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What is One Watershed One Plan?

* Voluntary program and plan to guide watershed managers as they
work to protect and restore the watershed’s resources.

y] ‘ Aligns water planning along watershed boundaries, including all
(o F the Counties, Soil & Water Conservation Districts, and Watershed
ﬁ g ii Districts within the watershed border.
C LE R N Local priorities, locally driven.
WATER Uses existing authorities and funding mechanisms (County, SWCD,
LANDE and Watershed District Boards)
AMENDMENT After adopted, implementation funding from the state is obtained

through a non-competitive process instead of competitive.
Program website: https://bwsr.state.mn.us/one-watershed-one-plan
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The watershed starts in the White Earth Nation and Tamarac National Wildlife Refuge. Three
main rivers, the Pelican, Toad, and Otter Tail, flow through many lakes and eventually join the
Red River west of the planning area.

Transitions from forests in the north to developed lakes and cultivated cropland in the middle, to
prairie potholes and cropland in the southwest.

The majority of land is in two counties: Becker and Otter Tail.

* There are two small lake-based watershed districts: Pelican River Watershed District and Cormorant Lakes

Watershed District.
» Primary towns include: Detroit Lakes, Pelican Rapids, Fergus Falls, Perham.

* Implementation of the Otter Tail Comprehensive Watershed Management Plan is voluntary, and outreach

and incentives will be used to assist with voluntary implementation on private lands.
e This plan includes both restoration and protection priorities.

S

Surface Water

Protecting and restoring lakes and streams by reducing
sediment, phosphorus, bacteria, and runoff.

How:

» Stormwater management.
« Streambank, lakeshore, and ditch stabilization.
* Agricultural practices.

e AIS

Outcomes:
» Lake and stream water quality protected and
improved.
» Runoff from increasing future precipitation is
minimized.

Habitat

Protecting forests, prairies, aquatic habitat, and
biologically significant species such as wild rice and
cisco by protecting the land and riparian areas.

How:

» Forest Stewardship Plans.

 Sustainable Forest Incentive Act.

» Conservation easements.

» Acquisitions.

Outcomes:

» Forest, prairie, and migratory waterfowl habitat is
protected.

» Sensitive and unique plant, animal, and fish species
are protected

prevention and management.
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Groundwater

Protecting drinking water, minimizing nitrates, and
increasing understanding of sustainable groundwater
use.

How:
e Sealing unused wells.
* Nutrient management.
* Irrigation water management.
» Protecting drinking water supply management areas.

Outcomes:
» Safe and plentiful drinking water.
» Groundwater quantity is conserved.
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Land Stewardship

Increasing soil health practices on cultivated land and
pasture to improve agricultural productivity and minimize
erosion impacts to lakes, streams, and ditches.

How:
e Cover crops.
* No till.
e Pasture management.
» Water and sediment control basins.

Outcomes:

* Soil health improved.

* Nutrients, sediment, and bacteria entering lakes and
streams is reduced.




Vision Statement

The natural beauty and diversity of water and land
In the Otter Tail Watershed is attractive to residents
and tourists because of its recreational opportunities,
farming, forests, and wildlife. We strive to sustain this

diversity of riches for future generations to enjoy.

Otter Taill Watershed Partnership
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For a full copy of the plan visit:
https://www.eotswcd.org/one/OT1W1P/

Further questions or comments, VQ‘ A
contact your local SWCD, WD, or county: 3 v
Pelican River Watershed District: 218-846-0436 ﬂ 1
Cormorant Lakes Watershed District: 218-234-6865 CLEAN
BWSR Becker SWCD: 218-846-7360 YA R
Becker County: 218-846-7314 LEGACY

East Otter Tail SWCD: 218-346-9105
West Otter Tail SWCD: 218-998-5300

Otter Tail County: 218-998-8095 /
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Appendix B. Public Input Summary

Open Houses

In September 2021, the Otter Tail One Watershed One Plan (1W1P) partnership held two Public
Open Houses: one in Detroit Lakes and one in Fergus Falls. The purpose of these open houses
was to inform watershed residents about the watershed and thelW1P process and gather their
priorities to incorporate into the 1W1P.

Participants were given a checklist of six different stations to visit in the room.
1. What is One Watershed One Plan

2. Put a dot on the watershed map where you live and note any problem areas in the
watershed you would like us to know about

3. Using three pennies, vote for the resource category(s) you would spend money on in
plan implementation

a. Lake and Stream Water Quality

b. Agricultural Land Management

c. Groundwater Quality and Quantity
d. Habitat Continuity

4. Visit the Water Bar to taste the difference between Detroit Lakes City Water
(groundwater), Fergus Falls City Water (surface water), Private Well Water, and Bottled
Water.

5. Leave any additional comments/concerns on post-it notes

6. Fill out the online survey.
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Fergus Falls Open House

The results from the penny voting were very different between the two locations. The Detroit
Lakes Open House participants prioritized lake and stream water quality, while the Fergus Falls
Open House voting was equally distributed among the categories.

Penny Voting
80
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40

30
20
l I I .

Habitat Continuity Agricultural Land Lake & Stream Water Groundwater Quality &
Management Quality Quantity

Number of Pennies

o

o

m Detroit Lakes mFergus Falls

Public Input
Summary 2
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Additional Concerns from the Open Houses

Climate change effects
Otter Tail River — Fertilizer runoff, trash

Lakes — phosphorus, lack of meaningful protection in shoreline management agreement
for shoreline vegetation density

Untreated phosphorus into recreational lakes and river segments

E.coli impairments within the Otter Tail basin that affect recreational use
Dams in the Otter Tail River impede sturgeon

Excess sediment in rivers (ag, bank erosion, construction)

Shoreland development

Need for designation for stronger protection of areas of lakes where nesting birds and
wildlife are abundant that is different from the overall General/Recreational Development
Categories

Drainage to the river which often is untreated from streets and fields

We need trash cans and trash pick up from water trail landings

Public Input
Summary
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Public Survey

The public survey was available online for one month and promoted via social media, newspaper, and at the open houses. A total of
260 survey responses were received. The results of these questions are summarized in the following graphs.

Q1. How do you associate with the watershed? (check all that apply)

| recreate in 1 ownland in |fishinthe | have cultural, | workinthe |huntinthe Ilive on alakel live on alakellive in atown | farm in the
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the watershed the watershed watershed historical, or  watershed watershed seasonally in year-round in in the watershed
family ties the watershed the watershed watershed
within the
watershed
Public Input
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Q2: What is the most imporant natural resource in your
area?

Public Input
Summary
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Question 3: In three to five words, what about the Otter Tail Watershed makes you want
to be living or recreating here?

Lifelong
Beautiful
Recreational

Opportlnities

Habitat

Clean-\\Water

Natural Résources
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Lifestylefe= ©
P D
§& O

&

e

Public Input
Summary
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Question 4: In three to five words, what do you think the Otter Tail Watershed will
look like in 50 years?

Public Input
Summary
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Question 5: In three to five words, what do you want the Otter Tail Watershed to
look like in 50 years?

Flourishing

_wildlife
%Beﬁemﬁ
< 2Clean:

2 Prot”"“'"“ ted %oé
accesSHealthy o
Balanced

natural shorelines
Beautiful

Public Input
Summary 8
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Q6: Concerns and Opportunities Priority Ranking

Stars denote the four issues that had the most “High Priority” responses

120
100 i i
80
60
40
20
0
) ) % \y 2/
% Y (oX o, o o %‘ & A . » <// @
() %o < < % 2, < Q % %
% % s, %, %, 2%, 25 S % % %, ¥, % K
6‘/6/) 94/3 S o %, (o4 S /7@/ ‘I/s/ Q, %, %, ¥ 9, % <
S S ; » @ % 4
4 S, %, () ” i G i & % s Q
%, %00) %05 %@ %650 Oc,% %, (’(2,,@ o%/) % s,
S % % /2 ‘ o 7
/)0’ Q’)/O O/,é eféﬁo Q%O KO'//-/) //07/,& /59/) < 050 QOO’ P
K % %, %y, %, % =y o
% ‘S’,@ % % (% 4 % N
@& Q&S‘ Q//(O 9/6 /0/"@ /}
K 2 %,
/(l
Q&é
%
%
i
m High priority = Medium priority = Low priority 9;%
Public Input
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Question 7: If you could magically fix one natural resource concern in the

watershed today, which problem would you fix?

Concern Responses
AIS 27
Pollutant runoff 20
Water levels 16
Over development 15
Excess vegetation in the water 14
Water quality 12
Agricultural runoff 10
Erosion 10
More water 8
Clean water 8
Soil health 6
Shoreline protection 5
Wetland restoration 4
Climate change adaptation 3
Beaver dams 3
Drinking water quality 2
Drought 2
Groundwater contamination 2

Public Input
Summary

10



‘ OuerTail
#’ River
= i
Q8: What do you think are the barriers to fixing natural
resource concerns on private property (check all that
apply)?
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Lack of awareness Lack of awareness Lack of stewardship More financial More technical
of the concerns with of best management ethic assistance is needed expertise on project
natural resources practices to help landowners design is needed to
complete projects help landowners get
started
Public Input

Summary
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Question 9: Are there any topics, resources, problems, or opportunities that we
didn't cover during this survey?

Aquatic invasive species

Aquatic invasive species

Aquatic invasive species

Aquatic Invasive Species.

An effort to encourage the publics involvement by making the process less invasive and

expensive to the landowners

Close the short cut Otter Tail Lake outlet.

Concerns with water adjacent landscaping

Decline of biodiversity, non-native weeds.

DNR interference

Drinking water/development

Droughts suck, but they naturally happen don't over react, more conservation is great but more

regulation isn't always the answer.

Education should be prioritized over enforcement

Financial planning

Flow to Red River and protection of our resources being misused downstream

Foraging- equal access and awareness of foraging without destroying

Getting floating weeds out the lakes

Getting the landowners educated and involved.

Grid Tiling is a concern of mine, | feel we remove water too quickly that is intended to be in the

ground longer, this must have a long-term effect on aquifer levels...???

How we can see climate changing in our area is a major concern

Humans have responsibilities in addition to rights

I live in the Pelican Watershed. My answers are based on living within that watershed

I'd like to know how the closing of the Hoot Lake Power Plant will affect the river in the long term

Identifying best practices for lake health

lllegal cutting of weeds or if cutting legal improper maintenance of cuttings. Irresponsible

landowners.

Impaired lakes

e Improving boat launch areas on all lakes. Assess property owners (who use the launch) a small
fee to cover the costs. This could directly towards improving the boat ramps.

e Increase communication with the general public to generate more awareness and cooperation

with resource stewardship.

Invasive species

Invasive species

Invasive species are the #2 threat to global biodiversity, second only to habitat loss.

Just sick and tired of the condition on the river don’t even enjoy going there anymore

Lack of AIS control strategy

Lack of information regarding the current status of water and land resources and what initiatives

are on the forefront of watershed agenda

Lake levels and River levels

lake levels-- are they regulated at all?

Lake shore erosion

Landowner profit/willingness, incorrect media information. Perceptions that you are wrong or

doing bad things such as no till creating weeds, chemicals hurting food. Perceptions that bad

things are actually good such as a clean tilled field is good (this is wrong), renewable energy is

more harmful than good when you look at a life cycle analysis. Congress is backwards on a lot of

their thinking. People 65-70 and older are generally recognized as untrainable and past the effect

age of being in the workforce yet those are the idiots running the country, no wonder there is bad

decisions and misinformation. Young people (less than 32) are even stupider and worse...

Public Input

Summary 12




* OuerTail
%._’ Ifh'ur _
Landowner willingness and profit. Most landowners would rather take a higher profit (rent) and
abuse their land than they would take a lower profit (rent) and sustain or enhance their land for
future generations. Equipment abilities. Farmers and ranchers don't always have the equipment
with the ability to implement conservation practices or the capital to rent or lease the proper
equipment. Change, most landowners and clients are scared of change to a degree, they know
what works and they don't want to drastically change to the unknown such as season long
grazing to a rotation or tillage to no-till. Absentee landowners, it's really hard to manage land and
be on the land to know what you have if you live several hours away.

Landowner willingness and profit. Most landowners would rather take a higher profit (rent) and
abuse their land than they would take a lower profit (rent) and sustain or enhance their land for
future generations. They also may “Think” they are doing good thing because they simply don’t
know that those actions are detrimental in the long term. For the longest time people thought
tillage was the right thing to do and a lot of the older generation still believes that is accurate and
true. Equipment abilities. Farmers and ranchers don’t always have he equipment with the ability
to implement conservation practices or the capital to rent or lease the proper equipment. Change,
most landowners and clients are scared of change to a degree, they don’t know what works and
they don’t want to drastically change to the unknown such as season long grazing to a rotation or
tillage to no-till. Absentee landowners, it's really hard to manage land and be on the land to know
what you have if you live several hours or more away. Media, false or incorrect information is
rapidly spread nowadays. Absentee landowners have a high chance of living in or near an urban
area and the media skews the truth or reports incorrect things unknowingly so those landowners
believe something that is not accurate and thus their actions are harmful. We need to spread
correct information far and wide and get the information in the areas that 70+% of the landowners
live and reside. Social media, although a fantastic tool, cannot accomplish this alone, we need to
get news stories and articles in local papers and other media sources. DNR could send a survey
to everyone who has purchased a fishing license or a boat license in the past 3 years asking
where they most commonly fish,or launch their boat and what they do in regards to invasive
species, and their opinions on how we could improve lake quality. A survey could be sent to
forest landowners asking their opinions on how they would like to eradicate buckthorn invasions.
Survey the people and see what they would like to do and if there are BMP’s that would fit those
desired actions. If nothing else it gets you guys a better knowledge of the type of misinformation
out there and how to combat that.

Landowner willingness, time, wrong media information, spreading of opinion not fact,
emphasizing small things with small impacts to appease a large number of individuals with a
narrow view and mindset instead of helping a larger area more affecting everyone even if it's not
in the public spotlight.

Likely fits under water quality, but litter around common fishing locations is pretty bad

Maybe ask what regulations people on the watershed feel unnecessary.

MN legislation and better enforcement (financial implications here) is necessary because
voluntary compliance is less likely, I'm afraid.

Native flora (wild rice etc)

Need to work more with lake associations...come to our meetings, see who we are, instead of
telling us what to do.

No

no

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

Public Input

Summary 13
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No

no

No

No

No. Thank you!

None

None

Nope

not relevant

Overall, global warming.

please stop draining our lake

Pollution due to tubing

Population of invasive fish or species

Potential groundwater contamination from excessive gravel mining.

Power-loading ruins access to lakes, Create nature parks, Protect wildlife & native plants
preserving prime ag. and critical habitat areas

Protecting our water shed

Public - know who controls water levels

Public perception of farming, how long have these problems taken to reach this point, where do
we move forward from here, is climate cycling considered before major lake drainage operations,
how are urban pollutions affect our water quality......

Recreational water activities

River usage

road clean up of alllllllil roads

Septic system regulations have changed again. Are they a big concern?

Should have been completed years ago

Single use plastics and Styrofoam should be banned in the area. Also, the environmental impact
of so many gas-powered vehicles on our lakes (and roads) clearly damages the environment. It
seems that because of so much seasonal use, there is a lack of concern for our fragile
environment. | worry that this beautiful spot will not be available to my grandchildren and future
generations.

Some

Stop funnel development of lakeshore and enforce setbacks.

Stop new problems from developing instead of spending money on fixing things after they are a
problem.

Sustainability where people are NOT the priority

Thanks

The general public desires their information from incorrect media sources that don't always have
proper information. Thus they make think they are doing something beneficial even if they are
not. Time and money are also limiting factors especially on recreational lands.

The use of pesticides and fertilizers on lake lots is out of control!!

The water quality is awful on Melissa, lily pads and extreme weeds

There needs to be an effort to bring agricultural producers and lake shore owners together to
address resource concerns without them point the finger at each other.

Tile drainage leading to pollution & flooding and non-resident landowners not paying their share

Public Input

Summary 14
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Too many weeds growing in the lakes and you won't let us clear enough away from the docks
and shoreline for swimming and playing in the water.

Too much regulation

Tourist environmental Damage

Very thorough.

Wakeboard style boats causing shoreline erosion, property damage, and disturbing and
redistributing the sediments on the lake bottom which contribute to the loss of fish habitat and
lead to algal blooms.

Water levels on lakes this year were very concerning. Uncontrollable weeds that need heavy
equipment. Snails dying.

Water protection from other States demands. They want our water.

We have some serious debris build up on the bridges/culverts under the highway 10 bridge and
culverts under the railroad near the old city of Luce that has caused family members to capsize
their canoe. We have notified respective offices about a year ago and the issue apparently still
isn't resolved.

Yes the tile systems that are used so the wetlands etc. aren't able to drain overflow into the
ground

Yes, "kids" will help...train them to help!

Yes. Farms are farming the right of way in ditches. Which causes run off, erosion, effects bird
nesting, clean water filter by having grass holding water. Arrogant farmers and others need to be
educated on RW issues

Zoning to protect natural resources

=Ipub”c Input

=\Summaw

15
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Appendix C. Citizen Advisory Committee Summary

January 5, 2022
Ottertail Community Center

Citizen Participants
Patty Johnson, Sheri Meester, Hank Ludke, Gary Harrington, Mike Rheault, Howard Mooney,
Tim Stenger, Lance Peterson, Lance Akers, Doug Green

Planning Team Participants

Darren Newville (EOTSWCD), Ben Underhill (EOTSWCD), Aaron Larsen (WOTSWCD), Bryan
Malone (Becker SWCD), Chris LeClair (Otter Tail County), Kyle Vareberg (Becker County), Pete
Waller (BWSR), Moriya Rufer (Houston Engineering)

Introduction

The Citizen Advisory Committee for
the Otter Tail Watershed was formed
to give a citizen’s perspective on
priorities and resources in the
watershed. The Committee
participants are spread geographically
and through different stakeholder
perspectives such as agriculture,
lakes, and forests.

The first meeting of this committee
was held on January 5 in Ottertail,
MN. The meeting began with
introductions and the citizen
participants shared their backgrounds
and perspectives on why they were
there.

The Agenda included an introduction
to One Watershed One Plan and
introduction to the Otter Tail River
Watershed so that all participants are
on the same page. Then the major
workshop portions of the meeting
included issue prioritization and
visioning, which are described in
detail on the next few pages of this
report.

CAC Meeting
1/5/2022 1
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Issue Prioritization

The issues developed by the Technical Advisory Committee were presented and discussed.
Then participants were given five sticker dots and invited to place them on the top five issues
they think the plan should address. The top three priorities were:

1.
2.
3.

Nutrient loading
Erosion

Groundwater Quality

There was a tie for the next four issues, which were:

4.

Protection
Soil Health

Fragmentation of forests

Altered drainage

These priorities aligned very well with the Technical Advisory Committee’s priorities, which
indicates that there is good agreement in the watershed.

CAC Meeting
1/5/2022 2
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Visioning

Participants were then given a worksheet with the two questions below and asked to write a
statement answering the questions. Next, the participants joined together in pairs and compared
and joined their statements. Finally, the participants joined into two larger groups and came up
with combined statements. The statements developed are below. These will be combined into a
Vision Statement for the watershed.

What is special about this watershed?

Farming, recreation, wildlife, air quality, and tourism are attracted by a well-defined and diverse
ecosystem. There are numerous programs in place to protect our watershed — use them.

It provides a natural resource which is high quality, easily accessible and renewable for multiple
uses including industry, tourism, recreation, agronomy, nature and life.

Provides diversity for the life of people, animals and plants.
The lakes and waterways in the river system and natural beauty.

Clean water in our lakes and rivers for the generations to follow. Clean waters will bring tourism
and dollars to this region.

It has a diverse ecosystem. There are ways to manage it. Having larger lakes to use as holding
ponds. Protected lands next to watersheds to filter runoff.

Community encouraged; multi-level; Long-term support (resources — people, plan, equipment,
fiscal); Progressive-Proactive; databased (soil and water).

The diversity and ability to be self-maintaining in filtration.

Building a sustainable ecosystem that combines wildlife, habitat with economic and personal
growth.

What is our aspiration for the next 10-50 years?

Protecting one of our Country’s most valuable resources, quality water, for future generations.
To ensure continuation.

Protect and improve water and habitat quality in the future.

Keep it clean for everyone to enjoy.

Ensure safe drinking and groundwater.

Manage the watershed for the future. Having clean water. Controlling runoft.

Continually updating data and implementing appropriate updates.

Quality water = quality life

Better water — leaving a better world for our children

CAC Meeting

1/5/2022 3
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Citizen Advisory Committee Meeting 2

September 12, 2022
Ottertail Community Center

Citizen Participants

Hank Ludtke (Frazee), Larry Anderson (Floyd Lake), Dave Schiller (Rochert), Jeff Vansteenburg
(Battle Lake), Patty Johnson (Pelican Rapids), Sheri Meester (Pelican Rapids), Mike Rheault,
(Fergus Falls)

Planning Team Participants

Darren Newville (EOTSWCD), Don Bajumpaa (EOTSWCD), Aaron Larsen (WOTSWCD), Cody
Dock (WOTSWCD), Phil Doll (Becker SWCD), Chris LeClair (Otter Tail County), Pete Waller
(BWSR), Moriya Rufer (Houston Engineering)

Summary

At this second meeting, a presentation was given summarizing the draft Otter Tail
Comprehensive Watershed Management Plan and how the information from the first CAC
meeting was incorporated into the focus issues and vision statement.

Following the presentation, LGU staff led a discussion about future projects, cost share
incentive opportunities and answered questions.

The CAC will be sent a link to the draft plan during the Formal 60 Day Review period.

CAC Meeting
1/5/2022



Appendix D. PRWD Supporting Information

The Pelican River Watershed District adopted an updated Watershed Management Plan in
2020 as required by statute (103D.401). Information from this watershed district plan was
incorporated into this Comprehensive Watershed Management Plan authorized in 103B.801.
This appendix provides some supporting information for reference use by the PRWD during
implementation.

Lake Phosphorus Goals

Table 1. Phosphorus goals for each lake in the PRWD.
Estimated

Total

el Phosphorus REELIETET Reduction
Phosphorus Goal
Load Goal Goal (%)
Load (Ibs/yr) (Ibs/yr)
(Ibs/yr)
Floyd 1,039 987 52 5%
Little Floyd 1,063 1,010 53 5%
Detroit 3,757 3,568 188 5%
Curfman 87 83 4 5%
Long 190 180 10 5%
Sallie 6,267 5,954 313 5%
Melissa 4,987 4,737 249 5%
Fox 37 25 1.8 5%
Munson 62 59 3 5%
Loon 294 374 20 7%
Pearl 304 259 15 5%
St. Clair* 1,190 904 286 24%
Johnson 463 440 23 5%
Reeves 449 427 22 5%
Meadow 31 29 1.5 5%
Abbey 156 148 7.8 5%
Sands 63 59 3 5%

*These estimates come from the MDNR Lakes Phosphorus Sensitivity Significance Study, except the estimates for
St. Clair Lake, which come from the St. Clair Lake TMDL.



Detailed PRWD Actions

These actions are summarized in the Targeted Implementation Schedule section of this
Comprehensive Watershed Management Plan, pages 97-99.

Green cells with “H” indicate high priority items, orange cells with “M” indicate medium priority
items, and red cells with “L” indicate “as opportunities arise” items.

Water Quality - Lakes
Action 2023-2032

# Goal: Adaptively manage District lakes to protect, enhance and

Priority

restore lake water quality and recreational utility as appropriate to
each lake.

Objective A. Reduce excess nutrient and sediment loading to lakes through best management practices, capital
improvement projects and regulatory controls.

Meet each District lake’s water quality goal through phosphorus load

reduction.
Al . . 500,000 H
MOS: Total phosphorus concentrations equal to or below water quality goals $

in each lake.

Write and/or update lake-specific management plans for main District lakes
A2 to achieve necessary nutrient reductions and water quality goals. $150,000 H

MOS: Completion of up-to-date implementation plans for each District lake.

Reduce Lake St. Clair phosphorus loading to 2.75 pounds per day through
A3 activities outlined in the Lake St. Clair TMDL implementation plan. $1,000,000 H

MOS: Reduce phosphorus loading to 2.75 pounds/day.

Develop and implement a phosphorus load tracking and credit system for
A4 Lake St. Clair. $20,000 H
MOS: Establish tracking and credit system

Identify and target critical agricultural erosion and sediment transport areas
A5 in the North Floyd and Little Floyd sub-watersheds. $250,000 H

MOS: Completion of geomorphological assessment and report.

$900,000
Develop and implement a streambank stabilization plan for Campbell Creek ($200-
A6 to reduce TSS and TP loading from Campbell Creek to the Floyd Lakes. $300/ H
MOS: Completion of Campbell Creek streambank stabilization project. Linear
Foot)

Monitor existing agricultural BMPs in the Floyd Lake to evaluate phosphorus
A7 removal efficiency. $25,000 H
MOS: At least three sampling events of two BMPs/year.

