








Appendix B - National Land Cover Database Classification
Descriptions

Class\, Value

Classification Description

Water

Perennial Ice/Snow- areas characterized by a perennial cover of ice and/or snow, generally greater than 25% of total cover.

|Developed

Developed, Open Space- areas with a mixture of some constructed materials, but mostly vegetation in the form of lawn grasses.
Impervious surfaces account for less than 20% of total cover. These areas most commonly include large-lot single-family housing units,
parks, golf courses, and vegetation planted in developed settings for recreation, erosion control, or aesthetic purposes.

Developed, Low Intensity- areas with a mixture of constructed materials and vegetation. Impervious surfaces account for 20% to 49%
percent of total cover. These areas most commonly include single-family housing units.

Barren
31|Barren Land (Rock/Sand/Clay) - areas of bedrock, desert pavement, scarps, talus, slides, volcanic material, glacial debris, sand
dunes, strip mines, gravel pits and other accumulations of earthen material. Generally, vegetation accounts for less than 15% of total
cover.
|Forest

Deciduous Forest- areas dominated by trees generally greater than 5 meters tall, and greater than 20% of total vegetation cover. More
than 75% of the tree species shed foliage simultaneously in response to seasonal change.

43|Mixed Forest- areas dominated by trees generally greater than 5 meters tall, and greater than 20% of total vegetation cover. Neither
deciduous nor evergreen species are greater than 75% of total tree cover.
Shrubland
S1|Dwarf Scrub- Alaska only areas dominated by shrubs less than 20 centimeters tall with shrub canopy typically greater than 20% of total
vegetation. This type is often co-associated with grasses, sedges, herbs, and non-vascular vegetation.
52|Shrub/Scrub- areas dominated by shrubs; less than 5 meters tall with shrub canopy typically greater than 20% of total vegetation. This
class includes true shrubs, young trees in an early successional stage or trees stunted from environmental conditions.
|Herbaceous
71|Grassland/Herbaceous- areas dominated by gramanoid or herbaceous vegetation, generally greater than 80% of total vegetation.
These areas are not subject to intensive management such as tilling, but can be utilized for grazing.
72|Sedge/Herbaceous- Alaska only areas dominated by sedges and forbs, generally greater than 80% of total vegetation. This type can
occur with significant other grasses or other grass like plants, and includes sedge tundra, and sedge tussock tundra.
73|Lichens- Alaska only areas dominated by fruticose or foliose lichens generally greater than 80% of total vegetation.
74|Moss- Alaska only areas dominated by mosses, generally greater than 80% of total vegetation.
|Planted /Cultivated
&1|Pasture/Hay-areas of grasses, legumes, or grass-legume mixtures planted for livestock grazing or the production of seed or hay crops,
typically on a perennial cycle. Pasture/hay vegetation accounts for greater than 20% of total vegetation.
82|Cultivated Crops -areas used for the production of annual crops, such as corn, soybeans, vegetables, tobacco, and cotton, and also
perennial woody crops such as orchards and vineyards. Crop vegetation accounts for greater than 20% of total vegetation. This class also
includes all land being actively tilled.
Wetlands

o0

Woody Wetlands- areas where forest or shrubland vegetation accounts for greater than 20% of vegetative cover and the soil or
substrate is periodically saturated with or coverad with water.

95

Emergent Herbaceous Wetlands- Areas where perennial herbaceous vegetation accounts for greater than 80% of vegetative cover
and the soil or substrate is periodically saturated with or covered with water.
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m DEPARTMENT OF
NATURAL RESOURCES

Ecological and Water Resources
2115 Birchmont Beach Rd NE
Bemidji, MN 56601

August 28, 2018

Kristie Leshovsky & Bob Zimmerman

City Planner and Zoning Administrator & City Engineer
City of Moorhead

Moorhead City Hall

500 Center Ave, Box 779

Moorhead, MN 56561

South Moorhead Growth Area Plan Draft AUAR, Clay County MN

Ms. Leshovsky and Mr. Zimmerman,

Thank you for the opportunity to review the South Moorhead Growth Area Plan draft Alternative
Urban Area Review (AUAR). We applaud you for looking to the future in your planning and city growth
at a citywide level.

