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Priority Concerns Scoping Document

INTRODUCTION: Figure One
Isanti County is located in east central Minnesota
40 miles north of St. Paul, 100 miles southwest of
Duluth and 45 miles east of St. Cloud. Anoka| |
County on the south, Kanabec on the north, Mille i
Lacs and Sherburne on the west, and Chisago on | |-
the east, border it. Isanti County has a total area | % - - s
of 442 square miles (282,880 acres). Figure One e : -
shows the location of Cambridge, the county seat % 5 o
and the geographic location of the County in 3 rd
Minnesota. \?
IsantiCounty Demographics:

Population Trends — Population trends in

Isanti County have exceeded predicted growth 3

since the 2000 census. Figure Two data was

taken from the Minnesota State Census

Bureau's website at the following web address: I

http://server.admin.state.mn.us/resource.htm|?l L i1

d=7376.

Figure Two
E xtrapolated

COUNIi'_MCD AdJUsted 2002 2005 201 201 202 2026 2030
Isanti Isanti Countv 30817 33757 33730 35930 37930 39690 41160 42350
lsanti__|Athens township 2322 2333 2330 2430 2509 2575 2623 2657
Isanti Bradford township 3472, 3569 35/6) 3849 4109 4349 4552 4729
Isanti Braham city (part) 1283 1301 1299 1357] 1403 1441 1470 1479
Isanti Cambridge city 5520 5846 5334 6114 6333 6516 6656 6750
Isanti Cambridge township 2413 2477 2473 2628 2776 2910 3027 3126
Isanti Dalbo township 634 677 671 689 703 713 72( 727
Isanti Isanti city 2328 3793 3784 4272 4730 5143 5497 5794
Isanti Isanti township 2360 2445 2453 2652 2840 3012 3162, 329
Isanti Maple Ridge township 737 7772 771 814 8 884 911 931
Isanti North Branch township 1654 1685 1683 17571 1815 1864 1900 1925
Isanti Ox ford township 799 845 844 904 961 1015 1060 1099
Isanti Spencer Brook township 14K 1541 1539 1639 1735 1822 18H 1962
Isanti Springvale township 1384 1447, 1445 1542 1634 1718 1790 1852
Isanti Stanchfield township 1113 1150 1148 1179 1204 1223 1233 1239
Isanti Stanford township 2079 213§ 2135 2253 2364 2457 2523 2579
Isanti WVanett township 169 1743 1740 1852 1954 2055 2139 2210

While this data is extrapolated based on two middle values of four extrapolation methods,
the Isanti County Auditor has data based on actual land use. This data is given to the
State Census Bureau and the estimated 2003 population of Isanti County is 35,321,
which is already 1791 more than the predicted 2005 population. The 2005 predictions for
the City of Cambridge were exceeded in 2003 by 468, the City of Isanti by 377 and the
part of Braham residing in Isanti County by 96. This rapid growth has shown up as an
area of concern from almost all input sources for this document.
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Land Use- Land use in Isanti County from 1969, as Figure Three

shown in the last water plan update indicated over 70% [1santi County Land Use - percent

of the land in Isanti County is designated agriculture [woodiand 7
use (cultivated, pasture, and open). Information from [water | wetland 34
the Farm Services Agency in 2000 is shown in Figure [Cropland 3B
Three and indicates a shift from agriculture use to |Conservation Reserve Program 1
residential | commercial use. With the extensive |Pasture 3
development seen in the past five years, this number [Residential/ Com_mercial 17,
has likely changed. Current information will be Totall 100

available in the Comprehensive Local Water Management Plan update. The maJonty of
this development has occurred around the Cities of Cambridge and Isanti. The southern
third of Isanti County is close enough to commute to the metro area and for this reason,
along with the scenic landscape; new development is in high demand.

The majority of the lakes in Isanti County are small and sensitive. These lakes have a
special protection designation and have increased standards for development. The entire
corridor of the Rum River is designated the Rum River Scenic District.

LocalWater Resource Management Plan Information:

Responsibility — The Isanti Soil and Water Conservation District has been charged with
implementation of the Local Water Management Plan since its inception. The task force
consists of nine members including:

= James Jensen, Farmer

= Val Marty Anderson, Isanti County Township Officers Association
= LaVerne Kelling, City of Braham

= Al Baxter, Spencer Brook Township Officer

= Kurt Daudt, Isanti County Commissioner

= Clifford Edblad, Isanti SWCD Board Supervisor

e Clarence Manke, MN Pollution Control Agency

e Dennis Haubenschild, Farmer

< Richard Heilman, County Engineer.

This group meets twice a year to discuss budget and implementation strategies.

Original Water Plan- The original water plan was adopted in August of 1993. The first
update to the Plan was completed in 2000.

Expiration Date- Isanti County's current Local Water Plan expires December 31, 2005.

PRIORITY CONCERNS IDENTIFICATION:

The Isanti County Local Water Management planning process of addressing priorities has
included the following actions:

Public and InternalForums Held to Gather Input:

January 20, 2005: Letter sent to surrounding counties and SWCDs; and cities and
townships located within Isanti County; requesting a copy of existing plans and issues or
concerns that should be addressed in the plan update (Appendix item 1 - mailing list).
January 29, 2005: Information and an invitation to participate were presented at the
township annual meeting.
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e February 9, 2005: Survey and notification of public visioning session were distributed to
all households through the Isanti News, a local countywide newspaper. A copy of the
survey can be reviewed in Appendix item 2.

* February 16, 2005: Article in local newspaper (Star) inviting public to visioning session.

e February 16, 2005: A letter was sent to state and local government agencies (Appendix
item 3- mailing list) inviting them to hear about public input and provide agency input on
March 2.

* February 24, 2005: A public participation meeting | visioning session was conducted.

0 The public meeting was conducted in Cambridge, MN from 6:30-8:30 p.m.

o0 A facilitation process was used at this meeting to determine priorities and
desired outcomes. Thirty-six people attended the session, including
representation from Wyanett, Athens, Bradford, and Isanti township boards,
County land use staff, SWCD board supervisor, and state agency
representation from the DNR, Wildlife. Several lake association members were
also present.

