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RCWD BOARD OF MANAGERS REGULAR MEETING AGENDA 
Wednesday, April 11, 2018, 9:00 a.m. 

Shoreview City Hall Council Chambers 

4600 North Victoria Street, Shoreview, Minnesota 

Agenda 
CALL TO ORDER  

ROLL CALL 

SETTING OF THE AGENDA 

PRESENTATION:  EXEMPLARY PERMITTEE APPLICANT RECOGNITION  

APPROVAL OF MARCH 20, 2018 SPECIAL MEETING MINUTES, MARCH 20, 2018 
STRATEGIC DIRECTION PROCESS WORKSHOP, AND MARCH 28, 2018 REGULAR 

MEETING MINUTES.   

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 

17‐068  TEGL/AREP Oakwood LP  Blaine  Final Site Drainage Plan  CAPROC 17 items 
Elmer C. Birney Family Trust    Wetland Alteration Plan 
Gregory Biskey    Land Development 
    Public/Private Drainage System 

18‐013  City of Forest Lake  Forest Lake  Street & Utility Plan  CAPROC 4 items 
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No.  Applicant  Location  Plan Type  Recommendation 
18‐033  City of White Bear Lake  White Bear Lake  Street & Utility Plan  CAPROC 4 items 

18‐034  R/R Funk LLC  Blaine  Final Site Drainage Plan  CAPROC 5 items 
Investors LLC   

18‐035  Mounds View Public  Mounds View  Final Site Drainage Plan  CAPROC 6 items 
Schools      Street & Utility Plan 

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 District Engineer’s Findings and Recommendations, dated April 2, 3 & 4, 2018. 

CAPROC= Conditional Approval Pending Receipt of Changes 

OPEN MIKE 
Any RCWD resident may address the Board in his or her individual capacity, for up to three minutes, on any matter not on the 
agenda. Speakers are requested to come to the podium, state their name and address for the record.  Additional comments may 
be solicited and accepted in writing.  Generally, the Board of Managers will not take official action on 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 agenda. 

ITEMS REQUIRING BOARD ACTION   
1. Consider Water Quality Grant Program Grant Applications.  (Samantha Berger) 

a. W18‐01, Birchwood Village Swale 

b. R18‐06, Hansohn Shoreline Stabilization 

2. Consider 2017 District Financial Report and Audit.  (Phil Belfiori) 

3. Consider HEI Taskorder for Washington Judicial Ditch 2 Branches 1 and 2 Construction 
Services.  (Phil Belfiori) 

4. Consider HEI Taskorder for Anoka‐Washington Judicial Ditch 3 Repair Report. (Phil 
Belfiori) 

5. Consider Check Register dated April 11, 2018, in the amount of $99,451.34 prepared by 
Redpath and Company.  

ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION AND INFORMATION 
1. District Engineer Update and Timeline. 

2. Manager’s Update. 
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APPROVAL OF MARCH 20, 2018 SPECIAL MEETING 

MINUTES, MARCH 20, 2018 STRATEGIC DIRECTION 

PROCESS WORKSHOP, AND MARCH 28, 2018 REGULAR 

MEETING MINUTES.   
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RCWD BOARD OF MANAGERS SPECIAL MEETING 
Tuesday, March 20, 2018, 1:00 p.m. 

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

 1 

The Board convened the workshop at 1:00 p.m. 2 

Board Members in Attendance: Patricia Preiner, John Waller, Steve Wagamon, and Mike Bradley. 3 

Board Members Absent: Barbara Haake. 4 

Others:    Administrator  Phil  Belfiori;  Communications & Outreach  Coordinator  Beth  Carreño; Water 5 
Resource  Specialist  Kyle  Axtell;  Rachel  Olm,  Houston  Engineering  (HEI);  John  Kolb,  Rinke  Noonan; 6 
Barbara Haake (via telephone – listening only). 7 

Consider correspondence to the District’s Legislative Delegation and Local Government Units on 8 
proposed legislation. 9 

Administrator Belfiori distributed to the Board a District memo re: Strategies for Legislative 10 
Communications re: HF 2687 and SF 2419 dated 3/20/18, Rinke Noonan memo re: DNR Public 11 
Waters/Drainage System Guidance, and two draft letters (one for legislators and other for LGUs) 12 
requesting their support on proposed bills HF 2687 and SF 2419 clarifying public waters and public 13 
drainage system laws.  The Rinke Noonan memo and draft letters were emailed to the Board yesterday 14 
3/19/20.   15 

Drainage Attorney Kolb informed the Board that this item is fast moving and recently, the DNR released 16 
their guidance memorandum related to public waters authority over work done in public drainage 17 
systems.  Mr. Kolb reviewed his memo dated March 18, 2018 and summarized his findings from his review 18 
of the guidance memo.   He also presented the following 5 bullets and explained that these items 19 
represent his fundamental position on how the law should be implemented through the guidance memo.  20 
Public Drainage Repairs (103E) and Public Waters Law (103G): 21 

 Repairs of existing systems where rights existing at the time of the PWI and that the PWI did not 22 
change those rights. 23 

 Repairs, conducted IAW 103E/103D, and taking into consideration the factors found in rule 24 
6115.0200, subp. 3, do not require a DNR permit. 25 

 DNR cannot dictate a repair depth –rather, it can only concur or non‐concur that the work 26 
constitutes repair after compliance with 103E.701, subd. 2. 27 

 DNR permission, under 103E.011, subd. 3, only applies to new drainage systems or drainage 28 
system improvements that remove, construct, or alter a dam affecting public waters; establish, 29 
raise, or lower the level of public waters; or drain any portion of a public water. 30 
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 The “substantially affect public waters” language found in 103G.245, subd. 2(2) does not apply to 31 
drainage system repairs. 32 

Attorney Kolb further outlined his concerns in the guidance document.  He believed that nothing will 33 
happen this year with the legislation but recommended keeping the Districts stakeholders aware/updated 34 
on this item and see what happens with the implementation of the guidance document.  He noted that 35 
the two proposed letters to the LGU’s and legislators follow this recommendation.   36 

Manager Waller informed the Board of a piece of legislation “Enforcement of Groundwater Appropriation 37 
Permit; White Bear Lake” that the City of Hugo gave support to at their council meeting last night.  He 38 
asked the Board if they should also support this legislation.  The Board agreed by majority consensus to 39 
revisit this item at a future meeting to gain more knowledge on the subject.  They also believed it was 40 
important to keep the District priorities/message clear.  41 

Board and staff discussed the 3 potential options for the legislative communication: 42 

1. The letter may be sent “as is” 43 
2. The letter may be sent as a “Legislative Update” 44 

o What legislative initiatives the RCWD supported this year and status 45 
o This would include both HF2687 / SF2419 and information on the amendment to the 46 

Watershed Law and/or MS 13D.02 47 
3. The letter can be replaced or supplemented with an (e)newsletter option that includes a ditch 48 

maintenance piece (a ditch maintenance piece is already being developed for the newsletter) and 49 
supported by a post on the website 50 

o The Board may also wish to have this topic covered in a future City-County Partner Meeting 51 
 52 

Staff recommended combining the second and third options. 53 

 54 

Motion by Manager Bradley, seconded by Manager Preiner, to support staff’s recommendation of 55 
combining the second and third options for LGU Communications.  Motion carried 4‐0. 56 

The special meeting was adjourned at 1:45 p.m. 57 

5



Draft 

 

 

 

 

RCWD BOARD OF MANAGERS WORKSHOP  
STRATEGIC DIRECTION PROCESS #2 

Monday, March 20, 2018, 1:45 p.m. 

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

 1 

The Board convened the workshop at 1:45 p.m. 2 

Board Members in Attendance: Patricia Preiner, John Waller, Steve Wagamon, and Mike Bradley. 3 

Board Members Absent: Barbara Haake. 4 

Others:  Administrator Phil Belfiori; Water Resource Specialist Kyle Axtell; Rachel Olm, Houston 5 
Engineering; Chris Otterness, Houston Engineering; John Kolb, Rinke Noonan; Barbara Haake (via 6 
telephone – listening only). 7 

1:45 Review and Prioritize Issue Groups 8 
Water Resource Specialist Axtell presented a review of activities undertaken to‐date as well as a 9 
review of the overall framework for the Strategic Direction process.  Facilitator Kolb then 10 
presented guidance for participation in each of the strategic direction Board workshops and the 11 
Board provided concurrence.  Staff reviewed briefly the nine (9) “Management Categories” 12 
(previously known as “Issue Categories”) that the Board discussed at its January 22, 2018 13 
workshop. 14 

Staff explained that nearly 200 individual distinct issues and/or ideas were presented for 15 
consideration through the initial input phase of the strategic direction process (Board, Staff, 16 
CAC, TAC & Engineer) and that those issues have been consolidated into twenty‐two (22) “Issue 17 
Groups” that the Board of Managers will need to review and prioritize during this workshop.  18 
Staff then guided the Board of Managers through a review of the “Issue Groups” and their draft 19 
descriptions. 20 

The Board of Managers then completed an activity where high, medium or low rankings were 21 
given to each “Issue Group”, results were tallied and compared to a pre‐workshop survey that 22 
staff had requested each Manager to complete.  The Board provided consensus on the use of 23 
the final “Issue Group” prioritization list by the strategic direction process team in developing 24 
materials for future workshops. 25 

3:50 Next Steps 26 
Administrator Belfiori discussed the overall proposed schedule including possible future 27 
workshop dates for the “Strategic Direction” process.  Upon further discussion the Board 28 
reached consensus that the next strategic direction workshop will be on Monday, April 23 at 29 
1:00pm at District Offices.  30 
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The workshop was adjourned at 3:55 p.m. 31 
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For Consideration of Approval at the April 11, 2018 Board Meeting. 
Use these minutes only for reference until that time. 

