
 

 

 
 
 

 A g e n d a 
11:30 a.m., Wednesday, November 17, 2010 

Golden Valley City Hall – 7800 Golden Valley Road, Golden Valley 55427 
 

1. CALL TO ORDER 
  

2. APPROVAL OF AGENDA AND CONSENT AGENDA - Items marked with an asterisk (*) will be acted on by 
consent with one motion unless a commissioner requests the item be removed from the consent agenda. 

 

3. CITIZEN INPUT ON NON-AGENDA ITEMS 
 

4. ADMINISTRATION 
A. Presentation of October 21, 2010, Meeting Minutes * 
B. Presentation of Financial Statements   
C. Presentation of Invoices for Payment Approval  

i. Kennedy & Graven – Legal Services thru October 25, 2010 
ii. Barr Engineering – Engineering Services thru October 29, 2010 

iii. Watershed Consulting, LLC– Geoff Nash Administrator Services thru October 31, 2010 
iv. Amy Herbert – October Administrative Services 
v. D’amico Catering – October BCWMC Meeting Catering 

vi. D’amico Catering – November BCWMC Meeting Catering 
D. Authorization for Publication of Request for Letters of Interest for Contracted Professional 

Services including Legal, Engineering and Technical, and Watershed Administrator Services. 
Direction for Commission Procedure for Review of Responses.   

5. NEW BUSINESS 
A. Permit Review–Menards Project: Golden Valley (see November 10, 2010, memo from Barr 

Engineering)  
B. Discuss Obstructions in Bassett Creek as a Result of Soo Line Railroad Bridge Modifications 

(see November 9, 2010, memo and photos from Barr Engineering) 
 

6. OLD BUSINESS 
A. TAC Updates: (see TAC memo) 

i. New Hope Channel Maintenance Fund Request 
ii. Hydrologic and Water Quality Modeling 

iii. Next Generation Plan Update 
B. TMDL Updates:   

i. Sweeney Lake TMDL (verbal update) 
ii. Wirth Lake TMDL (verbal update) 

iii. Medicine Lake TMDL (see Mn/DOT and DNR comments/ MPCA responses on TMDL) 
C. Web Site Domain Name (see November 8, 2010, memo from Administrator Nash) 
D. Next Generation Plan Work Session (see November 10, 2010, memo from Barr Engineering) 

 

7. COMMUNICATIONS 
A. Chair  
B. Administrator (see Administrator’s report)  
C. Commissioners               
D. Committees               
E. Counsel                
F. Engineer              
               

8. INFORMATION ONLY         
A. Letters to U.S. Army Corps of Engineers regarding permits for the North Branch and Main 

Stem Restoration Projects         

9. ADJOURNMENT 
    

Bassett Creek Watershed Management Commission 



 

#249847v1  BCWMC October 21, 2010, Meeting Minutes 

Bassett Creek Watershed Management Commission 
Minutes of the Meeting of October 21, 2010                                      
 
1.  Call to Order 
 

The Bassett Creek Watershed Management Commission (BCWMC) was called to order at 11:35 a.m., 
Thursday, October 21, 2010, at Golden Valley City Hall by Chair Loomis. Ms. Herbert conducted roll 
call.  
 
Roll Call 
Crystal Commissioner Pauline Langsdorf, 

Secretary  
Administrator Geoff Nash 

Golden Valley Commissioner Linda Loomis, Chair Counsel Charlie LeFevere 
Medicine Lake Commissioner Ted Hoshal Engineer Karen Chandler 
Minneapolis Alternate Commissioner Lisa Goddard Recorder Amy Herbert 
Minnetonka Commissioner Bonnie Harper-Lore  
New Hope Alternate Commissioner Al Sarvi  
Plymouth Commissioner Ginny Black, Vice Chair  
Robbinsdale Commissioner Wayne Sicora  
St. Louis Park Commissioner Jim deLambert  
   
Also present: Laura Adler, BCWMC Technical Advisory Committee, City of St. Louis Park 
 Derek Asche, BCWMC Technical Advisory Committee, City of Plymouth 
 Pat Byrne, BCWMC Technical Advisory Committee, City of Minneapolis 
 Lee Gustafson, BCWMC Technical Advisory Committee, City of Minnetonka 
 Dave Hanson, Alternate Commissioner, City of Golden Valley 
 Richard McCoy, BCWMC Technical Advisory Committee, City of Robbinsdale 
 Jeff Oliver, BCWMC Technical Advisory Committee, City of Golden Valley 
 Justin Riss, Alternate Commissioner, City of St. Louis Park 
 Stu Stockhaus, Alternate Commissioner, City of Crystal 
 Liz Stout, BCWMC Technical Advisory Committee, City of Minnetonka 

  

2. Approval of Agenda and Consent Agenda 
 
Chair Loomis requested the removal of the financial report from the Consent Agenda. Commissioner 
Black moved to approve the Consent Agenda as amended, which included only the approval of the 
September meeting minutes. Alternate Commissioner Goddard seconded the motion. The motion carried 
unanimously with nine votes in favor. Chair Loomis requested the addition of Agenda item 5B – 
Cooperative Agreements for the North Branch Bassett Creek Restoration and the Bassett Creek Main 
Stem Restoration. Commissioner Black moved to approve the Agenda as amended. Commissioner 
Langsdorf seconded the motion. The motion carried unanimously with nine votes in favor.  
 
3.  Citizen Input on Non-Agenda Items 
 
No citizen input on non-agenda items. 
 
