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Sunfish-the Beginning 
In 1974, the City of Lake Elmo Village Council, Planning Commission, and 

Park Advisory Board distributed a fact packet (Attachment A) to residents 
of the City describing a proposed $725,000 (equivalent to perhaps 
$5,000,000 today) Park Bond Budget. The elected and appointed City 
officials were proposing and seeking community financial support to purchase 
and preserve undeveloped farmland and private open space for City park use. 

The Lake Elmo Park Advisory Board members finding this parkland and 
working with landowners were Don Dau, David Morgan, Jess Mottaz, Mike 
Johnson, Ruthmary Logue, Ed Nielsen, and Diane Trudeau. Others 
mentioned in this fact packet were the City of Lake Elmo Village Council
Mayor Maynard Eder, Councilmen (Robert) Bruce Abercrombie, Calvin 
Brookman, Lloyd Shervheim, and Francis Pott, and William Lundquist, Chair 
of the Planning/Zoning Commission. The Parks proposed and purchased 
through the passage of this Park Bond were Sunfish Lake Park, 
Demontreville Park, Reid Park, and Tablyn Park. 

Most of the land selected for purchase had not been farmed and was not 
tillable due to woods, steep slopes and wetlands. The largest area of 
contiguous land was Sunfish Lake Park. At the time, some of the most 
desirable land was being considered for early housing development by Orrin 
Thompson Homes. The City packet mentions this as being a strong impetus 
to pass the bond before these potential park lands were lost forever. 

This land purchased by the City for park use was sold at a substantial 
discount below the assessed valuations. The threat of seizing the lands by 
eminent domain was expressed by the City. Farm couples expressed their 
desires for preserving the land and for desired park usages (Appendix C). 
The bond issue presented to the taxpayers listed preservation of natural 
wilderness, hiking trails, nature areas, and cross-country skiing for Sunfish 
Park's woods. By selling the lands which became Sunfish Lake Park at a 
discounted cost to the City of Lake Elmo for its citizens, landowners Lehart 
and Frances Friedrich, Mervin and May Nippoldt, William (Percy) Collopy, 
Everett and Evelyn Beaubien, William Sander, and Edward and Laverne 
Whitman lost opportunities for greater/later private-party offers. The 
sacrifice and generosity of all landowners was highly valued and contributed 
to the passage of the 1974 Park Bond Referendum. 



History-Sunfish Lake Park, City Park of Lake Elmo, MN (Washington County) 
Page 2 of 8 (9/23/2011) 

Joseph and Charlotte Moris, Jr. were another farm couple presented 
with the City's interest in purchasing a contiguous northern section of woods 
of the current Sunfish woods. In 1973, Michael J. Scanlan with the MN 
Chapter of The Nature Conservancy performed an inspection and report 
{Attachment B) of their woods, compiling an extensive catalogue of the flora 
and fauna. The report called these woods the best upland forest in the 
County with species of red maple, wild lily-of-the valley, bracken, and pyrola. 
Mr. Scanlan classified the soils as Edith sand and the topography as 
irregular. His report stated that the Moris family had preserved the land to 
date, and because of the irregularity of the topography and vulnerable sand, 
it should not be allowed that it be sold for parkland, but kept and used for 
only very occasional observation. In a May 21, 1990, report/catalogue 
(Attachment B) of this Moris contiguous woods, the Minnesota Department 
of Natural Resources (DNR) called it a high-quality, native forest, with 
recorded sightings of Blanding's turtles and a Red-shouldered hawk in nearby 
woods, which were probably also in this woods, and therefore in Sunfish. 
Fauna/flora sightings-by Judith (Moris) Blackford. My home is within the 
contiguous woods north of Sunfish. I've studied nature through weekly 
walks in Sunfish through every season for 30 years. The sightings were in 
Sunfish and our contiguous woods abutting Sunfish's north border. II. 

Fauna-Sunfish is home/haven to many creatures. Mammals: Deer, - ·,,, , 1 
Coyote, Red/Gray Fox, Raccoon, Badger, Woodchuck, Muskrat, Northern ~:~i\.:Y1T 
River Otter, Mink, Weasel, Striped Skunk, Flying/Grey/Fox/Red Squirrel, , ~ 
Eastern Chipmunk, Eastern Cottontail Rabbit, Opossum and smaller animals. 
Amphibians: Spring Peeper/Wood/Chorus/Leopard/Gray & Green Tree Frog, 
Tiger Salamander, American Toad, Painted/Snapping Turtle, Garter Snake. 
Butterflies: Monarch, Viceroy, Mourning Cloak, Eastern Blue, Red Admiral, 
Common Sulphur, Cabbage White, Red-Spotted Purple, Common Banded 
Skipper, Question Mark, Comma, Painted Lady, Meadow Fritillary, Common 
Wood Nymph, Tiger Swallowtail, and Spicebush Swallowtail. Birds: Ruffed 
Grouse, Wild Turkey, Ring-necked Pheasant, Barred/Grey/Screech owls, 
Red-tailed/Sharp-shinned/Cooper's Hawks, Pileated/Hairy/Downy/Red
headed/Golden-fronted/Northern Flicker Woodpeckers, Cardinal, Blue Jay, 
Crow, Eastern Blue Bird, Junco, White/Red-breasted Nuthatch, Brown 
Creeper, Indigo Bunting, Scarlet Tanager, Mourning Dove, Rose-breasted 
Grosbeak, American Redstart, American Robin, Baltimore Oriole, 

~ <e.: 
.!fo 

<!3 
~ t.; '7'! 
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American Goldfinch, Whippoorwill, Red-winged Blackbird, Barn Swallow, 
Western Meadowlark, Bobolink, Killdeer, Cedar Waxwing, House Wren, Ruby
throated Hummingbird, Eastern Phoebe, Eastern Wood Pee-wee, Black-
capped Chickadee, House Finch, Common Redpoll, Rufous-sided Towhee, 
Wood Thrush, and many warblers. Water birds: Wood/Bufflehead and 
Mallard Ducks, Canadian Geese, Loon, Great Egret, Belted Kingfisher, and 
Great Blue Heron. A pair of Bald Eagles has nested on various shores of 
Sunfish Lake since 1990. 

(In 2009-2011, the following birds, in addition to those I mentioned 
above, were seen/heard by Linda Kellar, who has led Audubon groups on 
birding tours in Sunfish Lake Park: Yellow-bellied Sapsucker, Eastern 
Kingbird, Great-crested/Least/ Acadian/ Alder Flycatcher, Tree/Barn 
Swallow, Gray Catbird, Brown Thrasher, Swainson's Thrush, Blue-gray 
Gnatcatcher, Yellow-throated/Red-eyed/Warbling Vireo, Ovenbird, Common 
Yellowthroat, Brown-headed Cowbird, Dickcissel, Northern Waterthrush, 
Savannah/Vesper/Chipping/Song/Clay-colored/White-throated/Lincoln's 
Sparrow, Black and White/Hooded/Yellow-rumped/Palm/Yellow/Chestnut
sided/Tennessee/Bay-breasted Warbler, and Orchard Oriole. A dead Great 
Horned Owl was also seen.) 

Trees/shrubs-Paper Birch, Bur/White/Red Oak, Sugar/Black Maple, ~~.:~-~/.'1. 
Black Cherry, Elm, Mountain Ash, Cottonwood, Cedar, Basswood, Aspen, · · ., ~'t. 

., Poplar, Black Walnut, and American Plum are some trees. Sumac, Bush 
~ Honeysuckle, Bayberry, Blackberry, Black Raspberry, Gooseberry, Dogwood, 

<b'/'<-Gk..k>~') Prickly Ash and Bittersweet are some shrubs. I saw Hazelnut in the 1960's. 
My family has owned this land since 1958. Buckthorn was brought to 
America as an ornamental. It is now the most prolific, undesirable invasive in 
Sunfish's woods and other woodlands. Oak Wilt and Dutch Elm disease have 
taken many trees. Emerald Ash Borer currently challenges trees. 

Flowers/Herbs-Wild Geranium, Blue Flag Iris, Bloodroot, Large
flowered/Sessile-leaved Bellwort, False Wild Lily-of-the-Valley, Interrupted 
fern (other ferns as well), Greater Solomon's Seal, Common Blue/Yellow 
Violet, Canada/Wood/Rue Anemone, Wild Bergamot, Western Spiderwort, 
Jack-in-the-Pulpit, Columbine, Hepatica, Wild Blue Phlox, Mullein, Milkweed, 
Canada Goldenrod, Tufted Vetch, Wild Strawberry and Ginseng. Yellow 
Lady-slipper, an orchid found growing in the contiguous woods of Sunfish 50 
years ago, still grows in contiguous private woodland gardens. 

I 
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People-Sunfish Lake Park is a critical haven for people. Nature affords us 
that escape to the wilderness-that tonic that Thoreau spoke of-as being 
essential to man's well-being. Communing with a wild deer brings one closer 
to our original place in nature, and it deeply resonates in our being that when 
we are in nature we are home. Perfumes of seasonal flowers and autumn 
stews of fallen leaves are nature's aromatherapy. The wind whistling 
through pines, tambourining coins of aspen leaves, and frog, bird, and cricket 
choruses are nature's meditative music. A pallet of golden aspen and crimson 
maples against autumn's canvas of azure sky is nature's masterpiece. Skiing 
or snow-shoeing on new snow under low-hanging, snow-cloaked branches 
creates an enveloping embrace of quiet, pristine beauty-a forever memory. 
The laughter of families sledding together carries on the wind to skiers. 
Introducing a child to nature's wonders is a priceless gift. Being teacher and 
classroom, nature inspires orchestral music, paintings, poetry and many 
scientific inventions. Nature's sensory and recreational gifts and solitude 
refresh mind, body and spirit-free, natural, holistic medicine! 
Geology-The glacial history of these lands clearly leaves clues in the 
sandy/gravelly soils, the ridges and carved hollows, and the area's glacial 
lakes/ponds-Sunfish Lake, Berschen's Pond, Lake Elmo, Lake Jane, Lake 
Olsen, and Lake Demontreville. Some glacial rocks/boulders left on these 
lands are quartz, chert, agate, jasper, calcite, basalt, porphyry, rhyolite, 
granite, gneiss, slate, sandstone, conglomerate, shale, and limestone. 
Sunfish-some chronicling of history 

May, 1975-The Washington County Bulletin reported the Lake Elmo Park 
Board planted 5,000 trees in Sunfish Lake Park. They used Ed Nielsen's 
Ford tractor. Dave Morgan and Sue Dunn were on the Park Board at this 
time. Vicki Nielsen provided lunch for this tree planting. 

July, 1975-An article appeared in The (Oakdale/Lake Elmo) Review. 
Steve Kopesky, owner of North Country Inc (a cross- country ski shop) 
approached the Lake Elmo Park Advisory Committee seeking to lay out trails 
in Sunfish Lake Park. Mr. Kopesky indicated the design would include laying 
out trails, blazing/bulldozing them, cleaning out brush, laying straw in areas 
where there is little ground cover (in the fall), and dragging the trail after 
each heavy snowfall and spring cleanup for summer use by hikers. A 3M 
pilot/plane was hired to take the aerial photos, which were used to build the 
trail system to attract cross country skiers, hikers, and snowshoers. 
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David Morgan (a Park Commissioner) laid out the trails. During trail 
design placement, he found an old trail that was either an old settler or old 
farm wagon trail. It became part of the trail system, and was named Morgan 
Trail. This historic trail runs along the south border of Sunfish (overlooking 
City Park Pond). A bench sits along this trail. Steve Kopesky bulldozed trails. 

Nov., 1975-The Review reported the Council authorized $2,000 to rough 
in a split entry and exit road. 

May, 1976-The Washington County Bulletin noted the cost savings to the 
City through its many volunteer efforts in the City parks. 5,000 trees were 
planted at Sunfish Park. The park is being developed as a "natural" area for 
cross country skiing, hiking, picnicking, and snowshoeing. The trees included 
pines, ash, maples, and walnut. 

Feb., 1977-St. Paul Dispatch covered the intent of Lake Elmo to 
purchase the Washington County Landfill of 110-acres to add to Sunfish 
Park with the stipulation that the land remain in public use. The article 
mentions the County's desire to retain access to the property to access 
monitoring of methane gas and wells. Only 35 acres of this 110-acre parcel 
were used in the landfill operation. The landfill operated for about six 
years. Fran Pott, Fire Chief, wanted the land for a fire station, and Parks 
received the remainder. Fran Pott made this purchase happen! 

Original 1978 map showed an expansion of ski trails with the Lake Elmo 
Jaycees helping brush the trails. 

1980-The Valley Branch Watershed District oversaw pumping of Lake 
Jane (where homeowners' properties were being threatened by high lake 
levels because these homes had been built below historical high water 
levels) into Sunfish and into City Park Pond within Sunfish. Many over 100-
year-old trees were killed, but many homes/citizens were helped. 

The trails that were initially put in were widened at this time by Dan 
Olinger. Wider trails made winter ski trail grooming easier, but wider trails 
invited new, not-intended usages like mountain biking. These usages started 
the erosion, and a series of meetings took place beginning in 1992, which 
culminated in the ordinance banning mountain biking and similar cycles within 
Sunfish Lake Park. Restorative measures were undertaken on 
recommendation from the Soil Erosion Agency to help prevent further 
erosion, water bars were placed to divert water runoff off of hills, but 
these have largely been rendered useless because they fill up with organic 
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matter/soils. Soil and wood chips were brought in to fill eroded areas. This 
work was accomplished through strong, yearly volunteer efforts, and is now 
performed as needed by staff. 

1981-The Lake Elmo Jaycee women sponsored a cross-country ski race in 
Sunfish Lake Park. Another race was sponsored in 1984. 

1985-The City Hall was proposed to be built in Sunfish Lake Park. Kelly 
Brookman, et al, donated the site north of Brookman Motors to keep the 
Lake Elmo City Hall in the Old Village. 

1989-A wedding was held in Sunfish Lake Park. 
The Stillwater H.S. cross-country running and Nordic skiing teams train 

in Sunfish Lake Park. Bill Simpson has been their coach for many years. 
Advocacy 

Parks commissioners, North Star Ski Club (NSSC) members, Lake Elmo 
City Parks Maintenance staff, Lake Elmo citizens and other individuals and 
organizations who love nature have rallied to the aid of Sunfish on many 
issues threatening to undermine its beauty as a nature park allowing passive 
recreation. The appeal of the 1974 sale was preservation of the tract and 
woods therein specifically intended for only passive recreation. 

The North Star Ski Club, directed by Ted Cardozo, was involved in annual 
fall cleanups readying trails for Nordic skiing. The NSSC helped raise 
money to clear Ernie's Trail, named in memory of a member's husband, who 
loved skiing in Sunfish. Residents and Lake Elmo Parks Commissioners also 
helped in this trail maintenance. Mike Bouthilet, Lake Elmo Parks Supervisor 
for 25 years, provided wood chips and organized these cleanups. Mike 
Bouthilet is respected as an excellent manager, working alongside his crews 
with skill, good judgment, great ideas, common sense, and a good head with 
figures that saves the City money and keeps Lake Elmo's parks always 
beautiful, functional, and fun. His wise counsel has been invaluable over the 
years to our many Lake Elmo park commissions. 
Biking Ban Ordinance-Konrad Koosmann, Washington County Soil & Water 
Conservation District, examined Sunfish's trail soil erosion, calling the soils 
gravelly, sandy and severely eroded/ible. Mountain biking was damaging 
trails/causing unsafe walking in Sunfish, and based on extensive Park 
Commission research, 300 citizen petitions/signatures, a Sierra Club memo, 
City liability/safety (NSSC member, Ted Cardozo, hurt himself riding his 
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bike and sought City medical compensation), a Nature Conservancy report, a 
MN DNR report, the above-referenced erosion report, citizen letters, and 
Park Commission recommendation, Ordinance 8065 (5/18/1992) was passed 
prohibiting mountain bikes and similar cycles on Sunfish Lake Park trails 
(Attachment B). (Language prohibiting biking in Sunfish also exists in the 
Minnesota Land Trust document.) Lake Elmo Parks Commissioners moving 
this protection ban forward were Kes Tautvydas (Chair), Judith Blackford, 
Karen Leach, Gloria Knoblauch, Ron Kuehn, and Steve Peterson. 
Water Tower/Maintenance Facility Stoppage 

Elder neighbors have rallied for Sunfish Lake Park. Ed Stevens came to 
many meetings standing with frailty but firmly speaking for Sunfish. He 
formerly participated in fall trail clean ups. When Sunfish was proposed as 
the site for a maintenance facility and water tower (w/o park commission 
input), it was pointed out that verbal promises (to the previous owners who 
sold the land at a loss and its citizens who funded the park purchases) to use 
the parkland for only passive nature purposes were not in writing-therefore 
they weren't legally binding. Resident and former Minnesota Supreme Court 
Justice, Rosalie Wahl, and others strongly stated that our verbal promises 
should be considered as binding as our written promises! That spoke to the 
moral integrity of my neighbors, and it carried considerable substance. 

Many citizens spoke and contributed to keeping the proposed water 
tower/maintenance facility out of Sunfish, but Ed Nielsen, resident/past 
Parks Commissioner on the original 1974 Sunfish acquisition, advocated the 
strongest and led the community to success on this issue (Attachment C). 
Resident Jim Blackford suggested the current/better site at Ideal Ave. 
because this elevation was not only higher but it was 3M-owned land, which 
the City should be able to/and did obtain with no dollar exchange because of 
3M's drinking water/Perfluorochemical contamination of Lake Elmo's water. 

Perfluorochemicals contaminated what would have been Sunfish Lake 
West (Lake Jane Landfill) park land. A July 8, 2010, MN DNR letter to 
Bruce Messelt, Lake Elmo Administrator, states that the City has a binding 
agreement with the State of Minnesota that taken park lands (said Lake 
Jane Landfill) proposed for Sunfish Lake West will be replaced with park 
land of equal fair market value. The City is researching this issue, our legal 
rights, and a just exchange of parkland for this contaminated/unusable 
Sunfish Lake West parkland taken from Lake Elmo citizens. 
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Minnesota Land Trust-On September 22, 2009, Sunfish Lake Park was put 
into the Minnesota Land Trust for permanent preservation/protection 
(Attachment D). This legal document contains usages/restrictions for 
Sunfish Lake City Park. Lake Elmo Parks Commissioners moving this 
protection piece forward for Lake Elmo citizens were David Steele, Parks 
Chair (who crafted much of the Trust language), John Ames, Rolf Larson, 
Judith Blackford, Sue Dunn, Mike Zeno, Marty Dobbs, Vincent Adadene, and 
John Booher. The Lake Elmo City Council supporting this Park 
recommendation was Mayor Dean Johnston and Counci I Members Steve 
Delapp, Anne Smith, Liz Johnson and Nicole Parks. 

In 2010, the Parks Commission returned 20-acres of farmed park land 
south of the parking lot into prairie w/park funds and grants brought to 
Parks by staff, Carol Kriegler. Better trail location maps were also placed 
within Sunfish. Concentrated flower/grass plugs were planted within the 
prairie. Interpretive kiosks, boulder barriers, flower gardens, and flower 
plug plantings were completed in 2010/2011 for Sunfish's entrance/prairie. 
Summary 

As residents and lovers of nature, we've left relatively dense stands of 
woods within Sunfish untouched for wildlife. We've cleared trails so that 
the beauties of the woods could be enjoyed. We've planted trees when 
water damaged existing trees. When trails needed grooming or damage 
occurred, we've tended the park with excellent care overseen by Mike 
Bouthilet (LE Parks Supervisor for 25 yrs). When needed, we've even 
curtailed/prohibited damaging usages that would have diminished Sunfish 
and left us poorer. We've tried to be good stewards of Sunfish Lake Park. 

In 1974, Lake Elmo Park Commissioners and its citizens were visionaries 
in investing in the preservation of Sunfish's beautiful wild places. Sunfish 
Lake Park has often been called the "Jewel" in our necklace of parks. At 
almost 300 acres, its quality/size for a city park are rare. On September 
22, 2009, our finest park became permanently protected and preserved 
through legal placement into the Minnesota Land Trust that current and 
future generations of Lake Elmo City citizens may enjoy its beauty, wildlife, 
and passive recreational opportunities-our permanent slice of wild. 

Sunfish's enchanting beauty will easily claim your heart and loyalty 
(Attachment E). Like others, you will be quick to speak up for any needs this 
treasure might have in the future. It is like that, when you love something! 
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LAKE ELMO PARKS 

Make no little plans; they have no magic 
to stir men$ blood and probably themselves 
will not be realized. 

Make big plans; aim high in hope and work, 
remembering that a noble, logical diagram 
once recorded will never die, but long after 
we are gone will be a living thing, asserting 
itself with ever growing insistency. 

Remembering that our sons and grandsons are 
going to do things that would stagger us. 

let your watchword be order and your beacon 
beauty. 

Daniel Hudson Burnham 1846-1912 



lake Elmo Parks will be identified by this sign. 



To the Citizens of Lake Elmo 

On Tuesday, June 11, 1974, you are requested to go to the voting polls and 
respond to the Park Bond Referendum explained in this booklet. 

Your Village Council, its Planning Commission and the Park Advisory Board 
have all concluded that a very important part of our planning for the future develop
ment of Lake Elmo is dependent on our reserving a portion of the undeveloped land 
in the village for present and future park use. Added impetus has been given to 
this program by the fact that some of the most desirable future park sites are cur
rently being threatened by early development. If we don't decide to reserve these 
areas at this time, they may be lost forever as park sites. 

The bond issue, we are convinced, is the only fair way of financing the acqui
sition of significant areas of land for park purposes because it spreads the cost 
over a number of years so that the persons benefited both now and in the future will 
share that cost. 

Land costs have been rising steadily in Lake Elmo, and these acquisitions at 
this time have the added advantage therefore of determining forever the cost of the 
acres acquired - at today's prices. 

As you will see from the charts which follow, the cost of this program is ex
pected to be just under $30.00 per year on a $30,000 home. This amount will 
likely reduce with additional development. We think this is a nominal price to pay 
for the benefits which this park acquisition and development program offer. On 
behalf of the community and ourselves, we express our appreciation to the Park 
Advisory Board for the many hours of hard work they have devoted to this program, 
and we urge everyone to express their support for the program at the polls on June 
11th. 

MAYNARD EDER 
Mayor 

~~ 
R. BRUCE ABERCROMBIE 
Councilman r~J~ 
Councilman 

LLOYD SHERVHEIM 

£:_:~~ 
FRANCIS J. POTT 

/;;~£~~ 
WILLIAM A. LUNDQUIST 
Chairman, 
Planning and Zoning Commission 
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Reid Par!< 

30 ACRES 

WOODED AREA 

Preservation 

Hiking Trails 

Nature Trails 

Archery 

Picnicking 

OPEN AREA 

Ball Fields 

Tennis Courts 

Basketball Courts (outside) 

Skating Rink (outside) 

Playground & Tot Lot 
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Sunfish Lake 

WOODED AREA 

Preservation of Natural Wilderness 

Hiking Trails 

Nature Areas 

Cross Country Skiing 

OPEN AREA 

Picnic Area 

Pavilion 

Playground 

Bicycle Trails 

Skating Rink (outside) 

LAKE AREA 

Picnicking 

Canoeing 

Sailboating 



30 ACRES 

WOODED AREA 
Preservation 

Hiking Trails 

Wild Life Habitat 

Picnicking 

OPEN AREA 
Ball Fields 
Skating Rink (outside) 

LAKE AREA 
Wild Life Habitat 

Canoeing 

Fishing 
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Park Bond Budget 

ACQUISITION 

Demontreville Park 

Reid Park 

Sunfish Lake Park 

Tablyn Park 

DEVELOPMENT 

BOND EXPENSE 

TOTAL 

ACRES 

30 

30 

214 

9 

283 

283 Acres 

TOTAL COST 

$600,000 

$ 75,000 

$ 50,000 

$ 725,000 



Monthly Cost 

VALUE OF HOME* 

MONTHLY COST OF 
THE $725,000 

BOND ISSUE * * 

YEARLY COST OF 
THE $725,000 
BOND ISSUE 

* 

** 

Market value as determined by the Assessor (see your tax statement.) 

The above information represents the average monthly cost of the 
bond issue to a home or property owner. These figures are based 
on the current valuation of the City and a conservative increase 
(45%) over the next five years. As the city grows, and lake Elmo 
will grow, valuation increases will reduce monthly payments 
proportionately. 

It 1s proposed to redeem the bonds over a 30-year period. 



From the Park Committee 

Within our city boundar,ies lies some of the most beautiful 

wooded areas of Washington County. It is our hope we can 

save some small part of this naturalness for all of the people 

of Lake Elmo for now and for the future. We constantly 

see and hear of the problems of urbanization, development 

and overcrowding. But never have we witnessed problems 

caused by too much park lands or open space. The number 

of acres we have proposed is small when compared to what 

will be taken by roads and other development. The cost is so 

low, and in the long run, the return on your investment will 

be high by keeping this city an exceptional place to live. 

DON DAU 

&~~ 
DAVID MORGAN 

DIANE TRUDEAU 

vni~r= Mf:::xa~L
~l~ ~~ 



... it depend§ ony6u. 

At the polls on June 11th you will have the 
opportunity to vote on the following ballot. There 
will be a general informational meeting on June 5th 
at 7:30 p.m. at the Village Hall. 



... it depend§ ony6u. 

This booklet has been prepared solely for the purpose of -informing the citizens of Lake Elmo about the 
Park Bond Referendum to be voted on June 11, 1974. Further clarification can be found by contacting 
the Village Council, the Park Committee or by attending the "General Informational Meeting." 

June 1974 



Attachment B-Biking Ban Ordinance Fact Packet 



Background on ordinance upheld to ban mountain biking from Sunfish Lake Park. 
(Background presented by Judith Blackford at the 8/20/07 Parks Commission meeting.) 
David (Steele, Chair) has asked me to share a history of some of the document input 

included in the 1994 packet that went to the Council, when the then Parks Commission gave 
a unanimous, individually signed, 1" thick, packet of tediously researched, documented, and 
accumulated info (over a 3-year period). 

1. There was all along an ordinance put in place in 1992, which banned biking, any type 
of biking, on any trail other than a designated, bike trail. 

2. In 1994, the Parks Commission, asked the Council to enforce and address the 
ordinance specifically for Sunfish because mountain biking was eroding trails, 
creating dangerous liability issues, and destroying the enjoyment of the more 
passive, allowed activities within the park. 

3. Council meeting motion 4/19/94-Mottaz/Johnson-to accept the 18, 1994, Parks 
Commission recommendation that the Parks Commission and City Council have 
adopted the Park Trail Plan concept, which provides for a recreational bike trail 
along the southern boundary of Sunfish Park, with the stipulation that a barrier 
shall be installed, at the time of development of the trail, to prevent free access of 
bicycles into the woods of Sunfish Park, and that the commission will seek in the 
form of future park dedication a site or trail for designation for mountain biking. 
(Motion carried 5-0). M/S/C Johnson/Mottaz-to accept the 1/3/94 
recommendation of the Parks Commission continuing the ban on mountain biking in 
Sunfish Lake Park. (motion carried 5-0). 

4. Finally, here is a motion made taking out the east/west trail within Sunfish. We 
made and passed that motion. (Park Commission minutes of 6/20/05). 

5. Here is our Trail Plan document of 11/2005, page 31, which states that there will be 
no biking within this park. 

Here are some of the exhibits that went into the Parks Commission packet in 1994: 
Exhibit A-270 signatures from community residents supporting the ordinance banning 
mountain biking in Sunfish Park. 
Exhibit B-Researched document by Konrad Koosman from the MN Soil & Water 
Conservation District addressing soil erosion and mountain biking's impact. 
Exhibit C-DNR letter of representative woods. 
Exhibit D-addn'I DNR documentation 
Exhibit E-Nature Conservancy document on representative flora/fauna. 
Exhibit F-Letters from community residents/Sierra Club 
Exhibit G-Excerpts from the bond issue (I did not reference at the above meeting) 

Finally, based on the above, it is inappropriate to include biking in this Park in our Land 
Trust document. 



El ns u t i i i s fis r 
By Donald Kohler 
Lake Elmo Correspondent 

, The City of Lake Elmo banned 
/ the use of the popular mountain 
bikes in Sunfish Lake park last 
week after receiving reports of 
environmental damage to the facil
ity. 

In recent years the park has 
become popular among mountain 
bicyclists. 'fhe challenging terrain 
has drawn enthusiasts from 
throughout the metro area. How-. 
ever, misuse has created ruts and 
other damage in environmentally 
sensitive areas of the park. 

Most mountain bikers are 
responsible, said Mike Bouthilet, 
Lake Elmo parks supervisor, but 
others have not been as consider
ate. 

"They are 'in the park when 
there is still snow on the ground or 

; the soil is wet. I have maintained 
the park for six years and bicycl
ists have done more damage in the 

year than horse riders," 

Bo'uthilet told the council in 
requesting a mountain bike ban. 
. 'rhe debate drew a large crowd 

of mountain bicyclists to the 
18 council meeting in a 
attempt to persuade the council 
not to impose restrictions. 

"Sunfish Lake Park is seen by 
many to contain the finest off-road 
trails in the metro area. I have 
been riding in Sunfish since 1988 
and would like it to remain open, '· 
said Lee Swenson, Rice Street 
Bike Club. 

Swenson pi:,esented the council 
with a petition signed by over 200 
bicyclists. 

"There are very few 
within 60 miles of the metro area 
where we can ride," Swenson said, 
"Where do we go after work or 
during the week to ride?" As more 
cities close their parks to moun
tain bicyclists, overcrowding in 
the remaining open parks becomes 
worse, he said. 

"We that 

Park remain open to mountain 
bikes. Any irresponsibleriding or 
abuse to the trails can be effec
tively curtailed or eliminated by 
self-patrolling bike clubs," Swen
son said. 

Swenson and others also com
plained the city was acting on the 
ordinance without allowing bicycl
ists enough time to respond to 
complaints .. Erosion in the park is 
minimal, said Lake Elmo resident 
Walt Bailey. There are about six 
hills out of 15 that are trouble• 
some, and options other than cloe
ing the park to bikes should be 
considered, he said. 

Bailey requested the council 
refrain from acting on the ordi-
nance for one month. During that: 

time, a committee of bicyclists and 
park board members could 
attempt to resolve the problems. 

"'l'he park could be closed dtir• 
ing the spring thaw and aft~r 
heavy rains," Bailey explainE'~. 
Other alternatives possible wot~id 

' 
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be to close sections of certain trails 
or to license bicyclists who use the 
park. 

''Mountain bikers have been 
beaten down throughout the state, 
and you will find them going out of 
their way to maintain the park," 
he said. 

Swenson also asked for further 
study of the eroded areas. "If you 
were to go out to the park and take 
plaster casts of the trails you 
would not find bike prints. You 

Elmo/pa.fie 8 

woulcfg~rplaster c~sts of horse 
hooves,'' lie b:tiisted. 

Yet, despite objections from 
the large group of bicylists, · the 
council was not convinced to leave 
the park open to the bikers. 

"There are two major issues 
here: safety and the environ· 
ment," said Councilman Richard 
johnson, "A mountain bike is not 
(intended) to be ridden at a lei
surely pace. This creates a hazard
ous situation for the majority of 
park users who are pedestrians. 
When one use conflicts with the 
major use, then that use has to be 
restricted.'' 

"We have a problem right now 
that needs to be corrected. The 
problem has been identified by the 
park director and the park com· 
mission. Closing the park to moun· 
tain bikes is what is necessary to 
solve the problem,'' he said. 

After the vote to ban the 
bikes, several councilmembers 
said the decision was not irrevoca· 
ble. The city may reconsider modi· 
fying the ordinance, said 
Councilman Todd Williams. 



April 15, 1994 

Lake Elmo City Council 
3800 Laverne A venue North 
Lake Elmo, MN 55042 

Dear Council Members, 

The enclosed packet of information supports the current ordinance banning mountain biking 
in Sunfish Park. Included in the packet are earlier testimonials shared with the past Council 
when it passed the ordinance to ban mountain biking and letters in support of the ban. Also 
enclosed are signatures from community members requesting that Sunfish Park be preserved 
as a passive usage recreation/nature park by banning mountain biking. 

Portions of this packet were shared with the Parks Commission at the March 21 meeting. 
The Parks Commission then passed by a strong majority (5 for and 1 abstaining), a motion to 
reject a proposed mountain bike trail in Sunfish Park. We support the City's intent for this 
park as promised to the previous landowner and the taxpayers whose dollars funded this 
endeavor. We support the wisdom of that plan and encourage the Council to support like 
management practices encouraging usages that will protect future enjoyment of this beautiful 
remnant of old forest. Passive usages of hiking/walking, recreational cross-country skiing, 
bird watching, photography, nature studies, picnicking, canoeing and sailboating are 
activities that currently complement this nature park. 

The enclosed recommendations come from professionals who have seen the woods through 
direct examination and consultation. The attached letters give firsthand testimonies to the 
erosion and the potential for destruction of both the terrain and the peace and enjoyment of 
the woods. This information supports the intent as a nature park with passive recreational 
use. Lifting the ordinance banning mountain biking would mean the end of Sunfish as a 
nature park. 

