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March 3, 2021 

Representatives 
Elm Creek Watershed Management Commission 
Hennepin County, MN 

The meeting packet for this meeting 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, 
March 10, 2021, at 11:30 a.m.  This will be a virtual meeting. 

Until further notice, all meetings will be held online to reduce the spread of COVID-19. To join a 
meeting, click https://us02web.zoom.us/j/990970201?pwd=Vi95cWpFRUFiMTEweDdWR0V2MWRPdz09, 
which takes you directly to the meeting. 

OR, go to www.zoom.us and click Join A Meeting. The meeting ID is 990-970-201.  The passcode for this 
meeting is water. 

If your computer is not equipped with audio capability, dial into one of these numbers: 

+1 929 205 6099 US (New York) +1 312 626 6799 US (Chicago) +1 669 900 6833 US (San Jose) 
+1 346 248 7799 US (Houston) +1 253 215 8782 US  +1 301 715 8592 US 
 

Meetings remain open to the public via the instructions above. 

Please email me at judie@jass.biz to confirm whether you or your Alternate will be attending the regular 
meeting.  

Thank you. 

 
 
Judie A. Anderson 
Administrator 
JAA:tim 
Encls: Meeting Packet 
cc: Alternates Jim Herbert Joe Waln  James Kujawa DNR 
 TAC Members Kris Guentzel Brian Vlach Diane Spector         BWSR 
 City Clerks Karen Galles Met Council Official Newspaper MPCA 
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Until further notice, all meetings will be held online to reduce the spread of COVID-19. To join this meeting, click 
https://zoom.us/j/990970201 or go to www.zoom.us and click Join A Meeting. The meeting ID is 990-970-201.  
The passcode is water.  If your computer is not equipped with audio capability, dial into one of these numbers: 

+1 929 205 6099 US (New York)  +1 312 626 6799 US (Chicago)  +1 253 215 8782 US 
+1 669 900 6833 US (San Jose)  +1 346 248 7799 US (Houston)  +1 301 715 8592 US 

 

AGENDA  
Regular Meeting - March 10, 2021 

The meeting packet may be found on the Commission’s website: http://elmcreekwatershed.org/minutes--meeting-packets.html 
 

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. 

4. Action Items.  

 a. Election of Officers. Nominees are: 

  1) Doug Baines, Chair  2) Elizabeth Weir, Vice Chair 
3) Bill Walraven, Secretary  4) Ken Guenthner, Treasurer 

b. Authorize execution of Professional Services Agreement with Wenck/Stantec.* 

c. Approve 2021 Watershed Services Agreement with HCEE.* 

 d. Adopt Resolution 2021-01 Authorizing … Electronic Signatures.* 
e. Project Reviews.  See item 10 below and Staff Report.* 

  1) Consider variance – Project Review 2021-002.* 

5. Old Business. 

6. New Business.  

7. Communications. 

 a. Staff Report.* 

 b. Hennepin County March Staff Report.* 

 c. HF 1586.* 

 d. Reminders: 

  1) Budget Committee meeting in April. Consider 2022 budget at May meeting.   
   Approve by June meeting. 
  2) Approve 2020 Annual Activity Report at April meeting. 
  3) PRAP coordinator at May meeting. Review report at July meeting. 

8. Education.   

 WMWA – next meeting is scheduled for April 13, 2021 at 8:30 a.m. This will be a virtual  
 meeting. https://us02web.zoom.us/j/922390839?pwd=RU95T2ttL3FzQmxHcU9jcFhDdng1QT09 
 Meeting ID: 922 390 839 | Passcode: water | or dial into one of the numbers above.    (over) 
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9. Grant Opportunities and Updates. 

10. Project Reviews. 

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. Adjournment. 
Z:\Elm Creek\Meetings\Meetings 2021\03 Regular Meeting Agenda.docx 

Item No. A E 

I|RPFI
| 

AR Project No. Project Name RP|D 

     
W Denotes 

wetland project  
ah.    AR 2014-015 Rogers Drive Extension, Rogers. 

ai.    AR 2015-030 Kiddiegarten Child Care Center, Maple Grove. 

aj.    AR 2016-005W Ravinia Wetland Bank Plan, Corcoran. 

ak.    AR 2017-014 Laurel Creek, Rogers. 

al.    AR 2017-029 Brayburn Trails, Dayton. 

a.     2017-050W Ernie Mayers Wetland/floodplain violation, Corcoran. 

b.     2018-020  North 101 Storage, Rogers. 

am.     2018-046 Graco, Rogers. 

an.    AR 2018-048 Faithbrook Church Phase 2, Dayton. 

ao.    AR 2019-001 Fernbrook View Apartments, Maple Grove. 

ap.      AR 2019-002 Parkside Villas, Champlin. 

aq.    AR 2019-021 Brenly Meadows, Rogers. 

c.  E   2019-024 Boston Scientific, Maple Grove. 

ar.    AR 2019-027 Havenwood at Maple Grove. 

as.    AR 2019-032 OSI Expansion, Medina. 

at.     2020-001 Outlot L, Markets at Rush Creek, Maple Grove. 

d.     2020-002 Project 100 Minnesota Health Village, Maple Grove. 

au.    AR 2020-008 Ione Gardens, Dayton. 

av.    AR 2020-009 Stetler Barn, Medina. 

e.   R  2020-015 Dayton Interchange Business Center, Dayton. 

f.     2020-016 Skye Meadow, Rogers. 

aw.    AR 2020-017 Meadow View Townhomes, Medina. 

ax.    AR 2020-023 Ziegler Dayton Site Upgrades, Dayton. 

ay.    AR 2020-025 Paulsen Farms, Corcoran. 

az.    AR 2020-027 Kariniemi Addition, Corcoran. 

g.     2020-029 Sundance Greens 5th Addition, Dayton. 

ba.    AR 2020-030 Nelson International, Corcoran. 

bb.    AR 2020-032 Enclave Rogers - Commerce Boulevard, Rogers. 

h. A E   2020-033 Weston Woods, Medina. 

bc.    AR 2020-036 Balsam Pointe, Dayton. 

i.   R  2020-037 Rice Lake Elementary School Pond Excavation, Maple Grove. 

j.   R  2020-039 Elm Creek Creekside Hills Trail, Plymouth. 

k.   R  2020-040 The Cedars of Elm Creek 3rd Addition, Champlin. 

l.   R  2020-042 Rogers High School Athletic Field Replacement, Rogers. 

m. A E   2021-001 Boston Scientific MG Campus, Maple Grove. 

n. A E   2021-002 Skye Meadows Variance, Rogers. 

o. A E   2021-003 Cranberry Ridge, Plymouth. 

p. A E   2021-004 Project 100 Phase 1 Roers Maple Grove Apartments, Maple 
Grove. q. A E   2021-005 WJD Two Third Addition, Rogers. 

r. A E   2021-006 Boston Scientific WL3 West Building, Maple Grove 
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Regular Meeting Minutes 
February 10, 2021 

I. A virtual meeting of the Elm Creek Watershed Management Commission was called to order at 
11:30 a.m., Wednesday, February 10, 2021, by Chair Doug Baines.   

Present were: Bill Walraven, Champlin; Ken Guenthner, Corcoran; Doug Baines, Dayton; Joe 
Trainor, Maple Grove; Elizabeth Weir, Medina; Catherine Cesnik, Plymouth; Jim Herbert and Joe Waln, Barr 
Engineering; James Kujawa, Surface Water Solutions; Brian Vlach, Three Rivers Park District (TRPD); and 
Amy Juntunen and Judie Anderson, JASS.   

Not represented:  Rogers. 

Also present: Gerry Butcher and Todd Tuominen, Champlin; Nico Cantarero, Wenck/Stantec, 
Dayton; Derek Asche and Mark Lahtinen, Maple Grove; Ben Scharenbroich and Amy Riegel, Plymouth; 
Andrew Simmons, Rogers; Karen Galles, Hennepin County Environment and Energy (HCEE); Ross Mullen, Ed 
Matthiesen and Diane Spector, Wenck/Stantec; and Emily Shaw, ISG, Inc. and Jake Newhall, WSB 
Engineering, for Project Review 2021-002.  

A. Motion by Weir, second by Walraven to approve the agenda. Motion carried unanimously.  

B. Motion by Weir, second by Walraven to approve the Minutes* of the January 13, 2021 
regular meeting. Motion carried unanimously. 

C. Motion by Walraven, second by Guenthner to approve the February Treasurer’s Report 
and Claims* totaling $34,362.43. Motion carried unanimously, Rogers being absent. An error in reporting 
the 2020 member assessment revenue was noted.  The correct number should be $237,300. 

 Staff reported the upcoming schedule for completing the 2020 audit and preparing a 2022 
budget.  Staff will be meeting with Johnson Company next week to begin to prepare for the audit.  It must 
be completed and accepted by the Commission by the June 9, 2021 meeting so as to be transmitted to the 
State Auditor by the June 30 deadline.   

 The Budget Committee will meet in April to discuss and prepare a draft 2022 budget for 
presentation to the Commission at the May 12, 2021 meeting.  The budget must be approved by the June 
9, 2021 meeting in order to be transmitted to the member cities by the June 30, 2021 deadline. 

II.  Open Forum. 

III. Action Items. 

A. Project Review 2020-042 Rogers High School Athletic Field Replacement, Rogers.* This 
project would replace an existing athletic field and bituminous track with a new bituminous track and an 
artificial turf athletic field. The school address is 21000 141st Avenue North. The project would disturb 6.72 
acres and create 0.27 acres of new impervious surface. Stormwater from the site will be managed using an   
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existing infiltration basin. The application was reviewed for Rules D and E. Findings and a recommendation 
dated February 2, 2021 were included in the meeting packet. Staff recommends approval of the project. 
Motion by Guenthner, second by Weir to approve Staff’s recommendation, including the two 
recommendations included in their notes, i.e., (1) adding to the plans the 100-year elevations for the 
northwest and southwest on-site dry basins, and (2) updating the HydroCAD model and/or plans so the 
outlet elevations for the drain tile under the field are consistent.  Motion carried unanimously. 

B. Project Review 2021-002 Skye Meadows Variance, Rogers. This project is a variance 
request for Project 2020-016. The project would construct 393 single-family residential lots. Eleven of the 
proposed lots would not meet the two-foot minimum freeboard requirement above the high-water levels 
for adjacent waterbodies. The variance application documents the hardships that prevent the project from 
meeting this requirement. Staff provided comments to the applicant on February 2, 2021.  

Staff also gave a PowerPoint presentation at the meeting to illustrate the Commission’s 
freeboard requirements under Rule D and the variance from those requirements being requested by the 
applicant.  It was noted during the discussion that the Rules of the City of Rogers are not consistent with 
those of the Commission and are less restrictive. (Local plans are required to be consistent with the 
Commission’s Watershed Management Plan and to comply with State Rules and Statutes.) 

A motion to approve the applicant’s request for a variance as proposed failed for lack of a 
second. 

Motion by Walraven, second by Cesnik directing Staff to develop for consideration at the 
March meeting a resolution making findings documenting why a variance is justified.  Motion carried 
unanimously. 

It was also a consensus of the members that a meeting of the Technical Advisory Committee 
be convened to review the Commission’s Rules as they are now written. 

C. Draft 2021 Work Plan.*  Motion by Walraven, second by Weir to approve the Draft 2021 
Work Plan with the addition of an item regarding the proposed review of discrepancies between 
Commission and City Rules and Standards.  Motion carried unanimously. 

 D. Nominations of Officers. Motion by Baines, second by Weir to nominate the sitting officers 
to retain their positions in 2021.  Hearing no further nominations, the motion carried unanimously. The 
current officers are Baines, Chair; Weir, Vice Chair; Walraven, Secretary; and Guenthner, Treasurer.  
Election of officers will take place at the March 10, 2021 meeting.   

IV. Old Business.   

 Floodplain Modeling Project.  Amendment 2, which adjusts the amount of the agreement between 
the parties, has been received from DNR and signed by the Chair and Administrator.  

V. New Business. 

VI. Communications. 

A. The February Staff Report* provides updates on all the development projects currently 
under review by Staff or awaiting final recordations. The projects listed in the table on page 4 of these 
minutes are discussed in the February report. 

B. Hennepin County Project Updates.*  Galles reported on the personnel changes in the En-  
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vironment and Energy Department. Kris Guentzel will be the Commission’s primary point of contact. 

  She also informed the Commissioners that the 2021 Watershed Services Agreement 
between the County and the Commission is being developed and will be presented at the March meeting. 

 C. The Commission has received word from the Board of Water and Soil Resources (BWSR) 
that the Commission has been scheduled for a Performance Review and Assistance Program (PRAP) Level 
II Review this year. PRAP coordinator, Brett Arne, will be on the Commission‘s May 12 agenda to describe 
the process, with a planned report delivery by mid-July. He will schedule a meeting with lead staff prior to 
the May meeting to familiarize them with the process. 

VII. Education and Public Outreach.  

A. The next West Metro Water Alliance (WMWA) meeting is scheduled for Tuesday, March 
9, 2021 at 8:30 a.m. This a virtual meeting. The Zoom number is https://us02web.zoom.us/j/922390839. 
Or call in at any of these numbers using meeting ID: 922 390 839: (1) +1 301 715 8592 US (Germantown); 
(2) +1 312 626 6799 US (Chicago); (3) +1 929 205 6099 US (New York); or (4) +1 253 215 8782 US (Tacoma).  
The passcode is water.  

B. Scharenbroich and Juntunen provided an update from yesterday’s WMWA meeting. A 
subcommittee has been formed to help identify educational components on which WMWA will concentrate 
in response to education requirements spelled out in the new MS4 permit. They will focus on topics such 
as dog waste, chloride use, model ordinances, and signage. 

VIII. Grant Opportunities and Project Updates.  

IX. Other Business. 

 A. Selection of Technical Advisor.  The subcommittee created to review the interest proposals 
submitted by five engineering firms reported on their work.  Three meetings were held, after which it was 
the consensus of the group to recommend to the Commission that the firm of Wenck/Stantec be selected 
as its technical advisor.  Barr Engineering would continue as the Commission’s engineer on the flooding 
mapping project through to its conclusion. 

  Motion by Walraven, second by Weir to approve the subcommittee’s recommendation to 
contract with Wenck/Stantec for technical services and that Barr continue in that role until the contract 
between Wenck/Stantec and the Commission has been executed.   Motion carried unanimously. 

B. Adjournment. There being no further business, motion by Walraven, second by Weir to 
adjourn.  Motion carried unanimously.  The meeting was adjourned at 1:15 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

Judie A.Anderson 
Recording Secretary 
JAA:tim        Z:\Elm Creek\Meetings\Meetings 2021\February 10 2021  regular meeting minutes.docx 
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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 

Item No. A E 

I|RPFI
| AR Project No. Project Name RP|D 

     W Denotes 

wetland project 
 

ah.    AR 2014-015 Rogers Drive Extension, Rogers. 

ai.    AR 2015-030 Kiddiegarten Child Care Center, Maple Grove. 

aj.    AR 2016-005W Ravinia Wetland Bank Plan, Corcoran. 

ak.    AR 2017-014 Laurel Creek, Rogers. 

al.    AR 2017-029 Brayburn Trails, Dayton. 

a.     2017-050W Ernie Mayers Wetland/floodplain violation, Corcoran. 

b.     2018-020  North 101 Storage, Rogers. 

am.     2018-046 Graco, Rogers. 

an.    AR 2018-048 Faithbrook Church Phase 2, Dayton. 

ao.    AR 2019-001 Fernbrook View Apartments, Maple Grove. 

ap.      AR 2019-002 Parkside Villas, Champlin. 

aq.    AR 2019-021 Brenly Meadows, Rogers. 

c.     2019-024 Boston Scientific, Maple Grove. 

ar.    AR 2019-027 Havenwood at Maple Grove. 

as.    AR 2019-032 OSI Expansion, Medina. 

at.     2020-001 Outlot L, Markets at Rush Creek, Maple Grove. 

d.     2020-002 Project 100, Maple Grove. 

au.    AR 2020-008 Ione Gardens, Dayton. 

av.    AR 2020-017 Meadow View Townhomes, Medina. 

aw.    AR 2020-025 Paulsen Farms, Corcoran. 

ax.    AR 2020-030 Nelson International, Corcoran. 

ay.    AR 2020-032 Enclave Rogers - Commerce Boulevard, Rogers. 

az.    AR 2020-009 Stetler Barn, Medina. 

e.     2020-015 Dayton Interchange Business Center, Dayton. 

f.     2020-016 Skye Meadow, Rogers. 

ba.    AR 2020-023 Ziegler Dayton Site Upgrades, Dayton. 

bb.    AR 2020-027 Kariniemi Addition, Corcoran. 

g.     2020-029 Sundance Greens 5th Addition, Dayton. 

h.     2020-033 Weston Woods, Medina. 

i.   R  2020-035 Presteng Residence, Corcoran. 

j.    AR 2020-036 Balsam Pointe, Dayton. 

k.    AR 2020-037 Rice Lake Elementary School Pond Excavation, Maple Grove. 

l.   R  2020-038 8130 Strehler Road, Corcoran. 

m.    AR 2020-039 Elm Creek Creekside Hills Trail, Plymouth. 

n.    AR 2020-040 The Cedars of Elm Creek 3rd Addition, Champlin. 

o.   R  2020-041 Plum Street East Drainage Improvement, Plymouth. 

p. A E   2020-042 Rogers High School Athletic Field Replacement, Rogers. 

q.     2021-001 Boston Scientific MG Campus, Maple Grove. 

r.     2021-002 Skye Meadows Variance, Rogers. 

s.     2021-003 Cranberry Ridge, Plymouth. 

t.     2021-004 Project 100 Phase 1, Maple Grove. 
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Elm Creek Watershed Management Commission Treasurer's Report

2021 Budget Feb 2021 Mar 2021
2021 Budget 

YTD

EXPENSES

Administrative 95,000           10,014.38      10,014.38

Grant Writing 650                0.00

Website 2,000             66.30             66.30

Legal 2,000             62.00             62.00

Audit 5,000             0.00

Insurance 3,800             200.00           200.00

Miscellaneous/Contingency 1,000             0.00

Technical Support - HCEE 12,000           0.00

Floodplain Mapping 8,434.00        7,146.00        15,580.00

Project Review Technical (Job 300) 185,000         8,702.00        10,240.50      18,942.50

Other Technical (Jobs 100 & 200) 4,328.50        2,431.00        6,759.50

Project Reviews - Admin Support 12,000           2,319.93        1,742.08        4,062.01

WCA - Admin 340.60           340.60

Stream Monitoring USGS 24,000           0.00

Stream Monitoring TRPD 7,200             0.00

DO Longitudinal Survey 1,000             0.00

Rain Gauge 400                28.42             27.42             55.84

Lakes Monitoring - CAMP 760                0.00

Lakes Monitoring - TRPD 0.00

Sentinel Lakes 8,100             0.00

Additional Lake 2,500             0.00

Aquatic Vegetation Surveys 1,100             0.00

Wetland Monitoring (WHEP) 4,000             0.00

Education 2,500             103.60           103.60
WMWA General Activities 5,000             0.00
WMWA Implementation/Watershed Prep 6,500             0.00
Rain Garden Wkshops/Intensive BMPs/Special Proje 3,000             0.00
Education Grants 1,000             0.00

Macroinvertebrate Monitoring-River Watch 3,000             0.00
Projects ineligible for ad valorem 0 0.00
Studies / Project ID / SWA 0 24.70             24.70
Plan Amendment 2,000             0.00
Contribution to 4th Gen Plan 10,000           0.00
Transfer to (from) Encumbered Funds (see below) 0.00
Transfer to (from) Capital Projects (see CIP Tra 175,000        0.00
Transfer to (from) Cash Sureties (see below) 57.50            57.50
Transfer to (from) Grants (see below) 125,000        -                -                0.00
To Fund Balance 0.00

TOTAL -  Month 34,362.43      21,906.50      56,268.93

TOTAL Paid in 2020, incl late 2019 Expenses 700,510.00 136,173.39    158,079.89    2021 Paid

Z:\Elm Creek\Financials\Financials 2021\Treasurer's Report Elm Creek 2021March 2021
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Elm Creek Watershed Management Commission Treasurer's Report