* March 2, 2005: A meeting of the Task Force with a presentation of the findings from the
combined survey and the visioning session was given to interested state and local
government agencies. Discussion of agency priority concerns was accepted at the
meeting. Attendees included:

Mark DeMuth, Isanti Soil and Water Conservation District

Clifford Edblad, Isanti Soil and Water Conservation District, Board Supervisor
Tim Anderson, Isanti County Zoning

Dave Pauly, DNR Wildlife

Dennis Asmussen, DNR Central Region

Matt Drewitz, MDA

Val Anderson, Task Force Member

Brad Wozney, BWSR

O O0O0OO0O0OO0OO0OO0o

Respondents to the survey felt overall that wetlands are the most Figure Four
threatened resource in Isanti County (Figure Four). Lakes and
groundwater were second and third, with stream and rivers

Threatened Resources

] ; Wetlands 68

considered the least important. Lakes 47
. . I Groundwat

Through the survey and public meeting facilitation process, the Stizl;rr;s\lvla;\r/ers ;‘;’

respondents were asked what they considered the top four [\ ;ural Habitat 3

problems faced in Isanti County. Based on 190 responses to the [\yigiite 2
survey, concerns are documented in Figure Five. The largest| agiand 2
number of respondents lived in the Rum River Watershed (82%). [ open Spaces 2
This watershed covers the largest area of Isanti County, and we
would expect this representation. Snake River Watershed comprised 14% of the survey
respondents, with the rest unknown. All townships with the exception of Dalbo and Oxford
were represented, with Cambridge, Bradford, and Isanti showing the largest numbers.
Twenty three percent live on a lake.

Participants in the public meeting process mirrored the top four problems in Isanti County.
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Written comments received via survey and public visioning session:
Other issues the survey respondents felt should be addressed included:

Isanti
Local

Potential pollution from meth labs.

Tell people what they do to the animals-kill with pollutants.

Figure Five

It's already too late! Four top Problems inlsanti County

Lot sizes on rural building (too small). Devel

Poor enforcement of existing rules. evelopment Pressu.res . 121
Traffic and dusty roads Gr.o.undwat(.ar Contamination 66
Chemical dumping like mercury and atrazine. Failing Sept_'c Systems , 41
Stop cluster development in ag land. Lack of EnV|r.0nmentaI Edlljcatlon 48
Animal waste in creeks | wetlands. Natural Habitat Destruction 110
Prohibit Atrazine use. Contaminated Runoff 65
Too many houses on land. DeclininQ Water Clarity 48
Too much development on wetlands. Erosion _ 29
Overdose of chemicals and salt on roads in | Over Application of Fertilizers 53
winter. Stormwater/DrainaQe ManaQement 49
Septic tanks need to be regulated Lack of Regulations 39
Over development on lakes. Other: SeptaQe DumpinQ 2
Check septic systems. Other: Lack of Planning 2
Stop overuse of lakes. Other: Destrovino Wetlands 1
Growing to the east-no real overall plan. Other: Lack of Enforcement 1
Not to use nitrate fertilizer. Other: Too Much Government 11
Alternatives to mound systems. Other: Miscellaneous 11

Rum River polluted.
Dumping of septic waste on farmland.

Well testing should be made easy to obtain and process.

| think if the growth and development of Isanti County is strongly limited this will eliminate
a number of problems.

There should be a moratorium on building on and near lakes, streams, rivers, wetlands,
and where there is any question about possible groundwater contamination — until the
water management plan has been completed. Progress can come afterwards.

Lake Francis has high algae and erosion problems.

Farmland being taken out and developed with houses.

Frogs and wild animals are threatened from farm pesticides.

Our biggest problem pertaining to local water management is development and OVER
development of our county.

| would like to see sewer and water installed around Paul's Lake.

The MN DNR can't be believed and has no credibility.

Lack of infrastructure to support the development- moving in too many people with lack
of schools and roads.

Over regulation, excess government involvement.

DNR not enforcing waterfowl regulations on Lake Marget.

Our well water has higher and higher levels of contaminates every time | have it checked.
Man-made fertilizer contamination and meth lab refuse.

In 30 years we will be wall-to-wall houses.

Do not give in to builders and Cambridge City Council, which is only interested in tax
dollars, not the aesthetics of Cambridge and the close by lakes.

Enforcing regulations on destruction of lakeshore would help.

County
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* Our shallow lakes should not be drainage ponds for new developments. Make developers
responsible for maintaining holding ponds by establishing funds.

* People from the city moving into housing developments should stay in city and we would
not have developments.

» Watershed issues and increased development.

* Wetlands have been removed for homes on lakeshore.

* We need information about what kind of fertilizer to use.

* Reclaiming Francis and Long Lake is important to this county.

* We need better lakeshore management and return to more natural state.

e Four-wheeler | ATV problems seem to be unregulated.

« Stop filling wetlands, stop allowing people to build close to wetlands, stop 4-wheelers from
destroying wetlands. PROTECT- PROTECT- PROTECT

« Residential housing in our ag districts is ruining wildlife habitat and concentrating them in
smaller and smaller areas where they are threatened by disease and predation, pollution,
and breeding habitat.

¢ Overall development is impacting wildlife populations. Where is the ducks?

e There should be tax credits for leaving natural habitat, swamps, ponds, upland areas
untouched. Also for shoreline erosion stopping systems such as rock, retaining wall, etc.

* Need restrictions on building on areas that are or could contaminate aquifer — Anoka
Sandplain area?

e Septic systems are a huge issue.

« Personal watercraft coming too close to docks.

« Increased weed growth with development.

< Additional development restrictions should be placed on lakeshores.

* Mud bottom lake stirred up by too many big boats and bigger, faster jet skis.

» Lack of trails in new home developments for walking | jogging, but keeping as much of the
natural habitat as possible.

 Too much government interfearness (sic.) in ones life.

* Farmland being taken out and developed with houses.

» Limit development within so many miles of lake (over development on lakes).

e Check septic systems.

e Stop overuse of lakes.

¢ Less houses - less regulation —no tree huggers! Just common sense.

< | think some education of the importance of natural vegetation is warranted.

« Development of land with improper plans to save Green spaces.

