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1.0 Introduction
This report has been prepared to satisfy the annual reporting requirements of the National
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System, Phase II rules, emanating from the Clean Water Act
legislation of 1972. It also is intended to satisfy the annual reporting requirements set forth in
Minnesota Statutes Chapter 103D.351, which requires watershed districts to file an annual
report with the Board of Soil and Water Resources. Metro watershed districts are required to
follow reporting requirements described in MR 8410.0150.

1.1 National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System – Phase II Annual Report
Prior to 1990, National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) did not directly address
non‐point sources of pollutants. The focus of implementing the federal requirements was point‐
source discharges of wastewater and industrial process water. In 1990, US EPA promulgated
rules to include regulation of non‐point source discharges from large municipal separate storm
sewer systems (MS4s). The Phase I rules required storm water systems permits in large cities
like Duluth, St. Paul, and Minneapolis. In 2002, the Phase II rules expanded federal regulation to
include small MS4s after a US EPA study documented continued degradation of the nation’s
waters.
In early 2003, MCWD submitted an application as a regulated MS4 under the Phase II rules,
along with a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Program (SWPPP). MCWD is regulated as an MS4
under the Phase II rules because the District is the drainage authority for eight public drainage
systems. These drainage systems are county and judicial ditches generally established in the
early 1900s. Authority for these public drainage systems was transferred to Minnehaha Creek
Watershed District by resolutions from the commissioners of Hennepin and Carver counties.
A number of other Phase II MS4 storm sewers and conveyances discharge into the county and
judicial ditch systems. MCWD developed policy in 2006 for either retaining authority or
transferring responsibility for the ditches to the municipalities they serve based on current use
and historic changes of use of the drained areas. For example, Hennepin County Ditch No. 29
has been redirected and converted into a storm sewer system, now operated by the City of
Minneapolis, to drain areas northwest of Lake Calhoun as they developed. See Figure 1.1 for the
general locations of the eight public drainage systems.
The Phase II requirements call for an annual summary report on progress toward implementing
the provisions of the SWPPP, including any proposed revisions. The first (2003) annual report
was submitted in March 2004. This report satisfies the 2012 annual report requirements and has
been submitted before the June 30, 2013, deadline.
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1.2 Minnesota Statutes Chapter 103D.351 Annual Report
The Minnesota Statutes require watershed districts to prepare and file an annual report with
the Board of Soil and Water Resources. This annual report is a summary of MCWD financial
activity (See Section 7), projects, and plans for the coming year (See Section 4 for 2012 activities
and planned activity in 2013) and satisfies the requirements of Minnesota Statutes Chapter
103D.351.

2.0 Summary of Storm Water Pollution Prevention Program and Planned Best
Management Practices
The MCWD SWPPP is encompassed in the Notice of Intent and the Phase II MS4 permit
application submitted by MCWD in 2003. An excerpted summary of the SWPPP follows:
The Minnehaha Creek Watershed District SWPPP is encompassed by the following Minnehaha
Creek Watershed District documents:
• Water Resources Management Plan, January 1997
• Operations and Maintenance Manual, November 2000
• Ditch Records and Policy Considerations, January 2003
• MCWD Rules, published in 1974 and as amended from time to time
The Water Resources Management Plan establishes District goals and policies related to
management of runoff and protection of water quality, erosion and sedimentation control,
floodplain management, management of dredging projects, management of projects in
protected waters, Best Management Practices, recreation and fish and wildlife, enhancement of
public participation, information and education, public ditch systems, groundwater, and
wetlands. It provides an assessment of problems and an implementation program.
The Operations and Maintenance Manual establishes inspection and maintenance procedures
for District facilities including capital improvement projects and BMPs and ditches.
The Ditch Records and Policy Considerations report includes maps and descriptions of the
ditches under District authority.
The District Rules establish requirements for permits for erosion control, storm water
management, wetland protection, shoreline alteration, and others. Applicable BMPs are
summarized in the sheets attached to the General Storm Water Permit Application for Small
Municipal Separate Storm Sewer Systems (MS4s).
In 2006, MCWD completed a major revision of its Water Resources Management Plan (WRMP),
which is part of the SWPPP. The plan was approved by the Minnesota Board of Water and Soil
Resources (BWSR) in June 2007 and accepted by the Minnehaha Creek Watershed District Board
in July 2007. The new plan focuses on achieving specific goals in 17 different policy areas and
integrates the required programs and projects needed to achieve those goals into the plan. The
new plan is a guiding document for the SWPPP and for water management and will carry on
until the year 2016. A summary of SWPPP goals and progress updated using the 2007 WRMP
and the MPCA’s Annual Report form for 2012 for MS4s are included as Appendix 1.
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2.1 Summary of 2012 Goals
The goals established by MCWD are described in the 2006 SWPPP and updated with respect to
the 2007 WRMP in Appendix 1.

2.2 Actions Taken in 2012 and Best Management Practices Implementation Progress
The District’s actions are broken down by the permit‐required minimum control measures in the
following sections.

2.2.1 Public Education and Outreach – Minimum Control Measure No. 1
MCWD developed a strategic plan for communications in 2003, aimed at image recognition and
public education concerning water resources management. The Board of Managers approved
the strategic communications plan on October 16, 2003. Implementation of the plan has been
ongoing since approval. The strategic communications plan is available for review at the MCWD
office. In all, MCWD participated in over 60 community events by providing speakers, booths,
and/or sponsorship in 2012 and sponsored ongoing public communication through various
media. Specific activities and accomplishments are summarized below and the 2012 MCWD
Communications Accomplishment Report is attached as Appendix 2. The 2012 MCWD Education
Accomplishment Report is attached as Appendix 3:
•

•

•

MCWD Watershed Events
o Creek Cleanup – More than 600 people attended the Minnehaha Creek Cleanup
and collected more than 2 tons worth of trash.
o Watershed Heroes – Honored 7 different community partners and members for
outstanding clean water work including Woodland Cove, LLC, The Bancorp
Group, Inc., Youth of Mooney Lake Association, Lake Minnetonka Bay Captains,
and citizens Dr. Peter Sorensen and Herbert J. Suerth, Jr. More than 120 people
attended the 2012 awards (up from around 80 in 2011).
Other Public Events:
o MCWD participated in 11 public events in 2012 by hosting a booth, providing
materials, and displays, and/or providing sponsorship or funding dollars. An
estimated 4,220people participated in these events.
Media Relations: News Releases
o MCWD issued a total of 26 press news releases in 2012. All our news releases
are on the web at http://www.minnehahacreek.org/press‐releases/
o MCWD was mentioned in approximately 341 media stories in 2012. This
includes but is not limited to articles that were generated as a result of an
MCWD ‐ issued press release. This does not include articles that ran in multiple
publications.
o MCWD staff wrote columns that were published in the Laker, Lakeshore Weekly
News, Sun Sailor (Excelsior/Shorewood; Hopkins/Minnetonka; Plymouth; St.
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•

•

•

Louis Park and Wayzata editions), the Pioneer, Chanhassen Villager, Chaska
Herald, Waconia Patriot, and Victoria Gazette. The topics included:
 The MCWD’s emphasis on partnerships
 Preview of projects going into the ground in 2012
 Opportunities for residents through the District’s Cost Share program
 The District’s efforts to prevent AIS
 Personal responsibility and the Minnehaha Creek Cleanup
 The importance of soils and the Clean Water Summit
 How to prevent the spread of AIS
 Watershed Heroes
 The Minnehaha Creek Corridor Restoration
o MCWD is a regular contributor to Tonka Times Magazine (circulation 20,000)
including four feature length articles highlighting the District’s Cost Share
opportunities, The AIS initiatives, the Minnehaha Falls Restoration project, and
the Low Impact Development project at El Colegio Charter School.
MCWD launched a brand new website in August of 2011 after more than one years’
worth of development by MCWD staff. In 2012, MCWD launched a brand new AIS
section, created a system of Staff Bio pages highlighting the qualifications of each
staff member, and added an “MCWD in the News” feature that lists recent news
clippings and videos related to the District.
Splash List Serve/Facebook/Twitter (Splash is an e‐mail list‐serve‐based watershed
newsletter)
o Updated Splash to an HTML based format using Mailchimp software
 46 Splash messages sent.
 There are currently 885 (up from 809 in 2011) on the Splash list server
o MCWD Created a Facebook page in 2010 and continued to maintain the page
with regular updates in 2012.
 There were 156 new fans in 2012, bring the total to 511 people
following MCWD on Facebook.
 MCWD posts on the page were viewed 51,429 times and the page
received 448 likes and comments.
 The page is also visible to non‐Facebook users:
http://www.facebook.com/#!/minnehahacreek.
o MCWD continued to communicate with the community through Twitter in 2012
after creating an account (@MinhahaCkWD) in 2011
 A total of 88 Tweets were posted by MCWD in 2012 and there are now
726 MCWD Twitter followers.
o MCWD established a YouTube channel in 2011.
 There were 21 videos from the MCWD library uploaded to the YouTube
channel in 2012 with plans for more in 2013.
 An 11‐part series of 30‐second Public Service Announcements from the
Minnesota Department of Natural resources were posted in 2012.
Advertising
o Distributed over 1,000 tote bags with the MCWD logo at community events.
o Distributed over 1,000 yellow floatable key chains with the MCWD logo and
instructions to “Clean, Drain, Dry” on the back.
o Distributed over water bottles with the MCWD logo at the Creek Clean‐up and
the Tour de Tonka.