4.  Administration 
 

A. Presentation of the September 23, 2010, BCWMC meeting minutes.  Approved under the Consent 
Agenda. 
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B. Presentation of the Financial Statement. Administrator Nash introduced a handout that was a 
draft revision to the Commission’s monthly financial spreadsheet titled, “Bassett Creek 
Construction Project Details.” He described the need for the Commission to be able to easily 
account for the various streams of revenues coming in such as grant funds and levy monies. 
Administrator Nash described a new table on the draft spreadsheet that shows anticipated revenue 
sources per CIP project. The Commission discussed the table and Chair Loomis recommended 
that the Commission take home and study the spreadsheet and changes to the financial report 
would be discussed at the November BCWMC meeting.  

 
Administrator Nash added that the TAC had previously made comments on possible changes to 
the BCWMC’s financial documents in order to make them easier to understand and more useful 
to the member cities. Mr. Gustafson said that he would like the Commission to look at how it 
presents its financial information in its documents and would like either the TAC or another 
Commission Committee to sit down and look at creative ways to make the financial documents 
easier to understand. He said he would like the financial documents to include descriptions of the 
funds. Mr. Gustafson volunteered to be on a committee to revise the Commission’s financial 
documents and said he has already made some notes about potential revisions. Commissioner 
Black suggested referring the topic to the Administrative Services Committee. Chair Loomis 
directed the Administrative Services Committee to discuss the topic and asked Mr. Gustafson to 
give a copy of his notes to the Committee and to attend the Committee meeting if he was 
interested. Mr. Gustafson asked if he could have two hours of staff time to finish preparing his 
notes. Chair Loomis directed Administrator Nash to work with Mr. Gustafson. Commissioner 
Harper Lore moved to receive and file the October financial report. Commissioner Black seconded 
the motion. The motion carried unanimously with nine votes in favor. 

 
The general and construction account balances as reported in the October 2010 Financial Report:  

 
Checking Account Balance 506,353.20 
TOTAL GENERAL FUND BALANCE 506,353.20 
  
Construction Account Cash Balance 2,176,769.93 
Investment due 10/18/2010 533,957.50 
Investment due 5/13/2015 508,918.39 
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION ACCOUNT BALANCE 3,219,645.82 
-Less: Reserved for CIP projects 2,426,580.43 
Construction cash/ investments available for projects 793,065.39 

       
C. Presentation of Invoices for Payment Approval. 

 
  Invoices: 
 

i. Kennedy & Graven – Legal Services through August 31, 2010 - invoice for the 
amount of $2,373.40. 
 

ii. Barr Engineering Company – Engineering Services through October 1, 2010 - 
invoice for the amount of $36,084.17. 

 
iii. Watershed Consulting, LLC – Administrator Services through September 30, 

2010 – invoice for the amount of $3,000.00. 
 

iv. Amy Herbert – September Administrative Services - invoice for the amount of 
$2,560.31. 
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v. Finance and Commerce – Public Hearing Notice Publication – invoice for the 
amount of $144.82. 

 
vi. Lakeshore Weekly News – Public Hearing Notice Publication – invoice for the 

amount of $134.20. 
 

vii. Sun Newspapers - Public Hearing Notice Publication – invoice for the amount of 
$343.20. 

 
Commissioner Black moved to approve payment of the invoices. Commissioner Langsdorf 
seconded the motion. Commissioner Hoshal had questions on the Barr Engineering invoice 
regarding erosion control inspection costs for projects that have incurred permit fees and are 
listed on the invoice by project versus erosion control inspections of construction sites not listed by 
project. Ms. Chandler said she would get the details on the distinction and would get the 
information to the Commission. By call of roll, the motion carried unanimously with nine votes in 
favor. 

 
 

5. New Business 
 

A. City of Plymouth Reimbursement Request for Parkers Lake Improvements. Ms. Chandler 
explained that the Commission received a reimbursement request from the City of Plymouth in 
the amount of $52,486.60 for the Parkers Lake Improvements CIP project. She pointed out that 
an addendum to the original project agreement between the Commission and the City of 
Plymouth amended the project budget to $56,000. Ms. Chandler said that the project is completed 
as of October 5, 2010, and this is the one and only reimbursement request for the project by the 
City. She said that the Commission Engineer reviewed the supporting documents of the request 
and recommends reimbursement of the requested amount of $52,486.60. Commissioner Black 
moved to approve the reimbursement. Commissioner Hoshal seconded the motion. By call of roll 
the motion carried with nine votes in favor.   

 
B. Cooperative Agreements for the North Branch Bassett Creek Restoration and the Bassett 

Creek Main Stem Restoration.  Mr. LeFevere noted that the contracts are in the same form as 
previous agreements undertaken by the Commission for projects. He said if the Commission is 
ready to go ahead with the agreements then he recommends that the Commission authorize the 
Chair to execute the agreement for the North Branch project and the Vice Chair for the Main 
Stem project. Commissioner Hoshal asked if the Commission had ever had a call for or should 
consider the benefit of a non-performance clause in the contracts. The Commission discussed the 
idea and determined that due to the Commission’s process and the method that it uses to pay for 
projects, which is on a reimbursement basis, a non-performance clause isn’t necessary. 
Commissioner Black moved to enter into the agreements with the City of Crystal and with the 
City of Golden Valley and to authorize her on behalf of the Commission to execute the agreement 
with the City of Golden Valley. Commissioner deLambert seconded the motion. The motion 
carried unanimously with nine votes in favor.  

