
CHAMPLIN - CORCORAN - DAYTON - MAPLE GROVE - MEDINA - PLYMOUTH - ROGERS 

elm creek  
Watershed Management Commission 

ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 
3235 Fernbrook Lane 
Plymouth, MN 55447 
PH: 763.553.1144 
FAX: 763.553.9326 
email: judie@jass.biz 
www.elmcreekwatershed.org 

TECHNICAL OFFICE 
Hennepin County 

Dept. of Environment & Energy 
701 Fourth Ave S  Suite 700 

Minneapolis, MN 55415-1600 
PH: 612.348-7338 • FAX: 612.348.8532 

Email: James.Kujawa@hennepin.us 
 
 

 

November 7, 2018 

Representatives 
Elm Creek Watershed Management Commission 
Hennepin County, MN 

The meeting packets for these meetings may be 
found on the Commission’s website: 
http://www.elmcreekwatershed.org/minutes‐‐
meeting‐packets.html 

Dear Representatives: 

A regular meeting of the Elm Creek Watershed Management Commission will be held on Wednesday, 
November 14, 2018, at 11:30 a.m.  in  the Mayor’s Conference Room at Maple Grove City Hall, 12800 
Arbor Lakes Parkway, Maple Grove, MN.   

The Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) will meet at 10:00 a.m., prior to the regular meeting to discuss 
two items: 
  1)  Identify, prioritize, and undertake subwatershed assessments with possible assistance 
from the Commission 
  2)  Use of wetlands for irrigation purposes. 
 
TAC meeting materials can also be found on the Commission’s website.  
 
Please email Tiffany at tiffany@jass.biz to confirm whether you or your Alternate will be attending the 
TAC and the regular meetings.  

Thank you. 

Regards, 
 
 
 

Judie A. Anderson 
Administrator 
JAA:tim 
Encls:  Meeting Packet 
cc:  Alternates  HCEE  Jeff Weiss  BWSR 
  TAC Members  TRPD  Diane Spector  DNR 
  City Clerks  MPCA  Met Council  Official Newspaper 
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AGENDA  

Technical Advisory Committee 
and Regular Meetings  
November 14, 2018 

 
1.  Call TAC meeting to Order. 

a.  Approve agenda.* 
b.  Approve Minutes of last TAC meeting.* 
 

2.  Identify, prioritize, undertake SWAs with possible assistance from the Commission 
a.  Cost share Policy Recommendations.* 
b.  SWA Cost Share Application.* 
c.  Current Cost Share Policy.* 
 

3.  Use of wetlands for irrigation purposes. 
  a.  Using Wetlands as Irrigation Ponds.* 
  b.  Iron in Wetland Sytems.* 
    1)  Treatment Wetlands.*  
    2)  Wetlands Mitsch and Gosselink.* 
 
4.  Ongoing Compliance Requirements for Buffer Law. – Barta. 
 
5.  Other Business. 
 
6.  Adjourn meeting of TAC. 
 
 
1.  Call Regular Meeting to Order. 
  a.  Approve Agenda.* 
 
2.  Consent Agenda. 
  a.   Minutes last Meeting.*  
  b.   Treasurer’s Report and Claims.** 
 
3.  Open Forum. 
  a.  Presentation – Plymouth Reach D. 
 
4.  Action Items. 

a.  Project Reviews – see Status Report.* 
b.  Closed Project Account Policy.* 
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c.  Fish Lake Alum Treatment RFP.** 
d.  Fish Lake SWA – Cooperative Agreement.* 
e.  Opportunity Grant Application – Fish Lake Alum Treatment.* 
f.  Local Plans. 
  1)  Maple Grove.* 
  2)  Plymouth.* 
  3)  Corcoran. 

  g.  BWSR Watershed‐Based Funding Grant Agreement.* 
h.  Hennepin County GIS User Agreement.* 
 

5.  Old Business. 
 
6.  New Business. 
 
7.  Communications. 
  a.  Hennepin County Approves Levies.* 
 
8.  Education.   
  a.  WMWA Update.** 
 
9.  Grant Opportunities and Updates. 
  a.  FEMA Floodplain Mapping – see Staff Report. 
  b.  Diamond Lake SWA Grant Application – see Staff Report. 
  c.  North Fork Rush Creek SWA Implementation ‐ see Staff Report. 
 