As members of your Parks Commission, we have researched this issue over a two and a half 
year period. The physical evidence of our recommendations is contained in this letter and in 
the attached packet. Please call us if you have any questions or need additional information. 
Thank you for your consideration of this important issue and in helping to ensure the 
preservation of our beautiful city parks for future generations. 

Sincerely, , 

/t,J7t/, ~ rilM,,~{pacf,_ 
~~ pc, ,i [)7,,_, ~ 
Kes TautvyWa¥~

1 
/ ,:? /) ./ // 7 Karen Leach 

Judy Blackford CJJ{/£(&,,~/1./J f,,.rk__ Ron Kuehn 
Gloria Knoblauch O IA'I...Yw, 



SUNFISH PARK 

(information supporting the current 
ordinance banning mountain biking) 

Presented to the Lake Elmo City Council 
Meeting of April 19, 1994 
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Sunfish Park Fact Sheet 

Reasons for Banning Mountain Biking: 

- Increase cost to City (tax payers) to maintain trails and repair erosion damage 
- Increase risk and liability that will in turn increase insurance costs 
- Destruction of habitat for wildlife 
- Destruction and erosion to the unique topography of the park 
- Disturbance of peacefulness of park (both for people and wildlife) 
- Conflict in usage of trail system: 

- Park is too small to accommodate separate trails which do not intersect and overlap with 
walkers/hikers 

- Park is too small to diffuse noise created by bikers - many people go to the park for 
peacefulness and enjoyment of nature 

- Park system was established for passive sports, i.e. walking/hiking, cross-country skiing, bird 
watching, photography, nature studies, picnicking, canoeing, and sailboating 

- Pilot project in Lake Elmo Park Reserve where the trail system is more conducive to mountain 
biking 

- Potential over use of City park by non-residents. Since most parks do not allow mountain biking 
many users would be residents from the metro area and other towns (non-tax payers) 

- Importance of preserving open spaces and woods (Yv ashington County is one of the fastest growing 
counties in the state) 

Information Included in Hennepin Parks Mountain Bike Research Survey 3/8/94: 

- 2,700 mt. bike visits on trail at Murphy-Hanrhan Park Reserve in fall 1990. 
- Trail conditions and weather conditions have not allowed a full season in Murphy since 1990. 
- During the first year of operation at Murphy, there was conflict between bikers and hikers - it was 

agreed that the two activities should not share the same trail. 
- There is a need to rotate trails to allow for trail repair and erosion control. 
- Survey indicated the following aspects contribute to making a desirable mt. bike trail: 

- Longer than 5 miles 
- Several large hills, with overall rolling terrain (prefer steep trail system) 
- Some riders enjoy muddy trails 
- Support facilities, such as water and restroom facilities,are appreciated (cost factor) 

- Only 10% of mountain bike owners ride off paved surfaces. 

Current Condition of Sunfish Park: 

- Trail system is located mostly in a mature hardwood forest. 
- The topography is very rolling. 
- Soils are very sandy and gravelly. 
- Erosion already exists on most of the sloping area along the trail system, and sedimentation exists at 

the base of the slopes because of the erosion above. 
- Efforts are being made to divert runoff water by using wood troughs laid diagonally across the 

existing trails - this type of erosion control would interfere with mt. biking activity. 



EXHIBIT A 

2,70 Signatures from community residents 
supporting the ordinance banning mountain 
biking and supporting passive recreational 
usages in this park 



Petition to Maintain Ordinance Banning Mountain Biking 
in Sunfish Park 

We support the Lake Elmo long-standing policy and current ordinance banning mountain biking in Sunfish Park. We 
support the original intent of the park for preservation of natural wilderness and passive usages of hiking/walking, 
cross-country skiing, bird watching, photography, nature studies, picnicking, canoeing, and sailboating. 

Mountain biking is not compatible with the intent for preservation of the woods. It diminishes and destroys the 
peacefulness of a hike/walk, observation of wildlife and birds, and preservation of flora. The chance for increased 
risk, and more importantly injury to a hiker/walker is a major concern and liability. Testimony has been presented 
by the Nature Conservancy confirming the uniqueness and delicate nature of the woods in Sunfish Park. Mountain 
biking would cause severe destruction and erosion to this unique topography. 

We support the above usages to accomplish the preservation of the woods in Sunfish Park. 

Address 

' l 

Return Petition by April 15 to: Judy Blackford 
9765 - 45th Street North 
Lake Elmo, MN 55042 
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Petition to Maintain Ordinance Banning Mountain Biking 
in Sunfish Park 

We support the Lake Elmo long-standing policy and current ordinance banning mountain biking in Sunfish Park. We 
support the original intent of the park for preservation of natural wilderness and passive usages of hiking/walking, 
cross-country skiing, bird watching, photography, nature studies, picnicking, canoeing, and sailboating. 

Mountain biking is not compatible with the intent for preservation of the woods. It diminishes and destroys the 
peacefulness of a hike/walk, observation of wildlife and birds, and preservation of flora. The chance for increased 
risk, and more importantly injury to a hiker/walker is a major concern and liability. Testimony has been presented 
by the Nature Conservancy confirming the uniqueness and delicate nature of the woods in Sunfish Park. Mountain 
biking would cause severe destruction and erosion to this unique topography. 

We support the above usages to accomplish the preservation of the woods in Sunfish Park. 

Address 
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Return Petition by April 15 to: Judy Blackford 
9765 - 45th Street North 
Lake Elmo, MN 55042 

.. C-t-. 
-1~ ~€Ax I { 

'-/J..1rul -sr I I 

l\ dnd5t )( 

\ \ \ ( 

t. cf-

tJ 

(i /J LA l{o [ I 11~, 

Ielepbaoe 

'r,o·~b~O~ 

7 o ·-l, 7ay· 
'rrCJ -Bd ~ I 

' ( 
7 7(; -011 G 

?79-ooSS 

--;71-0/C/, 

? 17-70 J---;,L 

770 -It/SJ 
·7,? S-:S-1 b 



Petition to Maintain Ordinance Banning Mountain Biking 
in Sunfish Park 

We support the Lake Elmo long-standing policy and current ordinance banniiifrriounfain biking in Sunfish Park. We 
support the original intent of the park for preservation of natural wilderness and passive usages of hiking/walking, 
cross-country skiing, bird watching, photography, nature studies, picnicking, canoeing, and sailboating. 

Mountain biking is not compatible with the intent for preservation of the woods. It diminishes and destroys the 
peacefulness of a hike/walk, observation of wildlife and birds, and preservation of flora. The chance for increased 
risk, and more importantly injury to a hiker/walker is a major concern and liability. Testimony has been presented 
by the Nature Conservancy confirming the uniqueness and delicate nature of the woods in Sunfish Park. Mountain 
biking would cause severe destruction and erosion to this unique topography. 

We support the above usages to accomplish the preservation of the woods in Sunfish Park. 

Address Telephone 
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9765 - 45th Street North 
Lake Elmo, MN 55042 
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Petition to Maintain Ordinance Banning Mountain Biking 
in Sunfish Park 

We support the Lake Elmo long-standing policy and current ordinance banning mountain b_iking in Sunfish Park. We 
support the original intent of the park for preservation of natural wilderness and passive usages of hiking/walking, 
cross-country skiing, bird watching, photography, nature studies, picnicking, canoeing, and sailboating. 

Mountain biking is not compatible with the intent for preservation of the woods. It diminishes and destroys the 
peacefulness of a hike/walk, observation of wildlife and birds, and preservation of flora. The chance for increased 
risk, and more importantly injury to a hiker/walker is a major concern and liability. Testimony has been presented 
by the Nature Conservancy confirming the uniqueness and delicate nature of the woods in Sunfish Park. Mountain 
biking would cause severe destruction and erosion to this unique topography. 

We support the above usages to accomplish the preservation of the woods in Sunfish Park. 

Address 
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Return Petition by April 15 to: Judy Blackford 
9765 - 45th Street North 
Lake Elmo, MN 55042 
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Petition to Maintain Ordinance Banning Mountain Biking 
in Sunfish Park 

We support the Lake Elmo long-standing policy and current ordinance banning mountain biking in Sunfish Park. We 
support the original intent of the park for preservation of natural wilderness and passive usages of hiking/walking, 
cross-country skiing, bird watching, photography, nature studies, picnicking, canoeing, and sailboating. 

Mountain biking is not compatible with the intent for preservation of the woods. It diminishes and destroys the 
peacefulness of a hike/walk, observation of wildlife and birds, and preservation of flora. The chance for increased 
risk, and more importantly injury to a hiker /walker is a major concern and liability. Testimony has been presented 
by the Nature Conservancy confirming the uniqueness and delicate nature of the woods in Sunfish Park. Mountain 
biking would cause severe destruction and erosion to thi~ unique topography. 

We support the above usages to accomplish the preservation of the woods in Sunfish Park. '" 
'"'--

Address 

Return Petition by April 15 to: Judy Blackford 
9765 - 45th Street North 
Lake Elmo, MN 55042 
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Petition to Maintain Ordinance Banning Mountain Biking 
in Sunfish Park 

We support the Lake Elmo long-standing policy and current ordinance banning mountain biking in Sunfish Park. We 
support the original intent of the park for preservation of natural wilderness and passive usages of hiking/walking, 
cross-country skiing, bird watching, photography, nature studies, picnicking, canoeing, and sailboating. 

Mountain biking is not compatible with the intent for preservation of the woods. It diminishes and destroys the 
peacefulness of a hike/walk, observation of wildlife and birds, and preservation of flora. The chance for increased 
risk, and more importantly injury to a hiker/walker is a major concern and liability. Testimony has been presented 
by the Nature Conservancy confirming the uniqueness and delicate nature of the woods in Sunfish Park. Mountain 
biking would cause severe destruction and erosion to this unique topography. 

We support the above usages to accomplish the preservation of the woods in Sunfish Park. 

Address 

Return Petition by April 15 to: Judy Blackford 
9765 - 45th Street North 
Lake Elmo, MN 55042 
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Petition to Maintain Ordinance Banning Mountain Biking 
in Sunfish Park 

We support the Lake Elmo long-standing policy and current ordinance banning mountain biking in Sunfish Park. We 
support the original intent of the park for preservation of natural wilderness and passive usages of hiking/walking, 
cross-country skiing, bird watching, photography, nature studies, picnicking, canoeing, and sailboating. 

Mountain biking is not compatible with the intent for preservation of the woods. It diminishes and destroys the 
peacefulness of a hike/walk, observation of wildlife and birds, and preservation of flora. The chance for increased 
risk, and more importantly injury to a hiker/walker is a major concern and liability. Testimony has been presented · 
by the Nature Conservancy confirming the uniqueness and delicate nature of the woods in Sunfish Park. Mountain 
biking would cause severe destruction and erosion to this unique topography. 

We support the above usages to accomplish the preservation of the woods in Sunfish Park. 

Sigparme Address 
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Petition to Maintain Ordinance Banning Mountain Biking 
in Sunfish Park 

We support the Lake Elmo long-standing policy and current ordinance banning mountain biking in Sunfish Park. We 
support the original intent of the park for preservation of natural wilderness and passive usages of hiking/walking, 
cross-country skiing, bird watching, photography, nature studies, picnicking, canoeing, and sailboating. 

Mountain biking is not compatible with the intent for preservation of the woods. It diminishes and destroys the 
peacefulness of a hike/walk, observation of wildlife and birds, and preservation of flora. The chance for increased 
risk, and more importantly injury to a hiker/walker is a major concern and liability. Testimony has been presented · 
by the Nature Conservancy confirming the uniqueness and delicate nature of the woods in Sunfish Park. Mountain 
biking would cause severe destruction and erosion to this unique topography. 

\Ve support the ab::rve usages to accomplish the preservation of the v.1oods in Sun.fish Park~ 

Signature Address 
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Return Petition by April 15 to: Judy Blackford 
9765 - 45th Street North 
Lake Elmo, MN 55042 

Telephone 
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Petition to Maintain Ordinance Banning Mountain Biking 
in Sunfish Park 

We support the Lake Elmo long-standing policy and current ordinance banning mountain biking in Sunfish Park. We 
support the original intent of the park for preservation of natural wilderness and passive usages of hiking/walking, 
cross-country skiing, bird watching, photography, nature studies, picnicking, canoeing, and sailboating. 

Mountain biking is not compatible with the intent for preservation of the woods. It diminishes and destroys the 
peacefulness of a hike/walk, observation of wildlife and birds, and preservation of flora. The chance for increased 
risk, and more importantly injury to a hiker/walker is a major concern and liability. Testimony has been presented 
by the Nature Conservancy confirming the uniqueness and delicate nature of the woods in Sunfish Park. Mountain 
biking would cause severe destruction and erosion to this unique topography. 

We support the above usages to accomplish the preservation of the woods in Sunfish Park. 

Sigoatme Address 

Return Petition by April 15 to: Judy Blackford 
9765 - 45th Street North 
Lake Elmo, MN 55042 
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Petition to Maintain Ordinance Banning Mountain Biking 
in Sunfish Park 

We support the Lake Elmo long-standing policy and current ordinance banning mountain biking in Sunfish Park. We 
support the original intent of the park for preservation of natural wilderness and passive usages of hiking/walking, 
cross-country skiing, bird watching, photography, nature studies, picnicking, canoeing, and sailboating. 

Mountain biking is not compatible with the intent for preservation of the woods. It diminishes and destroys the 
peacefulness of a hike/walk, observation of wildlife and birds, and preservation of flora. The chance for increased 
risk, and more importantly injury to a hiker/walker is a major concern and liability. Testimony has been presented 
by the Nature Conservancy confirming the uniqueness and delicate nature of the woods in Sunfish Park. Mountain 
biking would cause severe destruction and erosion to this unique topography. 

We support the above usages to accomplish the preservation of the woods in Sunfish Park. 

Signature Address Telephone 
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Petition to Maintain Ordinance Banning Mountain Biking 
in Sunfish Park 

We support the Lake Elmo long-standing policy and current ordinance banning mountain biking in Sunfish Park. We 
support the original intent of the park for preservation of natural wilderness and passive usages of hiking/walking, 
cross-country skiing, bird watching, photography, nature studies, picnicking, canoeing, and sailboating. 

Mountain biking is not compatible with the intent for preservation of the woods. It diminishes and destroys the 
peacefulness of a hike/walk, observation of wildlife and birds, and preservation of flora. The chance for increased 
risk, and more importantly injury to a hiker/walker is a major concern and liability. Testimony has been presented 
by the Nature Conservancy confirming the uniqueness and delicate nature of the woods in Sunfish Park. Mountain 
biking would cause severe destruction and erosion to this unique topography. 

We support the above usages to accomplish the preservation of the woods in Sunfish Park. 

Address 
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Lake Elmo, MN 55042 
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Petition to Maintain Ordinance Banning Mountain Biking 
in Sunfish Park 

We support the Lake Elmo long-standing policy and current ordinance banning mountain biking in Sunfish Park. We 
support the original intent of the park for preservation of natural wilderness and passive usages of hiking/walking, 
cross-country skiing, bird watching, photography, nature studies, picnicking, canoeing, and sailboating. 

\ 
Mountain biking, is not compatible with the intent for preservation of the woods. It diminishes and destroys the 
peacefulness of a hike/walk, observation of wildlife and birds, and preservation of flora. The chance for increased 
risk, and more importantly injury to a hiker/walker is a major concern and liability. Testimony has been presented 
by the Nature Conservancy confirming the uniqueness and delicate nature of the woods in Sunfish Park. Mountain 
biking would cause severe destruction and erosion to this unique topography. 

We support the above usages to accomplish the preservation of the woods in Sunfish Park. 

J,,·ft:.ir) 
Address 

3 '"i q o )'CeA u CJ") 

Return Petition by April 15 to: Judy Blackford 
9765 - 45th Street North 
Lake Elmo, MN 55042 

Telepbaue 



Petition to Maintain Ordinance Banning Mountain Biking 
in Sunfish Park 

We support the Lake Elmo long-standing policy and current ordinance banning mountain biking in Sunfish Park. We 
support the original intent of the park for preservation of natural wilderness and passive usages of hiking/walking, 
cross-country skiing, bird watching, photography, nature studies, picnicking, canoeing, and sailboating. 

Mountain biking is not compatible with the intent for preservation of the woods. It diminishes and destroys the 
peacefulness of a hike/walk, observation of wildlife and birds, and preservation of flora. The chance for increased 
risk, and more importantly injury to a hiker/walker is a major concern and liability. Testimony has been presented 
by the Nature Conservancy confirming the uniqueness and delicate nature of the woods in Sunfish Park. Mountain 
biking would cause severe destruction and erosion to this unique topography. 

We support the above usages to accomplish the preservation of the woods in Sunfish Park. 

Siguatme Address 
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Lake Elmo, MN 55042 
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Petition to Maintain Ordinance Banning Mountain Biking 
in Sunfish Park 

We support the Lake Elmo long-standing policy and current ordinance banning mountain biking in Sunfish Park. We 
support the original intent of the park for preservation of natural wilderness and passive usages of hiking/walking, 
cross-country skiing, bird watching, photography, nature studies, picnicking, canoeing, and sailboating. 

Mountain biking is not compatible with the intent for preservation of the woods. It diminishes and destroys the 
peacefulness of a hike/walk, observation of wildlife and birds, and preservation of flora. The chance for increased 
risk, and more importantly injury to a hiker/walker is a major concern and liability. Testimony has been presented 
by the Nature Conservancy confirming the uniqueness and delicate nature of the woods in Sunfish Park. Mountain 
biking would cause severe destruction and erosion to this unique topography. 

We support the above usages to accomplish the preservation of the woods in Sunfish Park. 

Signatme Address 

Return Petition by April 15 to: Judy Blackford 
9765 - 45th Street North 
Lake Elmo, MN 55042 
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Petition to Maintain Ordinance Banning Mountain Biking 
in Sunfish Park 

We support the Lake Elmo long-standing policy and current ordinance banning mountain biking in Sunfish Park. We 
support the original intent of the park for preservation of natural wilderness and passive usages of hiking/walking, 
cross-country skiing, bird watching, photography, nature studies, picnicking, canoeing, and sailboating. 

Mountain biking is not compatible with the intent for preservation of the woods. It diminishes and destroys the 
peacefulness of a hike/walk, observation of wildlife and birds, and preservation of flora. The chance for increased 
risk, and more importantly injury to a hiker/walker is a major concern and liability. Testimony has been presented 
by the Nature Conservancy confirming the uniqueness and delicate nature of the woods in Sunfish Park. Mountain 
biking would cause severe destruction and erosion to this unique topography. 

We support the above usages to accomplish the preservation of the woods in Sunfish Park. 

Sigoatme Address 
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9765 - 45th Street North 
Lake Elmo, MN 55042 
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Petition to Maintain Ordinance Banning Mountain Biking 
in Sunfish Park 

We support the Lake Elmo long-standing policy and current ordinance banning mountain biking in Sunfish Park. We 
support the original intent of the park for preservation of natural wilderness and passive usages of hiking/walking, 
cross-country skiing, bird watching, photography, nature studies, picnicking, canoeing, and sailboating. 

Mountain biking is not compatible with the intent for preservation of the woods. It diminishes and destroys the 
peacefulness of a hike/walk, observation of wildlife and birds, and preservation of flora. The chance for increased 
risk, and more importantly injury to a hiker/walker is a major concern and liability. Testimony has been presented 
by the Nature Conservancy confirming the uniqueness and delicate nature of the woods in Sunfish Park. Mountain 
biking would cause severe destruction and erosion to this unique topography. 

We support the above usages to accomplish the preservation of the woods in Sunfish Park. 

Address 
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Petition to Maintain Ordinance Banning Mountain Biking 
in Sunfish Park 

We support the Lake Elmo long-standing policy and current ordinance banning mountain biking in Sunfish Park. We 
support the original intent of the park for preservation of naw_ral ~pdern~s and passive usages of hiking/walking, 
cross-country skiing, bird watching, photography, nature studies, picnicking, canoeing, and sailboating. 

Mountain biking is not compatible with the intent for preservation of the woods. It diminishes and destroys the 
peacefulness of a hike/walk, observation of wildlife and birds, and preservation of flora. The chance for increased 
risk, and more importantly injury to a hiker/walker is a major concern and liability. Testimony has been presented 
by the Nature Conservancy confirming the uniqueness and delicate nature of the woods in Sunfish Park. Mountain 
biking would cause severe destruction and erosion to this unique topography. 

We support the above usages to accomplish the preservation of the woods in Sunfish Park. 

<iignatnre Address 
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Petition to Maintain Ordinance Banning Mountain Biking 
in Sunfish Park 

We support the Lake Elmo long-standing policy and current ordinance banning mountain biking in Sunfish Park. We 
support the original intent of the park for preservation of natural wilderness and passive usages of hiking/walking, 
cross-country skiing, bird watching, photography, nature studies, picnicking, canoeing, and sailboating. 

Mountain biking is not compatible with the intent for preservation of the woods. It diminishes and destroys the 
peacefulness of a hike/walk, observation of wildlife and birds, and preservation of flora. The chance for increased 
risk, and more importantly injury to a hiker/walker is a major concern and liability. Testimony has been presented 
by the Nature Conservancy confirming the uniqueness and delicate nature of the woods in Sunfish Park. Mountain 
biking would cause severe destruction and erosion to this unique topography. 

We support the above usages to accomplish the preservation of the woods in Sunfish Park. 

Address 

Return Petition by April 15 to: Judy Blackford 
9765 - 45th Street North 
Lake Elmo, MN 55042 
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Petition to Maintain Ordinance Banning Mountain Biking 
in Sunfish Park 

We support the Lake Elmo long-standing policy and current ordinance banning mountain biking in Sunfish Park. We 
support the original intent of the park for preservation of natural wilderness and passive usages of hiking/walking, 
cross-country skiing, bird watching, photography, nature studies, picnicking, canoeing, and sailboating. 

Mountain biking is not compatible with the intent for preservation of the woods. It diminishes and destroys the 
peacefulness of a hike/walk, observation of wildlife and birds, and preservation of flora. The chance for increased 
risk, and more importantly injury to a hiker/walker is a major concern and liability. Testimony has been presented 
by the Nature Conservancy confirming the uniqueness and delicate nature of the woods in Sunfish Park. Mountain 
biking would cause severe destruction and erosion to this unique topography. 

We support the above usages to accomplish the preservation of the woods in Sunfish Park. 

Return Petition by April 15 to: Judy Blackford 
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Lake Elmo, MN 55042 



Petition to Maintain Ordinance ·Banning Mountain Biking 
in Sunfish Park 

We support the Lake Elmo long-standing policy and current ordinance banni~g mountain biking in Sunfish Park. We 
support the original intent of the park for preservation of natural wilderness and passive usages of hilting/walking. 
cross-country skiing, bird watching. photography, nature studies, picnicking, canoeing, and sailboating. 

Mountain biking is not compatible with the intent for preservation of the woods. It diminishes and destroys the 
peacefulness of a hilce/w~ observation of wildlife and birds, and preservation of flora. The chance for increased 
risk, and more importantly injury to a hiker/walker is a major concern and liability. Testimony has been presented 
by the Nature ConsetVancy confirming the uniqueness and delicate nature of the woods in Sunfish Park. Mountain 
biking would cause severe destruction and erosion to this unique topography. 

We suppon the above usages to accomplish the preservation of the woods in Sunfish Parle. 

Signan;re Addz:ess 

Return Petition by April 15 to; Judy Blackford 
9765 ~ 45th Street North 
Lake Elmo, MN 55042 
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Petition to Maintain Ordinance Banning Mountain Biking 
in Sunfish Park 

We support the Lake Elmo long-standing policy and current ordinance banning mountain biking in Sunfish Park. We 
support the original intent of the park for preservation of natural wilderness and passive usages of hiking/walking, 
cross-country skiing, bird watching, photography, nature studies, picnicking, canoeing, and sailboating. 

Mountain biking is not compatible with the intent for preservation of the woods. It diminishes and destroys the 
peacefulness of a hike/walk, observation of wildlife and birds, and preservation of flora. The chance for increased 
risk, and more importantly injury to a hiker/walker is a major concern and liability. Testimony has been presented 
by the Nature Conservancy confirming the uniqueness and delicate nature of the woods in Sunfish Park. Mountain 
biking would cause severe destruction and erosion to this unique topography. 

We support the above usages to accomplish the preservation of the woods in Sunfish Park. 

Address 

Return Petition by April 15 to: Judy Blackford 
9765 - 45th Street North 
Lake Elmo, MN 55042 
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Petition to Maintain Ordinance Banning Mountain Biking 
in Sunfish Park 

We support the Lake Elmo long-standing policy and current ordinance banning mountain biking~in Sunfish Park. We 
support the original intent of the park for preservation of natural wilderness and passive usages of hiking/walking, 
cross-country skiing, bird watching, photography, nature studies, picnicking, canoeing, and sailboating. 

l!:',,D /vir'w:uu 
Mountain biking'"'is not compatible with the intent for preservation of the woods. It diminishes and destroys the 
peacefulness of a hike/walk, observation of wildlife and birds, and preservation of flora. The chance for increased 
risk, and more importantly injury to a hiker/walker is a major concern and liability. Testimony has been presented 
by the Nature Conservancy confirming the uniqueness and delicate nature of the woods in Sunfish Park. Mountain 
biking),woulq cause severe destruction and erosion to this unique topography. 

µ JiJrudi,, 
We support the above usages to accomplish the preservation of the woods in Sunfish Park. 
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Petition to Maintain Ordinance Banning Mountain Biking 
in Sunfish Park 

We support the Lake Elmo long-standing policy and current ordinance banning mountain biking in Sunfish Park. We 
support the original intent of the park for preservation of natural wilderness and passive usages of hiking/walking, 
cross-country skiing, bird watching, photography, nature studies, picnicking, canoeing, and sailboating. 

Mountain biking is not compatible with the intent for preservation of the woods. It diminishes and destroys the 
peacefulness of a hike/walk, observation of wildlife and birds, and preservation of flora. The chance for increased 
risk, and more importantly injury to a hiker/walker is a major concern and liability. Testimony has been presented 
by the Nature Conservancy confirming the uniqueness and delicate nature of the woods in Sunfish Park. Mountain 
biking would cause severe destruction and erosion to this unique topography. 

We support the above usages to accomplish the preservation of the woods in Sunfish Park. 

Return Petition by April 15 to: Judy Blackford 
9765 - 45th Street North 
Lake Elmo, MN 55042 
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Petition to Maintain Ordinance Banning Mountain Biking 
in Sunfish Park 

We support the Lake Elmo long-standing policy and current ordinance banning mountain biking in Sunfish Park. we· 
support the original intent of the park for preservation of natural wilderness and passive usages of hiking/walking, 
cross-country skiing, bird watching, photography, nature studies, picnicking, canoeing, and sailboating. 

Mountain biking is not compatible with the intent for preservation of the woods. It diminishes and destroys the 
peacefulness of a hike/walk, observation of wildlife and birds, and preservation of flora. The chai1ce for increased 
risk, and more importantly injury to a hiker/walker is a major concern and liability. Testimony has been presented 
by the Nature Conservancy confirming the uniqueness and (folicatc nature of the woods in Sunfish Park. Mountain 
biking would cause severe destruction and erosion to this unique topography. 

We support the above usages to accomplish the preservation of the woods in Sunfish Park. 
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EXHIBIT B 

Letter from Konrad Koosman, Soil Erosion Specialist, 
Minnesota Soil and Water Conservation District, 
Specialist who examined this park in the fall of 1993. 



WASHINGTON L 
CONSERVATION 

1825 Curve Crest Blvd .. Room 101 

Stillwater, MN 55082 

(612) 439,6361 

MINNESOTA 
SOIL AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICTS 

Date: 

To: 

From: 

March 15, 1994 

Judy Blackford 

Konrad Koosmann, Washington Soil Conservation District 

Subject: Erosion Control on trail system in Sunfish Park, City of Lake Elmo 

On September 13, 1993 I was requested by Judy Blackford and members of the 
Lake Elmo Park Board to review the trail system in Sunfish Park. The purpose 
of the review was to give recommendations on needed erosion control measures 
on the trails. As we walked the trail system, I observed the following 
conditions: 

1. The trail system is located mostly in a mature hardwood forest 

2. The topography is very rolling 

3. The soils are very sandy and gravelly 

4. Erosion already exists on most of the sloping areas along the 
trail system, and sedimentation exists at the base of the slopes 
because of the erosion above. 

5. Efforts are being made to divert runoff water by using wood 
troughs laid diagonally across the existing trails 

Judy Black ford has requested that I review and offer my comments, for your 
consideration, on what the impact may be to the trails if mountain bikes were 
another use added to the existing trail system. My comments are based on what 
my observations were as I walked the trails in September of 1993 and also, on 
the soils map for the area. 

I have enclosed the soil map for the Sunfish Park area. I have also included 
the soils description. These descriptions are written primarily for 
agri cultural uses. However, other uses can be applied where the activity 
exposes bare soil. When reading the soil descriptions, it is apparent that 
the soils have a severe erosion hazard potential. Once the soil is disturbed 
and/ or continua 11 y disturbed, the existing vegetation is destroyed and it 
becomes very difficult to re-establish. This is due to the low moisture 
holding capacity, the high erosion factor of the soil, and the lack of 
sunshine, because of the shade of existing trees. Without ground cover to 
protect the soil, erosion from water runoff will occur and may become a 
serious problem. 

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER 



The existing trail system is a land use that will require continual 
management. I have observed that erosion is a concern. This is obvious by 
the attempts to divert runoff from running down existing trails. However, 
areas remain where erosion is still uncontrolled. By allowing another use 
such as mountain bikes and/or other activities that disrupt soil particles, 
this undoubtedly will cause erosion problems to increase. I do believe that 
the more uses that are a 11 owed on these bare fragile soils, erasion wi 11 
increase dramatically. 

These are my comments for your consideration. 
assistance to you, please call me at 439-6361 

If I can be of further 



WASHINGTON AND RAMSEY COUNTIES, MINNESOTA 

3028-Rosholt sandy loam, 1 to 6 percent slopes. 
This very gently undulating to undulating soil is well 
drained. It is on sides and crests of low hills on outwash 
plains. Individual areas range from 5 to 30 acres and are 
irregular in shape. 

Typically, the surface layer is dark brown sandy loam 
about 11 inches thick. The subsoil is about 20 inches 
thick. The upper part is brown sandy loam. The middle 
part is reddish brown sandy loam. The lower part is 
reddish brown gravelly loamy coarse sand. The underly
ing material is yellowish red gravelly sand. In some 
places the underlying material lacks coarse fragments. 
The loamy mantle is less than 20 inches thick in places. 
In some small areas slope is more than 6 percent. In the 
south and central parts of the survey area the surface 
layer is thicker and darker colored. 

Included with this soil in mapping are small areas of 
Antigo, Barronett sandy substratum, Brill, and Poskin 
soils. The Antigo soils are well drained and have silt 
loam surface and subsurface layers over sand and 
gravel. The Barronett sandy substratum soils are poorly 
drained and occupy depressions. The Brill soils are mod
erately well drained and are in shallow depressions. 
They have a silt loam surface layer and subsoil over 
sand and gravel. The Poskin soils are somewhat poorly 
drained and occur in depressions. 

Permeability of the Rosholt soil is moderately rapid in 
the surface layer and subsoil and is very rapid in the 
underlying material. Surface runoff is medium. The avail
able water capacity is low. Natural fertility is medium, 
and the organic matter content is low. 

Most areas of this soil are farmed. It has fair potential 
for crops, pasture, and woodland. It has poor potential 
for most sanitary facilities and good potential as building 
sites. 

This soil has fair suitability for all crops commonly 
grown in the survey area. The main limitation is the low 
available water capacity. Early-maturing crops are well 
adapted to this soil because they take advantage of 
early-season moisture. Minimum tillage and return of 
crop residue to the soil help maintain tilth, increase water 
available for plants, and increase fertility. Crops grown 
on this soil respond well to irrigation. 

This soil has only fair suitability for permanent pasture 
or hay because yields are limited by the low available 
water capacity. It provides good pasture in spring and fall 
and fair to poor pasture in summer. Proper stocking, 
pasture rotation, weed control, and timely deferment of 
grazing help to keep pasture and soil in good condition. 
Planting pasture and hay may be desirable to improve 
plant species and potential yield. 

This soil has fair suitability for trees. Seedling mortality 
is slight to moderate. Competing vegetation can be con
trolled by spraying or girdling or by mechanical means 
such as plowing, disking, or bulldozing. There is no re
striction to time of year or type of equipment that can be 
used. 

This soil is well suited to building site development. 
This soil is moderately susceptible to frost heaving. 
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Roads, streets, and sidewalks are subject to damage 
unless carefully designed. Sidewalls in the underlying 
material have poor stability and may cave in during exca
vation. This can be prevented with temporary retaining 
walls. 

Septic tank absorption fields function well in this soil, 
but there is a hazard of contamination of underground 
water supplies unless special systems are installed. It is 
generally easy to establish lawns, trees, and shrubs on 
this soil. Additions of water and fertilizer are needed to 
keep them growing vigorously. This soil is a fair source 
of sand and gravel for construction. 

This soil is in capability subclass lls and woodland 
suitability group 2o. 

302C-Rosholt sandy loam, 6 to 15 percent slopes. 
This gently rolling to hilly soil is well drained. It is on 
sides and crests of hills on pitted outwash plains. Individ
ual areas range from 5 to 40 acres and are irregular in 
shape. 

