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Lake of the Isles Renovation Project
Citizens’ Joint Review Committee

Introduction

Long considered a “crown jewel” in the Minneapolis Grand Rounds Park System, Lake of
the Isles is a treasured cultural resource and an important part of the Chain of Lakes,
which is visited by over two million people each year. The mission of this Committee is to
assist the Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board (MPRB) in a final review of the Lake of
the Isles Renovation Project, which began in 2001. Our objective is to ensure that this
project, when truly completed, will live up to and honor the vision of its original
planners, HW.S. Cleveland, William Berry, Theodore Wirth and the Minneapolis Park
Board:

“In the execution of this work, there is every evidence of the care,
thoughtfulness, design, thoroughness of construction and progressiveness

in the possible use of these properties by the general public.”
(Minneapolis Park Board, 1911)

In our role as advocates for Lake of the Isles Park we hope that the MPRB will work
with us as a partner to ensure that this long-awaited renovation is successfully
completed and meets the highest possible quality standards for a Regional Park in a
manner consistent with the Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board’s Mission
Statement:

“to permanently preserve, protect, maintain, improve, and enhance its
natural resources, parkland, and recreational opportunities for current
and future generations.”

History

Lake of the Isles is one of the few remaining examples of the Romantic Picturesque
park prototypes constructed in the United States during the late1880’s and early
1900’s and is characterized by sweeping lawns dotted with many mature deciduous
trees and shrubs. This open, rolling landscape affords constantly changing vistas of
the curving lakeshore juxtaposed with its densely wooded islands.

Planning for the renovation of Lake of the Isles Regional Park began in December
1995 as part of a long-term, comprehensive vision and effort to re-examine the
Minneapolis Chain of Lakes “as both a cultural and natural resource.” Declining
environmental conditions resulted in severe and prolonged flooding throughout the
parklands at Lake of the Isles in the early and mid-1990’s. As part of this process, the
MPRB called together representatives consisting of residents and park users to form a
Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC). From 1997 to 1999, this 19-member committee



held 13 open meetings, working closely with MPRB staff, consultants, historians and
regulatory agencies to create a conceptual plan for the renovation of Lake of the Isles
Regional Park:

“...the challenge has been to create a sustainable as well as usable park
space. Shoreline stabilization, wetland enhancement and restoration,
path construction, upland plant restoration, and the elevation of passive

recreation areas were strategies that needed to be implemented.
(MPRB Press Release, May 2009)

In 1999, a research study by Hess Roise & Company established that Lake of the Isles
and adjacent Kenwood Park meet the criteria for listing in the National Register of
Historic Places. (“Historical Assessment: Lake of the Isles and Kenwood Park”)

In order to preserve the integrity and consistency of Lake of the Isles Park as an
historic landscape, MPRB entered into a Section 106 Programmatic Agreement in
2001 ( the “Agreement”) with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the
Minnesota State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) that is part of the construction
permit issued by the USACE for all restoration work on the parkland around the Lake.
As stated in Appendix A, the broad Agreement with the USACE includes “vegetation,
paths and other circulation, topography, vistas, furnishings (benches, light standards,
etc.) and structures (i.e., bridges).” Elements of the project were expected to meet all
guidelines as required by the U.S. Secretary of the Interior’s criteria for Historic and
Cultural Landscapes as well as the National Register of Historic Places.

The permit also requires the MPRB to consult with and report to SHPO on a periodic
basis regarding all phases of work to be performed and the result of such work. In
addition, the permit requires opportunities for public comment on all phases of the
plan.

Committee Formation and Goal

Recognizing that the neighborhoods surrounding Lake of the Isles Park played an
active role in the development and implementation of the Concept Plan for the
Renovation Project and have a special stake in its eventual success, this Citizens’ Joint
Review Committee was formed in 2008. Representatives were formally designated
from the East Isles, Lowry Hill, Kenwood-Isles and Cedar-Isles-Dean neighborhood
associations to help ensure that the Project is completed in a manner consistent with
the Master Plan, including the Programmatic Agreement. The Committee hopes to
work with MPRB to achieve the goal of completing the Project in a satisfactory
manner and to assure its successful, ongoing maintenance for the long term benefit of
the neighborhoods, the City, and the Region and for the enjoyment of this outstanding
public amenity by future generations of park and lake users.

Committee Review and Recommendations Process

The Committee has reviewed available documents and the current status of the
various components of this Renovation Project and is making recommendations to,



and hopes to work with, MPRB’s Commissioners and staff to achieve the goals set for
the Project, namely:

“to balance aesthetics and the Park’s historic integrity with the
recreational needs of park users and the sustainability of a fragile
environment.” (MPRB Release, May 2009)

The Committee’s review process was informed by primary source documents related
to the Project including documentation from SHPO; USACE; MPRB; Sanders, Wacker &
Bergly Inc., Landscape Architects & Planners (SWB); Notes and Minutes from the Lake
of the Isles Citizens Advisory Committee (1997-1999), MPRB'S web site and Notes
and Comments from citizens attending the public review meetings (June 2007).

Review Elements

Topsoil Installation and Turf Renovation

Background: The Citizens’ Joint Review Committee would like to ensure that the
turf areas around Lake of the Isles are viable and useable by the public for the historic
purposes of passive citizen enjoyment and informal recreational activities, such as
walking, jogging, biking, picnicking and enjoying the sun and panoramic views of the
Lake.

Problems with the turf surface can be seen proceeding north around the Lake from
the intersection of West 26t Street and East Lake of the Isles Parkway, including the
north arm, west bay, and the south shoreline.

SHPO's 9/27/07 letter to the USACE noted that:

"the public comment on this project has included concerns about the
unevenness of the ground surface of the restored turfin the surcharge
areas. This surface may be important to historic recreational uses of
these lawns, and this issue should be further assessed.”

In response, the 11/16/07 letter from the MPRB stated that in addressing these
concerns,

"the north arm and west bay ground surface was prepared for seeding
this fall by using a vibrating aerator to fracture compacted soil in the
areas that had some turf cover. Other areas were prepared by using a
chisel plow to loosen soil that was compacted by construction traffic.
In addition the soil has been amended to improve fertility."”

The letter goes on to explain that a new method of seeding, Terraseed, was used
everywhere turf is called for throughout the project area because it was believed to
provide the "greatest potential for successful turf cover” and that "turf establishment
will be evaluated in the spring and summer of 2008."



Issues: There has been public comment about the unevenness of the ground surface,
which is hard and full of ridges in “restored” turf areas. The grass in the areas noted
above is unevenly distributed and patchy, resulting in infestation of weeds in many
areas. Furthermore, the paler green grass color appears inferior to the healthy grass
growth in the East Isles part of the Park. It is clear that a sufficiently deep layer of
good topsoil was not provided, and that the landfill trucked in from other sites was of
inferior quality. Attempts at corrective action have not eliminated hydrologic
pressure, which has continued to force rocks to the surface.

As noted in the 11/10/09 review letter from SHPO to the USACE,

"the re-establishment of the turf surface has been an important component
of restoring the historic character and use of the open areas in the
landscape. However, the project methods have produced an irregular
ground surface in many areas. This condition affects both the appearance
and usability of these areas, and should be addressed."

Citizens’ Joint Review Committee Recommendations:

1. Ifthe turf condition was evaluated in 2008, as stated it would be in the MPRB
letter to SHPO (11-16-07), please share the results of that evaluation with this
Committee.

2. MPRB should review and report on Rachel Contracting’s performance to
determine whether original project specifications/expectations/warranties
for reseeding and renovating parkland turf were met. MPRB should consider
withholding final payments to the contractor and/or other ways to address the
failure to achieve satisfactory project outcomes. The end result for the turf
should be equal to the quality of the turf at the large area south of W. 26th that
was part of Phase 1.

3. MPRB staff, with SWB and this Committee, should develop strategies to
resolve this problem and a timetable for implementation.

4. MPRB should review, evaluate and share with this committee how oversight
roles and responsibilities were carried out for this critically important part of
the Project and should require that deficiencies due to lack of oversight be
corrected. SHPO's 11-10-09 letter to USACE provides evidence that the work
was unsatisfactory and should be addressed.

Shoreline Plantings and Vegetation
Part 1: Plant Height and Selection

Background: The goal was to retain the historic character and vistas of the parkland
while addressing the need to stabilize the shoreline and discourage geese from
congregating in the park and on its paths. According to the Citizens Advisory Committee
meeting notes (1998-99) and the MPRB Concept Plan and Fact Sheet (revised December,
1999), the intent was to employ a variety of “hard edge” and “soft edge” solutions and to
develop “unique” solutions using a variety of vegetation. Further, the Fact Sheet stated
that one of the specific planning and design objectives was that new vegetation not




screen views to the lake (2’ - 3’ maximum plant height). The following comments were
made at various CAC public meetings:

“...build on the existing style of the lake, consistent but variety is
appropriate...create plantings unique to Isles—something with romance,
distinct views, a sense of mystery, a work of art...need low vegetation that
doesn’t impede views of the lake for homeowners and park users... plant
for durability, variety, color, low maintenance.”

Issues: The selection and installation of Bankers Willow and Dwarf Arctic Willow
included in the original Phase One shoreline plantings (in East Isles) as well as
subsequent plantings at other locations around the Lake was a mistake. These varieties,
though well suited to address shoreline stabilization and erosion control,
characteristically reach a mature height of 4’ - 6', which clearly exceeds project
specifications and guidelines established by MPRB planners and the CAC. (See attached
“Musser Forests Plant Specifications.”) In addition to blocking views and vistas for
walkers, joggers, bench sitters, bikers and picnickers, these tall plantings obscure the
very attractive varieties of sedge originally installed along the water’s edge. At various
locations around the Lake, primarily along the east shore, Bankers and Arctic Willow also
encroach on the walking path.

