Chapter Three:
Priority Issues

Chapter Three presents the priority issues of the District, as determined by input from the public
informational meeting, Watershed Management Plan Taskforce (WMPT), and Advisory Committee.
Included in this Chapter is a description on how priority issues were identified, along with profiles of each
of the District’s ten subwatersheds. Each subwatershed profile contains information on area, minor
subwatersheds, surface water resources, local governmental units, land use characteristics, and priority
issues and recommendations.

A. Identification of Priority Issues

A multifaceted approach was taken to identify the priority water resource-related issues of the
District. An initial Public Informational Meeting was held on March 30, 2006; minutes from this
meeting are included as Appendix B. Input from this meeting was then forwarded to the WMPT for
further assessment. The Taskforce met three times during the planning process to identify the
priority issues that are specific to each of the District’s ten subwatersheds, as well as formulate
recommendations on how the District should address each issue. Minutes from each of the WMPT
meetings are included in Appendix C. The findings of the Taskforce were then submitted to the
Advisory Committee for their comments. Comments submitted by Committee members are
included in Appendix D. The priority issues identified through this process were used to guide the
development of the Implementation Plan contained in Chapter Four.

B. Subwatershed Profiles

Each subwatershed profile contains information on area, minor subwatersheds, surface water
resources, local governmental units, land wuse characteristics, and priority issues and
recommendations. Land use data on agriculture, urban/developed, and water was derived from the
Minnesota 2000 Level 1 Landsat Landcover Classification. Wetland data was acquired from the
USFWS’s NWI and RWI databases. Information on erodible land was derived from the NRCS’s
SSURGO database. Finally, each of the counties within the District provided data on public
drainage ditches and feedlots. Each of these land use characteristics are ranked among the
subwatersheds; characteristics that received a ranking of three or higher are shown in yellow.
Overall, the WMPT utilized this data, in conjunction with the input from the public informational
meeting, to identify the priority issues of each subwatershed. Listed below are the most prominent
issues of the District, provided in alphabetical order:

e Agricultural Drainage

e Erosion and Sediment Control

e Feedlot Management

e Groundwater Contamination

e Invasive Aquatic Species Control
e [Lake Management

e Shoreland Management

e Stormwater Management

e Wellhead Protection

e  Wetland Preservation/Restoration
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Subwatershed #1 - Judicial Ditch 3, Mainstem

Area: 14,719 ac

Minor Subwatersheds:

1804500 (69 ac) Subwatershed
1804501 (12,608 ac) Land Use Characteristic abwatersie
1803803 (2,042 ac) Total Percent | Ranking
Agriculture 10,166 ac 69% 4
Surface Water Resources: Urban/Developed 1,384 ac 9% 4
Middle Fork of the Crow River Water 192 ac 1% 8
Local Governmental Units: Wetlands 2,458 ac 17% 8
Cities: Belerad Restorable Wetlands 1,802 ac 12% 3
ities: Belgrade - 5
Counties: Stearns and Kandiyohi ErOd.lble Lfmd (HE.L/PHEL) 201 a,c 1% 2
Townships: Crow Lake Public Drainage Ditches 14 mi -- 5
Crow River, and Burbank Feedlots 15 - U

Priority Issues and Recommendations:

e  Groundwater Contamination. The surficial geology of the subwatershed causes many areas to be
vulnerable to groundwater contamination. The District should take an active role in educating
agricultural producers on the need for nutrient/pesticide management; as well as inform residents and
business owners on how to properly dispose of wastes that could potentially contaminate groundwater
resources.

e Irrigation Water Management. The use of irrigation is common in the Belgrade Area. The District
should minimize potential water use conflicts by reviewing and providing comments, as necessary, on
all water appropriation permit applications submitted to the DNR.

e  Stormwater Management. The City of Belgrade does not regulate stormwater management. In
addition, very little information is known about the impact of the City’s storm sewer system on water
resources. The District should cooperatively work with the City to increase stormwater management
through the implementation of BMPs and regulations.

e Wellhead Protection. The City of Belgrade is the only public water supplier in the subwatershed. The
District should assist the City with the development and implementation of a Wellhead Protection
Plan.

e Wetland Preservation/Restoration. There are many existing and restorable wetlands in the
subwatershed. The District should cooperatively work with partnering agencies to preserve and
restore these areas through the enforcement of existing regulations and promotion of various
conservation programs.
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Map 3A: Subwatershed #1 - Judicial Ditch 3, Main Stem O
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