
 

 

              

    RED LAKE WATERSHED DISTRICT 

November 25, 2025 

9:00 a.m. 

 Agenda 

 
 

9:00 am Call to Order         Action 

    

Review and approve agenda       Action 

 

Requests to appear        Information 

   

  November 13, 2025 Minutes       Action 

   

  Financial Report as of November 24, 2025     Action 

 

  Thief River 1W1P Streambank Stabilization, RLWD Project No. 149A  

   Pay Estimate No. 3       Action 

 

  Revisions to BWSR Buffer Program Procedures    Information  

   

Permits: 25158 and 25170       Action   

 

Clearwater River/Ki-wo-say Bureau of Indian Affairs   Information 

 

  RRWMB Legislative Open House – January 20, 2026   Information 

   

Administrator’s Report       Information 

             

  Legal Counsel Update        Information 

    

  Managers’ Updates        Information 

 

  Adjourn          Action  

 

 

 
 

 

 

UPCOMING MEETINGS:  

 November 25, 2025 RLWD Board Meeting, 9:00 am 

 November 27-28, 2025 THANKSGIVING HOLIDAY – RLWD Closed 

 December 3-5, 2025 MN Watersheds Annual Conference & Trade Show, Nisswa 

 December 11, 2025 RLWD Board Meeting, 9:00 am 

 December 12, 2025 Thief River 1W1P PC Meeting, 9:00 am 

 December 16, 2025 RRWMB Meeting, 10:00 am, Ada 

 December 17, 2025 SD 83 Flooding Concerns Project Team Meeting, 9:00 am 

 December 25-26, 2025  CHRISTMAS HOLIDAY – RLWD Closed 

 December 30, 2025 RLWD Board Meeting, 9:00 am  



 

RED LAKE WATERSHED DISTRICT 

Board of Managers Minutes  

November 13, 2025 

 

President, Gene Tiedemann, called the meeting to order at 9:00 a.m. at the Red Lake Watershed 

District Office, Thief River Falls, MN. 

 

Managers Present: Gene Tiedemann, Tom Anderson, Terry Sorenson, Grant Nelson, Al Page, 

LeRoy Ose, and Brian Dwight. Staff Present: Tammy Audette, Melissa Bushy, Elaine Rychlock, 

Nate Koland, Corey Hanson, and Legal Counsel, Delray Sparby.  

 

The Board reviewed the agenda. A motion was made by Sorenson, seconded by Page, and passed 

by a unanimous vote that the Board approve the agenda.  Motion carried.   

 

The Board reviewed the October 23, 2025, Board meeting minutes. Motion by Sorenson, 

seconded by Nelson, to approve the October 23, 2025, Board meeting minutes. Motion carried.    

 

The Board reviewed the Financial Report as of November 12, 2025.  Motion by Anderson, 

seconded by Dwight, to approve the Financial Report as of November 12, 2025. Motion carried. 

 

Administrator Audette and HDR Engineer, Nate Dalager, discussed the Brandt Impoundment, 

RLWD Project No. 60D, upstream landowner meeting that was held on November 12th in 

Euclid. At the meeting, landowners expressed their concern about flooding upstream of the 

impoundment. Dalager stated that the upstream ditch is choked with sediment and cattails and 

needs to be cleaned out.  Dalager recommended surveying the system to determine quantities for 

a cleanout. Motion by Ose, seconded by Page, to authorize District staff the authority to survey 

the ditch upstream of the Brandt Impoundment, RLWD Project No. 60D, to determine its effect 

on bringing water into the impoundment and an approximate cost to clean out the ditch.  Motion 

carried.  

 

HDR Engineer, Nate Dalager provided an update on RLWD Project No. 180C, Mud River.  

 

Administrator Audette and HDR Engineer, Nate Dalager, gave an update on RLWD Project No. 

114, Turtle Connection / Cross Lakes. 

 

The final payment hearing for Olson Construction TRF, Inc. for the Red Lake River 1W1P Huot 

Streambank Stabilization Project, RLWD Project No. 149, was called to order at 9:30 a.m.  

Engineer, Tony Nordby, HDR Engineering, Inc., stated that Olson Construction TRF Inc has 

completed all construction in the final amount of $22,124.25. After opening the hearing for 

public comment and no public comment being received, President Gene Tiedemann closed the 

hearing.  Motion by Page, seconded by Ose, to approve the Final Pay Estimate to Olson 

Construction TRF Inc in the amount of $18,966.07 for the Red Lake River 1W1P Huot 

Streambank Stabilization Project, RLWD Project No. 149. Motion carried.  

 

Tony Nordby, HEI, stated that an additional area sloughed on the Huot Streambank Stabilization 

Project, RLWD Project No. 149. The estimated cost to make the necessary repairs is between 
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$15,000-$20,000. A motion was made by Nelson, seconded by Dwight, to approve the repairs 

using 1W1P funds. Motion carried. 

 

The Board discussed the City of Grygla Flooding Analysis. The City of Grygla is applying for a 

MPCA Stormwater Resiliency Grant, and they are asking the District to be a project sponsor 

with them on the project. The Board approved cost share in the amount of $12,500 on May 8, 

2025, to help with the cost of completing a flooding analysis by Moore Engineering. After much 

discussion, a motion was made by Dwight, seconded by Ose, to partner with the City of Grygla, 

MN, as their project sponsor for the City of Grygla Flood Control Project, RLWD Project No. 

183. Motion carried.  

 

The Board reviewed Pay Estimate No. 2 to Northern Harbor Construction for the Thief River 

Streambank Stabilization Project-Muzzy & TRF LLC sites, RLWD Project No. 149A in the 

amount of $144,695.45. Motion by Ose, seconded by Nelson, to approve Pay Estimate No. 1 to 

Northern Harbor Construction in the amount of $144,695.45 for the Thief River Streambank 

Stabilization Project-Muzzy & TRF LLC sites, RLWD Project No. 149A. Motion carried.  

 

The Board reviewed a funding request from the Red Lake SWCD for the David Miller Trails & 

Waterway Project-Livestock. The Red Lake County SWCD is requesting $9,880.95 from the 

District to assist with the local match requirement for this project. Motion by Page, seconded by 

Nelson, to approve the Red Lake SWCD funding request for the David Miller Trails & 

Waterway Project-Livestock in the amount of $9,880.95 from the District’s Clearwater River 

1W1P, RLWD Project No. 149B funds. Motion carried.  

 

The Board reviewed a funding request from the Red Lake SWCD for the David Miller Lined 

Waterway Project. The Red Lake SWCD would like to request $5,534.99 from the District to 

assist with local match requirement for this project. Motion by Page, seconded by Nelson, to 

approve the Red Lake SWCD funding request for the David Miller Lined Waterway Project in 

the amount of $5,534.99 from the District’s Clearwater River 1W1P, RLWD Project No. 149B 

funds. Motion carried.  

 

The Board reviewed a request for reimbursement from the Red Lake SWCD for the Danny 

Payment Grade Stabilization Project. The Board approved this funding request of $5,000 on 

March 14, 2024. Motion by Ose, seconded by Page to approve payment of $5,000 to the Red 

Lake SWCD for the Danny Payment Stabilization Project. Motion carried.  

 

The Board reviewed a request for reimbursement from the Red Lake SWCD for the Perry Duden 

Grade Stabilization Project. The Board approved this funding request of $9,500 on October 10, 

2024. Motion by Ose, seconded by Page to approve payment of $9,500 to the Red Lake SWCD 

for the Perry Duden Stabilization Project. Motion carried.  

 

Administrator Audette stated that the GIS map viewer on the District’s website is outdated, 

therefore recommending that we update the GIS map viewer to the current ESRI technology 

platforms. Audette indicated that Houston Engineering, Inc., provided an agreement for GIS 

Support to update the public map viewer in 2023 in the amount of $5,200.  With staffing 
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changes, the project did not proceed. Audette noted that staff would like to move forward with 

completion of the map viewer. Motion by Anderson, seconded by Sorenson, to approve moving 

forward with the agreement for GIS Support with Houston Engineering, Inc. Motion carried.  

 

An invoice from Frontier Precision was reviewed. This is a bill for the annual software 

maintenance contract for the Trimble equipment. Motion by Nelson, seconded by Anderson, to 

approve the payment of $2,770.66 to Frontier Precision for the annual software maintenance 

contract. Motion carried. 

 

RLWD Permit No. 24218 in Section 12, Louisville Township, Red Lake County, was discussed. 

The recommendation by the Board was to grant the permit extension request. A motion was 

made by Page, seconded by Nelson, to approve the permit extension request for RLWD permit 

no. 24218. Motion carried. 

 

RLWD Permit No. 24225 in Section 23, Winsor Township, Clearwater County, was discussed. 

The recommendation by the Board was to grant the permit extension request. A motion was 

made by Anderson, seconded by Sorenson, to approve the permit extension request for RLWD 

permit no. 24225. Motion carried. 

 

The Board reviewed the following permits for approval. Motion by Ose, seconded by Page, to 

approve the following permits with conditions stated on the permit: No. 25156, Wade Hanson, 

Russia Township, Polk County; No. 25157, Steven Dahlin, Belgium Township, Polk County; 

No. 25169, Tom Ose, Smiley Township, Pennington County; No. 25171, Tom Ose, Smiley 

Township, Pennington County; No. 25172, Jeremiah Johnson, Emardville Township, Red Lake 

County; No. 25173, Carolyn Faivre, Terrebonne Township, Red Lake County; No. 25174, Knute 

Knutson, Red Lake Falls Township, Red Lake County; No. 25175, Dale Kolseth, Wyandotte 

Township, Pennington County; No. 25176, Rick Roed, Hill River Township, Polk County; No. 

25177, WJS Nelson, Keystone Township, Polk County; No. 25178, Marshall County Hwy Dept., 

Rollis Township, Marshall County; No. 25179, Dale Kolseth, Wyandotte Township, Pennington 

County; No. 25180, Dale Kolseth, Wyandotte Township, Pennington County; No. 25181, 

MnDOT, Rocksbury Township, Pennington County; and No. 25182, Tom Ose, Silverton 

Township, Pennington County.   

 

Administrator Audette shared the upcoming dates for the 2026 Red River Basin Commission 

Annual Conference. The conference will be held January 13-15, 2026, in Winnipeg at The 

Fairmont Hotel. Board members who are interested in attending, please let staff member Bushy 

know. 

 

Administrator Audette discussed the BWSR Strategic Planning Assessment. After much 

discussion, the Board asked for Audette to reach out to Moriya Rufer, HEI, to discuss the 

proposal in more detail.  
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Administrator’s Update: 

• Thief River 1W1P: The 2026 Thief River Watershed based funding agreement was 

executed on October 24, 2025, in the amount of $706,388.  This grant will expire on 

December 31, 2028. 

• MCEA Petition to MPCA: Included in the packet is the MPCA response to the petition 

from the Minnesota Center for Environmental Advocacy (MCEA) requesting the MPCA 

to adopt a regulatory permitting program that would require the MPCA to review and 

approve drainage projects under MN State Statute 103E.  The MPCA denied their 

request. 

• Polk County Ditch Redetermination Information Meeting: Included in the packet is 

information on a Polk County Ditch Redetermination meeting to be held on November 

18, 2025, at 2:00 p.m. at the Mentor Community Center. 

• Clearwater River Stabilization Project: The MPCA Public comment period for the 

Clearwater River Stabilization Project ends tonight at 11:59 p.m. This is part of the 

permitting process for the project. 

 

Legal Counsel Sparby is working on the Border Bank easement for the use of our ditch.  

 

Manager Nelson shared that Pennington County will be hosting a Pesticide Clinic: Stop the 

Bleed on February 13, 2026. More information to come on this.  

 

Motion by Nelson, seconded by Dwight, to adjourn the meeting. Motion carried. 