- Cities, townships and counties have to have planning sessions together to make sure of
good communications- plan, vision and set goals for future.

« Water treatments and stormwater drainage is important to keep our groundwater and our
waterways clean.

« Airand smog from over-development.

« Developers and local officials are ignoring the high water tables and natural water draining
patterns.

< Need to put a cap on development!! There isn't going to be any NATURAL wetlands left
in a few years. County needs to have stiffer regulations and stand their ground.

* Too many motorized vehicles (ATV, snowmobiles, trucks) etc on public lands.

e Lack of planning. Public apathy.

« Disrupting the filtering system.

« Need to develop green or wildlife corridor in the county.

« Present zoning density (2140 acre) in ag district must be preserved.

Isanti County Revised 03/18/05
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Wetland preservation and buffer strips should protect rivers, swamps and lakes where
possible. Housing should not encroach on rivers and wetlands.

We are changing our natural watersheds with development.

Building residential —in city — "ponds" to catch run off makes mosquito breed sanctuaries.
West Nile and attractive nuisance to young kids — is this a liability to Cambridge City?
Litigation problems may occur.

DNR regulations too strict regarding lake shore improvement.

Isanti County does not need another bridge crossing the Rum River. It will only cause
excess development and natural habitat destruction.

Stop housing development -leave land for farming.

Erosion of soil on the bank of the Rum River.

Lack of landowner rights.

Unproper septic dumping on fields.

Roads over congestion, land education- sandy.

Too much government interference on private land use.

Need more officials to clean up meth houses in our county, along with tougher sentences.
Rights of landowners | DNR too invasive.

| would hope the County would take a more pro-active approach to the correction of failing
septics by requiring reqular inspections of everv system in the county and the replacement
when necessary-not just at the time of property sale.

We need better lakeshore management and return to more natural state...etc.

Very important to protect our water, lakes, fish, etc.

Septic laws change from year-tO-year thereby making "low interest" loans and upgrades
too much of an economic hardship.

Have concern of meth labs contaminating groundwater, lakes and streams.

Need cities to cooperate with townships, county and lake associations.

Issues identified in the public input meeting of February 24, 2005 include:
Development Pressures:

Isanti

Slow down developers through impact fees for new houses and forced set-aside of open
areas.

Milfoil management on lakes and streams.

Flooding due to improper water flow in regional creeks due to beavers, fallen trees, etc
ISTS failing with no enforcement or knowledge of contamination.

Rapid growth and development within cities and in outlying areas — rapid lakeshore
development.

Dumping of septic waste on farm fields.

Green space areas assigned to specific land in the county — protect underdeveloped
areas.

Limit development to open land (farms).

ID the areas we protect-wetlands, wooded land.

Protect Sensitive areas.

Less parcelization- PUD.

Clean ditches and creeks of overgrown brush and foliage.

Clean lowland of brush and foliage.

Would like to see a long range plan with development starting with the cities and moving
out.

Slow down development until a better plan put in place.

Develop around urban areas (you can allow outer rural areas to sell development rights to
inner areas).

County Revised 03/18105
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Open spaces that can be used as recreational areas by the public.

Open spaces that preserve wildlife areas.

Preserve wetlands, more green areas, natural habitat.

Check into cost of community (group septic system)/

Safeguard lakes | rivers (water clarity issue).

Check erosion | be sensitive to lakes | rivers.

Surface water runoff from development projects — controlled within development.

Natural Habitat Destruction:

Wildlife programs, reclaiming pond's to give more open water for ducks, geese, etc.

The last 30 years most of our potholes are growing shut, with cattails leaving no nesting
areas with water, forcing our migratory birds to nest elsewhere.

Set aside more areas.

Make it harder to fill in wetlands.

More regulations.

Save green spaces.

Require developers and individuals to leave green corridors (buffers) around lakes |
streams | wetlands. No mowing down to water.

Fine people (snowmobilers, 4-wheelers, etc.) for polluting the landscape and put up signs
warning them. $750

Lower the amount of wetland filling allowed.

Grants available for buffers.

Return lands back to wetland.

Be more restrictive on filling wetlands.

Monitor lakeshore clearing of vegetation.

Groundwater Contamination:

Failing septic tanks.

Little information (public decoration on Cambridge City wells high in radium) but no report
onit.

No control of well water.

Program to seal abandoned wells with colloidal clay rather than cement.

Systematic well testing program, based on benchmark studies.

Education of adult public on groundwater concerns via: 1) media 2) public forums.
Grouting (cap) abandoned wells, preferably with colloidal bentonite, after removal of metal
pipe.

Promote cluster septic systems and cluster wells in new developments.

Bring leaky septic systems up to state standard (70-80).

Inspect non-compliant septic systems.

Inspect all septic systems periodically.

Enforcement of existing regulations of controlled | illegal substances that can contaminate
groundwater.

Stakeholder Issues:
DEVELOPMENT PRESSURES

Consult MN PCA to consider how to plan for developments contemplated in or near impaired
waters. (Environmental Quality Board)

High quality natural areas need to be better recognized as a factor that shapes development.
(Jamie Schurbon)

Standardized ordinances that strictly regulate erosion control standards and stormwater
management in developing areas. (Isanti County Environmental Coalition)
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* Inventory and assessment of the lakeshed to identify key areas that are essential for
management of nutrient and sediment loading to the Quad Lakes. (Isanti County
Environmental Coalition)

* Insufficient controls will result in increased runoff volume and degraded water quality of runoff
to Isanti County priority lakes and rivers. (MN BWSR)

e The cumulative effects of development on the Skogman-Fannie-Eims-Fiorence Chain of
Lakes. (MN BWSR)

* Too much red tape when townships want to upgrade their roads in wetland areas. (Bradford
Township)

e Establish a system to work with developers to ensure that natural resources considerations
are addressed. (Anoka Conservation District)

e Urbanization of lakes in proximity to city. (Isanti County Zoning)

» Utilize "Greenways" language for development ordinances. (Isanti County Zoning)

» Stormwater management in urban or developing areas for transportation facilities. (MN PCA
— Assistant Commissioner)