Retrofit existing and/or construct new regional wet/dry stormwater basins
AS east of the City of Detroit Lakes. $400,000 H

MOS: Retrofitting or construction of at least one basin.

Enforce the Minnesota Buffer Law.
A9 . . . $5,000/yr H
MOS:100 percent landowner compliance with Minnesota Buffer Law.

Conduct shoreline surveys on lakes with potential for increased
A10 development. $5,000/yr M
MOS: Completion and documentation of at least two shoreline surveys/lake

Evaluate opportunities for capital improvement projects that reduce

stormwater nutrient and sediment loads.
All . . $100,000 M
MOS: Perform at least one formal evaluation which generates at least ten

project opportunities.
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Water Quality - Lakes
Action 2023-2032

Goal: Adaptively manage District lakes to protect, enhance and
restore lake water quality and recreational utility as appropriate to
each lake.

Develop a comprehensive street sweeping management program within the
City of Detroit Lakes.

MOS: Completion of a detailed street sweeping program document
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$20,000 M

A13

Explore the feasibility of financially assisting the City of Detroit Lakes in
purchasing a street sweeper or equipment that removes fine particles.
MOS: Spend 16 hours of staff time researching grants, evaluating the
District budget and brainstorming other methods for financial assistance.

$150,000 M

Al4

Maintain a District cost-share program to implement voluntary stormwater
BMPs.

MOS: Provide information to landowner for potential BMP retrofit or
installation projects.

$10,000/yr M

Objective B. Reduce rate and volume of stormwater runoff entering lakes to help meet water quality loading goals.

Maintain a cost-share program for installation of agricultural volume

B1 reduction BMPs. $50,000 H
MOS: Fund at least five agricultural BMPS.
Maintain a cost-share program to implement voluntary stormwater BMPs.

B2 prog P Y $20,000 M
MOS: Fund at least one voluntary BMP per year.
Evaluate opportunities for capital improvement projects that reduce
stormwater volume and peak flows.

B3 P , , $100,000
MOS: Perform at least one formal evaluation which generates at least one
project opportunity

Objective C. Reduce internal phosphorus loading (from bottom sediments) to lakes.

Calculate necessary internal phosphorus load reduction on Lake St. Clair
and, if appropriate, perform a second alum treatment.

c1 ppropriate, p . _ $400,000 H
MOS: Completion of internal phosphorus load reduction study, and if
appropriate, completion of an alum treatment.
Assess internal phosphorus loading in North Floyd Lake and perform alum
treatment of other appropriate practice to reduce loading.

c2 “her appropriate p : 9 _ $400,000
MOS: Completion of internal phosphorus loading study, and if appropriate,
completion of an alum treatment or other practice.

Objective D. Monitor and reduce chloride loading to lakes.

Develop a chloride assessment program and monitor chloride levels in
suspected hotspots, such as Big and Little Detroit Lake.

D1 $15,000

MOS: Completion of a chloride assessment program document and collection
of samples for at least two years.

Objective E. Reduce and assess loading of pharmaceuticals and personal care products

to wastewater.

Educate public about proper use and disposal of household hazardous waste,
pharmaceutical products and other personal care products with at least two

El social media posts and/or flyers per year. $1,500
MOS: Make two social media posts and/or flyers per/year.
Attend one workshop on contaminants of emerging concern.

E2 W P ! aing $2,000

MOS: Attendance of one workshop.

Objective F. Protect the public from mercury exposure due to mercury-impaired lakes.




Water Quality - Lakes
Action 2023-2032

#H Goal: Adaptively manage District lakes to protect, enhance and
restore lake water quality and recreational utility as appropriate to
each lake.
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Distribute MDH and MPCA materials about safe consumption of fish through
F1 at least two social media posts and/or flyers per year. $1,000

MOS: Make two social media posts and/or flyers/year

Objective G. Acquire data necessary to better understand water quality trends and threats in order to most
effectively implement water quality improvement practices

Continue the District’s annual chemical water quality monitoring program to
assess lake health, guide adaptive management, and provide measures of
progress.

MOS: Completion of annual monitoring report.

G1 $30,000/yr H

Water Quality - Wetlands
Action 2023-2032

#

Goal: Protect, enhance, and restore wetland water quality and
function

Priority

Objective A. Inventory wetland water quality and function.

Conduct a systematic wetland inventory throughout the District that

identifies, functionally assesses and prioritizes wetlands for protection and
Al restoration. $50,000 M

MOS: Completion of wetland inventory.

Objective B. Restore hydrology of altered wetlands and surrounding areas that are contributing excess nutrients to
downstream waters.

Design and complete the Rice Lake Wetland restoration project.

Bl MOS: Completion of 461 acre Rice Lake Wetland restoration project, $2,500,000 H
impounding approximately 691 acre-ft of water.

Evaluate the potential for restoration of altered wetlands with a restoration
B2 feasibility study. $50,000 H
MOS: Completion of wetland restoration feasibility study and report.

Objective C. Protect high quality wetlands as identified in wetland inventory to be performed.

Identify and explore opportunities to protect high quality wetlands through

easements, fee title or wetland bank.

Ci 25,000
MOS: Spend 16 hours of staff time exploring (and if possible, securing) $

opportunities.

Objective D. Help implement requirements for wetland management.

Help implement wetland requirements such as buffers, setbacks and
D1 pretreatment of stormwater prior to discharge into wetlands. $5,000

MOS: Assist with implementation of at least one requirement.




Water Quality

Rivers, streams, and other waterways
Actions 2023-2032
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Goal: Protect, enhance and restore rivers, tributary streams and
other waterways, such as ditches

Objective A. Monitor streams for water quality and other indicators of ecosystem health.

Update all annual stream monitoring plans to include assessment of chemical
water quality parameters and flow at minimum, but also bank erosion and
runoff when possible.

MOS: Completion of updated annual stream monitoring plan document.

Water Quality

Rivers, streams, and other waterways
Actions 2023-2032

Al

$10,000 H
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Goal: Protect, enhance and restore rivers, tributary streams and
other waterways, such as ditches
Evaluate and update the stream monitoring plan for special projects.

A2
MOS: Completion of updated special projects monitoring plan document.

$20,000 H

Develop and implement a Sucker Creek monitoring plan.

A3 . N
MOS: Completion of a Sucker Creek monitoring plan document.

$4,000 M

Objective B. Inventory water quality and function of public drainage systems in the District in accordance with
Minnesota State Statute 103E.

Conduct annual drainage system inspection reports for Drainage Systems 11,
B1 12, 13 and 14. $10,000 H

MOS: Completion of inspection reports.

Develop and implement a drainage system records modernization program.

B2 50,000 M
MOS: Development of records database. $
Identify unstable reaches that degrade water quality.
B3 fy . 9 . d y $50,000 M
MOS: Completion of geomorphological assessment and report.
Objective C. Restore stream water quality and stream ecosystem health.
$2,000,000
c1 Develop and implement a streambank stabilization plan for Campbell Creek. (f;é’gl' ]
MOS: Completion of streambank stabilization project. Linear
Foot)
Design and complete the Rice Lake Wetland restoration project.
c2 $2,500,000 H

MOS: Completion of Rice Lake Wetland restoration project.

Evaluate the potential for restoration of the wetland bordering Lake St. Clair
Cc3 to reduce phosphorus release to Public Drainage System 14. $50,000 H

MOS: Completion of restoration feasibility study.

$850,000
Evaluate the potential for improving geomorphology of the Pelican River ($200-
ca between Highway 34 and Highway 10. $300/ M
MOS: Completion of restoration feasibility study. Linear
Foot)
Objective D. Protect high quality stream reaches.
Protect Sucker Creek by continuing to serve on the Sucker Creek TAC
D1 (quarterly meetings) and supporting protection of and education about the $5.000 ]

Sucker Creek ecosystem.
MOS: Attendance of Sucker Creek technical advisory committee meetings.




Water Quality - Groundwater
Actions 2023-2032

#
Goal: Protect aquifers and maintain or improve groundwater quality,

so that drinking water is safe.

Priority

Objective A. Protect groundwater quality and ensure safe drinking water.

Offer assistance to Becker County and MDH in their efforts to test for
potential groundwater contaminants and ensure that all wells in high arsenic
areas have water treatment. Act as an information source to identify
Al potential financial assistance such as grants, loans, and cost-share programs $1,500
for well and septic system work.

MOS: Conduct conversation (at least every three years) with Becker County
or MDH staff expressing availability to assist with outreach, etc.

Implement infiltration and other BMPs according to the City of Detroit Lakes
A2 Wellhead Protection Plan. $1,500

MOS: Zero projects that violate the Wellhead Protection Plan.

Develop or compile inventories for irrigation wells and areas of high
A3 groundwater sensitivity. $2,000

MOS: Completion of inventory.

Objective B. Increase public awareness of groundwater protection issues and of the City of Detroit Lakes Wellhead
Protection Plan.

Educate about proper septic system tank management and the effects of

failing septic systems through flyers, booklets, newsletters, social media, and
B1 local television. $1,500 M
MOS: Assist City of DL and Becker County with educational activities

Assist Becker County and local SWCDs in promoting proper management of
private wells through flyers, booklets, newsletters, social media, and local

B2 television. $1,500 =
MOS: Assist with County promotional activities
Assist the City of Detroit Lakes in educating about wellhead protection and
BMPs through utility bill inserts, newsletters, the District website, and social

B3 | media $1,500 M

MOS: Assist with City of DL education activities

Water Quantity — Lake Levels
Actions 2023-2032

#

Goal: Promote shoreline resilience to fluctuations in water levels of
lakes, streams, and drainage systems.

Priority

Objective A. Monitor Lake, stream, and drainage system water levels.

Maintain water level gauges at lake outlets and at key locations in several
Al streams. $2,000 H
MOS: Collection of weekly water level data during ice-off season

Objective B. Promote shoreline that is resilient under fluctuating water levels.

Maintain a District cost-share program for lakeshore landowners to convert
shoreline turf grass into “lake-friendly” buffer, which tolerates fluctuating $50,000

lake levels. (—$500/Site)
MOS: Provide funding for District cost-share program

Bl




Water Quantity — Localized Flooding
Actions 2023-2032

#

Priority

Goal: Mitigate localized flooding issues and prevent flooding-related
damages to property, public safety and water resources.

Objective A. Gather baseline floodplain data.

Complete a FEMA flood insurance study to protect critical infrastructure.

250,000 M
MOS: complete a FEMA flood insurance study. $

Al

Objective B. Mitigate Current Localized Flooding and Prevent Future Flooding

Conduct a hydrologic modeling study to identify flood prone areas, potential
damages and critical infrastructure that may need updates.

MOS: Completion of hydrologic modeling study and report documenting flood
prone areas/potential damages.

B1 $50,000 H

Meet with the City of Detroit Lakes staff to review and discuss FEMA flood
insurance rate maps, flood insurance studies and Atlas 14 data to prevent filling
of floodplain in the City of Detroit Lakes.

MOS: Meeting is held that covers above topics.

B2 $2,500 H

Identify and preserve critical area necessary for the conveyance or temporary
storage of stormwater runoff.

MOS: Completion of study and report documenting critical area for stormwater;
lack of construction/fill in this area.

Develop and implement design standards for bridges, culverts or other water-
related infrastructure to ensure integrity of road system and infrastructure while
B4 maintaining connectivity where needed. $2,000 M
MOS: All bridges, culverts or other water-related infrastructure replaced based
upon design standards.

B3 $5,000 M

Objective C. Prepare for emergency flood scenarios.

Develop an Emergency Response Plan for flood-prone areas with Becker and
Cc1 Otter Tail Counties and the City of Detroit Lakes. $15,000

MOS: Development of Emergency Response Plan.

Water Quantity — Groundwater
Actions 2023-2032
Goal: Ensure groundwater supply is sustainable.

Priority

Objective A. Reduce groundwater withdrawal.

Review Conditional Use Permits, Environmental Assessment Worksheets and
Environmental Impact Statements for projects involving groundwater through
Al the Becker County TAC. $20,000 H
MOS: Fulfill Becker County Technical advisory committee responsibilities (e.g.,
attend meetings, review permits, etc.).

Assist with advertising irrigation workshops and other groundwater-related
workshops sponsored by the MDA, Becker County SWCD and Otter Tail County
AZ | sweb.

MOS: Assist with irrigation workshops.

$2,000

Objective B. Increase groundwater recharge.

Maintain cost-share program for installation of stormwater BMPs, including BMPs
B1 that encourage infiltration. $200,000 H

MOS: Fund at least one project per year.




Explore opportunities for potential cisterns/ water reuse systems.

B2 MOS: Spend 32 hours of staff time exploring opportunities and summarizing $5,000
findings in memo.
Implement a water reuse project (as described in B2) if funding arises.

B3 . . $100,000
MOS: Completion of water reuse project.

Ecological Integrity — Aquatic Invasive Species
Actions 2023-2032

Goal: Prevent establishment of new invasive species and manage
invasive species that already exist in the watershed.

Objective A. Manage priority invasive species using the best available methods and technology

Implement the flowering rush management plan on infested waters to achieve
less than 2% occurrence.

Al . - $800,000
MOS: Less than 2 percent occurrence of Flowering rush in littoral zones of
Detroit, Sallie and Melissa Lakes.
Conduct/continue curly-leaf pondweed treatment to reduce frequency of
occurrence by 90%.

A2 o . . $800,000
MOS: 90 percent reduction in occurrence of curly-leaf pondweed in Detroit,
Sallie and Melissa Lakes.
Develop and Update readiness response plans for priority invasive species.

A3 MOS: Completion of Rapid Response Plan document with a plan for each $200,000
priority invasive species.
Provide readiness response treatments if necessary.

A4 | MOS: If appropriate, implementation of one or several invasive species Rapid $5,000,000
Response Plans.
Manage zebra mussels, Chinese Mystery Snails, or other AIS on infested
waters using methods devised by the University of Minnesota.

A5 - Lo $1,000,000
MOS: Completion of zebra mussel management activities on one or several of
the above lakes.
Conduct research to identify alternative treatment practices for flowering
rush.

A7 . . . . $500,000
MOS: Completion of report summarizing alternative treatment practices, as
well as pros and cons.

Objective B. Monitor for new invasive species.

Survey submerged aquatic vegetation, including aquatic invasive species, on
Lakes Floyd, Little Floyd, Curfman, Long, Sallie and Melissa.

B1 $400,000

MOS: Completion of at least two aquatic vegetation surveys on each of the
above lakes in 10 years.

Objective C. Stay current with new management strategies and aquatic invasive species research.

Continue to attend and present at aquatic invasive species workshops and

c1 conferences. $15,000
MOS: At least one conference (attending or presenting)
Continue communications and develop a research partnership with University
of Minnesota’s Aquatic Invasive Species Center and other institutions.

c2 $75,000

MOS: Meet with Aquatic Invasive Species Center staff and if possible, also
collaborate on one of their studies.

2
=
(e]
=
o




Wildlife Habitat
Actions 2023-2032

>
-
=
o
=
o

Goal: Protect, enhance and restore wildlife habitat

Objective A. Search for opportunities to partner on multi-benefit projects that will enhance water quality and create new
wildlife habitat.

Maintain District cost-share program for converting shoreline turf grass to lake-
A1l | friendly buffer.

MOS: Fund at least one project per year.

$250,000
(~$500/Site)

Maintain cost-share program for installation of stormwater BMPs such as rain
A2 | gardens, which provide pollinator habitat. $200,000 H

MOS: Fund at least one project per year.

Design and complete the Rice Lake Wetland restoration project.

A3
MOS: Completion of Rice Lake Wetland restoration project.

$2,500,000 H

Encourage wildlife and pollinator-friendly seed mixes and plantings in buffers or

A4 linear projects. $5.000 M
MOS: Note that wildlife-friendly seed mixes should be used in every permit ’

review involving buffers or linear projects.

Assist in enforcing the new Minnesota Buffer Law as appropriate.

A5
MOS: 100 percent landowner compliance with the Minnesota Buffer Law.

$50,000 M

Prevent habitat degradation and fragmentation through conversations with
A6 MDNR staff. $5,000

MOS: Contact MN DNR at least once per year.

Fish Communities
Actions 2023-2032

Priority

Goal: Maintain healthy fish communities

Objective A. Prioritize areas for aquatic habitat protection.

Through the Ottertail WRAPS Cycle 2, assess the following streams for
index of biological integrity (IBl): Campbell Creek, Pelican River and

Al Sucker Creek. $100,000 .
MOS: Obtain IBI values for the streams above.
Develop an assessment program to identify priority areas (reaches, lakes,
wetlands) for aquatic habitat protection.

A2 $15,000

MOS: Completion of assessment program document outlining how to
identify priority habitat protection areas.

Objective B. Protect, enhance, and restore fish habitat, especially when projects have multiple benefits that meet District
objectives.

Conduct a study to assess river ecosystem connectivity and identify river
B1 | segments that need more or less connectivity. $100,000 H

MOS: Identification of river segments needing changes.

Conduct a feasibility study to prioritize practices identified during the river
B2 | ecosystem connectivity study (see B1). $100,000 H
MOS: Completion of feasibility study.

Implement the priority recommendations from the river ecosystem
B3 connectivity feasibility study (see B2). $100,000 H

MOS: Implementation of at least one recommended practice.

Prevent the introduction of invasive species and manage existing invasive
B4 | species to support healthy ecosystem for fisheries. $100,000 H

MOS: Implementation of invasive species management action items.




Fish Communities
Actions 2023-2032

Priority

Goal: Maintain healthy fish communities

Promote aquatic vegetation species diversity and density to support
ecosystem health and fish habitat.

B5 ) . ) . . . $5,000 M
MOS: Implementation of invasive aquatic vegetation management action
items.
Explore providing a District cost-share program to remove seawalls and 50 000

B6 | replace with shoreline practices that provide fish habitat. $50, M

(—$10,000/Site)

MOS: Fund projects at high priority shoreline segments.

B7 Incorporate fish spawning areas into projects when feasible. $5.000
MOS: Construction of a fish spawning area within applicable project. ’

Assist the MN DNR in replacing the weir on Little Floyd Lake with rock
B8 | rapids. $220,000
MOS: Replacement of weir with rock rapids.

Assist the MDNR in replacing Bucks Mill Dam with rock rapids.

B9
MOS: Replacement of Bucks Mill dam with rock rapids.

TBD (~$2,500,000) M

General Administration
Actions 2023-2032
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Goal: Provide efficient administrative services

Objective A. Improve water resources by enhancing and refining administrative procedures.

Enhance local intra-agency administration effectiveness through meetings,
Al | agreements, procedures, etc. $10,000 H

MOS: At least three intra-agency enhancement activities per year.

Identify and implement solutions to streamline permit application process.

A2 | MOS: Identification and implementation of at least three strategies for the $50,000 H
permit application process.

Develop software to facilitate permitting process.
A3 P 1tate permiting b - $45,000 H
MOS: Development and implementation of permitting software.

Sponsor regular events to facilitate exchange of practical information.
aq | SP g ge orp $50,000 H
Mos: At least one event per year.

AB Continually update the District’'s website and social media pages. $30.000 ]
MOS: Website update at least once/year; Facebook post at least once/month. ’

Utilize a Technical and Citizen Advisory Committees
A6 . : $5,000 H
MOS: Convene a meetings when applicable

10



General Administration
Actions 2023-2032

Goal: Provide efficient administrative services

Provide technical input to development projects.
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A7 . L . $2,000 M
MOS: At least one piece of technical input per project.
Develop and maintain inventory of District-owned or financed stormwater

A8 management facilities. $30,000 M
MOS: Development of stormwater facility inventory.

Objective B. Improve water resources by developing new District Rules or refining existing rules.
Refine District Rules to restrict new developments from increasing rate or 15.000 For Rul

B1 | volume of runoff leaving a site. $ ,Revisig; ule H
MOS: Publication of new rules and standards with the above refinement.

B2 Refine District Rules to prevent building or filling in the 100-year floodplain. $15,000 For Rule H
MOS: Publication of new rules and standards with the above refinement. Revision
Ensure District Rules support the Becker County and Detroit Lakes shoreland 15.000 For Rul

B3 | ordinances, the MS4 Ordinance and the City of Detroit Lakes WHPP. $ ,Revisig; ufe H
MOS: Publication of new rules and standards with the above refinement.

B4 Ensure that Rules reflect Minnesota Buffer Law enforcement responsibilities. $15,000 For Rule ]
MOS: Publication of new rules and standards with the above refinement. Revision
Consider developing rules to require wetland buffers and/or setbacks.

. - . . . .. . $15,000 For Rule

B5 | MOS: Consideration of this topic during the rule revision process, and if Revision H
appropriate, a revised rule.
Consider developing rules to protect groundwater.

. p- 9 . p. -g - . $15,000 For Rule

B6 | MOS: Consideration of this topic during the rule revision process, and if Revision M
appropriate, a revised rule.
Consider adopting and enforcing a standard for minimum low floor elevation of

87 buildings. $15,000 For Rule M
MOS: Consideration of this topic during the rule revision process, and if Revision
appropriate, a revised rule.
Consider a filtration requirement for wellhead protection areas. $15.000 For Rule

B8 | MOS: Consideration of this topic during the rule revision process, and if ’ M

appropriate, a revised rule.

Revision
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Education
Actions 2023-2032

#

Goal: Provide efficient education services for the purpose of
improving water resources.

Priority

Objective A. Improve water resources through programs/ practices that encourage residents and businesses to reduce
their phosphorus “footprints,” reduce stormwater runoff volume, and enhance ecosystem health through other means.

Continue education program, including social media, radio interviews,
talks, mailings.

Al MOS: 12 social media posts/year, 12 radio interviews/year, 6 educational $20,000 H
talks/year, 1 Detroit Lakes message/year, and 1 Becker County mailing/10
years.

Post educational signs at the Rice Lake Wetland restoration project.

A2
MOS: Informational signs posted.

$5,000 H

Add stormwater facility info. to District website.

A3
MOS: Website updated with appropriate information.

$2,000 H

Pilot a phosphorus/ runoff reduction outreach program.

A4 . .
MOS: Program developed and at least five target properties enrolled.

$20,000 M

Assist with Sucker Creek education program.

A5 . . .
MOS: Assistance with two educational events per year.

$2,000 M

Conduct or assist with BMP workshops for stakeholders.

A6
MOS: 2-3 workshops conducted.

$10,000 M

Host or support attendance of water-focused festivals

A7
MOS: 1-2 events conducted

$5,000

Develop a salt application education program.

A8 MOS: At least three Facebook posts and one “All Over Media” workshop $5,000
hosted.

Objective B. Maximize visibility and public use of data collected by the District.

Put data on website and social media.
B1 L . . $2,000 H
MOS: Data from every year of monitoring available on website.

Develop data reports.
B2 MOS: Each year, produce annual monitoring report and at least two types $10,000 H
of educational materials that summarize findings from annual monitoring ’
report.
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Implementation Programs and Projects

1. Project Establishment
The purpose of this section is to introduce the types of projects that can be initiated and
established and how they may be done. District projects can be established in one of the
following manners specified in M.S. 103D.601- 103D.615:

* by a vote of the managers;

* by a petition;

* by a contract with a government entity;

» through establishment of an emergency project; or

» through Drainage Law (M.S. Chapter 103E).

The law has been summarized to highlight the key elements. These statutes should be referred
to prior to initiating a project.

Projects Initiated by Managers. The District (M.S. 103D.601) may initiate a project by
resolution of at least a majority of the managers, if the project is financed by grants totaling at
least 50 percent of the estimated project cost, and the engineer's estimate of costs to parties
affected by the watershed district, including assessments against benefited properties but
excluding state, federal, or other grants, is not more than $750,000 for the project. The District
may not establish a project by resolution if drainage is the essential nature and purpose. The
District does not currently have any projects initiated by this method.

Construction Projects with Government Aid. These are projects to be constructed within the
District under a contract between the District and the State or Federal government (M.S.
103D.611) and the cost of the project is to be paid for in whole or in part by the state or federal
government, but the rights-of-way and the cost of the project are assumed by the watershed
district. The District does not currently have any projects initiated by this method.

Basic Water Management Projects. Basic water management projects must be identified in
the District’s watershed management plan or constructed within the District under an agreement
between the District and the State or Federal government. Projects initiated under this section
may be linked to M.S.103D.905, Subd. 3, which allows the use of a District-wide ad valorem
levy if the project is initiated by a municipality and the cost is a ttributable to implementing and
managing the basic water management features of projects identified in the plan. An example
would be the Districts LMP-01 project, initiated by the city of Detroit Lakes, to undertake AIS
research, education, treatments, and management.