 

 

 

_____________________________ 

          LeRoy Ose, Secretary  



Ck# Check Issued to: Description Amount

online EFTPS/MN Withholding Withholding FICA,FED, Medi & Tax (pp 11/19) 5578.26
online PERA pp 11/19/25 $3,128.39
42027 Northern Harbor, LLC Pay Est #2 - Muzzy & Thief Sites - (board approved 11-13-25) $144,695.45
42028 Red Lake County SWCD Perry Duden & Danny Payment (board approved 11-13-25) $14,500.00
42029 Marco Monthly Phone Services (Nov) $356.31
42030 West Polk SWCD Reissued lost check from #41999 on 10/13/25 for $46,465.71 *
42031 Beltrami SWCD Reimburse Engelstad SWI's Project & Forest Stewardship Ag Prac. $31,354.50
42032 Clearwater Co. SWCD Aerial Imagery GIS 10% Cost share project (board approved 10/9/25) $7,839.00
42033 Frontier Precision, Inc Trimble Software Maintenance (board approved 11-13-25) $2,770.66
42034 HDR, Inc. Mud, Turtle Cross, Brandt Channel & JD 4 Peatlands Prof. Services $15,111.47
42035 Houston Engineering, Inc. ***see details below $35,263.75
42036 League of Minnesota Cities Workers' Compensation Coverage Premium $149.00
42037 Lonnie Peck Beaver & Gopher Trapping $1,170.00
42038 Marco Monthly Phone Services (Dec) $356.31
42039 Pennington SWCD ***see details below $12,650.39
42040 Quality Spray Foam/Anderson Excavating Road Gate for Chief's Coulee $1,704.66
42041 Quill Corporation Copy Paper $85.98
42042 Red Lake Falls Gazette Affidavit for Final Pay Hearing for the Huot Project $54.20
42043 Red Lake County SWCD David Miller Gervais 27 Local Match (board approved 11/13/25) $15,415.94
online Corporate Technologies New Server - (board approved 8/28/25) $17,049.95
online Les's Sanitation Garbage Services $36.46
online VOYA Staff Health Care Savings Plan (pp 11/19/25) $365.73
online Sun Life Financial Staff Life Insurance $144.64
online Corporate Technologies Set up time for the new Server $8,250.00
online Northern State Bank Stop Pmt on lost chek #41999 for $46,465.71 To Wesk Polk SWCD $20.00
online Intuit Quick Books Monthly Fee $514.50
online Pure Water Office H2O $38.00
direct Tom Anderson Mileage $277.20
direct Salaries & Board pp 11/19/25 $16,000.99

Total Checks $334,881.74

***Houston Project #113 T&E Services for SWI designs $260.75
Project #48 T&E Services $118.50
SD #83 T&E Services $2,259.50
Huot Streambank Stabilization $1,742.50
Clearwater River Channel Stab. $7,338.00
Brule Streambank Stab. $1,967.50
Thief River FDR T&E Services $21,577.00

$35,263.75

***Pennington RLR 1W1P WBIF Fees - Project #149 $2,754.10
SWCD Philipp WBIF Reimburse. for $9,896.29

Ag. Practices (RLR 1W1P) $12,650.39

RED LAKE WATERSHED DISTRICT

Financial Report for November 25,  2025



Northern Balance as of November 12, 2025 $446,174.71
State Total Check Written -$334,881.74
Bank Receipt # 12434 State of MN - 50% FY26 WBIF TR #149A $353,194.00
TRF Receipt # 12435 RRWMB - FY26 Q1 SD 83 $2,347.54

Receipt # 12436 RRWMB - FY26 Q1 Turtle Cross Connection $10,000.00
Receipt # 12437 RRWMB- FY26 Q1 Mud River $10,000.00
Balance as of November  24, 2025 Current interest rate is 3.25% $486,834.51

American
Federal Balance as of November 12, 2025 $3,494,363.32

Fosston Balance as of November  24, 2025 Current interest rate is 3.35%  $3,494,363.32

CD's Dakota Heritage 12 month CD 4.50% 250,000.00$          

Expiry 02-05-26

Dakota Heritage 12 month CD 4.50% 500,000.00$          

Expiry 02-26-26

Dakota Heritage 12 month CD 4.50% 250,000.00$          

Expiry 02-26-26

Dakota Heritage 12 month CD 4.50% 500,000.00$          

Expiry 05-07-26

Dakota Heritage 12 month CD  4.50% 500,000.00$          

Expiry 5-7-26 

Edward Jones 12 month CD 4.25% 237,000.00$          

Expiry 5-29-26

Edward Jones 12 month CD 4.30% 243,000.00$          

Expiry 6-18-26

Northern State Bank 7 month CD 4.2% 250,000.00$          

Expiry 2-15-26

Northern State Bank 7 month CD 4.2% 250,000.00$          

Expiry 2-15-26

Total CD Investments $2,980,000.00



Total Cash (NSB + AFB + CD's) $6,961,197.83

Cash that has been received and earmarked for projects: 
(taken from remaining balance on financials)

2024 Grant Red Lake River 1W1P Project #149 $817,343.48
2024 Grant Thief River 1W1P Project #149A $229,145.03
2023 Grant Clearwater 1W1P Project #149B $155,385.76
2025 Grant Clearwater 1W1P Project #149B $1,485,882.00
Mid Point Grant Project Red Lake River #149 $25,000.00
Chief's Coulee Project #46S $214,375.00
2024 CRP Payment Red Lake 1W1P $2,132.00
2025 CRP Payment Red Lake 1W1P $100,000.00
2026 Grant Thief River 1W1P Project #149A $353,194.00

3,382,457.27$      

Payables committed to by board action:

RRWMB 2025 Base WQ Funding - Moose/JD 21 $32,857.00
RRWMB 2024 Base WQ Funding Thief River/SD 83 $32,857.00
Chief's Coulee Proj. #46S $800,000.00
City of Grygla $12,500.00
Mud River 180C $500,000.00

1,378,214.00$      

Total accessible cash (Est.) 2,200,526.56$      



HEI Project No.

3655-0099-005

PAYMENT NUMBER: 3

Project:

Location: FROM 11/8/2025 TO 11/19/2025

1.

NO. DATE ADDITIONS DEDUCTIONS 2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8. Retainage 2.50%

9. Previous Payments

-$                      -$                      10. Amount Due (7-8-9)

-$                      *Detailed Breakdown Attached if Non-Zero Value

Original (days) N/A On Schedule? Starting Date: 10/1/2025

Revised N/A

Remaining N/A Final Completion: 7/31/2026

CONTRACTOR'S CERTIFICATION: ENGINEER'S RECOMMENDATION:

Engineer:

By:

Date:

OWNER'S APPROVAL:

REMIT PAYMENT TO:

PARTIAL PAYMENT ESTIMATE

PO Box 1059

Walker, MN 56484

Client Project No.

Northern Harbor, LLC

I have reviewed the progress of the work, and to the best 

of my knowledge, information and belief, in accordance 

with the terms of the Contract, the Contractor is entitled to 

a partial payment in the amount requested.

Yes

ESTIMATE

Change Order AMOUNT Original Contract 249,425.00$            

-$                         

249,425.00$            

PERIOD OF ESTIMATE:

Change Orders

192,982.05$            

CONTRACT TIME

Stored Materials*

Adjustments*

-$                         

-$                         

44,456.78$              

SEC 24 & 25, EXCEL TWP, MARSHALL COUNTY

Thief River Streambank Stabilization Project (Muzzy & Thief River LLC Sites)

TOTALS

NET CHANGE

Revised Contract (1+2)

CONTRACT CHANGE ORDER SUMMARY

Tony A. Nordby

243,527.00$            

Completion Date Contract

The undersigned Contractor certifies, to the best of his/her knowledge, the following:

(1) All previous progress payments received from Owner on account of Work done under

the Contract have been applied on account to discharge Contractor's legitimate obligations

incurred in connection with the Work covered by prior Applications for Payment;

(2) Title to all Work, materials and equipment incorporated in said Work, or otherwise

listed in or covered by this Application for Payment, will pass to Owner at time of payment

free and clear of all Liens, security interests, and encumbrances (except such as are

covered by a bond acceptable to Owner indemnifying Owner against any such Liens,

security interest, or encumbrances); and

(3) All the Work covered by this Application for Payment is in accordance with the

Contract Documents and is not defective.

6,088.18$                

Work Completed*

Subtotal (4+5+6) 243,527.00$            

By:

Northern Harbor, LLC

Date:

Owner:

By:

Date:

Contractor:

Red Lake Watershed District

11/24/2025
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HEI Project No. PAY ESTIMATE #: 3

Project: SUBMITTED: 11/25/2025

Location: BEGIN DATE: 11/8/2025

Contractor: END DATE: 11/19/2025

ITEM CURRENT PAY ESTIMATE PREVIOUS PAY ESTIMATES PAY ESTIMATES TO DATE

NO. DESCRIPTION UNIT QUANTITY PRICE AMOUNT QUANTITY AMOUNT QUANTITY AMOUNT QUANTITY AMOUNT

Original Contract Items

2021.501 MOBILIZATION LUMP SUM 1. 25,000.00$              25,000.00$             -$                         1. 25,000.00$             1. 25,000.00$           

2101.501 CLEARING AND GRUBBING LUMP SUM 1. 5,000.00$                5,000.00$               0.2 1,000.00$                0.8 4,000.00$               1. 5,000.00$             

2106.507 EXCAVATION - COMMON (P) CU. YD. 12,418. 4.00$                        49,672.00$             -1,850. (7,400.00)$               14,268. 57,072.00$             12,418. 49,672.00$           

2501.503 18" CS PIPE CULVERT LIN. FT. 182. 60.00$                     10,920.00$             -$                         182. 10,920.00$             182. 10,920.00$           

2511.507 RANDOM RIPRAP CLASS II CU. YD. 10. 100.00$                   1,000.00$               -$                         10. 1,000.00$               10. 1,000.00$             

2573.502 CULVERT END CONTROL EACH 2. 1,000.00$                2,000.00$               -$                         2. 2,000.00$               2. 2,000.00$             

2573.503 FLOATATION SILT CURTAIN TYPE MOVING WATER LIN. FT. 320. 25.00$                     8,000.00$               120. 3,000.00$                200. 5,000.00$               320. 8,000.00$             

2573.503 SEDIMENT CONTROL LOG TYPE STRAW LIN. FT. 4,956 5.00$                        24,780.00$             1,086. 5,430.00$                3,582. 17,910.00$             4,668. 23,340.00$           

2575.501 TURF ESTABLISHMENT LUMP SUM 1. 15,000.00$              15,000.00$             0.3 4,500.00$                0.7 10,500.00$             1. 15,000.00$           

2575.504 ROLLED EROSION PREVENTION CATEGORY 25 SQ. YD. 15,611. 3.00$                        46,833.00$             2,986. 8,958.00$                11,139. 33,417.00$             14,125. 42,375.00$           

2575.504 ROLLED EROSION PREVENTION CATEGORY 72 SQ. YD. 609. 60.00$                     36,540.00$             415. 24,900.00$              194. 11,640.00$             609. 36,540.00$           

2577.601 TOE-WOOD DEBRIS CU. YD. 2,070. 10.00$                     20,700.00$             -$                         2,070. 20,700.00$             2,070. 20,700.00$           

2577.601 SOD MAT SQ. YD. 796. 5.00$                        3,980.00$               -$                         796. 3,980.00$               796. 3,980.00$             

Totals

Original Contract Amount 249,425.00$           

Extra / Change Order Amount -$                        

Work Completed 40,388.00$              203,139.00$           243,527.00$         

Northern Harbor, LLC

CONTRACT

PAY ESTIMATE

3655-0099-005
Thief River Streambank Stabilization Project (Muzzy & Thief River LLC Sites)
SEC 24 & 25, EXCEL TWP, MARSHALL COUNTY



 

 

Introduction  

Purpose of Buffer Procedures 
The Minnesota Board of Water and Soil Resources (BWSR) Board Adopted Buffer Procedures serve 
as the foundational framework for implementing the state’s Buffer Law. The Buffer Law requires 
landowners to establish and maintain perennial vegetation buffers along public waters and 
drainage ditches or to implement an approved alternative practice that provides water quality 
protection comparable to a buffer. The purpose of the law is to establish riparian buffers and water 
quality practices to: 

1. protect state water resources from erosion and runoff pollution 
2. stabilize soils, shores, and banks 
3. protect or provide riparian corridors 

While the law establishes a clear statewide mandate, a consistent and uniform approach was 
needed to ensure effective and ongoing implementation across Minnesota’s diverse landscapes 
and communities. To support this need, the BWSR Board adopted these Buffer Procedures to 
provide that critical understanding of expectations and consistency. These procedures provide a 
clear, standardized set of guidelines for local government units. 

• Soil and Water Conservation Districts (SWCDs)—to use when working with landowners. 
By defining specific methods for measuring buffer widths, verifying compliance, and 
documenting alternative conservation practices, the procedures help eliminate ambiguity 
and provide a clear roadmap for all parties involved. 

• Counties and Watershed Districts – for counties and watershed districts that choose to 
assume enforcement authority, the procedures outline provisions for determining 
consistent and adequate implementation of the law. This ensures uniform compliance and 
enforcement across jurisdictions.  

The procedures are arranged as a series of chapters that are specific to various aspects of 
implementation and the enforcement process. It’s important to note that while the procedures are 
organized into separate chapters, there is some overlap between them. Individual procedures may 
not function independently and should be understood within the broader context provided by the 
entire set of procedures. 

These procedures were adopted by the Board of Water and Soil Resources (BWSR) pursuant to 
Minnesota Statute §103F.48 to determine compliance. Statutes are subject to change, and if 
the language of this procedure differs from statute, we defer to statutory guidance. 

https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103f.48
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Promoting Collaboration and Conservation 
The BWSR Board Adopted Buffer Procedures serve not just as a regulatory manual but a tool for 
collaboration. They were designed to facilitate a partnership between state agencies, local 
governments, and landowners. By providing clarity and consistency, the procedures enable staff to 
have productive conversations with landowners and local staff, offering technical assistance and 
resources to help them achieve compliance and ensure timely and effective enforcement. This 
clear framework promotes trust and a shared sense of responsibility for protecting Minnesota’s 
invaluable water resources. In doing so, it ensures that the benefits of the Buffer Law are realized 
now and maintained into the future.  

 

 

  



 

  
DRAFT 09/23/2025 4 

 

Procedure 1: Election of Jurisdiction  
The water resources riparian protection requirements of the buffer law are related to the buffer 
provisions of the Public Drainage Law (Minnesota Laws, Chapter 103E) and state shoreland 
management standards. Counties and watershed districts serve as drainage authorities and 
counties locally administer the shoreland management program.  

This procedure is used to determine which LGU has the initial authority to elect jurisdiction for 
public waters and public drainage ditches. Landowners, local governments, and BWSR need clear 
and comprehensive guidance for enforcement of the buffer law to ensure consistency in 
application of the law statewide, and to easily identify which LGU has enforcement authority in 
cases where corrective actions are needed. 

When jurisdictional boundaries overlap, local governments units (LGUs) are encouraged to discuss 
and resolve which water bodies subject to the buffer law are being elected within each entity’s 
boundary. 

Procedure: 

To provide orderly administration of statutory responsibilities, the following provisions are required 
for counties and watershed districts electing jurisdiction via a resolution or other formal decision 
for enforcement of the buffer law. 

Counties 
When a county elects jurisdiction, it must:   

1. include all public waters within its boundary that require a minimum 50-foot average, 30-
foot minimum width buffer, as identified on the Buffer Protection Map 

2. include all public drainage ditches within its boundary that require a 16.5-foot width buffer, 
as identified on the Buffer Protection Map for which it is wholly or jointly the drainage 
authority1.  

