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FROM THE PRESIDENT
Greetings Fellow Members,
I write this in a thankful mood.  I am glad that the jet stream decided to flow
west to east hundreds of miles north of us instead of flowing in the great curv-
ing flow to the south which tortured us in a deep freeze well into the new year.
Now all is forgiven as we bask in outdoor temperatures 50-55 degrees warmer.  I am
also pleased that our carp harvest as begun although snow and cold prevented contin-
uation at least up to now.  More on that later.  Lastly, and on a more personal note, I
am happy to see my wife recovering from knee replacement surgery early in January
and also that Board members Mike and Jerry are on the mend from their recent foot
and knee surgeries respectively.
Our newsletter is dealing with several issues.  We have tried to give our readers a sta-
tus report on the carp removal issue and also inform you of the financial status of the
carp removal fund.  Secondly, as editor, I have tried to present an update on the impor-
tant Legacy Amendment and how it might affect Sauk Lake.  The issue of invasive
species as a growing threat to our waters needed further attention.  A position paper by
Minnesota Waters is the source of information on this problem.  It is difficult to com-
ment on these two issues without stretching the length of articles.  This leads me to
comments made by pundits that the American people have a decreasing attention
span and if they cannot read something beyond a text message they "turn off".  
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I am sure this was part of the problem for folks who have got-
ten into a financial mess with the fine print in both their mort-
gage and their credit card agreements. On the other hand, I am
hoping that we have readers who will gain something from
these remarks.  
We are also publishing our budget for 2010.  We are starting
the year with a positive checking balance primarily because we
are not funding a $3,000 investment in curly leaf pondweed
control.  Obviously, our total projected income depends on
financial support from membership renewals. The budget does
reflect a large emphasis on education via our newsletters, par-
ticipation with a booth at the County Fair and contributions to
support programs of the SRWD and other organizations such
as the Todd-Stearns COLA, Minnesota Waters, and the Friends
of the Sauk River.  
After the current contract with the carp removal team is com-
pleted up to the value of $10,000, all indications are that it will
have to be renewed. The Carp Removal update article indi-
cates that the reproduction rate of carp may be greater than
previously assumed.  Our budget reflects an anticipated BSLA
contribution to a new contract. 
Board members will continue to work on unfinished projects
such as receiving full 501`-c3 status, updating of our
Handbook, and submitting our request for a grant from the
Initiative Foundation to assist landowners in reducing sediment
and chemical runoff into the tributary streams.  The SRWD will
be doing an analytical study this summer on the middle Sauk
River.  I am told that volunteers will be recruited to help with this
project.
We are looking forward to the publication of the final report on
the Upper Sauk River which has been conducted over the last
two years.  Perhaps it will then be open to total canoe naviga-
tion from Lake Osakis to Sauk Lake. Grant funds should be
available to control the large amount of sediments currently

washing into the Sauk River.
One of the completed projects of the SRWD staff and man-
agers is the publication of a set of updated rules to manage its
watershed management plan.  The original set of rules were
drafted and adopted in 1987. The updated set " improves align-
ment with other agencies and further addresses issues that
currently fall through the cracks." The provisions of these rules
covers Stormwater, Erosion Control, Drainage and Water Uses.
Readers may read or print a complete copy at the SRWD web-
site at www.srwdmn.org .  The SRWD will hold a public hearing
that is open to all persons within the Sauk River Watershed
District on January 26th, 2010 at 7:00 PM. At  the Melrose City
Center.  After the hearing and incorporation of any modifica-
tions to the rules from the public comments, the SRWD will
adopt the new rules.
Another opportunity for readers to participate in voicing their
opinion on how the state should invest resources to protect
clean water is to participate in an online survey.  This is refer-
enced in an article in the newsletter.  
Some final comments:
lIt will be of interest to see if the 1.0' compromise lowering the
lake will have an effect on our shorelines.  Keep us informed.
lWe still have lots of lake maps.  They make great gifts at $10
for the smaller and $20 for the larger
lOur Board has discussed the possibility of pooling resident
funds to spray for the so-called "army worms" this spring.
Considering how invasive they were along some parts of our
shoreline, what will happen this spring?? We would appreciate
feedback.
lWe continue to have openings on our Board for new members.
Please consider!!

Think spring!
Your president,
Bob Bjork



In November of 2008, Minnesota voter's overwhelmingly
approved  the Constitutional Amendment referred to in the
title. Just in case the reader has not seen the full text of the
Amendment, it is reproduced below.  