2020 Budget Feb 2021 Mar 2021
2021 Budget 

YTD

INCOME
From Fund Balance
Floodplain Modeling
Project Review Fee          100,000 9,650.00        12,150.00
Refund Project Fee 0.00
Water Monitoring - TRPD Co-op Agmt 5,500             0.00
Member Dues 237,300         237,300.00
Interest/Dividends Earned 15,250           22.16             44.42
Transfer to (from) Capital Projects (see CIP Tra 185,588         0.00
Transfer to (from) Cash Sureties (see below) -                0.00
Transfer to (from) Grants (see below) 100,000         20,000.00     -                0.00
Misc Income 0.00
Total - Month 29,672.16 0.00 249,494.42
TOTAL Rec'd 2020, incl late 2019 Income 643,638.00 276,482.24 276,482.24 2021 Received

CASH SUMMARY Balance Fwd

Checking 0.00
4M Fund 1,307,408.90 1,447,717.75 1,425,811.25
Cash on Hand 1,447,717.75 1,425,811.25

CASH SURETIES HELD Activity 2021
WCA Escrows Received 0.00
WCA Escrow Reduced 57.50 57.50
Total Cash Sureties Held 0.00 0.00 -57.50

RESTRICTED / ENCUMBERED FUNDS
Restricted for CIPs 0.00
Enc. Studies / Project Identification / SWA 0.00
Total Restricted / Encumbered Funds 0 0.00 0.00

2020 Activity

Feb 2021 Mar 2021
2021 Budget 

YTD

GRANTS

Fish Lake Alum Trmt Phase 2
Revenue 20,000.00      -                
Expense -                

Balance       20,000.00                    -   -                

BWSR Watershed-based Funding
Revenue -                
Expense -                

Balance                    -                      -   -                

DNR Floodplain Data
Revenue -                
Expense -                

Balance                    -                      -   -                

TOTAL GRANTS
Revenue       20,000.00                    -   -                
Expense                    -                      -   -                

Balance       20,000.00                    -   -                

Z:\Elm Creek\Financials\Financials 2021\Treasurer's Report Elm Creek 2021March 2021
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Elm Creek Watershed Management Commission Treasurer's Report

Claims Presented General Ledger 
Account No

February March TOTAL

Campbell Knutson - Legal 521000 62.00 62.00

Connexus - Rain Gauge 551100 27.42 27.42

Barr Engineering 19,875.00

Floodplain Mapping 580440 7,146.00

Project Review Technical (Job 300) 578050 10,240.50

Other Technical (Jobs 100 & 200) 578050 2,431.00

Ravinia Wetland Mitigation 240201 57.50

League of MN Cities 200.00

LMC - Property, Liability Insurance 513000

LMC - Workers' Comp Insurance 513000 200.00

JASS 9,917.14

Administration 511000 6,303.58

TAC Support 511000

Annual Reporting/Work Plan 511000 1,796.13

Website 581000 48.75

Project Reviews 578100 1,742.08

Plan Amendment 541500

Education 590000 26.60

CIPs General 563001

Grant Opportunities 511000

TOTAL CLAIMS 30,081.56

Z:\Elm Creek\Financials\Financials 2021\Treasurer's Report Elm Creek 2021March 2021
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Form 101 (Revised 8/2013) 

 

Contract No:_____________      

 
COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT 

 

THIS AGREEMENT made and entered into by and between the COUNTY OF HENNEPIN, STATE OF 

MINNESOTA, (COUNTY), A-2300 Government Center, Minneapolis, Minnesota 55487, on behalf of 

the Hennepin County Environment and Energy Department, 701 Fourth Avenue South, Suite 700, 

Minneapolis, Minnesota 55415-1600, (DEPARTMENT) and  the Elm Creek Watershed Management 

Commission, a joint-powers board organized under the Laws of the State of Minnesota, 3235 Fernbrook 

Lane, Plymouth, Minnesota, 55447, (COMMISSION). 

 

RECITALS: 

 

WHEREAS, the COMMISSION and the COUNTY, wish to protect natural resources within the Elm 

Creek watershed in Hennepin County, and 

  

WHEREAS, the COMMISSION and the COUNTY benefit from a cooperative effort to protect these 

resources, and 
 

WHEREAS, the COMMISSION wishes to retain the DEPARTMENT  to provide technical services 

related to conservation promotion and education, technical assistance, monitoring, inventory and 

assessment and administrative services as set forth in the attached Exhibits, and  
  

WHEREAS, the COMMISSION wishes to contribute to the volunteer monitoring programs and 

educational services performed by the DEPARTMENT in the Elm Creek watershed, and 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual undertakings and agreements hereinafter set forth, 

the COUNTY, on behalf of the DEPARTMENT, and the COMMISSION agree as follows: 

 

1. TERM AND COST OF THE AGREEMENT 

 

The DEPARTMENT agrees to furnish technical services set forth in the attached Exhibits to the 

COMMISSION commencing January 1, 2021 and terminating December 31, 2021.  
 

The DEPARTMENT, in collaboration with the COMMISION, will designate qualified staff to 

serve as technical advisors to the COMMISSION.  Other DEPARTMENT personnel will be 

called upon as appropriate to the nature of the work. 
 

In full consideration for services under this Agreement, the DEPARTMENT shall charge the 

COMMISSION for actual wages and personnel costs as set forth in Section 2.  Costs for services 

for activities detailed in the attached Exhibits include: 

Exhibit A: 2021 Watershed General Technical Assistance 

• Technical Services:  Not-to-exceed $10,000 

• Rush Creek BMP Cost Share: Not-to-exceed $106,050 or 25% of documented 

project costs, whichever is lower 
   
      Exhibit B:  2021 Volunteer Monitoring Program and Education Services: Not-to-exceed 

 $7,000.00 

Total 2021 Cooperative Agreement:  Not-to-exceed $123,050 
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Any additional costs for extended work load after the “not-to-exceed” limit has been reached, 

special studies, or capital projects, must be set forth in a written amendment to this Agreement and 

will be billed on an hourly basis set forth in Section 2. 

  

2. BILLING RATES AND PAYMENT FOR SERVICES 

 

a) Services in Exhibit A are billed on an hourly basis at the rate of $ 62.91 to $69.21 per hour, 

based on personnel and task, except where exceptions are noted in Exhibit A.  

 

   Sr. Environmentalist, Water Resources    $69.21 per hour 

   Environmentalist     $62.91 per hour 

    

 

b) Payment for services shall be made directly to the DEPARTMENT after completion of the 

services upon the presentation of a claim in the manner provided by law governing the 

COUNTY’S payment of claims and/or invoices.  The DEPARTMENT shall submit an 

invoice for services provided in Exhibit A on a quarterly basis, while services in Exhibit B 

will billed on an annual lump sum basis in December.  Payment shall be made within thirty-

five (35) days from receipt of the invoice. 

 

3. EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY- CIVIL RIGHTS 

 

During the performance of this Agreement, the COUNTY agrees to the following: 

No person shall, on the grounds of race, color, religion, age, sex, disability, marital status, public 

assistance, criminal record, creed or national origin, be excluded from full employment rights in, 

be denied the benefits of, or be otherwise subjected to discrimination under any program, service, 

or activity under the provisions of and all applicable federal and state laws against discrimination 

including the Civil Rights Act of 1964. 

 

4. STANDARDS 

 

The COUNTY shall comply with all applicable Federal and State statutes and regulations as well 

as local ordinances now in effect or hereafter adopted.  Failure to meet the requirements of the 

above may be cause for cancellation of this contract effective the date of receipt of the Notice of 

Cancellation. 

 

5. INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR 

 

It is mutually understood that the DEPARTMENT acts as an independent contractor. The 

DEPARTMENT shall select the means, method, and manner of performing the services herein.  

DEPARTMENT employees shall not be considered to be either temporary or permanent 

employees of the COMMISSION. 

 

6. INDEMNIFICATION 

 
The COUNTY and the COMMISSION mutually agree, to the fullest extent permitted by law, to 

indemnify and hold each other harmless for any and all damages, liability or cost (including 

reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs of defense) arising from their own negligent acts, errors or 

omissions in the performance of their services under this agreement, to the extent each party is 

responsible for such damages and losses on a comparative basis of fault.  Parties agree to provide 

proof of contractual liability insurance upon request. This paragraph does not diminish, with 
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respect to any third party, any defense, immunity or liability limit that the COUNTY or the 

COMMISSION may enjoy under law. 

 

7. DATA PRACTICES 

 

All data collected, created, received, maintained, or disseminated, or used for any purpose in the 

course of the COUNTY’s performance of the Agreement is governed by the Minnesota 

Government Data Practices Act, Minnesota Statutes, Chapter 13 (MGDPA) and all other 

applicable state and federal laws, rules, regulations and orders relating to data privacy or 

confidentiality, which may include the Health Insurance Portability and Accountability Act of 

1996 (HIPAA) and/or the Health Information Technology for Economic and Clinical Health Act 

(HITECH), adopted as part of the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.   The 

COUNTY agrees to abide by these statutes, rules and regulations and as they may be amended. 

 

18.  MERGER AND MODIFICATION 

 

a) The entire Agreement between the parties is contained herein and supersedes all oral 

agreements and negotiations between the parties relating to the subject matter.  All items that 

are referenced or that are attached are incorporated and made a part of this Agreement.  If 

there is any conflict between the terms of this Agreement and referenced or attached items, 

the terms of this Agreement shall prevail. 

 

b) Any alterations, variations, modifications, or waivers of provisions of this Agreement shall 

only be valid when they have been reduced to writing as an amendment to this Agreement 

signed by the parties.  The express substantive legal terms contained in this Agreement 

including but not limited to the License, Payment Terms, Warranties, Indemnification and 

Insurance, Merger and Modification, Default and Cancellation/Termination or Minnesota 

Law Governs may not be altered, varied, modified or waived by any change order, 

implementation plan, scope or work, development specification or other development process 

or document. 

 

9. DEFAULT AND CANCELLATION 

 

Either the COUNTY or the COMMISSION may terminate this Agreement with or without cause 

by giving the other party forty-five (45) days written notice prior to the effective date of such 

termination.  If the COMMISSION terminates this Agreement, it may specify work to be 

performed by the COUNTY before termination is effective and shall pay the COUNTY for 

services performed by the COUNTY up to the time specified for termination.  If the COUNTY 

terminates the Agreement, it will not be compensated for part completion of a task except to the 

extent part completion has value to the COMMISSION. 

 

10. OWNERSHIP OF DOCUMENTS AND INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY 

 

All property of the COMMISSION used, acquired or created in the performance of work under 

this Agreement, including documents and records of any kind, shall remain the property of the 

COMMISSION.  The COMMISSION shall have the sole right to use, sell, license, publish, or 

otherwise disseminate any product developed in whole or in part during the performance of work 

under this Agreement. 

 

11. CONTRACT ADMINISTRATION 
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In order to coordinate the services of the DEPARTMENT with the activities of the 

COMMISSION so as to accomplish the purposes of this Agreement, Karen Galles, Supervisor, 

Land and Water Unit, or his/her successor, shall manage this Agreement on behalf of the 

Department and serve as liaison between the COUNTY and the COMMISSION. Judie Anderson, 

Administrator, shall manage this Agreement on behalf of the COMMISSION and serve as a 

liaison between the COMMISSION and the COUNTY. 

 

12. AMENDMENTS TO AGREEMENT 

 

This Agreement may be amended as agreed to by the COMMISSION and COUNTY in the form 

of an agreement amendment executed by both parties. 

 

13. NOTICES 

Any notice or demand which must be given or made by a party hereto under the terms of this 

Agreement or any statute or ordinance shall be in writing, and shall be sent registered or certified 

mail.  Notices to the COUNTY shall be sent to the County Administrator with a copy to the 

originating Department at the address given in the opening paragraph of the Agreement.  Notice 

to the COMMISSION shall be sent to the address stated in the opening paragraph of the 

Agreement.  

 

14. MINNESOTA LAWS GOVERN 

The Laws of the State of Minnesota shall govern all questions and interpretations concerning the 

validity and construction of this Agreement and the legal relations between the herein parties and 

their performance.  The appropriate venue and jurisdiction for any litigation hereunder will be 

those courts located within the County of Hennepin, State of Minnesota.  Litigation, however, in 

the federal courts involving the herein parties will be in the appropriate federal court within the 

State of Minnesota.  If any provision of this Agreement is held invalid, illegal or unenforceable, 

the remaining provisions will not be affected. 
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COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR AUTHORIZATION 

 

 

Reviewed by the County Attorney’s COUNTY OF HENNEPIN 

Office STATE OF MINNESOTA 

 

 

______________________________ By: ________________________________ 

Assistant County Attorney                     David J. Hough, County Administrator 

 

 

 By: ________________________________ 

  Assistant County Administrator - Public Works   

 

  

 Date:______________________________ 

 

 

 Recommended for Approval  

 

 

 By:____________________________________ 

  Director, Environment and Energy Department  

 

 Date:___________________________________ 

  

   

 

 ELM CREEK WATERSHED MANAGEMENT 

COMMISSION 

 The COMMISSION certifies that the person who 

 executed this Agreement is authorized to do so on  

behalf of the COMMISSION as required by  applicable 

articles, bylaws, resolutions or ordinances.* 

 

 Printed Name:_______________________________ 

 

 Signed: ____________________________________ 

 

 Title: ______________________________________ 

   

 Date:______________________________________ 

 

 

 

 

* COMMISSION shall submit applicable documentation (articles, bylaws, resolutions or ordinances) that 

confirms the signatory’s delegation of authority.  This documentation shall be submitted at the time 

COMMISSION returns the Agreement to the County.  Documentation is not required for a sole 

proprietorship. 
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EXHIBIT A 
 

2021 WATERSHED GENERAL TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE 

TASKS 

 

The Hennepin County Environment and Energy Department (DEPARTMENT) will provide Elm Creek 

Watershed Management Commission (COMMISSION) with a variety of technical assistances in support 

of its Watershed Management Plan and the Elm Creek TMDL. 

 

Services are delivered on a time and materials basis, with a not-to-exceed amount of listed in Section 1 of 

this Agreement, except as may be authorized via separate work order or agreement amendment approved 

prior by both parties. 

 

1. Meeting attendance & Preparation of Staff Report 

Staff will prepare a staff report covering cooperative efforts and will attend regular Board and technical 

advisory committee (TAC) meetings to facilitate partnership and advise the COMMISSION on 

technical items. Time required to attend meetings will not be an expense to the COMMISSION. 

 

Estimated Effort: 

A Senior Environmentalist will attend each Board and TAC meeting. An Environmentalist and 

Supervising Environmentalist will attend meetings as necessary. Assuming 12 Board meetings and 4 

TAC meetings. 

 Estimated Hours COMMISSION NTE 

Senior Environmentalist 48 $0 

Environmentalist 48 $0 

  

2. Respond to Inquiries from the public and conservation promotion in targeted subwatersheds 

Due to the high priority nature of this work to the DEPARTMENT’S goals, DEPARTMENT agrees to 

request reimbursement for the following services at 50% the rate of other tasks. See agreement Section 

2. 

 

A. General outreach and assistance: At the request of the COMMISSION, as prompted by public 

inquiry, DEPARTMENT staff will reach out to landowners within the Elm Creek watershed to develop 

best management practice (BMP) projects, respond to inquiries from the public to provide conservation 

program information, technical assistance, and information regarding COMMISSION requirements. In 

2021 this will largely but not exclusively relate to promoting, assessing, and developing projects in the 

Rush Creek subwatershed. 

 

Estimated Effort: 

 

 Estimated Hours COMMISSION 

NTE 

Estimated Cost 

(DEPARTMENT) 

Senior Environmentalist 80 $0 $5,232 

Environmentalist 780 $10,000 $36,363.20 

 

 

3. Rush Creek Subwatershed Project Implementation 
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As partners in the Rush Creek SWA Implementation Projects and Practices grant application, 

COMMISSION will contribute to cost sharing landowner BMP projects identified in the Rush Creek 

Subwatershed Assessment (SWA) and initiated under the grant program. COMMISSION has levied 

for and received capital project  funds to provide a 25% cost share on projects that fall within the Rush 

Creek subwatershed. These are Capital Projects 2020-01 ($53,025 for Livestock Exclusions, Buffers, 

Stabilizations in Corcoran and Rogers) and 2020-02 ($53,025 for Agricultural BMPs, Cost-Share in 

Corcoran and Rogers. The DEPARTMENT will invoice the COMMISSION for 25% of project costs 

after a project has been completed and the landowner has been reimbursed for project costs. 

DEPARTMENT will include project cost estimates and estimated commission share on projects in the 

monthly staff report as they become available, as well as an accounting of remaining capital and grant 

funds available to support BMP projects. 

 

Amount reimbursable to the DEPARTMENT shall not exceed 25% of documented project costs. In 

addition, the total amount reimbursable under this Activity is constrained by the COMMISSION’S 

available capital funds for this work and shall not exceed the total amount available under capital 

projects 2020-01 and 2020-02. At the time of contract execution, the amount available under this 

activity is $106,050. 

 

Summary of total estimated effort and costs Tasks 1-3 

 Estimated Hours  COMMISSION 

NTE 

Task 1: Meeting attendance & 

Preparation of Staff Report 

96 $0 

   

Task 2: Respond to public inquiries 

and conservation promotion in 

targeted subwatersheds 

860 $10,000 

   

Task 3: Rush Creek Subwatershed 

Project Implementation 

N/A $106,050 

Total (estimated) 956 $106,050 
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EXHIBIT B 

 

2021 VOLUNTEER MONITORING PROGRAMS AND EDUCATIONAL SERVICES  

TASKS 

 

The Hennepin County Environment and Energy Department (DEPARTMENT) will provide Elm Creek 

Watershed Management Commission (COMMISSION) with a variety of volunteer monitoring and 

environmental education and outreach oversight in support of its Watershed Management Plan and the 

Elm Creek TMDL. 

 

Services are delivered on a time and materials basis, with a not-to-exceed amount listed in Section 1 of 

this Agreement, except as may be authorized via separate work order or agreement amendment approved 

prior by both parties. 

 

1. Coordination of volunteer monitoring programs 

The DEPARTMENT staff will coordinate the following volunteer water quality monitoring programs 

in the Elm Creek Watershed: River Watch; Wetland Health Evaluation Program (WHEP);  

 

2. Volunteer Outreach 

The DEPARTMENT staff, in collaboration with COMMISSION, will work to find school groups 

and/or adult volunteers to monitor up to three (3) designated stream sites for the River Watch 

program.  

 

In addition, DEPARTMENT staff, in collaboration with COMMISSION, will work to find a team of 

adult volunteers to monitor up to four (4) designated wetland sites within the Elm Creek Watershed. 

 

3. Volunteer monitor training and oversight 

As part of the volunteer programs, DEPARTMENT staff will coordinate and offer training for each 

programs’ monitoring and provide continual assistance in sample collection and identification.   

 

4. Data quality assurance  

The DEPARTMENT staff will provide all quality assurance checks on invertebrate and vegetative 

data for the Wetland Health Evaluation Program (WHEP), and all quality assurance checks on field 

and invertebrate data for the River Watch.  

 

5. Reporting 

Following the year’s monitoring and compilation of collected data, DEPARTMENT will prepare an 

annual report of monitoring results and to COMMISSION.  

 

6.  Costs 

a) River Watch Program: The COMMISSION shall pay the DEPARTMENT $1,000.00 per 

River Watch site for stream monitoring up to three (3) sites as part of the 2021 River Watch 

Program for data and educational services. Fees will be used to cover all training, equipment, 

and transportation for the students to and from the site, Quality Assurance/Quality Control, 

reporting and presentations as requested. The total amount of work authorized by this 

Agreement for stream monitoring and educational services associated with the River Watch 

Program shall not-exceed three thousand dollars ($3,000.00). 
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b) Wetland Health Evaluation Program: The COMMISSION shall pay $1,000.00 per 

monitored wetland site in 2021 for data and educational services related to the WHEP. The 

total amount of work authorized by this Agreement for wetland monitoring and educational 

services associated with the WHEP shall not-exceed four thousand dollars ($4,000.00).  

