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March 6, 2014 
 
 
Meghan Litsey 
Prior Lake-Spring Lake Watershed District 
14070 Commerce Ave NE, Suite #300 
Prior Lake, MN 55372 
 
RE: Public Notice of Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System General Permit SWPPP 

Document: Prior Lake-Spring Lake Watershed District 
 
Dear Ms. Litsey: 
 
The staff of the Municipal Division of the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA) has 
finished its technical review of your Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) Permit 
Application (Application) and Stormwater Pollution Prevention Program (SWPPP) Document for 
coverage under the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System/State Disposal System 
General Permit MNR040000 for MS4s (Permit). MPCA staff has determined that your 
application is complete and ready to move into the next stage of the re-application process. 
 
Pursuant to the requirements of a Minnesota Court of Appeals ruling, the MPCA is required to 
provide public notice and opportunity for hearing on each MS4’s proposed SWPPP Document. 
Based on the technical review, the MPCA has determined that your SWPPP Document meets or 
exceeds the minimum permit requirements; therefore, it is ready for public notice. Accordingly, 
the MPCA plans to place the Application and SWPPP Document for Prior Lake-Spring Lake 
Watershed District on a 30-day public notice comment period from March 11, 2014, to April 10, 
2014. 
 
As a reminder, you are required to have your Application and SWPPP Document available 
locally for public review. The MPCA recommends that a hard copy be made available at more 
than one location, including your office, public library, or other supervised public facility. The 
MPCA will also post a copy of the SWPPP Document on the MPCA’s Stormwater Wiki. A link to 
this website will be included in the notice placed on the MPCA’s public notice webpage. 
 
The MPCA will receive all comments and forward them to you immediately. Following the 
public notice period, you will be required to provide resolution, including justification of why or 
why you are not modifying your SWPPP Document, for all comments submitted. These 
responses will be sent to the MPCA, which will review the responses and any SWPPP Document 
modifications before forwarding responses to commenters and issuing Permit coverage. The 
MPCA requests that responses be returned to the MPCA within one week of the public notice 
period end date. For any complex or difficult comments, the MPCA requests that at least a 
schedule for resolution is submitted within one week of the public notice period end date. 



Prior Lake-Spring Lake Watershed District 
Page 2 
March 6, 2014 
 
 
 
More information on the public notice process for MS4 SWPPP Documents is available on the 
MPCA website at:  http://www.pca.state.mn.us/bkzqa7d. 
 
Please contact Cole Landgraf at 651-757-2880 if you have any questions. 
 
Sincerely, 

Duane Duncanson 
This document has been electronically signed. 

Duane Duncanson 
Supervisor, Municipal Compliance Unit I 
St. Paul Office 
Municipal Division 
 
cc: Prior Lake-Spring Lake Watershed District MS4 File 

      
 

http://www.pca.state.mn.us/bkzqa7d
http://www.pca.state.mn.us/bkzqa7d
http://www.pca.state.mn.us/bkzqa7d
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MS4 SWPPP Application 
 for Reauthorization 

for the NPDES/SDS General Small Municipal Separate 

Storm Sewer System (MS4) Permit MNR040000 

 reissued with an effective date of August 1, 2013 

Stormwater Pollution Prevention Program (SWPPP) Document 

Doc Type:  Permit Application 

Instructions:  This application is for authorization to discharge stormwater associated with Municipal Separate Storm Sewer Systems 
(MS4s) under the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System/State Disposal System (NPDES/SDS) Permit Program. No fee is 
required with the submittal of this application. Please refer to “Example” for detailed instructions found on the Minnesota Pollution 
Control Agency (MPCA) MS4 website at http://www.pca.state.mn.us/ms4. 

Submittal:  This MS4 SWPPP Application for Reauthorization form must be submitted electronically via e-mail to the MPCA at 
ms4permitprogram.pca@state.mn.us from the person that is duly authorized to certify this form. All questions with an asterisk (*) are 
required fields. All applications will be returned if required fields are not completed. 

Questions:  Contact Claudia Hochstein at 651-757-2881 or claudia.hochstein@state.mn.us, Dan Miller at 651-757-2246 or 
daniel.miller@state.mn.us, or call toll-free at 800-657-3864. 

General Contact Information (*Required fields) 

MS4 Owner (with ownership or operational responsibility, or control of the MS4) 

*MS4 permittee name: Prior Lake-Spring Lake Watershed District *County: Scott 
 (city, county, municipality, government agency or other entity) 

*Mailing address: 14070 Commerce Ave NE, Suite #300 

*City: Prior Lake *State: MN *Zip code: 55372 

*Phone (including area code): 952-447-4166 *E-mail: info@plslwd.org 

MS4 General contact (with Stormwater Pollution Prevention Program [SWPPP] implementation responsibility) 

*Last name: Litsey *First name: Meghan 
 (department head, MS4 coordinator, consultant, etc.) 

*Title: Outreach Specialist 

*Mailing address: 14070 Commerce Ave NE, Suite #300 

*City: Prior Lake *State: MN *Zip code: 55372 

*Phone (including area code): 952-378-2163 *E-mail: mlitsey@plslwd.org 

Preparer information (complete if SWPPP application is prepared by a party other than MS4 General contact) 

Last name:       First name:       
 (department head, MS4 coordinator, consultant, etc.) 

Title:       

Mailing address:       

City:       State:       Zip code:       

Phone (including area code):       E-mail:       

Verification 

1. I seek to continue discharging stormwater associated with a small MS4 after the effective date of this Permit, and shall 
submit this MS4 SWPPP Application for Reauthorization form, in accordance with the schedule in Appendix A, Table 1, with 
the SWPPP document completed in accordance with the Permit (Part II.D.).     Yes 

2. I have read and understand the NPDES/SDS MS4 General Permit and certify that we intend to comply with all requirements 
of the Permit.     Yes 

http://www.pca.state.mn.us/
http://www.pca.state.mn.us/ms4
mailto:ms4permitprogram.pca@state.mn.us
mailto:claudia.hochstein@state.mn.us
mailto:daniel.miller@state.mn.us
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Certification (All fields are required) 

 Yes - I certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were prepared under my direction or supervision 
in accordance with a system designed to assure that qualified personnel properly gathered and evaluated the information 
submitted. 

 I certify that based on my inquiry of the person, or persons, who manage the system, or those persons directly responsible 
for gathering the information, the information submitted is, to the best of my knowledge and belief, true, accurate, and 
complete. 

I am aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false information, including the possibility of civil and criminal 
penalties. 

This certification is required by Minn. Stat. §§ 7001.0070 and 7001.0540. The authorized person with overall, MS4 legal 
responsibility must certify the application (principal executive officer or a ranking elected official). 

By typing my name in the following box, I certify the above statements to be true and correct, to the best of my knowledge, 
and that this information can be used for the purpose of processing my application. 

Name: Meghan Litsey 

 (This document has been electronically signed) 

Title: Outreach Specialist Date (mm/dd/yyyy): 12/30/2013 

Mailing address: 14070 Commerce Ave NE, Suite #300 

City: Prior Lake State: Minnesota Zip code: 55372 

Phone (including area code): 952-378-2163 E-mail: mlitsey@plslwd.org 

 
 
 

Note:  The application will not be 
processed without certification. 

http://www.pca.state.mn.us/
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Stormwater Pollution Prevention Program Document 

I. Partnerships: (Part II.D.1) 

A. List the regulated small MS4(s) with which you have established a partnership in order to satisfy one or more 
requirements of this Permit. Indicate which Minimum Control Measure (MCM) requirements or other program 
components that each partnership helps to accomplish (List all that apply). Check the box below if you currently have no 
established partnerships with other regulated MS4s. If you have more than five partnerships, hit the tab key after the last 
line to generate a new row. 

 No partnerships with regulated small MS4s 
 

Name and description of partnership MCM/Other permit requirements involved 

City of Prior Lake; 

We have a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) that 
our Rules are equivalent to their requirements.  

Additionally, we have a Joint Powers 
Agreement/Memorandum of Agreement (JPA/MOA) 
for Construction, Use, Operation and Maintenance of 
the Prior Lake Outlet Channel (PLOC); the agreement 
defines maintenance responsibilities and restricts 
discharge rates. 

Prior Lake provides funding and in-kind staff time 
toward educational material on watershed-friendly 
lawn care practices.  

We conduct weekly inspections of the culverts on the 
PLOC (of which the City is a cooperator), but we defer 
to the City of Prior Lake for investigating, locating and 
eliminating illicit discharges. MCM 1, 3, 4, 5 

Shakopee Mdewakanton Sioux Community; 

We have a JPA/MOA for Construction, Use, Operation 
and Maintenance of the PLOC; the agreement defines 
maintenance responsibilities and restricts discharge 
rates.  

We conduct weekly inspections of the culverts on the 
PLOC (of which the SMSC is a cooperator), but we 
defer to the SMSC for investigating, locating and 
eliminating illicit discharges.  MCM 4, 5 

City of Shakopee; 

We have a JPA/MOA for Construction, Use, Operation 
and Maintenance of the PLOC; the agreement defines 
maintenance responsibilities and restricts discharge 
rates.   

We conduct weekly inspections of the culverts on the 
PLOC (of which the City is a cooperator), but we defer 
to the City of Shakopee for investigating, locating and 
eliminating illicit discharges. MCM 4, 5 

City of Savage; 

We have a MOA that our Rules are equivalent to their 
requirements.  

Savage also provides in-kind staff time toward 
educational material on watershed-friendly lawn care 
practices. MCM 1, 3, 4, 5 

 

B. If you have additional information that you would like to communicate about your partnerships with other regulated small 
MS4(s), provide it in the space below, or include an attachment to the SWPPP Document, with the following file naming 
convention: MS4NameHere_Partnerships. 

http://www.pca.state.mn.us/
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 JPA/MOA Attached 

 

II. Description of Regulatory Mechanisms: (Part II.D.2) 

Illicit discharges 

A. Do you have a regulatory mechanism(s) that effectively prohibits non-stormwater discharges into your small MS4, 
except those non-stormwater discharges authorized under the Permit (Part III.D.3.b.)?     Yes    No 

 1. If yes: 

a. Check which type of regulatory mechanism(s) your organization has (check all that apply): 

 Ordinance  Contract language 

 Policy/Standards  Permits 

 Rules 

  Other, explain:       

 b. Provide either a direct link to the mechanism selected above or attach it as an electronic document to this 
form; or if your regulatory mechanism is either an Ordinance or a Rule, you may provide a citation: 

 Citation: 

Rule P: Illicit Discharge 

 Direct link: 

      

  Check here if attaching an electronic copy of your regulatory mechanism, with the following file naming 
convention: MS4NameHere_IDDEreg. 

 2. If no: 

Describe the tasks and corresponding schedules that will be taken to assure that, within 12 months of the date 
permit coverage is extended, this permit requirement is met: 

We will amend our Rules to include definitions for: stormwater, illicit discharge, and illicit connection to Rule A: 
Definitions during the Rule Revision process. This will be completed within 12 months of the date permit coverage 
is extended.  

 

Construction site stormwater runoff control 

A. Do you have a regulatory mechanism(s) that establishes requirements for erosion and sediment controls and waste 
controls?     Yes    No 

 1. If yes: 

a. Check which type of regulatory mechanism(s) your organization has (check all that apply): 

 Ordinance  Contract language 

 Policy/Standards  Permits 

 Rules  

  Other, explain:       

 b. Provide either a direct link to the mechanism selected above or attach it as an electronic document to this 
form; or if your regulatory mechanism is either an Ordinance or a Rule, you may provide a citation: 

 Citation: 

Rule E: Erosion & Sediment Control 

 Direct link: 

      

  Check here if attaching an electronic copy of your regulatory mechanism, with the following file naming 
convention: MS4NameHere_CSWreg. 
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B. Is your regulatory mechanism at least as stringent as the MPCA general permit to Discharge Stormwater Associated 
with Construction Activity (as of the effective date of the MS4 Permit)?     Yes    No 

If you answered yes to the above question, proceed to C. 

If you answered no to either of the above permit requirements listed in A. or B., describe the tasks and corresponding 
schedules that will be taken to assure that, within 12 months of the date permit coverage is extended, these permit 
requirements are met: 

We will amend our current Rules to be at least as stringent as the MPCA CSW permit; this process will take about two 
months to complete, and will be placed on the WD's board meeting agenda within 12 months following the due date of 
this application document to the MPCA. 

C. Answer yes or no to indicate whether your regulatory mechanism(s) requires owners and operators of construction 
activity to develop site plans that incorporate the following erosion and sediment controls and waste controls as 
described in the Permit (Part III.D.4.a.(1)-(8)), and as listed below: 

 1. Best Management Practices (BMPs) to minimize erosion.  Yes    No 

 2. BMPs to minimize the discharge of sediment and other pollutants.  Yes    No 

 3. BMPs for dewatering activities.  Yes    No 

 4. Site inspections and records of rainfall events   Yes    No 

 5. BMP maintenance   Yes    No 

 6. Management of solid and hazardous wastes on each project site.  Yes    No 

 7. Final stabilization upon the completion of construction activity, including the use of perennial 
vegetative cover on all exposed soils or other equivalent means. 

 Yes    No 

 8. Criteria for the use of temporary sediment basins.  Yes    No 
 

If you answered no to any of the above permit requirements, describe the tasks and corresponding schedules that will 
be taken to assure that, within 12 months of the date permit coverage is extended, these permit requirements are met: 

C 1-8: We will revise our Rules to include the specific requirements for items 1-8 above that are at least as stringent as 
the MPCA CSW permit. This will be completed within 12 months of the date permit coverage is extended. 

Post-construction stormwater management 

A. Do you have a regulatory mechanism(s) to address post-construction stormwater management activities?  
 Yes    No 

 1. If yes: 

a. Check which type of regulatory mechanism(s) your organization has (check all that apply): 

 Ordinance  Contract language 

 Policy/Standards  Permits 

 Rules 

  Other, explain:       
 

 b. Provide either a direct link to the mechanism selected above or attach it as an electronic document to this 
form; or if your regulatory mechanism is either an Ordinance or a Rule, you may provide a citation: 

 Citation: 

Rule D: Stormwater Management 

 Direct link: 

      

  Check here if attaching an electronic copy of your regulatory mechanism, with the following file naming 
convention: MS4NameHere_PostCSWreg. 

B. Answer yes or no below to indicate whether you have a regulatory mechanism(s) in place that meets the following 
requirements as described in the Permit (Part III.D.5.a.): 

 1. Site plan review: Requirements that owners and/or operators of construction activity submit 
site plans with post-construction stormwater management BMPs to the permittee for review and 
approval, prior to start of construction activity. 

 Yes    No 

 2. Conditions for post construction stormwater management: Requires the use of any 
combination of BMPs, with highest preference given to Green Infrastructure techniques and 
practices (e.g., infiltration, evapotranspiration, reuse/harvesting, conservation design, urban 
forestry, green roofs, etc.), necessary to meet the following conditions on the site of a 
construction activity to the Maximum Extent Practicable (MEP): 
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 a. For new development projects – no net increase from pre-project conditions (on an annual 
average basis) of: 

1) Stormwater discharge volume, unless precluded by the stormwater management 
limitations in the Permit (Part III.D.5.a(3)(a)).  

2) Stormwater discharges of Total Suspended Solids (TSS). 
3) Stormwater discharges of Total Phosphorus (TP). 

 Yes    No 

 b. For redevelopment projects – a net reduction from pre-project conditions (on an annual 
average basis) of: 

1) Stormwater discharge volume, unless precluded by the stormwater management 
limitations in the Permit (Part III.D.5.a(3)(a)). 

2) Stormwater discharges of TSS. 
3) Stormwater discharges of TP. 

 Yes    No 

 3. Stormwater management limitations and exceptions:  

 a. Limitations 

1) Prohibit the use of infiltration techniques to achieve the conditions for post-construction 
stormwater management in the Permit (Part III.D.5.a(2)) when the infiltration structural 
stormwater BMP will receive discharges from, or be constructed in areas: 

a) Where industrial facilities are not authorized to infiltrate industrial stormwater under 
an NPDES/SDS Industrial Stormwater Permit issued by the MPCA. 

b) Where vehicle fueling and maintenance occur. 
c) With less than three (3) feet of separation distance from the bottom of the 

infiltration system to the elevation of the seasonally saturated soils or the top of 
bedrock. 

d) Where high levels of contaminants in soil or groundwater will be mobilized by the 
infiltrating stormwater. 

 Yes    No 

 2) Restrict the use of infiltration techniques to achieve the conditions for post-construction 
stormwater management in the Permit (Part III.D.5.a(2)), without higher engineering 
review, sufficient to provide a functioning treatment system and prevent adverse 
impacts to groundwater, when the infiltration device will be constructed in areas: 

a) With predominately Hydrologic Soil Group D (clay) soils. 
b) Within 1,000 feet up-gradient, or 100 feet down-gradient of active karst features. 
c) Within a Drinking Water Supply Management Area (DWSMA) as defined in Minn. 

R. 4720.5100, subp. 13. 
d) Where soil infiltration rates are more than 8.3 inches per hour. 

 Yes    No 

 

 3) For linear projects where the lack of right-of-way precludes the installation of volume 
control practices that meet the conditions for post-construction stormwater management 
in the Permit (Part III.D.5.a(2)), the permittee’s regulatory mechanism(s) may allow 
exceptions as described in the Permit (Part III.D.5.a(3)(b)). The permittee’s regulatory 
mechanism(s) shall ensure that a reasonable attempt be made to obtain right-of-way 
during the project planning process. 

 Yes    No 

 

 

 4. Mitigation provisions: The permittee’s regulatory mechanism(s) shall ensure that any 
stormwater discharges of TSS and/or TP not addressed on the site of the original construction 
activity are addressed through mitigation and, at a minimum, shall ensure the following 
requirements are met: 

 

 a. Mitigation project areas are selected in the following order of preference: 

1) Locations that yield benefits to the same receiving water that receives runoff from the 
original construction activity. 

2) Locations within the same Minnesota Department of Natural Resource (DNR) 
catchment area as the original construction activity. 

3) Locations in the next adjacent DNR catchment area up‐stream 

4) Locations anywhere within the permittee’s jurisdiction. 

 Yes    No 

 b. Mitigation projects must involve the creation of new structural stormwater BMPs or the 
retrofit of existing structural stormwater BMPs, or the use of a properly designed regional 
structural stormwater BMP. 

 Yes    No 

 c. Routine maintenance of structural stormwater BMPs already required by this permit cannot 
be used to meet mitigation requirements of this part. 

 Yes    No 

 d. Mitigation projects shall be completed within 24 months after the start of the original 
construction activity. 

e. The permittee shall determine, and document, who will be responsible for long-term 
maintenance on all mitigation projects of this part. 

f. If the permittee receives payment from the owner and/or operator of a construction activity 

 Yes    No 
 

 Yes    No 
 

 Yes    No 
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for mitigation purposes in lieu of the owner or operator of that construction activity meeting 
the conditions for post-construction stormwater management in Part III.D.5.a(2), the 
permittee shall apply any such payment received to a public stormwater project, and all 
projects must be in compliance with Part III.D.5.a(4)(a)-(e). 

 5. Long-term maintenance of structural stormwater BMPs:  The permittee’s regulatory 
mechanism(s) shall provide for the establishment of legal mechanisms between the permittee 
and owners or operators responsible for the long-term maintenance of structural stormwater 
BMPs not owned or operated by the permittee, that have been implemented to meet the 
conditions for post-construction stormwater management in the Permit (Part III.D.5.a(2)). This 
only includes structural stormwater BMPs constructed after the effective date of this permit and 
that are directly connected to the permittee’s MS4, and that are in the permittee’s jurisdiction. 
The legal mechanism shall include provisions that, at a minimum:  

 

 a. Allow the permittee to conduct inspections of structural stormwater BMPs not owned or 
operated by the permittee, perform necessary maintenance, and assess costs for those 
structural stormwater BMPs when the permittee determines that the owner and/or operator 
of that structural stormwater BMP has not conducted maintenance. 

 Yes    No 

 b. Include conditions that are designed to preserve the permittee’s right to ensure maintenance 
responsibility, for structural stormwater BMPs not owned or operated by the permittee, when 
those responsibilities are legally transferred to another party.  

 Yes    No 

 c. Include conditions that are designed to protect/preserve structural stormwater BMPs and 
site features that are implemented to comply with the Permit (Part III.D.5.a(2)). If site 
configurations or structural stormwater BMPs change, causing decreased structural 
stormwater BMP effectiveness, new or improved structural stormwater BMPs must be 
implemented to ensure the conditions for post-construction stormwater management in the 
Permit (Part III.D.5.a(2)) continue to be met. 

 Yes    No 

 If you answered no to any of the above permit requirements, describe the tasks and corresponding schedules that will 
be taken to assure that, within twelve (12) months of the date permit coverage is extended, these permit requirements 
are met: 

B.2.a, B.2.b.: We will amend our current stormwater rule to include new Permit requirements pertaining to TSS and TP 
during new and redevelopment. We currently have guidance for stormwater discharge volume, but it is not explicitly 
stated in our Rules. We will amend our Rules to include specific Permit requirements after meeting with the TAC; the 
amended Rule will be placed on the WD's board meeting agenda within 12 months following the due date of this 
application document to the MPCA. 

 B.3.a.1.: Our Rules partially meet a and c. We do not have anything in our Rules about d. We will amend our Rule to 
include language that addresses stormwater management limitations as described in the new Permit. This will occur on 
the same schedule as the items above. 

B.3.a.2.: We currently meet B.3.a.2.a and we do not have karst features in the PLSLWD. We will amend our Rules to 
include the restrictions about DWSMA and where soil infiltration rates are more than 8.3 inches per hour. This will occur 
on the same schedule as the items above. 

B.4.a.-f.:Our Rules currently do not contain specific language about mitigation provisions. We will amend our Rules to 
address items a through f; this will occur on the same schedule as the items above.  

B.5.c.: We partially meet requirement c; we will add language to our Rules in order to conform to the new or improved 
structural stormwater BMPs must be implemented to ensure the conditions for post-construction stormwater 
management in the Permit continue to be met. This will occur on the same schedule as the items above.  

III. Enforcement Response Procedures (ERPs): (Part II.D.3) 

A. Do you have existing ERPs that satisfy the requirements of the Permit (Part III.B.)?  Yes    No 

 1. If yes, attach them to this form as an electronic document, with the following file naming 
convention: MS4NameHere_ERPs. 

2. If no, describe the tasks and corresponding schedules that will be taken to assure that, with 
twelve (12) months of the date permit coverage is extended, these permit requirements are met: 

      

 

B. Describe your ERPs: 

We utilize misdemeanors, verbal warnings, administrative orders, and forfeiture of security as our ERPs (outlined in 
Rule O: Enforcement). In some cases, we defer to the corresponding City (Savage, Prior Lake, or Shakopee) to assist 
in ERPs. Our permit application, issued permit and ESC inspection form contains language that addresses Part 
III.B.2.a-g. 
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IV. Storm Sewer System Map and Inventory: (Part II.D.4.) 

A. Describe how you manage your storm sewer system map and inventory: 

The PLSLWD consulted Emmons & Oliver Resources, Inc. in 2012 to update the Prior Lake Outlet Channel XP-
SWMMM model to include land use changes, channel improvements and channel crossing (culvert) upgrades that 
have occurred since 2007. The PLSLWD uses the XP-SWMMM model as a map and inventory of our outlet system. 
The updated model is also a predictive tool for evaluating channel improvements and repairs to provide guidance on 
sizing of future PLOC crossing improvements. 

B. Answer yes or no to indicate whether your storm sewer system map addresses the following requirements from the 
Permit (Part III.C.1.a-d), as listed below: 

 1. The permittee’s entire small MS4 as a goal, but at a minimum, all pipes 12 inches or greater in 
diameter, including stormwater flow direction in those pipes. 

 Yes    No 

 2. Outfalls, including a unique identification (ID) number assigned by the permittee, and an 
associated geographic coordinate. 

 Yes    No 

 3. Structural stormwater BMPs that are part of the permittee’s small MS4.  Yes    No 

 4. All receiving waters.  Yes    No 
 

If you answered no to any of the above permit requirements, describe the tasks and corresponding schedules that will 
be taken to assure that, within 12 months of the date permit coverage is extended, these permit requirements are met: 

B. 1.: The Prior Lake Outlet Channel only has one pipe, which connects the Prior Lake Outlet Structure to its first 
outfall; the pipe is a 36" reinforced concrete pipe. 

B.2.: We will work with EOR to include geographic coordinates in the XP-SWMMM model; this will be completed within 
a year after the due date of this application. 

C. Answer yes or no to indicate whether you have completed the requirements of 2009 Minnesota Session Law, Ch. 172. 
Sec. 28: with the following inventories, according to the specifications of the Permit (Part III.C.2.a.-b.), including: 

 1. All ponds within the permittee’s jurisdiction that are constructed and operated for purposes of 
water quality treatment, stormwater detention, and flood control, and that are used for the 
collection of stormwater via constructed conveyances. 

 Yes    No 

 2. All wetlands and lakes, within the permittee’s jurisdiction, that collect stormwater via constructed 
conveyances. 

 Yes    No 

D. Answer yes or no to indicate whether you have completed the following information for each feature inventoried. 

 1. A unique identification (ID) number assigned by the permittee. 

2. A geographic coordinate. 

3. Type of feature (e.g., pond, wetland, or lake). This may be determined by using best professional 
judgment. 

 Yes    No 

 Yes    No 

 Yes    No 

 
If you have answered yes to all above requirements, and you have already submitted the Pond Inventory Form to the 
MPCA, then you do not need to resubmit the inventory form below. 

If you answered no to any of the above permit requirements, describe the tasks and corresponding schedules that will 
be taken to assure that, within 12 months of the date permit coverage is extended, these permit requirements are met: 

We completed a Comprehensive Wetland Plan in 2012, which is attached to this application; however, we rely on the 
surrounding City's inventories and will work with them to complete their inventories within 12 months of the date permit 
coverage is extended.  

E. Answer yes or no to indicate if you are attaching your pond, wetland and lake inventory to the MPCA 
on the form provided on the MPCA website at: http://www.pca.state.mn.us/ms4 , according to the 
specifications of Permit (Part III.C.2.b.(1)-(3)). Attach with the following file naming convention: 
MS4NameHere_inventory. 

 Yes    No 

 
If you answered no, the inventory form must be submitted to the MPCA MS4 Permit Program within 
12 months of the date permit coverage is extended.  

V. Minimum Control Measures (MCMs) (Part II.D.5) 

A. MCM1:  Public education and outreach 

1. The Permit requires that, within 12 months of the date permit coverage is extended, existing permittees revise their 
education and outreach program that focuses on illicit discharge recognition and reporting, as well as other specifically 
selected stormwater-related issue(s) of high priority to the permittee during this permit term. Describe your current 
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educational program, including any high-priority topics included: 

The purpose of the District’s education and outreach program is to meet the requirements of the MS4 permit and improve 
understanding of local water resources and practices among all stakeholders in the District. Our education and outreach 
program will combine coordinated efforts with the City of Prior Lake and other local government units to implement a 
community-wide approach which provides the resources necessary to develop an understanding of local water resource 
issues and outcomes, with special emphasis on phosphorus reduction and illicit discharge. 

2. List the categories of BMPs that address your public education and outreach program, including the distribution of 
educational materials and a program implementation plan. Use the first table for categories of BMPs that you have 
established and the second table for categories of BMPs that you plan to implement over the course of the permit term.  

Include the measurable goals with appropriate timeframes that each BMP category will be implemented and completed. In 
addition, provide interim milestones and the frequency of action in which the permittee will implement and/or maintain the 
BMPs. Refer to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA) Measurable Goals Guidance for Phase II Small MS4s 
(http://www.epa.gov/npdes/pubs/measurablegoals.pdf). 

 If you have more than five categories, hit the tab key after the last line to generate a new row. 
 

Established BMP categories Measurable goals and timeframes 

PLSLWD website 

We recently updated our website to make it easier for residents 
to find information. We will keep our website up, use Google 
Analytics to track visits, and add posts/update content on a 
weekly to monthly basis. 

Newsletter 

We distribute an annual newsletter to PLSLWD volunteers, 
LGUs, partners, etc. and other who sign up to receive the 
publication. We will continue this effort during the next permit 
cycle and measure recipients.  

Press releases & newspaper articles 

We will continue to submit press releases to promote articles in 
the Prior Lake American paper and other local sources 
regarding water quality issues and other MS4-related topics. 

Social Media 

We currently use Facebook and Twitter to share updates and 
information pertaining to illicit discharge, phosphorus reduction, 
and our SWPPP. We will continue to use social media during 
the next permit cycle and track views and comments.  

       
 

BMP categories to be implemented Measurable goals and timeframes 

Direct mailings 

Starting in 2014 we will collaborate with our PLOC cooperators 
to distribute brochures, letters, etc. via direct mail to 
homeowners along the PLOC about illicit discharge, lawn care, 
etc. 

Program Evaluation 

Each year we will review printed materials and programs to 
determine which are the most effective. We will use the 
information collected to enhance or eliminate 
programs/materials as necessary. We will also use citizen 
feedback to determine education needs. 

       

            

            
 

3. Provide the name or the position title of the individual(s) who is responsible for implementing and/or coordinating this 

MCM: 

Outreach Specialist 

B. MCM2:  Public participation and involvement 

1. The Permit (Part III.D.2.a.) requires that, within 12 months of the date permit coverage is extended, existing permittees 
shall revise their current program, as necessary, and continue to implement a public participation/involvement program to 
solicit public input on the SWPPP. Describe your current program: 

Each year we provide an opportunity to receive feedback on our SWPPP during an annual meeting, which is held in 
combination with a regular Board meeting. 

2. List the categories of BMPs that address your public participation/involvement program, including solicitation and documentation 
of public input on the SWPPP. Use the first table for categories of BMPs that you have established and the second table for 
categories of BMPs that you plan to implement over the course of the permit term. 
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Include the measurable goals with appropriate timeframes that each BMP category will be implemented and completed. In 
addition, provide interim milestones and the frequency of action in which the permittee will implement and/or maintain the BMPs. 
Refer to the EPA’s Measurable Goals Guidance for Phase II Small MS4s (http://www.epa.gov/npdes/pubs/measurablegoals.pdf). 
If you have more than five categories, hit the tab key after the last line to generate a new row. 

 

Established BMP categories Measurable goals and timeframes 

Annual Meeting 

We will continue to hold the annual meeting at our regular Board 
meeting in May and solicit public input regarding the District’s 
SWPPP. If any input is received, we will document it and 
respond as necessary. 

Public Notice 

We will notice the annual meeting in the Prior Lake American 
two weeks prior to the meeting. Additionally, we will notify local 
partners and interest groups by email; as well as use social 
media and our website to promote the annual meeting.  

Coordination Meeting 

We will meet with JPA/MOA cooperators annually to discuss 
illicit discharge and stormwater management initiatives, and 
determine where collaboration can occur on education, projects, 
etc.  

            

            
 

BMP categories to be implemented Measurable goals and timeframes 

Online Availability of SWPPP Document 
We will make the SWPPP available on our website to allow 
easier access to the document.  

            

            

            

            
 
 

3. Do you have a process for receiving and documenting citizen input?     Yes    No 

 If you answered no to the above permit requirement, describe the tasks and corresponding schedules that will be taken to 
assure that, within 12 months of the date permit coverage is extended, this permit requirement is met: 

      

4. Provide the name or the position title of the individual(s) who is responsible for implementing and/or coordinating this 

MCM: 

Outreach Specialist 

C. MCM 3:  Illicit discharge detection and elimination 

1. The Permit (Part III.D.3.) requires that, within 12 months of the date permit coverage is extended, existing permittees revise 
their current program as necessary, and continue to implement and enforce a program to detect and eliminate illicit 
discharges into the small MS4. Describe your current program: 

We recently implemented an Illicit Discharge Rule. District staff are instructed to look for any signs of illicit discharges while 
out in the field. If illicit discharges are found, we defer to the LGU's for investigating, locating, and eliminating the source of 
illicit discharges.  

2. Does your Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination Program meet the following requirements, as found in the Permit 
(Part III.D.3.c.-g.)? 

 a. Incorporation of illicit discharge detection into all inspection and maintenance activities conducted 
under the Permit (Part III.D.6.e.-f.)Where feasible, illicit discharge inspections shall be conducted 
during dry-weather conditions (e.g., periods of 72 or more hours of no precipitation). 

 Yes    No 

 b. Detecting and tracking the source of illicit discharges using visual inspections. The permittee may 
also include use of mobile cameras, collecting and analyzing water samples, and/or other detailed 
procedures that may be effective investigative tools. 

 Yes    No 

 c. Training of all field staff, in accordance with the requirements of the Permit (Part III.D.6.g.(2)), in 
illicit discharge recognition (including conditions which could cause illicit discharges), and 
reporting illicit discharges for further investigation. 

 Yes    No 

 d. Identification of priority areas likely to have illicit discharges, including at a minimum, evaluating  Yes    No 

http://www.pca.state.mn.us/
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land use associated with business/industrial activities, areas where illicit discharges have been 
identified in the past, and areas with storage of large quantities of significant materials that could 
result in an illicit discharge. 

 e. Procedures for the timely response to known, suspected, and reported illicit discharges.   Yes    No 

 f. Procedures for investigating, locating, and eliminating the source of illicit discharges.  Yes    No 

 g. Procedures for responding to spills, including emergency response procedures to prevent spills from 
entering the small MS4. The procedures shall also include the immediate notification of the 
Minnesota Department of Public Safety Duty Officer, if the source of the illicit discharge is a spill or 
leak as defined in Minn. Stat. § 115.061. 

 Yes    No 

 h. When the source of the illicit discharge is found, the permittee shall use the ERPs required by the 
Permit (Part III.B.) to eliminate the illicit discharge and require any needed corrective action(s). 

 Yes    No 

 If you answered no to any of the above permit requirements, describe the tasks and corresponding schedules that will be 
taken to assure that, within 12 months of the date permit coverage is extended, these permit requirements are met: 

2.c.: We will add annual training for identifying and responding to illicit discharge to all field staff's training plans within 12 
months of the date permit coverage is extended. 

2.d.: We will develop and implement written procedures for prioritizing illicit discharge priority areas and inspections within 
12 months of the date permit coverage is extended.  

2.f.: We will develop and implement written procedures for investigating, locating and eliminating the source of illicit 
discharges within 12 months of the date permit coverage is extended. 

2.g.:We will develop and implement written procedures for responding to spills as described in the permit within 12 months 
of the date permit coverage is extended. 

2.h.: We will update our ERPs to enforce and compel compliance with illicit discharge within 12 months of the date permit 
coverage is extended.  

3. List the categories of BMPs that address your illicit discharge, detection and elimination program. Use the first table for 
categories of BMPs that you have established and the second table for categories of BMPs that you plan to implement 
over the course of the permit term. 

Include the measurable goals with appropriate timeframes that each BMP category will be implemented and completed. In 
addition, provide interim milestones and the frequency of action in which the permittee will implement and/or maintain the 
BMPs. Refer to the EPA’s Measurable Goals Guidance for Phase II Small MS4s 
(http://www.epa.gov/npdes/pubs/measurablegoals.pdf). 

If you have more than five categories, hit the tab key after the last line to generate a new row. 
 

Established BMP categories Measurable goals and timeframes 

Inspections 

We conduct weekly inspections of the culverts on the PLOC 
while it is actively running. In addition, we inspect the full PLOC 
biannually for erosion, invasive species, etc. Staff are 
instructed to be on the lookout for illicit discharges while they 
perform their regular duties. We forward any reports regarding 
illicit discharge to the corresponding LGU.  

Public Information 

We will continue to provide information to businesses and 
residents within the District regarding the dangers of illicit 
discharge and improper disposal, and options for disposal. We 
will distribute at least one educational message per year. We 
will also maintain current information about County disposal 
sites on the PLSLWD website. 

  

            

            
 

BMP categories to be implemented Measurable goals and timeframes 

Illicit Discharge Rule 
We recently added an Illicit Discharge Rule. We will implement 
this Rule and review and update as necessary.  

Priority Areas 
We will identify areas on the PLOC that are likely to or have 
had illicit discharges. 

Staff Training 

District staff will participate in training for identifying and 
responding to illicit discharges on a yearly basis, including but 
not limited to educational videos, webinars, and/or workshops, 
etc. 
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4. Do you have procedures for record-keeping within your Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination (IDDE) program as 
specified within the Permit (Part III.D.3.h.)?     Yes    No 

 If you answered no, indicate how you will develop procedures for record-keeping of your Illicit Discharge, Detection and 
Elimination Program, within 12 months of the date permit coverage is extended: 

      

5. Provide the name or the position title of the individual(s) who is responsible for implementing and/or coordinating this 
MCM: 

Outreach Specialist & Water Resources Specialist 

D. MCM 4:  Construction site stormwater runoff control 

1. The Permit (Part III.D.4) requires that, within 12 months of the date permit coverage is extended, existing permittees shall 
revise their current program, as necessary, and continue to implement and enforce a construction site stormwater runoff 
control program. Describe your current program: 

We require a permit for activity that will disturb more than 10,000 square feet within a shoreland protection zone or within 
300 feet of the PLOC. We participate in site plan reviews and provide comment, when solicited by our partners in the 
MOA. We work with our LGUs to coordinate site inspection and enforcement efforts. All inspection reports are completed 
electronically and saved in a corresponding project folder that contains documentation about site plans, reviews, 
monetary accounts, correspondence, etc.    

2. Does your program address the following BMPs for construction stormwater erosion and sediment control as required in 
the Permit (Part III.D.4.b.): 

 a. Have you established written procedures for site plan reviews that you conduct prior to the start of 
construction activity? 

 Yes    No 

 b. Does the site plan review procedure include notification to owners and operators proposing 
construction activity that they need to apply for and obtain coverage under the MPCA’s general 
permit to Discharge Stormwater Associated with Construction Activity No. MN R100001? 

 Yes    No 

 c. Does your program include written procedures for receipt and consideration of reports of 
noncompliance or other stormwater related information on construction activity submitted by the 
public to the permittee? 

 Yes    No 

 d. Have you included written procedures for the following aspects of site inspections to determine 
compliance with your regulatory mechanism(s): 

 

 1) Does your program include procedures for identifying priority sites for inspection?  Yes    No 

 2) Does your program identify a frequency at which you will conduct construction site 
inspections? 

 Yes    No 

 3) Does your program identify the names of individual(s) or position titles of those responsible for 
conducting construction site inspections? 

 Yes    No 

 4) Does your program include a checklist or other written means to document construction site 
inspections when determining compliance? 

 Yes    No 

 e. Does your program document and retain construction project name, location, total acreage to be 
disturbed, and owner/operator information? 

 Yes    No 

 f. Does your program document stormwater-related comments and/or supporting information used to 
determine project approval or denial? 

 Yes    No 

 g. Does your program retain construction site inspection checklists or other written materials used to 
document site inspections? 

 Yes    No 

 
If you answered no to any of the above permit requirements, describe the tasks and corresponding schedules that will be 
taken to assure that, within 12 months of the date permit coverage is extended, these permit requirements are met. 

      

3. List the categories of BMPs that address your construction site stormwater runoff control program. Use the first 
table for categories of BMPs that you have established and the second table for categories of BMPs that you plan 
to implement over the course of the permit term.  

Include the measurable goals with appropriate timeframes that each BMP category will be implemented and 
completed. In addition, provide interim milestones and the frequency of action in which the permittee will implement 
and/or maintain the BMPs. Refer to the EPA’s Measurable Goals Guidance for Phase II Small MS4s 
(http://www.epa.gov/npdes/pubs/measurablegoals.pdf). If you have more than five categories, hit the tab key 
after the last line to generate a new row. 

 

Established BMP categories Measurable goals and timeframes 

Staff Training We currently have two staff members who have active ESC 
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certifications; we will ensure that at least one staff member 
maintains their erosion and soil control certification throughout 
the next permit term.  

Construction Site Plan Review 

We will continue to utilize our current checklists to determine if 
site plans meet our Rule requirements.  

We currently review development plans as a member of the 
city/county review teams, but do not issue separate permits as 
long as the terms of the MOA are complied with and the 
District’s rule requirements continue to be met. However, we do 
issue permits to LGU’s if they are completing a construction 
project within the PLSLWD boundary or if it is within 300 feet of 
the PLOC. We will continue coordinated reviews throughout the 
next permit term. 

Site Inspection Procedure 

We will continue to utilize our ESC inspection form, which 
incorporates both NPDES permit guidelines and our Rules. We 
will update this inspection form as needed to comply with new 
requirements. We will continue to track and archive all 
inspection documents using Microsoft Access throughout the 
next permit term.  

Inspections 

We will continue to inspect active construction sites within the 
PLSLWD boundary or within 300 feet of the PLOC at least once 
a week or as needed. 

            
 

BMP categories to be implemented Measurable goals and timeframes 

Rules Update 

District staff will revise our Rules (as needed) to conform with 
updated NPDES construction permit requirements and work with 
LGU’s per MOA by holding regular TAC meetings. This BMP will 
be implemented in the new permit term. 

            

            

            

            
 

4. Provide the name or the position title of the individual(s) who is responsible for implementing and/or coordinating this 
MCM: 

Outreach Specialist and District Planner 

E. MCM 5:  Post-construction stormwater management 

1. The Permit (Part III.D.5.) requires that, within 12 months of the date permit coverage is extended, existing permittees 
shall revise their current program, as necessary, and continue to implement and enforce a post-construction stormwater 
management program. Describe your current program: 

Our Rules currently require the use of BMP's to manage the rate, volume, and nutrient/sediment load of stormwater 
runoff, and the establishment of buffer strips along wetlands and water courses. The Rules include performance design 
standards and design requirements for water quality treatment, rate control and volume control. 

2. Have you established written procedures for site plan reviews that you will conduct prior to the start of 
construction activity? 

 Yes    No 

3. Answer yes or no to indicate whether you have the following listed procedures for documentation of 
post-construction stormwater management according to the specifications of Permit (Part III.D.5.c.): 

 a. Any supporting documentation that you use to determine compliance with the Permit (Part 
III.D.5.a), including the project name, location, owner and operator of the construction activity, any 
checklists used for conducting site plan reviews, and any calculations used to determine 
compliance? 

 Yes    No 

 b. All supporting documentation associated with mitigation projects that you authorize?  Yes    No 

 c. Payments received and used in accordance with Permit (Part III.D.5.a.(4)(f))?  Yes    No 

 d. All legal mechanisms drafted in accordance with the Permit (Part III.D.5.a.(5)), including date(s) of 
the agreement(s) and names of all responsible parties involved? 

 Yes    No 

 If you answered no to any of the above permit requirements, describe the steps that will be taken to assure that, within 
12 months of the date permit coverage is extended, these permit requirements are met. 
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3.b.: Our Rules currently do not contain specific language about mitigation provisions. We will amend our Rules to 
include documentation associated with mitigation projects that we authorize within 12 months following the due date of 
this application document to the MPCA.  

4. List the categories of BMPs that address your post-construction stormwater management program. Use the first table 
for categories of BMPs that you have established and the second table for categories of BMPs that you plan to 
implement over the course of the permit term. 

Include the measurable goals with appropriate timeframes that each BMP category will be implemented and 
completed. In addition, provide interim milestones and the frequency of action in which the permittee will implement 
and/or maintain the BMPs. Refer to the EPA’s Measurable Goals Guidance for Phase II Small MS4s 
(http://www.epa.gov/npdes/pubs/measurablegoals.pdf). If you have more than five categories, hit the tab key after 
the last line to generate a new row. 

 

Established BMP categories Measurable goals and timeframes 

Inspections 

We will continue to inspect active construction sites within the 
PLSLWD boundary or within 300 feet of the PLOC at least 
once a week or as needed. 

Permit Application Checklist 

We use a permit application checklist to ensure proposed 
plansets meet the requirements of our Rules; we use this 
checklist as part of our permit approval process.  

Encourage use of BMPs 

Per our Rules, we will continue to recommend the use of BMPs 
to manage rate, volume, and nutrient/sediment load of 
stormwater runoff. 

Long-term Operations & Maintenance of BMPs 

The District will provide advice and technical assistance to 
developers, cities, townships, Scott County, Homeowner’s 
Associations, and property owners to ensure provisions are 
made and followed for the long-term operations and 
maintenance of BMP’s that were installed as part of new or re-
development. 

            
 

BMP categories to be implemented Measurable goals and timeframes 

Mitigation provisions 

We will amend our Rules to include documentation associated 
with mitigation projects that we authorize within 12 months 
following the due date of this application document to the 
MPCA. 

            

            

            

            
 

5. Provide the name or the position title of the individual(s) who is responsible for implementing and/or coordinating this 
MCM: 

District Planner and Outreach Specialist 

F. MCM 6:  Pollution prevention/good housekeeping for municipal operations 

1. The Permit (Part III.D.6.) requires that, within 12 months of the date permit coverage is extended, existing permittees shall 
revise their current program, as necessary, and continue to implement an operations and maintenance program that 
prevents or reduces the discharge of pollutants from the permittee owned/operated facilities and operations to the small 
MS4. Describe your current program: 

We operate the PLOC with our partners through a JPA/MOA  particularly in regards to repair and control erosion and 
sedimentation along the channel. We do not have municipal operations or facilities that are associated with this MS4 
permit.  

2. Do you have a facilities inventory as outlined in the Permit (Part III.D.6.a.)?  Yes    No 

3. If you answered no to the above permit requirement in question 2, describe the tasks and corresponding schedules that 
will be taken to assure that, within 12 months of the date permit coverage is extended, this permit requirement is met: 

We do not have municipal operations or facilities. We manage the outlet structure, which consists of an outlet box that 
houses an accordian-shaped fixed crest weir. 
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4. List the categories of BMPs that address your pollution prevention/good housekeeping for municipal operations program. 
Use the first table for categories of BMPs that you have established and the second table for categories of BMPs that you 
plan to implement over the course of the permit term. 

Include the measurable goals with appropriate timeframes that each BMP category will be implemented and completed. In 
addition, provide interim milestones and the frequency of action in which the permittee will implement and/or maintain the 
BMPs. For an explanation of measurable goals, refer to the EPA’s Measurable Goals Guidance for Phase II Small MS4s 
(http://www.epa.gov/npdes/pubs/measurablegoals.pdf). 

If you have more than five categories, hit the tab key after the last line to generate a new row. 
 

Established BMP categories Measurable goals and timeframes 

Maintenance Program 

The District will continue to operate the outlet channel in 
accordance with the JPA/MOA, particularly measures designed 
to repair and control erosion and sedimentation along the 
channel. Based on the outcome of weekly inspections, the 
District will repair erosion, remove accumulated sediment and 
maintain vegetation as needed. 

Inspection of 20% of Outfalls/PLOC inspections 

District staff will continue to inspect the outlet channel on an 
annual basis and periodically while the Prior Lake Outlet is 
flowing; staff will also maintain records for channel inspections 
and notify cooperators of the PLOC immediately if there are 
issues. 

Record reporting and retention of all inspections and 
responses to the inspections 

The District will maintain records of all inspections, including 
inspection results, date, antecedent weather conditions, 
sediment storage and capacity remaining, and any maintenance 
performed or recommended. 