C:\Documents and Settings\tborn\Local Settings\Temporary Internet Files\Content.Outlook\1MSATAWS\2012 Annual Report Text (2).doc

7

•

•

o Distributed MCWD t‐shirts at the Creek Clean‐up.
District Publications:
o Produced four quarterly newsletters, including a double‐length “2012 Year in
Review” issue in January. The newsletters are sent to more than 300 District
stakeholders
o Revised fact sheets for both Stormwater BMP/Shoreline‐Streambank
Stabilization and Subsurface Sewage Treatment Systems Cost Share grant
programs, making them more up to date and visually appealing.
o Created several fact sheets supporting other MCWD programs:
 Nokomis Weir Renovation project, which was distributed at a public
review meeting and online
 Milfoil weevil study
 AIS and the District’s AIS programs
 Chelsea Woods Streambank Restoration project
 Steiger Lake Wetland Restoration
 MCWD Board/Staff tour informational packet
 Six Mile Marsh Diagnostic Study
 Reach 20 Restoration
 MCWD Stream Assessment
o Revised Staff and Board Contacts and Program Summary pamphlet
Intergovernmental Networking
o Distributed quarterly and annual newsletters to city councils, mayors, partner
agencies, and state and federal legislators within the District
o On March 14 gave presentation to Hennepin County Commissioners’ aides
o Partnered with the MPRB, LMCD, DNR, Minnesota Waters and City of St. Louis
Park on joint news releases
o Wrote letters for MCWD President Jim Calkins to Hennepin County
Commissioner Jeff Johnson and Governor Dayton
o On Sept. 17, met with Gov. Dayton’s Environmental Policy advisor regarding the
NOAA Study and AIS
o Planned a Sept. 5 boat ride meeting with Rep. Denny McNamara, chair of the
Minnesota House Environmental and Natural Resources Committee
o Invited city councils, mayors, partner agencies, and state and federal legislators
within the District to the Watershed Hero Awards event
o Attended meetings with Reps. Denny McNamara and Jean Wagenius about AIS‐
related legislation
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2.2.2 Public Participation and Involvement – Minimum Control Measure No.2
The MCWD actively facilitates public participation and involvement in a number of ways through
a number of programs. These programs and their 2012 progress are detailed below:
Cynthia Krieg Watershed Stewardship Grant Program:
MCWD established the Cynthia Krieg Watershed Stewardship Grant Program in 1999. The grant
program is designed to help fund small projects that promote environmental stewardship, in the
memory of Cynthia Krieg, who formerly worked for the District in the area of communications
and public education.
This fund encourages and supports community service initiatives to protect water quality and
promote public awareness of nonpoint source pollution abatement within the MCWD. In 2012,
sixteen applications were received while $105,000 was available for distribution. All applications
were reviewed by the Cynthia Krieg Subcommittee on November 7, 2012 and the CAC on
November 14th, 2012. Six grants received funds for projects to be completed in 2013. A Total of
$91,5000 was awarded to these following six projects:
1) Alliance for Sustainability, Watershed‐Friendly Congregations Working Together:
Volunteers and staff from 15 congregations throughout the District will work together to
assess their buildings and grounds for opportunities to install stormwater BMPs or adopt
more water conscious activities (i.e. rain gardens, turf management, permeable paving, low
salt use). Additional goals are to engage their members to take action at home (i.e. rain
barrels) and their youth groups in watershed clean ups in 2013.
2) Phyllis Wheatley Community Center, WATER COVERS EARTH: Provide a leadership
opportunity for youth who will learn about the formation of the chain of lakes within the
Minnehaha Creek Watershed District, and the importance of protecting and preserving our
water resources. They will help to make permanent public artwork showing important
citizen conservation efforts to maintain the health of the watershed. Youth will go on field
trips to the creek to experience and learn about nature first hand.
3) El Colegio, Aguas Curriculum: Create a bilingual English‐Spanish curriculum and onsite
learning environment for K‐3 students, including lessons about water taught by El Colegio
High School students. The project includes water graphics painted and installed throughout
the property, interpretative signage, and a community‐driven process for improving our rain
gardens’ educational potential.
4) Freshwater Society: Implementing Community Stormwater Management Projects Using
Master Water Stewards: The Master Water Stewards (MWS) program will install pollution
prevention projects on both residential and commercial properties and educate citizens in
their neighborhoods to reduce urban storm water runoff and nutrient loads. MWS creates
an entirely new resource pool of certified community leaders and assists the MCWD in
meeting its infiltration, stewardship, and BMP goals. The program promotes stewardship by
educating and training citizens in targeted areas in the Minnehaha Creek watershed to work
with members of their communities to install pollution prevention projects on both
residential and commercial properties and educate citizens in their neighborhoods to
reduce urban runoff and nutrient loads.
5) Metro Blooms: Lake Nokomis Neighborhood of Raingardens: The goal of this project is
to improve Lake Nokomis, an impaired water body, by further developing and improving
upon a successful citizen engagement approach piloted in the Powderhorn Lake drainage
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area. The citizen‐based, neighborhood‐focused process that will engage local property
owners in efforts to improve water quality is in full support of the Lake Nokomis TMDL,
approved by the US EPA in April 2011.
6) Northern Lights, Neighbors by Way of Water: This project will produce a location‐based
game concept that raises awareness about water quality and the connectivity we share
relative to stormwater management systems and Minnehaha Creek. A participatory design
process will be used as a civic engagement platform; involving community members in
planning game components, testing (implementing) the components within the Minnehaha
Creek Watershed, and building community capacity for engaging in watershed issues in the
process. The project will deploy civic engagement as a strategy or BMP, a science‐based
approach grounded in research by MN Extension Center for Community Vitality, Leadership
and Civic Engagement; the University of Minnesota, Department of Forest Resources; and
others.
Citizen Advisory Committee:
The Citizen Advisory Committee met 12 times in 2012 and along with examining numerous
Cynthia Krieg grants proposals and criteria, the CAC reviewed shoreline grants and low
impact development program criteria as well. The meeting outcomes and attendance are
listed in Table 2.1 below.
Table 2.1. CAC Committee Meetings Summary.
Month
Date
Topics Discussed

January

February

March

April

# of CAC Member
Attendees

1/19/2012

2012 CAC Appointments, CAC
topic scheduling, cost share
applications

13

2/16/2012

Election of officers, budget and
bylaw discussion, cost share
program update, cost share
applications, board meeting
update

9

3/15/2012

4/19/2012

Cost share applications, update on
NOAA study, chloride and snow
management presentation,
annual reports, board meeting
update
District tour planning, cost share
applications, wild rice
presentation, opportunities for
increased involvement
presentation
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Month

May

June

July

August

September

October

November

December

Date

Topics Discussed

# of CAC Member
Attendees

5/17/2012

Aquatic invasive species and
aquatic herbicide presentation,
Gray's bay aquatic pesticide
application, cost share
applications

12

6/21/2012

Green roof and stormwater
management presentation, cost
share applications

10

7/19/2012

8/16/2012

9/20/2012

10/17/2012

11/14/2012

12/20/2012

AIS regulation and responsibilities,
cost share applications,
permeable paver systems
presentation, proposal for
landings along Minnehaha Creek
Agricultural BMP's, MCWD budget
update, cost share applications,
AIS discussion, request for funding
of AIS herbicide applications
Coal tar sealants discussion,
Weevil program update, urban
corridor update, Northern Lights ‐
big games presentation, cost
share applications
State‐wide coal tar ban, capital
project update, AIS plan update
AIS plan update, water forum
invite, cost share applications,
Cynthia Krieg applications
State of the River Report
presentation, bylaw changes, CAC
applications, approval of
expenses, cost share applications,
District Administrator update
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11

8

10

12
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Regular MCWD Board Meetings:
The MCWD Board of Managers held 33 regular meetings in 2012. Agendas and minutes of
the public meetings are published on the MCWD web page.
NEMO:
MCWD was active in a national program called NEMO (Non‐point source Education for
Municipal Officials) again in 2012. The District held workshops conducted cooperatively with
MPCA, to educate public officials, developers, and municipal staff on construction site
erosion control techniques. As part of the program, MCWD conducted the following
activities:
• Conservation Site Design and Planned Unit Developments. Locust Hills and Wild
Meadows along with a presentation portion on conservation design and PUDs.
Participated in the Clean Water Summit, including the evening NEMO program
• Participated in Train the Trainer watershed game through NEMO

2.2.3 Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination – Minimum Control Measure No. 3
MCWD is the regulated NPDES, Phase II MS4 for eight public drainage systems (county and/or
judicial ditches) that exist in the watershed. During 2003, the available records from Hennepin
and Carver Counties were compiled and converted into electronic form. This was the first step in
developing policy and management strategies for the public drainage systems. The January 2003
report included a GIS database of the ditch records and policy discussion recommendations
(Figure 1.1 shows the location of the ditches).
In 2012, the District drafted an “Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination” Rule to prevent
discharge of contaminants into any of the Judicial ditches the District operates. It is consistent
with rules of other MS4 Cities within District boundaries. The proposed rule is on public
comment until March 3, 2013. The text of the rule is included as Appendix 4.
In addition to the ordinance the District also conducts a robust program of lake and stream
monitoring which aids in illicit discharge detection. The monitoring program is discussed in
Section 5 of this report.

