half of the Southeast Quarter of Section 25, Township 32 
North (City of Columbus), Range 22 West of the 4th Principal Meridian, Anoka County, 
Minnesota, lying east of the easterly line of Interstate Highway No. 35 right-of-way. 
 
Daniel C. and Gloria Hair (“Grantor”) are the fee owners of that part of the West Half of the 
Southeast Quarter of Section 25, Township 32 North (City of Columbus), Range 22 West of the 
4th Principal Meridian, Anoka County, Minnesota, lying east of the easterly line of Interstate 
Highway No. 35 right-of-way (the “Property”). Grantor has entered into an agreement with the 
Rice Creek Watershed District, a unit of special government established under the laws of the 
State of Minnesota (“Applicant”), to restore wetlands within a portion of the property for the 
purpose of creating wetland mitigation credits to be deposited into the wetland banking 
program administered by the State of Minnesota, acting by its Board of Water and Soil 
Resources. 
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In exchange for and in consideration of the enrollment of wetland mitigation credits in the 
State of Minnesota’s Wetland Mitigation Bank, and as a condition of approvals for the creation 
of wetland mitigation credits from restored and enhanced wetlands, the Grantor grants to the 
State of Minnesota, acting by its Board of Water and Soil Resources (“Grantee/Holder”), the 
Conservation Easement and Covenant of Restrictions (“Conservation Easement and 
Restriction”) contained herein. 
 
This Conservation Easement and Restriction shall be effective upon the Grantee/Holder’s 
execution of its acceptance pursuant to statutes section 84C.02(b).  
 
This Conservation Easement and Restriction is granted over the following portion of the 
Property located in Anoka County, Minnesota: 
 

See legal description in Exhibit A and depicted in Exhibit B attached hereto and 
made a part hereof. (“Easement Area”) 

 
This Conservation Easement and Restriction is made pursuant to and in furtherance of 
Minnesota’s Wetland Conservation Act (“WCA”) (statutes sections 103G.222 et seq.) and its 
implementing rules (rules part 8420).  

  
The Easement Area is the subject of a wetland bank plan pursuant to the WCA, administered by 
the State’s Board of Water and Soil Resources. The Easement Area is also the subject of a 
compensatory mitigation banking instrument pursuant to the Federal Clean Water Act (CWA), 
administered by the Corps of Engineers. Together the “Wetland Bank”.  
 
Grantor and Applicant are cooperating in the establishment of the Wetland Bank. The 
cooperative agreement between Grantor and Applicant is recorded as document number 
2030075.001 in the office of the Anoka County Recorder. Pursuant to the cooperative 
agreement, Applicant shall undertake the duties and obligations of Grantor related to the 
Wetland Bank. To enable the Applicant’s actions under the cooperative agreement, Grantor has 
also conveyed various easements and rights of entry to Applicant – contained in the recorded 
instrument referenced above. Grantor’s execution of this Conservation Easement and 
Restriction is required by the cooperative agreement.  
 
The Grantor and Applicant are jointly and severally responsible for complying with the terms of 
this Conservation Easement and Restriction.  This Conservation Easement and Restriction and 
the duties and obligations contained herein shall run with the land.  
 
In addition to the rights granted to the Grantee/Holder herein, Grantor also grants the right to 
enforce the terms of the Conservation Easement and Restriction to the United States of 
America, by and through the United States Army Corps of Engineers pursuant to the CWA, as a 
possessor of third-party rights of enforcement (“Third Party”). 
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Creation of the Wetland Bank requires the restoration and enhancement of wetlands and 
upland buffer areas within the Easement Area. Creation of the Wetland Bank also requires 
maintenance of the open channel of the former alignment of public drainage system Anoka-
Washington Counties Judicial Ditch 4 (JD 4) and the installation of a water control structure on 
JD 4. 
 
The Easement Area is subject to the WCA, CWA and rules implementing both acts which apply 
to the establishment and future maintenance of wetland banking areas. 
 
All references to the WCA, CWA or rules implementing both acts are to the laws and rules 
currently in effect and as amended or renumbered in the future.  
 