Evaluation of Inspection Frequency 

The District will annually assess whether inspection activities 
and frequencies are adequate to assure proper operation and 
prevention of pollution. 

Staff & Manager Training 

Staff will conduct or participate in training to foster pollution 
prevention in District operations as opportunities arise; we will 
track the number of formal training opportunities per year and 
the number of participants. 

 

BMP categories to be implemented Measurable goals and timeframes 

Schedule for training 

The District will develop a schedule for training new or seasonal 
employees and recurring training for existing employees to 
address changes in procedures, practices, techniques and 
requirements. This will be implemented within 12 months of the 
date permit coverage is extended.      

Written procedures for inspections  

The District will develop written procedures for inspection of 
structural stormwater BMPs associated with the PLOC. 
Procedures will be in place within 12 months of the date permit 
coverage is extended. 

            

            

            
 

5. Does discharge from your MS4 affect a Source Water Protection Area (Permit Part III.D.6.c.)? 

a. If no, continue to 6. 

 Yes    No 

 b. If yes, the Minnesota Department of Health (MDH) is in the process of mapping the 
following items. Maps are available at 
http://www.health.state.mn.us/divs/eh/water/swp/maps/index.htm. Is a map including the 
following items available for your MS4: 

 

 
 1) Wells and source waters for drinking water supply management areas identified as 

vulnerable under Minn. R. 4720.5205, 4720.5210, and 4720.5330? 
 Yes    No 

 2) Source water protection areas for surface intakes identified in the source water 
assessments conducted by or for the Minnesota Department of Health under the federal 
Safe Drinking Water Act, U.S.C. §§ 300j – 13? 

 Yes    No 
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 c. Have you developed and implemented BMPs to protect any of the above drinking water 
sources? 

 Yes    No 

6. Have you developed procedures and a schedule for the purpose of determining the TSS and 
TP treatment effectiveness of all permittee owned/operated ponds constructed and used for the 
collection and treatment of stormwater, according to the Permit (Part III.D.6.d.)? 

 Yes    No 

7. Do you have inspection procedures that meet the requirements of the Permit (Part III.D.6.e.(1)-
(3)) for structural stormwater BMPs, ponds and outfalls, and stockpile, storage and material 
handling areas? 

 Yes    No 

8. Have you developed and implemented a stormwater management training program commensurate with each 
employee’s job duties that: 

 a. Addresses the importance of protecting water quality?  Yes    No 

 b. Covers the requirements of the permit relevant to the duties of the employee?  Yes    No 

 c. Includes a schedule that establishes initial training for new and/or seasonal employees and 
recurring training intervals for existing employees to address changes in procedures, 
practices, techniques, or requirements? 

 Yes    No 

9. Do you keep documentation of inspections, maintenance, and training as required by the Permit 
(Part III.D.6.h.(1)-(5))? 

 Yes    No 

 If you answered no to any of the above permit requirements listed in Questions 5 – 9, then describe the tasks and 
corresponding schedules that will be taken to assure that, within 12 months of the date permit coverage is extended, 
these permit requirements are met: 

5.a. 2.):The District does not have any known surface water intakes. 

6.) The District does not own or operate any ponds that are associated with our MS4. 

8.) The District will develop and implement a stormwater management training program commensurate with each 
employees job duties as they are outlined in the Permit (Part III.D.6.g.). These procedures will be implemented within 
12 months following the date permit coverage is extended.  

10. Provide the name or the position title of the individual(s) who is responsible for implementing and/or coordinating this 
MCM: 

District Administrator 

VI. Compliance Schedule for an Approved Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) with an 

Applicable Waste Load Allocation (WLA) (Part II.D.6.) 

A. Do you have an approved TMDL with a Waste Load Allocation (WLA) prior to the effective date 
of the Permit?  

 Yes    No 

 1. If no, continue to section VII.  

 2. If yes, fill out and attach the MS4 Permit TMDL Attachment Spreadsheet with the following 
naming convention: MS4NameHere_TMDL. 

This form is found on the MPCA MS4 website: http://www.pca.state.mn.us/ms4. 

 

VII. Alum or Ferric Chloride Phosphorus Treatment Systems (Part II.D.7.) 

A. Do you own and/or operate any Alum or Ferric Chloride Phosphorus Treatment Systems which 
are regulated by this Permit (Part III.F.)? 

 Yes    No 

 1. If no, this section requires no further information. 

2. If yes, you own and/or operate an Alum or Ferric Chloride Phosphorus Treatment System 
within your small MS4, then you must submit the Alum or Ferric Chloride Phosphorus 
Treatment Systems Form supplement to this document, with the following naming 
convention: MS4NameHere_TreatmentSystem. 

This form is found on the MPCA MS4 website: http://www.pca.state.mn.us/ms4. 

VIII. Add any Additional Comments to Describe Your Program 

The District has attached a copy of the 2014 Education & Outreach Plan with this application to support MCM 1. 

 

http://www.pca.state.mn.us/
http://www.pca.state.mn.us/ms4
http://www.pca.state.mn.us/ms4


 

  (ii) Outside of the shoreland protection zone, an area of less than one 
acre. 

  
  (f) Installation of any fence, sign, telephone or electric poles, or other kinds 
of posts or poles. 
 
  (g) Emergency activity necessary to protect life or prevent substantial harm 
to persons or property. 
 
  (h) All land disturbing activities not required by this Rule to obtain a permit 
or have an approved stormwater management plan shall nevertheless be conducted in full 
compliance with Rule C. 
 
  RULE E - EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL   
 
 1.  POLICY.  It is the policy of the managers to require the preparation and 
implementation of erosion and sediment control plans to control runoff and erosion and 
to retain or control sediment on land during land disturbing activities.   
 
 2.  REGULATION.  No person or political subdivision shall commence a land 
disturbing activity or the development or redevelopment of land, unless specifically 
exempted by Paragraph 7 below, without first obtaining a permit from the District that 
incorporates and approves an erosion and sediment control plan for the activity, 
development or redevelopment.   
 
 3.  CRITERIA.  Erosion and sediment control plans shall comply with the 
following criteria: 
 
  (a) Natural site topography and soil conditions shall be used to control 
runoff and reduce erosion and sedimentation during construction and after completion of 
the land disturbing activity. 
 
  (b) Erosion and sediment control measures shall be consistent with best 
management practices, and shall be sufficient to retain sediment on-site. 
 
  (c) All erosion and sediment controls shall be installed before commencing 
the land disturbing activity, and shall not be removed without District approval or until 
the District has issued a certificate of completion pursuant to Paragraph 14 of Rule B. 
 
  (d) The activity shall be phased when possible to minimize disturbed areas 
subject to erosion at any one time. 
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 4.  EXHIBITS. The following exhibits shall accompany the permit application 
(one set full size, and two sets reduced to a maximum size of 11" x 17"): 
 
  (a) An existing and proposed topographic map showing contours on and 
adjacent to the land, property lines, all hydrologic features, the proposed land disturbing 
activities, and the locations of all runoff, erosion and sediment controls and soil 
stabilization measures.   
 
  (b) Plans and specifications for all proposed runoff, erosion and sediment 
controls, and temporary and permanent soil stabilization measures. 
 
  (c) Detailed schedules for implementation of the land disturbing activity, 
the erosion and sediment controls, and soil stabilization measures. 
 
  (d) Detailed description of the methods to be employed for monitoring, 
maintaining and removing the erosion and sediment controls, and soil stabilization 
measures. 
 
  (e) Soil borings if requested by the District. 
 
 5.  MAINTENANCE.  The permittee shall be responsible for proper operation and 
maintenance of all erosion and sediment controls, and soil stabilization measures, in 
conformance with best management practices.  The permittee shall, at a minimum, 
inspect and maintain all erosion and sediment controls and soil stabilization measures 
daily during construction, weekly thereafter until vegetative cover is established, and 
after every rainfall event exceeding 0.5 inches.  The permittee shall maintain a log of 
activities under this Paragraph 5 for inspection by the District. 
 
 6.  SECURITY.  Any bond or other security required in accordance with Rule L 
shall be maintained until final soil stabilization and removal of erosion and sediment 
controls, and the payment of all fees and other amounts due the District. 
 
 7.  EXCEPTIONS.  No permit or erosion control plan shall be required under this 
Rule for the following land disturbing activities: 
 
  (a) Minor land disturbing activities such as home gardens, repairs and 
maintenance work. 
 
  (b) Construction, installation and maintenance of individual sewage 
treatment systems. 
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  (c) Construction, installation and maintenance of public utility lines or 
individual service connections unless the activity disturbs more than one acre, in which 
event Paragraph 7(e) below shall apply. 
 
  (d) Construction of any structure on an individual parcel in a subdivision 
with an erosion and sediment control plan approved by the District, so long as any land 
disturbing activity complies with the approved plan. 
 
  (e) Development and redevelopment of, or construction of a structure on, an 
individual parcel with a land disturbing activity that does not cause off-site erosion, 
sedimentation, flooding or other damage, and disturbs: 
 

  (i) In the shoreland protection zone, an area less than 10,000 square 
feet; provided that, if a municipality or county with jurisdiction has adopted an 
ordinance requiring stormwater management consistent with this Rule E that also 
regulates the activity, such ordinance shall govern the activity, and the exempt 
area shall increase from 10,000 square feet to one acre (at which point this Rule 
shall apply in addition to the municipal or county regulation); or 

 
  (ii) Outside of the shoreland protection zone, an area of less than one 
acre. 

 
  (f) Installation of any fence, sign, telephone or electric poles, or other kinds 
of posts or poles. 
 
  (g) Emergency activity necessary to protect life or prevent substantial harm 
to persons or property. 
 
  (h) All land disturbing activities not required by this Rule to obtain a permit 
or have an approved erosion and sediment control plan shall nevertheless be conducted in 
full compliance with Rule C. 
 

RULE F - FLOODPLAIN ALTERATION 
 
 1.  POLICY. It is the policy of the managers to:   
 
  (a) Preserve existing water storage capacity below the 100-year critical 
flood elevation on all waterbodies in the District to minimize the frequency and severity 
of high water.  
 
  (b) Minimize development in the floodplain which will unduly restrict 
flood flows or aggravate known high water problems.   
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Site Inspection Form 
    

Project:  Inspection Date:  

Supervisor:  Next Inspection Date:  

Inspector(s):  City Project #:  
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Comments 

Erosion Control 

Soil stabilization
1
      

Drainage conveyance stabilized
2
      

Energy dissipation from drainage 

conveyance
3
 

     

No unbroken slope greater than 75 

feet with a grade of 3:1 or steeper
4
 

     

Slopes of 3:1 or greater has approved 

BMPs installed
5
 

     

Final stabilization apparent on 

finished lots
6
 

     

                                                 
1
 All exposed soil areas must be stabilized as soon as possible to limit soil erosion but in no case letter than 14 days after the construction activity in that portion of the site has 

temporarily or permanently ceased. [NPDES - PIII.B.3] 
2
 The normal wetted perimeter of any temporary or permanent drainage ditch or swale that drains water from any portion of the construction site, or diverts water around the site, 

must be stabilized within 200 lineal feet from the property edge, or from the point of discharge into any surface water. Stabilization of the last 200 lineal feet must be completed 

within 24 hours after connection to a surface water. [NPDES - PIII.B.4] 
3
 Pipe outlets must be provided with temporary or permanent energy dissipation within 24 hours after connection to a surface water. [NPDES - PIII.B.4] 

4
 There shall be no unbroken slope length of greater than 75 feet for slopes with a grade of 3:1 or steeper. [NPDES - PIII.C.1.c] 

5
 Slopes greater or equal to 3:1 shall have approved erosion control BMPs installed immediately after finished grading. [PWDM PII.2.14] 

6
 The Permittee(s) must ensure final stabilization of the site. Final stabilization requires that all soil disturbing activities at the site have been completed and all soils must stabilized 

by a uniform perennial vegetative cover with a density of 70% over the entire pervious surface area, or other equivalent means necessary to prevent soil failure under erosive 

conditions. [NPDES - PIII.G.1] 
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Comments 

Sediment Control 

Sediment BMPs functioning
7
      

Construction entrance in place and 

operational
8
 

     

Sediment tracking
9
      

Soil stockpiles
10

      

Sediment basins
11

      

 

  

                                                 
7
 All nonfunctional BMPs must be repaired, replaced, or supplemented with functional BMPs within 24 hours after discovery, or as soon as field conditions allow access. All silt 

fences must be repaired, replaced, or supplemented when they become nonfunctional or the sediment reaches 1/2 of the height of the fence. Temporary and permanent sediment 

basins must be drained and the sediment removed when the depth of the sediment collected reaches ½ the storage volume. Drainage and removal must be completed within 72 

hours of discovery, or as soon as filed conditions allow access. [NPDES - PIII.E.4] 
8
 Vehicle tracking of sediment for the construction site (or onto streets within the site) must be minimized by BMPs such as stone pads, concrete or steel wash racks, or equivalent 

systems. Street sweeping must be used if such BMPs are not adequate to prevent sediment from being tracked onto the street. [NPDES - PIII.E.4] 
9
 Construction site vehicle exit location must be inspected for evidence of off-site sediment tracking onto paved surfaces. Tracked sediment must be removed from all paced 

surfaces, within 24 hours of discovery. [NPDES - PIII.E.4.d] 
10

 Temporary soil stockpiles must have silt fence or other effective sediment controls, and cannot be placed in surface water, including stormwater conveyances such as curb and 

gutter systems, or conduits and ditches unless there is a bypass in place for the stormwater. [NPDES - PIII.C.5] 
11

 Drainage areas over 5 acres must have a temporary sediment basin. Design must comply with the NPDES SWPPP requirements. [PWDM PII.2.21] 
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Comments 

Stormwater Management 

Inlet protection in place and 

operational
12

 
     

Off-site deposition
13

      

Surface water deposition
14

      

 

  

                                                 
12

 All storm drain inlets must be protected by appropriate BMPs during construction until all sources with potential for discharging to the inlet have been stabilized. [NPDES - 

PIII.C.4] 
13

 If sediment escapes the construction site, off-site accumulations of sediment must be removed in a manner and at a frequency sufficient to minimize off-site impacts. [NPDES - 

PII.E.4.c] 
14

 The Permitee(s) must remove all deltas and sediment deposited in surface waters, including drainage ways, catch basins, and other drainage systems, and re-stabilize the areas 

where sediment removal results in exposed soil. The removal and stabilization must take place within seven (7) days of discovery unless precluded by legal, regulatory, or physical 

access constraints. The Permitee(s) shall use all reasonable efforts to obtain access. If precluded, removal and stabilization must take place within seven (7) calendar days of 

obtaining access. [NPDES - PIII.E.4.c] 
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Comments 

Other/General 

Dewatering
15

      

Site inspections
16

      

Inspection documentation & SWPPP
17

      

Infiltration area protection
18

      

Hazardous materials
19

      

Solid waste
20

      

Concrete washout
21

      

Issues resolved since last inspection      

 

 

                                                 
15

 All water from dewatering or basin draining activities must be discharged in a manner that does not cause nuisance conditions, erosion in receiving channels or on downslope 

properties, or inundation in wetlands causing significant adverse impact to the wetland. [NPDES - PIII.D.2] 
16

 Routinely inspect the entire construction site at least once every seven (7) days during active construction and within 24 hours after a rainfall event greater than 0.5 inches in 24 

hours.[ NPDES - PIII.E.1] 
17

 All inspections and maintenance conducted during construction must be recorded in writing and these records must be retained with the SWPPP. [NPDES - PIII.E.2] 
18

 All infiltration areas must be inspected to ensure that no sediment from ongoing construction activity is reaching the infiltration area and these areas are protected from 

compaction due to construction equipment driving across the infiltration area.[ NPDES - PIII.E.5] 
19

 Hazardous materials such as oil, gasoline, paint and any hazardous substances) must be properly stored, including secondary containment, to prevent spills, leaks or other 

discharge. Restricted access to storage areas must be provided to prevent vandalism. Storage and disposal of hazardous waste must be in compliance with MPCA regulations. 

[NPDES - PIII.F.2] 
20

 Solid waste must be disposed of properly and must comply with MPCA disposal requirements. [NPDES - PIII.F.1] 
21

 All liquid and solid wastes generated by washout operations must be contained in effective containment. The liquid and solid wastes must not contact the ground, and there must 

not be runoff from the washout operations or areas. Liquid and solid wastes must be disposed of properly and in compliance with MPCA regulation. A sign must be installed 

adjacent to each washout facility to inform concrete equipment operators to utilize the proper facilities. [NPDES - PIII.G.1] 



 

 
RULE O - ENFORCEMENT 

 
 1.  MISDEMEANOR.  A violation of these Rules, a stipulation agreement made or 
permit or order issued by the managers pursuant to these Rules, is a misdemeanor subject 
to a penalty as provided by law. 
 
 2. ACTIONS.  The District may exercise all powers conferred upon it by 
Minnesota Statutes, chapter 103D, in enforcing these Rules, or a stipulation agreement 
made or permit or order issued by the managers under these Rules, including criminal 
prosecution, injunction, or an action to compel performance, restoration or abatement, or 
other appropriate action. 
 
 3.  ADMINISTRATIVE ORDER.  The District may issue a cease and desist order 
when it finds that a proposed or initiated activity or project presents a serious threat of 
flooding, erosion, sedimentation, an adverse effect upon water quality, or otherwise 
violates these Rules.   
 
 4.  ATTORNEYS’ FEES AND COSTS.  In any civil action arising from or related 
to these Rules, an order or a stipulation agreement made or a permit issued or denied by 
the managers under these Rules, the court may award the prevailing party reasonable 
attorneys’ fees and costs. 
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  (f) Use of fertilizer and pesticides in the shoreland protection zone shall be 
done so as to minimize runoff into public waters by the use of earth material, vegetation, 
or both. 
   
  (g) When development density, topographic features, and soil and 
vegetation conditions are not sufficient to adequately handle runoff using natural features 
and vegetation, various types of constructed facilities such as diversions, settling basins, 
skimming devices, dikes, waterways and ponds may be used.  Preference shall be given 
to designs using surface drainage, vegetation and infiltration rather than buried pipes and 
man-made materials and facilities. 
 
  (h) Whenever the District determines that any land disturbing activity has 
become a hazard to any person, or endangers the property of another, adversely affects 
water quality or any waterbody, increases flooding, or otherwise violates these Rules, the 
owner of the land upon which the land disturbing activity is located, or other person or 
agent in control of such land, upon receipt of written notice from the District, shall within 
the time period specified therein repair or eliminate such condition.  The owner of the 
land upon which a land disturbing activity is located shall be responsible for the cleanup 
and any damages from sediment that has eroded from such land.  The District may 
require the owner to obtain a permit under these Rules before undertaking any repairs or 
restoration. 
 

RULE D - STORMWATER MANAGEMENT 
 
 1.  POLICY.  It is the policy of the managers to: 
 
  (a) Require that peak runoff rates not exceed existing conditions and the 
capacity of downstream conveyance facilities or contribute to flooding. 
 
  (b) Manage subwatershed discharge rates and flood storage volumes to be 
consistent with the goals of the water resources management plan. 
 
  (c) Control runoff rates by the use of regional or on-site detention or 
infiltration facilities where feasible. 
 
  (d) Review stormwater management structures based on the 100-year 
critical storm event for the drainage area. 
 
  (e) Route runoff to water treatment ponds or other acceptable facilities 
before discharging into waterbodies. 
 
  (f) Promote the use of natural waterbodies for storing runoff and improving 
water quality and other amenities. 
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  (g) Promote natural infiltration of runoff. 
 
 2.  REGULATION.  No person or political subdivision shall commence a land 
disturbing activity or the development or redevelopment of land, unless specifically 
exempted by Paragraph 9 below, without first obtaining a permit from the District that 
incorporates and approves a stormwater management plan for the activity, development 
or redevelopment. 
 
 3.  CRITERIA.  Stormwater management plans shall comply with the following 
criteria: 
 
  (a) A hydrograph method based on sound hydrologic theory will be used to 
analyze runoff for the design or analysis of flows and water levels.  
 
  (b) Runoff rates for the proposed activity shall not exceed existing runoff 
rates for the 2-year, 10-year and 100-year critical storm events, and runoff rates may be 
restricted to less than the existing rates when necessary for the public health and general 
welfare of the District. 
 
  (c) Regional detention basins shall be utilized to manage peak flow rates 
and runoff volumes, and meet water quality objectives when feasible.  On-site detention 
basins, infiltration facilities, and permanent sedimentation and water quality ponds will 
be utilized for land disturbing activities exceeding one acre when regional basins are not 
in place or feasible.  A waiver may be granted for special circumstances described in 
Paragraphs 4(a) and 4(b) below. 
 

(d) The District may approve alternative BMPs instead of permanent 
sedimentation and water quality ponds if it finds that the water quality performance of the 
proposed alternative BMPs is equivalent to that of a permanent sedimentation and water 
quality pond designed according to the criteria set forth for permanent sedimentation and 
water quality ponds in Paragraph 3(h) below.  The generally accepted performance of 
permanent sedimentation and water quality ponds designed to these criteria is 60% Total 
Phosphorus removal.  For alternative BMPs, performance for the one-year, 24-hour event 
shall be assessed, and the assumed performance for the BMPs shall be based on 
information from independent laboratory work, studies, or reference materials including 
the Minnesota Urban Small Sites BMP Manual (Metropolitan Council 2001), as such 
manual may be amended, revised or supplemented.  
 
  (e) Analysis of flood levels, storage volumes and flow rates for waterbodies 
and detention basins shall be based on the range of rainfall and snow melt durations 
producing the critical flood levels and discharges. 
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  (f) Landlocked water basins may be provided with outlets that: 
 

       (i) Retain a hydrologic regime complying with Rules F and G; 
 

       (ii) Provide sufficient dead storage to retain back-to-back 100-year, 24-
hour rainfalls and runoff above the highest anticipated groundwater elevation and 
prevent damage to property adjacent to the basin; and 

 
      (iii) Do not create adverse downstream flooding or water quality 
conditions, or materially affect stability of downstream water courses.  

 
  (g) Detention basins shall be designed to provide: 
 

        (i) An outlet structure to control the 2-year, 10-year and 100-year 
critical storm events to predevelopment runoff rates; 

 
       (ii) An identified overflow spillway sufficiently stabilized to convey a 
100-year critical storm event; 

 
      (iii) A normal water elevation above the OHW of adjacent waterbodies; 
and 

 
      (iv) Access for future maintenance.  

 
  (h) Permanent sedimentation and water quality ponds shall be designed to 
the Wet Pond Design Standards set forth on Appendix A to these Rules and provide: 
 

        (i) Water quality features consistent with NURP criteria and best 
management practices;  

 
       (ii) A permanent wet pool with dead storage of at least the runoff from a 
2.5-inch storm event; 

 
      (iii) A normal water elevation above the OHW of adjacent waterbodies; 

 
       (iv) An outlet skimmer to prevent migration of floatables and oils for at 
least the one year storm event; and 

 
       (v) Access for future maintenance. 

 
  (i) Unless a municipality or the county has adopted an ordinance 
prescribing a minimum low floor elevation, which ordinance shall govern, any new 
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residential, commercial, industrial and other habitable structures shall be constructed with 
the following low floor elevation:   
 

        (i) In the case of a land-locked basin, the low floor elevation shall be at 
least 3 feet above the surveyed basin overflow or three feet above the high water 
level of the basin as determined from an estimate of high water levels using the 
higher of either the 100-year, 10-day runoff event and back-to-back 100-year, 24-
hour rainfalls under full build-out conditions.  Aerial photographs, vegetation, 
soils and topography shall be used to derive a “normal” water elevation for the 
basin to compute the 100-year elevation. 

 
       (ii) In all other cases, the low floor elevation shall be at least 2 feet 
above the critical event 100-year high water elevation and three feet above the 
overflow elevation of nearby waterbodies and stormwater basins. 

 
  (j) Development that creates impervious surfaces must explicitly address 
the use of best management practices to limit the loss of pervious area, and infiltrate 
runoff from impervious areas to the extent feasible considering site-specific conditions. 
 

        (i) At a minimum, the following BMPs shall be considered and a 
narrative description submitted explaining why any cannot be used, are not 
feasible, or are not applicable: 

 
 (aa) Vegetated swales; 

 
 (bb) Pond outlets perched above groundwater levels; 

 
 (cc) Roof drainage to pervious areas; 

 
 (dd) Depressed casual storage areas; 

 
 (ee) Minimization of the number and width of parking stalls; 

 
 (ff) “Rural section” roads and road width minimization; and 

 
 (gg) Mitigation of disrupted soils.  

 
       (ii) The goal of these BMPs is to minimize the amount of directly 
connected impervious surface created by the development, preserve the infiltration 
capacity of the soil, and incorporate infiltration practices into the design.  For 
impervious surface created by the development on Hydrologic Soil Types A, B, C, 
and D, one-half inch of runoff must be infiltrated within 72 hours using a 
combination of the BMPs described in Paragraph 3(j)(i) above or other accepted 
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BMPs for infiltration, such as infiltration trenches, rainwater gardens, or 
infiltration basins except as described in Paragraphs 3(j)(iii), 3(j)(iv) and 3(j)(v) 
below. Infiltration volumes and facility sizes shall be calculated using the 
appropriate hydrological soil group classification and saturated infiltration rate 
from the table below.  Documented site specific infiltration or hydraulic 
conductivity measurements completed by a licensed soil scientist or engineer can 
be used in place of the values in the table. 

 
Hydrologic Soils   Infiltration      Soil 
      Type                Rate        Texture
 
 A         0.30 inches/hour   Sand, loamy sand, or 
              sand loam 
 
 B         0.15 inches/hour   Silt loam or loam 
 
 C                    0.07 inches/hour  Sandy clay loam 
 
 D         0.03 inches/hour   Clay loam, silt clay loam, 
              Silty clay or clay 
 
 Source: Urban Hydrology for Small 
   Watersheds (SCS, 1986), as amended, revised or supplemented. 
 

 (aa) Infiltration areas will be limited to the horizontal areas 
subject to prolonged wetting. 

 
 (bb) Areas of permanent pools tend to lose infiltration 
capacity over time and will not be accepted as an infiltration 
practice. 
 
 (cc) Before infiltrating runoff, pretreatment shall be required 
for parking lot runoff and for runoff from new road construction in 
commercial, industrial and institutional areas that will enter the 
infiltration system.  The pretreatment shall be designed to protect the 
infiltration system from clogging and to protect groundwater quality.  
Pretreatment options may include, but are not limited to, oil/grease 
separation, sedimentation, biofiltration, filtration, swales or filter 
strips.  To minimize potential groundwater impacts it is desirable to 
infiltrate the cleanest runoff.  To achieve this, a design may propose 
greater infiltration of runoff from low pollutant sources such as 
roofs, and less from higher pollution source areas such as parking 
lots. 
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(iii) In the case of Type D soils no infiltration is required provided the 

impervious surfaces created by the development do not increase runoff volumes 
from existing conditions for the 2-year critical storm event, not including the 10 
day snow melt event. 

 
(iv) An alternative infiltration standard can be used with Hydrologic 

Soil Types C and D, or soils with restrictive horizons having infiltration rates less 
than 0.10 inches/hour located within 6 inches of the bottom of the infiltration 
device.  This alternative standard allows for the incorporation of underdrains or 
tile drains into BMP designs; and the infiltration volume is the lessor of the runoff 
volume increase from existing conditions for the 2-year critical storm event (not 
including the 10 day snow melt event), or one-half inch of runoff from impervious 
surfaces created. 

 
(v) Infiltration shall be avoided by using other appropriate areas of 

project sites, or shall not be provided for: 
 

(aa) Fueling and vehicle maintenance areas, 
 

(bb) Areas with less than 3 feet vertical separation from the bottom of the 
infiltration system to the elevation of seasonal high groundwater or top of 
bedrock. 

 
(cc) Areas with runoff from industrial, commercial and institutional parking 

lots and roads with less than 5 feet separation from the bottom of the 
infiltration system to the elevation of the seasonal high groundwater. 

 
(dd) Areas within a wellhead protection zone, within 400 feet of a community 

water system well or within 100 feet of a private well for runoff infiltrated 
from commercial, industrial and institutional land uses. 

 
 
 4.  WAIVERS.   
 
  (a) The managers may waive the on-site runoff rate and water quality 
control design criteria in Paragraphs 3(a), 3(b), 3(c), 3(d), 3(e), 3(g) and 3(h) above, if a 
municipality has an approved local water management plan which provides for off-site 
stormwater facilities capable of controlling and treating runoff. 
 
  (b) The design criteria in Paragraphs 3(b), 3(c), 3(d), 3(h), and 3(j)) above 
may be waived for sites with total impervious surface of less than one acre, or for sites 
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with land disturbing activities less than one acre; if infiltration, runoff rate control, and 
water quality BMPs have been incorporated to the maximum extent possible. 
 
 5.  EXHIBITS.  The following exhibits shall accompany the permit application 
(one set full size, and two sets reduced to a maximum size of 11" x 17"): 
 
  (a) Property lines and delineation of lands under ownership of the applicant. 
 
  (b) Delineation of the subwatershed contributing runoff from off-site, 
proposed and existing subwatersheds on-site, emergency overflows and watercourses. 
 
  (c) Proposed and existing stormwater facilities location, alignment and 
elevation. 
 
  (d) Delineation of existing on-site wetland, marsh, shoreland and floodplain 
areas. 
 
  (e) For applications proposing infiltration as a stormwater management 
practice, identification, description, permeability and approximate delineation of site soils 
in both existing and proposed as-developed condition. 
 
  (f) Existing and proposed ordinary high and 100-year water elevations on-
site. 
 
  (g) Existing and proposed site contour elevations at 2 foot intervals, 
referenced to NGVD, 1929 datum. 
 
  (h) Construction plans and specifications of all proposed stormwater 
management facilities, including design details for outlet controls. 
 
  (i) Runoff volume and rate analysis for the 2-year, 10-year and 100-year 
critical storm events, existing and proposed. 
 
  (j) All hydrologic, water quality and hydraulic computations made in 
designing the proposed stormwater management facilities. 
 
  (k) Narrative addressing incorporation of infiltration BMPs. 
 
  (l) Delineation of any ponding, flowage or drainage easements, or other 
property interests, to be dedicated for stormwater management purposes. 
 
 6.  MAINTENANCE.  All stormwater management structures and facilities shall 
be maintained in perpetuity to assure that the structures and facilities function as 
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originally designed.  The responsibility for maintenance shall be assumed either by the 
municipality or county with jurisdiction over the structures and facilities, or by the 
applicant entering into a compliance agreement with the District. 
 
 7.  EASEMENTS.  The applicant shall establish in form acceptable to the District 
temporary and perpetual easements for ponding, flowage and drainage purposes over 
hydrologic features such as waterbodies and stormwater basins.  The easements shall 
include the right of reasonable access for inspection, monitoring, maintenance and 
enforcement purposes. 
 
 8.  COVENANTS.  The District may require that the land be subjected to 
restrictive covenants or a conservation easement, in form acceptable to the District, to 
prevent the future expansion of impervious surface and the loss of infiltration capacity. 
 
 9.  EXCEPTIONS. No permit or stormwater management plan shall be required 
under this Rule for the following land disturbing activities: 
 
  (a) Minor land disturbing activities such as home gardens, repairs and 
maintenance work. 
 
  (b) Construction, installation and maintenance of individual sewage 
treatment systems. 
 
  (c) Construction, installation and maintenance of public utility lines or 
individual service connections unless the activity disturbs more than one acre, in which 
event Paragraph 9(e) below shall apply. 
 
  (d)  Construction of any structure on an individual parcel in a subdivision 
with a stormwater management plan approved by the District, so long as any land 
disturbing activity complies with the approved plan. 
 
  (e) Development or redevelopment of, or construction of a structure on, an 
individual parcel with a land disturbing activity that does not cause off-site erosion, 
sedimentation, flooding or other damage, and disturbs: 
 

  (i) In the shoreland protection zone, an area less than 10,000 square 
feet; provided that, if a municipality or county with jurisdiction has adopted an 
ordinance requiring stormwater management consistent with this Rule D that also 
regulates the activity, such ordinance shall govern the activity, and the exempt 
area shall increase from 10,000 square feet to one acre (at which point this Rule 
shall apply in addition to the municipal or county regulation); or 
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  (ii) Outside of the shoreland protection zone, an area of less than one 
acre. 

  
  (f) Installation of any fence, sign, telephone or electric poles, or other kinds 
of posts or poles. 
 
  (g) Emergency activity necessary to protect life or prevent substantial harm 
to persons or property. 
 
  (h) All land disturbing activities not required by this Rule to obtain a permit 
or have an approved stormwater management plan shall nevertheless be conducted in full 
compliance with Rule C. 
 
  RULE E - EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL   
 
 1.  POLICY.  It is the policy of the managers to require the preparation and 
implementation of erosion and sediment control plans to control runoff and erosion and 
to retain or control sediment on land during land disturbing activities.   
 
 2.  REGULATION.  No person or political subdivision shall commence a land 
disturbing activity or the development or redevelopment of land, unless specifically 
exempted by Paragraph 7 below, without first obtaining a permit from the District that 
incorporates and approves an erosion and sediment control plan for the activity, 
development or redevelopment.   
 
 3.  CRITERIA.  Erosion and sediment control plans shall comply with the 
following criteria: 
 
  (a) Natural site topography and soil conditions shall be used to control 
runoff and reduce erosion and sedimentation during construction and after completion of 
the land disturbing activity. 
 
  (b) Erosion and sediment control measures shall be consistent with best 
management practices, and shall be sufficient to retain sediment on-site. 
 
  (c) All erosion and sediment controls shall be installed before commencing 
the land disturbing activity, and shall not be removed without District approval or until 
the District has issued a certificate of completion pursuant to Paragraph 14 of Rule B. 
 
  (d) The activity shall be phased when possible to minimize disturbed areas 
subject to erosion at any one time. 
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Secretary Signature:____________________ 

Date: _________________  November 25, 2013 

RULE P – Illicit Discharge 
 

1. POLICY. It is the policy of the managers to prohibit illicit discharges to the Prior 

Lake Outlet Channel. 

 

2. REGULATION.  

 

(a) No person or political subdivision shall throw, drain, or otherwise 

discharge, cause, or allow others under its control to throw, drain, or 

otherwise discharge into the Prior Lake Outlet Channel any pollutants or 

waters containing any pollutants, other than stormwater, unless specifically 

exempted by Paragraph 3 below. 

 

(b) The construction, use, maintenance or continued existence of illicit 

connections to the Prior Lake Outlet Channel is prohibited. 

 

i. This prohibition expressly includes, without limitation, illicit 

connections made in the past, regardless of whether the connection 

was permissible under law, rule, or practices applicable or prevailing 

at the time of connection. 

 

ii. A person is considered to be in violation of this ordinance if the 

person connects a line conveying sewage to the Prior Lake Outlet 

Channel, or allows such a connection to continue. 

 

iii. Improper connections in violation of this ordinance must be 

disconnected and redirected, if necessary, to an approved onsite 

wastewater management system or the sanitary sewer system. 

 

iv. Any drain or conveyance that has not been documented in plans, 

maps or equivalent, and which may be connected to the storm sewer 

system, shall be located by the owner or occupant of that property 

upon receipt of written notice of violation from the District requiring 

that such locating be completed. Such notice will specify a 

reasonable time period within which the location of the drain or 

conveyance is to be determined, that the drain or conveyance be 

identified as storm sewer, sanitary sewer or other, and that the outfall 

location or point of connection to the storm sewer system, sanitary 

sewer system or other discharge point be identified. Results of these 

investigations are to be documented and provided to the District. 

 



Secretary Signature:____________________ 

Date: _________________  November 25, 2013 

3. EXCEPTIONS. The following materials may be discharged to the Prior Lake 

Outlet Channel operated by the District: 

 

(a) Stormwater from a Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System connected to 

the Prior Lake Outlet Channel operated by the District, as specified in the 

Joint Powers Agreement / Memorandum of Agreement that governs the 

operation of the Prior Lake Outlet Channel. 

 

(b) Discharges from public waters, including Prior, Pike, and Dean lakes. 

 

(c) The following minor discharges: 

 

i. Water line flushing 

ii. Landscape irrigation 

iii. Diverted stream flows 

iv. Rising ground waters 

v. Uncontaminated ground water infiltration 

vi. Uncontaminated pumped ground water 

vii. Discharges from potable water sources 

viii. Foundation drains 

ix. Air conditioning condensation 

x. Irrigation water 

xi. Springs 

xii. Water from crawl space pumps 

xiii. Footing drains 

xiv. Lawn watering 

xv. Individual residential car washing 

xvi. Flows from riparian habitats and wetlands 

xvii. Dechlorinated swimming pool discharges 

xviii. Street wash water 

 

(d) Discharge permitted under an NPDES permit, waiver, or waste discharge 

order issued to the discharger and administered under the authority of the 

United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), provided that the 

discharger is in full compliance with all requirements of the permit, waiver, 

or order and other applicable laws and regulations, and provided that a 

permit has been received from the District under all applicable rules. 

 

(e) Discharges or flow from firefighting, and other discharges specified in 

writing by the Prior Lake Watershed District as being necessary to protect 

public health and safety. 
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1. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
Prior Lake-Spring Lake Watershed District (PLSLWD) prepared this Comprehensive Wetland Plan 
(CWP) to accomplish goals and meet policies set forth in the Water Resources Management Plan 
(WRMP) adopted July 2010.  This CWP was modeled after the Comprehensive Wetland Protection and 
Management Plan (CWPMP) process developed under Rule 8420.0830 for the Minnesota Wetland 
Conservation Act (WCA).  The WCA Technical Evaluation Panel (TEP) served in an advisory capacity 
throughout the development of this CWP, and input was also received from a broad government 
stakeholders group, the PLSLWD Citizen Advisory Committee and a local public values survey of 
residents in the plan area.  The TEP included representatives from the five WCA Local Government Units 
(LGUs) in the plan area; City of Prior Lake, City of Shakopee, Spring Lake Township, City of Savage, 
and Scott County Soil and Water Conservation District.   
 
A thorough review of existing wetland data from the LGUs was used to ensure that this CWP 
complements and does not duplicate previous wetland inventory and planning efforts.  The updated data 
collected as part of this project was used to develop wetland management standards, and will be used to 
support other important water resource management activities in the Watershed District.   
 
A public meeting and public values survey was conducted early in the process to identify which wetland 
functions were valued by residents in the plan area.  From 55 respondents, groundwater, surface water 
quality, and wildlife habitat were wetland functions identified as having the highest value.  These findings 
informed the establishment of the Functions Based Wetland Management Classes including: Hydrology 
Management, Natural Areas Management, and Restoration/Enhancement.  All other wetlands not 
identified by the Functions Based Wetland Management Class protocol described in this CWP shall 
follow the Basic Protection Standards as defined by Board of Water and Soil Resources’ Minnesota 
Routine Assessment Method (MnRAM) for determining wetland functions.   
 
The management classes prescribed in this CWP define wetland buffer and hydrologic bounce standards 
for each of the Functions Based Wetland Classes.  The buffer standard allows “averaging” by specifying 
an allowable minimum less than the standard width.  Replacement for impacted wetlands is preferred 
within the immediate vicinity.  In cases where on-site replacement for impacts is not provided, 
replacement of lost functions must be provided by other appropriate Best Management Practices (BMPs) 
and habitat/ecosystem restoration activities.   
 
This Wetland Plan is not intended to follow the Board of Water and Soil Resources’ approval process for 
CWPMPs.  The PLSLWD is not a WCA LGU, nor does this CWP propose to vary wetland mitigation 
requirements currently found in the WCA.  
 
This Wetland Plan will be adopted by the Prior Lake-Spring Lake Watershed District as a local Resource 
Management Plan and recommendations herein will be used in the District’s Rule making process being 
undertaking in 2012.  Governing bodies overlapping the geographic boundaries of the District will be 
invited to participate in the Rule making process.   
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2. PROJECT BACKGROUND 
2.1. Purpose & Need 

The Water Resources Management Plan (WRMP) for PLSLWD was adopted on July 13, 2010.  
The WRMP identified wetlands as one of the resources to be managed.  Goal #12 of the WRMP 
states, “To restore, enhance and/or preserve wetlands or partially drained wetlands which 
provide natural attenuation of runoff volumes, improve water quality and provide fish and 
wildlife habitat.  Perform wetland restoration projects in the District.”  Goal #11 of the WRMP 
states, “To fully understand the character and condition of all wetlands in the watershed for the 
purpose of resources planning, restoration and permitting.  Build on previous efforts to complete 
an inventory and function and values assessment of all wetlands in the watershed.  The functional 
assessment shall inform District efforts to restore and/or enhance wetlands and the values 
assessment shall be informed by local government values.  Participate where possible in the 
sequencing review process.” 
 
Eight policies were set forth in the WRMP for wetlands: 

1. The District does not serve as the LGU for any of its member communities in regard 
to wetlands. 

2. The District will actively cooperate with local governments to be well informed and 
involved in the review of potential wetland impacts and mitigation. 

3. The District will promote regulatory programs conducted at the federal, state and 
local levels. 

4. The District will seek all opportunities to avoid wetland impacts before pursuing 
minimization and mitigation discussions. 

5. The District requires notice of all pending applications, hearings, and technical 
evaluation panels and will provide review and comment on pending Wetland 
Conservation Act applications. 

6. The District discourages the use of wetlands for the placement of roads, highways 
and utilities. 

7. The District will initiate collaborative projects with local governments that identify 
wetlands with high functions and values and encourage the development of wetland 
management plans to preserve those functions and values, and to identify wetland 
enhancement opportunities. 

8. The District will maintain open communication with local governments and other 
organizations to initiate and partner on potential wetland restoration projects. 

 
The process utilized during the initiation and development of this local Comprehensive Wetland 
Plan (CWP) followed that of a Comprehensive Wetland Protection and Management Plan 
(CWPMP) specified in the Minnesota Wetland Conservation Act (WCA).  Although the 
PLSLWD does not intend to finalize approval from BWSR as a CWPMP at this time, the process 
was followed to ensure compatibility with WCA Rules.  WCA Rule 8420.0830 Subpart 1 
provides the purpose and eligibility to prepare CWPMPs as follows:  
 

A. As an alternative to the rules adopted under Minnesota Statutes, section 
103G.2242, subdivision 1, and the public value criteria established or approved 
under Minnesota Statutes, section 103B.3355, a comprehensive wetland protection 
and management plan may be developed by a local government unit, or one or more 
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local government units operating under a joint powers agreement, provided that the 
requirements of this part are met.  This part provides minimum standards. Local 
government units may require equivalent or more stringent standards and procedures 
for wetland conservation, but not less stringent standards and procedures. 
 
B. The ultimate goal of a comprehensive wetland protection and management plan is 
to maintain and improve the quality, quantity, and biological diversity of wetland 
resources within watersheds through the prioritization of existing wetlands and the 
strategic selection of replacement sites.  The purpose of developing a plan is to 
provide a watershed and ecosystem-based framework to make wetland impact and 
replacement decisions that meet state standards and locally identified goals and 
support the sustainability or improvement of wetland resources in watersheds while 
providing local flexibility as allowed under subpart 4. 
 
C. Any local government unit opting to pursue development of a plan and 
incorporating this chapter into local ordinance must provide documentation to the 
board demonstrating local capacity to implement the plan. 
 

2.2. Issues Identification 
PLSLWD set out to complete a CWP to serve in practice like a CWPMP and prudently utilize 
financial resources in protection planning rather than costly future remedial projects. 
 
PLSLWD provided a notice of intent August 4, 2010 in accordance with WCA Rule 8420.0830 
Subp. 6. A for inviting participation in plan preparation (see Section 5.2 and 5.3 for list of 
organizations).  
 
Identification of issues was initiated by the WCA Technical Evaluation Panel (TEP) established 
for intergovernmental oversight and guidance of plan preparation (see Section 5.2 for TEP 
members).  The kickoff meeting on August 10, 2010 began the discussion of issues identification.  
Through the course of the project and input received through the process, four key issues were 
identified.  Following is a discussion of each. 
 
Issue 1.  This Plan focuses on the gaps in inventory and management that are not covered by 
existing data and plans identified in Chart 2.2-1.  Existing data gaps are identified as ‘NA’. 
 
Chart 2.2-1. Existing Wetland Data and Plans in the PLSLWD. 
WCA Local 
Government Unit Wetland Data Wetland Plan Contact Person 

City of Prior Lake Complete from 
2005 

Complete from 
LSWMP Feb 2005  Ross T. Bintner 

Spring Lake 
Township NA NA Kathy Nielson or 

Ben Meyer 

City of Savage Complete from 
2001 

Complete from 
2000 CWPMP and 
2012 Wetland 
Ordinance update 

Jon Allen 

City of Shakopee NA NA Joel Rutherford 
Scott County 
(SWCD) (for 
regions not listed 
above) 

2003 drained and 
altered wetland 
inventory 

Scott County Local 
Water Plan 

Troy Kuphal or 
Paul Nelson 
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Issue 2. Continuity in management standards across the watershed, inclusive of existing city and 
township standards, should be evaluated and inconsistencies identified. 
 
City of Savage 
The City of Savage has wetland management classes and programmatic information as 
summarized below. 
 
From Chapter 4 of the Savage 2030 Comprehensive Plan: designates regional wetland mitigation 
sites, potential regional stormwater pond sites, and wetland management classes.  About 300 
wetlands were identified and functions and values1 evaluated.  
 
The City of Savage 2000 CWPMP has wetland management classes, and these were updated in 
2012 as follows: 
 
Preserve: Maintain wetland and existing functions, values and wildlife habitat.  Possible need for 
active management of wetland to protect unique features.  Apply strict avoidance standards.  May 
be appropriate to develop a conservation easement.  A 50 feet average buffer is proposed. 
Manage 1: Maintain wetland without degrading existing functions, values and wildlife habitat. 
Apply WCA sequencing process. A 40 feet average buffer is proposed. 
Manage 2: Maintain wetland footprint.  Improve wetland biological and plant community 
diversity/integrity or enhance other functions if possible.  Apply WCA sequencing process. 
Consider for restoration. A 30 feet average buffer is proposed. 
Manage 3: Allow for relaxed sequencing and replacement plan flexibility.  Consider for 
restoration/enhancement. A 16.5 feet buffer is proposed.  
 
Stormwater ponds were not evaluated in the Savage CWPMP, however the 2011 zoning code 
updates for stormwater management require pretreatment prior to discharge to wetlands.  Runoff 
shall not be discharged directly into wetlands and must be treated according to the standards set 
forth in subchapter 152.407, Wetlands Overlay District Standards. 
 
Savage additionally has a Natural Resources Inventory published in 2001 for areas considered to 
be least disturbed by human activity, based on Minnesota County Biological Survey criteria.  
General natural resource management recommendations are provided in the project report.   
 