As stated in SHPO's 9/27/07 letter:

"These tall plantings create a barrier between the parkland and the Lake,
effectively block key views, and are not in keeping with the historic
landscape character.”

The 9/27/07 SHPO letter also states:

“Our previous review comments (14 June 2002) on the shoreline protection
plantings for the east shore stipulated that those plantings should be
monitored to assess their suitability within the historic landscape and
their general viability and heartiness. Those comments went on to state
‘the results of this monitoring may influence shoreline plans for
subsequent phases of the project, and may suggest further modifications of
the areas planted in this phase as well’. That monitoring did not occur as
anticipated. Consequently, the subsequent shoreline protection plantings
for the north arm and the west bay were installed (without review) with
plantings similar to initial east shore work.”

Intending to address this problem, MPRB's 11/16/07 letter to SHPO states:

“Bi-mower will be used by park maintenance staff to mow the shoreline
plantings” along all of the areas specified. “This procedure will be done
each year in late June and again in August. The bi-mower trims the plants
so that they are roughly knee high. The process has been added to the
routine maintenance schedule for Lake of the Isles. MPRB project manager
will monitor results of the maintenance procedure through 2010 and



provide an annual report to SHPO. Adjustments to the maintenance plan
will be considered if the maintenance practices proposed here do not
provide the desired outcome.”

The decision to use a bi-mower for periodic trimming of shoreline plantings has been
problematic, since the high speed rotary blade shreds the plant stalks and creates an
unnatural, shoddy appearance. The only trimming during 2008 and 2009 occurred in
late October when greatly overgrown shoreline plantings in East Isles were shredded
to ground level, creating an unsightly mess. The shoreline plantings were not
originally intended to require ongoing maintenance in perpetuity nor to incur
additional expense. MPRB has been unable to conform to its stated maintenance
procedures and schedules and has not submitted the required annual reports to
SHPO.

SHPO's conclusion in its 11/10/09 letter was:

"The current periodic mowing scheme does not effectively address this
issue as the tall vegetation is in place during a significant part of the
warmer months. Removal and replacement of the tall plant material
would appear to be the most sustainable solution.”

Citizens’ Joint Review Committee Recommendations:

1. Asrecommended by SHPO, all Bankers and Dwarf Arctic Willow should be
removed from around the Lake as well as from the south shoreline of
Kenilworth Lagoon. Until the plants are replaced, a regular schedule of
trimming (not mowing, then shredding) should be maintained to keep existing
shrubbery to a height of less than three feet.

2. Asrecommended by SHPO, these areas should be replanted with varieties that
are consistent with a historic “picturesque” landscape aesthetic and project
guidelines, which specified that mature height will not exceed 2’- 3.

3. MPRB should review the selection of Bankers and Dwarf Arctic Willow to
determine why inappropriate plantings were initially selected and then again
used in subsequent phases of the Project, after inappropriate height was
already evident. Please advise the Committee whether compensation for any
expense of the above-required corrective actions can be sought from SWB.

Part 2: South Shore Plantings

Background: A second area of concern involves the south shore plantings: they are
inconsistent with the Romantic Picturesque aesthetic and seem counter to the goal to
restore the historic beauty of the lakeshore.

Issues: These plantings function as an unnecessarily wide, 30’ - 40’ barrier between
the walking path and water’s edge. No citizens were involved in planning for this
section of the Park. In addition, many locations within this planting area are bare and
exhibit little seasonal color variation. These aesthetically unattractive plantings seem
inconsistent with the plantings around the rest of the Lake and conflict with the
historic style of the Lake. This area was deliberately burned in 2009.



The following comments are from an early internal MPRB staff planning document
that identifies the Public’s general, universal, and continuing concerns about the
appearance of “native” plantings to be used on the Lake’s shorelines:

“Most if not all of the attendees at the meetings and subsequent
public hearings did not want to see a complete reversal to cattail,
marsh type landscape...They did not want to see anything too
high or too weedy.”

Citizens’ Joint Review Committee Recommendation:

1. With SHPO and an outside landscape consultant, MPRB should evaluate the
appearance of the south shoreline plantings and develop a new plan to better
achieve the goal of balancing the aesthetics and historic integrity with the
issue of shoreline protection and sustainability goals.

2. Consideration should be given to returning a much wider section of this area
adjacent to the shoreline to soft, rolling turf, requiring only periodic mowing.

3. MPRB should provide the Committee with their assessment as to how best to
address this issue as well as a timetable for implementation.

Part 3: Shrub Beds

Background: In 2008, Rachel Contracting planted eight shrub beds around the
Lake and one at the East Isles gateway. Planting was done in 90-degree weather
without an adequate watering program in place, resulting in many heat-stressed and
dead plants.

Issues: Rachel Contracting is under contract to perform periodic pruning, watering
and weeding. In 2009, a Committee member had to contact Rachel Contracting
directly to perform these duties. Furthermore, spring 2010 growth revealed serious
weed infestation in most beds, with no evidence of any maintenance work. Ongoing
maintenance and replacement of dead shrubs has occurred on a random basis
resulting in distorted plant profiles and empty spaces at most locations. It also
appears that the quantity and variety of plants may not conform to the 2007 SWB
planting plan.

Citizens’ Joint Review Committee Recommendations:

1. The committee requests that MPRB inventory the shrubs at each shrub bed
location to determine the extent to which current plantings conform to the
quantity, variety and massing in the original SWB 2007 master landscape plan.
Where inconsistencies with the master plan are identified, please update the
committee regarding plans for corrective action.

2. MPRB should utilize contract warranties that require contractors to replace all
dead or declining plants, to conform the quantity and variety of plants to the
2007 SWB plan and to strictly abide by terms and conditions of their planting
plans and maintenance contracts.



3. MPRB should establish and implement an ongoing maintenance plan for
pruning, watering and weeding. These beds should be maintained in the same
beautiful way MPRB maintains the beds in other locations, such as Dean
Parkway and the Lake Harriet Rose and Peace gardens.

Light Poles (Parkway/Intersections/Skating Rink)

Background: The existing contemporary-style (“ice cube”) light poles date from
the 1970’s when the parkway around the Lake was totally redesigned. Starting in
2007, Victorian-style poles are gradually being installed to replace the cube style.
Also, extremely tall, permanent, industrial, parking lot-style light poles were installed
by the skating rink, without notice or public input and, while utilitarian, are obviously
inconsistent with the aesthetics of the Park.

Issues: The mix of light post styles is a hodgepodge.

Citizens’ Joint Review Committee Recommendation:

As the Project enters its final phase, MPRB should give the highest priority to
completing installation of the Victorian-style lights as soon as possible, ensuring
continuity of style around the entire Lake of the Isles Parkway.

Trees

Background: It is our understanding that the original planting schedule for new
trees around Lake of the Isles called for 125 trees to be planted in the Spring of 2008
and 288 trees in the Spring of 2009, for a total of 413 trees. Also, in various spots
throughout the formerly flooded park area, primarily along the outer periphery of the
parkland, a number of deep indentations (“tree wells”) were deliberately created
during the heavy trucking phase of the restoration in order to preserve valuable
mature trees that had survived the earlier flooding.

Issues: MPRB recognizes that the tree planting is not yet complete and will be an
ongoing process. As to the tree wells, they are inconsistent with the historic
landscape of LOI parkland. While no one disputed the importance of preserving these
older trees, citizens’ understanding from conversations with park planners and
managers and SHPO staff is that when these older trees are no longer thriving and
therefore require replacement, MPRB will fill the related “well” areas to level out the
park’s topography.

Citizens’ Joint Review Committee Recommendation:

1. The committee requests that MPRB (Forestry) review and report on the
status of the tree plantings with reference to the number and variety of
trees specified in the Master planting plan.

2. The committee requests that MPRB share its plans for replacement of

diseased and dead trees and removal of tree stumps going forward.
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3. Please confirm the committee’s understanding that where tree wells exist,
they will be leveled out when replacement trees are planted so that
eventually all the LOI parkland tree wells will be eliminated. Please also
confirm that this intention and directive is recorded in planning documents
that will guide MPRB Forestry staff into the future.

Park Benches

Background: There are currently 39 park benches located around Lake of the
Isles. Of this total, 32 are dedicated or memorial benches paid for by private
donations. An additional seven empty concrete slabs are available if the Foundation
for Minneapolis Parks receives additional donations. Some empty slabs have been in
place for several years. In 2009, the cost to reserve a memorial bench was doubled
and an additional $500 annual maintenance fee was initiated.

Issues: The locations of ten benches and of two concrete slabs for future benches
have obstructed views due to tall shoreline plantings or poor placement. Other
locations with dramatic panoramic views have no benches or slabs. The benches are
irregularly spaced, and some areas on the west and south sides have no benches for
quite a distance. A few of the empty slabs are cracked, unusable and unsightly.

Citizens’ Joint Review Committee Recommendations:

1. Review existing bench and slab locations, noting existing locations with
obstructed views. Some views can be opened up by replacing excessively tall
plantings as previously discussed. Develop plan to relocate some benches to
spots with more panoramic views when funding is available.

2. Evaluate bench spacing, especially on the west and south sides of the Lake, to

identify additional bench locations if needed to comply with any MPRB spacing

guidelines.

Remove any unusable cement slabs and replace them with sod.

4. Discuss a timetable for installing benches on the remaining empty slabs,
funded by either memorial contributions or MPRB.

w

Grand Rounds Information Kiosk and LOI Interpretive
Panel

Background: MPRB erected an information kiosk on the west side near the
northwest tip of the Lake between the walking path and biking path (the north arm),

Issues: The location of this kiosk is inconsistent with that shown on the MPRB’s
own Grand Rounds system-wide information maps and it was suddenly installed
without opportunity for public comment. No residents or community advisory
groups ever envisioned it at this current location. The current location is not where
most walkers and bikers would seek directions, and its installation required a large
expanse of additional concrete accompanied by an impervious asphalt pathway in a

relatively narrow section of the parkland. Immediately upon installation the “street
11



address” lettering along the top edges of the roof drooped and peeled, resulting in its
present shabby and deteriorated appearance. The empty, fourth side of the kiosk is
used as a temporary bulletin board, with unsightly postings. The location offers no
natural screening (trees or other plantings), emphasizing the kiosk’s unsightliness.

