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LOWER MINNESOTA RIVER WATERSHED DISTRICT

MONTHLY MEETING

Wednesday, January 17, 2007
7:00 PM

MINUTES

I.
CALL TO ORDER

President Kremer called the regular meeting of the Board of Managers of the Lower Minnesota River Watershed District to order at 7:00 PM on Wednesday, January 17, 2007, in the City of Chaska Council Chambers, Chaska, Minnesota.

2.
ROLL CALL

Managers Present:
Len Kremer, Larry Samstad, Kent Francis, and Ed Schlampp, Ron Kraemer
Also Present:
Terry Schwalbe and Joan Ellis, staff, 
John Thene, Wenck & Associates
3.
APPROVAL OF MEETING AGENDA

It was moved and seconded to approve the agenda.  VOTE:  Ayes 5; Nays 0.
4.
CONSENT AGENDA

President Kremer removed the Review and Payment of Bills and the Minutes of December 20, 2006 from the Consent Agenda. It was then moved and seconded to approve the Consent Agenda including only the December 20, 2006 Treasurer’s Report.    VOTE: Ayes: 5 Nays: 0.
5.
APPROVAL OF MINUTES

a.
December 20, 2006 Regular Minutes
President Kremer indicated a spelling error on page three, paragraph four, the word “sold” should be “solid” in the sentence.  Also, he stated there was no timeline stated in the minutes for when the solid recommendation for one or two potential dredge sites would come back to the board from staff.  Mr. Malkerson said the recommendation is coming before the board this evening.  It was moved and seconded to approve the minutes as amended.  VOTE:  Ayes 5; Nays 0.

6.
OPEN FORUM
No one spoke.
7.  
PRESENTATIONS
None.

8.
PRESENTATIONS FOR BOARD ACTION

a.
I-494 Drainage Alternatives Analysis, John Thene, Wenck & Associates

Mr. Thene presented the Interstate 494 Stormwater Alternatives Analysis to the board. A copy of the presentation is hereby attached and made a permanent part of the public record.  This project is not currently in MNDot’s 20-year plan. The drainage component of the project has a cost ranging from $50 to $120 million dollars depending on which option is chosen.

Alternative 1C is the conveyance tunnel with downstream detention 

This plan is the one of most interest to our District.  It is tunnel that from Penn Avenue to the Minnesota River. They would need to build a West Pond water quality site as shown on the schematic attached to meet our rules.  This Alternative 1C cost is approximately $120 million.  The tunnel will be placed 100 feet below grade approximately, with a circumference of 9-10 feet with a length of five miles.
Alternative 2A,2C, use existing trunk sewer with adjacent ponding.

Cost ranges from $50 to $80 million.  

Ponding would be open at the surface

Alternative 2D use existing trunk sewer with buried ponding under roadway.

Cost ranges from $50 to $80 million.

Alternatives 5A storage tunnel with gravity outfall and 5B storage tunnel with pumped outfall 

This plan is designed to store all the water on-site in the event of a 100-year flood. Costs ranges in the intermediate area between $50 and $120 million.

All alternatives have water quality detention with upstream ponding variants controlling discharge rate to existing peak.  Phosphorus removal is 50% removal from the entire tributary of the highway.

The tunnel alternative, without storage, would have a peak of 1,140 cfs for a 100-year event.  Detention would delay discharge of volume by roughly two hours.  The expansion causes the increase in cfs rate and includes one-lane in each direction.  Current rate of discharge is 470 cfs.
Existing peak rates are limited by the system and with or without rate control, most of the flow will reach the river within five hours.  Due to the timing of peaks on the river, it is unlikely that detention for two hours and rate control would affect peak water levels and flows on the river. Presence of a rate control pond near the river could reduce floodplain conveyance.
Wenck Associates/MNDot are proposing to conduct a simple analysis to estimate effect of detention storage, discuss the results with the District’s engineer and Administrator and then present results next month and determine if a Board resolution saying that the District would not require detention storage for rate control for this particular project ten to twenty years from now under the existing, current regulations and conditions of the District. The resolution would not be binding on a future District board. 

Mr. Malkerson clarified Mr. Thene’s request by saying that the resolution would be conceptual approval without being binding and when MNDot comes to the District sometime in the future with the expansion of the highway plan, with the proposed drainage plans it would be hoped that a future District board would give some weight to the resolution approved by this board.  The resolution only applies to the 1C plan, but Mr. Thene will confirm that statement to us.  Also, this resolution is necessary for developing the drainage plan.
President Kremer stated a few reasons for doing a resolution:

1.  excessively costly project

2.  there would be impacts of construction on the river

3.  the timing of the peak of the project coinciding with the timing of the peak of the river

President Kremer asked what the economic impact is of doing the project without providing the detention pond.  Mr. Thene did not have the number.  The board would need that number to help make a decision.  Plan 2D is considered the least expensive project.

MNDot will choose the right plan after they complete their study.

President Kremer stated that water quality treatment on this project is very important to the District.

