February 4, 2000
TO INTERESTED PARTIES:
RE: Albertville Wastewater Treatment Facility
Enclosed is the Environmental Assessment Worksheet (EAW) for the proposed Albertville
Wastewater Treatment Facility, Wright County. The EAW was prepared by the Minnesota
Pollution Control Agency (MPCA) and is being distributed for a 30-day review and comment
period pursuant to the Environmental Quality Board (EQB) rules. The comment period will
begin the day the EAW availability notice is published in the EQB Monitor, which will likely
occur in the February 7, 2000, issue.
Comments received on the EAW will be used by the MPCA in evaluating the potential
for significant environmental effects from this project and deciding on the need for an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).
A final decision on the need for an EIS will be made by the MPCA Commissioner after the end
of the comment period. If a request for an EIS is received during the comment period, or if the
Commissioner recommends the preparation of an EIS, the nine-member MPCA Citizens’ Board
(Board) will make the final decision. The final EIS need decision will also be made by the Board
if so requested by the project proposer, other interested parties or MPCA staff and if this request
is agreed to by one or more members of the Board or the MPCA Commissioner. The Board
meets once a month, usually the fourth Tuesday of each month, at the MPCA office in St. Paul.
Meetings are open to the public and interested persons may offer testimony on Board agenda
items. A listing of Board members is available on request by calling (651) 296-7306.
Please note that comment letters submitted to the MPCA do become public documents and will
be part of the official public record for this project.
If you have any questions on the EAW, please contact Eric Kilberg of my staff at (651) 296-8643.
Sincerely,

Joseph L. Esker
District Planning Supervisor
Operations and Planning Section
Metro District
JLE/gs
Enclosure

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT WORKSHEET
Note to reviewers: The Environmental Assessment Worksheet (EAW) provides information about a project
that may have the potential for significant environmental effects. This EAW was prepared by the Minnesota
Pollution Control Agency (MPCA), acting as the Responsible Governmental Unit (RGU), to determine
whether an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) should be prepared. The project proposer supplied
reasonably accessible data for, but did not complete the final worksheet. Comments on the EAW must be
submitted to the MPCA during the 30-day comment period, which begins with notice of the availability of the
EAW in the Minnesota Environmental Quality Board (EQB) Monitor. Comments on the EAW should address
the accuracy and completeness of information, potential impacts that warrant further investigation, and the
need for an EIS. A copy of the EAW may be obtained from the MPCA. An electronic version of the EAW is
available at the MPCA Website www.pca.state.mn.us.
1.

Project Title:

2.

Proposer:

Albertville Wastewater Treatment Plant (WWTP) Expansion

City of Albertville
Ms. Linda Goeb

Contact Person
and Title
Address

3.

RGU:

Contact Person

Clerk
5975 Main Avenue Northeast

Mr. Eric Kilberg

and Title

Principal Planner

Address

520 Lafayette Road North

P.O. Box 9, Albertville, Minnesota 55309-0009

4.

Minnesota Pollution Control Agency

St. Paul, Minnesota 55155

Phone

(612) 497-3384

Phone

(651) 296-8643

Fax

(612) 497-3210

Fax

(651) 296-7782

E-mail

lgoeb@aol.com

E-mail

eric.kilberg@pca.state.mn.us

Reason for EAW Preparation:
X
EIS Scoping
Mandatory EAW
Proposer Volunteered

Citizen Petition

RGU Discretion

If EAW or EIS is mandatory give EQB rule category subpart number. Minn. R. 4410.4300, subp. 18B. For
expansion or reconstruction of an existing municipal or domestic wastewater treatment facility which results
in an increase by 50 percent or more and by at least 50,000 gallons per day of its average wet weather design
flow capacity, or construction of a new municipal or domestic wastewater treatment facility with an average
wet weather design flow capacity of 50,000 gallons per day or more, the MPCA shall be the RGU.
5.

County

Project Location:
SE

1/4

SE

1/4

Section

Wright
36

Township

City/Twp
121N

City of Albertville
Range

24W

Attach each of the following to the EAW:
Figure 1.
Figure 2.
Figure 3.
Figure 4.
Figure 5.