 

 

In 2021 the total for providing a variety of volunteer monitoring and environmental education and 

outreach oversight shall not-exceed seven thousand dollars ($7,000). 
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ELM CREEK WATERSHED MANAGEMENT COMMISSION 
RESOLUTION NO. 2021-01 

 
RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE ELECTRONIC STORAGE OF GOVERNMENT 

RECORDS, ELECTRONIC TRANSACTIONS, AND ELECTRONIC SIGNATURES 
 
 WHEREAS, the Elm Creek Watershed Management Commission (“Commission”) is a joint 
powers entity established by its member cities and carries out its duties in accordance with Minnesota 
Statutes, sections 103B.201 - 103B.253; 
 
 WHEREAS, the Commission finds and determines as follows: 
 

The Commission is subject to the requirements in Minnesota Statutes, section 138.17 to retain 
records constituting “government records” as defined in the statute; 

 
The Commission, as part of its project reviews and other activities, generates a variety of 

government records that need to be retained; 
 

Because the Commission does not have a central office with staff it relies on consultants to 
support its activities and to retain its government records; 

 
The printing and retention of government records in paper form is not always practical or 

efficient, and so the Commission desires to allow the retention of government records in electronic 
format; 

 
Minnesota Statutes, section 15.17, subdivision 1 allows the storage of government records in 

electronic format, including as a substitution of the original document; 
 

The Uniform Electronic Transaction Act, set out in Minnesota Statutes, chapter 325L, (“Act”) 
allows and promotes electronic transactions and allows the use of electronic signatures; and 

 
The Commission desires to allow for the storage of government records in electronic format and 

to authorize the use of electronic signatures and transactions to the extent allowed by the Act. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Elm Creek Watershed Management Commission as 

follows: 
 

1. The Commission and its consultants are authorized, but not required, to keep the 
government records it receives or generates in an electronic form.  Such electronic records 
shall be retained and made available to the public in accordance with applicable laws and 
the Commission’s retention schedule as if they were in paper form.  All requests for data 
should initially be made to the Commission Administrator. 

 
2. The use of electronic documents and signatures by the Commission and its consultants 

conducting business on behalf of the Commission is approved and ratified, provided such 
use is in accordance with the Act.  To the extent a person is authorized to sign documents 
on behalf of the Commission, that person may authorize the administrator to affix their 
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electronic signature to a document, which shall serve as the authorizing person’s signature 
and is attributable to that person as their act.  
 

Adopted by the Commissioners of the Elm Creek Watershed Management Commission the tenth day of 
March, 2021. 
 
 
       _________________________________ 
       Doug Baines, Chair 
ATTEST: 
 
 
____________________________________ 
Judie A. Anderson, Administrator  
  
STATE OF MINNESOTA  
COUNTY OF HENNEPIN  

 I, Judie A. Anderson, do hereby certify that I am the custodian of the minutes of all proceedings 
had and held by the Board of the Elm Creek Watershed Management Commission, that I have compared 
the above resolution with the original passed and adopted by the Board of said Commission at a regular 
meeting thereof held on the tenth day of March, 2021, at 11:30 a.m., that the above constitutes a true 
and correct copy thereof, that the same has not been amended or rescinded and is in full force and effect.  

 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto placed my hand and signature this tenth day of March, 
2021. 
 
 
 
 
        (NO SEAL) 
Judie A. Anderson 
Recording Secretary 
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RULE D - STORMWATER MANAGEMENT  RULE G - WETLAND ALTERATION 

RULE E - EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL   RULE H – BRIDGE AND CULVERT CROSSINGS 
RULE F – FLOODPLAIN ALTERATION  RULE  I  – BUFFERS 
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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 
email: judie@jass.biz 

www.elmcreekwatershed.org 

TECHNICAL OFFICE 
Barr Engineering 

4300 Market Point Drive, Suite 200 
Minneapolis, MN 55435 

PH: 612.834.1060 
email: jherbert@barr.com 

 
 

STAFF REPORT 

March 3, 2021 

a. 2017-050W Ernie Mayers Wetland/floodplain violation, Corcoran. The City of Corcoran contacted the 
Commission in December 2017 concerning drainage complaints on Mayers’ property. Technical Evaluation 
Panels (TEPs) were held in 2017 and 2018 to assess the nature and extent of the violations and a restoration 
order was issued to Mayers.  On October 30, 2018, an appeal of the restoration order was received by BWSR. 
BWSR placed an order of abeyance (stay) on the appeal looking for a resolution between the LGU and Mayers. 
On January 6, 2021, BWSR received an email from Corcoran that the LGU and Mayers were working towards 
resoloving the restoration order.  BWSR gave the City and Mayers until April 5, 2021 to seek an informal 
resolution or furnish a complete copy of the record to them.  

b. 2018-020 North 101 Storage, Rogers.  This is an existing 3-acre lot in the northwest corner of Highway 
101 and CR144.  The current land use is a combination of mini-storage units and outdoor storage.  The site is 
proposed for complete demolition and construction of seven new mini-storage buildings. At their July meeting 
the Commission approved Staff findings dated July 9, 2018, pending four items relating to abstration 
requirements and the infiltration system. The applicant requested and was granted an extension to December 
31, 2021, provided the review process with the City of Rogers does not expire.   

c. 2019-024 Boston Scientific Weaver Lake Road, Building 2 East Addition, Maple Grove.  Boston 
Scientific is building an addition on the east side of Building 2 to provide more production and office space for 
their existing facility. The project includes moving the existing service drive and site utilities on the east side of 
Building 2 to the east within the BS property to create space for the addition.  About 1.9 acres of the site will be 
disturbed and 1.06 acres of impervious surface will be added. This project was reviewed for com pliance with 
Rules D, E, F, and I.  At their September 11, 2019 meeting the Commission approved the project contingent 
upon: (1) a site plan providing the irrigation areas to be irrigated by the new system and (2) an operation and 
maintenance plan for the irrigation system approved by the City and the Commission and recorded on the land 
title. The applicant and their engineer have developed an overall stormwater management alternatives for this 
and potential future projects.  They are still deciding the best approach to move forward before providing the 
Commission with the final stormwater management plans.  Staff made preliminary comments on the draft 
plans in September and await the final submittal to determine compliance with this project and their future 
expansions.  Updated information was received in January 2021 and will be evaluated as part of project 2021-
001 in conjunction with the approval conditions on this project.    

d. 2020-002 Project 100, Maple Grove, renamed Minnesota Health Village (MHV). Ryan Companies is 
proposing to develop 100.6 acres of agricultural land into a mixed-use development consisting of office, 
medical, hospital, multi-family residential and senior living facilities.  This site is situated between I-610 to the 
north, I-94 to the west and the Maple Grove Hospital to the east. The applicant is seeking approval of a 
regional stormwater management system to address the Commission’s present-day requirements throughout 
the timeline for all phases of this development. Additionally, they are requesting grading and erosion control 
approvals for Phase I of the development.    
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 Phase I site plans consists of mass grading of approximately 35 acres in the southeast portion of the 
site to accommodate street and utilities, 383 parking stalls for the existing hospital and future building in this 
area.  The Commission reviewed the concept plan for compliance with Rule D.  In addition, Staff reviewed 
Phase I for compliance with Rules D, E, G and I.  At their March 2020 meeting the Commission approved this 
project contingent upon the following conditions: Phase I site plans: (1) Feasibility to infiltrate stormwater in 
the filter bench areas of ponds 1 and 2 must be determined. If infiltration is considered feasible, design 
revisions and compliance with MPCA infiltration design criteria is required and (2) City, MN WCA, and 
Commission compliance on any wetland impacts must be adhered to. These two items remain outstanding. 

 Concept Site Plans: The overall stormwater management concept plan design meets the Commission’s 
standards provided. (1) Feasibility to infiltrate stormwater in the future filter bench areas and biofiltration 
basins is determined. If infiltration is considered feasible, design revisions and compliance with MPCA 
infiltration design criteria is required. (2) Commission Project review and approval are required when future 
site development triggers a review.  These two items are considered on-going and will come forward as this 
site develops.  No other information is necessary at this time. 

 For Phase I and the Concept Plans: The Commission recommends the management of stormwater 
runoff to minimize the impacts of the application of chloride compounds on water resources by minimizing 
their use on roads, parking lots, sidewalks and other impervious surfaces. Toward that end, the Commission 
requests that existing and future landowners develop and implement a chloride management plan on all pri- 
vate parking and walking areas within this project to minimize chloride runoff into surface water on site.  The 
primary element of such a plan is implementation and application of salt to these surfaces by an applicator 
with MPCA Level 1 Certification in Snow & Ice Control Best Practices.   

 Note: The City of Maple Grove is looking at the feasibility to consolidate as many of the regional ponds 
for this site as possible while continuing to meet the regulations and goals of the approved plans.  Commission 
staff will work with the City to ensure the Commission’s requirements and approvals are compliant with any 
changes.  This will be on-going as the site develops.  

 Updated stormwater information was received with project 2021-004 (Roers Maple Grove 
Apartments).  Staff is in the process of reviewing and updating both projects.  

e. 2020-015 Dayton Interchange Business Center, Dayton. Scannell Properties is proposing to develop 
a 12-acre parcel of agricultural land into a 124,000 SF office/warehouse building with related infrastructure, 
creating 6.2 acres of new impervious area.  This site is located west of CR 81 and north of Territorial Road 
near Holly Lane. The site plan triggers a Commission review for conformance with Rules D, E, G, and I.  No 
recommendations are provided to the Commission at this time. The project review deadline was 
extended by the applicant to November 30, 2020.  Staff requested an extension from the applicant.  No 
extension was requested. This project was denied and will be removed from the agenda. 

f. 2020-016 Skye Meadows, Rogers. Lennar Corporation is proposing to construct a residential 
development on 130 acres along Territorial Road. The site consists of six separate parcels located both north 
and south of Territorial Road (CR116) just west of Tilton Trail. 363 single-family residential units are 
proposed, creating 38.73 acres of new impervious areas in seven phases.  The Commission’s review will be 
for conformance to Rules D, E, F, G, and I for all seven phases. At their January 2021 meeting, the 
Commission approved this project contingent upon: final grading plans on Phase 1B complying with the 
Commission’s low floor/100-year elevation requirements per Rule D 3i (7) criteria and storm pipe inlets FES 
205 and 212 on basins H and I, and FES 304 on Basin K being extended to the NWL of the basin. The 
applicant has requested a variance for low floor elevations, which is being reviewed under Project 2021-002.   
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g. 2020-029 Sundance Greens 5th Addition. This project is part of a larger residential development that 
was reviewed and approved as the Sundance Greens Development (Project #2018-005). The full development 
covers 310 acres west of County Road 121 (Fernbrook Lane N.) in and around the Sundance Green Golf Course.  
The full development will construct 645 new single-family homes with 100 units proposed as a senior housing 
facility. The 5th Addition will grade 75 acres for 212 lots. This review will check consistency of the stormwater 
management plans that were previously approved and erosion controls. This project can be administratively 
approved by Staff. As of the October update, additional erosion and sediment controls were necessary before 
Staff can grant approval.  The applicant extended the decision deadline to April 15, 2021. No updates were 
received in February. 

h.  2020-033 Weston Woods, Medina. This project would create 150 residential units on a 135-acre 
site. The existing condition is undeveloped. The project will disturb 49.2 acres and create 17.49 acres of 
impervious area. The deadline for the Commission decision has been extended by the applicant to April 3, 
2021. Findings and recommendations are included in this month’s packet.  Staff recommends approval with 
four contingencies. 

i. 2020-037 Rice Lake Elementary School Pond Excavation, Maple Grove. This project would 
construct two new buildings, a parking lot, and play areas on school grounds. The school is on the 
southwest corner of Elm Creek Boulevard and 89th Avenue North. The project will disturb approximately 
4.7 acres and create 1.1 acres of new impervious. The application was reviewed for Rules D and E. The 
Commission approved Staff’s recommendations at their January 13, 2021 meeting. This item will be removed 
from the report.  

j. 2020-039 Elm Creek Creekside Hills Trail, Plymouth. This project would construct 1100 feet of trail 
along Elm Creek with a bridge over the creek. The proposed trail will connect Alvarado Lane North and Way- 
zata High School Road. The project will disturb 0.8 acres and create 0.24 acres of new impervious surface. 
Grading near the bridge will create fill in the floodplain. The loss of flood storage is mitigated by cut in 
adjacent areas. The application was reviewed for Rules E, F, G, H, and I.  The Commission approved Staff’s 
recommendations at their January 13, 2021 meeting. This item will be removed from the report.  

k.  2020-040 The Cedars of Elm Creek 3rd Addition, Champlin. This project would construct two single 
family residential structures at the corner of West Hayden Lake Road and Vera Street North. The area of 
disturbance is less than one acre. The application was reviewed for Rules E and F. The project will place fill in 
the regulatory floodplain to elevate the structures above the 100-year flood elevation. Compensatory 
storage will be provided to offset the floodplain fill. The Commission approved Staff’s recommendations at 
their January 13, 2021 meeting. This item will be removed from the report. 

l. 2020-042 Rogers High School Athletic Field Replacement, Rogers. This project would replace an 
existing athletic field and bituminous track with a new bituminous track and an artificial turf athletic field. 
The school address is 21000 141st Ave N. The project would disturb 6.72 acres and create 0.27 acres of 
new impervious. Stormwater from the site will be managed using an existing infiltration basin. The 
application was reviewed for Rules D and E. The Commission approved Staff’s recommendations at their 
February 10, 2021 meeting. This item will be removed from the report. 

m. 2021-001 Boston Scientific MG Campus, Maple Grove. This project would construct a new access 
drive and expand an existing parking lot. The Maple Grove campus address is 1 Scimed Place. The 
application was reviewed for Rules D and E. The review includes stormwater management features for this 
project as well as project #2019-024 and #2021-006. Combined, the three projects would disturb 29.2  
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acres and create 4.8 acres of new impervious area. Stormwater requirements would be met with existing 
ponds modified to provide an iron enhanced sand filter. The irrigation system for project #2019-024 will 
still be constructed but will not be relied upon to meet Rule D stormwater requirements. Staff recommends 
approval of this project with three contingencies.  

n. 2021-002 Skye Meadows Variance, Rogers. This project is a variance request for Project #2020-
016. The project would construct approximately 350 single family residential lots. Eleven of the proposed 
lots would not meet the two-foot minimum freeboard requirement above the high-water levels for 
adjacent waterbodies. The variance request documents the hardships that prevent the project from 
meeting this requirement. Information about the variance request was presented to the Commission at 
the February 10, 2021 meeting. The applicant has responded to questions from the Commission. Staff 
findings and information from the applicant are included in the packet.  

o. 2021-003 Cranberry Ridge, Plymouth. This project would construct an apartment building, 
parking lot and driveway access off Old Rockford Road. The existing site has two single-family residential 
structures that will be removed. The project would disturb 2.73 acres and create 1.06 acres of new 
impervious surface. Stormwater management will be provided with filtration basins. Staff recommend 
approval of this project. 

p. 2021-004 Project 100 Phase 1, Roers Maple Grove Apartments, Maple Grove. This project is 
Phase 1 of Project 2020-002. This will be an administrative review for erosion and sediment controls and 
compliance with the approved stormwater management plan.  Staff granted administrative approval for 
the project. Findings are included in the packet. No action is required by the Commission.  

q. 2021-005 WJD Two Thirds Addition, Rogers. This is a 14.8 residential project located on the south 
side of 137th Avenue North, approximately 400 feet west of Northdale Boulevard.  Rachel Development is 
proposing 56 townhomes and a 134-unit apartment building on this property. The initial site grading and 
stormwater management was approved by the Commission under projects 2001-017 (WJD) and 2003-003 
(The Rogers Retail Centre 2nd Addition). Staff’s findings are included in this month’s packet.  Staff 
recommends approval with two contingencies.  

r. 2021-006 Boston Scientific WL3 West Building, Maple Grove. This project would expand an 
existing building on the Boston Scientific Corporation Maple Grove campus at 1 Scimed Place. The project 
would disturb 5.3 acres and create 0.2 acres of new impervious. The project triggers Rule D and Rule E. 
Rule D was reviewed under project #2021-001. Staff recommend approval of this project contingent on the 
approval of project #2021-001 for Rule D compliance.  

 

FINAL RECORDINGS OR OTHER DOCUMENTATION/FOLLOW-UP ARE DUE ON THE FOLLOWING PROJECTS:   

ah. 2014-015 Rogers Drive Extension, Rogers. This project involves improvements along Rogers Drive from Vevea 
Lane to Brockton Lane. The project is located east of I-94, south of the Cabela development. The total project area is 8.0 
acres; proposed impervious surfaces total 5.6 acres.  Site plans received July 1, 2014 met the requirements of the 
Commission with the exception of the nutrient control.  The Commission approved the site plan contingent upon the City 
deferring 4.6 lbs. of phosphorus for treatment in future ponding opportunities as the easterly corridor of Rogers Drive 
develops. 2.3 lbs. will be accounted for in the Kinghorn Spec. Building site plan, with 2.3 lbs. still outstanding. This item will 
remain on the report until the total deferral is accounted for. 

ai. 2015-030 Kiddiegarten Child Care Center, Maple Grove.  Approved December 9, 2015.  If the City does not take 
over the operation and maintenance of the underground system and the sump catch basins, an O&M agreement for  
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the underground trench/pond system must be approved by the Commission and the City and recorded with the title. 
On February 5, 2019 Derek Asche contacted the owner requesting a copy of the recorded maintenance agreement. No 
update was available on July 2, 2019. 

aj. 2016-005W Ravinia Wetland Replacement Plan, Corcoran. In December 2016, the Commission approved Staff’s 
recommendations on this wetland replacement plan. Final wetland impacts are 1.22 acres.  Wetland credits created on 
site will be 4.01 acres. Excess credits of 0.75 acres are proposed to be used on Lennar’s Laurel Creek development in 
Rogers (2017-014). All approval contingencies have been met and construction is completed.. Vegetation planting and 
management took place throughout 2017. Barr Engineering is providing monitoring to ensure the replacement meets the 
performance standards of the approved plans. Annual reports have been submitted to the US Army Corps of Engineers 
(USACE) in February 2019, February 2020, and March 2021. Monitoring status as of March 2021: Wetlands and buffers are 
looking good but will need continued vegetation management in 2021 to get rid of invasive species (mostly cattail). 
Hydrology is good in both the restoration and creation areas.  

ak. 2017-014 Laurel Creek, Rogers. In June 2017, the Commission approved this project with four conditions. All 
contingency items have been provided with the exception of the O&M agreement which is being negotiated by the City as 
to whether the City or the HOA will be responsible for the operation and maintenance of the stormwater management 
facility. On August 31, 2017, Andrew Simmons responded that the O&M agreement is still being negotiated. 

al. 2017-029 Brayburn Trails, Dayton.  At their August 2017 meeting the Commission approved Staff’s findings dated 
August 2, 2017 with five conditions. All of the conditions have been met except for the final recordings of the O&M 
agreements and easements. On March 7, 2018, the City reported: final plat approval has not been granted, easements will be 
recorded as plats are approved. Ponds will be maintained by the City of Dayton. An agreement, and additional easement, will 
be required for a water re-use system within one of the ponds (between the City and HOA). This system is not part of the first 
addition – the timing of said improvements/agreement is unknown. Construction had been expected to start in 2018.   