Emergency Projects of Common Benefit. If the District (M.S. 103D.615) finds that conditions
exist that present a clear and imminent danger to the health or welfare of the people of the
watershed district, and that to delay action would prejudice the interests of the people of the
District or would be likely to cause irreparable harm, the District may declare the existence of an
emergency and designate the location, nature, and extent of the emergency. The District may
order that work be done under the direction of the managers and the engineer, without a
contract. The cost of work undertaken without a contract may be assessed against benefited
properties or, if the cost is not more than 25 percent of the most recent administrative ad
valorem levy of the watershed district and the work is found to be of common benefit to the
watershed district, funding may be raised by an ad valorem tax levy upon all taxable property
within the watershed district, or both. The District does not currently have any projects initiated
by this method.
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Drainage Systems and Projects A county board or a joint county drainage authority may direct
the District to assume responsibility for a drainage system within the District (M.S.103D.621-
103D.625). After the transfer, any repairs, improvements, or construction must take place in
accordance with Minnesota Drainage Law (M.S. Chapter 103E). The cost of routine
maintenance and repair of the District’s projects (M.S.103D.631, 103D.635 and 103D.641),
including the cost of removing obstructions and accumulations of foreign substances from
drainage systems, must be paid from the District’s maintenance fund. If the cost of maintenance
or repair, including all fees and costs relating to it, is less than $25,000, the District may have
the work done by contract without advertising for bids (M.S.103D.641). An example would be
the District's maintenance funds for maintaining the function of Becker County Ditches 11, 12,
13, and 14.

2. Regulation and Enforcement

Per the authorities granted in Minnesota Statutes 103D, the
= Rules/ District has rules to regulate the use and development of land
- Regulatory within its jurisdiction (Appendix F). In 2003, the District’s rules
— were revised to adopt a permit system. The permit system
requires installation of BMPs under certain land development
scenarios in order to manage stormwater runoff from impervious surfaces and to minimize
alterations along shorelines. For example, a District permit is required if a project creates more
than 1 acre of impervious surface, disturbs near shore areas, or includes floodplain, wetland, or
public waters. Other criteria trigger a watershed permit as well. In 2018, the District assumed
jurisdiction to enforce the Minnesota Buffer Law (MN Statutes 103F.48) and adopted rules
enabling enforcement of this law on the drainage systems within its jurisdiction, i.e., Becker
County Drainage systems 11,12, 13, and 14. The District will continue to enforce its rules, using
District staff and qualified professional consultants.

It is the District’s intent to revise the rules as we learn more about development impacts on
water quality of lakes, streams, wetlands, and groundwater and the means to reduce them. In
particular, it seems likely the District will adopt rules to encourage practices pertaining to
stormwater infiltration, shoreline vegetative buffers, wetland building setbacks, erosion and
sediment control, off-site stormwater mitigation for linear reconstruction projects, groundwater
protection, and wetlands and shoreline preservation. When District rules are revised, the District
will attempt to coordinate efforts with other government organizations and look for ways to
streamline regulatory burden on the public. In addition to maintaining its own rules, the District
regularly reviews and offers advice to other agencies concerning their rules and how these rules
could better protect water resources. The idea behind this cooperation and oversight is to
coordinate regulatory efforts and avoid duplication of rules. The District will continue to work
closely with state, county, city and township officials to strengthen regulations that protect water
resources, especially those that protect sensitive shoreline areas and enhance stormwater
management. The District will also revise its own rules in response to changes in the rules of
other agencies in order to eliminate duplication or gaps.

3. Data Collection and Monitoring
The District understands that data collection and studies are
LLEKITTIRE Data necessary for making informed management decisions, and
M“/D 0 Collection therefore has an extensive monitoring program for water
guality, water quantity, and land use. Like most watershed
monitoring programs in Minnesota, the District’s water quality

monitoring focuses on phosphorus, but also includes data collection of several other water
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chemistry parameters at regular intervals throughout the summer. The District also monitors
submerged aquatic vegetation as well as zooplankton, phytoplankton, and invertebrate
communities, as part of the water quality monitoring program. The water quantity monitoring
program includes flow monitoring in creeks and water level monitoring in lakes. Finally, the
District collects data on land use change such as shoreline development and impervious
surface coverage to study how that may impact water quality.

Following each year of monitoring, an annual report is created that summarizes data collected.
Water quality data is also annually uploaded to the MPCA’s Environmental Quality Information
System (EQuIS) database. The data collected in any given year varies, depending on special
information needs, weather conditions, and availability of equipment and staff. The District adds
monitoring stations and upgrades equipment and software as needed. For all monitoring efforts,
focus is given to those water bodies identified as impaired or at risk.

Lake and Stream Monitoring

Currently, stream monitoring occurs twice per month at twelve sites on Campbell Creek, Pelican
River and Ditch 14, April through September. Water quality and quantity are monitored, with
continuous flow data collected at seven of the twelve sites. In addition to these core stream
sites, the District also monitors at special stream sites, which often include the site of a
proposed project, where pollutant loads are being investigated, or the site of a past projects,
where the effectiveness of the project is being evaluated. Lake monitoring occurs twice per
month on seven core lakes (Big Floyd, North Floyd, Little Floyd, Detroit, Little Detroit, St. Clair,
Sallie and Melissa Lakes), June through September. Water quality and quantity parameters are
measured, including lake levels, which are recorded biweekly from ice-out to ice-in, except on
Detroit Lake, which has lake levels continuously recorded. Additional small lakes are monitored
in the same way every 2-3 years, following MPCA guidelines that dictate these lakes must be
monitored for a minimum of three years within a ten-year period. The District also collects
zooplankton and phytoplankton samples on Detroit, Sallie and Melissa Lakes once per month,
June through September, to assess the health of these communities, and to track population
changes that may occur due to zebra mussel infestation (this monitoring program began in
2018).

Aquatic Invasive Species Management

The District currently monitors and manages the spread of AlS in District Lakes through projects
1-B, 1-C, and LMP-01. Projects 1-B and 1-C were authorized in the 1980’s to manage nuisance
levels of aquatic vegetation for recreation and ecosystem management for Detroit Lake,
Curfman Lake, Lake Sallie, and Lake Melissa. Project LMP-01 was authorized in 2010 to
undertake district-wide AIS research, education, treatments, and management. The District will
continue to research, develop, and implement new strategies to limit the spread of AIS into new
lakes, and control AIS populations in infested lakes.

Aquatic Vegetation Monitoring

Aquatic vegetation surveys are conducted on core District lakes (Big, North Floyd, Little Floyd,
Detroit, St. Clair, Sallie and Melissa Lakes) on a rotating basis, with the goal of performing a
survey on each lake at least once every five years. Additional surveys may be conducted more
frequently to aid in the specific management decisions.

Land Use Change Data Collection

The District compiles data on land use change, specifically land use change relating to shoreline
development and impervious surface coverage. Shoreline surveys have been conducted on all
the District’s core lakes to assess the amount of development on the shoreline. The District
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records the extent of sand blankets, rip rap, retaining walls, and natural shoreline as well as the
number of boats, docks, and lifts. Photographs of shoreline have also become part of the survey
protocol; photographs of each house’s shoreline are then linked to taxpayer IDs. Shoreline
surveys have been conducted every 5-10 years since 1997.

4. Education and Outreach Programs
) The District’s education and outreach program exists to improve
ﬁ _ water quality and ecosystem health by leveraging the power of
T Education the community to effect positive change. It is clear that if the
public had a better understanding of water problems and their
respective causes and solutions, water resources would be
better protected. Accordingly, the District has been involved in producing publications for the
general public (reports, brochures, news articles); maintaining social media pages and a
website; appearing monthly on the local radio station to discuss water topics; hosting technical
trainings for contractors and landscapers; leading workshops on AIS; organizing river cleanup
events; opening internship positions for college students; developing curricula for teachers;
preparing and disseminating BMP materials for realtors, land owners and developers;
presenting information to students, service groups and governmental organizations; and
providing assistance to lake associations and the Becker County Coalition of Lake Associations.
The education and outreach programs need to be adaptive and responsive to keep up with
evolving environmental concerns, communication approaches, and strategies. The District will
continue to engage and foster partnerships with the following groups:

e Residents. This is a diverse audience that includes homeowners, landowners, renters,
and seasonal visitors. Their local identity may be influenced by where they reside, their
proximity to a water body, occupation, and the community groups they belong to. These
groups can be formal or informal including community, agricultural, and neighborhood
organizations, lake and homeowner associations, and outdoor groups.

e Local Leaders. Local elected and appointed leaders may include mayors, city council
members and county commissioners. This audience generally includes individuals with
decision-making power on a local (city, county, state) level.

e Students. There is one school district within the District containing elementary, middle
and high schools. There are both public and private schools in the District, preschool
programs, and several nearby colleges and universities.

e Businesses and Professionals. Local businesses have the potential to be leaders in
the implementation of best practices to protect water. Business campuses often have
large footprints and their own community of employees who are impacted by the
business culture. Professionals are those who do work that impacts water resources and
may be in private businesses or government. These include individuals who manage
winter snow and ice or turf grass as well as landscapers, builders and developers.
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5. Drainage System Management
The District serves as the public ditch authority within its

|q Drainage jurisdictional boundary and has been since 1997 when Becker
—‘ Systems County elected to turn over responsibility of County Ditches
Management = 11, 12, 13, and 14 to the District. In 2018, the District became

the authority to enforce the Minnesota Buffer Law for ditches
in its jurisdiction, which states that all public ditches must have perennial vegetative buffers of
16.5 feet along their shores. The County SWCDs inspect the ditches to verify compliance with
the Buffer Law, but the District is notified if enforcement action is required. The District receives
annual funding from the State for this enforcement.

The District recognizes that the ditches in its jurisdiction were originally constructed to provide
drainage for agricultural lands, and intends to maintain the ditches for this purpose, in
accordance with Minnesota Statutes 103E. However, the District intends to simultaneously
minimize the ditches’ past and present downstream impacts on District lakes through
restorations, installation of BMPs, and other measures consistent with multi-purpose drainage
criteria outlined in Minnesota Statute 103E.015, Subd. 1. The primary duties that come with
managing public ditches include performing annual inspections, reviewing plans for bridge and
culvert installations or replacements, mitigating flowage obstructions and sediment
accumulation (for example, build up caused by debris or beaver dams), and enforcing use of
vegetated buffers.

6. Incentive Programs
The District’s main incentive program is its cost-share

Incentive program. This program has provided cost-share assistance for
EE? Pro implementing BMPs (structural, non-structural and
grams . ,
management BMPSs) in rural, urban, and shoreland settings.

Examples of activities that are eligible for cost-share
assistance include native shoreline buffers, streambank and lake shoreline stabilization, and
stormwater treatment practices (e.g., rain gardens, infiltration swales, etc.). Projects are
ineligible for funding assistance if the project is a requirement of any federal, state, or local
government regulation, including variance, conditional use, required mitigation, or correction of
a violation. Priority is given to projects that treat stormwater at the source or that are located
near shoreland or streambanks. The cost-share program is funded through the district-wide
utility fund. Depending on the project, there may be other funding sources, such as the State of
Minnesota’s Clean Water Fund or grants from other government agencies or foundations.
Projects and practices funded by the District’s cost-share program are typically much smaller in
size than capital improvement projects.

7. Capital Improvement Projects
The District has several capital improvement projects

‘9 Capital planned, which are listed in Table 8.3 (page 124). These
</ Improvement projects have been identified through TMDL and WRAPS
o/ Projects studies and other investigations. In many cases, the PRWD

will be the lead agency for implementing the activities, but in
some cases, the District will cooperate with other agencies and organizations to plan and fund
the project.

Many of the projects included in Table 8.3 are planned at the conceptual or feasibility-study
level. These estimated costs are total project costs; the District will pursue collaborative and
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grant opportunities to reduce cost borne by the District. As projects become better defined, so
will the estimated project costs and responsibilities of the District and its partners. At this time,
Table 8.3 may be revised. BWSR may require a plan amendment if the anticipated cost is
significantly greater than the original estimate, as adjusted to reflect inflation. Any proposed
amendments to the Plan will follow the procedures described in Section 9. Additionally, if a
funding mechanism changes for any of the capital improvement projects listed in Table 8.3 such
that the financial obligation to the District is increased, the District may hold a public hearing on
the proposed change before ordering the project. In addition to costs of capital improvement
projects, timelines of these projects may also change. The District implements capital
improvement projects as circumstances dictate, and to fit in with the District’s financing
strategies. For example, the availability of grants and partnerships could result in either the
acceleration or delay of projects. For capital improvement projects not included in the Plan, the
PRWD will initiate a plan amendment to add the proposed capital project to Table 8.3 prior to
implementation.

The District will follow the process outlined in the applicable statutes for implementing proposed
capital improvement projects. The District will coordinate with and involve the affected local
units of government and other agencies in the implementation of these projects. If the District
orders the project, then the District prepares project plans and bidding documents, finalizes the
funding mechanism, and advertises the project for bid. Through its capital improvement projects
program, the District completes the work, oversees the project construction, manages the
project’s finances, and provides monitoring and evaluation
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Appendix E. Lake Targeting

This section utilizes models that were created in the planning process to help local water
managers target projects. The lakes in this section are the focus lakes determined in Section 4
of this plan.

Phosphorus Targeting Map

The phosphorus targeting map was created with the Prioritize, Target, Measure Application
(PTMApp). It identifies the drainage area to the lake and where the most phosphorus is coming
from to the lake (darkest green areas). PTMApp can also be used in these areas to target
agricultural practices.

Protection Targeting Map

The protection targeting map was created through the Landscape Stewardship Planning
process. It uses a scoring method to prioritize large parcels for protection practices such as
forest stewardship plans, Sustainable Forest Incentive Act (SFIA), conservation easements, and
acquisitions. The scoring method (RAQ) gives points for the parcel being Riparian, Adjacent to
other protected lands, and having high Quality or sensitive features such as wild rice or cisco.
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Cotton Lake
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Detroit Lake

Management Focus: ENHANCE | Goal: Reduce phosphorus by 5% (188 Ibs/yr)
Watershed: Lake Ratio: 15 Phosphorus Loading Focus: Watershed and Nearshore

»

Phosphorus Map

| All the highlighted area
. | drains to Detroit Lake.

Projects in the dark green
area have the potential to
reduce the most

phosphorus to the lake.

Total phosphorus
yield in Ibs/acrelyr

| delivered from
catchment outlet to
priority resource
catchment outlet

| 0.000 - 0.005

: I 0.006 - 0.050
| I 0051-0.160
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Detroit Lake

Potential Acres to Protect: 1,664 Protection Goal: 18 acres
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.
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Hoot Lake

Management Focus: Goal: No increase in phosphorus
Watershed: Lake Ratio: NA Phosphorus Loading Focus: Watershed

D Hoot Lake Watershed
Lakes
MN N

P . « »

Phosphorus Map

All the highlighted area

: B T : Total phosphorus
drains to Hoot Lake. . vield In Ibe/soreiT

Projects in the dark green % delivered from

area have the potential to  [* ::‘tt:hmernet ou:iet to
reduce the most ority resource

catchment outlet
phosphorus to the lake.
0.000047 - 0.000848

-oooow;-ooous?

- 0.001488 - 0.172214
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Hoot Lake

Potential Acres to Protect: 298 Protection Goal: 7 acres
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Lake Sallie

Management Focus: ENHANCE | Goal: Reduce phosphorus by 5% (313 Ibs/yr)
Watershed: Lake Ratio: 46 Phosphorus Loading Focus: Watershed

Phosphorus Map

All the highlighted area
drains to Lake Sallie.

Projects in the dark green
area have the potential to
reduce the most
phosphorus to the lake.

Total phosphorus
yield in Ibs/acrelyr
delivered from
catchment outlet to
priority resource
catchment outlet

0.000 - 0.002

- 0.003 - 0,020
- 0,021 - 0.281
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Lake Sallie

Potential Acres to Protect: 2,632 Protection Goal: 26 acres

m ‘-T Mean RAQ Scoro by Landowner :g'm——
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Leif Lake

Management Focus: ENHANCE | Goal: Reduce phosphorus by 5% (18 Ibs/yr)
Watershed: Lake Ratio: 6 Phosphorus Loading Focus: Nearshore

Phosphorus Map

All the highlighted area
drains to Leif Lake.

Projects in the dark green
area have the potential to
reduce the most
phosphorus to the lake.

_Litti
Cormorant

Big Cormorant

Total phosphorus
yield in Ibs/acrelyr
delivered from
catchment outlet to
priority resource
catchment outlet

0.0005 - 0.0028
I 0.0029 - 0.0060

S [ 0.0061 - 0.1701
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Leif Lake

Potential Acres to Protect: 2,786 Protection Goal: 46 acres
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Little Cormorant Lake

Management Focus: ENHANCE | Goal: Reduce phosphorus by 5% (18 Ibs/yr)
Watershed: Lake Ratio: 3 Phosphorus Loading Focus: Nearshore

VAT
o !__/f )

AP

. / /,
) ’l\“.: ! 7%
"\:./ )RS

Little
Cormoranl’_\

—

Litte Cormorant Lake
Watershed

=, Lakes N

MN NV

" Total phosphorus
| yield in Ibs/acrelyr

| delivered from
catchment outlet to
priority resource
catchment outlet

0.000003 - 0. 000041
-oooooaz-oooooaz
-oooooaa-omaz

All the highlighted area
drains to Little Cormorant
Lake.

Projects in the dark green
area have the potential to
| reduce the most

| phosphorus to the lake.
e
. ¥

Big Cormorant

/}:,_"




Little Cormorant Lake
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Potential Acres to Protect: 2,285 Protection Goal: 20 acres
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Little Floyd Lake

Management Focus: Goal: No increase in phosphorus

Watershed: Lake Ratio: 81 Phosphorus Loading Focus: Watershed

Phosphorus Map

All the highlighted area
drains to Little Floyd Lake.

Projects in the dark green
area have the potential to
reduce the most
phosphorus to the lake.

Total phosphorus
1 yieldin Ibs/acrelyr
| delivered from
catchment outlet to
| priority resource
: catchment outlet
¥ || 0.000000-0.005677
B 0o0osere - 0.013229

s Yo, I 0013230 - 0020870




Little Floyd Lake

Protection Goal:

283 acres
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Little McDonald Lake

Management Focus: Goal: No increase in phosphorus
Watershed: Lake Ratio: 5 Phosphorus Loading Focus: Nearshore

Phosphorus Map

All the highlighted area
drains to Little McDonald
Lake.

Projects in the dark green
area have the potential to
reduce the most
phosphorus to the lake.

e

:
’
.

Little
McDonald

A

yield in Ibs/acrelyr
delivered from
catchment outlet to
priority resource

. catchment outlet

McDonald 82 | Om
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0325 065 hY I 0090002 - 0.000024




Little McDonald Lake

Potential Acres to Protect: 1,797

Protection Goal:

24 acres
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Little Pine Lake

Management Focus: Goal: No increase in phosphorus

Watershed: Lake Ratio: 120 Phosphorus Loading Focus: Watershed

Phosphorus Map

All the highlighted area
drains to Little Pine Lake.

Projects in the dark green
area have the potential to
reduce the most
phosphorus to the lake.

D Litte Pine Lake Watershed

i [ Lakes N

Total phosphorus A
yield in Ibs/acrelyr -
delivered from
catchment outlet to
priority resource

{ catchment outlet

| 0,000 - 0.005

' ’ : y . K- ioooe.o.oso

3.25 6.5 ‘ - - 0051 - 0.585




Little Pine Lake

Potential Acres to Protect: 1,797

Protection Goal: 24 acres
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Long Lake

Management Focus: Goal: No increase in phosphorus
Watershed: Lake Ratio: 25 Phosphorus Loading Focus: Watershed and Nearshore

Phosphorus Map

All the highlighted area
drains to Long Lake.

Projects in the dark green
area have the potential to
reduce the most
phosphorus to the lake.

Little
McDonald

X Total phosphorus A
yield in Ibs/acrelyr
delivered from
catchment outlet to
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Long Lake

Potential Acres to Protect: 1,684 Protection Goal: 51 acres
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River Sub-Wshd s Mean RAQ Score by Landowner || Protected Lands & Waters W
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North & South Lida Lake

Management Focus: Goal: No increase in phosphorus
Watershed: Lake Ratio: 5 Phosphorus Loading Focus: Nearshore

Phosphorus Map
All the highlighted area

drains to North & South
Lida Lake.

Projects in the dark green
area have the potential to
reduce the most
phosphorus to the lake.

.| Lake

C N
[ Loke watershes J\

MN NWI

Total phosphorus yield in
Ibs/acrelyr delivered from
catchment outlet to
priority resource
catchment outlet

0.000000 - 0.0002
- 0.000371 - 0.000500
I 0000501 - 0.329514




North Lida Lake

Potential Acres to Protect: 1,712

Pacpets not Soored (<10 acem)
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Protection Goal: 13 acres
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South Lida Lake

Potential Acres to Protect: 1,500 Protection Goal: 8 acres

by o S NORTH LIDA _Scoring Criteria:
mmm. Landowner - ) 0 e
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North & South Lizzie Lake

Management Focus: Goal: No increase in phosphorus
Watershed: Lake Ratio: 111 Phosphorus Loading Focus: Watershed

Melissa

Phosphorus Map

All the highlighted area : . X —

drains to North & South Y e AN s [

Lizzie Lake. AT AN ON Total phosphorus A
. . VSR T AR yield in Ibs/acrelyr

Projects in the dark green ) e il Soanie delivered from

area have the potential to FEINS Lo ™ catchment outlet to

reduce the most ¢ g priority resource

phosphorus to the lake. Catchenent outiet
— 0.0000 - 0.0005

B ©.0008 - 00150
I o051 -02165
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North & South Lizzie Lake

Potential Acres to Protect: 6,172 Protection Goal: 266 acres

J
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Otter Tail Lake

Management Focus: Goal: No increase in phosphorus
Watershed: Lake Ratio: 48 Phosphorus Loading Focus: Watershed
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Otter Tail Lake

Ouer Tail

,y‘ River
== o

Potential Acres to Protect: 2,263 Protection Goal: 43 acres
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Paul Lake

Management Focus: ENHANCE | Goal: Reduce phosphorus by 5% (7 Ibs/yr)
Watershed: Lake Ratio: 7 Phosphorus Loading Focus: Nearshore

Little
McDonald

All the highlighted area
drains to Paul Lake.

Projects in the dark green
area have the potential to
reduce the most
phosphorus to the lake.

D Paul Lake Watershed
[ Lakes N

: - MN NV

Total phosphorus

yield in Ibs/acrelyr

delivered from

catchment outlet to

priority resource
catchment outlet

| 0.000000 - 0.000140

| I 0000141-0.000354
| I o0003ss - 0091025




Paul Lake

Potential Acres to Protect: 1,797

Protection Goal: 24 acres
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Pelican Lake

Management Focus: Goal: No increase in phosphorus

Watershed: Lake Ratio: 39 Phosphorus Loading Focus: Watershed

Phosphorus Map

All the highlighted area
drains to Pelican Lake.

Projects in the dark green
area have the potential to
reduce the most

phosphorus to the lake.

Total phosphorus yield in
Ibs/acrelyr delivered from
catchment outlet to

priority resource
catchment outlet

] 0.000000 - 0.000400
I 0.000401 - 0.040000

W I 0.040001 - 0.200993
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Pelican Lake

Potential Acres to Protect: 5,650 Protection Goal: 164 acres

Mean RAQ Score by Landowner D 3 iparisn
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Pickerel Lake

Management Focus: ENHANCE | Goal: Reduce phosphorus by 5% (12 Ibs/yr)
Watershed: Lake Ratio: 5 Phosphorus Loading Focus: Nearshore

Phosphorus Map

All the highlighted area
drains to Pickerel Lake.

Projects in the dark green
area have the potential to
reduce the most
phosphorus to the lake.

D Pickoret Lake Watorshod
~ Lakes N

o A

Total phosphorus
yield in Ibs/acrelyr
delivered from
catchment outlet to
priority resource
catchment outlet

0.000000 - 0.000002
e - ' -o.oooooo-ooooo:o

0 0325 0865 13 2 |




Pickerel Lake

Potential Acres to Protect: 1,070

’ =,
Maan RAQ Scare by Landawnar
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Protection Goal: 11 acres
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Rose Lake

Management Focus: Goal: No increase in phosphorus
Watershed: Lake Ratio: 8 Phosphorus Loading Focus: Nearshore

Projects in the dark green
area have the potential to
reduce the most
phosphorus to the lake.