Location map;
Location of site within city;
Surrounding topography and land features;
WWTP site map; and
Process schematic diagram.

6. Description
a. Provide a project summary of 50 words or less to be published in the EQB Monitor.
The city of Albertville, in Wright County, proposes to replace its existing aerated stabilization pond
system that is currently permitted for an average wet weather flow (AWW) of 315,000 gallon per day
(GPD) with an oxidation ditch mechanical plant to be designed for an AWW flow of 929,700 GPD).
The project would be implemented in two phases, the first of which is the subject of this EAW. The
design AWW flow for the first phase is 613,400 GPD. The oxidation ditch plant would be constructed
within what is currently the secondary stabilization pond cell. The existing aerated stabilization ponds
would remain, and flows would be split between the aerated ponds and the oxidation ditch.
b. Give a complete description of the proposed project and related new construction. Attach additional
sheets as necessary. Emphasize construction, operation methods and features that will cause physical
manipulation of the environment or will produce wastes. Include modifications to existing equipment
or industrial processes and significant demolition, removal or remodeling of existing structures.
Indicate the timing and duration of construction activities.
The proposed facility will incorporate the existing process units and will become an activated sludge
treatment facility utilizing oxidation ditches with anaerobic/anoxic selector tanks. In activated sludge
systems, sludge from the clarifying process is returned to the head of the treatment train to innoculate
the incoming wastewater with microorganisms that are suited to consume the nutrients in the
wastewater. In this case, the activated sludge is introduced into the anaerobic/anoxic selector tanks.
The first phase of the project would consist of the following construction:
♦ a new and larger main lift station at the WWTP.
♦ two static fine screens. These screens, at the head of the treatment plant, would remove
particles down to 1.5 mm in diameter. These screenings would be compacted and
deposited in a stainless steel dumpster, then landfilled.
♦ two anaerobic/anoxic selector tanks. The selector tanks are the process units where
biological phosphorus (Bio-P) removal begins. The tanks can be operated anaerobically
(in the absence of oxygen) to provide a stressed zone where phosphorus release occurs, as
well as an environment that favors the reproduction and population buildup of
phosphorus-storing microorganisms. When operated under anoxic conditions, (where free
oxygen is nonexistent , but nitrate is present as an oxygen source) nitrate is denitrified by
facultative anaerobic bacteria, and phosphorus is taken up.
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♦ one oxidation ditch. In the oxidation ditch, phosphorus uptake occurs by the
microorganisms present in the ditches. The same microorganisms also use influent
Carbonaceous Biochemical Oxygen Demand (CBOD5) as a food source and thereby
reduce the concentrations to acceptable levels for discharge. The oxidation ditch is
designed to have a 24-hour detention time at design flow. Because of high solids retention
and long hydraulic detention times, oxidation ditches nitrify ammonia (oxidize it into
nitrate). Since nitrate in the activated sludge returned to the anaerobic selectors would
interfere with the Bio-P process, the oxidation ditches would be operated so as to denitrify
(convert nitrate into nitrogen gas and oxygen gas). This is done by operating the oxidation
ditch at low oxygen levels periodically to create anoxic conditions.
♦ one additional final clarifier. From the final clarifiers, sludge would be returned to the
anaerobic/anoxic selectors by pumping. Excess sludge would be pumped to the sludge
dosing tank, and thence to the aerated ponds.
♦ modifications to the existing ultraviolet (UV) disinfection channel (extending the channel
and adding another bank of UV bulbs).
♦ return activated sludge (RAS) structure and RAS pumps
♦ two aerated sludge dosing tanks
The existing aerated stabilization ponds would remain, minus the existing secondary pond (where the
proposed construction will take place). Flows would be split between the aerated ponds and oxidation
ditch plant. The existing alum facilities and rapid mix tank would remain as backup and also to
remove phosphorus from the aerated pond effluent. The existing clarifier would remain.
No change to the existing outfall structure is anticipated or planned.
c. Explain the project purpose; if the project will be carried out by a governmental unit, explain the need
for the project and identify its beneficiaries.
The purpose is to provide wastewater treatment for the rapidly growing city of Albertville (City). The
current treatment system is not designed to treat projected flows and loads. The beneficiaries of the
project are the current and future residents of the City, as well as current and future commercial and
industrial users located in the City. The construction will enable the construction of residential,
commercial, and light industrial developments on land that is currently agricultural or open space. As
such, the project will financially benefit the owners of that land and those interests that will undertake
its development.
d. Are future stages of this development including development on any outlots planned or likely to
happen?
Yes
No If yes, briefly describe future stages, relationship to present project, timeline
and plans for environmental review.
The second phase of the project is projected to occur in 2010. It would consist of abandoning the
aerated ponds, constructing a second oxidation ditch and a third clarifier, adding a third bank of UV
bulbs to the UV channel, and constructing a reed bed system to dewater and treat the sludge produced.
Separate environmental review will be conducted for the second phase.
As indicated at item 6c, above, the project is intended to and will enable substantial, commercial, and
light industrial development of currently undeveloped land. Timing of this development is uncertain.
e. Is this project a subsequent stage of an earlier project?
Yes
past development, timeline and any past environmental review.
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No

