Central Draw Storage Facility Overflow
South Washington Watershed District

Record of Decision

In the Matter of the Decision of the Need for . 2

an Environmental Impact Statement for the K lndlngs Of FaCt9
Proposed Construction and Operation of the Conclusions of L. aw, and
Central Draw Storage Facility Overflow .
Project in Cottage Grove, MN. Resolution

G.

Findings of Fact

The South Washington Watershed District (SWWD) as local sponsor is proposing to
construct an overflow for its Central Draw Storage Facility (CDSF) to provide a controlled
overflow to the Mississippi River during infrequent (1% chance or less frequent) yet
reasonably foreseeable precipitation events.
The need for the overflow project results from past and planned future development in the
watershed and construction and operation of the City of Woodbury’s Bailey Lake Lift
Station. In the absence of the overflow, extreme precipitation events will ultimately result in
flooding of residential neighborhoods within the SWWD.
The South Washington Watershed District was formed, in part, to identify and construct a
controlled overflow route.
SWWD convened a Local Advisory Committee (LAC) in 1998-1999 consisting of
representatives from all applicable State and Regional agencies, Municipalities, Washington
County, and concerned citizens for the purpose of identifying a preferred comprehensive
overflow solution and route.
The SWWD Local Advisory Committee and SWWD Board identified the currently proposed
overflow option as the preferred option among several alternatives for several reasons,
including:

a. Preference of State Agencies in utilizing an overland route of stormwater ponds and

detention basins and conveyance pipes rather than a direct piped outlet at the River.
b. Opportunity for a combined Watershed District and City stormwater system through
the City of Cottage Grove’s planned East Ravine development.

c. Need of the project and timing of construction with various partners.
Construction of the identified solution and currently proposed project was coordinated to
coincide with development activity and planned roadway improvements in the area.
With development activity beginning in the project area, SWWD and Washington County
developed a partnership to construct Phase I of the overflow in 2013 in conjunction with
roadway improvements necessary to serve anticipated development.
As local sponsor and project proposer, SWWD completed environmental review through the
preparation of a voluntary Environmental Assessment Worksheet (EAW) in 2013 under




K.

Minnesota Rules 4410.1000 subp. 3 (D) to determine if Phase I of the project had the
potential for significant environmental effects.

The SWWD Board determined that Phase I of the project did not have the potential for
significant environmental effects and committed to completing additional environmental
review for remaining project phases in Findings of Fact and Record of Decision dated
February 12, 2013.

Phase I construction of the Overflow project was completed in 2013 in partnership with
Washington County.

Subsequent environmental review for Phases [I-V was initiated through preparation of a
second EAW in 2014.

During development of the EAW, SWWD held several meetings with interested agencies
including Washington County, Department of Natural Resources, Metropolitan Council, City
of Woodbury, and City of Cottage Grove to discuss potential environmental impacts
resulting from the project. Agency comment was considered and incorporated into the EAW.

. A Draft EAW was presented to the SWWD Board of Managers at their regular meeting on

April 8, 2014.
The EAW was filed with the Environmental Quality Board (EQB) and a notice of its
availability was published in the EQB Monitor on April 28, 2014. A copy of the EAW was
sent to all persons on the EQB Distribution List. Press releases announcing the availability
of the EAW were sent to newspapers in the area.
The EAW and supporting technical materials used in preparation of the EAW are
incorporated by reference into the Record of Decision on the Determination of Need for an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).
The 30-day EAW public review and comment period began April 28, 2014 and ended May
28, 2014 pursuant to Minnesota Rules part 4410.1600.
During the 30-day public review and comment period, SWWD received 7 letters containing
written comments. Comments were received from the following parties:

a. Tod Sherman, Planning Supervisor, Minnesota Department of Transportation

b. Kevin Kain, Planner Principal, Environmental Review Unit, Minnesota Pollution

Control Agency

¢. Ryan Schroeder, City Administrator, City of Cottage Grove

d. Clint Gridley, City Administrator, City of Woodbury

e. Brooke Haworth, Environmental Assessment Ecologist, Central Region, Minnesota

Department of Natural Resources

f. LisaBeth Barajas, Manager, Local Planning Assistance, Metropolitan Council

g. John Elholm, Parks Director, Washington County
Written comments received and SWWD’s responses are compiled in Appendix A and
incorporated by reference into this Record of Decision on the Determination of Need for an
EIS.
Several comments received related to permitting and procedural processes. Permitting and
procedural processes are not criteria for determining the need for an EIS. However, all
relevant permits have been identified and will be secured prior to project construction.
Several comments were received related to positive potential effects to the ravine drainage
pathway, Ravine Lake, and the Cottage Grove Ravine Regional Park resulting from the
project including addressing current flooding concerns, prevention of erosional degradation,



improving existing conditions in the ravine, and providing for flood protection and
management of stormwater from Cottage Grove and Woodbury.

U. Commenters from Metropolitan Council and Washington County raised concerns about
unexpected impact to trees and habitat within the park from operation of the CDSF overflow.
Neither found an EIS to be necessary.

V. As stated in the EAW, much of the necessary stabilization in the ravine can be achieved
through vegetation management. That vegetation management will be consistent with the
Park Master Plan, including control of woody invasives, canopy thinning, and restoration of
natural forest and savanna habitats.

W. Where engineered practices (e.g. check dams and channel linings) are necessary, they will
stabilize an existing risk for severe erosion in the channel, preventing environmental
degradation.

X. Potential for unexpected impacts to trees can and will be addressed and planned for during
project design, execution of an easement for construction and operation of the overflow
through Ravine Regional Park, and completion of a Park Master Plan amendment. All plans
for work within the Park will be developed in partnership with Washington County and
Metropolitan Council.

Y. Minnesota Rules Part 4410.0200 Subpart 51, define mitigation as follows:

a. Avoiding impacts altogether by not undertaking a project or parts of a project;

b. Minimizing impacts by limiting the degree of magnitude of a project;

c. Rectifying impacts by repairing, rehabilitation, or restoring the affected environment;

d. Reducing or eliminating impacts over time by preservation and maintenance
operations during the life of the project;

e. Compensating for impacts by replacing or providing substitute resource or
environments; or

f.  Reducing or avoiding impacts by implementation of pollution prevention measures.

Z. The Rules of the Minnesota Environmental Quality Board set forth the following standards
and criteria (Minnesota Rules part 4410.1700, subpts. 6 and 7) to which the effects of a
project are to be compared to determine whether it has the potential for significant
environmental effects:

a. Type, extent, and reversibility of the environmental effects;

b. Cumulative potential effects of related or anticipated future projects;

¢. Extent to which the environmental effects are subject to mitigation by ongoing
regulatory authority; and

d. The extent to which environmental effects can be anticipated and controlled as a
result of other environmental studies undertaken by public agencies or the project
proposert, including other EISs.

AA. Based on the information contained within the EAW and provided in written comments
received and in the responses to those comments, SWWD has identified no un-mitigated
environmental effects for PHASES II-V of the Central Draw Storage Facility (CDSF)
Overflow Project.




Conclusions of Law

SWWD has fulfilled all applicable procedural requirements of law and rule regarding the
determination of need for an environmental impact statement for the Central Draw Storage
Facility (CDSF) Overflow Project: Phase II — Phase V in Cottage Grove, Minnesota.
Type, extent, and reversibility of environmental effects
Based on the Findings of Fact, SWWD has determined that all potential environmental
effects resulting from the project will be minor in type, extent, or are reversible. The
determination of minor in type, extent, and reversibility incorporates environmental
commitment and mitigation as described herein in item 7. above.
Cumulative potential effects of related or anficipated future projects
Cumulative effects are potential impacts placed within the context of the impacts caused by
other projects. Those impacts may or may not result from the same or similar type of project.
There is potential for cumulative effects resulting from development pressures in Cottage
Grove. Those potential effects were evaluated and addressed in the EAW. The project will
be designed to accommodate increased rates of runoff from full development.
. Extent to which environmental effects are subject to mitigation by on-going public regulatory
authority
The project will be subject to various on-going permitting and regulatory authorities,
including:

o Physical Impacts on Water Resources (MnDNR, Wetland Conservation Act,
USACE, SWWD)
Effects on Surface Water Use (MnDNR)
Erosion and Sedimentation (MnPCA, SWWD)
Water Quality (MnPCA, SWWD)
Recreation and impacts to park resources (Washington County, Metropolitan
Council)
. Extent to which environmental effects can be anticipated and controlled as a result of other
environmental studies undertaken by public agencies or the project proposer, or other EISs.
Environmental effects have been addressed in the current EAW. No subsequent
environmental review is anticipated.
Based on consideration of the standards and criteria and factors specified in the Minnesota
Environmental Review Program Rules (MN Rules Part 4410.1700, subpart 6 and 7) to
determine whether a project has the potential for significant environmental effects, and on the
Finding and Record in this matter, the SWWD determines that Phase II — Phase V of the
proposed Central Draw Storage Facility Overflow project does not have the potential for
significant adverse environmental effects.

o O O O



SWWD Resolution #2014-002

Central Draw Storage Facility (CDSF) Overflow, Phase II- Phase V Environmental Assessment
Worksheet
Decision on the Need for an Environmental Impact Statement

WHEREAS, the South Washington Watershed District (“The District”) has approved and locally
adopted a comprehensive watershed management plan (“Plan™) as defined by Minnesota Statutes Chapter
103B, 103D and 103E and Minnesota Rule Chapter 8410; and

WHEREAS, The District’s Plan includes various projects to provide flood control, improve water
quality, manage stormwater runoff and manage natural resources; and

WHEREAS, The District’s Plan includes a capital improvement program; and

WHEREAS, The District’s Plan includes the construction of the Central Draw Overflow in the
capital improvement program; and

WHEREAS, The District voluntarily completed an Environmental Assessment Worksheet for the
project; and

WHEREAS, The Environmental Assessment Worksheet was published in the EQB Monitoring
April 28, 2014 for a 30 day comment period; and

WHEREAS, the South Washington Watershed has provided response to submitted comments;
and

WHEREAS, the South Washington Watershed District has compiled a Findings of Fact
summarizing the District’s review of the proposed project; and

WHEREAS, the South Washington Watershed District has determined that there is not a potential
for significant adverse environmental effects resulting from the project, and

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the South Washington Watershed District Board
of Managers, based on the above Findings of Fact, does not order an Environmental Impact Statement for
Phase Il — Phase V of the Central Draw Storage Facility Overflow project.

Manager /’]l a/ﬂm moved the adoption of the foregoing Resolution #2014-

002, and Manager Mﬂdl z/vﬁ(,ﬂ/ seconded the adoption of the Resolution, and it

was duly adopted by the Board onthe __10th __ of June, 2014.

Donald L. Pereira, Secretary







Appendix A: Response to Comments

COMMENT ID

REVIEWER

LOCATION IN EAW

ORIGINAL REVIEW COMMENT

RESPONSE

MnDOT

Permits

As development moves forward and plans are refined, proposed construction next to or within MNnDOT
right of way will need to be reviewed by MnDOT.

Noted.

MnDOT

Water Resources;
Permits

The proposal must not increase existing discharge to the MnDOT drainage system. The applicant will
need to submit plans as development that could potentially impact MnDOT drainage occurs. The
applicant shall submit hydraulic computations for 10, and 100 year storms for the pre- and post-
development stages. Drainage area maps are required and should have flow arrows to indicate
direction of overland and conveyed flows. Please direct questions regarding this issue to Bruce Irish
(651-234-7534), of MNnDOT's Water Resources Section.

Noted. No impacts to the MnDOT drainage system are anticipated.

MnDOT

Permits

In addition to a potential drainage permits, any use of or work within or affecting MnDOT right of way
requires a permit. Permit forms are available from MnDOT's utility website at
http://www.dot.state.mn.us/utility/. Please include one 11 x 17 plan set and one full size plan set with
each permit application. Please direct any questions regarding permit requirements to Buck Craig
(651-234-7911) of MNDOT's Metro Permits Section.

Noted.