The purposes of this Conservation Easement and Restriction are to maintain and improve the 
ecological values of the Wetland Bank and to preserve the Easement Area in its 
restored/natural condition in perpetuity.  
 
COVENANT OF RESTRICTIONS:  
 
Grantor and Applicant shall: 
 
1. Establish and maintain wetland and upland buffer areas within the Easement Area as 

specified in the approvals given for the Wetland Bank. 
 
2. Maintain copies of the final approvals for the Wetland Bank, along with all modifications 

thereto and provided to the Grantee/Holder and all third-parties with rights of 
enforcement.  

 
3. Pay the costs of establishment, maintenance, repairs and reconstruction of the Wetland 

Bank, as necessary to comply with the specifications contained in the approvals therefor.  
The Grantor’s obligations under this paragraph include the payment of any lawful taxes or 
assessments on the Easement Area.  

 
4. Establish and maintain visible signs at prominent locations along the boundary of the 

Easement Area indicating the presence of the Wetland Bank and providing notice of the 
restrictions on use of the Easement Area.  Such signs must have a surface area of at least 
one quarter (¼) square feet, mounted on a fence post at least 4 feet above ground, and 
minimally contain the words “Boundary of Wetland Bank Easement Area - Subject to 
Perpetual Conservation Easement Restrictions – Contact MN Board of Water and Soil 
Resources or Local Soil and Water Conservation District for Further Information.”   Signs 
must be made of non-degradable material.    

 
5. Manage vegetation within the Easement Area necessary to maintain the Wetland Bank. 

Vegetative Management may include weed control and compliance with noxious weed 

99



Page 4 of 11 
 

F:\DATA\16266\005\Wetland Banking Application\Conservation Easement (Hair).doc.docx 

control laws and emergency control of pests necessary to protect the public health within 
and adjacent to the Easement Area.  

 
6. Prevent, including by Grantee or Applicant: 
 

a. Production of agricultural crops within the Easement Area, except that this provision 
does not restrict the harvest of the seeds of native vegetation if only the seed-head is 
removed in the process of harvest and does not involve the use of vehicular, motorized 
equipment;  

 
b. The cutting of hay, mowing of vegetation or removal of timber within the Easement 

Area, except as required to maintain the Wetland Bank;  
 
c. Vegetative alterations within the Easement Area that do not enhance or would degrade 

the ecological functions and values of the Wetland Bank.  Vegetative alterations shall be 
limited to those required for maintenance of the Wetland Bank;  

 
d. The grazing of livestock within the Easement Area;   
 
e. The placement of materials, substances or other objects, or construction of any type of 

structure, temporary or permanent, within the Easement Area, except those required 
for construction or maintenance of the Wetland Bank;  

 
f. Vehicular traffic within the Easement Area, except for the purpose of construction or 

maintenance of the Wetland Bank;  
 
g. Alteration of the topography of the Easement Area by any means, including plowing, 

dredging, filling, mining or drilling, except as required for construction or maintenance 
of the Wetland Bank;   

 
h. Modification of the hydrology within the Easement Area in any way or by any means 

including pumping, draining, ditching, diking, impounding or diverting surface or ground 
water into or out of the Easement Area, except as required for construction or 
maintenance of the Wetland Bank; 

 
i. Human or recreational use of the Easement Area which, in the judgment of the Grantor 

or Applicant, is detrimental to the Wetland Bank; 
 

j. Use of the Easement Area inconsistent with the Wetland Bank or the approvals therefor. 
 
7. Record this Conservation Easement and Restriction at Grantor’s expense in the real 

property records of the county where the Property is located.  Said recording shall take 
place within 30 days of the Grantee/Holder’s acceptance of this Conservation Easement and 
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Restriction.  The Grantor shall provide the original copy of the recorded Conservation 
Easement and Restriction to the Grantee/Holder and the Third Parties prior to making any 
credits from the Wetland Bank available for sale or use.  

 
Terms of Conservation Easement and Restriction 
 
The Conservation Easement and Restriction shall be deemed to be a perpetual conservation 
easement pursuant to statutes chapter 84C, and shall be unlimited in duration regardless of 
recording.   
 