 

REGULAR MEETING OF THE RCWD BOARD OF MANAGERS 
Wednesday, March 28, 2018 

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

Minutes 1 
 2 
CALL TO ORDER 3 
President Patricia Preiner called the meeting to order, a quorum being present, at 9:00 a.m.     4 

 5 

ROLL CALL 6 
Present:  President Patricia Preiner, 2nd Vice‐Pres. John Waller, Treasurer Steven Wagamon and 7 

Secretary Michael Bradley 8 
 9 
Absent:  1st Vice‐Pres. Barbara Haake with prior notice. 10 
 11 
Staff Present:  Administrator Phil Belfiori, Permit Coordinator/Wetland Specialist Nick Tomczik, Technician 12 

Samantha Berger, Water Resource Specialist Kyle Axtell, Office Manager Theresa Stasica. 13 
 14 
Consultants:  District Engineers Chris Otterness and Greg Bowles from Houston Engineering, Inc. (HEI); 15 

and District Attorney Louis Smith from Smith Partners. 16 
 17 
Visitors:  Dan Miller. 18 

     19 
SETTING OF THE AGENDA 20 
President Preiner instructed the Board to correct the location of permit 18‐022 under the Consent Agenda 21 
to the City of Lino Lakes.   22 
 23 
Motion by Manager Wagamon, seconded by Manager Bradley to approve the agenda amended.   24 
Motion carried 4‐0. 25 

 26 

PRESENTATION:    WHITE  BEAR  LAKE  COURT  ORDER:  DNR  UPDATE‐DAN  MILLER,  MN 27 

DNR 28 

Dan Miller, DNR Water Use  Specialist,  gave  a presentation on  the Ramsey County District  court order 29 
related  to White Bear  Lake.    He provided a history of  issues with  the  lake and  summarized  the  court 30 
order process and changes that have taken place.     31 
 32 

8



DRAFT 
Minutes for Rice Creek Watershed District Regular Board Meeting of March 28, 2018  Page  2  of  9 

 

District Administrator Belfiori stated  they have a golf course  reuse project  in  the  five‐mile  radius and a 33 
general  interest  in  stormwater  reuse.    He  inquired  how  this  court  order  will  affect  related  past  and 34 
future projects.   35 
 36 
Mr. Miller responded the golf course is using both a ground water and surface water source.    The ground 37 
water  source  is  impacted  by  the  court  order  and  the  surface  water  source  is  a  good  alternative  for 38 
irrigation purposes.    The challenge  is  in determining how  these  topics pertain  to golf course  irrigation.   39 
They have  a number of different use  types  in  this  area  and  that  is why  they  are  appealing  the broad 40 
stipulations place on them.   41 
 42 
District Administrator Belfiori inquired where the communities currently are at with the 75 gallons per day 43 
requirement and if they can use stormwater reuse tools to achieve this with the current court order.   44 
 45 
Mr. Miller responded most communities are close or below the 75‐gallon residential gallons per capita per 46 
day.    However, the 90‐gallon requirement is a challenge because there are a variety of industries within 47 
communities.    They have been working with communities on ways to get below this requirement, and 48 
for some, this will be a challenge.    Mr. Miller stated they support and encourage reuse and recognize it 49 
as a water conservation strategy.    The water conservation reporting tool will provide them with volumes 50 
being conserved with stormwater reuse projects in some communities. 51 
 52 
Manager Bradley inquired if they are addressing the five‐mile radius as being too broad in their appeal.   53 
 54 
Mr.  Miller  responded  their  initial  evaluation  considered  a  two‐mile  radius,  which  they  felt  better 55 
represented the  issues.    In the appeal, they have requested a stay on the order, but he  is unsure  if the 56 
five‐mile radius is specifically addressed. 57 
 58 
Manager Bradley inquired if people are allowed to pump water out of the lakes for irrigation.   59 
 60 
Mr. Miller  responded  if  a  resident wants  to pump  from  a  lake,  there may be  local  laws.    If  it  is over 61 
10,000 gallons per day, the DNR requires a permit.    They have looked at residential irrigation in this five‐62 
mile  radius,  which  is  20  to  30  percent  of  the  municipal  water  supply.    If  that  was  removed,  it  was 63 
concluded there would not be that great of an impact on the water levels.     64 
 65 
Manager Bradley inquired if the appeal will include the residential irrigation watering ban.   66 
 67 
Mr. Miller  responded  they are appealing  the entire order, which also  includes  the  residential  irrigation 68 
ban. 69 
 70 
Manager Bradley  inquired  if the municipalities’ appeal of  the DNR permit decisions would perhaps also 71 
address merits of the underlying court order.   72 
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Mr. Miller explained when a municipality appeals the DNR’s permitting decision, the permit is not in effect 73 
until the hearing actually happens.    He suggested they contact the DNR’s attorney for more information.   74 
 75 
Manager  Waller  thanked  Mr.  Miller  for  his  presentation  and  provided  a  history  of  how  he  has  been 76 
involved with this project over the past ten years.    He  inquired how the District can work with  it cities 77 
stormwater management plans  to develop a reservoir system  that can capture water and be used as a 78 
potable  water  source.    They  are  in  the  process  of  developing  their  10‐year  plan  and  the  staff  has  a 79 
background in planning habitat for people.     80 
 81 
Mr. Miller commented it is important to plan how water is used over time and how it goes along with the 82 
work  the District  is doing.    Per  the court order, communities need  to provide a plan on how  they are 83 
going  to  shift  from ground water  to  surface water by  the end of August 2018.    Any  coordination and 84 
communication from the District moving forward would be welcomed.   85 
 86 
Manager  Waller  noted  the  District  has  communities  in  the  north  half  of  the  five‐mile  radius  and  he 87 
strongly encouraged Board members to take an active interest in working with those communities on this 88 
topic.    He inquired about the elevation requirement of White Bear Lake. 89 
 90 
Mr. Miller explained  the court order states  if  the  lake drops below 923.5  feet,  the  residential  irrigation 91 
ban must be in place until it reaches 924 feet.    It is currently at 923.5 feet and has been there for over 10 92 
years.   93 
 94 
Manager Waller inquired how the DNR feels about augmentation if it met water quality standards. 95 
 96 
Mr. Miller  responded  they  focus more on water quantity  than water quality.    They  are  generally not 97 
supportive of augmentation of a basin, but people can apply for a permit to do so.    However, there are 98 
beneficial dynamics when augmenting a surface basin.   99 
 100 
Manager Waller provided three examples of when the DNR had been supportive of augmenting basins: 101 
the dams on Peltier Lake, Bald Eagle Lake and Rice Lake. 102 
 103 
Mr. Miller noted dams are all over the State to hold back water on various basins to provide recreational 104 
value or other function.     105 
 106 
District Attorney Smith  inquired  if  the DNR has completed  its updated model of  the ground water and 107 
surface water dynamics.   108 
 109 
Mr.  Miller  explained  DNR  staff  continues  to  evaluate  results  more  specific  to  this  area.    When 110 
considering a model,  there are a  lot of  inputs  that go  into  it and  it  is highly  technical.    They have had 111 
requests  from people with permits wondering what  their  impact was based on  the model.    Their staff 112 
continues to evaluate how the model fits and what the permitted pumping is.    They hope to provide an 113 
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update at the North and East Metro Meeting on Friday, May 4.    He confirmed that S.S. Papadopulos  is 114 
the firm developing the model.         115 
 116 
District Administrator Belfiori noted Manager Haake  is a member of  the North &  East Metro GWMA 117 
Advisory Team Meeting. 118 
 119 
The Board thanked Mr. Miller for his presentation.   120 
 121 

READING OF THE MINUTES AND THEIR APPROVAL 122 
Minutes  of  the  March  12,  2018  Board  Workshop.    Motion  by  Manager  Wagamon,  seconded  by 123 
Manager Bradley to approve the minutes as presented.    Motion carried 4‐0.     124 
 125 
Minutes of the March 14, 2018 Board of Managers Meeting.    Motion by Manager Wagamon, seconded 126 
by Manager Waller to approve the minutes as presented.    Motion carried 4‐0.     127 

 128 

CONSENT AGENDA     129 
The  following  items  will  be  acted  upon  without  discussion  in  accordance  with  the  staff  recommendation  and 130 
associated documentation unless a Manager or another interested person requests opportunity for discussion: 131 
Table of Contents   132 
Permit Applications Requiring Board Action 133 
No.  Applicant  Location  Plan Type  Recommendation 134 

17‐072  Rubicon Capital, LLC  Spring Lake Park  Final Site Drainage Plan  CAPROC 9 items   135 
  Wetland Alteration Plan 136 