2.2.5 Construction Site Storm Water Runoff Control – Minimum Control Measure No.
4
The District dedicates one full‐time compliance officer to coordinate an enforcement program
aimed at controlling construction site erosion. In addition, there are two other full‐time staff
within the compliance department, one that focuses on inspections, wetland monitoring and
Wetland Conservation Act (WCA) compliance and the other that serves as the District’s cost
share specialist. There are also three District Representatives that are full‐time equivalents
employed in enforcement. Job responsibilities include reviewing and making decisions on
Wetland Conservation Act applications, reviewing the District’s Fast Track permits, monitoring
buffers and wetland mitigation sites, and managing sureties.
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In 2012, 472 permit applications were processed, which is about 72 more than were processed
in 2011. There were 504 compliance inspections were completed by MCWD staff 2012, resulting
in 13 Stop Work Orders. The number of compliance inspections has declined ever since 2010
when 1,151 inspections were performed and is attributable to two factors. The first is new
duties performed by District staff in 2011 such as wetland monitoring and second is the re‐
prioritization of staff time to the Storm Water BMP Inspection and Maintenance Program.
The MCWD enforcement program is aimed at controlling construction site erosion and enforcing
the other six rules that require a District permit. When issues arise that cannot be resolved
through inspection letters and follow‐up correspondence, a Stop Work Order is issued and
remains in effect until the non‐compliant items are addressed. The stop‐work order is also used
when a project is started without first acquiring a permit. The 13 Stop Work Orders issued in
2012 were located in the following municipalities:
Table 2.2. 2012 Stop Work Orders in MCWD
Number of Stop
Work Orders
Municipality
Issued in 2012
Edina
5
Minnetrista
3
Orono
1
Hopkins
1
Tonka Bay
3
When issues cannot be resolved through the compliance officer and the property
owner/contractor, the violation then goes to the Violations Committee, which consists of three
Board Members. The committee then recommends further compliance actions to the full Board
such as site stabilization, stop‐work orders, surety bonds for performance, and other
requirements to bring sites into compliance with MCWD rules.
When there are recurring non‐compliant issues on sites also regulated by MPCA, it is the
District’s responsibility to refer the violation to the MPCA’s compliance coordinator. The MPCA
handles the enforcement action based on the information the partner provides.
In addition to the permitting program, the MCWD first entered into a Joint Powers Agreement
with the MPCA in 2005 and has been working with MPCA since then on the Industrial
Stormwater program. With the newly created agreement, MCWD will work to carry out the
State’s goals of the newly drafted permit with assistance from MPCA.

2.2.6 Post‐Construction Storm Water Management – Minimum Control Measure No.
5
MCWD rules have required long‐term storm water management on new land development sites
since 1974. The stormwater rule requires long‐term controls on storm water volume, runoff
rates, and water quality impacts to downstream receiving waters. The rule incorporates post
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construction maintenance requirements for stormwater BMPs in the form of a declaration
containing the maintenance requirements that is recorded on the property before the permit is
issued.
In addition to rules, the District inspects projects post construction to ensure stormwater BMPs
are constructed properly and that they are functioning. This is described in more detail in the
section below on MCM 6 (Good Housekeeping).

2.2.7 Pollution Prevention and Good Housekeeping – Minimum Control Measure No.
6
Part of pollution prevention is maintaining control facilities and projects so they continue to
function as intended; to that end, MCWD regularly inspects and maintains District projects.
More recently, this MCM has been expanded to include inspections of private BMPs to ensure
they are functioning as intended.
Inspection and Maintenance of District Facilities:
MCWD developed an Operations and Maintenance (O & M) Manual in November 2000. The
manual covers every project completed by MCWD constructed before 2000 and describes
operation and maintenance activities in general throughout the District. The plan is a guide for
recommended inspections, maintenance, record keeping, and monitoring for approximately 20
projects, monitoring stations, and other programs. It includes record drawings of constructed
projects; photographs; and copies of maintenance agreements, easements, and surveys. The
plan calls for 700 to 800 hours of inspection, maintenance, and reporting activity each year,
including:
•
•
•
•

Records of inspections performed including name, date, observations, and
results.
Records of repairs performed including costs.
An annual inspections report.
Annual plan updates.

The 2012 annual operations and maintenance inspections report is a summary of activities and
is attached as Appendix 5.
Inspection of Private Facilities (activities here satisvy both MCM 5 and MCM 6):
District staff conducted 37 post construction inspections on private development sites requiring
a permanent stormwater best management practice. Property owners are responsible through a
recorded maintenance declaration/agreement to inspect and report on the condition of the
permanent facility. District staff prioritize inspections according to
o the potential of the on‐site activity to impact water quality
o sites that require permanent BMPs
Additionally, the Stormwater BMP Inspection and Maintenance Program sent out notices to 191
property owners that have stormwater management practices/facilities. The District took a
targeted approach this year focusing only on the southern portion of the upper watershed. In
addition 74 thank you postcards were sent to owners who have filed reports in previous years
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outside this zone. 24 thank you postcards were sent within the targeted area, and 22 returned
inspection reports. Of the 191 notices sent out, the district received 76 responses. Of the 74
thank you reminders three owners sent in inspection reports. Six additional inspection reports
came in for permits that received neither a notice in 2012 nor a thank you postcard. In addition,
district staff assisted with two completed inspections. This year, to improve compliance,
digitized maps of the properties were sent with the notices and reminder postcards were sent
out in late summer.
Inspections are guided by the inspection report checklist created by MCWD. This checklist was
included with each inspection notice. The checklist is on the District’s website:
http://www.minnehahacreek.org/permits/regulatory‐programs/stormwater‐bmp‐maintenance‐
program.
Approximately 50% of stormwater management practices/facilities inspected required some
type on maintenance based on inspection reports received as well as inspections conducted by
District staff. District staff determines the appropriate response time allotted to property
owners depending on the situation.
No enforcement actions were needed in 2012 for failure to comply with maintenance/ repair
requirements.
However, the District has rules in place to address situations where property owners fail to
comply with rules. Upon finding a probably violation and failure of the property owner to apply
or permittee to take necessary corrective steps, the District may immediately issue a compliance
order; this may require land‐disturbing activities to cease. In addition the Board of Managers
may seek judicial enforcement of an order and recovery of associated legal fees and costs. The
permittee or owner of property that is the subject of District enforcement efforts will be liable
for associated costs incurred by the District, including but not limited to the costs of inspection
ad monitoring of compliance, engineering and other technical analysis, legal fees and costs, and
administrative expenses.
District staff use an electronic database to track post construction BMPs. All district staff have
access to the system and receive training annually in its use.

3.0 Other BMPs
An NPDES Phase II MS4 report has been prepared annually by MCWD since 2003. All records
pertaining to the NPDES Phase II permit, including annual reports and correspondence, will be
kept at the MCWD office for a minimum of three years beyond expiration of the permit.

4.0 Other Related Activities
The District implements other activities that support its goals and the NPDES Phase II program.
Relevant programmatic information is presented below.
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4.1 Regulatory Department and Rule Making
The regulatory department responsibilities include:
o Processing development permit applications and performing inspections on active
projects to ensure compliance with District rules
o Enforcement of all rules related to natural resource impacts
o Coordination with local, state, and federal regulatory agencies
o Administration of the Wetland Conservation Act (WCA)
o Providing education for cities, engineers, and contractors on water resource regulations
o Coordinating development and revision of water resource regulations
o Monitoring and inspection of stormwater BMPs for maintenance and continued
effectiveness
o Identification of sites within the District that require an MPCA Industrial Stormwater
permit and providing education of permit requirements and sampling methods
o Inspection of wetland buffers associated with Wetland Protection rule permits for
perpetual compliance
o Implementation of LID program to enhance projects effectiveness at providing
treatment above regulatory requirements
o Coordination with Project Management department in acquisition of necessary permits
for District projects
o Coordination with the Planning Department on drafting new rules.
To that end, the regulatory department inspects projects and applies the Districts unique
abilities and authorities to protect water resources through its regulatory program. MCWD
guidance documents dictate the process for inspections and enforcement actions; a brief
summary of the sequencing is listed below.
Conduct Routine Inspections: The District routinely inspects MCWD permitted private
development projects. If an on‐site issue is found during routine inspections, the
inspector will first inform the contractor and/or the property owner on‐site or as soon
as possible. The District will inspect projects within 24 hours of receiving a complaint
(during the work week).
Issue Stop‐Work Orders: In accordance with the District’s Enforcement rule and
department policy, once an inspector identifies a potential violation, a Stop‐Work Order
may be issued requesting that the property owner regain compliance. If a particular
disturbance/project is found to be in need of a District permit, the Stop‐Work Order will
also require the property owner to apply for an after‐the‐fact permit.
Identify Elevated Non‐compliance Issues: If a property remains non‐compliant, the
matter will be turned over to the Compliance Officer. If the Compliance Officer finds
that the issues are addressed in an acceptable timeframe, the Violations Committee and
Board of Managers hear the complaint after proper notice and posting. These hearings
sometimes result in the issuance of a Board Order. Following the hearing, the Board of
Managers may determine that the non‐compliance or violation has been corrected and
rescind the Order. If it is found that the non‐compliance or violation has not been
corrected, the Board of Managers may extend the Order or issue a new Order.
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Specific regulatory activities undertaken in 2012 are described below:
Permitting: The District received 472 permit applications and approved 395 of them. The table
below shows the number of permits issued by city. There were 37 active construction sites
greater than 1 acre within District in 2012.
Table 4.1 Number of District Permits Issued by City
City
Chanhassen
Deephaven
Edina
Excelsior
Golden Valley
Greenwood
Hopkins
Independence
Laketown Township
Long Lake
Maple Plain
Medina
Minneapolis
Minnetonka
Minnetonka Beach
Minnetrista
Mound
Orono
Plymouth
Richfield
Shorewood
Spring Park
St. Bonifacius
St. Louis Park
Tonka Bay
Victoria
Waconia Township
Watertown Township
Wayzata
Woodland
TOTAL

Year: 2012
7
19
58
11
0
8
5
2
2
1
2
5
16
13
11
46
44
56
5
0
24
1
2
34
14
67
0
0
14
5
472

LID Grants: Five projects were awarded Low Impact Development Grants in 2012. They include
the following:
o Spring Park‐Three Rivers Park District for a Trailhead Improvement in the amount of
$24,223.75
o City of Wayzata for road reconstruction improvements for Wayzata Blvd in the amount
of $67,192.50
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o
o
o

City of Excelsior for road reconstruction improvements for the 3rd Street firelane in the
amount of $20,110
City of Mound for road reconstruction improvements in the amount of $35,369
St. Martin’s By the Lake Church for site improvements in the amount of $21,835.75

Rules Drafted: The MCWD drafted two new rules in 2012:
• Appropriations: This rule extends the coverage of DNR regulatory requirements
surrounding appropriations which currently apply only to large appropriations.
• Illicit Discharge Detection & Elimination: this rule meets the District requirements of
MCM 3 under the NPDES Phase 2 Permit.
The District worked through minor revisions to existing rules to ensure clarity and public
understanding. The rules are on public comment until March 3, 2013. The text of the new rules
is included as Appendix 4 of this report.