A county may also elect jurisdiction on all public drainage ditches identified on the Buffer 
Protection Map within its boundary for which it is not the drainage authority, if the watershed 
district acting as the drainage authority does not elect jurisdiction.   

The county must provide a notice to BWSR and to all watershed districts and soil and water 
conservation districts within its boundary at minimum 60 days prior to the effective date of its 
decision to elect jurisdiction. 

 
1 See Minnesota statute §103F.201 to 103F.227, and Chapter 103E. 

https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103E/full
file://///edc1adminfs01.admin.state.mn.us/BWSR/Main/Programs-Policy/Buffers/NEW%20BUFFERS/PROCEDURES/2025_Draft%20Procedures/Draft%20Procedures%209-8-25/Buffer%20Protection%20Map
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Watershed Districts 
When a watershed district elects jurisdiction, it must: include all public drainage ditches within its 
boundary that require a 16.5-foot width buffer, as identified on the Buffer Protection Map, for which 
it is the drainage authority2.  
 
A watershed district may elect jurisdiction on all public waters identified on the Buffer Protection 
Map within its boundary, if the  county does not.  A watershed district may also elect jurisdiction on 
all public drainage ditches identified on the Buffer Protection Map within its boundary for which it is 
not the drainage authority if the county acting as the drainage authority does not. 

The watershed district must provide a notice at minimum 60 days prior to the effective date of its 
decision to BWSR and to all counties and soil and water conservation districts within its boundary. 

Notification 
Counties and watershed districts must submit to BWSR a copy of the rule, ordinance, or official 
control, consistent with Board Procedure on Review of County and Watershed District Buffer Rules, 
Ordinance, and Official Controls; BWSR staff will make a determination of adequacy within 60 days 
of receipt. 

Change in Previous Election 
A county or watershed district may change a previous election of jurisdiction by providing notice 
through a resolution or other formal decision to BWSR, all counties, all soil and water conservation 
districts, and all watershed districts within its boundary at least 60 days prior to the effective date 
of the decision. 

Should a change in jurisdiction occur, the following steps are recommended to ensure a smooth 
transition of enforcement authority: 

1. A county or watershed district that elects to discontinue jurisdiction should provide all 
records related to compliance and enforcement of Minnesota statute §103F.48 to BWSR 
prior to the effective date of the change in election.  

2. BWSR should provide all records related to compliance and enforcement of Minnesota 
Statute §103F.48 to a county or watershed district that elects jurisdiction prior to the 
effective date of the change in election.  

3. Riparian Protection Aid funds received from the Department of Revenue should be 
redistributed proportionally to the enforcement authorities with jurisdiction.  

 
2 see Chapter 103E 

file://///edc1adminfs01.admin.state.mn.us/BWSR/Main/Programs-Policy/Buffers/NEW%20BUFFERS/PROCEDURES/2025_Draft%20Procedures/Draft%20Procedures%209-8-25/Buffer%20Protection%20Map
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103f.48
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103f.48
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If a county or WD re-elects jurisdiction the board may consider past performance during its review 
to determine if the county or WD can again be with jurisdiction.  
 

Statutory References: 

• Public Drainage Law: Chapter 103E  
• Shoreland Management M.S. §103F.201 to 103F.227  
• Water resource protection requirements on public waters and public drainage systems: 

M.S. §103F.48, subd. 3, paragraph (b) 
• Local implementation and assistance: M.S. §103F.48, subd. 6.  
• Joint exercise of powers: M.S. §471.59.  
• Riparian Protection Aid: M.S. §477A.21  

 

  

https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103E/full
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103F/full
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103f.48#stat.103F.48.3
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103f.48#stat.103F.48.6
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/471.59
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/477a.21
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Procedure 2: BWSR’s Review of Buffer Rules, Ordinances, 
and Official Controls 
A county or watershed district may elect to exercise its jurisdiction to enforce the water resources 
riparian protection requirements. Pursuant to Minnesota Statute §103F.48, subd. 1(j) and subd. 
7(c), a county or watershed district must submit their rule, ordinance, or other official control to 
BWSR to comply with the legislative requirements. 

Providing clarity in how BWSR reviews rules, ordinances, or other official controls used to carry out 
the compliance provisions of the buffer law will help with statewide consistent application of the 
buffer law. This procedure also provides an expected timeline for the review, and what to expect if 
official controls are not sufficient in order to make corrections. 

Procedure: 
County and watershed district buffer rules, ordinances and official controls will be reviewed by 
BWSR as provided below: 

1. BWSR staff will review the enforcement and appeals procedures of county and watershed 
district rules, ordinances, or other official controls to determine if they contain adequate 
provisions to ensure compliance and effective enforcement of the riparian buffer law.  

a. If the county or watershed official controls propose using administrative penalty 
order (APO) authority3 as the enforcement mechanism, BWSR will also evaluate 
whether the county or watershed district APO plan is consistent with the plan 
adopted by BWSR.  

b. The adequacy and/or consistency review of official controls will be completed 
within 60 days of receipt unless mutually extended.  

c. BWSR will send the adequacy and/or consistency determination to the county or 
watershed district electronically. 

 

2. Counties and watershed districts that elect to exercise their jurisdiction must submit the 
following information to BWSR at least 60 days prior to the effective date of the rule, 
ordinance, or other official control which includes:  

i. The resolution or other formal decision of the county or watershed district 
governing body documenting adoption of the official control 

ii. The official control adopted by the county or watershed district governing body 
iii. A document that describes how the official control departs from the model 

ordinance or rule developed by BWSR (if applicable) 

 
3 Minnesota Statute §103B.101, subdivision 12a 

https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103f.48
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103b.101#stat.103B.101.12a
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Failure to provide the required information will result in a determination by BWSR that the rule, 
ordinance, or other official control does not contain adequate provisions to ensure compliance and 
effective enforcement of the law. 

A county or watershed district may vary the procedures outlined in the APO Plan on the BWSR 
Enforcement Page pertaining to the penalty amount and interval of recurrence to the extent it is 
consistent with Part A of BWSR’s APO Plan. The submission of an APO Plan with changes from the 
BWSR APO Plan should include adequate justification and be based on considerations that include 
the extent, gravity, and willfulness of the noncompliance. 

Any change from a prior adopted official control must be submitted to BWSR at least 60 days prior 
to the effective date of the change. 

The option of a county or watershed district to modify or delegate a previous election of jurisdiction 
and the adoption an official control will follow the same review as provided above. 

Local Government Implementation and Enforcement Options: 
Each county and watershed district should consult with their legal counsel in preparing and 
adopting rules, ordinances, or other official controls for local enforcement of the water resources 
riparian protection requirements of Minnesota Statute §103F.48.  

Counties and watershed districts that decide to elect jurisdiction have several enforcement 
options: 

• Adopt BWSR’s Model County Buffer Ordinance or Rule with no or only non-substantive 
changes 

• Adopt BWSR’s Model County Buffer Ordinance or Rule with revisions that allow for local 
priorities that are at least as restrictive as those in M.S. §103F.48 

• Incorporate the water resources riparian protection requirements of M.S. §103F.48 into an 
existing local ordinance, rule, or other official control 

• Use the APO authority4 and adopt a standalone local APO plan as an official control or with 
one of the above options 

• Implement other options that are available to counties and watershed districts in statute 

Compliance Determinations 
Local units of government are encouraged to consult with BWSR staff throughout the process to 
assist in the development of local enforcement provisions consistent with the water resources 
riparian protection requirements of Minnesota law. 

 
4 granted in M.S. §103B.101, subd. 12a 

file://///edc1adminfs01.admin.state.mn.us/BWSR/Main/Programs-Policy/Buffers/NEW%20BUFFERS/PROCEDURES/2025_Draft%20Procedures/Draft%20Procedures%209-8-25/BWSR%20Enforcement%20Page
file://///edc1adminfs01.admin.state.mn.us/BWSR/Main/Programs-Policy/Buffers/NEW%20BUFFERS/PROCEDURES/2025_Draft%20Procedures/Draft%20Procedures%209-8-25/BWSR%20Enforcement%20Page
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103f.48
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103b.101#stat.103B.101.12a
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All decisions will be based on a standard of review that ensures equitable compliance provisions 
are in place. If the initial determination is that a county or watershed district lacks adequate 
controls to ensure compliance, BWSR staff will assist that local unit of government in addressing 
the necessary measures to change the initial determination and achieve compliance. 

Enforcement and Penalty Procedures for Noncompliance 
BWSR has the statutory responsibility to determine whether local government units that elect 
jurisdiction have official controls that contain adequate provisions to ensure compliance and 
effective enforcement of the Riparian Protection and Water Quality Practices of Minnesota Statute.  

Statutory References: 

• Definitions: M.S. §103F.48, subd.1 
• Local implementation and assistance: M.S. §103F.48, subd. 6.  
• Corrective Actions: M.S. §103F.48, subd. 7  
• Appeals and validations and penalty orders: M.S. §103F.48, subd. 9  
• Authority to issue penalty orders: M.S. §103B.101, subd. 12a  
• Corrective actions: M.S. §103B.102, subd. 4.  

 

  

https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103f.48#stat.103F.48.1
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103f.48#stat.103F.48.6
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103f.48#stat.103F.48.7
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103f.48#stat.103F.48.9
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103b.101#stat.103B.101.12a
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103b.102#stat.103B.102.4
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Procedure 3: SWCD Determination of Buffer Compliance 
Status           

Landowners of parcels adjacent to a water body identified on the Department of Natural 
Resources’ Buffer Protection Map  are required to establish and maintain a perennially-vegetated 
buffer or an approved alternative practice. Having a consistent framework for compliance reviews 
of these requirements helps landowners understand the expectations of the buffer law. It also 
provides a consistent framework for SWCDs, counties, watershed districts, and BWSR for 
determining compliance on buffer application and alternative practices. 

SWCDs must provide planning and technical assistance to landowners, implementation of 
approved alternative practices, and tracking progress.5  

A consistent process provides a framework for tracking compliance so that reporting expectations 
of local governments aren’t arbitrary. 

Procedure: 

Reviews will be done by utilizing various means, including to site visits, aerial photography, 
websites with imagery, drive-bys, and drones. Compliance reviews will conform with the following 
provisions:  

1. Compliance status will be determined and tracked on a parcel-by-parcel basis as identified 
by a unique, locally-defined property identification number or description.  

2. Each bank or edge of a water body within an individual parcel will be reviewed 
independently. 

3. The SWCD will verify and approve alternative practices. 

Statutory References: 

• Water Resource protection requirements: M.S. §103F.48, subd. 3 
• Local implementation and assistance: M.S. §103F.48, subd. 6 
• Withholding funding: M.S. §103F.48, subd. 8 

  

 
5 Minn. Stat. 103F.48, subd. 6 

file://///edc1adminfs01.admin.state.mn.us/BWSR/Main/Programs-Policy/Buffers/NEW%20BUFFERS/PROCEDURES/2025_Draft%20Procedures/Draft%20Procedures%209-8-25/Buffer%20Protection%20Map
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103f.48#stat.103F.48.3
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103f.48#stat.103F.48.6
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103f.48#stat.103F.48.8
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103f.48#stat.103F.48.6
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Procedure 4: SWCD Reporting and Compliance 
Monitoring 
SWCDs are required to provide reporting to BWSR to ensure they are tracking progress towards 
compliance. Landowners also need assurance of consistent and equitable enforcement of the 
Buffer Law.   

SWCDs need to systematically collect information regarding compliance that can be used to 
assure implementation and documentation for enforcement as needed. Additionally, BWSR needs 
a basis for withholding funds from a SWCD that fails to implement the law or board-adopted 
procedures. 

Procedure: 

SWCDs are required to adopt a monitoring plan and post the plan on its website. The plan must 
include the following minimum requirements: 

• Ongoing compliance tracking of all parcels subject to the Buffer Law, at least once every 
three years. 

• How to respond to landowner requests for validations of compliance.  
• Random spot checks of parcels that will be conducted in addition to tracking all parcels.  
• Guidance for responding to complaints of noncompliance in a timely fashion. 

 

SWCDs must update progress tracking  by June 1 and December 1 of all parcels that have been 
assessed, reviewed, or that have changed status since the prior reporting  deadline in one of the 
following formats : 

• Buffer Compliance and Tracking Tool (BuffCAT) 

• GIS shapefile in a format prescribed by BWSR 

 

Statutory References 

• Local implementation and assistance: M.S. §103F.48, subd. 6 
• Withholding funding: M.S. §103F.48, subd. 8 

  

https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103f.48#stat.103F.48.6
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103f.48#stat.103F.48.8
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Procedure 5: Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System 
(MS4) Exemption 
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System/State Disposal System (NPDES/SDS) program 
municipal separate storm sewer system (MS4) permittees are not required to take any action 
regarding this exemption. 

As it relates to the buffer law, it is important for landowners to know if the MS4 permittee has or is 
planning an infrastructure project with water quality protection comparable to the buffer protection 
for their parcel. The MS4 permittee also needs to know that they may be able to help landowners 
with cultivated lands achieve eligibility for an exemption from the buffer law requirements by 
accomplishing a project with comparable water quality protection. SWCDs need to know – for 
progress tracking and compliance validation – if an infrastructure project with water quality 
protection comparable to a buffer for a parcel is being provided by the MS4 permittee. 