17‐117  Bergens Greenhouses,  Columbus  After‐the‐Fact  CAPROC 6 items 137 
Inc.    Final Site Drainage Plan 138 

18‐002  6451 Ojibway Path, LLC  Lino Lakes  Final Site Drainage Plan  CAPROC 6 items 139 
Love to Grow On     140 

18‐004  National Land  Blaine  Final Site Drainage Plan  CAPROC 7 items 141 
Investors LLC   142 

18‐012  Forest Lake School    Forest Lake  Final Site Drainage Plan  CAPROC 6 items 143 
District     144 

18‐022  M & M Financial Co.  Lino Lakes  Final Site Drainage Plan  CAPROC 6 items 145 
Patrick Bland     146 

Manger Bradley referred to page 27,  item 9 and requested the sentence “Address the  follow  items are 147 
addressed” be corrected. 148 
 149 
District Technician Berger confirmed the sentence should state, “Address the following items.” 150 

11



DRAFT 
Minutes for Rice Creek Watershed District Regular Board Meeting of March 28, 2018  Page  5  of  9 

 

 151 
Manager Bradley referred to page 60 and inquired what “EOF” means. 152 
 153 
District Technician Berger responded it stands for Emergency Over Flow. 154 
 155 
It was moved by Manager Waller, seconded by Manager Bradley to approve the consent agenda as 156 
outlined in the above Table of Contents in accordance with RCWD District Engineer’s Findings and 157 
Recommendations for permit 17‐072, 17‐117, 18‐002, 18‐004, 18‐012, and 18‐022 dated March 20 & 21, 158 
2018.    Motion carried 4‐0. 159 

 160 

OPEN MIKE – LIMIT 12 MINUTES.    Any RCWD resident may address the Board  in his or her  individual 161 
capacity, for up to three minutes, on any matter not on the agenda.    Speakers are requested to come to 162 
the podium,  state  their name and address  for  the  record.    Additional  comments may be  solicited and 163 
accepted in writing.    Generally, the Board of Managers will not take official action on items discussed at 164 
this time, but may refer the matter to staff for a future report or direct that the matter be scheduled on an 165 
upcoming agenda. 166 
No comments. 167 

 168 

ADDITIONAL ITEMS REQUIRING BOARD ACTION 169 
1. Consider Wellington Management Inc. and United Hospital Foundation Petition for Realignment 170 

of Anoka County Ditch 53‐62.   171 
Permit Coordinator/Wetland  Specialist Nick  Tomczik  reported on  February  28,  2018,  the Board 172 
accepted  the petition  and bond  from Wellington Management/United Hospital  Foundation  and 173 
appointed Houston Engineering (HEI) to review it.    He continued that the item today is the Board 174 
to consider the engineer’s report for filing and set the public hearing date. 175 
 176 
District Engineer Otterness reported on the petition for realignment of ACD 53‐62 which includes 177 
partial abandonment of the Main Trunk and Branches 4 and 5.    He highlighted the basis for the 178 
review and statutes pertaining to it.    The proposed modifications are as follows: 179 

 Main trunk: Realign Main Trunk to along west side of development; abandon remnants on 180 
parcel 181 

 Branch 4: Realign 12 feet to the south; abandon remnant 182 
 Branch 5: Abandon downstream 470 feet; realign 90 feet of alignment 12 feet to the south 183 

 184 
District  Engineer  Otterness  provided  a  map  of  the  current  system  and  of  the  proposed 185 
modifications.    He noted the alignment  is going  into a manmade  lake that will be 30 feet deep. 186 
There is a wetland area to the left of the alignment and they made sure the maintenance corridor 187 
to the drainage system would not interfere with it.   188 
 189 
He reported on the following design requirements for the system:     190 
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 The open channel will be reconstructed at the As‐Constructed or Subsequently  Improved 191 
(ACSIC) grade; the bottom width will be ACSIC or where it currently is, whichever is greater; 192 
and, provide 2:1 sideslopes 193 

 Provide an access corridor with 20 feet on one side of the open channel/lake; maximum of 194 
20 percent  longitudinal grade; maximum five percent cross slope; and, an easement over 195 
the access corridor and channel from bank to bank.     196 

 197 
District  Engineer  Otterness  reported  there  will  be  no  change  in  capacity  or  drainage  function 198 
upstream or downstream to the drainage system.    The petitioners are responsible for the cost of 199 
the  realignment  and  RCWD  will  maintain  the  responsibility  of  the  drainage  system.    The 200 
landowner will maintain the responsibility of the  lake and culvert.    There are no  impacts to the 201 
wetlands,  floodplains  or  runoff  rates  and  the  benefit  of  the  project  is  to  accommodate 202 
development on the petitioner’s property.   203 
 204 
District Engineer Otterness concluded the proposed modifications have a private benefit, do not 205 
impair  the utility of  the public drainage  system and do not deprive  the affected  landowners of 206 
benefit.    They  recommend  the  Drainage  Authority  schedule  a  public  hearing  to  consider  the 207 
petitions.   208 
 209 
Manager Waller inquired if the DNR approved the 30‐foot depth of the lake.    He recalled a gravel 210 
pit in Ramsey that filled in with water and had issues with the depth.   211 
 212 
District Engineer Otterness responded he was unaware of DNR requirements associated with this 213 
project and that associated regulatory considerations may be noted as the permit process moves 214 
forward.   215 
 216 
Permit Coordinator/Wetland Specialist Tomczik noted this is not a DNR regulated area and he does 217 
not know of any pertinent DNR regulations.    The use of the term “lake” comes from the applicant 218 
and is an excavation in an upland area; the depth of the excavation would be acceptable under the 219 
District’s regulations. 220 
 221 
Manager Waller noted in the future they should not be restrictive on depth relating to detention 222 
areas such as this and he hopes it passes with no issues.   223 
 224 
President Preiner noted the depth will be considered when the permit goes through. 225 
 226 
District  Engineer Otterness  pointed  out  this  is  an  excavated  feature  of  the  property,  the  term 227 
“lake” was used by the applicant and that use of that term does not represent a classification of 228 
the water feature within any regulatory context. 229 
 230 
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Permit  Coordinator/Wetland  Specialist  Tomczik  commented  a  similar  feature  was  done  at  The 231 
Lakes project  in Coon Creek.    People  in  that area recognized  it as a  lake and  there were  issues 232 
with the City of Blaine regarding regulation. 233 
 234 
Motion by Manager Waller, seconded by Manager Bradley, to adopt Resolution 2018‐10: 235 
Accepting Engineer’s Report for Filing and Setting Date for Hearing on Petition of Wellington 236 
Management, Inc., and United Hospital Foundation for Realignment and Partial Abandonment 237 
of a Portion of ACD 53‐62. 238 

 239 
THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Managers directs the following actions: 240 
 241 
1. The Board accepts the engineer’s report for filing.   242 

 243 
2. The Board sets a public hearing on the petition and engineer’s report for its regular meeting 244 

at Shoreview City Hall, on April 25, 2018 at 9:00 a.m., or thereafter on the agenda as 245 
determined by the Board.   246 
 247 

3. The Board directs staff to provide notice of the hearing as required by statute and local 248 
policy.   249 

 250 
ROLL CALL: 251 
Manager Waller – Aye 252 
Manager Haake – Absent 253 
Manager Bradley – Aye 254 
Manager Wagamon – Aye 255 
President Preiner – Aye 256 

 257 
Motion carried 4‐0.     258 

 259 
Manager Bradley referred to page 49 of the agenda packet, No. 6, and requested additional information 260 
on Permit No. 18‐004.    He suggested staff contact Coon Creek Watershed District (CCWD) to notify them 261 
of this project to protect their interests.     262 
 263 
Permit  Coordinator/Wetland  Specialist  Tomczik  responded  with  all  projects  adjacent  to  District 264 
boundaries and draining  to  the neighboring  jurisdictions,  staff  look  to what  is happening downstream.   265 
Coon Creek Watershed District (CCWD) is aware of this project; practice is for staff to communicate with 266 
that jurisdiction and this paragraph indicates direction to the applicant to approach CCWD on accepting of 267 
the impacts of this project on their waters.     268 
 269 

270 
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2. Consider Pay Request #7 from City of Saint Anthony for Mirror Park Project.   271 
Water Resource Specialist Axtell reported this project  is very near completion.    All dredging and 272 
mass grading are complete, and the new outlet structure has been installed.    The remaining work 273 
to  be  done  this  spring  includes  a  final  grade  on  the  flood  protection  berm  and  vegetative 274 
restoration.    Staff recommends that a $56,006.96 reimbursement payment be made to the City 275 
of St. Anthony, which will put the District at a 50/50 cost split with the City moving forward.    The 276 
RCWD has contributed $935,698.95.    $640,000 of that came from a BWSR grant and $295,698.95 277 
came from RCWD ad valorem funds.    The City has paid $43,698.94.    He referred to page 85 of 278 
the agenda packet and note a small error correction of six cents in the City’s favor.   279 
 280 
Motion by Manager Waller seconded by Manager Bradley, to approve the City of Saint 281 
Anthony’s reimbursement request of $56,006.96 pursuant to the August 25, 2015 Cooperative 282 
Agreement.    Motion carried 4‐0. 283 
 284 