Citizens’ Joint Review Committee Recommendations:

1. Ideally, to the extent feasible, the kiosk should be located where specified on
the Grand Rounds system-wide information maps: at the Lake near the
intersection of Kenwood Parkway and Lake of the Isles Parkway.

2. Wherever the kiosk is located, plant trees and/or bushes nearby to provide
natural screening.

3. Asnoted in SHPO’s 11/10/09 letter, “stipulation #5 of the agreement requires
an interpretive plan. This plan needs to be completed.” We understand that
planning for this panel is well on its way and involves the placement not only
of a panel on the empty side of the kiosk but also freestanding panels in other
locations around the Lake. Consultation with the public, including this
committee, and SHPO will be needed regarding design and content prior to
installation of interpretive panels.

4. Either remove the peeling lettering or affix it neatly and permanently.

Gateway Intersection at East Lake of the Isles Parkway and
East Calhoun Parkway

Background: The aesthetics of this primary gateway entrance area to the Park are
very important. (Fact Sheet: Lake of the Isles Regional Park Concept Plan 12/1999)

Issues: The highly visible positioning of the unattractive portable toilets (with entry
doors in clear view) near the Midtown Greenway connection is inconsistent with the
original Concept Plan for the LOI Restoration Project, as well as being inconsistent
with MPRB's usual practice of effectively screening such facilities. Here, the wood
“screen” is behind the toilets. The other minor improvements suggested below would
dramatically improve the feeling one gets when approaching the Gateway
intersection by imparting a sense of thoughtful and unified planning with minimal
expense.

Citizens’ Joint Review Committee Recommendations:

1. Apply the MPRB’s usual standards to the positioning and screening of the
portable toilets.

2. Enhancing the entry sign area at this Gateway intersection with colorful
annual flowering plants in front of it, and appropriate landscaping behind it, as
is routinely done for many other park entry signs, would be a wonderful
improvement. To make this work, slight repositioning of the Lake of the Isles
entrance sign to the east (where it was originally located and as shown on
SWB'’s 2007 plan, so it is in the center of the gateway vista when entering the
Parkway), and the One Way sign slightly to the west of its current location,
would be needed.

12



Miscellaneous Recommendations

1. Tuckpoint Bridges: Complete tuck-pointing on Channel and Kenilworth
Bridges. It is reported as 60% completed for the Channel Bridge and 80%
completed at the Kenilworth Bridge.

2. Trash Receptacles: Newly painted trash cans replaced rusting ones in 2010, a
big improvement. However, there are much more attractive, covered trash
can styles at the Lake Harriet Rose Garden and Bandshell that, if funding was
available, would be an improvement for LOI. Until such time, if possible,
consider more suitable size and color liners for the cans.

3. Signage: Review all signs around the Lake, including but not limited to traffic,
pedestrian crossing and “Deep Water” signs, for necessity, location and
appearance.

Project Management and Oversight Issues

Thanks to the investment of local, regional and State funds over an extended period of
time, MPRB has accomplished vast improvements to Lake of the Isles Park, and this
Committee greatly appreciates the efforts and resources put forth. This report is
intended to identify unresolved issues and provide support for corrections and
enhancements needed to complete the renovation of the Park, consistent with the
objectives of the Project and the highest aesthetic standards for Lake of the Isles, a
“jewel” of the Chain of Lakes and a showcase for millions of visitors to the Twin Cities.

In the course of compiling this report, it became evident that a lack of continuity in
MPRB project management contributed to the problems described in this document.
During the eight-year renovation period, four different individuals (including two just
since 2007) have managed this project. Some project managers had extensive
additional responsibilities for other projects proceeding simultaneously. Also, we do
not know whether RFP documents and specifications were adequate to accurately
implement the provisions of the Agreement with the USACE. For these and/or other
reasons, it appears that the various project managers could not adequately exercise
proper management oversight.

In addition, ongoing, regularly scheduled communication with the various interested
parties, including SHPO and the public, was lacking. MPRB did not consistently follow
the Project guidelines that required periodic reviews and status reports to SHPO. If
these review and report steps had occurred, some of the problems identified in this
Committee’s report could have been avoided. Unfortunately, additional expense will
now be required to rectify some of these mistakes.

Final Recommendations

e  Work with MPRB Commissioners, members of this Committee, and others to
review this report and respond with plans to address the issues identified
herein (including seeking compensation from or enforcing warranties of

Project contractors, if appropriate);
13



* Establish a regular communication schedule with SHPO and the USACE to
ensure that the issues identified in this report will be resolved in a manner
consistent with previous citizen input, SHPO guidelines and the Programmatic
106 Agreement;

* Establish a formal management and maintenance program to ensure ongoing
maintenance of the Park at the highest standards in the future;

* Establish a schedule for ongoing communication with neighborhood
associations around the Lake to seek input and to report on plans and
accomplishments.

* Identify local resources that could conduct a comprehensive review of Lake of
the Isles and the other parts of the Chain of Lakes, to assist in setting uniform
and historically sensitive standards of quality for the entire Chain of Lakes,
including aesthetic and environmental issues. SHPO staff and the 1999 LOI
historic analysis report could provide a comprehensive inventory that could
be helpful in this endeavor.

Lake of the Isles

Citizens’ Joint Review Committee

Cedar-Isles-Dean Neighborhood Association: Art Higginbotham
East Isles Residents Association: Harvey Ettinger
Kenwood Isles Area Association: Kathy Low, Pat Scott

Lowry Hill Neighborhood Association Marty Broan
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* Plaase contact Harvey Emnger (hgettngBecl com[d12-374-4530} If you have any questors o
mwnwdn&mm&wm
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Lake of the Isles Citizen Advisory Committee
Meeting Notes from 8 January 1998
ob Williams - gave a quick review of the differences between the landscape styles of Simple

(mowed grass, lean lines, little vanety) and Romantic (more rugged, greater variety, vistas,
g &v;m m«:&&"? mmm_dmmkmwwh

Larry Wacker - Power Point presentstion on issues of Vegetation, Shoreline Acsthetics &
Stabilization, Water Quality, Lake & Lagoon Treatments, Island Treatments, Buill Facilities,
Recreation, Focal Points, Unattractive Steuctures, Bike Traffic, Pedestrian Traffic, Auto Traffic.

Committee Comments/ Discussion of Goals:

- » plant foe durability, variety, color, Jow-maintenarce, and to discourage gecse
plmemutephn,cmﬂuto(’pmnha&dolhehﬂaﬁm
retain existing trees - work around them, plan for demise - phase in replacements g
keep what we have

bunld on existing style of lake - consistent but varied

adjacent house lawns provide enough Simple’ landsca Romantic is appropriate for lake
—+ e vegettion that s {pece view of ke edge o homeowmers and purk s

‘Simple’ landscaping would be less expensive to install but more expensive in the future
—ecause of mowing, shoreline failure, etc,

‘Romantic’ landscaping would be more expensive to install but less expensive in the long run -
less mowing, shorelines stabilized, greater variety of plant material,

aolunom shculd be purmmcnl nouop-gapappmuches.

MPRE Horticulturst -updabeounathmphnhny = the MPRB has

Mary lctmnn,
¥ 345,000 (f for native plantings along the arm. plants were grown for
progect, . looding prevented implementation. the site had one application of

Meoloumihihte!hcmadcnmry;nsbdmﬂtﬂoodmg the grass usually needs 2 or 3
treatments to kill it. canary grass grows from a rhizome mass that is usually 5 to 6 inches
deep/thick so disturbing the soil for planting (tilling) is not necessanily & good idea. the
propased planting along the shore consisted of 30 - 40 varseties of wildflower species as well
as sedges, blueflag irises and arrowheads. possibility of planting in textural mounds - mass
plantings/drifts of single species. moist praine plants were chosen for space between paths,

Committee comments contd.:
"ot everyone on the committee agreed with idea for wet prairie between the paths on north

rm (some suggestions for filling and turf grass)

Nastes froem & JAN 98 Jdes mevtng
WO docs vmeetinga dabes \wamry3 doc
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possibility of planting natives below the flood-line at 147.2 and do turf/lawn above it
there was consensus 1o remove buckthom from the Islands
need to allow selective filling to enable picnicking and seating spaces (DRY LAND)

U&mhmwlmmhlmmbﬁxu
this space as an entrance, view from motor vehicle is important but don't make

me space too auto-friendly

explore the possibility of extending the lake into kenwood park to gain capacity for flood
storage. dredging at Kenwood would enable us fill in other locations along the lake and
would also be a means 10 ‘bridge” the parkway. tennis courts and ballfields may be sacred

tiNgs unique , distinct of
: Views, serse mym,{

do not allow human access 1o the islands (no bridge)
cook the geese and distribute to shelters

because the majority of the soil is peat and muck (highly organic) it is decaying and therefore

need to assess the boardwalks - are they appropriate? need something move aesthetically
Mmmhmlhtmﬁaw#mummbolemwndqadjmnﬂo
the boardwalks

minimize the litter (esp, cigarettes) coming through the gnt chambers, sewer system, efc,
need to address alluvial fans created at outlets (remove the “ill' on a regular basis?)

explore options by degrees (mintmum on up...J

potential 1o expand the Kenilworth Lagoon for additional storage

explove the option of creating a third island near the northern point

don't put a footpath in along the channel to Cedar, need 10 change this hard shoreline to one
with soft edges

structures are needed for portapotties

~ explore both permanent and seasonal solutions for the skating facility
screening.