Cottage Grove

Land Use

The planned project is consistent with the future growth plans within the associated sub-watershed
districts within Cottage Grove. The EAW adequately acknowledges this consistency. The plan is part
of a continuing cooperative effort between the City and the SWWD to maintain the surface water
drainage generated by that growth. The EAW adequately acknowledges this effort.

Noted.

Cottage Grove

Water Resources

The Cottage Grove Ravine Regional Park is the largest public park within the community, and the
plan's intention to solve current flooding issues at the park entrance will be beneficial to residents of
the City and the region. Given the existing erosion problems identified in the report within the storm
water utility corridor, the City encourages the project's plan to correct these problems and put
measures in place to permanently prevent further erosional degradation.

Noted.

Cottage Grove

Land Use

One of the City's tasks is to regulate activity within the Mississippi River Critical Area Corridor, and the
plan's recognition and conformance with the Critical Area Rules is supported. The project's plans to
utilize the existing historical drainage way within Cottage Grove's geography is supported as being the
most economical route to pursue. The City further finds that the information provided in the report,
attached as Exhibits A and B, to be accurate and the recommendations valid.

Noted.

Woodbury

General

The City believes the EAW thoroughly investigates the environmental impacts associated with the
project and offers no comments or corrections to any of the items within the EAW. Woodbury
supports this project, and believes the mitigation measures proposed in the EAW will not only
adequately address the impacts associated with the CDSF overflow project, but should also help
improve the existing conditions in the ravine area and future conditions in the ravine as the
surrounding area develops...

Noted.

MPCA

General

MPCA staff has reviewed the EAW and have no comments at this time...

Noted.

Metropolitan
Council

General

The Council staff review finds that the EAW is complete with respect to regional concerns, and raises
no major issues of consistency with Council policies. The Council finds that an EIS is not necessary
for regional purposes.

Noted.

10

Metropolitan
Council

General

| While the Council respects the validity of the predicted 100-year flood precipitation event data

provided as a basis for he South Washington Watershed District's multi-phase CDSF project (Project),
we remain concerned with the extent of planned habitat impacts within the Cottage Grove Ravine
Regional Park (Regional Park). The planned stabilization of the flow channel to withstand erosive
forces of stormwater flow and prolonged periods of innundation will result in significant negative
impacts to the Park's natural character.

Noted. However, it is important to emphasize that there is a substantial
existing erosion risk in the ravine. That, that risk will be exacerbated by
local development, and only nominally increased by connecting the
SWWD's Central Draw overflow. The stabilization project as described in
the EAW will mitigate that existing risk and prevent largescale destruction
in the park under the present condition. The existing risk of erosion
combined with County vegetation management/restoration plans for the
Park justify a proactive approach in stabilizing the ravine. '
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Metropolitan

The EAW states on pages 11 and 12 that the project is compatible with and complies with the
Mississippi River Corridor Critical Area (MRCCA) guidance. It is not clear from the EAW what the
extent of vegetation removal will be from within the drainage channel within the MRCCA to stabilize it
adequately to accomodate design flow events. The DNR's MRCCA reviews typically call for the

Any vegetation removals within the MRCCA will be part of vegetation
management activities which will be consistent with and completed as part

of existing restoration efforts.