If yes, briefly describe the

An EAW was prepared in early 1993, and a National Pollution Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES) Permit was issued for the construction of the present facility.
7.

Project Magnitude Data
Total Project Area (acres)
33 acres
or Length (miles)
Number of Residential Units: Unattached
Attached
maximum units per building
Commercial/Industrial/Institutional Building Area (gross floor space):
total square feet
Indicate area of specific uses (in square feet):
Office
Retail
Warehouse
Light Industrial
Other Commercial (specify)
Building height
14 feet

8.

9.

Manufacturing
Other Industrial
Institutional
Agricultural
Existing plant building 3,880 square feet, new building 3,000 square feet
If over 2 stories, compare to heights of nearby buildings

Permits and Approvals Required. List all known local, state, and federal permits, approvals, and
financial assistance for the project. Include modifications of any existing permits, governmental review
of plans and all direct and indirect forms of public financial assistance including bond guarantees, Tax
Increment Financing and infrastructure.
Unit of Government

Type of Application

Status

MPCA
MPCA
MPCA
City of Albertville
Minnesota Department of Natural
Resources (MDNR)

Facilities Plan
Plans and Specifications
NPDES Permit
Building Permit
General permit for temporary water
appropriations.

Technically approved.
Under review.
Not completed.
Not Applied for
Will be obtained by the
construction contractor

Land Use. Describe current and recent past land use and development on the site and on adjacent lands.
Discuss project compatibility with adjacent and nearby land uses. Indicate whether any potential
conflicts involve environmental matters. Identify any potential environmental hazards due to past land
uses, such as soil contamination or abandoned storage tanks, or proximity to nearby hazardous liquid or
gas pipelines.
The existing site has been used for wastewater treatment since 1984. Mud Lake is located to the west
and north of the site. A tree farm is located to the east. Interstate Highway I-94 is located to the south.
There is a convenience store located roughly 500 feet south and a tile factory located roughly 300 feet
south of the facility, both between the highway and the plant.
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10.

Cover Types. Estimate the acreage of the site with each of the following cover types before and after
development:
Before
Types 1-8 wetlands
Wooded/forest
Brush/grassland
Cropland

11.

14

After
Lawn/landscaping
Impervious Surfaces
WWT secondary cell
mechanical WTP
TOTAL

19

Before

After

negligible
6
0.5
20.5

0.5
0
1
20.5

Fish Wildlife, and Ecologically Sensitive Resources.
a. Identify fish and wildlife resources and habitats on or near the site and describe how they would be
affected by the project. Describe any measures to be taken to minimize or avoid impacts.
Mud and School Lakes: Fathead minnows, bullheads, carp and other rough fish.
Otsego Creek: Minnows - mostly darters and suckers, possibly some larger fish in spring.
An effluent phosphorus limit of one mg/L has already been placed on the discharge.
b. Are there any state-listed (endangered, threatened, or special-concern) species rare plant
communities or other sensitive ecological resources, such as native prairie habitat, colonial waterbird
nesting colonies or regionally rare plant communities on or near the site.
Yes
No
If yes, describe the resource and how it would be affected by the project. Indicate if a site survey of
the resources has been conducted and describe the results. If the MDNR Natural Heritage and
Nongame Research program has been contacted give the correspondence reference number:
ES#980804. Describe measures to minimize or avoid adverse impacts.