City of Prior Lake 
Chapter 4 of the City of Prior Lake’s 2005 local surface water management plan (LSWMP) 
serves as their Wetland Management Plan.  This plan utilizes a wetland ranking method, based on 
functions and in comparison to the wetlands in the study area.  Habitat protection/ranking 
categorizes wetlands as unique, high, moderate, or low, and is based on floral diversity/integrity 
plus wildlife habitat functions assessed using MnRAM.  Stormwater protection/ranking as highly, 
moderately, or slightly/least susceptible to stormwater inputs is based on the criteria in Guidance 
for Evaluating Urban Storm Water and Snowmelt Runoff Impacts to Wetlands after scoring floral 
diversity using MnRAM.  As stated in the plan, “Wetlands that do not fall under the high, 
moderate, or least susceptible categories are considered slightly susceptible. (Note: This 
category also includes wetlands or wetland complexes that contain 40 percent floodplain forest, 
which is a slightly susceptible wetland community, with medium to exceptional floral diversity.)”. 
 

                                                      
1 Minnesota Routine Assessment Method (MnRAM), version 2.0. 
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Management Category Stormwater Phosphorus 

Pretreatment Recommendations 
Highly Susceptible1 150 ppb2 

Moderately Susceptible 200 ppb 
Slightly Susceptible 200 ppb 

Least Susceptible 250 ppb 
1) Includes lakes, creeks, streams, and rivers (as defined by the USGS). 
2) A multi-cell configuration with lower cell being a constructed wetland or infiltration basin is recommended to 
achieve these levels of removal. 
 
In addition to the pretreatment standards shown above, the stormwater ranking class also sets 
hydrologic regime standards, buffer strip average/minimum widths and vegetation requirements, 
and structural setbacks.  All of these standards are recommended strategies to protect wetland 
functions. 
 
Scott County 
In addition to these two municipal sources of wetlands data, Scott County also has several 
documents to be consulted for wetland planning.  They are the 2006 Scott County Water 
Resources Plan (with wetland inventory), the 2009 Scott Watershed Management Organization 
(WMO) Comprehensive Water Resource Plan 2009-2018, and the natural resource inventory that 
is presented as natural area corridors in the county 2030 Comprehensive Plan Update.  Corridors 
throughout the county are considered priority natural resources.  Areas that include wetlands can 
be considered priorities for preservation.  
 
The 2006 Scott County Water Resources Plan identifies Goals, Policies and Objectives that 
support this CWP.  Section 4, “Goals and Policies” of that plan identifies the following goal:   
 

“To protect and enhance wetland ecosystems by managing contributing 
watersheds, and to ensure/encourage a measurable net gain of wetland functions 
and acreage throughout the WMO.” 
 

Ten policy statements were developed in the Scott County Water Plan.  In summary those 
wetland policy statements pertained to achieving no net loss, encouraging avoidance of impacts, 
identification of restoration areas, mitigation, stormwater impacts, preservation of high 
functioning wetlands, buffers and public outreach.   
 
Two specific objectives were identified.  The first identifies the need for a Comprehensive 
Wetland Management Plan that includes a wetland protection program and the second is to 
establish wetland buffer requirements.    
 
Issue 3:  Focus on wetland functions and uses to best support TMDL implementation. 
 
The PLSLWD Spring and Upper Prior Lake TMDL Implementation Plan is in draft form (as of 
January 2012).  The wetland functions and uses that might be relevant to that plan would be 
related to wetland restoration with potential to enhance water quality within the drainage areas of 
the plan.   
 
Issue 4. Focus on wetland functions and uses that best implement WRMP goals. 
 
The WRMP goals were reviewed to identify those that focus on wetland functions.  The results 
are shown below in Chart 2.2-2.  Wetland functions are shown as shaded headings listing one or 
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more functions.  The WRMP numbered goals are listed under each heading.  Goals can 
encompass several wetland functions.  Some functions are not addressed in WRMP goals.  
Functions related to hydrology of wetlands taken together address six of twelve watershed goals.  
The wetland values of Aesthetics/ Recreation/ Education/ Cultural meet four of the twelve 
watershed goals or another 25% of the watershed goals.  Taken together, these two groups, 
wetland values and hydrologic functions, are important to three quarters of the watershed goals.  
This outcome is worth noting while reviewing Section 3.1 of this Wetland Plan and the results of 
the public opinion survey conducted on values of wetlands.  The priority wetland functions 
should be those that most accomplish overall watershed goals. 
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Chart 2.2-2.  WRMP Goals and Best Fit to Wetland Functions Evaluated for the Wetland Plan. 

Vegetative Diversity/Integrity 
No WRMP goals identified 
Maintenance of Characteristic Hydrologic Regime; Flood/Stormwater/Attenuation; Downstream 
Water Quality  
1. To minimize new discharge of stormwater from the District.  Maintain design discharge capacity of 
Prior Lake outlet. Manage runoff volume to minimize volume increases. 
2. To protect the District’s rights and capacity of the Prior Lake Outlet Channel. Continue to 
exercise rights set forth in the Joint Powers Agreement/Memorandum of Agreement executed in October 
2006 and other present and future agreements so executed or amended. 
4. To maintain or improve water quality within the District.  Achieve and maintain pollutant load 
levels at or below standards as dictated by Federal and State Impaired Waters threshold levels in the lakes 
within the District. 
5. To obtain quantitative data to better manage water quantity and quality issues.  Maintain 
monitoring stations and parameters on designated water bodies as established in monitoring plans. 
7. To minimize erosion and, when it occurs, retain the sediment upland and on-site. Coordinate site 
inspection with other government entities. 
9. To maintain existing conveyance routes.  Monitor condition and perform needed maintenance as 
required to maintain conveyance and discharge capacity. Secure conveyance routes via easements as 
properties develop. 
Maintenance of Wetland Water Quality/Shoreline Protection/Maintenance of Characteristic 
Wildlife Habitat  
11. To fully understand the character and condition of all wetlands in the watershed for the purpose 
of resources planning, restoration and permitting.  Build on previous efforts to complete an inventory 
and function and values assessment of all wetlands in the watershed. The functional assessment shall 
inform District efforts to restore and/or enhance wetlands and the values assessment shall be informed by 
local government values. Participate where possible in the sequencing review process. 
12. To restore, enhance and/or preserve wetlands or partially drained wetlands which provide 
natural attenuation of runoff volumes, improve water quality and provide fish and wildlife habitat. 
Perform wetland restoration projects in the District. 
Maintenance of Characteristic Fish Habitat; Maintenance of Characteristic Amphibian Habitat  
No WRMP goals identified 
Aesthetics/Recreation/Education/Cultural 
3. To plan for future development and redevelopment and optimize the quality of life by minimizing 
problems with water and land resources. Require and conduct review of local plans, rules, and 
ordinances which anticipate future water resource needs within two years of plan approval. 
6. To reduce, to the greatest extent practical, the public expenditures needed to manage surface 
water. Revise rules to allow for regulatory coordination, carry out inventory efforts and prioritize District 
programs to coincide with upcoming governmental projects. Cost and benefits weighed comprehensively 
prior to pursuing project. 
8. To seek opportunities to integrate recreational, wildlife, and open space benefits on projects 
initiated or partnered on by the District. Continue partnering with local government entities to 
maximize established land management programs and to acquire easements over priority land areas. 
10. To serve as a central resource for local water resource information in the District. Maintain a 
collection of information, reports and reference material for use by stakeholders. Convene periodic 
technical and citizen advisory committee meetings to discuss issues. 
Commercial Uses 
No WRMP goals identified 
Groundwater Interaction 
13. To cooperate with governmental units and other organizations to promote infiltration and 
groundwater recharge. Promote and support regional infiltration and groundwater recharge projects in 
cooperation with local governments. 
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Summary of Issues Identification  
The overarching theme of issues identification is to develop a plan that examines wetlands in the 
context of other water and natural resources.  In other words this is known as integrated resource 
management (IRM).  Financially and ecologically, IRM ties together wetlands with other aquatic 
resources and their management, terrestrial resources, and overall community planning intentions.  
IRM thus eliminates redundancy in government planning and projects and demonstrates multiple 
outcomes for the same projects developed and dollars spent.  IRM addresses the WRMP Goal # 6, 
“To reduce, to the greatest extent practical, the public expenditures needed to manage surface 
water.  Revise rules to allow for regulatory coordination, carry out inventory efforts and 
prioritize District programs to coincide with upcoming governmental projects.  Cost and benefits 
weighed comprehensively prior to pursuing project.” 
 

2.3. Supporting Planning Studies/Documents 
In addition to the WRMP, the activities of the PLSLWD are represented by additional studies and 
plans described below.  The CWP and other studies of the District will complement each other 
and provide supporting data through effective project coordination.  In practice, anticipated 
outcomes of the CWP will be met by coordinated implementation of several plans, not just the 
CWP.  
 
Upper Watershed Review and Assessment Technical Memo. 2010.  
This technical memo provides useful guidance for estimating stormwater volume reduction 
resulting from wetland restoration activities.  Both drained and undrained basins were evaluated.  
The following guidance is provided: 

 Drained Wetland Restoration:  For drained wetlands, primarily drain tiled agricultural 
depressions, the benefit is modeled by changing the land cover from agricultural crops 
(average of good/poor row crops for all soil groups) to a wetland with less than 1/3 open 
water.   

 Undrained Wetland Restoration: For undrained wetlands, vegetative enhancement is 
estimated to occur at a rate differentiating open water evaporation and evapotranspiration 
of water in a semiwet wetland.  The total benefit for undrained wetland restoration is 
estimated to be 3.3 inches per year in addition to pan evaporation rates for open water, as 
determined through extensive literature search.   

 

Upper Watershed Runoff Volume Reduction Study. 2011-12  This project will have the potential 
to provide more detailed information about the hydrology of wetlands in the study area.  
Monitoring data collected on implemented projects can be used to validate or update design and 
modeling assumptions for future stormwater management projects.   

Lower Prior Lake Diagnostic Study. This plan, initiated in 2011, will include a watershed 
assessment and water quality model of the drainage area, and thus provide possible opportunity 
for more detailed information about the hydrology of wetlands in this drainage area. 
 
Storage and Infiltration Study. 2004.  
In this report, the District inventoried potential regional infiltration opportunities.  Infiltration was 
not identified as very suitable for this drainage area; however, many potential sites were 
identified for storage.  These areas primarily included topographic low points (in some cases 
wetlands) and were prioritized using established parameters.  
 
Spring and Upper Prior Lake TMDL. 2011. 
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In 2002, Spring Lake and Upper Prior Lake were listed on Minnesota’s 303(d) List of Impaired 
Waters for nutrient/eutrophication biological indicators.  A combination of individual and 
categorical Waste Load Allocations (WLA) were set for the regulated sources.  The regulated 
sources include the City of Prior Lake, Spring Lake Township, Scott County, the Minnesota 
Department of Transportation (MnDOT), and construction and industrial stormwater.  A 
categorical WLA is provided for the City of Prior Lake, Spring Lake Township, Scott County, 
construction stormwater, and industrial stormwater, and an individual WLA is provided for 
MnDOT. 
 
Spring and Upper Prior Lake TMDL Implementation Plan. 2012.  
The PLSLWD will lead the coordinated effort to improve the water quality in each lake.  Multiple 
partners will provide guidance and implement actions, as appropriate, as outlined in this 
implementation plan. The PLSLWD will coordinate and lead meetings with implementation 
partners.  The PLSLWD will work closely with a core group of partners on data collection and 
project implementation. 
 
Scott County Rural Residential Service Area Detailed Area Plan:  Assessing the Cumulative 
Impacts of a Long-term Rural Service Area. December 22, 2009. Scott County Community 
Development Division.  This is commonly known as the DAP Study.  From a fiscally prudent 
perspective the plan examines “urban growth boundaries”, clustering development, and creating 
future patterns that permanently preserve defined Natural Area Corridors and unique 
environmental features.  All of which are concepts associated with Low Impact Development.  
The DAP covers portions of Spring Lake Township within PLSLWD.  For implementing the 
DAP, the County has developed a wide variety of cluster development zoning standards, and 
policies for Planned Unit Development (see Scott County Property Zoning Information). Zoning 
Map: 
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3. INCORPORATION OF PUBLIC VALUES 
3.1. PLSLWD Public Values Survey Summary 

What Are Values Related to Wetlands?  
Public value of wetlands is defined by the WCA to mean, “the importance and benefit to the 
public derived from [the] wetland functions.” 
WCA lists the following Functions and Uses of Wetlands: 
A. water quality, including filtering pollutants to surface water and groundwater, using nutrients 
that would otherwise pollute public waters, trapping sediments, protecting shoreline, and 
recharging groundwater; 
B. flood water and storm water retention, including the potential for flooding in the watershed, 
the value of property subject to flooding, and the reduction in potential flooding by the wetland; 
C. public recreation and education, including hunting and fishing areas, wildlife viewing areas, 
and nature areas; 
D. commercial uses, including wild rice and cranberry growing and harvesting and aquaculture; 
E. fish, wildlife, and native plant habitats; 
F. low-flow augmentation; and 
G. other functions and public uses as identified in wetland evaluation methods demonstrated to 
reasonably identify appropriate candidates for wetland replacement. 
 
Public Values for Wetlands in PLSLWD 
During the time period of February 15 - March 24, 2011 the PLSLWD received 55 responses to a 
wetland public values survey.  The survey was posted online and the request to respond to the 
survey was included in a newspaper article, posted on PLSLWD’s website and verbally 
communicated at a public meeting.  The public values survey questions were designed to inform 
the CWP on the functions and uses of wetlands most important to the represented public.  The 
results are summarized here, based upon the complete set of questions and responses in Section 
7.3 of this Plan.   

 
Responders were asked to rank the eight wetland functions and uses in the survey.  The results are 
shown below in Chart 3.1-1. Groundwater and surface water quality ranks as the two most highly 
valued functions and uses.   
 
Chart 3.1-1.  Public Priorities for Wetland Functions and Uses Ranked Highest to Lowest Value.  

 
Wetland Function and 

Use 
Cumulative Value of 

Rankings 
Surface Water Quality 320 

Wildlife Habitat 320 
Groundwater Quality 312 

Flood Prevention 225 
Wetland Aesthetics 222 
Ecological Diversity 217 

Recreation/Education 210 
Commercial 148 

 
 
Responders were also asked their general opinion of wetlands and community planning, with 
consideration of wetland value/importance/focus in future planning and development.  Of the 55 
responses, the following outcome clearly indicates that the responders find wetlands valuable and 
ought to be a major focus in community planning. 
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Chart 3.1-2.  Public Priorities for Wetlands as Part of Community Planning. 
 

Extent of Wetlands Focus in Future 
Development 

Public Priority 
(breakdown of 55 

respondents) 
Inherent value/major focus, regardless of their 

utility for humans 
21 

Valuable due to their beneficial functions/major 
focus 

21 

Valuable/not a major focus 10 
Some value/low importance/no focus 3 

 
 
3.2. Strategies to Address Input 

The results of the public values survey were used to prioritize wetland functions for decisions 
related to management and permitting and emphasize WRMP goals that affect wetland functions.  
The more important wetland functions and WRMP goals are identified below. 
 
The public survey finds that wetlands are valuable and should be a major focus of community 
planning.  The public values survey results show that the more important wetland functions are: 
 Surface Water Quality 
 Wildlife Habitat 
 Groundwater Quality 
  
Section 2.2 of this CWP shows the relationship of WRMP goals to all wetland functions.  Taking 
into consideration the priorities of the public, six of thirteen WRMP goals speak to the more 
important wetland functions.  These WRMP goals are listed below, with bold-typed key phrases 
that are related to wetlands.  District wide projects related to these WRMP goals should thus 
include a priority for the above listed wetland functions. 
 
Six WRMP goals that support the highest valued wetland functions: 
4. To maintain or improve water quality within the District. Achieve and maintain pollutant 
load levels at or below standards as dictated by Federal and State Impaired Waters threshold 
levels in the lakes within the District. 
5. To obtain quantitative data to better manage water quantity and quality issues. Maintain 
monitoring stations and parameters on designated waterbodies as established in monitoring plans. 
8. To seek opportunities to integrate recreational, wildlife, and open space benefits on projects 
initiated or partnered on by the District. Continue partnering with local government entities to 
maximize established land management programs and to acquire easements over priority land 
areas. 
11. To fully understand the character and condition of all wetlands in the watershed for the 
purpose of resources planning, restoration and permitting. Build on previous efforts to complete 
an inventory and function and values assessment of all wetlands in the watershed. The functional 
assessment shall inform District efforts to restore and/or enhance wetlands and the values 
assessment shall be informed by local government values. Participate where possible in the 
sequencing review process. 
12. To restore, enhance and/or preserve wetlands or partially drained wetlands which provide 
natural attenuation of runoff volumes, improve water quality and provide fish and wildlife 
habitat. Perform wetland restoration projects in the District. 
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13. To cooperate with governmental units and other organizations to promote infiltration and 
groundwater recharge. Promote and support regional infiltration and groundwater recharge 
projects in cooperation with local governments. 
 
Relationship of Values Survey to WCA Rules and MnRAM Functions and Uses Evaluated for 
this Plan.  The public values survey finds the following functions and uses as defined in the WCA 
Rules, to be more important:  
 

A. water quality, including filtering pollutants to surface water and 
groundwater, using nutrients that would otherwise pollute public waters, 
trapping sediments, protecting shoreline, and recharging groundwater; 
 
E. fish, wildlife, and native plant habitats. 

 
Likewise, the public values survey results were used to prioritize MnRAM functions.  All 
MnRAM functions evaluated for this plan are listed below, but only those found to have high 
public value are underlined. 
 

1. Maintenance of Characteristic Vegetative Diversity/Integrity 
2. Maintenance of Hydrologic Regime 
3. Flood/Stormwater Attenuation 
4. Downstream Water Quality 
5. Maintenance of Wetland Water Quality 
6. Shoreline Protection 
7. Maintenance of Characteristic Wildlife Habitat Structure 
12. Ground Water Interaction 
Additional Evaluation Information 
1. Restoration Potential 

 
Functions of high importance in the City of Prior Lake’s Local Surface Water Management Plan 
include “Maintenance of Hydrologic Regime” and “Flood/Stormwater Attenuation”.  Although 
these two did not score highest on the public values survey, they are also important wetland 
functions to the PLSLWD and were considered in the development of the wetland management 
classifications.   
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4. PRESERVATION/ENHANCEMENT OF WETLAND FUNCTIONS & USES 
The TEP considered ways to identify sites for preserving, enhancing, or restoring wetland functions at 
Meeting #2.  The recommendations are listed below. 

 Utilize the results from the citizen surveys to prioritize the functional benefits of the 
wetlands. 

 The classification categories of the wetlands can be built upon water quality treatment, 
stormwater storage, the Scott County’s corridor study or other factors.   

 Initial prioritization should be based upon providing improved water quality.   

 Prioritizing the plan will provide a good framework for future work.   

 A proactive approach towards restoration may be an easier path than establishing tougher 
regulations for development.  It would be easier to get projects on the ground ahead of 
development.   

 Detailed Area Planning (DAP) has shown that development is a way to improve water 
quality.   

 It may be possible to create a system for replacement within the District.  Utilize 
development dollars to augment projects funded by public money.   

 If the District wants to keep mitigation within its boundaries, it may want to create a banking 
system.   

 The functional priority of the wetlands in the study should be able to be adjusted if there are 
changes.  A wetland might move up or down in the list depending on local changes.   

 
The data for identifying preservation and restoration sites comes from the WRMP goals (Section 2.2), 
public values survey results (Section 3.2), and local wetland inventory and assessment findings (Section 
7.0).  Information to identify these sites can also come from examining the WRMP for potential 
contributors2 to reduced wetland water quality and hence function.   
 
 

                                                      
2From the 2010 WRMP: Currently operating feedlots are subject to field inspections and given surface water 
pollution potential ratings of high, medium, or low relative to the number of animals present, current condition of 
the feedlot, land slope, and proximity to surface water bodies.  The number of feedlots in the District has decreased 
from 18 feedlots in 1999 to 11 feedlots in 2008. 
 
A search was conducted via the US EPA Enforcement and Compliance History Online database and 65 sites were 
identified.  This search included auto salvage facilities, hazardous waste sites, medical facilities, and other facilities 
holding permits to generate, emit, discharge or handle pollutants.  Auto salvage yards, machine shops, and medical 
facilities are the most common and are frequently sources of heavy metals such as lead, zinc, copper, and chromium 
as well as oil and grease. 
 
A study of HEL soils was conducted by the watershed in cooperation with Scott SWCD in 1993 as part of the Prior 
Lake-Spring Lake Diagnostic/Feasibility Study. This study found that approximately 3,410 acres of 14,550 acres 
evaluated were potentially highly erodible. This corresponds to approximately 23 percent of the southern watershed. 
The allowable soil loss, or T factor, as specified by Scott SWCD is 5 tons/acre/year.  
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4.1. High Priority Resource Preservation 

In accordance with WCA Rules, the CWP may identify local preservation criteria or sites based 
upon the WRMP goals (Section 2.2 of this Plan) and high public values (Section 3.2 of this Plan).  
The WCA prioritizes protection of wetlands in minor watersheds that have less than 50 percent of 
their original wetland acreages and wetlands that are at risk of degradation or loss because their 
protection is integral to maintaining the ecological health of the watershed.  The high priority 
areas can be for preservation, enhancement, restoration, and establishment. 
 
Wetland functions of high public value (see Section 3.2 and listed below) were sorted according 
to functionality as high, medium, low.  All wetlands scoring high for one of the following 
functions were given a high priority for wetland resource preservation (see Map 4.1-1).   

• Maintenance of Characteristic Vegetative Diversity/Integrity 
• Downstream Water Quality 
• Maintenance of Wetland Water Quality 
• Maintenance of Characteristic Wildlife Habitat Structure 

 
Map 4.1-1 presents the 2011 high priority preservations sites.  As new data become available 
maps would be updated and provided in the annual reporting requirements (see Section 5.4 of this 
Plan).  This map does not include ground water interaction or data on rare species (see Section 
6.2 of this Plan) records for the Blanding’s turtle and red-shouldered hawk wetland-upland habitat 
complexes. 
 

4.2. Prioritization of Restoration Sites 
The CWP identifies restoration/replacement sites based upon inventories of historic and existing 
wetland resources, including identification of degraded wetlands, existing high-quality wetlands, 
and immediate and long-term resource needs; an analysis of the types and locations of 
replacement projects that will provide the desired wetland functions, benefit the watershed from a 
landscape perspective.  Priority is given to naturally self-sustaining replacement that best 
achieves watershed goals and improves the ecological condition of the watershed. 
 
Restoration sites were identified using a methodology for prioritizing and ranking wetland 
restoration sites for the Upper Watershed Volume Reduction Project.   
 
Background 
The PLSLWD was awarded a BWSR Clean Water Fund (CWF) grant for the Upper Watershed 
Volume Reduction project.  The District has also leveraged Wetland Reserve Enhancement 
Program (WREP) dollars to implement the projects.  Each of these programs has specific 
eligibility requirements.  This methodology determined specific site eligibility under the two 
programs and provided a quantitative approach to ensuring that among the eligible sites, the most 
cost effective and beneficial projects are implemented.  This methodology was also used to 
inform this Prioritization of Restoration Sites for this CWP.   
 
Methodology Used: 
Step 1.  Potential Site Evaluation 
The first step in the process was to utilize documentation and GIS information from previous 
efforts.  Those data sets included: 

• April 22, 2010 PLSLWD Upper Watershed Review & Assessment Technical Memo, 
EOR 

• December 2004 PLSLWD Watershed Storage and Infiltration Study, Wenck 
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• PLSLWD wetland MnRAM Database (which includes previously developed Scott 
County Wetland Inventory coverages) 

• Scott County Soil Survey - Hydric Soils = Base layer of all potential basins 
 
Step 2. Restoration Potential Determination 
This step involved determining the “restoration potential” using several data sources.  The 
PLSLWD CWP originally rated the potential for hydrologically restoring inventoried basins 
based on pre-established BWSR MnRAM protocol.  Also, the original Scott County Wetland 
Inventory database contains notes on some of the drained basins pertaining to the ease of 
restoration that will be utilized in this step.  An additional GIS exercise was performed to 
determine the number of restorable acres per landowner for the entire basin.  This numeric value 
guided the outreach prioritization process detailed in Step 4.  
 
Step 3. Relative Benefit Determination 
This step involved determining the relative benefit of each site.  This was accomplished by an 
evaluation that included area of the site (which served as a surrogate for volume retention and P 
removal), MnRAM scores for water quality, and field notes on infiltration potential.   
 
Step 4. Outreach Prioritization 
To guide initial landowner outreach, all potential basins were scored consistent with BWSR CWF 
Runoff Reduction Grant goals (i.e. basins were prioritized based on potential to reduce 
stormwater runoff and retain water on the land to reduce the movement of sediment, nutrients and 
pollutants).  Practices should accomplish restoration, protection or enhancement of water quality 
in lakes, rivers and streams and/or protect groundwater and drinking water.  This step involved 
attributing the GIS database with unique metrics for all potential basins and scoring for each of 
the parameters.  The following metrics were utilized for outreach prioritization: 
 
1. Volume Reduction Benefit.  Basin identified in “December 2004 PLSLWD Watershed 
Storage and Infiltration Study” (Basins in Priority Infiltration Sites = 2, Basins in Potential 
Infiltration Sites = 1, Other = 0) [WENCKINF] 
2. Volume Reduction Benefit.  Basin identified as a “Drained” basin in the PLSLWD MnRAM 
Database (YES = 2, NO = 0) [DRAINED] 
3. Restoration Potential.  Basin was identified in the PLSLWD MnRAM Database as having a 
“HIGH” rank for Restoration Potential (High = 2, Medium = 1, Low = 0) [RESTOHIGH] 
4. Restoration Potential.  Basin identified in the Scott County Soil Survey as containing 
historically Hydric Soils (YES = 1, NO = 0) [HYDRIC1] 
5. Stacked Goals.  Basin is contained within a Scott County Natural Areas Corridor (YES = 2, 
NO = 0) [CORRIDOR] 
6. Landowner Involvedness.  Restorable acres per landowner score (>5ac per landowner =2, 
<5ac per landowner = 0) [LANDOWNER] 
7. Single-Landowner Bonus.  Basin is owned by a single landowner (YES = 2, NO = 0) 
[ONEOWNER] 
 
The results of this 2011 restoration priorities analysis are displayed on Map 4.2-1.  As new data 
become available, the mapping database will be updated.   
 

4.3. Sequencing Standards 
This CWP does not vary the WCA sequencing standards.  After discussions with and input from 
TEP members and stakeholders, it was concluded that current Federal and State sequencing 
requirements adequately achieved desired outcomes for this CWP.  Therefore, no modification to 
sequencing standards is proposed.   
 

Prior Lake-Spring Lake Watershed District
  

15



Comprehensive Wetland Plan (April 2012) 

Prior Lake-Spring Lake Watershed District
  

16

4.4. Replacement Locations and Standards  
This CWP will match current Federal and State required sequencing, and follow a minimum 
acreage requirement of two acres3 of replaced wetland for each acre of impacted wetland 
requiring replacement.   
 
The TEP will review proposed replacement plans for no net loss of public value within the area 
subject to the plan.  The first priority is for onsite functional replacement, and the second priority 
is for replacement within the Watershed District.  If on-site replacement is deemed non-feasible, 
wetland replacements and mitigation can be sought using the WCA sequencing and wetland 
banking, however wetland functions impacted must be replaced onsite by utilizing appropriate 
stormwater management BMPs and ecological restoration practices. 
 
Priority is given for wetland replacement activities that restore and enhance existing degraded 
wetlands, and reestablishment of wetland in former wetland basins not currently meeting 
jurisdictional status.  Creation of wetland in upland areas is given lowest priority.   
 

4.5. Proposed Functions Based Wetland Management Classes 
Establishing wetland management classes as part of a wetland planning process is an important 
component to meeting local resource management objectives.  Work completed to date on the 
PLSLWD CWP includes an inventory of wetlands, functional assessment, identification of high 
priority wetlands for restoration potential and preservation, and public survey on importance or 
value of wetlands functions and uses.  Local planning efforts have identified the key function 
wetlands have in flood protection.  Taken together, all of this information provides the basis for 
establishing management classes for wetlands in the PLSLWD.    
 
Management class standards shall serve as guidance for decisions on all land use activities 
throughout the watershed that may affect wetland functions.  This includes decisions related to 
the following actions: 

• Wetland permitting - Setting conditions for permits. 
• Stormwater Management. – Development of local plan goals and policies, reviewing 

capital implementation projects, and proposed developments. 
• Flood Prevention and Water Quality Projects – Development of capital implementation 

projects. 
• Parks and trails planning – Coordination of public open space with wetland protection.   
• Transportation planning – Providing suitable replacement for unavoidable impacts. 

 
Of high value to the public in the plan area are the service wetlands provide related to 
groundwater recharge, surface water protection and wildlife habitat.  In addition, habitat quality 
based on vegetative quality is also an important function of wetlands.  An additional component 
of PLSLWD’s wetland inventory and analysis are priority areas for restoration and/or 
enhancement.  These highly valued services provide the basis for describing the three 
management classes below. 
 
Wetlands shall be assigned to one of these management classes (presented in no particular order).  
If a wetland meets classification standards for more than one management class, the most 
restrictive standards shall apply.  Standards proposed are based on recommendations derived 
from MnRAM and the Storm Water Advisory Group’s (SWAG) bounce and inundation 
recommendations for wetlands. 
 

                                                      
3 The minimum for counties within the less than 50 percent area of presettlement wetlands remaining. 
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1. Hydrology Management Class 
The plan addressed Hydrology Management through assessment of the following wetland 
functions: 

• Downstream Water Quality 
• Groundwater Interaction 

 
These are also the wetland functions of highest priority according to the public values survey. 
Data analysis provided a score of high, medium, or low for each function assessed.  For any 
wetlands scoring “High” or “Exceptional” for either of these functions, they would be assigned a 
“Hydrology” Management Class. Appendix A shows Map 4.5-1: Wetlands with Hydrology 
Management Class. 
 
2. Natural Areas Management Class 
The plan addressed Natural Areas value through assessment of the following wetland functions: 

• Maintenance of Characteristic Vegetative Structure/Integrity 
• Maintenance of Characteristic Wildlife Habitat Structure 

 
Data analysis provided a score of high, medium, or low for each function assessed.  For any 
wetlands scoring “High” or “Exceptional” for these functions, they would be assigned a “Natural 
Areas” Management Class. These scores were evaluated in conjunction with the Scott County 
natural areas corridor locations as well, because an important component of habitat function is the 
connectivity between wetland habitats and wetland and upland habitats.  Appendix A shows Map 
4.5-2 Wetlands with Natural Areas Management Class. 
 
3. Restoration/Enhancement Management Class 
These scores were evaluated in conjunction with wetland assessment data on restoration potential 
and PLSLWD assessment of the upper watershed for retention, storage, and infiltration of 
precipitation.  Some sites of wetland restoration potential are lands that currently lack wetland 
hydrology as a result of prior alteration and drainage.  Any wetlands/basins that were ranked for 
high priority for restoration would be assigned a “Restoration/Enhancement” Management Class. 
Appendix A shows Map 4.5-3: Basins with Restoration/Enhancement Management Class. 
 

4.6. Proposed BWSR MnRAM Basic Protection Classes 
For all wetlands not assigned to the “Functions Based Wetland Management Classes” BWSR’s 
Basic Protection standards apply.  BWSR’s MnRAM protocol has a “Recommended Wetland 
Management Classification System” which takes wetland functional rankings and creates a single 
Management Classification system (“Preserve,” “Manage 1,” “Manage 2,” and “Manage 3”).  
Recommended standards for all wetlands in the Basic Management class most closely match the 
BWSR MnRAM-identified “Manage 2”.  These standards along with SWAG’s were used to 
define recommended standards. 
 

4.7. Cumulative Buffer Averaging  
In addition to management class standards, cumulative buffer averaging shall be applied to 
development site plan review to maximize the area of connected wetland and buffer on a 
cumulative basis for the whole site, including connections to offsite natural areas and wetlands.   
 
The cumulative buffer area for the development shall be calculated using the minimum or mid-
range width for the management class of each wetland (assigned according to the site-specific 
MnRAM results).  The dimensions of the buffer may be adjusted by the LGU during application 
review based upon the quality of the wetland and public waters, local topographic conditions and 
the type and design of development being proposed. 
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Chart 4.4-1.  Recommended Wetland Management Standards, PLSLWD Wetland Plan 
Wetlands Management 

Class 
Number Acres 

MnRAM 
Functions of 

Value 
(High/Exc) 

Management 
Strategy 

Mitigation 
Standard 

Recommendations 

Buffer 
Recommendations 

(monuments required) 

Hydrologic Guideline 
Recommendations 

Hydrology 
Management 

89 248 Downstream 
Water Quality 

 
Groundwater 
Interaction 

Maintain existing 
hydrologic functions 

or increase in 
accordance with 
upper watershed 

priorities. 

WCA minimum or 
greater replacement 

ratio with 
documented 

replacement of 
functions/values. 
Replacement of 

functions and values 
on site or in location 
specified in plan for 

restoration. 

Use 35-50 feet average 
with vegetation consisting of 

unmowed grassland 
species optimal for 

maximizing roughness.  
Pervious trails and 

stormwater features 
incorporated into buffer are 
counted in average area. 

Bounce:  
Existing + 0.5 feet 

Inundation:  
(2 yr): Existing + 1 day 

(10 yr): Existing + 7 days 
Runout Control:  

Moderate adjustments to 
enhance hydrologic function. 

Natural Areas 
Management 

23 506 Vegetative 
Structure/ 
Integrity 

 
Wildlife Habitat 

Structure 

Maintain existing 
wetland classification 

type.  Maintain or 
enhance ecological 
functions of wetland. 

WCA minimum or 
greater replacement 

ratio with 
documented 

replacement of 
functions/values. 

Use 50-100 feet variable 
width consisting of 

unmowed naturalized 
vegetation. Pervious trails 
incorporated into buffer are 
counted in average area. 

Bounce:  
Existing 

Inundation  
(2 yr): Existing 
(10 yr): Existing 
Runout Control:  

Maintain existing hydrology. 
 

Restoration/ 
Enhancement 

124 482 Restoration 
Potential 

Restore or enhance 
existing wetland 
functions and/or 

creation of projects 
with potential to 
provide wetland 

functions. 

WCA allows 
mitigation flexibility 

with minimum 
standards required in 

the plan area, see 
M.R. 8420.0650. 

Establish a 25-35 feet 
average buffer consisting of 

unmowed grassland 
species optimal for 

maximizing roughness. 
Pervious trails and 

stormwater features 
incorporated into buffer are 
counted in average area. 

Bounce: 
No Limit 

Inundation  
(2 yr):  Existing+7 days 

(10 yr): Existing+21 days 
Runout Control:     

0 to 4.0 ft above existing runout 
elevation. 

Basic 
Management 

Class 

479 2,270 None Specified Maintain wetland 
function 

WCA allows 
mitigation flexibility 

with minimum 
standards required in 

the plan area, see 
M.R. 8420.0650 

A buffer shall be provided 
for all affected wetlands with 

a minimum width of 16.5 
feet and an average width 

of 25 feet.  Stormwater 
features adjacent to 

wetlands may be included 
in the buffer width 

calculations.. 

Bounce:  
Existing + 1.0 feet 

Inundation  
(2 yr): Existing + 2 days 

(10 yr): Existing + 14 days 
Runout Control:  

Enhance hydrologic function 
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5. COMPREHENSIVE WETLAND PLAN IMPLEMENTATION PROCESS 
5.1. PLSLWD Administrative Process 

The PLSLWD has committed resources to preparation and implementation of the CWP in 
accordance with its WRMP.  The WRMP identified the need for a CWPMP and this project was 
initiated as such.  The PLSLWD assembled a TEP that provided input throughout the process and 
influenced the decision to pursue a CWP through the local planning process rather than a 
CWPMP through the BWSR approval process.  The TEP will be consulted in future 
implementation phases of the CWP.  The PLSLWD Board of Managers will adopt the CWP as a 
resource management plan of the PLSLWD.  The priorities for preservation and restoration will 
be used by PLSLWD in coordination with other studies and plans to implement projects that can 
meet multiple WRMP goals.  The recommended standards found in this CWP will provide basis 
for future PLSLWD Rule development. The wetland data generated for this plan will be a useful 
tool for Scott County WCA LGUs for WCA permitting decisions and other local wetland 
initiatives. 
 

5.2. LGU & TEP Administrative Process 
For administration of wetland rules, this plan shall provide tools listed below for decision-making 
by the WCA Local Government Unit (LGU) and Technical Evaluation Panel (TEP).   
 
Chart 5.2-1.  PLSLWD Wetland Plan Watershed-wide Tools for WCA TEP and LGU Use. 
 

- Inventory of wetland locations and updated mapping 
- Assessment of functions and uses and database 
- Restoration priorities assigned to management class standards 
- Preservation priorities assigned to management class standards  

 
PLSLWD will identify potential implementation projects (such as in Section 2.4) and request 
TEP advisory meetings for recommendations. 
 
The WCA TEP and LGU were involved in preparation of this plan and are listed below.  The 
TEP is advisory to all LGUs in Scott County. 
 
Chart 5.2-2.  WCA TEP and LGU Members in the PLSLWD. 
 
Entity Contact Person Group 
− City of Prior Lake 
− City of Savage 
− City of Shakopee 
− Spring Lake Township 
− Sand Creek Township 
− Scott County 
− MN BWSR 
− MN DNR 
− USACE 

Ross Bintner 
Jon Allen 
Joel Rutherford 
Kathy Nielson or Ben Meyer 
Paul Nelson 
Troy Kuphal 
Ken Powell 
Jeff Berg 
Michael Setering 

LGU and TEP 
LGU 
LGU 
LGU 
LGU 
LGU and TEP 
TEP 
TEP 
TEP                   

 
5.3. Other Stakeholder Roles 

In accordance with WCA Rule 8420.0830 Subp. 6. A, the WRMP stakeholders consist of those 
invited to meetings during the development of the plan and Draft Wetland Plan review.  The 
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stakeholder organizations listed below were invited to participate and are in addition to the WCA 
LGU stakeholders listed in Section 5.2. 
 
Chart 5.3-1.  WCA Stakeholders Invited to Participate in the Wetland Plan. 
 
− Sand Creek Township 
− Shakopee Mdewakanton Sioux 

Community 
− Lower Minnesota River WD 
− Metropolitan Council 

− MN Dept. of Agriculture 
− MN Dept. of Health 
− MN Dept. of Transportation 
− MN Pollution Control Agency 

 
These entities can best support the CWP by identifying inconsistencies between WRMP and 
CWP activities, potential overlap with their programs and projects, and opportunities for 
collaboration in project development and funding.  
 

5.4. Annual Evaluation of CWP 
WRMP activities, which may have various degrees of overlap with the CWP, are listed below.   

 Identify regulated areas and potential easements or land acquisition areas;  
 Outline procedure for submitting annual reports to agencies which document Wetland 

Conservation Act and monitoring program data consistent with state compatibility 
Guidelines;   

 Set forth an implementation program, including a description of official controls, 
inspection and program maintenance, and a capital improvement plan;  

 Describe official controls and the responsible unit of government in the following areas: 
wetlands, erosion control, shoreland, floodplain, grading, and drainage;  

 The Local Plan must identify potential capital projects for which District cost-share will 
be sought, and projects the LGU may petition the District to complete;  

 The Local Plan must recognize and incorporate District wetland priority areas identified 
via completion of functions and values assessments and the District’s planned Wetland 
Plan. 

 
The CWP annual evaluation will include the items listed above from the WRMP activities, along 
with these additional items categorized by LGU. 

 Gains or losses in wetland acreages by impacts, replacement plans, and mitigation banks; 
 Actions that required wetland permit application forms; 
 Actions that required exemption and no loss reporting; 
 Wetland monitoring activities. 

 
Additionally, the annual evaluation will describe actions taken to implement priorities for wetland 
preservation and enhancement. 
 

5.5. Implementation of CWP Recommended Standards 
The standards developed as part of this CWP will be implemented through Watershed District 
Rule G.  For activities that impact wetlands, a permit from the District will be required.  The 
District encourages entities considering projects that impact wetlands to contact District staff 
early in the planning process.  The District can provide assistance throughout the process to 
ensure the permitting delays are avoided to the greatest extent possible.   
 
The permitting process will be most efficient if the applicant contacts PLSLWD to determine if 
the proposed project requires a permit.  In such case a permit is required, the applicant will be 
advised to follow this stepwise process:  
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1. Delineate and conduct MnRAM on existing wetlands.   
2. Review and concurrence from PLSLWD is advised before proceeding to next step. 
3. Use updated MnRAM or existing CWP data to determine appropriate classification for 

each wetland basin on site. 
4. Applicant considers buffer and hydrologic standards proposed for each wetland. 
5. Address sequencing requirements for any impacts proposed. 
6. Calculate required buffer area and utilize allowable buffer averaging standards to 

enhance wetland function and provide some flexibility in site design  
7. Design site with appropriate standards in place and conduct a MnRAM on proposed site 

conditions. 
8. Review and concurrence from PLSLWD is advised before proceeding to next step 
9. Demonstrate project proposal meets wetland mitigation requirements and preservation of 

wetland function.  This step should include the preparation of the final application and 
with some assurance that PLSLWD staff will be recommending approval that wetland 
and buffer standards will be met. 

10. Implement project activities and establish required buffers according to standards 
proposed in Chart 4.4-1 and protected by a conservation easement or outlot.  

11. Monitor mitigation areas per WCA and perform necessary maintenance on mitigation 
activities as applicable.   
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6. PROJECT AREA DESCRIPTION 
Section 6.0 summarizes and is consistent with the characterization of the PLSLWD area that is provided 
in the WRMP. 
 
6.1. Land Use 

The PLSLWD includes approximately 42 square miles of area located entirely within Scott 
County, Minnesota.  The City of Prior Lake and Spring Lake Township comprise most of the 
District’s area, while Sand Creek Township and the cities of Shakopee and Savage have relatively 
little land area within the District.  The PLSLWD is bordered by the Lower Minnesota River 
Watershed on the north, and the Scott County Water Management Organization (WMO) on all 
other sides.   
 
Population estimates for Scott County by the Metropolitan Council and State Demography Unit 
estimate the 2007 population as 123,735 people.  From the Scott County Census 2010 results, the 
population increased to 129,928 people.  Utilizing the same census results, the estimated 
population within the PLSLWD in 2010 was 27,432 people.  
 
Urban developments are primarily residential units located adjacent to the lakes with some 
commercial and industrial development primarily occurring along Highway 13 through the City 
of Prior Lake.  The predominant residential land use is single family residential units with 
portions of the area zoned as permanent rural residential.  Commercial and industrial land use in 
the watershed is comprised of warehousing, residential services, and office space.  Rural land use 
is primarily comprised of small to medium sized farms with the average farm size being about 
150 acres.  The major farming activities include row crop production of corn and soybeans along 
with a few cattle grazing in pastures.  The agricultural areas of the District are primarily located 
in the southern part of the District away from Prior and Spring Lakes and outside the 
Metropolitan Urban Service Area (MUSA). 
 

6.2. Ecology 
The PLSLWD lies within the North Central Hardwood Forest Ecoregion, and more specifically, 
the Big Woods subsection.  This region is defined by a single landform that was once dominated 
by oak woodland and maple-basswood forests.  Few remnants of the original vegetation remain 
as a result of agricultural and urban development.   
 
Historical wet prairies, or wet meadows, were found in two bands running south from Spring 
Lake.  These wet prairies generally followed major natural drainage features that still exist today: 
County Ditch 13 and the Buck Lake Channel.  The aquatic wetland community within the wet 
prairie areas was one of the most complex and diverse communities in the region.  Wetlands 
represented in these areas represented a variety of hydrologic regimes from seasonally inundated 
wet meadows (Type 1 wetlands) to Lakes (Type 5 wetlands).  The variation in hydrologic 
regimes is mirrored in the plant community with wetland plants ranging from facultative wetland 
plants that grow near wetland boundaries, to obligate wetland plants such as cattails and floating 
and submerged aquatic vegetation.  
 
The southwestern portion of the watershed includes Swamp Lake, Sutton Lake, Fish Lake and 
Buck Lake.  This region is drained primarily by County Ditch 13 for Swamp and Sutton Lakes 
and by the Buck Lake channel for Fish and Buck Lakes.  These channels discharge to Spring 
Lake, which discharges to Upper Prior Lake, which in turn discharges to Lower Prior Lake. 
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Emboidea blandingii, the Blanding’s turtle typically prefers shallow wetlands with adjacent 
uplands for nesting.  It is likely that this species inhabits the marshes within or adjacent to 
Murphy-Hanrehan Park (which is near, but not within the geographic boundary of the PLSLWD) 
and utilizes the forested uplands during the nesting season.  Other potential locations include 
wetlands near the northeastern shore of Upper Prior Lake.  The red-shouldered hawk requires 
large forested tracts (about 500 acres) interspersed with small marshes and wet meadows for 
breeding.  Conservation actions to minimize the disturbance of the remaining forest/wetland 
complex southeast of Prior Lake are recommended by MN DNR to protect the breeding habitat of 
this rare woodland hawk.  There is also a small Sphagnum rich fen located west of Highway 13 
between County Roads 16 and 42. 
 

6.3. Geologic Setting and Hydrology 
The surficial geology of the District is almost entirely comprised of glacial till deposits.  The only 
surficial geological unit of any other origin is a few small regions of peat deposits.  Glacial till 
and drift were brought to the region through a series of glaciations coming from the northeast and 
the northwest.  The Superior lobe came from the northeast bringing reddish-brown drift, eroded 
from the bedrock of the Superior region. Glaciers coming from the northwest brought gray 
clayey, calcareous drift eroded from North Dakota, Manitoba, and Northwestern Minnesota.  The 
hills, ridges, and kettle lakes of the region were formed when the Des Moines Lobe began to 
stagnate and melt.  This resulted in the creation of the irregular topography of the region.  Six 
major soil associations have been identified in the District.   
 
Snow and rainfall data for the District is obtained from a weather station at Jordan, Minnesota.  
The water elevation of Prior Lake has ranged from a recorded low of 883.6 in 1938 to a recorded 
high of 907.6 in 1906.  This can be considered as a historical benchmark for potential water table 
fluctuation in area wetlands as well.  To supplement the existing data on lake levels and flow, 
several hydrologic models have been developed for the District.  These models can be used to 
make predictions regarding future water levels and flow rates in the District. 
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7. WETLAND INVENTORY AND ASSESSMENT 
7.1. Wetland Inventory 

Past and Previous Inventories  
A detailed map and inventory list of DNR protected wetlands can be found in the 1996 DNR 
publication “Protected Waters and Wetlands, Scott County, Minnesota”. Permits are required 
from the DNR for any alteration of protected wetlands or waters below the ordinary high water 
elevation.  DNR protected wetlands are defined in M.S. 105.37 as "all Type 3, 4, and 5 wetlands, 
as defined in United States Fish and Wildlife Service Circular No. 39 (1971 edition), not included 
within the definition of public waters, which are 10 or more acres in size in unincorporated areas 
or 2.5 or more acres in incorporated areas."   
 