After reviewing the draft AUAR for the South Growth Area Plan we have the following comments and
recommendations:

Environmental Analysis document, form and content

While this document is a great planning tool, the document does not appear to provide sufficient level
of detail as indicated in MN Rule 4410.3610, Subp 4. Including additional details on associated flood
damage reduction projects, ditching, and other items will help flesh-out the document to more fully
describe potential impacts of development.

To ensure consistency with MN rule 4410.3610, Subp 5C, DNR recommends creating a stand-alone
mitigation document that can be referenced quickly and easily during future build-out. Providing a
more specific stand-alone mitigation plan will help to ensure mitigation is followed.

Wildlife and Rare Features

The City of Moorhead is licensed to access to the Natural Heritage Information System (NHIS) for rare
species accounts. DNR recommends noting if NHIS was reviewed to clarify if this AUAR has the most



current rare species information. DNR review found the following items in an internal review of several
natural feature databases:

e The rusty patched bumble bee (Bombus dffinis), a federally-listed endangered species, was just
recently documented in the vicinity of the proposed project; likely added after your last NHIS
data update. The rusty patched bumble bee typically occurs in grasslands and urban gardens
with flowering plants from April through October. This species nests underground in
abandoned rodent cavities or in clumps of grasses. Please reference the guidance at the USFWS
rusty patched bumble bee website to determine if the project has the potential to impact this

protected species.

e Lake Sturgeon and Black Sandshell (Minnesota Species of Special Concern) are also found within
the Red River of the North at Moorhead. DNR recommends a description of these species and
habitat within the AUAR.

e The AUAR currently states there are no mapped Sites of Biodiversity Significance within the
AUAR or immediate vicinity. However, an internal review found one Rail Road Right-of-Way
prairie along the eastern edge of the AUAR area. This habitat is listed as wet prairie (northern
type), of Moderate Biodiversity Significance, and is vulnerable to extirpation. The railroad
crossing along 50t Ave S will likely have some impact on this habitat and should be noted.

Several of the species noted in the rare features section includes pollinator species. In a recent tour of
Moorhead for the Fargo-Moorhead Diversion, city staff pointed out the City’s planting of native prairie
species in several locations. If Moorhead plans to continue this use of native landscaping in city parks
and infrastructure, it may be appropriate to list this as a mitigation measure within this section of the
document. Additional encouragement of landowners to plant native species in stormwater retention
ponds and landscaping may also be appropriate mitigation measures.

Wetlands

The AUAR notes in table 7-1 that the area has approximately 67 acres of woody wetlands, but the text
of the document notes there are 29.95 acres of wetlands. Please clarify how these wetlands are
indicated in Table 7-1 or potentially correct this error.

Water appropriation

The AUAR does a good job at describing some of the challenges of appropriating water from the
Moorhead Aquifer. However, there is concern that transitioning appropriation to utilize more of the
Buffalo Aquifer and Red River may be problematic for the aquatic resource. The Buffalo Aquifer has a
history of overuse which caused long-term declining water levels trends. Appropriation from the Red
River may be limited during periods of drought.


https://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/insects/rpbb/guidance.html
https://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/insects/rpbb/guidance.html

Moorhead Public Service (MPS) and DNR began working together in 2008 to develop long-term
drought planning to limit impacts on the Buffalo Aquifer if the surface water was inadequate supply.
The team drafted the Buffalo Aquifer management plan updated last in 2016. The numbers noted in
this management plan for projected water use are not consistent with those found in the AUAR, but
are much more conservative (an estimated higher use). DNR recommends the city reference the
Buffalo Aquifer plan, the concerns noted in the plan, the multi-agency work to protect this aquifer, and
the projected numbers associated with this plan and how they differ from projections in the AUAR.