Notes Irom & JAN 98 [sdes mecting
A et g s ey 3 doc
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keep the cance racks however, the northend racks are difficult to access, sharp drop to water -
not good for kids, have to ‘portage’ to store cance

ke the soccer field more usable or use it for flood storage space/ wetland

uoes the maintenance facility need to be at the southend? could this space be used for
recreational purposes - a playing field perhaps?

keep water fountains/ pumps

lighting 15 ugly - need lighting fixtures that are more appropriate in style - classical
culverts - softer/bio-engineered approach, new foot bridge too

explore options of combined use paths, alternate surfaces, path edges/borders, address ADA
concemns

yes to connections with Midtown Greenway, Kenilworth, Cedar Lake/Dean Parkway

Franklin Ave - need to improve access from Fark to Lake, reduce suto dominance - what does
the Traffic Calming Committee say?  [Final meeting of TCC is February 14 and their
recommendations go the Board on the 15th.]

Steve Apfelbaum : ecologist) was not at the meeting due to snow/ whiteout
mdummthnan.MﬂbnmduuwmlmdMM‘
riparian edges.

Notes from $ JAN 98 Diex mecting
oo\ mectings ey \surrey S AN
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Lake of the Isles

Project : Lake of the Tsles

Budget: 175,000 Lewry Hill East NP
375,000 East Isles NP ,
500,000 LCMR Enviesrementol Fund (260,070 263 oo

| LENR Met
1,000,0007 Mat Council 2000 5%l goe 4 ALS cod
(2pet ) (2001
Carpiltants Sanders Wacker Bergly LCHE
Larry Wocker and Bill Sanders 651 2210401
SEH, Engingers
Bentz Thampson Rietow, Architects

Community contacts  Jeff McNowght, Chairpersen
Leon Losge, East Isles
Lars Peterson, East Isles
Denmis Tuthill, Lowry H Il Ecst

Overview: bulding on the concept plon, the consulent have been retained to Begin mere
detailed analyris ond imentary of petestial project area. To date there have been two
meetings held with cll of the consultants ta discuss process and schedules. SHE will be
ssbmitting to SWS estimctes for survey woek (sail and tepogrophic) as well o5 graphic
imaging, If required. The intent of the work is 13 prepare ¢ more detoled preject proposal
far neighbarhsod cansderation asd to determing mare precise cost estimating end
regulstery agescy mvebaent, Cue 1o the desire to crecte meore compensatory water
storage end provide mare stabide fill saile for relocated recreational foclktes (inchuding
pathweys) the entire likeshore trestments propssels must be censidered in their entirety.
This will help focilitate permitting and determining priseities. We have promised the citizes
adviscry committee that we wauld recsevese meetirg with them to help decide priorities
end whethter some of the prejects proposed is the concep? plon - most specifically the wie
of Kenwsod and/or the seccer field in the southwest corner of the park af comp. Storage
oreas would be parsued. Other potential issues ore the bridge ot Fraskiin asd the location
of a permanent shating eirk - aitheugh most felt this fociltiy should stay where It is bet
perhapt thould be @ permonent skoting/picmc pavilion fype structure.

Preliminary discussisns have olso suggested that we do on Ervirommental Assessment Work
Sheet which might of fset o sumber of concerns and eppesition fo various proposals

Issves Naturol shoreling trectment, Mest if not all of the attendecs o* the meetings end
Mp&kwummnmommucmm
landscope. The design team suggested o variety of trestments including vegetotion, walls
and/ar & combination of both. They did nat want 4o see arything teo high (preferred less
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than knee high) ner 102 weedy. wmmnmm':p-umud ~3
th elcke (the Bossmett plannting via horticuiture) is exnnctly whet they dos't want 10 see

happen

Other issues Mantenance will need 1o hove soma facility o replace the existing if the

area is developed scconding ta the concep? plon. Can't forget te include an Inventory of

buildngs ond functions that presently occur af the site.

Kendworth Logosn: There are o group of isdniduals who hove roised private dollors to
irplemant tome of the thorelise resteration concepts on the north side of the lageon. 1
have mat with them with Larry Wecker ond merylysn 1o talk about the items they wish 1o
include in the scope of the work. Jeff lee has DNR money 1o help match the private fusds.
We have suggested the remevel of dead or declining vegetation and buckthorn resheping
the barks end filing in some low lying turf areat where ruts and depressions are tropping
water: replonting with notive wetiond plonts and semme conopy Trees: odding @ conce kinding
and o few berches. Thay would e 10 have this work done yet this summer, Larry wos
going to fald the necessary survey work ints the sverall survey to be done and do the
drowings end bid the praject. UNDER NO CTROUMSTANCES SHOULD THE
LANDSCAPING BE DONE IN-HOUSE, THE PLANTING SHOULD BE BID WITH A THREE
YEAR MATNTENANCE/GUARANTEE TN THE MANNER DESCRISED BY THE
CONSULTANTS.
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HISTORICAL ASSESSMENT: LAKE OF THE ISLES AND KENWOOD PARK

Presentation by Charloss Roise, Fess Roise and Company, Seprember 16, 1999

Brief History of Lake of the Ifes and Kenwsod Park

Haszory is more than & umple chroaology. We must Jook &t the context in which & property
mmum)mm-ﬂmmmmdmuummm
me:nmmmmormwmm.mwdmm
Rounds, and the growth of Minneagolis

T\thnapoli:M!o.dwuuuNiMialm.Ond'mﬁmmwwhiem
Clevelend, a natiosally mmmpmmwpmmm;ﬂmw
umsdundmboklhpnqn.umtgmummumuuemdd
property ax scon as possible e favored the picturesque assthetic He proposed 2 series of parks
MWwMImyﬁmmMMMMMMMMmm
from downtown Dylﬂl.thed:y‘sbouduiubdmudmwkwnﬁum
msmmmmhtpukmuwwmﬁwmﬂun‘m&mad
“The Grand Rounds *

mwismmqﬁmmdulmm 1886-1887. The first phase of
dredging was from 1539 to 1893 Two of the lake’s foue islands were incorporated mto the south
shoce No further impeovements were made untl 1006 when Theodore Wirth became
yuperimendent, mmmamﬁnummm 1907 30 1911, The
wwemaw.umugamm»mwm.mwmw
Mwnwindimt%?mdtho;wtwubnqumym.&ywn tho lake bad taken
the shape it has today Mm&waucninmhbe‘lwmunmmwmn
e 19705 Keswood Park also maiataies good historic integrity.

mmwmmwthlﬁemmimmmduhko'scm.w

development was limited intheuimMmy.A!'.buMi;boommndinmﬂn
three decades of the twentieth century, by 1939, mowt of the residences were in place

The Section 106 Process

The National Niuukmmdl%mﬁmmnmﬁﬁummw
Preservation Office (SHPO). Section 106 of the act directs federal agencies to consider the
effects of thes nﬁonsm%cmmngmw«lwwum

pnopmbuoch’nmicdimimmquﬁily for the Natioeal Register if they meet one of four
critena

A mmwhmmmwmdmom
B association with the life of as impectant persos,
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C Wlunmpﬁo&uwdmwnumtdnm.«
~ expressing Mgh artistic valoes, or
D ymundynmwmwiamuum.

Propertios =uat also retain sufficient physical irsegrity of sigmificant, character-defining features

Pmpuﬁumbeeﬂkiuhyﬁudimheh‘uhd&uhuaummmIislin.bya
faderal ageacy or the SHPO. Section 106 applies in exher case

mwawwmwamamwwwwmwwu
Heritage Preservation Commission Losal designation requires an owner of an histoeic prepesty
bnmaduignmkwmwmaﬁomnummw National
wnmi;mﬂlymmmumumsmmmm
project has foderal involvemest Otherwise, the owner of a Nasional Register peopenty is free 10
altes or demolish the property.

Lake of the Isles and Keawood Park appesr 10 meet Criterion A ard Critesion C, and perhaps
Crierion B The integrity of these properties is good. Therefoce, the lake and park appear 10
qualify for the National Register.

As pant of the Section xmmmmanmmmmum.m
mmunmcm:-\mmmx«;wm*ummmm
mmphyka&y«vinanymwihom&-ﬁ‘mdm If the praject affects
umwuwwmummwdummww'm
is no adverse effect The “Standards™ ideatify Sour “trearments™: peeservation (masnsaining &
well-preserved property), rehabilization (so=sitively adapting the propesty 10 meet new noeds),
m(mdu;o@lmmmlmumMWtimLudmm
(completely recreating a propesty that is o longer extast).