NATURAL HABITAT DESTRUCTION

* Add setback or buffer requirements for development near wetlands. (Jamie Schurbon)

e Protect Rum River Scenic District through Ordinance. (Jamie Schurbon)

e Inventory natural communities and sensitive lands. (Jamie Schurbon)

e Purchase or acquire easements on the most sensitive lands. (Jamie Schurbon)

» Acquire easements or other conservation measures during the development process on or
near sensitive lands and waterways. (Jamie Schurbon)

* Require developers to shape the development around valuable natural features, and give
them the freedoms to do this creatively in a way that will have minimal financial impacts.
(Jamie Schurbon)

e Ensure that local technical and financial assistance is available to help lakeshore and stream
bank owners correct erosion and create buffers for water quality. (Jamie Schurbon)

« Develop a coordinated approach with the cities and count comp plan to identify and designate
conservation corridors. (Isanti County Environmental Coalition)

« Work with interest groups in obtaining conservation easements or other methods that protect
the lands. (Isanti County Environmental Coalition)

e Protection of the Rum River floodplain. (MN BWSR)

« More cooperation from the DNR in blowing out beaver dams. (Bradford Township)

* Require conservation easements, buffers, or other protective measures for sensitive areas
during the development process. (Anoka Conservation District)

e Create a comprehensive map of high quality and sensitive natural areas. (Anoka
Conservation District)

* Include endangered species and native plant communities in water management plan. (MN
DNR- Natural Heritage and Nongame Research)

e Minimize storm water discharges from developed and developing areas. (MN DNR -—
Regional Director)

e Protect scenic and ecological values of basin lakes and streams. (MN DNR - Regional
Director)

« Promote local learning about watershed values and issues. (MN DNR- Regional Director)

e Survey restorable wetlands. (March 2, 2005 Agency Meeting Comment)

e Eliminate 400 square feet wetland filling exemption in shoreland areas. (March 2, 2005
Agency Meeting Comment)

e Work with Isanti Parks and Trails on development of a wildlife corridor. (March 2, 2005
Agency Meeting Comment)
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GROUNDWATER

Reduce risk of ground water contamination associated with developments in sensitive areas.
(Environmental Quality Board)

Consult MN DNR to consider how to plan for significant water using developments.
(Environmental Quality Board)

Continue requirement for point of sale septic system inspections. (Jamie Schurbon)

Implement educational efforts to ensure proper maintenance. (Jamie Schurbon)

More nitrate testing and more monitoring of ground water quality. Septic system compliance
checks and | or a countywide policy to address septic system compliance. (Isanti County
Environmental Coalition)(MDA)

Implementation of agricultural BMPs. (Isanti County Environmental Coalition)

Arsenic screening. (Isanti County Environmental Coalition)

Update of the ASP hydrogeologic atlas (1993) through countywide preparation of a geologic
atlas. (Isanti County Environmental Coalition)

Failing | inadequate septic systems. (Bradford Township)

Protect groundwater resources. (MN DNR- Regional Director)

Work to minimize wells in areas known to be in a high radium aquifer. (MDH- Sourcewater
Protection Unit)

Recognize who are the public water suppliers in the County and support their needs when
they are developing or implementing Wellhead Protection or Inner Well Management Zone.
(MDH- Sourcewater Protection Unit)

IMPAIRED WATERS

Monitoring, coordination with MN PCA and Chisago County, identify sources of pollution and
development of remediation plans. (Isanti County Environmental Coalition)(MN PCA —
Assistant Commissioner)

Implement practices and projects resulting from the Total Maximum Daily Load study on the
North Branch of the Sunrise River. (Chisago SWCD)

Work with Chisago County in closer coordination of the Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL)
project on the North Branch of the Sunrise River. (Chisago County Water Resources
Manager)

Isanti County Water Plan should position the county to leverage funds and avoid economic
sanctions associated with the North Branch of the Sunrise River. (MN BWSR)

Schedule TMDL studies into the implementation plan of your new Water Resources
Management Plan. (Anoka Conservation District)(MN PCA- Assistant Commissioner)
Allocate resources to implement corrective actions on streams and rivers where TMDL
studies are ongoing or already completed. (Anoka Conservation District)

Establish a water quality-monitoring program. (Anoka Conservation District)

Basin monitoring for Water Quality and Quantity (MN DNR- Regional Director)

Improve nutrient management and other water quality parameters (phosphorus, nitrogen,
turbidity, dissolved oxygen, and bacteria levels). (MN DNR- Regional Director)

Twenty percent reduction in the total annual phosphorus loading from the tributaries of the St.
Croix River Basin to Lake St. Croix. (MN PCA- Assistant Commissioner)

MANAGEMENT ISSUES

A water plan coordinator position in Isanti County is necessary to track and implement county
actions. (Isanti County Environmental Coalition)

Revive the five county PICKM Water Quality Team to renew good coordination efforts and
projects that the counties have accomplished together over the years. (Chisago County
Water Resources Manager)
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e Link water plan with comprehensive plan. (Environmental Quality Board)(lsanti County
Zoning)

* Implementation of water management plan goals — historically water management plan funds
have been used for good projects in Isanti County but not for implementing the water plan
goals. (MN BWSR)

PRIORITY CONCERN SELECTION:

The following priority concerns were chosen after careful scrutiny of the input from the 190
surveys, 36 community members that attended the visioning session, the agency officials
that attended the follow-up meeting, and the written comments submitted by stakeholders.
They are in no particular order of importance. While most submitted comments have true
merit, the Isanti County Local Water Management Plan Task Force realizes only a number of
them can be effectively implemented in the next five years. A strong focus on education will
be incorporated into all aspects of this plan. Isanti County intends to work closely with
adjoining counties on projects-in-common.

I. DEVELOPMENT OF TMDLS FOR IMPAIRED WATERS IN ISANTI COUNTY IS A PRIORITY.

e Address all impaired waters in Isanti County and establish a system of working with MN
PCA to develop remediation plans. Establish funding source for implementation of plan.

e Prioritize impaired waters in need of TMDL studies for action as time and funding become
available.

e Partner with Chisago County in the development of TMDL studies and implementation on
the North Branch of the Sunrise River.

e Work cooperatively with Anoka County on the Typo Lake TMDL study.