4.2 Water Quantity and Quality Monitoring
MCWD has monitored lake water quality, stream flow and quality, precipitation and other
hydrologic parameters annually beginning in 1968. Since 1997, the District has actively
coordinated with other agencies to collect additional monitoring data. The ongoing program
was expanded in 2002 and again in 2003 to include more monitoring locations and additional
automatic monitoring equipment. The District staff publishes an electronic data report each
year, including water quality grades for major lakes and streams. The report contains a
calculation of annual runoff, flow, pollutant loads, and precipitation. The report is made
available each year on the MCWD web page.
The District’s Monitoring Program:
• Tracks long term lake and stream water quality trends,
• Quantifies nutrient and sediment export and watershed runoff
• Informs feasibility studies,
• Tracks efficacy of District Projects
• Provides model calibration datasets, and
• Provides the foundation for the Districts Capital Improvement Program.
The monitoring plan is described in detail in the 2012 MCWD Hydrological Data Monitoring &
Research Department Annual Report available as Appendix 6 of this report. The 2012 data
collection program is summarized below:
Precipitation Monitoring
• MCWD operated tipping bucket precipitation gauging stations at 7 locations in and
near the District in 2012.
• The water quality staff performed the repair and maintenance of precipitation
gauges to insure accurate data collection.

•

There were 3 Citizen Precipitation Recorders in 2012, which recorded precipitation
data at locations in and near the watershed and submitted to the MCWD.
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Stream Monitoring
• Stream Flow and Water Quality Monitoring: Stream flow and water quality
monitoring were conducted on weekly basis for 10 sites on Minnehaha Creek and for
31 sites on upper watershed streams. The monitoring typically takes place from
March to November (typically, the open water months) but due to drought
conditions the monitoring concluded August.
o
Stream flow rates were measured using a Flow Tracker ADV device.
o
Water temperature, dissolved oxygen (DO), pH, and conductivity
were measured using YSI multi parameter meter.
o
Water quality samples were collected for the analysis of total
phosphorus (TP), soluble reactive phosphorus (SRP), total suspended solids
(TSS), chloride (Cl), and total nitrogen (TN).
o
Water samples were analyzed for TP and SRP on weekly basis, for
TSS on biweekly basis and once per month for Cl and TN.
• Continuous Water Level Monitoring: Continuous water level data were recorded
using pressure transducer trolls at 5 locations on Minnehaha Creek and at 4 locations
on upper watershed streams.
•
E. coli Monitoring: Weekly water quality samples were also collected for E.
coli analysis March to September in 2012 at 10 sites on Minnehaha Creek and 4 sites
in the upper watershed.
•
Chloride Monitoring: Water quality samples were collected for Chloride (Cl)
analysis on a monthly basis during open water season (typically March through
November, but due to drought conditions, monitoring concluded in August in 2012).
Conductivity measurements were also made and water quality samples were
collected for Chloride analysis from ten locations along Minnehaha Creek during the
winter months when temperatures rose above freezing producing runoff from the
streets into the creek.
•
Lake Monitoring: MCWD water quality staff monitored the water quality of
Lake Minnetonka which has a total of 27 monitoring sites. Water quality staff also
monitored 11 upper watershed lakes and 18 upper watershed limited access lakes. A
total of 18 lakes in the watershed were monitored from by other organizations
including the Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board (MPRB), Three Rivers Parks
District and Metropolitan Council (Met Council) through Citizen’s Assisted
Monitoring Program. All data collected by these organizations was submitted to
MCWD.
A more detailed description of the Lake Monitoring program and locations is provided in
Appendix 6.

4.3 Communications
MCWD prepared multiple press releases to local/regional newspapers and wrote regular articles
in local newspapers in 2012. (Details are given in Section 4.1. and Appendices 2 and 3)
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4.4 Staffing& Staff Training
MCWD employed 26 full time staff during 2012. Table 11.1 provides a list of MCWD staff and
other contacts. MCWD staff attended the following training events in 2012.
Conferences, Training and Workshops attended by MCWD staff:
MCWD staff prioritizes ongoing education and training; efforts to that end are listed below by
department:
Monitoring department staff attended the following events:
o
MECA Pre‐Conference workshop on Shoreline Stabilization
o
BWSR Academy
o
Shoreland Users Group workshop – DNR
o
Lake Service Provider AIS Training
o
2012 Clean Water Summit: The Essential Role of Soil
o
North American Lake Management Society symposium
Regulatory department staff attended the following conferences/ trainings:
o
Land Use Based Wetland Delineation through WDCP
o
Soils & Hydrology Assessment through WDCP
o
Wetland Mitigation in Minnesota through WDCP
o
Basic Plant ID through WDCP
o
BWSR Academy
o
Minnesota Wetlands Conference through WPA/WDCP/U of M
o
2012 Clean Water Summit: The Essential Role of Soil through MCWD/U
of M Arboretum
o
Design of Construction of SWPPP through U of M/MnDOT
Operation and maintenance department staff attended the following conferences
and training:
o
6th Annual Minnesota Wetlands Conference – University of MN’s
o
Annual Fireline Safety Refresher Training—MNDNR
o
Advanced Stormwater BMP Maintenance—Stormwater U
o
How to Handle Shoreline Stabilization and Restoration Workshop—
MECA
o
2012 Clean Water Summit: The Essential Role of Soil
o
Upper Midwest Invasive Species Conference
Planning department staff received the following training and certifications:
o One staff member maintained his U of M certifications for Construction Site
Management, SWPPP Design, and Construction Installer
o Another planning department staffer obtained certificates of completion for
Wetland Mapping, XP‐SWMM Training, and Conservation Applications of
LiDAR Data.
o Planning staff also attended a variety of conferences/training including:
o Clean Water Summit,
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o

o BWSR Academy, and
o Water Resources Conference.
Several staff members in the planning department either have applied to or
are enrolled in master’s degree programs at the University of Minnesota.

4.5 Land Conservation Program
In 2006, the District’s Land Conservation Program (LCP) was secured by a long‐term financing
agreement with Hennepin County for $20 million. The program focuses on protection of green
infrastructure and high‐quality natural areas to conserve the water resources within MCWD. A
District‐wide inventory of key conservation areas was completed and is part of the final draft
2007 Water Resources Management Plan.
In 2012, the LCP completed the following land transactions:
•
In April 2012 MCWD purchased property at 1312 Lake Street in Hopkins, a residential
parcel along Minnehaha Creek.
•
In May 2012 MCWD purchased property at 1308 Lake Street in Hopkins, a residential
parcel along Minnehaha Creek.
•
In August 2012 MCWD purchased property at 7701 Halsted Drive in Minnetrista, about
97 acres along Six Mile Creek in Six Mile Marsh
•
During the year MCWD developed concept conservation management plans for a
variety of properties under District ownership
•
MCWD developed restoration plans for the approximately 210 acres of property along
Six Mile Creek in Six Mile Marsh, to be completed in 2013
The program enlists the advisory expertise from Hennepin County Environmental Services,
Three‐Rivers Parks District, US Fish & Wildlife, Carver County SWCD, Carver County Planning,
USDA/NRCS Hennepin County, and others.

4.6 Aquatic Invasive Species Program
Zebra mussels were confirmed in Lake Minnetonka in 2010. Citizen outcry over the potential
impact of the infestation and potential for it to spread to other District waters was fierce. Since
then, the infestation in Lake Minneotnka has spread. The DNR has determined that the
following waters are infested with Zebra Mussels:
• Edina Mill Pond 27‐0041
• Forest 27‐0139
• Gray’s Bay Outlet (wetland) 27‐0761
• Lake Hiawatha 27‐0018
• Libbs 27‐0085
• Meadowbrook 27‐0054
• Minnehaha Creek
• Minnetonka 27‐0133
• Minnehaha Marsh 27‐0084
• Nokomis 27‐0019
• Peavey 27‐0138
• Tanager 27‐0141
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In December 2011 the Minnehaha Creek Watershed District began the Aquatic Invasive Species
Program. The new program’s goal is “to prevent the introduction and spread of AIS and manage
existing AIS within the watershed to a level that does not significantly harm native ecosystems
while still maintaining access to public water bodies.” In 2012 the Board of Managers formed
the AIS Task force and Technical Advisory Committee to draft a plan for the new program and
hired two program staff members. Completion of the plan and its adoption by the Board is
expected in early 2013. In the meantime, general types of actions implemented under the
program have included and will likely continue to include:
• Increased grant funding to local governments for watercraft inspections;
• Two roaming inspectors to serve other publicly‐accessible lakes that don’t have an
ongoing inspector presence;
• Grant funding for boat cleaning stations in the District;
• Expansion of the District’s zebra mussel monitoring program to all major lakes within
the District and creation of a volunteer monitoring program to help spot new
infestations;
• Enhanced education and outreach efforts.
Specific actions undertaken so far include:
• MCWD funded boat inspection programs at Christmas Lake, Lake Minnewashta, Lake
Minnetonka, and the Minneapolis Chain of Lakes, the Program
• The ongoing curly‐leaf pondweed study in Gleason Lake (discussed in the Section 4.2 of
this report)
• Ongoing monitoring of Lake Minnetonka, Minnehaha Creek and several other lakes
within the District for the invasive mussel detailed in Appendix 7.
• Began a study on the effectiveness of the milfoil weevil (a native beetle) in reducing
Eurasian watermilfoil
• Second year of removing flowering rush by hand from Lake Minnetonka’s Smith’s Bay
• Entered discussions with the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) about becoming a partner
on the Survey’s Zequanox treatment study. Zequanox is a non‐chemical treatment used
to kill zebra mussels, which the USGS tested last year in a laboratory environment in
northwest Minnesota.