3.  Consider  Check  Register  dated  March  28,  2018,  in  the  amount  of  $369,775.50  prepared  by 285 
Redpath and Company. 286 
Motion by Manager Wagamon, seconded by Manager Bradley, to approve check register dated 287 
March 28, 2018,  in  the amount of $369,775.50, prepared by Redpath and Company.    Motion 288 
carried 4‐0. 289 
 290 

ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION AND INFORMATION 291 
1. Staff Reports. 292 

District  Administrator  Belfiori  reported  the  Minnesota  Association  of  Watershed  Districts 293 
Legislative  Update  and  2018  Legislative  Tracking  was  handed  out  to  the  Board  prior  to  the 294 
meeting.    He referred to MAWD’s position that was modified on the top of page 2 related to the 295 
Open  Meeting  Law  item,  and  MAWD’s  decision  on  that.    He  also  noted  that  the  MAWD’s 296 
legislative update document did reference and take a MAWD position on the recently discussed 297 
bills related to DNR’s public waters authority over work done in public drainage repairs.   298 
 299 
District Attorney Smith referred to the proposed bill for the Open Meeting Law and commented he 300 
heard the sponsors decided to pull the bill. 301 
 302 
District Administrator Belfiori noted the Board had been informed of this.       303 
 304 
Manager Bradley  stated  it  is being pulled because  certain  LGUs do not  agree  there  is  an  issue 305 
applying it.    There continues to be disagreement on the application of the law and the Supreme 306 
Court decision throughout the State of Minnesota.   307 
 308 
President Preiner inquired if the letters have been sent out. 309 
 310 
District Administrator Belfiori confirmed the letters were sent on Friday.   311 
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 312 
Permit Coordinator/Wetland Specialist Nick Tomczik provided an update to the Board on permit 313 
16‐035 Seven Vines Winery and noted the applicant provided all the necessary items. 314 

 315 
2. April Calendar. 316 

Manager Waller noted that he will be at the Advisory Committee Meeting and he plans to be at 317 
the May 4 meeting referenced earlier in the meeting.   318 
 319 

3. Managers Update. 320 
Manager  Bradley  reported  he  attended  the  Bald  Eagle  Lake  Association  meeting  last  week.   321 
District  staff  presented  on  water  quality  and  improvement  projects,  and  ways  people  could 322 
participate in future projects.   323 
 324 
Manager Waller reported he attended the Hugo City Council meeting to talk about the reuse of 325 
water  in  the Rosemont area.    The District should be proactive and begin conversations with  its 326 
cities in the five‐mile radius to work out a solution.     327 
 328 
President Preiner  suggested  they discuss how  to  come up with  a unified way  to  address  these 329 
issues at a future Board workshop.   330 
 331 
District Administrator Belfiori noted some of these  issues are already being  looked at during the 332 
strategic direction process.    Regarding the White Bear Lake court order, he requested direction 333 
from the Board  if they should  further discuss this  issue at the April or May workshop or stay on 334 
track with their regular schedule. 335 
 336 
President Preiner stated she does not think there  is an urgency to  it; however, she would  like to 337 
hear Manager Waller’s views on it.     338 
 339 
Manager Bradley  stated  the cities are going  to make  their decisions based on  their politics and 340 
interests.    The RCWD does not affect that and their role is to help. 341 
 342 
Manager Waller noted  this  is why  the conversation needs  to begin.    The RCWD  is  the  regional 343 
manager of the surface water and has an important role to play in this process.       344 
 345 
The Board agreed to begin discussion on this at the April workshop.       346 
 347 

ADJOURNMENT 348 
Motion by Manager Bradley, seconded by Manager Wagamon, to adjourn the meeting at 10:25 a.m.   349 
Motion carried 4‐0. 350 
 351 
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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 

17‐068  TEGL/AREP Oakwood LP  Blaine  Final Site Drainage Plan  CAPROC 17 items 
Elmer C. Birney Family Trust    Wetland Alteration Plan 
Gregory Biskey    Land Development 
    Public/Private Drainage System 

18‐013  City of Forest Lake  Forest Lake  Street & Utility Plan  CAPROC 4 items 
   

18‐033  City of White Bear Lake  White Bear Lake  Street & Utility Plan  CAPROC 4 items 

18‐034  R/R Funk LLC  Blaine  Final Site Drainage Plan  CAPROC 5 items 
Investors LLC   

18‐035  Mounds View Public  Mounds View  Final Site Drainage Plan  CAPROC 6 items 
Schools      Street & Utility Plan 

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 District Engineer’s Findings and Recommendations, dated April 2, 3 & 4, 2018. 

CAPROC= Conditional Approval Pending Receipt of Changes 
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4/5/2018  CAPROC = Conditional Approval Pending Receipt of Changes  Page 1 of 1 

 
 
 

RICE CREEK WATERSHED DISTRICT 
CONSENT AGENDA 

 
April 11, 2018 

 
  

It was moved by __________________________________ and seconded by 
 
______________________________ to Approve, Conditionally Approve Pending Receipt  
 
Of Changes, or Deny, 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 April 2, 3, and 4, 2018. 
 
 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 
 

Permit 
Application 
Number Applicant     Page  Recommendation 
 
Permit Location Map      17 
 
17-068 TEGL/AREP Oakwood LP   18  CAPROC 

Elmer C. Birney Family Trust 
Gregory Biskey 

 
18-013  City of Forest Lake    29  CAPROC 
 
18-033  City of White Bear Lake   35  CAPROC 
 
18-034  R/R Funk LLC    41  CAPROC 
 
18-035  Mounds View Public Schools   47  CAPROC 
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ITEMS REQUIRING BOARD ACTION   
1. Consider Water Quality Grant Program Grant 

Applications.  (Samantha Berger) 

a. W18‐01, Birchwood Village Swale 

b. R18‐06, Hansohn Shoreline Stabilization 
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MEMORANDUM 
Rice Creek Watershed District 

 
Page 1 

 

  

Date:  April 5, 2018  
To: RCWD Board of Managers 
From: Samantha Berger, District Technician 
Subject: W18-01 Birchwood Village Swale Restoration 
 RCWD Water Quality Grant Program Application 

 
W18-01 Birchwood Village Swale Restoration  

Location: 201 Wildwood Ave, Birchwood Village, MN 

Project Type:  Swale Restoration 

Total Eligible Project Cost: $7,667.00 

RCWD Cost-Share Recommendation: $5,750.25 (75%) 
 

BACKGROUND 
This project proposes the rehabilitation of a swale on a village owned parcel which conveys water into 
White Bear Lake. White Bear Lake is a Tier 1 waterbody in the RCWD Watershed Management Plan.  
 
The Washington Conservation District provided a design for the project which will include the widening 
the swale, expanding the existing sump area, and rehabbing the vegetation. The project was identified 
in the Southeast White Bear Lake Sub-Watershed Assessment (SWA) which was completed by the 
Washington Conservation District (see attached sheet, which includes projects rankings from the SWA). 
The swale receives runoff from an 8.8-acre catchment that is largely impervious.   Staff is supportive of 
the project as it is a direct conveyance to White Bear Lake and is in a visible recreational area utilized by 
residents.  
 
The applicant obtained one bid for the project from Outdoor Lab totaling $7,667.00.  The Washington 
Conservation District estimated the total cost at $5,323.  The Outdoor Lab bid added some alternates 
including 1 year of maintenance (establishment) and an additional ditch check.  These changes are 
considered a reasonable change; therefore, the cost-share amount will be based on the alternate bid.  
 
The estimated pollutant reductions, based on the SWA for the swale restoration are as follows:  0.3-acre 
feet reduction in volume (13,068 cubic feet); a 169 lbs. of reduction in TSS; and .4 lbs. reduction in TP.  
 
This project was considered by the CAC at their April 4th meeting.  The CAC questioned the installation of 
the ditch check as the SWA notes that a ditch check isn’t feasible.  Bryan Pynn from the Washington 
Conservation District explained that the contractor recommended ditch check will be appropriately 
located and act as a choke point to slow the water before discharging into White Bear Lake.  In addition, 
the CAC questioned why a swale is an improvement.  Pynn noted that widening the swale and 
introducing appropriate vegetation will help eliminate the existing channelization and provide added 
filtration.  The CAC was supportive project, motion carried 6-0. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
RCWD’s Citizen Advisory Committee and Staff recommend that the RCWD Board of Managers approve 
Water Quality grant funds for W18-01 for the Birchwood Village Swale Restoration  
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MEMORANDUM 
Rice Creek Watershed District 

 
Page 2 

 

  

Proposed motion: Manager _____________ moves to approve RCWD Water Quality Grant Program 
Contract W18-01 for the Birchwood Village Swale Restoration project, up to 
$5,750.25 and not to exceed 75% of eligible project expenses, in accordance 
with established program guidelines. 
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S up e r v i s o r s :     B o b  R o s e n q u i s t D i a n e  B l a k e

 
 
Bryan Pynn 
Washington Conservation District 
455 Hayward Ave. N 
Oakdale, MN 55128 
 
RE:  Cost share application – Birchwood Village Swale  
March 28, 2018 
 
RCWD Board of Managers: 
 
Attached are application materials for cost-share consideration at approx. 201 Wildwood Ave, 
Birchwood Village (city parcel between 199 and 201 Wildwood Ave). 
 