12.

Physical Impacts on Water Resources. Will the project involve the physical or hydrologic alteration
— dredging, filling, stream diversion, outfall structure, diking, and impoundment — of any surface
waters such as a lake, pond, wetland, stream, or drainage ditch?
Yes
No
If yes, identify the water resource affected. Describe alternatives considered and proposed mitigation
measures to minimize impacts. Give the MDNR Protected Waters Inventory (PWI) number(s) if the
water resources affected are on the PWI.
The existing outfall at Mud Lake will not be changed.

13.

Water Use. Will the project involve installation or abandonment of any water wells, connection to or
changes in any public water supply or appropriation of any ground or surface water (including
dewatering)?
Yes
No
If yes, as applicable, give location and purpose of any new wells; public supply affected, changes to be
made, and water quantities to be used; the source, duration, quantity and purpose of any appropriations;
and unique well numbers and MDNR appropriation permit numbers, if known. Identify any existing and
new wells on the site map. If there are no wells known on site, explain methodology used to determine.
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There may be some dewatering required during installation of the new lift station and other tanks. If
dewatering is required, a MDNR general permit for Temporary Water Appropriations will be obtained by
the construction contractor. Due to the relatively low volumes that are expected, it is anticipated that the
dewatering processes will not have a lasting impact on ground water levels in the area.
14.

Water-related Land Use Management District. Does any part of the project involve a shoreland
zoning district, a delineated 100-year flood plain, or a state or federally designated wild or scenic river
land use district?
Yes
No If yes, identify the district and discuss the compatibility with
district land use restrictions.

15.

Water Surface Use. Will the project change the number or type of watercraft on any water body?
Yes
No
If yes, indicate the current and projected watercraft usage and discuss any potential overcrowding or
conflicts with other uses.

16.

Erosion and Sedimentation. Give the acreage to be graded or excavated and the cubic yards of soil to
be moved: 2 acres; 20,000 cubic yards. Describe any steep slopes or highly erodible soils and
identify them on the site map. Describe the erosion and sedimentation measures to be used during and
after project construction.
There are some fairly steep slopes to the west of the existing building on the site. Silt fence will be
placed around disturbed areas and wood fiber blanket placed on slopes steeper than 6:1.

17.

Water Quality: Surface Water Runoff.
a. Compare the quantity and quality of site runoff quantity and quality of site runoff before and after
the project. Describe permanent controls to manage or treat runoff. Describe any stormwater
pollution prevention plans.
Runoff from impervious surfaces would be higher than currently occurs because the amount of
impervious surfaces would increase. However, runoff amounts would continue to be minimal
because the amount of impervious surface would continue to be minimal.
b. Identify routes and receiving water bodies for runoff from the site; include major downstream water
bodies as well as the immediate receiving waters. Estimate impact runoff on the quality of the
receiving waters.
Runoff from impervious areas would be directed across grassed areas where most of it would
infiltrate into the ground before reaching Mud Lake. Runoff would only reach Mud Lake under
saturated soil conditions. The amount reaching Mud Lake is expected to have little or no impact on
the lake.

18.

Water Quality: Wastewaters.
a. Describe composition and quantities of all sanitary, municipal and industrial wastewater produced or
treated at the site.
Wastewater generated from the homes and businesses of the City is typical of moderate-sized
Minnesota communities. Although the City does have an industrial waste pretreatment ordinance,
there are no “wet” industries in Albertville that would be regulated by it. The treatment plant would
be designed to treat 613,400 GPD of wastewater with the following pollutant loading rates (year
2010 design flow):