Procedure: 

Minnesota Statute §103F.48, subd. 5(4) authorizes an exemption for land regulated by a 
NPDES/SDS permit under Minnesota Rules, Chapter 7090 and provides water resources riparian 
protection, in any of the following categories: 

1. Municipal separate system sewer system (MS4) 
2. Construction storm water (CSW) 
3. Industrial storm water (ISW) 

Actions that meet the “water resources riparian protection” provision include: 

1. Perennially rooted vegetation as prescribed in M.S. §103F.48, subdivision 3, paragraph 
(a) 

2. Alternative riparian water quality practices as prescribed in M.S. §103F.48, subdivision 
3, para. (b) 

3. Projects with comparable water quality protection provided by MS4-managed or -
sponsored infrastructure.  

NPDES/SDS Program MS4 permittees that choose to take action to support this exemption should: 

1. Have implemented a MS4 permittee sponsored project that provides water quality 
protection comparable to a buffer for the parcel seeking the exemption 

2. Provide evidence to the landowner and the respective soil and water conservation 
district (SWCD) 

https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103f.48#stat.103F.48.5
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/rules/7090/
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103f.48#stat.103F.48.3
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103f.48#stat.103F.48.3
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103f.48#stat.103F.48.3
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Statutory References: 

• Exemptions: M.S. §103F.48, subd. 5, sub-part (4) 

 

Procedure 6: SWCD Alternative Practices Assessment 
and Determination 

SWCDs play a critical role in the implementation of Minnesota’s Buffer Law. The law directs 
SWCDs to: 

• Assist landowners with implementation 
• Determine compliance 
• Notify the appropriate enforcement authority of noncompliant parcels  

A landowner may meet Buffer Law requirements by adopting an alternative practice specified in the 
Buffer Law. SWCDs must evaluate the water quality benefits of an alternative practice(s) on a 
parcel-by-parcel basis and issue a determination on compliance6.  

Procedure: 

For an SWCD to determine that an alternative practice provides water quality protection 
comparable to a buffer, the alternative practice(s) proposed or implemented must: 

• Treat all water running off a parcel which would otherwise be treated by a M.S. §103F.48 
prescribed buffer prior to entering a waterbody identified on the Buffer Protection Map. 

• Provide treatment or protections from erosion and runoff pollution, including suspended 
solids, sediment, and sediment associated constituents at least equivalent to that which 
the buffer would provide. 

• Account for the stability of soils, shores, and banks.  
 

SWCDs must also retain copies of these assessments. The SWCD should provide the landowner 
with documentation of the assessment and practice location maps for recordkeeping and 
implementation.   

This procedure provides a consistent framework for SWCDs and landowners to determine whether 
alternative practices provide a “comparable water quality benefit” and to confirm whether those 
alternative practices meet riparian buffer standards. 

 
6 Minn. Stat. §103F.48, subd. 3(d) 

https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103f.48#stat.103F.48.5
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103f.48#stat.103F.48.3
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BWSR-Approved Alternative Practices for Common Landscape Settings 
Documentation of alternative practices for a specific parcel shall utilize the following steps:   

1. Confirm that the landscape setting and buffer requirement are consistent with a BWSR-
approved Common Landscape alternative practice. 

2. Include maps or diagrams showing runoff patterns and locations of the practices, 
confirming all water that would be treated by a buffer is addressed.  

3. Evaluate soil, shoreline, and bank stability to ensure the long-term sustainability of the 
alternative practice.   

4. Confirm that the practice(s) align with BWSR’s approved conditions. 

SWCD-Approved Alternative Practices Based on Local Site-Specific 
Landscape Conditions  

        
1. Confirm that practices were completed as proposed.  
2. Include maps or diagrams showing how runoff is managed, confirming all water otherwise 

treated by a buffer is addressed.  
3. Evaluate soil, shoreline, and bank stability to ensure sustainability.  
4. Confirm that the practice is consistent with the Natural Resources Conservation Service 

(NRCS) Field Office Technical Guide (FOTG) standards.  
5. Identify the water quality assessment method used to determine water quality benefit and 

document results. 

As part of fulfilling these statutory directives, SWCDs may, upon request by a landowner, issue a 
validation of compliance. The statutory responsibilities of SWCDs require them to determine 
whether a parcel is in compliance when requested by a landowner or as a part of tracking progress 
towards compliance. This validation may be issued if the buffer has been properly installed or if the 
SWCD determines that implemented alternative practices provide comparable water quality 
protections to a buffer. 

 

Statutory References: 

• Water Resource protection requirements: M.S. §103F.48, subd. 3 
• Local implementation and assistance: M.S. §103F.48, subd. 6 

 

  

https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103f.48#stat.103F.48.3
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103f.48#stat.103F.48.6
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Procedure 7: Other Alternative Practices Approved by the 
Board 
To provide a consistent process for consideration of alternative water quality practices, this 
procedure describes how local governments, other interested parties, and BWSR consider 
alternative water quality practice(s) that differ from or are not found in the Natural Resources 
Conservation Service (NRCS) Field Office Technical Guide so they may potentially be used as an 
alternative to the standard vegetated buffer widths requirements. 

Procedure: 

Alternative practices that are different from the prescribed standard or do not exist in the NRCS 
Field Office Technical Guide can be considered for use as a practice statewide as follows: 

1. Via a written request to BWSR, for the purposes of evaluating: 
a. whether the proposed practices provide comparable water quality protection  
b. whether the proposed methods provide adequate evidence that comparable water 

quality protections will be achieved 

2. Within 60 days of receiving a request, the BWSR Executive Director or designee must review 
the proposal and supporting documentation and determine whether the proposal has 
technical merit and may be reviewed by a technical advisory team, or whether it should be 
denied.  

3. If it has technical merit, the Executive Director may convene a technical advisory team to 
review the proposal which  may include staff representation from the following agencies: 

• Board of Water and Soil Resources 
• Minnesota Department of Natural Resources 
• Minnesota Pollution Control Agency 
• Minnesota Department of Health 
• Minnesota Department of Agriculture 
• University of Minnesota 
• United States Department of Agriculture – NRCS 

The BWSR Executive Director may invite other experts to participate or provide input. 

4. A technical advisory team shall report its determination on the proposal to the Buffers, 
Soils, and Drainage Committee which shall evaluate the report and make a 
recommendation to the BWSR Board. 

5. The BWSR Board will consider the recommendation from the Buffers, Soils, and Drainage 
Committee and determine whether the practice(s) or method(s) will be included as a 
Board-approved alternative water quality practice.  

Statutory References: 

• Water Resource protection requirements: M.S. §103F.48, subd. 3 

https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103f.48#stat.103F.48.3
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Procedure 8:  Implementation of Jurisdictional 
Responsibilities  
Minnesota Statutes, sections 103F.48 and 103B.101 set forth several requirements regarding 
implementation of the buffer law. Entities responsible for implementing these statutory 
requirements and the requirements contained within each entity’s own official controls are 
encouraged to consult with their attorney should they have questions. 

Local governments required to carry out their elected jurisdictional duties or that are considering 
whether to elect jurisdiction under the buffer law need to know what the expectations are for 
enforcing the requirements of the buffer law and board adopted procedures. To ensure that actions 
to bring about compliance are taken as soon as reasonably practical, and that applicable statute of 
limitations are not exceeded, a uniform set of timeline expectations for enforcement actions is 
needed to ensure compliance in a timely, predictable, and consistent manner. BWSR also needs to 
have a consistent basis for potential actions to withhold funding or to revoke jurisdiction.   
 

Procedure:  
 

The following actions are necessary to ensure timely and consistent application of the jurisdictional 
enforcement responsibilities elected under Minnesota statute §103F.48, the buffer law and board 
adopted procedures. 

 
1. Following receipt of a Notice of Noncompliance (NON) from a soil and water conservation 

district (SWCD), the county or watershed district (WD) with jurisdiction over the 
noncompliant site must provide the landowner with a list of corrective actions to be taken 
to come into compliance and a practical timeline for doing so through the issuance of a 
Corrective Action Notice (CAN).  
• The CAN must be issued within 45 days from receipt of the NON.  
• The CAN must mandate compliance with conditions by a specific date that must be no 

later than 11 months from its issuance. 
• A copy of the CAN must be sent to BWSR as required by statute.  

 
2. If the landowner does not comply with the conditions of the CAN, the county or WD must 

pursue compliance through enforcement mechanisms identified in its adopted ordinance 
or rule. 
• Enforcement must be pursued within 30 days following the landowner’s failure to meet 

the deadline for compliance identified in the CAN through the issuance of the elected 
enforcement mechanism.  

• The county or WD must copy BWSR as required by statute on the enforcement 
documentation used to pursue compliance.    

https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103F.48
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103b.101
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3. If after 6 months from the date the enforcement mechanism was issued the parcel remains 

noncompliant, the county or WD must initiate further actions to ensure the parcel is 
brought into compliance under the authorities of its adopted rules, ordinances, and official 
controls.  
 
• The county or WD must notify BWSR of its intended action and associated timelines. 
• The county or WD must periodically update BWSR on process and outcome.  
 

4. If at any time following the receipt of a NON, the county or WD, individually or in 
consultation with the SWCD, determines a parcel to be compliant or that no further 
enforcement action is needed, it must provide notification to BWSR within 30 days of that 
determination. Notification to BWSR must include one of the following forms of compliance 
documentation: 

• Validation of compliance issued by the SWCD 
• A violation conclusion form issued by the enforcement entity as provided by BWSR 

 
  
Statutory References: 

• Definitions: M.S. §103F.48, subd. 1 
• Corrective Actions: M.S. §103F.48, subd. 7 

 
 
  

https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103F.48#stat.103F.48.1
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103F.48#stat.103F.48.7


 

  
DRAFT 09/23/2025 18 

 

Procedure 9: Withholding Funds for Failure to Implement 
Failure to implement the Buffer Law occurs when the Board of Water and Soil Resources 
determines that an SWCD or local water management authority has failed to implement one or 
more of the statutory duties listed under M.S. §103F.48. BWSR needs to have a consistent basis for 
potential actions to withhold funding for a local government’s insufficient implementation of 
statutory responsibilities. These statutory duties include the responsibilities outlined below.  

Procedure: 

Responsibilities of SWCDs 
1. Evaluate compliance with the Buffer Law when requested by a landowner and issue a 

Validation of Compliance if applicable (subd. 3(d)). 
2. Assist landowners with implementation of the Buffer Law including planning, technical 

assistance, implementation of approved alternative practices, and tracking progress 
towards compliance with the requirements provided (subd. 6). 

3. Notify the county or watershed district with jurisdiction when it determines a landowner is 
not in compliance with the Buffer Law (subd. 7). 

4. Notify the county or watershed district with jurisdiction and BWSR when it determines a 
landowner is out of compliance with the Buffer Law through the issuance of a Notice of 
Noncompliance (NON)(subd. 7). 
 

Responsibilities of Local Water Management Authority 
1. When notified by an SWCD that a landowner is not in compliance with this section, the 

county or watershed district with jurisdiction must provide the landowner with a list of 
corrective actions needed to achieve compliance and a practical timeline to meet the 
requirements in this section. 

2. The county or watershed district with jurisdiction must provide a copy of the Corrective 
Action Notice (CAN) to BWSR (subd. 7(a)). 

3. If the landowner does not comply with the list of actions and timeline provided, the county 
or watershed district may enforce this section under the authority granted in 
section 103B.101, subdivision 12a, or by rule of the watershed district or ordinance or other 
official control of the county. (subd. 7(c)). 

 

Statutory References 

• Water Resource protection requirements: M.S. §103F.48, subd. 3 
• Local implementation and assistance: M.S. §103F.48, subd. 6 
• Corrective Actions: M.S. §103F.48, subd. 7 
• Withholding funding: M.S. §103F.48, subd. 8  

https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103F.48
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103F.48#stat.103F.48.3
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103F.48#stat.103F.48.6
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103F.48#stat.103F.48.7
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103F.48#stat.103F.48.7
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103F.48#stat.103F.48.7
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103b.101#stat.103B.101.12a
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103F.48#stat.103F.48.7
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103f.48#stat.103F.48.3
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103f.48#stat.103F.48.6
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103F.48#stat.103F.48.7
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103f.48#stat.103F.48.8
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Procedure 10:  Revoking Jurisdiction of County or 
Watershed District 
If a county or WD exercising jurisdiction fails to implement actions consistent with M.S. §103F.48, 
its enforcement authority, or board adopted procedures, BWSR staff will contact the local 
government unit in writing to detail its concerns and outline the required corrective actions to take 
place. This procedure provides a predictable and definable process for potential board action 
associated with a staff recommendation to revoke the jurisdictional status of a county or WD if the 
adoption and implementation of rule, ordinance, or official controls are not in compliance with the 
requirements of this section or board-adopted procedures. 

Procedure:  
 
If a county or WD fails to respond or take significant action towards implementation of the Buffer 
Law with an acceptable plan following communication and dialogue with BWSR staff, BWSR will 
formally notify the county or WD of its specific findings and that it will commence with proceedings 
where jurisdiction may be revoked.  

 
1. The notice will request that the county or WD appear at a hearing before the board’s Dispute 

Resolution Committee (DRC)7 to discuss this matter. The hearing will be conducted in 
accordance with BWSR bylaws and as described below.  
 

2. Within 30 days of BWSR’s notice of findings that jurisdiction may be revoked, a county or 
WD must provide a written record of all actions it has taken with respect to the items 
identified in BWSR’s findings as deficient.  

 
3. The process for a hearing before the DRC8 regarding Revocation of Jurisdiction is: 

 
a. The DRC will establish a schedule for the hearing which may include filing written 

briefs 
b. Set a date and time for when the matter will be heard  
c. The DRC conducts a hearing  
d. Any DRC recommendation to revoke jurisdiction will go to the BWSR board for final 

decision 
 

 
7 The DRC is a committee of the full BWSR board created to hear and resolve disputes, appeals, and 
interventions. 
8  Board order establishing this process and designates the DRC as the appropriate forum to hear and resolve 
these matters under the authority provided in Minn. Stat. §103B.101, subds. 4 and 10, and 103F.48, subd. 1(j). 

https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103b.101
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4. A county or WD may re-elect jurisdiction after no less than two years from the date 
jurisdiction was revoked by the board.  

 
5. If a county or WD re-elects jurisdiction the board may consider past performance during its 

review to determine if the county or WD can again be with jurisdiction.  
 