1% Council R ee preservation of as much of the native plant community and tree canopy as possible to preserve the
natural character and topography of the MRCCA. Council staff requests that the response to
comments document provide additional information regarding the extent of vegetation planned for
removal and discussion regardeing the vegetation restoration plan.
The EAW states that specific erosion control and stabilzation measures to be implemented within the | Noted. See Response to comment 14.
Metropolitan north and south reaches of the ravine have not been identified at this time. _As includgd in the .
20 Coureil Water Resources comments under Item 7 [comment 14], the Council requests to be involved in the design selection
process when Washington County Parks staff, Watershed staff, and their consultants determine the
design of the stabilization channel to more fully understand its impacts and scope.
Tree clearing on both sides fo the upper western drainage channel through the Regional Park, if it is Noted. See Response to comment 14.
; ; i 150 feet wide for a proposed necessary stabilization length of 5200 feet would result in an
21 M%ﬁ?ﬁéﬁan COFﬁh‘SWéld"fe#EI?nte approximate 18 acre void through the forest system. As we have stated earlier in our review, the
ms, Rare-reallles | esuncil would prefer to see a method of stabilzation chosen that minimizes the loss of health forest
along the drainage channel.
The Regional Park is already host to two other utility corridors which leave unsightly and undesireable | Modeled project flows will not result in crown inundation. However, we will
breaks in the Park's habitat. Should future Project flow inundation events result in the measurable work with Washington County to develop a management response plan
29 Metropolitan Fish, Wildlife, Plant loss of currently healthy trees (in spite of EAW supporting document projections to the contrary), should unexpected tree mortality occur as a result of altered hydrologic
Council Comms, Rare Features | Council staff recommends that the Watershed work with Washington County Parks staff to mitigate for | conditions. Said plan will be incorporated into the easement for the
the loss through reforestation in the stabilization corridor with compatible native trees more tolerant of | project.
crown inundation over long periods of time.
To the extent possible, the Council recommends that the Project have as little impact to native Noted, As currently planned, the project would avoid the rich fen habitat.
Metropolitan vegetation and woodlands as possible within the identified native plant communities outcroppings and
23 e Native Plant Communities | Sites of Biodiversity Significance as identified by the Minnesota County Biological Survey (MCBS).
Specifically within the Regional Park, we recommend complete avoidance of structural stabilization
impacts to the areas classified as rich fen habitat bounding the northern perimeter of Ravine Lake. :
The same low-probability precipitation events that watershed modeling for this Project predicted would | The current project scope includes stabilizing the western channel to
result in flood damage and erosion risks within the western drainage channel that also flows into protect against existing and future erosive flows. The then stable channel
Ravine Lake within the Regional Park identified similar, but even greater magnitude peak flow events | will provide a stable drainage channel for runoff resulting from low
Metropolitan Cumulative Potential in the eastern drainage channel that flows into the Lake. The Council recommends that the probability preciptat?on eyents in the District's northern watershed. No
24 Couneil Effects Watershed revise the Project scope to incorporate stabilization of the eastern drainage channel into such use has been identified for the eastern channel. As such any wprk to
Ravine Lake, either as an additional component of Phase IV or an additional Phase of the overall stabilize the eastern channel are outside the scope of the current project.
Project. At a minimum, an erosion analysis would need to be performed for the east channel. The We would consider assisting the County with addressing existing active
record of decision document should address the incorporation of this potential additional project erosion in the eastern channel upon request from the County.
construction component at the same time as Phase IV, or as an additional phase.
o5 Metropolitan Cumulative Potential The Council recommends that all proposed Regional Park drainage channel stabilization plans and We will work with Wasington County to complete necessary amendment of
Council Effects proposed Park revisions be incorporated into a single Master Plan amendment process. the Master Plan. The County will lead that process.
Please clarify the Flow Hydrograph data presented for Figure 2 modeling points B, C, D, and E ad The commentor correctly notes that the graphs and text do not match. The
Metropolitan Appendix B- Lower East shown on Graphs 4, 5, 6, and 7 presented on pages 7, 8, 10, and 11 respectively, in Appendix B. The | text and_ the table in the memo are correct and form the_ basis for the
26 Council Ravine Stabilization peak flow values expressed in the text for each modeling point do not quite match the "With Project" conclusions of the memo. The graphs were meant for |I!ustrat|on purposes
curve peaks in their respective graphical presentations. and were inadvertantly generated from an adjacent link in the SWNMM
model, but were not used in formulating conclusions of the memo.
This section [11.b.ii] describes post-construction conditions and references a SWPPP and BMPs for Noted.
27 MRDNR T T —— Phase V. Given the interrniﬁtent and sudden floyvs through thel channel resy!ting froml rainfall, we
recommend close observation of BMPs for erosion control during construction, including the
construction of access trails and landings for equipment and materials storage.
Page 21 states "The outlet reconfiguration will be conducted in accordance with the park plan and in Noted. Fisheries managers will be consulted during design of the structure
consultation with DNR fisheries managers to assure that the design conforms to the management to ensure proper design and location.
28 MnDNR Water Resources goals for the fishery." DNR Fisheries managers require an appropriate fish barrier that is adequate to

keep fish from accessing Ravine Lake from the infested waters of the Mississippi River. Placement is
not a concern, although these are typically placed at road crossings.