10.  Project Reviews – also see Staff Report.*  

 
10.  Project Reviews.  (See Staff Report.*) 

a.        AR  2013‐046  Woods of Medina, Medina. 

b.       
  2014‐015  Rogers Drive Extension, Rogers. 

c.       
  2015‐004  Kinghorn Outlet A, Rogers. 

d.        AR  2015‐030  Kiddiegarten Child Care Center, Maple Grove. 

e.        AR  2016‐002  The Markets at Rush Creek, Maple Grove. 

f.       
  2016‐005W  Ravinia Wetland Bank Plan, Corcoran. 

g.       
  2016‐040  Kinghorn 4th Addition, Rogers. 

h.          2016‐047  Hy‐Vee North, Maple Grove. 

i.        AR  2016‐052  The Woods at Rush Creek, Maple Grove. 

j.        AR  2017‐014  Laurel Creek, Rogers. 

k.        AR  2017‐016  Territorial Woods, Maple Grove. 

l.        AR  2017‐017  Mary Queen of Peace Catholic Church, Rogers. 

m.        AR  2017‐019  Medina Senior Living Community, Medina. 

n.        AR  2017‐021  Hindu Society of MN Staff Housing, Maple Grove. 

o.        AR  2017‐029  Brayburn Trails, Dayton. 

p.        AR  2017‐034    Plymouth Memory Care, Plymouth.   

q        AR  2017‐037  Corcoran L‐80 Lift Station MCES Project 808520, Corcoran.  

r.        AR  2017‐038  Bass Lake Estates, Corcoran. 

s.          2017‐039  Rush Creek Apartments, Maple Grove. 
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t.          2017‐050W  Ernie Mayer Wetland/floodplain violation, Corcoran. 

u.        AR  2018‐001  Rush Creek Commons, Maple Grove. 

v.          2018‐004  Rush Creek Restoration, Maple Grove. 

w.          2018‐005  Sundance Greens, Dayton. 

x.          2018‐014  Refuge at Rush Creek, Corcoran. 

y.        AR  2018‐018   Summers Edge Phase II, Plymouth. 

z          2018‐020   North 101 Storage, Rogers. 

aa.          2018‐021  113th Lane Extension/Brockton/101, Rogers. 

ab.        AR  2018‐026  Windrose, Maple Grove. 

ac.          2018‐027  CR202 Bridge, Dayton. 

ad.        AR  2018‐028   Tricare Third Addition, Maple Grove. 

af.          2018‐032  Encore, Corcoran. 

ag.          2018‐033  Cloquet Island Estates, Dayton. 

ah.          2018‐035  Edgewater East, Maple Grove. 

ai.          2018‐037  Elm Creek Stream Restoration Reach D, Plymouth. 

aj.          2018‐038  Vincent Woods of Roger. 

ak.          2018‐040  Rush Creek Commons Phase II, Maple Grove. 

al.        AR  2018‐043  BeeHive Homes, Maple Grove. 
am       AR  2018‐044  OSI Phase II, Medina. 

an.          2018‐045W  Weinard Ditch Cleaning, Corcoran. 

ao.          2018‐046  Graco, Rogers 

ap.          2018‐047W  Old Settlers Road Wetland Delineation, Corcoran. 

aq.          2018‐048  Faithbrook Church Phase 2, Dayton. 

ar.          2018‐049  Pheasant Ridge 2nd Addition, Corcoran. 

as.          2018‐050  Janice Little Bridge Replacement, Corcoran. 

at.            C&D Order 9120 Train Haven Road, Corcoran. 

au.             

av.             
A = Action item    E = Enclosure provided    I = Informational update will be provided at meeting    RPFI ‐  removed pending further information 
R = Will be removed   RP= Information will be provided in revised meeting packet….. D = Project is denied      AR awaiting recordation 
 

11.   Other Business.  
 
12.  Adjourn Regular Meeting.      Z:\Elm Creek\Meetings\Meetings 2018\11 Regular and TAC Agenda.docx 
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April 11, 2018 Minutes 
Technical Advisory Committee Meeting (beginning on page 1) 

and 
Regular Meeting (beginning on page 3) 

 
I.  A meeting of the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) for the Elm Creek Watershed Management Commission 
was convened at 10:03 a.m., Wednesday, April 11, 2018 in the Mayor’s Conference Room, Maple Grove City Hall, 12800 
Arbor Lakes Parkway, Maple Grove, MN. 