Statutory References:  

• Definitions: M.S. §103F.48, subd. 1 
• Hearings, Orders, and Rulemaking: M.S. §103B.101, subd. 7 
• Committee for Dispute Resolution: M.S. §103B.101, subd. 10 

 

  

https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103f.48#stat.103F.48.1
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103b.101#stat.103B.101.7
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103b.101#stat.103B.101.10
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Procedure 11: Local Water Resources Riparian Protection 
(“Other Watercourse”) 
Soil and water conservation districts (SWCDs) may identify additional watercourses that are not 
included on the Buffer Protection Map to their local water management authority to be included in 
riparian buffer protection areas. This procedure is intended to provide assurance that the SWCD 
summary of other watercourses is developed in a systematic and rational manner, based on 
watershed data, water quality, and land use information. The local water management authority 
needs these assurances to sustain the credibility of their state-approved local water management 
plan when they seek state funds or pursue other endeavors that have a prerequisite of a state-
approved local water management plan. 

Procedure: 

Each SWCD should take the following steps to develop, adopt, and submit the other watercourses 
to the local water management authority: 

1. Consult with the local water management authorities within its jurisdiction. 
2. Consider watershed data, water quality, and land use information. 
3. Assess the water quality benefits that buffers or alternative practices could provide to local 

water resources that were not included on the Buffer Protection Map.  
4. Prepare a rationale for inclusion of waters that were not included on the Buffer Protection 

Map prior to local adoption of the summary of watercourses(or exclusion of some waters).  
5. Adopt a resolution by the SWCD board establishing the summary of watercourses in map or 

list form and submit it to all local water management authorities within their jurisdiction.  

Statutory References: 

• Local Water Resources; Riparian Protection: M.S. §103F.48, subd. 4 
• Local implementation and assistance: M.S. §103F.48, subd. 6 
• Comprehensive Watershed Management Planning Program (One Watershed One Plan): M.S. 

§103B.801 
• Water plan review and approval elements: Minnesota Laws, Chapters 103B, 103D.  

 

 

 

https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103f.48#stat.103F.48.4
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103f.48#stat.103F.48.6
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103b.801
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103B/full
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/cite/103D/full






0

10000

2
0
0
0
0

30
0
0
0

40000 5
0
0
0
0

60000

7
0
0
0
0

80
00

0

9
0
0
0
0

10
00

00

11
0
0
0
0 1

2
0
0
0
0

13
0
0
0
0

14
00

00

15
00

00
16

00
00

170000

180000

190000

200000

Red Lake River

Lost River

Hill River

Clearwater River - Project 3

North Clearwater Unorganized

Gully Township

Winsor Township

Garnes Township

Chester Township

Hickory Township

Equality Township

Lambert Township

Johnson Township

Star Township Upper Red Lake Unorganized

Mayfield Township Deer Park Township

Hangaard Township

Kratka Township

Lessor Township
Eden Township

Greenwood Township

Highlanding Township

Hill River Township

Garnes North Twp

Leon Township

Equality North Twp,

Pine Lake Township

Emardville
Twp

Wyandotte
Twp

Smiley
Twp

Badger
Twp

Gully

Trail

Gonvick

Oklee

QR92

Red Lake R

Lost R Clearwater R

®

0 1 2 3 40.5

Mi

Scale: 1:235,000

Red Lake
Watershed District
RLWD Project 3
Clearwater River

Polk, Red Lake,
Pennington, Clearwater Counties

Clearwater River
Subwatershed

R 49W

T
w

p
 1

5
3
N

R 48W

T
w

p
 1

5
2
N

Project 3

Project 3 Benefitted Areas

County Boundary

Township Boundary

Section Boundary

City

Re
d R

ive
r o

f th
e N

ort
h

N
. 
D

a
k
o

ta

M
in

n
e
s
o
ta

Project 3

T
w

p
 1

5
2
N

T
w

p
 1

5
1
N

T
w

p
 1

5
0
N

T
w

p
 1

4
9
N

R 41W R 40W R 39W R 38W R 37W









 
 

Administrator’s Report 
November 25, 2025 

 
 
 
MN DNR Strategic Plan: Included in the packet is a letter to the MnDNR from the RRWMB commenting 
on the MnDNR Strategic Plan 
 
Turtle Connection Cross: Polk County Commissioners will review the Turtle Cross Connection easements 
on their December 2, 2025, Board meeting. District staff made contact with one landowner last week that 
we had not previously spoken to.  The District received EAW comments from MnDNR, SHPPO, and 
MPCA. 
 
Clearwater Lake: Included in the packet is the Clearwater Lake Association newsletter “Dockside”. 
 
Moose River/JD 21: Davidson Construction has completed one of the three rock riffles in the Moose 
River/JD 21 system.  The side water inlets were recently installed, with the landowner reseeding the buffer 
strip.  Davidson will be required to replant any disturbed buffer strips.  
 
Mn Watersheds Annual Meeting: Administrator Audette will leave Monday afternoon for the MN 
Watersheds Convention and will not return until Friday.  Staff members Hanson, Bushy, Rychlock and 
Deselich will attend all or parts of the conference.  Hanson will be presenting at the conference. 
 
RLWD Strategic Plan: Staff and Board committee members will be meeting with Moriya Rufer, Houston 
Engineering, and Matt Fischer, BWSR, regarding the Strategic Plan either during the MN Watersheds 
Conference or on December 8th. 
 
Flood Damage Reduction Work Group: The next FDRWG meeting will be held in conjunction with the 
Annual Prairie Grains Conference in Grand Forks on December 10th. 
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November 20, 2025 
 
Sarah Strommen 
Commissioner 
Minnesota Department of Natural Resources 
500 Lafayette Road 
St. Paul, MN 55155 
 
RE: Comment on Minnesota DNR’s 2023 – 2027 Strategic Plan and Conservation Agenda 
and Integration of RRWMB Priorities 
 
Dear Commissioner Strommen, 
 
The Red River Watershed Management Board (RRWMB) appreciates the opportunity to provide 
comments on the Minnesota Department of Natural Resources’ (DNR) 2023–2027 Strategic 
Plan and the ongoing implementation of the 10-Year Conservation Agenda. The DNR’s work 
plays a critical role in sustaining the health of Minnesota’s natural resources, and we value the 
long-standing partnership between our organizations, particularly through the 1998 Red River 
Basin Flood Mediation Agreement, the Flood Damage Reduction Work Group (FDRWG), and 
collaborative watershed-scale efforts. 
 
As the organization responsible for basin-wide coordination of flood mitigation – water storage, 
water quality, habitat, Natural Resource Enhancement (NRE), and multipurpose water 
management in the Minnesota portion of the Red River Basin, the RRWMB respectfully offers 
the following comments to help ensure that the unique hydrologic, ecological, economic, and 
community needs of the Red River Basin are adequately represented in the State’s strategic 
vision. 
 

1. Recognition of the Red River Basin’s Unique Hydrology and Flooding Challenges: 
The DNR Strategic Plan appropriately emphasizes holistic watershed management, 
climate resilience, and the conservation of Minnesota’s waters and lands. However, the 
Red River Basin’s distinct hydrology is characterized by extremely flat topography, 
northward river flow, ice-constrained spring runoff, and flood timing, which creates 
challenges unlike those found elsewhere in Minnesota. We respectfully request that the 
Plan: 
• Explicitly recognize the Red River Basin as a unique hydrologic region, consistent 

with the RRWMB’s 2019 Strategic Plan. 
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• Acknowledge the role of distributed, watershed-based retention and peak flow 
reduction in climate adaptation, water management, groundwater recharge, natural 
resource protection, and rural economic stability. 
 

From our standpoint, this recognition is essential for aligning statewide climate and water 
policy with on-the-ground hydrology in northwestern Minnesota. 

 
2. Integration of the 1998 Flood Mediation Agreement as a Model for Collaborative 

Natural Resource Management: The 1998 Red River Basin Flood Mediation Agreement 
is one of Minnesota’s most successful models of partnership, collaborative science-based 
decision-making, and conflict resolution. It has led to decades of delivered projects that 
balance flood mitigation – water storage and NRE’s. We recommend that the DNR 
Strategic Plan and Conservation Agenda: 
• Explicitly reaffirm the Mediation Agreement framework as a foundation for Basin 

project development. 
 

• Continue support for the Project Team process, RRWMB Technical Advisory 
Committee review, and the FDRWG’s Technical and Scientific Advisory Committee’s 
scientific evaluation frameworks. 
 

• Highlight this Agreement as a model for multi-jurisdictional resource management. 
 

3. Alignment With RRWMB Technical Standards and Science-Based Drainage 
Guidance: The RRWMB emphasizes basin-wide consistency through science-based 
technical standards, including: 
• Red River Retention Authority – Basin Technical Scientific Advisory Committee 

(BTSAC) Briefing Papers Nos. 2 and 3 on subsurface and surface drainage. 
 

• FDRWG Technical Paper No. 11 on culvert sizing. 
 

• Guidance on multipurpose drainage water management, two-stage ditches, tile 
controls, gated and ungated storage, and maintaining non-contributing areas. 

 
These standards are central to improving water quality, reducing peak flows, and 
balancing the needs of agriculture, communities, and natural systems. We ask the DNR 
to recognize these technical standards and guidance as basin-specific principles that 
support agricultural viability while improving water quality and ecological integrity. 

  
4. Integration of the 20% Peak Flow Reduction Goal and Distributed Storage: The Red 

River Basin Commission along with partners such as the RRWMB have adopted a 20% 
peak flow reduction goal as part of the Long-Term Flood Solutions Strategy. This target is 
grounded in basin-scale hydraulic modeling and supported by the RRWMB Policy and 
Operations Manual (2022). We request that the DNR: 
• Include the 20% flow reduction benchmark as a recognized climate adaptation and 

water resilience strategy in the Red River Basin. 
 

• Prioritize distributed storage (both gated and ungated) as a climate-mitigation and 
ecological strategy under Strategic Plan Goal 1. 
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5. Consideration of Agricultural Landscapes, Farmland Protection, and Rural 
Infrastructure: Agriculture is the dominant land use and economic driver in the Basin, 
and the RRWMB prioritizes the protection of farmland, on-farm infrastructure, rural roads, 
culverts, and communities. The DNR Strategic Plan references natural resource-based 
economies generally but does not explicitly address the needs of agriculture-dependent 
watersheds such as the Red River Basin. We ask the DNR to: 
• Explicitly include agricultural landscapes and rural infrastructure as part of 

Minnesota’s natural resource economy (Strategic Plan Goal 3). 
 

• Recognize the connections among soil health, drainage management, water quality, 
and flood mitigation – water storage. 

 
These considerations are vital to sustaining both ecological systems and rural 
communities. 

 
6. Support for Monitoring, Modeling, and Long-Term Data Infrastructure: The RRWMB 

invests significantly in, USGS stream gaging partnerships, LiDAR-based tools, River 
Watch Program water quality and education programs, and basin-wide hydrologic and 
hydraulic modeling. These efforts directly support the DNR’s goals of adaptive 
management, climate resilience, and scientifically sound decision-making. We ask the 
DNR to: 
• Recognize the RRWMB as a key technical partner supporting statewide climate and 

watershed data needs. 
 

• Further collaborate in securing stable, long-term funding for monitoring networks, 
modeling systems, and watershed-based decision tools. 

 
7. Inclusion of RRWMB in DNR Engagement Processes: As the entity responsible for 

basin-wide water management, the RRWMB respectfully requests: 
• Representation in future Engage DNR processes regarding watershed management, 

climate adaptation, regulatory changes, and implementation of the Conservation 
Agenda. 
 

• Participation in relevant advisory committees and planning groups. 
 

This will strengthen coordination and ensure policies reflect regional hydrologic and 
economic realities. 

 
The RRWMB strongly believes that flood mitigation – water storage projects contribute to the 
overall base of Minnesota’s natural resources. These projects have resulted in thousands of 
acres of new grasslands, wetlands, pollinator habitat, and NRE’s, which are also beneficial 
regionally. Our membership currently has 82,000 acre-feet of water storage in progress, which 
will control upstream drainage and will provide water quality benefits and habitat acres such as: 

• Water Quality (Redpath Impoundment and Roseau Lake Rehabilitation Projects: 
o Sediment Reductions – 514 Tons/Year.  
o Phosphorus Reductions – 256 Lbs/Year. 
o Nitrogen Reductions – 3,383 Lbs/Year. 
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• Klondike Clean Water Retention Project - Reductions at Impoundment Outlet Via MPCA 
Model: 

o Sediment 62%. 
o Total Nitrogen 81%. 
o Total Phosphorus 77%. 

 
• Habitat: 

o 10,250 acres of wetland and grassland created, enhanced, or restored. 
o 10 Stream Miles created, enhanced, or restored. 

 
The RRWMB appreciates the opportunity to provide this input and commends the DNR for its 
commitment to climate resilience, natural resource conservation, and collaborative stewardship. 
We respectfully request consideration of the priorities outlined in this letter as the DNR 
continues to implement the 2023 – 2027 Strategic Plan and Conservation Agenda.  
We look forward to continued partnership in advancing effective, science-based, and 
cooperative water management outcomes for the Red River Basin and the State of Minnesota. 
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
Sincerely,    Sincerely, 
 

 
 
John Finney    Robert L. Sip 
President    Executive Director 
 
 
CC: RRWMB Managers 
 RRWMB Membership 
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Howdy CLAA members and friends!

Alas, another summer season has ended. Boat 
off the lake? Check. Dock in? Check. Yard work 
done for the approaching cold weather? Work 
in Progress, at least until the snow flies! Loons 
have changed to their winter plumage. Check. 
Did you know that adult loons migrate before the 
immature ones? Nice thing about the summer 
season ending is, for us snow lovers (I know I’m 
not the only one, c’mon, admit it), the winter 
season is approaching. My snow loving mantra 
is “we’re one day closer to snow than we were 
yesterday”.