‘Bujues|o juswdinba uo j98ysioe} payoeye aas aseald ‘Bale ay}
JO 8pIsSIno seAlseAll Buipeslds ploae 0} Jeplo Ul eale ay) BuiAes| alojaq sall} ajo1yaA pue juswdinba

salnjea aley ‘SO

uesjo 03 JueloduUl aq |[IM } Yl 8L} Jo Seale papoom ayj UIyIM saloads Apoom aAiseAU| jo aoussald Jueld ‘sMpIIA ‘Usld dNAUN 6e
‘uBisap joafoid Buunp pajelodiooul aq ||Im seoljoeld ‘PSIoN al] usalD "sallAlOe uonondsuod Bulinp sjue|d aalseaul jo pealds ayj JO UOISSNISIP oU S| alay |
‘8oueqInsIp
uonaNAsU0d Jnoyum Jeyiqey Bunsixa sy Jo yonuwl ulgjuiew pue salasald
0} papusjul s1 j0efoid sy "I1N220 jou [|Im sBoueqinisip pealdsapim ‘'sejiny
sBuipue|g Jsjunoous oy Aj@y)1| seale ayj ul pastadsip Ajebie| pue paseyd salnjes aley ‘sWulon
ale sal}IAJOE UONIONIISU0D 80UIS "S80UBgINISIP PIOAE 10 SZILUIUIL [[IA UoIUm ‘ABojoipAy w1 sabueyo Jo ‘uoneluswipas ‘|| ‘UoheABIXS jueld ‘sll|plIAA ‘Usi4 dNaUN 8t
‘12ays J0B4 [0JjU0D UOISOIT A|pusliH ali|pPIIAA Sl Ul palnuapl s,4IAg ou) pue ‘Bullejemap o} enp uononysap/eouedinisip Jeldey Jo SaijAde Uoiansuod Buunp Ajelow
‘19ays j0.} 18Al) 8))in} sBulpujeg HNQ 8l Ul paliiuspl Spoyiall 8JUEPIOAE Joallp ‘o) pajlli| Jou ale ng sapnjoul se[un) s,Bulpuelg o} sjoedwl [eRuajod "o} alel siy} 03 sjoeduul
ay) sajelodloou] Jey) Jauuell e Ul pa1onpuod pue psaubisap ag [|Im YIOAA [enusiod sshasip p|noys Uoiaas siy| “Mled [euoifay 8yl ul Jna20 0} umouy ale sajun} s,Buipuelg
"Dljel} 100} AABSY 10/pUE ‘S[BlIa}eLU UO[ONISU0D
's|lej-Usjily JO SOUEPIOAE BINSSE 0} A| 8SElUd Jo ubisap loj seale Buibe)s 'seale yiom 0} Buljaael Juswidinbse Aaeay Ag @oueqinisip/uononisap ‘o) payl| ,
0} Jolid payiiaA aq |im uoleso] ey -yoalold Jusiino sy Woly syoedu jou ale jng ‘epnjoul sjoedwl [enusiod 4loslold syl Ag peioedw ag o} jueld siyy Joj jenusiod alay) sam;ea:] oled S‘UJLLIOQ HNAUN LE
[enuelod ou ale alay) aiojalay) pue eale 1o8(oid pasodold au} Jesu jou aie | S| "pajuswindop sem uonendod sy Jo JUs)Xa ||N) 8} JaUYlByMm O Se Ulelaoun sem Ji pue adojs e Buoje 1UEld AP USiA
Aay} 's|ie-usliiy paAlasqo jo uoneao| ayj jo Buipuelsiepun Ino Uo paseg | juepunge aq 0} paAlasqo alam siueld syl ‘000z Ul Yied [euoiBay auy) Ul payijuapl JSE| SEM S|} US)IM
sjiej-uspy buipiebal UoISSNasIp 10} /¢ JUSLILWOD 885 '||om se 108loid
au Joj suoneayoads pue ubisap |eul) ay; ojul pajeiodiooul ad ||Im 1818]
juswILoD a8y} Ul paplacid Uojewolul [euoliippe sy "ubisap jeul ey} ol Juad e Jnoypm seroads palabuepus Jo pausiealyy jo Bupie; syl iqiyosd (€19 | salnjead aley ‘SWWo)