Typically, the surface layer is very dark gray sandy 
loam about 5 inches thick. The subsoil is about 29 
inches thick. The upper part is dark brown and very dark 
grayish brown sandy loam. The lower part is brown 
loamy sand. The underlying material is brown gravelly 
sand. In some places the loamy layers are less than 20 
inches thick. In some farmed areas the surface layer is 
eroded and may be lacking. The underlying material 
lacks coarse fragments in places. In some areas slope is 
less than 6 percent or more than 15 percent. In the 
south and central parts of the survey area the surface 
layer is thicker and darker colored. 

Included with this soil in mapping are small areas of 
Antigo, Barronett sandy substratum, Brill, and Poskin 
soils. The Antigo soils are well drained and formed in a 
silty mantle over sand and gravel. The Barronett sandy 
substratum soils are poorly drained and occupy depres
sions. The Brill soils, which occur in shallow depressions, 
are moderately well drained and have a silty surface 
layer and subsoil. The Paskin soils are somewhat poorly 
drained and occur in depressions and drainageways. 

Permeability of the Rosholt soil is moderately rapid in 
the surface layer and subsoil and very rapid in the under
lying material. Surface runoff is medium to rapid. The 
available water capacity is low. Natural fertility is 
medium, and organic matter content is low. 

Most areas of this soil are farmed or are in woodland. 
This soil has fair potential for small grains and grass and 
legume hay and pasture. It has poor potential for corn 
and soybeans. It has fair potential for woodland. This soil 
has poor potential for most sanitary facilities and good 
potential for building site development. 

This soil has fair to poor suitability for crops. Droughti
ness and the hazard of erosion are the main limitations. 
It is best suited to early-maturing crops, such as small 
grains, which take advantage of early-season moisture. 
Minimum tillage or a crop rotation that contains forage 
crops helps to control erosion. Erosion control by con-
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tour plowing and stripcropping is often difficult on the 
irregular slopes of this soil. Crops grown on this soil 
respond well to irrigation although it may erode the 
steeper areas. 

This soil has fair suitability for pasture or hay. Using it 
for hay or pasture reduces erosion. Draughtiness re
duces growth during the summer months, at which time 
supplemental pasture may be needed. Proper stocking, 
rotation grazing, and weed control help to keep the pas
ture and soil in good condition. Planting pasture and hay 
may be desirable to improve plant species and potential 
yield. 

This soil has fair suitability for trees (fig. 9). Seedling 
mortality is generally low but depends mainly on availa
ble moisture. Competing vegetation can be controlled by 
spraying, cutting, or girdling. Erosion can be controlled 
by mulching during planting or by keeping a protective 
vegetative cover on the soil. Equipment use is generally 
not restricted in kind or time of year. 

This soil is well suited to building site development. It 
is moderately susceptible to frost heave. Roads, streets, 
and sidewalks are subject to frost damage unless care
fully designed. Sidewalls in the underlying material have 
poor stability and may cave in during excavation for 
foundations or installation of underground utilities. This 
can be prevented by temporary retaining walls. 

Septic tank absorption fields function well in this soil. 
There is a possibility, however, that they may pollute 

SOIL SURVEY 

underground water supplies and nearby lakes and 
streams unless specially designed. Lawns, trees, and 
shrubs are generally easy to establish and maintain. This 
soil is a good source of sand and gravel for construction. 

This soil is in capability subclass Ille and woodland 
suitability group 2o. 

325-Prebish loam. This is a level, slightly concave, 
very poorly drained soil. It is in shallow depressions on 
the margins of large depressions occupied by organic 
soils and on ground moraines. Delineations are 5 to 30 
acres and are irregular in shape. This soil is subject to 
flooding by runoff from adjacent more sloping areas. 

Typically, the surface layer is black loam about 17 
inches thick. The subsoil is about 31 inches thick. The 
upper part is gray, mottled loam. The middle part is olive 
gray, mottled loam. The lower part is variegated dark 
brown, reddish brown, and dark gray coarse sandy loam. 
The underlying material is reddish brown sandy loam. In 
some areas the surface mantle has up to 15 inches of 
silty material. 

Included with this soil in mapping are small areas of 
Ronneby, Auburndale, and Cathro soils. The Ronneby 
soils are somewhat poorly drained and occupy positions 
slightly upslope from Prebish soils. The Auburndale soils 
are poorly drained. They have a thick silty surface 
mantle and occupy depressional areas. The Cathro soils 

Figure 9.-Christmas trees on Rosholt sandy loam, 6 to 15 percent slopes. Gale soils are on the steep slopes in the background. 



WASHINGTON AND RAMSEY COUNTIES, MINNESOTA 

3028-Rosholt sandy loam, 1 to 6 percent slopes. 
This very gently undulating to undulating soil is well 
drained. It is on sides and crests of low hills on outwash 
plains. Individual areas range from 5 to 30 acres and are 
irregular in shape. 

Typically, the surface layer is dark brown sandy loam 
about 11 inches thick. The subsoil is about 20 inches 
thick. The upper part is brown sandy loam. The middle 
part is reddish brown sandy loam. The lower part is 
reddish brown gravelly loamy coarse sand. The underly
ing material is yellowish red gravelly sand. In some 
places the underlying material lacks coarse fragments. 
The loamy mantle is less than 20 inches thick in places. 
In some small areas slope is more than 6 percent. In the 
south and central parts of the survey area the surface 
layer is thicker and darker colored. 

Included with this soil in mapping are small areas of 
Antigo, Barronett sandy substratum, Brill, and Poskin 
soils. The Antigo soils are well drained and have silt 
loam surface and subsurface layers over sand and 
gravel. The Barronett sandy substratum soils are poorly 
drained and occupy depressions. The Brill soils are mod
erately well drained and are in shallow depressions. 
They have a silt loam surface layer and subsoil over 
sand and gravel. The Poskin soils are somewhat poorly 
drained and occur in depressions. 

Permeability of the Rosholt soil is moderately rapid in 
the surface layer and subsoil and is very rapid in the 
underlying material. Surface runoff is medium. The avail
able water capacity is low. Natural fertility is medium, 
and the organic matter content is low. 

Most areas of this soil are farmed. It has fair potential 
for crops, pasture, and woodland. It has poor potential 
for most sanitary facilities and good potential as building 
sites. 

This soil has fair suitability for all crops commonly 
grown in the survey area. The main limitation is the low 
available water capacity. Early-maturing crops are well 
adapted to this soil because they take advantage of 
early-season moisture. Minimum tillage and return of 
crop residue to the soil help maintain tilth, increase water 
available for plants, and increase fertility. Crops grown 
on this soil respond well to irrigation. 

This soil has only fair suitability for permanent pasture 
or hay because yields are limited by the low available 
water capacity. It provides good pasture in spring and fall 
and fair to poor pasture in summer. Proper stocking, 
pasture rotation, weed control, and timely deferment of 
grazing help to keep pasture and soil in good condition. 
Planting pasture and hay may be desirable to improve 
plant species and potential yield. 

This soil has fair suitability for trees. Seedling mortality 
is slight to moderate. Competing vegetation can be con
trolled by spraying or girdling or by mechanical means 
such as plowing, disking, or bulldozing. There is no re
striction to time of year or type of equipment that can be 
used. 

This soil is well suited to building site development. 
This soil is moderately susceptible to frost heaving. 
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Roads, streets, and sidewalks are subject to damage 
unless carefully designed. Sidewalls in the underlying 
material have poor stability and may cave in during exca
vaiion. This can be prevented with temporary retaining 
walls. 

Septic tank absorption fields function well in this soil, 
but there is a hazard of contamination of underground 
water supplies unless special systems are installed. It is 
generally easy to establish lawns, trees, and shrubs on 
this soil. Additions of water and fertilizer are needed to 
keep them growing vigorously. This soil is a fair source 
of sand and gravel for construction. 

This soil is in capability subclass lls and woodland 
suitability group 2o. 

302C-Rosholt sandy loam, 6 to 15 percent slopes. 
This gently rolling to hilly soil is well drained. It is on 
sides and crests of hills on pitted outwash plains. Individ
ual areas range from 5 to 40 acres and are irregular in 
shape. 

Typically, the surface layer is very dark gray sandy 
loam about 5 inches thick. The subsoil is about 29 
inches thick. The upper part is dark brown and very dark 
grayish brown sandy loam. The lower part is brown 
loamy sand. The underlying material is brown gravelly 
sand. In some places the loamy layers are less than 20 
inches thick. In some farmed areas the surface layer is 
eroded and may be lacking. The underlying material 
lacks coarse fragments in places. In some areas slope is 
less than 6 percent or more than 15 percent. In the 
south and central parts of the survey area the surface 
layer is thicker and darker colored. 

included with this soil in mapping are small areas of 
Antigo, Barronett sandy substratum, Brill, and Poskin 
soils. The Antigo soils are well drained and formed in a 
silty mantle over sand and gravel. The Barronett sandy 
substratum soils are poorly drained and occupy depres
sions. The Brill soils, which occur in shallow depressions, 
are moderately well drained and have a silty surface 
layer and subsoil. The Poskin soils are somewhat poorly 
drained and occur in depressions and drainageways. 

Permeability of the Rosholt soil is moderately rapid in 
the surface layer and subsoil and very rapid in the under
lying material. Surface runoff is medium to rapid. The 
available water capacity is low. Natural fertility is 
medium, and organic matter content is low. 

Most areas of this soil are farmed or are in woodland. 
This soil has fair potential for small grains and grass and 
legume hay and pasture. It has poor potential for corn 
and soybeans. It has fair potential for woodland. This soil 
has poor potential for most sanitary facilities and good 
potential for building site development. 

This soil has fair to poor suitability for crops. Draughti
ness and the hazard of erosion are the main limitations. 
It is best suited to early-maturing crops, such as small 
grains, which take advantage of early-season moisture. 
Minimum tillage or a crop rotation that contains forage 
crops helps to control erosion. Erosion control by con-
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454D-Mahtomedi loamy sand, 12 to 25 percent 
slopes. This hilly to steep soil is excessively drained. It 
formed in gravelly sand glacial outwash on glacial mor
aines and collapsed outwash plains. Individual areas are 
irregular in shape and range from 10 to 60 acres. 

Typically, the surface layer is very dark loamy sand 
about 5 inches thick. The subsurface layer, about 3 
inches thick, is brown sand. The subsoil is about 22 
inches thick. The upper part is dark brown gravelly 
coarse sand. The lower part is reddish brown gravelly 
sand. The underlying material is stratified reddish brown 
and light reddish brown gravelly sand. In some areas the 
underlying material is less than 10 or more than 35 
percent coarse fragments. In small areas the soil has a 
loamy mantle 12 to 40 inches thick. In other small areas 
slope is less than 12 percent or more than 25 percent. 

Included with this soil in mapping are small areas of 
Antigo, Demontreville, and Kingsley soils, all of which are 
well drained. Antigo soils have a thick silty surface layer. 
Demontreville soils formed in sandy outwash underlain 
by loamy glacial till. Kingsley soils formed entirely in 
loamy glacial till. 

Permeability is rapid in the Mahtomedi soil. The availa
ble water capacity is very low, and surface runoff is rapid 
and very rapid. Organic-matter content and natural fertil
ity are both low. 

Most areas of this soil are in pasture and woodland. 
This soil has poor potential for cultivated crops but fair 
potential for pasture and woodland. Potential is poor for 
sanitary facilities and fair for building site development. 

This soil is generally not used for cultivated crops 
because it has very low available water capacity and low 
natural fertility and the hazard of erosion is severe. Early
maturing crops, such as small grains, should be planted 
because they usually make better use of the spring soil 
moisture than late-maturing crops. A fertilization program 
is needed to offset the low natural fertility. There is a 
severe hazard of erosion unless conservation manage
ment is used. Minimum tillage, no-till planting, and cover 
crops help maintain the level of organic matter, conserve 
moisture, and reduce erosion. 

This soil has only fair suitability for pasture and hay 
crops because plant growth is limited by low available 
water capacity and low fertility. Fertilization is needed to 
overcome the low natural fertility. This soil provides fair 
pasture in the spring and fall, but production is very low 
during the summer months. Supplemental pasture may 
be needed at this time. The use of this soil for pasture or 
hay is effective in controlling erosion. It is important to 
prevent overgrazing, because this soil erodes easily 
when overgrazed. 

This soil has fair suitability for trees. The hazards of 
seedling mortality and erosion are moderate. Seedling 
survival is dependent on available moisture. Furrow 
planting helps to collect water needed by the planted 
stock. Mulching at time of planting helps prevent 
damage to seedlings by soil blowing. Grassed waterways 
or diversions may be needed to divert water from higher 
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slopes and prevent gully erosion. Plant competition is 
slight, and equipment limitations are moderate. Care 
must be taken to keep equipment from tipping on the 
steeper slopes. Some equipment may have limited use in 
summer because this soil is loose and sandy. 

This soil has only fair suitability for building develop
ment. Slope is a severe limitation for most uses. Founda
tions are relatively easy to excavate, but sidewalls have 
poor stability and may cave in during excavation or in
stalling of underground utilities. This can be prevented by 
using temporary retaining walls. Erosion needs to be 
controlled during construction. Because this soil is non
cohesive, it gullies easily. Increased runoff from roofs 
and streets can cause severe erosion. This soil is poorly 
suited to septic tank absorption fields because it has 
steep slopes and there is a hazard of pollution of nearby 
streams, lakes, and water supplies. Vegetation is difficult 
to establish and maintain on this soil because of the 
steep slopes and droughtiness. Once established, it re
quires frequent watering and fertilization. This soil is a 
good source of sand for construction purposes. 

This soil is in capability subclass Vis and woodland 
suitability group 3s. 

454F-Mahtomedi loamy sand, 25 to 40 percent 
slopes. This very steep soil is excessively drained. It 
occupies escarpments, convex ridgetops, and short 
slopes on hillsides in areas of glacial drift. Individual 
areas are irregular in shape and range from about 5 to 
40 acres. 

Typically, the surface layer is very dark gray loamy 
sand about 3 inches thick. The subsoil, about 20 inches 
thick, is dark brown loamy sand. The underlying material 
is brown stratified medium sand and gravelly coarse 
sand. The soil in some areas is less than 1 O percent or 
more than 35 percent coarse fragments. In small areas 
slopes are less than 25 percent or more than 40 per
cent. In other small areas the soil has a loamy mantle 12 
to 20 inches thick. 

Included with this soil in mapping are small areas of 
Demontreville and Kingsley soils. The Demontreville soils 
formed in a sandy mantle underlain by loamy glacial till, 
and the Kingsley soils formed entirely in loamy glacial till. 

This Mahtomedi soil has rapid permeability. Surface 
runoff is very rapid, and the available water capacity is 
very low. Organic matter content and natural fertility are 
low. 

This soil is mainly used as woodland. It has fair poten
tial for trees. It has poor potential for cultivated crops, 
pasture, and small grains. Potential is also poor for sani
tary facilities and development of building sites. 

Because of the steepness of slope and the hazards of 
erosion and drought, this soil is not suited to cultivated 
crops. Because slopes are not only very steep, but com
monly very short and irregular, machinery is very difficult 
and unsafe to operate. 

This soil is poorly suited to pasture. Keeping a continu
ous plant cover reduces erosion, however. If the soil is 
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pastured, a system of rotation grazing is desirable, and 
warm-season grasses should be seeded to insure ade
quate production during dry summer months. Supple
mental pastures may be needed at this time. It is essen
tial that overgrazing be prevented, because this soil 
erodes easily when overgrazed. 

This soil has only fair suitability for trees. Seedling 
mortality is severe because the available water capacity 
is very low. Furrow planting helps to collect water 
needed by the planted stock. Plant competition is slight. 
Equipment limitations are moderate to severe because of 
the steepness of slope. Care must be taken to keep 
equipment from tipping. Because the hazard of erosion is 
moderate to severe, care must be taken to prevent ex
cessive soil loss. Installing grass waterways or diversions 
to direct water across the slopes and stabilizing existing 
gullies are methods of controlling erosion. 

This soil is poorly suited to sanitary facilities and build
ing site development because of the steepness of the 
slope. Extensive grading increases erosion and can 
cause sedimentation in nearby lakes and streams. Care 
must be taken to control erosion during construction. If 
this soil is used for building sites, buildings should be 
designed to fit the site-to preserve the natural land
scape and at the same time reduce erosion, sedimenta
tion, and the amount of grading required. This soil has 
poor suitability for septic tank absorption fields because 
of the very steep slopes. Downslope seepage of effluent 
is a hazard, and filter fields are difficult to lay out. In 
addition, the pollution of ground water supplies is a 
hazard. This soil is a good source of sand for construc
tion purposes. Lawns, shrubs, and trees are difficult to 
establish and maintain on this soil because of steepness 
of slope and draughtiness. When plants are established, 
they require frequent watering and fertilization. 

This soil is in capability subclass Vlls and woodland 
suitability group 3s. 

456-Barronett silt loam. This is a level, poorly 
drained soil. It occupies slightly concave depressions 
and broad, low lying flats on terraces and glacial lake 
plains. Delineations are commonly irregular in shape and 
range from 5 to 20 acres. Surface runoff from adjacent 
soils commonly floods this soil for short periods in spring 
and after heavy rainfalls. 

Typically, the surface layer is black silt loam about 7 
inches thick. The subsurface is very dark gray silt loam 
about 5 inches thick. The subsoil is about 27 inches 
thick. The upper part is dark grayish brown, friable silty 
clay loam. The lower part is multicolored, friable silt 
loam. The underlying material is mixed light brownish 
gray and light yellowish brown, mottled silt loam. In some 
areas stratified sand and gravel underlie this soil at a 
depth of 40 to 60 inches. 

Included in some mapped delineations are small areas 
of Grays and Cathro soils. The Grays soils are moderate
ly well drained and occupy small elevated areas. The 
Cathro soils are very poorly drained and have a thick 
surface mantle of organic soil material. 

SOIL SURVEY 

The Barronett soil has moderately slow permeability. 
The available water capacity is very high, and the organ
ic matter content is high. Natural fertility is medium. This 
soil has a high corrosion potential for uncoated steel. A 
seasonal high water table is at a depth of less than 1 
foot during wet seasons. 

Most areas of this soil are used for crops, but some 
remain in woodland. This soil has fair potential for culti
vated crops, hay, and pasture. It has poor potential for 
woodland. It has poor potential as building sites and for 
sanitary facilities. 

Drainage is needed for cultivated crops. However, in 
many instances adequate tile outlets are lacking. After 
drainage the rooting zone is deep. Crop response is 
good to fertilizer and lime. Working this soil when wet 
can cause compaction of the surface layer, thereby re
ducing infiltration of air and water. 

If adequately drained, this soil is suitable for pasture 
and hay. Grazing when the soil is too wet will cause 
surface compaction and poor tilth. Proper stocking, pas
ture rotation, timely deferment of grazing, and restricted 
use during wet periods help to keep pasture and soil in 
good condition. 

This soil is poorly suited to trees. Seedling mortality, 
equipment limitations, and plant competition are severe 
concerns to management. The high seasonal water table 
is the major limiting factor. 

This soil has poor potential for building site develop
ment and for sanitary facilities because of flooding and 
wetness. If this soil is used for building, drainage is 
needed or foundations should be placed above the water 
table. Unless properly designed, the maintenance and 
upkeep of parking lots, roads, and utilities can be expen
sive due to structural damage by frost action. Conven
tional septic tank absorption fields do not function prop
erly because of the high seasonal water table, flooding, 
and the moderately slow permeability of this soil. Sod, 
trees, and shrubs are easy to establish. 

This soil is in capability subclass llw and woodland 
suitability group 5w. 

460B-Baytown silt loam, 1 to 6 percent slopes. 
This very gently sloping to gently sloping soil is well 
drained. It occupies plane or convex areas of loess man
tled, bedrock controlled uplands. It formed mainly in 20 
to 40 inches of silty and loamy sediment over the bed
rock. Delineations are irregular in shape and cover 3 to 
30 acres. 

Typically, the surface soil is very dark gray silt loam 
about 11 inches thick. The subsurface layer is very dark 
gray and very dark grayish brown silt loam about 8 
inches thick. The subsoil is about 17 inches thick. The 
upper part is dark brown silt loam. The middle part is 
dark yellowish brown loam. The lower part is yellowish 
brown loamy sand. Light gray to yellow, weakly indurated 
sandstone bedrock is at a depth of 36 inches. Slope in 
some areas may be more than 6 percent. 

Included in some of the mapped delineations are small 
areas of Ostrander, Waukegan, Lindstrom, and Gale 
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454D-Mahtomedi loamy sand, 12 to 25 percent 
slopes. This hilly to steep soil is excessively drained. It 
formed in gravelly sand glacial outwash on glacial mor
aines and collapsed outwash plains. Individual areas are 
irregular in shape and range from 10 to 60 acres. 

Typically, the surface layer is very dark loamy sand 
about 5 inches thick. The subsurface layer, about 3 
inches thick, is brown sand. The subsoil is about 22 
inches thick. The upper part is dark brown gravelly 
coarse sand. The lower part is reddish brown gravelly 
sand. The underlying material is stratified reddish brown 
and light reddish brown gravelly sand. In some areas the 
underlying material is less than 10 or more than 35 
percent coarse fragments. In small areas the soil has a 
loamy mantle 12 to 40 inches thick. In other small areas 
slope is less than 12 percent or more than 25 percent. 

Included with this soil in mapping are small areas of 
Antigo, Demontreville, and Kingsley soils, all of which are 
well drained. Antigo soils have a thick silty surface layer. 
Demontreville soils formed in sandy outwash underlain 
by loamy glacial till. Kingsley soils formed entirely in 
loamy glacial till. 

Permeability is rapid in the Mahtomedi soil. The availa
ble water capacity is very low, and surface runoff is rapid 
and very rapid. Organic-matter content and natural fertil
ity are both low. 

Most areas of this soil are in pasture and woodland. 
This soil has poor potential for cultivated crops but fair 
potential for pasture and woodland. Potential is poor for 
sanitary facilities and fair for building site development. 

This soil is generally not used for cultivated crops 
because it has very low available water capacity and low 
natural fertility and the hazard of erosion is severe. Early
maturing crops, such as small grains, should be planted 
because they usually make better use of the spring soil 
moisture than late-maturing crops. A fertilization program 
is needed to offset the low natural fertility. There is a 
severe hazard of erosion unless conservation manage
ment is used. Minimum tillage, no-till planting, and cover 
crops help maintain the level of organic matter, conserve 
moisture, and reduce erosion. 

This soil has only fair suitability for pasture and hay 
crops because plant growth is limited by low available 
water capacity and low fertility. Fertilization is needed to 
overcome the low natural fertility. This soil provides fair 
pasture in the spring and fall, but production is very low 
during the summer months. Supplemental pasture may 
be needed at this time. The use of this soil for pasture or 
hay is effective in controlling erosion. It is important to 
prevent overgrazing, because this soil erodes easily 
when overgrazed. 

This soil has fair suitability for trees. The hazards of 
seedling mortality and erosion are moderate. Seedling 
survival is dependent on available moisture. Furrow 
planting helps to collect water needed by the planted 
stock. Mulching at time of planting helps prevent 
damage to seedlings by soil blowing. Grassed waterways 
or diversions may be needed to divert water from higher 
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slopes and prevent gully erosion. Plant competition is 
slight, and equipment limitations are moderate. Care 
must be taken to keep equipment from tipping on the 
steeper slopes. Some equipment may have limited use in 
summer because this soil is loose and sandy. 

This soil has only fair suitability for building develop
ment. Slope is a severe limitation for most uses. Founda
tions are relatively easy to excavate, but sidewalls have 
poor stability and may cave in during excavation or in
stalling of underground utilities. This can be prevented by 
using temporary retaining walls. Erosion needs to be 
controlled during construction. Because this soil is non
cohesive, it gullies easily. Increased runoff from roofs 
and streets can cause severe erosion. This soil is poorly 
suited to septic tank absorption fields because it has 
steep slopes and there is a hazard of pollution of nearby 
streams, lakes, and water supplies. Vegetation is difficult 
to establish and maintain on this soil because of the 
steep slopes and draughtiness. Once established, it re
quires frequent watering and fertilization. This soil is a 
good source of sand for construction purposes. 

This soil is in capability subclass Vis and woodland 
suitability group 3s. 

454F-Mahtomedi loamy sand, 25 to 40 percent 
slopes. This very steep soil is excessively drained. It 
occupies escarpments, convex ridgetops, and short 
slopes on hillsides in areas of glacial drift. Individual 
areas are irregular in shape and range from about 5 to 
40 acres. 

Typically, the surface layer is very dark gray loamy 
sand about 3 inches thick. The subsoil, about 20 inches 
thick, is dark brown loamy sand. The underlying material 
is brown stratified medium sand and gravelly coarse 
sand. The soil in some areas is less than 1 O percent or 
more than 35 percent coarse fragments. In small areas 
slopes are less than 25 percent or more than 40 per
cent. In other small areas the soil has a loamy mantle 12 
to 20 inches thick. 

Included with this soil in mapping are small areas of 
Demontreville and Kingsley soils. The Demontreville soils 
formed in a sandy mantle underlain by loamy glacial till, 
and the Kingsley soils formed entirely in loamy glacial till. 

This Mahtomedi soil has rapid permeability. Surface 
runoff is very rapid, and the available water capacity is 
very low. Organic matter content and natural fertility are 
low. 

This soil is mainly used as woodland. It has fair poten
tial for trees. It has poor potential for cultivated crops, 
pasture, and small grains. Potential is also poor for sani
tary facilities and development of building sites. 

Because of the steepness of slope and the hazards of 
erosion and drought, this soil is not suited to cultivated 
crops. Because slopes are not only very steep, but com
monly very short and irregular, machinery is very difficult 
and unsafe to operate. 

This soil is poorly suited to pasture. Keeping a continu
ous plant cover reduces erosion, however. If the soil is 
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This complex is not assigned to any interpretative 
group. 

896C-Mahtomedi-Kingsley complex, 3 to 12 per
cent slopes. This map unit consists of undulating to 
gently rolling soils that are excessively drained and well 
drained. They are on convex ridgetops and side slopes 
on ground and terminal moraines. These soils are so 
intricately mixed that it is impractical to separate them in 
mapping. Mahtomedi soils make up 30 to 65 percent of 
this complex and Kingsley soils make up 20 to 40 per
cent. Individual areas are irregular in shape and range 
from 2 to 30 acres. 

Typically, the excessively drained Mahtomedi soils 
have a surface layer of dark yellowish brown loamy sand 
about 8 inches thick. The subsoil, about 30 inches thick, 
is reddish brown coarse sand in the upper part and 
reddish brown gravelly coarse sand in the lower part. 
The underlying material is light reddish brown sand. In 
some areas the underlying material is gravelly or the 
surface layer is more than 8 inches thick and loamy. 

Typically, the well drained Kingsley soils have a gray
ish brown sandy loam surface layer about 6 inches thick. 
The subsoil is dark brown and reddish brown sandy loam 
about 26 inches thick. The underlying material is dark 
reddish brown sandy loam. In some areas the subsoil is 
loam. 

Included with this unit in mapping are areas of Demon
treville, Santiago, Ronneby, and Poskin soils. Santiago 
soils have a silty surface layer and are underlain by 
glacial till. Ronneby and Peskin soils are somewhat 
poorly drained and occur in small depressions. Also in
cluded, on the Mississippi River bluffs in southeastern 
Ramsey County, are well drained loamy soils underlain 
by bedrock within a depth of 40 inches. 

Permeability is rapid in the Mahtomedi soils and mod
erately slow in the Kingsley soils. The available water 
capacity is very low in the Mahtomedi soils and moder
ate in the Kingsley soils. Surface runoff is medium to 
rapid in both soils. The Mahtomedi soils are low in natu
ral fertility and organic matter content. The Kingsley soils 
are medium in natural fertility and moderate in organic 
matter content. 

Some areas of these soils are farmed, but most are 
used for woodland or permanent pasture. Potential is fair 
for small grains and for pasture, hay, and woodland. It is 
poor for cultivated crops. This unit has good potential as 
building sites and fair to poor potential for sanitary facili
ties. 

The erosion hazard is moderate. These soils can be 
droughty in summer because they have low available 
water capacity. They are usually better suited to early
maturing crops than to crops which mature in the late 
summer months. Slopes are generally too short or too 
irregular to contour stripcrop or terrace. Minimum tillage 
and returning a maximum amount of crop residue to the 
soil help control erosion and conserve soil moisture. Fer
tilization is needed to offset the low natural fertility. Nu-

SOIL SURVEY 

merous rocks and pebbles on the surface may hinder 
tillage. 

The soils in this complex have only fair suitability for 
pasture and hay crops. Draughtiness is a problem on the 
Mahtomedi soil because it has low available water ca
pacity. These soils provide fair pasture in spring and fall, 
but production is low during hot, dry summer months. 
Supplemental pasture may be needed in summer. Re
seeding pasture and hayland with drought-resistant plant 
species increases production. Proper stocking, rotation 
grazing, fertilization, and weed control will help maintain 
a cover of the more productive plant species. 

The soils in this complex have only fair suitability for 
trees. Seedling mortality depends on available water and 
can be expected to be high if a dry season follows 
planting. Furrow planting on the contour or planting in 
existing vegetation reduces erosion and conserves mois
ture. Control of competing vegetation is essential for 
establishing trees. Diversions or grassed waterways may 
be needed to divert water from higher slopes and to 
prevent erosion. 

These soils are well suited to building site develop
ment. In places, slope is a limitation for some uses. 
Because Mahtomedi soils are noncohesive, gullies can 
easily develop from the increased runoff from roofs and 
trees. Erosion needs to be controlled. Excavation is rela
tively easy, but sidewalls in the Mahtomedi soil have 
such poor stability that they may cave in. This can be 
prevented by using temporary retaining walls or by en
larging the trenches. Septic tank absorption fields func
tion well on the Mahtomedi soils. However, there is 
hazard of pollution of underground water supplies and 
nearby lakes and streams unless systems are specially 
designed. Specially designed septic tank absorption sys
tems are needed on the Kingsley soils to overcome the 
moderately slow permeability. A hazard of sidehill seep
age may exist on the steeper slopes. Vegetation is fairly 
easy to establish and maintain where the surface layer is 
loam. Soils that have a sandy or gravelly surface layer 
may need to be topdressed with loamy material to insure 
survival of the vegetative cover. The Mahtomedi soils are 
a good source of sand for construction purposes. 

These soils are in capability subclass IVs. Mahtomedi 
part in woodland suitability group 3s and Kingsley part in 
woodland suitability group 2o. 

896D-Mahtomedi-Kingsley complex, 12 to 25 per
cent slopes. This map unit consists of hilly to steep 
soils that are excessively drained and well drained. They 
are on convex ridgetops and side slopes on ground and 
terminal moraines. These soils are so intricately mixed 
that it is impractical to separate them in mapping. Mahto
medi soils make up 30 to 65 percent of the complex, 
and Kingsley soils make up 20 to 50 percent. Individual 
areas are irregular in shape and range from 2 to 30 
acres. 

Typically, the excessively drained Mahtomedi soils 
have a surface layer of very dark gray loamy sand about 
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5 inches thick and a brown, medium sand subsurface 
layer about 3 inches thick. The subsoil, about 22 inches 
thick, is dark brown gravelly coarse sand in the upper 
part and reddish brown gravelly medium sand in the 
lower part. The underlying material is reddish brown and 
light reddish brown stratified gravelly sand. In some 
areas the underlying material is gravelly or the surface 
layer is thicker and loamy. 

Typically, the well drained Kingsley soils have a sur
face layer of dark gray sandy loam about 3 inches thick 
and a grayish brown sandy loam subsurface layer about 
12 inches thick. The subsoil is dark brown and reddish 
brown sandy loam about 26 inches thick, and the under
lying material is reddish brown sandy loam. In some 
areas the subsoil is loam. 

Included with this unit in mapping are areas of Demon
treville, Santiago, Ronneby, and Peskin soils. Demontre
ville soils have a sand mantle of glacial outwash under
lain by glacial till. Santiago soils have a silty surface layer 
and are underlain by glacial till. Somewhat poorly drained 
Ronneby and Paskin soils are in small depressions. Also 
included, on Mississippi River bluffs in southeastern 
Ramsey County, are well drained loamy soils underlain 
by bedrock within a depth of 40 inches. 

Permeability is rapid in the Mahtomedi soils and mod
erately slow in the Kingsley soils. Surface runoff is rapid 
to very rapid from both soils. The available water capac
ity is very low in the Mahtomedi soils and moderate in 
the Kingsley soils. Mahtomedi soils have low natural 
fertility and low organic-matter content. 

Most soils in this complex are used for permanent 
pasture or woodland. They have poor potential for culti
vated crops and have fair potential for woodland and 
pasture. Potential is fair for building site development 
and poor for sanitary facilities. 

The soils in this complex generally are not suited to 
crops because of steep slopes, the severe hazard of 
erosion, and low available water capacity. They are too 
shallow to sand and gravel and slopes generally are too 
short and steep for stripcropping or contouring. 