 On February 7, 2019, Jason Quisberg provided the following information: The 1st Addition was scaled back from 
what was proposed; associated construction activity is significantly completed. Extension of trunk utilities through 
Sundance Golf Course are complete. The proposed 2nd Addition is under review. Improvements to 117th Avenue (East 
French Lake Road to Fernbrook Lane) will be part of the work done with the 2nd Addition. Construction is anticipated to 
start spring 2019. Pond easements are being recorded with the platting process for each addition (those [that are] part of 
the 1st Addition are in place). The water re-use system is not part of the 2nd Addition (will be with future additions). 

am. 2018-046 Graco Expansion, Rogers.  This project is the expansion of an existing building.  The site is located in an 
area that has regional ponding provided for rate control purposes, but needs to account for water quality and abstraction 
requirements on site prior to discharging offsite as part of the improvements. The Com-mission granted conditional 
approval at their October 2018 meeting. Conditions of approval were to submit a SWPPP plan meeting requirements, 
clarify maintenance responsibilities for the iron enhanced sand filter, and a letter from the City of Rogers stating their 
intentions to provide the water quality deficit in an upcoming project. Staff confirmed several minor plan revisions remain 
in conformance with the original approval.  This item will remain on the Staff report until such time as the water quality 
deficit has been made up.  

an. 2018-048 Faithbrook Church, Phase 2, Dayton. This is an application for review of an expansion of an 
existing church located northeast of the intersection of Fernbrook Lane and Elm Creek Road.  The Commission 
approved this project at their November 2018 meeting conditioned upon receipt of a SWPPP meeting NPDES 
requirements and the City accepting maintenance responsibility or recording a modified O&M plan for the stormwater 
features on the site in a form acceptable to the Commission.  On February 7, 2019, Jason Quisberg reported that this 
project has gone idle; it is believed to be due to funding needs of the applicant. It was expected activity would resume 
in Spring 2019. 

ao. 2019-001 Fernbrook View Apartments, Maple Grove. This is a 4.85-acre rural residential lot located at the 
northeast intersection of CSAH 81 and Fernbrook Lane. The applicant proposes to construct a 2-story, 42-unit 
apartment building. This project was approved at the February 2019 Commission meeting with the following conditions:  
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(1) the applicant pursue utilizing water from the NURP pond for irrigation needs for this property; (2) long term 
operation and maintenance on the stormwater basin must be addressed: (3) mean average pond depth must meet the 
Commission standard: (4) pond filter bench details must be provided. With the exception of the O&M plans, these 
condtions have been met by the applicant.  This project was approved by the Commission’s technical advisor per the 
updated project review dated February 5, 2020.  The O&M agreement was received in the Commission office on 
February 24, 2021.  This item will be removed from the report. 

ap. 2019-002 Parkside Villas, Champlin.  This is two adjacent rural parcels totaling 13.9 acres that are proposed to be 
split into 56 single-family residential lots.  It is located on the east side of Goose Lake Road just south of its intersection with 
Elm Road (CR 202). The review is for compliance with Commission Rules D and E. At their February 2019 meeting the Commis 
sioners approved Staff’s findings dated January 29, 2019, contingent on (1) a long term O&M agreement on the stormwater 
basin and irrigation system being provided and recorded on the property title and (2) the applicant working with the City and 
Three Rivers Park District to safely outlet the pond water below the trail system adjacent to the proerty line.  

aq. 2019-021 Brenly Meadows, Rogers.  This is a 38-unit townhome project proposed on 6.9 acres north of 129th 
Avenue about one-third mile west of Main Street.  It triggered the Commission’s review for Rules D, and E.  This item was 
approved by the Commission at their August 2019 meeting, contingent upon O & M plan requirements for the stormwater 
pond and irrigation system.  

ar. 2019-027 Havenwood at Maple Grove. This is a 5.6-acre site located at the northwest intersection of Bass Lake 
Road (CR10) and Troy Lane (CR101).  The site is proposed to be subdivided into two lots.  The southerly lot will be 4.5-acres 
with a 150-unit senior living facility.  The remaining outlot (~1.3 acres) is anticipated to be a daycare facility. In their 
findings dated October 17, 2019, Staff recommended approval contingent upon the irrigation pond and system having an 
operation and maintenance plan approved by the City and Commission and recorded on the title for this property.  A 
copyof the recorded document must be provided to the Commission. 

as. 2019-032 OSI Expansion, Medina. This an existing business located in the northwest corner of Highway 55 and 
Arrowhead Drive.  The applicant is proposing to build an addition on the south side of the building and add parking to the 
north side of the site, creating an additional 3.6 acres of new impervious area.  In their findings dated February 4, 2020, 
Staff recommended approval contingent upon receipt of O& M plans on the stormwater facilities that meet the 
Commission’s requirements. Dusty Finke reported on March 4, 2020, that recordation of the O&M plans is still pending. 

at. 2020-001 Outlot L, Markets at Rush Creek, Maple Grove.  Outlot L is a 1.55-acre lot located in The Markets at 
Rush Creek (Hy-Vee South) PUD development.  This project is located just west of the Hy-Vee gas station and south of 
CR10.  A 12,000 SF multi-tenant building and associated parking is proposed for this site. Stormwater management for this 
lot is part of the regional stormwater system approved by the Commission for project 2016-002.  Commission rules require 
compliance with Rules D and E.  On January 23, 2020, Staff administratively approved this project contingent upon receipt 
of a dated and signed set of final development stage plans.  Signed and dated plans were received in December 2020.  
The project approval is good until December 31, 2021.   

au. 2020-008 Ione Gardens, Dayton. This project is located at the northwest intersection of CSAH 144 (Diamond 
Lake North) and 12 (Dayton River Road). The site consists of three agricultural properties totaling 48.29 acres. 112 new 
single-family residential lots creating 16.84 acres of new impervious surface area are proposed for this development. 
The Commission’s review was for compliance with Rules D, E, G, and I. At their October 2020 meeting the Commission 
approved Phase I grading on the north 14-acre area conditioned that: a) the applicant accepts any and all risks for any 
changes required to obtain final approval by the Commission and b) that the City of Dayton grants approvals for said 
grading, and to deny the remainder of the application unless the applicant extends the review deadline beyond the 
current October 21, 2020 deadline. The applicant extended the deadline to November 30, 2020. Updated site plans 
received November 16, 2020 met the contingencies of the Commission approval with the exception of the post 
development infiltration basin percolation test requirements. At their December meeting the Commission approved 
the updated plans contingent upon post-development percolation tests being provided on infiltration basins to 
demonstrate the constructed infiltration rate meets or exceeds the design infiltration rates.   
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av. 2020-009  Stetler Barn, Medina. This site disturbs approximately 3.5 acres and must meet Commission Rules 
D, E, and I. Because of the limited available space for pasture, paddocks and land application of manure, understanding 
how these components will be managed is also an important part of the review. A complete plan was received on April 
22, 2020.  At their May 13, 2020 meeting the Commission approved this project contingent upon: 1) The landowner 
continuing to work with the U of M Extension Office and Hennepin County Rural Conservationist to finalize 
composting, pasture and paddock management plans and 2) A long-term pond/basin operation and maintenance 
plan and agreement with the City of Medina being approved by the City of Medina and the Commission.  The 
agreement must be recorded on the land title with a copy of the recorded agreement provided to the Commission.  

aw. 2020-017 Meadow View Townhomes, Medina.  This is a 22-acre site located south of Meander Road and 
north of Highway 55. Lennar Homes is proposing to build 125 townhomes with their necessary infrastructure on this 
site.  A complete application was received May 29, 2020.  The plans call for 7.64 acres of new impervious areas.  The 
Commission’s review was for conformance to Rules D, E, F, G, and I. At their October meeting, the Commission 
approved Staff’s finding dated September 30, 2020, contingent upon (1) The mean (average) depth on the west wet-
detention pond must be 4.0’ or deeper; (2) Buffer strip monumentation and vegetation maintenance plans must 
conform to the Commission’s requirements; (3) An operation and maintenance agreement of the stormwater ponds 
and irrigation system must be approved by the City and the Commission. Said agreement must be recorded on the 
property title with a copy of the recorded document provided to the Commission; and (4) Erosion and sediment 
controls must conform to Commission requirements. Since the approval, the City of Medina has requested the 
applicant provide abstraction by irrigation only, thus eliminating one filter basin.  Staff reviewed the changes and found 
the updates to be in compliance with the Commission’s original approvals for stormwater management and 
administratively approved the plans contingent upon item (3) above and added the condition that design information 
on the irrigation pump and augmentation water source must be provided within six months of this approval.   

ax. 2020-023 Ziegler, Dayton. This is an existing 4.73-acre commercial parcel located on Territorial Road near Holly 
Lane close to the Maple Grove/Dayton border.  Currently the property consists of a building with bituminous drive and 
parking areas and a large gravel storage yard. The applicant is proposing to utilize the existing building, construct an 
additional commercial building, expand the bituminous parking lot, and add gravel lots for merchandise display and 
storage, triggering Commission rules D, E, G, and I. The Commission approved this project at their August 2020 meeting 
contingent upon wetland permitting being obtained and an Operation & Maintenance agreement being recorded on the 
land title.  The wetland permit has been approved, but the O&M plan has yet to be received.   

ay. 2020-025 Paulsen Farms, Corcoran.  This is an 88-acre parcel located south of CR30 and east of Bechtold 
Road.  Twenty (20) single family rural residential lots with 5.2 acres of new impervious areas are proposed on this site. 
This project triggered Rules D, E, and I. At their October 2020 meeting the Commission approved Staff’s findings dated 
September 23, 2020 contingent upon: (1) rate control at culvert #3 must be equal to or less than pre-development 
rates for all storm events; (2) buffer strip monumentation conforms to the Commission’s requirements; and (3) an 
operation and maintenance agreement must be created and approved by the City and the Commission. Said agreement 
must be recorded on the property title with a copy of the recorded document provided to the Commission. This project 
has been put on hold by the applicant.  They have been informed that the approval expires October 14, 2021. On 
February 25, 2021, Kevin Mattson responded, no updates. 

az. 2020-027 Kariniemi Addition, Corcoran.  This is a 12.7-acre parcel located on Lot 3, Block 1 of the Rolling Hills 
Acres subdivision (ECWMC Project 2019-030) about a mile north of Highway. 55 on the east side of Rolling Hills Road.  
The applicant proposes to create three lots with a shared driveway for access along the northerly portion of the 
property. Project work will disturb 2.6 acres and create 0.83 acres of new impervious areas. This project was approved 
by the Commission at their September 2020 meeting pending receipt of O & M plans.  On February 25, 2021, Kevin 
Mattson responded, this project is anticipated for Spring 2021. City is aware of Commission approval contingency 
requirements. 

ba. 2020-030 Nelson International, Corcoran. This project would construct a new semi-truck and trailer dealership 
and center on a 22.4-acre site. The project will disturb 9.5 acres and create 6.6 acres of impervious surface. The existing   
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condition is a single-family residence with 0.4 acres of impervious. The application was reviewed for Rules D, E, G, and I.  
In their findings dated November 4, 2020, Staff recommend approval contingent on submission and approval of an 
O&M agreement with the City and that a subsequent addition to the proposed structure shall be submitted for 
administrative review. The Commission approved Staff’s recommendations at their December 9, 2020 meeting. On February 
25, 2021, Kevin Mattson responded, this project is anticipated for Spring 2021. City is aware of Commission approval 
contingency requirements. 

bb. 2020-032 Enclave Rogers – Commerce Boulevard., Rogers. This project would create an apartment complex on a 
3.3-acre site. The existing condition is undeveloped. The project will disturb the entire site and create 2.15 acres of 
impervious surface. The applicant is proposing an iron enhanced sand filter to meet Total Phosphorus removal 
requirements. The site is within two of the three outlots created as part of the adjacent former Lowe’s development. The 
application was reviewed for Rules D and E. Staff granted administrative approval for grading contingent on applicant 
accepting risk for changes required for final approval and on approval from the City for grading activities. In their findings 
dated December 2, 2020, Staff recommended approval with those conditions, as well as submission of an O&M 
agreement for stormwater features, minor updates to the hydrology report, and minor updates to the SWPPP. The 
Commission approved Staff recommendations at their December 9, 2020 meeting. 

bc. 2020-036 Balsam Pointe, Dayton. This project would create 98 residential units on a 10-acre site near the 
intersection of Dimond Lake Road South and Dayton Road. The existing condition is undeveloped. The project will 
disturb the entire site and create 5.3 acres of new impervious. The application is being reviewed for Rules D and E. The 
Commission approved Staff’s recommendations at their January 13, 2021 meeting contingent upon an Operation & 
Maintenance agreement meeting the Commission’s standards being recorded on the land title. 

 

ELM CREEK FLOODPLAIN MAPPING PROJECT 
Below is the February 25, 2021 monthly status report for the Elm Creek Floodplain Mapping project. 
 
Work conducted over the last month:  

1. Internal QAQC of draft hydraulic model 
2. Completion of hydraulics memorandum and final files for submittal 
3. Development of floodway modeling and mapping 
4. Draft hydraulics model, inundation files, and report sent to the MnDNR on 2/18 for review 
  

Work that is anticipated to occur over the month: 
5. Preliminary review of draft hydraulics model, inundation files, and report by the MnDNR 
6. Incorporation of MnDNR comments into draft hydraulic model 
7. Submission of final model and files to the MnDNR 

  
Data/input we are waiting on from others 

8. Response from MnDNR on draft hydraulics model and preliminary results 
  

Budget spent through 2/19/2021: $ 99,032 (93% of $106,945 budget) 
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Boston Scientific Weaver Lake Road Building 2 East Addition 
Maple Grove 

 Project #2019-024 
 
 
Project Overview:  Boston Scientific is proposing to build a two-story addition on the east side 
of their existing building #2 to provide production and office space.  The project will entail 
moving the existing service drive and site utilities to the east side of Building #2.  It will disturb 
2.1 acres and create an additional 1.06 acres of new impervious areas.  This will trigger review of 
the site plans for conformance to Rule D (Stormwater Management) and Rule E (Erosion and 
Sediment Control) 
 
Applicant:  Boston Scientific, Attention Brendan Collins, 1 Scimed Place, Maple Grove, MN  
55311.  Phone: 763-494-1737.  Email:Brendan.collins@bsci.com. 
 
Agent:  HGA Architects & Engineers, Attention Kenny Horns, 420 N 5th St., Suite 100, 
Minneapolis, MN  55401.  Phone: 612-578-4380.  Email: khorns@hga.com 
 
Exhibits: 

1) Elm Creek Watershed Management Commission Request for Plan Review and Approval 
received July 29, 2019 with application fee of $575.00. 

2) Boston Scientific Storm Water Report for WL2 East Addition by HGA, date September 
3, 2019. 

3) Ramsey-Washington reuse calculator for 3.1 acres irrigation area on site. 
4) Boston Scientific WL2 East Addition Construction Document Set HGA, dated July 25, 

2019. 
a. Sheet C001, Civil Notes and Legends 
b. Sheet C002, General Site Plan 
c. Sheet C100, Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan Narrative 
d. Sheet C101 & C102, Erosion and Sediment Control Plan and Detail 
e. Sheet C200, Site Demolition Plan 
f. Sheet C300, Site Layout and Surfacing Plan 
g. Sheet C400, Site Grading Plan 
h. Sheet C500, Site Utility Plan 
i. Sheet C501 & C900, Sewer Structure and Details. 
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Findings;  

1) A complete application was received August 2, 2019.  The initial 60-day decision period 
per MN Statute 15.99 expires October 1, 2019. 

2) The project work will consist of constructing a two-story addition on the east side of 
Building 2 at their Maple Grove facility.  There will be approximately 1.9 acres of 
disturbance and 1.06 acres of new impervious areas created by this work.  

3) The applicant proposes to utilize extra capacity in their existing pond to meet the 
Commissions rate, TP and TSS controls.  In addition, they propose reuse of the runoff 
water for landscape irrigation to meet the Commissions abstraction requirements.   

4) No wetland or floodplain impacts are proposed. 
5) Construction erosion and sediment controls consist of silt fence, storm sewer inlet 

protections and rock construction entrance/exit.  Restoration will consist of new inlet 
protections, erosion control blankets, temporary and permanent seeding/mulching and 
permanent rock check dams.  These items meet the Commission’s erosion control 
requirements.  

Stormwater Management 
6) Rate controls will meet the Commission’s based on the stormwater management plans 

previously approved by the Commission.  Boston Scientific completed an expansion to an 
existing stormwater pond in 2005.  The ultimate land use treatment/management system 
approved for this expansion is for a watershed area of 43.4 acres and an impervious area 
of 66.5% (33.1 acres).  With this proposal, the watershed area is 43.4 acres with an 
impervious area of 64% (28.1 acres).   

(Existing Pond) 2-yr (cfs) 10-yr (cfs) 100-yr (cfs) 

Ultimate-Development Rates*  1.9 12.8 32.4 

Rates with WL2 Addition*  1.6 10.6 31.6 
 * Note; these rate controls are determined from TP-40 data, not the current Atlas 14 data. 
7) Abstraction requirements were not part of the watersheds requirements in 2005.  With 

this expansion, the applicant must provide for these requirements on the new impervious 
area of 1.06 acres per the Commissions updated stormwater management plan.   

a. To meet our requirements, the applicant proposes to expand irrigation from the 
stormwater pond to irrigate an additional 3.1 acres of their property. 

b. Abstraction required for the new impervious area of 1.06 acres will be 4,233 cubic 
feet.   

c. Based on the Ramsey-Washington Metro Watershed District irrigation calculator, 
the actual abstraction credits available from irrigation will be 4,285 cubic feet.  
This will meet the Commission requirements.   

8) Phosphorus and TSS requirements are assumed to be met by the existing stormwater 
management plan up to the ultimate build-out of the original assumptions on site (66.5% 
impervious area).  At the time of the original review the Commission required  > 60% 
pond treatment efficiency and post-development loads less than or equal to pre-
development loads.  These requirements are still the same today.  
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Recommendation;  
Approval contingent upon 

1) A site plan that provides the irrigation areas to be irrigated by the new system 
2) An operation and maintenance plan for the irrigation system that is approved by the City 

and Watershed and recorded on the land title.. 
 

Note; if the applicant wishes to proceed with grading before the Commission’s decision 
(expected at their next meeting on September 11, 2019), they may do so contingent upon; 

1) The applicant assuming any and all risks associated with changes to the site plans 
necessary to comply with the Commission’s decision, and  

2) The applicant receives the appropriate permits from the City of Maple Grove. 
 
 

Hennepin County  
Department of Environment and Energy 
Advisor to the Commission 

 
 

          September 11, 2019 
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Location Map 
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 Site Plan Overview 
 

Note; this plan only provides for 
1.2 acres of new irrigation.  A 
plan showing a total of 3.1 acres 
or more of irrigation is required 
for Commission approvals. 

60



elm creek  
Watershed Management Commission 

ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 
3235 Fernbrook Lane 
Plymouth, MN 55447 
PH: 763.553.1144 
email: judie@jass.biz 

www.elmcreekwatershed.org 

TECHNICAL OFFICE 
Barr Engineering 

4300 Market Point Drive, Suite 200 
Minneapolis, MN 55435 

PH: 612.834.1060 
Email; jHerbert@barr.com 

 

 
 
 

Weston Woods 
Medina, Project #2020-033 

 
Project Overview:  This is a 135-acre project found north of Hwy 55 and east of Mohawk 
Drive.  There are 108 attached residential units, 42 detached single-family lots, and 30,000 
square feet of commercial building space.  Site development will include removal of an existing 
building site, grading, and installation of municipal sewer and water, streets, and stormwater 
systems.  The Chippewa Road extension/connection is part of this project and review.  The site 
plans will create 17.9 acres of new impervious area.   
This project will trigger the Commission’s Appendix C Rules and Standards as shown below.  

X Rule D  Stormwater Management 
X Rule E  Erosion and Sediment Control 
X Rule F Floodplain Alterations 
X Rule G  Wetland Alteration 
X Rule H Bridge and Culvert Crossings 
X Rule I  Buffer Strips 

Applicant & Agent:  Mark Smith, 2120 Otter Lake Drive, St. Paul, MN  55110.  Phone: 612-
490-0558.  Email: markmoeindc@aol.com 
Agent/Engineer:  Landform, Attention Randy Hedlund, 105 South Fifth Avenue, Suite 513, 
Minneapolis, MN  55401.  Phone: 612-638-0260.  Email: rhedlund@landform.net 
Exhibits: 

1) ECWMC Request for Plan Review and Approval dated September 30, 2020, received 
October 5, 2020 

2) Authorization to review by the City of Medina dated October 1, 2020 
3) Project review fees, $13,750 received with the application on October 5, 2020 
4) Weston Woods of Medina Civil and Landscape Plan Sheets by Landform, dated 

December 3, 2020 last revision date February 16, 2021. 
a. Sheet C0.1, Civil & Landscape Title Sheet 
b. Sheets C0.2 & C0.3, Preliminary Plat 
c. Sheet C1.1, Existing Conditions. 
d. Sheets C2.1 & C2.2, Site Plans. 
e. Sheets C3.0 to C3.11, Grading Drainage & Erosion Control 
f. Sheet C3.12, MN SWPPP Notes 
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g. Sheets C4.1 & C4.2, Utilities. 
h. Sheets C6.1 to C6.6, Vehicle Tracking, Line/Curve Tables and Street Profiles 
i. Sheets C7.1 to C7.5, Civil Construction and Outlet Control Structure Details 
j. Sheets L1.1 to L1.4, Tree Preservation Plan 
k. Sheets L2.1 to L2.3 and L7.1, Landscape Plans and Details 
l. Updated Sheets C4.2 and C7.5 received via Landform email January 7, 2021. 