In  attendance were:  Todd  Tuominen,  Champlin;  Kevin Mattson,  Corcoran;  Sarah Nalven, Wenck  Associates, 
Dayton;  Rick  Lestina  and Mark  Lahtinen, Maple Grove;  Kaci  Fisher, Hakanson‐Anderson, Medina;  Ben  Scharenbroich, 
Plymouth; Andrew Simmons, Rogers; James Kujawa and Kirsten Barta, Hennepin County Dept. of Environment and Energy 
(HCEE); Brian Vlach, Three Rivers Park District (TRPD); Jeff Weiss, Barr Engineering; and Judie Anderson and Amy Juntunen, 
JASS.   

Also present: Sharon Meister, Corcoran, and Doug Baines, Dayton.  

II.  Motion by Lestina, second by Scharenbroich to approve the agenda. Motion carried unanimously. 

  Motion by Scharenbroich,  second by Lestina  to approve  the minutes of  the February 14, 2018 TAC meeting.  
Motion carried unanimously. 

III.  Commission Cost Share Policy. 

  At their December 13, 2017 meeting, the Commissioners discussed the “cap” on the maximum annual levy for 
Capital  Improvement Projects  (CIPs). According to the Commission’s current Cost Share Policy which was adopted  in 
2012,  the  cap  is  $250,000/project,  $500,000/year.  In December  2017  the CIP  showed  estimated  costs  for  projects 
anticipated to be levied in 2018/payable 2019 of $1,395,250.  Commissioners and TAC members were encouraged to 
discuss possibly raising the annual cap with their city personnel/councilors.  

  After  discussion  it  was  a  consensus  of  the  members  of  the  TAC  to  maintain  the  cap  at  the  current 
$250,000/project, $500,000/year. This recommendation will be brought to the Commission. 

IV.  Capital Improvement Program. 

  A.  The 2018 CIP spreadsheet (Table 4.5_2017 with 2018 submittals_Rev3) has been revised as follows:  
    1.  Stone’s Throw Wetland (line 21) has been moved from 2018 to 2019. 
    2.  Ranchview Wetland Restoration, Maple Grove (line 23) has been moved from 2018 to 2019. 
    3.  Hickory Drive Stormwater Improvement, Medina, (line 37) has been added in 2019. 
    4.  Southeast Corcoran Wetland Restoration, Corcoran, (line 38) has been added in 2019. 
    5.  Downtown Regional Stormwater Improvement, Corcoran, (line 39) has been added in 2019. 
    6.  Elm Creek Stream Restoration Phase III, Champlin, (line 40) has been added in 2018. 
    7.  Downs Road Trail Raingarden, Champlin, (line 41) has been added in 2018/2019. 
    8.  Elm Creek Stream Restoration Phase IV, Champlin, (line 42) has been added in 2019 
    9.  Lowell Pond Raingarden, Champlin, (line 43) has been added in 2019. 

  B.  At the February 14, 2018 TAC meeting projects were reviewed  for  timeliness and some construction 
dates adjusted. Generic projects were extended out to the 2020‐2024 timeframe. As a result $500,000 in projects were 
recommended for levy funding in 2018/payable 2019 as follows:   

    1.  Rush Creek Main Stem Stream Restoration (line 16), Maple Grove, $75,000 
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    2.  Elm Creek Stream Restoration Reach D (line 18), Plymouth, $212,500 
    3.  Mill Pond Gardens (line 30), Champlin, $100,000 
    4.  Elm Creek Stream Restoration Phase III (line 40), Champlin, $100,000 
    5.  Downs Road Trail Rain Garden (line 41), Champlin, $12,500 

  C.  An additional CIP application has been received for Rush Creek Headwaters SWA BMP Implementation.  
Project cost  is $200,000, with  the Commission’s share of $50,000, to be constructed  in 2020. Motion by Scharebroich, 
second by Nalven to add this CIP as proposed.  Motion carried unanimously. 