Although the use of these soils for pasture or hay 
crops is effective in controlling erosion, plant growth is 
low because the available water capacity is low. Proper 
stocking rates, rotation grazing, weed control, and fertil
ization will prevent weeds and the less desirable plant 
species from invading the pasture. Overgrazed pastures 
can be helped by reseeding with more productive plant 
species. These soils can erode easily if overgrazed. 

This map unit has only fair suitability for trees. Be
cause the hazard of erosion is severe, furrow planting on 
the contour or planting in existing vegetation is desirable 
and conserves moisture. Control of competing vegetation 
is desirable. Grassed waterways and diversions also help 
prevent erosion. 

The soils in this unit are suitable for building site devel
opment although they are severely limited by slope. Ex
tensive grading, especially on the steep slopes, in
creases erosion and can cause sedimentation in nearby 
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lakes and streams. Erosion needs to be controlled during 
construction. Excavation is relatively easy, however 
sidewalls constructed in the Mahtomedi soils have such 
poor stability that they may cave in. This problem can be 
reduced by using temporary retaining walls or by enlarg
ing the trenches. Because the Mahtomedi soils are non
cohesive, gullies develop easily. Increased runoff from 
roofs and streets can cause severe erosion. This unit 
has poor suitability for sanitary facilities because slopes 
are steep and there is a hazard of sideslope seepage. 
There is a hazard of pollution of ground water supplies if 
absorption fields are constructed on the Mahtomedi 
soils. Vegetation may be difficult to establish on the 
steeper, sandy soils in the unit. They may need a top
dressing of loamy material followed by sodding. 

This map unit is in capability subclass Vis. Mahtomedi 
part in woodland suitability group 3s and Kingsley part in 
woodland suitability group 3r. 

896F-Mahtomedi-Kingsley complex, 25 to 40 per
cent slopes. This map unit consists of very steep soils 
that are excessively drained and well drained. They are 
on escarpments along hills, ridges, and valley walls. Indi
vidual areas of this complex are irregular in shape and 
range from about 5 to 50 acres. About 30 to 65 percent 
of this complex consists of Mahtomedi soils and 20 to 45 
percent consists of Kingsley soils. These soils are so 
intricately mixed that it is impractical to separate them in 
mapping. 

Mahtomedi soils typically have a surface layer of very 
dark gray loamy sand about 3 inches thick. The subsoil, 
about 20 inches thick, is dark brown loamy sand. The 
underlying material is brown stratified medium sand and 
gravelly coarse sand. In some mapped areas the soil has 
a loamy mantle, 12 to 40 inches thick, or it is more than 
35 percent coarse fragments. 

Kingsley soils typically have a surface layer of very 
dark gray sandy loam about 3 inches thick. The subsur
face layer, about 8 inches thick, is dark grayish brown 
sandy loam. The subsoil, about 24 inches thick, is red
dish brown sandy loam. The underlying material is red
dish brown sandy loam till. In some areas the subsoil 
and underlying material are reddish brown loam. 

Included with this unit in mapping are areas of Demon
treville, Antigo, and Santiago soils. Demontreville soils 
have a sandy mantle of glacial outwash underlain by 
loamy glacial till. Antigo soils have a silty mantle over 
sand and gravel. Santiago soils have a silty mantle over 
loamy glacial till. Also included, in a few wet depres
sions, are deep, moderately well drained, silty soils. On 
the Mississippi River bluffs in southeastern Ramsey 
County are well drained loamy soils in which bedrock is 
within 40 inches of the surface. 

Permeability is rapid in the Mahtomedi soils and mod
erately slow in the Kingsley soils. Surface runoff is very 
rapid in both. Available water capacity is very low in the 
Mahtomedi soils and moderate in the Kingsley soils. Or
ganic matter content is low in the Mahtomedi soils and 
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This complex is not assigned to any interpretative 
group. 

896C-Mahtomedi-Kingsley complex, 3 to 12 per
cent slopes. This map unit consists of undulating to 
gently rolling soils that are excessively drained and well 
drained. They are on convex ridgetops and side slopes 
on ground and terminal moraines. These soils are so 
intricately mixed that it is impractical to separate them in 
mapping. Mahtomedi soils make up 30 to 65 percent of 
this complex and Kingsley soils make up 20 to 40 per
cent. Individual areas are irregular in shape and range 
from 2 to 30 acres. 

Typically, the excessively drained Mahtomedi soils 
have a surface layer of dark yellowish brown loamy sand 
about 8 inches thick. The subsoil, about 30 inches thick, 
is reddish brown coarse sand in the upper part and 
reddish brown gravelly coarse sand in the lower part. 
The underlying material is light reddish brown sand. In 
some areas the underlying material is gravelly or the 
surface layer is more than 8 inches thick and loamy. 

Typically, the well drained Kingsley soils have a gray
ish brown sandy loam surface layer about 6 inches thick. 
The subsoil is dark brown and reddish brown sandy loam 
about 26 inches thick. The underlying material is dark 
reddish brown sandy loam. In some areas the subsoil is 
loam. 

Included with this unit in mapping are areas of Demon
treville, Santiago, Ronneby, and Poskin soils. Santiago 
soils have a silty surface layer and are underlain by 
glacial till. Ronneby and Poskin soils are somewhat 
poorly drained and occur in small depressions. Also in
cluded, on the Mississippi River bluffs in southeastern 
Ramsey County, are well drained loamy soils underlain 
by bedrock within a depth of 40 inches. 

Permeability is rapid in the Mahtomedi soils and mod
erately slow in the Kingsley soils. The available water 
capacity is very low in the Mahtomedi soils and moder
ate in the Kingsley soils. Surface runoff is medium to 
rapid in both soils. The Mahtomedi soils are low in natu
ral fertility and organic matter content. The Kingsley soils 
are medium in natural fertility and moderate in organic 
matter content. 

Some areas of these soils are farmed, but most are 
used for woodland or permanent pasture. Potential is fair 
for small grains and for pasture, hay, and woodland. It is 
poor for cultivated crops. This unit has good potential as 
building sites and fair to poor potential for sanitary facili
ties. 

The erosion hazard is moderate. These soils can be 
draughty in summer because they have low available 
water capacity. They are usually better suited to early
maturing crops than to crops which mature in the late 
summer months. Slopes are generally too short or too 
irregular to contour stripcrop or terrace. Minimum tillage 
and returning a maximum amount of crop residue to the 
soil help control erosion and conserve soil moisture. Fer
tilization is needed to offset the low natural fertility. Nu-

SOIL SURVEY 

merous rocks and pebbles on the surface may hinder 
tillage. 

The soils in this complex have only fair suitability for 
pasture and hay crops. Draughtiness is a problem on the 
Mahtomedi soil because it has low available water ca
pacity. These soils provide fair pasture in spring and fall, 
but production is low during hot, dry summer months. 
Supplemental pasture may be needed in summer. Re
seeding pasture and hayland with drought-resistant plant 
species increases production. Proper stocking, rotation 
grazing, fertilization, and weed control will help maintain 
a cover of the more productive plant species. 

The soils in this complex have only fair suitability for 
trees. Seedling mortality depends on available water and 
can be expected to be high if a dry season follows 
planting. Furrow planting on the contour or planting in 
existing vegetation reduces erosion and conserves mois
ture. Control of competing vegetation is essential for 
establishing trees. Diversions or grassed waterways may 
be needed to divert water from higher slopes and to 
prevent erosion. 

These soils are well suited to building site develop
ment. In places, slope is a limitation for some uses. 
Because Mahtomedi soils are noncohesive, gullies can 
easily develop from the increased runoff from roofs and 
trees. Erosion needs to be controlled. Excavation is rela
tively easy, but sidewalls in the Mahtomedi soil have 
such poor stability that they may cave in. This can be 
prevented by using temporary retaining walls or by en
larging the trenches. Septic tank absorption fields func
tion well on the Mahtomedi soils. However, there is 
hazard of pollution of underground water supplies and 
nearby lakes and streams unless systems are specially 
designed. Specially designed septic tank absorption sys
tems are needed on the Kingsley soils to overcome the 
moderately slow permeability. A hazard of sidehill seep
age may exist on the steeper slopes. Vegetation is fairly 
easy to establish and maintain where the surface layer is 
loam. Soils that have a sandy or gravelly surface layer 
may need to be topdressed with loamy material to insure 
survival of the vegetative cover. The Mahtomedi soils are 
a good source of sand for construction purposes. 

These soils are in capability subclass IVs. Mahtomedi 
part in woodland suitability group 3s and Kingsley part in 
woodland suitability group 2o. 

896D-Mahtomedi-Kingsley complex, 12 to 25 per
cent slopes. This map unit consists of hilly to steep 
soils that are excessively drained and well drained. They 
are on convex ridgetops and side slopes on ground and 
terminal moraines. These soils are so intricately mixed 
that it is impractical to separate them in mapping. Mahto
medi soils make up 30 to 65 percent of the complex, 
and Kingsley soils make up 20 to 50 percent. Individual 
areas are irregular in shape and range from 2 to 30 
acres. 

Typically, the excessively drained Mahtomedi soils 
have a surface layer of very dark gray loamy sand about 



) 

WASHINGTON AND RAMSEY COUNTIES. MINNESOTA 

equipment. Erosion is a problem on this soil. Diversions 
or grassed waterways may be needed to divert water 
from higher slopes and prevent erosion. 

This soil is well suited to building site development 
although slope is a moderate limitation. It is poorly suited 
to sanitary facilities due to slope and the rapid perme
ability in the underlying material. If buildings are designed 
to fit the site, the natural landscape can be preserved, 
less grading is required, and erosion and sedimentation 
are reduced. Erosion control may be needed, both during 
and immediately following construction. Sidewalls have 
poor stability and may cave in during excavation. This 
can be prevented with temporary retaining walls. 

Septic tank absorption fields function well in this soil 
because of .the rapidly permeable underlying material, 
however, they must be specially designed to prevent 
pollution of ground water supplies. Revegetation of dis
turbed areas is difficult. Additions of water and fertilizer 
are usually needed to keep lawns, trees, and shrubs 
growing vigorously. This soil is a good source of sand for 
construction. 

This soil is in capability subclass !Ve and woodland 
suitability group 3s. 

1550-Chetek sandy loam, 12 to 25 percent 
slopes. This hilly to steep soil is somewhat excessively 
drained. It is on crests and sides of hills on pitted 
outwash plains. Delineations are irregular in shape and 
range from 5 to 40 acres. 

Typically, the surface layer is dark grayish brown 
sandy loam about 6 inches thick. The subsoil is dark 
yellowish brown sandy loam about 8 inches thick. The 
underlying material is reddish brown sand and gravel. !n 
some places the underlying material contains less than 
15 percent coarse fragments. In places the sandy loam 
mantle is more than 20 or less than 12 inches thick. In 
other areas the slope is less than 12 percent or more 
than 25 percent. 

Included with this soil in mapping are small areas of 
Kingsley and Paskin soils. The Kingsley soils are well 
drained. They formed entirely in loamy glacial till, where
as the Chetek soil formed in a loamy mantle over sandy 
outwash. The Peskin soils are somewhat poorly drained 
and have a thick silty surface mantle underlain by gravel
ly sand. They occupy depressions. 

The Chetek soil has moderately rapid permeability in 
the sandy loam mantle and rapid permeability in the 
gravelly sand underlying material. Surface runoff is rapid 
to very rapid. Natural fertility, available water capacity, 
and organic matter content are low. 

Most areas of this soil are woodland or permanent 
pasture. Some isolated areas are cropland. This soil has 
poor potential for crops and fair to poor potential for 
pasture. It has fair potential for woodland. It has poor 
potential for sanitary facilities and fair potential as build
ing sites. 

This soil generally is not suited to crops because of 
steep slopes, the severe hazard of erosion, and low 
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available water capacity. It is too shallow to sand and 
gravel and slopes generally are too short and steep for 
stripcroppmg or contouring. 

The use of the soil for pasture or hay is effective in 
controlling erosion, but yields are low due to the low 
available water capacity. Proper stocking will prevent 
weeds and the less desirable plant species from invad
ing the pastures. Rotation grazing, fertilization, and weed 
control are also good management practices. Over
grazed pastures can be helped by reseeding with more 
productive plant species. This soil erodes easily if over
grazed. 

This soil has fair suitability for trees. The hazard of 
erosion is severe. Furrow planting on the contour or 
planting in existing vegetation reduces erosion and helps 
to conserve moisture. Grassed waterways and diversions 
also help prevent erosion. 

This soil is suited to building site development, al
though slope is a severe limitation. It is poorly suited to 
most sanitary facilities. Erosion needs to be controlled 
both during and immediately following construction. If 
buildings are designed to fit the site, the natural land
scape can be preserved, less grading is required, and 
erosion and sedimentation are reduced. Sidewalls of the 
underlying material have poor stability and may cave in. 
This can be prevented with temporary retaining walls. 

This soil is poorly suited to septic tank absorption 
fields because of steep slopes and rapid permeability. 
which may cause the pollution of ground water. Lawns 
and gardens need repeated watering and fertilizing to 
grow vigorously. A loamy topdressing may be desirable 
before establishing lawns. This soil is a good source of 
sand for construction. Consideration should be given to 
this resource before developing the soil for other uses. 

This soil is in capability subclass Vie and woodland 
suitability group 3f. 

158B-Zimmerman loamy fine sand, 0 to 6 percent 
slopes. This level to gently sloping soil is excessively 
drained. It occupies convex knolls and side slopes on 
outwash plains and lake plains. Individual areas are irreg
ular in shape and range from 5 to 60 acres. 

Typically, the surface layer is dark grayish brown 
loamy fine sand about 9 inches thick. The subsurface 
layer is grayish brown loamy fine sand about 6 inches 
thick. The underlying layers are stratified light yellowish 
brown to dark brown fine sand and thin, discontinuous 
bands of dark brown loamy fine sand 1 / 4 to 1 inch thick. 
Above a depth of 60 inches these bands typically have 
an aggregate thickness of less than 6 inches. In some 
delineations these bands have a thickness of more than 
6 inches or there are no bands. Strata of medium and 
coarse sands are in some small areas. In other areas 
slope is more than 6 percent. 

Included with this soil in mapping are small areas of 
moderately well drained Lino Variant soils in lower posi
tions on the landscape. Somewhat poorly drained Lino 
soils and very poorly drained Isanti soils occur in depres
sions and drainageways. 



EXHIBIT C 

Letter from the Department of Natural Resources 
attesting to the fact that: 

a. Sunfish is a high-quality native hardwood forest. 
b. A threatened specie of turtle enhabits this area. 
c. Intact forests are becoming very rare in central 

Minnesota. 
d. The DNR encourages public agencies to design 

low-impact walking trails and allow little 
mechanized travel in areas having such 
biological diversity. 
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DNR INFORMATION 
(612) 296-6157 

500 LAFAYETTE ROAD ® ST. PAUL, MINNESOTA@ 551 

Ms. Judy Blackford 
9765 45th St. N 
Lake Elmo, MN 55042 

Dear Ms. Blackford: 

21 May 1990 

Enclosed is the checklist of endangered species in Minnesota. I spoke 
with John Almendinger, the plant ecologist who did most of the field work in 
Washington Co.. Your oak woodland was ranked as medium quality compared to 
other woodlands of the same type found in Washingtori County. John did not 
find any endangered species on the land. Only the very highest quality 
examples of natural habitats are considered for conservation action by our 
program. In Washington Co., more than 200 sites were field checked, and only 
2 were identified as targets for acquisition. Even in those cases, as I 
mentioned to you on the phone, acquisition occurs only when there is a willing 
seller; the Scientific and Natural Areas program does not have the authority 
to "take" someone's land for less than market value. Persons interested in 
preserving the rare natural features on their land are often very pleased to 
sell it to the Scientific and Natural Areas program, because designation as a 
Scientific and Natural Area (SNA) affords the strongest protection available 
under Minnesota law. 

Regarding the consequences of having state endangered species on your 
land, as we discussed, it would not necessarily prevent you from doing 
whatever you want with the land. However, if you knowingly undertake actions 
that would result in the destruction of any endangered species on your land, 
the law requires that you get a permit from the DNR before proceeding. 

Although there are other examples of oak woodland in Washington Co. that 
have been judged to be of higher quality that yours, your woods still 
represents a remnant of an important natural community that was once more 
widespread in the state. With the accelerated pace of development in all the 
metro counties, natural areas are being increasingly threatened with 
fragmentation and destruction. We are always pleased when landowners such as 
yourself express an interest in maintaining the quality of the natural 
habitats on their land. 

I hope I have provided you with the information you wanted. If you have 
further questions, please feel free to contact me at 296-8324. 

Sincerely, 

Bon Eliason 
Minnesota Natural Heritage Program 

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER 





STATE OF 
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DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 

500 LAFAYETTE ROAD • ST. PAUL, MINNESOTA • 55HSf5·40 __ _ 

OHR INFORMATION 
(612) 296-6151 

Judith Blackford 
9765 45th St. No. 
Lake Elmo, Minnesota 

March 18, 1994 

Re: Rare features information in T29N R21W sections 10 and 15 from the 
Natural Heritage Information system 

Dear Ms. Blackford: 

Enclosed is the information you requested on the oak forest in T29N R21W 
section 10. An explanation of the fields on the print-out and a map of the 
area are attached. As you can see from the eorank (element occurrence rank) of 
B, this is a fairly high quality native forest. Fortunately, I was able to 
copy John Almendinger's field notes which contain a list of the plant species 
present on the site. The animals found during the Minnesota County Biological 
Survey were the northern short-tailed shrew, white-footed mouse, masked shrew 
and southern red-backed vole, all common species. 

I included, in addition to the forest record, two records of rare 
species that occur in the vicinity. Of particular interest are the Blanding's 
turtles that were found north of the forest; this probably indicates that the 
species inhabitats wetlands in the larger area. Blanding's turtles are a 
threatened species in Minnesota and are in particular danger in the metro area 
due to rapid development. I included a page from Minnesota's Endangered Flora 
and Fauna which indicates that both wetland and upland areas are important in 
the life cycle of this rare turtle. 

Large intact forests are becoming very rare in the central part of 
Minnesota. Even areas protected in state, county and municipal parks and open 
are~ are subject co pressures from recreational development. Roads, trails, 
parking areas and buildinqs all contribute to the degredation of native 
species. The Natural Heritage and Nongame Wildlife Research Program encourages 
both private individuals and public agencies to develop protection strategies 
that will enhance Minnesota's natural flora and fauna. Designing low-impact 
walking trails and allowing as little mechanized travel as possible in an area 
being protected for its natural characteristics will help in preserving 
important biological diversity. 

I enclosed additional information on our programs and on the Minnesota 
County Biological Survey, plus a key to Minnesota's native vegetation that I 
hope might be helpful in your presentation. With so few undisturbed natural 
areas left, especially in the rapidly expanding seven county metro area, I 
hope this oak forest can be preserved. 

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER 



If you have any questions or need additional brochures, please call me at 
296-8319. 

Sincerely, 

Natural Heritage and 
Nongame Wildlife Research Program 
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Minnesota Natural Heritage Database 
Element Occurrence Records 

HIGH QUALITY NATURAL COMMUNITY IN T29N R21W SECTIONS 10 AND 15 
INCLUDING TWO SPECIAL CONCERN SPECIES OCCURRING NEARBY 
MnDNR, Natural Heritage and Nongame Research Program 

8:37 Wednesday, MARCH 02, 1994 
Copyright 1994 State of Minnesota DNR 

Element: BUTEO L!NEATUS (RED-SHOULDERED HAWK) #23 
State Status: SPECIAL CONCERN 
EO Size: EO Rank: 
Site: EAST OAKDALE 9 
Ownership: Owner unknown 
Managed Area(s): not managed or no record 

Current Status: Intended Status: 

Location: WASHINGTON COUNTY, MN 
Legal T029N R21W SESENW09 
Quad Map: WHITE BEAR LAKE EAST (R18C) 
Latitude: 45 0' 5311 Long: 92 56' 311 

Precision: within 0.25 mile, confirmed 

DNR Region: 6 
Wildlife Area: 601 
Forestry District: 602 
Last Obs.: 26 June 1988 

Source: ELIASON,B.(CO BIOL SURVEY 1988) AND OLIPHANT,J. Voucher: Verification: verified 
POSITIVE NESTING. 1 NEST WITH 2 YOUNG OBSERVED BY ELIASON DURING SYSTEMATIC SUR-VEY UTILIZING PLAYBACK. IDENTIFICATION BASED ON OLIPHANT'S OBSERVATIONS OF 
ADULTS AS THEY DID NOT RESPOND TO ELIASON'S PLAYBACK BELOW NEST. NEST 6-8 M HIGH IN RED OAK IN MIXED OAK WOODS BETWEEN 3 LAKES, DEMONTREVILLE, JANE AND OLSON. 
AREA IS RESIDENTIAL, NEST LOCATED WITHIN 20 M OF A HOUSE, DIRECTLY ON A PAVED STREET. 1 YOUNG IN NEST, OTHER IN ADJACENT TREE. TAIL NEARLY FULL GROWN. 

Element: EMYDOIDEA BLANDINGII (BLANDING'S TURTLE) #512 
State Status: THREATENED 
EO Size: EO Rank: 
Site: EAST OAKDALE 4 
Ownership: Owner unknown 
Managed Area(s): not managed or no record 
Source: SCHNIEDER,J. 

Federal Status: CANDIDATE, CATEGORY 2 
Current Status: Intended Status: 

Location: WASHINGTON COUNTY, MN 
Legal T029N R21W NE04 
Quad Map: WHITE BEAR LAKE EAST (R18C) 
Latitude: 45 2' 511 Long: 92 55' 4211 

Precision: within 0.25 mile, confirmed 

DNR Region: 6 
Wildlife Area: 601 
Forestry District: 602 
Last Obs.: 15 May 1990 

Voucher: Verification: sight rec. 
FOR THE PAST 4 YEARS TURTLES HAVE BEEN SEEN AT THE JUNCTION OF HYW. 36 AND DEMONTREVILLE TRAIL. HE HAS PUT TURTLES IN HIS 4 ACRE POND. 

Element: OAK FOREST (CENTRAL) DRY SUBTYPE #10 
State NC Status: THREATENED 
EO Size: 230 acres appro EO Rank: B Current Status: 0 Intended Status: 
Site: EAST OAKDALE 15 (230 acres approx.) CBS Site#: 108 
Ownership: Owner unknown 
Managed Area(s): not managed or no record 

Location: WASHINGTON COUNTY, MN DNR Region: 6 
Legal T029N R21W NE15SE10 Wildlife Area: 601 
Quad Map: WHITE BEAR LAKE EAST (R18C) Forestry District: 602 
Latitude: 45 0' 2311 Long: 92 54' 3811 Last Obs.: 09 July 1987 
Precision: approx. boundaries have been determined 

Source: ALMENDINGER,J.C.(CO BIOL SURVEY 1987); SCANLAN,M. (SURVEY OF NATURAL AREAS 1971 Voucher: RELEVE 1987 Verification: verified 
MIXED OAK FOREST OCCURS ON A RETICULUM OF GRAVELLY RIDGES SURROUNDING NUMEROUS DEPRESSIONS OF LOWLAND FOREST, WETLANDS, AND LAKES. CANOPY DOM. BY QUERCUS RUBRA 
AND Q. ALBA, WITH SOME BETULA PAPYRIFERA. UNDERSTORY DOM. BY WOODY SPECIES, THE FORS COMPONENT CHARACTERIZED BY COMMON NATIVE SPECIES. EUROPEAN HONEYSUCKLE AND 
BUCKTHORN PRESENT, BUT NOT ABUNDANT. SITE PROBABLY GRAZED, OLDER OAKS OPEN-GROWN LOWLANDS RUINED BY DIVERSION OF FLOODWATER FROM LAKE JANE. NUMEROUS TRAILS. 
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Natural Heritage Database Print-outs: An Explanation of 
Selected Fields 

The Natural Heritage database is maintained by the Natural Heritage Program and the Nongame Wildlife 
Program, units within the Section of Wildlife, Department of Natural Resources. It is the most complete 
source of data on Minnesota"s rare, endangered, or otherwise significant plant and animal species, plant 
communities, and other natural features, and is used in fostering better understanding and protection of 
these rare features. The information in the database is drawn from many parts of Minnesota, and is 
constantly being updated, but it is not based on a comprehensive survey of the state. Therefore, there are 
currently many significant natural features present in the state which are not represented by the database~ 
We are in the process of addressing this problem via the Minnesota County Biological Survey, a county-by
county inventory of rare natural·features, which is now underway. 

Please note that the print-outs are copyrighted and cannot be reproduced without permission. 

The Natural Heritage database maintains records of rare features, or "elements" in Minnesota. The 
records contain many fields which can be organized into variously formatted printouts. Each line in an 
abbreviated print-out, or index, represents one occurrence of a rare natural feature such as an endangered 
plant or animal, a rare plant community, or a significant geological feature. Your index is organized by 
township, range and section and includes the following fields: 

TWP, RNG, SECTION: Township, range and section numbers. In most cases, print-outs will list records to the 
nearest section to protect rare features that are vulnerable to exploitation. If the data manager determines 
that there is a need for more detailed location information, more specific section information will be 
included. In that case, you will note that records have varying degrees of precision; some are listed only 
to the nearest section or sections, others are listed to the nearest 40 acres (e.g., SWNW32 means the SWl/4 
of the NWl/4 of section 32). "0" is used as a place holder when a 1/2 section is specified (e.g., 
ON03=north 1/2 of section 3). When a community overlaps section boundaries, both sections will be listed in 
the section field without punctuation (e.g., NE19NW20=NE1/4 of section 19 and NWl/4 of section 20). 

FED STATUS: status of species under the Federal Endangered Species Law. codes are LE=endangered, 
LT=threatened, C2=species which are candidates for listing, but about which there is not enough data to 
support listing proposals at this time, 3C=species that were once considered for listing, but which have 
proven more abundant than previously believed and are not subject to any identifiable threat at this time. 

MN STATUS: Minnesota legal status of plant and animal species under the state endangered species law. 
Codes for status are as follows: END=endangered, THR=threatened, SPC=special concern. Additional species 



Natural Heritage database printouts (continued) 

are tracked that have no legal status, but are rare, and may become listed if they decline further; codes 
for these are PEN=proposed endangered, PTH=proposed threatened, PSC=proposed special concern, and NON=rare, 
but no legal status. This field is blank for natural communities and colonial waterbird nesting sites, 
which have no legal status in Minnesota, but are tracked by the database. 

2 

NC STATUS: Although natural communities or habitats have no legal status in Minnesota, the Natural Heritage 
program has evaluated and ranked them according to their relative rarity and endangerment in the state. 
Codes are the same as for MN STATUS, with the addition of UND=undetermined; this indicates that there is 
insufficient information about a community type at this time to allow an assessment of its status. 

ELEMENT AND OCCURRENCE NUMBER: For plant and animal species this is the scientific name with the common name 
in parentheses; for all other features it is the feature name. The occurrence number, in combination with 
the element name, uniquely identifies each record and may be used to retrieve additional information from 
the full-record printout. 

MANAGED AREA: If the element occurs within the boundaries of an area managed by a public agency or a 
conservation organization such as The Nature Conservancy, the name of the area is recorded. If this field is 
blank, the element probably occurs on private land. 

Full Record Printout (compressed version) 

Some users of Natural Heritage database information are interested in more detailed information about 
the individual occurrences of rare features than is provided by the indexe The full record printout 
(compressed version) is designed to include additional fields from the database that are likely to be most 
relevant to users. 

In the full record printout, the first line of each record contains the element name ("ename"), the 
common name for plants and animals, and the occurrence number. The records are arranged by class (geologic 
processes; natural communities; other eleraents such as waterbird colonies, bat hibernacula, prairie chicken 
booming grounds; animals; plants), then alphabetically by element name, and finally by occurrence number. 
Again, the ename and the occurrence number are the cross reference with the index. Other fields are defined 
below. 

Region: References the 6 DNR regions in the state. 



Natural Heritage database printouts (continued) 

State status: Minnesota legal status of plant and animal species under the state endangered species 
law. Status categories include Endangered, Threatened, Special Concern and No Legal Status (rare but not 
listed in the state). This field is blank for natural communities and colonial waterbird nesting sites, 
which have no legal status in Minnesota, but are tracked by the database~ 

Federal Status: This field appears only for plant or animal species that have legal status under the 
federal Endangered Species Law - Endangered, Threatened, category 2 (a candidate species), Category 3 (more 
abundant than previously thought). 

3 

State NC Status: Natural community status; although natural communities or habitats have no legal 
status in Minnesota, the Natural Heritage program has evaluated and ranked them according to their relative 
rarity and endangerment in the state. ("Undetermined" indicates that there is insufficient information about 
a community type at this time to allow an assessment of its status.) 

Legal: Again, this field contains the township, range and section numbers. Records have varying 
degrees of precision; some are listed only to the nearest section or sections, others are listed to the 
nearest 40 acres (e.g., SWNW32 means the SWl/4 of the NWl/4 of section 32). "0" is used as a place holder 
when a 1/2 section is specified (e.g., ON03=north 1/2 of section 3). When a community overlaps section 
boundaries, both sections will be listed in the section field without punctuation (e.g., NE19NW20=NE1/4 of 
section 19 and NWl/4 of section 20). Often only the section number will be listed to protect exact 
locations. 

Wildlife Area: The Section of Wildlife administrative number. 

EO Size: The size in acres (often estimated) of natural communities. 

EO Rank: An evaluation of the quality and condition of natural communities from A (highest) to D 
(lowest). 

Current status: Present protection status of a site from O (owner is not aware of record) to 9 
(dedication as a Scientific and Natural Area). 

Intended status: Desired protection status. If a complete list of protection status codes is needed, 
please contact the Natural Heritage Program. 

Quad Map: The U.S. Geologic topographic maps maintained by the Heritage Program. 



Natural Heritage database printouts {continued) 

Forestry District: The Division of Forestry"s district number. 

Site: The sitename allows the database to group occurrences that are located near each other. Usually 
this name refers to a county biological survey site; in other instances it is the name of a managed area, 
sometimes it is a more generic name that encompasses several managed areas and/or private land (e.g., 
sitename Felton Prairie pulls together occurrences on Felton Prairie SNA, Felton WMA and private lands), 
occasionally it is a colloquial name (Katinanta Bog); often it is a township name and section number. 

CBS Site#: A number assigned to each county biological survey site. In each county, the numbering 
system begins with the number 1. 

Latitude/longitude: The lat-long references the dots which are placed manually on the quad map files. 
There are various levels of precision in the original information, but this is not reflected in the lat
long data. For some of the data, particularly historical records, it was not possible to determine exactly 
where the original observation was made. Examples of this type of locational information would be "Fort 
Snelling", or "the south shore of Lake Owasso". During the manual mapping process for the least precise 
observations, the dot is placed in the center of the 7.5 minute quad map, and the lat-long coordinates are 
determined for the center of the dot. In cases where the occurrence is known within a quarter mile, the 
lat-long reflects the nearly exact location of the record. 

Last Observation: The date of the most recent information about this record. 

Ownership: Indicates whether the site is privately owned; for publicly owned land the agency with 
management responsibility is listed here~ 

4 

Precision: This field indicates how precise the locational information is. There are six levels of 
precision: 1) occurrence is known within 1/4 mile radius (most precise level), 2) occurrence is known within 
1/2 mile radius (usually within a section), 3) occurrence is known within one mile radius, 4) occurrence is 
known to exist within the quad map or general region, 5) occurrence is unmappable {often known only to the 
county level}, 6) occurrence no longer exists at former location. 

Managed Area(s): These are lands owned or managed by either a public agency or a private conservation 
organization such as The Nature Conservancy. 

Source: The collector or observer of the feature. 



Natural Heritage database printouts (continued) 

Voucher: The museum or herbarium where specimens are maintained and the accession number assigned by 
the repository. In the case of bald eagles, this is the breeding area number. 

5 

Verification: This, in general, reflects the reliability of information. In the case of old plant 
collections, the date of the collection determines whether the record is verified or unverified; collections 
before 1970 are unverified. The highest level of reliability is "verified" which usually indicates a 
collection was made or, as in the case of bird records, nesting was observed. 

Remarks at end of records: The last 1-3 lines of each record contain more detailed notes about the 
occurrence, such as the number of individuals, descriptive information about habitat, associated species, 
etc. 

Data Security 

The locations of some rare features must be treated as sensitive information because widespread 
knowledge of these locations could result in harm to the rare features. The most sensitive information is 
the locations of species of wildflowers, including orchids, endangered species such as the Dwarf trout lily, 
and economically valuable plants such as Ginseng, because these are vulnerable to exploitation by 
collectors. Bald eagle nesting sites are also considered to be sensitive to disturbance by curious on
lookers. For this reason, information from the Natural Heritage database should not be reproduced or 
published without permission from the Natural Heritage Program. We are concerned that any publication for 
public distribution not identify the precise locations of the vulnerable plant species referred to above. 
One way to handle this would be to list only the sections in which the sensitive species occur. If this is 
not acceptable for your purposes, please call and discuss this issue with the Environmental Review 
Specialist for the Heritage and Nongame Wildlife Programs at 612/297-2276. 

Another issue is the disturbance or eradication of a rare feature by development projects. If a threat 
to any of the features on your printout comes to your attention, please call the Environmental Review 
Specialist for the Heritage and Nongame Wildlife Programs. 

Data Requests. 