6

CBOD5
total suspended solids (TSS)
phosphorus loading

1,209 pounds/day
1,519 pounds/day
41 pounds/day

242
304
8.2

mg/L
mg/L
mg/L

b. Describe waste treatment methods or pollution prevention efforts and give estimates of composition
after treatment. Identify receiving waters, including major downstream water bodies, and estimate
the discharge impact on the quality of receiving waters. If the project involves on-site sewage
systems, discuss the suitability of site conditions for such systems.
The proposed facility will incorporate the existing mechanical process units and will upon
completion of construction comprise an activated sludge treatment facility utilizing oxidation ditches
with anaerobic/anoxic selector tanks. In activated sludge systems, sludge from the clarifying process
is returned to the head of the treatment train to innoculate the incoming wastewater with high
populations of microorganisms that consume the nutrients in the wastewater. In this case, the
activated sludge is introduced into the anaerobic/anoxic selector tanks. Excess or activated sludge
would be “wasted” to dosing tanks, where it will be digested, and then discharged to the existing
aerated ponds. This sludge would receive further treatment in the aerated ponds. Effluent from the
aerated ponds and mixed liquor from the oxidation ditch is combined and routed to the final
clarifiers. The final clarifiers are the source of return activated sludge and also the source of effluent,
which is discharged to Mud Lake after UV disinfection.
Pursuant to Minn. R. Ch. 7050.0430, Mud Lake is assigned a 2B, 3B, 4A, 4B, 5 and 6 use
classifications. The quality of a 2B water should permit the propagation and maintenance of a
healthy community of cool or warm water sport or commercial fish and their related habitat. Such a
water should also be safe for direct body contact. The water quality standards that apply to the
above Use Classifications are:
♦ a dissolved oxygen level not less than 5.0 mg/L,
♦ an un-ionized ammonia level not greater than 40 µg/L,
♦ a fecal coliform level not to exceed 200 organisms per 100 ml of effluent.
The effluent limits that will be included in the NPDES permit are:
♦
♦
♦
♦

25 mg/L CBOD5
30 mg/L TSS
200 Organisms/100 ml fecal coliform
1 mg/L Total Phosphorus (annual average).

These effluent limits are protective of the water quality standards and the water quality use
classifications that they support.
The 1993 NPDES Permit that was issued to Albertville for the Mud Lake discharge included
monitoring requirements for several parameters for Mud Lake. The performance of the Albertville
Treatment Facility has been so excellent as to result in a continuing improvement in water quality of
Mud Lake, despite a continuing increase in lake influent phosphorus concentrations from runoff and
other surface waters (a factor over which the City has no control).
The importance of phosphorus in riverine water quality is receiving a great deal of attention. It is
understood qualitatively (but not quantitatively) that the cumulative increments of many municipal
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and industrial discharges are or will have impacts on water quality of the Mississippi River and,
ultimately the Gulf of Mexico. In recent years, municipalities in the area of the Crow River basin
have received effluent phosphorus limits of one mg/L, and in several instances, have voluntarily
presumed that such effluent limits are prerequisite to obtaining NPDES Permits. Albertville is one
of these municipalities, and it has elected to construct a biological phosphorus removal system to this
end. The one mg/L limit applicable to this discharge is as restrictive as all but two dischargers in the
Upper Mississippi basin (Bemidji and Melrose are the exceptions)
c. If wastes will be discharged into a publicly owned treatment facility, identify the facility, describe
any pretreatment provisions and discuss the facility’s ability to handle the volume and composition
of wastes, identifying any improvements necessary.
N/A
19.

Geologic Hazards and Soil Conditions.
a. Approximate depth (in feet) to ground water: 4 feet minimum, 6 feet average;
to bedrock: >40 feet minimum, >40 feet average.
Describe any of the following geologic site hazards to ground water and also identify them on the
site map: sinkholes, shallow limestone formations or karst conditions. Describe measures to avoid or
minimize environmental problems due to any of these hazards.
None
b. Describe the soils on the site, giving Soil Conservation Service classifications, if known. Discuss
soil granularity and potential for groundwater contamination from wastes or chemicals spread or
spilled onto the soils. Discuss any mitigation measures to prevent such contamination.
HlC2 - Hayden loam, 6 to 12 percent slopes, moderately eroded.
Ge - Glencoe silty clay loam, 0-2 percent slopes.
The site was disturbed in order to construct the ponds. The underlying soils are clay. The ponds
have synthetic liners for containing wastewater and sludge. The new treatment units would be
concrete.