Some nature notes. We are in a drought. It is very 
dry. We could sure use some rain. It has been 
windy. Holy cow. The last three days (I’m writing 
this missive October 13) were excessively so. 
Whitecaps all over the place, probably the most 
I’ve ever seen on Clearwater Lake. My anemometer, 
otherwise known as wind gauge, was registering 
gusts over twenty miles an hour and was reading a 
steady twelve to fifteen miles an hour. On the Lake 
I’m sure it would have registered higher. Seems 
like overall it’s getting windier. Last week of 
September the high temperatures were in the mid-
eighties, some thirty degrees higher than normal.

Did you know that chickadees can find 80-90% of 
the seeds they cached for winter. Chickadees rely 
on spatial memory rather than smell. Each bird 
remembers thousands of individual hiding spots 
using visual landmarks. In autumn, when they’re 
caching heavily, a chickadee’s hippocampus (the 
brain’s memory center) actually grows larger to 
handle the increased memory load, then shrinks 
again in spring. If only my hippocampus would 
expand!

Another fall tidbit. This applies to spring too. 
Shoulder fire. What exactly is a shoulder fire? 
Finally, after hearing the term for years, I looked 
it up. Imagine a bell curve. You know the one, it’s 
the graph shaped like a bell. The top (apex) of the 
bell is full on winter. Imagine the one side going 
up, the other side going down. Basically fall and 
spring. About ¾ of the way up and down imagine 
a shoulder, with the apex being a head. So, a 
shoulder fire is smaller than a winter fire. I kid you 
not.

Don’t forget we don’t just have aquatic invasive 
species. We also have plant invasive species. One 
plant CLAA is trying to keep at bay, at least along 
the roadside, is knapweed. Spotted knapweed– a 
noxious invasive if there was one. We spray the 
roadsides to stem their growth and use spot 
spraying to just attack the knapweed. It’s done in 
the spring. As it is rather labor intensive, CLAA 
will be sending out a note asking for volunteers.

And that’s the way it is this fall. Enjoy it while you 
can. And remember, we’re one day closer to snow 
than we were yesterday!

Letter from
YourPresident

Mike Mason

Mike
The Clearwater Lake Area Association shall improve and maintain the environment and quality of life
through education, awareness, and responsibility of our community, for ours and future generations.

AIS Specialists for your region

If something looks suspicious...
Note exact location; take a photo
or keep a specimen;
then call the specialist.

Beltrami County:
Alec Wilcox
Aquatic Invasive Species Lakes Technician

218-333-8281

Clearwater County:
Brielle Prokosch
Program Technician

218-694-6845 ext 4

This fall...be sure to
check the dock, water toys,

boats and anything and
everything in and out of

the water.
Look for anything suspicious.

Let’s do our best to
Keep our l ake clean!

DOCKSIDE CLE ARWATER L AKE ARE A ASSOCIATION

c/o JoLynn Chadwick
626 South Elm Avenue
Owatonna, MN 55060

https://clearwaterlakearea-mn.org
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Barely taking a break when the barking
of a dog made this guy quickly head
north up the tree!

Here’s “Blackie”
the almost-tame
black squirrel.

Having a
peckin’
good time!

What’s up?
Get me

otter here!

A breath-
taking
picture –

for a lasting
memory
of summer
on Clearwater
Lake!
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The Fur Trade On Clearwater Lake

There weren’t any.  At least from those 
historians that have been able to document.

But only twenty miles north of us, Red Lake had 
three outposts, one of them a fort. Since there is 
no documentation for the fur trade around the 
Clearwater Lake area, it’s rather easy to play the 
game of wondering how local furs might have been 
transported from here to Red Lake.
The problem: Clearwater Lake and River do not 
“communicate” with the Red Lakes; there is no direct 
passage of river travel between here and there. Yet 
here are three possible ways to get trading from here 
to the posts at Red Lake.

Scenario 1) Furs would be carried overland.  

Scenario 2) The Sandy River.
This river can be seen about two miles east of 
Clearwater Lake. At this point it’s a sort of swamp/
creek on the Debs Road, south of Co. Rd. 4 
(Lumberjack Drive).  The Sandy River is a 28 mile-
long meandering stream that empties into the SW 
corner of Lower Red Lake. By the time the river gets 
to the lake, it is wide enough to take small canoes.  
Where it widens into a navigable stream, furs could 
have been carried to the widening and then taken by 
canoe into Lower Red Lake.
  
Scenario 3) Starting at the Clearwater Dam,
then down river to Red Lake Falls, where the 
Clearwater River meets the Red Lake River. From 
there, goods could then be floated upstream to Red 
Lake. Maybe a bit far-fetched, but travel routes on 
lakes and rivers to our north extended hundreds of 
miles into Canada, extending through the Great 
Lakes and to the East Coast for shipment to Europe.  
If money could be made on it, long-distance shipping 
was not a problem.

All these scenarios are supposition; there is no historic 
proof of any of them. Yet the outposts on the Red 
Lakes offer tantalizing bits of area history which make 
us wonder about their relationships to our lakeside 
neighborhood.

What we do know:

As far as the Red Lake posts are concerned, historical 
records were gathered by Minnesota historian and 
author, Grace Lee Nute (1895 - 1990). She enumerates 
such places in Posts in the Minnesota Fur-Trading 
Area, 1660 - 1885, published in Minnesota History 
magazine, Dec.1930.  The articles do not say which 
of the Red Lakes are involved, but inference indicates 
Lower Red Lake in two of the entries. Quotes from 
these listings and commentary are given here.

46.  Red Lake. An early British fort was situated on 
the west side of Red Lake, two miles south of the exit 
of Red Lake River. Cadotte was there in the winter 
of 1794 - 95.  The fort was thus located on lower Red 
Lake. There were two Jean-Baptiste Cadotte, father 
and son.  It is not clear which of the two is meant, as 
birth/death spans would cover either of them:  Jean-
Baptiste I (1723 - 1803), and Jean Baptiste II (1761 
- 1818).  Both were in the fur trade, with interests in 
Canada, Minnesota, Wisconsin, and Michigan.

47.  Red Lake. The Northwest Company had a fort 
somewhere on the east side of Red Lake about 1790.  
By 1826 the American Fur Company had established 
a post there. In 1843 another establishment was 
made between this fort and mission station nearby.  
Inference implies this was on Lower Red Lake, near 
the towns of Redby or Red Lake.

48.  Red Lake. The post on the northeast shore of 
Red Lake was occupied by James Grant sometime 
prior to 1784. Joseph Reaume wintered there during 
the season of 1784-85. No reference is given to which 
of the two lakes this post was located. Joseph Reaume 
(1739 - 1796) was a fur trader and established a post 
on the Leaf River (Ottertail and Wadena Counties).  
James Grant (1739 - 1799), another fur trader, was a 
partner with the North West Company, a powerful 
fur company with headquarters in Montreal from 
1779 to 1821. The sometimes-deadly rivalries between 
this and the Hudson’s Bay Company resulted in a 
forced merger of the two by the British government 
in 1821.

Other nearby posts were situated at Bemidji, Rice 
Lake, Cass Lake, Red Lake Falls, and elsewhere. 

The history of the logging business in our area is 
relatively well known, yet the earlier history of 
European infiltrations less so. While there is no 

recorded history of fur trading in our specific area,
a look to the wider area suggests that the fur 

business preceded the logging interests in this region 
by more than one hundred years.

Over 500 lakes in the northern region show elevated 
mercury levels in fish, such as walleye.

During a volunteer monitoring event , hosted by the 
Minnesota Aquatic Invasive Species Research Center 
(MAISRC), several new lakes were discovered to 
have Starry Stonewort. Now found in 35 water bodies 
in the state, it was confirmed in Garfield Lake in 
Hubbard County, Gull Lake and Three Island Lake 
in Beltrami County, and Two Rivers Lake in Stearns 
County have all been confirmed with new infestations.

New Research shows the underwater impact of 
recreational boating. The St. Anthony Falls Fluid 
Dynamics Lab recently released Phase II of a three 
part study on wakes and wave impacts on Minnesota’s 
waters. The underwater footage is available online and 
shows a cloud of displaced sediment and plants after 
the passes, sometimes sustaining the murky water for 
minutes and the initial pass.

Recent reporting in MN Public Radio’s Trouble by 
the Water series highlighted the consequences of rock 
rip-rap. Research shows this can warm water, increase 

nutrient runoff that fuels algai blooms, and sometimes 
unnecessarily alter wildlife habitat.

The Minnesota Center for Environmental Advocacy 
(MCEA) has filed lawsuits against multiple cities 
moving forward with large data-center proposals. 
These projects can significantly increase energy and 
water demand. Kathryn Hoffman, MCEA CEO, said: 
“Minnesotans have a right to know where the energy 
will come from to power these massive facilities and 
how our clean air, drinking water, and quality of life 
will be protected.”

Source: September issue of Minnesota Lakes and Rivers newsletter

On a cold winter day, check the website to view past
webinars on a wide range of interesting topics.

MNLcorp.com
Ecological Services, native plants, native seed

– SHOP ONLINE –

working to protect our natural waters

https://mnlakesandrivers.org/

The Challenges:

7

Lead-free Tackle
WORKS!

The MPCA (Minnesota Pollution Control Agency) included the work of Get The Lead Out in their strategic 
planning through 2029. The strategic plan is to reduce toxics in the environment and the Get The Lead Out 

program will be reporting on the number of pounds of lead collected.

Since 2021, 125 partner organizations have enlisted to collect over 1,300 lbs of lead!
A target goal is to collect and recycle 2,500 pounds. 

We Can Do This! With everyone’s help we can achieve that goal!

Put aside those old lead sinkers and lures and recycle.

Contact:
 Mike Mason: mikexcmason@gmail.com or JoLynn Chadwick: jjchadwick@myctl.net

Trade-in your lead tackle for a free sample of lead-free tackle!

Get The Lead Out!

RMB Environmental Lab
https://www.rmbel.com/lakesmonitoringmain#gsc.tab=0

Your source for data regarding Clearwater 
Lake water quality...past and present.

Secchi Disk trend chart
Sept. 2024 through Sept. 2025.

Secchi Disk stands for water clarity.

Chlorophyll A trend chart
Sept. 2024 through Sept. 2025.

Chlorophyll A is an indicator of algai.

https://mnlcorp.com
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Annual Meeting Recap

Discussion about the CLAA $25 annual dues.
Example: if paid in July, is that for the current year or for 
the upcoming year?
After some review of the By-Laws, it appears clarification 
will need to be done. Stay-tuned for an update on this 
matter.

Roadside Clean-up crew is looking for more volunteers.
Please consider volunteering about one to three hours of 
time to accomplish this. Contact any CLAA officers and 
board members if interested.

How to increase membership. 
It was decided to bring back the picnic lunch with 
games for the kids and make it a “get to know your lake 
neighbors” gathering. 

More information to follow on this...

Four positions were up for election.
President, Vice President, Treasurer and Board.
Mike Mason; re-elected for President, Vice 
President is open; Bill Johnson; re-elected for 
Treasurer and Fred Sandquist; re-elected to the 
Board.

Approximately 30+ people attended the
CLAA Annual Meeting

CLAA Annual Meeting

all members and non-members are welcome

Saturday – July 18, 2026

If you missed the CLAA  Annual Meeting
this past summer, it was decided the organization

should go back-in-time and hold
a picnic gathering with games etc. happening after

the Annual Meeting.

“Get to Know Your Lake Neighbors”
with a catered picnic lunch provided by CLAA.

– More detailed information  to come –

Remember to pay your dues

Make checks payable to:
Clearwater Lake
Area Association

and mail to: Bill Johnson
 785 Clearbrook Lane
Vadnais Heights, MN

55127-3512

End-of-the-Year
Donations

CLAA is a 501 (c) (3)
non-profit organization.

EIN #41-1936608

Loon UPDATE I’m sure we can all agree when we say: “where did the summer go?”
Maybe that’s what our friendly loons are saying too!

As of November 7, 2025 three loons were spotted on our lake. One 
lone loon by the north shore and two others close to the channel.
I’m guessing these three lone survivors are the babies spotted early 
in the summer. They have a big trip ahead of them and they best get 
going soon!

Did you know the young that hatched this summer will remain in 
the south until they reach the age of 4 before returning north to their 
birthplace? When they make the journey north, it will be their time to 
produce another generation of loons.

Until next season...happy loon watching!

Take a look at what surrounds you.   You’ll find natural wonders at every turn!

more NEWS from

Time is everything when it comes to stopping aquatic 
invasive species (AIS) in Minnesota’s lakes and rivers. 
For many years, the search for AIS has meant relying 
on finding the individual organisms themselves; 
zebra mussels clinging to docks, starry stonewort 
bulbils hidden in sediment, or spiny water fleas 
tangled on fishing lines. But now, a breakthrough 
in environmental DNA (eDNA) technology is 
transforming how we detect and respond to AIS.

eDNA is genetic material that organisms shed into 
their environment, like a biological footprint left 
behind in the water. By collecting and analyzing 
water samples from lakes and rivers, scientists can 
identify the presence of AIS even when populations 
are small and the organisms are difficult to find.

At the Minnesota Aquatic Invasive Species Research 
Center, we’re supporting multiple research projects 
centered on eDNA, each unlocking a different 
piece of this complex puzzle: fine-tuning field-based 
rapid tests, testing for multiple species at once, 
and gathering lake-wide data to help understand 
ecosystems. Each approach has unique strengths 
in sensitivity, specificity, cost, and scalability - all 
essential pieces to building a complete AIS detection 
toolkit. 

Your support helps drive this progress.

https://maisrc.umn.edu/
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Barely taking a break when the barking
of a dog made this guy quickly head
north up the tree!