 
6.  Old Business 

 
A. TMDL Updates. 

i. Sweeney Lake TMDL. Administrator Nash gave a brief summary of the recent history 
of the Sweeney Lake TMDL process in terms of the external phosphorus wasteload 
allocation that was put into the TMDL. He described two recent meetings – one with the 
TMDL technical stakeholder group, staff, and MPCA representatives, and another with 
staff, technical stakeholder representatives from Hennepin County and Mn/DOT, and 
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MPCA representatives. Administrator Nash said the outcome of the meetings resulted in 
an agreement to decrease the external phosphorous wasteload allocation in the Sweeney 
Lake TMDL from 150 pounds to 99 pounds. Administrator Nash asked the Commission to 
approve the 99 pounds external phosphorus wasteload allocation, to direct SEH to 
incorporate the number into the TMDL, to revise the TMDL as necessary, and to send the 
TMDL to the MPCA for its review and its forwarding to the United States Environmental 
Protection Agency (U.S. EPA). Administrator Nash noted that Ron Leaf of SEH is going to 
include in the revised TMDL a timeline for accomplishing the reductions described in the 
TMDL as discussed at the meeting. At the meeting, and as Mike Trojan of the MPCA 
described a timeline of 30 years to meet the goals. Commissioner Black moved to approve 
revising the Sweeney Lake TMDL to list the external phosphorous load reduction of 99 
pounds and to submit the TMDL to the MPCA. Commissioner Harper-Lore seconded the 
motion. The motion carried unanimously with nine votes in favor. 

 
B. Education Committee. Commissioner Langsdorf reported that Commissioner Hoshal has been 

doing a lot of work on the Committee’s history of Bassett Creek project. She stated that the West 
Metro Watershed Alliance (WMWA) met on October 12th and spent most of the meeting 
discussing the snow and ice brochure. She explained different ways that the Commission could 
have the brochures printed, explained that the Education Committee had approximately $1,000 in 
its budget that could be used for brochure printing, described different ways that the cities could 
obtain the brochures for their use, and asked how the Commission would like to move forward 
with the brochures.  

 
Commissioner Black moved for staff to post to the Commission’s Web site the electronic copy of 
the “Residential Snow and Ice Care.” Alternate Commissioner Goddard seconded the motion. The 
motion carried unanimously. The Commission decided that WMWA would contact via e-mail the 
City Manager for each member city, except for the City of Minneapolis since it should be 
contacted through its public works director, with the question on how many of which brochures 
each city wants and which cities want to do their own printing and which cities want WMWA to 
coordinate the printing. Commissioner Langsdorf announced that the next Education and Public 
Outreach Committee meeting will be on October 28th at 9:00 a.m. at Plymouth City Hall and the 
next WMWA meeting will be on November 9th at 11:30 a.m. at Plymouth City Hall. 

 
7.  Communications  
 

A. Chair: No Communications 
 

B. Administrator: Administrator Nash reviewed his Administrator’s Report with the Commission. 
 

i. Administrator Nash noted that he has revised the draft BCWMC Policy Manual and has given 
it to Commissioner Welch for his review. Administrator Nash said he and Commissioner 
Welch will meet to discuss the manual after which he will bring the manual back in front of 
the Administrative Services Committee. 

 
ii. Administrator Nash reported that he sent out to the TAC the second questionnaire regarding 

policy issues for the Next Generation Plan and he is asking for responses by next week. 
 

iii. Administrator Nash said the Commission received a copy of a letter to the Department of 
Natural Resources from Braun Intertec regarding the DNR permitting of the Sweeney Lake 
Association’s aerator. Administrator Nash said that the DNR granted the permit to the 
Sweeney Lake Association on October 1, 2010, and since it seems like the permitting process 
has occurred and is completed, then the Commission doesn’t need to comment on the matter. 
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iv. Administrator Nash brought up a letter addressed to the Golden Valley BCWMC 
Commissioner from Caroline’s Kids Foundation with questions about a possible conflict of 
interest with respect to the role of the Commission and the Sweeney Lake Association’s 
aerator program and permit since the BCWMC’s Golden Valley Alternate Commissioner is 
also a member of the Sweeney Lake Association. Chair Loomis directed Counsel to work with 
Administrator Nash to draft a response letter to Caroline’s Kids Foundation specifying that 
the Commission has no authority in the regulation of the aerators and that Counsel and the 
Commission have determined that there is no conflict of interest. 

 
v. Administrator Nash brought up the idea of scheduling the Committee of the Whole regarding 

the Next Generation Plan. Chair Loomis directed Administrator Nash to add the topic to the 
November agenda unless so many other agenda items come up that there is not enough time 
for the discussion. She directed Administrator Nash, in the case that the item will not fit onto 
the November agenda, to schedule a meeting of the Committee of the Whole. 

 
vi. Chair Loomis announced that Administrator Nash has let her know that over his last two 

invoice cycles he has not charged the Commission for his work over the Commission’s $3,000 
monthly budget for his work and expenses but that with all of the tasks the Commission has 
assigned him he will likely go over that budget next month. Chair Loomis authorized 
Administrator Nash for the overage. 

 
C. Commissioners:  

 
i. Commissioner Hoshal updated the Commission that the City of Medicine Lake is progressing 

on its erosion and sediment control ordinance. He said the City of Medicine Lake is waiting to 
hear back from the Metropolitan Council on the stormwater portion of the City’s 
Comprehensive Plan before the City moves forward with adopting the ordinance but the City 
is on track to meet the 180-day requirement. 

 
ii. Commissioner Hoshal announced that the Freshwater Society is hosting a sustainable water 

resources round table today and tomorrow and he has details if anyone is interested in 
learning more. 

 
iii. Commissioner Langsdorf said that there is a metro area lake and river groups summit on 

November 3rd at Hopkins Community Center. 
 

iv. Commissioner Langsdorf commented that in this month’s meeting packet there is a flyer on 
the Watershed Education Roundtable Discussion being held at Hamline University on 
November 3rd.  

 
v. Commissioner Hoshal requested another copy of the watershed map by Barr Engineering and 

also a copy for Commissioner Harper-Lore. Chair Loomis directed the Commission Engineer 
to provide the copies and to charge the costs to the Education budget. Administrator Nash 
commented that other watershed districts have useful fold-out maps. Chair Loomis directed 
the Education Committee to investigate having such a map created for the BCWMC. 

 
vi. Commissioner Harper-Lore reported that she attended the MN Water Resources Conference 

and met people from the MPCA and that she would write up a summary of what she learned 
and would send it around to the Commission. 

