
 PROJECT ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING 1 NOTES 

 
 

 
DATE/TIME   Tuesday, December 8, 2009, 4:00 PM to 6:00 PM 
 
LOCATION  Community Center, Scandia, Minnesota 
 
ATTENDEES 
PAC Members Michael White (Community Representative), Tom Krinke (Scandia 

Planning Commission), Lisa Schlingerman (Community Representative), 
Kristin Tuenge (Community Representative), Karen Kromar (Minnesota 
Pollution Control Agency), Jim Larsen (Metropolitan Council), Melissa 
Doperalski (Minnesota Department of Natural Resources), Bill Clapp 
(Community Representative), Jill Medland (National Park Service), Jed 
Chesnut (Community Representative), Jim Shaver (Carnelian-Marine-St. 
Croix Watershed District), and Jyneen Thatcher (Washington 
Conservation District)   

City of Scandia Anne Hurlburt, City Administrator, Sherri Buss, City Planner (TKDA) 

AECOM Team Leslie Knapp, Mark Rothfork (AECOM), and Trudy Richter (Richardson, 
Richter & Assoc. Inc.) 

Tiller Corporation Mike Caron, Christina Morrison (Tiller Corporation), and Kirsten Pauly 
(Sunde Engineering)   

Public   Pam Arnold, Craig Christensen, Mary Zink, and Randy Ferrin 

 

MEETING NOTES 
1. Introductions 
 
Trudy Richter had the PAC members, and City, AECOM Team, and Tiller Corporation 
representatives introduce themselves.  Trudy also asked PAC members to provide some 
background as to why they were interested in participating on the PAC. 
 
Items 2-7 noted below are included in the presentation.  Copies of the presentation are attached 
and are available on the City of Scandia Zavoral Mine and Reclamation Project EIS website at: 
http://www.ci.scandia.mn.us/index.asp?Type=B_LIST&SEC={B8DD8405-7011-4E96-A86B-
5FCD4C42F5A7} 
 
2. Review PAC Roles, Responsibilities & Schedule 
 

• Meeting notes will be generated by the City and the AECOM Team. 
• Will the PAC get to review the meeting notes? 

o Yes.  The DRAFT meeting notes will be posted on the City webpage until the 
PAC has reviewed them.  At the next PAC meeting the word DRAFT will be 
removed from the notes and they will be considered FINAL. 

Z a v o r a l  M i n i n g  a n d  R e c l a m a t i o n  P r o j e c t  E I S  P A C  M e e t i n g  N o t e s  
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3. Overview of EIS (Environmental Impact Statement) & CUP (Conditional Use Permit) 
Processes 
 

• Will the agencies with permitting authority be expected to “bare their souls” about the 
project and not hold back regarding either being for or against the project? 

o Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA) and Minnesota Department of 
Natural Resources (DNR) representatives stated that they will not take a position 
for or against the Project, but will relay the requirements of the necessary permits 
and approvals.  Also, they will review and comment on the EIS and whether the 
information contained in the document adequately addresses permitting issues 
and requirements.   

• Have there been other meetings where the City and their consultants have received data 
or information previous to this PAC meeting?  Have any reports been prepared? 

o No reports have been prepared.  Currently, the City and AECOM are in the 
process of gathering data from Tiller Corporation. 

• Other than the Draft EIS public comment period, is there another public comment period 
associated with the City Conditional Use Permit (CUP) process? 

o Yes.  The City CUP provides for a separate public hearing process. 
• Scandia residents had questions at to why the current Comprehensive Plan does not 

apply to the Zavoral Site. 
o The current Comprehensive Plan was not yet adopted at the time that Tiller 

Corporation filed their CUP application.  The Comprehensive Plan was adopted 
in March 2009 and Tiller Corporation filed the CUP application in November 
2008. 

• Did the City attorney publish an opinion on why the Tiller Corporation CUP application 
cannot be reviewed under the current Comprehensive Plan?  Residents would like to 
see it.  Also, why couldn’t the City have passed a moratorium? 

o Anne will talk to the City attorney to see if a written opinion is available.  If not, 
the City Council might need to authorize the City attorney to prepare one if 
needed.  There have been significant changes in the state laws regarding 
moratoriums.  A moratorium cannot be used to stop a specific application already 
in progress.   

o The previous Comprehensive Plan allowed sand and gravel mining as a 
conditional use in most areas.  The current Comprehensive Plan depicted sand 
and gravel mining as a separate discreet land use on the map.  The current 
Comprehensive Plan shows 2 existing mines.  All new sand and gravel mines 
would need to request an amendment to the Comprehensive Plan, which is a 
difficult process.  It was the legal opinion of the City attorney that the Tiller 
Corporation CUP be reviewed under the Comprehensive Plan in existence at the 
time of the application submittal.  