The Heritage Database is updated continuously. Of particular significance is the body of new records 
being generated by the county Biological Survey. For this reason, it is important to forward data requests 



Natural Heritage database printouts (continued) 6 

to the Natural Heritage or Nongarne Wildlife Programs. In addition, printouts can be organized by the 
Heritage staff to meet the particular needs of requesters. Requests for Heritage data should be forwarded to 
Mary Miller at 612/296-8319 or Bonita Eliason at 612/297-2276. 



7. All fractions must be written using three spaces. (1/2) 

FIELD BY FIELD INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING AN EOR 

Note: The number in parentheses after the field name indicates the number of 

spaces or bytes in the field. 

1. Map Margin# 

Enter the map margin number from the quad map. This is usually the next 

consecutive number on the margin of the map {or on the back). If a record has 

been deleted from the database and erased from the margin, that number may be 

used. 

2. EName (60) 

Enter the element name exactly as it appears on either the element list or in 

the log book. Varieties and subspecies should also be entered as they 

appear on the element list, including the same punctuation. 

3. Occurrence Number (4) 

This number, assigned sequentially by the mapper from the Element 

occurrence log, identifies an occurrence of an Element. Before 

assigning a number, first ensure that the record is not a duplicate 

or a previous collection. Updates should use the original EO number 

unless further information indicates that EO's should be split or 

merged. (See special section on merging EO's, duplicate and previous 

collections in Appendix B) 

4. Element Occurrence (EO) rank (2) 

This rank represents a comparative evaluation summarizing several 

6 



factors, these being quality (representativeness of the occurrence 

especially as compared to EO specifications and including maturity, 

size, numbers, etc.); condition (how much has the site and the EO 

itself been damaged or altered from its optimal condition and character), 

viability (the long-term prospects for continued existence of this 

occurrence) and defensibility (the extent to which the occurrence can 

be protected from extrinsic human factors that might otherwise degrade 

or destroy it). EO RANK should be assigned based on recent field work 

by knowledgeable individuals. 

Codes: A Excellent 

B Good 

C Marginal 

D Poor 

X Destroyed 

blank Unknown 

Intermediate ranks are acceptable (AB, BC, etc.) 

5. Element Occurrence (EO) Acres (5) 

Record as nearly as possible the number of acres represented by the 

element occurrence. The accuracy of this acreage estimate is indicated in the 

11 estimated" field which follows. Do not use fractions or decimals. Use 1 for 

acreages less than one acre. 

6. EO Estimated? (1) 

Indicate by entering uyn or 11 N11 the accuracy of the acreage estimate 

for the EO. 

If the estimate of acreage is within± 15% accuracy, enter N (no); if 

7 



MINNESOTA COUNTY BIOLOOICAL SUf'./EY 

SITE EVALUATION SHORT FORM 
COUNTY: WASHINGTON 

SITE NO: /0 ?( 
ouAO cooe, I< Ii:' L 

-J H I{_ £ f; t./A{;. SITE HAMEi _______ ·...;.,_· __ 1/ __ . _ •• _________________ _ 

MANilGE0 AREA: ____________ OTHER STAnJS: 

EXIr';ING SITE INFORMATION 
--l- NHP Documentation - Sourcu/Oates: s:,_,ft # WI-/ II 
(Y/N) 

__ Survey Needed - Stta Oescriptiorv'Problemaa 
(Y/NJ 

AIR PHOTO INTERPRETATION 
Photo type and detei d!R_ 

/V Eliminate 

(Y/N} 

__ Further Survey 

(Y/NJ 

AERIAL SURVEY 
Oatac 3/,./ftt; 

Eliminate 
(YIN) 

_&_ Further Survey 
(Y/NJ 

GROUNJ SURVEY 
Oatal 

Aaasons1 

Notes: 

Reesonsa 

Surveyors: 

O.ner (NI••• Addroaa, Phone}: 
Sita Ev•luatiotll'Daacriptton: 

__ Ooc1.11ant■tion {If yes, sea site Log, If no, site eliminated) 

(Y/NJ 

Action class: 

0atOI /JJ19 ;/ ;?' ;J-

• 

5/B7 



SITE SURVEY SUMMARY 

Site Name: /~ /).,v.<::~- <:::.·~.,,, J•-"?' ., __ ) /S Site No. PN/7-"'/c: 3 

Quad Name and Code: f:"/'9:; //2.'···c• --~7 /••, ,/,,;,e:,c- .>,'.'Date: ;:f 47 
Legal Description: h'YJ'.AJ:/A'E,r"-<, 7?9Y, R.2/,1/Date: 

1-91/j :::::E~"-·--,:•J'<,.;_,_5;.}'7"s.E7°IO / , 

_____ surveyor: 

State: 1'tl County: cl&-f1////v//Z!/V Date: 

Photos: 3 ~ 9.,,,.,,,s,· / /',• /;,0'./- Date: 
~' 

source of Lead: J/4,r1 _'j,_,.,n,,,- ,C/oLM k4 L S:,.2vs;/ 

Surveyor: 

surveyor: 

Acreage of area surveyed: ...:;;;Z_s._,c:J"-:.:..''"-c""="-'-------------------------
✓,"l--{.1v,;v,;,,,1,,,/~ .,,!... 

Current site use: /~~:/ ~ 6 ,.c: r/ r;,✓ /-'.?-c' pp;,--£ X- u,,~0 /:> -.</4',(t,_'r74 -I ~~/C-.?,,-:,-? 

Tract ownership/managed area name (names, address, phone ml!lbers): 
J / J 

INDEX 

List all Elements found at site: 

Special Date 
Element EO Element Collection Form of 

Elerrent Nam" 0,on~ Rank Ac~0 s 
.,,_,.. __ 

INC-"'~ .!':p\ Oo1 eV' 

/ 
/!//;', :,. U/'.J1/ ,c;;-e c•,·r .s:ssL/ .B 2J:D ~/47 
I I 

. 



/ 

- Site desc; iPtion/di..scussion 

Describe the Site to convey a mental irrage of its features. DisOJss a.rd entitle in order 
the follo,ing categories: l) Landfocm and TOi:xx;raphy, 2) Soils/Aquatic features, l) ' 
Vegetation, 4) Disturbance-natural, or u.nnatu~al. (livestock grazing, logging, mining, 
buildings, cultivation, e)ll)tics), 5) Surrounding land use (e.g., buildings, agriculture 
recreational), 6) Threats to site and management irrplications. ' 

, 
/ 

c:.; / ... ~ c' /.? h',Y) .::,--.,, ,.,../::: _,,:..::,,, 

" I/ 
C 6..-?7"; 

✓ 

/4,£&- 4:;~ ,rl,-0 / ra.:;:,c/ r"!'..--..--;;;u:--L $ , 

r.P,7: ,1-,-~ 

J/ ~ .,_?,.,.-_,, ,:.:// / n 

/4--

r/4:,, ,;.:,, ✓e< ,,, e'-'' / ,.,{ 

'-::; z,t~=/tk 

/,a_, c"K /2?/x'-<d dt:;.,.,.,/k;,-- c,/,.,,~-4J!.,s*~ /_fr,,,n k~:""1'.:!i:::"':',})J#§~;;~/)/t,""J;!i::{' •• 
-4 /'~M yp..J,1 0) /4~,7 <.::iZ.'1 C;.::Jf-fC.i•Vi/;,..7Vhl_,,_g ;,:;:4.,.,-7;;.~,.-;"/ i~~·,,:.:,,,•"v 

ease map(s): Attach a a>P!,' of the portion of the topograg:llic map, ahc,,,inq the site. 
Aerial g:llotoa or more detailed mapa can be used. Code as foll"'8t 

Tract (ownership) boUn:la ries 
Special l?lant or anj.nal. •l- oc:curren:u 

• 

!lllt:1.1ral Camunity IX>un:laries,, 
!lllt:1.1ral Area tx>un:laries 

(Primary, site boundary) x ,. ,Rel...,' location,,,,, ~·· ,,,,,, ,, ,, , ,,,M,-,~•·""" 



,NESOTA NATURAL HERITAGE PROGRAM 
partment of Natural Resources 

FORM CREATED -- October 1986 

ox 7, soo Lafayette Road 
Saint Paul, MN 55146 
(612) 296-3344 

------------- SITB INPORMA'l'ION POR MINNESOTA VEGETATION DA'l'ABASB 
GENERAL .INFORMATION ___________________________________________ .; _____________ _ 

DNR Releve Number: ____ Surveyor's Rele Nwnper: ::!P..~<!!!'..2!::--
Surveyor's I.D. Code: '::(£:If'· ( ..,,,.,,,,./,,,,,4 ,,,,,__ 
Date: ~ Month: .("'¾' Year: L.26,? (e.g. 16· JU · 1986) 
Site Name Code: ____ ( cn/4 .¥ 108 <'.fl« EtH<t,l(tdre l14trt4-I ) 
DNR OwnershiP'COde: .:.;;·•· f ... · · .. · · • ···~'•·•· 1

. ) 

Natural Canmunity Code~·~J? ( M(xEo Ct?~ Gl't€4Z="':'1. ) 
Natural Community Section or Subtype:· _.;••· f ·••'¢.••···~·•·· ····•· · · ·· ) 
Element occurrence Ranking: §_ ·. -~····· ...... : · •·•··• ·•·· -···• •·••··••"'·'· 
In Acres giv& the Element occurrence sizetiJ~!£'.'an •Sit:• sizei4•l'a'Zl~ 

"-'i>.:-,\ .. -'r<--."-·,~· ,,,<,,-.. < ., ., 
, /"'-~'•'If:•.··· ""'"""'''"' '"'"·'':~~'!,'fr?"½'-'-"A/ .__-.- (Vi(eMiA_,,,. ·,.,,c 

LOCATION INFO RMA'l' ION _________________ ..;...;_.:.;.:.:._ .. .,..,_ 
State Code: "':!d County Code: ~~ · f· ,,),4r,,J,1AM;re AJ::..• • • • .!,:. •· "'1c,>r¢\ t2•· 
Quadrangle Codes,• DNR: ..CL.i~ Oniversal:···.::·.::;;..;.;.;'.;;~~,_~#;4~~•F!/"E.. 
Township (e.g., 141N)t ~i%!:I Range (e~gf32W C?•·· ·t:, ·· ~i1b•M&ri~iani;• · 
sectio11c ( e.g1.,. SW· of. NB 06. .• section, 311'· 'ilf:!' o ect:ionv•t 
Latitude:_,.. degrees,.:.:; minutes, __ s con 

Longitude: .;..;, degre&s•,..=·..:..:.•minutee., . .;;.;second· 
. ·--~,----~'--+:~ -~:<L, -➔1>:s : >½?' 

RELEVEI- INPORMAT-ION--------------------""'"-~~---~-. -•-
Rel ev& size (sq. m)ct",f!!.!? Elev (feet):.;J..,&;f~~c;;0$l1 .. 
From the Minnesota Soil AtlaB" giv&, the Soilff'•lt",l\ 

the Geomorphic Unit: ~f:'F ( -,;,c,,,.,,.0.f?'?,Fs-•···,c;:,e.,1;,, 

Remark: J:.,i.r;~.r;_;f#f1:~~;~"";2.~i~~~i6:;J7£~:/: 
i.s:-9.t-{-E9.-J.¥r&fi-.:e.:i:a:..itR4'..s~.i.a::£:i~ur~:.«d 
~L.r; 1 "st ,t_a.r;.(r J .r!:.. -~,a.t, i.;..;.~£((}{.y.;..f l,'Jl<tf'..;.L'id.~./~ 

· <>•,·>c0.•+fe•' C,/p/-,_,,,, .• :'{ 

The above form• is• ident:ica.Jr to the' data,-enl: 
Natural Heritag~.jk.ogram•s releve data;.base.," 
rel eves in Minne~t:a ar& encouraged to, us,e an 
Dictionaries of~e,, various codes and genera. 
rel eves can be· olitained by contacting th.e",-!Jfl:. 
unknown, write th& variable valu& within,th•,fol,1 



surveyor's Releve Nunber: Ho-ppz surveyor's Name: , 4.,1,., C //),~,,ai/,,,,.,.-
1-N Co.mifi'tzt;l.49Jl,V67Zi,,J Townltlip, Range, Section: ::SrJ¢dAl;&}E;&uS rZ-fd,,.2.Uw 
Date: 7 Rel.eve Size (sq. m): --1cro 7 "'- Site name: ,ENA.Ji: 1"8 c; 7;:<"~-"' ,;;/4,.,, 1;,,r""--

1:)lter additional site infornation on the reverse side of this ltleet. 

a ;-. 

0 r. 
0 ...... 

.. 
• 
• 

L,_ __________________ ...__.._. 

. , , __ '-.'.''!{( ,J;.,f! '-I~> 
** = code •for reliability of identification 

C.S = cover value • sociability _value .•• If;".·,-."',,_.::,,·::,· 



EXHIBIT D 

John Almendinger, is the DNR plant ecologist 
who logged flora and fauna species in Sunfish 
Park in 1990. He remember this park well and 
is an excellent resource as to the quality of 
this woods. 

He is stationed at Deer River, Minnesota, 
is in the field most of the time, but offered 
to speak to any council Member. Please leave 
a message for him at 1-218-246-2123. 



EXHIBIT E 

Letter to Joe Moris, a Lake Elmo landowner, 
who was also approached along with Lehart 
Friedrich when the City was seeking to purchase 
his contiguous woods for the park. The letter is 
from the Lake Elmo City attorney, presenting the 
City's intent to acquire these woods to preserve 
their virgin forest in its natural state. 



R □ OERICK A. LAWSON 

ROBERT W. KELLY 

ALBERT E. RANUM 

DONALD T. RALEIGH «------
CF COUNSEL: 

CHESTER 5. WILSON 

LAWSON, KELLY, PANUM & RALEIGH 

LAWYERS 

STILLWATFR, MINNESOTA 55082 

(612) 439-4143 

11329 STILI.W-AT('.R 8LVO. NOR,TH 

LAKE ELMO, MINNESOTA 55042 

(612) 777-6960 

November 26, 1973 

,-ORMEIH.Y 

WH .. BON .. THORt;EN 19!2•19lllll 

WILSCN, THORCEN A 1.INO.I.OOM 

REUBCN D, THo,u.:11:N 111•26•!94'1 

THOAl:EN, THORi:EN " LAW ■ ON 
194 ■ •1967 

Mr. Donald Moris 
9759 North 45th Street 
Lake Elmo, MN 55042 

Re: Lake Elmo Park Plans 

Dear Don: 

As I agreed in our telephone conversation, I am 
sending you with this letter a map of the proposed park 
which would include part of your father's land. The 
part of your father's land which the Village would like 
to include in this park is described as follows: 

The West One-Half of the Southwest Quarter of 
the Southeast Quarter of Section Ten and all 
that part of the East One-Half of the Southwest 
Quarter of the Southeast Quarter of said Section 
Ten lying Southwesterly of a line drawn from the 
center of said Southwest Quarter of the Southeast 
Quarter to the Southeast corner of said Southwest 
Quarter of the Southeast Quarter, Township Twenty
nine North, Range Twenty-one West. 

As I indicated in our telephone conversation, the Village 
would like to acquire the lands indicated on the attached 
diagram for park purposes. 

As I understand it, the Village wants to acquire these 
particular lands because of the virgin- forests located thereon 
and with the intention of preserving the forests in their 
natural state. It may be that this desire on the part of the 
Village will coincide with your intentions for the land. As 
we discussed, perhaps the best way to reconcile the Village 
interests with your intGrests would be some form of agreement 
giving the Villaqe the right of first refusal to purchase the 
property at a price equal to any price you might be willing to 
sell it for to a private party. Of course, the Village would 
prefer to get an option and secure the land, if possible. 



, 

Mr. Donald Moris 
November 2 6, 19 7 3 

Page Two 

Please consider this with your family and let me know 
what your thinking may be; at that point, perhaps we can 
get together with one or more members of the Park Committee 
so that they can describe their plans to you. 

If you have any questions, please call at any time. 

DTR:bc 
Enc. 

Yours truly, 

Donald T. Raleigh, for 
LAWSON, KELLY, RANUM & RALEIGH 
Village Attorneys 



THE NATURE CONSERVANCY SURVEY OF NATURAL AREAS 

The Minnesota Chapter of The Nature Conservancy, in cooperation with the 
Minnesota Academy of Science, is conducting a survey of Minnesota to identify and 
inventory natural areas that deserve protection for scientific, educational, and 
aesthetic reasons. A natural area is a piece of the landscape, from a few to many. 
acres in size, that has been little disturbed by man. The area may contain bio
logical or geological features that make it unique, or it may be a fine example of 
a landscape or ecosystem type that was once more widespread. As a result of 
increased pressures from urban, industrial, and agricultural expansion, these areas 
are rapdi ly disappearing in many parts of our state. 

The Nature Conservancy is a national non-profit organization dedicated to the 
preservation of natural areas for present and future generations. The Minnesota 
Chap-ter has preserved, as of March, 1971, ei gh-teen tracts tota 111 ng over fi f-teen 
hundred acres. These natural areas are wfdely scattered over the state and include 
virgin prairies, woods, wetlands, a heron rookery, a lo-tus bed, glacial lake dunes, 
and an island. Some of the areas were gif-ts, and the remainder were paid for by 
memberships, by contribu-tions from individuals and foundations, and by memorials. 
In addition, the Chapter cooperates with na-tional, state, and local government and 
with insti-tutlons and other organizations whose aim is to preserve na-tural and 
scientific areas. 

The survey of potenti a I natura f areas in Minnesota is being supported by loca I 
private donors. The purpose is to make a detailed, coun-ty-by-county search for 
na-tural areas and to describe the vegetation, wildlife, soils, topography, and 
other natural fea-tures of each po-tential area located. We can then ra-tionally 
assign priorities for pro-tec-tion to specific areas with -the assurance -tha-t we are 
not overlooking bet-ter or rarer sites elsewhere. 

The survey is being directed by Edward J. Cushing, associate professor in 
botany at the University of Minnesota. He is assisted by,M.L,;;bael J. Scanlan,_. 
Rudo I ph C. Dari i ng, and Mi chae I Kanner, a 11 graduate students in botany or ecology 
a-t the University of Minneso-ta. Field work is now underway and wl 11 con-tinue 
unti I winter. 

For our ini-tial efforts, we have chosen several coun-t!es that cover a variety 
of landscape types in -the southern half of the state and from which we have little 
prior information. These are: Blue Earth, Douglas, Freeborn, Lyon, Meeker, Nobles, 
Olmsted, Swif-t, Traverse, and Wright counties, toge-ther with the seven-coun-ty Twin 
Cities area. We wi II be covering these counties section by section. A-t the same 
time, we are seeking to enlarge our present ti le of potential na-tural areas through
out the state, largely by con-tac-ting interes-ted persons in many regions. Suggestio, 
of po-ten-ti al areas, and of persons who would be wi 11 ing -to help,· are welcome; 
please send them to: 

4/71 

/ Survey of Natura I Areas Project 
C/o Minnesota Academy of Science 
3100 - 38th Avenue Sou-th 
Mi nneapo I is, Mi nneso-ta 55406 I 
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Minnesota Chapter 

SURVEY OF NATURAL AREAS PROJECT 'lo M!NNESOTA ACADEMY OF SCIENCE 

3100 38TH AVENUE SOUTH 

J•;I)\\' \HD J. CUSlll:\C 

II MINNEAPOLIS, MINNESOTA 55406 ■ TELEPHONE: (612 ! 721~3391 

July 20, 1971 

Dear Mr. Morris: 

Enclosed is the species list that I promised you after visiting 
your woods last July 9, 1971. This is as complete a list as 
I could come up with in the short time I had, However, most 
of the plants should be on the list. 

In writing my report on the area I have included the note that 
Lake Elmo is interested in it, If it becomes evident in the 
future that they intend to turn your woods into a park regardless 
of your desires, I suggest that you immediately contact the 
Nature Conservancy. I am sure that they would be willing to 
help you in any way possible, 

Thank you for your time and good will and I hope that the list is 
of some use. 

Sincerely yours, 

V 
Michael J. Scanlan 

MJS:jcl 

enclosure 



Trees, Shrubs and Seedlings: 

Quercus ellipsoidalis 
Bctula papyrifera 
Quereus maerocarpa 
Quercus alba 
Aeer rubrum 
Prunus serotina 
Amelanehier humilis 
Wmus americana 
Parthenoeissus inserta 
Rhamnus catharticus 
Corylus americana 
Cornus stolonifera 
Ribes missouriense 
Acer negundo 
Rubus occidentalis 
Lonicera tatarica 
Prunus yirginiana 
Zanthoxylum americanum 
Sambucus pubens 
Quercus borealis 
Juglans nigra 
Vitis riparia 
Diervilla lonicera 

Herbs: 

Desmodium glutinosum 
Geranium maculatum 
Circaea quadrisulcata 
Osmorhiza · claytoni 
Athyrium felix-femina 
Uvularia sessilifolia 
Agrimonia gryposepala 
Pteridium aquilinum 
Aralia nudicaulis 
Aralia racemosa 
Fragaria virginiana 
Amphicarpa bracteata 
Osmunda claytoniana 
Apocynum androsaemifolium 
Galium boreale 
Polygonatum biflorum 
Heuchcra Richardsonii 
Smilacina racemosa 
Sanicula marilandica 
Solidago sp. 

Northern pin oak 
Paper birch 
Bur oak 
White oak 
Red inaple 
Black cherry 
June berry 
American elm 
Virginia creeper 
Buckthorn 
Hazelnut 
Red-osier dogwood 
Gooseberry 
Boxelder 
Blackberry 
Taiarian honeysuckle 
Chokecherry 
Prickly ash 
Red-berried elder ( elderberry) 
Red oak 
Black walnut 
Frost grape 
Bush honeysuckle 

Pointed-leaved tick-trefoil 
Cranesbill, wild geranium 
Enchanter's nightshade 
Sweet cicely 
Lady fern 
Sessile-leaved bellwort 
Agrimoni 
Bracken fern 
Wild sasparilla 
Spikenard 
Strawberry 
Hog-peanut 
Interrupted fern 
Dogbane 
Northern bedstraw 
Solomon's seal 
Alumroot 
False Solomon's seal 
Snakeroot 
Goldenrod 



Herbs (continued): 

Uvularia grandiflora 
Genm canadense 
Dryopteris spinulosa 
Thalictrum dioicum 
Urtica procera 
Maianthemum canadense 
Pyrola elliptica 
Viola papilionacea 

Large-flowered bellwort 
White avcns 
Marsh fern 
Early meadow rue 
Nettle 
Wild Lilly-of-the-valley 
Pyrola 
Common blue violet 
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EXHIBIT F 

Letters from community residents 



May 4, 1992 9765 - 45th St N 
Lake Elmo, MN 55042 

City of Lake Elmo 
Randy Thoreson, Chairman, Parks Commission 
David Johnson, Mayor, City Council 

Subj: Mountain Biking at Sunfish Park 

Dear Chairman Thoreson and Mayor Johnson: 

I am a 
Park. 
in the 
on its 
woods, 

resident of Lake Elmo and a frequent user of Sunfish 
I walk the park in the summer and cross-country ski it 
winter. Since my family owns land which abuts Sunfish 
entire north side and my private home is within that 
I am very familiar with the usage of this park. 

Because I believe in opening the park to as many usages as 
possible, our first priority is to keep the park in the best 
possible shape. The bikers come in the wet springtime before 
the ground is firm and the vegetation has a chance to take hold. 
They rut the park trails loosening the soils for springtime 
rains which cause heavy erosion. The rest of the season the 
trails become a powdered mess and further erode at each rainfall. 
The reason for this is the terrain. This is a very ridgy wooded 
park. The bikers frequently show little consideration for the 
safety of walkers in that they careen down the trails over the 
many blind ridges. My son who is physically challenged walks 
these trails with a walker and cannot move out of the way quickly 
enough if an out-of-control biker comes flying over the hills. 
I have had to jump out of the way for bikers barely missing 
collision. We are in control when we walk. The burden of care 
does not rest on us. There is a liability issue for the City. 
The ruts that are being created are costing taxpayers money. 
Erosion strategies have been implemented consisting of diagonally 
placed wooden runnoff channels. These are usually leaf-filled 
and hence do not do the job. The main deterrent to successful 
erosion control is the continous damage done by the mountain 
bikers. Immediate action is necessary to stop this damage. 

Sunfish is a beautiful, wooded, natural park which deserves 
respectful treatment. It is a real gift to our community. 

Please add this issue to the City Council agenda for May 19th. 
Before any vote is made in favor of continuing mountain biking 
at Sunfish Park I request that each voting member be required 
to walk the trails in the park so that an informed decision 
can be made. I also encourage you to empower your appointed 
Park Commission representatives by heeding their recommendations. 



City of Lake Elmo 
Mountain Biking at Sunfish Park 
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Respectfully, 

Judith (Moris) Blackford 
770-7856 

i, too, am a resident of Lake Elmo and am concerned about these 
issues~ 

Judith Moris 
9759-45th St N. 
Lake Elmo, MN 55042 

Copy To: Mike Bouthilet, Park Supervisor 



Mayor fr.Jyn John 
8883 Jane Road N. 
Lake Elmo, !"11\J~ 

Douq !<ueh 1 
'.365 Elan Ct 
Woodbury, f"lN 

I am writing to encourage the Lake Elmo City Council to continue 
the ban on mountain biking in Sunfish Park. I am a mountain 
biker, leisure hiker, cross country skier, and bird watcher. With 
the exception of mountain biking, I frequently enjoy all of these 
activities at Sunfish Park. If you lift the ban on mountain 
biking, I am afraid the park will become a single use park, and 
that use will be mountain biking. 

As a mountain biker, I have seen the kind of damage that occurs 
as the result of the sport. It's not long before the hilly trails 
turn to sand, dirt, or mud and become filled with ruts, roots, 
rocks. For a mountain biker, these are part of the challenge of 
technical ridingM In fact, these conditions, and worse~ are often 
included or created for races. Unfortunately these conditions 
prevent enjoyable hiking, walking, and skiing. 

I also believe mountain biking will put an end to the passive 
activities such as bird watching, nature stL1dy, and the quiet 
walk. I can speak from experience. I was a long time user of 
Battle Creek Park in Maplewood for these quiet activities. That 
was until they built the bike path. Heavy use by bikers, joggers, 
roller bladers, and exercise walkers limits the possibility of 
the peaceful and quiet experience. Opening Sunfish Park to 
mountain b1king will result in the same, if not worse, situation 
because of the growing popularity of mountain biking and the 
limited access to preferred mountain bike terrain. 

Access is limited because park officials recognize the problems 
caused by mountain biking. The sport is banned in other area 
n1ulti-purpose parks with the same terrain as Sunfish Park. The 
parks include Pine Point, Ravine, and Lebanon regional parks and 
Afton and o~Brian state parks. There is a designated mountain 
bike and skate skiing area in Lebanon regional park. However, 
other uses are banned because of the conflict. 

As a mountain biker, I want to have a place to mountain bike. 
However, I would not want to sacrifice all that Sunfish Park has 
to offer for the single activity of mountain biking. 

~;inc ere 1 y , 

Douq l<ueh l 



April 5, 1994 

Mayor and Council Members 
City of Lake Elmo 
3800 Laverne Ave. N. 
Lake Elmo, MN 55042 

Dear Honorable Mayor and Council Members: 

It has been brought to my attention that a controversy has developed in the 
use of Sun Fish Lake Park. Although I no longer reside in Lake Elmo and I 
question how much clout I have with the council, I would like to review some 
historical data that may be of significance in helping you reach a decision. 

Sun Fish Lake Park, was acquired with money obtained by passing a bond 
issue that had been voted on by the citizens of Lake Elmo. The plan, before 
and after the vote, was to keep the park as natural as possible (I believe the 
city has been successful in doing this).We wanted to minimize changes to the 
park yet make it accessible to as many citizens of Lake Elmo as we could. We 
concluded, at that time, and I'm sure it is still a valid conclusion, that trails for 
hiking, skiing, snow shoeing and picnic areas would be the best way to do 
this. We decided that no mechanical devices would be allowed in the park 
because their activity would diminish the usefulness for other citizens. At 
one point we did allow snowmobilers to use the trail underneath the high line 
at the west end of the park but they immediately began to encroach upon the 
ski trails reducing their usefulness for skiing. Dirt bikes also began to use 
these trails and then began to tear up the hiking trails and harass walkers. 

The trails were not designed for any mechanically assisted use, we were 
concerned that if used that way, there would be erosion. We were also 
concerned that the hooves of horses might disturb the fragile trail surface so 
that erosion might occur. Opening the park to mountain bikers was never the 
intention of the park commission because of the potential damage it could do 
to the trails and diminish its usefulness and safety for other activities. 
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Lake Elmo, for a city of its size, has one of the most attractive park systems of 
any city in the state. I am really proud of the opportunity I had to participate 
with past park commissions and councils in the acquisition and development 
of this system. Sun Fish Lake, in particular, is a beautiful park available to all 
the citizens of Lake Elmo. Allowing a special interest, with devices that 
diminish the park's safety, naturalness, and quietness would be a mistake. In 
the process of making a decision on special uses for the park, I hope that you 
will consider some of the early planning and thoughts for the park, and thank 
you very much for considering the above points. 

Sincerely, 

Dave Morgan 
Former Chair of the Lake Elmo Park Commission 



Statement From: 

Presented to: 

Subject: 

Date: 

Dr. Ed Gustavson, Past President 
Cindy Gustavson, Past Conservation Chair 
Sierra Club of the st. Croix Valley 

Commissioner Blackford 

Mountain Biking at Sunfish Park 

Friday, September 18, 1992 

These statements were offered by the Gustavson's to be presented 
at the September 21, Parks Commission meeting concerning the 
possibility of reopening Sunfish to mountain bikers. 

- Both Dr. Gustavson and Cindy Gustavson of the Sierra Club 
have walked this park frequently and recently. 

- ''Sunfish Park is an incredible jewel.'' 

- "It is a wonderful resource to the community." 

- "Nothing should jeopardize this park." 

- "Mountain bikers have their place." 

- "Unless it is totally determined that mountain bikes will 
not hurt Sunfish Park, they should not be allowed in Sunfish 
Park." 

- "The park should be examined very carefully by professionals 
(ecologists, geologists, wildlife biologists, etc.) to see 
what the impact would be to the bio-systems. Will mountain 
biking damage this eco-system? 

- "Is it a tough enough environment or too sensitive?" 

Where the Gustavson's live (in the city on level ground) there 
are designated separate walking and asphalted bike paths. They 
don't share paths for safety reasons. 

Dr. Gustavson said he had seen the erosion caused by the mountain 
bikes previously, and had been meaning to call one of the council 
members who he knows personally to call the mountain biking 
problem to his attention. He indicated he would now do so. 

I would like to remind everyone that mountain biking increases 
the chances of accidents (both to walkers and hikers) in the 
park. That increases the likelihood of potential lawsuits. 
I'm not sure what our attorney will tell us regarding the 
likelihood of an injured party winning a suit, but, regardless, 
fighting lawsuits takes City dollars whether we win or lose--city 
dollars from all of our citizens. 

More important than the dollar issue is the ecological issue. 



'We need the tonic of 
wildness.' - H. Thoreau 
Sunfish Park and mountain 

biking are once again back on 
the Lake Elmo Parks Commis
sion agenda. This May 1992 an 
ordinance prohibiting mountain 
biking was passed by a 3-1 vote 
of the Lake Elmo City Council 
after the parks commission 
made recommendations attest
ing to the extensive erosion 
damage, the. safety concerns to 
walkers and potential liability 
to the City of Lake Elmo and its 
taxpayers. 

The city council, in an at
tempt at fairness to the bikers, 
requested the parks commission 
set up a committee to work with 
the bikers on this issue. The 
erosion damage in Sunfish is 
extensive and has been wors
ened by the recent rainfalls. The 
mountain bikers presented a 
proposal to the parks commis
sion committee proposing a re
opening of Sunfish to biking 
this September, 1992. 

Essentially, we have a spe
cial-interest group that is limit
ing the enjoyment of other 
groups. The speeds necessary 

N revolving door 

(Continued from page 4) 
, bikes into this park, we are 

opening the door for future spe
cial-interest vehicular groups. 
Who will be the · next group 
wanting use of Sunfish Park -
ATC'S, motorcycle clubs and 
snowmobilers? And why 
shouldn't they ask? 

Everybody likes to bike, cycle, 
snowmobile where they can see 
a deer or two. What message are 
we giving? Do we value this 
park as a treasure or just an
other piece of land to be used 
and abused? 

Until we decide what kind of 
park we wish Sunfish to be, 
these questions will continue. 
Unless you, a Lake Elmo/Valley 
resident speak for preserving 

revolving 
door 

Judy Blackford. 
Lake Elmo Parks Commissioner 

for mountain bikers to scale the 
steep terrain in this woods 
create an "accident waiting to 
happen" situation. Walkers are 
the park users whose usage is 
being limited if not entirely pro
hibited because of the mountain 
bikers and the damage done to 
Sunfish Park. 