5) Weston Woods of Medina Stormwater Management Report by Landform dated February 
15, 2021 and  

a. HydroCAD existing conditions and proposed conditions corresponding drainage 
maps 

b. Stormwater abstraction, irrigation map, and reuse models (Ramsey, Washington, 
reuse models for north and south ponds)  

c. Water quality models (P8 and MIDS)  
d. Storm sewer design information 

6) Geotechnical Evaluation Report for Weston Woods of Medina, by Braun Intertec, dated 
October 15, 2020. 

7) Draft Floodplain Analysis at Chippewa Road and Arrowhead Drive by WSB Engineering  
8) Landform response to Watershed Comments narrative dated December 18, 2020 and 

February 18, 2021. 
9) WCA notice of application for Weston Wood wetland replacement plan, dated February 

12, 2021. 

Findings:  
General 

1) A complete application was received on October 5, 2020.  The decision period per MN 
Statute 15.99 was extended by the applicant to April 3, 2021. 

2) Drainage on this site flows east into DNR wetland 27-493W.  From there it flows north 
into the Rush Creek watershed.  

3) DNR Wetland 27-493 is within a FEMA Zone A regulatory floodplain.  Zone A is 
described as an area subject to inundation by the 1-percent annual chance flood event, but 
a detailed analysis has not been accepted by FEMA or the MN DNR that would 
determine a specific base flood elevation for this site. 

4) The Hennepin County Soil Survey and on-site soil boring show soils have high clay 
content, high water tables, slow percolation rates or a combination of these 
characteristics. 

5) The City of Medina requires that landowners assume responsibility for the long-term 
operation and maintenance (O&M) of the stormwater basins.  An O&M agreement, 
including irrigation pumping system components and augmentation wells system must be 
approved by the City and ECWMC and recorded within 90-days after final plat approval 
on the title to this property.  A copy of the recorded agreements must be provided to the 
Commission. 

6) A wetland replacement plan for the Weston Woods development was received February 
12, 2021 and is still under review by the LGU. Wetland replacement plans for the 
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Chippewa Road portion of this project will be submitted separately by the City of Medina.  
Weston Woods proposes 0.64 acres of wetland impacts.  The EAW for this project 
estimated wetland impacts to be 3.97 acres from Chippewa Road construction. 

Stormwater Management (Rule D) 
General 

1) Existing Site Area = +135 acres of mixed wetland/woodland/grassland/agriculture uses. 
a. 1.86 acres impervious areas 

2) Proposed Site Area = +135 acres residential home sites and Chippewa Road Extension.  
a. 19.76 acres impervious areas 
b. Net new impervious area = 17.9 acres which results in an abstraction requirement 

of 1.64-acre feet or 71,475 cubic feet.  
c.  To manage stormwater a series of nine (9) ponding basins will be constructed 

throughout the site to intercept approximately 17.0 out of the 19.63 acres of 
impervious areas from this project.  

d. Skimming of floatables and oils will be provided by submerging the pond outlet 
pipes and disconnected flows.  Filter basin 16 will have sump manholes in 
upstream storm sewers to pre-treat sediment. 

Minimum Floor Elevations 
1) All homes next to wetlands and ponding basins have their lowest most floor elevations 

2.0 feet or higher than the 100-year water elevation.  
Rate Controls  

1) Rate controls meet Commission requirements.   
2) Table 1 shows the existing and proposed flow rates from the north and south DNR 

wetland discharge points and the before and after rates from the DNR wetland complex 
before it flows north into County Ditch 16. 

Table 1 Rate Control Summary 

Primary 
Discharge Point 

 
Area 

(Acres) 
Condition 2-yr (cfs) 10-yr (cfs) 100-yr (cfs) 

South Discharge 

570.1 Pre-Development 105.0 182.4 377.7 

568.7 Post-Development 88.1 152.2 301.9 

-1.4 Change -16.9 -30.2 -75.8 

North Discharge 

565.0 Pre-Development 184.1 329.3 668.5 

566.3 Post-Development 142.2 241.5 471.1 

+1.3 Change -41.91 -87.8 -197.4 

DNR Wetland 
Discharge 

1135.1 Pre-Development 9.2 14.4 28.8 

1135.0 Post-Development 8.8 14.1 27.9 

+0.1 Change -0.4 -0.3 -0.9 
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 Abstraction Controls  
1) The abstraction controls will meet Commission requirements if conditions 5 and 6 are met.  
2) After development there will be 17.9 acres of new impervious area.   
3) Soil borings confirm high-clay content soils unsuitable for infiltration. 
4) A combination of stormwater reuse for irrigating 30.5 acres properties is propose to meet 

abstraction requirments. 
a. Stormwater ponds 1P and 20P are proposed to be utilized for irrigation water. 

i. Pond 1P will irrigate 15.66 acres and utilize 249,773 cubic feet of 
stormwater. 

ii. Pond 20P will irrigate 10.24 acres and utilize 46,958 cubic feet of 
stormwater.  

5) Additional details on the irrigation system pump and water augmentation are required on 
the site plans.  As a design/build system, this can be provided within 6-months after 
Commission approval.  

6) An irrigation system O&M schedule with the O&M agreement must be approved by the 
City and Commission and recorded on the property title.  

7) Table 2 summarizes the abstraction provided from this site design. 
Water Quality Controls    

1) Water quality controls meet Commission requirements.  
2) Table 2 summarizes the total phosphorus (TP) and total suspended solids (TSS) leaving 

this site before and after development as determined by the applicants P8 and Ramsey 
Washington stormwater reuse credit calculator.  

 
Table 2 Stormwater Summary 

 
CONDITION 

(137 AC.) 
TP LOAD 
(LBS/YR) 

TSS LOAD 
(LBS/YR) 

ABSTRACTION 
(CU. FT.) (1) 

 

Pre-development 
(baseline) 60.7 17,176 N/A 

Post-
development 

without BMPs 
86.9 27,302 71,475 

Post-
development 
with BMPs 

47.4 10,080 296,731 (2) 

Net Change -13.3 -7,096 +225,256 
(1) 17.9 acres new impervious areas 
(2) irrigation reuse on 25.9 acres.  
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Buffer Strips (Rule I).  
1) Buffer strips meet Commission requirements. 
2) The ECWMC requires a 25-feet average and 10-feet minimum buffer width for all 

wetlands. 
a. Where slopes within a buffer are graded, any final slope steeper than 6:1 must 

increase buffer widths 5 feet horizontally for every 1-foot vertical increase (i.e., 
5:1=30 feet, 3:1 = 45 feet average). 

3) Based on Sheets C2.1 and C2.2, buffer widths will meet the Commission’s requirements.  
Wetland buffer widths average 25 feet or wider.  The narrowest buffer width is on 
wetland 1h at 20 feet wide.  Sheets L21 to L2.3 address the Commission’s buffer 
vegetation requirements.  

4) Wetland buffer monumentation locations and vegetation establishment meet the 
Commission’s requirements.  

Wetland Alterations (Rule G) 
1) Site plans will meet Commission requirements for wetland alterations if conditions in list 

items 6 and 7 below are met.  
2) The City of Medina is the LGU in charge of administering the MN Wetland Conservation 

Act for WCA related wetlands.  
a. The City of Medina’s wetland and zoning codes follow the ECWMC wetland 

alteration rules. 
3) MN DNR is the regulating agency for impacts to MN DNR wetland basin 27-493W. 
4) The US Army Corps of Engineers has regulation authority on all the wetlands in this 

project and Chippewa Road construction. 
5) Wetlands impacts will be approximately 0.8 acres on the Weston Woods site and 4.0 acres 

for Chippewa Road construction. 
6) ACTION REQUIRED:  Wetland replacement plans must be approved by the City of 

Medina (LGU), MN DNR and USACE prior to impacts.   
7) ACTION REQUIRED:  Submit final wetland replacement plan for review and comment.    

Floodplain Alterations (Rule F). 
1) Site plans will meet Commission requirements for floodplain alterations if conditions in 

list items 5 and 6 below are met.  
2) DNR Wetland 27-493W is classified as a Zone-A Area.  Zone A area is an area where no 

Base Flood Elevation (BFE) has been determined.    
3) Project will place fill in the floodplain resulting in a decrease in flood storage for the 1-

percent annual chance (100-year) flood event.  
4) The City of Medina supplied an analysis for Zone A areas on DNR Wetland 27-493W. 

The draft analysis established a BFE at 981.5 in the south basin (south of Chippewa Rd 
ROW) and 979.2 in the north basin (North of Chippewa Rd ROW).   

a. Modeling by the applicant indicates Chippewa Road construction will increase 
flood elevations 0.32 feet for the southerly portion of DNR wetland 27-493.  
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5) ACTION REQUIRED: Provide quantification of the change in flood storage capacity for 
the 1-percent annual chance flood event due to the proposed project.  

6) ACTION REQUIRED: Provide documentation that changes in flood elevation and loss 
of floodplain storage have been avoided, minimized, and/or mitigated to the extent 
practicable. Demonstrate that changes in flood elevation will not cause high water or 
aggravate flooding on other land.   

Erosion and Sediment Control (Rule E)  
1) Erosion and sediment controls meet Commission requirements.   

Recommendation to the Elm Creek Commissioners  
Approval contingent upon: 

• Wetland replacement plans must be approved by the City of Medina (LGU), MN DNR and 
USACE prior to impacts.   

• Provide quantification of the change in flood storage capacity for the 1-percent annual 
chance flood event due to the proposed project.  

• Provide documentation that changes in flood elevation and loss of floodplain storage 
have been avoided, minimized, and/or mitigated to the extent practicable. Demonstrate 
that changes in flood elevation will not cause high water or aggravate flooding on other 
land.   

• An O&M agreement for stormwater facilities, including irrigation pumping system 
components and augmentation wells system, must be approved by the City and ECWMC 
and recorded within 90-days after final plat approval on the title to this property.  A copy 
of the recorded agreements must be provided to the Commission. 
 

 
On Behalf of Barr Engineering 
Advisor to the Commission 

 
 

         March 3, 2021 
          Date 
James C. Kujawa 
Surface Water Solutions LLC 
 
Attachments 
Figure 1 Location Map 1 
Figure 2 Location Map 2 
Figure 3 2018 Aerial Photograph 
Figure 3 Grading and Drainage Plan 
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Figure 1   Location Map 1 
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Figure 2    Location Map 2 
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Figure 3   2018 Aerial Photo 
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Figure 4   Grading and Drainage Plan 
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CHAMPLIN • CORCORAN • DAYTON • MAPLE GROVE • MEDINA • PLYMOUTH • ROGERS 

Boston Scientific Access Drive/Parking Expansion 

City of Maple Grove  Project #2021-001 

Project Overview: 

Location: 1 Scimed Place, Maple Grove, MN 55311, at the northwest quadrant of the I-94 and 

Weaver Lake Road intersection 

Purpose: The proposed work at the Boston Scientific Corporation Maple Grove campus includes 

construction of an access drive/parking expansion. The stormwater management plan 

for this project includes rate controls, water quality controls, and abstraction controls for 

this project, as well as project #2019-024 and project #2021-006.  

Project #2019-024 WL2 East Addition (Building 2) was approved contingent upon a site 

plan of irrigation areas and irrigation system O&M plan. The irrigation site plan has 

been included with the #2021-001 overall stormwater management plan for ultimate 

build out of the site. However, the applicant is no longer relying on the irrigation system 

to meet Rule D requirements for project #2019-024.  

Project #2021-006 WL3 West Building 3 Expansion project is being reviewed as a 

separate application for Rule E. Compliance with Rule D requirements are documented 

in the Project #2021-001 submittals.   

An iron-enhanced filtration bench on the northeast pond (Pond C) and reconstruction of 

the outlet from one of the two southern ponds (Pond B) will provide treatment and rate 

control. The iron-enhanced sand filtration bench is designed to treat all new impervious 

area from #2019-024 , #2021-001, and #2021-006. The total parcel area is 

approximately 68.1 acres. The ultimate build out condition (including #2019-024, 

#2021-001, and #2021-006) will disturb approximately 29.2 acres and create 4.8 acres of 

new impervious area.  

WMC Rules 

Triggered: 

X Rule D  Stormwater Management 

X Rule E  Erosion and Sediment Control 

 Rule F Floodplain Alterations 

 Rule G  Wetland Alteration 

 Rule H Bridge and Culvert Crossings 

 Rule I  Buffer Strips 

 

Applicant: Boston Scientific Corporation Attention: Brendan Collins 

Address: One Scimed Place 

Maple Grove, MN 55311 

Phone: 763-955-8191 

 Email: Brendan.Collins@bsci.com 

  

Agent: HGA Attention: Kenny Horns 

Address: c/o HGA 420 N 5th St. #100 

Minneapolis, MN 55401 

Phone: 612-578-7703 

 Email: khorns@hga.com 
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Exhibits: Description Date Received 

Application ☒  Complete ECWMC Application 2/22/2021 

 ☒ ECWMC Request for Review and Approval 1/27/2021 

 ☒ City authorization: Maple Grove, MN 1/22/2021 

 ☒ Review fee: $3,375 2/22/2021 

 ☒ Project Documents (site plans, reports, models, etc.) 2/19/2021 

Submittals 

1. Storm Water Management Plan, prepared by HGA dated January 26, 2021 (revised February 18, 

2021)   

a. Stormwater Management Analysis and Results 

b. HydroCAD modeling report for existing and proposed conditions 

c. Existing and proposed drainage maps 

d. Pond survey maps 

e. Summary of irrigation areas (for WL3 Building 3 Expansion) 

f. MIDs modeling report for existing and proposed conditions 

g. NOAA Atlas 14 precipitation frequency data 

2. Geotechnical Evaluation Reports (2) conducted by Braun Intertec dated June 14, 2019 and 

December 30, 2020 

3. Boston Scientific Corporation Weaver Lake Campus Access Drive/Parking Expansion Construction 

Plan Set (20 sheets) dated January 26, 2021 (revised February 18, 2021) 

4. Electronic HydroCAD models for existing and proposed conditions provided on February 19, 2021 

5. Electronic MIDs models for existing and proposed conditions provided on February 19, 2021 

6. MIDs Storm Water Quality Modeling Results dated February 18, 2021 

7. Stormwater Detention and Treatment Basin Assessments on Boston Scientific’s Maple Grove 

Campus conducted by Barr Engineering on November 5, 2020 

8. Wetland Delineation Report by Kjolhaug Environmental Services Company, Inc. dated April 3, 

2020 

9. City of Maple Grove Minnesota WCA Notice of Decision dated April 3, 2020 

 

Findings 

General 

1. A complete application was received February 22, 2021. The initial 60-day decision period per MN 

Statute 15.99 expires April 23, 2021. 

2. Most of the site (42.7 acres) generally drains northeast to an existing stormwater pond (Pond C) 

which outlets to stormsewer beneath I-94. The remaining 18.4 acres drains south into two existing 

stormwater ponds (Pond B and A) ultimately draining to stormsewer along Weaver Lake Road. 

3. The proposed improvements include the construction of an access drive and parking lot 

expansion. The project will  

a. move the access/circulation drive west to the edge of the landscape berm  

b. expanding the surface lots west and north of the buildings 

c. add an outbound lane for traffic exiting to eastbound Weaver Lake Road  

4. This work will create 4.8 acres of new impervious area and reconstruct 11.2 acres of impervious 

area on the 68.1-acre site. The table below summarized the area of disturbance and impervious 

area added or reconstructed for each of the three projects. Existing and proposed conditions 

HydroCAD models were created to model rate control. 
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Table 1 Project Area Summary 

Project 

Disturbance Area 

(acres) 

Added Impervious Area 

(acres) 

Reconstructed 

Impervious Area 

(acres) 

#2019-024 1.9 1.1 0.3 

#2021-001 22.0 3.5 7.1 

#2021-006 5.3 0.2 3.8 

Total 29.2 4.8 11.2 

 

5. One iron-enhanced sand filtration bench and an existing pond outlet modification will be 

constructed for treatment and rate control. The existing ponds receive all drainage from the site. 

6. Because soil borings indicate clay soils throughout the site and beneath the proposed BMPs, 

draintile will be placed beneath the iron-enhanced sand filtration bench media to convey treated 

discharge to the existing stormsewer beneath I-94. 

7. Existing Pond B and A are MN WCA-approved delineated wetlands. The outlet modification to 

Pond B is within the delineated wetland extent. As a condition for approval, the applicant must 

ensure the work is conducted to the satisfaction of the LGU. 

8. There are no Elm Creek Watershed jurisdictional floodplains or steam crossings within the site. 

 

Rule D – Stormwater Management (plans) 

General  

1. The entire site is 68.1 acres.  The new impervious area will be 4.8 acres. The reconstructed 

impervious area will be 11.2 acres.   

2. The soils on the site are predominantly Hydrologic Soil Group Type D. 

3. Soil borings indicate clay soils. 

4. Stormwater will be managed on the site through modifying the outlet of Pond B and the 

construction of one iron-enhanced sand filtration bench along Pond C. 

5. A site plan of the irrigation areas has been provided (contingency for project #2019-024).  

Low Floor Elevations 

1. Low floor elevations for buildings are more than 2 feet above the 100-year flood elevation in the 

existing ponds. 

 

Water Quality Controls 

1. Plans meet Commission requirements for a restricted site where infiltration is not feasible. 

2. Water quality and volume loads were estimated using the MIDs calculator.  

3. A MIDs model output was provided to show that post-development total suspended solids (TSS) 

and total phosphorous (TP) loads will be less than pre-development loads.   

4. Table 2 summarizes TP and TSS from this site before and after development.    
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Table 2 Water Quality Summary 

Condition 
TP Load 

(lbs/year) 

TSS Load 

(lbs/year) 

Filtration  

(cubic feet) (1) 

Pre-development (baseline)(2) 43.5 4,343 0 

Post-development without BMPs 47.5 4,729 0 

Post-development with BMPs 30 2,126 34,804 

Net Change -13.5 -2,217 +34,804 

(1) 4.8 acres of new impervious. 

(2) Water quality modeling includes one iron-enhanced sand filtration bench and existing constructed ponds. 

 

Rate Controls 

1. Rate control measures meet Commission requirements.  

2. Rate control for the site was provided by an iron-enhanced sand filtration bench and outlet 

modification to an existing pond.  

3. The applicant provided proposed HydroCAD model output for the 2-year, 10-year, and 100-year 

events which are summarized in Table 3.  

 

Table 3 Rate of Discharge Leaving Site 

Discharge Location Condition 
Area 

(acres) 

2-year 

(cfs) 

10-year 

(cfs) 

100-year 

(cfs) 

From Pond C (northeast) 
Existing 43.4 2.7 15.3 54.7 

Proposed 42.7 2.4 15.2 53.0 

From Pond B (south) 
Existing 16.8 5.7 9.7 14.6 

Proposed 17.4 3.2 7.4 11.7 

 

Abstraction Controls 

1. Full infiltration of 1.1 inches of runoff from impervious areas is not feasible since the site consists 

of clay soils. The Applicant proposes to use an iron-enhanced sand filtration bench and 

modification to an existing pond outlet to meet abstraction requirements.  

2. New impervious areas will be 4.8 acres requiring filtration of 19,042 cubic feet.  

3. The Applicant proposes using iron-enhanced sand filtration to meet the volume abstraction 

requirement. The HydroCAD model results indicate that the filtration bench will drawdown within 

48 hours. 

4. Pretreatment is provided by the existing pond before stormwater discharges to the iron-

enhanced sand filtration system. A sumped catch basin (ST349) provides pretreatment of 

stormwater before discharging near the iron-enhanced sand filtration system. 

5. Table 2 summarizes abstraction volumes and treatment provided for this site. 
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Rule E – Erosion and Sediment Control (plans) 

1. Plans meet Commission requirements for erosion and sediment control. 

2. The erosion and sediment control plan is consistent with current best management practices. 

 

Recommendations 

Approve Project #2021-001 with the following conditions:  

 

1. Work within the delineated wetland extents of Pond B must be conducted to the satisfaction of 

the LGU. 

2. Provide an operation and maintenance plan for iron-enhanced filtration bench that is approved 

by the City and ECWMC and recorded on the land title. 

3. Indicate areas of non-compaction on the Erosion and Sediment Control plan and specifically the 

Pond C filtration bench. 

 

Revise approval for Project #2019-024 to be without conditions.  