 
D. Committees: No communications 

 
E. Counsel: No communications 
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F. Engineer:  
 

i. Ms. Chandler reported that the Mississippi Watershed Management Organization made 
changes to its Plan reflective of the Commission’s comments and the Organization is holding a 
public hearing on the Plan on November 9th. 

 
ii. Ms. Chandler reported that the Commission Engineer received a request from Brad Wozney 

of the Minnesota Board of Water and Soil Resources (BWSR) for more information in support 
of the Commission’s grant applications and specifically on how the load reduction numbers 
were computed regarding total suspended solids and total phosphorus numbers. She said the 
Commission Engineer provided the information back and heard positive comments from Brad 
Wozney about the numbers. 

 
iii. Ms. Chandler reported that the Commission Engineer has reviewed the plans for the City of 

Golden Valley’s 2010 Bassett Creek CIP project and has sent comments back to the City. 
 

 
9.  Adjournment 
 

 
Chair Loomis adjourned the meeting at 1:10 p.m. 
 
 
 
_______________________________     _____ _________________________________________ 
Linda Loomis, Chair                            Date Amy Herbert, Recorder                         Date 
 
 
_______________________________     _____ 
Pauline Langsdorf, Secretary                Date  
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Invoice

INVOICE #

47630

BILL TO

Barr Engineering
Amy Herbert
4700 W 77th Street
Edina, MN  55435-4803

SHIP TO

Golden Valley City Hall-2nd Fl-Council Rm
7800 Golden Valley Road
Site Contact: Judy N 763/593-3991
PO#23270512008300
952/832-2652 fax: 832-2601

ACE Drop-Off Catering

P.O. NUMBER

see above

TERMS

Due on receipt

DELIVERY DATE

11/17/2010

DAY

Wednesday

PPL

21

DELIVERY TIME

11 AM (10:45-11:15)

Thank you for your business.
Total

***Please note NEW PO BOX as of July 2009***
Please make checks payable to "D'Amico Catering".
Reference the invoice # and delivery date on your check, unless paid by credit card.
Thank you for your business.

Agreed to by (customer)_________________________________

VB Box 132
PO Box 9202
Minneapolis, MN  55480-9202
612/238-4016 ahoffer@damico.com

DESCRIPTIONQUATY PRICE EA... AMOUNT

Hot Monthly Special Buffet21 11.95 250.95T

Cheese Tortellini in a Wild Mushroom Alfredo Sauce (Vegetarian) -
In TO GO BOX - Mark Veggie

1 3.00 3.00T

Sliced Roasted Turkey & Homemade Dressing21 0.00 0.00T

Mashed Baby Red Potatoes21 0.00 0.00T

Vegetable Du Jour21 1.50 31.50T

Seasonal Fresh Fruit and Berry Platter - 12-15 PPL1 37.75 37.75T

House Salad with French and Ranch Dressing21 0.00 0.00T

Mulitigrain & White Rolls & Butter21 0.00 0.00T

Pumpkin Cake21 0.00 0.00T

Chef's Choice of Mini Desserts-Dozen1 21.00 21.00T

Full Disposable Chafer-PU Old Ones4 4.00 16.00T

2 Coke, 2 Diet Coke & 2 Sprite6 1.25 7.50T

Mineral Water2 1.25 2.50T

Lemonade2 1.45 2.90T

Spring Water20 1.00 20.00T

Subtotal 393.10

Delivery Charge 20.00 20.00T

Metro Sales Tax 7.275% 30.05

$443.15
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Memorandum 
To:   Bassett Creek Watershed Management Commission 
From:  Barr Engineering Company 
Subject: Item 5A – Menards - Golden Valley 

BCWMC November 17, 2010 Meeting Agenda 
Date:  November 10, 2010 
Project: 23/27 051 2010 197 

5A. Menards: Golden Valley  

Summary  
Proposed Work: Redevlopment of an Existing Menards Store  
Basis for Commission Review: Alternative Treatment Proposed 
Change in Impervious Surface: None  
Recommendation: Conditional Approval 
 

General Background & Comments 

The existing Menards building located northwest of the intersection of Wayzata Boulevard and 
Hampshire Avenue will be demolished and a new Menards building, warehouse, parking lot, and yard 
area will be constructed.  There will be no increase in impervious area, and currently there is no 
stormwater water quality treatment on the site.  Proposed BMP’s include bioretention basins and storm 
chambers to bring the entire site to Level 1 standards.  The site is in the Sweeny Lake Subwatershed. 

 Floodplain 

N.A. 

Wetlands 

There are no wetlands on the fully developed site.  The City of Golden Valley is the Local Government 
Unit (LGU) responsible for review of the project for conformance to the MN Wetland Conservation Act.  

Stormwater Management 

The site discharges into the existing storm sewer system under Wayzata Boulevard, Hampshire Avenue, 
and Laurel Avenue and then eventually into Sweeny Lake.  Peak flow rates will be reduced by the volume 
added in the water quality BMP’s.   