Due to recent declining water level trends in the Moorhead and Buffalo aquifers and the desire to
increase appropriation from groundwater, DNR recommends the following mitigation items:

e Additional groundwater monitoring of both aquifers

e DNRrecommends including water conservation measures in the mitigation plan as
preventative, rather than reactionary mitigation measures. With the existing water supplies at
limited supply, implementing water conservation through sprinkling limitations, waterline leak
detection, encouraging drought tolerant landscaping, and water-conservation centered fee
scheduling are all recommended measures to implement as Moorhead expands.

e DNR recommends the City of Moorhead seek alternative water supplies should the monitoring
indicate increased use of the aquifers will be sustainable.

e Continued work with DNR to model and predict aquifer sustainability in response to
appropriations

Stormwater

DNR recommends the AUAR describe any work on flood damage reduction projects within and around
the AUAR that affect this area. For instance, are there additional planned construction of additional in-
town levees within this area?

DNR also recommends the AUAR provide maps of the designated floodway and flood fringe zones on a
development map. Would zoning change with various flood protection projects such as the Fargo-
Moorhead Diversion? We recommend describing these items for a more complete document.
Additional descriptions of mitigation for development within the floodplain are also recommended as
part of the mitigation plan.

Surface waters

The potential impacts to surface water are well described. However, DNR recommends clarifying if any
upgrades will be required for Clay County Ditch 9, and Clay County Ditch 47, and if any additional
ditches will be required for development.



Please indicate whether the Fargo-Moorhead Diversion project will influence development within the
project area. Is there planned construction of additional in-town levees within this area? DNR also
recommends the AUAR provide maps of the designated floodway and flood fringe zones on a
development map. Additional descriptions of mitigation for development within the floodplain such as
flood resistant structure requirements, limiting development density, and prohibition of fill are also
recommended as part of the mitigation plan.

DNR also recommends further description of non-stormwater related mitigation strategies such as
vegetated buffers, construction erosion control, and coordination with watershed district staff on
water quality issues.

Plans

This section should also discuss how the AUAR proposes to be consistent with the Upper Red River of
the North WRAPS.

Cumulative effects

Noteworthy potential cumulative concerns seen within the Moorhead area are both the impacts to
surface water from run-off and encroachment onto the floodplain and the additional strains on the
Moorhead and Buffalo aquifers. DNR recommends the geographic scale of cumulative potential effects
be revised accordingly. The Buffalo Aquifer management plan also should be used as a source in
describing potential cumulative effects.

Items that DNR recommends be included in this section include:

e DNR s currently reviewing the Dam Safety permit application for the Fargo-Moorhead
Diversion, and is therefore likely a reasonably foreseeable project.

e DNRis also currently reviewing two other AUAR’s by the City of Moorhead. These AUAR's
mention specific items such as changes to groundwater appropriation and infrastructure and
therefore may be also considered reasonably foreseeable projects.

e DNR has concerns with cumulative impacts with to groundwater use, and recommends
including further description of groundwater issues within the area. This could also include a
write-up of how the City of Moorhead, MPS, and DNR are collaborating on finding a sustainable
water supply for the City. The collaboration includes building of the Buffalo aquifer model,
sharing this model and data with DNR to facilitate our allocation of water resources, and
continued meetings and discussions.

e Any planned and reasonably foreseeable flood damage reduction projects including in-town
levees, and drainage projects should also be included in this section.


https://www.pca.state.mn.us/sites/default/files/wq-ws4-36a.pdf
https://www.pca.state.mn.us/sites/default/files/wq-ws4-36a.pdf

Thank you for the review of this draft AUAR. We hope you find our comments helpful and look forward
to working with you in conservation.

Sincerely,

Nathan Kestner
NW Regional Manager
Ecological and Water Resources

CC: Jaimé Thibodeaux, Environmental Assessment Ecologists
Lisa Joyal, Endangered Species Review Coordinator
Rodger Hemphill, Area Hydrologist
Joshua Prososki, Groundwater Hydrologist
Jennifer Rose, Groundwater Specialist

Equal Opportunity Employer



m1 DEPARTMENT OF
ADMINISTRATION

STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE
August 28, 2018

Ms. Kristie Leshovsky

City Planner and Zoning Administrator
City of Moorhead

500 Center Avenue, Box 779
Moorhead, MN 56561

RE: AUAR — Moorhead South Growth Area
Moorhead, Clay County
SHPO Number: 2018-2567

Dear Ms. Leshovsky:

Thank you for providing this office with a copy of the Alternative Urban Areawide Review (AUAR) for the above-referenced
development area.