4.7 Cost Share Program
The MCWD Cost Share Program offers grant money to public and private property owners for
the installation of Stormwater Best Management Practices (BMPs), Shoreline and Streambank
Stabilization projects and the replacement of failing Subsurface Sewage Treatment Systems
(SSTS). Cost Share funds have also been available to local government units interested in
participating in a Street Sweeping Analysis study. The program, started in 2011, is in the process
of being further developed and refined based on information regarding the efficacy and
efficiency is gathered. Program goals are outlined in the 2011 and 2012 Cost Share program
work plan, overarching District goals are also used to evaluate the program. The detailed staff
report for the Cost Share Program is presented in Appendix 8. General program outcomes to
date are described below.
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Shoreline & Streambank Stabilization Cost Share Program: The Shoreline and Streambank
Stabilization Cost Share program provides funding for the installation of biological and bio‐
engineered shoreline stabilization projects. Proposals are funded at 50% of the cost of design,
labor, and materials of the project. The cap for a residential shoreline or streambank
stabilization project is $5,000.00 unless approval is sought from the Board of Managers for an
additional amount. All other proposals have no set limit but are typically funded at 50% of the
project costs. During the first two years of implementation, a total of 8 municipal and 5
residential projects were implemented through
Subsurface Sewage Treatment Systems (SSTS) Cost Share Program: This program provides
grants up to $2,000.00 to landowners who are voluntarily willing to replace failing subsurface
sewage treatment (septic) systems as they can introduce harmful pathogens to water bodies
and leach excess nutrients. It also funds the cost to convert a home from usage of a failing septic
system to usage of city sewer. In the first two years of the program, staff took a passive
approach of mailings and outreach to high‐priority areas regarding the program, with little
effect.
Street Sweeping Analysis Cost Share Program: This program was created to increase the set of
regional data available to determine the effect of street sweeping on water quality. During
collection of samplings in both 2011 and 2012, staff identified inconsistencies within the data
being collected by city staff. Given the makeup of the Street Sweeping Analysis Cost Share
program, MCWD staff relied heavily on municipal staff to keep accurate records, and follow
protocol established for quality assurance and quality control in order to create usable data for a
scientific study. It was found that municipal city staff were not following the established
protocol and that the data being collected was not usable. Concurrently, the City of Prior Lake
was implementing a comprehensive street sweeping study which informed the initial intent of
the MCWD Street Sweeping Cost Share program. Cost Share staff found it prudent to
discontinue the program in its current form and will coordinate with the Planning Department
to utilize data from the existing study as it becomes available.
Figures 4.1 through 4.3 show the program outcomes in terms of initial inquiries, budget,
nutrient load reductions.
In addition to the core program elements, the Cost Share Program also administered the on‐
going Go Blue! Diamond Lake Community Makeover Project which is a Clean Water Fund grant.
The project accomplishments are listed below:
• Installed 25 rain gardens
• Installed 14 pervious pavement projects
• 22 Raingardens installed
• 3 RainXchange capture and reuse systems were installed
• 4 tree plantings completed
The Cost Share program also coordinated with the Education and Communications departments
to promote Cost Share projects. These efforts are discussed in Section 2.2.1.
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Figure 4.1. Inquiries, Consultations, and Projects

Figure 4.2. Cost Share Budget vs. Grants

Figure 4.3. Cost Share Nutrient Load Reductions
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5.0 Projects Underway or Completed in 2012
From time to time, the District undertakes capital projects as identified in their Plan. Progress
towards projects underway is described below.
Minnehaha Creek Reach 20 Restoration: The District began restoration of nearly 4,600 linear
feet of straightened channel of Minnehaha Creek by restoring former channel sinuosity,
improving stormwater filtration, updating canoe access, developing recreational trails and
maximizing restored stream, wetland and riparian habitats along the creek within St. Louis Park.
Construction of channel restoration elements and stormwater facilities began in December of
2012. The restoration project and trail elements will continue into 2013. Three years of
vegetation maintenance was included in the project specifications and will be carried out
through 2016.
Chelsea Woods Channel Restoration: The District and City of Plymouth entered into a
Memorandum of Agreement to jointly address an eroded drainage channel in the area of 18th
Ave and Dunkirk. The District and City coordinated the design and channel restoration which
was constructed in June 2012. Three years of vegetation maintenance was included in the
project specifications and will be carried out through 2015.
Steiger Lake Wetland Restoration: This project involves the restoration of a partially drained
wetland approximately 8.25 acres in size and located on 2 parcels on the south side of Hwy 5
between 80th St. and 78th St. W in Victoria. The project also includes expansion of a City owned
pond directly north of Hwy 5 at Steiger Lake Lane. The project manages water from a 250 acre
drainage area going to Steiger Lake. The storage created in the wetland and new connection to
the City pond will remove nutrients and improve the quality of water flowing to Steiger Lake.
Construction began in 2012 and will continue into 2013.
Langdon‐Saunders Rain Garden Initiative: Four curb‐cut raingardens were constructed and
planted in the South Saunders Neighborhood in the fall of 2012 to help reduce stormwater
runoff volumes. District staff will perform maintenance through 2015, at which point the
homeowners will take over responsibility per executed agreements.
Lake Minnetonka Shoreline Stabilization Demonstration Sites: Excelsior, Mound, Orono and
Tonka Bay: Shoreline restoration and stabilization projects were completed at various sites
around Lake Minnetonka in 2010. As part of the original construction base bid and contract, a
three year maintenance plan was included. Maintenance activities were completed in 2012 at
the four sites including spring prescribed burns to enhance the native vegetation and control the
intrusion of invasive species and autumn spot herbicide treatments of invasive species. The
shoreline sites will be inspected again in 2013 and maintenance will be conducted as needed.
Dutch Lake (DL‐3) Water Quality Project: Dutch Lake is located along the western boundary of
the Minnehaha Creek Watershed District and within the cities of Minnetrista and Mound. The
DL‐3 project was constructed in 2012 on the north side of Game Farm Road in Minnetrista. The
structure will serve to reduce the transport of dissolved and particulate phosphorus through the
system through use of an innovative iron filing filter. An effectiveness monitoring regime has
been implemented to track the success of the system. Three years of vegetation maintenance
was also included in the project specifications and will be carried out through 2015.
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Minnehaha Falls Restoration Project: Minnehaha Falls is the outlet of the Minnehaha Creek
Watershed District. It is surrounded by a 30‐acre parcel with cultural, historical, recreational,
water resources and ecological significance. MCWD with partners designed and implemented
the stormwater management and ecological restoration for this entire site. In 2012, warranty
work for plant and re‐vegetation work at the falls continued.
Big Island Project: Additional two year vegetation establishment started in 2011 and will
continue through 2013. This project included debris removal, buckthorn removal, tree and shrub
planting and shoreline restoration of nearly 3,000 lineal feet. Shoreline restoration included
riprap with several types of bioengineering practices.
Methodist Hospital – Minnehaha Creek Re‐meander: The District partnered with Methodist
Hospital on the meandering of Minnehaha Creek. The project involved the restoration of a
stream meander to the existing straight‐line configuration of the creek, wetland vegetation
restoration, and construction of a boardwalk. The project will increase public access and provide
educational signage throughout the site.
Methodist Hospital has agreed to hire PRI to continue the vegetation maintenance throughout
2013. In the spring of 2013, PRI will install 1500 forbs plugs and reseed bare areas.
301 Rolling Hills Drive (Johnson) Wetland Restoration: This project included the conversion of
approximately 20 acres of crop and pasture land to prairie vegetation, restoration of three
wetlands, a vegetated treatment wetland basin, installation of a berm and control structure for
water level manipulation, and woodland plantings. The final contracted maintenance was a
prescribed burn which took place in the spring of 2012. In 2013, a new contract will be
developed for continued vegetation maintenance.
Reach 14 Restoration: Construction for reach 14 is now underway and will take place in two
phases. The winter phase is currently underway in early‐2013 and includes replacement of a
retaining wall near the 56th St bridge, as well as some tree removal and hauling of materials to
and from the participating sites via the frozen stream channel. The second phase, taking place
in the spring‐summer of 2013, will include invasive species management, minor bank grading,
and installation of plantings at the participating sites.
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6.0 Studies Underway or Completed in 2012
The MCWD’s WRMP identifies water quality projects to meet water quality goals identified in
the plan. The schedule and priority for each of these projects is listed in the plan. The process
by which MCWD implements these projects is first to initiate a feasibility level study of each
concept project. Several of these feasibility level studies have been completed or were
underway in 2012. These projects are listed here; some of the larger studies are described in
more detail below:
− Six Mile Creek Feasibility Study
− Second Generation Geomorphic Stream Assessments
− Lake Nokomis Biomanipulation (3rd year of a 4 year study)
− Sixth of six year Gleaon Lake curly‐leaf pondweed herbicide study
− A variety of AIS Studies discussed in Section 4.6 of this report
− USACE XP‐SWMM model evaluation
− Minnehaha Creek Volume Control Study
− Long Lake Creek Corridor Improvement Study
− Taft/Legion Improvement Project
− Reach 14 Streambank Improvement Project
− Six Mile Marsh Prairie Restoration
− Big Island Phase II Restoration
− The following micro‐catchment feasibility studies to identify stormwater
management BMPs are underway or were completed, locations of these
micro‐catchments are shown in the District’s Comprehensive Plan:
o Classen Lake Creek CLC‐2
o Dutch Lake DL‐7
o Lake Virginia LV‐5
o Long Lake Creek LLC‐8
o Painter Creek PC‐2, 6, 7
o Six Mile Creek SMC‐1
Six Mile Creek Diagnostic Study: The Six Mile Creek subwatershed, located to the southwest of
Lake Minnetonka, contains a series of interconnected lakes and streams that eventually drain
into Lake Minnetonka’s Halsted Bay. The Six Mile Creek Diagnostic Study will establish a baseline
condition of the health of lakes and streams within the subwatershed. This work will included:
• Lake response modeling which included benthic lake core samples quantify
nutrient cycling potential
• Fish and plant community surveys inform biological management
recommendations
• Use of XP‐SWMM hydrologic and hydraulic modeling to quantify changes in
land use and their effect on water quality
This information will be used to develop water quality improvement goals within the sub‐
watershed and identify projects, programs and initiatives that can be implemented to meet
these goals.
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•
•
•
•
•