Water Quality Management  

Currently, there is no water quality treatment onsite.  Permanent BMP’s include construction of three 
bioretention basins and four storm chambers.  Approximately one quarter of the site (3.3 acres) will 
discharge to three bioretention basins on the south edge of the property before entering the downstream 
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storm sewer system.  The remainder of the site (7.9 acres) will discharge to four storm chambers placed 
underneath the parking lot and yard area at the north, east, and west edges of the property before entering 
the downstream storm sewer system.  The storm chambers act as surface sand filters (only they are 
underground) and will receive and store the first one inch of runoff which will slowly filtrate through a 
sand filter to remove phosphorus before being collected in the underdrain system.   

The bioretention basins have been designed in accordance with the design and maintenance requirements 
for bioretention systems in the Requirements for Improvements and Development Proposals.  The storm 
chambers have been designed in accordance with the design and maintenance requirements for surface 
sand filters in the same document.  These BMP’s will trap sediment and remove phosphorus prior to 
discharging downstream to Sweeny Lake.   

Erosion and Sediment Control 

Temporary erosion control features include silt fence around the entire site, silt fence around existing 
storm sewer inlets, erosion control mats on all 3:1 and greater slopes, and tracking pads at construction 
site entrances.  Temporary sediment basins along the south side of the property will also be used during 
construction. 

Recommendation 

Conditional approval based on following comments:  

1. The sequencing of construction must be updated to include the following construction notes for the 
bioretention basins. 

a. To the extent possible, the bioretention basins must be constructed after the remaining site 
and tributary area has been graded and stabilized. 

b. After final grading, the bioretention basin floor must be tilled to a depth of at least 6 inches to 
provide a well-aerated, porous surface texture.  Six inches of compost must be tilled in at this 
time. 

c. The bottom and side slopes of the basin must be stabilized with appropriate plants within 
seven days following construction. 

2. The sequencing of construction must be updated to include the following construction notes for the 
storm chambers. 

a. Sand must be placed uniformly to prevent formation of voids that could lead to short-
circuiting and prevent damage to the underlying under-drain system.  To the extent possible, 
voids between the trench walls and the geotextile fabric must be avoided. 

b. Mechanical compaction of the sand filter should be avoided.  The sand bed can be stabilized 
by wetting the sand periodically, allowing it to consolidate, and then adding extra sand.  This 
process can be repeated until consolidation is complete. 
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3. A maintenance agreement for the bioretention basin and storm chambers must be established between 
the applicant and the City of Golden Valley. Discussions with the applicant indicate that the 
maintenance plan for the storm chambers will allow them to be serviced so that the functionality of 
the facilities extends to the life of the pavement.  When the pavement would be replaced, the sand 
filters would be replaced.  In the interim, the Isolator Rows of the storm chambers (which are used for 
pretreatment and remove a large portion of the sediment) will have sediments removed on a frequent 
basis. 

4. The plan sheets that show the dimensions, number of chambers, lengths, and sizes of the Storm 
Chambers must be submitted for review. 
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Recommended/requested Commission actions: 

Authorize preparation of a letter to the Soo Line Railroad requesting that  debris that has accumulated 
on the upstream side of the bridge be removed and that all of the piles that are not part of the existing 
bridge be removed from the stream channel. A copy of the letter should be sent to the Minnesota 
Department of Natural Resources.   

���"���	��


During the Creek Walk on October 29th it was noted that there was a significant amount of debris that 
had accumulated at the upstream side of the Soo Line Railroad Bridge which crosses the main stem of 
Bassett Creek downstream of Douglas Drive in Golden Valley. The debris is accumulating because 
the support piles for the existing bridge and the previous bridge significantly obstruct the channel 
cross section. When the railroad replaced the bridge they installed new pile bents next to the old ones 
which further obstruct the channel and they left parts of the old pile bents in the channel. Pictures of 
the bridge are attached. 

The additional obstructions of the channel cross section caused by the new pile bents and the 
accumulation of debris on the new and old piles could result in significantly higher flood levels 
upstream of the railroad crossing. There is an apartment building on the north bank of the channel 
immediately upstream of the railroad bridge that would be subject to flooding. The accumulating 
debris also causes the water level on the upstream side of the bridge to rise which increases the 
velocity of flow through the bridge and causes scour of the creek banks and increased sediment loads 
downstream. 

The old piles need to be removed from the channel.    
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Memorandum    
 

To: Bassett Creek Watershed Management Commission 
From: Technical Advisory Committee 
Subject: November 4, 2010 TAC Meeting 
Date: November 8, 2010 
 
The Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) met on November 4, 2010. The following TAC members, 
city representatives, staff, and others attended the meeting: 

City TAC Members/Alternates Other City Representatives 
Crystal  Tom Mathisen  

Golden Valley  Jeaninne Clancy, Jeff Oliver  Chair Linda Loomis 

Medicine Lake  Vacant position  

Minneapolis  Pat Byrne  

Minnetonka  Liz Stout   

New Hope  Guy Johnson, Jason Quisberg  

Plymouth  Derek Asche  

Robbinsdale  Richard McCoy  

St. Louis Park  Laura Adler   

BCWMC Staff Geoffrey Nash, Karen Chandler  

Also in attendance were Rachael Crabb, Minneapolis Park & Recreation Board and Jack Frost, Met 
Council 

 

The Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) directed staff to forward the following recommendations 
to the Commission for its consideration. This memorandum presents the recommendations relating to 
1) New Hope Channel Maintenance Fund request, 2) having the engineer assemble a task list for the 
option of updating all or parts of the hydrologic and water quality models, and 3) the status of 
planning for the BCWMC’s Next Generation Plan, 

1. New Hope Channel Maintenance Fund request 
Guy Johnson and Jason Quisberg presented the City of New Hope’s Channel Maintenance Fund 
request.  The reach is in the Northwood Park wetland area just west of Winnetka Avenue, north of 
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36th Avenue.  The intent is to improve drainage in this area and alleviate upstream flooding in 
Northwood Lake.  Project costs have not been estimated yet but could range from about $75,000-
$200,000.   The wide range is due to potential wetland impacts.  Sediments have been analyzed for 
contaminants and are considered to be Category I and, therefore, do not require special disposal. 