Total phosphorus
yield in Ibs/acrelyr
delivered from
catchment outlet to
priority resource
catchment outlet

0.000000 - 0.000200
-oooozoa.oooom

- 0.000728 - 0.003019




Rose Lake
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Potential Acres to Protect: 3,731 Protection Goal: 116 acres

Mean RAQ Score by Landowner
|| Avg. of Conbguous Parcers
Of 1ighest Procty (7.1 - 10)
B8 rgrer Promy 51-7)
_ . Mgn Priony (3.4 5)
| B8 Mackum Priorty (1.1. %)
O LowPrcaty (0 1)
Parcets not Scored (<30 acres)

P Polican
River Sub-Wshd

LEEK

i Mager Viaborstods

Slem Moy (HLC 208 ) P‘
Cen - Towrndupn
A Woomana Swwanieivg Mans

IRy

Cu—,\‘ﬂ Protected Lands & Waters
£

e PISCHEN

MURPHY

SILVER

Criteria:
i iparian
Ripari 2 Shoceland
-2 i1 parcel back)
Ol Wetlands (source NWI) 3 e
£D cor or Tounamp Lancs 1 2 tges souching Bublic nd
“ Fedecal o Trba! Lands 2 1 side touching public land
“ State Aominstered Lands Adjacency One parcel removed from put-
B8 State School Trust Lands 1 b and Of touching parcel with
&3 o VS S [SF1A or Casement
Lands Erroled | point for each feature that
‘lIL e o) 2 he parcel touhes such s
Quality* Pigh O Onstsranding Bodiverns
56012
1 ey (upL Of BQuL), Wia Rice,

Location

* Quality i kecally determined and for this project ciuded
other festures, including groundwater resoueces. For this pro
ey, sty abso included

O [} » Vaue B (L

088 Growth Foreess (0]

Laket warh Facapmonal (R Seoves (ONG)

Drinking Water S0pply Managemens Areas [MOH)

Source Water Asessment Acwias (MDH)

Hgh ar Mg Amana N Srors (OMR)
Prooeity Shabiom [Waterfow! Labes
Ctgutropha Labes

Audubon wpartase Raa Areas (R
Rare Spece: [DNR)__see dacioimer below
Max Score for Quatny » 4

BOre 08es Q000 AS2ed in e RAQ 30009 Copyright 2000, State
of Mirnesces, Deportreent of Notwef Rescurcer  Rare species doto
AT Nere were praviaed By the Division of Ecologce’ ang Warer
Aqzources Dhvipon, Mncaote Deparsment of Neverol Aesowrces
[ONRL, ong wire cument as of Moy 2000, These 3222 200 03¢ Dores
O 08 POV Ieventony Of the stote. Fhe JoCk Of 0000 for Ony e
Proshi avee shed mol be conalrend o mewy ihet e spnifien fer
e are preseat
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Seven (Scalp) Lake

Management Focus: Goal: No increase in phosphorus
Watershed: Lake Ratio: 16 Phosphorus Loading Focus: Watershed and Nearshore

All the highlighted area
drains to Seven (Scalp)
Lake.

Projects in the dark green
area have the potential to
reduce the most
phosphorus to the lake.

MN NWI

Total phosphorus
yield in Ibs/acrelyr
delivered from
catchment outlet to
priority resource
catchment outlet

7 | S 0.000000 - 0.000200
O = I 0.000201 - 0.000727

I o 000728 - 0.003019
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Seven (Scalp) Lake

Potential Acres to Protect: 3,731 Protection Goal: 116 acres

3 7 . T
Mean RAQ Score by Landowner » C’“—'\_f\ Protected Lands & Waters : it
|| Avg. of Conbguous Parcers g WV Lakes Shosctand
% Highest Proy (7.1 - 10) J S Stmams Rlperien 5 (2 parcel back)
B8 rigrer Promy (51-17) 0ol Wetiands (scurce NW1) 1 2 parces bk
; MMO‘-? 8D Coy or Townanp Lanos 1 2 iges touching public land
BE Vnckum Priorty (1.1 . ) O Fodecal or Tebal Lands 2 1 side touching pblic land
O Low Procty (0 1) 8% Suate Aominarered Lanas Adjacency One parcel removed from gut-
Parcets nx Scored (<30 acres ) (ke /| BB stste Schoot Trat Lands 1 Jic [and of touching parce! with
Jpper Pelican ' &30 PN R [SF1A or Casement
River Sub-Wshd A @ | point for each feature That
1Y} tands Ervoted i SFIA 2 e pawcel touches: Swch 35
e — 56012 < Quality Pigh O Onstsranding Bodiverns
— : 1 v (upL Of BQu). Wia Rice,

e PISCHEN
* Quality i kecally determined and for this project ciuded

MURPNY other festures, including groundwater resoueces. For this pro
Ject, ity also included
O [} » Vaue B [MACA)

088 Growth Foreess (0]

Laket warh Facapmonal (R Seoves (ONG)

Drinking Water S0pply Managemens Areas [MOH)
Source Water Asessment Acwias (MDH)

SILVER

LEEK Mgh e Wigh Amoa M Srors (OMR]
> Prooeity Shabiow [Waterfow! Labes
THOMPION
GERTRUDE o F

Audubon wpartase Raa Areas (R
Rare Spece: [DNR)__see dacioimer below
Max Score for Quatny » 4

BOre 25088 3000 W20 in B2 RAQ 3200m0. Copyriht 2020, Seate
of Mirnesces, Deportreent of Notwef Rescurcer  Rare species doto
AT Nere were praviaed By the Division of Ecologce’ ang Warer
Aqzources Dhvipon, Mncaote Deparsment of Neverol Aesowrces

TONRL ong wire cument a3 of Moy 2000, These 3052 000 03¢ Dores

r
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Six Lake

Management Focus: Goal: No increase in phosphorus
Watershed: Lake Ratio: 6 Phosphorus Loading Focus: Nearshore

-

Phosphorus Map

All the highlighted area
drains to Six Lake.

Projects in the dark green
area have the potential to
reduce the most
phosphorus to the lake.

MN NWI

Total phosphorus
yield in Ibs/acrelyr
delivered from
catchment outlet to
priority resource
catchment outlet

0.000000 - 0,000200

- 0.000201 - 0.000727
I o 000728 - 0.003019




Six Lake
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Potential Acres to Protect: 3,731 Protection Goal: 116 acres

Mean RAQ Score by Landowner
|| Avg. of Conbguous Parcers
Of 1ighest Procty (7.1 - 10)
B8 rgrer Promy 51-7)
_ . Mgn Priony (3.4 5)
| B8 Mackum Priorty (1.1. %)
O LowPrcaty (0 1)
Parcets not Scored (<30 acres)

P Polican
River Sub-Wshd

LEEK

i Mager Viaborstods

Slem Moy (HLC 208 ) P‘
Cen - Towrndupn
A Woomana Swwanieivg Mans

IRy

Cu—,\‘ﬂ Protected Lands & Waters
£

e PISCHEN

MURPHY

SILVER

Criteria:
i iparian
Ripari 2 Shoceland
-2 i1 parcel back)
Ol Wetlands (source NWI) 3 e
£D cor or Tounamp Lancs 1 2 tges souching Bublic nd
“ Fedecal o Trba! Lands 2 1 side touching public land
“ State Aominstered Lands Adjacency One parcel removed from put-
B8 State School Trust Lands 1 b and Of touching parcel with
&3 o VS S [SF1A or Casement
Lands Erroled | point for each feature that
‘lIL e o) 2 he parcel touhes such s
Quality* Pigh O Onstsranding Bodiverns
56012
1 ey (upL Of BQuL), Wia Rice,

Location

* Quality i kecally determined and for this project ciuded
other festures, including groundwater resoueces. For this pro
ey, sty abso included

O [} » Vaue B (L

088 Growth Foreess (0]

Laket warh Facapmonal (R Seoves (ONG)

Drinking Water S0pply Managemens Areas [MOH)

Source Water Asessment Acwias (MDH)

Hgh ar Mg Amana N Srors (OMR)
Prooeity Shabiom [Waterfow! Labes
Ctgutropha Labes

Audubon wpartase Raa Areas (R
Rare Spece: [DNR)__see dacioimer below
Max Score for Quatny » 4

BOre 08es Q000 AS2ed in e RAQ 30009 Copyright 2000, State
of Mirnesces, Deportreent of Notwef Rescurcer  Rare species doto
AT Nere were praviaed By the Division of Ecologce’ ang Warer
Aqzources Dhvipon, Mncaote Deparsment of Neverol Aesowrces
[ONRL, ong wire cument as of Moy 2000, These 3222 200 03¢ Dores
O 08 POV Ieventony Of the stote. Fhe JoCk Of 0000 for Ony e
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St. Clair Lake

Management Focus: RESTORE | Goal: Reduce phosphorus by 5% (286 Ibs/yr)
Watershed: Lake Ratio: 49 Phosphorus Loading Focus: Watershed

- ’ ghang {2 [ st clair Lake watershea
Phosphorus Map ROk L RE | Lakes N

All the highlighted area el & 2\ O MNw

drains to St. Clair Lake. : s BN Total phosphorus

. . : : , yield in Ibs/acrelyr
Projects in the dark green £ Q. delivered from

area have the potential to L S catchment outlet to
reduce the most O - = 1| priority resource
phosphorus to the lake. : SR8 )| catchment outlet
—_ , ' 0.000 - 0.002

Sallie




St. Clair Lake
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Potential Acres to Protect: 707 Protection Goal: 15 acres

Moan RAQ Score by Landownor
Avp. of Contiguous Parcels
O igrast Pricany (7.1 -10)
Ol vgrer Prenty 15.1-7)
Hegh Priodty (31 5)
B, Mockum Priceity (1. 3)
O Lowproay 0. 1)
Pavcasd 1ot Scooed (<10 acies)

)
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Protected Lands & Waters
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B8 stato Acmntered Lacs
-3 Consecvanion Essermants
(11} Lands Enroted in 3614
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L) lm

Non-rigarian: Sharetand
Riparian : i1 parcel back)

1 2 parcets bk

2 sides touching publi land

2 1 side touching public land
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1 P Land or Touching parcel weth
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Lave
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X
. -
-
3
»
»
»
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56078 54
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1 fty (el o aqu.], Wia Rice,
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* Qualty o locally determined and for thin project ciuded
other features, Including groundwater resources. For this pro
ject, gualty also included

Outstanding Rasourcs Vrus Rescorces (MINCA)
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Lakad with Lucaptionsl 1IN Score (DN
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Star Lake

Management Focus: Goal: No increase in phosphorus
Watershed: Lake Ratio: 9 Phosphorus Loading Focus: Nearshore

Phosphorus Map

All the highlighted area
drains to Star Lake.

Projects in the dark green
area have the potential to
reduce the most
phosphorus to the lake.

Total phosphorus
yield in Ibs/acrelyr
delivered from
catchment outlet to
priority resource
catchment outlet

0.0000 - 0.0003

- 0.0004 - 0,0030
I 00031 -001s




‘ Ouer Tail
¥ River
T
Star Lake
Potential Acres to Protect: 5,664 Protection Goal: 242 acres
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Ouer Tail

Sybil Lake

Management Focus: Goal: No increase in phosphorus
Watershed: Lake Ratio: 23 Phosphorus Loading Focus: Watershed and Nearshore

Phosphorus Map

All the highlighted area
drains to Sybil Lake.

Projects in the dark green
area have the potential to
reduce the most
phosphorus to the lake.

1 ¢ Dsyummmm
{ [ Lakes N
MN NWI A

Total phosphorus
s yield in Ibs/acrelyr
» delivered from
: catchment outlet to
priority resource
{ catchment outlet

» :o.oooooo-o.ooooos
S| I 0000004 - 0.005000
-ooosom-ooszm




Sybil Lake

OuerTail
‘ River
== o

Potential Acres to Protect: 5,535 Protection Goal: 250 acres

Protected Lands & Waters

N Sveams

P Wetunos (source: Nva)

B3 Cty or Townsnip Lanas

$% State Adninatered Lands
S State Sencol Trust Lavos
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([T} Lancs Ervonec n SFIA

CHYKTAL

Mean RAQ Score by Landowner

Avy. of Conliguous Parcols
O8 Highost Pricaey (7.1 - 10)
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High Pricdty (3.1 -5)
P Mocium Priority (1.1-3)
O LowProy (0. 1)

Parcais not Scored (<10 acres)
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GERGER
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1 Y (Ul Of 394}, Wiild Rxce,
Kisco L, Trout LfStreams, ete,

Qualiy*

* Quelity is locally determined and for this project inchuded
other features, inchuling groundwater cescurces. For this peo-
ject, quaiity abo included

Outstsnding Paiource Vide Mesources (MPCA)
Ot Srowas Forests (D)
Ladad W Lacaptions 81 Scores (ONR)
Orimhing Water Supply Management Armas {MOw)
Source Water Assasiment Aseat (WIM)
Madicrn Magh o Mgh Widide Actom Network Score (DnE)
Priory Shatow Waseriow Lakes
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Upper Cormorant Lake

Management Focus: ENHANCE | Goal: Reduce phosphorus by 5% (52 Ibs/yr)

Watershed: Lake Ratio: 9 Phosphorus Loading Focus: Nearshore

Phosphorus Map

All the highlighted area
drains to Upper Cormorant
Lake.

Projects in the dark green
area have the potential to
reduce the most

phosphorus to the lake.

Rossman j*“'

e UPPG’
Cormorant

Upper Cormorant Lake
Watershed

Lakes N
1 Total phosphorus A
yield in Ibs/acrelyr
e S gk A ¢ : delivered from
P e o o catchment outlet to
b | priority resource
catchment outlet

0.0000 - 0.0005

- 0.0008 - 0.0050
- 0.0051 - 0.0174
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Upper Cormorant Lake
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Potential Acres to Protect: 2,651 Protection Goal: 27 acres
| Criteria:
Protected Lands & Waters { R Mean RAQ Score by Landowner - e
[ A
Lshwe Vg of Contiguous Paroels
I INOn- Shorelana
G Sreow . OB Highest Proty (7.1.10) Ripacian T oo
06 Wetanss [aource M) | B% roner Promy 8.1-7) 1 2 parces back
O Fecesl v Trbal Lands ! tioh Priorty (3.1.+.5) 2 sises touching public tand
B8 Snte Arnavred lanh B Mecum Paomy (11.3) 2 1 wide touching public land
O Sue Schood Triat Lo 1 6 Low Proy (3 1) uching o
e2 | Adjscency K0 parcel removed from pet-
e , Parcets not Scored (<10 acres) 1 K land of touching parcel with
| 5F1A or Epsemens
1 poine for each feacure tha
he parcel touches: such as
Clay County | Denioery Quality* . High o Outstanding Bedvers
| & - 1 Ry (upl. OF aqu )|, Wik Rie,
Buffalo River Becker County Kisto L Trout L/Streams, etc
Major Watershed refuee * Craabty it bocally determined and for thas project inciuded
| other features inchuding groundwater recources. For this pro-
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Appendlx F. PRWD Rules WATER MANAGEMENT RULES
RULES OF PELICAN RIVER WATERSHED DISTRICT

TO PROTECT AND ENHANCE THE QUALITY OF WATERS WITHIN ITS JURISDICTION; TO ENSURE THAT WISE DECISIONS ARE
MADE CONCERNING THE MANAGEMENT OF STREAMS, WETLANDS, LAKES, GROUNDWATER AND RELATED LAND
RESOURCES WHICH IMPACT THESE WATERS; AND TO ACCOMPLISH THE PURPOSES FOR WHICH A WATERSHED DISTRICT IS
ESTABLISHED.

Section 1.0 Introduction

1.1 Statutory Authority to Adopt Rules
According to Minnesota Statutes (M.S.) Section103D.341, subdivision 1, the managers must adopt rules to accomplish the purposes of
this chapter and to implement the powers of the managers.

1.3 Short Title
These rules shall be known and may be cited as the "Pelican River Watershed District Rules."

1.4 Inconsistent Provisions
If any rule or rules herein contained are inconsistent with the provisions of M.S. Chapter 103D or other applicable laws of the State of
Minnesota, the provisions of Chapter 103D or other applicable law shall govern.

1.8 Severability
The provisions of these rules shall be severable and the invalidity of any section, subdivision or any other part thereof shall not make
invalid any other section, subsection, paragraph, subparagraph, subdivision or any other part thereof.

Section 2.0 Policy Statement

2.1 General Policy

These rules shall be adopted by the Board of Managers of the Pelican River Watershed District to effectuate the purposes of M.S.
Chapter 103D and the powers of the Board of Managers therein prescribed. It is the intention of the Board of Managers that its rules
conform to the legislative policy of M.S. Chapter 103D.

It is the Managers’ intention to use these rules as a tool to carry out the District’s mission to enhance the quality of water in the lakes
within its jurisdiction. It is understood that to accomplish this, the District must ensure that wise decisions are made concerning the
management of streams, wetlands, lakes, groundwater, and related land resources which directly affect these lakes. The Managers'
further intent is to accomplish this mission in a manner that is most beneficial to the general welfare of present and future residents
of the District and to minimize adverse environmental impacts upon the water resources of the District.

Specifically, the District seeks to minimize increased discharges or nutrients to the waters of the District by exercising control over
development and to regulate improvements by riparian property owners of the beaches, banks, and shores of lakes, streams, and
wetlands for preservation and beneficial public use.

The rules stated below shall be followed by any persons, corporations, firms, state, county or municipal governments, and other

government agencies undertaking revision of their existing rules, plans or statutes, or undertaking certain land use modification or
land development activities within the District.

Section 3.0 Definitions
For the purposes of these Rules, certain words and terms are defined below. In the absence of a definition, the definitions established
for the State of Minnesota by statute or by case law shall apply to these Rules unless clearly in conflict, clearly inapplicable, or unless
the context makes such meaning repugnant thereto. Certain terms or words used herein shall be interpreted as follows: the word

"shall" is mandatory, not permissive. All distances, unless otherwise specified, shall be measured horizontally.

ALTERATIONS TO LAND — grading, excavation, fill or movement of soil or vegetative material.

PRWD Revised Water Management Rules 1



APPROPRIATE REGISTERED PROFESSIONAL OR REGISTERED PROFESSIONAL — a professional registered in the state of
Minnesota with the necessary expertise in the fields of hydrology, drainage, flood control, erosion and sediment control, and
stormwater pollution control to design and certify stormwater management devices and plans, erosion prevention and
sediment control plans, and shoreland alterations including retaining walls. Examples of registered professionals may include
professional engineers, professional landscape architects, professional geologists, and professional soil engineers who have
the referenced skills.

BLUFF - a topographic feature such as hill, cliff, or embankment located in a shoreland area and draining to a water body,
having a slope rising at least 25 feet above the ordinary high water level of the water body, and where the grade of the slope
from the toe of the bluff to any point 25 feet or more above the ordinary high water level averages 30 percent or greater.
BLUFF IMPACT ZONE- a bluff and land located within 20 feet from the top of the bluff.

BOARD OF MANAGERS shall mean the Managers of the Pelican River Watershed District.

BWSR — Minnesota Board of Water and Soil Resources

DETENTION SYSTEM - a structure or facility, which collects and stores runoff on a temporary basis with a subsequent gradual
release of stormwater at a controlled rate. A detention basin may retain some water.

DE-WATERING — discharge of appropriated surface or ground water.

DISCHARGE — the disposal, conveyance, channeling of runoff or drainage of water or material, including, but not limited to
stormwater and snow melt.

DISTRICT — shall mean the Pelican River Watershed District.

EROSION — the wearing away of soil by rainfall, surface water runoff, wind, or ice-movement.

FILL - soil, sand, gravel, clay or any other material which is placed on land or in waters of the state.

GROUNDWATER RECHARGE AREA - area in which surface water accumulates and is conveyed to groundwater aquifers.

ICE RIDGE shall mean the ridge, comprised of soil, sand and/or gravel, often found in the shore impact zone near the ordinary
high-water mark of lakes, and caused by wind driven ice or ice expansion.

ICE RIDGE MODIFICATION — the removal, excavation, alteration, of material or vegetation on an ice-ridge.

IMPERVIOUS SURFACE shall mean a constructed hard surface that either prevents or retards the entry of water into the soil and
causes water to run off the surface in greater quantities and at an increased rate of flow than prior to development. Examples
include, but are not limited to, rooftops, sidewalks, patios, roads, streets, driveways, and parking lots constructed of concrete,
asphalt, paving stones and bricks, or compacted soils (including “class 5”).

LATERAL means any constructed waterway or drain which conveys water to a public ditch.

LAND ALTERATION — any change in the surface of the land.

LOADS — a quantity of sediment or nutrients, expressed by weight, and carried by, or dissolved in, discharge.

MANAGERS — the Board of Managers of the Pelican River Watershed District.

MPCA — Minnesota Pollution Control Agency.

NATURAL VEGETATION DISBURBANCE — the removal or destruction of established vegetation species.

NRCS — U.S. Department of Agriculture Natural Resource Conservation Service Agency.

ON-SITE - within the contiguous confines of an ownership parcel.



ORDINARY HIGH WATER (OHW) — The boundary of public waters and wetlands which is an elevation delineating the highest
water level which has been maintained for a sufficient period of time to leave evidence upon the landscape, commonly the point
where the natural vegetation changes from predominantly aquatic to predominately terrestrial. For watercourses, the ordinary
high-water level is the elevation of the top of the bank of the channel.

POINT DISCHARGE — discharge from a specific outlet, such as storm sewer, pipe, culvert, or ditch.

PROPERTY OWNER— means the party possessing the title of the land on which the activity will occur; or if the activity is for a lease
holder, the party identified as the lease holder; or the contracting government agency responsible for the activity.

RECONSTRUCTION - includes, but is not limited to, changing drainage, re-grading, changing cross sections or vegetation removal;
reconstruction does not include seal-coating or overlays of roads, streets, highways, driveways or parking lots, right-of-way
maintenance, or road repairs resulting from maintenance or repair of sanitary or water supply system.

RETAINING WALL - a structure intended to maintain a grade differential of six inches or more.

RETENTION SYSTEM — a structure or facility which accumulates a specified amount of stormwater or runoff.

RUNOFF is water, including nutrients, pollutants and sediments carried by water, discharged from land surface.

SEDIMENT — mineral or organic particulate matter that has been carried from its point of origin by water or wind.

SHORE IMPACT ZONE means land located between the ordinary high water level of a public water and a line parallel to and

1/2 the setback from it (as defined by applicable county or municipal zoning ordinances), except that on property used for

agricultural purposes the shore impact zone boundary is a line parallel to and 50 feet from the ordinary high water level.

SHORELAND (SHORELAND DISTRICT OR SHORELAND ZONE) means land located within 1000 feet of the ordinary high-water
mark of a lake, pond, or 300 feet from a river or stream, as defined in the Becker County Zoning Ordinance.

SLOPE INSTABILITY — condition in which slope has exhibited sloughing or slumping or other failure to maintain natural grades
or is determined by an appropriate registered professional to have the potential for failure.

STABILIZATION — covering an exposed ground surface by sod, erosion control blanket, rip rap or other material that prevents
erosion. A surface is not considered stabilized by simply sowing grass seed.

STEEP SLOPE — steep slopes, that are not bluffs, are lands having average slopes more than 12 percent, as measured over
distances of 50 feet measured on the ground.

STORM SEWER shall mean a system of pipe installed for the specific purpose of transporting surface and/or underground
waters from one location to another and said system need not be continuously constructed only of pipe, but may include
reaches of flumes, spillways, or open channels.

STORMWATER — precipitation runoff, snow melt runoff, or any other surface runoff and drainage.

STORMWATER INFRASTRUCTURE — constructed measures to collect, convey, or treat stormwater.

STORMWATER TREATMENT — facility designed to retain or detain stormwater, or to lower its sediment or nutrient content.
RELIEF — A modification or variation of the provisions of the Rules, as applied to a specific piece of property.

VEGETATION — brush, shrubs, grass, or trees.

WATERCOURSE - channel having definable beds and banks capable of conducting confined runoff from adjacent lands. During

floods water may leave the confining beds and banks, but under low and normal flows water stays within the channel. A
watercourse may be perennial or intermittent, natural or man-made. Ditches and streams are examples of watercourses.
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WATERS OF THE STATE - means all streams, lakes, ponds, marshes, watercourses, waterways, wells, springs, reservoirs,
aquifers, irrigation systems, drainage systems, and all other bodies or accumulations of water, surface or underground,

natural or artificial, public or private, which are contained within, flow through, or border upon the state or any portion
thereof.

WATERSHED DISTRICT- shall mean the legally established agency named and referred to as the Pelican River Watershed
District, when the word "District", it shall mean the land contained within the boundary of the Pelican River Watershed

District.

WETLAND-shall mean all wetlands as defined in Minnesota Statutes.

4.0 Water Quality Protection and Enhancement
4.10 Thresholds for Permits. Permits are required for any of the following actions:
a. alterations to land, impervious surface, or vegetation in Shore or Bluff Impact Zones, or on steep slopes in a Shoreland Zone;

b. additions to impervious surface resulting in total impervious surface (new and existing) in excess of 25% of lot area, or 10,000
square feet in the shoreland zone, or 1 acre elsewhere for any property draining to waters of the state, or draining to an
existing storm sewer or stormwater treatment facility;

c. construction or re-construction of a private or public highway, road, street, parking lot, or public water access;

d. subdivisions, plats, developments based upon certified surveys or planned unit development;

e. changes to stormwater infrastructure, including streets and public parking, inlets to waters of the state, bridges, or culverts;
f.  de-watering of groundwater by discharges to Waters of the State;

g. installation, repair, or replacement of rip-rap or beach sand blanket in the shore impact zone;

h. installation, repair, or replacement of retaining walls in the shore or bluff impact zone.