Grantor grants the Grantee/Holder, Third Party and the agents and employees of the 
Grantee/Holder and Third Party, reasonable access to the Easement Area for inspection, 
monitoring and enforcement purposes.  The Grantee/Holder, Third Party, and their agents and 
employees are hereby granted a perpetual right of entry to and from the Easement Area.  The 
right of entry shall be reasonably exercised at locations designated by the Grantor or Applicant 
or from public rights of way. This right of entry grants no access to the Property or the 
Easement Area to the general public.  
 
This Conservation Easement and Restriction may be modified only with the approval of the 
Grantee/Holder in consultation with the Third Party.  
 
This Conservation Easement and Restriction may be enforced, at law or in equity, by the 
Grantee/Holder or any Third Party named herein. A party prevailing in an action to enforce this 
Conservation Easement and Restriction shall be entitled to recover an award of reasonable 
attorney’s fees from Grantor.  The right to enforce the terms of this Conservation Easement 
and Restriction is not waived or forfeited by any forbearance or failure to act on the part of the 
Grantee/Holder or Third Party.  
 
Grantor’s Acknowledgments 
 
Grantor is the fee owner of the Property. Grantor is cooperating with Applicant for 
establishment of the Wetland Bank.  Grantor represents that no other persons or entities, other 
than Applicant have an interest in the Property and that no further consents or subordinations 
are required for the execution of this Conservation Easement and Restriction.  If it is 
determined at any time that there is any other party who may have an interest in the Property 
that is prior to this Conservation Easement and Restriction, then Grantor shall immediately 
obtain and record a consent and subordination agreement signed by such other party.  
Acceptance of this Conservation Easement and Restriction does not release Grantor from the 
obligation to obtain and record a consent and subordination agreement signed by any party 
who may have an interest in the Property that is prior to this Conservation Easement and 
Restriction, even if such interest was of record at the time of acceptance.  
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SIGNATURE OF GRANTOR  
 
 

 Dated:  ______________, 2012  __________________________________ 
       Daniel C. Hair 
 
 
 Dated:  ______________, 2012  __________________________________ 
       Gloria Hair 
 
 
 
STATE OF MINNESOTA   ) 
      )  SS 
COUNTY OF ___________   ) 
 
 On this ___ day of _____________, 2012, before me, a Notary Public for this County, 
personally appeared Daniel C. Hair, who I know to be the person described in the foregoing 
instrument, and who acknowledged that he executed that instrument as his free act and deed. 
 
       ___________________________________ 
       Notary Public 
 
 
STATE OF MINNESOTA   ) 
      )  SS 
COUNTY OF ___________   ) 
 
 On this ___ day of _____________, 2012, before me, a Notary Public for this County, 
personally appeared Gloria Hair, who I know to be the person described in the foregoing 
instrument, and who acknowledged that she executed that instrument as her free act and 
deed. 
 
       ___________________________________ 
       Notary Public 
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SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT 
 
 

Dated:  ______________, 2012   RICE CREEK WATERSHED DISTRICT 
        
 
       By_________________________________ 
        Patricia Preiner 
        Its President 
 
STATE OF MINNESOTA   ) 
      )  SS 
COUNTY OF ___________   ) 
 
 On this ___ day of _____________, 2012, before me, a Notary Public within and for said 
County, personally appeared Patricia Preiner, to me known to be the person described herein, 
and did say that she is the President of the Rice Creek Watershed District Board of Managers, 
and that said instrument was signed on behalf of the Rice Creek Watershed District by authority 
of its Board of Managers and acknowledged said instrument to be the free act and deed of the 
Rice Creek Watershed District. 
 
      ____________________________________ 
      Notary Public 
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ACCEPTANCE  
  
  

The State accepts the foregoing Conservation Easement and Restriction.  
  
MINNESOTA BOARD OF WATER AND SOIL RESOURCES:   
  
  
By:  ________________________________________     
  
Its:   ________________________________________ 
  
STATE OF MINNESOTA )  
  )  ss.  
COUNTY OF ANOKA )  
                 
This instrument was acknowledged before me this _____ day of _________________, 2012    
by ______________________________________ (name of person) as 
_______________________ (title) of the Board of Water and Soil Resources.  
  