 

 

 

Joseph J. Waln, PE March 2, 2021  

Barr Engineering Co.  Date 

Advisor to the Commission 

 

Attachments 

Figure 1 Site Location Map 

Figure 2 Aerial Imagery 

Figure 3 Project Site Areas 

Figure 3 Existing and Proposed Drainage Pattern Map 

Figure 4 Pond C Iron-Enhanced Sand Filter Bench 

Figure 5 Pond B Outlet Modification 
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Figure 1 Site Location Map 
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Figure 2 Aerial Imagery 
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Figure 3 Project Site Areas 
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Figure 4 Existing and Proposed Drainage Pattern Map 
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Figure 5 Pond C Iron-Enhanced Sand Filter Bench 
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Figure 6 Pond B Outlet Modification 
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CHAMPLIN • CORCORAN • DAYTON • MAPLE GROVE • MEDINA • PLYMOUTH • ROGERS 

Skye Meadows Variance 

City of Rogers  Project #2021-002 

Project Overview: 

Location: Six parcels along the north and south side of Territorial Rd, west of Tilton Trail N. 

Purpose: Lennar Corporation is proposing to construct a residential development on 130 acres 

along Territorial Road.  The project would create 363 single family residential units 

proposed creating 38.73 acres of new impervious areas in seven phases.  All phases of 

the project were initially reviewed under Project # 2020-016 for stormwater 

management, erosion controls, floodplain alterations, wetland alterations, and buffer 

strips for all phases. This review is for a variance request for lots 1 through 11 regarding 

the low floor freeboard requirements in Rule D.    

WMC Rules 

Triggered: 

X Rule D  Stormwater Management 

 Rule E  Erosion and Sediment Control 

 Rule F Floodplain Alterations 

 Rule G  Wetland Alteration 

 Rule H Bridge and Culvert Crossings 

 Rule I  Buffer Strips 

X Rule K Variances 

 

Applicant: Lennar Homes Attention: Paul Tabone 

Address: 16305 36th Ave. N. Suite 600, 

Plymouth, MN  55443 

Phone: 952-249-3075 

 Email: paul.tabone@lennar.com  

  

Agent: ISG Attention: Jerremy Foss 

Address: 7900 International Drive, Suite 550, 

Minneapolis, MN  55425 

Phone: 952-426-0699 

 Email: Jerremy.foss@ISGInc.com  

 

Exhibits: Description Date Received 

Application ☒  Complete ECWMC Application 2/2/2021 

 ☒ ECWMC Request for Review and Approval 2/2/2021 

 ☒ City authorization: City of Rogers 2/2/2021 

 ☒ Review fee: 675 2/2/2021 

 ☒ Project Documents (site plans, reports, models, etc.) 1/26/2021 

Submittals   

1. 0-23476 Skye Meadows Variance Narrative 

1-City of Rogers Letter - Skye Meadows Grading Plan 

2-Rachael Drive Existing Building Elevations 

3.1-23476 Sky Meadows Grade Plan-North-2 

3.2-23476 Sky Meadows Grade Plan-North-3 

1/26/2021 
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Exhibits: Description Date Received 

4-Low floor elevation guidance 

2. 0-2021-02-05 Variance Response 

1-23476 Lot Elevation Tables 2-4 

2.1-23476 Sky Meadows Grade Plan-North-2 

2.2-23476 Sky Meadows Grade Plan-North-3 

3-223476 Low Floor Elevation Guidance Table 5 

2/5/2021 

3. 23476 - Skye Meadows - Section View Elevations 

23476 Lot Elevation Tables 2-4 

223476 Low Floor Elevation Guidance Table 5 

Low Floor Guidance Exhibit-2 

2/8/2021 

4. Low Floor Guidance Exhibit-EOF 

Wetland Overflow Map 

2/10/2021 

5. 2021-02-26 Variance Response 3 

23476 Alt Rachael Dr profile 

3/2/2021 

 

Findings 

General 

1. A complete application was received on February 2, 2021. The applicant requested a 60-day 

extension. The decision period per MN Statute 5.99 expires on June 2, 2021.  

2. The Commission approved this development under Project #2020-016 Skye Meadows at the 

January 2021 meeting on the condition that the low floor issue be resolved either through an 

approved variance or by bringing the project into conformance with Commission rules.  

3. This review covers the variance request.  

4. The Applicant requests a variance from the Commission’s Rule D requirement for two feet of 

freeboard above the high-water level of adjacent waterbodies for lots 1 through 11.  

a. Rule D. 3. b. i) (7) states: “The low floor elevation shall be at minimum two feet above the 

critical event 100-year elevation and at minimum one foot above the emergency overflow 

elevation of nearby waterbodies and stormwater ponds.”   

5. The Applicant meets the freeboard requirements for the City of Rogers.  

6. The City of Rogers supports the variance request.  

 

Rule D – Stormwater Management (plans) 

This review only covers the low floor elevation on the lots stated above of the Skye Meadows project. The 

other provisions of Rule D were approved under Project #2020-016 on all the other areas of this 

development.  

 

Low Floor Elevations 

The low floor elevations for Lots 1 through 11 do not meet Commission requirements. 

 

1. Table 1 shows that none of the lots meet the Commission’s freeboard requirement.   
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Table 1  Low Floor Freeboard Above High Water Level in Adjacent Waterbody 

Lot # Waterbody High Water 

Level (HWL)  

(feet) 

Low Floor 

Elevation  

(feet) 

HWL Freeboard = Low 

Floor Elev. minus HWL  

(feet) 

1 NW Wetland 8 936.5 936.1 -0.4 

2 NW Wetland 8 936.5 937.8 1.3 

3 NE Wetland 7 938.4 937.1 -1.3 

4 NE Wetland 7 938.4 937.3 -1.1 

5 NE Wetland 7 938.4 938.6 0.2 

6 Pond A 940.75 938.5 -2.3 

7 Pond A 940.75 938.5 -2.3 

8 Mid Wetland 8 939.4 938.5 -0.9 

9 Mid Wetland 8 939.4 939.0 -0.4 

10 Mid Wetland 8 939.4 939.3 -0.1 

11 Mid Wetland 8 939.4 939.7 0.3 

Red text indicates values less than 2-feet requirement 

 

 

2. Table 2 shows that only Lot 2 meets the Commission’s EOF freeboard requirement. 

 

Table 2 Low Floor Freeboard Above Emergency Overflow in Adjacent Waterbody 

Lot # Waterbody Emergency 

Overflow (EOF)  

(feet) 

Low Floor 

Elevation 

(feet) 

EOF Freeboard = Low 

Floor Elev. minus EOF Elev.  

(feet) 

1 NW Wetland 8 935.5 936.1 0.6 

2 NW Wetland 8 935.5 937.8 2.3 

3 NE Wetland 7 938.2 937.1 -1.1 

4 NE Wetland 7 938.2 937.3 -0.9 

5 NE Wetland 7 938.2 938.6 0.4 

6 Pond A 941.0 938.5 -2.5 

7 Pond A 941.0 938.5 -2.5 

8 Mid Wetland 8 941.7 938.5 -3.2 

9 Mid Wetland 8 941.7 939.0 -2.7 

10 Mid Wetland 8 941.7 939.3 -2.4 

11 Mid Wetland 8 941.7 939.7 -2.0 

Red text indicates values less than the 1-foot requirement 
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Rule K – Variances 

Variance Requirements 

1. Variances are allowed under Rule K of the ECWMC. Rule K states that variances may be granted 

for items not in literal agreement with the Rules in cases where literal enforcement would cause 

practical difficulties or particular hardship and is consistent with the Commission’s water 

resources plan and Minnesota Statutes under 103D. 

The Applicant supplied the following responses to the hardship evaluation, as defined in Rule K.  

1. The land in question cannot be put to reasonable use if used under the conditions allowed 

by the rules.  

a. Applicant Response: The land in question, if the homes are not built as proposed, does not 

meet the intent of the planned community for the City. Also, if homes are not built 

adjacent to the street, there is less incentive to construct the street which would impact 

the planned community traffic patterns.   

2. The plight of the applicant is due to circumstance unique to the applicant and not created 

by the Applicant.  

a. Applicant Response: The issue of these 11 lots is due to matching into and extending 

existing infrastructure that was previously planned out by the City as part of the previous 

development to the north 15 to 20 years ago.  Although this development is being 

reviewed under a different generation plan, the same rule has been applied under 

previous generation plans. The interpretation of this rule has changed since the 

generation plan of the original development is which causing some of the challenges 

now.   

3. The variance, if granted, will not adversely affect the essential character of the locality and 

other adjacent land.  

a. Applicant Response: The proposed improvements fit in with existing home styles and 

community in the area.   

4. Economic considerations alone shall not constitute a hardship if the land may be put to 

reasonable use for the land exists under the terms of the rules.  

a. Applicant Response: General planning standards would imply that new street construction 

is supported by adjacent private development to support the construction of the street 

and future maintenance of the street  Removing this connection limits the neighborhood 

connectivity to the proposed and existing adjacent neighborhoods which was previously 

planned by the City of Rogers.    

 

Technical Evaluation of Proposed Approach 

1. Existing structures to the north of the proposed development constructed in 2006 have low floors 

that do not have two feet of freeboard above the HWL of adjacent waterbodies. The City is not 

aware of any basement flooding problems for these structures.  

2. Applicant proposes meeting City requirements for freeboard for low floors and low openings, 

rather than the more restrictive ECWMC requirements. 

3. Table 3 provides a comparison of freeboard requirements for ECWMC and the City of Rogers. 
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Table 3 Freeboard Requirements ECWMC vs City of Rogers 

Building Elevation ECWMC Requirement City Requirement 

Low Floor  > HWL + 2 feet > NWL 

Low Opening  N/A > EOF + 2 feet 

   

 

4. The Applicant proposes the following: 

a. Keeping low floor elevations for proposed homes at or above the low floors for existing 

homes adjacent to the same waterbody.  

b. Set low floor elevations above the NWL of the adjacent waterbodies.  

c. Set low openings at least 2 feet above the EOF of adjacent waterbodies OR 2 feet above 

the HWL of a back to back 100-year storm.  

d. Keep low floor elevations for Lots 1 and 2 above the historical high water level of the 

adjacent wetland (936.0).  

5. Table 4 shows that all the lots have low floors above the normal water level for adjacent 

waterbodies, as required by the City of Rogers.  

 

Table 4 Low Floor Freeboard Relative to City of Rogers Requirements 

Lot # Waterbody NWL (feet) Low Floor Elev. 

(feet) 

NWL Freeboard = 

Low Floor minus 

NWL (feet) 

1 NW Wetland 8 935.5 936.1 0.6 

2 NW Wetland 8 935.5 937.8 2.3 

3 NE Wetland 7 935.2 937.1 1.9 

4 NE Wetland 7 935.2 937.3 2.1 

5 NE Wetland 7 935.2 938.6 3.4 

6 Pond A 938.3 938.5 3.3 

7 Pond A 938.3 938.5 0.3 

8 Mid Wetland 8 938.0 938.5 0.5 

9 Mid Wetland 8 938.0 939.0 1.0 

10 Mid Wetland 8 938.0 939.3 1.3 

11 Mid Wetland 8 938.0 939.7 1.7 

Red values are less than the 0 feet above the NWL City of Rogers requirement 

 

 

6. Table 5 shows that Lots 1 through 8 have low openings that are at least 2 feet above the EOF for 

adjacent water bodies. Lots 9, 10 and 11 do not meet the EOF requirement.  

7. In some cases, meeting the EOF freeboard requirement is unrealistic. An alternative approach is to 

check freeboard relative to the high water level that would result from a back-to-back 100-year 

storm event. Table 5 shows that Lots 9, 10, and 11 have at least two feet of Freeboard above the 

back to back 100-year high water level for the adjacent waterbody. 
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Table 5 Low Opening Freeboard Relative to City of Rogers Requirements 

Lot # Waterbody 100-

year 

HWL 

(feet) 

Back-to-

Back 100-

year 

Events 

HWL  

(feet) 

EOF 

(feet) 

Low 

Opening 

Elevation 

(feet) 

EOF 

Freeboard = 

Low 

Opening 

minus EOF 

Elev. (feet) 

Alt Freeboard 

= Low 

Opening 

minus Back to 

Back 100-year 

HWL 

1 NW Wetland 8 936.5 N/A 935.5 939.6 4.1 N/A 

2 NW Wetland 8 936.5 N/A 935.5 941.3 5.8 N/A 

3 NE Wetland 7 938.4 N/A 938.2 940.6 2.4 N/A 

4 NE Wetland 7 938.4 N/A 938.2 941.3 3.1 N/A 

5 NE Wetland 7 938.4 N/A 938.2 942.1 3.9 N/A 

6 Pond A 940.75 N/A 941.0 946.5 5.5 N/A 

7 Pond A 940.75 N/A 941.0 946.5 5.5 N/A 

8 Mid Wetland 8 939.4 N/A 941.7 946.5 4.8 N/A 

9 Mid Wetland 8 939.4 939.6 941.7 942.5 0.8 2.9 

10 Mid Wetland 8 939.4 939.6 941.7 942.8 1.1 3.2 

11 Mid Wetland 8 939.4 939.6 941.7 942.2 0.5 2.6 

Red values are less than the 2 feet above EOF or back-to-back 100-year high water levels  
 

 

The applicant responded to questions posed by staff. Below is a summary of the questions and responses. 

1. Are the lots in question buildable without filling in wetlands?  

Response: Yes. Most wetland fill caused by the project is from road and utilities. Extending 

Rachel Drive will provide transportation connectivity through the development and it will 

eliminate an existing sanitary lift station.  

2. Does strict interpretation of the ECWMC rules create non-conformities with other building 

requirements? 

Response: Yes. Driveway slopes would be steeper than 10%. Modifications to Rachel Road 

would create steep street grades. Landscaping grades would be steeper than 4:1, the 

maximum allowed by the City of Rogers.  

3. What is the impact of raising the building pads to meet ECWMC requirements?  

Response: Would require raising the street several feet. Would create steep driveways. 

Would require reconstruction of 150 feet of the existing Rachel Drive and adjacent 

driveways. Vertical curves would be steeper than standard. Increased wetland impacts. 

4. Can retaining walls be used to bring properties into compliance? 

Response: Retaining walls could help reduce wetland impacts and make yards flatter 

(more useable). They come with their own challenges. Homeowners must maintain them 

which tends to lead to complaints to the City.  

5. What measures is the developer taking to avoid, minimize, and/or mitigate basement flooding for 

the 11 lots in question.  

Response: The developer will meet existing building code. Lots will have a vapor barrier 

and insulation/drain board around the foundation walls, and a subdrain and sump. 

Surface elevations will drain away from the structures. Lennar provides an industry 

standard warranty.  
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6. What is the economic basis for maintaining that slab-on-grade construction is unreasonable for 

these lots?  

Response: Existing residents want a product that closely matches the existing houses. The 

expectation for single family homes is that there will be a basement. The market for slab-

on-grade product is generally for attached home types. It is important to the City that 

new homes be similar to existing homes to minimize potential conflicts between residents 

and the City.  

7. Would it be better to use some of this area for Park space?  

Response: A park is not desired by the City to own and maintain in this location. Park 

space in this development is being provided in other areas.  

 

The applicant will provide a presentation at the March Commission meeting supporting the variance 

request.  

 

Conclusions 

• The proposed approach meets City of Rogers freeboard requirements.  

• The Applicant has demonstrated that the proposed homes would have a similar risk of 

groundwater flooding as existing homes to the north. Existing homeowners have not reported 

flooding problems to the City in the last 15 years.  

• Clay soils in the area make lateral migration of high water levels through the soil unlikely.  

• It is probable that groundwater levels are close to normal water levels for adjacent waterbodies.  

• Rule D is unclear about whether the intent of the freeboard requirement is to minimize the 

potential for overland flooding and groundwater flooding, or just overland flooding. Other 

watershed management organizations use it to minimize both types of flooding.  

• The Applicant is aware that by building structures that do not meet the ECWMC freeboard 

requirement that there could be a higher potential for basement flooding.  

• There are technical challenges with meeting the Commission requirement that present a hardship 

for the applicant.  

• The economic basis for the hardship is the primary, but not the only hardship presented for the 

variance.  

• Questions of legal liability will be addressed by legal staff.  

 

 

 

Barr Engineering Co.  March 4, 2021  

Advisor to the Commission  Date 

 

 

 

Attachments 

Figure 1 Project Location 

Figure 2 Lot Numbers, High Water Levels, Normal Water Levels, Emergency Overflow Elevations 

Figure 3 Structure Elevations for Lots 1 through 7 (LSO = Low Opening, BFE = Low Floor) 

Figure 4 Structure Elevations for Lots 6 through 11 (LSO = Low Opening, BFE = Low Floor) 

Figure 5 Rachel Drive Existing Building Elevations 
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Figure 1 Project Location 

 

89



Skye Meadows Variance 

City of Rogers  Project #2021-002 

March 4, 2021 

C:\Users\JJw2\Dropbox (Barr)\Elm Creek\Elm Creek WMC\Project Reviews\2021\2021-002 Sky Meadows Variance\Review Report\2021-002 FOF Skye Meadows Variance.docx

 page 9 of 12 

 
Figure 2 Lot Numbers, High Water Levels, Normal Water Levels, Emergency Overflow Elevations 
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Figure 3 Structure Elevations for Lots 1 through 7 (LSO = Low Opening, BFE = Low Floor) 
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Figure 4 Structure Elevations for Lots 6 through 11 (LSO = Low Opening, BFE = Low Floor) 
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Figure 5 Rachel Drive Existing Building Elevations 
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Architecture + Engineering + Environmental + Planning

Variance Request 
for Rule D
Sky Meadows Development – Rogers, MN

ISG

March 10, 2021

Variance Request: The low floor (basement) elevations are 
within the required 2’ freeboard from the HWL and EOF.
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Architecture + Engineering + Environmental + Planning

Lot 9
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Architecture + Engineering + Environmental + Planning

Lot 10
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Architecture + Engineering + Environmental + Planning

Lot 11 
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Architecture + Engineering + Environmental + Planning

98



Architecture + Engineering + Environmental + Planning
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Architecture + Engineering + Environmental + Planning

Wetland Impacts

• R e d  s h a d e  a r e  t h e  
w e t l a n d  i m p a c t s  f r o m  
t h e  d e v e l o p m e n t

• L o t s  d o  n o t  i m p a c t  
t h e  w e t l a n d s  e x c e p t  
f o r  L o t  1 0  

• I m p a c t  w o u l d  
i n c r e a s e  a l o n g  
R a c h a e l  D r i v e  
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Architecture + Engineering + Environmental + Planning

Street profile: Proposed vs. Watershed

• P r o p o s e d  D e s i g n
• Meets vertical curve at existing connection

• Meets City of Rogers street design parameters

• Provides an ADA accessible route; street 
below 5%

• W a t e r s h e d  D e s i g n
• Does NOT meet vertical curve at existing 

connection

• Does NOT meet City of Rogers street design 
parameters

• Does NOT provide an ADA accessible route; 
street is above 5%
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Architecture + Engineering + Environmental + Planning

Plan-Profile Comparison Sheet – Watershed Design
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Architecture + Engineering + Environmental + Planning

Plan View of Rachael Drive – Watershed Design 
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Architecture + Engineering + Environmental + Planning

Profile View of Rachael Drive – Watershed Design
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Architecture + Engineering + Environmental + Planning

Economic Concerns

• S l a b - o n - g r a d e
• Neighbors demanded a closely related 

product during entitlement process

• P a r k  C o n s i d e r a t i o n
• City does not desire to own and maintain a 

park not consistent with the comprehensive 
plan

• Other portions of the project are dedicated to 
parkland 
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Questions?
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Additional Information 
(for reference)
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Architecture + Engineering + Environmental + Planning
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Architecture + Engineering + Environmental + Planning
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Architecture + Engineering + Environmental + Planning

Lot 1
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Architecture + Engineering + Environmental + Planning

Lot 2
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Architecture + Engineering + Environmental + Planning

Lot 3
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Architecture + Engineering + Environmental + Planning

Lot 4
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Architecture + Engineering + Environmental + Planning

Lot 5
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Architecture + Engineering + Environmental + Planning

Lot 6

115



Architecture + Engineering + Environmental + Planning

Lot 7
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Architecture + Engineering + Environmental + Planning

Lot 8
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F E B R U A R Y  2 6 ,  2 0 2 1  

Joe J. Waln, PE 
Senior Water Resources Engineer 
Barr Engineering 
C/O Elm Creek Watershed Management Commission 
3235 Fernbrook Lane 
Plymouth, MN 55447 
JWaln@barr.com 

7900 International Drive + Suite 550 + Bloomington, MN 55425 

952.426.0699 + ISGInc.com 

Architecture + Engineering + Environmental + Planning 

 

R E :   E L M  C R E E K  V A R I A N C E  R E Q U E S T  R E V I E W  R E S P O N S E  –  C I T Y  O F  R O G E R S  P R O J E C T  #  2 0 2 1 - 0 0 2  
 L E N N A R  S K Y E  M E A D O W S  

S I X  P A R C E L S  A L O N G  T H E  N O R T H  A N D  S O U T H  S I D E  O F  T E R R I T O R I A L  R D ,  W E S T  O F  T I L T O N  T R A I L  N  

Joe, 

Thank you for your variance review letter dated February 10, 2021. We have prepared the following information to address your 

review comments as well as recent comments received via email.  These responses have been compiled and finalized between 

discussions with the City of Rogers, Lennar, and ISG.   Please note that for your convenience each review item is restated below 

along with our corresponding response. 