Here’s “Blackie”
the almost-tame
black squirrel.

Having a
peckin’
good time!

What’s up?
Get me

otter here!

A breath-
taking
picture –

for a lasting
memory
of summer
on Clearwater
Lake!
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The Fur Trade On Clearwater Lake

There weren’t any.  At least from those 
historians that have been able to document.

But only twenty miles north of us, Red Lake had 
three outposts, one of them a fort. Since there is 
no documentation for the fur trade around the 
Clearwater Lake area, it’s rather easy to play the 
game of wondering how local furs might have been 
transported from here to Red Lake.
The problem: Clearwater Lake and River do not 
“communicate” with the Red Lakes; there is no direct 
passage of river travel between here and there. Yet 
here are three possible ways to get trading from here 
to the posts at Red Lake.

Scenario 1) Furs would be carried overland.  

Scenario 2) The Sandy River.
This river can be seen about two miles east of 
Clearwater Lake. At this point it’s a sort of swamp/
creek on the Debs Road, south of Co. Rd. 4 
(Lumberjack Drive).  The Sandy River is a 28 mile-
long meandering stream that empties into the SW 
corner of Lower Red Lake. By the time the river gets 
to the lake, it is wide enough to take small canoes.  
Where it widens into a navigable stream, furs could 
have been carried to the widening and then taken by 
canoe into Lower Red Lake.
  
Scenario 3) Starting at the Clearwater Dam,
then down river to Red Lake Falls, where the 
Clearwater River meets the Red Lake River. From 
there, goods could then be floated upstream to Red 
Lake. Maybe a bit far-fetched, but travel routes on 
lakes and rivers to our north extended hundreds of 
miles into Canada, extending through the Great 
Lakes and to the East Coast for shipment to Europe.  
If money could be made on it, long-distance shipping 
was not a problem.

All these scenarios are supposition; there is no historic 
proof of any of them. Yet the outposts on the Red 
Lakes offer tantalizing bits of area history which make 
us wonder about their relationships to our lakeside 
neighborhood.

What we do know:

As far as the Red Lake posts are concerned, historical 
records were gathered by Minnesota historian and 
author, Grace Lee Nute (1895 - 1990). She enumerates 
such places in Posts in the Minnesota Fur-Trading 
Area, 1660 - 1885, published in Minnesota History 
magazine, Dec.1930.  The articles do not say which 
of the Red Lakes are involved, but inference indicates 
Lower Red Lake in two of the entries. Quotes from 
these listings and commentary are given here.

46.  Red Lake. An early British fort was situated on 
the west side of Red Lake, two miles south of the exit 
of Red Lake River. Cadotte was there in the winter 
of 1794 - 95.  The fort was thus located on lower Red 
Lake. There were two Jean-Baptiste Cadotte, father 
and son.  It is not clear which of the two is meant, as 
birth/death spans would cover either of them:  Jean-
Baptiste I (1723 - 1803), and Jean Baptiste II (1761 
- 1818).  Both were in the fur trade, with interests in 
Canada, Minnesota, Wisconsin, and Michigan.

47.  Red Lake. The Northwest Company had a fort 
somewhere on the east side of Red Lake about 1790.  
By 1826 the American Fur Company had established 
a post there. In 1843 another establishment was 
made between this fort and mission station nearby.  
Inference implies this was on Lower Red Lake, near 
the towns of Redby or Red Lake.

48.  Red Lake. The post on the northeast shore of 
Red Lake was occupied by James Grant sometime 
prior to 1784. Joseph Reaume wintered there during 
the season of 1784-85. No reference is given to which 
of the two lakes this post was located. Joseph Reaume 
(1739 - 1796) was a fur trader and established a post 
on the Leaf River (Ottertail and Wadena Counties).  
James Grant (1739 - 1799), another fur trader, was a 
partner with the North West Company, a powerful 
fur company with headquarters in Montreal from 
1779 to 1821. The sometimes-deadly rivalries between 
this and the Hudson’s Bay Company resulted in a 
forced merger of the two by the British government 
in 1821.

Other nearby posts were situated at Bemidji, Rice 
Lake, Cass Lake, Red Lake Falls, and elsewhere. 

The history of the logging business in our area is 
relatively well known, yet the earlier history of 
European infiltrations less so. While there is no 

recorded history of fur trading in our specific area,
a look to the wider area suggests that the fur 

business preceded the logging interests in this region 
by more than one hundred years.

Over 500 lakes in the northern region show elevated 
mercury levels in fish, such as walleye.

During a volunteer monitoring event , hosted by the 
Minnesota Aquatic Invasive Species Research Center 
(MAISRC), several new lakes were discovered to 
have Starry Stonewort. Now found in 35 water bodies 
in the state, it was confirmed in Garfield Lake in 
Hubbard County, Gull Lake and Three Island Lake 
in Beltrami County, and Two Rivers Lake in Stearns 
County have all been confirmed with new infestations.

New Research shows the underwater impact of 
recreational boating. The St. Anthony Falls Fluid 
Dynamics Lab recently released Phase II of a three 
part study on wakes and wave impacts on Minnesota’s 
waters. The underwater footage is available online and 
shows a cloud of displaced sediment and plants after 
the passes, sometimes sustaining the murky water for 
minutes and the initial pass.

Recent reporting in MN Public Radio’s Trouble by 
the Water series highlighted the consequences of rock 
rip-rap. Research shows this can warm water, increase 

nutrient runoff that fuels algai blooms, and sometimes 
unnecessarily alter wildlife habitat.

The Minnesota Center for Environmental Advocacy 
(MCEA) has filed lawsuits against multiple cities 
moving forward with large data-center proposals. 
These projects can significantly increase energy and 
water demand. Kathryn Hoffman, MCEA CEO, said: 
“Minnesotans have a right to know where the energy 
will come from to power these massive facilities and 
how our clean air, drinking water, and quality of life 
will be protected.”

Source: September issue of Minnesota Lakes and Rivers newsletter

On a cold winter day, check the website to view past
webinars on a wide range of interesting topics.

MNLcorp.com
Ecological Services, native plants, native seed

– SHOP ONLINE –

working to protect our natural waters

https://mnlakesandrivers.org/

The Challenges:

7

Lead-free Tackle
WORKS!

The MPCA (Minnesota Pollution Control Agency) included the work of Get The Lead Out in their strategic 
planning through 2029. The strategic plan is to reduce toxics in the environment and the Get The Lead Out 

program will be reporting on the number of pounds of lead collected.

Since 2021, 125 partner organizations have enlisted to collect over 1,300 lbs of lead!
A target goal is to collect and recycle 2,500 pounds. 

We Can Do This! With everyone’s help we can achieve that goal!

Put aside those old lead sinkers and lures and recycle.

Contact:
 Mike Mason: mikexcmason@gmail.com or JoLynn Chadwick: jjchadwick@myctl.net

Trade-in your lead tackle for a free sample of lead-free tackle!

Get The Lead Out!

RMB Environmental Lab
https://www.rmbel.com/lakesmonitoringmain#gsc.tab=0

Your source for data regarding Clearwater 
Lake water quality...past and present.

Secchi Disk trend chart
Sept. 2024 through Sept. 2025.

Secchi Disk stands for water clarity.

Chlorophyll A trend chart
Sept. 2024 through Sept. 2025.

Chlorophyll A is an indicator of algai.

https://mnlcorp.com
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The Fur Trade On Clearwater Lake

There weren’t any.  At least from those 
historians that have been able to document.

But only twenty miles north of us, Red Lake had 
three outposts, one of them a fort. Since there is 
no documentation for the fur trade around the 
Clearwater Lake area, it’s rather easy to play the 
game of wondering how local furs might have been 
transported from here to Red Lake.
The problem: Clearwater Lake and River do not 
“communicate” with the Red Lakes; there is no direct 
passage of river travel between here and there. Yet 
here are three possible ways to get trading from here 
to the posts at Red Lake.

Scenario 1) Furs would be carried overland.  

Scenario 2) The Sandy River.
This river can be seen about two miles east of 
Clearwater Lake. At this point it’s a sort of swamp/
creek on the Debs Road, south of Co. Rd. 4 
(Lumberjack Drive).  The Sandy River is a 28 mile-
long meandering stream that empties into the SW 
corner of Lower Red Lake. By the time the river gets 
to the lake, it is wide enough to take small canoes.  
Where it widens into a navigable stream, furs could 
have been carried to the widening and then taken by 
canoe into Lower Red Lake.
  
Scenario 3) Starting at the Clearwater Dam,
then down river to Red Lake Falls, where the 
Clearwater River meets the Red Lake River. From 
there, goods could then be floated upstream to Red 
Lake. Maybe a bit far-fetched, but travel routes on 
lakes and rivers to our north extended hundreds of 
miles into Canada, extending through the Great 
Lakes and to the East Coast for shipment to Europe.  
If money could be made on it, long-distance shipping 
was not a problem.

All these scenarios are supposition; there is no historic 
proof of any of them. Yet the outposts on the Red 
Lakes offer tantalizing bits of area history which make 
us wonder about their relationships to our lakeside 
neighborhood.

What we do know:

As far as the Red Lake posts are concerned, historical 
records were gathered by Minnesota historian and 
author, Grace Lee Nute (1895 - 1990). She enumerates 
such places in Posts in the Minnesota Fur-Trading 
Area, 1660 - 1885, published in Minnesota History 
magazine, Dec.1930.  The articles do not say which 
of the Red Lakes are involved, but inference indicates 
Lower Red Lake in two of the entries. Quotes from 
these listings and commentary are given here.

46.  Red Lake. An early British fort was situated on 
the west side of Red Lake, two miles south of the exit 
of Red Lake River. Cadotte was there in the winter 
of 1794 - 95.  The fort was thus located on lower Red 
Lake. There were two Jean-Baptiste Cadotte, father 
and son.  It is not clear which of the two is meant, as 
birth/death spans would cover either of them:  Jean-
Baptiste I (1723 - 1803), and Jean Baptiste II (1761 
- 1818).  Both were in the fur trade, with interests in 
Canada, Minnesota, Wisconsin, and Michigan.

47.  Red Lake. The Northwest Company had a fort 
somewhere on the east side of Red Lake about 1790.  
By 1826 the American Fur Company had established 
a post there. In 1843 another establishment was 
made between this fort and mission station nearby.  
Inference implies this was on Lower Red Lake, near 
the towns of Redby or Red Lake.

48.  Red Lake. The post on the northeast shore of 
Red Lake was occupied by James Grant sometime 
prior to 1784. Joseph Reaume wintered there during 
the season of 1784-85. No reference is given to which 
of the two lakes this post was located. Joseph Reaume 
(1739 - 1796) was a fur trader and established a post 
on the Leaf River (Ottertail and Wadena Counties).  
James Grant (1739 - 1799), another fur trader, was a 
partner with the North West Company, a powerful 
fur company with headquarters in Montreal from 
1779 to 1821. The sometimes-deadly rivalries between 
this and the Hudson’s Bay Company resulted in a 
forced merger of the two by the British government 
in 1821.

Other nearby posts were situated at Bemidji, Rice 
Lake, Cass Lake, Red Lake Falls, and elsewhere. 

The history of the logging business in our area is 
relatively well known, yet the earlier history of 
European infiltrations less so. While there is no 

recorded history of fur trading in our specific area,
a look to the wider area suggests that the fur 

business preceded the logging interests in this region 
by more than one hundred years.

Over 500 lakes in the northern region show elevated 
mercury levels in fish, such as walleye.

During a volunteer monitoring event , hosted by the 
Minnesota Aquatic Invasive Species Research Center 
(MAISRC), several new lakes were discovered to 
have Starry Stonewort. Now found in 35 water bodies 
in the state, it was confirmed in Garfield Lake in 
Hubbard County, Gull Lake and Three Island Lake 
in Beltrami County, and Two Rivers Lake in Stearns 
County have all been confirmed with new infestations.

New Research shows the underwater impact of 
recreational boating. The St. Anthony Falls Fluid 
Dynamics Lab recently released Phase II of a three 
part study on wakes and wave impacts on Minnesota’s 
waters. The underwater footage is available online and 
shows a cloud of displaced sediment and plants after 
the passes, sometimes sustaining the murky water for 
minutes and the initial pass.

Recent reporting in MN Public Radio’s Trouble by 
the Water series highlighted the consequences of rock 
rip-rap. Research shows this can warm water, increase 

nutrient runoff that fuels algai blooms, and sometimes 
unnecessarily alter wildlife habitat.

The Minnesota Center for Environmental Advocacy 
(MCEA) has filed lawsuits against multiple cities 
moving forward with large data-center proposals. 
These projects can significantly increase energy and 
water demand. Kathryn Hoffman, MCEA CEO, said: 
“Minnesotans have a right to know where the energy 
will come from to power these massive facilities and 
how our clean air, drinking water, and quality of life 
will be protected.”

Source: September issue of Minnesota Lakes and Rivers newsletter

On a cold winter day, check the website to view past
webinars on a wide range of interesting topics.
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The MPCA (Minnesota Pollution Control Agency) included the work of Get The Lead Out in their strategic 
planning through 2029. The strategic plan is to reduce toxics in the environment and the Get The Lead Out 

program will be reporting on the number of pounds of lead collected.

Since 2021, 125 partner organizations have enlisted to collect over 1,300 lbs of lead!
A target goal is to collect and recycle 2,500 pounds. 

We Can Do This! With everyone’s help we can achieve that goal!

Put aside those old lead sinkers and lures and recycle.

Contact:
 Mike Mason: mikexcmason@gmail.com or JoLynn Chadwick: jjchadwick@myctl.net

Trade-in your lead tackle for a free sample of lead-free tackle!

Get The Lead Out!