  
         _____________________________________ 
            Notary Public  
 
Notarial Stamp or Seal  
  
  
  
  
THIS INSTRUMENT DRAFTED BY: 
RINKE NOONAN (16266-005 (JCK)) 
1015 West St. Germain, Ste. 300 
P.O. Box 1497 
St. Cloud, MN  56302 
(320) 251-6700 
 
(Adapted from BWSR Form: wca-bank-06 (easement).doc (Revised 3/12/10) By the Board of 
Water and Soil Resources, 520 Lafayette Road, St. Paul, MN  55155)  
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EXHIBIT A 
  

Legal Description of Easement Area 
 
That part of the West Half of the Southeast Quarter of Section 25, Township 32 North, Range 22 
West of the 4th Principal Meridian, Anoka County, Minnesota, lying east of the easterly line of 
Interstate Highway No. 35 right-of-way, excepting therefrom the North 665.00 feet thereof as 
measured perpendicular to the northerly line of the Southeast Quarter of said Section 25, also 
excepting therefrom the South 60.00 feet of the East 340.00 feet of the West Half of the 
Southeast Quarter of Section 25, and also excepting therefrom a tract of land described as 
follows: 

A 10.00 foot wide strip of land, lying northerly of and being coincident with the 
following described line: 

Commencing at the southeast corner of said Section 25; thence North 89°53’13” 
West (assumed bearing), along the southerly line of the Southeast Quarter of 
said Section 25, for a distance of 1,305.17 feet to the southeast corner of the 
West Half of the Southeast Quarter of said Section 25; thence continue North 
89°53’13” West, along the southerly line of the Southeast Quarter of said Section 
25, for a distance of 340.02 feet to a point of intersection with the westerly line 
of the East 340.00 feet of the West Half of the Southeast Quarter of said Section 
25 and the true point of beginning of the line to be described; thence continue 
North 89°53’13” West, along the southerly line of the Southeast Quarter of said 
Section 25, for a distance of 384.14 feet to a point of intersection with the 
easterly line of Interstate Highway No. 35 right-of-way and a point which will 
hereafter be referred to as “Point A”; 

together with 

A 38.00 foot wide strip of land, lying easterly of and being coincident with the following 
described line: 

Beginning at said “Point A”; thence North 03°16’16” West, along the easterly line 
of Interstate Highway No. 35 right-of-way, for a distance of 408.33 feet; thence 
North 02°07’37” West, along the easterly line of said Interstate Highway No. 35 
right-of-way, for a distance of 1,399.31 feet to a point of tangential curve to the 
right, radius 11,359.16 feet; thence northerly along said curve and along the 
easterly line of said Interstate Highway No. 35 right-of-way, for a distance of 
174.91 feet, central angle 00°52’56”, to a point of intersection with the southerly 
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line of the North 665.00 feet of the West Half of the Southeast Quarter of said 
Section 25, said line there terminating. 

The northerly and easterly lines of said strips shall be lengthened or shortened as 
necessary to intersect the westerly line of the East 340.00 feet of the West Half of the 
Southeast Quarter of said Section 25 on the east, to intersect at the angle points, and to 
intersect the southerly line of the North 665.00 feet of the West Half of the Southeast 
Quarter of said Section 25 on the north. 

Said tract of land contains 33.152 acres, more or less. 
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EXHIBIT B 
 

Map/Survey of Easement Area  
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ITEMS REQUIRING BOARD ACTION   
4. Consider Check Register dated 6/27/2012, 

in the amount of $243,667.58 prepared by 
HLB Tautges Redpath.   
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Rice Creek Watershed District
Check Register
June 14, 2012 - June 27, 2012
To Be Approved at the June 27, 2012 Board Meeting