 
4. Gravel Mining Overview 
 

• Will the EIS identify the amount of material to be mined from the Zavoral Site?   
o Yes.  This information will be part of the EIS. 

• Will material from the Zavoral site be taken to other sites? 
o Yes.  That is typically how all Tiller sites operate.  Blends of materials are based 

on market demand.  Hauling the material the shortest possible distance is always 
preferred. 

Z a v o r a l  M i n i n g  a n d  R e c l a m a t i o n  P r o j e c t  E I S  P A C  M e e t i n g  N o t e s  
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5. Tiller Proposal 
 

• Will there be any mining in areas where no mining historically has taken place at the 
Zavoral site? 

o Yes.  Mining will take place on eight acres of historically unmined area. 
 
6. EIS Content 
 
See PowerPoint presentation. 
 
7. Recent Developments & Scoping Implications 
 

• Will the Scandia site be reviewed in the EIS since material will be taken from Zavoral to 
Scandia? 

o Yes, but only certain aspects of the Scandia site will be addressed in the EIS. 
• Was the reason behind the revised proposal because the water appropriation permit was 

too costly to acquire? 
o Tiller performed additional site characterization of the Zavoral site deposit and 

determined that is was more beneficial for use as an add-rock site and 
considered the potential cost of re-permitting the Zavoral site well at levels 
suitable for washing gravel.  Tiller looked at several options and also listened to 
residents’ concerns.   

• Is it true that the Zavoral site well can’t be used? 
o No.  The Zavoral site well may be used, but the process of obtaining a water 

appropriation permit from the DNR for at levels suitable for washing gravel at the 
Zavoral site would be long and costly. 

• Will the Zavoral site well be capped? 
o No.  Tiller plans to utilize the Zavoral site well for dust control.  The amount of 

water used for dust control at the Zavoral site would be below DNR water 
appropriation permit threshold and would not require a permit. 

• Is the Zavoral site well located in a protected aquifer? 
o The DNR has put protections in place to help protect the Mt. Simon aquifer in the 

Twin Cities and surrounding communities use for potable water. 
• Is the add-rock at the Zavoral site not good quality? 

o No.  The Zavoral site deposit is good quality add-rock.  The material left at the 
Zavoral site from previous mining activities would complement the material at the 
Scandia Mine site and be used as add-rock.  

• Will the Zavoral site well be used? 
o Yes.  The Zavoral site well would be used to fill a water truck up to two times a 

day (<10,000 gallons per day) for dust control at the site. 
• When will the scoping document be finalized with the recent changes? 

o The City is currently working on revising scoping document and is planning on 
having it finalized in January. 

• Will there be another public comment period and agency commentary for the revised 
scoping document? 

o The City of Scandia, as the Responsible Governmental Unit (RGU), can amend 
the scoping document per Minnesota rules without a public comment period or 
agency commentary.  The amended scoping document will be noticed in the 
EQB Monitor. 
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o The MPCA representative stated that amending the scope for positive (reduced 
impact) project change would be less likely to raise public concerns regarding 
scoping. 

o The EIS will analyze changes impacting the Scandia site that weren’t addressed 
in the EAW that was prepared in 1999.  Add-rock brought to the Scandia Mine 
site from the Zavoral site would replace add-rock coming from other mines in the 
area.  Traffic impacts would be reduced if add-rock was brought in from a closer 
site. 

• Does market demand mean bringing add-rock from all sites? 
o Market demand would not mean that add-rock would be brought in from multiple 

sites.  The distance rock is hauled significantly impacts aggregate costs.  The 
Zavoral site is the closest add-rock site to the Scandia Mine, so it would likely be 
used first, 

• Will Tiller agree to close the Franconia site while the Zavoral site is operating? 
o No.  Tiller may send add-rock from the Franconia site to other sources (not 

Scandia site) that are in close proximity (shorter haul distance).  Tiller does not 
want to be unnecessarily limited.    

 
8. Group Identification of Issues & Concerns 
  

• Traffic 
o Safety 
o Noise 
o Entry and exit at Scandia 

• Destruction of landscape 
o Scenic byway 
o Wild and scenic river 

• Visual impacts during mining (from Highway 97 and Wisconsin) 
• Mining impacts on seepages, bluff, and river 

o Hydrology changes – seepage swamps, unique communities, and meadows 
• Alternative – Hours and days per year operation 
• Alternative – Eight virgin acres not mined 

o Field analysis (4.5 acres of woods) 
• Economic and social impacts 
• Reclamation plan 
• Erosion control (not impact river and swamps) 
• Scandia site water use impacts 
• Small contractors want to buy product 

 
9. Next Steps  
 
See attached PowerPoint presentation. 
 
10. Public Questions  
 
See attached scanned public comment cards. 
 

 
