1/. THE CUMULATIVE EFFECTS OF DEVELOPMENT ON THE WATERS (SURFACE AND
GROUNDWATER) IN ISANTI COUNTY IS A PRIORITY CONCERN.

e A water plan coordinator position in Isanti County is necessary to track and implement
county actions.

e Participate with Isanti County Zoning in promoting current protective ordinances and
creating new ordinances regulating erosion control standards and stormwater
management in developing areas.

e Develop a coordinated approach with the cities and county comprehensive plan to identify
and designate conservation corridors.

e Review all land use ordinances in Isanti County (cities, township, county) for resource
protection capabilities. Include enforcement issues.

* Bring project NEMO (non point education for municipal officers) to Isanti County. Become
active in MECA (Minnesota Erosion Control Association) to learn of new opportunities and
available assistance to the community.

e Develop education program regarding the Anoka Sand Plain in the JOBZones area for
commercial | industrial development. Focus on potential impacts to groundwater from
land use. Explore feasibility of common well requirements.

e Assist communities in Wellhead Protection and Inner Wellhead Management Zone
Planning.

e Map areas of potential high radium concentration and work to minimize new wells in the
aquifer containing radon.
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11/ PROTECTION AND RESTORATION OF NATURAL HABITAT IS A PRIORITY IN THE COUNTY.

e Establish a system to work with developers to ensure that natural resources
considerations are addressed at sketch phase of planning. Work with Isanti County to
require conservation easements or other protective measures for sensitive areas during
the development process.

e Rum River Scenic District: support stricter standards for mitigation within the entire
floodplain.

e Inventory wetlands, both drained and existing, and prioritize for restoration/protection.
Pursue conservation easements in shoreland and riparian areas, ground water recharge
areas, and wetland complexes.

e Provide education and incentive to lakeshore | river owners to retain or restore existing
native vegetation and plan emergent vegetation as techniques for reducing shoreline
erosion.

e Promote BMPs and provide incentives for buffers in agriculture areas to decrease
phosphorus load to the Rum River and area lakes.

IV.QUALITY AND QUANTITY OF THE WATERS IN ISANTI COUNTY IS A PRIORITY.

e Support long-term basin monitoring program for lakes, river, streams and groundwater.
e Revive the PICKM Water Quality Team.

e Empower lakeshore property owners with information on formation of lake associations,
lake improvement districts, and lake management planning. Provide liaison and technical
assistance and help facilitate grant resources for water quality improvement projects.

e Work with existing lake associations on the formation of a countywide coalition of lakes
associations.

PRIORITY CONCERNS NOT ADDRESSED BY THE PLAN:

Issues of beaver dams and roads through wetlands have their own regulatory process, as do
traffic, dusty roads, snowmobiles and four-wheelers. The potential for animal waste in creeks
and wetlands exists, however MN PCA regulates feedlot and pasture use. Methanphetamine
labs are a growing problem. Education to property owners on what to look for and who to
report to should be made available by the county sheriffs department. Most development
issues are of a regulatory nature and Isanti County Zoning has authority over it. Isanti County
Local Water Management Plan is a supportive document to their efforts and should be
included in the county comprehensive plan when it is updated.

ISANTI COUNTY LOCAL WATER MANAGEMENT PLAN ONGOING ACTION ITEMS

While this document addresses the Priority Concerns to be implemented from 2006 to 2011,
the task force has ongoing implementation strategies that are continued on an annual basis.
Some of these activities include:

o Sixth grade field day has been partially funded by the water plan and hosted by
University of Minnesota Extension Services. With budget cuts, this program is in
guestion. The LWMP Task Force would like to continue this worthy program,

0 Hazardous waste pick-up day will continue to be partially funded by LWMP dollars.

o Bi-annual newsletters will continue with education regarding priority issues, cost-share
programs available, and DNR information.
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0 The SWCD will continue the "no-till drill" program — assisting farmers in conservation
minded planting practices.

o Funding will be contributed to the household water-testing program for nitrates in
groundwater.

0 Assist lake associations in educational mailings.

Implementation of the Priority Concerns in the Isanti County Local Water Management Plan
is dependent on several variables. The county needs to rnake water planning a priority and
appoint a water management coordinator, the state must fund LWMP at its previous level,
and the water management coordinator must pursue other grants and work with adjoining
counties on Total Maximum Daily Load allocation grants that are available through the state
funding for impaired waters.
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Appropriation Permit Index Notes

MN-DNR Water Appropriation permits are required for withdrawals
greater than 10,000 gallons per day or one million gallons per year.

The permit index shows each installation of all active permits.

Use, agricultural acreage, permitted pumping rate (in gallons per minute) and
permitted volume (in millions of gallons per year) are repeated for each installation,
but pertain to the permit as a whole.

Blank values mean no reported pumping or no report.

Eight digit permit numbers (issued starting July 1999) are truncated to six digits for compatibili!l/.
example: 2000-1234 is shown as 001234

Appendix Il - Page 1



Water Appropriation Permit Index Key

Minnesota DNR Water Appropriation permits are required for withdrawals greater than 10,000 gallons per

day or one million gallons per year.

Use Codes

WATERWORKS
211. Municipal
212. Private waterworks
(trailer courts, small housing units)
213. Commercial and Institutional
(business, industry, hospital)
214. Cooperative waterworks
215. Fire protection
216. Campgrounds, waysides, highway rest areas
217. Rural Water Districts
219. Waterworks

POWER GENERATION

221. Hydro power

222. Steam power cooling-once through
223. Steam power cooling-wet tower
224. Steam power cooling-ponds

225. Steam power-other than cooling
226. Nuclear power plant

229. Power generation

AIR CONDITIONING

231. Commercial building AJC
232. Institutions (school, hospital)
233. Heat pumps

234. Coolant pumps

235. District heating/cooling

239. Once-through heating or AIC
238. Air conditioning

INDUSTRIAL

241. Agricultural processing (food & livestock)

242. Pulp and paper processing

243. Mine processing (not sand & gravel washing)
244, Sand and gravel washing

245. Industrial process cooling once-through

246. Petroleum-chemical processing, ethanol

247. Metal processing

248. Non-metallic processing (rubber, plastic, glass)
249. Industrial processing

TEMPORARY (12 months or less)
251. Construction (non-dewatering)
252. Construction (dewatering)