pajelodiooul aq [lim yolym ‘syoeduil Buiziwiuiw pue BuipioAe ui azijin o) PUe 00€Z'21Z9 0} 0081 "Z)Z9 HEed 'sajny Ejosaullly) sajni psjeloosse pue (G680 78 U0loss 'sejnjels ue|d ‘sJlIpPIIAA “Usld SN 98
s, dINg pagiiosap j@aus joe) ajiin} sBuipue|g syl ‘g xipuaddy ul sjeays 1B} BJOSBUUIA) ME| saloads palabuepua sejosaull)y "pausjesiyl se paisi| sjels ale Yyolym Jo yjog
pajelnosse ay) sepnjoul pue saioads pajsi| UMoLy ||B saqlosap My ey L 'sa|1In} s,Bulpue|g 1o s|ie} uspy o) syoedwl [enusiod ssnosip Ajgienbape jou seop [og L] uonoss siy |
salnjead algy ‘sWwo)
JuEld "SI ‘US! RO 28
‘paloN ‘lad Eleq HNQA eyl Wouy s|qejieAe slake| ejep Jualing asn 0} ains ag asea|d
salnjea aley ‘sWwo)
jueld ‘eylplipA ‘usid AN be
"PBJON ‘(1) e1elapolp jou (Z) UBIH pajel sem ealy [edibojoo] jueoiubig AjjeuciBay aye auiney ay |
(Aoning [e21Bojolg | gginjeay aley 'swilon
BjoSauUlAl 8U} Se umouy mou) Aaaing |eaibojolg Ajunon ejossuulp ey} jou uoibay [enusn MNQ aul Wueld ‘eMpI ‘Usid HNAUN £E
‘PBION Ag payjuapl a1em (JLIY Xapulfeasl/sh Ul alels Jup mmm//:diy) sealy [eoibojoog jueoliubig [euoibay o .
"ejossUUIAl Ul pajiladuwl Ajjeoiilo o} pajlledwi si § jeys Buneoaipul ‘ZSLS Se;gélejfleifsﬁ{MSﬁ;jjoo HNAUN 4>
‘pei1oN 10 snjejs uoljeAlasUOo9 81e)s B sey (UIBLINog) BUUBAES e |aAelD--pues Al ey} pajou g pjnoys i o ’
JOY UOljEAIaSUOD)
puejspA a8y} lepun Ajunwiio) [einjeN aley e se Ajjenb Aew Ajunwiwod siyj ‘yons sy "BjosauulNl | Sainjead aley ‘swillon
ul uoljedliyxs 0} ajgelauna Jo pejuadun Jayye si Ayunwwod jueld aaneu jo adAy siyj jeys Buieoipul jueld ‘eHIPIAA ‘usid dNQUA l€
‘peloN | ‘€S 10 ZS Jo shiels UoljeAlasuo a)els e sey Ysiepy ysniayidg-ysning uaylioN 183 pajou aq pinous i
salnjes aley 'sWWo
"Ue|d Uoloy allIp|IA 81B1S S,elosauuly Ul IUéId:‘[e}!IDIIHM ‘Usi4 g dNAUA (0]
‘PejoN | paluapl se pasN UolleAIasSUO) 1salealn) Ul sa1oads B s| ayeusxo) UIa)sam sy} Jey) pajou ag pjnouys 3
saInjea aley ‘SWo
"Bleq salnjea aley WslsAg uoljellioju] abejllaH |einieN,, UBId “SJIIPIIM ‘Usid HNAUIA 6¢
‘peloN | 0] pabueyo aq pjnoys ,ejeq salnjead [einjeN aley Welbold yaleasay awebuoN % abejlusy [eInjeN,, o ’




40

MnDNR

Fish, Wildlife, Plant
Comms, Rare Features

Given the level of detail provided, it is unclear what kind of disturbance will occur within the MBS
Native Plant Communities, especially the Dry Sand-Gravel Oak Savanna that occurs in Phase Il.
Where work areas occur within the footprint of a native plant community, impacts should be described.