The recently completed Northwood West Inlet Cleaning project was previously determined to be 
eligible for use of Channel Maintenance Funds, so it is understood that further funds may not be 
available to the city until that project has been reimbursed and funds are available. 

Recommendations on the New Hope Channel Maintenance Fund request: 
The project deals with improving the flow in the creek that is part of the trunk system and the TAC 
recommended approval of the request. 

 

2. Hydrologic and Water Quality Modeling status 
The TAC was provided with two Barr memos related to the status of the engineer’s hydrologic and 
water quality models in the watershed.   

The hydrologic memo presented an update on the status of hydrologic and hydraulic models that have 
been used on past projects for the design of the flood control project and for developing regulatory 
flood profiles on the creek. Previous modeling throughout the Bassett Creek watershed has been 
conducted using a variety of hydrologic and hydraulic models with varying levels of detail. Some of 
the models need significant modification and updating.  There is no single model that covers the 
watershed as a whole. The TAC agreed in general that there would be benefits in having an overall 
hydrologic model of the watershed, but they questioned if such a model would be beneficial enough 
to make it worth the cost. The TAC also discussed what would be the appropriate level of detail in 
such a model (e.g., should the model only cover the BCWMC trunk system?). The TAC also noted 
that TP-40 (rainfall atlas) will be updated soon and cautioned that a new model could result in higher 
predicted flood levels on the trunk system.  

The water quality memo discussed the current status of water quality (P8) modeling previously 
completed for watershed or Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) studies for priority water bodies 
within the watershed and provided recommendations for updating the modeling in the future.  

Recommendations on the Hydrologic and Water Quality Modeling Status Issue: 
The TAC recommended that the engineer provide the following information regarding upgrades to 
the hydrologic and water quality models: 
 

• Map showing the status of the existing modeling, including the watersheds in the models 

• Options for level of detail/number of watersheds to modeled  

• Task list for each option  

• Gross cost estimates to complete the work for each option.   

The TAC further recommended that the engineer note those parts of the hydrologic models that are 
up-to-date and would therefore not require revision. The TAC also recommended that the engineer 
check the performance of the hydrologic model using recent flow data. The results of both of these 
requests could be discussed at the next TAC meeting in January. 
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3. Next Generation Watershed Management Plan Framework 
In 2014, the BCWMC’s current Watershed Management Plan will expire. The TAC discussed the 
results of two issue questionnaires they filled out over the last few weeks. Issues were in broad 
categories of Education & Outreach, Erosion & Sediment Control, Flood & Rate Control, and 
Funding.  Additional questionnaires will follow. 

Recommendations on the Planning Issue: 
The TAC recommended that the planning process focus on issue identification and wait until later to 
suggest ways to address those concerns.  The TAC also requested that the Administrator provide 
information regarding the BCWMC’s current Education & Outreach program for discussion at the 
next TAC meeting.  Additional questionnaires will be sent on other topics and the Board will be 
provided with those materials.  No Board action is necessary at this time.   
 
 
• Other Business 
 
The next TAC meeting has been scheduled for Thursday, January 6, 2011. 



The Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA) received two comments during the public 
comment period for the Medicine Lake draft TMDL. Below are the comments from the MN 
Dept of Natural Resources (DNR), and the MN Dept of Transportation (MnDOT) and the MPCA 
responses.  
 
The following are responses to DNR comments provided by Nick Proulx dated November 3, 
2010 on the draft Medicine Lake TMDL dated September 1, 2010. 
 

Comment #1: Load Reduction Targets - It is my understanding that it is appropriate to 
use the water quality standards for deep-water lakes in the North Central Hardwood 
Forest Ecoregion as the Water Quality Goals for this TMDL.  I am uncertain if the 
reduction targets are sufficient to achieve the identified water quality goals.  The 
expectation for eutrophication standards is not that these conditions will be met in 
Medicine Lake every year once the TMDL reduction targets are implemented but rather 
the long-term average summer water quality conditions will be at or better than the 
eutrophication standards.  If that is the case, a key question to be answered is whether the 
TMDL addresses expected year-to-year variations in loads and provides reasonable 
assurances that the long-term average will be at or below the identified water quality 
targets.  As is shown in Figure 2-1 and 2-2 of the report (p. 8) year-to-year variations of 
water quality conditions have been measured in the lake and likely represent annual 
variability in the rates of external or internal nutrient inputs.  I am uncertain if this 
variability has been effectively captured in the TMDL model efforts outlined in this 
report. 
 
Response: As the commenter notes, significant year-to-year variation may occur that 
could impact the attainment of water quality standards. The TMDL report does recognize 
the factors causing year-to-year variation. However, a “typical” year was chosen as the 
“critical” condition for the TMDL. While the choice of a “typical” year does not ensure 
attainment of standards under all possible conditions, other aspects of the TMDL help 
address this concern.  These include a margin of safety (MOS), a monitoring program, 
and an implementation strategy that includes adaptive management.  
 