Project Summary 
The site is located adjacent to 201 Wildwood Ave, Birchwood Village.  The site receives an 8.8 acre 
drainage area from the surrounding area and discharges directly to White Bear Lake with minimal 
treatment (see attached).  At the end of this system is a 100’ long swale that was constructed about 10 
years ago and is in need of an overhaul (see site plan).  The overhaul will include increasing the riprap 
sump area by cleaning it out and expanding the edge.  It will also include re-grading the swale to a wider 
flow path to promote settling, and revegetating it with shade and runoff tolerant species.  
 
The City of Birchwood Village is requesting 75% cost-share of the total installed cost of $7,667.00 
($5,750.25 = 75%).  The city will provide a cash match of the remaining 25% ($1,916.75).  The contractor 
chosen (Outdoor Lab) submitted two quotes and the WCD and City chose to go with the Alternate Quote 
(page two of quote, attached).  This Alternate Quote will provide an additional checkdam to promote 
settling.  It will also include the first season of maintenance, which will guarantee successful 
establishment. 
 
Board Action Requested 
The City of Birchwood Village is seeking approval from the RCWD Board of Managers for 75% cost share 
of their installation project, totaling $5,750.00 from the RCWD BMP Cost Share Program. 
 
Thank you for your consideration, 
Bryan Pynn 
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Drainage Area
Location
Property Ownership

Description

Rank
35/46
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992222
66

992222
44

99222
22222

99222266
993333

00
999
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2.00         400.00

2.00          1,200.00

45.00        450.00

400.00

130.00         780.00

780.00

100.00        100.00

1,750.00

1,600.00       1,600.00

1,600.00

175.00          175.00
125.00          125.00

300.00

4,830.00

483.00

5,323.00
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2.00        400.00

400.00

2.00        900.00

130.00 1,170.00

1,170.00

100.00         100.00
45.00           1,800.00

2,800.00

1,600.00      1,600.00

175.00          700.00
175.00          175.00
125.00         125.00

1,000.00

1,600.00

6,970.00

697.00

7,667.00
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Water Quality Grant Program Screening Form  12/7/2016 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Projects are screened for potential grant eligibility based on the following criteria.  (0 = Low, 5 = High) 

1. Connectivity to Water Body 
a. Is the project tributary to a PCA-listed impaired water (not mercury) or a RCWD Tier I or Tier II waterbody? 

(NO) (YES, within Subwatershed) (YES, Direct Connection) 

0 1 2 3 4 5 

b. If NO, is the project tributary to a lake, stream, ditch, or DNR-Protected Water Wetland (PWW)? 

(NO) (YES, within Subwatershed) (YES, Direct Connection) 

0 1 2 3 4 5 

2. Contributing Watershed Characteristics: Surface type draining to the project. 

0% Impervious 50% Impervious 100% Impervious 

0 1 2 3 4 5 

Comments:              

3. Volume Reduction:  Implements controls to reduce and/or minimize the rate and volume of water that drains 
off the property. 

No Infiltration/Filtration Filtration Infiltration  

0 1 2 3 4 5 

Comments:              

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

No Erosion  Visible Erosion 
No Sediment Capture  Sediment Capture 

0 1 2 3 4 5 

Comments:              

5. Wildlife Habitat Improvement:  Creates or improves wildlife and or pollinator habitat through native plantings 
or other restoration efforts. 

Not Connected to Wildlife Corridor Connected to Wildlife Corridor 

0 1 2 3 4 5 

Comments:              

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

Low Public Visibility Moderate Public Visibility High Public Visibility 

0 1 2 3 4 5 
 

Comments:              

Total Score: _____ 
Minimum Eligibility = 15

Project / Landowner Name:                                                                           Affected Water Body: 

Project Address:                                                                        City: 

County:        ANOKA        RAMSEY        HENNEPIN        WASHINGTON Project Type(s): 

Application Date: Project Effective Life: 

Violation or Permit Requirement:                  YES                   NO Reviewer: 

Water Quality Grant Program 
Project Screening Form  

Birchwood Village WBL
adjacent to 201 Wildwood Ave (city parcel) Birchwood Village

BioSwale
3/23/2018 10yrs

BJP

8.8 acres dense urban drainage; steep slopes common; gravel drives common; little pretreatment before the swale inlet. Practice prioritized in SEWBL SWA (BMP-03, Catchment WBL-04)

Swale with some infiltration and large pretreatment, higher water table since it is near shore. Wider swale will create more sed. storage. Better rate control as proposed.

erosion currently occurring because swale has filled in and is now incising through old sediment. wider swale will help solve this issue.

If shoreline is considered corridor. Neighborhood heavily wooded, high bird diversity common, pollinator species will help out

Owned by city, high foot traffic. Everyone knows the site. Signage possible.

23
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MEMORANDUM 
Rice Creek Watershed District 

 
Page 1 

 

  

Date:  April 5, 2018, 2018  
To: RCWD Board of Managers 
From: Samantha Berger, District Technician 
Subject: R18-06 Hansohn Shoreline Stabilization 
 RCWD Water Quality Grant Program Application 

 
R18-06 Hansohn Shoreline Stabilization  

Location: 1124 Amble Drive, Arden Hills, MN 

Project Type:  Shoreline Stabilization and Buffer 

Total Eligible Project Cost: $18,254 

RCWD Cost-Share Recommendation: $7,500 (50%) 
 

BACKGROUND 
This project proposes the restoration of approximately 92 linear feet of shoreline located off Karth Lake 
in Arden Hills.  Karth Lake is a Tier 2 waterbody in the RCWD Watershed Management Plan and is known 
for having very steep slide slopes.  An existing retaining wall is present on the property that will be 
removed as part of the work.  
 
The Ramsey Conservation District provided a design for the project which will include the following: 
removal of the existing retaining wall, installation of 92 linear feet of rock at the toe of slope, 2,350 
square feet of buffer with erosion control blanket to help protect the shoreline from future erosion.    
The project will help filter runoff coming from the home (catchment of 5,810 square feet) while 
providing habitat along the lakeshore and erosion protection. 
 
The applicant obtained one bid for the project from Coldstone Shorelines totaling $18,254.  The Ramsey 
Conservation District estimated the total cost at $17,529.  Only one bid was obtained since the 
landowner had already been working on a project concept with Coldstone.  The grant will not cover the 
cost of the steps leading to the lake.  
 
The estimated pollutant reductions for the shoreline restoration are as follows:  a 98% reduction in 
volume (4,852.50 cubic feet); a 303.80 lbs. of reduction in TSS, a 98% reduction; and .18 lbs. reduction in 
TP, a 98% reduction. The TP and TSS estimates are utilizing two different methods for calculating the 
reductions – a contributing watershed calculator as well as a sediment loss calculator.  
 
This project was considered at the April 4th CAC meeting. Staff explained that Karth Lake is a very 
“bouncy” lake.  The CAC questioned what “bounce” on a lake was.  Staff noted that it’s when a water 
body has significant changes in elevation based on rainfall. Lakes with bounce often do not support 
vegetation at the water’s edge, which is why riprap is proposed.  The CAC also questioned how the 
funding percentage is determined.  Staff noted that typically projects receive 50%, unless they are 
treating a large amount of hard surface, in which case they would receive 75%.  Staff noted that this 
project was similar to a project with a retaining wall on Peltier Lake, in which we provided $7,500 or 
50%. The CAC supported the project, making a motion to approve. Motion carried 6-0. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
RCWD’s Citizen Advisory Committee and Staff recommend that the RCWD Board of Managers approve 
Water Quality grant funds for R18-06 for the Hansohn Shoreline Stabilization 
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MEMORANDUM 
Rice Creek Watershed District 

 
Page 2 

 

  

 
 
 
Proposed motion: Manager _____________ moves to approve RCWD Water Quality Grant Program 

Contract R18-06 for the Hansohn Shoreline Stabilization, up to $7,500 and not 
to exceed 50% of eligible project expenses, in accordance with established 
program guidelines. 
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To: RCWD Advisory Committee
From: Brian Olsen: Conservation Technician
Date: 15-March-2018
Re: Linda Hansohn Cost Share Application

Ramsey Conservation District

1124 Amble Dr
Arden Hills, MN 55112
Shoreline Stabilization and Buffer Planting

Project:

Background:

Recommendation:

The proposed shoreline stabilization and buffer planting is located on a residential property on Karth Lake in 
Arden Hills. Current conditions are an existing wood timber retaining wall that is beginning to deteriorate, and 
in the areas without the retaining wall, the slope is being eroded by the large amount of lake level change seen in 
Karth Lake. The slope of the shoreline is steep and due to the large lake level changes that happen, the vegetation 
near the water line has been killed and the soils are actively eroding.  As a result of these conditions large 
amounts of sediment are being washed into Karth Lake, and there is no vegetation at the water edge.

The proposed project is to remove the timber retaining wall, install rip rap to stabilize the shoreline, and to plant 
a large buffer planting above the rip rap. Rip rap is necessary to install on this shoreline due to the steep slope, 
the large amount of erosion, and because the level of the lake changes greately throughout the season, which 
would destroy any bio-engineering practices. This project looks stabilizae the shoreline, and create a shoreline 
buffer to slow and filter the water that flows off of the property into the lake to help remove pollutants and filter 
sediment.  The planting will also serve to create a healthier natural habitat along the lake edge.