"We need the tonic of wild
ness ... " -Thoreau. Thoreau 
was not just being poetic. A 
woods reminds us of our wild
ness. We are human beings 
with a need for the wild. Our 
fast-paced lifestyles are not nat
tiral, which is why the wild 

the wild, my hands as a Lake 
Elmo Parks Commission mem
ber are tied. I can recommend. 
But it is the voice of the people 
that reaches the city council. 
The Lake Elmo City Council 
ultimately decides if the parks 
commission's recommendations 
pass, and they listen to you. 

If the wHd is important to 
you, please support your beliefs 
with actions. Your support now 
will have a long-term impact. 
Call two friends and notify them 
of the meeting. Ask them to call 
two friends. I believe we should 
act now to preserve the park so 
that later we do not have to look 
back in regret to discover we 
erred. 

appeals to us so deeply. We 
instinctively go to it to find an 
order, beauty, harmony and 
peace that are not reliant on 
man. But yet it is reliant on 
man. For only man has the 
power, the choice, to respect and 
preserve the wild or diminish 
and eventually destroy it, either 
by inaction in responding to its 
needs or by knowingly harming 
it. 

Sunfish Park is a slice of wild. 
This is your slice of wild. This is 
a beautiful, wooded park that 
has been abused by mountain 
biking. What kind of park do 
you want Sunfish to be - now, 
10 years from now? Will it be a 
relatively undisturbed, wild 
sanctuary - a gift we had the 
wisdom, foresight and active 
participation in setting aside for 
ourselves and our children? 

Or will Sunfish Park be a 
playground for vehicles? We 
currently prohibit motorized ve
hicles in Sunfish Park. If we 
allow high-speed mountain 
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Your choice for the future of 
Sunfish Park will be presented 
on August 17, tentative time 7 
p.m., to the Lake Elmo Parks 
Commission. The city council 
will not be present at this meet
ing. This is the initial meeting 
where the parks commission 
reaches a conclusion as to their 
recommendations to the council. 

This is an important meeting 
to attend. We will have to fight 
for this slice of wild. Is this 
issue important to you? If so, 
please mark your calendar now 
to attend. Be an active force in 
deciding the future of your wild. 
Over 280 bikers have signed a 
petition to keep this park open 
to mountain biking. 

Be forewarned. 



N letters 
(Continued from pag~ 4) 

'bikl!' if we close our wonderful city 
park to them? To feel responsible 
for.ilnding a solution to their situa
tion,, one first has to believe that 
b.ik!:ng is ever compatible to a 
woods and this type of wooded 
terrain in particular, I don't 
believe a wooded environment and 
biking are compatible, 

Sunfish Park is a beautiful 
wooded sanctuary, It is a place of 
peace, 

One can regularly expect 
sightings of white-tailed deer, red 
fox, racoons, chipmunks and other 
forest creatures, Many times, 
because I walk quietly and 
respectfully in their native home, 
the deer allow me the priviledge of 
communing with them before we 
both continue our days, 

The wood's birds are many, 
and the chorus of their voices joy
fully sounds through the early 
morning, I regularly hear barred 
owls, the distinctive pealing laugh
ter of the pileated woodpeckers, 
rose-breasted grossbeaks, balti
more orioles, cardinals, jays and 
flickers. In the spring I occassion
ally have sightings of scarlet tana
gers, wood ducks and indigo 
buntings, We have been lucky to 
hear the whipporwills' s call at 
dusk. 

The wildflowers and vegeta
tion each add their beauty to the 
woods. There are wild columbine, 
wild geranium, anemone, violet, 
bellwort, jack-in-the-pulpit, wild 
bergamot, spiderwort, solomons 
seal, many varied species of ferns, 
and the beautiful maple groves 
and other trees: cherry, birch, 
poplar, oak, elm and more. 

Because I value the woods as a 
place of peace for animals and 
humans, I believe biking is not 
compatible to a woods, To bike 
this ridgy woods with its many 
blind corners and immediately fol
lowing hills, bikers build up speed 
not knowing what awaits them 
around the next curve in their 
effort to scale the approaching 
hills. The vegetation is thick in the 
summer. My friend and I have Ired 
to jump out of their way many 
times ac we try to enjoy a walk in 
the woods; \Ve walk in a flight 

mode, knowing at any time a biker 
may round a corner. This is hardly 
conducive to enjoying the peace of 
a woods. 

If our hearts are beating after 
a biker passes, how much faster 
and harder the hearts of the wild 
creatures? Who speaks for them? 
The bikes reach speeds of motor· 
ized cycles. We have put through 
roads and freeways. The woods 
should be a sanctuary free from 
vehlcluar traffic. Who speaks for 
the plant life eroded away? The 
yellow bellworts and violets that 
used to flank the walking paths 
have been pushed further into the 
woods, as the loose, rich wood's 
soil they formerly grew on became 
hard and compacted by the bike 
traffic and the soil on the hills was 
eroded away, 

When my pleasures cause 
harm, then I re-evaluate what 
pleases me and at what cost. I ask 
the 280 bikers that feel this wood 
is essential to their well-bei;g to 
ask themselves if mountain biking 
is a need or a want. If they answer 
that it is a want, then I want them 
to know the woods and its-inhabit
ants suffer for their pleasure. 

After the meeting voting the 
ordinance in by our city council, 
signs prohibiting biking were 
placed. These signs have been 
subsequently torn down, and bik
ing is continuing in the park, how
ever, itison a reduced level. Bikers 
are continuing to bike after rain
falls hastening the erosion pro
cess. The grass is trying to make a 
comeback in some areas, however, 
the densely packed soil maynot 
grow vegetation for several years 
after several seasons of fallen 
leaves help to build back the soil 
Erosion may not remedy itself 
now that it has begun, 

In the article, there was talk 
by the bikers to monitor the park 
now to determine the "true" cause 
of erosion. Biking has now been 
banned. Any monitoring now will, 
of course, make the bikers look 
better. I have walked this park for 
the past 10 years. As far as their 
argument that horses possibly 
created the erosion, I know this to 
be untrue. I have followed the his
tory of biking in Sunfish Park as I 

walked it and saw for myself the 
high quantity of bike traffic and 
the resultant damage. I see horse 
prints maybe twice a month at the 
most, and the horseback riders 
have only come within the past 
two to three years. 

As I write of these issues, I 
recall the Native Americans, their 
reverence and respect for the wild, 
their wise usage of the earth's 
treasures and resources, and I 
understand more their deep grief 
over the loss of their woods, and 
hope we have lemed from past 
mistakes, 

This woods is a beauty. We 
can enjoy nature, study nature, be 
one with nature, butinsodoingwe 
must walk softly on the earth to 
preserve our wild 

Over 280 bikers from outside 
Lake Elmo are vocal enough to ask 
for our park - our wild. I hope you, 
too, as residents of Lake Elmo will 
speak foryour !and 

Judith(Moris) Blackford 
LakeElmo 

Kee.o bikes out 
of 51.Jnfish Park 
To the editor: 

_In the May 27th article on the 
ordinance banning mountain bik-

. ing in Sunfish Park, bikers spoke 
about ~heir biking enjoyment. 
Approxnnately 280 cyclists living 
o_uts1de Lake Elmo signed a peti
tion to keep Sunfish Park open to 
Mo~tain Biking. Over 280 cyc!-
1sts 1s an extreme number for any 
park to absorb without harm .to 
the park. 
.. The point was made by the 

biking club: Where do they go to 
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EXHIBIT G 

Excerpts from the $725,000 bond referendum handout 
distributed to taxpayers in 1974 when seeking dollars 
from them to support the City's intended usage 



LAKE ELMO PARKS 
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Make no little plans; they have no magic 
to stir men's blood and probably themselves 

•-. will not be realized. 
Make big plans; aim high in hope and work, 

remembering that a noble, logical diagram 
once recorded will never die, but long after 
we are gone will be a living thing, asserting 
itself with ever growing insistency. 

Remembering that our sons and grandsons are 
going to do things that would stagger us. 

Let your watchword be order and your beacon 
beauty. 

:...,- , 

Daniel Hudson Burnham 1846-1912 



To the Citizens of Lake Elmo 

On Tuesday, June 11, 1974, you are requested to go to the voting polls and 
respond to the Park Bond Referendum explained in this booklet. 

Your Village Council, its Planning Commission and the Park Advisory Board 
have all concluded that a very important part of our planning for the future develop
ment of Lake Elmo is dependent on our reserving a portion of the undeveloped land 
in the village for present and future park use. Added impetus has been given to 
this program by the fact that some of the most desirable future park sites are cur
rently being threatened by early development. If we don't decide to reserve these 
areas at this time, they may be lost forever as park sites. 

The bond issue, we are convinced, is the only fair way of financing the acqu i
sition of significant areas of land for park purposes because it spreads the cost 
over a number of years so that the persons benefited both now and in the future will 
share that cost. 

Land costs have been rising steadily in Lake Elmo, and these acquisitions at 
this time have the added advantage therefore of determining forever the cost of the 
acres acquired - at today's prices. 

As you will see from the charts which follow, the cost of this program is ex
pected to be just under $30.00 per year on a $30,000 home. This amount will 
likely reduce with additional development. We think this is a nominal price to pay 
for the benefits which this park acquisition and development program offer. On 
behalf of the community and ourselves, we express our appreciation to the Park 
Advisory Board for the many hours of hard work they have devoted to this program, 
and we urge everyone to express their support for the program at the polls on June 
11th. 

MAYNARD EDER 
Mayor 

~~ 
R. BRUCE ABERCROMBIE 
Councilman 

~~J~ 
Councilman 

LLOYD SHERVHEIM 

Councilman . ~ 

~~ .. -~v,eo 
FRANCIS J. POTT 

J;;:~:~F~r-
WILLIAM A. LUNDQUIST 
Chairman, 
Planning and Zoning Commission 



Park Bond Budget 

ACQUISITION 

Demontreville Park 

Reid Park 

Sunfish Lake Park 

Tablyn Park 

DEVELOPMENT 

BOND EXPENSE 

TOTAL 

ACRES 

30 

30 

214 

9 

283 

283 Acres 

TOTAL COST 

$600,000 

$ 75,000 

$ 50,000 

$ 725,000 



Sunfish Lake 

WOODED AREA 

Preservation of Natural Wilderness 
Hiking Trails 

Nature Areas 

Cross Country Skiing 

OPEN AREA 

Picnic Area 
Pavilion 

Playground 

Bicycle Trails 
Skating Rink (outside) 

LAKE AREA 
Picnicking 
Canoeing 
Sailboating 
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From the Park Committee 

Within our city boundar.ies lies some of the most beautiful 
wooded areas of Washington County. It is our hope we can 
save some small part of this naturalness for all of the people 
of Lake Elmo for now and for the future. We constantly 
see and hear of the problems of urbanization, development 
and overcrowding. But never have we witnessed problems 
caused by too much park lands or open space. The number 
of acres we have proposed is small when compared to what 
will be taken by roads and other development. The cost is so 
low, and in the long run, the return on your investment will 
be high by keeping this city an exceptional place to live. 

DON DAU 

& ~ ~ 
DAVID MORGAN 

°ln~t' 4,&'
~l½ /4!,~ 
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... it dependJ, onj6~. 

~his booklet has been prepared solely for the purpose of-informi~g th~ citizens of Lake £/mo about the 
Park Bond Referendum to be voted on June 11, 1974. Further clarification can be found by contacting 
the Village Council, the Park Committee or by attending the "General Informational Meeting." 

June 1974 



Attachment C-Water Tower/Maintenance Facility 
Stoppage 



Gff'f UF 

NOTICE OF AGENDA ITEM 

THE LAKE ELMO CITY COUNCIL 
WILL DISCUSS THE 

DESIGN FORA WATER TOWER 
LOCATED ON THE SUNFISH PARK SITE 
AT THE CITY COUNCIL MEETING ON 

TUESDAY, MARCH 1, 2005 
7:00 P.M. 

LAKE ELMO CITY HALL 
3800 LA VERNE A VENUE NORTH 

LAKE ELMO, MN 55042 

• ! 

\. 
• 

Your input is welco1ne . 

• 

• 

• 

I~ 

Approx.. ' 
Tower Location 

SID.'FISH PARK 

. ' 
• 

3: 
~, pdnted on ,ecycled poper 

• 

• 
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651 10 

3HOO i_aveme /..\.venue ~,lori'l1 / !:Imo, /v'\l"'-1 55042 

February 25, 2005 

Re: Conditional Use Permit and Variance 
Public Works/Park Facility and Water Storage Facility 

Dear Property Owner: 

The City of Lake Elmo has applied to the Planning Commission for a conditional nse permit in order to 
constrnct a Public Works/Parks Facility and Water Storage Facility on a site in the Public Facilities Zone. 
TI1e city also requests a variance from the architectural standards for siding materials for the building they 
hope to construct. 

The property is located at 10000 Stillwater Lane and commonly known as Sunfish Lake Park. 

The Planning Commission will hear testimony concerning this conditional use pennit and variance 
application at a Pnblic Hearing at its Monday, March 14, 2004 meeting, which begins at 7:00 p.m., in 
the Council Chambers of City Hall, 3800 Laverne Avenue North, Lake Elmo. 

Please contact me should you have any questions or concerns. 

Sincerely, 

6-~.0cfi=,·~) 
Charles E. Dillerud 
City Planner 

Attachments: Hearing Notice(s) 
Location Map 

printed on rncyded popc,ir 
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PubUc Works 2005 

3t100 l.overne /\venue North/ 

City of Lake Elmo 
Washington County, Minnesota 

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 

651 

/v\f"-1 

The Lake Elmo Planning Commission will hold a Public Hearing on Monday, March 14, 2005, at 
7:00 p.m. in the Council Chambers of City Hall, 3800 Laverne Avenue North, Lake Elmo, 
Minnesota, to consider a request by the City of Lake Elmo for a Conditional Use Permit to 
construct a Public Works Facility and Water Storage Facility on a site in the Public Facilities 
Zone. The property is located at 10000 Stillwater Lane of and is generally described as: 

Sunfish Lake Park 
Property I.D. Numbers 15.029.21.11.0001 

All persons who wish to be heard regarding this Conditional Use Permit request will be given an 
oppo1tunity at the Public Hearing. Wtitten comments will be accepted up until the time of the 
Public Hearing. 

()0~~(0 
cklesE. Dilleru::;;:::-~ 
City Planner 

Published in the Friday, March 4, 2005, Lake Elmo Leader. 

printed on recycled poper 
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Variance - Public Works 2005 

3 800 Loverne- Avenue 

City of Lake Elmo 
Washington County, Minnesota 

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 

65 i 10 

/ Loke /v\1"1 550.4) 

The Lake Elmo Planning Commission will hold a Public Hearing on Monday, March 14, 2005, at 
7:00 p.m. in the Council Chambers of City Hall, 3800 Laverne Avenue North, Lake Elmo, 
Minnesota, to consider a request by the City of Lake Elmo for a Variance to Section 300.07 
Subd. 4. M. 5. a. l., to allow standing seam metal as a primary exterior surfacing material where 
other materials are required. The property is located at 10000 Stillwater Lane of and is generally 
described as: 

Sunfish Lake Park 
Property I.D. Numbers 15.029.21.11.0001 

All persons who wish to be heard regarding tbis Variance request will be given an opportnnity at 
the Public Hearing. Written comments will be accepted up until tbe time of the Public Hearing. 

/ ·• 

c~~ 
City Planner 

Published in the Friday, March 4, 2005, Lake Elmo Leader. 

prinied 011 i-ncycled paper 
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My name is Judith Blackford. I am a neighbor, a former Parks 
Commissioner, and a concerned Lake Elmo citizen about Sunfish Park, our 
280-acre, wooded, wild place, called the jewel of Lake Elmo parks. 

Are you aware that, our City Council has chosen Sunfish Park to place an 
over 100' high water tower and the main City maintenance facility? The 
council selected this site without soliciting any input from citizenry or our 
City Parks Commission as to appropriateness. This land was virtually given 
to the city for only $2,000 per acre by area farmers when realtors were 
offering much more because these landowners wished their City to have 
these beautiful lands in perpetuity for parkland-for future generations
a bond referendum stated such, written letters to the landowners by City 
attorneys stated such, and citizenry paid for this land because of such 
promises. 

The design for the water tower and maintenance facility were displayed at 
a recent meeting. Bids may have already been received for construction. 
The Planning Commission is meeting on Monday. March 14. at 7:00 
p.m. in Council Chambers to address City requests regarding this issue. 
This is a critical meeting! 

A former mayor and a parks commissioner at the time of the original bond 
referendum, and a former council member are pursuing efforts to stop 
this inappropriate land usage. They have offered alternate sites. 
Concerned neighbors are also banding together with this group. 

This may be our last chancel We have a good chance of stopping this 
if enough citizens show up! This issue gets to the core of what Lake Elmo 
stands for, which is preserving natural areas, open spaces, park land, and 
the rural character of Lake Elmo against advancing, inappropriate 
development. 
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January 29, 1974 

TO: Park File 

COPIES TO: Lake Elmo Park Advisory Board 
Lake Elmo Mayor and Village Council 
Lehart Friedrich 
Attorney Don Raliegh 

FROM: Lloyd Shervheim 

SUBJECT: January 28, 1974 Negotiation for Option to 
Purchase Certain Property From Lehart and 
Flotertl;:e Friedrich for Park Purnoses 

Park Advisory Board member Ed Nielsen and I met with Lehart and 
Florence Friedrich at 7 p.m. on Monday, January 28, 1974 to 
discuss the basis on which the Friedrichs might be willing to 
make some of their land in the Village of Lake Elmo available 
to the Village under an option to purchase for park purnoses. 

The proposed purchase is predicated on the assumption that 
the Village feels strongly enough about acquiring this property 
to be willing to give written expression to a present intention 
to take the land by condemnation if there is not a willing 
sale. This seems to me to be something the Village should be 
willing to do since Mr. Friedrich has received verbal offers 
for the purchase of his farm land, including the portion which 
we desire for park purposes, which exceed in price the amount 
which we ended up agreeing to recommend as a fair purchase price. 

The land which was the subject of this discussion is the North 
1/2 of the Northeast quarter of Section 15 and the South 1/2 
of the Northeast quarter of Section 15 less the South 1/4 thereof, 
all on the farm now occupied by the Friedrichs in the Village 
of Lake Elmo, together with a 33 foot strip of land extending 
southward from the southerly portion of such property along the 
easterly edge of said Section 15 to State Highway 212. 

The aggregate purchase price which we agreed to recommend for 
such property is $282,000.00. The price to be oaid for this 
option to purchase is $1,750.00 payable upon the execution of 
the option agreement, which shall contain the follo1<ing pro
visions: 

1~ The Village .shall have a right for a six month 
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period commencing on the date the option agree
ment is executed to elect to purchase said land 
for the price stated, and thereafter, without 
penalty, shall have three additional months 
within which to close its purchase of said 
property and complete cash settlement therefor. 

2. If the purchase transaction is not closed by 
January 1, 1975, the Village shall become 
obligated to pay the taxes due thereo~during 
1975, and if said purchase is not closed and 
the purchase price delivered to the Friedrichs 
12 months after the date the option agreement 
is executed, the Village shall incur a penalty 
of $1,000.00 per month thereafter until the 
final closing date on said purchase. 

3. The Village shall be obligated, with Mr. Friedrich's 
personal help, to move the existing line fence 
to the southerly line of the property being acquired, 
and the Village shall pay for a survey of said prop
erty to establish the proper southerly boundary of 
the property being acquired. 

4, The option agreement shall provide that it may 
be amended at any time by mutual agreement among 
the parties, and shall also provide that if the 
first bond issue attempt fails to win approval 
in a referendum, and if the Village elects 
diligently to pursue the effort of presenting 
a second bond proposal, for approval, then the 
Village may proceed to seek such second approval 
with the aforementioned penalties or with such 
reduced penalties as the Friedrichs shall agree 
upon. 

5. If the purchase of said property and the approval 
of the bond issue contemplated herein all are 
obtained and proceed according to schedule, 
the option money provided for in the option 
agreement shall be applied to reduce the purchase 
price of said property. 

6. If the Village does not elect to exercise its 
option to purchase said property within the six 
months after the execution of the option agreement 
as provided, then the option money paid shall 
be forfeit to the Friedrichs. 

7. If, following an election within said six months 
by the Village to purchase said property, it is 
subsequently determined by the Village Council 
that pursuini apprcJval of a bond issue shall be 
abando11edj e11 except for forfeiture of tl1e option 
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money, the Village may avoid the penalties 
otherwise provided herein for failure to close 
within the time specified by giving the Friedrichs 
60 days written notice of such abandonment of 
an intent to perform hereunder. 

An alternative to purchase in addition to the land described 
generally above the South 1/4 of the Southwest 1/4 of the 
Northeast 1/4 of said Section 15 (ten additional acres) at 
a price of $2,000.00 per acre or $20,000.00 additional was 
discussed, and while the Friedrichs would seem to have a 
slight preference for retaining that ten acres along with 
the ten acres immediately to the east of it, they would be 
agreeable to further discussions for including that ten acres 
in the purchase. This would make the entire purchase price 
$302,000.00 instead of $282,000.60. 

Mr. Neilsen will present this recommended proposal to enter 
into an option agreement to the Park Advisory Board for its 
reaction and, upon its approval, I will present it on February 
5, 1974 to the Lake Elmo Village Council with my request that 
the Council: 

LS:b 

1. Instruct the Village Attorney to prepare 
the letter to the Friedrichs advising 
them that having formally determined that 
the subject land is desired for park pur
poses by the Village, it is the present 
intention of the Council to proceed with 
condemnation at the appropriate time if a 
negotiated purchase cannot be achieved. 

2. Authorize the Village Attorney, thereafter 
at a time satisfactory to the Friedrichs, 
to draft and the Mayor and the Clerk to 
execute an option to purchase the above 
described property on substantially the terms 
herein above outlined. 

Lloyd Shervheim 
Councilman 
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February 15, 1974 

TO: Park File 

COPIES TO: Lake Elmo Park Advisory Board 
Lake Elmo Mayor and Village Council 
Everett E. Beaubien 
Attorney Don Raliegh 

FROM: Lloyd Shervheim 

SUBJECT: February'l4, 1974 Negotiation for Option to 
Purchase Certain Property from Everett E~ 
and Eve1,,n V. Beaubien for Park Purposes. 

Park Advisory Board member Ed Nielsen and I met with Everett E. 
and Evelyn V. Beaubien at 7:30 p.m. on Thursday, February 14, 
1974 to discuss the basis on which the Beaubiens might be willing 
to make some of their land in the Village of Lake l3lmo available 
to the Village under an option to purchase for park purposes. 

The subject of our discussion was primarily a 40 acre tract of 
larld lying to the east of the Friedrich property which the 
Village already has under option and a smaller tract on the 
easterly shore of Sunfish Lake, as follows: 

Tract 1. - The 40 acres comprising the Northwest 
1/4 of the Northwest 1/4 of Section 15 
in the Village of Lake Elmo, and 

Tract 2. - That portion of the Southeast 1/~ of 
the Northwest 1/4 of Section 15 lying 
to the east of Sunfish Lake. 

The Be::aubiens hold H.n unrecorded deed to the: property; which is 
d~ted several inonths ago, and are therefore the fee owners of 
the property discussed. We found the1n sharing our concern for 
preserving the naturalness of th.e terrain, for reforesting, 
and expressing a desire to limit the uift'; of Sunfish Lake to non
motorized craft such as canoes a11<l small sailboats if tl1ese 
acquisitions for park pu oses provide public access to Sunfisl1 
Lake. 
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Refreshingly, we fo11nd that the Beaubien's long range nlans for 
this land, which include charitable and other uses, fit very 
nicely withilie proposed use of Tracts I. and 2. for park pur
poses by t11e Village. Tentatively, it would appear tl1at a 
negotiated purchase can be worked out, 1~ith Mr. Beaubien's 
approval following review by his tax advisor, along the follow
ing lines: 

' 

1. The Village 11ould e11ter into an option agreement 
for the purc11ase of Tract 1. purs11ant to w]1ich 
it would have a right for.a s~x month period 
commencing on tl1e date the option agreement is 
executed to elect to purchase said tract at a 
price of $2,000.00 per acre and thereafter, 
1qithout penalty, would 11ave three additional 
months ivithin which to close on the purchase of 
said property and complete settlemeni therefor. 

2. The cost of this option to purchase Tract 1. on 
the terms s~ecified herein ~ould be $500.00, and 
if the rurchasc transaction is not closed on this 
tract by January 1, 1975, the Village would become 
obligated to pay the taxes due thereon during 
1975, and if said purchase is not closed and the 
purcJ1ase price del{vered to the Beaubiens. twelve 
months- after the date the- option agreement 1s 
executed, the Village would incur a penalty of 
$250,00 per month thereafter until the final 
closing date on said purchase. 

3. Th~ Village would be obligated, as a part of the 
option agreement, to install a fence meeting the 
Beaubien's specifications along the entire soutJ1ern 
border of Tract 1. and extendi~g straight eastward 
therefront to Sunfish Lake. In addition, the Village 
would pay for a survey of said property as well as 
the legal expense incurred in tl1e abstract extension, 
title examination and preparation and recording of 
deeds for such property. 

4. The option agreement would provide that it may be 
amended at any time by mutual agreement among the 
parties, and would also provide that if the first 
bond issue attemnt fails to win annroval in a 
referendum, and if the Village el~cts diligently 
to purst1e the effort of presenting a second bond 
proposal for approval, then tl1e Village 1nay proceed 
to seek suc}1 second approval tl1 t}1e aforementioned 
penalties or 11ith the reduced penalties as the 
Beauhiens shall agree upon. 
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5, If the p11rchase of said property and the approval 
of the bond issue contemplated herein are all 
obtair1cd and proceed according to schedule, tl1e 
option money provided for in the option agreement 
shall be applied to reduce the purchase price of 
said Tract 1. 

6* If tl1e Village does not elect to exercise its 
option to purchase said Tract 1. within the six 
months after the execution of the option agreement, 
the11 tl1e option money paid shall be forfeit to the 
Beaubiens. 

7. If, following an election·within six months by the 
Village to purchase said property, it is subsequently 
determined by the Village Council that pursuing 
approval of a bond issue shall be abandoned, then 
except for forfeiture of the option money, the 
Village may aVoid ·the penalties otherwise provided 
herein for failure to close within the time specified 
by givi11g the Beaubiens 60 days written notice of 
such abandonment of an intent to perform hereunder. 

8, Since the Beaubiens intend to have any gain on their 
sale of Tract 1. a.nd perhaps TTact 2. used la-rgely 
for eleemosynary purposes, it is important to them 
that maximum use be made of any tax savings available~ 
0--•:, ~..,

0
_-r .. !L_.!1-~,,.~~ ~,1_.;_11 ~-- -j.:!~r•••rr-ro,l !,:- ,r~l~a·~ """.[:,.., 1,,--.,-,~-

V1i~ j.J ~J::....Li..l.i . ..LC,J WJi.i.L.-1 \';\j \. .. L~)l....u.;:,:::;t;:,'-.t J.. •. , ,-..~le, .• V->- U.. U<.-i.l. 

gain sale whereby a portion of Tract 1. might be sold 
for a stipulated price and a portion would then be 
donated to the Village. The contribution deduction 
could then be employed at the per acre price established 
for that portion which is sold to the Village and, 
with car-ry back and car-ry forward provisions for 
deducting such contributions against i11co1ne, it may 
be to tl1e Beaubien 1 s advantage to follow this course. 
We will make such suggestions as occur to tis, and 
Mr. Beaubien will determine tl1e best course fo-r him 
based on the determinations of his tax advisors. 

9. With respect to Tract 2., the Beaubiens are again 
not unwilling to consider a sale of this to the 
Village for park purposes, and feel that tl1e price 
on this parcel should probably, to be fair, equal 
the price which tho Village pays for the Whitman 
property lying to the east of Tract 1. and to the 
north of Tract 2. adjoining. This, it seems to us, 
. i- · '"1 f l · l " J_s ~air~ L1e terms o: sue -i opt1.on agreement wou .o. 
be similar to those desc-ribed above for Tract 1. 

Mr. Nielsen wj_J_J_ report on this visit to the Park Advisory Board 
and I will acc1i1aint the Lnke Elfuo Village Council t~it11 t11e facts 
concerning this visit at its next meeting on February 19, 1974. 
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As soon as we can, we will again discuss this memorandum and 
these negotiations with the Beaubiens, and will continue to 
seek those points on which agreement may be ~cached to enable 
the Village to purchase the options above described and to 
avoid the delays, expense and the inconvenience of condemnation 
by reaching agreement on a negotiated purchase of this nroperty. 

The Beaubiens live at 3503 Kelvin Avenue North, Lake Elmo, 
Minnesota S5042 and their telephone number is 777-9392. 

LS:b 

' 

Llo/d Shervheim 
Councilman 
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March 26, 1974 

TO: Park File 

COPIES TO: Lake Elmo Park Advisory Board Member Ed Nielsen 
Attorney Don Raleigh 

FROM: Lloyd Shervheim 

SUBJECT: Proposal Regarding Option to Purchase Certain 
Property From Mervin and Mae Nippoldt for Park 
Pur oses. 

On Saturday, March 23, 1974, Park Advisory Board Member, 
Ed Nielsen discussed this proposal with Mr. Nippoldt. This 
memorandum is prepared as a basis for further consideration 
of the terms on which we would propose to proceed if an option 
to purthase the following described tract of land appears 
desirable from the standpoint of the Village: 

The 14 acres, more or less, in the easterly portion 
of the Northeast 1/4 of the Northwest 1/4 of Section 
15 -- this tract of land abuts the Friedrich property 
which is already under option to the Village for 
park purposes, on the easterly border of this tract, 

·and abuts the site of the current landfill area on 
the northerly border of this tract. 

The proposal which would be made would be as follows: 

1. The Village would enter into an option agree
ment for the purchase of the tract pursuant 
to ~1ich it would have a right for a six 
month period commencing on the date the option 
agreement is executed to elect to purchase 
the tract at a price of approximately $2,250.00 
per acre (it being recognized that the purchase 
of an irregular tract such as this normally 
commeJ1ds a slightly higher per acre price than 
the purchase of a full 20 or 40 acre tract) 
and thereafter, without penalty, would have 
an additional three months within which to 
cJ..osc on the ptt:.ccha.se of saicl property. 
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2. The cost of this option to purchase said 
tract on the terms specified herein would 
be $200, and if the purchase transaction 
is not closed on this tract by January 1, 
1975, the Village would become obligated 
to pay the taxes due thereon during 1975, 
and if said purchase is not closed and the 
purchase price delivered to the seller 
twelve months after the date the option 
agreement is executed, tl1e Village would 
incur a penalty of $100 per montl1 there
after until the final closing on said 
purchase. 

3. The property is currently fenced along its 
westerly border, and the Village would be 
obligated, as a part of the option agreement, 
to install a fence meeting the seller's 
specifications (presumably, woven wire) 
along the southerly border of said tract 
near the woods and extending from the westerly 
border to the easterly border where it abuts 
the Friedrich property with a walk-in gate 
located on the south side near the southwesterly 
cornerof the tract. In addition, the Village 
would pay for a survey of said property and 
for the legal expense incurred in the abstract 
extension, title examination, and preparation 
and recording of deeds for such property. 

4. The option agreement would provide that it 
may be amended at any time by mutual agreement 
among the parties, and would also provide 
that if the first bond issue attempt fails 
to win approval in a referendum, and if the 
Village elecis diligently to pursue the 
effort of presenting a second bond proposal 
for approval, then the Village may proceed 
to seek such second approval with the afore
mentioned penalties or with the reduced 
penalties which the seller may agree upon. 

5. If the purchase of said property and the 
approval of the bond issue contemplatid herein 
are all obtained and proceed according to schedule, 
the option 1noney provided for in the option agree
ment sl1all be applied to reduce the purchase price 
of said tract. 

6. If t11c Village docs not elect to exercise its 
() P t on to p u r ch as e:: :-~ ;1 :i. d tr n. ct \\1 i th i. n ·'.· 
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months after the execution of the option 
agreement, then the option money paid shall 
be forfeit to the seller. 

7. If, follo~ing an election within six months 
by the Village to purchase said property, it 
is subsequently determined by the Village 
Council that pursuing approval of a bond issue 
shall be abandoned, then except for forfeiture 
of the option money, the Village may avoid the 
penalties otherwise provided herein for failure 
to close within the time specified by giving 
the seller 60 days written notice of such 
abandonment of an intent to perform hereunder. 

8. The Village would install appropriate signs and 
use all reasonable means to avoid having park 
users invade the privacy of the surrounding 
residents. 

9. The Village is prepared to consiaer any other 
special requests which the sellers of this 
tract may feel are important to them. 

Lloyd Shervheim 
Councilman 



MAYOR 
MAYNARD L, EDER QJ:itt? of ~nke 1(rlmo COUNCILMEN 
R08EfH 0. ABERCROMBIE 
FRANCIS J. POTT 
LLOYD SHERVHEIM 

COUNCILW:OMAN 
DOROTHY HAMMES L VONS 

CLERK-TRt'::ASURER 
DONALD MEHSI KOMER 

lllllni,l1mgton Ql:n,mta 

/llllke ~!mu, Jlffinn,~oln 
55042 

MEMORANDUM 

To: Lake Elmo Council 

From: Lloyd Shervheim 

Subject:' Whitman Property 

June 3, 1975 

Attorney Don Raleigh and I met with Ed apd Mrs. Whitman, with Park Board 
Chairman David Morgan sitting in for the substantial portion of our discussion 
to determine whether there ls a basis on which we can proceed to negotiate the 
purchase of ten acres at the north end of Sunfish Lake for Lake Elmo I s park 
system. 