Develop refined goals for water quality and phosphorus loads. Create a
prioritized list of projects to meet these new goals
Identify opportunities for reducing nutrients in lakes and streams
Identify opportunities for in‐lake restoration, such as carp management,
aquatic vegetation improvement and restoration of fisheries
Identify opportunities for long‐term protection of lakes and streams
Improve ecological integrity in the subwatershed for the next decade as the
area becomes increasingly developed

Stream Assessment Update and 1st Order Drainage Assessment: In 2004, the District undertook
assessments of Minnehaha Creek and the five primary upper watershed streams (Painter’s
Creek, Six Mile Creek, Gleason Creek, Long Lake Creek and Classen Creek). The major outputs of
this effort were two reports, one for Minnehaha Creek Stream Assessment and one for the
Upper Watershed Stream Assessment. These assessments included an inventory of stream and
streambank conditions and a biologic assessment of macroinvertebrate communities. In
addition, the Minnehaha Creek Stream Assessment included a geomorphologic assessment of
channel stability.
The completed Stream Assessment Update focused on the following three main components:
 Cursory field recon of the main stem (Minnehaha Creek) and resurvey of
unstable segments.
 Field recon of upper watershed streams to verify previous analysis and
resurvey unstable reaches as deemed necessary
 Identification of potential projects and development of a Priority Project
Database/Priority Project Ranking Matrix
In addition to providing updated information for those major streams that were assessed in
2004, this study examined ephemeral and perennial streams, primarily of 1st and 2nd order, but
including any currently unmapped stream. Knowledge of these smaller channels is critical for
identification of capital project opportunities and for implementation of the District’s recently
revised rules. This assessment included the following components:
 Desktop analysis to determine stream locations
 Ground Truthing Reconnaissance—field verification of desktop analysis.
Each 1st and 2nd Order stream was assessed for the following:
i. Bed and bank characteristics (Measure of bed and bank dimensions,
soils)
ii. Typical stream geomorphic features (Slope, channel stability, bank
stability)
iii. Channel incision and deposition patterns
iv. Valley characteristics
v. Channel stability
vi. Stream Visual Assessment Protocol – NRCS
 Ground recon of all first order channels
 Infrastructure Survey
In the 2004 Stream Assessment, the stream Family Biotic Index sampling indicated fairly poor to
very poor conditions for macroinvertebrates at 23 of 26 sites. The District will develop a
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statistically robust plan for future macroinvertebrate sampling and undertake a
macroinvertabrate resurvey of up to 26 sites in 2013.
XP‐SWMM Calibration and EPA‐SWMM Conversion: The District is currently working with the
Army Corps of Engineers to update and calibrate the XP‐SWMM model for the watershed and
convert the current model to EPA‐SWMM.
TMDLs in MCWD: In 2012, there were two TMDL studies underway by the MPCA within the
District. MCWD’s role in this process, as a local partner, is primarily to:
• Provide local knowledge and technical assistance, including water
quality monitoring data
• Serve as a liaison between the MPCA and local stakeholders
• Ensure consistency, where possible, with the District’s Comprehensive
Plan
Minnehaha Creek/Lake Hiawatha TMDL Study: The Linkage Analysis for the Minnehaha
Creek/Lake Hiawatha TMDL Study of excess bacteria, nutrients, and impaired fish community
was completed in 2012. The study evaluates the relationship between water quality data and
potential source areas and describes the logic used to develop TMDL targets and allocations.
The MPCA is seeking a site‐specific standard for this impairment, the TMDL report is expected to
be completed in May 2013.
Upper MCWD Lakes and Painter Creek TMDL Study: A large‐scale TMDL study including all lakes,
bays, and streams in the upper watershed added to the impairment list in 2008 or 2010 or
whose water quality monitoring data indicate they will be listed in the near future is underway.
The list of waters included was finalized, modeling is complete and the stakeholder process is
well underway. The TMDL report is expected to be completed in summer 2013.

7.0 Planning Activities Underway or Completed in 2012
The Minnehaha Creek Watershed District Planning Department is responsible for:
 The investigation and development of Capital Projects
 Overseeing implementation of the Comprehensive Water Resource Management Plan
o Includes revisions to the plan in the form of Plan Amendments
o Annual review, prioritization and distribution of the MCWD capital
improvement plan
o Development of budget, schedule and funding mechanisms for projects and
programs
 Developing capital project and programmatic partnerships
 TMDL coordination with local communities and MPCA
 Review of Local Water Management Plans and annual reports and holding annual
meetings with LGUs
 Identification of emerging issues and strategic solutions
 Intergovernmental coordination on projects and programs
 Coordination and operational support for Land Conservation, Regulatory, Education,
Water Quality, and Project Management Departments.
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Development of web content for capital projects, studies and planning initiatives
Management and maintenance of the MCWD GIS database
Completing special studies that will inform and guide programs, projects and the next
generation Comprehensive Plan (HHPLS, Stream Assessment, etc.)
Provided guidance and technical support for the development of Lake Associations and
Lake Management Plans.

The major 2012 activities included multiple Capital Projects, Minnehaha Creek Corridor
Initiative, Stream Assessment Update and 1st Order Drainage Assessment, Six Mile Creek
Diagnostic Study, Total Maximum Daily Load Studies, XP‐SWMM/EPA‐SWMMM Calibration and
Conversion, and annual LGU meetings.

8.0 Progress Toward Goals
The goals set forth in the MCWD NPDES Phase II permit and progress toward those goals is
presented in summary form in the table in Appendix 1. Progress in 2012 is discussed in more
detail in Section 4.

9.0 2012 SWPPP Recommendations
9.1 Water Resources Management Plan
Goals identified in the 2007 Water Resources Management Plan will be incorporated into the
SWPPP when it is updated. The scope for the plan update reflects a substantial revision and
focuses on several important elements summarized below:
•

•
•
•
•

•
•
•

The plan uses the hydrologic and hydraulic and nutrient export models to
demonstrate the direct relationship between land uses and increased pollutant
export into receiving waters.
Using PLOAD, the plan demonstrates the efficiency of outcome‐based regulation on
a major sub‐watershed basis to prevent degradation.
A framework of performance‐based plan elements, organized by major sub‐
watershed to achieve established and desired goals.
Plan is updated to meet the requirement of Minnesota Rules Section 8410 and MS
103.
A Capital Improvements Plan that addresses benefits and costs on a project life
cycle including operation, maintenance, the time value of money, cash flow and
organizational demands.
Goals that are supported by the MCWD Board, MCWD staff and the public; that are
focused on pollutant export reduction; and that are measurable and realistic.
Extensive public participation in goal development including plan review, a Citizens
Advisory Committee and a Technical Advisory Committee.
A stand‐alone plan for each of 11 sub‐watersheds and a summary plan for the entire
District that is available on the MCWD website.
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The plan shall be the single most important and influential component of water management in
Minnehaha Creek Watershed District and should be incorporated into the SWPPP.

9.2 Operations and Maintenance Manual, November 2000
The maintenance projects and programs identified in the MCWD Operations and Maintenance
Manual are up‐to‐date through 2000. However, additional projects completed after 2000 are
not included in the manual. An updated manual should be incorporated into the SWPPP in the
future. As part of the Operations and Maintenance manual update, a data management system
much like that constructed for the permit program is under consideration. The annual
Operations and Maintenance report is attached as Appendix 5.

9.3 Public Drainage System Policy
The District developed management policies and a long‐term action plan for the public drainage
systems, as recommended in the report entitled Ditch and Policy Considerations, January 2003.
The policies and action plan are included in the 2007 final draft WRMP.

9.4 Rule Revisions
All rule revisions recommended have been implemented as of 2012.
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10.0

MCWD Financial Summary

The Minnehaha Creek Watershed District is funded by an ad valorem tax based on property
values. The operating budget and tax levies are approved after public notice and hearing. The
2012 MCWD budget is summarized in below. A detailed budget is available for public review by
contacting the MCWD office.
2012 Revenue
2012 Tax Levy – Hennepin and Carver

$7,742,005

2012 Budget
Administration
Personnel ‐ Projects/Programs
Operations ‐ Projects/Programs
Planning
Land Conservation Program
Projects and Programs
Communications/Public Education

$176,867
$1,314,166
$446,718
$1,179,619
$3,385,523
$5,990,576
$400,450

Total 2012 Budget

$12,893,919

Administration
Personnel ‐
Projects/Programs
Operations ‐
Projects/Programs
Planning

3% 1%

10%
4%
9%

47%

Land Conservation
Program
Projects and Programs

26%

Communications/Public
Education

Figure 10.1. 2012 Budgeted Allocations
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11.0

Additional Information

The District maintains an office for staff and meetings. The office is located in Deephaven. The
address is given below:
Minnehaha Creek Watershed District Office
18202 Minnetonka Blvd.
Deephaven, MN 55391
Ph: 952‐471‐0590 Fax: 952‐471‐0682
Email: admin@minnehahacreek.org
www.minnehahacreek.org

The Board of Managers and staff contacts are included as Table 11.1.
Table 11.1. MCWD Board and Staff Contacts
MCWD Board of Managers
Jim Calkins
Brian Shekleton
Sherry Davis White
Richard Miller
Jeff Casale
Pamela Blixt
Bill Olson