Due to the nature and location of the propsed development, we recommend that a Phase IA literature review and
archaeological assessment be completed to assess the potential for intact archaeological sites in the development area. If,
as a result of this assessment, a Phase | archaeological survey is recommended, this survey should be completed. The survey
must meet the requirements of the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Identification and Evaluation, and should include
an evaluation of National Register eligibility for any properties that are identified. For a list of consultants who have
expressed an interest in undertaking this type of research and archaeological surveys, please visit the website
preservationdirectory.mnhs.org, and select “Archaeologists” in the “Search by Specialties” box.

We will reconsider the need for survey if the development area can be documented as previously surveyed or disturbed.
Any previous survey work must meet contemporary standards. Note: plowed areas and right-of-way are not automatically
considered disturbed. Archaeological sites can remain intact beneath the plow zone and in undisturbed portions of the right-
of-way.

Please note that this comment letter does not address the requirements of Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act of 1966 and 36 CFR § 800. If any future projects are considered for federal financial assistance, or
require a federal permit or license, then review and consultation with our office will need to be initiated by the
lead federal agency. Be advised that comments and recommendations provided by our office for this review may
differ from findings and determinations made by the federal agency as part of review and consultation under
Section 106.

If you have any questions regarding our review of this AUAR, please contact David Mather, National Register
Archaeologist, at (651) 201-3289.

Sincerely,

Sarah J. Beimers
Environmental Review Program Manager

MINNESOTA STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE
50 Sherburne Avenue 1 Administration Building 203 m Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155 m651-201-3287
mn.gov/admin/shpo/ n mnshpo(@state.mn.us

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY AND SERVICE PROVIDER



m DEPARTMENT OF
ADMINISTRATION

STATE ARCHAEQLOGIST

August 28, 2018

Beth Elliott

Senior Urban Planner
Stantec Consulting
2553 Highway 36 West
St. Paul, MN 55113

RE: Moorhead South Growth Area Plan, Clay County
Dear Ms. Elliott:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above listed project. Because numerous
archaeological site exist within and surrounding the footprint of the proposed project area, and because
the portions of the proposed project area are adjacent to the Red River, this project has a high potential
for containing unrecorded archaeological sites or cemeteries. Thus, | recommend that a qualified
archaeologist conduct a survey to determine if the project could impact unrecorded archaeological or
cemetery sites. The Minnesota Historic Preservation Office maintains a list of qualified archaeologists at:
http://www.mnhs.org/shpo/preservation-directory.

The Office of the State Archaeologist reviewed this project under the Minnesota Field Archaeology Act
(MS 138.31 - .41), the Private Cemeteries Act (MS 307.08), and the Minnesota Environmental Policy Act
(MS 116D).

Sincerely,

/‘ P ) i i
C v //‘H'ftt"?‘( ﬂ{\_é, § {()' / / L

Amanda Gronhovd

State Archaeologist

200 Tower Avenue

Fort Snelling History Center

St. Paul, MN 55111
Amanda.Gronhovd @State.MN.US
612-725-2411

OFFICE OF THE STATE ARCHAEOLOGIST
FORT SNELLING HISTORY CENTER,
200 TOWER AVENUE, ST. PAUL, MN



" MINNESOTA POLLUTION
Il CONTROL AGENCY

520 Lafayette Road North | St. Paul, Minnesota 55155-4194 | 651-296-6300

800-657-3864 | Use your preferred relay service | infopca@statemn.us | Equal Opportunity Employer

August 28, 2018

Kristi Leshovsky

City Planner and Zoning Administrator
City of Moorhead

500 Center Avenue, Box 779
Moorhead, MN 56561

Re: Moorhead South Growth Area Alternative Urban Areawide Review
Dear Kristi Leshovsky:

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the Alternative Urban Areawide Review
(AUAR) for Moorhead South Growth Area project (Project) in the city of Moorhead, Clay County,
Minnesota. The Project consists of a 3,600 acre development in south Moorhead Township. Regarding
matters for which the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA) has regulatory responsibility or other
interests, the MPCA staff has the following comments for your consideration.