Total catchment area treated by proposed project is 5,810 square feet.  Once established, this shoreline will 
stabilize the eroding shoreline bank and be an effective measure to filter runoff, reduce sediment movement, and 
reduce the rate and volume of stormwater that would otherwise runoff into Karth Lake.

It is my recommendation that this project be awarded cost share in the amount of $7,500.00 or 50% of the eligi-
ble project costs, whichever is less.

1425 Paul Kirkwold Drive • Arden Hills, MN 55112 • Telephone 651-266-7270 • Fax 651-266-7276
www.ramseycounty.us

Pollution Reductions:

Material & Labor Estimate: $18,254.00
Cost Share Request: $7,500.00

1

Before After Reduction Red. %
Volume (cu-ft/yr) 4,959 106.50 4,852.50 98%
TSS (lbs/yr) 310 6.20 303.80 98%
TP (lbs/yr) 0.1822 0.0022 0.1800 98%
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EXHIBIT A: Site Drainage
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County: Ramsey
Number of BMPs: 1 Date: 12-Mar-18

Item Qty Unit  Unit Cost Amount
Sediment and Erosion Control Practices (silt curtain or approved equivalent) 110.00 LIN-FT 2.50$                        275.00$                    
Aggregate: Fieldstone Boulder (18"-24") (site verify quantity/need for additional rock) 30.00 TON 68.76$                      2,062.80$                 
Aggregate: Clear Rock- 1-1/2" (angular rock not allowed) 12.00 TON 27.00$                      324.00$                    
EC Blanket: CM4000, Bio D Mat 60, Cocomat 600, or equal (6.5' x 165') 2,350.00 SQ-FT 0.23$                        540.50$                    
Soils: Twice-Shredded Hardwood Mulch (2" depth) 14.50 CU-YD 40.00$                      580.00$                    
Edging (Metal: 1/8" x 6" x 8') 12.00 EACH 30.00$                      360.00$                    
Native Plant: 4" Pot 456.00 EACH 4.50$                        2,052.00$                 
Native Shrub: 1 Gallon 39.00 EACH 20.00$                      780.00$                    
Native Tree: 10 Gallon 1 EACH 200.00$                    200.00$                    
Herbivore-Exclusion Fence (4' green vinyl-coated wire, 5.5' steel t-post 10' on center) 330.00 LIN-FT 1.53$                        504.90$                    
Turf Restoration 1.00 JOB 150.00$                    150.00$                    

Subtotal 7,829.20$                 

Site Preparation 1.00 LS 1,200.00$                 1,200.00$                 

Mobilization 1.00 JOB 500.00$                    500.00$                    
Deliveries 4.00 EACH 150.00$                    600.00$                    
Disposal 1.00 JOB 200.00$                    200.00$                    
Grading (Tracked Equipment Only - no wheeled vehicles in excavation area) 6.00 HRS 200.00$                    1,200.00$                 
Material Installation (4 person crew/ 10hr day) 2.50 JOB 2,400.00$                 6,000.00$                 

Subtotal 9,700.00$                 

1] -$                          -$                          
2] -$                          -$                          
3] -$                          -$                          
4] -$                          -$                          
5] -$                          -$                          
6] -$                          -$                          

Subtotal -$                          

Materials Estimate 7,829.20$                 
Labor Estimate 9,700.00$                 

Project Estimate 17,529.20$               
:-10% 15,776.28$               
:+10% 19,282.12$               

Estimated WD/WMO Grant Award: $7,500.00
Estimated RCD Grant Award: $0.00
Potential Grant Award Total: $7,500.00
Estimated Landowner Cost: $10,029.20

BMP Type: Shoreline Stabilization and Buffer Planting

Materials: Project A

Labor: Project A

Additional Bid Items [as necessary]

Project Total: Project A

Retaining wall removal, vegetation removal, clearing and grubbing understory, box elder tree 
removal. seed bed prep, chemical app as needed)

Arden Hills, MN 55112

Ramsey Conservation District
MATERIAL & COST ESTIMATE

[FOR REFERENCE USE ONLY -  NOT FOR THE PURPOSE OF BIDDING]

Linda Hansohn
1124 Amble Dr.
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EXHIBIT C: Screening Form

Water Quality Grant Program Screening Form  12/7/2016 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Projects are screened for potential grant eligibility based on the following criteria.  (0 = Low, 5 = High) 

1. Connectivity to Water Body 
a. Is the project tributary to a PCA-listed impaired water (not mercury) or a RCWD Tier I or Tier II waterbody? 

(NO) (YES, within Subwatershed) (YES, Direct Connection) 

0 1 2 3 4 5 

b. If NO, is the project tributary to a lake, stream, ditch, or DNR-Protected Water Wetland (PWW)? 

(NO) (YES, within Subwatershed) (YES, Direct Connection) 

0 1 2 3 4 5 

2. Contributing Watershed Characteristics: Surface type draining to the project. 

0% Impervious 50% Impervious 100% Impervious 

0 1 2 3 4 5 

Comments:              

3. Volume Reduction:  Implements controls to reduce and/or minimize the rate and volume of water that drains 
off the property. 

No Infiltration/Filtration Filtration Infiltration  

0 1 2 3 4 5 

Comments:              

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

No Erosion  Visible Erosion 
No Sediment Capture  Sediment Capture 

0 1 2 3 4 5 

Comments:              

5. Wildlife Habitat Improvement:  Creates or improves wildlife and or pollinator habitat through native plantings 
or other restoration efforts. 

Not Connected to Wildlife Corridor Connected to Wildlife Corridor 

0 1 2 3 4 5 

Comments:              

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

Low Public Visibility Moderate Public Visibility High Public Visibility 

0 1 2 3 4 5 
 

Comments:              

Total Score: _____ 
Minimum Eligibility = 15

Project / Landowner Name:                                                                           Affected Water Body: 

Project Address:                                                                        City: 

County:        ANOKA        RAMSEY        HENNEPIN        WASHINGTON Project Type(s): 

Application Date: Project Effective Life: 

Violation or Permit Requirement:                  YES                   NO Reviewer: 

Water Quality Grant Program 
Project Screening Form  
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ITEMS REQUIRING BOARD ACTION   
2. Consider 2017 District Financial Report and Audit.  

(Phil Belfiori) 
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MEMORANDUM 
Rice Creek Watershed District 
 

 

1 
 

To:    Board of Managers            Date: April 4, 2018 

From:    Phil Belfiori, Administrator 

Subject:  2017 District Financial Report and Audit  

 
Background / Discussion  
 
On March 27, 2018 the District received the 2017 Annual Financial Report and Audit prepared 
by Redpath and Company, Ltd., dated December 31, 2017.  The report and compliance audit 
are required annually pursuant to M.S. 103B and 103D.  Copies of the report will be sent to the 
State Auditor’s Office, the Board of Water and Soil Resources, and the Director of the Division 
of Waters at the Department of Natural Resources to fulfill the legal reporting requirements 
found in statute. 
 
The Financial Report & Audit concludes with two letters to the District one titled “Independent 
Auditor’s Report on Internal Control Over Financial Reporting and on Compliance and Other 
Matters Based on an Audit of Financial Statements Performed in Accordance with Government 
Auditing Standards” found on page 65 and one titled “Minnesota Legal Compliance Report” 
found on page 67. 
 
The Report on Internal Control identified that the auditors did not identify any deficiencies in 
internal control that they considered to be a material weakness.  This letter also identifies that 
the results of test disclosed no instances of noncompliance or other matters that are required 
to be reported under Government Auditing Standards.   
 
The Report on Minnesota Legal Compliance states that nothing came to the attention of the 
auditors that caused them to believe that the RCWD failed to comply with the provision of the 
Minnesota Legal Compliance Audit Guide for Political Subdivisions. 
 
 
 
Proposed Motion:   Manager _____________ moves to accept and authorize the filing of the 
Rice Creek Watershed District 2017 Annual Financial Report and Audit. 
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ITEMS REQUIRING BOARD ACTION   
3. Consider HEI Taskorder for Washington Judicial Ditch 

2 Branches 1 and 2 Construction Services.  (Phil 
Belfiori) 
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MEMORANDUM 
Rice Creek Watershed District 

 Page 1 of 1 

To:  Board of Managers     Date: April 4, 2018 

From:  Phil Belfiori 

Subject: HEI Task Order 2018-09- Washington County Judicial Ditch 2 (WJD 2) Branches 
1 & 2 Repair Design, Staking, and Construction Management  

 

 
Please find attached for Board consideration Houston Engineering’s (HEI) task order 2018-09. 
On February 28, 2018, the Board approved resolution 2018-07 (continuing implementation of 
the WJD 2 Branches 1 and 2 Repair Report). This task order is for completion of that work. 
 
The professional services to be provided are identified in the attached HEI document and 
include:  

 Design of the channel repairs, based on recommendations of the WJD 2 Br. 1 and 2 
Repair Report and develop an Engineer’s Opinion of Probable Construction Cost; 

 Preparing the quote /bid documents, review of the received quotes and prepare a 
memorandum recommending the preferred contractor;   

 Providing construction observation services. A HEI inspector will be on-site during the 
construction of Branch 2 repair activities and will be on-site part-time during 
construction observation on Branch 1; 

 Perform a detailed field review to assist final design of the upland portion of the WJD 2 
Branch 2 public drainage system; and  

 Provide construction staking for the open channel excavation and tree clearing. 
 