County
Hennepin
Hennepin
Hennepin
Hennepin
Hennepin
Hennepin
Carver

Office Held
President
Vice President
Secretary
Treasurer
Manager
Manager
Manager

Term Expires
March 2013
March 2013
March 2015
March 2014
March 2015
March 2014
March 2013

MCWD Employed Staff
Eric Evenson
David Mandt
Chris Lizee
Debora Smith
Renae Clark
Tiffany Forner
James Wisker
Becky Houdek
Erik Cedarleaf Dahl
Michael Hayman
Steve Christopher
Catherine Bach
Joe Barten
Brandon Wisner
Meaghan Watson
Brett Eidem
Telly Mamayek
Trevor Born
Leslie Yetka
Mallory Anderson
Vacant
Yvette Christianson
Kelly Dooley
Zach Granata
Craig Dawson
Eric Fieldseth

Title
District Administrator
Director of Operations and Programs
Receptionist/ Clerical Support
Office Manager
Projects Manager
Natureal Resource Technician
Director of Planning, Project and Land Conservation
Planner Specialist
Planning Assistant/ GIS Specialist
Assistant Planner
Regulatory Program Manager
District Technician / Wetland Specialist
Cost Share Specialist
District Technician / Compliance Officer
District Representative
District Representative
Communications Manager
Communication Assistant
Education Manager
Education Specialist
Water Quality Specialist/NPDES Contact
Water Quality Specialist (Streams)
Water Quality Specialist (Lakes)
Water Quality Assistant
Aquatic Invasive Species Director
Aquatic Invasive Species Specialist

E‐mail Address
jcalkins@minnehahacreek.org
bshekleton@minnehahacreek.org
swhite@minnehahacreek.org
rmiller@minnehahacreek.org
JCasale@MinnesotaHomes.com
pblixt@minnehahacreek.org
bolson@minnehahacreek.org

email
eevenson@minnehahacreek.org
dmandt@minnehahacreek.org
clizee@minnehahacreek.org
dsmith@minnehahacreek.org
rclark@minnehahacreek.org
tforner@minnehahacreek org
jwisker@minnehahacreek.org
bhoudek@minnehahacreek org
edahl@minnehahacreek.org
mhayman@minnehahacreek.org
schristopher@minnehahacreek.org
cbach@minnehahacreek.org
jbarten@minnehahacreek.org
bwisner@minnehahacreek.org
mwatson@minnehahacreek.org
beidem@minnehahacreek.org
tmamayek@minnehahacreek.org
tborn@minnehahacreek.org
lyetka@minnehahacreek.org
manderson@minnehahacreek.org
ychristianson@minnehahacreek.org
kdooley@minnehahacreek.org
zgranata@minnehahacreek.org
cdawson@minnehahacreek.org
efieldseth@minnehahacreek.org
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The District also retains consultants for services. The District Engineer and District Counsel are
listed below:
District Engineer
Mike Panzer, PE, PG
Wenck Associates, Inc.
1800 Pioneer Creek Center
Maple Plain, Minnesota 55359
763‐479‐4207
mike.panzer@wenck.com

12.0

MCWD Counsel
Louis Smith
Chuck Holtman
Smith Partners, PLLP
123 North 3rd Street, Suite 808
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55401
612‐344‐1400
smith@smithpartners.com
holtman@smithpartners.com

Acronyms, Abbreviations and Definitions

Acronyms, abbreviations, and definitions for this report are shown below:
Table 12.1. Acronyms, Abbreviations, and Definitions
AIS
annual report
ASCE
BMP(s)
Board of Managers
BWSR
CAC
county ditch
Ditch Records

ditches
FEMA
GIS
HHPLS
judicial ditch
LID
MAWD
MCWD
MECA
MPCA
MS4s
NEMO

Aquatic invasive species
Yearly report required under NPDES Rules or Minnesota Statutes
Chapter 103D.351
American Society of Civil Engineers
Best Management Practices
Seven managers appointed to the MCWD Board under Minnesota
Statutes Chapter 103D.311
Minnesota Board of Soil and Water Resources
Citizens Advisory Committee
Drainage system established under Minnesota Statutes Chapter
103E, located in a single county
Available documents describing the location, construction,
easements and
benefited properties associated with a public drainage system
Drainage systems established under Minnesota Statutes Chapter
103E
Federal Emergency Management Agency
Geographic information system
Hydrologic, Hydraulic and Pollutant Load Study
Drainage system established under Minnesota Statutes Chapter
103E, located in more than one county
Low Impact Development
Minnesota Association of Watershed Districts
Minnehaha Creek Watershed District
Minnesota Erosion Control Association
Minnesota Pollution Control Agency
Municipal Separate Storm Sewer Systems
Non‐point Source Pollution Education for Municipal Official
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NPDES
NSF
O&M
Phase II MS4s
public drainage
system
Rule B
Rule D
Rule F
Rule N
SWPPP
TAC
US EPA
Watershed District
WCA
WRMP
XPSWMM

National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
National Science Foundation
Operations and Maintenance
MS4s regulated by NPDES Phase II Rules
Drainage system established under Minnesota Statutes Chapter
103E
MCWD Rule for Erosion Control
MCWD Rule for Wetland Protection
MCWD Rule for Shoreline and Stream bank Improvement
MCWD Rule for Storm water Management for Land Development
Projects
Storm Water Pollution Prevention Program
Technical Advisory Committee
United States Environmental Protection Agency
Special district established under Minnesota Statutes Chapter 103D
Wetland Conservation Act
Water Resources Management Plan
Proprietary version of the US EPA Storm and Waste Water
Management Model
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MS4 Annual Report for 2012
Municipal Separate Storm Sewer Systems (MS4s)
Reporting period January 1, 2012 to December 31, 2012
Due June 30, 2013
Doc Type: Permitting Annual Report

Instructions: By completing this mandatory MS4 Annual Report form, you are providing the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency
(MPCA) with a summary of your status of compliance with permit conditions, including an assessment of the appropriateness of your
identified best management practices (BMPs) and progress towards achieving your identified measurable goals for each of the
minimum control measures as required by the MS4 Permit. If a permittee determines that program status or compliance with the permit
can not be adequately reflected within the structure of this form additional explanation and/or information may be referenced in an
attachment. This form has significant limitations and provides only a snap shot of MS4 compliance with the conditions in the permit.
After reviewing the information, MPCA staff may need to contact the permittee to clarify or seek additional information.
Submittal: This MS4 Annual Report must be submitted electronically to the MPCA using the submit button at the end of the form,
from the person that is duly authorized to certify this form. All questions with an asterisk (*) are required fields (these fields also
have a red border), and must be completed before the form will send. A confirmation e-mail will be sent in response to electronic
submissions.
If you have further questions, please contact one of these MPCA staff members (toll-free 800-657-3864):
•
•
•
•
•

Scott Fox
Claudia Hochstein
Cole Landgraf
Dan Miller
Rachel Stangl

651-757-2368
651-757-2881
651-757-2880
651-757-2246
651-757-2879

scott.fox@state.mn.us
claudia.hochstein@state.mn.us
cole.landgraf@state.mn.us
daniel.miller@state.mn.us
rachel.stangl@state.mn.us

General Contact Information (*Required fields)
*Name of MS4: Minnehaha Creek Watershed District
*Mailing address:

*Contact name: Eric Evenson, Administrator

18202 Minnetonka Boulevard

*City: Deephaven

*State: MN

*Phone (including area code):

*Zip code: 55391

*E-mail: eevenson@minnehahacreek.org

952-471-0590

Minimum Control Measure 1: Public Education and Outreach [V.G.1] (*Required fields)
A.

The permit requires each permittee to implement a public education program to distribute educational materials to the
community or conduct equivalent outreach activities about the impacts of stormwater discharges on water bodies and steps
that the public can take to reduce pollutants in stormwater runoff. [Part V.G.1.a]
Note: Please indicate which of the following distribution methods you used. Indicate the number distributed in the spaces
provided (enter “0” if the method was not used or “NA” if the data does not exist):
Media type

Circulation/
Audience

Number of media

Number of times published

Example: Brochures:

3 different brochures

published 5 times

Brochures:

12 different factsheet/brochure 1

Varies

Newsletter:

Quarterly Newsletter

4

300

26 press releases, 341 stories

1

Varies

about 10,000

Posters:
Newspaper articles:
Utility bill inserts:
Radio ads:
Television ads:
Cable Access Channel:
Other: Boundary & Interpretive Signs

34 located around MCWD

Other: Social Media

Facebook, Twitter, YouTube

185

1,237++

Other: See Appendix 2 of Annual Rpt

Splash Listserve, etc.

46+

885
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651-296-6300

•

800-657-3864

•

many

TTY 651-282-5332 or 800-657-3864

•

Available in alternative formats
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B.

*Do you use a website as a tool to distribute stormwater educational materials?
What is the URL:

C.

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

www.minnehahacreek.org

If you answered yes in question B. above, do you track hits to the website?
How many hits were to the stormwater webpage: Approximately 75,000 visits annually

D.

*Did you hold stormwater related events, presentations to schools or other such activities?
If yes, please describe:

MCWD sponsors, coordinates, and/or participates in an extensive and wide variety of stormwater related events and activities, which are
fully listed in Appenidx 2 of the Annual Report.

E.

*Have specific messages been developed and distributed during this reporting year for Minimum Control Measure (MCM):
MCM 1:

Yes

No

MCM 4:

Yes

No

MCM 2:

Yes

No

MCM 5:

Yes

No

MCM 3:

Yes

No

MCM 6:

Yes

No

F.

*Have you developed partnerships with other MS4s, watershed districts, local or state governments,
educational institutions, etc., to assist you in fulfilling the requirements for MCM 1?

G.

List those entities with which you have partnered to meet the requirements of this MCM and
describe the nature of the agreement(s): (Attach a separate sheet if necessary.)