Permits and Approvals Required (ltem 8)

e Please note that if a Clean Water Act Section 401 Water Quality Certification is required due to
wetland impacts, an Antidegradation Assessment, as a requirement and part of the 401 Water
Quality Certification, is also required. For further information about the 401 Water Quality
Certification process, please contact Bill Wilde at 651-757-2825 or William.wilde @state.mn.us.

e This section indicates that a sanitary sewer extension permits is required and the possibility that
expansion of the wastewater treatment facility may be necessary. The MPCA recommends these
future needs be communicated to the wastewater treatment facility by the project proposer.
Questions on the sanitary sewer extension permit process should be directed to Corey Mathisen at
651-757-2554 or Corey.Mathisen@state.mn.us.

Water Resources (Item 11)

Stormwater

e The MPCA suggests utilizing Better Site Design concepts found in the Minnesota Stormwater Manual
to maintain pre-development hydrology for the development by reducing the amount of new
impervious surfaces that will result in increased flows to the Red River of the North. This includes
the use of infiltration areas to keep water on the site wherever possible. Where infiltration is
prohibited due to high water tables or contaminated soils, consider water harvest and reuse
practices.

e The existing wetlands on the site may not be utilized for stormwater treatment unless they have
been mitigated for.

e The MPCA General Construction Stormwater (CSW) permit requires that a minimum of 50 feet of
natural buffers are maintained near surface waters (including the wetlands) during and after
construction. If construction requires encroachment of any buffer, redundant (double)
downgradient sediment controls must be used during the construction. The buffer must be restored
with native vegetation upon completion of the construction.




Kristi Leshovsky
Page 2
August 28,2018

e Due to impairment of the Red River of the North, the construction activity must conform with the
Additional Erosion and Sediment control requirements in Appendix A of the CSW permit. This
includes a soil stabilization timeline of within 7 days for any portion of the construction where soil
disturbance will temporarily or permanently cease for 7 days or more.

e The MPCA requires review and approval of Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plans for construction
activities resulting in disturbance of 50 acres or more including Common Plans of Development (one
proposed plan where multiple activities occur over time) as defined in the CSW permit. Questions
regarding CSW Permit requirements should be directed to Roberta Getman at 507-206-2629 or
Roberta.Getman@state.mn.us.

Solid Wastes, Hazardous Wastes, Storage Tanks (Item 12)

Please note that this section of the AUAR is not utilizing the language/discussion points from the current
EAW form. The discussion in the current EAW for this section is directed at contamination/hazardous
materials/wastes. The MPCA recommends this section of the AUAR be reevaluated using the
language/discussion points from the current EAW form available on the EQB website:
https://www.egh.state.mn.us/content/eaw-process.

Low Impact Design

The MPCA advocates the use of Low Impact Design (LID) practices to aid in the minimization of
stormwater impacts. LID is a stormwater management approach and site-design technique that
emphasizes water infiltration, values water as a resource, and promotes the use of natural systems to
treat water runoff. Examples include:

e Special ditches, arranged in a series, that soak up more water

e Vegetated filter strips at the edges of paved surfaces

e Trees or swales between rows of cars

e Residential or commercial rain gardens designed to capture and soak in stormwater
e Porous pavers, concrete, and asphalt for sidewalks and parking lots

e Narrower streets

¢ Rain barrels and cisterns

e Green roofs

LID concepts may be found in the State of Minnesota Stormwater Manual dated November 2005 located
on the MPCA website at: http://www.pca.state.mn.us/water/stormwater/stormwater-manual.html.

In addition, the MPCA LID webpage provides a description and examples of LID features such as
permeable pavement, rain gardens, and green roofs. Links to other resources on LID are available as
well. The website is located at: https://www.pca.state.mn.us/water/stormwater-management-low-
impact-development-and-green-infrastructure.

We appreciate the opportunity to review this Project. Please provide your specific responses to our
comments and notice of decision on the need for an Environmental Impact Statement. Please be aware
that this letter does not constitute approval by the MPCA of any or all elements of the Project for the
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purpose of pending or future permit action(s) by the MPCA. Ultimately, it is the responsibility of the
Project proposer to secure any required permits and to comply with any requisite permit conditions. If
you have any questions concerning our review of this AUAR, please contact me by email at
Karen.kromar@state.mn.us or by telephone at 651-757-2508.