Check # Date Payee Description Amount

18283 06/13/12 Cobalt Contracting, Inc. Construction Expense $20,974.10 Issued 6/13/12
18284 06/27/12 Assurant Employee Benefits Employee Benefits 437.75
18285 06/27/12 Kyle Axtell Employee Reimbursement 122.66
18286 06/27/12 Barbara A. Haake Manager Per Diem/Expense 1,111.67
18287 06/27/12 David Bauer Employee Reimbursement 488.74
18288 06/27/12 Philip Belfiori Employee Reimbursement 665.89
18289 06/27/12 Christopher R. Buntjer Employee Reimbursement 147.33
18290 06/27/12 Cafefree Self-Storage Monthly Rent 175.00
18291 06/27/12 City of Shoreview Training & Education/Stormwater Constr. 20,850.00
18292 06/27/12 Coordinated Business Systems, Ltd. Office Supplies 66.26
18293 06/27/12 Dell Business Credit Equipment-Computer 1,828.34
18294 06/27/12 Delta Dental Employee Benefits 661.45
18295 06/27/12 Dynamex Postage 127.74
18296 06/27/12 ECM Publishers, Inc. Legal Notices 129.67
18297 06/27/12 Emmon's & Olivier Resources May Engineering Expense 81.25
18298 06/27/12 Green Lights Recycling, Inc. Office Supplies/Repairs & Maintenance 79.53
18299 06/27/12 HLB Tautges Redpath, Ltd May Accounting 3,380.18
18300 06/27/12 Holiday Credit Vehicle Expense 830.10
18301 06/27/12 Andrew Holewa Construction-BMP Costshare 1,183.31
18302 06/27/12 Home Depot Office Supplies 5.32
18303 06/27/12 Elizabeth Hosch Employee Reimbursement 160.65
18304 06/27/12 Houston Engineering, Inc. May Engineering Expense 80,069.58
18305 06/27/12 Rita Hussman Professional Services 115.00
18306 06/27/12 Interpoll Laboratories, Inc. Lab Expense 3,351.00
18307 06/27/12 Integra Telecom, Inc. Telecommunications 232.00
18308 06/27/12 Integra Telecom, Inc. Telecommunications 526.25
18309 06/27/12 Larry Johnson Professional Services 632.80
18310 06/27/12 Matthew Kocian Employee Reimbursement 31.01
18311 06/27/12 Larson Records Management Office Supplies 95.65
18312 06/27/12 Living Water Tree Service Contracted Services 642.75
18313 06/27/12 Medica Employee Benefits 4,776.64
18314 06/27/12 MEPT Blaine, LLC July Rent 5,517.15
18315 06/27/12 Minnesota Dept. of Health Repairs & Maintenance 100.00
18316 06/27/12 Jodi Nohrenberg Professional Services 813.46
18317 06/27/12 Jill Marie Paron Professional Services 115.00
18318 06/27/12 Pitney Bowes Global Financial Serv. Printing Expense 213.18
18319 06/27/12 Premium Waters, Inc. Office Supplies 63.53
18320 06/27/12 Press Publications Legal Notices 35.77
18321 06/27/12 Patricia Preiner Manager Per Diem/Expense 470.36
18322 06/27/12 Quality Abstract, Inc. Legal Fees 135.00
18323 06/27/12 Rinke Noonan May Legal Fees 9,284.00
18324 06/27/12 Scandia Trucking & Excavating Contracted Services 13,550.00
18325 06/27/12 Carol Mason Sherrill Professional Services 1,207.50
18326 06/27/12 Sherburne SWCD Printing Expense 1,021.89
18327 06/27/12 Smith Partners May Legal Fees 13,559.43
18328 06/27/12 Soil & Water Conservation Society Dues 100.00
18329 06/27/12 Solbrekk, Inc. Computer Software/Professional Services 2,078.60
18330 06/27/12 Theresa Stasica Employee Reimbursement 49.58
18331 06/27/12 Staples Advantage Office Supplies 601.90
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Rice Creek Watershed District
Check Register
June 14, 2012 - June 27, 2012
To Be Approved at the June 27, 2012 Board Meeting