1. The EOF for mid-wetland 8 means Lots 9, 10, 11 no longer meet City of Roger’s requirements for 2 feet of freeboard 

above the EOF. Options: 

a. Raise the lowest openings 

b. Lower the EOF  

c. If neither of those work, we can discuss. 

Response: Based on conversations with the City of Rogers and presumedly based off a conversation including the 

watershed, it was determined and communicated to ISG  that the HWL of a back-to-back 100-year rainfall event that 

provides greater than 2’ of freeboard would be sufficient for the comment above. The stormwater model was updated to 

run the back-to-back rainfall event resulting to a HWL of 939.6’. This minimal increase from 939.4 can be attributed to the 

relatively small tributary drainage area to middle Wetland 8 and the slightly over-sized discharge pipe.  These model 

results show the larger event is managed and Lots 9. 10, and 11 meet the City of Roger’s freeboard requirements from 

the EOF to lowest opening.  

2. Variance letter states that low floor elevations for proposed new homes would not be lower than the low floors for 

existing homes around the NE Wetland. The existing lowest floor elevation that borders the wetland is 937.1. 

a. Lot 1 proposes a low floor elevation of 936.1. This is 1 foot below the lowest floor for existing homes and 3.1 

feet below the home immediately north of Lot 1. 

b. Lots 1-4 have low floors that are generally 2 feet lower than the existing lots at the south end of Rachel Drive. 

Seems like you should at least be able to match lowest floor for the adjacent existing homes. 

Response:   The 937.1’ low floor elevation applies to the homes impacted by Wetland 7.  

a. The Lot 1 low floor elevation is to be compared with the adjacent NW Wetland 8. The low floor is at elevation 936.1 

and the adjacent Normal Water Level is 935.5.  The lowest opening elevation is at 939.60 and the adjacent HWL 

is 936.5.  These elevations meet the city requirements regarding NWL and EOF since the basement is above the 

NWL and lowest opening is 3.1 feet higher than the HWL.   

b. The low floor elevations for Lots 2, 3, and 4 are equal to or higher than the lowest floor elevation of the existing 

lots to the north.    
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3. The Variance rule has four criteria for making a case for an unreasonable hardship. Please address each of them. 

Specifically address why altering the structures (e.g., build them slab on grade) to comply with WMC rules is 

unreasonable.  

a. The land in question cannot be put to reasonable use if used under the conditions allowed by the rules. 

b. The plight of the applicant is due to circumstance unique to the applicant and not created by the Applicant. 

c. The variance, if granted, will not adversely affect the essential character of the locality and other adjacent land. 

d. Economic considerations alone shall not constitute a hardship if the land may be put to reasonable use for the 

land exists under the terms of the rules. 

Response: Below are the response per criteria.  

a. The land in question, if the homes are not built as proposed, does not meet the intent of the planned community 

for the City. Also, if homes are not built adjacent to the street, there is less incentive to construct the street which 

would impact the planned community traffic patterns.  

b. The issue of these 11 lots is due to matching into and extending existing infrastructure that was previously 

planned out by the City as part of the previous development to the north 15 to 20 years ago.  Although this 

development is being reviewed under a different generation plan, the same rule has been applied under previous 

generation plans.  The interpretation of this rule has changed since the generation plan of the original 

development is which causing some of the challenges now.   

c. The proposed improvements fit in with existing home styles and community in the area.  

d. General planning standards would imply that new street construction is supported by adjacent private 

development to support the construction of the street and future maintenance of the street  Removing this 

connection limits the neighborhood connectivity to the proposed and existing adjacent neighborhoods which was 

previously planned by the City of Rogers.   

Q U E S T I O N S  F R O M  G R O U P  M E E T I N G  

4. Are the lots in question buildable without filling in wetlands? 

Response: Yes, the majority of the wetland being filled with this project are related to road and utility infrastructure 

placement. The water and sewer access points are located at Rachael Drive and will be extended throughout the 

development. Rachel drive is an important piece of infrastructure to serve as the main connection point and the 

installation of this subdivision eliminates an existing lift station, providing a more reliable sanitary system. Rachael Drive is 

being extended to Territiorial Road to be the main entrance to the north half of this project. Hennepin County controls 

access points on county roads and the planned intersection of Teritiorial Road and Rachael Drive and Wood Lane meet 

their spacing guidelines.  

Raising the lots higher than currently proposed will result in houses that sit awkwardly higher (3’-6’) than adjacent 

neighboring existing homes.  Typically, anything more than 1-2’ is a large difference.  This difference results in localized 

drainage issues and calls/complaints to the City. 

There are small areas of additional wetland impact in areas that are already being impacted by the new roadway. 
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5. Does the strict interpretation of the ECWMC rules create non-conformities in the development for: 

a. Driveways 

b. Street design 

c. Slopes greater than 3:1? 

d. Other? 

Response:  The strict interpretation of the ECWMC rule does result in non-conformities for the development.  

a. The City of Rogers allows for maximum 10% driveway slopes. Driveway slopes over 6% are often not desirable 

for winters in Minnesota. The driveway slope also has an impact on sidewalk design as they must meet ADA 

regulations. Steep driveways during winter months on a busy street could cause safety issues with residents 

backing out of steep, icy driveways. 

b. To meet the requirements in addition to the driveway grade, the street grade would need to be increased from 

3% to greater than 10% to connect to Rachel Drive in order to raise the lots.  This is a drastic change from 

what is out there today and again does not fit in with the existing roadway and home infrastructure on Rachel 

Drive.  This steep street grade tying into steep driveway grades is a poor design.  These grades often cause 

issues in residential neighborhoods for people without AWD vehicles.  

c. The City of Rogers does not allow slopes greater than 4:1. Slopes that often exceed 4:1 are difficult for 

homeowners to maintain and mow, we are allowing steeper slopes along Rachael Drive to minimize the 

amount of wetland impact. If the road was raised higher and we had normal slopes of 4:1 the wetland impact 

would be greater. The use of retaining walls is allowed but usually minimized as best as possible to avoid 

future maintenance issues for homeowners.  Building permits and structural designs are required for retaining 

walls greater than 4 feet. 

d. The City of Rogers strives for developments to have usable backyards. The city understands that good 

backyards reduce the number of issues moving forward with regards to wetland violations, people mowing 

buffers, expanding their yards into the wetlands. Usable backyards also reduce the issues with future 

additions, decks, pools, sheds etc. that the City is challenged with regulating and not the Watershed.  

 

6. What is the impact of raising the building pads? 

a. Would there be wetland impacts?   

b. How does this impact sequencing (avoidance, minimization, mitigation, etc.)? 

 

Response: Raising the lots would require raising the street several feet since the building pad elevations are tied to the 

street. Connecting to the end of Rachael Drive would result in an initial street grade of over 10% as mentioned above. 

This results in a design the City does not want to approve with driveway grades that exceed preferred grades (concerns 

list above).  Understanding that this is not possible, a connection to existing Rachael Drive would need to be pulled back 

further to the north. We have evaluated where the new connection point would need to be in order to create a desirable 

street grade that meets vertical curve requirements and determined approximately 150 feet of existing Rachael Drive 

would need to be raised, thus requiring a full reconstruction of this portion of Rachael Drive with new curb, sidewalk, 

roadway, and revisions to storm sewer. The current parkway areas are at an approximate 940 elevation, resulting in the 

street being higher than the existing parkways which would require significant grading of the parkways as well as removal 

and replacement of an existing residential driveway. Other design concerns include southbound traffic coming out of a 

steeper than recommended vertical curve immediately into a horizontal curve. The horizontal curve meets requirements, 

however it does not take into account any vehicles that may be parked along the roadway impairing the visibility of 

oncoming traffic. 
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The street is what controls the impacts to the wetlands since the building pads are tied to the street.  The building pads 

could be raised somewhat independent of the street, but this would result in steeper driveway slopes and smaller wetland 

buffers. All wetland avoidance and mitigation has been approved by the City of Rogers who is the local governing unit for 

WCA.  

  

7. Was the stormwater management to the north developed using TP-40 storm events and this development Atlas 14 and 

if so, what difficulties has this created? 

Response: Yes it was using TP-40.  It doesn’t appear to have a noticeable impact based on previous modeling and the 

modeling currently performed by ISG.  Existing rates are higher using Atlas 14, thus proposed discharge rates can be 

higher as long as they are still less than existing. 

8. Can retaining walls be utilized to bring properties into compliance? 

Response: Retaining walls can help the usability of the yard and minimize impacts to the wetland. They do not directly help 

raise the low floor similar to the impact of driveway slopes and street grades.  Retaining walls become the responsibility of 

the home owner which add extra burden to what they must maintain.   The City in turn has to deal with the complaints 

when there are issues with walls.   

9. What measures will the developer take to avoid, minimize, and/or mitigate basement flooding for the structures on the 

11 lots. 

Response: All homes built in Rogers are required to have a sump pump installed and have a dedicated discharge location 

approved by the City. The City also requires the building pad elevation to be checked before the home is built through a 

survey. Once the home is built an as-built survey is also submitted to ensure the home was built at the correct elevation 

and all EOF’s called out on the approved grading plan are met. A physical inspection of the grading and sump connection 

point are required before a builder can receive a Certificate of Occupancy, if the conditions are not met, there is escrow 

money withheld until the problem is resolved. 

The 11 lots in question will have vapor barrier and insulation/drain board  around the foundation walls, surface elevations 

draining away from the homes, and will have a subdrain and sump pump to mitigate basement flooding. Lennar has an 

industry standard warranty to address issues that possibly arise.  

10. Are all the low openings at least 2 feet above the applicable EOF? 

Response: Lots 1-8 have lowest openings 2 feet above the EOF elevation and Lots 9-11 are at least 2.6 feet above the 

100-year back-to-back event for middle Wetland 8. This is discussed in more detail in comment response #1.  

11. Which lots have low floor elevations at or above the high water level for adjacent water bodies? 

Response: Lots 2, 5, and 11 have low floor elevations at or above the high water level of adjacent water bodies.  Please 

reference the elevation discussion in Comments 2a and 2b.    

12. What is the economic basis for maintaining that slab-on-grade construction is unreasonable for these lots?  

a. Would it be more economical to build slab-on-grade or to not build the 11 lots at all?  

b. Would it be practical to have fewer lots and dedicate the transition area to park? 
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Response: Neighbors to the north demanded a product closely matching characteristics of the existing housing product, 

which was worked through as part of the entitlement process with the City and the product type being proposed on these 

lots.  Marketing a few slab-on-grade detached single-family homes in an area with full basement single-family homes will 

not be noticed or desired when the expectation in this area is to have a basement with this product type.  There is a 

market for slab-on-grade homes, but the market for this product is an attached home type, not a detached single-family 

home type.   

A park is not desired by the City to own and maintain in this location.  There are already portions of this project that are 

dedicated to parkland.  The placement of more parkland in this area is not consistent with the City’s master park plan nor 

would it connect to the future park location.  The future park will include portions of several properties adjacent to this 

project to create one cohesive park project.  The request of a park by the watershed district may be construed as 

interjecting into the planning process by the City since the intent has been to extend Rachel Drive south to Territorial 

Road.   

It is very important to the City that the new homes, adjacent to existing homes, have a similar feel and requirement, thus 

this transition area, otherwise questions will be raised on flood risk and why certain homes have a significantly different 

freeboard than others that the watershed approved previously under the same rules.  The City prefers to avoid discussions 

on purchasing existing homes that were previously approved and now out of “compliance”.  Proposed homes constructed 

no lower than the existing homes are justifiably approved by the City of Rogers in this transition area. Historically flood 

protection is to protect to the low opening when adjacent to ponds and wetlands similar to this.   This is not the same as 

FEMA floodplain requirements on lakes and rivers with longer periods of flooding. 

 

Please contact me at 952.426.0699 or via email at Emily.Shaw@ISGInc.com with any questions or if there is any additional 

information we can provide in support of this project. 

Sincerely, 

 

Emily Shaw, PE 
Civil Engineer 
Emily.Shaw@ISGInc.com 

  

CC:  Judie Anderson (judie@jass.biz) 

Beverly Love (Beverly@jass.biz) 

James Kujawa (surfacewatersolutions@outlook.com) 

Andrew Simmons (asimmons@rogersmn.gov) 

 Paul Tabone (paul.tabone@lennar.com) 
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CHAMPLIN • CORCORAN • DAYTON • MAPLE GROVE • MEDINA • PLYMOUTH • ROGERS 

Cranberry Ridge  

City of Plymouth  Project #2021-003 

Project Overview: 

Location: Plymouth, MN north of Highway 55 and south of Old Rockford Road. 

Purpose: The project would construct an apartment building with underground parking garage, a 

surface parking lot, associated utilities, and stormwater management systems. Roughly 

half of the site drains to MnDOT ditches along Highway 55 to the northwest and 

southeast of the site. The remainder of the site drains north to an existing pond to the 

northeast of the site. The filtration basins at the southwest and southeast corners of the 

site will provide treatment and rate control. The project will disturb 2.73 acres and 

create 1.40 acres of new impervious area, 0.33 acres of which are reconstructed.  

WMC Rules 

Triggered: 

X Rule D  Stormwater Management 

X Rule E  Erosion and Sediment Control 

 Rule F Floodplain Alterations 

 Rule G  Wetland Alteration 

 Rule H Bridge and Culvert Crossings 

 Rule I  Buffer Strips 

 

Applicant: Cranberry Ridge Housing Limited 

Partnership 

Attention: Joan Bennett 

Address: 2510 University Avenue West 

St. Paul, MN 55114 

Phone: 651-789-6260 

 Email: Jbennett@beaconinterfaith.org 

  

Agent: Loucks, Inc. Attention: Jon Knutson 

Address: 7200 Hemlock Lane, Suite 300 

Maple Grove, MN 55369 

Phone: 763-843-0420 

 Email: rgilbert@bkbm.com 

 

Exhibits: Description Date Received 

Application ☒  Complete ECWMC Application 2/9/2021 

 ☒ ECWMC Request for Review and Approval 2/4/2021 

 ☒ City authorization: Plymouth, MN 1/28/2021 

 ☒ Review fee: $3,375 2/8/2021 

 ☒ Project Documents (site plans, reports, models, etc.) 2/9/2021 

Submittals   

1. Storm Water Management Plan, prepared by Loucks dated March 12, 2020 (revised December 4, 

2020)   

a. Stormwater Management Analysis and Results 

b. HydroCAD modeling report for existing and proposed conditions 

c. MIDs modeling report for existing and proposed conditions 
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d. Existing and proposed drainage maps 

2. Cranberry Ridge Housing Development Geotechnical Evaluation Report conducted by Braun 

Intertec dated March 8, 2018 

3. Cranberry Ridge Housing Development Final Construction Plan Set (17 sheets) dated April 21, 

2020 (revised December 21, 2020) 

 

Findings 

General 

1. A complete application was received February 9, 2021. The initial 60-day decision period per MN 

Statute 15.99 expires April 10, 2021. 

2. Roughly half of the site drains to MnDOT ditches northwest and southeast along Highway 55. The 

remainder of the site drains north to an existing pond to the northeast of the site. After the 

proposed development, most of the site will drain to the MnDOT ditches, thus reducing flow to 

the existing pond. 

3. The proposed Cranberry ridge development includes construction of an apartment building with 

underground parking garage, a surface parking lot, associated utilities, and stormwater 

management systems.  

4. The development will create 1.40 acres of new impervious area, 0.33 acres of which are 

reconstructed on the 2.73-acre site. Existing and proposed conditions HydroCAD models were 

created to model rate control. 

5. Two filtration basins will be constructed for treatment and rate control. The basins receive all 

drainage from the site with the exception of 0.125 acres (0.018 acres of impervious area) that 

discharges to the north to an existing pond.  

6. Because soil borings indicate clay soils throughout the site and beneath the proposed basin 

footprints, drain tile will be placed beneath the filtration basin media to convey treated discharge 

to the existing ditches along Highway 55. Runoff to the filtration basin to the southeast will 

discharge through a three-pump lift station. If the lift station is not being operated, overflow from 

the basin will be conveyed through a flared end to the existing pond to the north. When the 

pump is in operation, the filtration basin does not reach the overflow elevation up to the 100-year 

event. 

7. There are no Elm Creek Watershed jurisdictional floodplains, wetlands, or steam crossings within 

the site. 

 

Rule D – Stormwater Management (plans) 

General  

1. The project will disturb 2.73 acres.  The new impervious area will be 1.40 acres, 0.33 acres of which 

are reconstructed.      

2. The soils on the site are predominantly Hydrologic Soil Group Type D. 

3. Soil borings indicate clay soils. 

4. Stormwater will be managed on the site through two filtration basins. One of the basins 

discharges through a three-pump lift station. 
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Low Floor Elevations 

1. The 100-year flood elevation in the filtration basins is more than 2.0 feet below the low floor 

elevation of the proposed building. 

 

Water Quality Controls 

1. Plans meet Commission requirements for a restricted site where infiltration is not feasible.  

2. Water quality and volume loads are estimated using the MIDs calculator.  

3. A MIDs model output was provided to show that post-development total suspended solids (TSS) 

and total phosphorous (TP) loads will be less than pre-development loads.   

4. Table 1 summarizes TP and TSS from this site before and after development.    

 

Table 1 Water Quality Summary 

Condition TP Load 

(lbs/year) 

TSS Load 

(lbs/year) 

Filtration 

(cubic feet) (1) 

Pre-development (baseline)(2) 1.6 292 0 

Post-development without BMPs 3.0 542 0 

Post-development with BMPs 1.1 83 7,705 

Net Change -0.5 -210 +7,705 

(1) 1.40 acres of new or reconstructed impervious. 

(2) Water quality modeling includes two filtration basins. 

 

Rate Controls 

1. Rate control measures meet Commission requirements.  

2. Rate control for the site was provided by the filtration basins and a lift station.  

3. The applicant provided proposed HydroCAD model output for the 2-year, 10-year, and 100-year 

events which are summarized in Table 2.  

 

Table 2 Rate of Discharge Leaving Site – Cranberry Ridge Development 

Discharge Location Condition Area 

(acres) 

2-year  

(cfs) 

10-year  

(cfs) 

100-year 

(cfs) 

West Highway 55 Ditch Existing 0.8 1.47 2.72 5.53 

Proposed 1.5 0.30 2.07 4.89 

East Highway 55 Ditch(1) Existing 0.2 0.48 0.91 1.87 

Proposed 1.0 0.48 0.91 1.50 

North to Existing Pond Existing 1.6 2.86 5.48 11.52 

Proposed 0.1 0.31 0.58 1.18 

(1) The proposed rate control lift station manages peak flow to at or below existing conditions. 
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Abstraction Controls 

1. Abstraction controls meet Commission requirements. 

2. New impervious areas will be 1.40 acres requiring filtration of 5,574 cubic feet.  

3. Full infiltration of 1.1 inches of runoff from impervious areas is not feasible because the site 

consists of clay soils. The Applicant proposes to use sand filtration to meet abstraction 

requirements.  

4. Pretreatment is provided by rain guardian turret, collecting runoff from parking lot surface 

drainage before stormwater discharges to the filtration systems. Pretreatment is not provided for 

roof drainage or draintile into the basins. 