Yes

No

Metro Watershed Partners, The Children's Water Festival Planning Team, Minimal Design Standards, Stormwater Steering Committee,
Friends of Diamond Lake, and various cities within the MCWD limits including Minnetrista, Hopkins, St. Louis Park, and the Lynhurst and
Powderhorn Communities of Minneapolis.

H.

*Have you developed methods to assess the effectiveness of your public education/outreach
program?

Yes

No

If yes, please describe:
An annual report is prepared to document the quantity, quality, distribution and circulation of educational activities. Please see Appendix 2 in
the Annual Report. MCWD also prepared a communications plan in 2003, results are compared to goals therein.

Minimum Control Measure 2: Public Participation/Involvement [V.G.2] (*Required fields)
A.

*Did you hold a public meeting to present accomplishments and to discuss your Stormwater
Pollution Prevention Program (SWPPP)? [Part V.G.1.e]

Yes

No

If no, explain:

B.

What was the date of the public meeting (mm/dd/yyyy):

C.

How many citizens attended specifically for stormwater
(excluding board/council members and staff/hired consultants)?

D.

Was the public meeting a stand-alone meeting for stormwater or was it combined with some other
function (City Council meeting, other public event, etc.)?

Stand-alone
Combined

E.

*Each permittee must solicit and consider input from the public prior to submittal of the annual
report. Did you receive written and/or oral input on your SWPPP? [Part V.G.2.b.1-3]

Yes

No

F.

*Have you revised your SWPPP in response to written or oral comments received from the public
since the last annual reporting cycle? [Part V.G.2.c]

Yes

No

If yes, describe: (Attach a separate sheet if necessary.)
The SWPPP has not been revised, suggestions for SWPPP revisions are described in Section 9 of the Annual Report. Changes will be made
at the next permitting cycle. In the mean time, the District evaluates and updates activities annually to reflect an adaptive management
strategy.
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Minimum Control Measure 3: Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination [V.G.3] (*Required fields)
The permit requires permittees to develop, implement, and enforce a program to detect and eliminate illicit discharges as defined
in 40 CFR 122.26(b)(2). You must also select and implement a program of appropriate BMPs and measurable goals for this
minimum control measure.
A.

*Did you update your storm sewer system map?
If yes, please explain which components (ponds, pipes, outfalls, waterbodies, etc.) were
updated/added:

Yes

No

The District maintains a current stormwater map that was initially created in 2003. Stream surveys conducted in 2012 did not indicate that
changes were necessary.

Note: The storm sewer system map was to be completed by June 30, 2008. [Part V.G.3.a]
B.

*Have you modified the format in which the map is available?

C.

If yes, indicate the new format:
Hardcopy only
GIS system

CAD

Yes

No

Other system:

D.

*Did you inspect for illicit discharges during the reporting year?

Yes

No

E.

If you answered yes in question D above, did you identify any illicit discharges?

Yes

No

F.

If you answered yes in question E above, how many illicit discharges were detected during the
reporting period: None

G.

If you answered yes in question F above, did the illicit discharge result in an enforcement action?
If yes, what type of enforcement action(s) was taken (check all that apply):
Verbal warning
Notice of violation
Fines
Criminal action
Civil penalties
Other (describe):

Yes

No

Minimum Control Measure 4: Construction Site Stormwater Runoff [V.G.4] (*Required fields)
The permit requires that each permittee develop, implement, and enforce a program to reduce pollutants in any stormwater
runoff to your small MS4 from construction activities within your jurisdiction that result in a land disturbance of equal to or greater
than one acre, including the disturbance of less than one acre of total land area that is part of a larger common plan of
development or sale if the larger common plan will ultimately disturb one or more acres. [Part V.G.4.]
A.

The permit requires an erosion and sediment control ordinance or regulatory mechanism that must include sanctions to
ensure compliance and contains enforcement mechanisms [Part V.G.4.a]. Indicate which of the following enforcement
mechanisms are contained in your ordinance or regulatory mechanism and the number of actions taken for each
mechanism used during the reporting period (enter “0” if the method was not used or “NA” if the data does not exist).
Check all that apply.
Enforcement mechanism

B.
C.
D.
E.
F.

Number of actions

Verbal warnings

#

Notice of violation

#

Administrative orders

#

Stop-work orders

#

Fines

#

Forfeit of security of bond money

#

Withholding of certificate of occupancy

#

Criminal actions

#

Civil penalties

#

Other:

#

5
8

13
2
0
NA
0
0

*Have you developed written procedures for site inspections?
*Have you developed written procedures for site enforcement?
*Identify the number of active construction sites greater than an acre in your jurisdiction during
the reporting period year:

Yes
Yes

No
No

37

*On average, how frequently are construction sites inspected (e.g., weekly, monthly, etc.)?

monthly
*How many inspectors, at any time, did you have available to verify erosion and sediment control
7
compliance at construction sites during the reporting period:
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Minimum Control Measure 5: Post-construction Stormwater Management in New Development
and Redevelopment [V.G.5] (*Required fields)
The permit requires each permittee to develop, implement, and enforce a program to address stormwater runoff from new
development and redevelopment projects within your jurisdiction that disturb an area greater than or equal to one acre, including
projects less than one acre that are part of a larger common plan of development or sale that discharge into your small MS4. Your
program must ensure that controls are in place that would prevent or reduce water quality impacts. You must also select and
implement a program of appropriate BMPs and measurable goals for this minimum control measure.
Note: The MS4 permit requirements associated with this minimum control measure were required to be fully developed and
implemented by June 30, 2008.
A.

*Have you established design standards for stormwater treatment BMPs installed as a result of
post-construction requirements?

Yes

No

B.

No

C.

*Have you developed procedures for site plan review which incorporate consideration of water
Yes
quality impacts?
*How many projects have you reviewed during the reporting period to ensure adequate long-term
operation and maintenance of permanent stormwater treatment BMPs installed as a result of
520
post-construction requirements? [Part V.G.5.b.and Part V.G.5.c].

D.

*Do plan reviewers use a checklist when reviewing plans?

No

E.

*How are you funding the long-term operation and maintenance of your stormwater management
system? (Check all that apply)
Grants
Stormwater utility fee
Taxes
Other:

Yes

Minimum Control Measure 6: Pollution Prevention/Good Housekeeping for Municipal
Operations [V.G.6] (*Required fields)
The permit requires each MS4 to develop and implement an operation and maintenance program that includes a training
component and has the ultimate goal of preventing or reducing pollutant runoff from municipal operations. Your program must
include employee training to prevent and reduce stormwater pollution from activities, such as park and open space maintenance,
fleet and building maintenance, new construction and land disturbances, and stormwater system maintenance.
A.

*Indicate the total number of structural pollution control devices (for example-grit chambers, sumps,
floatable skimmers, etc.) within your MS4, the total number that were inspected during the
reporting period, and calculate the percent inspected. Enter “0” if your MS4 does not contain
structural pollution control devices or none were inspected. Enter “NA” if the data does not exist:
*Total number
*Structural pollution control devices:

*Number inspected

*Percentage

42

NA

NA

B.

*Did you repair, replace, or maintain any structural pollution control devices?

C.

*For each BMP below, indicate the total number within your MS4, how many of each BMP type
were inspected and the percent inspected during the reporting period. Enter “0” if your MS4
does not contain BMPs or none were inspected. Enter “NA” if the data does not exist:
Structure/Facility type

*Total number
NA

*Outfalls to receiving waters:
*Sediment basins/ponds:
*Total
D.
E.

*Number inspected
4

Yes

No

Yes

No

*Percentage
NA

NA

38

NA

NA

NA

NA

Of the BMPs inspected in C. above, did you include any privately owned BMPs in that number?
If yes in D. above, how many: 33

Section 7: Impaired Waters Review (*Required fields)
The permit requires any MS4 that discharges to a Water of the State, which appears on the current U. S. Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) approved list of impaired waters under Section 303(d) of the Clean Water Act, review whether changes to the
SWPPP may be warranted to reduce the impact of your discharge [Part IV.D].
A.

*Does your MS4 discharge to any waters listed as impaired on the state 303 (d) list?

Yes

No

B.

*Have you modified your SWPPP in response to an approved Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL)?

Yes

No

If yes, indicate for which TMDL:
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Section 8: Additional SWPPP Issues (*Required fields)
A.

*Did you make a change to any BMPs or measurable goals in your SWPPP since your last
report? [Part VI.D.3.]

B.

If yes, briefly list the BMPs or any measurable goals using their unique SWPPP identification
numbers that were modified in your SWPPP, and why they were modified: (Attach a separate
sheet if necessary.)

C.

*Did you rely on any other entities (MS4s, consultants, or contractors) to implement any portion
of your SWPPP? [Part VI.D.4.]

Yes

No

Yes

No

If yes, please identify them and list activities they assisted with:
An engineering consultant is retained when necessary for review of District permit applications. In addition, MCWD works cooperatively with
the municipal MS4s in it's boundaries to implement stormwater management.

Owner or Operator Certification (*Required fields)
The person with overall administrative responsibility for SWPPP implementation and Permit compliance must certify this MS4
Annual Report. This person must be duly authorized and should be either a principal executive (i.e., Director of Public Works, City
Administrator) or ranking elected official (i.e., Mayor, Township Supervisor).
*Yes - I certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were prepared under my direction or
supervision in accordance with a system designed to assure that qualified personnel properly gathered and evaluated the
information submitted. Based on my inquiry of the person or persons who manage the system, or those persons directly
responsible for gathering the information, the information submitted is, to the best of my knowledge and belief, true,
accurate, and complete (Minn. R. 7001.0070). I am aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false
information, including the possibility of fine and imprisonment (Minn. R. 7001.0540).
*Name of certifying official: Eric Evenson
*Title: District Administrator

*Date:
(mm/dd/yyyy)

Submit
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