Check # Date Payee Description Amount

18332 06/27/12 Pioneer Press Legal Notices 922.12
18333 06/27/12 Tech Sales Co. Supplies-Field 441.16
18334 06/27/12 Timesavers, Inc. Professional Services 494.21
18335 06/27/12 Nicholas A. Tomczik Employee Reimbursement 105.24
18336 06/27/12 U.S. Bancorp Equipment Finance, Inc. Lease Agreement 362.09
18337 06/27/12 Verizon Wireless Cell Phone Expense 462.72
18338 06/27/12 Steven P. Wagamon Manager Per Diem/Expense 559.72
18339 06/27/12 Washington Conservation District Contracted Services 1,159.00
18340 06/27/12 WCHO Services, LLC Contracted Services 4,050.00
18341 06/27/12 Jennifer Webster Professional Services 115.00
18342 06/27/12 Stephanie Herbst Employee Reimbursement 9.54

10632 06/27/12 Boulder Contracting, LLC Surety Release - Final 500.00
10633 06/27/12 Crow Wing Transport, Inc. Surety Release - #11-077 1,500.00
10634 06/27/12 Dolphin Real Estate Mgmt., LLC Surety Release - #10-077 2,500.00
10635 06/27/12 Land Title, Inc. Surety Release - #06-002 1,500.00
10636 06/27/12 Mills Fleet Farm Surety Release - #07-015 5,000.00
10637 06/27/12 Rice Lake Construction Group Surety Release - #07-107 1,500.00

Dir.Dep. 06/29/12 Kyle J. Axtell 06/29 Payroll 1,359.03
Dir.Dep. 06/29/12 David W. Bauer 06/29 Payroll 1,559.93
Dir.Dep. 06/29/12 Philip J. Belfiori 06/29 Payroll 2,511.08
Dir.Dep. 06/29/12 Christopher R. Buntjer 06/29 Payroll 1,884.82
Dir.Dep. 06/29/12 Stephanie R. Herbst 06/29 Payroll 829.88
Dir.Dep. 06/29/12 Matthew J. Kocian 06/29 Payroll 1,939.35  
Dir.Dep. 06/29/12 Samantha L. Kreibich 06/29 Payroll 753.76  
Dir.Dep. 06/29/12 Elizabeth M. Hosch 06/29 Payroll 1,551.55  
Dir.Dep. 06/29/12 Thomas E. Schmidt 06/29 Payroll 1,931.07
Dir.Dep. 06/29/12 Theresa M. Stasica 06/29 Payroll 1,657.72
Dir.Dep. 06/29/12 Nicholas A. Tomczik 06/29 Payroll 2,152.21

EFT 06/27/12 Card Services - Anchor Bank June, 2012 Credit Card Expense 851.78
EFT 06/27/12 Internal Revenue Service 06/27 Federal Withholding 259.35
EFT 06/29/12 Internal Revenue Service 06/29 Federal Withholding 5,430.59
EFT 06/29/12 Minnesota Dept. of Revenue 06/29 State Withholding 995.88
EFT 06/29/12 ING Retirement Services 06/29 Deferred Compensation 260.00
EFT 06/29/12 ING Retirement Services 06/29 Health Care Savings Plan 521.10
EFT 06/29/12 PERA 06/29 PERA 3,141.71

Total $243,667.58
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ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION AND INFORMATION 
1. Staff Reports 
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MEMORANDUM
Rice Creek Watershed District

To: Board of Managers Date: June 20, 2012 

From: Chris Buntjer

Subject: Technical Specialist/Permit Reviewer’s Report for June 4, 2012 – June 20, 2012

Highlights for Preceding Month 

� Meetings and Assistance to parties in need of pre-application/application assistance: 
o Forest Lake - Teamvantage 12-036  
o “The Preserve” Preiner Property – 07-064 

� Permit Application Review 
o Accustream expansion - 12-047 
o Lakes International Language School – 12-049 
o Follow up on 2392 Leibel Road – 10-081 
o Historical review of 97-141, 07-028 

� Meetings / Administration: 
o Training on RCWD rules 
o HydroCAD training 
o PAH/Coal-tar Webinar 
o Rule revision meetings 
o Inspections training
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MEMORANDUM 
Rice Creek Watershed District