A proposed project has xn adverse effect when the project will dassage significant characteristics
of an hisieric property. The project sheuld be reassessed 10 contider alernatives that would rot
have an adverse effect 1f adverse effects canmot be avoided, mitigation it required Examples of
mﬁtmwmmmumumnawmmm
form of historical interpeecation (signs, pamphlets, etc ), and rexoring other Maoric propesties
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PROGRAMMATIC AGREEMENT
THE USARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS,
THE MINNESOTA STATE m‘n '.WA‘HON OFFICER,
PARK AND RECREATION BOARD
Mm e
LAKE OF THE ISLES RENOVATION PROJECT,
MINNEAPOLIS, MINNESOTA
muu&mw«mm-m»-—-m

R 1o the Minteapolis Park asd Recreasion Board (MPRB) for the inmsal of
the of the lsies Removamon Project (Projectt; and w

Wﬁ”ﬁﬂhﬂihmmmd

ﬂMhWhWﬂhmﬂMnMwﬁl&
«ummcwwm-mmuu«uau
quarmn—mmm«mwmuu
consulted with the Mmnesota Stte Histoes: Preservasion Officer (MrSHIMND) and the
mmummm“nummu

WHEREAS, e MPRI s panticipated in the consaltasion snd has bees invited 10 be o
siguancey 1o this agrooment parseent 1 36 CPR B00.64eX2): and
m&uwmmmmn
Mhﬁm.lhhnﬂa‘bmﬁﬁlﬂ-
passusnt 1 36 CFR $00.6(cX3); and

WHERNAS, cumment ap the proposal M boem sought Arowgh te peojec
M&: Comusmittes 20d 31 a public meeting hold on 5 Febeuary 2001, and will
hM-&M#&M-m&&M

NOW, THEREFORE, the Corps, MaSHPO, snd MIRI agree that the Lake of the lsle

mmwuwammumw»

ﬂuwmmmhmmdﬁm
STIPULATIONS -

The Corpa will eooure that the (ollowing measures are carriod out:

1 ma*&ﬂ 040 2001, The MPRS foe 2001
project inthede a) md-lln::-u-uh
et abero of Kenitwonh Lagoen, b) canoe bimding o scrth e of Kenilwosth
Lageon, and ¢) wetland sitigatos junt weet of the casal coomecting Lake of the
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Isles and Laks Calhoun (a5 desaliod o the plans dased 5 Apeil 2001) will have no
adverse edfect on the historic charscteritics of the historic Sntrict.

Archacotogy. Tohuuﬁdﬂgﬂn&dhofﬂnmmm
hnmmu—uunww
Archacologicd Rescarch Services (2000). 'Mbu'ﬁdh
avolded, MPRE will notify e COE of the adverse effocts s indicaged under
provision 43, shove.

mummuma&mm
MPRB will prepare as histosical inlerprotive plah Ser Lako of the Istes, 53 owtined
. in Appeadix A of tis agrecssern. Thy seope of the plan and its elemeaty
will be designed (n comeliation with MaSHIO, and will be ssbmamad 10
MoSHINO for concersence.

Of this agreement as necossary saall be
in e e manner 1 Ae ceipral agreement.
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[ 8 Duration. This agreomest will remsie valid wardd Janmery 1, 2009, a1 which time
the parties t Be agreesent will comaud 1o sgree that the tooms harve been
fulfilled, or agroe %o mmead the sgrecsrent or extend its formes.

Execaron and implementation of this Programmatic Agreemest evidences that the COL
oo taken into sccot the cffect of e Lake of the 1skes Renonation Project ca dstorke
propertics and e affonded the Council s oppormumity 1o coment.

US. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

vwn S/ L0/

MENNESOTA STATE HISTORIC VATION OFFICER

o Asie O, Oheheh ol o s ufor

lnvined signatoey:
PARK ANO RECREATION
Coscur:

MINNEAPOLIS HERITAGE PRESERVATION COMMISSION

o LU /o ol 23 201
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Lake

BKgnun & I fymadir-Only
q PSR
glonal park

{: the islés

concept plan
FROM A WETLAND TO A LAKE RESTORING THE PARK Comemission, NRP doflan through
. dorastions. The
Begwming in 1898, The Misneapols Pak and fecreation  9ranas and/or private
transformed & wetland ito Lake of  Board is commitied to mproving N
the hies Regionat Park, & bescth the recreation facities around Lake for the restonasion -
ke 2nd landicape with of the Ihes and restoning the beauty. thoreiine
hordines, stately trem and This concept plan focunes on
s Lake of the ket & 2 treanred balancing the picturesgue qualitie:
park and erportant pan of the d“p‘ﬁlm“ o -
Chakn of Lakes which s visited by hesthy lacdscape wod w resiore e | PSP
over bwo million people sach year park for the enjoyrere: of present Ao e
et i & UnKque “cuitiel resowce” and hture Gereratiors. ) I &
OMpAtts with swpentine = v o 195
sl pedestrtan patha, comantic OUR HISTORY * m— o o a4 G
vistas & ndands, popular skating rnk, -_W;.;f b
nd g The VPR3 extablished a rinetoen m“
member Citizen Adviscry R e -
Comemittee with representatives % Wi M W (o Cassm < ¥F1 1
e e w9, st P
TV A P A - The Board ‘s charge 1o the r-mn—-‘m”
.—--“ﬂ-.“' Commithee was 10 a1t i the .___.—q S i
———_ i e ————— e development of 3 concept plan for - —WPT). Z2A
cdamages, provide permanent T R -
nm.m-,o.m water .;' u a--, ..' :
(e of urtn developeect have OUR BUDGET & FUNDING D e et
sarecantly incromed stormwater - A v . raan rete
fusol! 1o the Like reuting in The Concept Plan has iderstfied over —a A -
Arreninhed water quality, eroded 9 milon dollars of imgeovemnents ’-'-"‘-"—"I-
Moesknes, and damaged vegetation e Lake of the Isies. Curmently there e e o A ey
and recreation fackties. The are no funds designated toweds e o BARAR BT Casuimn
of the 1997 Sood demoratrated to a implementation of the Plan. --—-o—-mu
concemed community the need to Potential sources of funds might -~ o
*1 Dow, Inchude a specal appropristion ~-=-—-c---”
eough the Legnlature, -'-"" o v Gy
Metropoltan Parks & Open Soace
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PLANNING & DESIGN OBJECTIVES

The following planning and design obyectives were prepansd eary In the
mpmamwmmmduumm
Comenitter. As work continued, the objectives were “guiding

maldng decisons on Mmmmwhhwm

WATER QUALITY VEGETATION
¢ Monstor the progress of the Chain » Preserve as much existing
of Lakes Cloory Woler Povtnenhip in egetotion & pocible.
thesr efforts &5 improve woter -
Quakty in Lok of the Isfes, Codar e ey s
Lgke, Sromrve Loke, Loke Cooun _— fespect
ond Lake Homiet, 20 setectind plont moatencls
* Explove ways 1o maninize the * Do not screen views 10 the Jake.
amount of Seter thot enders Jskes * Piont shorelive vegetotion to .
m:;:"’“”?' 7000 ccres of ot dheses e e e
SHORELINE STABILIZATION 2 owe Aeatrr
& AESTHETICS . o Exphore fing of some o 1
Sy Py plen. pronide sustoble conditons for @
o e s dacouraging geese trom for “commperastony 1torge”
" Uevelop unigor soktons wsing Congregating in the pork. (especioly in the North Arm ard
vegetation. West oy areon).

Historical Water Level Data for the Chain of Lakes

145
14e
4
142 .
141 ¢

140
1%
13
137
138
135

Elovation (&)

o0 || #
908

SEEEEEEEE R R EREE

Wiater feved: chonge bom peer 1o yeor. The sormal water kevel 5 141.5; the T997 Sood elevation was 145,

uagsutrr
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TECH TERMS
S|oxws
A S — T A
———

= Lxplove permmonent and
a0 pemmanmt desiprd for the ice
house.

* Conuider designing GINCTIVY 4
orpens for portable todety,

Rermoving DuchItiam wil Nl CCTE T Py ETRS e berabaore

LAKE & LACOONS

. !ma\nnmbbww

Mrprove the exsting soccer Sekd ” Evhw_ov?wdmu
* Deterrsew need for the MPss e “Compensascey #enope”

CEpocky of the izke basin 1o ofiow

Sharoge yord in s present locotion §60g of some kow areas in the pork
* o ek pumps a5 0 source for * Cornider development of 3 thind

drinking weter. iskand iy the weit Bay avea of the
¢ Explore Bght fieture design cptions. lake.

" Anue pemanent ot design  # Achude the Kendwerth and souh

Eohions for parits & entrance ¢ fogoon in the master plan study
Foewoys. ares.

* Emphasice the lohe’s neth end os * Expiore inchusing bike lones in the
@ Gedewy 1o the park and 15 the Iniex Porkway corridor,
Chain of Lakes.

ucwss»m

* Do ot route ks 6o Codor Lake

W3 the Kendwoveh Lagaen corridor.
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LAKE OF THE ISLES PLANNING TEAM

Mirneapols Park & Recreation Board
200 Grain Exchange, 400 South Fourth Street
Misneapoks, Minnesola 554151400

CONCEPT SUMMARY

NORTH ARM CONCEPT WEST BAY CONCEPY SOUTH SHORE CONCEPY
Mighdgras indude Hghsghas rcluce Rgg s nduse
* Creting o “goleway” & the Chawn ¢ Excovoting 10 creste o 3ol ivkond * Providing wpgroded socoer @
of Lakes ot the novth end of ey, and Incregse the woter sAnoge the Rue
capacky, ond n
* Rng in pdher oreas [0 Creode more -
wusctle plond kowe ameon
~
[0
oY
ﬁ-k ,&\
Vé * Manting the thonnling of the 1outh
{l ,WE k000N 10 prevent ession, ond
”’, * [eposing Occess 10 the fagoon for
| —
\'/
\l
1\
‘Aﬂi SHEET

'?, IC o 121> I
«\-r‘d':-\’(v,’ "‘1t‘.| f

-

/
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MINNESOTA HISTORICAL SOCIETY
STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE

January 11, 2002

Mr. Cliff Swenson

Minneapolis Park & Recreation Board
200 Grain Exchange

400 S. 4" Street

Minneapolis, MN 55415

RE:  Lake of the Isles Regional Park Rehabilitation
Minneapolis, Hennepin County
SHPO Number: 99-3677

Dear Mr. Swenson:

As part of our ongoing review of the Lake of the Isles Rehabilitation Project, you have
requested that we comment on the overall impact of the on-site wetland mitigation
measures that have been incorporated into the proposed project plans.

As you know, the parks and parkway system around Lake of the Isles have been
determined to meet the criteria of the National Register of Historic Places, as one of the
most intact parts of the city's nationally significant Grand Rounds system. The
evaluation of this part of the Grand Rounds is documented in the assessment of
significance (December 1999) completed by Hess Roise and Company.