    Motion  by  Kujawa,  second  by  Scharenbroich  to  recommend  to  the  Commission  a  call  for  a  public 
meeting on May 9, 2018 to adopt a Minor Plan Amendment to incorporate these revisions/additions to the CIP.  Motion 
carried unanimously. 

[Tuominen arrived 10:10 a.m.] 

  D.  Feasibility Reports. 

    1.  Rush  Creek  Main  Stem  Stream  Restoration,*  Maple  Grove,  $75,000.    Motion  by 
Scharenbroich, second by Fisher  to  recommend moving  this project  forward  for  funding under  the 2018  levy.   Motion 
carried unanimously.  John Smythe will provide the missing nutrient reduction figures. 

    2.  Elm Creek Stream Restoration Reach D,* Plymouth, $212,500. Motion by Fisher,  second by 
Nalven to recommend moving this project forward for funding under the 2018 levy.  Motion carried unanimously. 

    3.  Mill Pond Gardens,* Champlin, $100,000. Upon the request of the City of Champlin, motion by 
Scharenbroich, second by Lestina to move this project to 2019.  Motion carried unanimously. 

    4.  Elm  Creek  Stream  Restoration  Phase  III,*  Champlin,  $100,000. Motion  by  Scharenbroich, 
second  by  Fisher  to  recommend  moving  this  project  forward  for  funding  under  the  2018  levy.    Motion  carried 
unanimously.  WSB will provide the missing nutrient reduction figures. 

[Barta arrived 10:28 a.m.] 

    5.  Downs  Road  Trail  Rain Garden,*  Champlin,  $12,500. Motion  by  Scharenbroich,  second  by 
Lestina to recommend moving this project forward for funding under the 2018 levy.  As a result of the moving of the Mill 
Pond Gardens project to 2019, full 2018‐2019 funding ($75,000)  is recommended  in 2018. Motion carried unanimously.  
WSB will provide the missing nutrient reduction figures. 

[Simmons arrived 10:37 a.m.] 

    Motion by Scharenbroich, second by Fisher to recommend to the Commission ad valorem funding of 
projects 1, 2, 4, and 5, and a call for a public hearing to take public comment. Motion carried unanimously. [NOTE, IN ALL 
CASES THE INTENT IS TO REQUEST LEVY FUNDS IN 2018, WITH RECEIPT OF REQUESTED FUNDS IN 2019.] 

  E.  BWSR Pilot Funding Project. 

    A third “pre‐meeting” of watershed administrators was held March 30, 2018 to discuss options for 
allocating  the Metro Area One Water One Plan  (1W1P) Watershed‐Based Funding Pilot Program dollars over  the 
next  few  years.  In  addition,  a Mississippi  Basin  committee  and  a  chloride  committee met  to  discuss  potential 
programming.  Juntunen  attended  for  the watersheds. As  a  reminder, Hennepin  County will  be  receiving  $1.018 
million  for  the next  two years,  to be expended by December 31, 2021. The group will refine options and develop 
recommendations for the formal planning meeting, 1:30 p.m., May 16, 2018, Plymouth Library, to which all eligible 
entities will be invited by Hennepin County. 

    The Mississippi Basin watersheds will be meeting once more before the formal planning meeting 
to refine the project prioritization criteria. Each WMO submitted up to two priority projects which will be ranked by 
those  criteria.  The  chloride  committee will  also  be  bracketing  the  potential  chloride management  costs  so  the 
recommended “amount off the top”  is known going  into the planning meeting. They will also be checking  in with 
other counties to see if there is interest in pursuing a multi‐county or Metro Area approach. 
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    Juntunen and Kujawa worked together to determine which projects should be submitted for this 
first round of watershed‐based funding.  They selected the Ranchview Wetland Restoration Project and the Hickory 
Drive Stormwater  Improvement  (lines 23 and 37).   Motion by Lestina, second by Scharenbroich  to approve  these 
selections.  Motion carried unanimously.   