The United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) has also compiled wetland maps through 
the National Wetland Inventory (NWI).  The NWI maps identify wetland types 1-8, regardless of 
size, and therefore provide a more complete accounting of wetland areas. Detailed USFWS NWI 
maps can be found on the USFWS interactive Geospatial Wetlands Information website at 
http://www.fws.gov/wetlands/Data/Mapper.html.  The District has chosen to use this interactive 
mapping tool, as opposed to a hard copy map, as it is the most up to date and allows flexibility in 
selecting data sets. 
 
In 1994, Scott Soil and Water Conservation District (SWCD) conducted a detailed wetland 
inventory for the District. Under this effort, the SWCD reviewed maps from the DNR, the 
Metropolitan Mosquito Control District, the United States Department of Agriculture, the United 
States Fish and Wildlife Service, and the United States Geological Service to identify existing 
wetlands, drainage areas for these wetlands, and drainage channels.  Tile records were reviewed 
to obtain information on drained wetlands.  Historical aerial photographs dating back to 1937 
were also reviewed to identify original wetland areas.  Field reconnaissance was used to complete 
the inventory by providing a field verification of the mapping results.  The inventory records and 
maps can be viewed at the PLSLWD office, and were used as the base layer for the PLSLWD’s 
2010 Wetland Inventory and MnRAM Assessment. 
 
7.1.1. Wetland Inventory Methodology  
EOR coordinated field data collection efforts with staff from PLSLWD and Scott County SWCD. 
TEP members were involved with calibrating data collection methods so that all field teams 
would collect MnRAM data using the same protocols.  Numerous in office and field days were 
dedicated to teaching MnRAM methodology to all field teams, during which multiple wetland 
examples were used to calibrate individual teams’ data collection methods to be identical.  An 
integrated QA/QC process accompanied the field data collection process, involving EOR staff, 
BWSR/TEP staff, and PLSLWD staff for double checking MnRAM data collected in the field. 
 
The 2010 inventory is a map verification of the datasets described in Section 7.1 plus a functional 
assessment (described is Section 7.2 of this Plan).  The inventory was restricted to areas not 
being evaluated by other WCA LGUs in the District.  This includes the City of Savage. 
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7.1.1.1. Contributing Partners 
Field data collection was performed by staff from PLSLWD and Scott SWCD, with training 
provided by EOR staff.  Following is a list of individuals participating in the inventory: 
PLSLWD Staff  Joshua Mankowski, Stacy Sass 
Scott SWCD Staff Ryan Holzer, Willie Peters, Dave Rickert, Jaime Rockney,  

Scott Schneider, Doug Schoenecker 
EOR Staff  Melissa Arikian, Annie Felix, Mike Majeski 
 
7.1.1.2. TEP Input 
TEP meeting #1 and #2 (see Section 8.1 of this Plan) were used to develop the methodology for 
the inventory and functional assessment. 
 
7.1.1.3. Reference Wetlands 
Reference wetlands were not established for this plan.  The City of Savage CWPMP identified 
reference wetlands, categorized as Preservation, located on public park land, and could be called 
upon for use in this plan. 
 
7.1.2. Wetland Inventory Results  
A series of graphs were produced to summarize the number of high, medium, and low scoring 
wetlands for each function assessed, found in Appendix A. 
 

7.2. Wetland Functional Assessment (MnRAM) 
The methodology used the Minnesota Routine Assessment Method (MnRAM) Version 3.2.  This 
version has been supplanted by MnRAM 3.4 (BETA) Sept 15, 2010.  The differences between 
versions include these two additional features available in MnRAM version 3.4 (published after 
the assessment) including:  

 Sensitivity to Stormwater & Urban Development; 
 Additional Stormwater Treatment Needs.   

 
The differences between versions 3.2 and 3.4 do not change the recommended management and 
activities of the Wetland Plan.  
 
7.2.1. Calculation Methodology 
Data were collected for each evaluated wetland either through GIS sources or field inspection.  
Field assessment was performed by two-person professional crews with training4 at the outset to 
ensure consistent use of the evaluation methodology.  In particular, training emphasized 
familiarity with dominant versus subdominant definitions, and the 10% rule as it pertains to plant 
community mapping per MnRAM. Wetlands encountered in the field but not mapped or 
inventoried, were noted and field evaluation was performed.  Field data were recorded onto paper 
data sheets and entered into the MnRAM database in the office5.  Map locations and GIS wetland 
evaluation data were previously entered onto the data sheets.  Wetlands were initially sorted and 
grouped as ‘W’ or ‘D’ group wetlands, representing extant wetland for ‘W’ and drained wetland 
for ‘D’ based on the original Scott SWCD Wetland Inventory.  ‘D’ wetlands were field evaluated 
for restoration potential only unless verified in the field to be functioning wetlands.   

 

                                                      
4 August 19, 2010, field training session conducted utilizing guidance provided by BWSR (available at the BWSR 
website). 
5 Per TEP recommendation and approval, field evaluation conducted using MnRAM standard evaluation sheet 
utilized, but modified to ‘strip’ out GIS-evaluated questions. 
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Methodology was presented in modified form and approved by the TEP6:  Listed below are all of 
the functions and uses that can be evaluated using the MnRAM, those not evaluated for this plan 
are crossed out.    

Vegetative Diversity/Integrity 
Maintenance of Characteristic Hydrologic Regime 
Flood/Stormwater/Attenuation 
Downstream Water Quality  
Maintenance of Wetland Water Quality 
Shoreline Protection 
Maintenance of Characteristic Wildlife Habitat  
Maintenance of Characteristic Fish Habitat 
Maintenance of Characteristic Amphibian Habitat  
Aesthetics/Recreation/Education/Cultural 
Commercial Uses 
Groundwater Interaction 
Restoration Potential 

 
The MnRAM evaluation for this plan does not include questions #29 through 34 (related to 
Shoreline Protection), and questions #42 – 57 (related to Amphibian Habitat, Fish Habitat, and 
Commercial Uses). 
  
For “Groundwater Interaction” the focus was on the one field-evaluated question of #62 – 
Inlet/Outlet configuration.  In addition, if a wetland (mostly all recharge wetlands for this 
District) displayed obvious signs of high or low infiltration capacity, such was noted in the field. 
 
For “Restoration Potential” wetlands were identified first by examining for drained wetlands.  
Additional potential areas for wetland restoration were recorded in the field, marking them on 
field maps and transferring those potential basin locations to the GIS database. Determination of 
these potential areas was based upon the “D” or “drained” basins from Scott County SWCD’s 
original wetland inventory, and was further refined during the field collection phase of this 
project. 
 
For “Restoration Potential”, question #65 regarding number of landowners is bias towards higher 
restoration potential when fewer landowners involved. This question was not answered for this 
plan.  The number of landowners can be an important factor, but otherwise good candidate 
restoration sites may involve a higher number of landowners. As such, during plan 
implementation, this information can be made available to the TEP and decision-makers on a 
case by case basis for targeting sites already prioritized for restoration (according to Section 4.2).   

 
7.2.2. Results  
A series of graphs were produced to summarize the number of high, medium, and low scoring 
wetlands for each function assessed, found in Appendix A. 
 

7.3. Public Values Survey  
In accordance with WCA Rule 8420.0830, Subp. 6, C, local citizen involvement was sought for 
the determination of local value. The survey was posted online and the request to respond to the 
survey was included in a newspaper article, posted on PLSLWD’s website and verbally 
communicated at a public meeting.. The survey requested that residents rank wetland services 
from most to least important. They could either return the paper survey or visit a website to 

                                                      
6 Reference: Arikian, Melissa, August 16, 2010, to the TEP by email correspondence, presenting the proposed 
methodology and associated modifications. Review and revisions comments received via email reply. 
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complete the survey. In addition, the survey provided a place for residents to submit written 
comment about the survey or other wetland issues. The survey protocol and complete results are 
presented in this section of the Plan.  The summary tabulation and analysis are presented in 
Section 3.0 of this Plan. 

 
7.3.1. Survey Protocol 
The survey protocol was developed out of recommendations from TEP meeting #2: 

 An open house meeting should be held to help involve citizens.  Target the local lake associations 
and sportsman groups.  A survey should be sent to landowners as part of citizen involvement.   

 It is important to involve the individual property owners near wetland areas.  Property owners 
may view the wetland differently than those who use the wetland lands for recreational purposes.   

 It is very important to try and obtain a good cross-section of property owners.   

 The surveys should be used to inform citizens as well as ascertain their views for ranking the 
values of the wetlands.  Wetlands may serve functions that the property owners are unaware of, 
but view as important.  

 The type of property owner (farmer vs. urban resident) can heavily influence the responses 
received in a survey. A balance between the different groups must be acquired. 

 Some property owners’ views towards wetlands may be changing.  At one time the wetland may 
have been viewed as unusable land; it is now viewed as a potential resource (a way to attract 
development).   

 The information obtained from the resident surveys can be utilized in other projects being 
conducted by the District (TMDL Implementation Plan, rules revision).   

 
7.3.2. Results 
The online survey resulted in a total of 55 responses between February 15 and March 24, 2011.   
 

1. Do  you  live  or  own  property  within  the  geographic  boundary  of  the  Prior  Lake  –  Spring  Lake 
Watershed District? 
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2. In which community do you live? 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
3. Rank the following wetland services of  importance to you from 1 (the most  important to you) to 8 

(the least important wetland service to you). 

Wetland Service Ranked as Most Important (Ranked 1) – number of responses 
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Wetland Service Ranked 2 – number of responses 

 
 
 
Wetland Service Ranked 3 – number of responses 
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Wetland Service Ranked 4 – number of responses 

 
 
 
Wetland Service Ranked 5 – number of responses 

 
 

Prior Lake-Spring Lake Watershed District
  

30



Comprehensive Wetland Plan (April 2012) 

 
Wetland Service Ranked 6 – number of responses 

 
 
 
Wetland Service Ranked 7 – number of responses 
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Wetland Service Ranked as Least Important (Ranked 8)– number of responses 

 
 
 
4. Which of  the  following  statements best describes your general opinion about wetlands and  their 

role in community planning? 
 

Number of Responses 

0 5 10 15 20 25

Wetlands have some value, but
their importance is low and they
should not be a  focus in the future
planning and development of the
plan area
Wetlands are valuable, but they
should not be a  major focus in the
future planning and development
of the plan area

Wetlands are valuable due to the
beneficial functions they provide
and they should be a  major focus of
the future planning and
development of the area
Wetlands have inherent value and
should be a  major focus in the
future planning and development
of the plan, regardless of their
utility for humans
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5. Your home is: 

Number of Responses

0

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

Rural (farm) Rural (hobby) Rural (non‐farm) Urban (pop. >
5,000)

Urban (pop. <
5,000

 
 

Additional Responses from 23 of 49 online entries [sic- for all entries below] 
• Somewhat biased survey for myself because I do research on Spring Lake regarding excess 

nutrients which lead to eutrophication. 
 
• We Live on Cates Lake, near Prior Lake. Our lake is overcome with weeds every summer and 

this has killed off the fish. Why can we not use chemicals or any other methods to control the 
excess weeds? The weeds destroy the quality of the water and destroy fish life. It appears that if 
this continues the lake will continue to build sediment until it eventually dries up. 

 
• Got your invite to the 2/15/2011 meeting today, on 2/15/2011. Would like the information, but 

am involved with church tonight. 
 

• I don't have an answer for this problem, but I wish we could do more to improve the water 
quality in the area lakes!! Fish and Spring are slime green from June- Aug. The whole summer!!! 
I know you can't control run off. But it's sad for someone like me who grew up on these lakes to 
see what has happened over the past 30 years Thanks for listening  

 
• A little more advance notice for the citizen meetings i.e., 'Clean Water Event'. Your letter dated 

2/8/11 arrived this afternoon 2/15/11. Citizens may not have time to rearrange schedules to 
attend. Sending things bulk mail always takes longer. 

 
• Wetlands are a priority habitat. If you have abundant healthy and functional wetlands, and they 

are protected, water quality, flood protection etc. should be obtainable due to the protection of 
this important resource 
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• I have heard that the Prior Lake High School may be considering the development of some of 
their property that may be part or abuts the wetlands. We have enough residential developments 
that aren't being completed to be adding another 

 
• The wetlands are a key attraction to the area and we value them and what they bring to the 

people of spring lake 
 

• I have a one-acre pond in my backyard which is green 5 months out of the year. This drains 
directly into Prior Lake. Can anything be done? I left a message by phone when I received the 
first invitation to call Mike, no one ever called me back. Thank you 

 
• There must be coordination with developers in order to preserve our wetlands in its natural state. 

 
• Restrictions on use should be reasonable and purposeful. Care should be taken not to 

unnecessarily limit development to save a few swamps. 
 

• I wanted to give an 8 on nearly the entire survey, but I guess this is the best way to tell the 
number 1 priority 
 

• Allot of the wetlands around Prior Lake contain evasive species of plants that need to be 
cleared/cleaned up to allow more native plants to flourish. Our wetland is chocked with evasive 
plants and does not promote any wildlife (geese, mallards, wood ducks and other migratory 
birds) from using it 

 
• Downscale Ryan Park and give us back serenity and our wetlands. 

 
• I live in an area with poor quality wetlands, i.e. reed grasses, rag weeds, etc. In my opinion, a 

controlled burn should take place to replant with prairie grasses and wild flowers. 
 

• Work done last year on the wetland adjacent to my property did nothing to improve aesthetics or 
reduce the flooding that occurs into my yard. Closer supervision of the contractors work is 
necessary in future projects. What I was told of the final design did not occur in the end. 

 
• During your compilation of the Protection and Management Plan, remember the vast majority of 

the wetlands in question are privately owned and managed. We do not need additional regulation 
on landowners than the current wetland preservation and clean water acts. 

 
• Very few of our neighbors respect the wetland/conservation easements. They mow right down to 

the water. They cut down the wild grasses that were planted - install retaining walls. It is very 
frustrating that we are one of few who follow the rules. 

 
• I own property that has a wetland on it. I feel that if I am paying the tax on the wetland, and am a 

good steward of the land, I fear further regulation will make it less appealing to live in this 
watershed 

 
• Presently the mining operations of PL Aggregates are negatively impacting the PL/Savage 

Watershed District. Habitat (trees, environment and wetlands) is being destroyed with serious 
consequences for the future. The illegal draining of Cates Lake through the 4-inch pvc pipe into 
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the 5-acre pond behind our house should cease. The forest and ecological environment is being 
depleted with run off and negatively shifts the animals and wildlife into urban areas - coons, 
foxes, muskrats, coyotes, turkeys, deer - and has over-burdened our property with squirrels. We 
attended the Scott County Watershed meeting 4-5 years ago which said that PL Aggregates 
should cease and desist their digging operations so as not to negatively impact the Jordan 
Aquafer of which they said they were only 16 feet above the Aquifer and should cease mining 
operations of the gravel washing. Furthermore Scott County watershed supervisor said that the 
old PL dump to the west of then present operation should be avoided because of all of the 
mercury, pcb and hazardous waste that was on that site. Savage somehow procured the old PL 
dumpsite on some type of exchange some years ago. PL Aggregates has continued to mine, cut 
trees and operate in this area. We believe that this should be looked into as part of the Watershed 
District future plan 

 
• I would like legal access to rest of my property, to make a walking path, to make land provide a 

profit by growing something for myself and wildlife.  
 

• If wetlands continue to be treated on the same par as endangered species of animals, then people 
who 'own' wetlands are deserving of a tax break for owning land they can do nothing with, or 
better yet, add the amount of wetland acreage to their tillable land in order to qualify for 
agricultural credit in county property tax determination. 

 
• We live in an area with several wetland areas. We value and prize these beautiful spaces for 

ourselves, the public who also enjoy them (aka trails) and future generations. It is also essential 
to provide necessary shelter and food for our wildlife. 
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8. TEP AND STAKEHOLDER INPUT PROCESS 
Plan development, review, and approval occurred in three sequential phases outlined below. Section 5.2 
and 5.3 of this plan list TEP representatives and stakeholders, respectively, invited to meetings and to 
provide plan review. 
 
Phase 1 (Data Collection and Evaluation) - 2010  

 Compile existing wetland data records 
 Build GIS database from available records 
 Hold TEP/Stakeholder meeting #1, kick-off meeting. Invite resource agency staff and public to 

actively participate in the development of the plan  
 Notify landowners know about the process and obtain their input on what they most value in their 

wetlands  
 Attain access permission from landowners for field inventory 
 Collect the wetland inventory data and assess it using the MnRAM methodology 
 Develop MnRAM database and maps 

 
Phase 2 (Plan Development) – 2011-2012 

 Hold TEP/Stakeholder meeting #2 
 Conduct values survey and public event February 15 
 Complete resource prioritization 
 Write preliminary draft plan 
 Discuss preliminary draft plan at PLSLWD Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC) meeting #1 
 Hold TEP/Stakeholder meeting #3 

 
Phase 3 (Plan Approval) - 2012 

 Discuss Draft Plan at PLSLWD Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC) meeting #2 
 Submittal of Draft Plan (February 2012) to Stakeholders and Board for comment 
 Summary of comments received reviewed by PLSLWD Staff and Board 
 Draft Plan Editing 
 PLSLWD Board review and approval of final plan (April 2012) 

 
8.1. Input Meetings 

Phase 1 
The purpose of TEP/Stakeholder meeting #1, August 10, 2010, was to inform the included cities 
and townships of the plan goals, seek input on potential overlap of this plan with existing WCA 
LGU jurisdiction, and seek input on how this plan can address local resource issues, present the 
plan development process, and identify likely priority issues and the approach to public 
involvement. 
 
Chart 8.1-1. TEP/stakeholder meeting #1 invitees and attendees (*).  
Entity Representative 

Board of Water and Soil Resources Brad Wozney* 
Ken Powell* 

City of Prior Lake Ross Bintner* 

City of Savage Jon Allen 

City of Shakopee Joel Rutherford 
 

Emmons & Olivier Resources, Inc.  
for PLSLWD 

Melissa Arikian* 
Jason Naber* 
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MnDNR Melissa Doperalski  
&/or Janell Miersch  
&/or Craig Wills 

Prior Lake-Spring Lake Watershed District 
(PLSLWD) 

Joshua Mankowski* 
Stacy Sass* 
Liz Spande* 

Scott County Soil and Water Conservation 
District 

Ryan Holzer* 
Troy Kuphal* 

Spring Lake Township Ben Meyer* 

USACE Michael Setering 

 
Phase 2 
The purpose of TEP/stakeholder meeting #2, January 27, 2011, was to present the findings of the 
public values survey and seek input on the process for restoration sites prioritization. 
 
Chart 8.1-2. TEP meeting #2 invitees and attendees (*). 
Entity Representative 

Board of Water and Soil Resources Brad Wozney 
Ken Powell* 

City of Prior Lake Ross Bintner* 

City of Savage Jon Allen* 

City of Shakopee Joel Rutherford 

Emmons & Olivier Resources, Inc.  
for PLSLWD 

Melissa Arikian* 
Jason Naber* 

MnDNR Melissa Doperalski  
&/or Janell Miersch  
&/or Craig Wills* 

Prior Lake-Spring Lake Watershed District 
(PLSLWD) 

Michael Kinney* 
Joshua Mankowski* 

Scott County Soil and Water Conservation 
District 

Ryan Holzer 
Troy Kuphal* 
Dan Miller* 

Spring Lake Township Ben Meyer* 
Kathy Nielson* 

USACE Michael Setering 

 
 

8.2. Plan Review 
Phase 3 
The purpose of TEP/stakeholder meeting #3 (January 12, 2012) was to discuss Proposed Wetland 
Management Classes and Proposed Management Standards.  TEP review comments were also 
incorporated into the preliminary Draft Wetland Plan. The process for plan approval was also 
discussed. 
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Chart 8.1-3. TEP meeting #3 invitees and attendees (*). 
Entity Representative 

Board of Water and Soil Resources Brad Wozney 
Ken Powell* 

City of Prior Lake Ross Bintner* 

City of Savage Jon Allen 
Sam Lucido 

City of Shakopee Joel Rutherford 
Joe Swentek 

Shakopee Mdewakanton Sioux Community Stan Ellison 

Emmons & Olivier Resources, Inc.  
for PLSLWD 

Melissa Arikian* 
Jason Naber* 

MnDNR Melissa Doperalski  
&/or Jeff Berg 
&/or Craig Wills 

Prior Lake-Spring Lake Watershed District 
(PLSLWD) 

Michael Kinney* 
Stacy Sass* 
Nat Kale* 

Scott County Soil and Water Conservation 
District 

Ryan Holzer 
Troy Kuphal 
Dan Miller 

Spring Lake Township Ben Meyer* 
Kathy Nielson* 

USACE Michael Setering 

 
Following submittal of the Draft Plan (February 2012) the District received comments from the 
following entities.   

 MN Board of Water and Soil Resources (BWSR), Ken Powell, 2-17-12 
 City of Prior Lake, Ross Bintner, 2-7-12 
 Army Corps of Engineers, Michael Setering, 3-7-12 
 Scott County on behalf of Sand Creek Township, Paul Nelson 3-7-12 
 Scott County, Jason Swenson 3-5-12 

A summary memo of those comments was prepared and submitted to the PLSLWD Board.  The 
comments were carefully reviewed and considered in development of the Final CWP dated April 
10, 2012.  
 

8.3. Plan Approval 
At its regularly scheduled board meeting on April 10, 2012, the PLSLWD Board of Managers 
reviewed and signed resolution 12-246 that adopts the CWP as a resource management plan of 
the PLSLWD.  They directed their Administrator to utilize the CWP in identifying, setting 
priorities for and implementing programs and capital projects, and make the CWP available to 
governmental partners and other interested parties for better coordination of resource 
management programs.  The PLSLWD may further formalize the findings of the CWP at a later 
time, which may include incorporating CWP management standards into PLSLWD rules thru 
rulemaking and completing procedures for adoption of the CWP as a comprehensive wetland 
protection and management plan. 

 



APPENDIX A 
 
Map 4.1-1. High Priority Preservation Wetlands. 



Map 4.2-1. Top Restoration Priority Wetlands with Scott County Natural Areas Corridors. 



Map 4.5-1. Wetlands with Hydrology Management Class. 



Map 4.5-2. Wetlands with Natural Areas Management Class. 



Map 4.5-3. Basins with Restoration/Enhancement Management Class. 

 



Figure 7.2-1. Cumulative Function of all 2010 Inventoried Wetlands for Vegetative Diversity/Integrity 
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Figure 7.2-2. Cumulative Function of all 2010 Inventoried Wetlands for Maintenance of Characteristic Hydrologic Regime
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Figure 7.2-3. Cumulative Function of all 2010 Inventoried Wetlands for Flood/ Stormwater/ Attenuation 

0

200

400

600

800

1000

1200

1400

1600

1800

High Moderate Low

Functional Ranking

To
ta

l W
et

la
nd

 A
cr

es

 



Figure 7.2-4. Cumulative Function of all 2010 Inventoried Wetlands for Downstream Water Quality 
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Figure 7.2-5. Cumulative Function of all 2010 Inventoried Wetlands for Maintenance of Wetland Water Quality 
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Figure 7.2-6. Cumulative Function of all 2010 Inventoried Wetlands for Maintenance of Characteristic Wildlife Habitat 
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Figure 7.2-7. Cumulative Function of all 2010 Inventoried Wetlands for Groundwater Interaction 
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MEMORANDUMOFAGREEMENT

FORCONSTRUCTIONUSEOPERATION

ANDMAINTENANCEOF

THEPRIORLAKEOUTLETCHANNEL

ANDOUTLETSTRUCTURE

ARTICLE1 AGREEMENTANDEFFECTIVEDATE

ThePRIORLAKESPRINGLAKEWATERSHEDDISTRICTaMinnesotapolitical

subdivisiontheWatershedDistricttheCITYOFPRIORLAKEaMinnesotamunicipal

corporationPriorLaketheCITYOFSHAKOPEEaMinnesotamunicipalcorporation
ShakopeeandtheSHAKOPEEMDEWAKANTONSIOUXCOMMLINITYaFederally
recognizedIndiantribetheSMSCjointlytheProjectCooperatorsenter intothis

MemorandumOfAgreementForConstructionUseOperationAndMaintenanceOfThe

PriorLakeOutletChannelAndOutletStructurethisMOAasmorefullydefinedin

Section21YtobeeffectiveasofOctober12006theEffectiveDateInenteringinto

thisMOAtheProjectCooperatorsmutuallyacknowledgethatthisMOAsProvisions
constitutesufficientconsideration

ARTICLE2 DEFINITIONSANDRULESOFCONSTRUCTION

21 Definitions

UnlessotherwiseexpresslyprovidedinthisMOAorthecontextotherwiserequiresthe

followingcapitalizedwordshavethefollowingdefinedmeaningswhenusedinthis
MOA

A AnnualMeetingAsdefinedinSection112

B ApprovalDateAsdefinedinSection4SA

C BestStormWaterManagerrtentPracticesStormwatermanagementpractices

approvedorrequiredbytheWatershedDistrict

MemorandumofAgreementForConstructionUseOperationAnd
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D ClaimsAnyandallactionscausesofactionclaimscostsdamagesdemands

debtsexecutionsexpensesincludingreasonableattorneysfeesandexpertand

otherfeesandexpensesfinesjudgmentslienslossesobligationspenaltiesor

suits

E ConceptualDesignThePriorLakeOutletChannelFutureConceptualPlana

planforrestoringandenhancingtheOutletChannelthatwasdevelopedwiththe

inputoftheProjectCooperatorsaspartofthePriorLakeOutletChanneland

LakeVolumeManagementStudycompletedbytheWatershedDistrictin2003

TheConceptualDesignisbasedontheuseofecologicalprinciples

bioengineeringandnaturalstreamtechnologypracticestoimprovechannel

stabilityreduceerosionandenhancethehabitatandaestheticsoftheOutlet

Channel

F ConstructConstructionAllactivitiesinvolvedinbuildingcreatingimproving

orrestoringadrainagewaytrailundergroundutilityorotherdeviceobjector

structureincludingacquiringlandfortheworkbiddingandcontractingforthe

workbuildingmanaginginspectingandapprovingtheworkandremediating

contaminationorpollutionofsoilwaterstructuresorothermedianecessaryto

performthework

G ConstructionCostsAllcostsrelatedtoConstructionincludingaccountant

architectappraisalattorneyConstructionmanagementengineeringandother

professionalfeesandcostscontaminationandpollutionremediationcosts

biddingbudgetingcontractingofficetravelandothermanagementcosts

buildingorconstructioncostseasementrightofwayandotheracquisition

costserosioncontrolcostsinspectioncostsmaterialcostssecuritycostsand

staffcosts

H DesignAllactivitiesinvolvedinconceivingdesigningandplanningandin

obtainingapprovalforplansforadrainagewaytrailundergroundutilityor

otherdeviceobjectorstructureincludingdevisingdiscussingdrawingand

modifyingplansandspecificationsdeterminingeasementsrightsofwayand

otherpropertyinterestsneededinvestigatingcontaminationorpollutionofsoil

waterstructuresorothermediapreparingremedialactionplansandother
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documentsrelatedtocontaminationandpollutiontestingsoilandwaterasking
fordiscussingandgettingcommentsonorapprovalsofplansand

specificationsfromProjectCooperatorsorothersandaskingfordiscussingand
gettinggovernmentalcommentsonorapprovalsoflicensespermits orother

approvalsforplansandspecifications
I DesignAndConstructionBudgetAsdefinedinSection112A7
J DesignAndConstructionFundThefunddefinedandestablishedin

Section104A

K DesignCostsAllcostsrelatedtoDesignincludingaccountantarchitect

appraisalattorneyengineeringgeotechnicalscientificandotherprofessional

feesandcostsbiddingbudgetingcontractingofficetravelandother

managementcostsinvestigationandtestingcostsmeetingandcoordination

costsapplicationpreparationcostsandfeeslicensepermitandother

governmentalapprovalfeesadministrativeappealandcontestedcasefeesand
costsandstaffcosts

L DesignFlowsAsdefinedinSection71

M DNRTheMinnesotaDepartmentofNaturalResources
N EffectiveDateAsdefinedinArticle1

O EmergencyMaintenanceAllactivitiesnecessarytoachieveimmediate

compliancewithapplicablelawsandagreementswhenimmediatecomplianceis

requiredandtoaddressconditionsthatposeanimmediatethreattothe

functioningofadrainagewaytrailundergroundutility orotherdeviceobject

orstructuresuchasaccidentaldamageactsofvandalismbankfailureculvert

obstructionstormdamagestructuralfailureoracontaminantorpollutantspill

includingrepairingorrebuildingthedeviceobjectorstructurerebuilding
repairingorrestoringdrainagechannelbanksorbedsremovingobstructions

burningmowingplantingreplantingsprayingtrimming orotherwise

managingvegetationremovingsedimentfromaccumulationzonescleaning up

contaminantorpollutantspillsandprotectingwildlifehabitatandtheaquatic
environment

P EmergencyMaintenanceCostsAllcostsrelatedtoEmergencyMaintenance
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includingaccountantappraisalarchitectattorneyConstructionmanagement

engineeringgeotechnicalscientificandotherprofessionalfeesandcostsbank

andbedstabilizationcostsbiddingbudgetingcontractingofficetraveland

othermanagementcostscleanupcostscontaminantorpollutionremediation

costsbuildingorconstructioncostserosioncontrolcostsinspectioncosts

licensepermitandotherapprovalcostsmaterialcostsrepaircostsreplacement

costssecuritycostssedimentremovalcostsstaffcostsvegetationmanagement

costsandwildlifeandaquaticenvironmentprotectioncosts

Q EmergencyMaintenanceFundThefunddefinedandestablishedin

Section106A

R FeeLandLandownedinfeenoworhereafterbytheSMSC

S InitialMeetingAsdefinedinSection113

T JPAAsdefinedinSection31P

U LakeOutletProjectAsdefinedinSection31B

V LMCITAsdefinedinSection136A

W MaintairMaintenanceAllactivitiesnecessarytokeepadrainagewaytrail

undergroundutilityorotherdeviceobjectorstructureingoodrepairworking

efficientlyandincompliancewithapplicablelawsandagreementsincluding

rebuildingrepairingorrestoringthedrainagewaydeviceobjectorstructure

rebuildingrepairingorrestoringchannelbanksorbedsremovingobstructions

burningmowingplantingreplantingsprayingtrimmingorotherwise

managingvegetationremovingsedimentfromaccumulationzonescleaningup

contaminantorpollutantspillsandprotectingwildlifehabitatandtheaquatic

environment

X MaximumAverageDischargeRatesAsdefinedinSection63

Y MOAThisMemorandumOfAgreementForConstructionUseOperationAnd

MaintenanceOfThePriorLakeOutletChannelAndOutletStructureincluding

thefollowingexhibitsthatareattachedtoandareapartofthisMOA

ExhibitAOutletChannelMap

ExhibitBOutletChannelSegmentDrainaeAreas

ExhibitCProjectedAverageDischareRateCalculationFormulaand
ExampleCalculations
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ExhibitDOutletChannelDesinConstructionandMaintenanceSchedule

ExhibitENineYearEstimateofOutletChannelDesinConstructionand
OperationAndMaintenanceCosts

ExhibitFCalculationMethodforCostShareAllocation

ExhibitGDrainaAreaChaneRecalculationExample

ExhibitH2006FundPayments

Z 100YearRainfallEventThetotalrainfallfroma24hourrainfalleventwitha

100yearfrequencyofreturnassumingaSoilConservationServiceTypeII

rainfalldistributionasspecifiedinTechnicalPaper40RainfallFrequencyAtlas
oftheUnitedStatesforDurationsfrom30minutesto24HoursandReturn

Periodsfromoneto100YearsNOAA1961

AA Operatel0perationAllactivitiesneededtokeepadrainagewaytrail

undergroundutilityorotherdeviceobjectorstructureworkingincluding

accountingforfundsreceivedandexpendedadjustingequipmentthatispartof

andregularlyinspectingthedrainagewayorotherdeviceobjectorstructure

biddingandcontractingfororotherwiseprovidingMaintenancebudgetingthe

useoffundsreceivedoverseeingtheuseofthedrainagewayorotherdevice

objectorstructureprovidingstafffortheseactivitiesraisingfundstopayforthe

enterpriseandotherwisemanagingtheenterprise

BB OperationAndMaintenanceBudgetAsdefinedinSection112A8
CC OperationAndMaintenanceCostsAllcostsrelatedtoOperationor

Maintenanceincludingaccountantarchitectappraisalattorneyengineering

geotechnicalscientificandotherprofessionalfeesandcostsbankandbed
stabilizationcostsbiddingbudgetingcontractingofficetravelandother

managementcostscleanupcostscontaminationandpollutionremediationcosts

buildingorconstructioncostserosioncontrolcostsinspectioncostslicense

permitandotherapprovalcostsrepaircostsreplacementcostssediment

removalcostssecuritycostsstaffcostsvegetationmanagementcostsand

wildlifeandaquaticenvironmentprotectioncosts

DDOperationAndMaintenanceFundThefunddefinedandestablished in

Section105A
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EE OutletChannelThesevenmilesofnaturalandbuiltdrainagecourseswithinthe

municipalboundariesofPriorLakeandShakopeethatwereconnectedbuiltand

improvedaspartoftheLakeOutletProjectSeeExhibitAOutletChannel

MapTheOutletChannelextendsfromtheOutletStructurenorthtothe

MinnesotaRiveratBlueLakeTheOutletChannelisdividedintothefollowing
eightsegments

Segment1PriorLaketoCountyRoad42

Segment2CountyRoad42totheinletofPikeLake

Segment3TheoutletofPikeLaketoPikeLakeTrail

Segment4PikeLakeTrailtoCountyRoad16

Segment5CountyRoad16totheinletofDeanLake

Segment6TheoutletofDeanLaketoStateTrunkHighway169
Segment7StateTrunkHighway169toStateTrunkHighway101
Segment8StateTrunkHighway101totheMinnesotaRiver

FF OutletChannelRestorationAndEnhancementProjectAsdefinedin
Section31J

GGOutletOperatingPlanTheOutletControlStructureForPriorLake

ManagementPolicyAndOperatingProceduresrevisedOctober2004 aplan

documentingthemanagementpolicyandoperatingproceduresfortheOutlet

StructureasdevelopedbytheWatershedDistrictandapprovedbytheDNRin
February2005

HHOutletStructureThestructureandpipethatwereinstalledonPriorLakebythe
WatershedDistrictin1983aspartoftheLakeOutletProjecttoprovide anoutlet

forthelakeSeeExhibitA

II OutletStructureRepairProjectAsdefinedinSection31G
JJ PriorLakeAsthecontextrequireseitheraProjectCooperatorasdefinedin

Article1oralakeintheCityofPriorLake

KKProjectAsdefinedinSection31J

LL ProjectCooperatorsAsdefinedinArticle1

MMProjectedAverageDischargeRateTheexpectedaveragestormwaterdischarge
ratefromdevelopmentthatoccursaftertheEffectiveDateascalculatedby a

ProjectCooperatoraccordingtotheformulainExhibitCProjectedAverae
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DischareRateCalculationFormulaandExampleCalculationsfortheentire

drainageareawithinthatProjectCooperatorsjurisdictiontributarytoanOutlet

Channelsegment

NNProjectedDischargeRateTheexpectedstormwaterdischargeratefroma

developmentorredevelopmentcalculatedincfsforthe100YearRainfallEvent

usingstormwaterdischargespecificationsforadevelopedorredevelopedarea

00ProvisionAnyagreementconditiondutygrantimmunityindemnity

obligationpromiseprovisionreleaserepresentationresponsibilityrightterm

orwarranty

PP PublicServiceActivityActivitiesAsdefinedinSectionBSA

QQShakopeeAProjectCooperatorasdefinedinArticle1

RRSMSCAProjectCooperatorasdefinedinArticle1

SS SMSCDesignAndComplianceAndIndemnificationLetterOfCreditAn

irrevocableletterofcreditfromtheSMSCwiththeWatershedDistrictPrior

LakeandShakopeeasbeneficiariesinaformsatisfactorytotheWatershed

DistrictfromasuretylocatedintheStateandasfurtherprovidedin
Section141

TT SMSCConstructionLetterOfCreditAnirrevocableletterofcreditfromthe

SMSCwiththeWatershedDistrictasthebeneficiaryinaformsatisfactorytothe

WatershedDistrictfromasuretylocatedintheStateandasfurtherprovidedin
Section121A

UUSMSCEmergencyMaintenanceLetterOfCreditAnirrevocableletterofcredit

fromtheSMSCwiththeWatershedDistrictasthebeneficiaryinaform

satisfactorytotheWatershedDistrictfromasuretylocatedintheStateandas

furtherprovidedinSection121C

W SMSCOperationAndMaintenanceLetterOfCreditAnirrevocableletterof

creditfromtheSMSCwiththeWatershedDistrictasthebeneficiaryinaform

satisfactorytotheWatershedDistrictfromasuretylocatedintheStateandas

furtherprovidedinSection121B

NNStateTheStateofMinnesota

XX TrustLandLandheldnowandhereafterbytheUnitedStatesintrustforthe
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beneficialinterestoftheSMSC

YY 2YearRainfallEventThetotalrainfallfroma24hourrainfalleventwithatwo

yearfrequencyofreturnassumingaSoilConservationServiceTypeIIrainfall

distributionasspecifiedinTechnicalPaper40RainfallFrequencyAtlasofthe

UnitedStatesforDurationsfrom30minutesto24HoursandReturnPeriodsfrom

oneto100YearsNOAA1961

ZZ WatershedDistrictAProjectCooperatorasdefinedinArticle1

22 RulesOfConstruction

IninterpretingthisMOAthefollowingrulesofconstructionwillbeused

ACaptionsGenderNumberAndLanguageOfInclusionTheArticleandSection

headingsinthisMOAareforconvenienceofreferenceonlyanddonotdefine

limitorprescribethescopeorintentofanyMOAProvisionAsusedinthisMOA

thesingularincludesthepluralandviceversaandthemasculinefeminineand

neuteradjectivesincludeoneanother

BConstructionTheruleofstrictconstructiondoesnotapplytothisMOAThis

MOAwillnotbeinterpretedinfavoroforagainstanyProjectCooperatormerely

becauseoftheirrespectiveeffortsinpreparingormodifyingit

CWordsAndPhrasesThefollowingwordsandphraseshavethefollowing

meaningsinthisMOA

1 applicablelawmeansallapplicableFederalStateregionalcounty

municipallocalorotherconstitutionschartersbylawslawsstatutescodes

licensesordinancesrulesandregulationsincludingtheapplicablelawofthe

ProjectCooperators

2 cfsmeanscubicfeetpersecond

3 includemeansincludewithoutlimitation

4 includingmeansincludingbutnotlimitedto

S incurredbymeansassertedagainstimposeduponincurredbypaidbyor

suffered

6 partiesmeanstwoormoreoftheProjectCooperatorsasthecontextofthis

MOAindicates

7 parrymeansoneormoreoftheProjectCooperatorsasthecontextofthis
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MOAindicates

8 subjecttoapprovalbymeanstheentitywhoseapprovalisnecessarymay

grantordenyapprovalbutapprovalcannotbeunreasonablyconditionedor

delayedanddenialmusthaveareasonablebasisandcannotbeunreasonably

delayed

ARTICLE3 RECITALSANDSTATEMENTOFPURPOSE

ThefollowingrecitalsandstatementofpurposeareincorporatedinthisMOA

31 Recitals

ATheProjectCooperatorshavethepowertoenterintothisMOAanddesiretodoso

BIn1983theWatershedDistrictcompletedaprojecttobuildanartificialoutletfor

PriorLaketodrainwaterfromPriorLakeandtransportthewatertotheMinnesota

RiverLakeOutletProjectTheLakeOutletProjectconnectedandimproveda

naturaldrainagesystemoflakesstreamsandwetlandswithinthemunicipal

boundariesofPriorLakeandShakopeetoconnectPriorLakeandtheMinnesota

RiverTheresultingdrainagewayisknownastheOutletChannelSeeExhibitA

CTheOutletChanneldrainswaterfromlandwithinthejurisdictionsofPriorLake

andShakopeeandSMSCFeeLandandTrustLandThedrainageazeastributaryto

eachOutletChannelsegmentareshownonExhibitBOutletChannelSegment

DrainageAreas

DSincecompletionoftheLakeOutletProjectdevelopmenthasoccurredinareasof

PriorLakeandShakopeetributarytotheOutletChannelandtheSMSChas

acquiredlandtributarytotheOutletChannelfordevelopmentConsequentlyPrior

LakeShakopeeandtheSMSCusetheOutletChanneltoconveystormwaterfrom

developedareaswithintheirboundariesorownershiptotheMinnesotaRiver

ETheapprovedcomprehensiveplansofPriorLakeShakopeeandScottCounty

identifysubstantialadditionaldevelopmentthatwilloccurindrainageareas

tributarytotheOutletChannel

FTheSMSCplansadditionaldevelopmentonbothFeeLandandTrustLandin

drainageareastributarytotheOutletChanneL

GTheWatershedDistrictplansrepairsandmodificationstotheOutletStructureto
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addresswearandtearthathasoccurredsinceitsinstallationtoimproveits

efficiencyandsafetyandtoreduceitsoperatingcostsOutlet StructureRepair

Project

HTheOutletStructuredirectlyandimmediatelybenefitspropertieswithintheCity of

PriorLakebecauseitreducesPriorLakewaterlevelsonriparianpropertywithin

theestablishedfloodplainTheOutletStructureRepairProjectwillcontinue these

benefits

I TheProjectCooperatorsdesiretoclarifytheirrespectiveresponsibilities andrights

regardingimplementationoftheOutletStructureRepairProject andtheongoing

useOperationandMaintenanceoftheOutletStructure

JTheProjectCooperatorsareplanningaprojecttorestoreandenhance theOutlet

Channelusingecologicalprinciplesbioengineeringandnaturalstream

technologiesthatwillrestorechannelstabilityimprovewaterquality enhance

channelhabitatandaestheticsandassurecapacityforexistingandfuturestorm

waterflowsOutletChannelRestorationAndEnhancementProject or

ProjectallinaccordancewiththeConceptualDesign
KTheOutletChannelRestorationAndEnhancementProjectdirectlyandimmediately

benefitstheProjectCooperatorsbecause

1 TheProjectconformstoandimplementsPriorLakeShakopeeandthe
SMSCsoveralldrainageplanintheOutletChannelsdrainagearea

2 TheeasementstobeacquiredwithinShakopeeandPriorLakecanalso be

usedbythosecitiesforundergroundpublicutilityandtrailpurposes and

3 AnoperableOutletChannelwithadequatestormwaterconveyancecapacity
allowsfororderlydevelopmentbyPriorLakeShakopeeandtheSMSC

LPriorLakeandShakopeedesiretoassisttheWatershedDistricttoacquirethe

easementsnecessaryintheirrespectivecitiesforConstructionoftheOutlet Channel

RestorationAndEnhancementProject

MTheSMSCdesirestoassisttheWatershedDistricttoacquiretheeasementsand

rightsofwaynecessaryonFeeLandandTrustLandthattheSMSCmightpurchase
inthefuture

NTheProjectCooperatorsdesiretoclarifytheirrespectiveresponsibilities andrights
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regardingimplementationoftheOutletChannelRestorationAndEnhancement

ProjectandtheongoinguseOperationandMaintenanceoftheOutletChannel
OTheProjectCooperatorshaveagreedtoallocateDesignCostsandConstruction

CostsfortheOutletChannelRestorationAndEnhancementProjectandOperation

AndMaintenanceCostsandEmergencyMaintenanceCostsfortheOutletChannel

amongtheProjectCooperatorsusingthefollowingprinciples

1 ThecostshareobligationshouldbeallocatedamongtheProjectCooperators

basedoneachProjectCooperatorscurrentandanticipateduseoftheOutlet

Channelforstormwaterconveyance

a TheWatershedDistrictscostshareobligationshouldbebasedonits

maximumreleaseratethroughtheOutletStructureof65cfs

bThecostshareobligationforPriorLakeShakopeeandtheSMSCshould

bebasedoneachProjectCooperatorstributarydrainageareabyOutlet

ChannelsegmentanditsMaximumAverageDischargeRateorRatesas

identifiedbyeachProjectCooperatorandincorporatedintothisMOA

2 ThecontributingdrainageareafromtheSMSCshouldincludeFeeLandand
TrustLand

3 AseparatecostshareallocationshouldbedeterminedforeachOutletChannel

segment

4 EachProjectCooperatorscostshareobligationshouldbeginatthepoint
furthestfromBlueLakewherestormwaterfromthatProjectCooperators

jurisdictionalboundariesfirstflowsintotheOutletChannelandextendfrom

thatfirstpointofdischargedownstreamtothepointofinletintoBlueLake

PToimplementtheOutletChannelRestorationAndEnhancementProjectand

provideforongoinguseOperationandMaintenanceoftheOutletChannel and

OutletStructuretwoagreementsarebeingsigned thisMOAbetweentheProject

CooperatorsandtheJointPowersAgreementForConstructionUseOperation

AndMaintenanceOfThePriorLakeOutletChannelAndOutletStructurepursuant

toMinnesotaStatutesSection47159theJPAbetweentheWatershedDistrict

PriorLakeandShakopeeForreasonsofStatelawtheSMSCdoesnothave

authoritytoparticipateinajointpowersagreementforutilityanddrainage
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purposesandcanonlyparticipatebyexecutingthisMOAwiththeWatershed

DistrictPriorLakeandShakopeeThisnecessitatesthisMOAButtheMOA

mustbeapprovedbytheSecretaryoftheInteriorIfthisapprovalisnot

forthcomingoriftheMOAisapprovedandterminatesinthefutureforanyreason

theWatershedDistrictPriorLakeandShakopeedesiretoimplementtheProject

andprovideforongoinguseOperationandMaintenanceoftheOutletChanneland
OutletStructurewithouttheSMSCThisnecessitatestheJPAIftheMOAis

approvedbytheSecretaryoftheInteriortheProjectCooperatorsintendthisMOA
andnottheJPAtocontroltheirrelationshipIfthisMOAisnotapprovedorifit

isapprovedandterminatesinthefutureforanyreasontheWatershedDistrict

PriorLakeandShakopeeintendtheirrelationshiptocontinueandbecontrolledby

theJPAandnotbythisMOA

32 StatementOfPurpose

ThegeneralpurposeofthisMOAisto

AEstablishProvisionsunderwhichtheWatershedDistrictwillimproveuseOperate

andMaintaintheOutletStructure

BPreservetheWatershedDistrictsdischargecapacityrightstotheOutletChannel

fromconsumptionbystormwaterdrainagegeneratedfromnewdevelopmentand

redevelopmentintheOutletChanneldrainagearea

CAllocateOutletChanneldrainagecapacityabovethatrequiredfortheWatershed

DistrictamongtheotherProjectCooperatorstopromoteorderlydevelopment

withintheOutletChanneldrainagearea

DEstablishProvisionsunderwhichtheProjectCooperatorswillimplementtheOutlet

ChannelRestorationAndEnhancementProjectincludingacquisitionofthe

additionaleasementsneededandallocationofDesignCostsandConstructionCosts

amongthem

EEstablishProvisionsunderwhichtheProjectCooperatorswilluseOperateand

MaintaintheOutletChannelincludingspecificationoftheirrespective

responsibilitiesforOperationMaintenanceandEmergencyMaintenance

allocationofOperationAndMaintenanceCostsandEmergencyMaintenanceCosts

amongthemandidentificationofadditionalusesthatPriorLakeShakopeeand
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theSMSCcanmakeoftheeasementsacquiredfortheOutletChannelRestoration