3

The Section 106 memorandum of agreement, completed as part of the U.S. Army Corps

.. of Engineers permitting process, stipulates review of each phase of the project. The

goal of this consultation is to achieve compliance with the Secretary of the Interior's
Guidelines for the Treatment of Cultural Landscapes, and thereby preserve the integrity
of the park as a historic landscape.

As conceived by H.W.S. Cleveland and realized by William Berry and Theodore Wirth,
the design of the park and parkway emphasizes a concentric organization of space
delineated by the shoreline, paths, and parkway, encompassing broad expanses of lawn
framed with trees and shrubs to highlight important views and vistas. The specific
features of the historic design retain a high degree of integrity.

We certainly understand the overall need to address the issue of wetland replacement
when such areas are reduced or lost as part of a project. In this case, creating
replacement wetlands by excavating historic park lawn areas would adversely affect the
landscape's spatial organization and historic integrity. The proposed new wetland areas
in the west and north arms disrupt the sinuous line of the shore, and alter the land
patterns of the parkiand. We would hope that other wetland mitigation strategies, such
as off-site replacement, could protect the historic landscape and effectively address the
wetland issues.
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We look forward to continuing to work with you in addressing this issue, as well as
considering other aspects of the project design, including vegetation, wall and overlook
rehabilitation and construction, and path design. Contact us at 651-296-5462 with
questions or concerns.

Sincerely,

Dennis A. Gimmestaéj

Government Programs and Compliance Officer

cc: Eric Evenson, Minnehaha Creek Watershed District
Greg Mathis, Minneapolis HPC
Joe Yanta, COE
Chariene Roise, Hess Roise
Larry Wacker, SWB
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Memorandum/Transmittal

MINNEAPOLIS PARK & RECREATIONBOARD
200 Grain Exchange - 400 South 4th Street
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55415-1400
612.661.4800 fax 612.661.4777

DATE: January 4, 2002

TO: Heritage Preservation Commission - Commissioners

FROM: = CIliff Swenson, Project Manager

RE: Lake of the Isles Regional Park Renovations — Phase II Renovations

CC: File

Thanking you for taking the time to review and comment on the Phase II plans for the Lake of the
Isles Regional Park Renovations. Your comments and input for this phase and all future phases is
called out in the Programmatic Agreement for the project. We value the input by the HPC as we
endeavor to preserve and renovate the “Jewel”, Lake of the Isles. The intent of the proposed
renovations is to balance our park systems’ cultural, historical, environmental.and recreational
resources.

Thank you for all of your work on this project and we look forward to the meeting on the 15th. If
you have any questions concerning our proposal, please don’t hesitate to contact me at (612) 661-
4821.
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Gimmestad, Dennis

From: Boyd Deborah F jaboyd@@mnneapolsparks ongi
Semt:  Freday July 15 2007 1128 AM

To: Yoarta Joseph J MVP

Ce: Ganmestad. Densis, Larry Wather, ReSerk Juda M
Subject: Lake of the Isles 2007 consiuction

Joo,

| am requesting a go-ahead from the Corps 10 Sogin construction of the 2007 Phase of the Lake of the Isies. We
have entfied portons of the project Hat we beleve are not chyectonabie 10 SHPO  We would e 10 begn
CONSILCEON 38 SOON 8 POASDIe 0n he following tems

o Puhs
o Grading work as regured
ety @ Shoteing SUOAZISON WOk with 1N Sl S76 WSOw and bankers willow repiaced Ly the smaler plant

vanetes that we are wsing

o Cande #0830 Arnas with CONCIet Curds rted & Sarker Groy

o Canoce dock at South CaNoe SI0IBG0 Mred
o Retaineg wils at 2oicges

o Sione shorelne access features

k.»k-h-o Menprelve pene
o Bench pass
o Water sysiem al southwes! plasting area

The balance of the constuction will be scheduled once SHPO has concumed with Do plans and the Corgs ghves
us the Snal okay.

Your terely response 10 this request is groatly apgrecated
Oed

Deborah Boyd

Project Manager
Minreagoln Park and Recrestion Soecd
2517 Wes River Road

Minneapolin, MN 35411
Phone 012-230-6460

Cell 612-490-6900
Fax 612-230-6506

7/!&’200‘&
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State Mistoric Presarvation Office
September 27, 2007

M. Joe Yorta
U.ZMwCupodw
480 5" Street East

St Paud, MN 551011838

Re:  Lake of e lnles Ronovation Propct
Minneapcs, Hernegin County
SHPO Nombar: 1956-387TPA

Doar M. Yarta

A3 you know, the USACE, e Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board (MPRE), our office, and
cther intevested parties signed a Section 108 Programmatic Agreement (PA) for work on Laks
of 1he Isies a3 port of your pecmiting process.  Aler execution of the PA ocur ofice reviewed he
Intial work on the ke, focusing on the shoroine stablzation work on he east shore,

10 earty 2007, a8 new work was proposed for other portons of the overal project, it was
discovered that seversl phases of project wack, aeady completed o underway, had not been
submitied for review as required by Supulation 83 of the PA. Theough conacitation with your
office and with the MPRE_ we agresed 10 review Ihose projects and offer comments about any
CulLegl FORSUNCS CONCEMS.

A description of hese six projects (compleled o undersary), mmmmm
was submited to us by Larmy Wacker of SWE cn 20 July 2007 The six

Southwest Mtigation (8803}, Phase JA (V1604), mmmmmw)
North Arm Surcharge Removal Project (1005, Tepsoll Installation and Tur! Establishment
(/24/05), and North Shoreline Improvements (S2806). We have reviewsd thase plass, and
have e folowing commaents.

1. Our previous review comments (14 June 2002) on the shoreline protection
for hhe sast shore stipuiated at those plantings shouks be monitored 10 assess Ber

hmmammmmmmmumm
planted in this phase as wel*  That mantoring did not occur as anticisated
Consaquantly, the subsequent shoreiine protection plantings for the nord arm and the
wost Day were installed (WHNGUE review ), With plactings sirrdlar 10 ™he Inlal east shore
work, R has become apparent that some of Pe species Incluged In ese planting plans
have far excoeded the antcipated heights. These tall plactings create & barrier bebween
the paridand and the laike. effectively biock key views, 87 are nol in koeping with the  +
historie landscape characier. Optons to address this stuaton iInclude periodic mowing
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of rimming of the taler plant materiad, or remcval of e taliar plant maderisd and
repiacomont with shorer species. A plan, induding Smetabies and consideration of
avallable maintenance rosources, neads 1 be developed for the aast shore, north am,
and wedt bay shovelines, The Keniworth Lagoon shoreline should also be reviewed and
Inciuded in the plan,

2. The addticn and removal of the surchage in e north sems and west bay aress
addreased some crucial issues related 1o floodng and restoration of $he lopography of
the historic landscaps. W recognizs Tat there wid & slrong desine 1o preserve quality

histonic landscape characier. Over time, 33 the ees in these dapressions are replaced,
& mare level sarface appearance shoud be restored.

3 The publo comment on this projact has Inchuded concams about ™ uieverness of
o ground surface of the resionsd tu in the surcharge areas. This surface may be
imgontant 10 histore recreational uses of these lawns, and this ssue should b Sarther
25503507

The above comments address our concaers about the six peojects that were constructod without
$o consultation required under stpulation #3 of the agreement for e project.

W have aiso been reviewing the cumment 2007 project phase In consuliation with the MPRB
sta. We appreciate the MPRE's e¥orts 10 solch comments from the pubic at 3 meeting on 286
Juna 2007, and P eforts of MPRS staff and consultants 1o respond to those comments and
our concersa al & series of subsequent meetings. We reviewed the plans subweited 1o our
office on 20 July 2007 (plans catec A0ANT), and theough consutation with you and the MPRD
sta¥, we have agreed Mat !he pians met the Secrotary of the Interior’s Standards for
Rehabiitation, with the foliowing condtions.

1. The proposed shoreling plantings for the 2007 projoct will not Inciude the taller
species inciuded in 1he other nstalied shoriing plantngs (specificaly, the arctic willow
and the banknr's witow will be totally eliminated)

2. The plenic tables and Individual pionio shelters have no pracadence and as out of
character with the historic landscaps, ey will be ebminated.

3. Ordinarily, he use of modular BIOCK for rew work aSjacent 10 NsSIOnc concrete
bridges, particulady cn bridges with a recognized architectural style, Is cut of Charmcter
and diminshes the overall Ristone image of e strucie. AL the same Sme, we
recognize P need b armest ercsion problems before they becoms sarous. You have
inSicated that the following condiiions apply 10 B moduler Block which wil be installed
25 part of the 2007 werk: a) the bridges on the parkway at Isles will Bo by rehabitaled
25 @ later project, b) the concrete modular biock being ratalied as pan of the 2007 work
= 8 Semponary meascre 10 a0dress immeciate erosion problems, and &) the module
Block Wil b replaced with a mare apprepriate matorial as part of the bridge rehabitaton
frojects.

4. We recognize the noed 10 provide access points 10 the waler Bwrcugh the new
shoreline plantings at cortain locations, The cuvent design for modest stone structures
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ot these points is smple and a great improvement #om sarfler more elaborste
proposals.  We would urge that the 2007 werk inchude a Senited number of these
structures 50 Bat Pel uliity and performance can be evaluated. If they do not serve
the parpose for which they were intended, they should be reworked of removed. and i
would soem oasier 10 accommodate these adfustiments without instaling ad the
structures of the cutset,

5. We understand that the sami-circular bench arrangement and the double bench
arangesent with the isterpretive panel on sheet L9 of the plasa have both teen
eiminated. One memorial double Dench of tradtional bench cesipn will be re-instaliod
a3 part of the project

8. Al the proposed cance slorage sreas, the ares of pea gravel coverage wit be
constricted 10 the smaliest area needed, and the concrete curbs will be designed and
Gared 10 reduce thelr visusl prominence in the indscage,

7. The cvaral planting plan will be reconfigured 10 bomer reflect the hislonic density and
of the landscape. Reduang the overall number of ¥roes and eéminating ™e "L°

place, and it will Do helpful for the revised plan % referencs such COMPAnsons a8 well
W woukd gxpect 1o maet with the MPRS staff and other interested parties o review the
revised planting plan somatime In the coming months,

The ccoperation of Deb Boyd of the MPRE sta¥, $he input #om concemned citzens and
organteations, snd the efforts of Larry Wacker and Bl Bleckwenn of Sanders Wacker Bergiy,
have all boen helpful In this review. W look fosward 16 confiredng conaullation on this and
future phases of the project.