Mr. Thene will return to the board with the following information:

1.  Reasons for why 2D is considered the least expensive project
2.  What is the economic impact of doing the project without providing the detention pond

3.  What is the daily fuels accumulation off the highway and what is the plan to protect the river
4.  What is your spill response plan to protect the river at the last point before entering the river?
5.  As high as possible sediment and phosphorus removal than 50% for water quality purposes

6.  What is MN/Dot’s rules for reducing volume control-runoff frequency relationships on new development?
7.  Permanent reductions in groundwater 

8.  What is the quantity of water coming into the river and at what cfs?
9. What structures would be used to limit the surge and velocity of water into the river that may affect 

the active barge traffic 

10. Draft language on a resolution 
Project manager at MN/Dot is Beth Neuendorf.

Manager Samstad brought to Mr. Thene’s attention a study by TKDA on the Smith and Wright Ponds for the City of Bloomington.  The commission number is 9055 and it shows that it takes a large area out to the MN River. 
Also Manager Samstad said the weather bureau has stated that in 18 years, the 100-year event was exceeded 60 times and Manager Samstad thinks Mr. Thene should use those facts rather than the TP40 which is a poor representation of frequency.
b.  BRAA’s cost quote for a District-wide computerized mapping system

Mr. Schwalbe explained the cost quote submitted by BRAA to develop a district-wide computerized GIS mapping system.  Cost for the mapping would be $2,600 and cost for four hours of staff training would be $425 for a total of $3,025.

President Kremer inquired whether our current computer system can use ESRA and also there is the concern of printer capabilities.  Mr. Schwalbe will research these issues.

It was moved and seconded to approve a not to exceed amount of $1,000 to complete the mapping of the gully inventory by the next board meeting to make it available to the cities.  
VOTE:  Ayes 4; Nays 0.  Mr. Samstad was absent for this vote.

9.
DISTRICT ATTORNEY REPORT, Bruce Malkerson

a.    Assessment update
Mr. Malkerson explained the research currently being done by BRAA, Mr. Schwalbe and himself to come up with conclusions needed. Maps created as a result of the research were shown to the board with the needed data on the maps. 
Mr. Schwalbe is meeting with the cities to determine what developments are planned and how those developments might benefit from the Nine-foot Channel.

Once all the maps and other materials are completed, then Mr. Schwalbe will meet with each of the property owners before the next meeting to show them the materials and maps we have and determine the accuracy of those materials and maps and determine who directly benefits from access to the Nine-foot Channel among other things.  Then staff will be able to tell the board how much the special assessment should be as a whole, how it should be spread between the land owners and why.

In order to determine if the dredge materials are clean and meet county and state health standards for using in farm fields, etc. we feel it is necessary to have the authority to hire a testing firm to get the protocol for testing of the dredge materials to determine what they are composed of and what will come down the river in the next two years into our site.  Also, the District needs to find out from the MPCA and any other necessary agencies are these materials, in any way, restricted as to where they can be placed when leaving our site. If they are, then the District needs to find out where they can be safely placed.
It was moved and seconded to authorize not to exceed amounts of $1,000 for dredge material sampling and $1,000 for engineering testing if the MPCA, an engineering firm, and the private industry don’t give us the information we need at no cost; and a not to exceed amount of $2,000 for legal advice should it be needed in regards to the dredge material content results.  
VOTE:  Ayes 5; Nays 0
b.  Update on dredge sites

Mr. Malkerson said he and Mr. Schwalbe have been working this past month to determine a recommendation for the board.  Research has been done at the 494 and power line sites.  MN/Dot

has concerns at their site that 1) someone may compromise the structure of the bridge when unloading; 2) the bridge piers may get damaged by off-loading and 3) does not want to be liable for materials.
It was a recommendation to the board that the District pursue the power line site.

Mr. Schwalbe was directed to talk to the USACOE and the military to get a letter of support for this site.

It was moved and seconded for Mr. Schwalbe to contact the USACOE and the military to start negotiations for using the power line site as a dredge material temporary storage site.

VOTE:  Ayes 5; Nays 0.

10.   Upcoming Meetings/ Tours/ Events

a.    There is a Minnesota River Watershed Alliance meeting January 23, 2007 6-9 PM, Hutchinson, MN 

11.  TREASURER’S REPORT
a.    Review and approval of bills for payment*
Because staff did not place the BRAA bill in the board packet, their check was pulled from the bills for payment.  It was moved and seconded to remove the BRAA bill from payment and approve the review and approval of the balance of the bills for payment.  VOTE:  Ayes 5; Nays 0. 
b.    Approve December 2006 Treasurer’s Report*
The 2006 budget figures were reviewed by the board and staff.  Mr. Schwalbe will bring to the next board meeting a review of monies expended and monies not expended in 2006.  Mr. Schwalbe will meet with HLB Tautges Redpath to review the year end budget figures and make amendments as needed. It was moved and seconded to approve the December 2006 Treasurer’s Report as presented.  VOTE:  Ayes 5; Nays 0.

12.
OLD BUSINESS

a. 
 Municipal plan review status
Mr. Schwalbe presented information on his meeting with Scott County in regards to the two townships within our District and how best to assist them in meeting our 509 Plan.  At some point in the future
the townships will be annexed into the City of Shakopee.  The board directed Mr. Schwalbe to find out when the city plans to annex the townships.

13.
NEW BUSINESS
None.

14.
ADMINISTRATOR’S REPORT

a.  Update on Seminary Fen/Assumption Creek

Mr. Schwalbe reviewed the map in their packet showing parcel numbers and property owner names around the Seminary Fen.  He indicated there is a meeting on the fen Phase II at the DNR January 24th.
b.  Update on dredge sites
Discussed under Item 9.
c.  MRB Conference Review

There was lengthy discussion about the conference and the outcomes.

15.  ADJOURN

It was moved and seconded to adjourn the meeting at 9:05 P.M.  VOTE:  Ayes 5; Nays 0.

- 4 -