AndEnhancementProject

ARTICLE4 REPRESENTATIONSANDWARRANTIES

EachProjectCooperatorrepresentsandwarrantstotheotherProjectCooperatorsand eachof

themasfollows

41 ExistenceandAuthorityOfWatershedDistrict

TheWatershedDistrictrepresentsandwarrantsthatitisawatersheddistrictduly

organizedandoperatingunderMinnesotaStatutesChapters103Band103Dandthatit
hasthecorporatepowerandauthoritytoexecuteanddeliverthisMOAtoperform

fullyitsobligationsunderthisMOAandtoconsummatethetransactionscontemplated

bythisMOATheexecutionanddeliverybytheWatershedDistrictofthisMOAthe

performanceofitsobligationsunderthisMOAandtheconsummationofthe

transactionscontemplatedbythisMOAhavebeendulyauthorizedbyallrequisite

corporateactionoftheWatershedDistrictanddonotandwillnotconflictwithresult
inaviolationoforconstituteadefaultunderanyStatestatuteitsConstitutionor

bylawsanyotherapplicablelawanyagreementorotherinstrumentbindinguponthe

WatershedDistrictoranycourtdecreeororderapplicabletotheWatershedDistrict

ThisMOAisthelegalvalidandbindingobligationoftheWatershedDistrict

enforceableagainsttheWatershedDistrictinaccordancewithitsProvisions

42 ExistenceAndAuthorityOfPriorLake

PriorLakerepresentsandwarrantsthatitisamunicipalcorporationdulyorganizedand

operatingunderMinnesotaStatutesChapter412andthatithasthecorporatepowerand

authoritytoexecuteanddeliverthisMOAtoperformfullyitsobligationsunderthis

MOAandtoconsummatethetransactionscontemplatedbythisMOATheexecution

anddeliverybyPriorLakeofthisMOAtheperformanceofitsobligationsunderthis

MOAandtheconsurmnationofthetransactionscontemplatedbythisMOAhavebeen

dulyauthorizedbyallrequisitecorporateactionofthePriorLakeCityCouncilanddo
notandwillnotconflictwithresultinaviolationoforconstituteadefaultunderany

StatestatuteitsCodeofOrdinancesanyotherapplicablelawanyagreementorother

instrumentbindinguponPriorLakeoranycourtdecreeororderapplicabletoPrior
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LakeThisMOAisthelegalvalidandbindingobligationofPriorLakeenforceable

againstPriorLakeinaccordancewithitsProvisions

43 ExistenceAndAuthorityOfShakopee

Shakopeerepresentsthatitisamunicipalcorporationdulyorganizedandoperating

underMinnesotaStatutesChapter412andthatithasthecorporatepowerandauthority

toexecuteanddeliverthisMOAtoperformfullyitsobligationsunderthisMOAand

toconsummatethetransactionscontemplatedbythisMOATheexecutionand

deliverybyShakopeeofthisMOAtheperformanceofitsobligationsunderthisMOA

andtheconsummationofthetransactionscontemplatedbythisMOAhavebeenduly

authorizedbyallrequisitecorporateactionoftheShakopeeCityCouncilanddonot

andwillnotconflictwithresultinaviolationoforconstituteadefaultunderanyState

statuteitsCodeofOrdinancesanyotherapplicablelawanyagreementorother

instrumentbindinguponShakopeeoranycourtdecreeororderapplicableto

ShakopeeThisMOAisthelegalvalidandbindingobligationofShakopee

enforceableagainstShakopeeinaccordancewithitsProvisions
44 ExistenceAndAuthorityOfSMSC

TheSMSCrepresentsandwarrantsthatitisaFederallyrecognizedIndiantribeduly

organizedandexistingunderSection16oftheIndianReorganizationActof1934as

amended25USC476anditsConstitutionTheSMSChasthefullpowerand

authoritytoenterintothisMOAtoperformfullyitsobligationsunderthisMOAand

toconsumtnatethetransactionscontemplatedbythisMOAsubjecttotheSecretaryof

theInteriorsapprovalasprovidedinSection4SATheexecutionanddeliverybythe

SMSCofthisMOAtheperformancebytheSMSCofitsobligationsunderthisMOA

andtheconsummationofthetransactionscontemplatedbythisMOAhavebeenduly

authorizedbyallnecessarygovernmentalactionoftheSMSCanddonotandwillnot

conflictwithresultinaviolationoforconstituteadefaultunderitsConstitutionany

otherapplicablelawanyagreementorotherinstrumentbindingupontheSMSCor

anycourtdecreeororderapplicabletotheSMSCThisMOAisthelegalvalidand

bindingobligationoftheSMSCenforceableagainsttheSMSCinaccordancewithits
Provisions
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45 ApprovalAndApprovalDate

ASecretaryOfInteriorApprovalRequiredTheSecretaryoftheInteriorsapproval

isrequiredfortheSMSCtoparticipateinthisMOAWhetherornottograntthis

approvalisinthesoleandabsolutediscretionoftheSecretaryofInteriorThe

SMSCwillseekthisapprovalimmediatelyaftersigningthisMOAandpromptly

informtheotherProjectCooperatorsifapprovalisgrantedordeniedOnthedate

theSecretaryofInteriorapprovesthisMOAApprovalDatethisMOAshallgo

intoforceasoftheEffectiveDateUntiltheSecretaryoftheInteriorapprovesthis

MOAnodrawcanbemadeontheSMSClettersofcreditdeliveredtothe

WatershedDistrictunderSections121and141IftheSecretaryoftheInterior

disapprovesthisMOAitwillnotbecomeeffectiveandtheSMSClettersofcredit
deliveredtotheWatershedDistrictunderSections121and141willbereturned

immediatelytotheSMSCwithoutanydrawbeingmade

BOtherConsentsExceptfortheapprovaloftheSecretaryoftheInteriorthe

executiondeliveryandperformanceoftheMOAbytheSMSCmeaneither

1 ThattheSMSCdoesnotneedtheconsentorapprovalofanyotherpersonor

entityincludingwithoutlimitationanyregulatoryauthorityorgovernmental

bodyoftheUnitedStatesoranystatethereofor

2 Thatifanysuchconsentorapprovalisneededithasbeenobtained

ARTICLE5 OUTLETSTRUCTUREREPAIRPROJECTANDOPERATIONOF
OUTLETSTRUCTURE

51 WatershedDistrictToUndertakeOutletStructureRepairProject

TheWatershedDistrictwillDesignandimplementtheOutletStructureRepairProject

AllDesignCostsandConstructionCostsoftheOutletStructureRepairProjectarethe

soleandexclusiveresponsibilityoftheWatershedDistrictPriortothecommencement

oftheOutletStructureRepairProjecttheWatershedDistrictwillobtainallpermitsand

approvalsrequiredbyanygovernmentalunithavingjurisdictionovertheOutlet

StructureincludingpermitsandapprovalsfromPriorLakeShakopeetheSMSCthe

LowerMinnesotaWatershedDistricttheDNRtheUSArmyCorpsofEngineersand

theUSEnvironmentalProtectionAgencyIfanypermitorapprovalrequires

modificationofanOutletStructureRepairProjectplandevelopedunderSection52
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theWatershedDistrictcanmaketherequiredmodificationTheWatershedDistrict

willnotifytheotherProjectCooperatorsofthechangepriortothestartofConstruction

butneednotsubmitthemodifiedplanstoPriorLakeforreviewandcomment
52 PlansAndSpecificationsForOutletStructureRepairProject

TheWatershedDistrictwillDesigntheOutletStructureRepairProjecttoconformto

thefindingsofthePriorLakeOutletChannelandLakeVolumeManagementStudy

datedMay2003TobegintheWatershedDistrictwillconsultwithPriorLakeand

prepareplansandspecificationsthatconformtothePriorLakeOutletChanneland

LakevolumeIanagementStudyconsideringgenerallyacceptableengineering

specificationsNexttheWatershedDistrictwillfurnishPriorLakewithcomplete

copiesoftheplansandspecificationsfortheOutletStructureimprovementsPrior

Lakewillcommentontheplansandspecificationsandmayrequestmodificationsto

themwithin60daysofdeliveryIfPriorLakeprovidescommentsorrequests

modificationstheWatershedDistrictwillendeavortoaddressthecommentsand

incorporatethemodificationsintotheplansandspecificationsHoweverifsituations

azisewheretheWatershedDistrictreceivescommentsormodificationsthatare

inconsistentwiththePriorLakeOutletChannelandLakeVolumeManagementStudy

toavoiddelaysintheOutletStructureRepairProjecttheWatershedDistricts

determinationonquestionsofDesignwillbeconclusiveandArticle15willnotapply
53 OperationAndMaintenanceOfOutletStructure

TheWatershedDistrictwillOperateandMaintaintheOutletStructureIndoingsothe
WatershedDistrictwillreleasewaterfromtheOutletStructureinaccordancewiththe

OutletOperatingPlanandmustnotexceedthemaximumreleaserateof65cfsas

specifiedinthePlanAllOperationAndMaintenanceCostsandEmergency
MaintenanceCostsrelatedtotheOutletStructurearethesoleandexclusive

responsibilityoftheWatershedDistrict

ARTICLE6 USESANDDRAINAGERATESFOROUTLETCHANNEL

61 PermittedUseByWatershedDistrict

TheWatershedDistrictwillusetheOutletChanneltodrainwaterfromPriorLakeand

fornootherpurposes
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62 PermittedUsesAndDrainageAreasForPriorLakeShakopeeAndSMSC

PriorLakeShakopeeandtheSMSCwillusetheOutletChanneltoconveystormwater

fromtheirrespectivedrainageareastributarytotheOutletChannelasspecifiedin

Table1orTable1assubsequentlymodifiedinaccordancewithSection103andfor

nootherpurposesPriorLakeShakopeeandtheSMSCmustnotconveystormwater

totheOutletChannelfromacresnotspecifiedinTable1orTable1assubsequently

modifiedinaccordancewithSection103

Table1OutletChannelTributaryDrainageAreasinAcresdownstreamof
PriorLake

OutletChannel Watershed PriorLake Shakopee SMSC Subtotal

Segment District

1 NA 658 0 28 686

2 NA 261 0 3 264

3 NA 1147 93 5 1245

4 NA SOS 2443 1989 5237

5 NA 0 748 S 756

6 NA 0 937 250 1187

7 NA 0 1407 0 1407

8 NA 0 101 0 101

Total NA 2871 5729 2283 10883

1TheWatershedDistricYscontributiontotheOutletChannelisnotdependenton
drainageareaitisbasedonamacimumreleaseratethroughtheOutletStructureof65
cfsasprovidedinSection53

ZIncludesFeeLandandTrustLand

63 MaximumAverageDischargeRates

TheWatershedDistrictPriorLakeShakopeeandtheSMSCwillnotdischargestorm

watertotheoutletchannelatratesinexcessofthemaximumaveragedischargerateor

ratessetforeachinthisSection63MaximumAverageDischargeRates

AMaximumAverageDischargeRateForWatershedDistrictTheWatershed

DistrictsMaximumAverageDischargeRateisitsmimumreleaserateforwater

throughtheOutletStructuretotheOutletChannelasprovidedinSection53andas

showninTable2

BMaximumAverageDischargeRatesForPriorLakeShakopeeAndSMSC

PriorLakeShakopeeandtheSMSCwillnotdischargestormwatertoanyOutlet

Channelsegmentfromdrainageareasintheirrespectivejurisdictionstributaryto
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thatsegmentataratethatexceedstheirrespectiveMaximumAverageDischarge

RatesforthatsegmentasspecifiedinTable2orTable2asmodifiedinaccordance

withSections66or103AsstatedinTable2theMaximumAverageDischarge

Ratesarebasedonthe100YearRainfallEventForexampleinSegment4Prior

Lakecannotdischargestormwaterfromits805acresoftributarydrainageareaata

ratethatexceeds025cfsperacreShakopeecannotdischargestormwaterfromits

2443acresoftributarydrainageareaataratethatexceeds010cfsperacreand

theSMSCcannotdischargestormwaterfromits1989acresoftributarydrainage

areaataratethatexceeds005cfsperacre

Table2MaximumAverageDischargeRatestoOutletChannelSegments
ProjectCooperator MaximumAverageDischargeRate

toOutletChannelperAcrefor
100YearRainfallEvent

WatershedDistrict 6500cfs

PriorLake 025cfsacre

ShakopeesouthupstreamofDeanLake
except12461acresdirectlytributaryto 010cfsacre
OutletChannelSegment5

ShakopeenorthdownstreamofDeanLake
plus12461acresdirectlytributarytoOutlet 025cfsacre
ChannelSegment5
SMSC 005cfsacre

1TheWatershedDistrictsMacimumAverageDischargeRatetotheOutletChannelis
notanaveragerateperacreitistheDistrictsmacimumreleaseratethroughthe
OutletStructureof65cfsasprovidedinSection63A

ZEachMaaLimumAverageDischargeRate wasprovidedbytherespectiveProject
Cooperator

64 VerifyingWatershedDistrictsMaximumAverageDischargeRate

OnanannualbasistheWatershedDistrictwillprovidetotheotherProjectCooperators

asummaryoftheoperatingrecordsandanymonitoringdatafortheOutletStructureto

showthereleaseratesthroughtheOutletStructureforthepreviouscalendaryearand

willcertifythatitsreleaseratesdidnotexceedtheMaximumAverageDischargeRate
specifiedinSection63AandTable2IftheWatershedDistrictcannotmakethis

certificationitwilldescribethereasonforthefailuretocertifyandtheextentofany
exceedance
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65 VerifyingOtherTributaryAcreagesAndMaximumAverageDischargeRates

OnanannualbasisPriorLakeShakopeeandtheSMSCwilleachverifytotheother

ProjectCooperatorsthatitsuseoftheOutletChannelconformstothetributarydrainage

acreagesspecifiedinSection62andtheMaximumAverageDischargeRatesspecified

inSection63asfollows

AInformationToBeProvidedPriorLakeShakopeeandtheSMSCwilleach

provideasummaryofthefollowingfortributarydrainageareasintheirrespective

jurisdictions

1 ThetributarydrainageacresdevelopedbyOutletChannelsegmentbeforethe

EffectiveDateAcreageinPriorLakeandShakopeewillbeconsidered

developedbeforetheEffectiveDateifthepreliminaryplatforthe

developmentwasapprovedbyPriorLakeorShakopeepriortotheEffective

DateSMSCFeeLandorTrustLandAcreagewillbeconsidereddevelopedif

theSMSCGeneralCouncilorBusinessCouncilapprovedthedevelopment

beforetheEffectiveDate

2 ThetributarydrainageacresdevelopedbyOutletChannelsegmentafterthe

EffectiveDate

3 ThetributarydrainageacresremainingtobedevelopedbyOutletChannel

segmentbasedoneachProjectCooperatorscurrentcomprehensiveplanor

equivalent

4 TheProjectedDischargeRatebyOutletChannelsegmentfortributary

drainageareasdevelopedaftertheEffectiveDate

S TheProjectedDischargeRatebyOutletChannelsegmentforanytributary

drainagearearedevelopedaftertheEffectiveDate

6 AnexplanationofanydischargerateoffsetswithinanOutletChannel

segmentfortributarydrainageareasredevelopedatadischargeratehigher

thantheareasProjectedDischargeRatewhenfirstdevelopedForexample

ifalowdensityresidentialareaisredevelopedasacommercialareathe

ProjectCooperatormustshowhowoneormoreProjectedDischargeRates

willbereducedelsewhereinthetributarydrainageareatooffsettherate

increaseassociatedwithcommercialdevelopment
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7 AcalculationoftheProjectedAverageDischargeRateforeachOutlet

Channelsegmentthatincludesalltributarydrainageareasdevelopedafterthe

EffectiveDateand

8 Anexplanationofhowfuturedevelopmentwillbemanagedwithineach

OutletChannelsegmenttoensureconformancewiththetributarydrainage

acreagesspecifiedinSection62andtheMaatimumAverageDischargeRates

specifiedinSection63

9 TheformulathattheProjectCooperatorswillusetocalculatetheProjected

AverageDischargeRatesforeachOutletChannelSegmentandexample

calculationsareattachedasExhibitC

BUseOfMonitoringDataAsanalternativetocalculatingaProjectedAverage

DischargeRateforanyOutletChannelsegmentPriorLakeShakopeeorthe

SMSCmayprovidethemonitoredactualdischaxgerateforoneormoresegments

usingmonitoringmethodsthatareconsistentwithUSGeologicalSurvey

standardssubjecttoapprovalbytheWatershedDistrict

CCertification

1 PriorLakeShakopeeandtheSMSCwilleachcertifythefollowingfor

tributarydrainageareasintheirrespectivejurisdiction

a ThetributarydrainageacresbyOutletChannelsegmentdonotexceed

thosespecifiedinTable1and

bTheProjectedAverageDischargeRateormonitoredactualdischargerate

foreachOutletChannelsegmentdoesnotexceedtheMimumAverage

DischargeRatespecifiedinSection63foreachOutletChannelsegment

2 IfPriorLakeShakopeeortheSMSCcannotmakethiscertificationitwill

describethereasonforthefailuretocertifyandtheextentofanyexceedance

66 ExceedingMaximumDischargeRatesAndChangesToAddressExceedances

AOptionsToAddressAnExcessDischargeRateIfaProjectCooperatorexceeds

itstributarydrainageacresasspecifiedinSection62oritsMaximumAverage

DischargeRateasspecifiedinSection63foranyOutletChannelsegmentor

wishestomodifyeithertheProjectCooperatorwilleither

1 ReduceflowselsewherewithinitsdrainageareatributarytotheOutlet
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ChannelsoitsMaximumAverageDischargeRateasspecifiedinSection63

isnotexceededor

2 AssumingtheProjectCooperatorobtainsallapplicableapprovals
a IftheProjectisstillunderConstructionrevisetheConceptualDesignto

increasetheOutletChannelDesignflowtohandletheincreased

MaximumAverageDischargeRateandpayallDesignCosts

ConstructionCostsOperationAndMaintenanceCostsandEmergency

MaintenanceCostsforincreasingtheOutletChannelDesignflowor

b IftheProjectiscompletemakeallimprovementsorundertakeany

MaintenancetotheOutletChannelnecessarytohandletheincreased

MaximumAverageDischargeRateandpayallDesignCostsConstruction

CostsOperationAndMaintenanceCostsandEmergencyMaintenance

CostsfortheincreasedMaximumAverageDischargeRate

BMOAToBeAmended

1 ForReducedFlowsToAddressAnExceedanceIfaProjectCooperator

decidestoreduceflowselsewherewithinitsdrainageareatributarytothe

OutletChannel

a ItwillsignthenecessaryamendmentstothisMOAtoimplementand

requiretheflowreductionand

bItwillrequestthattheWatershedDistrictincorporatetheamendmentsinto

thisMOAsubjecttoapprovalbytheotherProjectCooperatorsinthe

formofsignedamendments

2 ForImprovementsOrMaintenanceToAddressAnExceedanceIfaProject

CooperatordecidestomakeimprovementstoorundertakeMaintenanceof
theOutletChannel

a ItwillsignthenecessaryamendmentstothisMOAtoincorporatethe

increasedMaacimumAverageDischargeRateandtopayforallDesign

CostsConstructionCostsOperationAndMaintenanceCostsand

EmergencyMaintenanceCostsforthatincreasedMimumAverage

DischargeRateand

bItwillrequestthattheWatershedDistrictincorporatetheamendmentsinto
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thisMOAsubjecttoapprovalbytheotherProjectCooperatorsinthe

formofsignedamendments

ARTICLE7 CONSTRUCTIONOFOUTLETCHANNELRESTORATIONAND

ENHANCEMENTPROJECT

71 DesignFlows

TheOutletChannelneedsrestorationandenhancementtostabilizethechannelbanks

andensureadequatecapacityforexistingandfuturestormwaterconveyanceneeds

ThefinalDesignforeachsegmentoftheOutletChannelRestorationAndEnhancement

ProjectwillbeconsistentwiththeConceptualDesignandwillprovidesufficient

capacityfortheOutletChannelsexpectedflowsDesigaFlowsspecifiedin

Table3whicharebasedonthe2YearRainfallEventplus65cfsofreleasethroughthe

OutletStructure

Table3 OutletChannelRestorationandEnhancementProject
DesignFlowsbySegment

OutletChannel ChannelDesignFlows
Segment 2YearRainfallEventplus65cfs

releasethroughOutletStructure
1 118cfs

2 141cfs

3 112cfs

4 174cfs

5 269cfs

6 216cfs

7 407cfs

8 400cfs

72 ProjectSchedule

TheDesignandConstructionoftheOutletChannelRestorationAndEnhancement

Projectwilloccuroverfiveyearsbeginningin2005TheanticipatedConstruction

schedulefortheProjectisdescribedinExhibitDOutletChannelDesi

ConstructionandMaintenanceScheduleTheWatershedDistrictinconsultationwith

theotherProjectCooperatorsmayaltertheConstructionschedulebutwillnotextend

Projectcompletionbeyond2009subjecttoapprovalbytheotherProjectCooperators

inwritingTotheextentpossibleasitbuildstheProjecttheWatershedDistrictwill
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scheduleConstructionactivitiestocoordinatewiththesubdivisionanddevelopmentof

landadjacenttotheOutletChannel

73 ProjectDesign

TheWatershedDistrictwillleadcoordinateandifnecessarymakefinaldecisionson

theDesignoftheOutletChannelRestorationAndEnhancementProjectTobeginthe

WatershedDistrictwillconsultwiththeProjectCooperatorsandprepareplansand

specificationsforeachOutletChannelsegmentthatconfortntotheConceptualDesign

consideringbothgenerallyacceptableengineeringpracticesfordrainageprojectsand

BestStormWaterManagementPracticesNexttheWatershedDistrictwillfurnishthe

ProjectCooperatorswithcompletecopiesoftheplansandspecificationsforeach

segmentoftheOutletChannelThentheProjectCooperatorswillcommentonthe

plansandspecificationsandmayrequestmodificationstothemwithin60daysof

deliveryIfaProjectCooperatorprovidescommentsorrequestsmodificationsthe

WatershedDistrictwillendeavortoaddressthecommentsandincorporatethe

modificationsintotheplansandspecificationsHoweverifsituationsarisewherethe
WatershedDistrictreceivescommentsormodificationsthatareinconsistentwiththe

OutletChannelDesignFlowstheConceptualDesignorwithothercommentsor

requestedmodificationstoavoiddelaysintheProjecttheWatershedDistricts

determinationonquestionsofDesignwillbeconclusiveandArticle15willnotapply
74 ProjectConstructionByWatershedDistrictOrOtherProjectCooperators

AConstructionByWatershedDistrictTheWatershedDistrictwillConstructthe

OutletChannelRestorationandEnhancementProjectinaccordancewithOutlet

ChannelfinalsegmentplansdevelopedunderSection73AlsotheWatershed

DistrictwillConstructtheProjectinconformancewithallapplicablelawsandwill

obtainallpermitsandapprovalsrequiredfortheConstructionactivitiesbyany

governmentalunithavingjurisdictionovertheOutletChannelincludingPrior

LakeShakopeetheSMSCtheLowerMinnesotaWatershedDistricttheDNRthe

USArmyCorpsofEngineersandtheUSEnvironmentalProtectionAgencyIf

anypermitorapprovalrequiresmodificationofafinalsegmentplandeveloped

underSection73theWatershedDistrictcanmaketherequiredmodificationThe

WatershedDistrictwillnotifytheotherProjectCooperatorsofthechangepriorto
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thestartofConstructionbutneednotsubmitthemodifiedplanstotheotherProject

Cooperatorsforreviewandcomment

BConstructionByOtherProjectCooperatorsAProjectCooperatorotherthanthe

WatershedDistrictmayConstructasegmentoftheOutletChannelRestorationAnd

EnhancementProjectearlierthanspecifiedinExhibitDasfollows

1 SegmentToBeConstructedAccordingToDevelopedPlan

a IfaplanhasbeendevelopedforthatOutletChannelsegmentunder

Section73theProjectCooperatorwillConstructthesegmentin

accordancewiththeplanAnychangetotheplanwillbesubjectto

approvalbytheWatershedDistrict

b IfnoplanhasbeendevelopedforthatOutletChannelsegmentunder

Section73theProjectCooperatorwillconsultwiththeWatershed

DistrictandprepareplansandspecificationsforthesegmentNextthe

ProjectCooperatorwillfurnishtheWatershedDistrictwithcomplete

copiesoftheplansandspecificationsTheWatershedDistrictwill

approvetheplansandspecificationsorrequestmodificationstothem

within60daysofdeliveryIfmodificationsarerequestedtheProject

Cooperatorwillincorporatethemintotheplansandspecificationsand

resubmitthemtotheWatershedDistrictTheWatershedDistrictwill

approvetheresubmittedplansandspecificationsorrequestmodifications

tothemwithin30daysofdeliveryThisprocesswillberepeateduntilthe

WatershedDistrictapprovestheplansandspecificationsoruntilan

impasseisreachedIftheProjectCooperatorandtheWatershedDistrict

reachimpassethentotheextenttheWatershedDistrictdeterminesthe

plansandspecificationsareinconsistentwiththeOutletChannelDesign

FlowsortheConceptualDesigntheWatershedDistrictsdetermination

willbeconclusiveandArticle15willnotapplyAfterapprovalbythe

WatershedDistricttheProjectCooperatormaybuildthesegmentin

accordancewiththeapprovedplansandspecifications

c TheProjectCooperatorwillConstructthesegmentinconformancewith

allapplicablelawsandwillobtainallpermitsandapprovalsrequiredfor
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theConstructionactivitiesbyanygovernmentalunithavingjurisdiction

overtheOutletChannelincludingPriarLakeShakopeetheSMSCthe

WatershedDistricttheLowerMinnesotaWatershedDistricttheDNR

theUSArmyCorpsofEngineersandtheUSEnvironmentalProtection

AgencyIfanypermitorapprovalrequiresmodificationofafinal

segmentplandevelopedunderSection73theProjectCooperatorwillnot

commenceworkuntilthemodificationhasbeenincorporatedintothe

plansubjecttoapprovalbytheWatershedDistrict

2 ReimbursementToBeDelayedIfaProjectCooperatorDesignsorConstructs

aProjectsegmentearlierthanspecifiedinExhibitDitwilltemporarilypay

allDesignCostsandConstructionCostsofthatsegmentbecauseotherProject

Cooperatorsarenotobligatedtoprovidetheircostshareearlierthanifthe

segmenthadbeenbuiltaccordingtothescheduleinExhibitDDesignCosts

andConstructionCostsincurredbyaProjectCooperatorbeyonditscostshare

allocationwillbepaidfromtheDesignAndConstructionFundaftertheother

ProjectCooperatorshavepaidtheircostshareallocationsforthatsegment

subjecttoapprovalbytheWatershedDistrictafteritreceivesanitemized

statementofthosecostsfromtheProjectCooperator

75 UseOfOutletChannelDuringConstructionAndVegetationEsta6lishment

TheOutletChannelwillcontinuetobeusedbytheProjectCooperatorsforstormwater

conveyancewhiletheOutletChannelRestorationAndEnhancementProjectisunder

ConstructionandbeforevegetationisfullyestablishedDuringConstructionanduntil

vegetationisestablishedtheWatershedDistrictwillinstallandMaintainerosion

controlsusingBestStormWaterManagementPracticesConstructioneffortswillbe

sequencedtoprotectdownstreamresourcesDespitetheseeffortsasituationmayarise

thairesultsinadownstreamimpactfollowingalargerainfallorotherrunoffor

weatherrelatedeventIntheeventofadownstreamimpacttheProjectCooperators

willworktogethertoremediatetheimpactandwillincludethatworkasanelementof

theoverallOutletChannelRestorationAndEnhancementProjectsubjecttothecost

shareallocationinSection102
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76 ConstructionCostParticipation

ThroughouttheentireMOAtermtheProjectCooperatorswillpayallDesignCostsand

ConstructionCostsoftheOutletChannelRestorationAndEnhancementProject

accordingtothecostshareallocationinSection102usingtheDesignAnd
ConstructionFundestablishedinSection104

ARTICLE8 ACQUISITIONANDUSEOFOUTLETCHANNELEASEMENTS

S1 AcquisitionByDedicationPurchaseOrRightofWayGrant

TotheextentpossibletheProjectCooperatorswillobtainthenecessaryeasementsfor

ConstructionoftheOutletChannelRestorationAndEnhancementProjectandthe

ongoingOperationandMaintenanceoftheOutletChannel

ABydedicationpursuanttothePriorLakeandShakopeesubdivisionordinancesif

landcontainingaportionoftheOutletChannelorneededeasementsisdevelopedor

redevelopedduringthisMOAsterm

BThroughthegrantofeasementsonFeeLandiftheSMSCpurchasesFeeLandthat

includesaportionoftheOutletChannelorneededeasementsduringthisMOAs

termor

CThroughthegrantofrightsofwayoverTrustLandbytheUnitedStates

GovernmentiftheSMSCpurchasesTrustLandthatincludesaportionofthe

OutletChannelorneededeasementsduringthisMOAsterm

82 AcquisitionByPurchaseOrCondemnationInPriorLakeOrShakopee

IftheConstructiontimingfortheOutletChannelRestorationAndEnhancementProject

requiresobtainingeasementspriortosubdivisiontheWatershedDistrictwillnegotiate

forandacquirethroughpurchaseorcondemnationthenecessaryOutletChannel

easementswithinthemunicipalboundariesofPriorLakeandShakopeeInacquiring

theeasementstheWatershedDistrictwillcomplywithMinnesotaStatutes

Chapters103Dand117

AAssistanceByPriorLakeIftheWatershedDistrictdeterminesthatcondemnation

proceedingsarerequiredtoacquireaneasementinPriorLaketheWatershed

DistrictwillnotifyPriorLakeandPriorLakewillassisttheWatershedDistrictin

pursuingcondemnationInthateventalllegalproceedingswillbebroughtinthe
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jointnameoftheWatershedDistrictandPriorLakebythePriorLakeCity

AttorneyPriorLakewillbesolelyresponsibleforalllegalfeesofitsCity

Attorney

BAssistanceByShakopee

1 EasementWithinWatershedDistrictsLegalBoundariesIftheWatershed

Districtdeterminesthatcondemnationproceedingsarerequiredtoacquirean

easementinShakopeeandtheeasementiswithintheWatershedDistricts

legalboundariesShakopeewillcooperatewithandassisttheWatershed

DistrictinpursuingcondemnationThelegalproceedingswillbebroughtin

thejointnameoftheWatershedDistrictandShakopeebytheShakopeeCity

AttorneyShakopeewillbesolelyresponsibleforalllegalfeesofitsCity

Attorney

2 EasementOutsideWatershedDistrictsLegalBoundariesIftheWatershed

Districtdeterminesthatcondemnationproceedingsarerequiredtoacquirean

easementinShakopeeandtheeasementisoutsidetheWatershedDistricts

legalboundariesShakopeewillundertakethecondemnationactionandthe

WatershedDistrictwillcooperatewithandassistShakopeeThelegal

proceedingswillbebroughtbytheShakopeeCityAttorneyinthejointname

oftheWatershedDistrictandShakopeeifpermissibleunderapplicablelawor

ifthatisnotpermissibleunderapplicablelawinthenameofShakopeeforthe

benefitoftheWatershedDistrictandShakopeeShakopeewillbesolely

responsibleforalllegalfeesofitsCityAttorney

CUsesOfAndTitleToEasementsEasementsacquiredbytheWatershedDistrict

willbefordrainagepurposesoverunderandacrosstheaffectedproperties

HowevertheWatershedDistrictPriorLakeShakopeeortheSMSCmayacquire

aneasementforpurposesinadditiontodrainageasprovidedinSection85In

PriorLaketitletotheeasementswillbeacquiredinthejointnamesofthe

WatershedDistrictandPriorLakeInShakopeetitletotheeasementswillbe

acquiredinthejointnamesoftheWatershedDistrictandShakopee

83 AcquisitionOfEasementsOrRightsOfWayOnFeeLandOrTrustLand

TheSMSCcouldacquireFeeLandorTrustLandthatincludesaportionoftheOutlet
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ChannelorneededeasementsbeforeConstructionoftheOutletChannelRestoration

AndEnhancementProjecttakesplaceonthatportionoftheOutletChannelIfthis

happensandiftheWatershedDistrictneedsaneasementorrightofwaytobuildthe

ProjectontheFeeLandorTrustLandtheSMSCwillprovideaneasementoverFee

LandorwillcooperatewiththeWatershedDistricttorequestarightofwaygrantfrom

theUnitedStatesGovernmentoverTrustLandIftheSMSCgrantsaneasementover

FeeLandtitlewillbeheldinthejointnamesoftheWatershedDistrictandtheSMSC

84 EasementAcquisitionCosts

ThroughouttheentireMOAtermtheProjectCooperatorswillpayalleasement

acquisitioncostsoftheOutletChannelRestorationAndEnhancementProjectaccording

tothecostshareallocationinSection102usingtheDesignAndConstructionFund

establishedinSection104HoweverifPriorLakeorShakopeeacquireaneasement

fortheOutletChannelbydedicationtheProjectCooperatoracquiringorgrantingthe

easementorapprovingthegrantofrightofwaywillreceivenocostreimbursementfor

thevalueoftheeasementIftheSMSCgrantsaneasementonFeeLandorifthe

UnitedStatesGovernmentgrantsarightofwayoverTrustLandtheSMSCwill

receivecostreimbursementbasedontheSMSCsacquisitioncostofthatportionofthe

FeeLandsubjecttotheeasementorTrustLandsubjecttotherightofway

85 AdditionalAuthorizedEasementUses

AProjectCooperatorsMayUseEasementsSubjecttothelimitationsofspecific

OutletChanneleasementsPriorLakeandShakopeemayuseOutletChannel

easementsintheirrespectivejurisdictionsfortheConstructionEmergency

MaintenanceOperationMaintenancerepairreconstructionandremovaloftrails

andundergroundutilitiesindividuallyaPublicServiceActivityand

collectivelyPublicServiceActivitiesincludingnatureandrecreationaltrails

electricitynaturalgassanitarysewerstormsewertelephoneandother

communicationsandwaterInnoeventwillanyPublicServiceActivityinterfere

withorotherwiserestrictthedrainagefunctionoftheOutletChannelIfthe

WatershedDistrictreasonablybelievesaPublicServiceActivitywilldosoitmay

refusetoallowaPublicServiceActivityinaspecificeasementUponcompletion

ofanyPublicServiceActivityinanOutletChanneleasementbyPriorLakeor
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ShakopeeitwillrestoretheOutletChanneltoitspreviousconditionunlesssome

alterationoftheOutletChannelwasapprovedbytheWatershedDistrictaspartof

thePublicServiceActivity

BPlanSubmissionAndApprovalBeforeusinganOutletChanneleasementinits

jurisdictionforPublicServiceActivitiesPriorLakeorShakopeewillobtain

approvalfromtheWatershedDistrictforitsproposeduseTobeginPriorLakeor

ShakopeewillconsultwiththeWatershedDistrictandprepareplansforthePublic

ServiceActivitiesNextPriorLakeorShakopeewillfurnishtheWatershedDistrict

withcompletecopiesoftheplansandspecificationsforthePublicService

ActivitiesTheWatershedDistrictwillapprovetheplansandspecificationsor

requestmodificationstothemwithin60daysofdeliveryIfmodificationsare

requestedPriorLakeorShakopeewillincorporatethemodificationsintotheplans

andspecificationsandresubmitthemtotheWatershedDistrictTheWatershed

Districtwillapprovetheresubmittedplansandspecificationsorrequest

modificationstothemwithin30daysofdeliveryThisprocesswillberepeated

untiltheWatershedDistrictapprovestheplansorspecificationsoruntilanimpasse

isreachedIfPriorLakeorShakopeeandtheWatershedDistrictreachimpasse

thentotheextenttheWatershedDistrictdeterminestheplansandspecificationsare

inconsistentwiththeOutletChannelDesignFlowsortheConceptualDesignthe

WatershedDistrictsdeterminationwillbeconclusiveandArticle15willnot

apply

CImplementPublicServiceActivitiesInAccordanceWithPlanAfterapprovalby

theWatershedDistrictPriorLakeorShakopeemayimplementthePublicService

ActivitiesinaccordancewiththeapprovedplansandspecificationsTheProject

CooperatorwillimplementthePublicServiceActivitiesinconformancewithall

applicablelawsandwillobtainallpermitsandapprovalsrequiredforthePublic

ServiceActivitiesIfanypermitorapprovalrequiresmodificationoftheapproved

plansandspecificationstheProjectCooperatorwillnotimplementthePublic

ServiceActivitiesuntilthemodificationhasbeenincorporatedintotheplansand

specificationssubjecttoapprovalbytheWatershedDistrict

DExpandedSizeOrUseOfEasementsYetToBeAcquiredIfPriorLakeor
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ShakopeeanticipateusinganOutletChanneleasementyettobeacquiredforPublic

ServiceActivitiesandiftheeasementwillbelargerthanrequiredtoimplementthe

ConceptualDesignorwillbeacquiredformorethandrainage purposesthenPrior

LakeorShakopeewillinformtheWatershedDistrictoftheneedforthelarger

easementorbroaderpurposewhentheDesignprocessfortheaffectedsegment

beginsunderSection73TheWatershedDistrictwillthenendeavortoincorporate
thelargereasementorbroaderpurposeintheplansandspecificationsforthe

affectedsegmentthatarefurnishedtotheProjectCooperatorsunderSection73

TheProjectCooperatorrequestingthelargereasementorbroader purposewill

commentonthatportionoftheplansandspecificationsrelatingtotheeasementsize

andpurposeandmayrequestmodificationstotheseportionswithinthetime

providedinSection73TheWatershedDistrictwillendeavoragaintoaddressthe

commentsandincorporatethemodificationsintotheplansandspecifications

HoweveriftheWatershedDistrictdeterminesthatthelargereasementorbroader

purposeisinconsistentwiththeOutletChannelDesignFlowsortheConceptual
DesignorwilldelaytheProjecttheWatershedDistrictsdeterminationwillbe

conclusiveandArticle15willnotapply

ECostsToBeBorneByThoseConductingPublicServiceActivitiesPriorLake or

Shakopeewillbesolelyandexclusivelyresponsibleforallcostsrelatedtotheir

respectivePublicServicesActivitiesonOutletChanneleasementsincluding
1 CostsincurredbyPriorLakeorShakopeetoDesignConstructOperateand

MaintainthePublicServiceActivities

2 OutletChannelRestorationAndEnhancementProjectacquisitioncosts

DesignCostsandConstructionCostsrelatedtoaneasementacquiredunder

Section8SDtotheextentthosecostsexceedtheestimatedacquisitioncosts

DesignCostsandConstructionCostsforaneasementthatwasnotlargerthan
requiredtoimplementtheConceptualDesignandthatdidnotinclude

purposesotherthandrainage

3 OutletChannelOperationAndMaintenanceCostsandEmergency

MaintenanceCostsrelatedtoaneasementacquiredunderSection8SDtothe

extentthosecostsexceedtheestimatedOperationAndMaintenanceCostsand
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EmergencyMaintenanceCostsforaneasementthatwasnotlargerthan

requiredtoimplementtheConceptualDesignandthatdidnotinclude

purposesotherthandrainageand

4 OutletChannelOperationAndMaintenanceCostsandEmergency

MaintenanceCostsrelatedtoanyPublicServiceActivities

FClaimsArisingFromPublicServiceActivitiesPriorLakeorShakopeewillbe

solelyandexclusivelyresponsibleforallClaimsarisingoutoforinconnectionwith

theirPublicServiceActivitiesorwithanytrailorundergroundutilityplacedinan

OutletChanneleasementasapartoftheirPublicServiceActivities

ARTICLE9 OPERATIONANDMAINTENANCEOFOUTLETCHANNEL

91 General

FollowingthecompletionofeachsegmentoftheOutletChannelRestorationAnd

EnhancementProjectannualOperationandMaintenanceactivitieswillbenecessaryto

monitorthestatusoftheOutletChannelandensurethestabilityandcontinued

performanceoftheOutletChannelInadditionEmergencyMaintenancemaybe

requiredfollowingsignificantorsustainedflowsorotherevents

92 PreparationOfMaintenancePlans

TheWatershedDistrictwillleadcoordinateandifnecessarymakefinaldecisionson

plansandspecificationsforMaintenanceoftheOutletChannelTobeginthe

WatershedDistrictwillconsultwiththeProjectCooperatorsandprepareplansand

specificationsforMaintenanceofeachOutletChannelsegmentthatpreservethe

ConceptualDesignconsideringgenerallyacceptableengineeringpracticesfordrainage

systemsandBestStormWaterManagementPracticesNexttheWatershedDistrict

willfurnishtheProjectCooperatorswithcompletecopiesoftheplansand

specificationsfortheMaintenanceactivitiesTheProjectCooperatorswillcommenton

theplansandspecificationsorrequestmodificationstothemwithin60daysofdelivery

IfaProjectCooperatorprovidescommentsorrequestsmodificationstheWatershed

Districtwillendeavortoaddressthecommentsandincorporatethemodificationsinto

theplansandspecificationsHoweverifsituationsarisewheretheWatershedDistrict

receivescommentsormodificationsthatareinconsistentwiththeOutletChannel
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MaintenanceneedstheConceptualDesignorwithothercommentsorrequested

modificationstoavoiddelaysinOutletChannelMaintenancetheWatershedDistricts

determinationonMaintenancequestionswillbeconclusiveandArticle15willnot

apply

93 OperationAndMaintenanceByWatershedDistrictOrOtherProject
Cooperators

AWatershedDistrictToOperateAndMaintainOutletChannelTheWatershed

DistrictwillOperateandMaintaintheOutletChannelinaccordancewiththeOutlet

ChannelfinalsegmentMaintenanceplansdevelopedunderSection92The

WatershedDistrictwilldosoinconformancewithallapplicablelawsandwill

obtainallpermitsandapprovalsrequiredforOperationandMaintenanceactivities

byanygovernmentalunithavingjurisdictionovertheOutletChannelincluding

PriorLakeShakopeetheSMSCtheLowerMinnesotaWatershedDistrictthe

DNRtheUSArmyCorpsofEngineersandtheUSEnvironmentalProtection

AgencyIfanypermitorapprovalrequiresmodificationofafinalsegment

MaintenanceplandevelopedunderSection92theWatershedDistrictcanmakethe

requiredmodificationTheWatershedDistrictwillnotifytheotherProject

CooperatorsofthechangepriortothestartofMaintenancebutneednotsubmitthe

modifiedplanstotheotherProjectCooperatorsforreviewandcomment

BAnnualInspectionEachyeartheWatershedDistrictwillinspecttheOutlet

ChannelasrequiredintheOutletOperatingPlanIfaninspectionrevealschanged

conditionsinanyOutletChannelsegmentthatwarrantchangesinthatsegments

MaintenanceplantheWatershedDistrictwillamendthesegmentMaintenanceplan

usingtheprocedureinSection92IfaninspectionrevealsthatEmergency

MaintenanceisrequiredtheWatershedDistrictwillundertakeEmergency

MaintenanceasprovidedinSection94

COperationOrMaintenanceByOtherProjectCooperatorsTheWatershed

DistrictmaycontractwithorenterintoadelegationagreementwithotherProject

CooperatorstoOperateorMaintainOutletChannelsegmentswithinthatProject

CooperatorsjurisdictionThecontractordelegationagreementwillspecifythe

methodfordocumentingOperationAndMaintenanceCostsincurredbytheProject

CooperatortotheWatershedDistrictandforpaymentoftheProjectCooperator
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AllOperationorMaintenanceundertakenbyotherProjectCooperatorswillbein

accordancewiththeOutletChannelsegmentMaintenanceplansdevelopedunder

Section92TheProjectCooperatorwillOperateorMaintainOutletChannel

segmentsinconformancewithallapplicablelawsandwillobtainallpermitsand

approvalsrequiredforOperationorMaintenancebyanygovernmentalunithaving
jurisdictionovertheOutletChannelincludingPriorLakeShakopeetheSMSC
theWatershedDistricttheLowerMinnesotaWatershedDistricttheDNRtheUS

ArmyCorpsofEngineersandtheUSEnvironmentalProtectionAgencyIf any

permitorapprovalrequiresmodificationofafinalsegmentMaintenanceplan
developedunderSection92theProjectCooperatorwillnot commenceworkuntil

themodificationhasbeenincorporatedintotheMaintenanceplansubjectto
approvalbytheWatershedDistrictTheOperationAndMaintenanceCosts

incurredbytheProjectCooperatorwillbepaidfromtheOperationAnd

MaintenanceFundorbecountedasacreditagainsttheProjectCooperatorsnext

OperationAndMaintenanceFundpaymentsubjecttoapprovalbytheWatershed

DistrictafteritreceivesanitemizedstatementofthosecostsfromtheProject
Cooperator

94 EmergencyMaintenanceByWatershedDistrictOrOtherProjectCooperators
AWatershedDistrictToPerformEmergencyMaintenanceWhenevertheneedfor

EmergencyMaintenancearisestheWatershedDistrictwillrespondpromptlyand

performthenecessaryworkTotheextentpossibleunderthecircumstances

EmergencyMaintenancewillconformtotheMaintenanceplanfortheOutlet

ChannelsegmentinwhichtheEmergencyMaintenance occursTheWatershed

DistrictwillperformtheEmergencyMaintenanceinconformancewithall

applicablelawsandwillobtainallpermitsandapprovalsrequiredforEmergency
Maintenanceactivitiesbyanygovernmentalunithavingjurisdiction overtheOutlet

ChannelincludingPriorLakeShakopeetheSMSCtheLowerMinnesota

WatershedDistricttheDNRtheUSArmyCorpsofEngineersandtheUS

EnvironmentalProtectionAgency

BEmergencyMaintenanceByOtherProjectCooperatorsIf aProjectCooperator

discoverstheneedforEmergencyMaintenanceitwillcommunicatethe emergency
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totheWatershedDistrictimmediatelyIftheWatershedDistrictisunavailable or

unabletoperformtheEmergencyMaintenanceaProjectCooperator mayperform

theEmergencyMaintenancewhichwilltotheextentpossibleunderthe

circumstancesconformtotheMaintenanceplanfortheOutletChannelsegmentin

whichtheEmergencyMaintenanceoccursTheProjectCooperatorwillperform
theEmergencyMaintenanceinconfortnancewithallapplicablelawsandwill

obtainallpermitsandapprovalsrequiredforOperationorMaintenanceby any

governmentalunithavingjurisdictionovertheOutletChannelincludingPrior

LakeShakopeetheSMSCtheWatershedDistricttheLowerMinnesota

WatershedDistricttheDNRtheUSArmyCorpsofEngineersandtheUS

EnvironmentalProtectionAgencyWhencircumstancesallowtheProject

CooperatorundertakingtheEmergencyMaintenancewillprovidetheotherProject
Cooperatorswith24hoursnoticeoftheEmergencyMaintenancehoweverthe