Contact v at 651-250-3456 with QUESTONS Of CONCAMS.
Sincecely,

Dennis A. Gimmestad
Governmont Programs & Compiance Ofcer

ce. Deb Boyd, Minneapols Park and Recreation Board
Larry Wacker, Sanders Wacker Bergly
Gary Bennett, Kenwood Isies Ares Assocaton
P R

39



LR
Fou 8121500

RECEIVED
Novessber 16, 2007 NV 20 M0

St Paol, MN 551021906
RE: Lake of the Isles Park

Doz Mr. Gemmentad:

Your letter addrossed %o Mr. Joo Yanta om September 27, 2007 expressad theee
areas of concern resslting Bom the ux phascs of the Lake of the Edes project that
occurred without review by the State Historio Preservation Oftice: the neod for a
sborclise maintenance plan, 3 plan for managing the troe wells or bowis that are
eut of Matoric chasacter, aad 3 resodation to the pooe tarf establishment in the wost
bay and north arm. The Minneapolis Park and Recrration Boand's response %o
thoss myues follow.

Shoreline Maintenance Plan

Bigpower will be sacd by pack maistcasnce staff 10 mow the shorelae plantings
muummmmmummmm
mm»mm«mmms«mmorm
year's mowing  Ihe peocess has boen added to the reutine maintenamce schedule
$o¢ Lake of e Biles.  MPRB peojoct manager willl mositor the resulis of the
maintenance peocadure through 2010 and provide an arsual repart 1o SHPO.
Adjustescets 10 Sie maittessesce plan will Be considered if the masmtenanco
practices peoposed here do not provide the desired culcome

Tree Wells
I is recognized that the tree wells that were created %o save troes deviate from the
histocic character of the site, As troes are removed, &uc 1o death or disease, from
the troe wells the wells (howls or depressions) will be filled with sodl, graded o
- 0
Jraws bur Sows axe PIVisee
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match o shops 80 the kzke and restornd 1o trf. 1f trees see plamted %o replace
Bose that ase loss they will bo plasted ot the re-established elovatice.

Terf reestablishment

In addeossing concems about e turf 0 (e sarcharpe areas, the nord arm and
west Doy groend surface was prepared for seoding this fall by wairg a wbnning
serator W fractare cotrpacted soil @ G aress (it had some varf cover Other
—mmw*:&dﬂwDMnﬂu.‘nmw
constraction traffic. In addmon the s has been amendad 1o mprove fertility.
Yerrasood, 3 relatively new method of seading, is baing wsed 1 peovide o
mpwhm-fm.thmlbﬂ-&mw
commpost and syeead by speaying fhe mixtsre & & dep of 17 0o the prepared
soil. This swethod of seading will be wsed, 2ot only in the west day and sorth an,
but everywhere turf is called for Srosghot the project area. Terf sstablshment
will be evakiated & the spring asd summer of 2008

Saceraly,

Lk Wams® Lo il

Deborak Boyd, Project Manager -
Anachment

ooz Joo Yanta, US, Conpa of Esgiacens

41



Attachment |
Lake of the Esles

wns ) bi-mzower August 2087
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May 2009

Lake of the Isies Project

Home < Desigr

The Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board’s
renovation of Lake of the Isles, underway
since 2001 (following several years of
planning), is nearing completion. A massive
and costly undertaking, the project has
restored this beloved park known for its
picturesque beauty. Poor soils around the
lake, coupled with ever-increasing urban
runoff and the devastating rain events of the
late 1990s, had created a situation in which
pathways and parkland were under water
much of the year. In addition, erosion of an
unstable shoreline had seriously degraded

the lake’s water quality. Over the last eight .
years, the MPRB stabilized the lake's A v ey TN
shoreline, restored and enhanced wetland

areas, reconstructed the paths, restored upland plants and elevated
recreation areas to make the park once again beautiful and usable as
well as sustainable. With the completion of tree planting this spring,
parkway repaving this summer, and island restoration throughout the
year, the Lake of the Isles renovation project is virtually complete.

Lake of the Isles Restoration Photos
®m parkway Repaving and Bridge Repair
March Island Cleanup; Spring and Beyond Planting
Spring Tree Planting
Renovation Goals
Maintaining the Park’s Historic Character
Trees
The Shoreline Challenge
Funding

Parkway Repaving and Bridge Repair

City Public Works is making preparations for repaving the parkway this
summer. A public information meeting was held March 30 to provide
information to area residents regarding such details as paving
schedules and detours. Councilmember Lisa Goodman has formed a
committee composed of two members from each of the four
neighborhoods that will be affected by the repaving project.
Committee members will act as a liaison to their respective
neighborhoods during the course of the repaving. For further
information regarding the parkway repaving call the street
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Above the Falls
B. F. Nelson Park

Capital Improvement
Program

Franklin Steele
Square

Grand Rounds Missing
Link

Lake Calhoun Parking
Lot Project

Lake of the Isles
Project

Minnehaha Park
Renovation

Mississippi River
Gorge

North Mississippi
Regional Park

Sheridan Memorial
Park

West River Parkway

More Current Projects
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maintenance section of Public Works at 612-673-3759.

Beginning with the Calhoun Lagoon bridge, Park Board crews have
been tuckpointing and performing other general maintenance on the
Lake of the Isles Parkway bridges. When the tuckpointing is complete,
crews will focus on the sidewalk areas, cleaning up the stone and
caulking the joints. Bridge maintenance work will not hinder traffic on
Lake of the Isles Parkway or on the bike and pedestrian trails.

The bridge decks were repaved with concrete last fall, in preparation
for the upcoming parkway paving. The new decking is expected to last
for as long as 50 years.

Back to top

March Island Cleanup; Spring and Beyond Planting

Completing work that began last summer, forestry crews in early
March cut selected half-falien trees, buckthorn and other invasive
plants, burning the cut material in controlled fires. Shrubs will be
planted along the perimeter of the islands this spring. Treatment of
invasive species will continue on the islands this spring and fall. Native
trees and shrubs will then be planted inland on the islands this fall or
in the spring of 2010. If native species can get a good start, the hope
is that they will prevent the many persistent invasive species trying to
take over the islands, especially on Raspberry Island. The planting
plan for the restoration of the islands was presented at a public
meeting in May 2008, offering area residents and park users the
opportunity to review the plan, ask questions and make suggestions.
Both Mike’s Island and Raspberry Island will continue to be designated
as wildlife refuges as identified in the approved lake of the Isles
master plan, and as such are not, and will not be, open for public use
or programming.

Back to top

Spring Tree Planting

Trees to be planted this spring by MPRB forestry crews will complete
implementation of the approved planting ptan begun on Arbor Day
2008. Two-hundred-eighty trees will be planted, including two varieties
of disease resistant elm, Valley Forge and Princeton; burr, northern
pin, and bicolor white oak; red maples; river birch; crab apple; linden;
basswood; the Kentucky coffee tree; black and Niobe weeping willow;
hackberry; black walnut; white pine; white and Norway spruce; white
and red cedar; Douglas fir, and Degroot’s spire arborvitae. The
planting plan was reviewed at a public meeting in June 2007, and
revisions were made based on comments and suggestions offered by
area residents and park users, as well as the State Historic
Preservation Office.

Back to top

Renovation Goals

In developing the Lake of the Isles Park renovation plan, the challenge
has been to create sustainable as well as usable park space. Shoreline
stabilization, wetland enhancement and restoration, path
reconstruction, upland plant restoration, and the elevation of passive
recreation areas are strategies that have been implemented to achieve
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*

the renovation goals, namely to balance aesthetics and the park’s &———

historic integrity with the recreation needs of park users and the
sustainability of a fragile environment.

Back to top

Maintaining the Park’s Historic Character

Because Lake of the Isles has been determined as eligible for listing in
the National Register of Historic Places, improvements have been
made with an eye to historic integrity. The lake’s tendency to revert to
its former swampy self, however, makes this especialily challenging.
The many tons of fill brought in to raise the lake’s surrounding
parkland above the 100-year flood level is one example of the lengths
to which the MPRB has gone to satisfy both ecological and historic
interests.

Back to top

Trees

In devising the tree planting plan, Sanders Wacker Bergly consultants
Bill Bleckwenn and Larry Wacker studied photographs of the park
during what has been determined to be the historic “period of
significance”—1886 to1941—as well as bills of sale for plants acquired
in the 1920s and '30s. They overlaid aerial photographs from the
1970s—a time when trees planted in the ‘20s and ‘30s had grown to
maturity—to create a plan that replicates as closely as possible the
clusters of trees and open spaces.

Over 400 trees have been lost since the 1970s to Dutch elm disease
and, in the past decade, to severe storms, flooding and construction.
While many of the lost eims were replaced with other specimens, of
the nearly 400 trees that will be planted, many will be one of two
disease resistant varieties of American elm.