Sec. 15. Outdoor heritage, clean water, parks and trails,
and arts and cultural heritage; sales tax dedicated
funds. Beginning July 1, 2009, until June 30, 2034, the
sales and use tax rate shall be increased by three-
eighths of one percent on sales and uses taxable under
the general state sales and use tax law. Receipts from
the increase, plus penalties and interest and reduced by
any refunds, are dedicated, for the benefit of
Minnesotans, to the following funds: 33 percent of the
receipts shall be deposited in the outdoor heritage fund
and may be spent only to restore, protect, and enhance
wetlands, prairies, forests, and habitat for fish, game,
and wildlife; 33 percent of the receipts shall be deposit-
ed in the clean water fund and may be spent only to
protect, enhance, and restore water quality in lakes,
rivers, and streams and to protect groundwater from
degradation, and at least five percent of the clean water
fund must be spent only to protect drinking water
sources; 14.25 percent of the receipts shall be deposit-
ed in the parks and trails fund and may be spent only to
support parks and trails of regional or statewide signifi-
cance; and 19.75 percent shall be deposited in the arts
and cultural heritage fund and may be spent only for
arts, arts education, and arts access and to preserve
Minnesota's history and cultural heritage. An outdoor
heritage fund; a parks and trails fund; a clean water
fund and a sustainable drinking water account; and an
arts and cultural heritage fund are created in the state
treasury. The money dedicated under this section shall
be appropriated by law. The dedicated money under
this section must supplement traditional sources of
funding for these purposes and may not be used as a
substitute. Land acquired by fee with money deposited
in the outdoor heritage fund under this section must be
open to the public taking of fish and game during the
open season unless otherwise provided by law. If the
base of the sales and use tax is changed, the sales and
use tax rate in this section may be proportionally adjust-
ed by law to within one-thousandth of one percent in
order to provide as close to the same amount of rev-
enue as practicable for each fund as existed before the
change to the sales and use tax. [Adopted, November
4, 2008] 

Since we are dealing primarily with improving water quality,
this article will focus on the section which states:  "33 per-
cent of the receipts shall be deposited in the clean water
fund and may be spent only to protect, enhance, and restore
water quality in lakes, rivers, and streams and to protect
groundwater from degradation, and at least five percent of
the clean water fund must be spent only to protect drinking
water sources."  The implication of this Amendment is enor-
mous since it will mean millions of dollars to fulfill the word-
ing of the Amendment.  

Conservation Minnesota stated the problems facing imple-
mentation of this section of the Amendment:  "Minnesota
has made progress in addressing water pollution since the

1960's, when raw sewage and chemicals fouled our lakes
and streams.  But we have a long way to go.  Over 2500
Minnesota lakes and stretches of rivers fail to meet Clean
Water Act standards-and about 85% of our waters haven't
even been tested to find out if they're clean.

"Minnesotan's love our lakes and streams for fishing, boat-
ing, swimming and many other uses. We depend on clean
drinking water sources for both."

"The purpose of clean water funding under the Amendment
is to make sure all of our lakes and streams are tested on a
10-year cycle, to develp cleanup plans for those that are
polluted, and to make the plans work"

Anticipating adoption of the Amendment, the 2006 state leg-
islature created by law, a Clean Water Council.  Its mission
is to"provide advice to the Legislative and Executive branch-
es of government on the administration and implementation
of the Clean Water Legacy Act and facilitate coordination
between all stakeholders playing a role in achieving Clean
Water for all Minnesotans."

In creating the Council, the legislature authorized six objec-
tives summarized briefly as:

lAdvising on the administration  and implementation of the
Act
lFoster coordination among public and private agencies 
lAdvise on the development of appropriate private and pub-
lic scientific review to provide expert advice
lRecommend a work plan to implement the Act
lRecommend priorities
lDevelop strategies for informing, educating, and encourag-
ing citizen participation

In order to pursue our collective citizen vision of clean water,
the Council identified 8 guiding principles. A sampling of
these principles are:
lCivic Engagement
lLocal  Partnerships
lMeasurable Outcomes
lMonitoring

The future looks bright for Minnesota's waters but only if
concerned citizens stay aware of the how and when the
funds will be distributed and for what purpose.  Our lake
association will attempt to stay on top of the developments
and trust that at some point in time Sauk Lake will benefit
from this Amendment.

Note: If readers wish find more information on the
Amendment, there are a number of websites available.
Examples are:

lThe MPCA has an "impaired waters" program:
www.pca.state.mn.us/water/tmdl-303dlist.html

lTo find our more about the Clean Water Council :
www.pca.state.mn.us/water/cleanwatercouncil/index.html

lConservation Minnesota:  www.TheAmendment.org

Fin a l 2009  Report on  Secchi Disk   
Mea suremen ts on  Big Sauk  L a k e

NORTH BASIN  (NEAR GULL POINT)                      SOUTH BASIN 
Submitted by Dave and Tim Weir                   Submitted by Vern Beckermann                

Date          Clarity Depth    Date       Depth     Color   Water Temp (F)

6 -02                 6.5'           5-09          3.5'       Brown           55
6- 14                10.5'         5-17          3.5'       Brown           58
6- 22                 9.5'           5-22          3.5'       Brown           60
7- 03                 3.0'           6-01          5.0'       Brown           64
7- 11                 4.0'            6-10          6.5'       Clear          60
7-26                  3.5'           6-15          7.5'       Clear            67
8-09                  3.0'            6-21          6.5'       Clear            71
8-14                  3.0'           7-02          2.5'       Brown           71
8-22                  3.5'           7-08          2.5'       Brown           75
8-31                  3.25           7-17          2.5'       Brown           70
9-4                    3.0'            7-27          2.5'       Brown           75

7-31          2.5'       Brown           72
8-10          2.0'       Brown           75
8-18          1.5'       Brown           72
8-26          2.0'       Brown           72
9-05          1.5'       Brown               
9-15          1.5'       Brown
9-29          2.0'                         

THE CLEAN WATER, LAND AND LEGACY AMENDMENT
WHAT IS IT'S STATUS NOW?