HEI has estimated the total cost of services at $43,700.  The estimated total cost for these 
services was included in the approved RCWD 2018 budget.   
 
Recommendation 
Staff recommends Board approval of the Houston Engineering request for services with a total 
cost of $43,700 as defined in attached HEI task order 2018-09 dated March 16, 2018. 
 
Proposed Motion:  Manager _____________ moves to approve Houston Engineering task order 
2018-09- WJD 2 Branch 1 & 2 Repair Design, Staking, and Construction Management for a total 
cost of $43,700 as defined in the attached HEI task order dated March 16, 2018 and authorizes 
the Board President to execute the document. 
 
Attachments:  

 HEI Task Order 2018-09- JD 2 Branch 1 & 2 Repair Design, Staking, and Construction 
Management dated March 16, 2018  
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SCOPE OF SERVICES 
 

Task Order 2018-009 
Rice Creek Watershed District 

 
JD 2 Branch 1 & 2 Repair Design, Staking, and Construction Management 

 

Page 1 of 3  March 16, 2018 
Checked by: CCO 
 

RCWD Administrative Information:  

 Account Number:  80-20 
       Account Name: Public Drainage System Repair 
 

Houston Engineering Project No.:  R155555-258 Phase 006 

Task Order Purpose: 

The project purpose is to complete final design, prepare construction plans, prepare bid 

documents, complete bidding, provide construction observation services, and manage the repairs 

of behalf of the RCWD for the repair of Washington County Judicial Ditch 2 (JD 2) Branches 1 & 

2 public drainage systems and provide regulatory coordination in conjunction with the proposed 

repairs.    

Professional Services Rendered: 

HEI intends to provide the following professional services during the completion of this 

Task Order: 

 Perform a detailed field review to assist final design of the upland portion of the JD 2 
Branch 2 public drainage system (approx. 0.5 miles). The field review consists of a walk-
through of the portion of the drainage system to be repaired, documenting the location 
and type of visible structures and fences within the construction limits, and identifying 
probable construction access locations and equipment staging and work areas. The 
proposed scope assumes that a District staff member will accompany one representative 
from HEI to provide assistance in locating potential obstructions.  

 Attend meetings with RCWD staff, landowners, RCWD Board, bidders, and the contractor.  
This will include weekly project coordination meetings with the contractor during 
construction.   

 Complete final design of the channel repairs, tree removal, and culvert cleaning, based on 
recommendations of the JD 2 Branch 1 & 2 Repair Memos prepared by HEI.   

 Prepare one set of construction plans and three quote specifications and quote solicitation 
documents (includes one draft for review).   

 Develop an Engineer’s Opinion of Probable Construction Cost.  

 Assist the Rice Creek Watershed District with the quote process by preparing the quote 
documents, quote solicitation, review of the quotes received and prepare a memorandum 
recommending the preferred Contractor for each phase of work.   

 Provide construction staking for the open channel excavation and tree clearing.  We 
anticipate setting the stakes once. Any additional re-staking is considered outside of the 
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SCOPE OF SERVICES 
 

Task Order 2018-009 
Rice Creek Watershed District 

 
JD 2 Branch 1 & 2 Repair Design, Staking, and Construction Management 

 

Page 2 of 3  March 16, 2018 
Checked by: CCO 
 

scope of this task order. Stakes will be set to define the limits for the reasonably necessary 
area for construction and the channel depth of cut.  

 Conduct a post-construction survey and use the survey information to create record 
drawings based upon an as-built survey. Provide the District with engineering drawings 
showing the as-built condition.  

 Provide full-time construction observation on Branch 2 repair activities and part-time 
construction observation on Branch 1 at the District’s discretion.  

 

Deliverables: 

The deliverables for the Task Order consist of: 

 Draft construction plans and quote packages. 

 Quantities and Preliminary Probable Opinion of Construction Cost.  

 Final Project Manual. 

 Seven pre- and post-construction meetings: two staff meetings with RCWD, one half day 

of meetings with landowners, two RCWD Board meetings and workshops, a Pre-

Construction meeting, and a Post-Construction meeting.   

 Various contract documents including Change Orders. 

 Record Drawings. 

 

Schedule and Compensation: 
HEI will perform the professional services identified above on a time and materials basis 

for an estimated amount of $43,700. This cost may vary greatly based on the level of coordination 

the District directs HEI to be involved with and may be dependent on the Contractor(s) selected 

and progress of work. The draft quote packages will be delivered by June 1, 2018. Attachment 

A provides a summary of the probable cost per task. HEI reserves the right to move dollars across 

tasks, while remaining within / below the total amount identified by this Agreement.   

Assumptions: 

The estimated compensation for the execution of the tasks identified within the 

“Professional Services Rendered” section of this Task Order is based upon the following 

assumptions: 
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SCOPE OF SERVICES 
 

Task Order 2018-009 
Rice Creek Watershed District 

 
JD 2 Branch 1 & 2 Repair Design, Staking, and Construction Management 

 

Page 3 of 3  March 16, 2018 
Checked by: CCO 
 

1. The project scope will be consistent with the recommendations specified in the 
Washington Judicial Ditch 2 Branch 1 and Branch 2 Repair Memos dated April 24th, 2017 
and December 4th, 2017, respectively.   

2. The contractor is responsible for replacement of any disturbance of staking they cause.  

3. Regulatory coordination will be completed under a separate task order. 

4. No unforeseen site conditions. 

 

SIGNATURES: 

 The services described in this Task Order are being provided in accordance with the 

Professional Services Agreement between the Rice Creek Watershed District and Houston 

Engineering dated May 14, 2008, as amended and extended.  This Task Order shall be effective 

March 21, 2018 as authorized by the signatures of representatives of the Rice Creek Watershed 

District and Houston Engineering, Inc. 

 
Rice Creek Watershed District   Houston Engineering, Inc. 
 
By:         By:         

Name:   Patricia Preiner   Name:  Christopher C. Otterness   

Title:      President    Title:   District Engineer    

Date:         Date:          
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ITEMS REQUIRING BOARD ACTION   
4. Consider HEI Taskorder for Anoka‐Washington 

Judicial Ditch 3 Repair Report. (Phil Belfiori) 
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MEMORANDUM 
Rice Creek Watershed District 

 Page 1 of 1 

To:  Board of Managers     Date: April 4, 2018 

From:  Phil Belfiori 

Subject: HEI Task Order 2018-10 for development of repair report for Anoka Washington 
Judicial Ditch 3 (JD 3)  

 
 
In 2015, the Board approved a historical review memo for Anoka-Washington Judicial Ditch 3 
(JD 3). Based on input from the Board of Managers that has prioritized repairs to JD 3 upstream 
of I-35E for completion in 2019/2020, please find attached for consideration Houston 
Engineering’s (HEI) task order 2018-10.   
 
The professional services to be provided are identified in the attached document and includes 
completion of a repair report for portions of the Anoka-Washington Judicial Ditch 3 (JD 3) 
public drainage system upstream of Interstate 35E, including the Main Trunk and Branches 1, 3, 
and 4.  The attached HEI task order also includes completion of a drone survey, determination of 
potential public waters and WCA wetland impacts, of and preparation of a report summarizing 
benefits and  costs for a full repair of JD 3 upstream of I-35E to the ACSIC profile.  HEI has 
estimated the total cost of services at $57,800.   
 
Recommendation 
Staff recommends Board approval of the Houston Engineering request for services with a total 
cost of $57,800 as defined in attached HEI task order 2018-10 dated April 4, 2018 
 
Proposed Motion:  Manager _____________ moves to approve the Houston Engineering 
request for services with a total cost of $57,800 as defined in attached HEI memo dated April 4, 
2018 and authorize the Board President to execute the document. 
 
Attachments:  

 HEI Task Order 2018-10 AWJD3 Repair Report dated April 4, 2018. 
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SCOPE OF SERVICES 
 

Task Order 2018-010 
Rice Creek Watershed District 

 
JD 3 Repair Report 

 

Page 1 of 3  April 4, 2018 
Checked by: CCO 
 

RCWD Administrative Information:  

 Account Number:  80-21 
       Account Name: Repair Reports 
 

Houston Engineering Project No.:  R005555-0280 Phase 001 

Task Order Purpose: 

The purpose of this project is to complete a repair report for portions of the Anoka-

Washington Judicial Ditch 3 (JD 3) public drainage system upstream of Interstate 35E, including 

the Main Trunk and Branches 1, 3, and 4. In 2015, the Rice Creek Watershed District (RCWD) 

completed a historical review of JD 3 which included the determination of the As-Constructed and 

Subsequently Improved Condition (ACSIC) and culminated with a reestablishment of the public 

drainage system record per Minnesota Statute 103E. The historic review noted that much of the 

public drainage system is in need of repair and recommended the completion of a repair report.  

Based on input from District and HEI staff, Rice Creek Watershed District Board of Managers has 

prioritized repairs to JD 3 upstream of I-35E for completion in 2019/2020   The purpose of the 

repair report will to detail the repair methods, outline regulatory requirements, and provide an 

opinion of probable construction costs for a repair to the ACSIC grade and cross-section.  