4.11 Approval of Permits. Permits will be granted for actions in 4.0 which meet all of the following conditions:

a. Actions will not result in increases in stormwater discharge rates to adjoining properties or to waters of the state for the
5-year, 25-year, and 100-year- 24-hour rainfall events.

b. All actions must utilize standards and procedures for controlling runoff rates, nutrients, and sediments as described in the
“Protecting Water Quality in Urban Areas” manual (MPCA, 2000) as revised. If a facility or measure is not addressed in
that manual, other resources include “BWSR Minnesota Construction Site Erosion and Sediment Control Planning
Handbook” as revised, the NRCS “Slope Protection for Dams and Lakeshores, Minnesota Technical Release 2” (October
1997) as revised, “Minnesota Urban Small Sites BMP Manual, Met Council, 2001”, or “Storm Water Management for
Construction Activities: Developing Pollution Prevention Plans and Best Management Practices, U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency, 1992”, as revised.

c. Actionsin Section 4.10 b, ¢, d, and e, must be accompanied by a stormwater management plan, and for areas that are
changed incorporate retention of the stormwater runoff generated by the 5 year 24 hour rainfall event on site; an
alternative standard would be to show a minimum of 90% removal of total suspended solids and a 50% or higher
total phosphorus removal for a 5-year-24-hour rainfall event using Walker’s Pond Net model. In either case, a
maintenance schedule for the provisions must be provided.

d. Actions involving ice ridges are allowed only for purposes of repairing existing shoreline damage; no ice ridge
modifications which result in an increase of runoff to a lake or natural vegetation disturbance are allowed, except
that a 4 foot wide walkway may be constructed upon an ice ridge.



e. Actions involving the stabilization of shorelines or stream banks, or installation of beach sand blankets must use fill or
material that is non-polluting under any foreseeable circumstances. For rip-rap, under normal conditions, no rip-rap
or filler materials should be placed more than six feet waterward of the shoreline measured from the Ordinary High
Water (OHW) level elevation. The encroachment into the water is the minimum amount necessary to provide
protection and does not unduly interfere with the flow of water.

f.  Retaining walls in the shore impact zone are allowed only for the purposes of correcting existing slope instability or
erosion; the base of such walls must be above the highest known water level. Retaining wall design plans must
comply with accepted engineering principles and submit an analysis which shows that the wall will withstand
expected ice and wave action, and earth pressure.

4.12 Permit Application Requirements

a. No action, works, or use requiring a permit shall be commenced prior to issuance of the permit, except for emergency
repairs necessitated by storms, floods, or water, electrical and sewage system failures. The District should be notified of
such repairs as soon as practicable.

b. Application forms and instructions will be available from the Pelican River Watershed District office, the City of Detroit
Lakes, and the Becker County Zoning office. Permit applications must be complete in order to be considered by the
District.

c. Permits are valid for an eighteen- month period from the date of issuance unless otherwise suspended or revoked. To
extend a permit, the property owner must apply to the District in writing stating the reasons for extension. Any plan
changes, and related project documents must also be included in the extension application. The District must receive this
application at least thirty days prior to the permit’s expiration date.

d. Permit applications involving land alterations of a bluff or steep slope, or involving the construction, repair, or
replacement of a retaining wall in the shore impact zone are required to include a site evaluation and construction plan
designed and signed by an appropriate registered professional.

e. Nothing in these Rules shall limit the District from requiring a design certification by a registered professional when
deemed necessary and appropriate by the Managers or their designee in order to ensure compliance with the Rules.

4.13 Fees

a. A permit fee will be required for permit applications as established on an annual basis by the Board of
Managers.

b. A field inspection fee, based upon the actual hourly rates of District staff or consultants will be charged in
order to cover actual costs related to investigation of the area affected by the proposed activity, analysis of
the proposed activity, services of a consultant, and any required subsequent monitoring of the proposed
activity.

c. Governmental agencies are exempt from fees.

4.14 Sureties

a. The District may require a performance bond, letter of credit or other surety in a form approved by the District for an
activity regulated under these Rules. A commercial surety shall be from an issuer licensed and doing business in Minnesota.
The surety shall be submitted by the property owner, but the surety principal may be either the property owner or the
individual or entity undertaking the proposed activity.

b. The surety shall be in favor of the District and conditioned on the applicant’s performance of the activities authorized in
the permit in compliance with all applicable laws, including the District’s Rules, the terms and conditions of the permit and
payment when due of any fees or other charges authorized by law, including the District’s Rules. The surety shall state that in
the event the conditions of the surety are not met, the District may make a claim against it.
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c. The surety must be valid and in force for at least an eighteen (18) month period and shall contain a provision that it may
not be canceled or released except pursuant to the terms in 4.14 e herein.

d. The amount of the surety shall be set by the Board of Managers by resolution as the amount the Board deems necessary to
cover the following potential liabilities to the District:

(1) Application, field inspection, monitoring and related fees

authorized under Minnesota Statute § 103D.345;

(2) The cost of maintaining and implementing protective measures set
forth in or incorporated into the permit; and

(3) The cost of remedying damage resulting from permit

noncompliance or for which the property owner otherwise is responsible.

e. On written notification of completion of a project, the District will inspect the project to determine if the project is
constructed in accordance with the terms of the permit and District Rules. If the project is completed in accordance with the
terms of the permit and District Rules and there is no outstanding balance for unpaid inspection fees, the District will release
the surety if one was required in Section 4.14a. If the District has not inspected the project and made a determination about
the project’s compliance with the above criteria within 45 days of District receipt of written notification of project
completion, the surety is deemed released. In this event, the District will provide a written release of the surety if needed to
meet the issuer’s requirements.

f. Governmental agencies are exempt from surety requirements.

4.15 Relief
Any request for a relief from a requirement of these Rules must be decided by the Pelican River Watershed District
Board of Managers under the following conditions:

a. Relief Authorized — The Board of Managers may hear requests for appeals of staff interpretation of these
Rules or relief from the literal provisions of these Rules in instances where their strict enforcement would
cause undue hardship because of circumstances unique to the property under consideration. The Board of
Managers may grant relief where it is demonstrated that such action will be in keeping with the spirit and
intent of these Rules. Requests for relief must be in writing.

b. Standard — In order to grant a relief, the Board of Managers will determine that:

1. Special conditions apply to the structure or land under consideration that do not generally apply
to other land or structures in the District.

2. Because of the unique conditions of the property involved, undue hardship to the applicant would
result, as distinguished from mere inconvenience, if the strict letter of the rules was carried out A
hardship cannot be created by the landowner or their contractor. Economic hardship is not grounds
for issuing a relief.

3. The proposed activity for which the relief is sought will not adversely affect the public health,
safety, welfare; will not create extraordinary public expense; will not adversely affect water quality,
water control, drainage in the District.

4. The intent of the District’s Rules is met.

c. Term - A relief will become void after eighteen (18) months after it is granted if not used.

d. Violation - A violation of any condition set forth in a relief is a violation of the District’s Rules and will automatically
terminate the permit.

4.2 Upgrade of Existing Stormwater Discharges.
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The Managers may require a person or government to provide a treatment plan for point discharges of stormwater containing annual
loads in excess of 10 pounds of phosphorus or 2000 pounds of sediment to waters of the state. Such a plan must be implemented
within 2 years of notification by the District.

4.3 Maintenance of Stormwater Treatment Devices.

The owner of property on which a stormwater treatment device has been constructed must maintain that device so that its function is
not diminished.

Section 5.0 Governmental Responsibilities

5.1 All township, municipal, county and state governments must work to reduce sediment and nutrient loadings to waters of the
state with designs described in Protecting Water Quality in Urban Areas (MPCA, 2000) as revised.

5.2 Notification and Review

All township, municipal, county and state governments shall provide copies of plans or documents for proposed actions which may
impact the waters of the state to the legal address of the District at least 10 calendar days before the first public hearing date for
review and comment, or before rendering a decision on the proposed action ,whichever is earlier. The Board of Managers shall
review such changes in light of the foregoing Water Quality Protection and Enhancement Rules (Section 4.0) to ensure that such
changes contain provisions for maintaining or enhancing water quality. The following are specific cases in which such notification and
review are required:

a. Proposed ordinances involving land use, storm water, or wetlands;

b. Proposed public works including modifications of existing roadway, storm collection or treatment systems, sewage collection
and treatment systems, or plans for such projects;

c. Requests for zoning changes, divisions of riparian lots, subdivisions, plats, variances, conditional use permits, and planned
unit developments, to be authorized under county or municipal zoning ordinances;

d. Requests for permits involving construction or other modifications in a shoreland zone.

6.0 Ditch Authority
6.1 Policy Statement

The Managers understand their responsibility to maintain Ditches 11-12, 13 and 14 in accordance with M.S. Chapter 103E and relevant
case law. The District also intends to maintain and further develop the ditches in such a way as to minimize their past, present and
future downstream impacts on the District’s lakes.

6.2 Notification and Review

In addition to any obligations or restrictions described in preceding sections in these Rules copies of a proposal or plan which involves
any modification of the Public Ditch systems, or any waterways that impact the discharge or the nutrient loads of those systems, must
be provided to the Managers at least 10 days prior to the commencement of work. This notification is specifically required for, but is
not limited to...
. dredging, filling, or diking of watercourses, wetlands or lakes
. culvert and bridge replacements or modifications
. variance and conditional use for feedlots within 1000 feet of a waterway
. streambank stabilization, including the placement of rip rap
. channelization of watercourses

construction of laterals
. repair of laterals
. removal of grass, shrubs or trees within 16.5 feet of a watercourse

increased discharge to a lateral or ditch as a result of increases in impervious surface

j. storage of snow within 50 feet of a ditch or a lateral.

The notification must contain sufficient information to allow Managers to make an informed judgment on the conformance with
provisions of M.S. Chapter 103E, the District Rules, and other applicable rules, statutes and ordinances.

o]
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6.3 Compliance with District Rules

All District Rules will apply to the management of Ditch systems.

Section 7.0 Enforcement Powers of Board of Managers
7.1 Stop Work Order

District staff shall issue an order to immediately stop or prevent any violation or threatened violation of these rules or other applicable
statutes, rules or regulations affecting water quality within the District.

7.2 Enforcement

These Rules, other applicable statutes, rules or regulations affecting water quality within the District and any stop work order issued
by District staff shall be enforced by all appropriate legal action, including, but not limited to temporary restraining orders, injunctions,
actions to compel compliance with these rules, restoration, abatement, costs and damages. Costs, fees and expenses incurred by the
District in enforcing these rules, including but not limited to engineering and attorneys fees, shall be assessed against and paid by any
person, entity, contractor or governmental subdivision found to be in violation of these rules.

7.2 Contractor's Liability
Any individual, firm, corporation, partnership, association or other entity contracting to perform services regulated by these Rules
shall be responsible for ascertaining that all permits have been obtained and that the work performed complies with all requirements

of these Rules. Contractors and landowners in violation of these Rules may be separately subject to all methods of enforcement as
provided above.

Section 8.0 Adoption or Amendment
These Rules of the Pelican River Watershed District shall be adopted or amended in accordance with M.S. Chapter 103D.
Section 9.0 Effective Date

Upon adoption, Rules and Amendments of the Rules previously approved by the Board of Managers are hereby rescinded.
These Rules are effective upon adoption in accordance with M.S. Chapter 103D.

BOARD OF MANAGERS

PELICAN RIVER WATERSHED DISTRICT

By David Brainard, Secretary

Adopted April 1, 2003; Published in Detroit Lakes Tribune on April 20, 2003.



_ WATER MANAGEMENT RULES
Appendix G. CLWD Rules ¢orMORANT LAKES WATERSHED DISTRICT

TO PROTECT AND ENHANCE THE QUALITY OF WATERS WITHIN ITS JURISDHETION,; TO ENSURE THAT
APPROFRIATE DECISIONS ARE MADE CONCERNMNING THE MANASEMENT OF STREAMS, WETLANDS,
LAKES, GROUNDWATER AND RELATED LANED RESQURCES WHICH IMPACT THESE WATERS, AND TD
ACCOMPLISH THE PURPOSES FOR WHICH A WATERSHED DISTRICT 15 ESTABLISHED.

Section 1.0 Introduction
1.1 Statutory Authority to Adopt Rules

aceording to Minnesota Slatutes (M 5. Seclion 130 341, subdivisian 1. ihe manpagers rrust adopt fules o socomphsh the
purpasas of this chapler and 1o imolement the pawers of the rMaragers

1.2 Shon Title

Thecea ryles shall ke khown and may be cited as the "Cormcrant Lakes Watershed District Rules " The address af the
Digtrict's oifce is 10928 County Highway #5. Felcan Kapids, Minnesotd 53572,

1.1 Imconsistent Provisions

i any rule or riles hergin egntained are incors stert with the provisions of M5, Chapter 1330 ar other anphcable laws of
Ine State of Minnesota, {he srovisions of Chapier 17230 or other apriicabls law shail govern.

1.4 Severability

The previsions of these rules shall be severat.e and the invalicity of any section, subdivisian or any other part thereof shall
rot make invalid any other section. subseston. paragraph subparagraph, subdresion of any other garl trereof,

Saection 2.0 Policy Slatement

2.1 General Policy

These rules sha'l be adosted by the Board of Managers of the Camnorant Lakas Watarshed Diginct 15 effech;ate the
purposes of M 5 Chapter 1032 and (e powers of the Board of Managers theren prescnbed  [4s the intenbion of the Board
of Managers that its rules confonm o the legisiative policy of M2 Chapter 1030

[t is the Managers' inlention o e these roles as 8 ool o carny out the Distict's mission to enhance the gual ty of water in
the lakes and water of the state wathin its -urisdichion. s undetstood that b accomplish this, the Dislhict must ensure that
appropriate decisions are made concering the maragemen: of sireams, weatlands, lakes. groundwaier. and elated land
regources which directly affect thase lakas  The Maragers fusther intent is 10 aecarptish Lhis mission in a manner that is
most oenefical to lhe genaral welfare of presen asd future residents af the Distngl 314 ta minmmze adwgrse environmentai
imoacts vpon the water resources of the Dhsing

Specmcally. the District seeks to minimize increased dischames or nkren s 13 the waters of the Distoct by exercising control
over development and to regLlale . moryemants by ripanzn property aaners of the beaches, banks, and shores of lakes
sireams, and wellands for preservation and bepeficial public use,

The rules stated betow shall te followed by any persons, corporations, firms. slale, counly or municipal governments, and
whal government ageqsies undetakmg revigion of their exstircg rules, plans or statutes, or ondertaking cerain land Lse
madihication of land develaprment activities within the District.

Section 3.0 Gefinitions

For 1he purposes of Mese Rules, certan words and farms are defined below. In the abserce of a definition the definitions
eslablished for the Siate o' Minnesot By statute or by cace law shall apply to these Rules uyfess claarly in conflicl, clearky
inapzlicatle, or unless the context makes siech meaning repugnant therels Cerlain tarms or words used herein shall be
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interpretad ac iollows: the word "zhall”’ is mandatory, not permissive. All distances cnless othersse specified, shall be
rmeasured harizontallhy.

ALTERATIONS T0 LAND means grading. excavatior, fil or movernent of £oil or vagstalree mata il

APFROPREIATE RFGISTERED PRECQFESECMHAL OR REGISTERED PROFEESIOMAL means a professonal registased 1 tha
glate of Minmesala with e nocessary expertise in the fields of bydrology. drainage, food condral, erosan ard scel:ment conral,
and slormwater pollution coritol 1o déesign and ety stormwdler sanagermen! devices and pfans. erasign prevertior ard
sedmen] coatrel plang, and shorgland alerations including relaining wals. Examples of regisiered professanals may include

Erofessicnalorgingeers, professionat landscaps archiledls, proefessianal gealag sts. and profestional ¢ol engireers who have 'he
refereroed sk,

BLUFF reans a topegraphic leature such as hol il or embankment ocaled in 3 shareland area and drairng 5z a water body,
havirg & slope rising at a1 25 fees abaove the ardinary high water level of 10e waler bady, and where IFe grade of the slope fram
The o0& of fne Hlufl to any poind 23 feel or more above the ordinary hgh wa'er leval averages 30 percent or gealsr

BLUFF I"P&CT ZOME mears o bluil and land Tgoated within 2C Tfeet from the tap o 1he plof!

ESARD OF MANAGERS meanz the Managers ol the Cormorant Lakes Watershad Districl.

BYVVSA mears: Minnesold Board o1 Watet and Soil Resourees,

DETFNTICH 3¥3TFKM means a struclurg or [agitity, which ¢rilecis and slores runefl gm a temparary bazis walb a subeequent gradual
relase ol slormealer al o corliolled fale. A deienbion basiv may telain some water,

DE-YWATERIMG means d.acharge o appreprialed surfaced or gréurd waler.

CISCHARGE reans the disposal, canveyarce, channelng of renal or drainage of water or mate-ial, irclodirg Bt ngt Lrnited
ra slormwater and snow mel

DISTRLCT moans the Carmerant Lakes Walgrshed Disnct.

FROSIOM meaang the weanng fway af gl by rainfall, surfaoe water naff, wind. of [R-rcyement,

FILL mr.cans sinl, sand, gravel, ¢lay ar any other material wheeh is placcd o land or in walers o the state

GROUNDNWATER RECHARGE AREA means arga inwhich suface waler accumulates ard :5 canveyed Yo graucdwalor aquifos,

WCE RIDGE means e ndge, compnsed of sonl, sand ang!or gravel, ofien faund 0 the siigcie unpact 2arg near the ardinany high
waler mark 0! la<os, and caased by wind diven e &1 ice cxpansion

ICE RIDGE $A00FICATICMN means the remoyal, excavation, atteratien, of material gr vegetalen on ar ice-ridhe

I'MPERN:OUE SURFACE meane a construcied hard surface thal either prevents or retards the endry of water :0bo the 3ol aad causes
wales 19 run T the surface i greales quantities and 21 an ingreased rate of Bow Shad prigd 19 duveloament.  Examples includa, b
arc rol Lmited 1o, rocitops, sidewalks, patos, roatls, sbiects, driveways, and parking 10%s construcled of concrete, asphall, pav.ng
sbgnes and bvicks, or compacted soils {including “clazs 5.

LATERAL means ary construcied walcreay or drdin which convews wator 10 a public ditch,

LOADS maan: a quanlly of gedimen! or rnifents, exprecced by waight, and carfed by o digsalved in. discharge.

FAMASERS means the Board of Managers of 1he Cormorant Lakes Watershed Cistrict.

MECA means Minr esola Pollubion Control Agendcy.

NATURAL VEGETATICN DISTURBAMCE means the removal gr destruciion of estak lsked wegetahan species.

MECS means U 5. Department of Agricylure Natural Rescyrce Conservalion Zervice Agency.

LOH-51TE mears within the centiguous confines ol an ownarship parcel.

ORDIHARY HIGH WATER LEVEL [CHWL] meanEs the boundary of public waters ard wellamds which is an elevaticn delineating the
highest water level which bags peen maintaned for a sufficent pariad of ime 1a ledwe évderca Lpon The landscape. commgnly jke

poirlwhere dhe natural vegelaticn changes kom predominantly aquatic to predominately terrestial. For watdceaurses, {he ordinary
high waler [evel ig the elevation of the top of fhe bank of i ¢ channel.
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POINT DISCHARGE means discharge fram a specific oulied. such as sterm sewer, ppe culved, or ditch

PROFPERTY OWHER means the parly possessing the fitle of ihe land cnowhich the activly wall acour. or it Lhe activity is for a lease
halder, e pamy ideniified as the 2pse halder: ar the Cenlsacting governrent dgency esparsible for the activity

RECCHSTRUCTICHK inch.des. but s not limited 19, changing drainage, re-qradirg, changirg ceoss socbans or vegqetalon remrgyal
recenstiuchien does nel mclude seal-cgaling or overlays of roads, streels, highways, driveways or parking fols. rignl-ofway
maintenance, of road répairs res 1ing o nnenanee or repair O sanilary or water supply sysiem.

RETAIMING WaALL mozns a struchure imlended B maintain a grade diferential of i irches or mare

RETENTICHN SYSTEM mears a siruciune ar Bolly which acoumulales a specilied amann of starmwater ar ranak,

RLUMNOFF means waler, includirg nutrients, pollutants ard sedimerts caried by water, drscharged ‘ram land sudace.

SEDIMENT means mineral or crganis particulate maler that has been carried from ils point of origin By waber ar wand,

SHORE IMPAZ ™ ZOME means [ard located betwgen the ordinany high water level of & publc waloe and a lire parallel o and =

1he setback fromit (a5 delined by apphicab’e county Cf Municipal zomng ardinancas), éxcept thatl on propeny Leed for agnouliurat
purnoses tha shere impact zone boundary is a hne parallel 1o and 50 feea] fram fe ordinary hegh water evel. In ng nstance shall

Lhe shaee irpacl sane be less shan fily | 50) Tee! fron the ardinany high water level.

EHORZLANG  SHORELAND DISTRICT OR SHORELAND Z0ONE)Y means land wcated within 100K feet o 1he ardinary higheater
rrark of a lake, pood, or 200 foet rom aneer or sireaw, as defined inthe Becker County Sonmg Oedinance.

EL.OPE INSTABILITY means & condition inwhich slope hes exhibled sloughing or slam ping ar other Failure b maintain nat eal
grades. or i3 deermined by an Jppropriate registered professicnal to have the potertial for failure

STAEILIZATION means covering an exposed ground surface by s0d, eresion conttal blznket. rip rap or other mateeial 1hal
peEyerts erosicn A surface is not corsidered slabilizad by =imply Ecwing grazs seed.

STEEP ILOPE means stesp slopes, that are ol Blofls. are lands having avera e s1cpes mare than 12 percent, as measured
gwar dislances of 8 et measurad horizontily

S10ORM SEWVER meant a system af pipe installed for the speafic purpese of Iearsporiig surfage andiod urdergrou sy wate s
fram ane [ocation 10 anather and sad system recd nod be cantmeously construcled onfy af prog, but may include reaches of
flumes, spillvays, or open channels.

ETORYMWATER means proopalation runsff, snow mel roofl, ar any glher suface ranol and drarage.

STOREWYATER INFRAETRLUCTURE means canstrecled messures 1o coliact, convey, or [real SEoemaator,

STORMWATER TREATMENT DEVICE means a faciity desgred 16 retain of dedain slornwvaler, or 10 lower ils sediman; or
nutrient carlen

RELIEF means @ madification ar vanatiaon af e provicions of he Rules, as apphed 1o a specific pecn o' propoy.

WEGETATION means brush, shrabs, grazs, or frees.

WATERCOURSE mmar s a chammel hivng definable beos and banks capable of conduchng confined roneff i agjacent Yands.
Cruring flocds water may leave the carfiring beds and banks, bul under low and normal flows water stays within the channel A
walgreourse nay be pergrmal grinterm:iiert, naturgl or man-ragde. Ddghes and sirgams are examples of watersoy rees,
WATERS 0OF THE STATE mears all sireams, lakes, ponds, marshes. watercourses, wateraays. well, springs, resoreoirg,
aguifers, irrigatian syslems, drainage systemsard all other bodies ar accurnulations of water, surace or ryderground, nalural

ar adificial, poblkc ar orivate, which are conlained witho, s Biraugl, ar barder upar 1he siate or any pattior tharea',

WATERSHED DISTRICT means Lhe legally estabhshed agency manvad and relerred 1o as Lhe Cormcram Lakes Wwatershed
Diglriet, whenthe word "Distnct’, it shall meanthe tand comained within the boundary ofMhe Cormaorant Lakes YWate-shed [hstrict

WETLARNE means all wellands 2% defined in Minnezsola Stajutes.

Saction 4.0 Water Qualjty Protection and Enhancement
4.1 Threshotds for Fermils
Fermils are ‘equired for 2ny of the foliowing aclions within the boundaries of the Cormorant Laxes Watershed Dnstrel
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altarations Wodand mperagus suface, or vegetatian in Shore Imgact Zone or Blul Impact Zones, or steep slopes
m g Shareiand Jone;

additions o wmmpenious suface resulling in lalhmpeviors surface (new and existing) inexcess of 25% of 0! ares,
or 10,008 sguare feet in the shorefand zone, or 1 acre elsewhere far any property draining bo waters of the state, or
draining to an o® sting starm seveer or stormwater treatment Aoy,

constraclion ar re-constwuction of & prvate or public highway, road. street, parking iat. of poblic water access,

gundivisians plats, develogments Based upon cenified surveys ar planned umit develdpmeants.

changes 1o stommwater infrastructune, including streets and publie parking, inlets i waters of the slate. bredges or
Culvens,

de-watenrg of groundwater ar surface water inciuding sump pumps. healting and ar conditioning syslems, wobl
cleaning resulhng in discharges ink putilic watars of the state; no parmit shall be issued o &low a direct discharge
into the waters of he slate withm the shore mpact 2one & expechted parmil may be gramed for temporary de-
watering provided adequate ereson conrol methods are in place and daes not result in a dirgcl discharge ine
wiaters of the state

installatson, repair, replacement ar removal of rip-rap oribeach sand blarket in the share impact zone,
installation, repair replacement or remayal of relarung walls M he sharg ar Bufl impast zone

the removal. construction or medificaion of an ice ridge formed at the cdge of a poblc wasar

g person shall gler o fill land balow the OHWL flood elevation of any wetland or public water or wetiand without
firgt securing & permit fram the District. A1 expedited administratye permit is required for 1% or less of fill within the
share npagt zono in pregaration for sodding or seeding purposes. A Becker County land aleration permit and a
CLWD permit is required for any fill in the shore imeac: gone exgeading 17 n depth

Operating equipment for land aleration purpeges in the shore impact zone.