253. Pipeline & tank testing

254. Landscape watering

255. Pollution containment

256. Water level maintenance

257. Livestock waste treatment

258. Temporary agricultural irrigation
259. Temporary

WATER LEVEL MAINTENANCE

261. Basin (lake) level

262. Mine dewatering

263. Quanry dewatering

264. Sand/gravel pit dewatering

265. Tile drainage and pumped sumps
266. Dewatering

269. Water level maintenance

SPECIAL CATEGORIES
271. Pollution containment

272. Aquaculture (hatcheries, fisheries)

273. Snow/lce making

274. Peat fire control

275. Livestock watering

276. Pipeline and tank testing
277. Sewage treatment

279. Special categories

NON-CROP IRRIGATION
281. Golf course
282. Cemetery

283. Landscaping/athletic fields

284. Sod farm

285. Nursery

286. Orchard

289. Non-crop irrigation

MAJOR CROP IRRIGATION
290. Major crop irrigation
296. Wild rice irrigation

*i

ndicates Multi-Use Pennits

Resource Codes

1 - Ground Water

2- Lake

3 - Stream/River

4- Ditch

5 - Dug PiUHolding Pond
6 - Quarry/Mine/Gravel Pit
7-Wetland

Status Codes
1- Active

2- Standby

3- Abandoned
4-Terminated

Fee Codes
E - Exempt from Fees
N - Non-Profit

Countv Codes

1 Aitkin 30 Isanti 59 Pipestone
2 Anoka 31 ltasca 60 Polk

3  Becker 32 Jackson 61 Pope

4 Beltrami 33 Kanabec 62 Ramsey
5 Benton 34 Kandiyohi 63 Red Lake
6  Big Stone 35 Kittson 64 Redwood
7 Blue arth 36 Koochiching 65 Renville
8 Brown 37 Lac QuiParle 66 Rice

9 Carlton 38 Lake 67 Rock

10 Carver 39 lake of theWoods 68 Roseau
11 Cass 40 LeSueur 69 St. Louis
12 Chippewa 41 Lincoln 70 Scott

13 Chisago 42 Lyon 71 Sherburne
14 Clay 43 McLeod 72  Sibley

15 Clearwater 44 Mahnomen 73 Stearns
16 Cook 45  Marshall 74  Steele
17 Cottonwood 46 Martin 75 Stevens
18 CrowWing 47 Meeker 76  Swift

19 Dakota 48 Mille lacs 77 Todd

20 Dodge 49  Morrison 78 Traverse
21 Douglas 50 Mower 79 Wabasha
22  Faribault 51 Murray 80 Wadena
23  Fillmore 52  Nicollet 81 Waseca

24 Freeborn 53 Nobles
25 Goodhue 54  Norman

26 Grant 55 Olmsted
27 Hennepin 56 Otter Tail
28 Houston 57 Pennington

29 Hubbard 58 Pine

82 Washington

83 Watonwan

84 Wilkin

85 Winona

86 Wright

87 Yellow Medicine
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DNR Water Appropriation Permits Active Permits -By County & Location 6/23/2005