Sincerely,

<3Qr'Karen Kromar
Project Manager

Environmental Review Unit
Resource Management and Assistance Division

KK:bt

cc: Dan Card, MPCA, St. Paul
Bill Wilde, MPCA, St. Paul
Roberta Getman, MPCA, Rochester
Corey Mathisen, MPCA, St. Paul
lim Ziegler, MPCA, Detroit Lakes
Beth Elliott, Stantec Consulting
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Appendix D - Draft South AUAR Response to Comments

AUAR Guidelines: The final AUAR document must indicate a section specifically
responding to each fimely and substantive comment on the draft that indicates the
way in which the comment has been addressed. Similar comments may be combined
for purposes of responding.

The Moorhead South Growth Area Draft Alternative Urban Areawide Review (Draft
AUAR) was prepared for the City of Moorhead and distributed to the Environmental
Quality Board (EQB) and persons and agencies on the official EQB mailing list in
accordance with EQB rules on July 23, 2018.

The 30-day comment period expired on August 28, 2018. Four agencies submitted
comments on the Draft AUAR. Copies of all comment letfters submitted are included in
Appendix E in the order shown below.

| Agency/Organization/Citizen Letter Dated Signatory

Minnesota Department of Administration August 28, 2018 | Sarah Beimers
State Historic Preservation Office

Minnesota Department of Administration August 28, 2018 | Amanda Gronhovd
State Archaeologist

Minnesota Department of Natural August 28, 2018 | Nathan Kestner
Resources
Minnesota Pollution Control Agency August 28, 2018 | Karen Kromar

Responses are generally confined to substantive issues that “address the accuracy and
completeness of the information provided in the draft analysis, potential impacts that
may warrant further analysis, further information that may be required in order to secure
permits for specific projects in the future, and mitigation measures or procedures
necessary to prevent significant environmental impacts within the area when actual
development occurs” (Minnesota Rules Part 4410.3610, Subp. 5). Although comments
and recommendations that do not address these areas do not need to have a
response, they have been duly noted for the record and are not necessarily specifically
addressed in the responses. As required by MN Rules, the RGU has provided replies to
comments that are substantive (involving matters with major or practical importance)
and where necessary, note any corrections(s) to be made to the appropriate sections
of the AUAR or Mitigation Plan. Responses to comments are organized by AUAR ltem
number.



Item 8 Permits

1. Comment: Please note that if a Clean Water Act (CWA) Section 401 Water
Quality Certification is required due to wetland impacts, an Antidegradation
Assessment, as a requirement and part of the 401 Water Quality Certification, is
also required.

Commenting Agency: Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA)

Response: This has been noted and added to the permits required section of
ltem 8.

2. Comment: This section indicates that a sanitary sewer extension permit is
required and the possibility that expansion of the wastewater treatment facility
may be necessary. The MPCA recommends these future needs be
communicated to the wastewater treatment facility by the Project proposer.
Commenting Agency: MPCA
Response: Noted as part of the record in this document.

Item 11 Water Resources

1. Comment: The MPCA suggests utilizing ‘Better Site Design’ concepts found in the
Minnesota Stormwater Manual to maintain pre-development hydrology for the
development by reducing the amount of new impervious surfaces that will result
in increased flows to the Red River of the North. This includes the use of infiltration
areas to keep water on the site wherever possible. Where infiltration is prohibited
due to high water tables or contaminated soils, consider water harvest and reuse
practices.
Commenting Agency: MPCA

Response: This information has been added.

2. Comment: The existing wetlands on the site may not be utilized for stormwater
treatment unless they have been mitigated for.

Commenting Agency: MPCA
Response: This information has been added.

3. Comment: The MPCA General Construction Stormwater (GCS) permit requires
that a minimum of 50 feet of natural buffers are maintained near surface waters



(including wetlands) during and after construction. If construction requires
encroachment of any buffer, redundant downgradient sediment controls must
be used during construction. The buffer must be restored with native vegetation
upon completion of construction.

Commenting Agency: MPCA

Response: This information has been added.