Mormal agriculteral practice shall Be extiuded rprm regulabons, unkess such agrigutural pracics adversely affags
the water quality of 1he distng, atwhich time a permit witl o8 reqaired.

4.2 Approval of Permits

Permits vl b gracted for actions in 4.1 which meet a'l of the following condibons:

|

i

Actians will not result ir increases in stormwater discharge rales o adjeining propemes G to waters of the siate dor
the J-vear, 24-hour rainfall evenls,

&l achig g muat whilize standartds and procedures for contralling runaff rates, nutrients, and sed'ments as described
in the “Protectiag Waker Quality in Urbarn Areas” manual (MPCA. 20000 48 revised. |f 2 [E@cilivy or measyre is not
addressed 0 that manual, other rescurces as poeseib'e reforences includc but may nat be Imited o, "BYWSH
M:rnesata Canstruction Site Erozion and Sediment Control Pianning handbock”™ as revized, the NRCS "Slope
Predechion for Dams and Lakesharas, Minnesota Technical Release 27 (October 1857 ) asrevised, "Mirrescta Urban
small Sites BMP Manyal, Met Coundil, 20017, or *Som Water Management far Construcy on Activities: Develaping
Fallutan Prevention Plans and Best Management Fracices, U.5. Envi‘anmenlal Protection Agency, 19927, as
revised.

Actiens inSection4 1 b o d4ande must be accompanied by 8 stormwater managemen! plan. and %orareas that are
changad ncorporate relention of the sormwater runoflf gereratad by the 5 year 24 hour rainfall event on site. An
glernative slandard would be to show a minimum of 90% removal of total suspended solids and a 50% or higher
Iclal phosphart 5 remonai for 3 S-year-24-hour rainfall event using the Walker's Pond Net modet gr other eguwalent
morels. in either case, a rmaintanance ectedule ke the provisions most o provided.
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Actions involving ice ridges are allewed only for purpeses of repairing current yea* sharghne damage: no ice ridge
modifications which result in an increase of renoff to 8 lake or natural vegetation disturbancea are allowed, excapt
that a & lad wide walkway may be construsled across & permanent ice ridge atter a pehmit is obltaired from the
CLWD faliowing the geraral permit fram the DMNE, using the ONR axisting quidalings far ice rdge moddization. The
completion date far 3 parmil 1o remove an ice ridge may be extended by the District. if Ihe gasing lake elevation
wodld pronibit @ practcablo repair during the corrent year

Actions involving the stabilizaion af sharelings or siream banks, or iestalaton of beach sand blarkets nest use T
or matenal that s noa-polluting under any foresesatle arcumstances  For np-rap. under rormal conditions, o rip-
rap of Liter materials should be praced maone than gix feet watarvard of the thereline measured fram the Crdinary
High e (CHW) Iyl glgvation. The encragchiment inla the wate: i 1o rMirirnem amouet necessany 1o pravide
protechon and does Ao unduly interfers with the Mo of waler

Retaning wallg in the skare imgact zone are allowed anty for the purcoses of comecting cxigting slepe mstabilivy or
groswn; the base of such walls must be above the highest kKaown water iovel, Relarming wall design plans mJsl
corgiy witt accepted enginecring princites and scvbmit an aralysiz which shows that the wall will withstand
expactad we and wave action, and earth pressure.

£ complete parmit a oplicaton which inclades all required exnibits shall be received by t1e Disinct at lea st 30 full days
priortothe ecneduled meeting date of he Board of Managers Late submitalsor submidals wath incomplete axnitits
Wil be scheduled to a3 subsequent meeting dale.

Permit applications tabled a0 a Woard meaeting dee o revisions neaded far complanca with Distnat rules wik be
audréssed at the rext board mMesting if1be rovisigns are sLbmitted willlin 5 warking days of baing labled

Regular Board meatings of the Board of Managers ara condueled on the firet Maorday of each month a4 700 pom .
and are hgld 21 (ke Cormmarant Townnall, Sommorant Yillage, 10529 County Highwaay #3, Pel.can Rapids, Minnesota
S5V 2, dnlegs otherasse noticed. Special mestings will B2 subject to posted noticeo.

& permit ssued shall be posked an thé premises pror 1o commensement of 1he projact and remain posted unti! the
profect has been inspected ard approved by the Cormorant Lakes Watershed [hstrict Slaff

4.3 Permit Application Reguirements

3.

Mo actior, works, O use requiting a8 Sermit shafl be commenced prior to issqpance of the panmil, excepl for
emergercy repairs necessitated by slorms, floods, or water, electrical and sewage systam failures The Distreo
should be wpbfiod of such “gpairg as soon as practicabte,

Application farms and instructions will be available from the Cormoran Lakes Wata-shed District office and the
Becker County Zon:ng office. Perm:t applicalions must ke complets in order to be corsidered by the Districl.

FParmils are vahd for up ' a teelye (12] month perod from the date of igsuanae unless stharwise suspended o
reviked. To extend a permit the property owner mast apply to the District iv woting stating the reasans for the
reqiested exension, Any plan changes, and related project documants must also be incladed in Ihe extension
applcation The ising] mast receive 1nis apptication a1 |east thiry days priar 1o tha permit's xgiration dane.,

tothing n these Hules shall linmt the Districl Trom regquiring & design cerification by a licensed anginocer ar
licensed landscape architect, ar other appropriate professional, when deemed necessary and appropriale by
the Managers or Administrator in order o ensure complance with the Rules.

For any proposed land alteration project in the shore impact zons or 3 bluff impac! zone, an applicant must provids
a design. site drawing and proposed consttuction plan, approved by & certif:ed engineer or landscape architect as
reguired oy 1ke Becker County Zoning Ordinance Section 12, Subdivision 7. A copy of said designand draw ng must
be attached t e application submitted 1o the Commerant Laxes Watershed O-strct tharty (20) days prior o appidyal
be ng réceived from the County to allow carmmeants by fhe SLW D as may be appropiate Nathing s regulatisn
shall imit the CLWD from sequinng a design cenitcation by a licensed enginesr of landscape architect, or other
aproroprigte professional, when deemed necessary and appropriate by the managers to provide sediment control,
polluticn contral, run off, ercsion or drainage.
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All ney res:dential, commereial, industrial and instisticral siruchures and alterations to existing st-uctures skall be
coastructed such that 3t frshed Aoor elevanons are at amnimum al 18 1ghes goove highest recorded water level
For Big Cormprant Lake, the highest recorded lake evel alevation shall e 1.3%6 2 fest. The Applicant shall baar
the burden of estabhshing the proposed elevaton ol the strugiura. The CLWO shall place a monument establizhmg
the OHWYL ar each [ake watben the Destrict, thad has ar established OHWL by the DNE,

ACLWD permil shatl not ce congirued as 3 vald parmit reguared fram any state, county Wewnship or other rogulatary
agency as may e regured such as State of Mirnesota Department of Natura® Besources, Stale of Minresola

Foluion Condral sgency, Becker County, Townskip, Soil and Water Conservabion Desincl and U 5. A-my Corps of
Engineers.

4.4 Suretles

4.

The Distrcl may requine a performance cond, letter of credit or other suretly in a fomm approwved by the Cigtrict for an
activity regulated urder these Rules. A commercial surety shall be frem an issuer kcersed and dong buginess m
Minnesota The surety shall be sutinitied by the properly Swner but the surely principal may be eitrer the property
ower or the individual or entily undenriaking the prapesed acivily.

The surgly shall bein favgr of 11 District and sonditioned or the applicant's perfarmance of the agtiviies autnorized
1 he peridd in compliases with all applicable [aws, including the District’s Bules, the terms and con ditiong of the
permit and payment when due of any *ees or other charges authorized by law, including the Distnict's Ru'es. The
surety shall slate that in the event the conditions of the surety are 1ot met, the Disinict may make a clain against il.

Tre surety must be valid and in force 191 at l2ast ar eighteen (18) mgnth pariod ard shall conlain 3 provision that
it may nct be canceled or released @xcep! pursuant ks ing terms n 4.13(e] heran

The amcupt of Ihe surely shall 0o set oy the Beard of Managers by resaiuhon as the amount the Board deems
necaesary o cover {Pe fellpwing potential liabilities 1o fhe District:

(1) Application, field inspecthon, mordoring and related fees auttorized under Minnesola Statule § 1030 345,

0 The eost of martaiming and imglementing protective measores sef foih m orincorporated mifg the permi,
and

K] The cosl of remedyirg damage resuiting from permit noncompliance or far which the propedy owner
olheraice is recpgrsible,

Or wrtten natification of completion ©f 3 projact, the Qistnst wall nspect the project o determene if the prosect 15
constructed in aooordance with the terms of the pemit and Cistic) Bules | the project @5 compgeted in accordance
with 1ne jerms of the permit and Distict Rules and thore is ne oulstanding batance for unpaid inspeshon fees,
aftorrey s fees, engingsr' s costs, contract labor on materials ordered and inslalled by the Distrct, the District wll
release the surety if one was required in 3ecticn 4.4{3).

Governmental agencics are exempt from su-ety requiremenls.

The Comorant Lakes wWatershed District, in the sole discredion of the Board Managers. may aocepl a pergonal
surety rom a landowner wilh an accomtparying financoal statement.

4.5 Upgrade of Existing Stormwater Discharges

The Managers may require @ persan or govemment [0 provide a treatmentplan for pointdischarges of slomwatar conlgining
anrpal lpade in axcess of 10 pounds of chosphorys or 2000 paurds of sediment (o watars of the slate. Such a plan muost
ke implemanted within one (1) year of nofilication by the Oistrct

4.5 Mainkenance of Stomnwater Treatment Dev|ces

T hie awmers of property on which a stormwakgr reatment dgvice bas been constriected must maintam thal fevice so hat its
funclion is not diminished. 1f a stonmmweater rgatmeant dewce 13 ot mairtained by the awner e hstigt sball bave the
gulhority to order all neceszary emergency ‘epairs and assess all L0318 o the récond tamers of the property.
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Section 5.0 Dredging
£.1 Folicy

It is the policy of the Board of Managers to presase the natural appearance of shoreline areas, recreational, wildhfe z
fisheries rescurces of surface waters, and surace water quality

5.2 Regulations

We persen shall dredge in e beds, banks or shores of any prolected water o welland in the District without firel securing
a permit frem the Dising! and the State of Minnesota Dopamment of Hatural Resourzes. and posting a bord or letter of aredit
pursuant ta Regy laticn 4 4730

&.3 Generzl Standards

All permutied dredging shall comply with the following standards

A The dispasaiite must be cenfiied ane found not 1o be below the OHWL of 2 public water or puble walér wetand.
weland subject o Ihe Watland Conservalion Act of 1931, or floodplain @nd not prone Ko erogion.

b In cases of an identifable source of sedrmant under 1he conind of the gpplicant, the plan shatl include remedial
action to mintrrze depostign of sediment ino a watebody o off-sito

¢ Prigr {0 reviewr by tha Qistiics, all dredging propesats that invobse docking shall ke submitted to and approved by the
Minnessa Depanmant of Matural Rezources.

d. Tho proposed projec shall represent the "manimat impact” selubon to & specfic nesd with respect 1o all other
reasonable alternatives such as ook exlensions, aqualc Avisanse plant removal without dredging, beach
sandblankets. excavation above the bed of pubhc water, l2os exkensive drgdging in aaother areaof the public water,
or manageenl of 31 aternatve waler body for the ntended punpose.

€. Thedrodging shall oe limited to tne minimum dimensions necessary for achieving the stated purposs

i Ifthe dredging Wl be accomplished by means of bhydraulic dredg:ng the following addienal standards Wil apply
the dispacal site shall have a minimum storage capacity equal o four times the catculated volume of sokg matenal
o be romoves, 2 minimem free board betaeen the ‘op of the projected waler surface alevation and he 1op of the
dike cf ane foct, if no outket fram e disposal is proposed

g Al permi’ applications must Be accompaniéed by desiy infgrmaticn oy a cemfied cral engineer

Section 5.0 Shorelineg & Streambank Improvement
5.4 Palicy
It 15 the pohey of the Board of Managers to:

a  Assure that improvement of shorebne and streambank areas o prevent crmsion and to enhance waier quality

complies with accepies enging=irg principles in conformity with Department of Natara! Resorces (OMNRY

Gomatrction quigelines, and

. Preserve tha natural appearance of sharebne ard sireambank, aréeas.

&.2 Ragulations

a Mo person shalt eonstuct a shoreline or sireambark improvement. such as rip rap or o pravent erosamn_ or for any
Qther purpose. such &5 boat ramps and sand Brankets, without first securing a parmit fror fhe Bistict. Any redamning
wall shall requirg a conditioratuse penmil t be eseyed by Begker County and it iz the sapressad policy of the Dising
to discourage the devetopment of relaning walls that abat any lake or siream
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L Arexpedited adminisirative permil may be ssued far rauhing nprad propecls thal conform with the regqu e meis set
forth in paragraoh 4 2ie) of this Rule

¢ An expedied adminisirative permet may b ogseed for routne sandblankel projects thatl conform with the
requirements =& forlh in paragraph 4.2{e) of this Rule,

d  The Distrct may issue an expedrad permil for aciviy benled te Seclion & 20k & 2{c), 4,15, 4.1} and B without
inspection o a4 contracior thal kas posted a cach Send or personal sLrety with the CUOWE Admin-stralor in ine sum
of £1.000.00 prar to May 1, of each constriction vear. The contragior musl also attend a CLWD lraining semingr
for conractors  The contractor musel advise a manager of the soape of the projec: Before the work is commenced.
The CLWD regarqes tha right o temiinata the contractsr s prvilege 1o obtain an epedited permut wiboud mspechon
for any ar no reasas. The purpose of the suretly bond is ‘o provide funds o restore the activity 10 1ke pre-permit
conditzon for any actvity completed that's not in compliance with all COWO requlaticns

6.3 Criteria For Rlp Rap Placemant
Rip rap placement skall comply with the following critesia:
a Geneial standards:

(13 lean rig rap matenal showld be durakble matural stone and of a gradation $hat wil resulyin slable shorehne
ermizn kel

{2) Toe finishad slape of the rock fragments, boulders andior cotbles should not e deeper than a vt of 3 feel
hargontal o 1 ol verical (3:1) under normal conditions. Steeper lopes will gangrally reguire Yarger sized
e rap  The mimmum finished siope shall be no steeper than 20 (harizental © vermicaly. Any rgckbouldar
siahilizaton projectwith 3 proposed Gnished slope sweeper than 2:1 (horzonial overtical] shall be evalyated
in agoordance with the conditizns for retaining walls
i3 Mo rip rap ar hlver material shadld be placad nore than 5 feet waterward of the shorgline measured from the
ordinary tugin waler level {OHYY) elevation under rormal conditions. The encroachment inlo the wa ler s he
Minimin amount neces2ary 1 provide protechon and does not undoly interfere with 1he floes of Wwater.
4 Mo existing rp rap may te rermoved without & perrmil,
Section 7.0 Stream and Lake Crossings
7.1 Polloy

[t is Ihe policy ©f the Board of Managers to discourage the use of lake beds and beds of waterbodies I3 e placerment of
reads, nighways, and wtililes

7.2 Regulation
Mo perscn shal use the beds of any waters of the slate within the Gistrict far the placement of reads, higmesgys and ulilities
without firgl gecuring a permit frony the District  Utiliy service providers shatl be exempt frem permit requirements if the

utilies are placed within the public righl of way and are consistent with recorded easements or dadications of aoblic rignt
of weay.

7.3 Criteria

Uge af the bed:
a. 3hall meet a demanstrated pablic benedt, and
B Shall regain adeguate hydraulic capacily, and

¢ Zhall ratain adequale nav.gslional capacity. and
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d. Shall not adversely affect water quality ard

e, Shall represent the "ranimal imgact’ sowubion 10 a specific need with respect 19 all other reasanable alterratives,

7.4 Raquirad Exhiblis

The kzllowing exbibits shall accompany the permit application One S8t - fullsize ore set reduceddo 11'x 17"

g8 Constructon plans and specificanons

B Aralyss prepared by a professional civil eng.rear or qualified hydrologist show ng the effect of the projest on
hiydraulic capacity and wato- quality.

C AN erogion contrgl and restoration plan.
Section B.0 Trees

An administrative expedited permit shall be reqguired to remowve any trée or root systemn, whetrer said ree is liming, deaa or
diseased. withbin the shore impact zone. Any unauthorized remoyval shall resultina 3250 G0 per tree restoration assessment
and the Districl shall require the property owrner g plant replacement trees in a number, <ind and gualty to be determined
by 1ne discretion: of the Board on a ¢atse by case basis for 2!l trees removed withowt LW authorization  Tres removal
chnirachys shall b oictly kakle with the propady ownars for unauthonzed removal of trecs. To e subject o CLAD
requlations, a e Musl have a bao 3 2) irch diameter at foor [4) f2et above ground level. This regufation may be anforged
by any methad sct forth in Section 16,1 of these rutes. Mothing in this secton shall pronibit the emergency remeval of treas
of limba o prevent loss of ife or damage to properly. A permilis regquired for any Wee thal 1g remaw &S by chainsaw or ather
means fhat resulis in the ¥ee, wiethar living. dead or diseagsed falhing on the ice The permil shall reqiare the owrer ar the
owrers agent to remove alt debris anad waste matenal om the ige 0 a tirtaly manner.

Section 9.0 Governmental Responsibilities
2.1 Motilicaron and Review

AlE ownghig, muorizipal, goun by and state governments shall provide copies of plans or gocumenis for proposes acons whicn
may mpa st ihe walers of 1he slate (o the legal accress of the District at least 3¢ calendar days befora the firet pubhe hearing
dae for review 2k somment, of before rondering a decision on the propesed action. whoehover is earlier. The Boara of
Managaers shall review suck changes inlight ofine faregoing Water Quality Frotection and EnharcementRules (Sectian 4.00

o ensure that such changes conlain provisions for ma:ptaning ar enhancing waler quality. The fol'ow ng are specific cases
inwhich such notfication and ceview are requirec:

4. Fropotsed grdinarces volding land gee, stonm waer, or wotlands,

B Proposed pubhc worss neluging modikcations of existing readway, storm callection or 'reatmen: syslams, sewage
calbection ard reatrent systems. or plans [0 SBCN projects,

c  Requests for zoning changes, divisions of riparian 1o, sucdivisions, plals, variances, concitonal use permils. and
planned unit developments. 1o be asthorized under county gr rrupicipal Zoning ordinances;

a.  Requests for permibs involving construchion or other moddicatans in 3 shoreland zone.

Section 10.0 Enforcement Powars of Board of Managers
101 Enfarcament

These Rules, ard olher applicable siatutes, affecting water quality within the Districl and any stop wok order issued by the
Dustrict may be enforced by [ocal law enforcemant chicialz ar by all appropriate legal action, including. but nof limited 1o
Emporary restraining orders, inunclions, actions 0 cgmpel compliance with these roles. restoration  misderea nor
prosecution. abatement. cosks and Jamanges  Coste, fees and expenses incured by the Dictricy in enforging these rules,
including actvily commenced without & parmil. includirg ot mol limited 10 enginearing. afgneys' fees and emergensy
erozicn control costs, shall be assessed agans: and paid by any person, Bndsewmer, entity, conlrackar of governmental
subdivizion foond to S inoviolation of these nules,
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10.2 Contrackor's Liabiliky

Any :ndividual, frm, corporation, pannership, assodiation or Sther eshby contracting to perform services requlaled by these
Rures shald be responsible for ascertaining that all permus have been oblained 3ad that the work, pedormad complies with
all requirements of these Rules. Contractors and andewrers 0 violahon of these Rules shall be jontly and individually
subject o all methods of entoreement as prowided above, indluding £4minal prosecibon

10,3 Administralive Stop YWork Order,

The District and their designaled agents. staff, and professiongis, as a conditign (o granting a8 permit, ray inspect the
premises at any time and iss.e a cease and des st ordarwhen it fnds fhat 3 proposed or imbated project cresents asenous
threat of soil engsicn, setmantahon, or an adyerse efect upon water quality o violates any rule or condition of the oemmit
issued by the Chistnct. Falure gf the awner or cantracicor to comply with & cease and desist order shall constitute grounds
o i mediate revocabon of any permet. and shallrequire the pammif nolder to pay all costs of resioralion, emerganty erasion
controd reasures and atormey fees reasonably incurred o restore wark done in violation of 1ha peraa ta the pre-aereg

coditicd in the rinimum ameoant of $150.00, The District may alsc issue an adminisicative stop order for work performed
Wwitnout 3 permit.

Seaction 14.0 Adeption, Amendment, and Effective Crate

These Rules of the Cormorant Lakes Walershed Distic; shall be adgpted or amenzed in ascordance with M5, Chapter
1030, Upon sdopton, Rutes and smendments of the Rules previously approved by the Board of Managers are hereby
rescinded These Rules are glectve upon adapticn in accordance wilh M.S. Chapter 1020

Saction 12.0 Variances
121 Varlances Autherized

The Board of Masagers may hear requests for variances from ihe iteral prowsions af these rales in inslances where their
elrict enforcemaent would cause undue hamdship because sl oroumslances origue tn the progerty under consideration. The
Board of Manageds may grant variances in conformange with the definitions faund at Mimnescta Statete 384 27(7), where
it is demronsirated that such achon wi'l e keeping with the =pirt and intent of these rulas.

12,2 Standard

I amder ip grant a vanance the Board of Managers shall delermine $hat the scecial conditions which azoly to the stnocurne
of land in queston da not agply generally vz other [aond ar sirectures in the Ristrict that the granting of such varance will not
meraly senve as & canvenience to the applicant, and thal the vanancs will not impaic @r be contrary 1o the intent of these
rules. A hardship cannot be created by the landoaner, the landoweer's ggent ¢r representalive, or g conlractor, and must
b unigue to the groperty. Econamiz hardehin shall not be conswdered grounds for iseUing 8 vanance A varancs gramad
Because of & physical disability shalk be porsgnat o the applicant and the Distict shal® make every aHam 12 insure ke
warance 13 erparany 0 natune and any stiuctures erected pursaant to Ihe varance will be remowed within sixty (B3] days
afler the indvwdual requesting the variance no langer resides or uses he premises.

122 Term

A ovanance shall become void afer ane year after it is granted il not used. unless an exdensior i writing 15 granted by the
CLWE Board.

12.4 Yiolatlon

Awiolation of any condition 5t kerth in a variance shak be @ vislairmon of the Qistrict rules and shall automatically termirate
Ine varnanoe.
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Section 13.0 Feas Charged In Certain Cases

151 Pollcy

The Board hnos inal

A

Fuklic awareness of and comphiance wilh Ihe permitting process will be senved by a pohoy of not chadgng a persait
applicatior kee. By ercouraging spplicanls 1o seek pemits for potental prajects, the puklic berefits by reduced
inspection and erforcement costs,

From iime to time persons perfafm wors requiing a paim.t fam the Disiect without 3 permit. and pereonz perform
work wn vialanon of an issoed Distie! pa'mit The Baard finds tkal ite cos1s of engineenng. inspection, analysis,
attorney fees and @mporary er0sion contrgl measures in 5Uch casoes exceads these wheare the apphcant has
com pled with District reguirernants. The Board funher concludes that its annual tax lawy shauld rolb ke usad to pay
such costs whizh are ncurred becawse of a failure to meel Cisirict requirements Therefore the Boand adopts and's
£ narging feas 10 the msponsitke persons in such cases. Inthese cases, ine applicant or person responsible for the
vipkation ghall pay to the District a fee equat to the Desthcts actual costs of field nspecton of the waork, including
tnileage for e Dhstrict etaff, investigation of the area atfected by thewerk, analysis of the work, emergency ercsion
contral measures, Senices of @ consultant. mcluding engingering and legal consultants, and any subsedquoent
mcniloring of the waork, which 1 Ihe case of a wiolation are ingumed after notice of vmolztion from the Cistrol,
inapEciion faes shall be at least 8745 00 per inspectien, as may be established {rom time 1o bme by the CLWD

Wis in ke pubhc interest that certain projects, invalving larger scae development of development in sensibwe
Tocatiens be nspected by Dsinc staff to provide the Board sullicientinfomation to evaluate o plianca with Gistrict
ru'es and apphoable law.

For commercial. residential developmeants, or réstoration projests, 2 feld inspechan fee for parmnits -equired under
4.1, basad upon the actual bouriy rates of Distnct $afl or consuitants may be charged norder 10 cgver aciual cosls
related 1o anvesligalion of 1be area affecied by Ihe propesed activity, analysis of the proposed activity, gane.ces of
a pansuitant, 2nd any required subgequent monitonng of the proposed activ:ty. The fee may be 3ssested for acival
cosls of enforgament of permit viola'tons.