    Scharenbroich  noted  that  an  emphasis  should  be  placed  on  chloride‐based  projects/activities.  
Juntunen responded that during the first year 5% funding is anticipated, with that number increasing to 10% in the 
second year as activities are identified. 

V.  Draft Manure Management Model Ordinance/Policy. 

  Barta presented a draft Livestock Management Policy.*    It  is based on the one adopted by  the Pioneer‐Sarah 
Creek WMO.  That policy references the City of Greenfield’s Ordinance 2016‐02* that pertains to livestock and domestic 
farm animals and the City of Medina’s Manure Management Policy* and related ordinances.  TAC members are requested 
to review these documents with their cities and to come back to the next TAC meeting with comments.  

VI.  Aquatic Vegetation Management. 

  Included  in  the meeting packet  is  the  final draft of  the Shingle Creek Watershed Management Commission’s 
Submersed Aquatic Vegetation  (SAV) Management Policy.* At an earlier meeting, Commissioners  requested  that Staff 
contact other WMOs with which they work to present the draft policy as a preliminary draft for consideration. Anderson 
reported  that  the Pioneer‐Sarah Creek WMO was disinclined  to consider an SAV policy at  this  time.   This  item will be 
postponed to a future TAC meeting. 

VII.  There being no further business, the meeting of the Technical Advisory Committee was adjourned at 11:30 a.m. 
The TAC will tentatively reconvene on Wednesday, June 13, 2018. 

 

I.  A  regular meeting of  the Elm Creek Watershed Management Commission was called  to order at 11:40 a.m., 
Wednesday, April 11, 2018, in the Mayor’s Conference Room, Maple Grove City Hall, 12800 Arbor Lakes Parkway, Maple 
Grove, MN, by Chairman Doug Baines. 

  Present were:   Bill Walraven, Champlin;  Sharon Meister, Corcoran; Doug Baines, Dayton;  Joe Trainor, Maple 
Grove; Elizabeth Weir, Medina; Fred Moore, Plymouth; Kevin  Jullie, Rogers;  James Kujawa, Hennepin County Dept. of 
Environment and Energy  (HCEE); Brian Vlach, Three Rivers Park District  (TRPD);  Jeff Weiss, Barr Engineering; and  Judie 
Anderson and Amy Juntunen, JASS.  

Also present: Todd Tuominen, Champlin; Kevin Mattson, Corcoran; Rick Lestina and Mark Lahtinen, Maple Grove; 
Catherine Cesnik and Ben Scharenbroich, Plymouth; and Andrew Simmons, Rogers. 

  A.  Motion by Trainor, second by Walraven to approve the revised agenda.* Motion carried unanimously. 

B.  Motion  by Meister,  second  by Walraven  to  approve  the minutes*  of  the March  14,  2018,  regular 
meeting. Motion carried unanimously. 

C.  Motion by Moore, second by Walraven to approve the April Treasurer’s Report and Claims* totaling 
$267,085.58.  Motion carried unanimously. 

II.  Open Forum. 

III.  Action Items. 

  A.  Project Review 2018‐008 Hayden Hills Golf Course, Dayton, was removed from the action agenda. 

  B.  Project Review 2018‐010 Greenway West, Plymouth.*  This 40.2 acre site consists of five rural single 
family  lots west of Troy Lane about 1/4 mile south of CR 47.   The applicant  is proposing to develop the area  in two 
phases into 78 single family residential lots.  The development must comply with the Commission’s Stormwater Man‐ 
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Hennepin County Environment and Energy 
701 Fourth Ave S., Suite 700, Minneapolis, MN 55415 
612-348-3777 | hennepin.us/environment 

DATE: November 7th, 2018 
 
TO: Elm Creek Watershed Management Organization 
  
FROM: Kirsten Barta, Hennepin County Department of Environment and Energy  
 
RE: Subwatershed assessment cost share policy recommendations 
 
 
Below are the recommendations of the Hennepin County staff regarding the subwatershed assessment 
cost share policy as requested by the commissioners of the Elm Creek Watershed Commission.  
 