During the course of our discussion, Mrs. Whitman mentioned that $3, 000 P':Y 
acre is a sum which they had agreed would be considered by them to be a very 
reasonable price and yet a price which may be acceptable to them. 

In view of the rapidly changing property values, lt is my recommendation that 
we be authorized to proceed with the acquisition of these ten acres for an aggre
gate price of $30,000 and tl1at Attorney Don Raleigh be autliorized to proceed 
with the preparation of a for1nal offer ln that amount, The justification for this 
price is as follows: 

1. While we purchased the bulk of our recent park acquisition land for 
$2,000 an acre and paid $2,250 an acre for a fourteen acre irregular 

. tract; we have not previously spfit a tract of land such as this,quare 
forty acre tract, and this division must be recognized as affecting the 
value of the remainder of the forty. 

2. The unique character of this land which ls partly lake shore and partly 
sub1nerged shore bottom, together with the lake access it provides, 
requires that this tract be appraised on a ·basis different from the land 
we have previously acquired. 

LS:k Lloyd Shervheirn 



CITY OF LARE ELMO 
WASHINGTON COUNTY, MINNESOTA 

RESOLUTION NO. 2005-

A RESOLUTION GRANTING A CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT, SITE PLAN AND 
VARIANCE FOR A PUBLIC WORKS/PARK MAINTENANCE BUILDING -·~------~~ ' ' -~ 

WHEREAS, the City of Lake Elmo has made application for a Condition.al Use 
Pennit for a Public Works/Park Maintenance Building in the Public Facility Zoning 
District, located 10,000 Stillwater Lane, Lake Elmo, Minnesota. 

The property is generally described as Sunfish Lake Pork, l 0,000 Stillwater Lane 
PID 15-029-21-11-0001 

WHEREAS, the City of Lake Elmo has made appiication for a variance to Section 
300.07 Subd. 4.M.5.a. j. to allow standing seam metal as a primary exterior surfacing 
material where other materials are required. 

WHEREAS; the apJ:,licationWas r.E,_viewed and recolllil1endeq,for approval l)y,the 
Plannitfg Commission afapublrc hearing on· March14, 2oos,. ~-

WHEREAS, the application for a Conditional Use Permit, Site Plan and Variance 
for a Public Works/Park Maintenance Building, tbe recommendation of the Planning 
Commission, and the recommendations of the Staff were reviewed. 

NOW, THEREFORE, the City Council makes the following findings in regard to 
the Conditional Use Permit: 

1. The Conditional Use Permit is consistent with the standards for Conditional Use 
Permits specified by Section 300.07 Sub 4.M, Sub 2. C. of the City Code. 
and is consistent with the findings required by Section 300.06, Subd 4A. 

NOW, FURTHER1\1ORE, the City Council finds with regard to the requested 
variance that said variance meets the findings required in Section 300.06 Subd 4A. 

ADOPTED by the Lake Elmo City Council on the :!i'tlfday,ofAprH, 2005. 

Dean Johnston, Mayor 
ATTEST: 

Martin Rafferty, City Administrator 



j Exce1pt Motion for Public Works Facility and Water Storage Facility in Sunfish Lake 
Park - CUP, Site Plan, and Variance 

March 14, 2005 

Chairman Armstrong said he firmly believes there are no technical legal restrictions to 
using the park for public works, while he is firmly convinced the city has a moral 
obligation to uphold. Staff has done the best they could. The city desperately needs a 
public works and a water storage facility. 

r~~~~;~ ::::~n;;~~~:i~:~, ,to r~:::::~•:::;•·~~:he applicatio~ ;~;:·conditional 
I use permit to construct a public works facility and a water storage facility in Sunfish 

I
i Lake Park, or in the alternative, to recommend that the City Council withdraw the 

f ~pplications based upon the Findings that park land should not be utilized for more 'i 
, rntense us~ , '-----------~ .... -------~-_,,_,...,._.k,~,...,._'!'Ji'~1~-..........._.~ 

Commissioner Armstrong said residents are strongly opposed to allowing parks facilities 
for a water tower and a garage. He said it was unfortunate th~\~e agreements did not 
survive to the deeds. He recommended that the Facilities c;oniml,~e be reinstated 
because they made progress finding sites for ~ new city hafl. · · 

Commissioner Deziel said he thought the motion 1!18 approg;1ate. The ctimmission does 
not know enough and might need more education::< ije saiq/we need more public input at 
an earlier point in the process. He said the Parks corru:l'lis~ion knew of this application 
late in the process. 

Commissioner Fliflet said the problem see!~ to ~~tribti!-J~;~the site than with a 
variance or conditional use permit. 'Ji> · 

':., ·: ·-------._•,,, 

Commissioner Lyzenga saiq;~e ~ity c~&~~eci~is type of conflict to become more 
common as we move into theri:iwrp;•We willlook at this more often balancing thy 
concerns of long-te~.Jiij¼~f pts wj.~ new residents. The city has to build a water tower 
and put out fires. SJle'-saidt~,thecllp~pest solution may not be the best solution, and we 
may have to digi~to our pocke!~to hflng onto our values. 

VOTE: 8:0: 1 Absi~lt·•.ffelwi~!lfor reasons of conflict of interest. 

., .... 
.,,,} /(.~ 'Jltllf~, 



Judith Blackfc,rd 

From: 
To: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

"Jim Lund" <lundjames@qwest.net> 
"'vicki nielsen"' <vicki_nielsen@excite.com>; <woodscrone@msn.com> 
Tuesday, April 05, 2005 2:25 PM 
Legal information update 

Ed and Judith, 

Page I of2 

f-Iere is a summary of the information which I have been able to compile this morning regarding Sunfish. I am not yet a 
practicing attorney, so I cannot make legal recommendations. 

I. If the land contract between the city and the generous farmers had a covenant to the effect, "for recreational 
purposes only," Minnesota Supreme Court precedent defines recreational as non-essential public services 
(Schlobobm.v. SruLPetite,fo~~, 326 N.W.2d 920, 925-26 (Minn. 1982)). (I concur with my professor, who thinks 
that with respect to buildings that this would, at most, pertain to a storage shed for baseball bats, and the like -
not a maintenance facility or water tower.) 

2. With respect to the admissibility of parole evidence (information or prior agreements which are said to merge 
with a signed writing in the form ofa final contract), the Supreme Court of Minnesota stated in Inre_Bush's 
Trust, 81 N.W.2d 615 (Minn. 1957) the following: 

[3][4] 2, 3. Although under the evidence rule (in the absence of fraud or other ground for reformation or 
rescission), extrinsic evidence may not be used to contradict or vary the settlor's written declaration of intent, it is 
nevertheless admissible in interpreting and clarifying a writing which is ambiguous and uncertain as to the settlor's 
intended meaning. Thus, for the sole purpose ofresolving ambiguity, extrinsic facts and surrounding circumstances-
inclusive of the conduct of the parties and any practical construction which *43 they themselves have applied to the 
writing[FN6}- may be considered in ascertaining the settlor's manifest intent.[FN71 

WHAT DOES THE DEED TO THE CITY SAY SPECIFICALLY - WAS THERE A COVENANT TO USE FOR 
"RECREATIONAL PURPOSES ONLY"? 

Your testimony, and that of the generous farmers, tonight will be ample evidence (in my private nonlegal opinion) of 
the intentions of the parties. 

3. Finally, I did a bit of digging and discovered that Lake Elmo is what's called a "Statutory City" (a "plan A" 
Statutory City to be exact), and thus is probably required to conform to§ 412 of Minnesota Statutes. In 
particular, I found§ 412.511 particularly informing- in pertinent part: 

412,51J •. Acquisition mul.control 9(pJ!rk pro1trrty 

Either the l\?'lffl board or the council may acquire land for purposes but the park board shall have full, absolute and 
exclusive control over all property set aside for park purposes. 

4/9/2005 
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I will be at the meeting this evening to discuss these matters with you and/or the City Council, should the need arise. 

I am a fan of Teddy Roosevelt (Carl Jung also)! 

Jim 

4/9/2005 



April 4, 2005 

Mayor Dean Johnston and Conncil Members 
Rita Conlin, Steve DeLapp, Liz Johnson and 
Anne Smith 
Lake Elmo City Hall 
3800 Laverne Avenue North 
Lake Elmo, MN 55042 

Dear Friends, 

I thank you for the notice you have given that the Council will consider 
the siting of the Public Works/Parks Facility and Water Storage Tank 
at its meeting on Tuesday, April 5, 2005 at 7"00 P.M. at the City hall. 
I will be unable to attend that meeting but would like to share with you 
my deep concern abont this important decision. 

Such a siting on Sunfish Park land would be not only 
an improper use of our parkland but a violation of our promise 
to the landowners who sold us that prope1ty at a reduced rate that the 
land would be used for parks in perpetuity. The historical evidence 
presented at the March 14, 2005 hearing before the Lake Elmo Planning 
Commission made clear that that promise was made by Lake Elmo officials 

to the landowners and was persuasive in their willingness to sell. It was with 
this w1derstanding that we, the people of Lake Elmo, voted to buy the land. 

To say now that because this promise made in the oral agreement did not make 
it into the final written agreement frees us from any legal obligation to honor 
a promise that was made and accepted in good faith may be good enongh for 
those who would prevail by legal technicalities. It is not good enough for me. 
It will tarnish our integrity and give notice to the wider community that our 
word is not to be trusted.There is still considerable open land for the siting of these 
needed public facilities. If we need to pay for the land, we can do so. Don't take the low, 
easy road. 

Thank you for all of your hard work and dedication. 

Sincerely, 

~w~ 
Rosalie Wah!, 
10231 47th Street N01th, Lake Elmo, MN 55042, since 1955 



Judith Blackford 

From: 
To: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

"Steele, David F." <DFSTEELE@stthomas.edu> 
<woodscrone@msn.com.> 
Monday, March 14, 2005 10:59 AM 
Thanks 

Hi Judith, 
I just wanted to thank you for bringing the Sunfish Park issue to my 
attention this weekend. I have exchanged e-mails with Bob Schumacher (he 
also opposes it), Bob has sent out your flyer to all members of the Parks 
Commission, and I have sent e-mails to the mayor and all 1nembers of the City 
Council. 
I hope to be at the Planning Co1nmission 1neeting this evening to help oppose 
these plans as well. 

David F. Steele, Ph.D. 
651.777.9018 

Pagel of I 
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Judith Blackford 

From: 
To: 
Sent: 

"Schumacher, Bob" <bschumac@sowashco.k12.mn.us> 
"Judith Blackford" <Woodscrone@msn.com> 
Monday, March 14, 2005 8:14 AM 

Subject: RE: Sunfish flyer 

Judith: *For the meeting tonight only* 

Hello: 
I am Bob Schumacher, a longstanding citizen of Lake Elmo. Many years ago I was impressed that Lake Elmo 

took its citizenry seriously. I became involved in public service as a direct outcome of that first impression. 

Right now I am taking calls fro residents regarding the Parks Commission allowing a water tower and public 
works building within a city park. I assure callers that I, as Parks chairman, had no prior knowledge of either. This, 
despite that I also served recently on a Facilities Planning Committee. 

I have realized over the years of my volunteer service that public input greatly improves the outcome of 
decisions affecting our community. A monumental decision such as we have before us should involve 
thorough, thoughtful input from a large cross section of the citizens of Lake Elmo. 

Please consider an Open House for all people to offer their questions and comments. 

Sincerely, ~Bob Schumacher 

3/16/2005 



Judith Blackford 

From: 
To: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Judith, 

"Jim Lund" <lundx060@umn.edu> 
<woodscrone@msn.com> 
Monday, April 04, 2005 7:45 AM 
FW: Sunfish Park 

FYI - Here is a copy of the quick email I sent to Bob and David of the 
current Parks Commission. I am looking forward to their reply, since I have 
not been able to attend many of their meetings and am not fully up to speed 
on what specific actions they have taken lately. I will either be there 
Tuesday night, or write something more for the City Council. I am 
interested in speaking with you and your husband further with respect to 
specific measures, including and beyond the establishment of the park in a 
land trust, which may be required in keeping this jewel wild and protected 
as the population density sharply rises. 

Best Regards, 

Jim Lund 

-----Original Message-----
From: Jim Lund [mailto:lundx060@umn.edu] 
Sent: Sunday, April 03, 2005 5:23 PM 
To: 'Schumacher, Bob' 
Cc: 'dfsteel~@stthotnas,t:clu' 
Subject: Sunfish Park 

Bob, 

I thought I'd send you a quick note regarding the proposed water tower and 
maintenance facility proposed for Sunfish Lake Park. Although I attend 
William Mitchell 5 nights a week, I was able to skip class (with permission) 
and attend the Planning Commission meeting a couple of weeks ago after 
hearing of the advanced state of the city administrator's plan for the park, 
and saw David Steele, who spoke on behalf of the current Commission. 
Although I did not get the chance to speak with David afterward, from what I 

Page 1 of3 
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witnessed, it appears that the city's plans raised several issues, first and 
foremost being that oral assurances were given the farmers, who sold the 
land to the city at discounted prices, that the land was to be used only for 
recreational park purposes. Apparently the spirit of the agreement was such 
that not only are the descendants of these generous farmers upset about the 
city's hastily drawn plans, but also that past Parks Commission members are 
quite upset with the city administrator's assertion that the city disregard 
such promises since they did not make it into the final document. In 
effect, it seemed as though the past Parks Commission members, who worked so 
hard to negotiate the deal with the farmers, and worked to have the city 
pass by vote a bond referendum to save this beautiful parkland for future 
generations, feel as though the city is cashing in on their integrity in 
attempting to quickly dispatch with the siting issues for both the water 
tower and maintenance facility. 

My take on the situation is as follows: 

Although the city may attempt to dismiss the oral promise as "parole 
evidence" (a prior oral agreement is often held to merge with a subsequent 
signed contract such that, in a court of law one typically cannot bring suit 
based on the prior oral contract), if push came to shove, I believe that the 
issue of intent of the parties to the contract could be brought before a 
jury. Underlying policy supports the city council's heeding the testimony 
of both the descendents of the farmers, as well as the past Parks Commission 
members involved. The city as a whole owes a great debt of gratitude and 
deference to both of these groups, and the intentions surrounding their 
agreement. To neglect either sets bad precedent - what philanthropist will 
trust Parks Commission members, no matter how well intentioned, and work as 
an able partner in contributing toward the advancement of our city? 

The second issue is one of due process. First, the Parks Commission should 
have been consulted prior to the approval for funding of any architect's 
site plans - such land use is strictly within our jurisdiction, since the 
Commission is the body which acquired the land and is charged with 
overseeing parks resources for the city. To short circuit our own system is 
to disenfranchise and alienate city volunteers serving on the Commission. 

Personally, I've been enjoying Sunfish Park since I was in 9th grade (1976) 

Page 2 of~ 
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when my best friend, Pete Schneider, whose grandfather built the first feed 
mill in Lake Elmo, taught me how to cross country ski there. The biggest 
reason I joined the Parks Commission is to help ensure that Sunfish Park is 
protected adequately, given our inevitable rise in population density. It 
seems that a commercial corridor, or at least a location directly adjacent 
Highway 5 would be a more appropriate location for these facilities 
(especially the maintenance facility). Unfortunately, night classes at 
Mitchell have precluded my active involvement thus far on the Parks 
Commission, but I am willing to try to schedule the one evening course that 
I will take this summer so that I can contribute more. 

Let me know what your take on the situation is, and whether you or David 
will be attending the City Council meeting Tuesday evening - I may see if I 
can skip my Property class in order to be there. 

Best Regards, 

Jim Lund 

651-770-7962 or 651-387-7741 (cell) 

Page 3 of3 
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My family has owned land in Lake Elmo-the land I chose to build my home and raise my 
family on-for over 50 years. I cherish the wild places and beauties of Lake Elmo that 
surround me. It is why I chose to live here. It is why I became appointed to the Parks 
Commission several years ago-because I saw a usage taking place which was 
compromising Sunfish Park. Mountain biking was creating serious erosion, dangerous 
walking conditions with bikers careening around blind corners, and 300 signatures and 
testimonies from various agencies and input from the Parks Commission caused the 
Council to put an ordinance in place banning this usage. 

When I was on the Parks Commission, the issue of cell towers also came before us. 
Money was an issue, because landowners would be paid $10,000 simply to allow a cell 
tower on their land. As Commissioners we discussed our receiving this money instead 
by allowing cell towers in parks. Parks are scenic places that are purchased so that 
people can visit them and be restored. As a Parks Commission we voted against this. 
It establishes a dark precedent once you allow something that takes away from the 
definition of a park. For the five years I served on the Parks Commission, City 
administrators followed strict governmental procedures of sending issues through the 
Planning and Parks Commissions for citizenry input and their input before they ever 
went before the Council. As taxpaying citizens, we desire, expect, and deserve no less. 

Thoreau knew the value of large, wild places where the spirit was uplifted and peace 
restored to a soul by being one with the wild, feeling that connectedness to the earth, 
and seeing beautiful sights, smellihg fragrant aromas, and hearing soothing, nature 
sounds, or observing the quiet solitude of the wild. Sunfish is such a rare, glorious, 
expansive, wild place. It was secured as such to gift current and future generations 
such a wild place, by establishing certain passive, natural usages, which were outlined in 
the language presented to the public at its purchase. The definition of a promise is 
that it is a commitment held in perpetuity. Our legal system doesn't always work as it 
is intended, so we as good people of honor and integrity, have to look at the intent of 
agreements. We are not owners but stewards of these irreplaceable, wild places. 

There is a masculine viewpoint of the earth that says it is infinite in its resources and 
created only for our consumption and usage, for expediency, for financial purposes. 
This pendulum has swung so far that our earth is in a precarious position. It is time 
for the pendulum to swing the other way and return to a more holistic, feminine 
perspective, which acknowledges the earth as a spiritual, finite resource that requires 
our love, advocacy, and protection. Most of us live fast-paced, stress-filled lives that 



our bodies were never created to live. We know the value of time spent in nature and 
how it inspires us, eases stress, and gives us a sense of well-being and joy. 

Placing a maintenance facility in Sunfish Park would markedly change the aesthetic 
appeal of this slice of wild. At the entrance, one would be greeted by the visual 
affront of heavy equipment which would spew diesel fumes into the air, spill oil/gas 
that will seep into the ground, and pepper the woods with their unnatural, horrid, back 
up alarms and engine noises which would drown out nature's sounds with their daytime 
heavy usage, and we will forever lose the serenity and peace of this wild place. 

We desire to serve on our City Council and Commissions because we love that we have 
something unique here in Lake Elmo. We pride ourselves on being progressive not in 
building quickly, haphazardly, and expediently, but we honor the gem we have in Lake 
Elmo by implementing such visionary concepts as securing large tracts of parkland, 
cluster land preservation concepts, and having many landowners implementing land 
trusts and doing density exchanges to preserve undeveloped land. Many Lake Elmo 
citizens carry their town so close to their heart that they are very actively involved in 
the future of their beloved City by serving on commissions, attending/watching City 
meetings, writing letters, and speaking their viewpoints such as at this meeting. We 
join these committees and record details in files so that future councils/commissions 
will understand our intents and the thought processes that went into decision-making. 
City staff and administrators have access to these files, and these files should be 
brought to the attention of commissions when these issues come up for discussion. 

There are exceedingly few cities that can boast that they had the foresight to 
preserve an almost 300-acre, wooded, wild park. In 1994, The State of Minnesota, 
Depart. of Natural Resources did a survey of this woods, and they indicated that there 
were two rare species in this area-Blandings turtles and red-shouldered hawks. In 
their letter they state that large, intact forests are becoming very rare in the central 
part of Minnesota. They further state that roads, trails, parking areas, and buildings 
all contribute to the degradation of native species, and encourage private and public 
agencies to develop protection strategies that will enhance Minnesota's natural flora 
and fauna. They state that allowing as little mechanized travel in an area being 
protected for its natural characteristics will help preserve important biological 
diversity. 

We all leave an imprint on the earth. We have the opportunity and obligation to walk 
the earth lightly where our wild places are concerned. . 

C'Juh-/L M4J 



lmo 
Friday, March 4, 2005 

.ter towe1·" I 
Lake Ebno council 
will have to review 
location in light of 
netv documents 

lly Barbara Boelk 
Editor 

The Lake Elmo City Council 
expected to move forward with 
placing a new 500,000 gallon 
water storage tank and main
tenance building in Sunfish 
Lake Park during the regular 
city meeting March 1. 

Instead, the council will have 

to wait to make a decision on 
whether the tower cou)ci he 
placed in the park due to docu
ments that came to light at the 
meeting. 

At the last council meeting, 
councilors agreed to wait to 
make a final decision on where 
the water tower would be 
placed until a suitable color 
scheme could be developed. 

The council had previously 
agreed to build a new public 
works maintenaoce building -
in the style of a barn - in the 
north east corner of the park. 

The water tower was expect
ed to be placed about 800 feet 
to the northwest of the build
ing. 

The city's engineering firm, 

tion put on hold 
on direction from the council, 
had developed the watBr tower 
plan as part of an effort to 
improve the city1s water ser
vices to new and existing 
developments. The tower also 
would allow the city to take 
back water customers who cur
rently pay Oakdale for water 
service. 

Ed Nielson, who lives on 
Stillwater Boulevard, present
ed documents from land sales 
in 1974 from three families to 
the city of Lake Elmo. 

One of the families in partic
u] ar, Lehart and Florence 
Friedrich, sold about 150 acres 
to the city for $2,000 per acre. 

The land was required, 
according to the sales docu-

ments, to be used solely for 
park laod within the city. 

Nielson said he found other 
documentation that stated 
Lehart li'riedrich also had been 
approached by city officials in 
the 1970s to sell more land to 
the city for a maintenance 
building. 

Nielson said Friedrich 
declined that request "aod now 
we're talking about putting a 
maintenance building on this 
land that is to be used for a 
park and was given by a very 
generous man." 

Several other residents 
whose propeity abuts the Sun
fish Lake Park also spoke to 
the council Tuesday night in 
opposition to putting the 

planned maintenance building 
and water tower in the park. 

"There was a commitment 
made by the council for parks," 
one resident said. "There was a 
commitment to landowners to 
use this land for parks. It was 
a covenant all for parks." 

Former council member 
Susan Dunn, who also had 
previously served on the city's 
parks board, suggested that 
the city investigate whether it 
could partner with the county 
and place a maintenance 
building near the county's 
parks maintenance building in 
Lake Elmo Park Reserve. 

Council member Ann Smith 

See Tower on page 2A 
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Tower: Land use disputed 
Continued from 1A 
said she did not under
stand that suggestion 
because, while residents 
were speaking out to pro
tect one park, they offered 
another up for the building 
location. 

One resident, whose 
backyard connects to the 
north of the location where 
the tower and maintenance 
building are planned, said 
he was surprised to see the 
council discussing putting 
the structures in the park. 

"I moved here six months 
ago from the Milwaukee 
area and I'm dumfounded 
as to why a water tower 
and maintenance building 
would be put in a park -
any park;' John LaLonde .. 

Nielson told the council 
that the former parks 
board members and resi
dents who have learned 
about the sale documents 
will fight the city to keep 
the tower and maintenance 
building out of the park. 

"I really think there is 
good potential to have law
suits in this." 

"If you start this, you're 

going to open Pandora's 
box," Nielson said. "The 
next group is going to say: 
'Why don't we put this pro
ject there,' and the next 
group will say: 'Well, this is 
a nice use and why don't 
we have [something] 
there?"' 

The council agreed to put 
off making any further 
plans for the tower and 
maintenance buildings 
until the documentation 
and legal ramifications of 
their action could be fur
ther investigated. 

Community 
center 

A group of representa
tives from area organiza
tions and towns attended 
the March 1 council meet
ing to talk about plans to 
build a community family 
center in the Stillwater
Oak Park Heights-Lake 
Ehnoarea .. 

Lake Elmo may be one of 
the first cities on the list 
for locating the facility, 
which would include a fit
ness center, day care 

options, early childhood 
education, family support 
resources, a swimming pool 
and other recreational 
opportunities. 

Currently partnering for 
the project are the St. 
Croix Valley YMCA of Hud
son, Stillwater Area 
Schools, Lakeview Hospi
tal, Headstart and Human 
Services Inc., as well as the 
cities of Stillwater, Oak 
Park Heights and Bayport. 

The representatives 
attended the meeting to 
ask for a volunteer repre
sentative from the city to 
serve on the advisory and 
planning board. 

Mayor Dean Johnston 
volunteered for the slot. 

The St. Croix Valley 
Family Center group is 
expected to return to the 
council soon to ask for 
about $2,000 to be com
bined with money from 
other organizations and 
towns to fund a project 
mana 

Boelk can be reached at 
editor@lakeelmoleader.com. 



"People need wild places' 
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Lake Elmo city staffers proposed a plan f!:>r a wateic~""'~~d p~hjlc worksJ acilrt'to bei built in, Sunf!s!'t l:cake 
Park. The City Council voted 3-1 to reject the prop~0~Tue,11day. The water,~ower,d!scussion has been 
tabled as staff reviews alternative sites. · · 

Residents make themselves heard in 
water tower, maintenance buiEding talks 

Citizen opposition 
follows 'a pattern' in 
lake Brno politics 

By MICKI ADAMS 
adamsm@pressenter.com 

LAKE ELMO Advocates for 
green space took the limelight last 
Tuesday when the City Council here 

. faced a vote for a public works facility 
and water tower to be built within park
land of what some call the "jewel· of 
Lake Elmo." 

With a good deal of pressure to 
expand its population, city staffers pro
posed Sunfish Lake Park as a site for a 
public works facility and water tower. 

Last Tuesday, the City Council 
chambers were packed with "almost 
100 percent anti-tower, anti-mainte
nance facility" advocates, said Parks 
Commission Chairman Bob 
Schumacher. 

After hearing residents' testimony 

See Parks, page 2 

Lake Elmo's Parks Commission has strove for years to preserve 
Sunfish Lake Park. Neither Motorized vehicles nor bikes are allowed 
within the park off of Highway 5. 



Monday, April 11, 2005 

Parks 
( Continued from page 1) 

against any city building or 
water tower in Sunfish Lake 
Park, the City Council voted 3-
1 to end further consideration 
of a public works building 
1hcrc. Thi: decision on the 120-
fool water tower was sent back 
to staff for further study, 

"People need \Vild places to 
" said Jim Lund, a 

member 
currently un sabbatical. 

Though Mayor Dean 
Johnston voted in favor of 

on parkland. he said 
il"s ··unlikely" the water tower 
would be built there. 

Jn March the city sent 
out a public notice asking for 
de:.:ign -;ugg:e'st!ons on -a 1.vate.r 
tm.ver ··located at the Sunfish 
Lake Park," The city did not 
ask for location suggestions, 
½aid Judith Blackford, a life
long Lake Elmo residem and 
former Parks Commission 
membeL 

,. /\t 'z.h:,: ,·,21·y beginning they 
didn't do it right.·· she said. 
··That's why a lot of this i.s, such 
a mrt.;;:s,. 

City staff should have 
both the Parks 

and Planning 
CcL1mis:>ion prior to proposing 
Sunfish Lake Park as a possi
bl,.: :,itc. \ht: said. 

The government is 

"not the most expedient, but against a city dump and in the 
we are careful in our plan- past year have shot down two 
ning," Blackford said, plans for a City Hall in the Old 

In her two-and-a-half years Village, he said, 
on the Parks Commission, "We're seeing a pattern 
Blackford backed all efforts to here," Schumacher said of 
keep the nearly 300-acre park community opposition, 
as pristine and serene as possi- Though there are advantages 
ble. ))uring her tenure, she to having both the public 
gained 300 signatures to pass works facility and water tower 
an ordinari'C'e banning moun- at the same site, it is "not 
tain biking in the park and also absolutely critical to do so," 
voted against a cellular phone City Administrator Martin 
tower on the park's land, Rafferty said, 

"My interest has always Alternate sites discussed for 
been to take care of this park," the public works fa?ility and 
she said. -tertower include land south 

Prior to Tuesday's City of the Minnesota Pollution 
Council meeting Blackford Control Agency closed landfill 
distributed more than 300 fly- site; city-owned land within 
ers urging neighbors and busi- the closed .landfill ,sit!';,•city
ness people to attend, owned land east of the landfill 

"I have to stick with what I in "Sunfish West;" a parcel of 
feel is right out here," she said. land on Ideal Avenueowr,ied by 
".,, Don't set . up pre,:e.teot by , .,~..!Ill,•~.; amfs~m&m1%ill• ·!l;'··~•ffij 
putting something on parkland property at Common Ground 
that doesn't belong on park- Church. 
land," "If thei,itizens are against it 

On March 21 Parks I'm behind them,,. If the city 
Commission members found planer anQ. city administrator 
themselves "a little stunned," suggest a plan then I'll have to 
Schumacher said, when -for support that;' .,.S<:humache,,, 
the first time - they saw plans said. ·'But right now it seems 
for the maintenance building like the citizens have spoken." 
and water tower's placement in 
Sunfish Lake Park 

·'What upset Lake Elmoites 
was how it was drawn up 
before," said Schumacher, who 
has been involved in city poli
tics for 26 years. 

The citizens of Lake Elmo 
"fought valiantly" in 1979 

• ••• 

Micki Adams covers educa
tion and the cities of Oak Park 
Heights and Lake Elmo for the 
Gazette. She can be reached by 
phone at 651-796-JI 08, 
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'Parkland' in dispute 
Parcel's 1974 sale to Lake Elmo is conflicting with city's building plan 

BY ALEX FRIEDRICH 
Pioneer Press 

An understanding crafted 
between Lake Elmo city offi
cials and a landowner 30 
years ago is being put to the 
test now that the city is think
ing of building on property 
originally considered park
land. 

A water tower and mainte
nance facility have been slat
ed for construction in a sec
tion of Sunfisb Lake Park, just 

off Milmesota 5. Although 
they're necessary for a grow
ing city, some residents don't 
want them in that area, con
tending that doing so would 
violate terms the city agreed 
to when it bought the land. 
They are urging the city to 
look at other sites. 

On Tuesday, the City Coun
cil decided to do that -
though city staffers are not 
ruling out the park site. The 
terms of the 1974 land sale 
don't qualify as an official con-

tract, the city administrator 
said, and so aren't legally 
binding. 

Still, sald City Administra
tor Martin Rafferty, "hopeful
ly we can match their 
desires." 

At the center of the dispute 
is a 120-foot water tower and 
12,000-square-foot mainte
nance facility - separate 
prqjects that together will 
cost almost $3 million. 

They would replace struc
tures that are too small 

already and cannot handle 
future growth, Rafferty said. 

An ideal place for the facili
ties, he said, would be in Sun
fish Lake, several hundred 
feet apart. The height of the 
area is key for the water 
tower, he said, while locating 
the two structures there 
would "cause the least 
amount of disturbance to the 
land." 

The man leading the 

LAND USE ISSUE, 2B 
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Land use issue 
( continued) 

charge to keep construc
tion out of Sunfish Lake is 
Ed Nielsen, a retired 3M 
engineer who lives next to 
the park - and who 
helped broker the original 
land deal. 

As a parks commission 
member in 1974, Nielsen 

said, he persuaded his neighbor, 
then-City Council Member 
Lehart Frtedrich, to sell 150 
acres to Lake Ehno for $302,000. 

In a city letter drafted at the 
time, Council Member Lloyd 
Shervhelm wrote that Frtedrich 
and his wile, Frances, would 
offer Lake Ehno "an option to 

______ purchase Oand) for park pur-
1 poses." 

The council agreed to the 
terms, Nielsen said. 

And in a campaign document 
Nielsen provided from that 
time, the city asked citizens to 
pass a bond referendum to pay 
for the purchase of land - such 
as the Friedrich property - to 
create Sunfish Lake and other 
city parks. 

But Rafferly said such terms 
are not in the warranty deed to 
the properly. 

"There is nothing on the 
deed that requires that the city 
pay attention to the document," 
he said. "It's not a covenant. It's 
a letter of interest." 

Nielson said it is indeed a 
formai agreement that the city 
needs to honor. 

"I went into these people's 
homes and asked them to give 

Park controversy 
Lake Elmo is studying sites for a 
water tower and maintenance 
facility, and some residents don't 
want them in Sunfish lake Parf<. 

us some of their best properly 
for a purpose," he said. "You 
don't give people your word ... 
and then change it." 

Nielsen said he bas proposed 
two alternative locations - one 
southeast of Minnesota 5 and 
Kelvin Avenue, the other by a 
landfill near Jamaca Avenue 
and Lake Jane Trail North. 

Rafferly said he and other 
city officials will scout a number 
of locations and may report 
back at the April 4 City Council 
meeting. 
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Sunfish Park abandoned for public works building 
Lake Elmo 'starting 

over' in quest for 
project location 

Ryan Kathman 
staff writer 

In February, the Lake Elmo City 
Council approved a parcel near the 
entrnnce to Sunfish Lake Park as 
the location for a new 500,000-gal
lon elevated water tower and, most 

for an adjoining public works 
facility ,1s well. 