Sovernmenial agencias are exempl ffom fees

The failure to erect or marntain temporany erosion conlool measures as diracted by the District shall resull in he
DHelrect ordering the work done. The reco-d [Bgal cwrer shall pay 12 the Qigtnet 3100 00 plus the acluzl cosls of
instailation. Tre District may erect tem porary erosion control ¢evices in amerganey Creemstanees arnvaiens uethin
this District.

Mo pemit fee will he assessed by the Cormarant Lakes Watershed Distizl whon an appheaton is submitted in 3
timely manrer a5 sl forth in (ke rules. The Distict may, in it discretion. waive enforcement of fees.

Section 14.0 Refuse, Temporary Buildings

141 Refuse

To presend and protacl waler quaiity no refuse. garbage, vehioies or obnoxious materials shall be deposited in. ar within
{he shore impact rone of any poblic waters in said District, or placed inany lecaticn whers the same would Oy naural ronoff
or awarflre: drain inta and oe cast upcn putlic waters,

14.2 Temporary Buildings

Mo perrmaneni or tem parany slarage building, ice nouse, shed or ary other siruchures may o located vathin the shore moacl
Zone witneut a CLWD permit to prevent ran off ar dizcharge into the publcwater and withaut first ohilaining a cond:ticnal use
permil frgn. Backar Counly.
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Saction 15.0 Hew Subdivisions, Plat, Tract or Planned Unit Developmems

It 2hall be compulsony to include an owner's afidavit on each new plat within the shoretang district, oris e absence of such
plat, it shall be included i the pwner s restrictive covenants, contained inany deed of conveyance 10 wir "The undesigred
owner or owners acknowledoe that this [and is in the Cormorant Lakes Watershed District and all purchasers and a5signs
hereafter are given notice that ail properies and impiovemeanis made therdpn are subject to the regalations, reguiremants
and permit obligations of the said District and must be adheted to.7 A stormwater runoff plan prepared by a icensed
eginesr or licensed landscape archiiect, or dher appropriale professicral, shall ke required for any porion of a proposed
new sutbidivision, plat. ract or planned unil developments that are located wilhin 1,020 fesl of 3 1Iake. The CLWD may requre
a stormwater unolf plan prepared by a kcenged engneat tor any new proposad subdeagion, plat tract or planned umit
faveinpmens that arg losglad gulside 1000 feet from poblic waters of the siate  The owner shalt submil a draft of the
prelimmary plad, proposed sugddivsion ract or planned unil developoent forty-five (44) days in advance of presentaion to
the Gecker Gounly Planmng Commiseicn. o the District to al'ow a pericd of réview and cormment before any formal action
is taken by he Backer Colnty Planning Commission. The devetoper shall request a preliminary -napection of she inal piat
and submit the final olat to the CUWD fortyfive {45) days prior bo submissian to the Becker County Flanning Sommission
L atlow = period of review and comment before hnal action 15 tsken by the Becker Courty Planning Commissian.

Section 16.0

Mo fersl-zer centairing phasphorus may be appled in the shore impacti zone. & permit shalkba required fof any phospE ors
faril:zer apphed culside the shore impact zona that (s causing an adverse impairment ta any waters of the state locaked
within the District,

BOARD OF MANAGERS
CORMORANT LAKES WATERSHED DISTRICT

A map of the Gommorant Lakes Wyalershed st is attached a8 Exhitil “A"
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Appendix H. Local Funding Authorities

Local Funding Authorities

BWSR

Purpose: This table provides an overview of Minnesota statutes and laws that provide authorities to local governments to fund water management
projects, to be used by local governments while exploring funding options for locally funded water projects. Does not include fees, fines, or wetland

banking, grants, etc. This is not a legal document and should not be considered comprehensive, complete, or authoritative.
note: “metro” refers to Anoka, Carver, Dakota, Hennepin, Ramsey, and Washington counties or watershed organizations in the 7-county metro area.

Citation

Applies to

Summary (please see details in the full text of each provision)

§40A.152 Counties (metro) Money from the county conservation account (see chapter 287) must be spent by the county to reimburse
the county and taxing jurisdictions within the county for revenue lost under the conservation tax credit
under §273.119 or the valuation of agricultural preserves under §473H.10. Money remaining in the account
after reimbursement may be spent on: 1) agricultural land preservation and conservation planning and
implementation of official controls under this chapter or chapter 473H; 2) soil conservation activities and
enforcement of soil loss ordinances; 3) incentives for landowners who create exclusive agricultural use
zones; 4) payments to municipalities within the county for the purposes of clauses 1-3.

§103B.241 Watershed districts & May levy a tax to pay for plan preparation costs & projects in the adopted plan necessary to implement the

watershed Metropolitan Water Management Program.
management
organizations (metro)

§103B.245 Watershed districts & May establish a watershed management tax district within the watershed to pay the costs of: planning
watershed required under §§103B.231 and 103B.235, the capital costs of water management facilities described in the
management capital improvement program of the plans, and normal & routine maintenance of the facilities.
organizations (metro)

§103B.251 Watershed districts & May certify for payment by the county all or any part of the cost of a capital improvement contained in the
watershed capital improvement program of plans developed in accordance with §103B.231. Counties may issue general
management obligation bonds to pay all or part of the cost of project. The county may pay the principal and interest on
organizations (metro), | the bonds by levying a tax on all property located in the watershed or subwatershed in which the bonds are
counties issued. Loans from counties to watershed districts for the purposes of implementing this section are not

subject to the loan limit set forth in §103D.335.
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Citation

Applies to

Summary (please see details in the full text of each provision)

§103B.331 Counties (3) May charge users for services provided by the county necessary to implement the local water

Subdivisions management plan.

3& (4) May establish one or more special taxing districts within the county and issue bonds to finance capital
improvements under the Comprehensive Local Water Management Act. After adoption of the
resolution, a county may annually levy a tax on all taxable property in the district.

§103B.335 Counties, May levy a tax to implement the Comprehensive Local Water Management Act or a comprehensive
municipalities, or watershed management plan (§103B.3363). A county may levy amounts needed to pay the reasonable costs
townships to SWCDs and WDs of administering and implementing priority programs identified in an approved &

adopted plan or comprehensive watershed management plan.

§103B.555 Counties (1) May establish a Lake Improvement District and impose service charges on the users of lake improvement

Subdivisions district services within the district. May levy an ad valorem tax solely on property within the lake

1&3 improvement district for projects of special benefit to the district; may impose or issue any combination of
service charges, special assessments, obligations, and taxes.

(3) A tax under Subd. 1 may be in addition to amounts levied on all taxable property in the county for the
same/similar purposes.

§103C.331 County boards on May levy an annual tax on all taxable real property in the district for the amount that the board determines is

Subdivision behalf of soil and water | hecessary to meet the requirements of the district.

16 conservation districts

§103D.335 Watershed districts A watershed district has the power to incur debts, liabilities, and obligations and to provide for assessments
and to issue certificates, warrants, and bonds.

§103D.601 Watershed districts May set up special taxing districts via petition to conduct larger, Capital Improvement Projects (CIP). The
costs to the affected parties cannot exceed $750,000.

§103D.615 Watershed districts May declare an emergency and order that work be done without a contract. The cost of work undertaken

without a contract may be assessed against benefitted properties or raised by an ad valorem tax levy if the
cost is not more than 25% of the most recent administrative ad valorem levy and the work is found to be of
common benefit to the watershed district.
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Citation

Applies to

Summary (please see details in the full text of each provision)

§103D.729

Watershed districts

May establish a water management district or districts in the territory within the watershed to collect
revenues and pay the costs of projects initiated under §§103B.231, 103D.601, 103D.605, 103D.611, or
103D.730. (Guidelines for creating water management districts)

§103D.901

Watershed districts

County auditors assess the amount specified in an assessment statement filed by managers. The county may

issue bonds (§103E.635). An assessment may not be levied against a benefited property in excess of the
amount of benefits received.

§103D.905
Subdivisions
2,3,7-9

Watershed districts

Established funds for watershed districts (not a complete list — see full statute language): Organizational
expense fund - consisting of an ad valorem tax levy, shall be used for organizational expenses and
preparation of the watershed management plan for projects. General fund - consisting of an ad valorem tax
levy, shall be used for general administrative expenses and for the construction or implementation and
maintenance of projects of common benefit to the watershed district. May levy a tax not to exceed 0.00798
percent of estimated market value to pay the cost attributable to projects initiated by petition. Repair and
maintenance funds - established under §103D.631, Subd. 2. Survey and data acquisition fund - consists of
the proceeds of a property tax that can be levied only once every 5 years and may not exceed 0.02418
percent of estimated market value. Project tax levy - a WD may levy a tax: 1. To pay the costs of projects
undertaken by the WD which are to be funded, in whole or in part, with the proceeds of grants or
construction or implementation loans under the Clean Water Partnership Law; 2. To pay the principal of, or
premium or administrative surcharge (if any), and interest on, the bonds and notes issued by the WD
pursuant to §103F.725; 3. To repay the construction or implementation loans under the Clean Water
Partnership Law.

§103E.011
Subdivision 5

Drainage authorities

A drainage authority can accept and use external sources of funds together with assessments from benefited
landowners in the watershed of the drainage system for the purposes of flood control, wetland restoration,
or water quality improvements.

§103E.015

Subdivision 1a

Drainage authorities

When planning a “drainage project” or petitioned repair, the drainage authority must investigate the
potential use of external sources of funding, including early coordination for funding and technical assistance
with other applicable local government units.

§103E.601
§103E.635
§103E.641

Drainage authorities

Funding of all costs for constructed “drainage projects” are apportioned to benefited properties within the
drainage system pro rata on the basis of the benefits determined (§103E.601). After the contract for the
construction of a drainage project is awarded, the board of an affected county may issue bonds of the county
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Citation

Applies to

Summary (please see details in the full text of each provision)

in an amount necessary to pay the cost of establishing and constructing the drainage project. (§103E.635).
Drainage authorities may issue drainage funding bonds (§103E.641).

§103E.728 Drainage authorities Costs for drainage system repairs are apportioned pro rata on all benefited properties of record. The

§103E.731 drainage authority may charge an additional assessment on property that is in violation of §103E.021 (ditch

§103E.735 buffers) or a county soil loss ordinance (§103E.728). If there is not enough money in the drainage system
account to make a repair, the board shall assess the costs of the repairs on all property and entities that have
been assessed benefits for the drainage system (§103E.731). To create a repair fund for a drainage system to
be used only for repairs, the drainage authority may apportion and assess an amount against all property and
entities benefited by the drainage system, including property not originally assessed and subsequently found
to be benefited according to law. (§103E.735).

Chapter 287 | Counties Counties participating in the agricultural land preservation program impose a fee of $5 per transaction on
the recording or registration of a mortgage or deed that is subject to tax under §§287.05 and 287.21.

Chapter Towns Townships may create subordinate service districts with special taxing authority. Requires a petition signed

365A by at least 50 percent of the property owners in the part of the town proposed for the subordinate service
district.

§373.475 Counties A county board must deposit the money received from the sale of land under Laws 1998, chapter 389, article
16, section 31, subd. 3, into an environmental trust fund. The county board may spend interest earned on
the principal only for purposes related to the improvement of natural resources.

Chapter 429 | Municipalities May levy special assessments against properties benefitting from special services (including curbs, gutters
and storm sewer, sanitary sewers, holding ponds, and treatment plants).

§444.075 Municipalities May collect stormwater utility fees to build, repair, operate & maintain stormwater management systems.

§462.358 Municipalities May accept a cash fee for lots created in a subdivision or redevelopment that will be served by municipal

Subdivision sanitary sewer and water service or community septic and private wells. May charge dedication fees for the

2b(c) acquisition and development or improvement of wetlands and open space based on an approved parks and
open space plan.

M. L. 1998 Red River Watershed Watershed Districts that are members of the Red River Watershed Management Board may levy an ad

Chapter 389 | Management Board valorem tax not to exceed 0.04836 percent of the taxable market value of all property within their district.

Article 3, This levy is in excess of levies authorized by §103D.905.

Section 29
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Appendix I. Regulatory Comparisons

Ouer Tail
Qy" River
% :: WATERVET

Many of the issues affecting priority issues can be addressed in part through administration of statutory responsibilities and ordinances. This
document is intended to be used to summarize the existing local rules, ordinances and statutes that are currently being administered by planning

entity, to understand areas of duplication, gaps, and opportunities.

Key:

Regulatory responsibility lies with this LGU and there is an ordinance

Administers program but no ordinance

Government Unit

Regulatory Concern Otter Otter

Tail Becker
SWCDs CLWD

Tail Becker
y County

County-wide zoning

PRWD Comments

Otter Tail: No county-
wide zoning. Only the
shoreland zone.

Aggregate Sand & Gravel Mining

Gravel pits. Otter Tail:
For land in the shoreland
only.

AIS

Compliance Compliance

Buffers checks checks

Near Shore Regulations
(alternations, retaining walls,
structures, Impervious surface)

Construction Stormwater
Management

Otter Tail County has a
Dock and Riparian Use
Ordinance.

Otter Tail County: part of
the shoreline ordinance.

PRWD and CLWD: part

of Rules.




Government Unit

Regulatory Concern Otter Otter

Tail Becker Tail Becker
County County | SWCDs SWCD CLWD PRWD State Comments

Feedlots No local responsibility

Otter Tail: no local

Floodplain Management responsibility

Otter Tail County: part of

Forestland Management the shoreline ordinance

Otter Tail County:
delegation agreement
with MDH: PRWD De-
Watering permits

MDA Administers. Part 1
applies in the watershed.
Groundwater Protection Rule Part 2 applies to the City
of Perham (DWSMA with
nitrate >5.4 mg/L).

Otter Tail and Becker
counties require SSTS
inspections on point-of-
sale.

Groundwater use

Subsurface Sewage Treatment
Systems

Noxious Weed Law

Public Drainage Systems (103E)




Shoreland management

Solid waste management

Stormwater Management Rules

Wellhead Protection Rule

:r Tail
y/q_/g River

ONE WATERY

0 =
Otter Tail: Ordinance
exceeds state standards.
Stormwater Management
Rules within Shoreland
District

Shared Director of Solid
Waste Management with
Wadena, Otter Tail, and
Todd Counties

Fergus Falls and Detroit
Lakes MS4 permits
require Stormwater
Pollution Prevention Plan
(SWPPP) and Best
Management Practices
(BMPs).

Otter Tail County:
Delegation agreement
with MDH for inspections
including non-community
water supplies (not
wellcode or wellhead
protection). Becker
County: no local
responsibility.

Wetland Conservation Act

DNR also
does
enforcement

Otter Tail County: county
is responsible for
enforcement and SWCDs
responsible for
restoration orders for
violations.




Appendix J. Memorandum of Agreement

MEMORANCUM OF AGREEMENT

This agreemenl {Agreement] is made and entered into by and between:
The Countias of Otter Tail, and Becker by and through their respective County Board of Commissioners,

and

The East Orter Tail, West Otter Tail, and Becker Soil and Water Conseryalicn Districts, by and through
their respective 50il and Water Conservation District Board of Superyisors, and

The Pelican River and Cormaorant Lakes Watershed Districts, by and through their respective Board of
KManagers,

Collectively referred to as the "Parties”

WHEREAS, the Counties of this Agreement are political subdivisiuns of the State of Minncsota, with authority ta
carry out envirgnmental programs and land use controls, pursuant to hinnesota Statutes Chapter 375 and as

atherwise provided by law; and

WHEREAS, the Soil and water Conservation Districts [SWC D] of this Agreemend are political subdivisions of the
Srate of Minnesata, with statetory authority B carry out ergsian control and other sail and water conservalion
programs, pursuant to Minnesota Statutes Chapter 1038 and a3 otherwise provided by law; and

WHEREAS, the Walershed Districts of this Agreement are political subdivisions of the State of Minnesota, with
statutary authority to ¢arry out conservation of the natural rescurces of the state by land use contrgls, flood
cantral, and other conservation projects fur the protection of the public health and welfare and the provident use
of the natural resources, pursuant to Minnesota Statutes Chapters 1038, 1030 and as othenwvise provided by law,

and

WHEREAS, the parties ta this Agregment have a comman interest and statutory autharity to prepare, adapt, and
assure implementation of a comprehensive watershed management plan in the Otter Tail River Watershad to
ronsarve soil and water resources through the implementation of practices, pregrams, and regulatory controls
that effectively control or prevent edosion, sedimentation, siltation and related pellution in order to preserve
natural resayrces, ensure continued soil produdtivity, protect water quality, reduce damages caused by floods,
preserve wildlife, protect the tax base, and protect public lands and waters; and

WHEREAS, with matters that relate to coordination of waker management autbaritics pursuant to Minnesgta
Statutes Chapters 103E, 1032C, and 1030 with public drainage systems pursuant ko Minnesota Statutes Chaptor
103E, this Agreement does nat change the rights or abligations of the publie drainage system authorities; and

WHEREAS, the Parties have formed this Agreement for the specific goal af developing 3 plan pursuant ta
Minfesola Statutes § 1036.801, Comprehensive Watershed hanagement Flarning, alsc knewn as One

Watershed, Cre Plan,
NOW, THEREFORE, the Parties hereto agree as foliows:

1. Purpose: The Parties to this Agreement recognize the impartance af partnerships to planand implement
protection and restoration effarts for the Otter Tail River Watershed, see attached exhibit A The purpose
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of this Agreement is 10 collectively develop and adopt, as local governmant units, 3 coardinated
watershed management plan for implementation per the provisions of the Flan, Parties signing this
agreement will be coliectively referred to as the Ctter Tail Watershed Partnership (Partnership},

Term: This Agreement i effective upon signature of all Parties in consideration of the Board of Water and
Soil Besources (BWSR) Operating Peacedurss for One watershod, One Flan, and will rermain in effect undil

adoption of the plan by all partfes onless canceled accarding te the provisions of this Agreement or earlier
terminated by law.

Adding Addittanal Parties: A qualifying party desiring to become a member of this Agreement shakl
indicate its intent by adoption of a board respiution prior to 6f30/21. The party will not have voling
autharity until 90 days afer adopting a regolution t3 become a member of this Agreament. The party
agrees ta ahide by the terms and conditions of the Agreament; including but net limed (o the bylaws,
policies and procedures adopted by the Policy Committee,

Withdrawal af Partles: A party desiring to leave the membership of this Agreement shall indicate its
intant in writing to 1he Palicy Cammittee i the form of an offtmal board resolutinon. Motice most be made
at feast 30 days in advance of leaving the Bgreement,

Gengral Frovisicns:

& Compllance with Laws/Standards: The Farties agree to abide by all federal, state, and local i3ws:
statutes, ordinances, rules and reguiations now in efféct or hereafter adopted pertatning ta this
Agreement or to the facilities, programs, and staff far which the sgreement is responsible,

b. Indemnification: Each party to this Agreement shall be liable for the acts of 1ts officers,
employees or agents and the resulls therenf to the extent authorized of imited by law and shall
not be responsible for the acts of any ather party, its olficers, employees or agents. The
provisions of the Municipal Tort Claims &ct, Minneseta $atute Chapter 466 and other applicabile
laws govern liability of the Parties. To the full extent permitted by law, actions by the Parties,
their respective officers, employees, and agents pursuant to this Agreement are intended to be
and shall be construed as 3 "oooperative activity ™ It is the intent of the Parties that they shall be
deemed a "single governmental urit™ for the purpose of Habillty, as set forth in Minnesota
Statutes §A71.59, subd. Lada). For purpeses of Minnesoia Staiutes & 471,59, subd. 1afa) it is the
intent of each party that this Agreement does not cregte any iability or expozure of One party for
the acts or omissians of any other pary.

€. Record: Retent/an and Data Practices: The Parties agree that records created pursuant to the
terims of this Agreemant will be ratained in a manner that meets their respective entity’'s recoerds
retention schedules that have been reviewed and approved by the State in accordance with
Minnesota 5tatutes § 138,17, The Parties further agree that records prepared or maintained in
furtherance of the agreement shall be subject to the Minnesota 3overnment Data Practices ACL.
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At the time this agreament expires, all racords will be turned over 1o 1he East Gtter Tail SWiCCH for

continued retention.

d. Timeliness: The Parties agree to perform obligations under this Agreement in a timely manner
and keep 2ach other informed about any delays that may océur.

& Extenslon: The Parties may extend the termination dale of this Agreement bpon agreement by a3l
Parties.

B. Administration:

a  Establishment of Committeas for Development of the Plan. The Parties agree to designate one
representative, who must be an elected or appainted member of the governing board, Lo a Policy
tommittee for development of the watershed-based plan and may appoint one or moré technicar
representatives bo an Advisery Committee for development of the plan in consideration af the
BWSR Qperating Procedures for One Watershed, One Plan.

i. The Policy Committee will meet as needed to decide an the cantent of the plan, seree as 2
lizison to their respective boards, and act on behalf of their Board. Each representative

shall have ane vote,

ii. Each governing board may choose gne alternate 1o serve on the Palicy Committes as
needed in the absence of the designated member.

iil. The Palicy Committes will establish bylaws within 50 days of execution of thiz derument
to describe the functions and operations of the committee[s).

iv. The Advisary Committee will meet monthly ar as needed to assist and provide taechniral
support and make recommendations to the Folicy Committea on the development and
content of the plan. Members of the Advisory Committee may not b a current board

meamber of any of the Parties.

b. Subrmittal of the Plan. The Policy Cammittes will recommend the plan to the Parties of this
agreement, The Palicy Committee will be responsible for initiating a formal review precess for the
watershed-based plan conforming to Minnesota Statutes Chapters 1038 and 1030, including
public hearings, Upon carpletion of local review and comment, and appraral of the plan for
submittal by each party, the Policy Committee will submit the watershed-hased plan jointly to

BWSR for review and approval.

r. Adoption of the Plan. The Parties agree to adept and begin implementation of the plan within
126 days of receiving notice of state approval, and provitde notice af plan adoption pursuant Lo
Minfiesota Statutes Chapters 1036 and 1030
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8.

&

10

Fl=cal Apent: East Otter Tail SWED will act as the fiscal agent for the purposes of this Agreement and
BErees to:

a. Accept all respansibilities associated with the implementation of the BWSR grant agreemeant for
developing a watershed-based plan.

b, Perfarm financial fransactions as part of grant agreement and contract implementation.
.. Arnually provide a full and complete audit report.

d. Frovide the Palicy Commmittes witit the recards necessany 1o describe the financial condition of the
B'WSR grant agreement.

g Retain fiscal records consistent with the agent’s records retention scheduie until termination of
the agreement {2t that time, records will be turned gver to East Qtter Tail 3w,

f.  Provide reasonable documentation of the BWSR grant agreement 1o any party upon request,

Grant Administration: East Otter Tail SWCD will act as the grant administrator for the purposes of this
Agreement and agrees Lo provide Lhe followang services:

2, Acrept all day-to-day responsibilities associated with the implementation of the BYWARE grant
apreement for developing 2 watershed-based plan, including being the primary BWSE contact for
the One Watersied, Onre Plon Grant Agreement and being responsibte for BWSR reporting
refuiretnents assodiated with the grant agreerent.

b. Pravide the Policy Committee with the récords nece ssary Lo describe the planning condition of
the BWSR grant agreement.

Seope of services agreements may be developed with other Parties for assistance with administrakion,
planning, or other duties, a5 appropriate. Scope of services shall not gxcead current fund allocations and
must be consistent with any warkplan or timelines developed for a grant agreement,

Buthorized Representatives: The folfowing persons will be the primary cantacts for all matters
cancermng this Agroament:

Gtter Tail County East Qtter Tall SWCD

Land & Resource Management Director Duskrict Adrministrator

S00 W Fir Ave B01 lenny Ave SW, Suite K2

Ferpus Falls, MM 56537 Pertiam, MM 56573

Telephone: 218-998.83105 Telephone: 218-346-9105
West Otter Taill SWCD

District Admirishratar
06 Western Awe N
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Beckor County

Plarning & Zoning Administrator
915 Lake Auve

Detroit Lakes, MK 36501
Telephone: 2TB-Bd6-7314

Pelican River Watershed Cristrict
District Admenistrator

211 Holmes 3t W

Detrolt Lakes, MN 3B50]1
Telgphone: 218-B46-0436

Fergus Falls, MN 56537
Telephane: 218-998-5300

Becker SYWLD

District Administrator
B9 8" SiSE

Detroit Lakes, MN 56501
Telephone; F18-845-7360

Cormarant Lakes Watershed District
Administrator

10929 Counly Highway 5

Pelican Rapids, MM 56572
Telaphane: 218-134-6265
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IN TESTIMONY WHEREQF the Parties have duly executed Ihis agreement by their duly authorized ptficers.