ProjectCooperatorisentitledtomoveforwardwiththeEmergencyMaintenance

regardlessofresponsefromtheotherProjectCooperatorsTheEmergency

MaintenanceCostsincurredbytheProjectCooperatorwillbepaidfromthe

EmergencyMaintenanceFundorbecountedasacreditagainsttheProject

CooperatorsnextEmergencyMaintenanceFundpaymentsubjecttoapprovalby
theWatershedDistrictafteritreceivesandapprovesanitemizedstatementofthose

costsfromtheProjectCooperator
95 OperationandMaintenanceCostParticipation

AOperationAndMaintenanceCostsThroughouttheentireMOAtermtheProject
CooperatorswillpayallOperationAndMaintenanceCostsfortheOutletChannel

accordingtothecostshareallocationinSection102usingtheOperationAnd
MaintenanceFundestablishedinSection105

BEmergencyMaintenanceCostsThroughouttheentireMOAtermtheProject
CooperatorswillpayallEmergencyMaintenanceCostsfortheOutletChannel as

specifiedinArticle10usingtheEmergencyMaintenanceFundestablishedin

Section106ButifadischargeexceedingtheMaximumAverageDischargeRates
inTable2causesconditionsrequiringEmergencyMaintenancethentheProject

CooperatorwhosedischargeexceedsitsMacimumAverageDischargeRatewill
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payallrelatedEmergencyMaintenanceCostsandClaimsIfmultipledischarges

exceedingtheMaximumAverageDischargeRatesinTable2causeconditions

requiringEmergencyMaintenancethentheProjectCooperatorswhosedischarges

exceedtheirMimumAverageDischargeRateswillpayallrelatedEmergency

MaintenanceCostsandClaimsinamountsproportionaltotheirexcessdischarges

ARTICLE10 OUTLETCHANNELCOSTSHARINGANDFUNDING

101 EstimatedCosts

ExhibitENineYearEstimateofOutletChannelDesignConstructionandOperation

AndMaintenanceCostspresentstheestimatedcosttoeachProjectCooperatorfor

DesignandConstructionoftheOutletChannelRestorationAndEnhancementProject

andthefirsttenyearsofOperationandMaintenanceoftheOutletChannelThese

estimateswillchangeastheProjectCooperatorsdevelopfinalplansandspecifications

fortheProjectandforOperationandMaintenanceoftheOutletChannel

102 CostShareAllocation

ADesignAndConstructionCostShareAllocationExceptasotherwisespecifically

providedinthisMOAallDesignCostsandConstructionCostsfortheOutlet

ChannelRestorationAndEnhancementProjectforaspecificOutletChannel

segmentwillbeallocatedtotheProjectCooperatorsaccordingtotheOutlet

ChannelsegmentcostshareallocationinTable4forthatOutletChannelSegment
orinTable4asmodifiedinaccordancewithSections66or103
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Table4CostShareAllocationforOutletChannel

CostShareforEachProjectCooperator
OutietChannel byOutletSegment

Segment watershed PriorLake Shakopee SMSC

District

1 884 112 00 04

2 846 150 00 04

3 699 277 20 04

4 378 209 295 118

5 341 188 364 107

6 357 197 320 126

7 300 165 430 105

8 296 163 437 104

Total 495 178 251 76

1Foralsegmentsexceptasnotedbelowthecostsharepercentages wereroundedto

thenearesttenthbyroundingupnumbersequaltoorgreaterthanxx5andby
roundingdownnumbersequaltoorlessthanxx4Segmentsnotedbelowwere
roundedasindicatedsoeachsegmentwilltotal100

2InSegment3thePriorLakecostshare wasroundedfrom27756to277

3InSegment7theWatershedDistrictcostshare wasroundedfrom29946to300
4

InSegment8theShakopeecostsharewasroundedfrom43647to437

BOperationMaintenanceAndEmergencyMaintenanceCostShareAllocation

1 ForSpecificChannelSegmentsOperationAndMaintenanceCostsand

EmergencyMaintenanceCostsforaspecificOutletChannelsegmentwillbe

allocatedtotheProjectCooperatorsaccordingtotheOutletChannelsegment

costshareallocationinTable4forthatOutletChannelSegmentorinTable4

asmodifiedinaccordancewithSections66or103

2 ForEntireOutletChannelOperationAndMaintenanceCostsand

EmergencyMaintenanceCostsfortheoverallOutletChannelforexample

annualinspectioncostsandtheannualEmergencyMaintenanceFund

paymentswillbeallocatedtotheProjectCooperatorsaccordingtothe

TotalcostshareallocationinTable4orTable4asmodifiedinaccordance

withSections66or103

CCostShareAllocationFormulaTheformulausedtocalculatethecostshare

allocationismoreparticularlydescribedinExhibitFCalculationMethodfor

CostShareAllocationandwillbeusedtorecalculatethecostshareallocationwhen
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requiredbyotherProvisionsofthisMOA

103 RevisionsToCostShareAllocationsDueToChangesInTributaryDrainage
Areas

IfanyProjectCooperatorstributarydrainageareachangesbymorethan40acresthe

WatershedDistrictwillrecalculatethatProjectCooperatorscostshareallocations

arrangeforreimbursementofpastcostsandamendthisMOAasfollows

ARecalculationAndPaymentOfFutureCostShareAllocationsAstoOutlet

ChannelRestorationAndEnhancementProjectDesignCostsandConstruction

CostsOutletChannelOperationandMaintenanceCostsandOutletChannel

EmergencyMaintenanceCostsincurredsubsequenttoachangeintributary

drainageareathefollowingProvisionswillapply

1 CostRecalculation

a TheWatershedDistrictwillrecalculatethecostshareallocationaccording

tothemethoddescribedinExhibitFtoreflectthechangeintributary

drainageareaandtodocumentthechangeinMaximumAverage

DischargeRateassociatedwithchangeinthetributarydrainageareaFor

anytributarydrainageareachangingjurisdictionstheMacimumAverage

DischargeRatewillbetheMacimumAverageDischargeRateoriginally

associatedwiththetributarydrainagearea

bInadditiontheWatershedDistrictwillamendthisMOAtoincorporate

therecalculationincludinganynecessarychangestoTables12and4

subjecttoapprovalbytheotherProjectCooperatorsintheformofsigned

amendments

2 PaymentOfCostShareAllocationsAllthesecostsincurredafterthechange

intributarydrainageareawillbebornebytheProjectCooperatorsaccording

tothecostshareallocationsrecalculatedunderSection103A1Ifthe

changeintributarydrainagearearesultsinanoveralldischargetothatOutlet

ChannelsegmentinexcessoftheacquiringProjectCooperatorsMaximum

AverageDischargeRateforthatsegmentasspecifiedinTable2recalling

thatSection103A1aprovidesthattheMacimumAverageDischargeRate

foratributarysectionchangingjurisdictionswillbethesameasoriginally

providedforthattributarydrainageareatheProjectCooperatoracquiringthe
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additionalareawilladdresstheexcessdischargeinaccordancewith

Section66

BCalculationAndReimbursementOfPastCostSharesAstoOutletChannel

RestorationAndEnhancementProjectDesignCostsandConstructionCostsand

OutletChannelOperationAndMaintenanceCostsincurredbeforeachangein

tributarydrainageareathefollowingProvisionswillapply

1 CostCalculationTheWatershedDistrictwillcalculatethesecostsas

follows

a Calculatethesecostsincurredbeforethechangeintributarydrainagearea

fortheOutletChannelsegmentaffectedbychangeand

bCalculatetheproportionofthesecostsattributabletothetributarydrainage

areathatischangingjurisdictionsbasedonthesizeofthetributary

drainageareachangerelativetothesizeofthetotalsegmentdrainagearea

basedonTable1andtheMaximumAverageDischargeRateforthe

tributarydrainageareachangingjurisdictionsfromTable2usingthe

MaximumAverageDischargeRateoriginallyassociatedwiththedrainage

area

2 CostReimbursementTheProjectCooperatoracquiringthetributarydrainage

areawillreimbursetheProjectCooperatorfromwhichtheareawasacquired

fortheproportionalcostscalculatedunderSection103B1

3 ExampleExhibitGDrainageAreaRecalculationExampleprovidesan

examplecalculationtoaddressachangeintributarydrainagearea

104 CreationOfDesignAndConstructionFundAndPaymentOfConstructionCost
ShareAllocations

ADesignAndConstructionFundCreationAnd2006PaymentsWithintendays

aftertheApprovalDatetheWatershedDistrictwillestablishafundfortheDesign

CostsandConstructionCostsoftheOutletChannelRestorationAndEnhancement

ProjecttheDesignAndConstructionFundWithin30daysafterthe

ApprovalDatetheProjectCooperatorswilldepositintotheDesignAnd

ConstructionFundtheirrespective2006DesignAndConstructionFundpayments

intheamountsshownonExhibitH2006FundPavmentsThe2006DesignAnd

ConstructionFundpaymentswillincludeDesignCostsandConstructionCosts
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incurredfortheOutletChannelRestorationAndEnhancementProjectfrom

Januaryl2004toDecember312006inanticipationofthisMOAThesecosts

areshownonExhibitH

B2007AndSubsequentAnnualPaymentsToDesignAndConstructionFund

NinetydaysaftertheInitialMeetinginFebruaryof2008andinFebruaryofeach

succeedingcalendaryearuntiltheDesignAndConstructionFundisclosedeach

ProjectCooperatorwillpayintotheDesignAndConstructionFunditsshareofthe

DesignAndConstructionBudgetforthatcalendaryearandanydeficiencyfromthe

previousyearaccordingtothecostshareallocationinSection102Forexample

inFebruaryof2008eachProjectCooperatorwillpayintotheDesignAnd

ConstructionFunditsshareoftheDesignAndConstructionBudgetfor2008andits

shareofanydeficiencyintheDesignAndConstructionFundattheendof2007

CDesignAndConstructionFundAdministrationTheDesignAndConstruction

FundwillbeadministeredbytheWatershedDistrictinaccordancewiththe

followingProvisions

1 AuthorizedPaymentsTheWatershedDistrictmayusetheDesignAnd

ConstructionFundatanytimetopayDesignCostsorConstructionCostsfor

theOutletChannelRestorationAndEnhancementProjectincludingDesign

CostsandConstructionCostsincurredfortheOutletChannelRestorationAnd

EnhancementProjectfromJanuary12004totheEffectiveDatein

anticipationofthisMOAandtopayanyProjectCooperatorwhoactsunder

andcomplieswithSection74B

2 ConsistencyWithBudgetTheDesignandConstructionexpenditureswillbe

consistentwiththebudgetdevelopedduringtheAnnualMeetingAny

variationfromthebudgetofmorethantenpercentissubjecttoapprovalbyall

theProjectCooperatarsinwriting

3 YearEndReconciliationFollowingtheendofacalendaryearandbefore

January31stofthenextyeartheWatershedDistrictwillprovidetheProject

CooperatorswithadetailedaccountingoftheDesignAndConstructionFund

forthepreviousyearIfanyfundsremainatcalendaryearendtheWatershed

DistrictwillallocatethefundsascreditstotheProjectCooperatorsaccording
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tothecostshareallocationinSection102TheWatershedDistrictwillthen

subtractthecreditsfromthefollowingyearsDesignCostandConstruction

CostpaymentsowedbytheProjectCooperatorsIfadeficitexistsatcalendar

yearendtheWatershedDistrictwillallocatethedeficitamongtheProject

Cooperatorsasdeficienciesaccordingtothecostshareallocationin

Section102andwilladdthedeficienciestothefollowingyearsDesign

CostsandConstructionCostpaymentsowedbytheProjectCooperatorsThe

ProjectCooperatorswillpaythedeficienciesasprovidedinSection104B

4 InterestToRemainInFundAllinterestearnedbytheDesignAnd

ConstructionFundwillremainintheFundtopayfutureDesignCostsand

ConstructionCosts

DClosingTheDesignAndConstructionFundAfterDesignandConstructionof

theOutletChannelRestorationAndEnhancementProjectandthecompletionofall

DesignandConstructioncontractsandobligationstheWatershedDistrictwill

prepareandfurnishtotheProjectCooperatorsafinalaccountingreportforthe

DesignAndConstructionFundandcloseitasfollows

1 DistributionOfExcessFundsIfanyfundsremaintheWatershedDistrict

willallocatethefundsasarefundtotheProjectCooperatorsaccordingtothe

costshareallocationinSection102TheWatershedDistrictwillthenpaythe

refundstotheProjectCooperatorsorataProjectCooperatorsdirectionwill

applytherefundasacreditagainstthatProjectCooperatorsnextannual

OperationAndMaintenanceFundpayment

2 PaymentOfAnyDeficitIfadeficitexiststheWatershedDistrictwill

allocatethedeficitamongtheProjectCooperatorsaccordingtothecostshare

allocationinSection102andwillinvoiceeachProjectCooperatoritsshareof

thedeficitEachProjectCooperatorwillpaytheWatershedDistrictwithin

120daysafterdeliveryoftheinvoice

105 CreationOfOperationAndMaintenanceFundAndPaymentOfOperationAnd
MaintenanceCostShareAllocations

AOperationAndMaintenanceFundCreationAnd2006PaymentsWithintendays

aftertheApprovalDatetheWatershedDistrictwillestablishafundtopaythe

OperationAndMaintenanceCostsoftheOutletChanneltheOperationAnd
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MaintenanceFundWithin30daysaftertheApprovalDatetheProject

CooperatorswillpayintotheOperationAndMaintenanceFundtheirrespective

2006OperationAndMaintenanceFundpaymentsintheamountsshownon

ExhibitH

B2007AndSu6sequentAnnualPaymentsToOperationAndMaintenanceFund

NinetydaysaftertheInitialMeetinginFebruaryof2008andinFebruaryofevery

succeedingcalendaryeareachProjectCooperatorwillpayintotheOperationAnd

MaintenanceFunditsshareoftheOperationAndMaintenanceBudgetforthat

calendaryearandanydeficiencyfromthepreviousyearaccordingtothecostshare

allocationinSection102ForexampleinFebruaryof2008eachProject

CooperatorwillpayintotheOperationAndMaintenanceFunditsshareofthe

OperationAndMaintenanceBudgetfor2008anditsshareofanydeficiencyinthe

OperationAndMaintenanceFundattheendof2007

COperationAndMaintenanceFundAdministrationTheOperationAnd

MaintenanceFundwillbeadministeredbytheWatershedDistrictinaccordance

withthefollowingProvisions

1 AuthorizedPaymentsTheWatershedDistrictmayusetheOperationAnd

MaintenanceFundatanytimetopayOperationAndMaintenanceCostsofthe

OutletChannelandtopayanyProjectCooperatorwhoactsunderand

complieswithSection93C

2 ConsistencyWithBudgetTheOperationandMaintenanceexpenditureswill

beconsistentwiththebudgetdevelopedduringtheAnnualMeetingAny

variationfromthebudgetofmorethantenpercentissubjecttoapprovalbyall

theProjectCooperatorsinwriting

3 YearEndReconciliationFollowingtheendofacalendaryearandbefore

January31stofthenextyeartheWatershedDistrictwillprovidetheProject

CooperatorswithadetailedaccountingoftheOperationAndMaintenance

FundforthepreviousyearIfanyfundsremainatcalendaryearendthe

WatershedDistrictwillallocatethefundsascreditstotheProjectCooperators

accordingtothecostshareallocationinSection102TheWatershedDistrict

willthenrefundthecreditsorataProjectCooperatorsdirectionwill
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subtractthecreditfromthatProjectCooperatorsnextannualOperationAnd

MaintenanceFundpaymentIfadeficitexistsatcalendaryearendthe

WatershedDistrictwillallocatethedeficitamongtheProjectCooperatorsas

deficienciesaccordingtothecostshareallocationinSection102andwilladd

thedeficienciestothefollowingyearsOperationAndMaintenanceFund

paymentsfortheProjectCooperatorsTheProjectCooperatorswillpaythe

deficienciesasprovidedinSection105B

4 InterestToRemainInFundAllinterestearnedbytheOperationAnd

MaintenanceFundwillremainintheFundtopayfutureOperationAnd

MaintenanceCosts

106 CreationOfEmergencyMaintenanceFundAndPaymentOfEmergency
MaintenanceCostShareAllocations

AEmergencyMaintenanceFundCreationAnd2006PaymentsTheProject

Cooperatorswillcreatea250000fundtoprovideastablesourceforEmergency

MaintenancealongtheOutletChanneltheEmergencyMaintenanceFund

WithintendaysaftertheApprovalDatetheWatershedDistrictwillestablishthe

EmergencyMaintenanceFundWithin30daysaftertheApprovalDatetheProject

CooperatorswillpayintotheEmergencyMaintenanceFundtheirrespective2006

EmergencyMaintenanceFundpaymentsintheamountsshownonExhibitH

B2007Through2010AnnualPaymentsToEmergencyMaintenanceFuncNinety

daysaftertheInitialMeetinginFebruaryof2008andinFebruaryofeach

succeedingcalendaryearthrough2010eachProjectCooperatorwillpayintothe

EmergencyMaintenanceFunditsshareofthe50000annualpaymentforthat

calendaryearaccordingtothecostshareallocationinSection102Forexample

inFebruaryof2008eachProjectCooperatorwillpayintotheEmergency

MaintenanceFunditsshareofthe50000annualpaymentfor2008

CEmzergencyMaintenanceFundAdministratiortTheEmergencyMaintenance

FundwillbeadministeredbytheWatershedDistrictinaccordancewiththe

followingProvisions

1 AuthorizedPaymentsTheWatershedDistrictmayusetheEmergency

MaintenanceFundatanytimetopayEmergencyMaintenanceCostsofthe

OutletChannelandtopayanyProjectCooperatorwhoactsunderand
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complieswithSection94B

2 YearEndReportFollowingtheendofacalendaryearandbefore

January31stofthenextyeartheWatershedDistrictwillprovidetheProject

CooperatorswithadetailedaccountingoftheEmergencyMaintenanceFund

forthepreviousyear

3 ReplenishmentOfFundWhenEmergencyMaintenanceisperformedonan

OutletChannelsegmenttheWatershedDistrictwillreplenishtheEmergency

MaintenanceFundbyinvoicingtheProjectCooperatorsusingthatsegmentin

anamountequaltotheEmergencyMaintenanceCostsplusaninflationfactor

equaltotheEngineeringNewsRecordConstructionCostIndexcalculated

using2006asthebaseyearaccordingtothecostshareallocationin

Section102IfEmergencyMaintenanceoccursonorbeforeDecember31

2010theProjectCooperatorswillpaytheinvoicedamountswithin60days

afterdeliveryoftheinvoiceIfEmergencyMaintenanceoccursonorafter

Januaryl201ltheProjectCooperatorswillpaytheinvoicebeforetheendof

theFebruaryfollowingdeliveryoftheinvoice

4 InterestToRemainInFundAllinterestearnedbytheEmergency

MaintenanceFundwillremainintheFundtopayfutureEmergency

MaintenanceCosts

107 GeneralFundAdministrationAndRecordkeeping

InadditiontothespecificfundadministrationrequirementsinSections104105and

106theWatershedDistrictwilladministertheDesignAndConstructionFund

OperationAndMaintenanceFundandEmergencyMaintenanceFundaccordingtothe

followingProvisions

AAccountsToConformToStatutoryRequirementsFundswillberetainedin

accountsthatconformtotherequirementsofMinnesotaStatutesChapter118A

BRetentionAndInspectionOfRecordsTheWatershedDistrictwillretainall

financialrecordsfortheFundsforaperiodofsixyearsfollowingthecompletionof

anyworkTheProjectCooperatorsmayinspectthebooksandrecordsmaintained

bytheWatershedDistrictfortheOutletChannelduringnormalbusinesshours

CQuarterlyReportsTheWatershedDistrictwillprovidequarterlyfundbalance
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statementsforeachFundtotheProjectCooperators

DAnnualAuditTheWatershedDistrictwillincludetheFundsinitsannualaudit

provideacopyoftheaudittotheProjectCooperatorsanduponrequestwillmake

thesefinancialrecordsavailableforrevieworauditbyanyProjectCooperator

EReimbursementOfWatershedDistrictTheWatershedDistrictwillbereimbursed

fromtheOperationAndMaintenanceFundfortheactualstaffcostsandaccounting

feesassociatedwithmaintainingfinancialrecordsandreportingtotheProject

CooperatorsandothersabouttheDesignAndConstructionFundOperationAnd

MaintenanceFundandEmergencyMaintenanceFund

ARTICLE11 PROJECTCOOPERATORMEETINGS

111 GeneralProvisions

ARepresentationAtMeetingsEachProjectCooperatorwilldesignateanindividual

andanalternativetoserveasrepresentativesandattendProjectCooperator

meetings

BMeetingsOpenAndNoticedAllmeetingsoftheProjectCooperatorswillbe

noticedandopentothepublicinaccordancewiththerequirementsofapplicable

lawgoverninganyProjectCooperator

CQuorumNobusinessmaybeconductedatameetingunlessrepresentativesof

threeProjectCooperatorsarepresent

DVotingEachProjectCooperatorwillhaveonevoteandanyactionrequiresthe

voteofthreeProjectCooperators

EConductOfMeetingMeetingswillbeconductedinaccordancewiththisMOAs

ProvisionsandthelatesteditionofRobertsRulesofOrderIfaconflictarises

betweenthisMOAsProvisionsandRobertsRulesofOrderthisMOAwill

controlTheWatershedDistrictsrepresentativewillserveaschair

112 AnnualMeetingAndFailureToAgreeOnBudgets

BeginninginMarchof2008andinMarchofeachsucceedingcalendaryearthe

WatershedDistrictwillconveneacoordinationandplanningmeetingoftheProject

CooperatorstheAnnualMeeting

AAnnualMeetingActivitiesAttheAnnualMeetingtheProjectCooperatorswill
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1 Reviewthepreviousyearsactivities

2 DiscusstheDesignandConstructionplannedfortheOutletChannel

RestorationAndEnhancementProjectinthenextcalendaryear

3 DiscusstheOperationandMaintenanceplannedfortheOutletChannelinthe

nextcalendaryear

4 Reviewanycompletedorrequestedmodificationstothecostshare

allocations

5 ReviewthestatusoftheDesignAndConstructionFundtheOperationAnd

MaintenanceFundandtheEmergencyMaintenanceFund

6 RefinetheConstructionCostsandtheOperationAndMaintenanceCosts

basedonthemostrecentdata

7 ApproveabudgetforDesignCostsandConstructionCostforthenext

calendaryearDesignAndConstructionBudgeYand

8 ApproveabudgetforOperationAndMaintenanceCostsforthenextcalendar

yearOperationAndMaintenanceBudget

BFailureToAgreeOnBudgets

1 FailureToAgreeOnDesignAndConstructionBudgetIfforanyreasonthe

ProjectCooperatorsfailtoagreeonaDesignAndConstructionBudgetforthe

OutletChannelRestorationAndEnhancementProjecttheannualestimate

fromExhibitEplusaninflationfactorequaltotheEngineeringNewsRecord

ConstructionCostIndexcalculatedusingtheyear2006asthebaseyearwill

applytothenextyearandtheannualcontributionsofeachProjectCooperator

willbebasedontheannualestimateasadjusted
2 FailureToAgreeOnOperationAndMaintenanceBudgetIfforanyreason

theProjectCooperatorsfailtoagreeonanOperationAndMaintenance

BudgetfortheOutletChanneltheOperationAndMaintenanceBudgetforthe

prioryearplusaninflationfactorequaltotheEngineeringNewsRecord

ConstructionCostIndexcalculatedusingtheyear2006asthebaseyearwill

applytothenextyearandtheannualcontributionsofeachProjectCooperator

willbebasedontheprioryearsbudgetasadjusted

MemorandumofAgreementForConstructionUseOperationAnd
MaintenanceOfThePriorLakeOutletChannelAndOutletStructure Page45



113 InitiatMeeting

Within45daysaftertheApprovalDatetheWatershedDistrictwillconvene ameeting

oftheProjectCooperatorsInitialMeetingThemeetingpurposewillbetoadopt
the2007DesignAndConstructionBudgetandthe2007OperationAndMaintenance

BudgetIfforanyreasontheProjectCooperatorsfailtoagreeononeorbothbudgets

thebudgetorbudgetsaspresentedbytheWatershedDistrictwillbedeemedadopted

andthe2007DesignAndConstructionFundOperatingAndMaintenanceFundand

EmergencyMaintenanceFundpaymentsofeachProjectCooperatorwillbebasedon

thatbudget

114 OtherMeetings

OtherProjectCooperatormeetingsmaybecalledbytheWatershedDistrictorbya

writtenrequesttotheWatershedDistrictsignedbyanytwoProjectCooperators

ARTICLE12 SECURITYFORPAYMENTOFSMSCCOSTSHAREALLOCATIONS

121 SMSCToProvideLettersOfCredit

AssecurityforthepaymentoftheSMSCscostshareallocationsunderArticle10the

SMSCwillprovidetheWatershedDistrictwithlettersofcreditasfollows

ASMSCConstructionLettersOfCreditForDesignAndConstructionFund
1 InitialSMSCDesignAndConstructionLetterOfCreditWithin15daysafter

theSMSCsignsthisMOAitwillprovidetheWatershedDistrictwithan

initialSMSCDesignAndConstructionLetterOfCreditintheamountof

225oftheSMSCs2006DesignAndConstructionFundpaymentasshown

onExhibitHThisinitialSMSCDesignAndConstructionLetterOfCredit

willnametheWatershedDistrictasbeneficiarywillbeissuedforatermof

18monthsandwillbeinadditiontotheSMSCs2006DesignAnd

ConstructionFundpaymentasshownonExhibitH

2 AnnualSMSCDesignAndConstructionLettersOfCreditNinetydaysafter

theInitialMeetinginFebruaryof2008andcontinuinginFebruaryofevery

succeedingcalendaryearuntiltheDesignAndConstructionFundisclosed

theSMSCwillprovidetheWatershedDistrictwithaSMSCDesignAnd

ConstructionLetterOfCreditintheamountof225oftheSMSCsDesign
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AndConstructionFundpaymentforthatcalendaryearEachSMSCDesign

AndConstructionLetterOfCreditwillnametheWatershedDistrictas

beneficiarywillbeissuedforatermof18monthsandwillbeinadditionto

theSMSCspaymenttotheDesignAndConstructionFundforthecalendar

year

BSMSCOperatingLettersOfCreditForOperationAndMaintenanceFund

1 InitfalSMSCOperationAndMaintenanceLetterOfCreditWithin15days

aftertheSMSCsignsthisMOAitwillprovidetheWatershedDistrictwithan

initialSMSCOperationAndMaintenanceLetterOfCreditintheamountof

225oftheSMSCs2006OperationAndMaintenanceFundpaymentas

shownonExhibitHThisinitialSMSCOperationAndMaintenanceLetter

OfCreditwillnametheWatershedDistrictasbeneficiarywillbeissuedfora

termof18monthsandwillbeinadditiontotheSMSCs2006DesignAnd

ConstructionFundpaymentasshownonExhibitH

2 AnnualSMSCOperationAndMaintenanceLettersOfCreditNinetydays

aftertheInitialMeetinginFebruaryof2008andcontinuinginFebruaryof

everysucceedingcalendaryeartheSMSCwillprovidetheWatershedDistrict

withaSMSCOperationAndMaintenanceLetterOfCreditintheamountof

225oftheSMSCsOperationAndMaintenanceFundpaymentforthat

calendaryearEachSMSCOperationAndMaintenanceLetterOfCreditwill

nametheWatershedDistrictasbeneficiarywillbeissuedforatermof18

monthsandwillbeinadditiontotheSMSCspaymenttotheOperationAnd

MaintenanceFundforthecalendaryear

3 SMSCCanCombineDesignAndConstructionAndOperatingAnd

MaintenanceLettersofCreditWiththeapprovaloftheWatershedDistrict

theSMSCmaycombinetheinitialSMSCDesignAndConstructionLetterof

CreditandtheSMSCOperationAndMaintenanceLetterOfCreditorany

subsequentannualsetoftheselettersofcreditintooneletterofcredit

CSMSCEmergencyMaintenanceLettersOfCreditForEmergencyMaintenance

FundWithin15daysaftertheSMSCsignsthisMOAitwillprovidethe

WatershedDistrictwithaSMSCEmergencyMaintenanceLetterOfCreditinthe
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amountof100000ThisSMSCEmergencyMaintenanceLetterOfCreditwill

nametheWatershedDistrictasbeneficiarywillbeissuedforatermacceptableto

theWatershedDistrictandwilleitherrenewautomaticallyorbereplacedbythe

SMSCnotlessthanthreemonthsbeforeitsexpirationThisSMSCEmergency

MaintenanceLetterOfCreditwillbeinadditiontotheSMSCspaymentstothe

EmergencyOperationAndMaintenanceFundin2006through2010willbein

additiontoanypaymentsmadetoreplenishtheEmergencyMaintenanceFund

underSection106C3andwillbeprovidedforaslongasthisMOAcontinuesin
force

122 DrawingAgainstSMSCCostShareLettersOfCredit

ABasisForCostShareDrawAndUseOfDraw

1 FailureToPayConstructionCostShareAllocationIftheSMSCfailstopay

anycostshareallocationtotheDesignAndConstructionFundwhenduethe

WatershedDistrictmaydrawonanyoutstandingSMSCDesignAnd

ConstructionLetterOfCreditfortheamountdueusingtheprocessunder

Section122Bandwillapplythedrawtopaytheamountdue

2 FailureToProvideSMSCDesignAndConstructionLetterOfCreditIfthe

SMSCfailstoprovideaSMSCDesignAndConstructionLetterOfCredit

whenduetheWatershedDistrictmaydrawthefullamountofany

outstandingSMSCDesignAndConstructionLetterofCreditusingthe

processunderSection122BTheWatershedDistrictwillholdthedrawin

escrowanduseittopayanySMSCcostshareallocationtotheDesignAnd

ConstructionFundiftheSMSCfailstopayitwhendue

3 FailureToPayOperatingCostShareAllocationIftheSMSCfailstopay

anycostshareallocationtotheOperationAndMaintenanceFundwhendue

theWatershedDistrictmaydrawonanyoutstandingSMSCOperationAnd

MaintenanceLetterOfCreditfortheamountdueusingtheprocessunder

Section122Bandwillapplythedrawtopaytheamountdue

4 FailureToProvideSMSCOperationAndMaintenanceLetterOfCreditIf

theSMSCfailstoprovideaSMSCOperationAndMaintenanceLetterOf

CreditwhenduetheWatershedDistrictmaydrawthefullamountofany
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outstandingSMSCOperationAndMaintenanceLetterofCreditusingthe

processunderSection122BTheWatershedDistrictwillholdthedrawin

escrowanduseittopayanySMSCcostshareallocationtotheOperationAnd

MaintenanceFundiftheSMSCfailstopayitwhendue

S FailureToPayEmergencyMaintenanceCostShareAllocationIftheSMSC

failstomakeapaymenttotheEmergencyMaintenanceFundasprovidedin

Section106BorfailstoreplenishtheEmergencyMaintenanceFundas

providedinSection106C3theWatershedDistrictmaydrawonthe

outstandingSMSCEmergencyMaintenanceLetterOfCreditfortheamount

dueusingtheprocessunderSection122Bandwillapplythedrawtopaythe

amountdue

6 FailureToProvideSMSCEmergencyMaintenanceLetterOfCreditIfthe

SMSCfailstoprovideaSMSCEmergencyMaintenanceLetterOfCredit

whenduetheWatershedDistrictmaydrawthefullamountoftheoutstanding

SMSCEmergencyMaintenanceLetterofCreditusingtheprocessunder

Section122BTheWatershedDistrictwillholdthedrawinescrowanduseit

topayaSMSCannualpaymentorreplenishmentpaymenttotheEmergency

MaintenanceFundiftheSMSCfailstopayitwhendue

7 SMSCInsolvencyorDissolution

a IftheSMSCbecomesinsolventoradmitsinwritingitsinabilitytopay

debtsastheycomedueiftheSMSCappliesfororconsentstothe

appointmentofatrusteeorreceiverifintheabsenceofsuchapplication

orconsentatrusteeorreceiverisappointedforSMSCorifany

proceedingunderanybankruptcyorinsolvencylaworanydissolutionor

liquidationproceedingisinstitutedbyoragainstSMSCthenthe

WatershedDistrictmayimmediatelydrawthefullamountofany

outstandingSMSCDesignAndConstructionLetterofCreditSMSC

OperationAndMaintenanceLetterOfCreditandSMSCEmergency

MaintenanceLetterOfCreditTheWatershedDistrictwillholdthedraws

inescrowandusethemtopayanySMSCcostshareallocationtothe

DesignAndConstructionFundortheOperationAndMaintenanceFund
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orannualpaymentorreplenishmentpaymenttotheEmergency

MaintenanceFundiftheSMSCfailstopaythemwhendue

bIftheSMSCdisputestheWatershedsDistrictsdrawsunderthis

Section122A7theSMSCmayinvokethedisputeresolutionprocessin

Article15afterthedrawhasbeenmadeWhiledisputeresolutionis

ongoingunderArticle15theWatershedDistrictwillnotdisburseany

fundsreceivedasaresultofdrawsunderthisSection122A7

c HoweverastoanyfundsdrawnonanSMSCEmergencyMaintenance

LetterOfCreditandsubjecttodisputeresolutionunderthis

Section122A7theWatershedDistrictmaydisbursethefundsifan

EmergencyMaintenanceactivitybecomesnecessaryandiftheEmergency

MaintenanceFunddoesnotcontainsufficientfundstopayfortheactivity

becausetheSMSChasfailedtomakeanyrequiredpaymenttothe

EmergencyMaintenanceFundIfthedisputeresolutionprocess

determinestheWatershedDistrictshouldnothavedrawnonthe

EmergencyMaintenanceLetterOfCredittheWatershedDistrictwill

repaytotheSMSCanyfundsdisbursedunderthisSection122A7c

BCostShareDrawProcessIftheWatershedDistrictseekstodrawonanySMSC

letterofcreditunderSection122B16theWatershedDistrictwillgivethe

SMSCa30daynoticeofitsintenttodrawspecifyingthereasonforthedrawand

theletterofcredittobedrawnagainstHoweveriftheletterofcredithaslessthan

60daysremainingbeforeitexpiresthenoticeperiodwillbeonehalfthenumberof

daysremaininginitstermIfthenoticeperiodexpireswithouttheSMSCpaying

theamountindefaultorprovidingthenecessaryletterofcredittheWatershed

Districtmaydrawonthespecifiedletterofcreditfortheamountnoticed

CLetterOfCreditReplacementAfterDrawWithin30daysafteradrawoccurson

anySMSCletterofcreditprovidedunderSection121theSMSCwillreplacethe

letterofcreditifdrawninfullorifpartiallydrawnrestoretheletterofcredittoits

fullamountandgivenoticetotheProjectCooperatorsthatithasdonesoIfaftera

partialdrawtheSMSCdoesnotrestorealetterofcredittoitsfullamountthe

WatershedDistrictmaydrawontheletterofcreditforthefullamountremaining
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usingtheprocessunderSection122BTheWatershedDistrictwillholdthedraw

inescrowanduseittopayanySMSCcostshareallocationtotheDesignAnd

ConstructionFundortheOperationAndMaintenanceFundorannualpaymentor

replenishmentpaymenttotheEmergencyMaintenanceFundiftheSMSCfailsto

paythemwhendue

DNoDrawDuringDisputeResolutionIftheSMSCdisputestheamountindefault

ortriestopreventtheWatershedDistrictfromdrawingonaSMSCletterofcredit

eitherpartymayinvokethedisputeresolutionprocessinArticle15Whiledispute

resolutioninvolvingtheSMSCisongoingunderArticle15nodrawmaybemade

onanySMSCletterofcreditsecuringthedisputedpaymentexceptasfollows

1 LetterOfCreditExpirationIfanySMSCletterofcreditsecuringadisputed

paymentwillexpirebeforeresolutionofthedisputeunderArticle15the

SMSCwillextendorreplacetheSMSCletterofcreditasrequiredbythis

MOAIftheSMSCfailstodosotheWatershedDistrictmaydrawonthe

SMSCletterofcreditasprovidedinSection122Ausingtheprocessin

Section122BTheWatershedDistrictwillholdthedrawinescrowandin

additiontotheusesallowedunderSection122BtheWatershedDistrictwill

disbursefundsinaccordancewiththeoutcomeofthedisputeresolution

process

2 SMSCInsolvencyOrDissolutionIftheWatershedDistrictdeterminesithas

therighttodrawonaSMSCletterofcreditsecuringadisputedpayment

underSection122A7itmaydosoasprovidedinthatSection

3 LackOfFundsInEmergencyMaintenanceFundIfEmergencyMaintenance

becomesnecessaryandiftheEmergencyMaintenanceFunddoesnotcontain

sufficientfundstopayfortheactivitybecausetheSMSChasfailedtomake

anyrequiredpaymenttotheEmergencyMaintenanceFundtheWatershed

DistrictmaydrawonanEmergencyMaintenanceLetterOfCreditand

disbursefundstopayfortheEmergencyMaintenanceactivityIfthedispute

resolutionprocessdeterminestheWatershedDistrictshouldnothavedrawn

ontheEmergencyMaintenanceLetterOfCredittheWatershedDistrictwill

repaytotheSMSCanyfundsdisbursedunderthisSection122D3
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ARTICLE13 INDEMNIFICATION

131 WatershedDistrictIndemnificationOfPriorLakeShakopeeAndSMSC

SubjecttothelimitationsofMinnesotaStatutesChapter466theWatershedDistrict

willdefendindemnifyandholdPriorLakeShakopeeandtheSMSCharmlessfrom

ClaimsarisingoutoforinconnectionwithanyDesignorConstructionbythe

WatershedDistrictoftheOutletStructureRepairProjectortheOutletChannel

RestorationAndEnhancementProjectoranyportionofeitheranyOperation

MaintenanceorEmergencyMaintenancebytheWatershedDistrictoftheOutlet

StructureorOutletChanneloranyfailurebytheWatershedDistricttocomplywith

thisMOAsProvisionsUndernocircumstanceshoweverwilltheWatershedDistrict

berequiredtopayanyamountsinexcessofthelimitsonliabilityestablishedin

MinnesotaStatutesChapter466applicabletoanyoneProjectCooperatorClaimsmay

notbeaggregatedtoexceedthestatutorylimitsaffordedbyMinnesotaStatutes

Chapter466

132 PriorLakeIndemnificationOfWatershedDistrictShakopeeAndSMSC

APriorLakeGeneralIndemnitySubjecttothelimitationsofMinnesotaStatutes

Chapter466PriorLakewilldefendindemnifyandholdtheWatershedDistrict

ShakopeetheSMSCandtheirrespectiveelectedandappointedofficials

employeesandagentsharmlessfromClaimsarisingoutoforinconnectionwith

anyDesignorConstructionbyPriorLakeofanyportionoftheOutletChannel

RestorationAndEnhancementProjectanyOperationMaintenanceorEmergency

MaintenancebyPriorLakeoftheOutletChannelanyPublicServiceActivityby

PriorLakeoranyfailurebyPriorLaketocomplywiththisMOAsProvisions

UndernocircumstanceshoweverwillPriorLakeberequiredtopayanyamounts

inexcessofthelimitsonliabilityestablishedinMinnesotaStatutesChapter466

applicabletoanyoneProjectCooperatorClaimsmaynotbeaggregatedtoexceed

thestatutorylimitsaffordedbyMinnesotaStatutesChapter466

BPriorLakeIndemnityForPublicServiceActivitiesSubjecttothelimitationsof

MinnesotaStatutesChapter466asmodifiedinthisSection132BPriorLakewill

defendindemnifyandholdtheWatershedDistrictShakopeetheSMSCandtheir
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respectiveelectedandappointedofficialsemployeesandagentsharmlessfrom

ClaimsarisingoutoforinconnectionwithPriorLakesPublicServiceActivitiesor

withanytrailorundergroundutilityplacedinanOutletChanneleasementaspartof

PriorLakesPublicServiceActivitiesPriorLakeunderstandsthatunder

MinnesotaStatutesSection46603subd6ePriorLakeisnotsubjecttotort

liabilityforClaimsarisingoutoforinconnectionwithanytrailplacedinanOutlet

ChanneleasementaspartofPriorLakesPublicServiceActivitiesorthePublic

ServiceActivitiesnecessarytoDesignConstructOperateandMaintainanytrail

NeverthelessforthepurposeoftheindemnityprovidedinthisSection132Bonly

anduptothelimitsonliabilityestablishedinMinnesotaStatutesChapter466only

PriorLakewaivesitssovereignimmunityUndernocircumstanceshoweverwill

PriorLakeberequiredtopayanyamountsinexcessofthelimitsonliability

establishedinMinnesotaStatutesChapter466applicabletoanyoneProject

CooperatorClaimsmaynotbeaggregatedtoexceedthestatutorylimitsafforded

byMinnesotaStatutesChapter466

133 ShakopeeIndemnificationOfWatershedDistrictPriorLakeAndSMSC

AShakopeeGeneralIndemnitySubjecttothelimitationsofMinnesotaStatutes

Chapter466ShakopeewilldefendindemnifyandholdtheWatershedDistrict

PriorLaketheSMSCandtheirrespectiveelectedandappointedofficials

employeesandagentsharmlessfromClaimsarisingoutoforinconnectionwith

anyDesignorConstructionbyShakopeeofanyportionoftheOutletChannel

RestorationAndEnhancementProjectanyOperationMaintenanceorEmergency

MaintenancebyShakopeeoftheOutletChannelanyPublicServiceActivityby

ShakopeeoranyfailurebyShakopeetocomplywiththisMOAsProvisions

UndernocircumstanceshoweverwillShakopeeberequiredtopayanyamountsin

excessofthelimitsonliabilityestablishedinMinnesotaStatutesChapter466

applicabletoanyoneProjectCooperatorClaimsmaynotbeaggregatedtoexceed

thestatutorylimitsaffordedbyMinnesotaStatutesChapter466

BShakopeeIndemnityForPublicServiceActivitiesSubjecttothelimitationsof

MinnesotaStatutesChapter466asmodifiedinthisSection133BShakopeewill

defendindemnifyandholdtheWatershedDistrictPriorLaketheSMSCand
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theirrespectiveelectedandappointedofficialsemployeesandagentsharmless

fromClaimsarisingoutoforinconnectionwithShakopeesPublicService

ActivitiesorwithanytrailorundergroundutilityplacedinanOutletChannel

easementaspartofShakopeesPublicServiceActivitiesShakopeeunderstands

thatunderMinnesotaStatutesSection46603subd6eShakopeeisnotsubjectto

tortliabilityforClaimsarisingoutoforinconnectionwithanytrailplacedinan

OutletChanneleasementaspartofShakopeesPublicServiceActivitiesorthe

PublicServiceActivitiesnecessarytoDesignConstructOperateandMaintainany

trailNeverthelessforthepurposeoftheindemnityprovidedinthisSection133B

onlyanduptothelimitsonliabilityestablishedinMinnesotaStatutesChapter466

onlyShakopeewaivesitssovereignimmunityUndernocircumstanceshowever

willShakopeeberequiredtopayanyamountsinexcessofthelimitsonliability

establishedinMinnesotaStatutesChapter466applicabletoanyoneProject

CooperatorClaimsmaynotbeaggregatedtoexceedthestatutorylimitsafforded

byMinnesotaStatutesChapter466

134 SMSCIndemnificationOfWatershedDistrictPriorLakeAndShakopee

TheSMSCwilldefendindemnifyandholdtheWatershedDistrictShakopeePrior

Lakeandtheirrespectiveelectedandappointedofficialsemployeesandagents

harmlessfromClaimsarisingoutoforinconnectionwithanyDesignorConstruction

bytheSMSCofanyportionoftheOutletChannelRestorationAndEnhancement

ProjectanyOperationMaintenanceorEmergencyMaintenancebytheSMSCofthe

OutletChannelanyPublicServiceActivitybytheSMSCoranyfailurebytheSMSC

tocomplywiththisMOAsProvisionsUndernocircumstanceshoweverwillthe

SMSCberequiredtopayanyClaimsfromwhichMinnesotamunicipalitiesareimmune

underMinnesotaStatutesChapter466oranyamountsinexcessofthelimitsonliability

forMinnesotamunicipalitiesestablishedinMinnesotaStatutesChapter466applicable

toanyoneProjectCooperatorClaimsmaynotbeaggregatedtoexceedthestatutory

limitsaffordedbyMinnesotaStatutesChapter466andthisSection134

135 LimitationOnLiabilityOfProjectCooperators

NotwithstandinganythingtothecontraryinthisMOAundernocircumstanceswilla

ProjectCooperatorincludingfortheavoidanceofdoubttheSMSCberequiredtopay
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onbehalfofitselfandtheotherProjectCooperatorsanyamountsinexcessofthelimits

onliabilityestablishedinMinnesotaStatutesChapter466applicabletoanyoneProject

CooperatorThelimitsofliabilityforsomeoralloftheProjectCooperatorsmaynot

beaddedtogethertoaggregateordeterminethemaximumamountofliabilityforany

ProjectCooperatorTheintentofthisSection135istoimposealimiteddutytodefend

andindemnifyforClaimsarisingunderthisMOAsubjecttothelimitsofliabilityunder

MinnesotaStatutesChapter466Thepurposeofcreatingthisdutytodefendand

indemnifyistosimplifythedefenseofClaimsbyeliminatingconflictsamong

defendantsandtopermitClaimsagainstmultipledefendantsfromasingleoccurrence

tobedefendedbyasingleattorney

136 InsuranceAndEvidenceOfCoverage

AInsuranceForWatershedDistrictPriorLakeAndShakopeeTheWatershed

DistrictPriorLakeandShakopeewillmaintainliabilitycoveragewiththeLeague

ofMinnesotaCitiesInsuranceTrustLMCITunderstandardLMCITliability

coverageformsforatleasttheamountofthemimumlimitofliabilityunder

MinnesotaStatutesSection46604foranynumberofclaimsarisingoutofasingle

occurrenceassuchlimitmaychangeduringthetermofthisMOAFortheperiod

fromtheEffectiveDatethroughDecember312007thecoveragelimitwillbeat

least1millionperoccurrenceThereafterthecoveragelimitshallchangeto

conformtoMinnesotaStatutesSection46604EachProjectCooperatorwillname

theotherthreeProjectCooperatorsasadditionalinsuredsIfinsurancecannotbe

obtainedfromtheLMCITtheWatershedDistrictPriorLakeorShakopeewill

maintainprivateliabilityinsurancecoverageasrequiredfortheSMSCin

Section136B

BInsuranceForSMSCTheSMSCwillmaintainthefollowingprivateliability

insurancecoveragethroughaninsurancecompanylicensedtodobusinessinthe

State

1 CommercialGeneralLiabilityCoverageTheSMSCwillmaintain

commercialgeneralliabilitycoveragewithalimitofatleasttheamountofthe

macimumlimitofliabilityunderMinnesotaStatutesSection46604farany

numberofclaimsarisingoutofasingleoccurrenceassuchlimitmaychange
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duringthetermofthisMOAIfthiscommercialgeneralliabilityinsurance

containsageneralaggregatelimittheSMSCwillmaintainageneral

aggregatelimitofnotlessthantwicetheamountofcoverageforeach

occurrenceFortheperiodfromtheEffectiveDatethroughDecember31

2007thecoveragelimitwillbeatleast1millionperoccurrenceThereafter

thecoveragelimitshallchangetoconformtoMinnesotaStatutes

Section46604Thecommercialgeneralliabilityinsurancewillcoverliability

arisingfrompremisesoperationsindependentcontractorsproducts

completedoperationspersonalinjuryadvertisinginjuryandcontractually

assumedliabilityTheSMSCwillnametheotherthreeProjectCooperators

asadditionalinsureds

2 PublicOcialsErrorsAndOmissionsInsuranceTheSMSCwillmaintain

publicofficialserrorsandomissionsorequivalentcoverageinaform

acceptabletotheWatershedDistrictwithalimitofatleast1millionper

occurrenceandifthisinsurancecontainsanaggregatelimitanaggregate

limitofnotlessthan2millionTheSMSCwillnametheotherthreeProject

Cooperatorsasadditionalinsureds

CEvidenceOfCoverageAndOngoingCoverageEachProjectCooperatorwill

providetheWatershedDistrictwithacertificateofinsuranceshowingthatthe

requiredcoveragesareineffectandtheWatershedDistrictwillprovidetheother

ProjectCooperatorswiththesameevidenceNoProjectCooperatorwillallowthe

insurancerequiredbythisMOAtolapsebecanceledbereducedinlimitsor

coveragenotberenewedbechangedmateriallyorhaverestrictivemodifications

addedduringthisMOAstermIntheeventanyProjectCooperatorfailstoprocure

ormaintainanyinsurancecoveragerequiredunderthisMOAtheWatershed

Districtmaybuysuchcoverageonanannualbasisandaddthecoveragecosttothe

nextannualOperationAndMaintenanceFundpaymentduefromthatProject

CooperatorIftheWatershedDistrictfailstoprocureormaintainanyinsurance

coveragerequiredunderthisMOAanyotherProjectCooperatormaybuysuch

coverageonanannualbasisanddeductthecoveragecostfromitsnextannual

OperationAndMaintenanceFundpayment
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ARTICLE14 SECURITYFORSMSCCOMPLIANCEANDINDEMNIFICATION