Isanti County Water Well Resource --~- Permitted ---- - - Reported Pumping MG - -
Permit# Inst Permittee Use COTWF anq Sec QQQQshed Unique Code/Name Acres GPM MGIY 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 Stal
033165 - 1 PANKAN, ROBEFT 290 5 BBD 21 604698 1 CFIG 43 400 1.4 2.5 5.8 51 1
983009 - 1 PANKAN, ROBERT 290 30 34 22 6 AS 21 5 100 550 28.5
773524-1 BJORKLUNO,CRAIG 290 30 34 23 6 CCA 21 251499 1 145 1,000 42.0 8.3 10.1 1.9 11.8 8.0
833054 - 1 GILBRAITH, STEVE 290 30 34 23 7 80 21 1 QWTA 32 250 7.2
753245-1 JCBPROPERTIESLLC 212 30 34 23 8 ABCB 21 219427 1 QWTA 150 13.0 7.4 7.0 6.8 7.0 6.9
893106-1 SPARKS, GEORGE 290 30 34 23 8 ACCB 21 214506 1 CIGL 115 500 19.0 5.0 5.5 4.1 44 35
853048-1 SPARKS, TONY 290 30 34 23 8 BCD 21 197313 1 CFRNCIGL 45 400 11.2 2.4 4.8 2.4 4.2 3.3
863106- 1 LEE, PATRICK WAYNE 290 30 34 24 11 DAC 21 421028 1 CFIG 100 650 20.0 24.3 11.1 7.1 17.1 10.4
600127-1 BALFANY,RONALDANDLEONA 290 30 34 24 22 CCBB 21 256259 1 CFIG 175 600 49.8 150 2
600127-2 BALFANY,RONALDANDLEONA 290 30 34 24 22 CDAA 21 256260 1 QBAA 175 600 49.8 28.1 28.8 16.6
600127 - 3 BALFANY,RONALD AND LEONA 290 30 34 24 22 DCAA 21 256261 1 CIGE 175 600 49.8
893032 -1 MILLER, LLOYD 290 30 34 25 7 BOD 21 447763 1 85 500 23.0 25
510075 -1 STOECKEL,DALE AND JUANITA 290 30 34 25 8 AAC 21 255886 1 108 500 20.0
033166- 1 PANKAN, ROBERT 290 30 35 22 32 BBA 21 604697 1 CSLF 40 400 11.4 2.5 5.8 5.1
670122 -1 PINE VILLAGE MOBILE PARK 212 30 35 23 5 AC 21 1 150 15.0 3.9 3.0 2.2 2.2 3.1
670122-2 PINEVILLAGEMOBILEPARK 212 30 35 23 5 AC 21 1 150 15.0 3.7 3.0 2.2 4.2 3.1
670122-3 PINEVILLAGEMOBILEPARK 212 30 35 23 5 BDCD 21 456663 1 CMTS 150 15.0 5.0 4.0 4.1 4.0 3.0
893572- 1 LEE,PATRICK WAYNE 290 30 35 23 18 BAA 21 152674 1 CECRCMTS 160 1,200 43.0 36.3 17.6 15.4 18.3 17.2
013081 -1 CAMBRIDGE-ISANTISOCCER CLUB 283 30 35 23 19 DAB 21 647927 1 CIGL 18 100 115 5.7 2.5 4.5 6.1
023130-1 BAUERLYBROTHERSINC 248 30 35 23 20 BAD 37 641041 1 CIGL 50 2.0 1.4 1.5 1.8
943048-1 PATLOKDESIGNINC 281 30 35 23 21 CDD 21 551149 1 CFRN 350 15.0 4.2 3.6 1.3 1.7 1.6
763190 - 2 ISANTI,CITY OF 211 30 35 23 30 ADD 21 462969 1 CECRCMTS 1,300 137.0 24.3 36.2 42.3 88.5 89.3
763190-1 ISANTI,CITY OF 211 30 35 23 30 ADDC 21 114383 1 CIGLCMTS 1,300 137.0 57.7 48.1 51.7 34.3 438 1
923049- P-1 ISANTISITES TRUST 271 30 35 24 6 888 21 520042 1 QWTA 100 20.0 3
923049- P-1R  ISANTISITES TRUST 271 30 35 24 6 888 21 538100 1 QWTA 100 20.0 9.0 59 2.2 3
681083-1 VAVRA,RAYFAMILYTRUST 290 30 35 24 13 ABBB 21 214508 1 CORE 155 600 44.0 115 9.7 0.0 23.3 02 1
893064- 1 OLSON,ROBERTW 290 30 35 24 14 BCD 21 228375 1 CMTS 100 500 27.0 1
893573-1 LEE, PATRICK WAYNE 290 30 35 24 27 CBAD 21 421423 1 QWTA 120 300 39.0 13.3 10.6 1.3 73 1
903204- 1 WALLACE, MICHAELJ 290 30 35 24 34 ACB 21 424100 1 QWTA 60 200 17.1 1
680664-2 PURPLEHAWKCOUNTRYCLUB 281 30 36 23 9 AACD 21 1 40 958 30.0 9.6 6.1 5.3 8.4 18 1
003005 - 1 OEER MEADOWS GOLF COURSE INC 281 30 36 23 9 DBD 21 5 12 200 4.0 2.4 0.8 0.8 0.7 01 1
680664-1 PURPLEHAWKCOUNTRYCLUB 281 30 36 23 10 BCAC 21 217885 1 CMSH 40 958 30.0 15.5 10.9 6.5 17.2 81 1
620513-1 VAVRA,RAYFAMILYTRUST 290 30 36 23 23 BBDD 21 217864 1 CIGLCMTS 100 550 28.4 8.8 8.7 0.0 17.6 01 1
660149-4 CAMBRIDGE, CITY OF 211 30 36 23 28 CABO 21 462851 1 CMTSPMHN 1,300 300.0 94.8 126.4 128.7 137.0 1243 1
660149- 1 CAMBRIDGE, CITY OF 211 30 36 23 32 AACA 21 217867 1 CECRCMTS 1,300 300.0 154.7 116.3 113.7 158.8 1598 1
660149 - 3 CAMBRIDGE, CITY OF 211 30 36 23 32 ACBB 21 217868 1 PMHNPMFL 1,300 300.0 3
660149-2 CAMBRIDGE, CITY OF 211 30 36 23 32 BADA 21 219418 1 CECRPMHN 1,300 300.0 0.0 1
923160- 1 OPTAFOODINGREDIENTSINC 241 30 36 23 33 CBC 21 497376 1 CMTS 350 182.0 50.2 51.3 53.2 69.7 73.1
590167-1 SKOGMAN,DEANET 290 30 36 23 35 21 2 SKOGMANLAKE 80 500 13.0
773291-1 FLUTH,LESTER 290 30 36 24 28 BDAD 21 114488 1 CMTS 100 700 33.3
043112 -1 WOLCYN,THOMAS 285 30 36 24 30 ABB 21 658681 1 QBAA 50 2.0 0.2
)>043113 -1 WOLCYN,THOMAS 285 30 36 24 30 BBB 21 597334 1 QBAA 40 1.6 0.4
u 043113-2 WOLCYN,THOMAS 285 30 36 24 30 BBB 21 522228 1 QBAA 40 1.6 05
".]; 043113-3 WOLCYN,THOMAS 285 30 36 24 30 BBB 21 685682 1 QBAA 40 1.6
L 923049- p-2 ISANTISITES TRUST 271 30 36 24 31 CCC 21 520043 1 QWTA 100 20.0 19.8 18.9 155 14.6 11.0
;<"923049- P-3 ISANTISITES TRUST 271 30 36 24 31 CCC 21 520044 1 QWTA 100 20.0 9.8 6.3 13.8 12.8 9.5
=763324 - 1 GUNNINK, JOHN A 290 30 36 25 7 CA 21 2 GUNNIK LAKE 50 500 8.3
' 720156-1 TONN,DWIGHTC 290 30 36 25 20 ABC 21 442018 1 QBAA 110 500 32.0 0.3 0.6 15.6 30.2
;;\'003056- 1 SWENINGSON,ROGER 290 30 36 25 25 DBA 21 507104 1 220 600 42.0 15 15 2.8
<0 773609 - 1 WILHELM,LARRY K 290 30 36 25 28 BBCB 21 229538 1 QWTA 78 900 26.0
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DNR Water Appropriation Permits

Active Permits - By County & Location

6/23/2005

Isanti County Water Well Resource eeee Permitted —--¢ - - Reported Pumping MG - -

Permit # Inst  Permitiee Use COTwe Rng Sec QQ0Q0Qshed Unlgue Code/Name Acres GPM MG/Y 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 Sta
943188 - 1 PREMIER PRODU(:TSINC 245 30 37 23 2 CAD 21 1 14 3.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.2 12 1
753209 - 2 BRAHAM,CITY OF 211 30 37 23 2 CDBD 21 217883 1 CMTS 180 45.0 27.8 29.2 29.0 32.3 291 1
753209 - 3 BRAHAM,CITY OF 211 30 37 23 2 DC 21 1 180 45.0 0.0 0.1 0.2 1.4 38 1
043170 - 1 WHITNEY,DAVID 286 30 37 23 31 ACD 21 5 600 7.2