To: Board of Managers      Date: June 20, 2012 

From: Dave Bauer

Subject: Inspector’s Report for May 18, 2012 to June 19, 2012

Highlights for Time Period 

� Completed 45 inspections, including meetings, documentation, and follow-up.  3 permits were closed and 
$4,000 surety returned; 

� Continued to worked with MN/DOT and Pulte Homes to reduce sediment loading in Lake Valentine.
Ranis continue to fall on vulnerable portions of the 694 / US 10 interchange and the Fox Ridge 
Development which cause the northern bay of Lake Valentine to become turbid; 

� Worked with Wildwood Elementary School construction staff to solve dewatering problem on the site.  
Used that moment to bring potential stormwater failures to their attention, which they are trying to address; 

� Inspected 10-22-32 from I-35W to Marshan Lake with Tom and HEI; 

� Identified two sites that are working without permits and am conducting follow-up accordingly;  

� Worked with Kyle and Smith Partners to update the Ranallo Home file in preparation for a court case; 

� Tested beta version of new inspection database; 

� Performed lake sampling on Marshan and Rice Lakes in Lino Lakes; 

� Served on Clean Water Summit Planning Committee – the topic this year is “soils and stormwater;” 

� Served as Past-president of the Minnesota Association of Professional Soil Scientists; and 

� Filmed RCWD Board meetings and posted them on YouTube. 

131



MEMORANDUM 
Rice Creek Watershed District

To: Board of Managers      Date: 6/20/12

From: Elizabeth Hosch

Subject: District Inspector’s Report (May 16 through June 19, 2012)

Highlights from Preceding Month 

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

requested/necessary, totaling 25.

� Closed 5 permits and returned $9,500 in surety. 

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

up as necessary. (ongoing project) 

� Prepared specific historic permits for Board decision.  (ongoing project as time allows) 

� Finished review and issued one administrative permit, to help with the workload. 

� Started supervising new summer BMP Inspections intern, providing orientation, training, and 

introduction to the Rice Creek Watershed District. 

� Started bi-weekly lake sampling of Locke and West Moore Lakes. 

� Participated in ongoing inspections database conversations with HEI. 

� Attended City staff meetings as appropriate. 

� 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: 6/18/2012

From: Matthew Kocian

Subject: Lake and Stream Report for May 17 – June 18, 2012

Highlights for Preceding Month 
Bold indicates significant time commitments 

� Lake and Stream Monitoring 
o Stream WQ sample collection
o Stream flow measurements
o Lake water quality monitoring 
o Data analysis and submittal to EQuIS database
o Clear Lake plant survey

� Clear Lake Association meeting – attend and present info 

� Bald Eagle Lake TMDL 
o Prep for grant application – meet with MPCA 

� GIS
o Various maps for RCWD staff projects / permits / grant applications 

� Hardwood Creek Restoration Project 
o Finalize landowner Easement and associated agreements 
o Work with project engineer to “re-start” project 

� Hwy 61 (White Bear Lake) stormwater treatment project 
o GIS work 
o Pre-project management 

� Tiered Aquatic Life Uses (MPCA) update meeting 

� CAMP
o pick-up samples 
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MEMORANDUM
Rice Creek Watershed District

To: Board of Managers Date: June 20, 2012 

From: Nick Tomczik

Subject: Permit Coordinator/Wetland Specialist’s Report for May – June 2012

Highlights for Preceding Month 

� Meetings and Assistance to parties in need of pre-application/application assistance: 
o Lino Lakes Linda Ave Resident 
o MnDOT Project 35W 
o Blaine Pheasant Ridge West 
o US Army Reserve Center 
o Insurance Auto Auctions, Columbus site 
o 12-036 Team Vantage Development 
o The Preserve Lino Lakes 

� Wetland Delineation/Replacement/Exemption Application 
o Otter Lake Rd N. site visit 
o Anoka County Parks Campground Delineation 
o G-cubed Preiner Property Blaine 
o NW Quad 35E & Main Delineation 
o Palme Blaine Delineation 