Now, over two months later) the 

city finds itself back at the prover
bial drawing board after voting 
Apnl 5 'to reject the Sunfish Park 
site for the public works project, 
which will likely rule out the water 
tower as well. The 3-1 vote (Council 
member Steve Delapp was absent) 
was apparently motivated by infor, 
mation several residents introduced 
weeks ago in a determined effort to 
roadblock the Sunfish proposal. 

Although at least five possible 
sites remain in discussion for the 
tower location, City Adl'ninistrator 
Martin Rafferty reported at the 
council meeting that none of those 
locations were appropriate for the 
public works building, 

"At this point, we have no alter~ 
native sites for the public works 
facility other than the Sunfish loca-
1ion," Rafferty told 1l1e council. 

Nevertheless, Sunfish was 
removed from consideration, leav
ing the city with fewer options than 
were available months ago .. After 
the meeting, Rafferty confirmed 
that the staff would be "starting 
over11 Jn its quest for an approvable 
site and that "more dd!Jnrs will be 
invested. u 

The complaining neighbors pri
marily dted a perceived agreement 
between the city and the farmer, 
who in the 1970s sold the land that 
eventually became Sunfish Park as 

their rationale for denial. 
Exactly one month after the site 

was approved, Ed Nielson, a former 
parks commissioner, produced doc
uments from the 1974 sale of the 
Sunfish land (by former City 
Council member Lehart Friedrich) 
flrnt he claimed barred the city from 
building any kind of public facility 
on that acreage. 

urn (Friedrich's) contract and 
everyone else 1s) it defines (the land) 
LlS being for park purposes and 
that's the only reason that Lehart 
signed it/ Nielsen snid over a 
month ago, 

see Sunfish lake 011 Page '.2 



Sunfish Lake ... 
continued from Page 1 

City Attorney Jerry Filla 
investigated the deeds and 
other legal documentation 
pertaining to Sunfish prior to 
the council's March 1s· meet
ing and found no legal obliga
tion for tbe city to halt its con
struction plans since the par
cel of land earmarked for con
struction was actually most 
recently sold to Lake Elmo by 
Washington County under no 
such restrictions, 

Nevertheless, the few but 
vocal residents continued to 
protest tbe Sunfish Lake Park 
proposal calling the under
standing with Friedrich a 
"covenant" and asserting that 
tbe projects would consider
ably devalue the park land. 

Their arguments were 
seemingly convincing enough 
for three of tl1e sitting council 
memb_ers on April 5 who 
cited either.an inappropriate 
use of park land or insuffi
cient exploration of other 
property for their denial. 
Council Member Anne Smith 
said she interpreted "park 
purposes only" as a clear 
enough statement of intent 
for her to abandon the site. 

"To me, it wasn't a legal 
issue, it was an ethical issue, 11 

Smitb said later. "I was not so 
much against the public facili
ties being in that park ... (But) 
I do believe there's another 
site out there." 

Though she ultimately 
sided with the opposing resi
dents, Smith stressed the 
importance of community 
cooperation if the city is to 
make any progress. 

"I hope that, for the next 
site that comes up, we don't 
have the same circus and song 
and dance about why that 
isn't a good .site," she said. 
"We're going to have to have a 
little give and take on tbe side 
of the residents. I think we 
need to open tbe door to con
sider any site across Lake 
Elmo." 

For Mayor Dean Johnston, 
who cast the only opposing 
vote to the resolution of denial 
for the Sunfish location, it 
was a matter of taking steps 
forward rather than back
ward. 

"Instead of disapproving a 
site, we ought to continue 
looking and then, when we go 
to make a decision, we make a 
positive one and leave all 

(sites) open to consideration 
until we're done," Johnston 
said following the meeting. 
"I'm trying to advocate for 
results. We're going to-have to 
make a decision." 

Although the council sim
ply tabled the water tower 
decision, at staff recommenda
tion, Rafferty indicated that 
he believed removing Sunfish 
as an option for the public 
works facility effectively ruled 
out the tower as well. 

But he said the remaining 
five sites - some of which are 
near Sunfish, others would 
require additional water main 
construction to further loca
tions - would continue to be 
examined and considered 
again at the next council 
meeting. 

Incidentally, the rejection of 
Sunfish for the public works 
facility reopened the possibil
ity of a joint city hall, fire sta
tion and/ or public works facil
ity project should an appropri
ate location be found. 

However, Rafferty admits, 
in considerable understate
ment, to the difficulty of 
accomplishing that 1'1sk. 

"We're not having a great 
deal of luck with finding a 
location that everyc;me would 
be happy with yet." 
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Park garage plan nixed 
Vote is half the battle for those against Sunfish Lake Park changes 

BY NANCY YANG 
Pioneer Press 

One decision do"~1. one to go. 
That's the attitude of a group of Lake 

Elmo residents after the City Council 
rejected a plan to build a maintenance 
garage at the city's Sunfish Lake Park, 
giving the opponents a victory in their 
pusb to keep the park strictly a park. 

The council still will decide whether 
to build a 120-foot water tower at a pro
posed site in the park - but is delaying 
the discussion until other possible sites 
can be studied. Tuesday's 3-1 decision 

means the garage plan goes back to 
square one, with city staff searching for a 
suitable site, while the water tower loca
tion remains in limbo. 

At the heart of the issue is an under
standing crafted between Lake Ehno city 
officials and a landowner more than 30 
years ago. The landowner, then-City 
Council Member Lehar! Fliedrich, sold 
150 acres to Lake Elmo for $302,000. 

Opponents contend that Friedrich's 
1974 agreement. restricts the city to nse 
the land only for park pm1ioses. Some 
city officials have maintained that the 
terms of sale don't q\lalify as a c'Ontract 

and therefore are not legaily binding. 
At Tuesday's council meeting, dozens 

of residents and some parks commission 
members contrasted the city's plans for 
the park with its recent legal fight with 
the Metropolitan Council over land-use 
planning. 

"The city went up against the Met 
Council about the value of open space," 
resident Jim Blackford said. "The city 
turns around and goes back on it" by pro
posing to use open space for public facili
ties, he said. 

PARK GARAGE, 2B 
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Park garage 
(continued) 

In the end, most council 
members said they would 
honor the agreement. 

"When it says that it's for 
park purposes only, that means 
it's for park purposes only," 
Council Member Anue Smith 
said. "I cannot in good con
science vote to put (the mainte
nance facility) there." 

Mayor Dean Johnston was 
the lone vote against rejecting 
the plan, saytng he would pre
fer to vote on the issue with an 
alternative site available. 

City Administrator Martin 
Rafferty said at the meeting 
that there were no other land 
options for the maintenance 

facility. The Sunfish Lake Park 
site was ideal because it 
requires the least amount of 
disturbance to the land and is 
owned by the city, he said, mak
ing it cost-effective for both the 
garage and water tower. 

The city is continuing to 
examine at least five other sites 
for the water tower, with a rec
ommendation expected in 
about a month. 

Residents who fought 
against the maintenance facili
ty in the park said they'll con
tinue to fight the water tower 
there. 

"One hurdle has beeu 
cleared," said Fonda Olson, 
whose parents sold the land to 
the city. "We're determined to 
stick through this." 

Nancy Yang can be reached at 
nyang@pioneerpress.com 
or 651·228-5480. 

Park controversy 
Lake Elmo has rejected a plan to 
build a city maintenance facility 
in Sunfish Lake Park. 
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i Water tower location goes back to drawing ard 

LEADER PHOTO BY BAR8AR1\ BOELK 

lake Elmo resident, and former Parks Commission member, Ed Nielson gave a lengthy presenta
tion Monday night to the city's Planning Commission. Documents retained by Nielson may lead 
the city to adjust the location of a proposed 500,000 gallon water storage tower and an 11,000 
square-foot maintenance building - both planned for Sunfish Lake Park. 

Council sends 
option ba,ck to staff 
for investigation 

lly Barbara Boelk 
Editor 

Lake Elmo residents who live 
near Sunfish Lake Park spoke 
loud and clear Monday night 
during a city Planning commis
sion meeting: Don't put a water 
tower and maintenance building 
in the park. 

The Planning Commission 
members responded by unani
mously voting to deny a request 
from the city to change the use of 
the land to allow a tower and 
building, 

The city had to apply for a con
ditional use permit to put a puh• 
lie facility - the maintenance 

building - on a public facility 
zoned site, The city also needed a 
variance for the building in the 
public facility zone to allow a 
standing seam metal exterior on 
the building. 

The exterior of the building 
would have to be poured or block 
concrete - or other product with 
a commercial aesthetic - if the 
variance was not approved. 

An 11,000 square-foot standing 
seam metal building was selected 
by the city's engineering firm, 
TKDA, and by staff to help retain 
tbe rural character of tbe area, 

Tbe maintenance building was 
designed to look like a barn 
rather than a garage so it would 
have less impact on the park and 
farm field surroundings. 

The city also needed a condi
tional use permit and site plan 
approval to install a 500,000 gal
lon water tower in the park. 

See Park on page 4A 
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: City staff asked to explore other options 
Conlinood from 1A 

City planner Chuck Dillerud 
told the Planning Commission 
members that the city could 
ask for the variance for the 
building's exterior as it could 
be considered a hardship on 
the part of the city - that to 
keep the rural character of the 
location, the materials were 
required to be changed. 

The building would be locat
ed along the roadway at the 
entrance to Sunfish Lake Park, 
said City Administrator Mar
tin Rafferty, who presented the 
city's request to the commis
sion. 

He said locating the building 
in a park is a good idea ecow 
nomically and for efficiency. 

"Ninety percent of the equip
ment that will be stored in the 
buildings is used at some time 
during the year in the parks;' 
Rafferty said. "It would be as 
much a parks building as a 
public works facility." 

Rafferty told the commission 
that the city's attorney, Jerry 
Filla, had looked into the titles 
of the properties sold to the 
city to make up Snnfish Lake 
Parle 

The agreements presented 
by resident. Ed Nielson to the 
planning commission and city 
council were not found 
attached to the titles and that 
the attorney's opinion was that 
the city had free reign over the 

property. 
"There are no legal 

covenants filed with the prop
erty. There are no legal restric
tions for the city." 

Rafferty said the main rea
son the city decided to locate 
both tho tower and the build
ing on the same property was 
for consistency. 

He said if the projects were 
built on other properties con
sidered by staff they would 
have had to be separated. 

Planning Commission mem
ber Charlie Schneider said he 
was disappointed in tbe com
munication on the issue, citing 
the fact that the city's Parks 
Commission was not informed 
of or asked for input on the 
plan and that the Planning 
Commission had only heard 
about the plan at the March 14 
meeting. 

He asked city engineer Tom 
Prew if the city had investigat
ed whether it could simply 
erect a larger tower at the loca
tion of the current water tower. 

Prew told the commissioners 
that the point of putting up a 
second tower was to improve 
several factors lacking in Lake 
Elmo's water service including 
fire protection ability, water 
pressure; and to regain income 
for Lake Elmo hy getting peo
ple currently on the Oakdale 
system back to Lake Elmo's, 

Nielson started off the 
evening's testimony with a 25~ 

minute presentation of docu
ments that had previously 
been presented to the city 
council at its March 1 meeting. 

Nielson told the commission 
about how the city came to own 
Snnfish Lake Park and ahont 
the farmers who sold the land 
to the city. 

One family in particular, that 
of Lehart Friedrich, had sold 
about 150 acres to the city for 
$2,000 an acre - what at that 
tin'1e was considered a steal. 

He emphasized that the 
parks commission at tl1e time 
had encouraged, even lobbied, 
residents to vote for a bonding 
bill that would allow the city to 
buy the property. 

"I learned from my grandpar
ents that when a farmer said 
something or shook hands, it 
was a deal," Nielson told the 
planning commission. 

"The city made a deal then 
m1d the people agreed to it. Yon 
should agree to it now." 

Merle Olsen, Friedrich's son
in-1 aw, asked the Planning 
Commission not to recommend 
acceptance of the variance and 
not allow the water tower. 

"I knew my father-in-law 
very well and there is no way 
he would have sold that land if 
they would have said 'We're 
going to put in a water tower 
and a maintenance building."' 

David Steele, vice chairman 
of the Parks Commission, told 
planning commission members 

that the parks group had no 
had extensive talks about the 
tower and building. 

"The Parks Commisslon met 
Feb. 22 and tho issue was 
raised and there was brief dis
cussion," Steele said. "It was 
brought up that night for the 
first time." 

Rosalie Wahl, former state 
Supreme Court justice and 
Lake Elmo resident, presented 
a brief statement to the com
mission. 

She said she is a 50"year res" 
ident of Lake Elmo and that 
Sunfish Lake Park is a 
wonderful place." 

"It may be old fashioned to 
keep promises," she said, ''but 
it's something we all do want 
to do." 

At the March 15 City Council 
meeting, the council again 
heard about two hours of testi
mony on the topic before decid-
ing to send the issue back to 
the staff to try looking at other 
options. 

"There is no good location for 
a tower/' planner Dillerud said 
during the planning commis
sion meeting. 

"There's always someone who 
is not going to want it.'1 

Boelk can be reached at e,h
tor@lakeelmolcader.com. 
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Sunfish Lake ark off table for tower 
Surrounding 
residents testimony 
in1pacted council 
decision 

llamara Boelk 
Editor 

Sunfish Lake Park appears 
to be off the table for building 
a proposed 500,000 gallon 
water storage tank and main
tenance building after a 3-1 
council decision April 5. 

The council heard from sev~ 
eral residents who spoke 

against putting the building 
and tower in the park, citing 
documents from the bonding 
bill passed in the mid-1970s to 
buy land from several farmers 
to create open space park land. 

Council member Rita Conlin 
said she believed she was 
watching history repeat itself. 

'
1I was on the council 10 

years ago and there was dis
cussion about needing a main
tenance facility then," Conlin 
said after she made a motion 
to deny the requested condi
tional use permit for the city to 
build in the park. 

"There was a real need then 
for a building and the resi
dents didn't want it in the 
location that was suggested. 

There is a very real need now 
and again, tl~e people don't 
want it in this location. 

"I believe this is not a good 
use for park land. The city will 
need all its parks later." 

Council members Anne 
Smith and Liz Johnson voted 
to deny the conditional use 
permit as well. 

"I believe the park should be 
used for parks purposes only;' 
said Smith. I cannot in good 
conscience vote to put (the 
building) there." 

Johnson asked if the council 
must take a vote on the ques
tion of putting the building in 
the park of if the topic could be 
postponed until another suit
able site was discovered. 

"I don)t think we have all our 
homewoTk in place," Johnson 
said. "We haven't looked at 
commercial property." 

Mayor Dean Johnston voted 
against the motion1 saying he 
would rather the city have a 
solid site identified before a 
vote was cast. 

"I'd just as soon take positive 
action/' Johnston said,· "instead 
of simply choosing a site by 
elimination." 

Council member Steve 
DeLapp was absent from the 
meeting. 

The council now must find 
an alternate location for the 
water tower. 

City Engineer Tom Prew 
held meetings with City 

Aclministrator Martin Raffer
ty, the Minnesota Pollution 
Control Agency and Washing
ton County officials to discuss 
five alternate sites proposed 
by residents for locating the 
tower and the building. 

One site was city owned 
property within the closed 
landfill site, to the north and 
west of Sunfish Lake Park. 

The 110-acre site could have 
been an option for a water 
storage tank on legs, but not a 
column tank, according to 
Prew's report. 

No new buildings would be 
allowed on the site, the MPCA 
said. 

Another potential location 
was county owned property 
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Ill Council to look at alternates [ 
Continued from 1A 
south of the closed landfill. 
That site would allow a col
umn-style tank, but no other 
buildings. Locating the tower 
there would cost the city an 

· additional $160,000. 
Another site considered was 

property in Sunfish West, east 
of the landfill. Siting on the 
heavily wooded lot would cost 
the city an addition $200,000 
for the tower project and would 
not be conducive to a mainte
nance building. 

Staff also looked at buying 
some land from 3M, along 
Hwy. 5 west of Wildflower 
Shores. The additional estimat
ed cost would be $460,000 just 
in pipes to get water to service 
areas. 

The fifth site examined was 
between HwY, 5 and Stillwater 

Blvd. at Common Ground 
Church. The city could buy one 
acre from the church to put a 
tower on, but the church was 
not interested in selling more 
land for a maintenance build
ing, saying it would like to 
retain the space for future 
expansion of the church. 

The staff ultimately pro
posed that the maintenance 
building be put into the park 
as originally proposed and that 
the tower site continue to be 
investigated. 

The council finally voted to 
not put the tower or the build
ing in the park and sent staff 
back to the drawing board to 
find more sites. 

Also at the meeting, Lake
wood Evangelical Free Church 
agreed to give the city a two
week extension in considering 

its land use and zoning plan to 3-

build a new church and several ~ 
single family homes near f 
Keats Ave. and HwY, 36. ! 

The council approved a !' 
request to add onto an office \
building near Gorman's \ 
restaurant and approved (: 
allowing home-based occupa- V 
tions in the rural residential r I 
zone. 

The Lake Elmo Planning 
Commission presented a pre
liminary plan at its April 4 
meeting on how the city could 
go about meeting Metropolitan 
Council requirements for 
growth in the next 20 years. 

The plan is supposed to be 
presented to the city council at 
its April 12 work session. 

The council is not expected to 
vote on the plan until April 19. 
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BY AXllY Bl.ENKUSll 

Staff Writer 

Comn111nities on the 
edge of the metro o rten 
wrestle with how and where 
to develop their open 
spaces, 

The City of Lake Elmo 
came up with an answer for 
a 256-acte chuck of natural 
habitat when the city coun• 
cU agreed to have a 
l\tHnm..1:smo Ln.nd Trust ease
ment placed on the majority 
of Stmfish Lake Pmk The 
park is 315 aeres. The 
Minnesota Pollution 
Control Agency is in control 
of the remaining 70 acres. 

The easement restricts 
development and places 
limits on what the land can 
be used for in the foture, The 
easement isn't in place yet, 
but should take effect bv the 
end of 2008. · 

The size of the park, with 
its mixed native forest made 
up of oaks and aspen, gives 
people the opportunity to 
get lost in nature within a 
growing metropolitan area. 
The. size also makes this 
project almost unheralded. 
according to Sarah 
Strchnmen, a conservation 
director at the Minne~ota 
Land Trust. 

"This is very unique, not 
only in Lake Elmo but also 
regionally," Strommen said. 
"'l'n this mvch park 
area.that n nnturnl habitat, 
I think the city realized that 
il,Pv hmn, ri rnnl m~m here 

~ ifm - • l/JIJ ,: '>{;;':, 

~~ i-;::;i,·····- . . i½rll .. 1y --~ easemen 
and that they have a respon
sibility here. 'I'his area has 
been preserved over the 
years and thev realized they ' . need to preserve it for the 
future," 

David Steele has served 
on the Lake Elmo parks 
com.mission for nine con
secutive years, the last three 
of which he has chaired the 
commission. His family and 
hundreds of others frequent 
the park S11nfish l,ake Park;~ 
vastness within city limits 
1nake it unique, and an 
attribute the city needed to 
preserve, he said. 

Making the easeinent 
reality rather than theory 
took more than two years, 
Much of the time was spent 
trying to define what would 
be acceptable uses for the 
park easement) which is 
divided into two sections. 

A 230-acre portion of the 
park will remain relatively 
untouched. It is the forest 
area that is dotted with low
lying n1arsh and wetland. 
The development will cot,, 
sist mostlv of trails and lim
ited signa~gc. A 20~acre por
tion, near the Highway 5 
public entrance, is designat
ed for some development. 
However, it will be limited to 
educational developments 
such as a small nature;; cen
ter. 

The easement prevents 
the from has1ng ball 

courts or nther recre
atkrnal uctlvitlC:.s built on the 
land. 

Photo by Andy Blenkush 

Bird houses humans are one of the few touches left behind by human beings at Sunfish Park 
in Lake Elmo. A new land trust easement for the park will assure that there is limited changes 
made by humans in the future. 

Judith Blackford has a 
deep appreciation for 
nature. Her parents owned 
land that traversed Sunfish 
Lake Park. Now some of that 
land belongs to her, hus• 
band Jim, and other family 
members. To the Blackfords 
and others who ov,~1 land 
bordering the park, the 
casement provides protec
tion to land they feel con· 
nected with. 

"l Just. have always lovell 
nature," Judith Blackford 
said. "We built [our home] 
out here because we love 

nature. We are all advocates 
for this parcel of land." 

Additional easements 
have been placed on land 
surrounding Sunfish Lake 
Park. TI1e Tapestry develop~ 
ment on the northwestern 
section of Lake Elmo has 
land easements placed 
throughout it. These 
restricted lands create a 
l;mffer surrounding the park 
and ensures access into 
what cornmunitv let:txlers 
can the "crown jc\Nel" of the 
Lake Elmo Parks. 

The city's work with the 

Minnesota Land Trust 
demonstrates its commit
ment to preserving the ele· 
ments of Lake Elmo's rural 
character, 10 securing 
aspects of its native habitat 

"It is an expression of our 
values as the people of Lake 
Elmo," said Steele. "lt's hasi· 
cally untouched wilderness. 
We don't have many of those 
pockets of untouched 
,vildcrness anymore," 

Andv Blenkus/J is at 651 .. 
4.'39-43Cili or ablenkush@still-
1uoterco11rie1:co111 



City of Elmo, land trust 
culminate agreement to 

preserve Sunfish· lal<e Parl< 
BY YVONNE KLINNERT 

F.nitor 

Applause erupted after a 
vote by the Lake Elmo City 
Council Tuesday night, 
approving an agreement 
with the Minnesota Land 
Trust to assure that Sunfish 
Lake Park ren1ains a conser
vation district 

Members of the city's 
parks con1mission have 
been v1orking for 1nore than 
two years to place the con
se1vation easement on the 
land. The city will remain 
the owner of the parkland, 
while the conservation 
easement will guide how 
the park is used in the 
future. 

The conservation ease
m en t covers 256 acres 
1Nithin the 315-acre park. 
Part of the park - 70 acres -
is under a Minnesota 
Pollution Control Agency 
easement associated with 
the closed landfill in the 
area. Another 20 acres, cur
rently an open field, may be 
used for educational, recre
ational or natural observa
tion purposes, according to 
easernent plans. 

But the bulk of the park 
will be preserved in its nat
ural state. Its use will be 
guided by the conservation 

values, said Sarah 
Strommen, conservation 
director of the central 
region for the Land Trust 
Those values list preserving 
the hardwood forest of 
aspen and oak for habitat 
for natural species; protect
ing wildlife corridors that 
traverse the park; and pro
viding a way for the public 
to enjoy open space. 

From those values grow 
the guidelines for preserv
ing the space) Strommen 
said, including preventing 
the division of the property 
and the building of any 
commercial, industrial or 
residential buildings on the 
property. 

According to informa
tion provided to the city 
council, the Land ]rust is 
responsible for stewardship 
of the easement, which 
m.eans monitoring it, 
administering it and 
enforcing any encroach
rnents on the easement, if 
necessary. 

The city's responsibility 
is to retain ownership and 
1nanage the property, con
sistent with the ease1nent 
restrictions. The city will 
pay the Land Trust $ !0,000 
from its parks fund to cover 
the costs of managing and 
enforcing the easement 

Because sorne park 
development will be 
allowed in the 20 acres of 
the park that are already 
cultivated fields, it is recom
mended that the city create 
a plan for any further build
ing he done by the park. 

Jim Blackford, a nearby 
resident who has been out -
spoken regarding the han
dling of the city's contami
nated landfill, pointed out 
to the council that, while 
this is a celebration, it 
should be noted that the 
city has a source of pollu
tion close to this "gem" of a 
park. 

"It's kind of unfortunate 
that right next to this park is 
the biggest pollution prob
lem in the state," he said, 
continuing to urge the city 
to move toward cleaning up 
the landfill, which is leaking 
contaminants into nearby 
groundwater. 

Councilmembers 
thanked members of the 
parks commission for their 
work, especially past mem
ber Judith Blackford who 
worked for the easement 
while on the con11nission. 

"It's put us on a high 
leve1 of preservation/' said 
Councilmember Steve 
DeLapp. 



should celebrate its 
designation 

To the editor: 
Lake Elmo's jewei, Sunfish Lake Park, 

made history this past vveek. It is being put 
into the Minnesota Land Trust for forever 
preservation. 

Fanners, park commissioners, and Lake 
Etrno citizens had the vision and intent in 
the '70s to preserve this 300-acre deciduous 
woodland and prairie for parkland through a 
Lake Elmo, citizen-paid bond referendum. 
Through the years, it has become apparent 
that a stronger conveyance of that intent was 
needed. 

Oct. 21, 2008, cuITent Lake Elmo parks 
comrnissioners working with Sarah 
Strommen of the Minnesota Land Trust 
brought a legal document hefore the council 
and received a unanimous celebratory 
motion to finalize this effort. Sunfish Lake 
Park is enjoyed for its quiet and. solitude, 
nature observation, cross-country skiing, 
and sledding. 

Future possible enhancements (e.g., 
interpretive center/prairie restoration) 
would be allowed on a 20-acre parcel at the 
entrance. Refined language remains to be 
done for this small parcel. The larger woods 
will remain untouched. 

Local newspapers heralded this achieve
ment, and l thank them, but no mention was 
made of the contributions of current Lake 
Elmo Park Commission Chair, David Steele. 
AU park commission members contributed 
to and unanimously supported this effort, 
but withont David Steel.e's leadership, pro
fesslonnl writing skills, and respectful, hum
ble manner, this Land Trust realization 
would not have been achieved. 

because I've observed David's char
acter over several vears, the most laudable 
trait is that he does good for goad's sake, 
never requiring or even noticing any lack of 
accolades. That is selfless service! Thank you 

David! 
Blackford 

lvJ>mher 
Lake Elmo Parks Commission 



Attachment E-Guest Column on Sunfish Lake Park's 
Wild Treasures by Judith Blackford 
Published in The Lake Elmo Leader 



The following is a copy of an article written by me that was printed on 
February 8, 2007, in our community newspaper, The Lake Elmo Leader. 

GUEST COLUMN 

Need a spring vacation?-Come share a walk in Sunfish Lake Park 

A walk through the park is a getaway 
to nature with all its treasures 

By Judith Blackford 

What in nature stirs your heart? I have enjoyed Sunfish 
Lake Park, the City of Lake Elmo's 280-acre jewel, your park, over 
a 25-year period. Experience a condensed sharing of nature 
experiences-gifts of pure gold! 

One night last week, I was refilling bird feeders for early 
morning visitors. Outside lights flooded the area, and a small, 
squirrel-like creature with white underbody circled a nearby 
cherry tree in a wild dance to hide from my gaze. The DNR told 
me that it is a nocturnal flying squirrel. Amazing!-just when I 
think I know all this wood's secrets! Pileated woodpeckers (17" in 
length) visit the suet feeders by day and swoop through the 
woods trailing their raucous cries. 

As my husband and I shared our daily walk yesterday over 
farm fields, a bald eagle passed 25' above the ground, 30' in front 
of us. He skimmed nearby trees down towards Sunfish Lake, 
where he and his mate have nested for many years. 

In the wooded pasture, chickadees and cardinals sang their 
spring songs. The great grey owl, new resident, and the barred 
owl are sounding their evening mating calls. Like Chief Joseph, my 
being receives these gifts, and my heart soars! Like Thoreau, I 
am restored and need the recuperative tonic of wild places. 

Leaving a grove of sugar maples, I once entered a clearing 
at the shallow end of Sunfish Lake. Hoping maybe to see egrets, 
I stared in amazement. Playing in the shallows were three lithe 



river otters. Eventually, I made a noise to confirm that it wasn't 
a dream. Two swam off rather hurriedly, but one raised himself 
up to a seemingly 3' height and barked an admonishment at me, 
intruder. This remains a magical once-in-a-lifetime gift. 

Deep in the woods, a huge snapping turtle once blocked my 
path, and I gingerly gave it a wide berth, wondering how long it 
had traveled. 

Colorful Scarlet Tanagers, Indigo Buntings, Baltimore 
Orioles, American Goldfinches, Rose-breasted Grosbeaks, sweet 
Wrens and more nest here and sound the morning chorus until 
around 10 a.m. Often a winged one leaves a small feather in my 
path that I carry home and add to the bouquet of past gifts. 

Chorus frogs and spring peepers are spring's first voices, 
along with the red-winged blackbird. Colorful wood ducks make 
their home 30' off the ground in a poplar in my backyard. A pond 
is at least ¼ mi. away, and I marvel at these babies' tenacity as 
first they fall to the forest floor, and then trudge the long 
distance to water. Some wisdom prevails that these parents 
teach their babies each year to call this tree, these woods, home. 

Once, a whippoorwill spent time outside my window. A gift 
yes, but it calls all night long, and after a week, I was happy when 
it left. Grouse and wild turkeys call the woods home, as do 
coyotes and red-tailed fox. 

One spring, the red-tailed hawk built its nest in a tall oak, 
and when the fledglings were heard, I wandered to the 
relinquished nest. I called "suuee, suuee, suuee", and three 
juvenile red-tails swept back near their old nest and alighted on 
nearby trees. Only at close distance when I called, did they 
quickly name me imposter and fly swiftly away. 

I have seen beds of melted snow in the winter where deer 
laid, and lingering long and motionless on a fallen log on this ridge 
in summer, I once had shy deer almost stumble upon me, when the 
wind was in my favor. They felt the energy of my gaze or some 



other signal their creature senses picked up, and they paused, 
staring a long time. I made a tiny noise to entice them, and one 
yearling made a few steps towards me, but the others older and 
more aware of human deceits snorted and stamped feet of 
warning, and my last view was white tails bounding over furthest 
ridge. 

Families of fern cascade down a hillside carpeting the floor 
beneath snowy paper birch. Large-flowered bellwort, wild 
monarda, black-eyed Susan's, mayflowers, wild geranium, wild 
columbine, sumac, jack-in-the-pulpit, mullein, goldenrod, queen 
Anne's lace, wild blue flag (iris), spiderwort, Solomon's seal, 
bloodroot, wild strawberry, rue anemone, and yellow violet are 
some plants that invite one to walk through the seasons. 

There are also hidden meadows where meadowlarks and 
bluebirds sing sweetly. 

When my parents purchased our abutting, contiguous woods, 
50 years ago, yellow lady slipper (moccasin-orchid), wild 
hazelnuts, bittersweet, and prairie wildflowers were more 
plentiful in this area. Somewhere in their memories, they long to 
be replanted and return home to this park. 

Sunfish Lake Park is an amazing slice of wild in your 
backyard. Has my writing called you home for a walk or to share 
the wonders of nature with a child? Don your wool socks, long 
undies, Sorel boots, or cross country skis, and stretch your legs 
and enjoy invigorating fresh air, the sun, and nature in this 
jewel-your City park. 

Sunfish Lake Park will capture your heart! 

Judith Blackford, Lake Elmo resident and parks 
commissioner, lives in a home in the woods next to Sunfish Lake 
Park. 
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Get to Know the Author 

Judith (Moris) Blackford has raised her family in their home in the contiguous 
woods north of Sunfish Lake Park, where she has lived for 30 years. Her parents 
purchased farmland and woods on the north side of Sunfish in the 1950's. It was 
farmed by them and their sons or other farmers until their death. The farmland 
then became a neighborhood named Tapestry at Charlotte's Grove in honor of her 
mother, who planted the pines. The woods and pasture remain in the family. 

For 30 years, Judith has walked the woods of Sunfish Lake Park weekly and 
observes nature daily around her woodland home. She has been a naturalist since 
childhood, consulting a personal library of field guides when another source is 
needed to name a species. She participated in the Cornell Lab Ornithology At
Home Bird Count for 3 years, collecting data on birds throughout the winter season. 

She enjoys rock collecting-especially agates. She and her husband used 
boulders and rocks from the family farm to create a waterfall, stream, and pond, as 
well as using the rocks for wildflower garden borders, steps, and accent 
landscaping. She lives in an active and passive, solar energy-powered home, where 
no herbicides or pesticides have ever been used on their property. 

She has currently served 13 years on the City of Lake Elmo's Parks Commission, 
becoming appointed twice, as various needs of Sunfish Lake Park required action. 
She is proud of Lake Elmo's many beautiful and varied City parks, and has enjoyed 
both enhancing and protecting their recreational and scenic offerings. Like most 
park commissioners, she has a favorite City park, and it is Sunfish Lake Park! 
Besides walking and studying nature in Sunfish, she also enjoys cross-country skiing 
its steep ridges, and has loved sharing its wonders with family and friends. 

She has consciously attempted to leave a gentle imprint on the earth. She's 
studied nutrition and holistic health since her 20's, trying to eat and live healthily, 
locally, sustainably, and organically to support local farmers, free trade, and the 
kind treatment of animals and the earth. 

For 8 years, she created and taught an Art Celebrating Nature class in the 
Stillwater School District for 3rd through 6th grade art students. 

She has enjoyed both creative and issue-related writing for 20 years, with 
published poems and columns. 

The bird on the cover art is a Western Meadowlark. 
Illustrations by Judith (Moris) Blackford 

We are proud to live and raise our family in Lake Elmo, where residents value and 
plan for the preservation and enjoyment of their wild spaces. It was pure joy to 
create this history of Sunfish Lake Park for the greater Lake Elmo community. 
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