1. Under item c of the subwatershed assessment portion of the cost share policy, it is recommended 
that some more clarification be added, for example:    

“Undertaken at the discretion of the Commission based on the information provided by cities in 
the completed SWA cost share application form” 

2. Staff propose the following timeline for evaluating and executing SWA projects: 

January 15th – applications are due from cities  
 
February TAC meeting – Technical staff will have reviewed applications and prepared 
recommendations for the consideration of the TAC to be brought to the February Commission 
regular meeting. 
 
March – Budget work  
 
March/April following year – SWA delivered to commission  
 
August – BWSR grant applications due for implementation funding  

 

3. The below criteria are suggested for evaluating the applications: 
 

a. Subwatershed is identified in the MPCA WRAPS or TMDL report as a priority  
b. Sponsor city shows active staff and financial support for implementation of projects 

identified within the SWA  
c. Sponsor city has the ability to leverage outside funding for implementation  
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SWA cost share application – 11/7/18 draft  
 

Elm Creek Watershed Commission      
Subwatershed Assessment Cost Share Application  

 
Date:  
Waterbody to be assessed: 
Sponsor City: 
 
Total cost estimate:  
Anticipated City Contribution:  
Anticipated Commission Contribution:  
Firm(s) solicited:  
 
Background information 
 
Why is the sponsoring city interested in this SWA? 
 
 
Other supporting documents showing water quality issues? Ex: TMDL, Stressor ID report, etc. Please provide web links 
 
 
Any additional local knowledge of issues?  
 
 
Implementation 
 
What implementation support will the sponsoring city provide? Ex: funding, staff time, outreach, submitting a Clean 
Water Fund app, etc 
 
 
Does the sponsoring city presently have plans to incorporate the SWA information into their planning or other work? 
 
 
Other information 
 
Is there anything else the Commission should know about the proposed SWA?  
 
 
Attachments 
 
Please attach a map of the proposed project area as well as any cost estimates solicited  
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Elm Creek Watershed Management Commission 
Cost Share Policy  

  
To facilitate implementation of improvement projects within the watershed, the Elm Creek Watershed 
Management Commission’s Joint Powers Agreement (JPA) and Section V of its Second Generation 
Watershed Management Plan provide for a Capital Improvement Program (CIP).  The JPA also describes 
how the costs of capital projects shall be allocated.  

The Management Plan proposes to share the cost of high-priority watershed capital improvements and 
demonstration projects through the CIP. High-priority watershed capital improvements are those activities 
that go above and beyond general city management activities and are intended to provide a significant 
improvement to the water resources in the watershed. To be considered for inclusion in the CIP, projects 
must be identified in a Commission-adopted management plan, approved TMDL, or member local 
stormwater plan or CIP.   

In order to identify projects for inclusion on its Capital Improvement Program, the Elm Creek Watershed 
Management Commission will accept city proposals for cost-share projects until March 15 of every year. 
Following that date, the Commission’s Technical Advisory Committee will review and score the submittals 
and make a recommendation regarding additions and revisions to the Commission’s existing CIP at their 
regular May meeting.  

The Commission has developed a set of criteria by which proposed projects will be scored, with those 
projects scoring a certain minimum number of points on the submittal form screening questions advancing 
to a prioritization stage.  (Refer to the Commission’s Capital Improvement Program Standards and 
Guidelines.)  

Prior to consideration for funding, a feasibility study or engineering report must be written for the proposed 
project. The city acting as the lead agency for a proposed project will be responsible for the development 
of and the costs associated with the feasibility study/engineering report.  

The Commission has elected to fund capital projects through an ad valorem tax levy. Under the authority 
provided by MN Stat 103B.251, Subd. 5, the Commission has the authority to certify for payment by the 
county all or part of the cost of an approved capital improvement. The Commission will pay up to 25 percent 
of the cost of qualifying projects. This amount will be shared by all taxpayers in the watershed, with the 
balance of the project cost being shared by the local government(s) participating in or benefiting from the 
improvement.   

a. The Commission’s maximum annual share of an approved project is up to $250,000.   
  
1) The Commission’s share will be funded through the ad valorem tax levy – spread across 

all taxpayers within the watershed.  