Comment #2: External loads -  I understand that the 2006 water year that was used for 
model development was a year of average precipitation.  The model was then run for the 
2004, 2005, and 2007 water years.  Precipitation on an annual basis did not vary 
dramatically over this 4-year period (Table 3.1 – p. 13), more significant variations may 
have occurred on a seasonal basis.  My assumption is that the amount of external 
phosphorus load is correlated with the amount of runoff (loading rates are higher in “wet” 
years and lower in “dry” years) but I don’t know nor does the report provide information 
on the shape of that relationship for the Medicine Lake watershed.  If these TMDL load 
reductions are going to meet the water quality targets, then I think the assumption is 
being made that the amount of phosphorus load increase in wet years will be offset by the 
amount of phosphorus load decrease in dry years.  If the existing models could help 
demonstrate that that outcome is likely, I think that information would strengthen this 
document.  The report appears to suggest that erosion is an issue for one or more streams 
that flows into Medicine Lake (the implementation strategy identifies the need for 
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continued streambank stabilization efforts – p. 37).  Increased erosional loss during wet 
years could increase external phosphorus loads and contribute to non-attainment of the 
identified water quality goals. 
 
Response: As the commenter notes, it would be informative to more fully assess the 
relationship of loading to precipitation. Annual precipitation is one factor in assessing 
annual phosphorus loads. The frequency, duration, and magnitude of storm events as well 
as their seasonal distribution are also important. The P8 model was applied for years with 
sufficient data to inform the calibration and validation of the model and develop the 
TMDL. Resources were not available to apply P8 for other years and conduct a more 
detailed assessment of the relationship between precipitation and loading.  
 
In response to the comment on assuming loads in wet years are offset by loads in dry 
years, it is important to keep in mind that the nutrient residence time of Medicine Lake is 
less than one-year. Therefore, year-to-year variations in loading will impact the lake’s 
response within that year, but preceding years are less likely to significantly impact 
subsequent years.  
 
Comment #3: Internal loads -  The report estimates rates of internal load for four years.  
The value for water year 2006, the base year for water quality modeling, was used when 
the external load reduction targets were established.   Rates of internal loading in 2005 
appeared to match the 2006 estimates (see Fig 3.4 – p. 18), however, modeling results for 
2004 and 2007 were clearly different.  In those years, the model suggests that Medicine 
Lake experienced much higher rates of internal loading and that the scale of the increase 
was significant when compared to the total external load.  These results suggests that 
annual variation in rates of internal load, over a multiple year period, will have a 
significant impact on in-lake phosphorus concentrations and be important in determining 
whether water quality targets can be achieve. Never-the-less, the model used to develop 
the reduction targets outlined in this report used the lower (2006) internal loading rates.  
This TMDL does build in a margin of safety by setting the target watershed phosphorus 
loading rate at 3230 pounds/year vs the 3500 pounds per year that the model predicts 
would be sufficient to meet the identified water quality goals.  The identified margin of 
safety is 270 pounds per year or 7.7% of the external watershed load.  However, it is 
unclear if this margin of safety is sufficient.  Information is not presented on how external 
loads will likely vary across the range from wet to dry years to determine likely average 
external loading rates over the long-term.  More importantly, average internal loading 
rates are likely to be higher than modeled and the increase may exceed the built in margin 
of safety. 
 
Response: The comment correctly identifies uncertainty associated with internal loading 
in this TMDL. It is important to note that in using 2006 as the design condition with the 
lower internal loading rates, the TMDL assumed continuing control of curlyleaf 
pondweed to the extent it was controlled in 2006. Continued control of curlyleaf 
pondweed to 2006 levels is incorporated into the implementation strategy and 
Implementation Plan. 

 



The following are responses to MnDOT comments provided by Beth Neunendorf dated October 
27, 2010 on the draft Medicine Lake TMDL dated September 1, 2010. 
 

Comment #1: Page 3, Summary Table, Reasonable Assurance:  Says “MS4 permits will 
be required to address TMDL upon renewal”.  This doesn’t seem to be worded quite 
right.  Maybe something that has been used in other TMDL’s along the lines of “If a 
USEPA –approved TMDL (s) has been developed, you must review the adequacy of your 
Storm Water Pollution Prevention Program to meet the TMDL’s Waste Load Allocation 
set for storm water sources.  If the Storm Water Pollution Prevention Program is not 
meeting the applicable requirements, schedules and objectives of the TMDL, you must 
modify your Storm Water Pollution Prevention Program, as appropriate, within 18 
months after the TMDL is approved.” would be more appropriate. 
 

Response: The TMDL has been revised to read: “Upon approval of this TMDL by 
USEPA, MS4 entities must review the adequacy of their Storm Water Pollution 
Prevention Program (SWPPP) to meet their respective WLA.  If the SWPPP is not 
meeting the applicable requirements, schedules and objectives of this TMDL, MS4 
entities must modify their SWPPP consistent with the requirements of their permit and 
this TMDL.” 

 
Comment #2: Page 27, Section 4.7 Reasonable Assurance:  Says “MS4 permits will 
include requirements to meet the WLAs specified in this TMDL”.  This also doesn’t 
seem to be worded quite right.  Perhaps the above suggestion could be used here as well. 
 
Response: See Response to Comment #1 above. Page 27, Section 4.7 of the TMDL has 
been accordingly. 

 
 



  
Memorandum    

To: Bassett Creek Watershed Management Commission 
From: Geoff Nash, Administrator 
Subject: BCMWC Website Domain Name Registration 
Date: November 8, 2010 
 
The BCWMC website is hosted on the Barr Engineering server.  The domain name 
“bassettcreekwmo.org” was set up several years ago and title to the name is owned by Barr.  The 
Commission requested that staff investigate how to have the domain name transferred to BCWMC 
while having Barr continue to host the website. 