17.

Solid Wastes, Hazardous Wastes, Storage Tanks.
a. Describe types, amounts, and compositions of solid or hazardous wastes, including animal manures,
sludges and ash, produced during construction and operation. Identify method and location of
disposal. For projects generating municipal solid waste, indicate if there is a source separation plan;
describe how the project will be modified for recycling. If hazardous waste is generated, indicate if
there is a hazardous waste minimization plan and routine hazardous waste reduction assessments.
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Sludge would be wasted from the final clarifiers to the dosing tanks. The aerobic sludge dosing
tanks will provide a 60-day detention during phase 1, which is what is normally provided in aerobic
digesters. During phase 2, as flows increase, the detention time will be reduced to 30 days. Full
digestion is not required ahead of reed beds. During phase 1, full digestion will occur in the dosing
tanks. From the dosing tanks, sludge that was not returned to the anerobic/anoxic selector would be
pumped to the aeration ponds. This sludge would undergo further long-term treatment and storage
in the ponds until the ponds are decommissioned in phase 2 of construction. At that time, sludge
would be tested to demonstrate compliance with Federal and State requirements for the reduction of
pathogens. Test results would dictate subsequent disposal requirements for the sludge, but it is
expected that land spreading would be appropriate. The requirement to reduce vector attraction
would be met by injection or incorporation into the soil at land spreading site(s). The City would
likely have this sludge spreading done by a qualified contractor.
b. Identify any toxic or hazardous materials to be used or present at the site and identify measures to be
used to prevent them from contaminating groundwater. If the use of toxic or hazardous materials
will lead to a regulated waste, discharge or emission, discuss any alternatives considered to minimize
or eliminate the waste, discharge or emission.
Alum and ferric chloride are currently stored at the site and are used for phosphorus removal. The
tanks have containment walls and a floor drain that connects to the sanitary sewer. No additional
tanks are to be constructed.
c. Indicate the number, location, size, and use of any above or below ground tanks above or below
ground tanks to store petroleum products or other materials, except water. Describe any emergency
response containment plans.
Two 1,500 gallon and one 3,000 gallon tank are utilized for storing alum or ferric chloride. The
Operations and Maintenance Manual will direct that any spills be routed to the aerated ponds. An
LP Gas tank that provides fuel for heating will be removed when natural gas is extended to the
facility as part of the project.
A 200 gallon above-ground fuel storage tank (for the emergency generator) at the existing facility is
not regulated by Minn. R. Ch. 7151, because it is below the de minimus capacity of 500 gallons.
21.

3
Existing spaces (if project involves expansion)
3
Traffic. Parking spaces added
Estimated total average daily traffic generated
1-3 vehicles
Estimated maximum peak hour traffic
generated (if known) and its timing:
NA
Provide an estimate of the impact on
traffic congestion affected roads and describe any traffic improvements necessary. If the project is within
the Twin Cities metropolitan area, discuss its impact on the regional transportation system.
This project is not expected to significantly impact traffic volumes.

22.

Vehicle-related Air Emissions. Estimate the effect of the project's traffic generation on air quality,
including carbon monoxide levels. Discuss the effect of traffic improvements or other mitigation
measures on air quality impacts. Note: If the project involves 500 or more parking spaces, consult EAW
Guidelines about whether a detailed air quality analysis is needed.
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Vehicle emissions associated with the facility will not have a significant effect on air quality. However,
residential development enabled by the construction of additional wastewater treatment capacity may
result in measurable but not significant impacts. If traffic increases result locally in future deterioration
in levels of service, and /or air quality violations, there are mitigative measures – mainly roadway
improvements and signal installation – available.
23.