RMB Environmental Lab
https://www.rmbel.com/lakesmonitoringmain#gsc.tab=0

Your source for data regarding Clearwater 
Lake water quality...past and present.
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Annual Meeting Recap

Discussion about the CLAA $25 annual dues.
Example: if paid in July, is that for the current year or for 
the upcoming year?
After some review of the By-Laws, it appears clarification 
will need to be done. Stay-tuned for an update on this 
matter.

Roadside Clean-up crew is looking for more volunteers.
Please consider volunteering about one to three hours of 
time to accomplish this. Contact any CLAA officers and 
board members if interested.

How to increase membership. 
It was decided to bring back the picnic lunch with 
games for the kids and make it a “get to know your lake 
neighbors” gathering. 

More information to follow on this...

Four positions were up for election.
President, Vice President, Treasurer and Board.
Mike Mason; re-elected for President, Vice 
President is open; Bill Johnson; re-elected for 
Treasurer and Fred Sandquist; re-elected to the 
Board.

Approximately 30+ people attended the
CLAA Annual Meeting

CLAA Annual Meeting

all members and non-members are welcome

Saturday – July 18, 2026

If you missed the CLAA  Annual Meeting
this past summer, it was decided the organization

should go back-in-time and hold
a picnic gathering with games etc. happening after

the Annual Meeting.

“Get to Know Your Lake Neighbors”
with a catered picnic lunch provided by CLAA.

– More detailed information  to come –

Remember to pay your dues

Make checks payable to:
Clearwater Lake
Area Association

and mail to: Bill Johnson
 785 Clearbrook Lane
Vadnais Heights, MN

55127-3512

End-of-the-Year
Donations

CLAA is a 501 (c) (3)
non-profit organization.
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Loon UPDATE I’m sure we can all agree when we say: “where did the summer go?”
Maybe that’s what our friendly loons are saying too!

As of November 7, 2025 three loons were spotted on our lake. One 
lone loon by the north shore and two others close to the channel.
I’m guessing these three lone survivors are the babies spotted early 
in the summer. They have a big trip ahead of them and they best get 
going soon!

Did you know the young that hatched this summer will remain in 
the south until they reach the age of 4 before returning north to their 
birthplace? When they make the journey north, it will be their time to 
produce another generation of loons.

Until next season...happy loon watching!

Take a look at what surrounds you.   You’ll find natural wonders at every turn!

more NEWS from

Time is everything when it comes to stopping aquatic 
invasive species (AIS) in Minnesota’s lakes and rivers. 
For many years, the search for AIS has meant relying 
on finding the individual organisms themselves; 
zebra mussels clinging to docks, starry stonewort 
bulbils hidden in sediment, or spiny water fleas 
tangled on fishing lines. But now, a breakthrough 
in environmental DNA (eDNA) technology is 
transforming how we detect and respond to AIS.

eDNA is genetic material that organisms shed into 
their environment, like a biological footprint left 
behind in the water. By collecting and analyzing 
water samples from lakes and rivers, scientists can 
identify the presence of AIS even when populations 
are small and the organisms are difficult to find.

At the Minnesota Aquatic Invasive Species Research 
Center, we’re supporting multiple research projects 
centered on eDNA, each unlocking a different 
piece of this complex puzzle: fine-tuning field-based 
rapid tests, testing for multiple species at once, 
and gathering lake-wide data to help understand 
ecosystems. Each approach has unique strengths 
in sensitivity, specificity, cost, and scalability - all 
essential pieces to building a complete AIS detection 
toolkit. 

Your support helps drive this progress.

https://maisrc.umn.edu/
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The Fur Trade On Clearwater Lake

There weren’t any.  At least from those 
historians that have been able to document.

But only twenty miles north of us, Red Lake had 
three outposts, one of them a fort. Since there is 
no documentation for the fur trade around the 
Clearwater Lake area, it’s rather easy to play the 
game of wondering how local furs might have been 
transported from here to Red Lake.
The problem: Clearwater Lake and River do not 
“communicate” with the Red Lakes; there is no direct 
passage of river travel between here and there. Yet 
here are three possible ways to get trading from here 
to the posts at Red Lake.

Scenario 1) Furs would be carried overland.  

Scenario 2) The Sandy River.
This river can be seen about two miles east of 
Clearwater Lake. At this point it’s a sort of swamp/
creek on the Debs Road, south of Co. Rd. 4 
(Lumberjack Drive).  The Sandy River is a 28 mile-
long meandering stream that empties into the SW 
corner of Lower Red Lake. By the time the river gets 
to the lake, it is wide enough to take small canoes.  
Where it widens into a navigable stream, furs could 
have been carried to the widening and then taken by 
canoe into Lower Red Lake.
  
Scenario 3) Starting at the Clearwater Dam,
then down river to Red Lake Falls, where the 
Clearwater River meets the Red Lake River. From 
there, goods could then be floated upstream to Red 
Lake. Maybe a bit far-fetched, but travel routes on 
lakes and rivers to our north extended hundreds of 
miles into Canada, extending through the Great 
Lakes and to the East Coast for shipment to Europe.  
If money could be made on it, long-distance shipping 
was not a problem.

All these scenarios are supposition; there is no historic 
proof of any of them. Yet the outposts on the Red 
Lakes offer tantalizing bits of area history which make 
us wonder about their relationships to our lakeside 
neighborhood.

What we do know:

As far as the Red Lake posts are concerned, historical 
records were gathered by Minnesota historian and 
author, Grace Lee Nute (1895 - 1990). She enumerates 
such places in Posts in the Minnesota Fur-Trading 
Area, 1660 - 1885, published in Minnesota History 
magazine, Dec.1930.  The articles do not say which 
of the Red Lakes are involved, but inference indicates 
Lower Red Lake in two of the entries. Quotes from 
these listings and commentary are given here.

46.  Red Lake. An early British fort was situated on 
the west side of Red Lake, two miles south of the exit 
of Red Lake River. Cadotte was there in the winter 
of 1794 - 95.  The fort was thus located on lower Red 
Lake. There were two Jean-Baptiste Cadotte, father 
and son.  It is not clear which of the two is meant, as 
birth/death spans would cover either of them:  Jean-
Baptiste I (1723 - 1803), and Jean Baptiste II (1761 
- 1818).  Both were in the fur trade, with interests in 
Canada, Minnesota, Wisconsin, and Michigan.

47.  Red Lake. The Northwest Company had a fort 
somewhere on the east side of Red Lake about 1790.  
By 1826 the American Fur Company had established 
a post there. In 1843 another establishment was 
made between this fort and mission station nearby.  
Inference implies this was on Lower Red Lake, near 
the towns of Redby or Red Lake.

48.  Red Lake. The post on the northeast shore of 
Red Lake was occupied by James Grant sometime 
prior to 1784. Joseph Reaume wintered there during 
the season of 1784-85. No reference is given to which 
of the two lakes this post was located. Joseph Reaume 
(1739 - 1796) was a fur trader and established a post 
on the Leaf River (Ottertail and Wadena Counties).  
James Grant (1739 - 1799), another fur trader, was a 
partner with the North West Company, a powerful 
fur company with headquarters in Montreal from 
1779 to 1821. The sometimes-deadly rivalries between 
this and the Hudson’s Bay Company resulted in a 
forced merger of the two by the British government 
in 1821.

Other nearby posts were situated at Bemidji, Rice 
Lake, Cass Lake, Red Lake Falls, and elsewhere. 

The history of the logging business in our area is 
relatively well known, yet the earlier history of 
European infiltrations less so. While there is no 

recorded history of fur trading in our specific area,
a look to the wider area suggests that the fur 

business preceded the logging interests in this region 
by more than one hundred years.

Over 500 lakes in the northern region show elevated 
mercury levels in fish, such as walleye.

During a volunteer monitoring event , hosted by the 
Minnesota Aquatic Invasive Species Research Center 
(MAISRC), several new lakes were discovered to 
have Starry Stonewort. Now found in 35 water bodies 
in the state, it was confirmed in Garfield Lake in 
Hubbard County, Gull Lake and Three Island Lake 
in Beltrami County, and Two Rivers Lake in Stearns 
County have all been confirmed with new infestations.

New Research shows the underwater impact of 
recreational boating. The St. Anthony Falls Fluid 
Dynamics Lab recently released Phase II of a three 
part study on wakes and wave impacts on Minnesota’s 
waters. The underwater footage is available online and 
shows a cloud of displaced sediment and plants after 
the passes, sometimes sustaining the murky water for 
minutes and the initial pass.

Recent reporting in MN Public Radio’s Trouble by 
the Water series highlighted the consequences of rock 
rip-rap. Research shows this can warm water, increase 

nutrient runoff that fuels algai blooms, and sometimes 
unnecessarily alter wildlife habitat.

The Minnesota Center for Environmental Advocacy 
(MCEA) has filed lawsuits against multiple cities 
moving forward with large data-center proposals. 
These projects can significantly increase energy and 
water demand. Kathryn Hoffman, MCEA CEO, said: 
“Minnesotans have a right to know where the energy 
will come from to power these massive facilities and 
how our clean air, drinking water, and quality of life 
will be protected.”

Source: September issue of Minnesota Lakes and Rivers newsletter

On a cold winter day, check the website to view past
webinars on a wide range of interesting topics.

MNLcorp.com
Ecological Services, native plants, native seed

– SHOP ONLINE –

working to protect our natural waters

https://mnlakesandrivers.org/

The Challenges:
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Lead-free Tackle
WORKS!

The MPCA (Minnesota Pollution Control Agency) included the work of Get The Lead Out in their strategic 
planning through 2029. The strategic plan is to reduce toxics in the environment and the Get The Lead Out 

program will be reporting on the number of pounds of lead collected.

Since 2021, 125 partner organizations have enlisted to collect over 1,300 lbs of lead!
A target goal is to collect and recycle 2,500 pounds. 

We Can Do This! With everyone’s help we can achieve that goal!

Put aside those old lead sinkers and lures and recycle.

Contact:
 Mike Mason: mikexcmason@gmail.com or JoLynn Chadwick: jjchadwick@myctl.net

Trade-in your lead tackle for a free sample of lead-free tackle!

Get The Lead Out!

RMB Environmental Lab
https://www.rmbel.com/lakesmonitoringmain#gsc.tab=0

Your source for data regarding Clearwater 
Lake water quality...past and present.

Secchi Disk trend chart
Sept. 2024 through Sept. 2025.

Secchi Disk stands for water clarity.

Chlorophyll A trend chart
Sept. 2024 through Sept. 2025.

Chlorophyll A is an indicator of algai.

https://mnlcorp.com
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Howdy CLAA members and friends!

Alas, another summer season has ended. Boat 
off the lake? Check. Dock in? Check. Yard work 
done for the approaching cold weather? Work 
in Progress, at least until the snow flies! Loons 
have changed to their winter plumage. Check. 
Did you know that adult loons migrate before the 
immature ones? Nice thing about the summer 
season ending is, for us snow lovers (I know I’m 
not the only one, c’mon, admit it), the winter 
season is approaching. My snow loving mantra 
is “we’re one day closer to snow than we were 
yesterday”.

Some nature notes. We are in a drought. It is very 
dry. We could sure use some rain. It has been 
windy. Holy cow. The last three days (I’m writing 
this missive October 13) were excessively so. 
Whitecaps all over the place, probably the most 
I’ve ever seen on Clearwater Lake. My anemometer, 
otherwise known as wind gauge, was registering 
gusts over twenty miles an hour and was reading a 
steady twelve to fifteen miles an hour. On the Lake 
I’m sure it would have registered higher. Seems 
like overall it’s getting windier. Last week of 
September the high temperatures were in the mid-
eighties, some thirty degrees higher than normal.

Did you know that chickadees can find 80-90% of 
the seeds they cached for winter. Chickadees rely 
on spatial memory rather than smell. Each bird 
remembers thousands of individual hiding spots 
using visual landmarks. In autumn, when they’re 
caching heavily, a chickadee’s hippocampus (the 
brain’s memory center) actually grows larger to 
handle the increased memory load, then shrinks 
again in spring. If only my hippocampus would 
expand!

Another fall tidbit. This applies to spring too. 
Shoulder fire. What exactly is a shoulder fire? 
Finally, after hearing the term for years, I looked 
it up. Imagine a bell curve. You know the one, it’s 
the graph shaped like a bell. The top (apex) of the 
bell is full on winter. Imagine the one side going 
up, the other side going down. Basically fall and 
spring. About ¾ of the way up and down imagine 
a shoulder, with the apex being a head. So, a 
shoulder fire is smaller than a winter fire. I kid you 
not.

Don’t forget we don’t just have aquatic invasive 
species. We also have plant invasive species. One 
plant CLAA is trying to keep at bay, at least along 
the roadside, is knapweed. Spotted knapweed– a 
noxious invasive if there was one. We spray the 
roadsides to stem their growth and use spot 
spraying to just attack the knapweed. It’s done in 
the spring. As it is rather labor intensive, CLAA 
will be sending out a note asking for volunteers.

And that’s the way it is this fall. Enjoy it while you 
can. And remember, we’re one day closer to snow 
than we were yesterday!

Letter from
YourPresident

Mike Mason

Mike
The Clearwater Lake Area Association shall improve and maintain the environment and quality of life
through education, awareness, and responsibility of our community, for ours and future generations.

AIS Specialists for your region

If something looks suspicious...
Note exact location; take a photo
or keep a specimen;
then call the specialist.

Beltrami County:
Alec Wilcox
Aquatic Invasive Species Lakes Technician

218-333-8281

Clearwater County:
Brielle Prokosch
Program Technician

218-694-6845 ext 4

This fall...be sure to
check the dock, water toys,

boats and anything and
everything in and out of

the water.
Look for anything suspicious.

Let’s do our best to
Keep our l ake clean!

DOCKSIDE CLE ARWATER L AKE ARE A ASSOCIATION

c/o JoLynn Chadwick
626 South Elm Avenue
Owatonna, MN 55060

https://clearwaterlakearea-mn.org
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