141 SMSCComplianceAndIndemnificationLetterOfCredit

AProvisionsAndTermWithin15daysaftertheSMSCsignsthisMOAitwill

providetotheWatershedDistrictaSMSCComplianceAndIndemnificationLetter

OfCreditintheamountof2millionThisSMSCComplianceAnd

IndemnificationLetterOfCreditwillnametheWatershedDistrictPriorLakeand

ShakopeeasbeneficiarieswillbeissuedforatermandotherProvisionsacceptable

totheWatershedDistrictandwillbereplacedbytheSMSCnotlessthanthree

monthsbeforeitsexpirationThisSMSCComplianceAndIndemnificationLetter

OfCreditwillbeinadditiontoprovidingtheotherSMSClettersofcreditrequired

inSection121willbeinadditiontomaintainingtheinsurancecoveragerequired

inSection136BandwillbeprovidedforaslongasthisMOAcontinuesinforce

BAdjustingAmountEveryfouryearsaftertheEffectiveDatetheWatershed

DistrictwillcalculateaninflationfactorfortheSMSCComplianceAnd

IndemnificationLetterOfCreditequaltotheEngineeringNewsRecord

ConstructionCostIndexusing2006asthebaseyearandsumitwith2millionto

determineanewamountfortheSMSCComplianceAndIndemnificationLetterOf

CreditTheWatershedDistrictwillgivetheSMSCnoticeofthisnewamountand

within30daysafterreceivingthisnoticetheSMSCwillreplacetheoutstanding

SMSCComplianceAndIndemnificationLetterOfCreditwithanewoneforthe

amountspecifiedinthenotice

142 BasisForComplianceOrIndemnificationDraws

ADrawForSMSCDefaultIftheSMSCdefaultsinanyofitsobligationsunderthis

MOAandthatdefaultcausesdamagetotheOutletChannelRestorationAnd

EnhancementProjectoranotherProjectCooperatortheotherProjectCooperator

maygivenoticeofthedamageanddemandpaymentTheotherProjectCooperator

willincludeinthisnoticeadetailedstatementofthenatureofthedefaultthe

damagecausedhowitwascausedandtheamountclaimedtobeowedIfafter60

daystheSMSChasnotpaidtheamountdemandedtheotherProjectCooperator

maygivetheSMSCa30daynoticeofitsintenttodrawagainsttheSMSC
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ComplianceAndIndemnificationLetterOfCreditIfthe30dayperiodexpires

withouttheSMSCpayingtheamountdemandedinthefirstnoticetheotherProject

CooperatormaydrawontheSMSCComplianceAndIndemnificationLetterOf

Creditfortheamountdemanded

BDrawForSMSCFailureToIndemnifyIftheSMSCfailstomaintaininsurance

coverageasrequiredinSection136BandthatfailureleavesanotherProject

CooperatorwithoutindemnificationtowhichitisentitledunderSection134the

otherProjectCooperatormaygivenoticetotheSMSCofthefailuretoindemnify

anddemandpaymentTheotherProjectCooperatorwillincludeinthisnoticea

detailedstatementofthebasisandamountoftheClaimonwhichitmaintains

indemnificationisowedIfafter60daystheSMSChasnotpaidtheamount

demandedtheotherProjectCooperatormaygivetheSMSCa30daynoticeofits

intenttodrawagainsttheSMSCComplianceAndIndemnificationLetterOfCredit

Ifthe30dayperiodexpireswithouttheSMSCpayingtheamountdemandedinthe

firstnoticetheotherProjectCooperatormaydrawontheSMSCComplianceAnd

IndemnificationLetterOfCreditfortheamountdemanded

CDrawForFailureToMaintainSMSCComplianceAndIndennificationLetter

OfCreditIftheSMSCfailstoprovideareplacementSMSCComplianceAnd

IndemnificationLetterofCreditwhenduetheWatershedDistrictmaygivethe

SMSCa30daynoticeofitsintenttodrawagainsttheSMSCComplianceAnd

IndemnificationLetterOfCreditHoweveriftheletterofcredithaslessthan60

daysremainingbeforeitexpiresthenoticeperiodwillbeonehalfthenumberof

daysremaininginitstermIfthenoticeperiodexpireswithouttheSMSC

providingthereplacementSMSCComplianceAndIndemnificationLetterOf

CredittheWatershedDistrictmaydrawtheentireamountoftheSMSC

ComplianceAndIndemnificationLetterOfCreditTheWatershedDistrictwill

holdthedrawinescrowanduseittopaythefollowing

1 AnySMSCcostshareallocationtotheDesignAndConstructionFundorthe

OperationAndMaintenanceFundorannualpaymentorreplenishment

paymenttotheEmergencyMaintenanceFundiftheSMSCfailstopaythem

whendue
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2 AnydamagestotheProjectCooperatorsarisingfromaSMSCdefaultinits
obligationsunderthisMOAor

3 AnyClaimbroughtagainstaProjectCooperatorwheretheSMSCfailsto

maintaininsurancecoverageasrequiredinSection136Bandthatfailure

leavestheProjectCooperatorwithoutindemnificationtowhichitisentitled
underSection134

DDrawForSMSCInsolvencyorDissoution

1 BasisForDrawAndUseIftheSMSCbecomesinsolvent oradmitsin

writingitsinabilitytopaydebtsastheycomedueiftheSMSCappliesfor or

consentstotheappointmentofatrusteeorreceiverifintheabsenceofsuch

applicationorconsentatrusteeorreceiverisappointedforSMSC orifany

proceedingunderanybankruptcyorinsolvencylaworanydissolution or

liquidationproceedingisinstitutedbyoragainstSMSCthentheWatershed

DistrictmayimmediatelydrawthefullamountoftheSMSCComplianceAnd
IndemnificationLetterofCreditTheWatershedDistrictwillholdthedrawin

escrowanduseittomakeanypaymentlistedinSection142C
2 DisputeOverDrawIftheSMSCdisputestheWatershedsDistrictsdraw

underthisSection142DtheSMSCmayinvokethedisputeresolution

processinArticle15afterthedrawhasbeenmadeWhiledisputeresolution
isongoingunderArticle15theWatershedDistrictwillnotdisburse any

fundsreceivedasaresultofitsdrawunderthisSection142D
143 LetterOfCreditReplacementAfterDraw

Within30daysafteradrawoccursontheSMSCComplianceAndIndemnification

LetterOfCreditprovidedunderSection141theSMSCwillreplacetheSMSC
ComplianceAndIndemnificationLetterOfCreditifdrawninfull orifpartiallydrawn

restoreittoitsfullamountandgivenoticetotheProjectCooperatorsthatithasdone

soIfafterapartialdrawtheSMSCdoesnotrestoretheSMSCComplianceAnd
IndemnificationLetterOfCredittoitsfullamounttheWatershedDistrict maydrawon

theletterofcreditforthefullamountremainingusingthe processunderSection142C

TheWatershedDistrictwillholdthedrawinescrowand useittomakeanypayment
listedinSection142C
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144 NoDrawDuringDisputeResolution

IftheSMSCdisputestheinformationin anoticetheamountdemandedoraProject
CooperatorsrighttodrawunderSections142AB orCeitherpartytothedispute

mayinvokethedisputeresolutionprocessinArticle15Whiledisputeresolutionis
occurringunderArticle15nodrawmaybemade ontheSMSCComplianceAnd

IndemnificationLetterOfCreditexcept asfollows

ALetterOfCreditReplacementIftheWatershedDistrictdeterminesithastheright
todrawontheSMSCComplianceAndIndemnificationLetterOfCreditunder

Section142CitmaydosoasprovidedinthatSection

BSMSCInsolvencyOrDissolutionIftheWatershedDistrictdeterminesithasthe

righttodrawontheSMSCComplianceAndIndemnificationLetterOfCreditunder
Section142DitmaydosoasprovidedinthatSection

ARTICLE15 DISPUTERESOLUTION

151 PolicyForResolvingDisputes

TheProjectCooperatorsacknowledgethatifdisputesarise overtheinterpretationof

thisMOAorovertherightsandobligationsoftheProjectCooperatorsunderthis
MOAsProvisionssuchdisputeswillinalllikelihoodimpinge onsubstantialrights
affectingthehealthandsafetyofthe personsandpropertyofthecitizensresiding

withintheirrespectivejurisdictionsTheProjectCooperatorsalsoacknowledge that

anydisputeswillfurtherariseundertimeframesthatdonotallowforextended

investigationornegotiationstoresolvethedisputesThereforethefollowing dispute

procedurewillapply
152 ProcedureForResovingDisputes

AlldisputesarisingoutoforinconnectionwiththisMOAwillberesolved asfollows

ADisputeNoticeAndInitialMeetingIf adisputearisesbetweentwoormore

ProjectCooperatorsanyProjectCooperatorinvolvedinthedispute maysend

noticeofthedisputetoallProjectCooperatorsspecifyingthe natureofthedispute

andthepartiestothedisputeWithinfivedaysafterdeliveryofnotice ameeting

betweenthepartiestothedisputeand anyotherProjectCooperatorthatwishesto

attendwillbeheldtoattemptingoodfaithtonegotiate aresolutionofthedispute
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BMediationIfthepartiestothedisputefailtoresolvethedisputeafter ameetingor

anyadditionalmeetingsasthepartiestothedisputemutuallydeem necessaryorif

thepartiestothedisputefailtomeetwithinfivedaysafterdeliveryofthenotice

thepartiestothedisputewillsubmitthedisputewithinfivedaysthereafterto
mediationinaccordancewithRule114oftheMinnesotaGeneralRulesofPractice

andbearequallythecostsofthemediationThepartiestothedisputewill

participateingoodfaithinthemediationforaperiodoftendaysunlesstheparties
tothedisputemutuallyextendthemediationperiod

CBindingArbitrationIfthepartiestothedisputearenotsuccessfulinresolvingthe
disputethroughmediationoriftheyfailtomeetwithinthetendaymeetingperiod
thenthedisputewillberesolvedbybindingarbitrationinaccordancewith

MinnesotaStatutesSections57208to57230asamendedandthefollowing
conditions

1 SelectionOfArbitratorThedisputewillbeheardbyasinglearbitrator
selectedasfollows

a Withinfivedaysaftertheexpirationofthetendayperiodformediationof

thedisputeoraftertheexpirationofalongerperiodifthemediation

periodhasbeenextendedbythepartiestothedisputeeachProject
Cooperatorwillproposethreepotentialazbitratorswhomeetthe

qualificationssetforthinSection152C2bypersonallyservingthree

nameswithbriefqualificationstatementsontheotherProjectCooperators

AnyProjectCooperatorthatfailstoproposethreepotentialarbitrators as

providedinthisSection152C1awaivesitsrighttoproposearbitrators

bWithinfivebusinessdaysoftheexpirationofthedeadlineforproposing
potentialarbitratorseachProjectCooperatorwillpersonallyserve onthe

otherProjectCooperatorsarankedlistofallproposedarbitratorswith a

rankingof1indicatingthehighestorfirstchoice2thesecondchoice

andsoonforeachpotentialarbitratorOnitslisteachProjectCooperator

maystrikeratherthanrankonepotentialarbitratorAllpersons so

strickenwillnolongerbeconsideredasanarbitratorforthedisputeAny
ProjectCooperatorthatfailstoprovidearankedlistasprovidedinthis
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Section152C1bwaivesitsrighttostrikeapotentialarbitratorandto

rankpotentialarbitrators

c Withintwobusinessdaysafterthedeadlineforreceivingtherankedlists

theWatershedDistrictwillcombinetherankedlistsproperlyservedwith

therankingforeachnonstruckpotentialarbitratortotaledForexamplea

potentialarbitratorwhoreceivesarankingof1fromtheWatershed

District5fromPriorLake2fromShakopeeand7fromtheSMSC

willreceiveatotalrankingof15Thepotentialarbitratorwiththe

lowesttotalrankingwillbeappointedasthearbitratorforthedisputeIf

thearbitratorsoselectedcannotservethenthepotentialarbitratorwiththe

nextlowestscorewillbeappointed

dInthecaseofanytiethenthetiewillbebrokenbyrandomdraw

conductedbytheWatershedDistrict

2 QualificationsForArbitratorThearbitratormustbeimpartialand

independentThearbitratormaybeanattorneyengineergovernment

officialorotherpersonwhohasatleastfiveyearsofexperiencewith

drainagelawhydraulicswatershedswaterlaworwatershedlawFollowing

appointmentthearbitratorwillservesubjecttorecusalbyamajorityofthe

partiesforjustcauseordisability

3 ChallengeToQualificationsIfapartywishestochallengeapotential

axbitratororaselectedarbitratorasunqualifiedthepartymustgivenoticeof

thechallengetotheWatershedDistrictstatingthereasonsthepotentialor

selectedarbitratorisunqualifiedWithinfivebusinessdaysafterthenoticeis

effectivetheWatershedDistrictwillconvenethethreeindividualsdesignated

underSection111Atoserveasmeetingrepresentativesfromthethreeparties

whodidnotproposethatpersonasapotentialarbitratortodecidebymajority

votewhetherthepersonisqualifiedApotentialarbitratordeemed

unqualifiedwillnolongerbeconsideredasanarbitratorforthedisputeA

selectedarbitratordeemedunqualifiedwillnolongerbeconsideredasan

arbitratorforthedisputeandwillbereplacedbytheWatershedDistrictwith

thepotentialarbitratorwiththenextlowestscoreasestablishedunder
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Section152C1

4 HearingTimingThehearingbeforethearbitratorwillbeheldwithintendays

afterthearbitratorsselectionunlessotherwisemutuallyagreedbytheparties

tothedispute

S DecisionByMajorityAndTimingThearbitratorsdecisionwillberendered

within15daysafterherorhisselectionunlessotherwisemutuallyagreedby

thepartiestothedispute

6 GoverningLawThelawgoverninginterpretationofthisMOAinany

arbitrationwillbethelawsoftheState

7 CostsThepartiestothedisputewillbearequallythecostsofthearbitrator

andanyothercostsofthearbitration

153 EnforcementOfJudgmentOrOrder

AMoneyJudgmentInvolvingWatershedDistrictPriorLakeOrShakopeeIfthe

arbitratorsdecisionunderSection152Cinvolvesamoneyjudgmentagainstthe

WatershedDistrictPriorLakeorShakopeetherespectiveProjectCooperatorwill

paythemoneyjudgmentwithin60daysafteritisissuedbythearbitratorIfthe

WatershedDistrictPriorLakeorShakopeefailstodosothemoneyjudgmentwill

beenforceablebyanyotherProjectCooperatorintheDistrictCourtofScott

CountyMinnesota

BMoneyJudgmentOrOrderInvolvingSMSCIfthearbitratorsdecisionunder

Section152CinvolvesamoneyjudgmentagainsttheSMSCtheSMSCwillpay

themoneyjudgmentwithin60daysafteritisissuedbythearbitratorIftheSMSC

failstodosotheProjectCooperatorinwhosefavorthemoneyjudgmentwas

renderedmaysatisfythejudgmentbydrawingimmediatelyupononeormore

SMSClettersofcreditprovidedtosecuretheobligationuponwhichjudgmentwas

renderedfortheamountofthejudgmentThisrighttodrawisinadditiontothose

specifiedinSections122Aand142

CNonmonetaryJudgmentInvolvingWatershedDistrictPriorLakeOrShakopee

IfthearbitratorsdecisionunderSection152Cinvolvesanonmonetaryjudgment

againsttheWatershedDistrictPriorLakeorShakopeeorajudgmentabouthowto

interpretthisMOAtherespectiveProjectCooperatorwillimmediatelyconformto
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thejudgmentIftheWatershedDistrictPriorLakeorShakopeefailstodosothe

judgmentwillbeenforceablebyanyotherProjectCooperatorintheDistrictCourt

ofScottCountyMinnesota

DNonmonetaryJudgmentInvolvingSMSCIfthearbitratorsdecisionunder

Section152CinvolvesajudgmentabouthowtointerpretthisMOAtheSMSC

willconformtothejudgmentIftheSMSCfailstoconformtothejudgmentand

thisfailurecausesdamagetoanyotherProjectCooperatorthefailurewillbe

deemedadefaultandthedamagedProjectCooperatormayproceedasprovidedin

Section142A

154 LimitedSovereignImmunityWaiver

TheProjectCooperatorsacknowledgethattheSMSCisaFederallyrecognizedIndian

tribeandthattheSMSCpossessessovereignimmunityfromunconsentedsuitandother

legalproceedingsincludingarbitrationDespitetheUSSupremeCourtsdecisionin

CLEnterprisesIncvCitizenBandPotawatomiTribenothinginthisAgreement

shallbedeemedtobeanexpressorimpliedwaiveroftheSMSCssovereignimmunity

exceptasexplicitlyprovidedinthisSection154

ALimitedWaiverofSovereignImmunityTheSMSCherebyirrevocablywaivesits

sovereignimmunityandalldefensesbasedthereonforthelimitedpurposeof

submittingtobindingarbitrationasprovidedinSection152

BLimitationonRecourseNotwithstandinganyotherProvisionshereinany

arbitrationawardagainsttheSMSCmayonlybeformoneydamagesandmayonly

beenforcedandcollectedagainstoneormoreSMSClettersofcreditprovidedto

securetheobligationuponwhichjudgmentwasrendered

CWaiverofExhaustionTheSMSCexpresslywaivestheapplicationofthe

doctrinesofexhaustionoftribalremediesabstentionorcomityandallotherrights

oftheSMSCthatmightotherwiserequirethatclaimsarisingfromthisAgreement

beheardinanyoftheSMSCcourtswhethernoworhereafterexistingorother

SMSCforumswhethernoworhereafterexistingpriortothecommencementof

arbitration
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ARTICLE16 TERMANDTERMINATION

ThetermofthisMOAisperpetualoruntilotherwiseexpresslyterminatedbyaunanimous

voteoftheProjectCooperatorsAssumingtheOutletChannelRestorationAndEnhancement

ProjectiscompletetheWatershedDistrictsrighttorelease65cfsthroughtheOutletStructure

andtherightsofotherProjectCooperatorstodrainareastributarytotheOutletChannelas

describedinTable1attheMaximumAverageDrainageRatesdescribedinTable2will

survivethisMOAsterminationAnyterminationwillberecordedintheofficeoftheScott

CountyRecorder

ARTICLE17 DISTRIBUTIONOFPROPERTYUPONTERMINATION

171 DistributionOfPropertyGenerally

UponthisMOAsterminationallpersonalpropertyacquiredasaresultofthisMOA

willbereturnedtothecontributingProjectCooperatorAndallmoniesremainingin

theDesignAndConstructionFundtheOperationAndMaintenanceFundorthe

EmergencyMaintenanceFundwillbereturnedtotheProjectCooperatorsaccordingto

thecostshareallocationinSection102

172 ConveyanceOfTitleToEasementsOutsideTheWatershedDistrict

AConveyanceToShakopeeUponthisMOAsterminationtheWatershedDistrict

willconveytoShakopeeallofitsrighttitleandinterestinthatportionofthe

OutletChannellyingoutsideofthelegalboundariesoftheWatershedDistricteast

ofPikeLakeTrailornorthofScottCountyRoad16withinthemunicipallimitsof

ShakopeesubjecttotherightsoftheWatershedDistrictandotherProject

CooperatorsinArticle16

BConveyanceToSMSCUponthisMOAsterminationtheWatershedDistrictwill

conveytotheSMSCallofitsrighttitleandinterestinthatportionoftheOutlet

ChannellyingoutsideofthelegalboundaryoftheWatershedDistrictandlying

withineitherTrustLandorFeeLandsubjecttotherightsoftheWatershedDistrict

andotherProjectCooperatorsinArticle16
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ARTICLE18 GENERALPROVISIONS

181 Counterparts

ThisMOAmaybesignedinseparatecounterpartsandthecounterpartstakentogether
shallconstituteasingleagreement

182 EntireAgreementAmendmentAndWaiver

ThisMOAandtheJPAembodytheentireagreementandunderstandingoftheProject

CooperatorsregardingthesubjectmatterofthisMOAandallprioragreements

representationsstatementsandunderstandingsoralandwrittenaremergedinthis

MOAandtheJPAbythisSection182ThisMOAmaynotbealteredamended

modifiedorsupplementedexceptinawritingsignedbytheProjectCooperatorswhich

willbeeffectivefromandafterthedatethatitissignedbyalltheProjectCooperatorsif
aneffectivedateisnotspecifiedNoMOAProvisionsiswaivedunlessdonesoin

writingandsignedbytheProjectCooperatoragainstwhomsuchwaiverisasserted
183 MOAJPAPrecedence

IfthisMOAisapprovedbytheSecretaryoftheInterioritsProvisionswillcontrolthe

relationshipbetweentheProjectCooperatorsIfthisMOAisnotapprovedbythe

SecretaryoftheInteriororifitisapprovedandterminatesinthefutureforanyreason

theJPAsProvisionswillcontroltherelationshipoftheWatershedDistrictPriorLake

andShakopeeIfanyconflictarisesbetweenthisMOAsProvisionsandtheJPAand

theMOAhasbeenapprovedandhasnotbeenterminatedthisMOAwillcontrol
184 Notices

AWrittenNoticeRequiredExceptasotherwisespecificallyprovidedinthisMOA

allnoticesdemandsandcommunicationsrequiredorprovidedtobegivenunder

thisMOAwillbeinwritingandwillbedirectedasfollows

IftoWatershedDistrict PriorLakeSpringLakeWatershedDistrict
Attn DistrictAdministrator

15815FranklinTrailSE

PriorLakeMN55372

IftoPriorLake CityofPriorLake
Attn CityManager
4646DakotaStreetSE

PriorLakeMN55372
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IftoShakopee CityofShakopee
Attn CityAdministrator
129SouthHolmesStreet

ShakopeeMN55379

IftotheSMSC ShakopeeMdewakantonSiouxCommunity
Attn Chairman

2330SioTrailNW

PriorLakeMN55372

BHowNoticesMayBeDeliveredExceptwhenpersonalserviceisrequiredinthis

MOAnoticesmaybe

1 Deliveredpersonally

2 Sentbynationallyrecognizedovernightcourieror

3 SentbyfirstclasscertifiedUnitedStatesMailreturnreceiptrequested

postageprepaid

CWhenNoticesAreEffectiveNoticesareeffective

1 Onreceiptifdeliveredpersonally

2 Onthenextbusinessdayifdeliveredbyovernightcourieror

3 Onthedateshownonthereceiptifmailedunlessdeliveryisrefusedor

delayedbytheaddresseeinwhicheventtheyaredeemeddeliveredonthe

thirdbusinessdayfollowingdepositintheUnitedStatesMail

DChangesInNoticeAddressAProjectCooperatormaychangetheaddressto

whichnoticewillbedeliveredbynoticegiventoallProjectCooperatorsNo

ProjectCooperatormayrequirenoticetobedeliveredtomorethantwoaddresses
185 NoThirdPartyBeneficiaries

ExceptasotherwisespecificallyprovidedinthisMOAnorightsprivilegesor

immunitiesofanyProjectCooperatorunderthisMOAwillinuretothebenefitofany

thirdpartynorwillanythirdpartybedeemedtobeabeneficiaryofanyofthisMOAs
Provisions

186 SuccessorsAndAssigns

ThisMOAbindsandinurestothebenefitofthelegalsuccessorsandassignsofthe

ProjectCooperators

SIGNEDbytheWatershedDistrictPriorLakeShakopeeandtheSMSCtogointoforceonthe
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ApprovalDateasoftheEffectiveDate

THERESTOFTHISPAGELEFTBLANKINTENTIONALLY
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MEMORANDUMOFAGREEMENT

SIGNATUREPAGEFOR

PRIORLAKSPRINGLAKEWATERSHEDDISTRICT

PRIORLAKESP G KEVYLTERSHEDDISTR T

BY
Willi SchmokelPresident

i

B
CraigGntekSecretary

STATEOFMINNESOTA

ss

COUNTYOFSCOTT

Onthis I dayof V 2007theforegoingMemorandumof

AgreementwasacknowledgedbeforemebyWilliamJSchmokelandCraigGontarekthePresident

andSecretaryrespectivelyofthePriorLakeSpringLakeWatershedDistrictaMinnesotapolitical

subdivisiononbehalfoftheDistrict

3RYCEDHUEMOELLER
NotaryPublicMinnesota

aMyCommissionEzpiresJan312010
NotaryPublic

MemorandumofAgreementForConstructionUseOperationAnd
MaintenanceOfThePriorLakeOutletChannelAndOutletStructure Page69



MEMORANDUMOFAGREMENT

SIGNATUREPAGEFOR

CITYOFPRIORLAKE

CITYOFPRIORLAKE

By
a

Jac HtenMyor

By
FrankBoys i Manager

STATEOFMINNESOTA

ss

COUNTYOFSCOTT

Onthis dayof 1 2007theforegoingMemorandumof

AgreementwasacknowledgebeforemebyJackGHaugenandFrankBoylestheMayorandCity
ManagerrespectivelyoftheCityofPriorLakeaMinnesotamunicipalcorporation onbehalfofthe

City

CHARLOTTERGREEN r rNOTARYPiitiLlCNdtiTk t

MyCommissionExpresJaG
NotaryPublic
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MEMORA1tDUMOFAGREEMENT

SIGNATUREPAGEFOR

CITYOFSHAKOPEE

CITYOFSHAKOPEE

By tu
hnSc ittMayor

ri
B j C C f
y

MarkMcNeillCityAdministrator

By
JuyCoxCityClerk

STATEOFMINNESOTA

ss

COUNTYOFSCOTT

Onthis 3 dayof r 2007theforegoingMemorandumof

AgreementwasacknowledgedbeforemebyJohnSchmittMarkMcNeillandJudyCoxtheMayor

CityAdministratorandCityClerkrespectivelyoftheCityofShakopeeaMinnesotamunicipal

corporationonbehalfoftheCity

NotaryPublic

P TONIHUB
3 hotrtublicMinnesota

MyCommissionExpiresJan312010

MemorandumofAgreementForConstructionUseOperationAnd
MaintenanceOfThePriorLakeOutletChannelAndOutletStructure Page71



MEMORANDUMOFAGREEMENT

SIGNATUREPAGEFOR

SHAKOPEEMDEWAKANTONSIOUXCOMIYIUNITY

SHAKOPEEMDEWAKANTONSIOUXCOMMUNITY

By
StanleyRCrooksCha an

g 1
KeithBAndersonSecretaryTreasurer

STATEOFMINNESOTA

ss

COUNTYOFSCOTT

OnthisLayof cvQv 2007theforegoingMemorandumof

AgreementwasacknowledgebeforemebyStanleyRCrooksandKeithBAndersontheChairman

andSecretaryTreasurerrespectivelyoftheShakopeeMdewakantonSioucCommunityaFederally

recognizedIndiantribeonbehalfoftheCommunity

otaryPublic
STANLEYAELLlSN

i NotaryPubiioMinnesota
TMyCommissionEiesJan312010
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UNITEDSTATESDEPARTMENTOFTHEINTERIORAPPROVAL

Theforegoingdocumentisapprovedpursuantto25USC81

UNITEDSTATESDEPARTMENTOFTHEINTERIOR
BUREAUOFINDIANAFFAIRS

By
AreaDirectorof

the AreaOfficeoftheBureauofIndian

AffairsoftheSecretaryoftheInteriorandthe
CommissionerofIndianAffairsActingUnder
DelegatedAuthority

Date 2007

tbus134812117
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ExhibitAOutletChannelMap
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ExhibitBOutletChannelSegmentDrainaeeAreas
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ExhibitCProiectedAverageDischare
RateCalculationFormulaandExampleCalculations

1CALCULATIONFORMULA

ProjectedAverageDischargeRate

AreaweightedaverageoftheProjectedDischargeRatesofindividualnewdevelopments
ANnTAND MaxDND

Where

AND acresiesizeofanindividualnewdevelopment
TAND totalacresofallnewdevelopmentaftertheMOAeffectivedate
MDND ProjectedDischargeRaxeforthe100YearRainfallEventin

cfsacreforeachnewdevelopment

ZEXAMPLECALCULATIONS

21 Scenario

AssumethatOutletChannelSegment2hasadrainageareaof260acresallwithinPrior
LakeAtotalof60acreswasdevelopedpriortotheMOAEffectiveDateandthe
remaining200acresaredevelopedoverathreeyearperiodfollowingtheMOAEffective
Dateasfollows

Year1 50acresofcommercialdevelopmentataProjectedDischazgeRateof05
cfsacre

Year2 100acresoflowdensityresidentialdevelopmentataProjectedDischazge
Rateof 0125cfsacreand25acresofadevelopmentthatexistedprior
totheMOAEffectiveDateisredeveloped

Year3 50acresofinediumdensityresidentialdevelopmentataProjected
DischargeRate of025cfsacre

22 BackgroundInformation

PriorLakeMaximumAverageDischargeRatefromMOATable2025cfsacre
ProjectedDischargeRateofanexistingdevelopment064cfsacre

23 AnnualCertification

GiventheassumptionsandbackgroundinformationpresentedabovePriorLakewould
completeitsannualcertificationforYeazs12and3followingtheMOAEffectiveDateas
follows
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A Year1

1 PriorLakewouldreportacresoflanddevelopedbeforetheMOAEffective
DatelanddevelopedaftertheMOAEffectiveDateandundevelopedlandas
follows

DevelopedareapriortoMOA 60acres

DevelopedareaafterMOA 50acres

Undevelopedarea 150acres

2 PriorLakewouldreportthatnolandwasredevelopedinYear1

3 PriorLakewouldpresenttheProjectedAverageDischazgeRatefornew
developmentasfollows

ProectedAveraeDischargeRate

IINITND 1VIaxDND

50acresinYear150acrestotal 05cfsacre 05cfsacre

4 PriorLakewouldshowhowitplanstomanagefuturedevelopmentonthe
remaining150acresofundevelopedlandinthisOutletChannelsegmentto
meetitsMaximumAverageDischargeRateof025cfsacre

B Year2

1 PriorLakewouldreporttheacresoflanddevelopedbeforetheMOAEffective
DatelanddevelopedaftertheMOAEffectiveDateandundevelopedlandas
follows

DevelopedareapriortoMOA 60acres

DevelopedareaafterMOA 150acres 50acresinYeaz1100acresin
Year2

Undevelopedazea 50acres

2 PriorLakewouldnotethat25acresofdevelopedlandwasredevelopedPrior
LakewouldshowthattheProjectedDischazgeRateoftheredevelopedlandis
equaltoorlessthantheProjectedDischargeRateofthedevelopedcondition
thatexistedontheMOAEffectiveDatethatis064cfsacreorifthe
ProjectedDischargeRateoftheredevelopedlandexceeded064cfsacrePrior
Lakewouldshowhowthatadditionalratewasoffsetbyareductionelsewhere
intheSegment2tributarydrainagearea

3 PriorLakewouldpresenttheProjectedAverageDischargerateofthenew
developmentsincetheMOAEffectiveDateasfollows

ProiectedAverageDischazeRate

ArrdTArrD Maxvn

50acresinYear1150acrestotal 05cfsacre

100acresinYear2150acrestotal 0125cfsacre 025

cfsacre
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4 PriorLakewouldshowhowitplanstomanagefuturedevelopmentonthe
remaining50acresofundevelopedlandinthissegmenttomeetitsMaximum
AverageDischargeRateof025cfsacre

C Year3

1 PriorLakewouldreporttheacresoflanddevelopedbeforetheMOAEffective
DatelanddevelopedaftertheMOAEffectiveDateandundevelopedlandas
follows

DevelopedareapriortoMOA 60acres25acresredevelopedinYear2
DevelopedareaafterMOA 200acres50acresYear1100acresin

Year250acresinYear3
Undevelopedarea 0acres

2 PriorLakewouldreportthatnolandwasredevelopedinYear3

3 PriorLakewouldpresenttheProjectedAverageDischargerateofthenew
developmentsincetheMOAEffectiveDateasfollows

ProjectedAverageDischareRate

ANDTAND MaatDND

50acresinYear1200acrestotal 05cfsacre

100acresinYear2200acrestotal 0125cfsacre

50acresinYear3200acrestotal 025cfsacre 025

cfsacre

4 PriorLakewouldnotethatnonewdevelopmentwilloccurinthissegment

D AfterYear3
AfterYear3PriorLakesfutureannualcertificationswouldconsistofreportingon
anyredevelopmentthatoccursanddemonstratingthattheProjectedDischargeRate
oftheredevelopmentisequaltoorlessthenthepreviousdevelopedcondition

MemorandumofAgreementForConstructionUseOperationAnd
MaintenanceOfThePriorLakeOutletChannelAndOutletStructure C3



ExhibitDOutletChannelDesignConstructionandMaintenanceSchedule

OutletChannel

Segment 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

C

1 PriorLakeTo D winter M1 M1 M1 M1 M1 M2 M2 M2 M2

CR42 OS06
C

2 CR42toPike D winter M1 M1 M1 M1 M1 M2 M2

LakeInlet 0708
PikeLakeInlet C

3 toPikeLake D winter M1 M1 M1 M1 M1 M2 M2

Trail 0708
C

4 PikeLakeTrail D winter M1 M1 M1 M1 M1 M2

toCR16 0809 I

C

5 CR16toDeans D winter MI M1 M1 M1 M1 M2 M2 M2

LakeOutlet 0607

Cfall
6 DeansLake D winter M1 M1 M1 M1 M1 M2 M2 M2 M2

OutlettoTH169 OS06
C

7 TH169toTH D winter M1 M1 M1 M1 M1 M2 M2

101 0708

C

8 TH101toBlue D winter M1 M1 M1 Ml M1 M2

LakeInlet 0809

NotesDDesignCConstructionM1 05yrsMaintenanceM2 6yrsMaintenance
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ExhibitENineYearEstimateofOutletChannelDesin
ConstructionandOperationAndMaintenanceCosts

ThefollowingtablespresenttheWatershedDistrictsestimatebyProjectCooperatoroftheOutletChannelRestorationAnd
EnhancementProjectDesignCostsandConstructionCostsfrom2007through2009theOutletChannelOperationAndMaintenance
Costsfrom2007through2015andtheannualcontributionstoestablishtheEmergencyMaintenanceFund

Project
Cooperator 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

DC Maint DC Maint DC Maint DC Maint DC Maint

WatershedDist 306054 76948 445978 97491 157197 151577 174034 149270

Shakopee 219326 21875 220893 43802 156985 65746 88173 75627

PriorLake 135318 19901 167966 31227 86805 49908 62308 53442 I
SMSC 61463 7684 59992 14130 51003 19578 26864 23041

Total 722160 126408 894830 186650 451990 286809 351380 S301380

Project
Cooperator 2012 2013 2014 2015 Total

DC Maint DC Maint DC Maint DC Maint

WatershedDist 123178 112907 85863 74635 1955132

Shakopee 70963 59999 49026 37813 1110229

PriorLake 47924 42262 32921 26721 756705

SMSC 21110 17888 15164 11521 329439

Total 263175 233055 182975 150690 4151505

DCDesignCostsandConstructionCosts
2

Maint OperationAndMaintenanceCostsandEmergencyMaintenanceFundpayments

Notes

AnnualcostsshownhereincludeestimatedcapitalandMaintenancecostsbutnotanyeasementacquisitioncosts
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ConstructionCostestimatesarebasedon150perlinearfootofOutletChannellesstheestimatedcostofthefirstfiveyearsofMaintenance10
perlinearfoot

OperationAndMaintenanceCostestimatesarebasedon10perlinearfootvegetationmanagementforthefirstfiveyearsaftertheOutlet
ChannelRestorationAndEnhancementProjectand5perlinearfootthereafter

ForthistableOperationAndMaintenanceCostsincludetheestablishmentofa250000EmergencyMaintenanceFundduringthefirstfive
yearsoftheProjectTheFundwillbereplenishedasitisused

CostsarebasedonpresentdollarvaluesasofMarch2006
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ExhibitF CalculationMethod

forCostShareAllocation

TheOutletChannelcostshareallocationinMOATable4iscalculatedforeachOutletChannel

segmentasfollowsseeTableF2belowforthecolumnreferencesandcalculationresults

Step1ThetributarydrainageareaforeachProjectCooperatorineachOutletChannelsegment
fromMOATable1ColumnAismultipliedbytheProjectCooperatorsMaximum
AverageDischargeRatefromMOATable2ColumnB

Step2TheresultingPeakSegmentDischargeRateColumnCisaddedtothePeakDischarge
RateFromUpstreamColumnDtodeterminetheTotalPeakDischargeRateToSegment
ColumnEfromeachProjectCooperatorineachOutletChannelsegment

Step3TheTotalPeakDischargeRatetotheOutletChannelforeachProjectCooperatorineach
OutletChannelsegmentisthenmultipliedbytheProjectCooperatorsDurationFactorin
TableF1belowColumnFtocalculateeachProjectCooperatorsTotalSegmentFlowfor
eachOutletChannelsegmentColumnG

Ta61eF1DurationFactors

ProjectCooperator DurationFactorDays
WatershedDistrict 100

PriorLake 05

ShakopeesouthupstreamofDeanLake 20

except12461acresdirectlytributarytoOutet
ChannelSegment5

ShakopeenorthdownstreamofDeanLake 10

plus12461acresdirectlytributarytoOutlet
ChannelSegment5
SMSC 20

Step4TheTotalSegmentFlowfromeachProjectCooperatoristhenaddedtodeterminetheTotal
SegmentFlowforeachOutletChannelsegmentColumnG

StepSFinallyeachProjectCooperatorsrelativeflowcontributionforeachOutletChannel
segmentiscalculatedasapercentoftheTotalSegmentFlowforthatOutletChannel
segmentColumnHThatpercentisthenidentifiedasthecostshareallocationforthe
ProjectCooperatorforthatOutletChannelsegmentandenteredinMOATable4
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TableF2CostShareAllocationCalculationTable

A B C D E F G H

Maximum Peak Peak TotalPeak

Tributary Average Segment Discharge Discharge Total

Outlet Drainage Discharge Discharge RateFrom RateTo Duration Segment ofTotal

Channel Project Area Rate Rate Upstream Segment Factor Flow Segment

Segment Cooperators acres cfsacre cfs cfs cfs days cfsdays Flow

1 WatershedDistrict NA 6500 650 NA 650 100 6500 884

PriorLake 658 025 1645 NA 1640 05 823 112

Shakopee 0 010 0 NA 0 20 0 00

SMSCSMSC 28 005 140 NA 14 20 28 04

Total 686 7351 1000

2 WatershedDistrict NA 0 650 650 100 6500 846

PriorLake 261 025 653 1645 2298 05 1149 150

Shakopee 0 010 0 0 0 20 0 00

SMSC 3 005 020 14 16 20 32 04

Total 264 7681 1000a

3 WatershedDistrict NA 0 0 650 650 100 6500 699

PriorLake 1147 025 2868 2298 5166 05 2583 277

Shakopee 93 010 93 0 93 20 186 20

SMSC 5 005 025 16 185 20 37 04

Total 1245 9306 1000

4 WatershedDistrict NA 0 0 650 650 100 6500 378

PriorLake 805 025 2013 51660 7179 05 3590 209

Shakopee 2443 010 2443 93 2536 20 5072 295

SMSC 1989 005 995 185 1013 20 2026 118

Total 5237 17188 1000

5 WatershedDistrict NA 0 0 650 650 100 6500 341

PriorLake 0 025 0 7179 7179 05 3590 188

Shakopee 748 010025 935 2536 3471 20 6942 364

SMSC 8 005 04 1013 1017 20 2034 107

Total 756 19066 1000
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A B C D E F G H

Maximum Peak Peak TotalPeak

Tributary Average Segment Discharge Discharge Total

Outlet Drainage Discharge Discharge RateFrom RateTo Duration Segment ofTotal

Channel Project Area Rate Rate Upstream Segment Factor Ftow Segment
Segment Cooperators acres cfsacre cfs cfs cfs days cfsdays Flow

6 WatershedDishict NA 0 0 650 650 100 6500 357

PriorLake 0 025 0 7179 7179 05 3590 197

Shakopee 937 025 3092 5814 5814 10 5814 320

SMSC 250 005 125 1142 1142 20 2284 126

Total 1187 18188 1000

7 WatershedDistrict NA 0 0 650 650 100 6500 300

PriorLake 0 025 0 7179 7179 05 3590 165

Shakopee 1407 025 3518 5814 9322 10 9322 430

SMSC 0 005 0 1142 1142 20 2284 105

Total 1407 21706 1000

8 WatershedDistrict NA 0 65 650 650 100 650A 296

PriorLake 0 025 0 7179 7179 05 3590 163

Shakopee 101 025 252 9332 9584 10 9584 437

SMSC 0 005 0 1142 1142 10 2284 104

Total 101 21958 000

TakenfromMOATable1
2

TakenfromMOATable2TheWatershedDistrictsdischargerateisnotamaximumaverageratebutamaximumdischargeratethroughtheOutletStructureof65
cfsassetinthisMOA

3
TakenfromColumnEforthesegmentimmediatelyupstream

4
TakenfromMOAExhibitFTableF1

5
ThenumbersinthiscolumnareusedinMOATable4

6

PriorLakespercentagewasroundedfrom27756to277sothepercentagesaddto100
FortheSegment5Shakopeetributarydrainageareas62339acreshaveamaximumdischargerateof01cfsacreand12461acreshaveamaximumdischazgerate
of025cfsacre

8
TheWatershedDistrictpercentagewasroundedfrom29946to300sothepercentagesaddto100

9

Shakopeespercentagewasroundedfrom43647to437sothepercentagesaddto100
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ExhibitGDrainaegArea
ChangeRecalculationExample

1SCENARIO

TheSMSCpurchases80acresoflandinPriorLakethatistributarytoOutletChannelSegment4
ThepurchaseoccursafterConstructionofSegments5and6oftheOutletChannelRestorationAnd
EnhancementProject

2BACKGROUNDINFORMATION

SizeofDrainageAreaChange 80acres

Segment5TributaryWatershed 8188acresdirectplusupstream
Segment5ConstructionandMaintenanceCosts 900000

Segment6TributaryWatershed 9376acresdirectplusupstream
Segment6ConstructionandMaintenanceCosts 400000

3HOWDRAINAGEAREACHANGEISADDRESSED

Step1 TheWatershedDistrictrecalculatesthecostshareallocationaccordingtothemethod
describedinExhibitFandappliesthenewcostshareallocationtoallfuturecosts

Step2 ForeachOutletChannelsegmentthathasbeenconstructedpriortothedrainagearea
changetheWatershedDistrictcalculatestheproportionoftheConstructionCostsand
OperationAndMaintenanceCostsattributabletothedrainageareachangebasedonthe
sizeofthedrainageareachangerelativetothesizeofthetotaldrainagearea

Segment5costs 900000
Proportionalcosts 80acres8188acres 900000 8793

Segment6costs 400000
Proportionalcosts 80acres9376acres 400000 3413

Step3 TheWatershedDistrictcalculatesthedischargeattributabletothedrainageareachange
basedontheMacimumAverageDischargeRatefromMOATable2fortheProject
Cooperatorwithinitialjurisdictionoverthedrainageareaandthesizeofthedrainage
area

80acres 025cfsacre 20cfs

Step4 TheSMSCpaysPriorLake1220687933413toreimbursePriorLakeforthe
shareoftheOutletChannelRestorationAndEnhancementProjectConstructionCosts
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andOperationAndMaintenanceCostsPriorLakehasalreadypaidthatareattributable
tothedrainageareathathaschangedjurisdictions

StepS TheWatershedDistrictrevisesMOATable1toreflecttherevisedtributaryareasfor
eachProjectCooperatorietheSMSCstributarydrainageareaincreasesby80acres
inSegment4andPriorLakestributarydrainageareadecreasesby80acres

TheWatershedDistrictalsorevisesMOATable2tonotethattheSMSCmaydischarge
anadditional16cfstotalinSegment4asaresultofthechangeindrainageareaThis
isbecausetheSMSCreimbursedPriorLakeanamountbasedonPriorLakes025

cfsacreMimumAverageDischargeRatewhiletheSMSCsMacimumAverage
DischargeRateis005cfsacreThisgivestheSMSCanadditional16cfsinchannel
usethattheyhavepaidforandcanuseinthefutureasisillustratedbelow

PriorLake 80acres 025cfsacre 20cfs

SMSC 80acres 005cfsacre 4cfs

Difference 16cfscapacitythatshiftsfromPriorLaketoSMSC
thatisSMSCmaydischargethefull20cfsoriginally
associatedwiththe80acresthathaschangedjurisdictions
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ExhibitH2006FundPayments

1ZOOGCONSTRUCTIONCOSTS

ThefollowingtablesdetailthecostsincurredorprojectedfortheConstructionoftheOutlet
ChannelRestorationandEnhancementProjectbychannelsegmentfromJanuaryl2004
throughDecember312006basedontheConstructionscheduleinExhibitDOutletChannel
DesignConstructionandMaintenanceSchedule