. Comment: Due to impairment of the Red River of the North, the construction
activity must conform with the Additional Erosion and Sediment control
requirements in Appendix A of the CSW permit. This includes a soil stabilization
timeline of within 7 days for any portion of the construction where soil
disturbance will temporarily or permanently cease for seven days or more.

Commenting Agency: MPCA

Response: This information has been added.

. Comment: The MPCA requires review and approval of Stormwater Pollution
Prevention Plans for construction activities resulting in disturbance of 50 acres or
more including Common Plans of Development...as defined in the CSW permit.
Commenting Agency: MPCA

Response: This information has been added.

. Comment: DNR recommends the AUAR describe any work on flood damage
reduction projects within and around the AUAR that affect this area. Are there
additional planned construction of additional in-town levees within the AUAR
area?

Commenting Agency: MDNR

Response: This information has been added.

. Comment: DNR also recommends the AUAR provide maps of the designated
floodway and flood fringe zones on a development map. Would zoning change
with various flood protection projects such as the Fargo-Moorhead Diversion?
We recommend describing these items for a more complete document.
Additional descriptions of mitigation for development within the floodplain are

also recommended as part of the mitigation plan.

Commenting Agency: MDNR



10.

1.

12.

Response: This information has been added.

Comment: The potential impacts to surface water are well described. However,
DNR recommends clarifying if any upgrades will be required for Clay County
Ditch 9, and Clay County Ditch 47, and if any additional ditches will be required
for development.

Commenting Agency: MDNR
Response: This information has been added.

Comment: Please indicate whether the Fargo-Moorhead Diversion project will
influence development within the project area. Is there planned construction of
additional in-tfown levees within this area? DNR also recommends the AUAR
provide maps of the designated floodway and flood fringe zones on @
development map. Additional descriptions of mitigation for development within
the floodplain such as flood resistant structure requirements, limiting
development density, and prohibition of fill are also recommended as part of the
mitigation plan.

Commenting Agency: MDNR
Response: This information has been added.

Comment: DNR also recommends further description of non-stormwater related
mitigation strategies such as vegetated buffers, construction erosion control, and
coordination with watershed district staff on water quality issues.

Commenting Agency: MDNR
Response: This information has been added.

Comment: This section should also discuss how the AUAR proposes to be
consistent with the Upper Red River of the North WRAPS.

Commenting Agency: MDNR
Response: This information has been added.

Comment: The MPCA advocates the use of Low Impact Design (LID) practices to
aid in the minimization of stormwater impacts. LID is a stormwater management
approace and site-design technique that emphasizes water infiltration, values
water as a resource, and propotes the use of natural systems to tfreat water
runoff.



¢ Continued work with DNR to model and predict aquifer sustainability in
response to appropriations.

Commenting Agency: MDNR

Response: This information has been added.

Iltem 12 Solid Wastes, Hazardous Wastes, Storage Tanks

1.

Comment: Please note that this section of the AUAR is not utilizing the
language/discussion points form the current EAW form.

Commenting Agency: MPCA

Response: The question has been updated in the AUAR, and the language has
been changed to address the updated question.

Item 13 Wildlife and Rare Features

16.

17.

18.

Comment: The MDNR recommends noting if NHIS was reviewed to clarify if this
AUAR has the most current rare species information.

Commenting Agency: MDNR

Response: This information was already included in the Draft AUAR. Stantec
conducted areview of the NHIS database under license agreement L-876.

Comment: The rusty patched bumble bee... was just recently documented in
the vicinity of the proposed project... Please reference the guidance with the
USFWS rusty patched bumble bee website to determine if the project has the
potential to impact this protected species.

Commenting Agency: MDNR

Response: A search of the USFWS Rusty Patched Bumble Bee (RPBB) Map
(https://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/insects/rpbb/robbmap.html) did
not reveal documentation of the RPBB within the AUAR area; however, it is
understood that the MDNR data may be more up-to-date than the USFWS data.
Language has been added to this section to address the potential for the RPBB
to occur within the AUAR area, including mitigation strategies, planting of native
species for pollinators, and the potential for species-specific surveys.

Comment: The AUAR currently states there are no mapped Sites of Biodiversity
Significance within the AUAR or immediate vicinity. However, an internal review
found one Rail Road Right-of-Way prairie along the eastern edge of the AUAR





