Responses to Comments submitted for the Parkside North EAW, Blaine 
October 1, 2014

Outlined below is a summary of each comment received regarding the EAW as well as a response to the comment.  Complete comment letters are attached for reference.

	
Summarized Comment

	
Response



	
Department of Natural Resources Comments


	
The DNR commented on the ecologically unique characteristics of the 16-acre woodland and recommended that the project be redesigned to preserve and incorporate it into the new community.


	
The City recognizes the agency’s comments regarding the wooded area.  The City has a tree ordinance that the project will be required to comply with.  However, the wooded area is not in a conservation easement and landowner/developer will be able to use their land within the confines of the zoning and land use requirements and in conformance with the law.  While the City has limited legal authority to control what a private landowner/developer does to trees on their property, they do have the ability to review development projects within the constraints of their existing ordinances.  The City will work with the project proposer to determine if there are ways to reduce impacts to the wooded area.

These suggestions will be provided to the project proposer d the plan review process.

	The DNR commented that the proposed 0.2 acre Rubus fulleri outlot  “may be too small to accommodate the natural processes needed to maintain a viable population” and recommended that the buffer area be increased in size, “with retention of adjacent woodland”.

	The outlot proposed to protect the known Rubus fulleri population and upland buffer will be demarcated with signs and protected by a conservation easement.  The applicant has expressed a willingness to work with the DNR to develop a protection and management plan that is compatible with the development plan.  


	The DNR noted that Minnesota’s endangered species law and associated rules prohibit the taking of threatened or endangered species without a permit from the Minnesota DNR.
	The City is aware of the referenced laws and understands that the proposed project does not “take” threatened or endangered species.  The only known occurrence of threatened or endangered species on the site will be preserved within an outlot and protected with a conservation easement.

	The DNR commented that Item 6e, Future stages should be marked “Yes” because 4 lots are shared with Woodland Village 5th Addition.
	The described 4 lots located in the southeast corner of the parcel were included in the total lot count for the Parkside North project.  No future stages of the project on adjacent properties are planned. 

	The DNR commented  that there was a discrepancy in the amount of wetland fill impacts. 
	The City will double check the numbers and remove the discrepancy pending final RCWD and US Army Corp review and permitting.

	The DNR commented that rare plant species potentially exist within the seed bank of avoided wetlands on the site and suggested that efforts to remove reed canary grass biomass may result in the restoration of additional rare species.
	The proposed project involves the shallow excavation/scraping enhancement of 1.75 acres of existing wetland which is in part dominated by reed canary grass and in part farmed.  The applicant has expressed willingness to cooperate with the DNR to develop a plan to encourage the reestablishment of rare wetland plant species.

	The DNR recommended that the project incorporate groundwater conservation features.
	These suggestions will be provided to the project proposer during the plan review process.

	The DNR provided a list of bird species documented in the vicinity of the site to support the retention of wetland on the site.
	The comment is noted and will be provided to the project proposer.

	The DNR notes that the project falls within a priority area for the Blanding’s Turtle (state –threatened species) and recommended that the Blanding’s turtle factsheet be provided to all project contractors. The DNR also encouraged the use of “wildlife-friendly” erosion control materials to avoid mortality to wildlife.
	The City will provide these recommendations to the project proposer.





	

Metropolitan Council Comments


	The Metropolitan Council reminds the City that required application to construct sanitary sewer for the project submitted to the MPCA also needs to be provided to the Metropolitan Council for review.
	Comment noted.

	The Metropolitan Council comments that the Central Anoka County Regional Trail is planned adjacent to the northern boundary of the site and recommends that the City and developer coordinate with Anoka County to connect interior trails to this regional trail.
	The City will ensure that the developer makes allowances to provide the recommended connections and will coordinate with the County.

	The Metropolitan Council comments that a comprehensive plan amendment may be required.
	The City will review the development plan for consistently with the comprehensive plan, and if necessary, amend the comprehensive plan.

	The Metropolitan Council comments that the developer should evaluate the feasibility of preservation of part or all of the woodland and recommends that a tree/habitat survey be completed to evaluate its integrity.  
	The City recognizes the agency’s comments regarding the wooded area.  The City has a tree ordinance that the project will be required to comply with.  However, the wooded area is not in a conservation easement and landowner/developer is able to develop the site within the confines of the zoning and land use requirements and in conformance with the law.  While the City has limited legal authority to control what a private landowner/developer does to trees on their property, they do have the ability to review development projects within the constraints of their existing ordinances.  The City will work with the project proposer to determine if there are ways to reduce impacts to the wooded area.

These suggestions will be provided to the project proposer during the plan review process.

	The Metropolitan Council suggests that overall consideration be given to reducing adverse impacts to wildlife and specifically to the utilization of Minnesota Department of Transportation Curb and Gutter Design No. S524 or similar.
	The City concurs that efforts should be made to reduce impacts to wildlife associated with the project and will provide these suggestions to the developer.  Proposed plans to restore wetlands and establish wetland buffers adjacent to mitigation and WMC wetlands will provide improved wildlife habitat compared to the habitat that was present within agricultural areas.



	

Anoka County Highway Department Comments


	Anoka County Highway Department  has completed review and accepted the traffic report that was prepared.  Their comments outline the remaining roadway design and phasing issues that need to be resolved as part of the permit review and approval. 
	City acknowledges the ACHD comments and design elements that need to be resolved and incorporated into the Parkside North project review  and approval.
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