11 TableH1Segment1

Activity Amount

Design 70885

Construction 377434

Constructionobservationcontract 35821

ConstructionobservationbyWatershed 9400
Districtstaff

Contingency 25000
Subtotal 518540

Grants 71700
Total 446840

CostssinceJanuary12004

zActualConstructionCostsfromJanuary12006throughDecember31
2006DoesnotincludebidforworkbetweenFountainHillsDriveand

CountyRoad42whichhasbeenpostponedpendingthecompletionofthe
developmentplans

3

ContractConstructionobservationcosts

4ForConstructionchangeorders
5DNRShorelandgrant22000MetCounciEnvironmentalPartnership

Grant49700

12 TableH2SegmentS

Activity Amount

Design 82500
Total 82500

ContractedDesigncostsOnlytheDesignofSegment5isscheduledasa
2006costConstructionisa2007costaccordingtoEibitDOutlet
ChannelDesignConstructionandMaintenanceSchedule

I

FromJanuary12004throughDecember312006theWatershedDistrictalsoincurredDesignCostsforplanninga
portionofSegment4amountingto3478864andConstructionCostsforbuildingaportionofSegment5
amountingto1775922ThesecostswillbecreditedtotheWatershedDistrictsfundpaymentsin2008when
Segment4isscheduledforDesignandin2007whenSegment5isscheduledforConstruction
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13 TableH3Segment6

Activity Amount

DesignandConstructionCosts 194245
Bankstabilization 10000
Total 204245

1

ConstructionCostsprovidedbyShakopeeadetailedcostreportis
availablefromShakopeeortheWatershedDistrictDesignand
ConstructionCostsincludeplanningpermittingbiddingbuildingwork
andShakopeeConstructionobservationstaffandcontractengineer

2

EstimateforlivestakingalongbankfromDeanLakeoutletstructureto
Highway169

2ZOOCOPERATIONANDMAINTENANCECOSTS

NoMaintenanceactivitiesarescheduledfor2006beyondthosealreadyincludedinthe
Segment1constructioncontractHowevertheWatershedDistrictwillinspecttheOutlet
Channeltwicein2006atatotalcostof800AndtheWatershedDistrictestimatesacostof

5000toestablishthethreefundsspecifiedintheJPAadministertheJPAandoverseethe
OutletChannelOperationsin2006Thusthe2006OperationAndMaintenanceFundexpenses
willtotal5800

3ZOOGEMERGENCYMAINTEIYANCECOSTS

The2006EmergencyMaintenanceFundPaymentsarebasedoneachProjectCooperators
proportionalcostoftheannual50000totalcontributiontotheFund

42OOCFUNDPAYMENTSBYPROJECTCOOPERATOR

41 WatershedDistrict

2006DesignAndConstructionFundpayment
Segment1Costs884oftotal 39500700
Segment5Costs341oftotal 2813200
Segment6Costs357oftotal 7291500
LesscostsalreadypaidSegments1and5 43173442
Totalpayment 6431958

2006OperationAndMaintenanceFundpayment
495oftotal 287100

2006EmergencyMaintenanceFundpayment
495oftotal 2475000

Totalofatlpayments 9194058
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NotefortheWatershedDistrict

1TheWatershedDistrictsactualcostsforSegments1and5fromJanuary12004through
Decernber312006wereasfollows

Segment1DesignConstructionandConstmgmt 48860527

Segment5Design 5734543

LessgrantsreceivedforSegment1 7170000

LesscostreimbursementreceivedfromPriorLake 4251628

Total 43173442

TheWatershedDistrictsactualcostsdonotequalthecostsinTablesH1andH2becausenot
allcontractedsegmentcostswereexpendedin2006Thisworkisongoingandsomeofthe
costswillbeexpendedin2007andappliedtothe2007Projectaccounting

42 PriorLake

2006DesignAndConstructionFundpayment
Segment1Costs112oftotal 5004600

Segment5Costs188oftotal 1551000
Segment6Costs197oftotal 4023600
LesscostsalreadypaidSegment1 4251628
Totalpayment 6327572

2006OperationAndMaintenanceFundpayment
178oftotal 103200

2006EmergencyMaintenanceFundpayment
178oftotal 890000

Totalofallpayments 7320772

43 Shakopee
2006DesignAndConstructionFundpayment

Segment1Costs00oftotal 000

Segment5Costs364oftotal 3003000
Segment6Costs320oftotal 6535800

LesscostsalreadypaidSegment6 19424500
Totalpayment 9885700

2006OperationAndMaintenanceFundpayment
251 oftotal 145600

2006EmergencyMaintenanceFundpayment
251oftotal 1255000

Totalofallpayments 8485100
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44 SMSC

2006DesignAndConstructionFundpayment
Segment1Costs04oftotal 178700
Segment5Costs107oftotal 882700
Segment6Costs126oftotal 2573500

Lesscostsalreadypaid 000
Subtotal 3634900

2006OperationAndMaintenanceFundpayment
76oftotal 44100

2006EmergencyMaintenanceFundpayment
76oftotal 380000

Totalofallpayments 4059000

tbus162784209
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ExhibitAOutletChannelMap
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ExhibitBOutletChannelSementDrainaeAreas
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EibitCProjectedAveraeDischarge
RateCalculationFormulaandExampleCalculations

1CALCULATIONFORMULA

ProjectedAverageDischargeRate

AreaweightedaverageoftheProjectedDischargeRatesofindividual newdevelopments
LANDTAND MaxD
Where

AN acresiesizeofanindividualnewdevelopment
TA totalacresofallnewdevelopmentaftertheMOAeffectivedate
MaxD ProjectedDischargeRateforthe100YearRainfallEventin

cfsacreforeachnewdevelopment

2EXAMPLECALCULATIONS

21 Scenario

AssumethatOutletChannelSegment2has adrainageareaof260acresallwithinPrior
LakeAtotalof60acreswasdevelopedpriortotheMOAEffectiveDateandthe
remaining200acresaredevelopedoverathreeyearperiodfollowingtheMOAEffective
Dateasfollows

Year1 50acresofcommercialdevelopmentataProjectedDischargeRateof05
cfsacre

Year2 100acresoflowdensityresidentialdevelopmentataProjectedDischarge
Rateof 0125cfsacreand25acresofadevelopmentthatexistedprior
totheMOAEffectiveDateisredeveloped

Year3 50acresofinediumdensityresidentialdevelopmentataProjected
DischargeRate of025cfsacre

22 BackgroundInformation

PriorLakeMaximumAverageDischargeRatefromMOATable2025cfsacre
ProjectedDischargeRateofanexistingdevelopment064cfsacre

23 AnnualCertcation

GiventheassumptionsandbackgroundinformationpresentedabovePriorLakewould
completeitsannualcertificationforYears12and3followingtheMOAEffectiveDate as

follows
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A Year1

1 PriorLakewouldreportacresoflanddevelopedbeforetheMOAEffective
DatelanddevelopedaftertheMOAEffectiveDateandundevelopedlandas
follows

DevelopedareapriortoMOA 60acres

DevelopedareaafterMOA 50acres

Undevelopedarea 150acres

2 PriorLakewouldreportthatnolandwasredevelopedinYear1

3 PriorLakewouldpresenttheProjectedAverageDischargeRatefornew
developmentasfollows

ProjectedAveraeDischaregRate

ANDTA MaxD

50acresinYear150acrestotal 05cfsacre 05cfsacre

4 PriorLakewouldshowhowitplanstomanagefuturedevelopmentonthe
remaining150acresofundevelopedlandinthisOutletChannelsegmentto
meetitsMaximumAverageDischargeRateof025cfsacre

B Year2

1 PriorLakewouldreporttheacresoflanddevelopedbeforetheMOAEffective
DatelanddevelopedaftertheMOAEffectiveDateandundevelopedlandas
follows

DevelopedareapriortoMOA 60acres

DevelopedareaafterMOA 150acres 50acresinYear1100acresin
Year2

Undevelopedarea 50acres

2 PriorLakewouldnotethat25acresofdevelopedlandwasredevelopedPrior
LakewouldshowthattheProjectedDischargeRateoftheredevelopedlandis
equaltoorlessthantheProjectedDischargeRateofthedevelopedcondition
thatexistedontheMOAEffectiveDatethatis064cfsacreorifthe
ProjectedDischargeRateoftheredevelopedlandexceeded064cfsacrePrior
Lakewouldshowhowthatadditionalratewasoffsetbyareductionelsewhere
intheSegment2tributarydrainagearea

3 PriorLakewouldpresenttheProjectedAverageDischargerateofthenew
developmentsincetheMOAEffectiveDateasfollows

ProiectedAverageDischareRate

LANDITAND M1XDND

50acresinYear1150acrestotal 05cfsacre

100acresinYear2150acrestotal 0125cfsacre 025

cfsacre
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4 PriorLakewouldshowhowitplanstomanagefuturedevelopmentonthe
remaining50acresofundevelopedlandinthissegmenttomeetitsMaximuxn
AverageDischargeRateof025cfsacre

C Year3

1 PriorLakewouldreporttheacresoflanddevelopedbeforetheMOAEffective
DatelanddevelopedaftertheMOAEffectiveDateandundevelopedlandas
follows

DevelopedareapriortoMOA 60acres25acresredevelopedinYear2
DevelopedareaafterMOA 200acres50acresYear1100acresin

Year250acresinYear3

Undevelopedarea 0acres

2 PriorLakewouldreportthatnolandwasredevelopedinYear3

3 PriorLakewouldpresenttheProjectedAverageDischargerateofthenew
developmentsincetheMOAEffectiveDateasfollows

ProjectedAverageDischaregRate

LATA MaxD

50acresinYear1200acrestotal 05cfsacre

100acresinYear2200acrestotal 0125cfsacre

50acresinYear3200acrestotal 025cfsacre 025

cfsacre

4 PriorLakewouldnotethatnonewdevelopmentwillocciarinthissegment

D AfterYear3
AfterYear3PriorLakesfutureannualcertificationswouldconsistofreportingon
anyredevelopmentthatoccursanddemonstratingthattheProjectedDischargeRate
oftheredevelopmentisequaltoorlessthenthepreviousdevelopedcondition
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EiibitDOutletChannelDesignConstructionandMaintenanceSchedule

OutletChannel

Segment 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

C

1 PriorLakeTo D winter M1 M1 M1 M1 M1 M2 M2 M2 M2

CR42 OS06
C

2 CR42toPike D winter M1 M1 M1 M1 M1 M2 M2

LakeInlet 0708

PikeLakeInlet C

3 toPikeLake D winter M1 M1 M1 M1 M1 M2 M2

Trail 0708
C

4 PikeLakeTrail D winter M1 M1 M1 M1 M1 M2

toCR16 0809
C

5 CR16toDeans D winter M1 M1 M1 M1 Ml M2 M2 M2

LakeOutlet 0607

Cfall
6 DeansLake D winter M1 M1 M1 M1 Ml M2 M2 M2 M2

OutlettoTH169 OS06
C

7 TH169toTH D winter M1 M1 Ml M1 M1 M2 M2

101 0708

C

8 TH101toBlue D winter M1 M1 Ml M1 M1 1V12

LakeInlet 0809

NotesDDesignCConstructionM1 05yrsMaintenanceM2 6yrsMaintenance
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ExhibitENineYearEstimateofOutletChannelDesi
ConstructionandOperationAndMaintenanceCosts

ThefollowingtablespresenttheWatershedDistrictsestimatebyProjectCooperatoroftheOutletChannelRestorationAnd
EnhancementProjectDesignCostsandConstructionCostsfrom2007through2009theOutletChannelOperationAndMaintenance
Costsfroin2007through2015andtheannualcontributionstoestablishtheEmergencyMaintenanceFund

Project
Cooperator 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

DC Maint2 DC Maint DC Maint DC Maint DC Maint

WatershedDist 306054 76948 445978 97491 157197 151577 174034 149270

Shakopee 219326 21875 220893 43802 156985 65746 88173 75627

PriorLake 135318 19901 167966 31227 86805 49908 62308 53442

SMSC 61463 7684 59992 14130 51003 19578 26864 23041

Total 722160 126408 894830 186650 451990 286809 351380 301380

Project
Cooperator 2012 2013 2014 2015 Total

DC Maint DC Maint DC Maint DC Maint

WatershedDist 123178 112907 85863 74635 1955132

S1akopee 70963 59999 49026 37813 1110229

PriorLake 47924 42262 32921 26721 756705

SMSC 21110 17888 15164 11521 329439

Total 263175 233055 182975 150690 4151505

DCDesignCostsandConstructionCosts
Z

Maint OperationAndMaintenanceCostsandEmergencyMaintenanceFundpayments

Notes

AnnualcostsshownhereincludeestimatedcapitalandMaintenancecostsbutnotanyeasementacquisitioncosts
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ConstructionCostestimatesarebasedon150perlinearfootofOutletChannellesstheestimatedcostofthefirstfiveyearsofMaintenance10
perlinearfoot

OperationAndMaintenanceCostestimatesarebasedon10perlinearfootvegetationmanagementforthefirstfiveyearsaftertleOutiet
ChannelRestorationAndEnhancementProjectand5perlinearfootthereafter
ForthistableOperationAndMaintenanceCostsincludetheestablishmentofa250000EmergencyMaintenanceFundduringthefirstfive
yearsoftheProjectTheFundwillbereplenishedasitisused

CostsarebasedonpresentdollarvaluesasofMarch2006
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ExhibitF CalculationMethod

forCostShareAllocation

TheOutletChannelcostshareallocationinMOATable4iscalculatedforeachOutletChannel
segmentasfollowsseeTableF2belowforthecolumnreferencesandcalculationresults

Step1ThetributarydrainageareaforeachProjectCooperatorineachOutletChannelsegment
fromMOATable1ColumnAismultipliedbytheProjectCooperatorsMaximum
AverageDischargeRatefromMOATable2ColumnB

Step2TheresultingPeakSegmentDischargeRateColumnCisaddedtothePeakDischarge
RateFromUpstreamColumnDtodeterminetheTota1PeakDischargeRateToSegment
ColumnEfromeachProjectCooperatorineachOutletChannelsegment

Step3TheTotalPeakDischargeRatetotheOutletChannelforeachProjectCooperatorineach
OutletChannelsegmentisthenmultipliedbytheProjectCooperatorsDurationFactorin
TableF1belowColumnFtocalculateeachProjectCooperatorsTotalSegmentFlowfor
eachOutletChannelsegmentColumnG

TableF1DurationFactors

ProjectCooperator DurationFactorDays
WatershedDistrict 100

PriorLake 05

ShakopeesouthupstreamofDeanLake 20

except12461acresdirectlytributarytoOutlet
ChannelSegment5

ShakopeenorthdownstreamofDeanLake 10

plus12461acresdirectlytributarytoOutlet
ChannelSegment5
SMSC 20

Step4TheTotalSegmentFlowfromeachProjectCooperatoristhenaddedtodeternunetheTotal
SegmentFlowforeachOutletChannelsegmentColumnG

StepSFinallyeachProjectCooperatorsrelativeflowcontributionforeachOutletChannel
segmentiscalculatedasapercentoftheTota1SegmentFlowforthatOutletChannel
segmentColumnHThatpercentisthenidentifiedasthecostshareallocationforthe
ProjectCooperatorforthatOutletChannelsegmentandenteredinMOATable4
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TableF2CostShareAllocationCalculationTable

A B C D E F G H

Maximum Peak Peak TotalPeak

Tributary Average Segment Discharge Discharge Total

Outlet Drainage Discharge Discharge RateFrom RateTo Duration Segment ofTotal

Channel Project Area Rate Rate Upstream Segment Factor Flow Segment
Segment Cooperators acres cfsacre cfs cfs cfs days cfsdays FIow

1 WatershedDistrict NA 6500 650 NA 650 100 6500 884

PriorLake 658 025 1645 NA 1640 05 823 112

Shakopee 0 010 0 NA 0 20 0 00

SMSCSMSC 28 005 140 NA 14 20 28 04

Total 686 7351 1000

2 WatershedDistrict NA 0 650 650 100 6500 846a

PriorLake 261 025 653 1645 2298 05 1149 150

Shakopee 0 010 0 0 0 20 0 00

SMSC 3 005 020 14 16 20 32 04

Total 264 7681 1000

3 WatershedDistrict NA 0 0 650 650 100 6500 699

PriorLake 1147 025 2868 2298 5166 05 2583 277

Shakopee 93 010 93 0 93 20 186 20

SMSC 5 005 025 16 185 20 37 04

Total 1245 9306 1000

4 WatershedDistrict NA 0 0 650 650 100 6500 378

PriorLake 805 025 2013 51660 7179 05 3590 209

Shakopee 2443 010 2443 93 2536 20 5072 295

SMSC 1989 005 995 185 1013 20 2026 118

Total 5237 17188 1000

5 WatershedDistrict NA 0 0 650 650 100 6500 341

PriorLake 0 025 0 7179 7179 05 3590 188

Shakopee 748 010025 935 2536 3471 20 6942 364

SMSC 8 005 04 1013 1017 20 2034 107

Total 756 19066 1000
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A B C D E F G H

Maximum Peak Peak TotalPeak

Tributary Average Segment Discharge Discharge Total

Outlet Drainage Discharge Discharge RateFrom RateTo Duration Segment ofTotal
Ciaannel Project Area Rate Rate Upstream Segment Factor Flow Segment
Segment Cooperators acres cfsacre cfs cfs cfs days cfsdays FIow

6 WatershedDistrict NA 0 0 650 650 100 6500 357

PriorLake 0 025 0 7179 7179 05 3590 197

Shakopee 937 025 3092 5814 5814 10 5814 320

SMSC 250 005 125 1142 1142 20 2284 126

Total 1187 18188 1000

7 WatershedDistrict NA 0 0 650 65A 100 6500 300

PriorLake 0 025 0 7179 7179 05 3590 165

Shakopee 1407 025 3518 5814 9322 10 9322 430

SMSC 0 005 0 1142 1142 20 2284 105

Total 1407 21706 1000

8 WatershedDistrict NA 0 65 650 650 100 6500 296

PriorLake 0 025 0 7179 7179 05 3590 163

Shakopee 101 025 252 9332 9584 10 9584 437

SMSC 0 005 0 1142 1142 10 2284 104

Total 101 21958 1000

I
TakenfromMOATable1

Z

TakenfromMOATable2TheWatershedDistrictsdischargerateisnotamaximumaverageratebutamaximumdischargeratethroughtheOutletStructureof65
cfsassetinthisMOA

3

TakenfromColumnEforthesegmentimmediatelyupstream
4

TakenfromMOAExhibitFTableF1
5

ThenumbersinthiscolumnareusedinMOATable4
6

PriorLakespercentagewasroundedfrom27756to277sothepercentagesaddto100

FortheSegment5Shakopeetributarydrainageareas62339acreshaveamaximumdischargerateof01cfsacreand12461acreshaveamaximumdischargerate
ofO25cfsacre

TheWatershedDistrictpercentagewasroundedfrom29946to300sothepercentagesaddto100
9

Shakopeespercentagewasroundedfrom43647to437sothepercentagesaddto100
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ExhibitG DrainaeArea
ChaneRecalculationExample

1SCENARIO

TheSMSCpurchases80acresoflandinPriorLakethatistributarytoOutletChannelSegment4
ThepurchaseoccursafterConstructionofSegments5and6oftheOutletChannelRestorationAnd
EnhancementProject

2BACKGROUNDINFORMATION

SizeofDrainageAreaChange 80acres

Segment5TributaryWatershed 8188acresdirectplusupstream
Segment5ConstructionandMaintenanceCosts 900000

Segment6TributaryWatershed 9376acresdirectplusupstream
Segment6ConstructionandMaintenanceCosts 400000

3HOWDRAINAGEAREACHANGEISADDRESSED

Step1 TheWatershedDistrictrecalculatesthecostshareallocationaccordingtothemethod
describedinExhibitFandappliesthenewcostshareallocationtoallfuturecosts

Step2 ForeachOutletChannelsegmentthathasbeenconstructedpriortothedrainagearea
changetheWatershedDistrictcalculatestheproportionoftheConstructionCostsand
OperationAndMaintenanceCostsattributabletothedrainageareachangebasedonthe
sizeofthedrainageareachangerelativetothesizeofthetotaldrainagearea

Segment5costs 900000
Proportionalcosts 80acres8188acres 900000 8793

Segment6costs 400
Proportionalcosts 80acres9376acres 400000 3413

Step3 TheWatershedDistrictcalculatesthedischargeattributabletothedxainageareachange
basedontheMimumAverageDischargeRatefromMOATable2fortheProject
Cooperatorwithinitialjurisdictionoverthedrainageareaandthesizeofthedrainage
area

80acres 025cfsacre 20cfs

Step4 TheSMSCpaysPriorLake1220687933413toeimbursePriorLakeforthe
shaxeoftheOutletChannelRestorationAndEnhancementProjectConstructionCosts
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andOperationAndMaintenanceCostsPriorLakehasalreadypaidthataxeattributable
tothedrainageareathathaschangedjurisdictions

StepS TheWatershedDistrictrevisesMOATable1toreflecttherevisedtributaryareasfor
eachProjectCooperatorietheSMSCstributarydrainageareaincreasesby80acres
inSegment4andPriorLakestributarydrainageareadecreasesby80acres

TheWatershedDistrictalsorevisesMOATable2tonotethattheSMSCmaydischarge
anadditional16cfstotalinSegment4asaresultofthechangeindrainageareaThis
isbecausetheSMSCreimbursedPriorLakeanamountbasedonPriorLakes025

cfsacre1VlaximumAverageDischargeRatewhiletheSMSCsMaximumAverage
DischaxgeRateis005cfsacreThisgivestheSMSCanadditional16cfsinchannel
usethattheyhavepaidforandcanuseinthefutureasisillustratedbelow

PriorLake 80acres 025cfsacre 20cfs
SMSC 80acres 005cfsacre 4cfs
Difference 16cfscapacitythatshiftsfromPriorLaketoSMSC

thatisSMSCmaydischargethefu1120cfsoriginally
associatedwiththe80acresthathaschangedjurisdictions
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ExhibitH2006FundPavments

1ZOO6CONSTRUCTIONCOSTS

ThefollowingtablesdetailthecostsincurredorprojectedfortheConstructionoftheOutlet
ChannelRestorationandEnhancementProjectbychannelsegmentfromJanuaryl2004
throughDecember312006basedontheConstructionscheduleinExhibitDOutletChannel
DesignConstructionandMaintenanceSchedule

11 TableH1Segment1

Activity Amount

Design 70885

Construction 377434

Constructionobservationcontract 35821

ConstructionobservationbyWatershed 9400
Districtstaff

Contingency 25000

Subtotal 518540

Grants 71700

Total 446840

CostssinceJanuary12004
ZActualConstructionCostsfromJanuaryl2006throughDecember31

2006DoesnotincludebidforworkbetweenFountainHillsDriveand

CountyRoad42whichhasbeenpostponedpendingthecompletionofthe
developmentplans

3ContractConstructionobservationcosts

4ForConstructionchangeorders
5DNRShorelandgrant22000MetCouncilEnvironmentalPartnership

Grant49700

12 TableH2SegmentS

Activity Amount

Design 82500

Total 82500

1ContractedDesigncostsOnlytheDesignofSegment5isscheduledasa
2006costConstructionisa2007costaccordingtoEibitDOutlet
ChannelDesignConstructionandMaintenanceSchedule

1 FromJanuary12004throughDecember312006theWatershedDistrictalsoincurredDesignCostsforplanninga
portionofSegment4amountingto3478864andConstructionCostsforbuildingaportionofSegment5
amountingto1775922ThesecostswillbecreditedtotheWatershedDistrictsfundpaymentsin2008when
Segment4isscheduledforDesibandin2007whenSegment5isscheduledforConstruction

MemorandumofAgreementForConstructionUseOperationAnd
MaintenanceOfThePriorLakeOutletChannelAndOutletStructure H1



13 TableH3Segment6

Activity Amount

DesignandConstructionCosts 194245
Bankstabilization 10000
Total 204245

1

ConstructionCostsprovidedbyShakopeeadetailedcostreportis
availablefromShakopeeortheWatershedDistrictDesignand
ConstructionCostsincludeplanningpenmittingbiddingbuildingwork
andShakopeeConstructionobservationstaffandcontractengineer

Z

EstimateforlivestakingalongbankfromDeanLakeoutletstructureto
Highway169

22OOCOPERATIONANDMAINTENANCECOSTS

NoMaintenanceactivitiesarescheduledfor2006beyondthosealreadyincludedinthe
Segment1constructioncontractHowevertheWatershedDistrictwillinspecttheOutlet
Channeltwicein2006atatotalcostof800AndtheWatershedDistrictestimatesacostof
5000toestablishthethreefundsspecifiedintheJPAadministertheJPAandoverseethe
OutletChannelOperationsin2006Thusthe2006OperationAndMaintenanceFundexpenses
willtotal5800

32OOfiEMERGENCYMAINTENANCECOSTS

The2006EmergencyMaintenanceFundPaymentsarebasedoneachProjectCooperators
proportionalcostoftheannual50000totalcontributiontotheFund

420OGFUNDPAYMENTSBYPROJECTCOOPERATOR

91 WaterslaedDistrict

2006DesignAndConstructionFundpayment
Segment1Costs884oftotal 39500700
Segment5Costs341 oftotal 2813200

Segment6Cosfs357oftotal 7291500
LesscostsalreadypaidSegments1and5 43173442
Totalpayment 6431958

2006OperationAndMaintenanceFundpayment
495oftotal 287100

2006EmergencyMaintenanceFundpayment
495oftotal 2475000

Totalofallpayments 9194058

MemorandumofAgreementForConstructionUseOperationAnd
MaintenanceOfThePriorLakeOutletChannelAndOutletStructure H2



NotefortheWatershedDistrict

1TheWatershedDistrictsactualcostsforSegments1and5fromJanuary12004through
December312006wereasfollows

Segment1DesignConstructionandConstmgmt 48860527

Segment5Design 5734543

LessgrantsreceivedforSegment1 7170000

LesscostreimbursementreceivedfromPriorLake 4251628

Total 43173442

TheWatershedDistrictsactualcostsdonotequalthecostsinTablesH1andH2because not

allcontractedsegmentcostswereexpendedin2006Thisworkisongoing andsomeofthe

costswillbeexpendedin2007andappliedtothe2007Projectaccounting

42 PriorLake

2006DesignAndConstructionFundpayment
Segment1Costs112oftotal 5004600

Segment5Costs188oftotal 1551000

Segment6Costs197oftotal 4023600

LesscostsalreadypaidSegment1 4251628

Totalpayment 6327572

2006OperationAndMaintenanceFundpayment
178aoftotal 103200

2006EmergencyMaintenanceFundpayment
178oftotal 890000

Totalofallpayments 7320772

43 Shakopee
2006DesignAndConstructionFundpayment

Segment1Costs00oftotal 000

Segment5Costs364oftotal 3003000

Segment6Costs320oftotal 6535800

LesscostsalreadypaidSegment6 19424500

Totalpayment 9885700

2006OperationAndMaintenanceFundpayment
251oftotal 145600

2006EmergencyMaintenanceFundpayment
251oftotal 1255000

Totalofallpayments 8485100

MemorandumofAbeementForConstructionUseOperationAnd
MaintenanceOfThePriorLakeOutletChannelAndOutletStructure

H3



44 SMSC

2006DesignAndConstructionFundpayment
Segment1Costs04oftotal 178700
Segment5Costs107oftotal 882700
Segment6Costs126oftotal 2573500
Lesscostsalreadypaid 000
Subtotal 3634900

2006OperationAndMaintenanceFundpayment
76oftotal 44100

2006EmergencyMaintenanceFundpayment
76oftotal 380000

Totalofallpayments 4059000

fbus162784209

MemorandumofAgreementForConstructionUseOperationAnd
MaintenanceOfThePriorLakeOutletChannelAndOutletStructure H4
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Education & 

Outreach Plan 

 

2014 
“Our mission is to manage and preserve the water resources of the Prior 

Lake-Spring Lake Watershed District to the best of our ability using input 
from our communities, sound engineering practices, and our ability to 

efficiently fund beneficial projects which transcend political jurisdictions.” 

Prepared By: 

Meghan Litsey, 

Outreach Specialist 



 

 

 

 

Executive Summary 
The purpose of the District’s education and outreach program is to meet the requirements of 

the MS4 permit and improve understanding of local water resources and practices among all 

stakeholders in the District. In 2014, the education and outreach program will combine 

coordinated efforts with the City of Prior Lake and other local government units to implement a 

community-wide approach which provides the resources necessary to develop an understanding 

of local water resource issues and outcomes, with special emphasis on phosphorus reduction and 

illicit discharge. 

 

In order to coordinate educational messages in 2014, District staff designed a curriculum 

with one core theme for education and outreach efforts: “Lake Friendly”. The Lake Friendly 

program was originally created in 2002 by District staff. The primary goal of the program was to 

promote, enable, and demonstrate the efficacy of storm water runoff management on existing 

residential and business property through direct contact and education. Lake Friendly targeted 

homeowners and business runoff primarily through an audit checklist and encouraged 

implementation of “Lake Friendly” practices by exclusive coupons to local businesses in Prior 

Lake (ex: rental toward a lawn aerator or one consultation from a professional landscape 

ecologist, etc.). In 2014, District staff will incorporate elements from the Lake Friendly program 

into the 2014 education and outreach program. District staff will evaluate the effectiveness of the 

audit checklist that was created in 2002, and revise a few of the coupons to meet the current 

needs of residents in the Watershed District. 

 

New to the Watershed District in 2014, is the Habitat for Watershed Raingarden Taskforce. 

In the first year the District will work with the CAC and other interested citizens to set up a 

“Habitat for Watershed” group of volunteers with some basic training in the creation and 

installation of raingardens and other lake-friendly practices. This group will be available on 

weekends and evenings for landowners interested in installing such practices. The District will 

advertise the services of this group to landowners who wish to do something for water resources, 

but would prefer for whatever reason not to be involved in the District’s cost-share program. The 

District will provide the group with organizational support and training, but would not be 

financially involved in the installation of practices. District staff will develop a protocol for the 

program in the first year of operation, and look for potential partnership opportunities with other 

watershed districts. 

 

The District’s education and outreach program anticipates a variety of passive and active 

marketing techniques to reach out to various stakeholders throughout the watershed (Appendix 

A). Some current and potential activities include:  

 

 Participation at community events  

 Publication of fact sheets, brochures, articles, newsletters, etc.  

 Submittal of news articles and press releases to the Prior Lake American newspaper and 

other publications  

 Hosting educational workshops and outreach events  

 Utilizing communication tools, like social media and the District’s website 

 Soliciting input from the general public, TAC and CAC members  



 

 

 

 

 Partnerships with other jurisdictions and interest groups that share the District’s goal  

 

Throughout the calendar year, each month will have a designated focus topic for a 

community engagement event, news article or press release (Appendix B). The topics for each 

month were chosen not only for their seasonality, but to also meet requirements that have been 

outlined in the Municipal Separate Storm Sewer Systems (MS4) permit; these topics will help to 

instill a variety of supporting ideas, and will continuously be tied back to the core theme “Lake 

Friendly”. For example, in April the topic for the month is: Spring Lawn Care. The District plans 

to host a storm drain stenciling event, and news articles will incorporate messages about 

fertilizer, household chemicals, and pet waste, which are intended to raise awareness of the 

impacts that certain actions, like improper disposal or illicit discharge, could have on our local 

lakes. 

 

The District will also maintain communication and coordinate outreach efforts with interest 

groups that share the District’s goal. In addition to communication and outreach efforts with 

local interests, like the Lake Associations and Prior Lake-Savage Area Schools, partnerships 

with outside organizations dedicated to education and outreach and water resources will be 

beneficial to District staff to encourage new ideas and resource sharing. The District will 

continue partnerships with the following organizations, but are not limited to:  

 

 Prior Lake-Savage Area Schools  

 Prior Lake Association  

 Spring Lake Association  

 Lakes Advisory Committee  

 City of Prior Lake  

 City of Savage  

 City of Shakopee  

 Shakopee Mdewakanton Sioux 

Community  

 Spring Lake Township  

 Scott Soil and Water Conservation 

District  

 Scott County  

 Scott County Watershed 

Management Organization 

 Blue Thumb Partners  

 Freshwater Society  

 

Due to budgetary constraints, District staff will end our agreement with the Freshwater 

Society in 2014, but will hopefully continue to use the Alex Gehrig as a potential resource.   

Budget 
The 2014 Education and Communication Budget memo allocates $79,000 for District 

activities that provide education and public involvement through various programs and projects. 

Based on budget set forth in the budget memo for education, the table in Appendix C outlines a 

list of proposed activity and program expenses for planned activities for 2014, with an estimated 

labor cost calculated at a rate of $50/hour for staff time. Presently, the 2014 Education & 

Outreach Plan anticipates 1300 hours of staff time, at an estimated total cost of $70,000.  

Outcomes & Evaluation  
The desired outcome for 2014 education and outreach is to improve understanding of local 

water resources and practices among all stakeholders in the District; this strategic goal will be 

evaluated mostly by compliance with the MS4 permit. A large part of the Storm Water Pollution 



 

 

 

 

Prevention Program (SWPPP), a component of the MS4 permit, requires identification and 

documentation of best management practices that will be undertaken to reduce the discharge of 

pollutants from the MS4 to the maximum extent practicable. A few of the metrics that will be 

used to measure the impact of marketing strategies include:  

 

 Number of participants at a specific District hosted event or workshop  

 Number of direct mailings, brochures, and newsletters distributed  

 Number of submitted press releases articles  

 Number of PLSLWD website visits and “Followers” on Facebook or Twitter  

 

In order to maintain compliance with the MS4 permit, District staff will continue to record 

and quantify the above metrics which will determine the success or benefit of each best 

management practice. Additionally, District staff will provide surveys after educational 

workshops and outreach events (where applicable) to gauge the overall performance of the 

activity, and how well presented topics were understood; once results are received, staff will use 

feedback from the surveys to modify content and presentation as needed. 
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The following marketing techniques are intended to meet one or more of the six minimum 

control measures (MCMs) defined in our MS4 Permit. For reference, the six MCMs are:  

 

1. Public Education and Outreach 

2. Public Participation and Involvement 

3. Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination 

4. Construction Site Storm Water Runoff Control 

5. Post Construction Storm Water Management in New and Redevelopment 

6. Pollution Prevention/Good Housekeeping for Municipal Operations 

 

ACTIVE MARKETING 
 

District staff plans to coordinate and host and/or participate in the following educational workshops 

and outreach events in 2014:  

 

1. Raingarden-in-a-Box & Buffer-in-a-Box Workshops (MCM 1, 2) 

Raingarden-in-a-Box was started by the District in 2013; this program allows residents to attend 

a one day workshop on raingardens, where upon completion they will be able to purchase a 

“raingarden-in-a-box”; the box contains a raingarden design, instructions for installation, plants, 

and a list of local resources to find additional plants, mulch, equipment, etc. to successfully 

install the raingarden.  

 

In 2014, District staff will work with the City of Prior Lake and other local partners to introduce 

“Buffer-in-a-Box”. Similar to Raingarden-in-a-Box, the Buffer-in-a-Box kit will allow residents 

to attend a one day workshop on shoreline buffers, where upon completion they will be able to 

purchase a Buffer-in-a-Box kit. 

 

2. Storm Drain Stenciling (MCM 1, 2, 3) 

Storm drain stenciling is a simple way to establish a connection between our streets and 

waterways by stenciling a “DRAINS TO LAKE” or similar message near storm drains; the goal 

of this event is to increase public awareness and discourage individuals from illicit discharges 

into a storm drain.  

 

3. Twilight Farm Tour (MCM 1, 2) 

Paul Krueger, of Krueger Dairy Farm in Jordan, MN has hosted a tour at his dairy farm where 

interested citizens have the opportunity to see a farm in action and have the chance to talk with 

Mr. Krueger and elected and citizen leaders from the area about the importance of agriculture in 

clean water protection. District staff will recruit another local farm to host the farm tour in 2014.  

 

4. Boat Tour (MCM 1, 2) 

This event brings together CAC members, lake association members, and Board members alike 

to take a boat tour of one of the lakes and encourage discussion about lake health and other water 

resource topics. 

 

5. Community Clean-Ups (MCM 1, 2) 

Several outreach events are planned throughout the year to involve the CAC, lake associations, 

and other interested volunteers to help remove litter from the lakes during the winter before the 

ice-off occurs on the lake and leaves and debris from the curb gutter in the fall. A few of the  
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following include: 

 Ice Off Litter Pickup 

 Dive the Lake 

 Rake for the Lake 

 

6. K-12 Events (MCM 1, 2) 

District staff will volunteer at the PLSAS Field and Leadership Day, and involve the Prior Lake 

High School’s EcoTeam to help with the Carp Catch and other District outreach projects. A few 

of the upcoming PLSAS activities and events in 2014 include: 

 Carp Catch with PLHS EcoTeam 

 PLSAS Environmental Education Days 

 PLSAS Field and Leadership Day 

 

7. Volunteer Recognition (MCM 1, 2) 

In order to properly thank all of our volunteers, the District will host a Volunteer Recognition 

event for volunteers that have assisted the District throughout the year. The event will honor 

all volunteers and awards or a small gift may be presented. Additionally, all volunteers will 

be recognized in the local paper for their efforts in 2014. 

 

PASSIVE MARKETING 

1. Attendance at Community Events (MCM 1,2) 

Where appropriate, District staff will host a booth that will promote the PLSLWD and strive to 

inform residents about local water resources issues through interactive displays, informational 

brochures, etc. Some of the community events in 2014 may include: Arbor Day, Lakefront Days 

and Prior Lake Fall Community Fest. 

 

2. Publication of fact sheets, brochures, newsletters, etc. (MCM 1-6) 

Information and topics for fact sheets, brochures, and newsletters, etc. will be derived from the 

MS4 required focuses (i.e. illicit discharge), and other local issues that residents may encounter 

(i.e. aquatic invasive species). In addition to fact sheets and brochures, District will distribute an 

annual newsletter that will also allow targeted and passive marketing messages, and provide a 

personalized means to highlight District activities and accomplishments throughout the year. 

 

3. Submittal of news articles and press releases to the Prior Lake American newspaper and other 

publications (MCM 1-6) 

Similar to “Publication of fact sheets, brochures, newsletters, etc.,” information and topics for 

news articles and press releases will be derived from the MS4 required focuses, and other local 

issues residents may encounter. News articles and press releases will also provide an avenue for 

targeted and passive marketing messages, and allow the District to keep a consistent presence in 

the public eye. 

 

4. Utilization of communication tools (MCM 1-6) 

District staff currently utilizes various social media communication tools, like Facebook and 

Twitter to stay connected with members of the local community and beyond; in 2014, staff will 

continue to use these communication tools. In addition, District staff will continue to update the 

new website with project updates, meeting information, etc.   
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“Lake Friendly” 

 
Community Engagement 

Event 
News Article/Press Release 

January: 
Ice Ridges 

-- -- Ice Ridges Salt Use 
 

February:  
What is the 

FeCL 
Facility? 

Carp Catch -- 
What is the FeCl 

Facility? 
Carp Removal 

Highlights 

March: 
Aquatic 
Invasive 
Species 

 
Ice-off Litter Pick-

up 
-- AIS/Ci-Biobase (?) Promote Workshops 

April:  
Spring Lawn 

Care 

Raingarden/Buffer 
Workshops 

Arbor Day Event Spring Lawn Care Workshop Highlights 

May: 
Raingardens 

Lake Friendly 
Storm Drain 

Stenciling 
Raingardens 

Storm Drain 
Stenciling Highlights 

June: 
Impervious 

Disconnection 
Lake Friendly MS4 Public Hearing 

Rain Barrels & 
Impervious 

Disconnection 
MS4 Annual Report  

July: 
Water 

Conservation 
Lake Friendly Dive the Lake Water Conservation AIS 

August: 
Shoreline 

Restoration 
Lake Friendly 

 Twilight Farm 
Tour 

 Lakefront Days 

 Annual Boat Tour 

Shoreline Restoration - 
Helping Fish & Wildlife 

Why is the lake 
green? 

September: 
Fall Lawn 

Care 

Prior Lake Fall 
Community Fest 

-- Fall Lawn Care TBD 
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“Lake Friendly” 

 

 Community Engagement Event News Article/Press Release 

October: 
Illicit 

Discharge 
Rake for the Lake -- 

Keeping Gutters 
Clean/Leaf Clean Up 

Illicit Discharge 

November: 
Snow & Ice 

Removal 
-- -- 

Newsletter/  
Recap of 2014 

Winter Construction 
Site Stabilization 

December: 
Volunteering 

for Water 
Quality 

Workshop: 
Deicing - 

Municipal (?) 

Volunteer 
Recognition 

Event 

Volunteering for Clean 
Water 

TBD 
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2014 Education & Outreach Plan 

MS4 Education Program - Phosphorus Reduction A
g 

La
ke

sh
o

re
 

U
rb

an
 

B
u

si
n

es
s 

Estimated 
Staff 
Time 

Labor 
($50/hr) 

Raingarden-in-a-Box Workshops     X   40 $2,000  

Buffer-in-a-Box Workshops (new)   X     100 $5,000 

Lake Friendly Program (new) X X X X 100 $5,000 

Community Clean-up Events (i.e: Rake for the Lake)   X X X 20 $1,000 

Storm Drain Stenciling Event   X X X 20 $1,000  

Booth at Fall Community Festival X X X X 5 $250  

Twilight Farm Tour X X X   20 $1,000  

Volunteer Recognition Event X X X X 15 $1,000  

Create Factsheets and Brochures X X X X 30 $1,500 

Informational Mailings X X X X 20 $1,000 

Submit Articles to the Prior Lake American (2/mo) X X X X 175 $8,750  

Submit Articles to the Scott County Scene (6/yr) X X X X 45 $2,250  

Produce Annual PLSLWD Newsletter X X X X 20 $1,000  

Issue Website/Social Media Updates (weekly) X X X X 175 $8,750  

Prepare MS4 Annual Report and Hold MS4 Public 
Hearing 

X X X X 60 $3,000  

Education & Outreach Planning for 2015 X X X X 40 $2,000  

Funds for contingencies, materials, etc.         0 $4,500  

TOTAL 885 $49,000  

2014 Education & Communication Budget Memo 800 $50,000  

     
 

 

Prior Lake-Savage Area Schools Partnership A
g 

La
ke

sh
o

re
 

U
rb

an
 

B
u

si
n

es
s 

Estimated 
Staff 
Time 

Labor 
($50/hr) 

PLSAS Environmental Education Days   X X   15 $750  

PLHS EcoTeam Partnership   X X   30 $1,500  

TOTAL 45 $2,250 

2014 Education & Communication Budget Memo 35 $5,000 

       

Citizen Advisory Committee A
g 

La
ke

sh
o

re
 

U
rb

an
 

B
u

si
n

es
s 

Estimated 
Staff 
Time 

Labor 
($50/hr) 

Facilitate Citizen Advisory Committee Activities X X X   100 $5,000  

Provide updates to local groups  X X X   50 $2,500  

TOTAL 150 $7,500  

2014 Education & Communication Budget Memo 180 $9,000  



Appendix C: Proposed Expenses 
 

     
  

Habitat for Watershed/Raingarden Taskforce A
g 

La
ke

sh
o

re
 

U
rb

an
 

B
u

si
n

es
s 

Estimated 
Staff 
Time 

Labor 
($50/hr) 

Program implementation, etc.    X X X 200 $10,000  

TOTAL 200 $10,000  

2014 Education & Communication Budget Memo 200 $10,000  

       

Blue Thumb (Metro Watershed Partners) A
g 

La
ke

sh
o

re
 

U
rb

an
 

B
u

si
n

es
s 

Estimated 
Staff 
Time 

Labor 
($50/hr) 

Blue Thumb Membership         0 $250  

Participation at Blue Thumb partner meetings    X X X 20 $1,000 

TOTAL  20 $1,250  

2014 Education & Communication Budget Memo 60 $5,000  

       

       2014 Education & Outreach Plan Proposal 
GRAND TOTAL 

Estimated 
Staff 
Time 

Labor 
($50/hr) 

MS4 Education Program 885 $49,000 

Prior Lake-Savage Area Schools Partnership 45 $2,250 

Citizen Advisory Committee 150 $7,500 

Habitat for Watershed/Raingarden Taskforce 200 $10,000 

 Blue Thumb (Metro Watershed Partners) 20 $1,250 

2014 Education & Outreach Plan Proposal GRAND TOTAL 1300 $70,000  

2014 Education & Communication Budget Memo 1275 $79,000  
 


	Public Notice - 3-4-2014 - PRIOR LAKE-SPRING LAKE WSD MS4 - PUBLIC NOTICE LETTER.pdf
	MS4 SWPPP Application for Reauthorization _PLSLWD
	PLSLWD_CSWreg
	PLSLWD_ERPs - ESC Inspection Form
	PLSLWD_ERP - Rule O
	PLSLWD_PostCSWreg
	PLSLWD_IDDEreg
	RULE P – Illicit Discharge

	PLSLWD_inventory
	Final PLSLWD Wetland Plan (April 10, 2012)
	CWPMP Cover Apr
	01_Draft CWPMP Report_04Apr2012.pdf
	TABLE OF CONTENTS
	ACRONYMS
	1. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
	2. PROJECT BACKGROUND
	2.1. Purpose & Need
	2.2. Issues Identification
	2.3. Supporting Planning Studies/Documents

	3. INCORPORATION OF PUBLIC VALUES
	3.1. PLSLWD Public Values Survey Summary
	3.2. Strategies to Address Input

	4. PRESERVATION/ENHANCEMENT OF WETLAND FUNCTIONS & USES
	4.1. High Priority Resource Preservation
	4.2. Prioritization of Restoration Sites
	4.3. Sequencing Standards
	4.4. Replacement Locations and Standards 
	4.5. Proposed Functions Based Wetland Management Classes
	4.6. Proposed BWSR MnRAM Basic Protection Classes
	4.7. Cumulative Buffer Averaging 

	5. COMPREHENSIVE WETLAND PLAN IMPLEMENTATION PROCESS
	5.1. PLSLWD Administrative Process
	5.2. LGU & TEP Administrative Process
	5.3. Other Stakeholder Roles
	5.4. Annual Evaluation of CWP
	5.5. Implementation of CWP Recommended Standards

	6. PROJECT AREA DESCRIPTION
	6.1. Land Use
	6.2. Ecology
	6.3. Geologic Setting and Hydrology

	7. WETLAND INVENTORY AND ASSESSMENT
	7.1. Wetland Inventory
	7.2. Wetland Functional Assessment (MnRAM)
	7.3. Public Values Survey 

	8. TEP AND STAKEHOLDER INPUT PROCESS
	8.1. Input Meetings
	8.2. Plan Review
	8.3. Plan Approval


	Appendix A_maps

	Resolution 12-246 Comprehensive Wetland Plan Approval

	PLSLWD_Partnerships
	2007 Executed Originals of MOA & JPA

	PLSLWD_2014 Education Plan