Professional Services Rendered: 

HEI intends to provide the following professional services during the completion of this 

Task Order: 

 Complete a drone survey of JD 3 upstream of I-35E.  The video from this flight will be 
utilized for multiple purposes including identifying construction considerations, supporting 
regulatory correspondence, and engaging the public; 

 Complete a determination of potential impacts to public waters and wetlands resulting from 
a repair of JD upstream of I-35E; and 

 Prepare a report summarizing the benefits, costs, and regulatory requirements for a full 
repair of JD 3 upstream of I-35E to the ACSIC profile.  

Deliverables: 

The deliverables for the Task Order consist of: 

 Drone Survey Video and Stills 
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Task Order 2018-010 
Rice Creek Watershed District 

 
JD 3 Repair Report 

 

Page 2 of 3  April 4, 2018 
Checked by: CCO 
 

 Wetland Delineation Report; 

 Draft and Final Repair Report; and 

 Presentation at a Board Workshop, Public Information Meeting, and Public Hearing. 

Schedule and Compensation: 

The repair report will be completed no later than September 30, 2018. We anticipate that 

public meetings and public hearings will be completed by December 31, 2018. HEI recommends 

that the RCWD budget the amount of $57,800 for engineering services described within this task 

order (see Attachment A). HEI shall not exceed this amount for the completion of this work 

without prior authorization from the Rice Creek Watershed District.  

 

Assumptions: 

The estimated compensation for the execution of the tasks identified within the 

“Professional Services Rendered” section of this Task Order is based upon the following 

assumptions: 

1. There will be no need for additional survey data. 

2. Only one major alternative (repair to the ACSIC) will be reviewed.  The repair report 
may also include evaluate cost and relative function for subsets of that alternative. 

3. Four meetings will be required: one with the Technical Evaluation Panel; one Board 
Workshop; one public informational meeting; and one public hearing on the repair 

4. Regulatory coordination to obtain necessary approvals for the repair is outside the 
scope of this task order and will be completed under a separate task order or 
authorization.  However, the repair report will describe and evaluate considerations 
related to regulatory requirements for proposed repairs, including WCA, public waters, 
and potential TMDL requirements. 
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SCOPE OF SERVICES 
 

Task Order 2018-010 
Rice Creek Watershed District 

 
JD 3 Repair Report 

 

Page 3 of 3  April 4, 2018 
Checked by: CCO 
 

 

SIGNATURES: 

 The services described in this Task Order are being provided in accordance with the 

Professional Services Agreement between the Rice Creek Watershed District and Houston 

Engineering dated May 14, 2008, as amended and extended.  This Task Order shall be effective 

April 1, 2018 as authorized by the signatures of representatives of the Rice Creek Watershed 

District and Houston Engineering, Inc. 

 
Rice Creek Watershed District   Houston Engineering, Inc. 
 
By:         By:         

Name:   Patricia Preiner   Name:  Christopher C. Otterness   

Title:      President    Title:   District Engineer    

Date:         Date:   April 4, 2018    
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ITEMS REQUIRING BOARD ACTION   
5. Consider Check Register dated April 11, 2018, in the 

amount of $99,451.34 prepared by Redpath and 
Company.  
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Rice Creek Watershed District
Check Register
March 29, 2018 - April 11, 2018
To Be Approved at the April 11, 2018 Board Meeting

Check # Date Payee Description Amount

22160V 03/28/18 Rinkee Noonan VOID ($8,792.00)  
22176V 03/28/18 VOID VOID -                    
22177 03/28/18 Susan & Ronald Moore Construction Expense 3,000.00          Issued 3/28/18
22178 03/28/18 Press Publications Legal Notices 220.37             Issued 3/28/18
22179 03/28/18 Rinkee Noonan February Legal Expense 9,419.50          Issued 3/28/18

22180V 03/28/18 VOID VOID -                   
22181 03/29/18 City of St. Anthony Construction Expense 56,006.96        Issued 3/29/18
22182 04/11/18 Comcast Telecommunications 139.85
22183 04/11/18 U.S. Bank Equipment Finance Equipment Lease 249.98  
2284 04/11/18 Metro Sales, Inc. Equipment Lease 977.51

Dir.Dep. 04/13/18 April 13th Direct Deposits April 13th Direct Deposits 23,383.22
 

EFT 04/02/18 Xcel Energy Telecommunications 11.31
EFT 04/13/18 Internal Revenue Service 04/13 Federal Withholding 7,828.64  
EFT 04/13/18 Minnesota Revenue 04/13 State Withholding 1,422.05
EFT 04/13/18 Empowerment Retirement 04/13 Deferred Compensation 783.00
EFT 04/13/18 PERA 04/13 PERA 4,800.95  

Total $99,451.34
  
 

FOR INFORMATIONAL PURPOSES ONLY:

--- 04/11/18 Pulte Group, Inc. Surety Release -  #15-019 Bond Reduction 455,000.00

  
 
 

 

4/4/2018 at 3:49 PM Page: 1
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ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION AND INFORMATION 
1. District Engineer Update and Timeline. 
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Date Prepared: 4-Apr-18
Prepared by: G. Monson & C. Otterness

Project Name Estimated 
Budget

Cost to 
Date

Remaining 
Budget

Project 
Complete / 
Transfer 
Funds?

Estimated 
Progress 
Based on 

Work 
Completed

Percentage 
of  Budget 

Utilized

Within 
Budget? 

(Y/N)

District Billed 
for Change in 

Services? 
(Y/N)

Initial Target 
Completion 

Date

Revised 
Target 

Completion 
Date

Items of Interest / Concern

Hansen Park Project - Phase 5 
Construction Management $253,300 $220,283 $33,017 N 88% 87% Y N/A 30-Nov-18 N/A

Excavation and sediment disposal operations are complete.  
Remaining items include vegetation establishment and trail 
pavement.

ACD 10-22-32, Branch 1 
Repair Report $19,200 $19,083 $117 N 99% 99% Y N/A 30-Jun-17 N/A We are continuing to coordinate with the landowner who requested 

the repair, and his consultant.  
GIS Viewer and Permit 

Database Maintenance and 
Web Hosting

$21,500 $2,925 $18,575 N 25% 14% Y N/A 31-Dec-18 N/A We  continue to update GIS layers as they are available.

District Facility Access Review $15,550 $10,521 $5,029 N 65% 68% Y N/A 28-Feb-18 N/A We have completed a draft identification and categorization of 
District Facilities.

Brown's Preserve Monitoring, 
Credit Maximization and Bank 

Management 2017
$65,540 $65,910 ($370) Y 100% 101% Y N 31-Dec-19 N/A The 2017 Monitoring report is completed.

Anoka County Ditch 53-62 
Branch 2 Repairs Design and 

Construction
$94,800 $73,495 $21,305 N 80% 78% Y N/A 1-Jun-18 N/A

Open channel excavation is complete. Setting of culverts under 
public roadways and the outlet control structure near Home Depot 
will be completed in spring.

Potential Wetland Bank Site 
Feasibility $36,800 $38,875 ($2,075) Y 100% 106% N N 30-Sep-17 N/A The technical memo evaluating the proposed banking sites has 

been finalized. 

2017 Review of LSWMP for the 
Cities $16,000 $9,028 $6,972 N 55% 56% Y N/A 31-Dec-18 N/A

We are providing assistance to RCWD staff with review of portions 
of City Local Stormwater Managing Plans on an as-requested 
basis.

JD 2 Branch 1&2 Public 
Hearing & Regulatory 

Coordination
$15,000 $9,207 $5,793 N 60% 61% Y N/A 1-May-18 N/A We are continuing to coordinate with the DNR on delisting a public 

water.

Watershed Management Plan 
Strategic Direction $72,500 $31,374 $41,126 N 45% 43% Y N/A 31-Jul-18 N/A The second Board workshop for  prioritizing issues was held in 

March. 
Oasis Pond IESF - 

Construction Management 
Support

$45,340 $4,901 $40,439 N 10% 11% Y N/A 30-Sep-18 N/A Contract  submittals are continuing to be reviewed.  Construction is 
anticipated to begin in April

2017 CWPMP Annual Report $13,500 $8,020 $5,480 N 80% 59% Y N/A 1-Jun-18 N/A We have completed a draft annual report for internal review.

Values in red are either potential budget concerns or changes in schedule. 
The "overage" for those projects shown as "over budget" is not billed to the District. The cost to date column reflects HEi's actual internal cost. Projects are considered within budget if ± 10%.

District Engineer - Monthly Project Report March 2018
Rice Creek Watershed District

1 of 1
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Hansen Park Project - Phase 5 Construction Management

ACD 10-22-32, Branch 1 Repair Report

GIS Viewer and Permit Database Maintenance and Web Hosting

District Facility Access Review

Brown's Preserve Monitoring, Credit Maximization and Bank Management 2017

Anoka County Ditch 53-62 Branch 2 Repairs Design and Construction
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2017 Review of LSWMP for the Cities
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Watershed Management Plan Strategic Direction

Oasis Pond IESF - Construction Management Support
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District Engineer
Monthly Progress Report (Actual & Estimated Progress) 

Through March 2018

Percentage of Budget Utilized Percentage of Work Completed
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