5. Table 1 summarizes abstraction (filtration) volumes and treatment provided for this site. 

 

Rule E – Erosion and Sediment Control (plans) 

1. Plans meet Commission requirements for erosion and sediment control. 

2. The erosion and sediment control plans are consistent with current best management practices. 

 

Recommendations 

☒ Approve 

 

 

 

 

Joseph J. Waln, PE February 26, 2021  

Barr Engineering Co.  Date 

Advisor to the Commission 

 

Attachments 

Figure 1 Site Location Map 

Figure 2 Aerial Imagery 

Figure 3 Existing Drainage Pattern Map 

Figure 4 Proposed Drainage Pattern Map 

Figure 5 Stormwater Drainage Plan 
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Figure 1 Site Location Map 
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Figure 2 Aerial Imagery 
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Figure 3 Existing Drainage Pattern Map 
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Figure 4 Proposed Drainage Pattern Map 
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Figure 5 Stormwater Drainage Plan 
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Roers Maple Grove Apartments 
Maple Grove, Project #2021-004 

 
Project Overview:  This project is part of the Minnesota Health Village (previously called 
Project 100) development that was reviewed and approved under project #2020-002. Minnesota 
Health Village is a 100.6-acre mixed-use development consisting of office, medical, hospital, 
multi-family residential and senior living facilities.  This portion of the MHV PUD is a 4.33-acre 
parcel located in the SW corner of 99th Place N. and Grove Circle.     
 
This project will trigger the Commission’s Appendix C Rules and Standards as indicated below.  

X Rule D  Stormwater Management (compliance to 2020-002) 
X Rule E  Erosion and Sediment Control 
 Rule F Floodplain Alterations  

X Rule G  Wetland Alteration (compliance to 2020-002) 
 Rule H Bridge and Culvert Crossings  

X Rule I  Buffer Strips (compliance to 2020-002) 
 
Applicant/Agent:  Bauer Design Build, Attention Nate Gebert, 14030 21st Ave. N, Plymouth, 
MN  55447.  Phone: 763-972-0000.  Email: nate.g@bauerdb.com 
 
Exhibits: 

1) ECWMC Request for Plan Review and Approval received February 1, 2021.  
2) PUD Development Stage Plans for MHV Multifamily for Roers Investments by 

Sambatek, dated January 12, 2021.  
a. Sheet C1.01, Title Sheet 
b. Sheet C3.01, Context Site Plan 
c. Sheet C3.02, Site Plan 
d. Sheet C4.01, Grading Plan 
e. Sheets C5.0-1 to C5.04, Erosion Control Plans, Notes and Details  
f. Sheet C6.01, Utility Plan 
g. Sheets C8.01 to C8.03 Details 
h. Sheets L1.01 to L1.03, Landscape and Shrub Plan, Details and Notes 

3) Stormwater Management Plan, MHV Multifamily, by Sambatek dated September 28, 
2020. 
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Findings:  
General 

1) A complete application was received on February 1, 2021. The initial 60-day decision 
period per MN Statute 15.99, ends on April 2, 2021. 

2)  Project 2020-002 was approved by the ECWMC per findings and recommendations 
dated March 12, 2020.  The approval covered the overall regional stormwater 
management plans, wetland alterations, buffer strips, and erosion control plans. 

a. Per MHV PUD (2020-002) findings, future phasing of the grading plans must be 
submitted separately for the Commission’s review for Rule E and consistency 
with other approvals from the ECWMC. Note, this project was submitted within 
one year of the approval day (March 12, 2020) by the ECWMC.  No fee is 
required during this one-year approval period.  

3) Plans that are consistent with the prior PUD approvals and where site plan erosion 
controls comply with Rule E, can be administratively approved by the Commission’s 
technical consultant.   

Rule D – Stormwater Management 

General 
1) Stormwater management for the MHV Multifamily project are consistent with the 

Commission’s approvals for project #2020-002. 
a. Roers Apartment plans will create 3.27 acres (76%) of impervious area. The site 

plans propose connection to existing storm sewer system draining into regional 
pond #1.    

b. 2020-002 stormwater management plans, as updated by the City, proposed 80% 
impervious areas for the Roers site parcel.  This site was approved to drain into 
regional pond #1. 

c. Rate controls, water quantity, quality and abstraction are consistent with 
approvals for project #2020-002 stormwater management plans as updated by the 
City of Maple Grove.  

Rule E – Erosion and Sediment Control 
1) The erosion control plans meet the Commission standard. 

Rules G and I – Wetland Alteration and Buffer Strips 

1) This project will not disturb wetlands or buffer strips in the MHV PUD.   
 
Decision:  Approved.  
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On Behalf of Barr Engineering 
Advisor to the Commission 

 
 

         February 5, 2021 
          Date 
James C. Kujawa 
Surface Water Solutions LLC 
 
Attachments 
Figure 1 Location Map 
Figure 2 2020 Aerial Photograph 
Figure 3 2020-002 Overall Site and Drainage Plan 
Figure 4 Roers Maple Grove Apartment Grading Plans 
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Figure 1 Location Maps 
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Figure 2 2020 Aerial Photograph 
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Figure 3 Project #2020-002 Overall Site and Drainage Plan 
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Figure 4 Roers Apartment Grading Plans 
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WJD Two Third Addition 
Rogers, Project #2021-005 

 
Project Overview:  This is a 14.8 residential project located on the south side of 137th Ave. N. 
approximately 400 feet west of Northdale Boulevard.  Rachel Development is proposing 56 
townhomes and a 134-unit apartment building on this property. The initial site grading and 
stormwater management was approved by the ECWMC under projects 2001-017 (WJD) and 
2003-003 (The Rogers Retail Centre 2nd Addition).  
 
This project will trigger the Commission’s Appendix C Rules and Standards as indicated below.  

X Rule D  Stormwater Management (compliance to prior PUD) 
X Rule E  Erosion and Sediment Control 
 Rule F Floodplain Alterations  

X Rule G  Wetland Alteration  
 Rule H Bridge and Culvert Crossings  

X Rule I  Buffer Strips  
 
Applicant:  Rachel Development, Attention David Stradtman, 4180 Napier Court NE, St. 
Michael, MN  55376.  Phone: 763-424-1525.  Email: dstradtman@racheldevelopment.com  
 
Agent:  Carlson-McCain, Attention Joe Radach, 3890 Pheasant Ridge Drive NE, Suite 100, 
Blaine, MN  55449.  Phone: 763-489-7900.  Email: jradach@carlsonmccain.com 
 
Exhibits: 

1) ECWMC Request for Plan Review and Approval received February 11, 2021.  
2) WJD Two Third Addition site plans by Carlson McCain dated December 22, 2020 with 

latest revision date of January 29, 2021.   
a. Sheet 1 of 8, Cover Sheet 
b. Sheet 2 of 8, Existing Conditions 
c. Sheet 3 of 8, Preliminary Plat 
d. Sheet 4 of 8, Preliminary Site Plan 
e. Sheet 5 of 8, Preliminary Parking Plan 
f. Sheet 6 of 8, Preliminary Utility Plan 
g. Sheet 7 of 8, Preliminary Grading & Erosion Control Plan 

3) ECWMC project files, 2001-017 and 2003-003. 
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4) Stormwater Management Plan, WJD Two Third Addition by Carlson McCain dated 
December 22, 2020, revised January 29, 2021. 

5) City of Rogers, Outlot B WJD Two Addition MN WCA Notice of Decision, Wetland 
Boundary or Type dated August 6, 2019. 

6) City of Rogers correspondence dated February 8, 2021, requesting the project be 
grandfathered in per original approved regional stormwater management plans and levied 
assessments based on Commission and City approvals from 1996 and 2001.   

Findings:  
General 

1) A complete application was received on February 11, 2021. The initial 60-day decision 
period per MN Statute 15.99, ends on April 12, 2021. 

2) The current site is used for agriculture production and drains toward an existing wetland 
along the west property line.   

3) The proposed development will consist of 56 townhomes and a 134-unit apartment 
building creating 6.15 acres of new impervious surfaces.   

4) The site will be graded to route stormwater into an existing regional pond constructed as 
part of the WJD PUD and Rogers Retail Center (EC projects 2001-017 and 2003-003).  

5) Wetlands were delineated and approved by the LGU in 2019.  There are no wetland 
impacts proposed.   

6) There are no FEMA floodplains present on this site.  

Rule D– Stormwater Management 
1) An existing regional pond along the south property line was constructed as part of the 

WJD subdivision and approved by the ECWMC in 2001 and 2003.   
2) Approvals for the regional facilities covered stormwater management plans the WJD 

PUD.  The regional pond was sized for rate controls and water quality treatment from this 
parcel. Design assumptions on the regional pond assumed 6.28 acres of impervious 
surfaces.  Actual impervious surfaces will be 6.15 acres.   

3) Per the City of Rogers request, the WJD Two Third Addition stormwater management 
was evaluated based on WJD 2nd Addition and Rogers Retail Centre 2nd Addition 
stormwater management designs and found to follow said plans. 

a. Rate controls and water quality are consistent with approvals for project #2001-
017 and 2003-003. 

b. Per past Commission procedures, stormwater management plans may be approved 
by the Commission if;  

i. the plans are consistent with prior Commission stormwater PUD 
approvals,  

ii. the plans show past activity and investment has occurred,  
iii. reasonable reliance from past activity was assumed, 
iv. investment and substantial financial damage would occur if a new 

application is required, 
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v. the plans have been assessed for regional stormwater facilities, and  
vi. requested by the member community. 

Rule E – Erosion and Sediment Control 
1) ACTION REQUIRED; SWPPP plans were not provided with the submittal.  NPDES 

SWPPP permits must be obtained from MPCA.  A copy of the permit and SWPPP plans 
will be required prior to construction. 

Rule I –Buffer Strips 

1) The wetland along the westerly edge of this site is shown with a buffer stirp that averages 
43 feet in width.  The buffer area shows a 10-foot pedestrian trail constructed within this 
buffer.   

2) The buffer strip will meet the Commission’s minimum (10 feet) and average (25 feet) 
standard to the westerly edge of the trail.  Additional buffer is shown above the trail to 
meet the City standard.  

3) ACTION REQUIRED; Wetland buffer vegetation does not meet the Commission 
requirements for native vegetation establishment and maintenance.  Native vegetation 
must be established within the Commission’s buffer area requirements.   

a. Vegetation proposed within the buffer area consists of 
i. a bluegrass sod strip below the trail and bluegrass sod above the trail 

ii. MnDOT seed mix 33-261 between the sod and the wetland. 
b. Maintenance must specify reseeding and/or replanting of the buffer strip does not 

survive during the first two full growing season. 
4) ACTION REQUIRED;  Wetland buffer monumentation must meet the Commission 

standards. 
a. No buffer monumentation is shown on the site plans.    

Recommendation:  Approval pending staff’s final approval of: 

• buffer requirements meeting the Commission’s standards  
• final SWPPP is provided prior to grading   

 
On Behalf of Barr Engineering 
Advisor to the Commission 

 
 

         March 3, 2021 
          Date 
James C. Kujawa 
Surface Water Solutions LLC 
 
Attachments 
Figure 1 Location Map 
Figure 2 2018 Aerial Photograph 
Figure 3 WJD Two Third Addition Grading Plans 
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Figure 3 WJD Two Third Addition Grading Plans 
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CHAMPLIN • CORCORAN • DAYTON • MAPLE GROVE • MEDINA • PLYMOUTH • ROGERS 

Boston Scientific 2021 WL3 West Building Expansion 

City of Maple Grove  Project #2021-006 

Project Overview: 

Location: 1 Scimed Place, Maple Grove, MN 55311, at the northwest quadrant of the I-94 and 

Weaver Lake Road intersection 

Purpose: The proposed work at the Boston Scientific Corporation Maple Grove campus would 

expand WL3 Building 3. The site drains to the northeast and south to three existing 

stormwater ponds. An iron-enhanced filtration bench on the northeast pond (Pond C) 

and reconstruction of the outlet from one of the two southern ponds (Pond B) will 

provide treatment and rate control. The iron-enhanced sand filtration bench is designed 

to treat all new impervious area from the project. The total area for stormwater features 

is approximately 68.1 acres. The WL3W Building 3 Expansion project will disturb 

approximately 5.3 acres and create 0.2 acres of new impervious area.  

WMC Rules 

Triggered: 

X Rule D  Stormwater Management 

X Rule E  Erosion and Sediment Control 

 Rule F Floodplain Alterations 

 Rule G  Wetland Alteration 

 Rule H Bridge and Culvert Crossings 

 Rule I  Buffer Strips 

 

Applicant: Boston Scientific Corporation Attention: Brendan Collins 

Address: One Scimed Place 

Maple Grove, MN 55311 

Phone: 763-955-8191 

 Email: Brendan.Collins@bsci.com 

  

Agent: HGA Attention: Kenny Horns 

Address: c/o HGA 420 N 5th St. #100 

Minneapolis, MN 55401 

Phone: 612-578-7703 

 Email: khorns@hga.com 

 

Exhibits: Description Date Received 

Application ☒  Complete ECWMC Application 2/22/2021 

 ☒ ECWMC Request for Review and Approval 1/27/2021 

 ☒ City authorization: Maple Grove, MN 2/15/2021 

 ☒ Review fee: $675 2/22/2021 

 ☒ Project Documents (site plans, reports, models, etc.) 2/19/2021 

Submittals   

1. Boston Scientific Corporation Weaver Lake Campus 2021 WL3 West Building Expansion 

Construction Plan Set (9 sheets) dated February 12, 2021 
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Boston Scientific 2021 WL3 West Building Expansion 

City of Maple Grove  Project #2021-006 

March 2, 2021 

C:\Users\JJw2\Dropbox (Barr)\Elm Creek\Elm Creek WMC\Project Reviews\2021\2021-006 Boston Scientific WL3 West Building Add\Review Report\2021-006_FoF.docx  

page 2 of 6 

Findings 

General 

1. A complete application was received February 22, 2021. The initial 60-day decision period per MN 

Statute 15.99 expires April 23, 2021. 

2. Most of the site (42.7 acres) generally drains northeast to an existing stormwater pond (Pond C) 

which outlets to stormsewer beneath I-94. The remaining 18.4 acres drains south into two existing 

stormwater ponds (Pond B and A) ultimately draining to stormsewer along Weaver Lake Road. 

3. The proposed improvements at the Boston Scientific Corporation include the construction of a 

building on the west side of the existing site. The building will replace an existing parking area.  

4. The building expansion will create 0.2 acres of new impervious area.  

5. Stormwater management for the project is provided in the project #2021-001 Access 

Drive/Parking Expansion. 

6. There are no Elm Creek Watershed jurisdictional floodplains, wetlands, or steam crossings within 

the site. 

 

Rule D – Stormwater Management (plans) 

General  

1. The review of stormwater management for done as part of project #2021-001 Access 

Drive/Parking Expansion. 

 

Rule E – Erosion and Sediment Control (plans) 

1. Plans meet Commission requirements for erosion and sediment control. 

2. The erosion and sediment control plan is consistent with current best management practices. 

 

Recommendations 

Approve with Conditions 

 

Conditions 

1. ECWMC approval of project #2021-001 for Rule D compliance. 

 

 

 

Joseph J. Waln, PE March 2, 2021  

Barr Engineering Co.  Date 

Advisor to the Commission 

 

 

Attachments 

Figure 1 Site Location Map 

Figure 2 Aerial Imagery 

Figure 3 Project Site Area 

Figure 4 Site Utility Plan 
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Figure 1 Site Location Map 
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Figure 2 Aerial Imagery 
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Figure 3 Project Site Area 
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Figure 4 Site Utility Plan 

 

  

 

 

150



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Hennepin County Environment and Energy 

701 Fourth Ave S., Suite 700, Minneapolis, MN 55415 

612-348-3777 | hennepin.us/environment 

DATE: March 2, 2021  

 

TO: Elm Creek Watershed Management Commission (ECWMC) 

  

FROM: Kris Guentzel; Hennepin County Department of Environment and Energy  

 

RE: March ECWMC Updates  

 

 

 

2021 Watershed Service Agreement 

In order to partner in sharing the cost of implementing Rush Creek Clean Water Fund (CWF) projects, as 

well as making use of the Elm Creek WMC capital funds allocated to this geography, a watershed service 

agreement with Hennepin County will be needed this year. Hennepin County staff have drafted this Scope 

of Services and included it in March Commission meeting packet materials for feedback. Please provide 

any feedback and/or questions you can during the March Commission meeting. Based on your feedback 

and questions, the agreement will be revised and included for review and action for the April meeting. 

 

Personnel Changes 

Hiring Conservation Specialist 

Hennepin County Environment and Energy recently posted for a Conservation Specialist, who is being 

brought on to lead implementation of the Rush Creek CWF Implementation Grant and other rural 

conservation initiatives of the department. The county received nearly 140 applications, from which a 

small subset will receive interviews. The interview panel will be made up of Hennepin County staff, 

along with Ken Guenthner. Thanks Ken for your help! 

 

We anticipate having our new Conservation Specialist on staff in late March or early April. 

 

Subwatershed Analyses 

Diamond Lake  

No update. 

Previous: Hennepin County staff met with Wenck staff, Nico Canterero and Jeff Strom, to discuss 

assistance on development of the Diamond Lake Subwatershed Analysis. Wenck staff are in the process 

of completing report deliverables, which county staff will ground truth and provide feedback on 

implementation feasibility. This work will be completed later this winter or early spring following 

snowmelt. 
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Rush Creek Clean Water Fund Implementation Grant 

Hennepin County is hiring a Conservation Specialist who will focus their work on completing 

implementation of the Rush Creek CWF grant. County staff are working internally to develop an outreach 

& marketing campaign to seek out landowners to work with in spring and summer 2021. County staff will 

engage ECWMC for feedback on this outreach & marketing campaign and will seek assistance (where 

appropriate) to improve its outreach potential. 

 

 

Project / Program Updates 

Jubert Lake Agricultural BMPs 
Update: Designs for two projects are finalized and Phase 1 projects along the creek and associated 

tangential drainage BMPS are going through final edits and then off to landowner for final approval. 

 

Previous: Phase 1 projects west of Jubert Lake are in the final design review stage and will be presented 

to the Landowners for approval and contracting. We will be engaging contractors to complete Phase 2 

designs and permitting for all projects in early spring. Phase 1 Project implementation will likely occur 

this fall with Phase 2 projects to commence in 2022. These projects are on multiple parcels west of Jubert 

Lake. Design and implementation are being funded through a funding partnership with ECWMC, 

Hennepin County, the State of MN (Rush Creek CWF grant), and the parcel landowners. 

 

Agricultural Soil Health Initiative 

In late February, Hennepin County staff sent a few dozen mailers to targeted farmers regarding cover 

crops and other soil health initiatives. County staff will be sharing those materials with the Commission 

as they become available. 

152



153



154



155



156



157



158


	01 Meeting Notice_reg  meeting
	02 Regular Meeting Agenda
	03 February 10 2021  regular meeting minutes
	04 Treasurer's Report
	03-21 TR EC.pdf
	20210304122001203.pdf

	05 Stantec Professional Services Agreement
	06 2021 Hennepin County Cooperative Agreement
	07 2021-01 Resolution_on_Government_Records_v2
	08 March Staff Report
	09 Project Review 2019-024 Boston Scientific FOFv2-
	Boston Scientific Weaver Lake Road Building 2 East Addition
	Maple Grove
	Project #2019-024
	Project Overview:  Boston Scientific is proposing to build a two-story addition on the east side of their existing building #2 to provide production and office space.  The project will entail moving the existing service drive and site utilities to the...

	10 Project Review 2020-033 Weston woods FOF 2-16-21 revision
	Weston Woods
	Medina, Project #2020-033
	Project Overview:  This is a 135-acre project found north of Hwy 55 and east of Mohawk Drive.  There are 108 attached residential units, 42 detached single-family lots, and 30,000 square feet of commercial building space.  Site development will includ...

	11 Project Review 2021-001 Boston Scientific FoF_v2021-03-02
	12 Project Review 2021-002 Skye Meadows Variance FOF v2021-03-04
	13 Project Review 2021-002 Sky Meadows Variance Presentation (002)
	14 Project Review 2021-002 Skye Meadows Variance Response 3
	15 Project Review 2021-003_Cranberry Ridge_FoF_v2021-02-26
	16 Project Review 2021-004 Roers Maple Grove Apts FOF
	Roers Maple Grove Apartments
	Maple Grove, Project #2021-004

	17 Project Review 2021-005 WJD Two thirds  FOF2-23-21-9.27
	WJD Two Third Addition
	Rogers, Project #2021-005

	18 Project Review 2021-006_Boston Scientific FoF_v2021-03-02
	19 2021_March County Staff Report
	20 HF1586-0 correspondence