Tanya Roberts, with Barr, told me that some Internet registrars will waive the transfer fee (i.e., 
transferring the ownership from Barr to BCWMC) if we renew the domain name as part of the transfer.  
At five years, the cost per year for the domain name starts to decline with nine years being the cheapest.  
Those costs are shown below: 

Term (years) Registration Fee Cost per year 
1 35 $35 
2 70 $35 
3 105 $35 
4 140 $35 
5 149 $30 
6 179 $30 
7 199 $28 
8 225 $28 
9 235 $26 

 
Choices 

 
The Board could: 

1. Continue to have Barr own the domain name with Barr hosting the website. 
2. Have the domain name transferred to its’ ownership and have Barr continue to host the site.  

Barr has performed this service already for several years and has not charged for hosting. 
3. Have the domain name transferred to its’ ownership and find another host for the site.  This 

would entail additional costs beyond those shown above. 
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Memorandum 
To: Bassett Creek Watershed Management Commission 
From: Barr Engineering Co. 
Subject: Item 6D—Next Generation Plan Work Session—Public Involvement Process for 2004 

Watershed Management Plan  
BCWMC November 17, 2010 Meeting Agenda 

Date: November 10, 2010 
Project: 23270051.31  2010 

6D.  Next Generation Plan Work Session—Public Involvement Process for 2004 
Watershed Management Plan 
Recommended/requested Commission actions: 

1. For discussion. 

Background 
At their September 23, 2010 meeting, the Commission directed the engineer to prepare a short summary 
of the public involvement activities that were undertaken during the planning process for the BCWMC 
2004 Watershed Management Plan.  Staff prepared the attached flow chart, which shows the timeline of 
advisory group and public involvement activities, and the advisory groups’ responsibilities. 

This information is provided as background material for the Commission to use in its discussions about 
the planning process for the next generation watershed management plan. 
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Relative Timeline of Advisory Group and Public Involvement Activities

Public Forum
November 2000

Joint Planning Advisory Group (PAG), Citizens Advisory Group
(CAG), Technical Advisory Group (TAG) Meeting

January 2001

PAG Meetings to define
responsibilities of Commission and
member cities and develop funding

recommendations
February 2001 - January 2002

CAG Meetings to develop
recommended public

education and involvement
program

February - August 2001

Public Hearing
August 2004

Steering Committee Meetings to develop planning process and define responsibilities for the
advisory groups

November 1999 - January 2001

Commission Adoption of
Plan

September 2004

TAG Meetings to review
technical issues and

develop technical
recommendations

February - October 2001

First Formal Review of Draft
Plan (60-day)

November 2003

Steering Committee Meetings to oversee advisory group meetings, develop recommendations for
Plan based on advisory group recommendations, and prepare draft CIP

February 2001 - approx. May 2003

BCWMC Planning Process - 2004 Watershed Management Plan



 
Geoff Nash, P.G. 

Watershed Consulting, LLC 
 

Administrator’s Report 
Bassett Creek Watershed Management Commission 

November 17, 2010 
 

1. Finalized Sweeney Lake TMDL and submitted it to the MPCA for internal review and 
eventual submittal to the EPA. 

2. Sent out second questionnaire to TAC to get feedback on what issues of related to 
Flooding & Rate Control and Funding need to be considered in the Next Generation 
Plan. 

3. Summarized first and second questionnaire responses from TAC into a table for 
discussion at the November 4 TAC meeting. 

4. At this early stage in the Next Generation Watershed Management Plan process, the 
TAC decided to focus on issue identification, rather than moving onto discussion of 
solutions.   

5. Administrator spoke to Brad Wozney, BWSR, on November 5 who cautioned BCWMC 
about moving too quickly on revisions of the Next Generation Watershed Management 
Plan.  BWSR will not approve the new draft rules for the Plans until at least August 
2012.  Our Plan has to be revised by 2014. 

6. Attended Creek Walk on Friday, October 29.  Obstructions in creek channel under Sioux 
Line railroad trestle.  Old pilings are blocking flow and causing debris to accumulate. 

7. On November 1, I submitted a Conservation Corp of Minnesota (CCM) grant application 
on behalf of Metro Blooms for rain garden installation laborers in the District.  Only 
cities and watersheds are allowed to submit applications to the CCM. 

8. Met with Lee Gustafson to discuss changes to BCWMC financial documents that would 
provide more clarity for the Board and the public.  No final format determined. 

9. Met with Michael Welch to review his additions to the Policy Manual on the issue of the 
Creek and Streambank Maintenance Repair and Channel Sediment Removal Fund.  
Administrator has continued to make edits to the Policy Manual as time permits. 

10. Notified by MPCA that the EPA signed the Wirth Lake TMDL on October 25. 

11. Received Braun Intertec report commissioned by Caroline Amplatz on Whole Lake 
Aeration of Sweeney Lake from DNR.  Report and cover letter sent by Braun to DNR to 
request public review of the DNR’s annual aeration permit granted to Dave Hanson.  
Caroline Amplatz’s report requested that the DNR consider stopping the aeration on 
the grounds that it promotes harmful algae growth.  Caroline Amplatz also requested 
that the Commission allow Braun to prosent results of the report at a Board meeting. 

12. On November 9, Brooke Asleson called to explain that she is drafting a work plan for 
the Twin Cities Metro Chloride Project.  Brooke is seeking some time on the December 
Board agenda to discuss this project with us because Bassett Creek has a chloride 
impaiment and, under this plan, all waterbodies in a watershed with an impairment 
would be covered.  The plan would cover the 7‐county metro area. 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