� Training
o WPA Meeting 
o WPA Forum 

� Meetings / Administration: 
o Blaine Gun Club potential development 
o Wetland Mitigation and Public Drainage 
o Alternative Sequencing St. Anthony 
o Houle Restoration/JD 4 Permitting 
o Office Assistant Discussion 
o RCWD Rule Revision 
o Process 10-22-32 wetland credit use 
o Volume Control in Rule Revision 
o BWSR Meeting RMP Revision 
o East Lino Lakes Study Discussion 
o HEI/Smith Partners/RCWD Communication Board Meetings & Workshops (agenda items, 

participation)
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MEMORANDUM 
Rice Creek Watershed District 

To: Board of Managers     Date: 6/20/2012

From: Theresa Stasica

Subject: Office Manager 5/17/2012 through 6/20/2012

� Coded invoices for payment this month which were reviewed by Phil and sent to Nancy to via an 
excel spreadsheet. 

� Deposited checks. 

� Updating/confirming new database surety/LOC information. 

� Placed orders for supplies as needed. 

� Reviewed and edited minutes. 

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

� Updated materials on the website. 

� Attended board meetings. 

� Sent out appropriate notices for upcoming public information meetings and USWR projects. 

� Attended staff meetings. 

� Receiving and entering permit information new and old, issued permits. 

� Help organize storage 

� Assisted staff in their daily activities. 

� Scanning documents that District receives into Laserfiche. 

� Maintained filing system. 

� Answered phones and assist public. 

� Organize display/educational material pickup for public 
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MEMORANDUM
Rice Creek Watershed District

To: Board of Managers      Date: June 20th, 2012 

From: Tom Schmidt – RCWD Public Drainage Inspector

Subject: Staff Report for May/June 2012 

Highlights for Preceding Month(s) 

� Continued to meet and talk with ACD 10-22-32 & ACD #15/AWJD #4 landowners concerning repair 
reports as well as other landowners on various drainage systems regarding drainage concerns (ongoing); 

� Started AWJD #4 main branch clean-out through Houle/Hair (Scandia Trucking) (in-progress); 

� Obtained quotes for Jordell Street culvert replacement plans and awarded project (in-progress); 

� Contracted for the spreading of spoil banks on ACD #10-22-32 south of Pine Street and seeded (complete); 

� Contracted with Scandia Trucking for repair of tile blowout on WCD #6 in Forest Lake (complete); 

� Contracted with Scandia Trucking for minor maintenance on AWJD #4 south of Houle in Columbus 
(complete); 

� Completed agreements and preparation for City of Blaine municipal drainage inspection program 
(ongoing);

� Assisted the City of Columbus on several culvert washouts related to the public drainage system 

� Assisted staff with technical questions/data collection (ongoing). 

Upcoming Activities 

� Continued assistance and field inspections for repair reports for JD# 4 and ACD #10-22-32 (ongoing); 

� Continued assistance for Houle Wetland Banking application/site preparation (ongoing); 

� Complete planned maintenance projects on various drainage systems (ongoing); 

� Prepare and present 2011 Public Drainage System Inspection report at second July Board meeting 
(ongoing);

� Assist staff with construction activities and data collection. 
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ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION AND INFORMATION 
2. July Calendar 
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JUNE 

 

JULY 
S M T W T F S  S M T W T F S 
     1 2  1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

3 4 5 6 7 8 9  8 9 10 11 12 13 14
10 11 12 13 14 15 16  15 16 17 18 19 20 21
17 18 19 20 21 22 23  22 23 24 25 26 27 28
24 25 26 27 28 29 30  29 30 31     

               

To:  RCWD Board of Managers 
 
From:  Theresa  
 
Date:  June 20, 2012 
 
Subject: Significant Dates during Month of July 2012 
 
 
Wednesday, July 4 NO Advisory Committee Meeting  
 
Wednesday, July 4 Independence Day, Office Closed 
 
Monday, July 9, 3:30 p.m.  Board Workshop  

RCWD District Conference Room 
 
Wednesday, July 11, 9:30 a.m. Regular Board of Managers Meeting  

at Shoreview City Hall Council Chambers 
 
Wednesday, July 25, 9:30 a.m. Regular Board of Managers Meeting  

at Shoreview City Hall Council Chambers 
 

Deadline for submission of per diem claims is July 17 
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