The detail provided in the Lower East Ravine Stabilization memo describes
the types of channel stabilization that is required in the Phase Il portion of
the project. The work in the reach abutting the Dry Sand - Gravel Oak
Savanna is largely anticipated to be consistent with a streambank
stabilization and stream restoration project. Figure 8 in the same memo
shows the variety of techniques that may be utilized in this lower portion of
the reach. Potential stabilization techniques include stabilizing outside
bends with rock vanes, woody debris, rootwads, and vegetated riprap. A
riffle-pool design will be utilized; the riffles will be constructed from rock
using multiple techniques. These techniques are similar to one another
with just slight variations of height, length, width and density of rock
placement. The stabilization measures ultimately selected will take into
account effectiveness at stabilizing the reach. Additional work from Friends
of the Mississippi in developing a vegetation restoration plan will be
incorporated into the designs. The impacts of the project will be temporary
construction and work within the floodplain.
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MnDNR

Fish, Wildlife, Plant
Comms, Rare Features

The document does not provide enough detail to determine whether or not a takings permit is needed
for ketten-tails. What measures will be taken to ensure that the kitten-tails population is avoided?
Given that the extent of the population is unknown (and it has been 14 years since last observed), a
qualified surveyor (see attached list) should either a) determine that potential habitat for this species
will be avoided or b) conduct a botanical survey. The purpose of the survey would be to delineate the
current extent of the population (for the purpose of avoidance) and, if needed, to inform the takins
permit process. Please contact Lisa Joyal, Endangered Species Review Coordinator before any
survey work is initiated, as the DNR would like the opportunity to provide feedback on surveyor
qualifications and survey protocol in order to prevent any potential project delays. Project planning
should take into account that the botanical survey needs to be conducted during the appropriate time
of the year, which may be limited (the best time to search for kitten tails is when it is in flower from late
April to late May). Please visit the DNR Rare Species Guide at
http://www.dnr.state.mn.us/rsg/index.html for more information on the biology, phenology, habitat use,
and conservation measures of this rare plant.

Noted. See response to comment 37. We will coordinate survey with
MnDNR.
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MnDNR

Fish, Wildlife, Plant
Comms, Rare Features

What measures will be taken to ensure that disturbance to Blanding's turtles are avoided or
minimized? Please refer to a) the attached Blanding's flyer; b) the Turtle Fact Sheet that is presented
on page 161 of the EAW; and c) the attached Wildlife Friendly Erosion Control Fact Sheet for
recommendations on avoiding and minimizing disturbance to this rare turtle. The EAW should identify
which recommendations will be implemented.

Noted. See response to comment 38.
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MnDNR

Fish, Wildlife, Plant
Comms, Rare Features

What measures will be taken to minimize disturbance to the MBS Sites of Biodiviersity
Significance/MBS Native Plant Communities, especially the rare native plant communities?

As the EAW noted all project activites are designed to protect areas that
are susceptible to erosion and at risk under the current condition and build
out. The projects targeted approach minimizes disturbance to only areas
that require work. Additionally, all work is being conducted in accordance
with the SWWD Watershed Management Plan, Greenway Corridor plan,
and the Cottage Grove Ravine Regional Park Master Plan which identify
natural resource stewardship activities. The regional park staff will be
directly involved in developing the final designs to minimize disturbances,
avoid special and rare features, and identify management activities that
are compatible.

44

Washington
County

Land Use

As you are aware, the County owns and operates Cottage Grove Ravine Regional Park, a 579 acre
natural resource based park in southern Washington County. The park serves a large portion of
southern Washington County residents and see's over 80,000 visitors a year. The County
understands and appreciates that the Central Draw Project will not impact or have any adverse
impacts to recreation use in the park. Washington County encourages the SWWD to work closely
with the County's Park Division staff to minimize impacts to park use that would result from this
project.

Noted. All project phases within the Park will developed in partnership with
the County. Further, we believe this project provides an opportunity to
address longstanding issues at the park (i.e. flooding of the entrance road,
extensive invasive plant community).
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