Editor's Note:  Information for this article
was found in the DNR publication Natural
Shorelines, May 2008.

Minnesota's shorelines are being urbanized
at a record pace.  Structures and turf grass
lawns replace natural shores and have
adverse impacts on water quality and the
diverse life that depends on a natural
shore.  A natural shoreline is more than an
aesthetic buffer for the water; it is a com-
plex ecosystem that provides habitat for
fish and wildlife and protects water quality
for the entire lake.

Natural shorelines provide two major func-
tions. First, they provide a buffer to reduce
and filter rainwater runoff.  Manicured
lawns result in 5 to 10 times the volume of
water which may flow into a lake or stream
and the runoff from turf lawns can carry up
to 9 times the phosphorus to a lake com-
pared to a natural shoreline.  Water flowing
over lawn surfaces also picks up more dirt,
pesticides, toxic chemicals, pet waste and
other pollutants than on a naturally vegetat-
ed shore.  Natural shores also help stabilize
lakes and riverbanks, reducing erosion and
sedimentation.  Roots of trees and bushes
hold soil better than turf grass and allow a
pathway for water to infiltrate into the soil.
A natural shore will also preserve the natu-
ral character and beauty of the shoreline for
any others on the water for recreation and
screens the shoreland creating more priva-
cy.

Natural shores are protected through
shoreland management based on commu-
nity ordinances.  The shore impact zone
(SIZ) is defined as the land located
between the ordinary high water level of a
public water and a line parallel to it at a set-
back of 50% of the structure setback.  

Any encroachment into the shore impact
zone, including pathways, stairs or other
structures, should take into account visual
impacts.  Judicious use of vegetative
screening can effectively hide stairways,
homes and sheds from lakeside viewing.
Retaining walls should be minimized unless
necessary to mitigate severe erosion prob-
lems.  If existing walls need rebuilding,
native vegetation and bioengineered con-
trols systems can replace these walls.  

Rock riprap can protect a shoreline from
erosion.  This type of bank control  howev-
er the good intentions of the lot owner,
reduces habitat for many species. If possi-
ble, plantings among the rocks will revege-
tate the shoreline reducing the erosion
potential and especially increase habitat
value for wildlife. 

Biologists have found that removing the
native trees and plants around lakes, wet-
lands, and streams changes both fish and
wildlife species found along their shores.
Diverse species like warblers, loons, and
hummingbirds are replaced by common
birds like house sparrows, blue jays, and
grackles.  Green frogs are also disappear-

ing with development.  Removal of aquatic
plants alters the spawning habitat, food
supply, and protective cover that fish need.
As we "clean up" our shores, we are remov-
ing inlake vegetation, logs, and other parts
of the lake's ecosystem.  Even removing an
overhanging tree, commonly a  willow,
alters the sunlight and shade conditions in
the shallow water.  All of these changes
remove places where turtles and ducks sun
and the habitat in which fish and frogs lay
eggs diminishing the population of all.

Nobody moves to a lake with the intent of
ruining it, but developers need to be more
careful not to destroy homes for wild things
as new homes are built. It also has been
shown that vast turf lawns extending down
to a lake, stream or wetland edge negative-
ly affects the public value of Minnesota's
lakes and streams.  This is why our lake
association and so many others across the
state promote the restoration  of areas
which are degraded.  Natural shorelines
are gaining  acceptance as people under-
stand that shorelines play an important role
in protecting their lakes and streams and
that these buffers can bring natural beauty
to yards. We urge lakeshore residents to
take advantage of grants and loan dollars
available through the watershed district to
assist in these restorations. 
More information is available at a DNR
website, http://mndnr.gov/waters/shore-
land.html 

MI NNESOTA’S SHOREL I NES

Further Notes on
Stopping 
Aquatic 

Nuisance 
Species (ANS)

Everything you like to know about
Aquatic Invasive Species can be found
on a website :
www.protectyourwaters.net.  Should you
do this, be prepared to receive almost
one update per day.  It is sponsored by
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and
the U.S. Coast Guard.  The site surveys
all published articles relating to the inva-
sion of nonnative species around all the
states, Europe and Australia. Right now
your editor has articles on battling ANS
in North Dakota, the Greater Yellowstone
Area. The Great Lakes and in parts of
Europe.  If you think we have a carp
problem, professional carp harvesters
have removed 6 million pounds from
water bodies in Utah!   Is continued vigi-
lance needed?