Stationary Source Air Emissions. Describe the type, sources, quantities, and composition of any
emissions from stationary sources of air emissions such as boilers, exhaust stacks or fugitive dust
sources. Include any hazardous air pollutants (consult EAW Guidelines for a listing) and any greenhouse
gases (such as carbon dioxide, methane, nitrous oxide) and ozone-depleting chemicals (chlorofluorocarbons, hydrofluorocarbons, perfluorocarbons or sulfur hexafluoride). Also describe any
proposed pollution prevention techniques and proposed air pollution control devices. Describe the
impacts on air quality.
The two stationary air emission sources at the facility are the LP heating unit for the existing building
and the emergency generator. These sources are nonregulated, and are not expected to have a significant
effect on air quality.

24.

Odors, noise and dust. Will the project generate odors, noise or dust during construction or during
operation?
Yes
No
If yes, describe sources, characteristics, duration, quantities or intensity, and any proposed measures to
mitigate adverse impacts. Also identify the locations of nearby sensitive receptors and estimate the
impacts on them. Discuss potential impacts on human health or quality of life. (Note: fugitive dust
generated by operations may be discussed at item 23 instead of here.)
Construction equipment, including scrapers, backhoes, dump trucks, front-end loaders, and compactors
would generate dust and noise during construction. Dust would be controlled by requiring the
Contractor to add water or use other dust abatement procedures. Noise would be controlled by
restricting construction to a 12-hour period during daylight hours. There are no nearby residences.
Odors are sometimes associated with mechanical wastewater treatment facilities. The site of this project
is remote from most residences.

25.

Nearby Resources. Are any of the following resources on or in proximity to the site?
a.
b.
c.
d.
e.

Archeological, historical, or architectural resources?
Yes
No
Prime or unique farmlands or land within an agricultural preserve?
Yes
Designated parks, recreation areas, or trails?
Yes
No
Scenic views and vistas?
Yes
No
Other unique resources?
Yes
No

No

If yes, describe the resource and identify any project-related impacts on the resource. Describe any
measures to minimize or avoid adverse impacts.
There is a possible burial site in the vicinity. Construction activities would be limited to the existing site,
which was already disturbed during construction of the stabilization ponds.
26.

Visual Impacts. Will the project create adverse visual impacts from construction or operation, such as
glare from intense lights; lights visible in wilderness areas and large visible plumes from cooling towers
or exhaust stacks?
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Yes
27.

No

If yes, explain.

Compatibility with Plans and Land Use Regulations. Is the project subject to an adopted local
comprehensive plan, land use plan or regulations, or other applicable land use, water, or resource
management plan of a local, regional, state, or federal agency?
Yes
No.
If yes, describe the plan, discuss its compatibility with the project and explain how any conflicts will be
resolved. If no, explain.
City of Albertville Land Use Plan. The area is zoned for public and semi-public use. The proposed
plant is compatible with this use. No conditional use permit would be required.
The development that will be enabled by this project is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan of the
City of Albertville, adopted in September of 1995.

28.

Impact on Infrastructure and Public Services. Will new or expanded utilities, roads, other
infrastructure, or public services be required to serve the project?
Yes
No.
If yes, describe the new or additional infrastructure or services needed. (Note: any infrastructure that is a
connected action with respect to the project must be assessed in the EAW; see EAW Guidelines for
details.)
The WWTP would be connected to natural gas.
Development enabled by the project will require construction of infrastructure including streets and
roads, municipal water and sewer lines, natural gas, electricity, and telephone and cable services,
schools, fire and police protection, emergency medical services, and stormwater collection and treatment.
With increased commuting from the counties adjacent to the Metropolitan Area, increased congestion on
major highways has already resulted in demands for construction of additional highways.

29.