Back to top

The Shoreline Challenge

The main area in which today’s Lake of the Isles differs from the
historic "period of significance” is the shoreline. In the 1920s and '30s,
lawn stretched to the water’s edge. Because of the difficult topography
and ecological realities, it is not feasible to mow to the water’s edge
to re-create this historic element today. The conversion of areas
around the west bay and north arm into wetlands, which would have
created the most ecologically sensible solution to Isles’ recurring
flooding problems, was deemed to be too far off the historic mark.
Maintaining a defined shoreline in this environment required a
compromise: most of today’s shoreline has been stabilized with
state-of-the-art technology that relies on native plants—grasses,
flowers, and shrubs—ultimately taking root and holding the shoreline
in place.

To offer park visitors the ability to reach the water’s edge, stone
access points have been built around the lake. An alternative to
negotiating shrubbery, these access points protect the shoreline
plantings—and therefore the shoreline—from human traffic.

Back to top
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Caring for Our Parks |

Funding

The Lake of the Isles renovation to date has been funded through the
Minnesota Environment and Natural Resource Trust Fund: Legislative
Commission on Minnesota Resources, the Minnesota DNR Flood
Mitigation Program, the Metropolitan Parks and Open Space
Commission, East Isles Residents Association, Kenwood Isles Area
Association, Lowry Hill East Neighborhood Association, Cedar Isles
Dean Neighborhood Association and private donations.

Funds total $8,923,763. Any remaining funds are being used to
complete island restoration, the upcoming spring tree planting, and
bridge work.

Back to top

&
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Minnesota
Historical Society

State Historic Presarvation Office
December 30, J00%

Mr. Joe Yanta

Beanch

Feglatory

US. Army Corps of Engineers
190 5° Street East

S1. Paul, MN 55102-1638

Re. Lake of the Hles Rendvation Project

AMinneapods, Hennepin County
SHPO Nomber: 1999 3677PA

Oear Mr. Yasta:

nmm-.hmx.muya.wm-ummmwmnnnumua
mmmw&wwwwaummm-w.

The parkmay system arcund Lake of the Iskes is 2 component part of the Minneagols Grand Rounds,
which meets Naticnal Register criteria as a histork landscape.  We spgreciated the spportunity to
review the et of project work with your office this past summer. W are writing at this tisse 1o
provide 3 summary of outstanding isues which we have identified under the termi of the Programanatic
Agreement.

1. \nterprative Plan, Stipulation B% of the agreement requires an interpretive plan. This plan
needs 1o be completed.

2. $hocelice Plantings  Seversd of Our letters on various phases of the peomct work have
dhacussed the issue of shorelne plancngs (see our lettons of 14 Juse 2002, item £1: 30 Jure
2004, nem &3, 27 Segtember 2007, tem #1/page 1; 27 Segtember 2007, item #1/pagel). These
comments addressed the fact that some shereine plaraings, particularly on the east sheee,
north arm, and weit bay, hive far exceeded their anticipated heghas.  Thewe plantings create 2
Bacrier betwren the parkland and the fate, Block key views, and divupt the ovenad histork
landicape chanacter. Our earlier comments recommended Sevelcpment of a strategy to
address his issue. The current periedic mowing scheme does not eftfectively address this iue
as the tall vegetation is bn place during 3 ugnficant part of the warmer months.  Remcval and
replacement of the 1l plant material would 3pRear 10 Be the most sustaimable wiution.

3. TurlAceas The re-establishment of the turf surface has Been an iMsorant companent of
ressecing the historc character and use of the open aeas in the landscape.  However, as
ndicated i cur letter of 27 September 2007, item ¥3/pagel, the project methods hive

s rencrt e ooty LAY Fatogy Busrr 3 Wedl Lart Bau, Mmmmeacrs 1Y00
£51 299 000G « BER-TIT AN - www PeALLTE
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peoduced an iregular ground urface i many areas This condmion affects both the sppearance
and usabilty of these areas, and should be adaressed.

MMMwmmum.ummmwmuMMMmm
verma of this agreement. Contact us #t 655.259.3455 with guestions of concerts.

Sncerely,
Britta L Bloomberg
Depety State Histork Preservation Officer

: Judd Rietherk, Misneapolls Park and Recreation Board
mermmmtummm
Jack Byers, Minneagoks Herflage Preservation Commission
Mike Bong, Keowood Ishes Ares Asseciation
Marvey Ettinger, East kles Resdence Asseciaton
Pat Scont
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SANDERS WACKER BERGLY, INC.
Landscape Architects And Planners

MEMORANDUM

TO:
FROM:
SUBJECT:
DATE:
CC:

Andy Lesch

Larry Wacker

June 22, 2010 Coordination Meeting Minutes — COE Permit Status for Lake of the Isles Improvements
June 25, 2010

Joe Yanta Bill Bleckwenn

In Attendance: Joe Yanta, Andy Lesch, Bill Bleckwenn, Larry Wacker

The purpose of the meeting was to review the Lake of the Isles park improvement project status relative to the terms and conditions of the
COE permit for the project. Latry W., Bill B. and Andy L. teviewed the history of the project, the work that was completed and the
current condition of the shoreline plantings, turf, wetland mitigation areas, island vegetation and interpretive panels. The following is a list
of major comments:

1. JoeY. indicated he has been contacted by a few community members about the following concerns:

a.

The turf condition in the park is not as good it should be, especially, on the east side of the North Arm.

i. Andy L. and Larry W. mentioned that the turf condition in the project area is generally similar to other
undisturbed areas at Lake of the Isles and other non-irrigated turf areas in the park system. The new lawn areas
are expected to continue to develop and improve, particularly if rainfalt patterns return to normal (precipitation
tates have been far below notmal for 3 out of the last 5 years).

b.  The height of some of the shrub varieties planted along the shoteline is excessive.

i Larry W. and Bill B. mentioned that the shrubs ate doing a good job in helping to stabilize the shoreline as they
are intended, however, the Arctic and banker’s willow shrubs have grown taller than expected. Andy L.
indicated that the Park Board does not support the idea of removing the willow shrubs because they are
effective in protecting the shoreline. Park Board maintenance has been cutting the tall shrubs down once per
season but will change to twice per season in response to resident comments. The first cutting will occur after
the bird nesting season is over.

2. JoeY. indicated that the quality of the vegetation in the southeast wetland mitigation area may benefit by planting prairie cord
grass, big blue stem and other plant varieties with deep rooting characteristics. He said that monitoring of the southeast wetland
condition should continue,

3. JoeY. asked that the Park Board perform the following tasks:

a
b.

C.

d.
e.

f.

Prepare a maintenance plan for the shoreline plantings, island vegetation, turf and new wetland vegetation.

Review the maintenance plan with the SHPO and interested community residents.

Consider removing tall shoreline shrubs in 2 few places where residents are concerned about the plants blocking views to
the lake.

Complete installation of interpretive pancls as described by Andy L.

Consider replacing the bulletin board on the kiosks with permanent maps or other permanent displays.

Renew the Memorandum of Agreement with SHPO.

4. JoeY. indicated that he will consider whether the terms of the permit have been satisfied after the tasks described in item 3 above
are complete.

365 EAST KELLOGG BOULEVARD - SAINT PAUL MINNESOTA 55101-1411

PHONE: 651-221-0401 FAX: 651-297-6817
VISIT OUR WEBSITE: WWW.SWBINC.COM

P:\0644 - MPRB - LOI SITE IMPROVEMENTS 06 & 07\LOI - 2007 SITE
IMPROVEMENTS\CORRESPONDENCE\COE PERMIT REVIEW MEMO.DOC
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TOPSOIL AND TURF RENOVATION
North End
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TOPSOIL AND TURF RENOVATION
West Ishes
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TOPSOML AND TURF RENOVATION
East Ishes Gateway
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TOPSON AND TURF RENOVATION
wWest 22 Sreet & Cax Lake of the Iskes
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TOPSOIL AND TURF RENOVATOIN
Rocks i Tognodl

56



TOPSOIL AND TURF RENOVATION
East Isles & Euchd: healthy grass
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Shorefine Plantings and Vegetation
Part 1: Plamt Height
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Shorekne Plantings and Vigotation
Part 1 Plant eight
East Swe

West Sde
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Shoreline PLantings and Vegetation
Part 1 Mamt Hoght
B-mower Octoder 2009
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Shoreline Mlanmtings and Vegetaton
Part L. Plast Mogt
After mowey
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Shoreling Plantings and Vegetation
Part 1: Plamt Heght
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shoreline Plantings and Vegetation
Part 2: South Shore Plantings
South shoreling
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Shoreling Plantings and Vegetation
Part 2: South Shore Pantings
After burn
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Kenliworth Lagoon
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Shoreline Plantings and Viegetation
Part 3: Shrub Beds
North Arm at Frankdin
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Shorelne Plantings and Vegetation
Part 3: Shrub Beds
Russell Averrase

East Sde
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Shareline Mlantings and Vegetation
Part 3: Shrub Beds
SE Gateway
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Shoreline Plantings and Vegetation
Part 3: Shrub Beds
SE Gateway: wrong Spires
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Shoveline Plantings and Vegetation
Part 3: Shrub Beds
Russell Averue
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Light Post Styles
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Light Post Styles




Tree Wells

Tree Stumps
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Benches
Cracked concrete
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Grand Rounds Information Kicsk and LOI Interpretive Panel
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Gateway Intersection at E. Lake of the Mles Parkway & E. Calhoun Parkway
Misplaced “LOf Parkway™ and One Way sigrs
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Gateway Intersection at E. Lake of the isles Parkway & . Calhoun Packway
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Portable Tollets
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Gateway Intersection at E. Lake of the ies Parkway & €. Calhoun Parkway
Cxample of screened portable tollet (Lake Calhoun)
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Gateway Intersection at £ Lake of the isles Parkway & E Calhoun Parkway
Examples of nice MPRE flower beds

e ORAPOLE PARE & SECREATION BOMRD

' Lyndale Park
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Unsightly garbage cans; viious gacrbage bags