PARTHER: /E;’J J*#fﬁ'_a_ﬁr'_.} Sl

APPROVED:

BY: A3 __.._"? ;_/_77:*__ lf g f

¥ el i

Boar.s7 hair

g L P ~
Gistrict Manager/Administrator Data

APPROVED AS TO FORM

EY¥: . o -

{ounty Attorney Date
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IN TESTIMONY WHEREDF the Parties have duly executed this agreement by thefr duly authorized afficers.

parrnek: Loest Otter Toul ST

ARPROVED:
Ty 5, Ey
BY: ._:_'r "'-'"Trb-_ “‘L-\-_" ey .'.-i-J'-_“.‘:'::‘.u._:u_ U-‘ G- O
Eaoard Chair Date
i f
o / s s
o.  /C U o— A/
Dakte

District Managery umistrator

APPROVED A% TO FORM

BY:
County Altarncy

Date
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IN TESTIMONY WHEREDF the Farties have duly executed this agresment by thelr duly authorized afficers,

partNER: O [TER- Tl coorTy

ARFROWED:

:f_’ﬂffj .r:r"/ ’/)I—) A A W LY

Board Chalr Jf Date
\ \\
i E - 5-2o 2o
*r i D-nte

BY:

DHstrict I'uhna:ermdmlnlnrmr
APFROVED AS TO FORM
o TP LA YA 2020
Coutty Attormey Lrrte
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IN TESTIMONY WHERECQE the Parties have duly sxecuted this agreement by their duly authorized afficers,

PARTMER: Becker Sail and Water Conservation Districl

APPROVED:
——— H .-:.T"r Pt o
BYy- -h__l___.-'_‘_ﬂ‘_-i‘_:'.”-": - ?JLE- E{Ef
R
Bl Chair : Date

~7
"'-“i b Wl /
BY: u"r/fﬂr*/f 2 ”a/&awf- I/ﬁﬁfzﬁif

7
Dis'trlr.ﬂlh-'la nagerfadministrator Cate
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IN TESTIMONY WHEREDF the Parties have duly executed this agreament by their duly authonized officers.

R TR Widal S Dot

APPROVED: }11?-:4 '22', 2oz ]

v Adotman Kral Y 3d-20

Board Chair Date
. /7?2—?—’ 22222 f
Districl Manager/ddministrator Date
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IN TESTIMOMNY WHEREQF the Partles have duly executed this agreement by their duby authgrized officers.

PARTNER:  Cormorant Lakes Watershed District

AFFPROVED:

Bogrd Chair

o Sl - Frpidenn 305

Dlsm:t Manager/fdministrator
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IN TESTIMONY WHEREQF the Parties have duly executed this agreement by their duly suthorized officers.

FARTMER:
LPPROWED:
Board Chair Date
: Mfim b-1-2
fadministrator Date
APPRCVED AS TD FORM

BY: _Is .__“E/“-""" @"-1-"":1*"{

County Attarney Date
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Appendix K. BWSR Board Order

BOARD DECISION #23-09

Minnesota Board of Water and Soil Resources
520 Lafayette Road North
St. Paul, Minnesota 55155

In the Matter of the review of the ORDER
Comprehensive Watershed Management Plan APPROVING

for the Otter Tail River Watershed, pursuant to COMPREHENSIVE
Minnesota  Statutes, Sections  103B.101, WATERSHED
Subdivision 14 and 103B.801. MANAGEMENT PLAN

Whereas, the Policy Committee of the Otter Tail River (OTR) Watershed submitted a Comprehensive
Watershed Management Plan (Plan) to the Minnesota Board of Water and Soil Resources (Board) on
December 15, 2022, pursuant to Minnesota Statutes, Sections 103B.101, Subdivision 14; 103B.801 and
Board Resolution #21-08, and;

Whereas, the Board has completed its review of the Plan;

Now Therefore, the Board hereby makes the following Findings of Fact, Conclusions, and Order:

FINDINGS OF FACT

A. Partnership Establishment. The OTR Watershed Partnership (Partnership) was established in 2019,
through adoption of a Memorandum of Agreement for the purposes of developing a Comprehensive
Watershed Management Plan. The membership of the Partnership includes Becker Soil and Water
Conservation District (SWCD), Becker County, East Otter Tail SWCD, West Otter Tail SWCD, Otter Tail
County, Cormorant Lakes Watershed District, and Pelican River Watershed District. '

B. Authority to Plan. Minnesota Statutes, Sections 103B.101, Subdivision 14 allows the Board to adopt
resolutions, policies or orders that allow a comprehensive plan, local water management plan, or
watershed management plan, developed or amended, approved and adopted, according to Chapter
103B, 103C, or 103D to serve as substitutes for one another or be replaced with a comprehensive
watershed management plan. Minnesota Statutes, Sections 103B.801, established the
Comprehensive Watershed Management Planning Program; also known as One Watershed, One
Plan (1W1P) program. On March 24, 2021, Board Resolution #21-08 adopted Version 2.1 of the One
Watershed, One Plan Operating Procedures and Plan Content Requirements policies.

C. Nature of the Watershed. The watershed includes approximately 1,725 square miles and has three
ecoregions: forests populate the north, 996 lakes populate the heart of the watershed, and the
southwest contains fertile prairie farmlands. The planning area is primarily in Becker and Otter Tail
counties, with small portions in Clay, Clearwater and Mahnomen counties. The White Earth Nation
and Tamarac National Wildlife Refuge are in the headwaters portion of the watershed. Major towns
include Detroit Lakes, Fergus Falls, Perham, Pelican Rapids, Battle Lake and Ottertail. The planning
area ends at Orwell Dam on the Otter Tail River southwest of Fergus Falls.
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D. Plan Development. The Plan was developed as a single, concise, and coordinated approach to
watershed management. The Plan consolidates policies, programs, and implementation strategies
from existing data, studies and plans, and incorporates input from multiple planning partners to
provide a single plan for management of the watershed. The Plan focuses on prioritized, targeted,
and measurable implementation efforts and lays out specific actions to manage water quantity,
protect and restore water quality, natural habitat, recreational uses and drinking water sources in
the watershed.

E. Plan Review. On December 15, 2022, the Board received the Plan, a recording of the public hearing,
and copies of all written comments pertaining to the Plan for final State review pursuant to Board
Resolution #21-08. During the development of the Plan State agency representatives attended and
provided input at advisory committee meetings. The following state review comments were received
during the comment period.

1. Minnesota Department of Agriculture (MDA): MDA appreciated the opportunity to work on the
development of this Plan, believes it sufficiently addresses the resource concerns present in the
watershed. MDA recommends approval of the Plan.

2. Minnesota Department of Health (MDH): MDH thanked the local governments for including
MDH’s priorities and inputs during the planning and review process. MDH looks forward to
continued implementation partnerships. MDH recommends approval of the Plan.

3. Minnesota Department of Natural Resources (DNR): DNR appreciated the opportunity to work on
the development of this Plan, has no further comments to the Plan, and looks forward to
coordinated implementation across the watershed. The DNR recommends approval of the Plan.

4. Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA): MPCA appreciated the opportunity to participate
and provide input throughout the Plan development process. The Plan is well written, concise
and thorough. MPCA has no further comments and recommends approval of the Plan.

5. Minnesota Environmental Quality Board (EQB): EQB did not reply to requests for confirmation of
receipt and did not provide comments for the final review.

6. Minnesota Board of Water and Soil Resources regional staff: BWSR staff provided comments
throughout the planning process and had no suggested or required changes to the Plan
submitted for the 60-day review. We commend the partners for their trust level and
commitment to the resources of the Plan area. BWSR staff recommends approval of the Plan and
looks forward to working with the Partnership during implementation.

F. Plan Summary and Highlights. The highlights of the Plan include:

« Athorough description of the land and water resources features that shape the planning area
and inform the broad priorities within the Plan.

o A collection of twelve priority issues split between two distinct levels as selected by the
Partnership to focus efforts and define measurable goals.

e Focused priorities for the eleven (11) planning regions to ensure issue prioritization is specific to
the needs of each geographical area.

e The Prioritize, Target, and Measure Application was used to identify, prioritize, and target
possible locations of agricultural upland structural projects and field management conservation
practices in each specific planning region and inputs were informed directly by local staff.
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« High quality resource protection was an issue addressed in this Plan, with thorough measurable
goals established using an RAQ (Riparian, Adjacency, Quality) index identifying high scores for the
most valued protection areas.

e MDA’s well testing, the Groundwater Restoration and Protection Strategies report and a nitrogen
infiltration risk analysis completed during the Watershed Restoration and Protection Strategies
report were used by the Partnership to determine the focus areas of groundwater concern.

o Each planning region has unique short-term and long-term goals and implementation schedules.

» Athorough discussion of watershed district capital improvement projects within the watersheds,
including eleven (11) identified for implementation.

e Water Management Districts (WMD) for the two watershed districts are described and creates
eight WMDs within the Pelican River Watershed District and one covering the entire Cormorant
Lakes Watershed District allowing the collection of fees to be initiated pursuant to 103D.729
when a project is established by either of the watershed districts.

o Athorough discussion of regulatory and enforcement measures to meet the needs of county and
watershed district obligations including shoreland management, public drainage, buffers, and
land use planning to name a few.

Northern Regional Committee. On January 4, 2023, the Northern Regional Committee met to review
and discuss the Plan. Those in attendance from the Board’s Committee were LeRoy Ose, Ron Staples,
Gerald Van Amburg, Neil Peterson, Theresa Ebbenga, Jeff Breg, Todd Holman, Rich Sve and Kurt
Beckstrom. BWSR staff in attendance were Northern Region Manager Ryan Hughes, Board
Conservationist Pete Waller and Clean Water Specialist Henry VanOffelen. The representatives from the
Partnership were Don Bajumpaa, East Otter Tail SWCD; Michelle Anderson, Becker SWCD; Tera Guetter,
Pelican River Watershed District; Dennis Kral, Pelican River Watershed District; Chris LeClair, Otter Tail
County; Kyle Westergard, Otter Tail County; Rick Drevliow, West Otter Tail SWCD; John Okeson, Becker
County; Darren Newville, East Otter Tail SWCD; Bryan Malone, Becker SWCD; and Moriya Rufer, Houston
Engineering Inc. Board regional staff provided its recommendation of Plan approval to the Committee.
After discussion, the Committee’s decision was to present a recommendation of approval of the Plan to
the full Board.

G. This Plan will be in effect for a ten-year period until January 25, 2033.

CONCLUSIONS

1. All relevant substantive and procedural requirements of law have heen fulfilled.

2. The Board has proper jurisdiction in the matter of approving a Comprehensive Watershed
Management Plan for the Otter Tail River Watershed pursuant to Minnesota Statutes, Sections
103B.101, Subd. 14 and 103B.801 and Board Resolution #21-08.

3. The Otter Tail River Watershed Comprehensive Watershed Management Plan attached to this Order
states water and water-related problems within the planning area; priority resource issues and
possible solutions thereto; goals, objectives, and actions of the Partnership; and an implementation
program.

4. The attached Plan is in conformance with the requirements of Minnesota Statutes Section 103B.101,
Subd. 14 and 103B.801 and Board Resolution #21-08.
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5. The attached Plan when adopted through local resolution by the members of the Partnership will
replace the comprehensive plan, local water management plan, or watershed management plan,
developed or amended, approved and adopted, according to Chapter 1038, 103C, or 103D, but only

to the geographic area of the Plan and consistent with the One Watershed, One Plan Suggested
Boundary Map.

ORDER

The Board hereby approves the attached Comprehensive Watershed Management Plan of the Otter Tail
River Watershed, submitted December 15, 2022,

Dated at 5t. Paul, Minnesota, this twenty-fifth of January, 2023,

MINMNESOTA BOARD OF WATER AND SOIL RESOURCES

BY: Gerald Van Amburg, Chair
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Appendix L. Local Resolutions to Adopt

Resolutlon to Adopt and Imgle ment
The Otter Tail River One Watershed, One Plan
{Comprehensive Watershed Maragement Plan)

Whergas, The Cormorant Lekes Watershed District Is a member of the Otter Tail River Watershed
Partnership Plannlng Memorandur of Agreement; and

Whereas, the Cormorant Lakes \Watershed Distriet has been an active participant in the development of
the Otter Tail River One Watershed, One Plan [Plan), also know 33 a comprehenslve watershed
rranagement plan; and

Whereas, Carmorant Lakes Watershed Qistrlct recormended the Otter Tail Policy Commitbes submit
the plan for State approval on {Insert date), and:

Whersas, the tHier Tail Policy Committae submitted the plan for appraval an December 15, 2022; and

Wharaas, the Board of Water and Soil Resources (BWSER) Harth Pegion Commibkee met on lanuary 4,
2023 and degided to rerommend the Plan be approved arcording to Minnesota Statutes 1038, 101,
subdlvfsion 14 at the BWSR meeting on fanuary 25, 2023;

wWhereas, the BWSR met on January 25, 2022 and approved the Plan according to Minnesoba Statutes
1036, 101, subdivision 1d;
Mow: Therelore, Be it Resolved, the Cormorant Lakes Watershed District hereby adopts and will begin

implementation af the Plan for the srea of the watershed Identified within the Plan and serves asa
substitute for the Cormorant Lakas Waterched District comprehensive plan as per 1030 for the duration

of the state approved Plan.

CERTLFICATION

STATE QF WINNESOTA

Comnorant Lakes Watershed District | do hereby certify that the foregolng resolution bs o true and
corract copy of the resclution presented to and adopted by Carmorant Lakes Watershed District ata

duly authorized maeting therefore held on the {insert date).
4/1 ) fle——

Aftef 33
Chairman, £llis Peterson




PELICAN RIVER WATERHED CISTRICT
Resalytion ta Adopt and Implement
The Otter Tail River Ona Watershed, Ome Flan
Comprehengive Watershad Management Plan

WHEREAS, the Palican River Watershed District is a member af tke Otter Tail River Watershed
Partnership Planning Memorandem ol Agreement; and

WHEREAS, the Pelicar fiver Watershed Uickrict has Deen an active participant in the development af the
Oitter Tail River One YWatershed, One Plan |Plan), alsa know as a comprehensive watershed managemant
plan; and

WHEREAS, ®alican River Watershed Qistriet racommencad the Ottor Tail Paloy Cormmattes submit the
glan for State approve on Becember 15, 2023; and

WHEREAS, the Otter Tail Policy Committee submitted the phan for appeaval o December 15, 2022 ; and

WHEREAS, 1the Board of Water and Soil Resources [BWSR} North Regian Cornmittee met on lasuary 4,
2023 and decigded t¢ recommend the Plan be aporoved according to Minnesota Statutes 1038.101,
subdivision 14 1 the BYWSA Board mecting on lanuary 25, 2023; and

WHEREAS, the BWSRA Board will mneet on January 25, 2023 Yo review and appiove the Flan atcording to
Minmesosa Statutes 1038.101, subdoizidn 14

NOW, THEREFORE CONTINGENT URCHN the BWSR Board's anproval of the Plan an fFanuary 25, 2023, the
Pelican River Watershed Districs hereby adopts and will begin implementation of the Plan for the area of
the watershed ident fied within the Plan and serves as a substitute bor the Pelican River Watersheed
District’s comprehergive water management plan a5 per 1030 for the dusation of the state-approved
Plam.

CERTIAICATION
STATE OF MINMNESOTA,
Cenms Kral, Pelican River Watershed CHstric
| do hereby certify that the leregoing resalution 13 a true and correct cepy of the resalution presented 1o

and adopted by Peiican River Watershed District Board of Managers at 2 duly autharized meating
therefore held on January 19, 2023

Denris Kral, President
Palican River Watershed District



RESOLUTION TO ADOPT AND IMPLEMENT
THE OTTER TAIL RIVER ONE WATERSHED ONE PLAN
(COMPREHENSIVE WATERSHELD MANAGEMENT PLAN)
OTTER TAIL COUNTY RESOLUTION NO. 2022 - 12

WHEREAS, Oter Tail County is 4 member of tha Ottar Tall River Watershed Pardnership Flanning
Mamorardum of Agreament; and

WHEREAS, Otfar Tall County has been an active participant In the development of the Ottar Tail River One
Watarshed, One Plan (Plan). sisc known a3 a comprehanslve watershed managemant plan; and

WHEREAS, Oiter Tail County recommended the Other Tall Policy Commates submit tha plan for Stale
approval on Movember 22, 2022, and

WHEREAS, the Oiter Tail Policy Commmitee submitted the plan far approval on December 15, 202Z; and

WHEREAS. the Eoand of YWater and Soll Resources (BWSR) Morth Ragion Committee met on January 4,
2023 and gecided to recommend the Plan be approved according to Minnesote Statutes 103B.101,

subdivision 14 at the BWSRE meesting on January 25, 2023; and

WHEREAS, the BWSHR will maet on January 25, 2023 to discuss approval of the Plan accarding to Minnesota
Stabules 1038.101, subdivialon 14,

NOW THEREFCRE BE IT RESCOLVED THAT, contingent on BWSR approving the plan on January 25, 2023,
Otter Tall County hereby #tdupts and will bagin Implementation of the Plan for the area of the Otter Tall County
iderified withinthe Plan and serves 24 a substitute for the Onter Tall Cownty comprehensive plan zs per Minnesota

Statute 1031 for the dyratlon of the state approved Plan.

The mation for the adopfion of the faregoing rescluticn was ireducad by Commissions: fiflovtengony | duky
seconded by Commissioner 5 and_ after discussion thermol and upsn vote baing aken theneon,

passed unanimoLshy.
Adopted at Fergus Falls, MN thig twenty-fourth day of January, 2023,
OTTER TAIL COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS Datad: January 24, 2023

0

Micole Hansen, Clerk

STATE OF MINNESOTA 3
)
COUNTY OF OTTER TAIL }

I, Nicale Hansen, the County Administralor, do hereby cortify that Ine foreqoing rasciution |s a true and gosmact
topy of the rasalution presentad to and adupted by Otter Tail County al a duly authorized maeting therafors

held on the twenty-fourth day of January, 2023,

[ 'I'{HJQ yHlnoe -

MHicole Hensean, Clark



Retolution 0Z-23-11 to Adopt and | mplerment
The Otier Tall River One Watershed, One Plan
[Comprehensive Watershed Management Flan}

Wheraas, The Becker County s 8 member of the Otter Tail River Watershed Parnership Planning
M emorandum of Agreement; and

Whereas, the Secher County has boen an acive participant in the development of the Otter Tail Aner
ne Watershed, One Flan (Fan], alwo know as 3 comprehensive watershed management plan; and

Whereas, Beeker County recommended the Otwer Tal Policy Comm,tlee submit the plan tor 3tate
approvaf on Movember 1, 2022; and

Whereas, the Otber Tail Poiicy Commitiee subrritted the plar for approwval on Deceeber 15, 2073; ano

Whereas, the Beard of water and Soil Rescurces {BWSR} Narth Region Committee met on January 4,
023 and dec-ded 1o "ecommend the Flan be zpproved acconding to binnesota Stitubes 1020101,
subgivisian 14 #t the BWSR meeting on laruary 25, 2023, and

Whereas, the BWSE met an Janaary 25, 2023 and approved the Plan accerding 1o Minnesota Statutes
1038101, subdivision 14.

Now, Therelors, Be it Resplved, that Beckar County hereby adanis arc whl begin irmpleme ntation of the
Flan For 1he area of the county identified within the #Mlan and serves @ a sabsticute for the Becker
Counly’s comr grehersive plan as per 1038 for the durcation of 1he state approved PFlan. -

CERTIFICATION

STATE OF MINNESDTA
Becker Coanty

| do mereby cenify hat the foregaing resalution is a true and sorrect capy of the resehuion presented to
and adoptec by Becker Courty 3¢ 3 du y authonzed meeting therefore held an the Seventh 3"} Oay f

Febriarmy 2023,

Barry Haison, Chair



Reselutinn to Adopt and Implement
Tha Criter Tail River One Watershed, One Flan
{Comprehensive Watershed Management Plan]

Whereas, The East Otter Tail Spil & Water Canservation Districk [EOT SWICDH is a member of the Otter
Tail River Watershed Partnership Planning Memorandum of Agreement; and

Whereas, the EQOT SWCD has been an active participant in the dewelapment of the Otter Tail River One
Watershed, e Plan (Plan), also know as a comprehensive watershed management plin; and

Whereas, EOT $WECD recommended the Otter Tail Policy Committes submit the plan for Slake approval
on lanuary 257 2023, and:

Whereas, the Otter Tail Folicy Committee submitted he plan for approval en December 15, 2022; and

Whereas, the Board of Water and 50l Resources (BWSR) North Region Committee met on January 4,
2023 and decided 1o recommend the Flan be approved aceording to Minnesota Statutes 1038.101,
subtivision 14 at the BWSE meeating on lanyary 25, 2023;

whereas, the BWSR met on January 2%, 2023 and approved the Plan according to Minnesota Statutes
10348 101, subdivisian 14;

Now; Therefore, Be it Resolved, the EOT SWCD hereby adopts and will begin implementation of tha
Plan for the area of the $WCD identified wilhin the Plan and serves as a substitute for the EQT 3WLD
comprehensive plan as per 103C, for the duration of the state approved Plan.

CERTIFICATION

STATE OF MINNESCTA

East Ctler Tail Soil & Water Conservatian District | do hereby certify that the faregoing resclution is a
true and correct capy of the recolution presented to and adopted by East Otter Tail 301l & Water
ronservistion District at a duly avthorized megting therefore held on the 18" day of Janugry 2023,

£

&
Chairman, Lyle Dittmann




Reazalution to Adopt 2nd Implement
The xtter Tail River Ona Watershed, One Plan
{Comprehensive Water Managament Plan)

Whereas, The West Ottar Tail 5ol and Water Conseration District is @ member of the Citer Tail River
Watershed Fartnership Planning Memorandum of Agreement; and

Whereas, the West Otber Tail 5oil and YWater Conservation Dhstrict has bean an active participant in the
davelopment of the Crter Tail River One Watorshed, One Plan (Flan), also know 3s a comprékensive

waterzhed management plan: and

Whereas, Wesl Otter Tail Sail and Water Conservation District retormrmandad the Oter Tail Podicy
Committee submit the plan for State approval an Nowember 14, 2002, and;

Whereas, the Otter Tail Pelity Cammittee submitted the plan for approval on December 15, 2022; and

Whereas, the Board al Water and Soil Rasources [EWSR} North Region Committes met on fanuary 4,
2023 and decided to recommend the Plan be approved according to Minnesota Statwes 1038.101,
subdivision 14 af the BWSR meeting on January 25, 2023;

Whereas, the BWSRE met on lanuary 25, 2023 and approved the Plan aceerding to Minnesota Statutes
103,101, subdivision 14;

Wow; Therefare, Be it Resotved, the West Gttar Tail Soil and Water Consersation Distroct heseby adopis
and will begin implementation of the Plan for the area of the Gltar Tail River Wate rshe d within the
SWLDFs jurisdiction identifred within the Plan and serves as a replacement far the Diter Tail County
camprenensive plan &5 per 1023C for the duration of the stale approved Plan, contingent on BWER

appraval,

CERTIFI{ATICN

STATE OF MINKESOTA
wast Otker Tail Sail and YWater Conse rvation District

1 de hereby certify that the foregoing resolutlen is a true and correct copy of the resclutien prasented 1o
and adopted by {Your LGU Name] at a duly autharized meeting therefore held on Janvary 9, 2023,

fi

\Loton X Y d'ky}

Chairma r, [type name herg)




Resolution to Adapt and Implement
The Otrer Tail Rivar One Watershed, e Plan
iComprehensive Watershed Management Plan)
Whereas, The Eecker SWED i a member of the Otter Tail River Watershed Partnarship Flanning

hiemorandum of Agreement; and

Whereas, the Becker SYWCD has been an actlve participant in the developoment of the OLter Tail River
One Watershed, One Flan [Plan], also know a5 & com prehensive watershed management plan; and

Whereas, Becker SWCE resommended the Ot er Tail Policy Committee submit the plan for State
approval on Mevember 16, 2022; and

Whaereas, the Otter Tail Policy Committee submitted the plan for appraval on December 15, 2042, and

Whereas, the Board of Water and 5oil Resaurces [BWIR) North Region Commitlee met an lanuary 4,
1073 and decided to recemmend the Flan be approved accerding ta Minmesora Statutes 1038101,

subdivisien 14 at the BWSR meeting on January 25, 2023; and
whereas, the BWSR met on lanuary 1%, 2023 and approved the Plan according to Minnesgta Statutes
1038.1071, subdivizion 14,

Now: Therefore, Be it Resolved, the Becker 5WCD hereby adopts and will eginim plementation of Lhe
plan for the area of the SWED identilied within the Plan and serves 35 a spbstitute for the Becker
SWED's comprehensive plan as per 1030 for the duration of the state approved Plan.

CERTIFICATION

STATE OF MINMESOTA

Becker SWCD

| dix hereby certify that the fpregaing resalutian is a true and correct copy of the reselution presented ta
and adopted by Hecker SWCD 3% a duly authorized meeting there{iggg hild on the January 18, 2023,

Py
_:I\
. _,Jluq‘::g‘ .:t_.-"""'-'-

Eugene Pavelko, Chair
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