Cumulative Impacts. Minn. R. 4410.1700, subp. 7, item B, requires that the RGU consider the
“cumulative potential effects of related or anticipated future projects” when determining the need for an
EIS. Identify any past, present or reasonably foreseeable future projects that may interact with the
project described in this EAW in such a way as to cause cumulative impacts. Describe the nature of the
cumulative impacts and summarize any other available information relevant to determining whether
there is potential for significant environmental effects due to cumulative impacts (or discuss each
cumulative impact under appropriate item(s) elsewhere on this form).
Increased Demands on and for Infrastructure: The expanded WWTP is intended to support new
developments within the City. The City straddles Interstate Highway I-94 between the Twin Cities
Metropolitan Area and the St. Cloud urban area and development pressure increases as the price of raw
land in these more urbanized areas rises. As a result of increased development, there will be increased
pressures on infrastructure such as streets and roads, municipal water and sewer lines, natural gas,
electricity, and telephone and cable services, schools, fire and police protection, emergency medical
services, and stormwater collection and treatment. Increased commuting has already resulted in demands
for major highway construction.
Stormwater Runoff: Stormwater runoff volume and velocity will increase as a result of increases in
impervious surfaces (roadways, parking lots, rooftops, driveways, sidewalks, etc.) as a result of
development. This can in turn result in flooding. Stormwater runoff will entrain pollutants as it makes
contact with pavement, and the natural surfaces (especially in the first ½ inch of rainfall). If runoff
velocity is high or prolonged, it can cause erosion and entrain sediment. Rainfall on parking lots can be
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raised in temperature. The adverse impacts of stormwater runoff include increased pollutant loading of
lakes and streams, erosion and sedimentation, and even thermal pollution. Adequate stormwater controls
must be implemented by cities that are undergoing rapid development. Albertville has adopted a
stormwater ordinance that is based, for the most part, on the MPCA’s model ordinance.
Water Quality: This facility, with many others, discharges its nutrient load ultimately to the Mississippi
River. Nutrients reaching the Mississippi ultimately reach the Gulf of Mexico, possibly causing anoxia
in a portion of that body of water. This project’s role in cumulative impacts on water quality is quite
small, but cumulative impacts are the result of small increments. In any case, the City has been assigned
an effluent phosphorus limit of one mg/L, which is as stringent as most assigned in the Upper
Mississippi Basin. In fact, phosphorus concentrations in the immediate receiving water, Mud Lake, have
been showing a downward (improving) trend since 1983.
30.

Other Potential Environmental Impacts. If the project may cause any adverse environmental impacts
not addressed by Items 1 to 28, identify and discuss them here, along with any proposed mitigation.
N/A

31.

Summary of Issues. List any impacts and issues identified above that may require further investigation
before the project is begun. Discuss any alternatives or mitigative measures that have been or may be
considered for these impacts and issues, including those that have been or may be ordered as permit
conditions.
Item 29. Increased demands on and for infrastructure as a result of enabled development. This includes
the need for streets and roads, municipal water and sewer lines, natural gas, electricity, telephone and
cable services, schools, fire and police protection, emergency medical services, stormwater collection
and treatment. Increases in commuter miles has already resulted in demands for major highway
construction.
Item 29. Stormwater runoff volume and velocity increases due to impervious as a result of development
can result in flooding, increased pollutant loading to lakes and streams, erosion and sedimentation, and
even thermal pollution. Adequate stormwater controls must be implemented by cities that are
undergoing rapid development.
Item 29. Incremental discharges of nutrients will cumulatively impact the water quality of the
Mississippi River. Albertville has been assigned an effluent phosphorus limit of one mg/L, which is as
stringent as most assigned in the Upper Mississippi Basin. Phosphorus concentrations in the immediate
receiving water, Mud Lake, have been showing a downward (improving) trend since 1983.
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RGU CERTIFICATION.
I hereby certify that:
• The information contained in this document is accurate and complete to the best of my knowledge.
• The EAW describes the complete project; there are no other projects, stages or components other than
those described in this document, which are related to the project as connected actions or phased actions,
as defined at Minn. R. 4410.0200, subps. 9b and 60, respectively.
• Copies of this EAW are being sent to the entire EQB distribution list.

Name and Title of Signer:
Joseph L. Esker, District Planning Supervisor
Operations and Planning Section, Metro District

Date:

Environmental Assessment Worksheet was prepared by the staff of the Environmental Quality Board at
Minnesota Planning. For additional information, worksheets or for EAW Guidelines, contact: Environmental
Quality Board, 658 Cedar St., St. Paul, MN 55155, 651-296-8253, or www.mnplan.state.mn.us.
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