2) The Commission will use a maximum annual levy of $500,000 as a working guideline.  

b. The cities’ share will be a minimum of 75% of the cost of the project. The basis of this apportionment 
will likely be unique to each project. The 75% share will be apportioned to the cities in the following 
manner or in some other manner acceptable to them.  For example,   
  
1) The area directly benefiting from the project will be apportioned 25% of the cost of the 

project. This will be apportioned to cities based on the proportion of lake or stream frontage. 
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2) 50% of the cost of the project will be apportioned based on contributing/benefiting area.  

c. The cities will each decide the funding mechanism that is best suited to them for payment of their 
share, for example through special assessments, storm drainage utility, general tax levy, or 
watershed management taxing district.    

d. Funding from grant sources may also be used to help pay the costs of the capital projects.   

The Elm Creek Watershed Management Commission may consider Commission- or City-generated 
requests to undertake subwatershed assessments (SWAs). Primarily, SWAS will be completed in rural 
areas suspected of being high-nutrient loading and will be specific enough to identify potential load-reducing 
projects. SWAs will be  

a. Identified in areas outside of the Municipal Urban Service Area (MUSA). 

b. Supported by the City in which the SWA is located. 

c. Undertaken at the discretion of the Commission. 

d. Funded by a $15,000 maximum cap (grant or Commission funding) and a 20% match by the City 
requesting the SWA. 
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From: Carlson, Ben (BWSR)
To: James C Kujawa
Subject: RE: [External] using wetlands as irrigation ponds
Date: Thursday, November 01, 2018 9:03:37 AM

Jim, I spoke with Jennie Skanke (DNR Hydro southern metro) and her opinion was the same as mine
that discharging ground water into a wetland would not negatively affect the wetlands ecology,
chemistry, biota, etc.  Many wetlands are groundwater fed so it should be a non-issue.  Her stance
from the DNR is they might be willing to write an email or letter stating this but would be reluctant
to attend a meeting.  I can discuss with Eric Mohring at our office too, he just came back from
retirement.
 
Ben
 

From: James C Kujawa [mailto:James.Kujawa@hennepin.us] 
Sent: Tuesday, October 23, 2018 9:55 AM
To: Carlson, Ben (BWSR) <ben.carlson@state.mn.us>
Subject: RE: [External] using wetlands as irrigation ponds

Thanks Ben,  I will do the same.
 
James C. Kujawa
Hennepin County Public Works
Department of Environment and Energy
701 Fourth Avenue South, Suite 700
Minneapolis, MN  55415
Direct Phone: 612-348-7338
Email: james.kujawa@hennepin.us
 

From: Carlson, Ben (BWSR) <ben.carlson@state.mn.us> 
Sent: Monday, October 22, 2018 11:21 AM
To: James C Kujawa <James.Kujawa@hennepin.us>
Subject: RE: [External] using wetlands as irrigation ponds

Boy, that’s a good question.  We don’t deal with groundwater much here…  Possibly Eric Mohring,
our hydrologist but he’s only part time and has limited hours.  I wonder if someone at the DNR might
know more about this, possibly Jason Spiegel?  I can ask around.
 
Ben
 

From: James C Kujawa [mailto:James.Kujawa@hennepin.us] 
Sent: Thursday, October 18, 2018 7:13 AM
To: Carlson, Ben (BWSR) <ben.carlson@state.mn.us>
Subject: RE: [External] using wetlands as irrigation ponds
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Ben.  I was thinking of maybe having someone talk to this issue at a future TAC meeting of the
ECWMC.  Would you have anyone that you could recommend?   I am not sure if it would be a
biologist or hydrologist? Or who?  But just some information on how they feel the well water could
impact the wetlands biota and wetland ecology? 
 
Or maybe you know a good source of information that I can access and provide to the TAC?
 
Thanks
Jim
 
James C. Kujawa
Hennepin County Public Works
Department of Environment and Energy
701 Fourth Avenue South, Suite 700
Minneapolis, MN  55415
Direct Phone: 612-348-7338
Email: james.kujawa@hennepin.us
 

From: Carlson, Ben (BWSR) <ben.carlson@state.mn.us> 
Sent: Wednesday, October 17, 2018 11:21 PM
To: James C Kujawa <James.Kujawa@hennepin.us>
Subject: RE: [External] using wetlands as irrigation ponds

Agreed, her comments are valid but don’t necessarily relate to WCA.  Thanks for the information
Jim!
 