973135-1 WHITNEY, DAVID 286 30 37 23 31 CDA 21 5 8 185 3.2 1.6 1.2 1.5 2.1 14
833147- 1 ISANTIFOODS LLC 241 30 37 25 25 DCC 21 227085 1 CMTSPMFL 415 40.0 0.6 0.6 0.5 0.1 0.4
833147 - 2 ISANTIFOODS LLC 241 30 37 25 25 DCCC 21 161434 1 CMTSPMFL 415 40.0 44.4 32.6 49.0 71.0 27.9
)>
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Water&Soil
Resources
AARPAPARA,

April 2?7, 2012

Isanti County Commissioners

Isanti County Government Center
555.:1atl1 Ave SW MAY 0 7 2012
Cambridge, MN 55008

ISANTI COUNTY ZONING

Dear Isanti County Commissioners,

The Minnesota Board of Water and Soil Resources (BWSR) is pleased to inform you that it
approved the Five Year Amendment of the Isanti County Comprehensive Local Water
Management Plan at its regular meeting held on April 25, 2012. Attached are the signed Findings
of Fact, Conclusion, and Order that documents approval of the Plan and indicates it meets all
relevant statutory requirements. The Isanti County Local Water Management Plan remains in
effect until May 2016.

The County staff and water resource advisory committee members and local partner agencies are
to be commended for writing a plan that clearly presents water management goals, actions, and
priorities. With continued implementation of this management plan, the protection and
management of Isanti County's water resources will be greatly enhanced. The BWSR looks
forward to working with you as you implement this Plan and document its outcomes.

Sincerely,

Brian Napstad
Chair

cc: Ron Shelito, Northern Region Supervisor
Jason Weinerman, Board Conservationist
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Milmesota Board of Water and Soil Resources
520 Lafayette Road North
St. Paul, Minnesota 55155

In the Matter of Reviewing the Local Water Management Plan Amendment ORDER
for Isanti County (Minnesota Statutes, Section 103B.311, APPROVING
Subdivision 4 and Section 103B.315, .Subdivision 5.) LOCAL

WATER MANAGEMENT
PLAN AMENDMENT

Whereas, the Isanti County Board of Commissioners submitted a Local Water Management Plan Update
(Plan Amendment) to the Board on December 5, 2011 pursuant to M.S. Section 103B.315, Subd. 5, and

Whereas, the Board has completed its review of the Plan Amendment;

Now Therefore, the Board hereby makes the following Findings of Fact, Conclusions, and Order:

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

FINDINGS OF FACT
On June 30, 2006, the Board of Water and Soil Resources approved the Isanti County Comprehensive
Local Water Management Plan from 2006 to 2016 with a requirement for an amendment by 2011.

On April 20, 2011, the Isanti County Commissioners passed a resolution to begin the Five Year
Amendment of their Comprehensive Local Water Management Plan.

The priority concems of the local water management plan remained the same and include:

A) Development Pressure

B) Natural Habitat/Impaired Waters

C) Groundwater Quality and Quantity

On December 5, 2011, the BWSR received the Isanti County Plan Amendment, a record of the
public hearing, and copies of all written comments pertailling to the plan amendment to the Board for
final State review pursuant to M.S. Section 103B.315, Subd. 5.

On Aprilll, 2012, the Northern Water Planning Committee of the board reviewed the
recommendations of the state review agencies regarding the five year amendment of the Isanti County

Plan Amendment.

This amendment will be in effect until May, 2016.

Page 1 of2



1.

CONCLUSIONS

All relevant requirements of law have been fulfilled. The Board has proper jurisdiction in the matter
of approving a Comprehensive Water Plan Amendment of Isanti County pursuant to Minnesota
Statutes, 103B.315, Subd. 5.

The Isanti County Plan Amendment attached to this Order states water and water-related problems
within the county; possible solutions; general goals, objectives, and actions of the county; and an
implementation program. The attached Plan Amendment is in conformance with the requirements
ofM.S. Section 103B.301.

ORDER

The Board hereby approves the attached five year amendment of the Isanti Local Water Management
Plan May 31,2006 to May 31, 2016.

Dated at St. Paul, Minnesota, this twenty fifth day of April, 2012.

I . -~ I~Jd > SOIL RESOURCES

Y £

BY:

Brian Napstad, Chair
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Resolution to Amend the Isanti County
Comprehensive Water Management Plan

WHEREAS, Minnesota Statutes, Chapter 103B.301, Comprehensive Local Water Management Act,
authorizes Minnesota Counties to develop and implement a local water management plan, and

WHEREAS, ISANTI County ctmently has a state approved local water management plan that covers the
period of January 2006 through December 2015 and

WHEREAS, this local water management plan contains a Five-Year Focus Plan for implementation, which
covers the years of January 2011 through Decmber 2015 and

WHEREAS, the state's Findings of Fact, Conclusion and Order approving the Isanti County's local water
management plan specifies that the Five-Year Focus Plan will be required to be updated by January 1"
2012 and

WHEREAS, Isanti County has detennined that the updated Five-Year Focus Plan and continued
implementation of a local water management plan will help promote the health and welfare of the citizens
of Isanti County, and

Now, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Isanti County Board of Commissioners resolve to amend
its current local water management plan by providing for the required update of the Five-Year Focus
Plan.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Isanti County will coordinate its planning efforts with all local units of
govemment within the county, and the state review agencies.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Isanti County Board of Commissioners delegates the Isanti County

Water plan TaskForce the responsibility of amending the plan pursuant to M.S. 103B.301 and shall report
to the County Board on a periodic basis.

CERTIFICATION

STATE OF MINNESOTA
COUNTY OF lIsanti County

I do hereby certify that the foregoing resolution is a true and correct copy of a resolution presented to and
adopted by the County of Isanti at a duly authorized meeting tHereof h¢ld onthe. 20th of April,-2011

| hly
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