From: James C Kujawa [mailto:James.Kujawa@hennepin.us] 
Sent: Friday, October 12, 2018 3:16 PM
To: Carlson, Ben (BWSR) <ben.carlson@state.mn.us>; Stacey L Lijewski
<Stacey.Lijewski@hennepin.us>
Subject: FW: [External] using wetlands as irrigation ponds

FYI……..Please see Liz Weir’s comments regarding the irrigation wetland on the Encore site in
Corcoran below.   The Commission approved (by a unanimous vote) the replacement plan at their
meeting on Wednesday.  It was approved with the NWL on the irrigation pond set at 928.25. 
From a wetland value standpoint, she probably has some good points, but ultimately, I believe the
TEP’s recommendations were sound as they relate to the WCA rules. 
 
James C. Kujawa
Hennepin County Public Works
Department of Environment and Energy
701 Fourth Avenue South, Suite 700
Minneapolis, MN  55415
Direct Phone: 612-348-7338
Email: james.kujawa@hennepin.us
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From: Liz Weir <lizvweir@gmail.com> 
Sent: Friday, October 12, 2018 9:59 AM
To: James C Kujawa <James.Kujawa@hennepin.us>
Subject: [External] using wetlands as irrigation ponds

Dear Jim,
I disagree with the use of a wetland for irrigation. In a severe drought, the wetland would
simply become a pass-through for ground water irrigation.
That might keep up the water level in the wetland, but it's essentially using precious ground
water to irrigate lawns, and ground water levels are dropping faster than replenishment.
Also, how does the chemistry of ground water differ from the natural water within a wetland.
How might it effect the wetland biota and wetland ecology?
I fear that we set an unfortunate precedent in passing the Corcoran Project, #2018-32W.
I would hope that the Technical Advisory Panel resists any future efforts by developers to
follow this path.
My best, Liz
***CAUTION: This email was sent from outside of Hennepin County. Unless you recognize
the sender and know the content, do not click links or open attachments.***

Disclaimer: If you are not the intended recipient of this message, please immediately notify
the sender of the transmission error and then promptly delete this message from your computer
system.

Disclaimer: If you are not the intended recipient of this message, please immediately notify
the sender of the transmission error and then promptly delete this message from your computer
system.

Disclaimer: If you are not the intended recipient of this message, please immediately notify
the sender of the transmission error and then promptly delete this message from your computer
system.
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From: Alex Yellick
To: James C Kujawa
Subject: [External] Iron in Wetland Systems
Date: Tuesday, November 06, 2018 10:14:33 AM
Attachments: Excerpt from Wetlands Mitsch and Gosselink.PDF

Excerpt from Treatment Wetlands Kadlec and Wallace.PDF

Hi Jim,
I wanted to followup regarding your interest in iron in wetland systems. I have attached two
excerpts that may assist you in evaluating the HOA proposal. Let me know if you would like
any of the citations found in either resource.

After our conversation it occurred to me that your description of using iron enriched
groundwater to supplement wetland water withdraws and its potential impact on factors
underpinning wetland ecological expression, in some respects, has a natural analog.  Under
common natural conditions, anoxic groundwater contains chemically reduced, water-soluble
ferrous iron. When groundwater seeps to the oxygen-rich ground surface, it becomes
chemically oxidized by bacteria. This results in iron becoming insoluble and depositing as
ferric iron on the water surface as a red sheen or to the soil surface under drawdown
conditions. This is the science underpinning the iron deposit (B6)  indicator of wetland
hydrology.  I have observed this phenomena in fresh meadow and shallow/deep marsh
environments with no visible stress to the wetland community.

However, as we know, chemical and biogeochemical processes are limiting and proceed under
specific environmental conditions. The described process is thought to precipitate as ferric
iron deposits, without the production of acid, provided water chemistry is sufficiently
alkaline/geological materials act as agents of chemical buffering. The attached will expand on
this and more.

I hope this information gives you a bit more to chew on. Sounds like an interesting proposal.

Alex Yellick
***CAUTION: This email was sent from outside of Hennepin County. Unless you recognize
the sender and know the content, do not click links or open attachments.***
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