
	
	

President’s	Report	
on	our	meeting	
March	20,	2018	
Hutchinson,	MN	

(Informal	report	only;	not	the	official	minutes).	

	
Our	meeting	at	the	Elks	Club	in	Hutchinson	was	kindly	hosted	by	the	Lake	Marion	
Improvement	Association.		We	are	grateful	for	their	sponsorship	and	enjoyed	hearing	about	
their	Association	and	their	recent	issues	and	projects!		The	520-acre	lake,	located	just	south	of	
Hutchinson,	has	two	accesses,	several	businesses	(including	resorts),	a	Rod	and	Gun	
Clubhouse,	and	some	nearby	farms.		Storm-water	runoff/erosion	has	been	a	problem	of	late,	
and	the	LA	will	inquire	about	an	AIS	inspection	program.		A	local	lake-oriented	newspaper	
covered	our	meeting;	we	look	forward	to	see	how	we	are	perceived	in	the	press.		In	spite	of	
the	late	wintery	weather,	we	had	over	20	MN	COLA	members	from	all	over	the	state.		This	
report	will	highlight	much	of	the	interesting	discussion	on	many	divergent	issues.	
	
Assessment	of	the	recent	AIS	Summit:	

Many	of	our	members	had	also	been	at	the	recent	Third	Annual	Aquatic	Invaders	
Summit	in	Brooklyn	Center,	hosted	by	our	partner	Minnesota	Lakes	and	Rivers	Advocates.		We	
agreed	that	the	event	was	a	success,	with	many	opportunities	for	networking	between	a	wide	
variety	of	important	presentations	ranging	from	technical	science	to	panel	discussions.		It	was	
disappointing	that	there	were	very	few	state	agency	personnel	(particularly	DNR)	or	legislators	
among	the	380+	concerned	citizens	in	attendance.		Several	AIS	skeptics	from	the	angler	
community,	who	normally	dominate	at	DNR	events,	were	also	keeping	an	eye	on	the	
proceedings.		It	was	suggested	that	more	DNR	employees	could	be	encouraged	to	attend	if	the	
fee	was	waived	or	reduced	(the	DNR	provides	very	limited	funds	for	training).		However,	large	
meetings	at	conference	centers	or	hotels	are	very	expensive,	with	little	to	spare.		The	entire	
Summit	was	live-streamed	and	archived	for	further	viewing.		MN	COLA	was	a	sponsor	and	our	
booth	attracted	many	potential	new	members.		Links	to	the	archived	footage	are	attached	
separately	to	this	posting.	
	
E-DNA	as	New	Tool	for	Early	Detection	and	Rapid	Response	for	AIS:	

Jon	Amberg,	a	research	fish	biologist	working	for	the	US	Geological	Survey	at	their	mid-
west	center	in	La	Crosse,	provided	a	fascinating	power-point	about	how	Environmental-DNA	



can	be	used	to	determine	what	is	living	in	the	water	by	molecular	monitoring.		Water	samples	
are	taken,	concentrated	in	the	lab	and	analyzed	for	traces	of	DNA,	most	of	which	stems	from	
animal	feces.		Many	replications	of	the	process	are	required	to	become	statistically	valid.		E-
DNA	can	be	used	to	determine	the	population	of	a	single	targeted	species,	or	can	find	traces	of	
everything	in	an	aquatic	ecological	community.		Enough	of	the	genome	from	the	various	
invasive	animal	species	has	been	established	to	identify	what	is	lurking	in	the	depths.		
Presently	we	have	the	means	to	find	the	several	types	of	invasive	carp,	the	spiny	water	flea,	
and	the	zebra	mussel.		This	new	tool	can	also	help	find	the	migration	routes	of	AIS,	and	
establish	an	“invasion	frontline.”	(Separate	studies	at	the	Minnesota	AIS	Research	Center	have	
done	this	for	the	migration	of	mussels).		In	turn,	this	technique	allows	evaluation	of	
management	effectiveness.		E-DNA	tools	can	be	used	for	much	faster	determination	of	an	
invasion	than	can	be	done	by	sending	a	sample	to	an	expert	for	identification.		Most	promising	
however,	is	the	potential	for	the	control	of	AIS	by	seeking	their	biological	weaknesses	or	
developing	species-targeted	baits	that	could	kill.		Portable	E-DNA	analyzers,	about	the	size	of	a	
typewriter,	are	becoming	available	for	use	in	the	field.		(These	were	originally	developed	for	
epidemics	of	human	disease).		Eventually	the	portables	can	be	used	to	test	boats	at	the	access,	
and	to	be	sure	bait	shipments	are	free	from	AIS.		More	information	on	Jon,	his	E-DNA	research	
and	other	projects	at	the	USGS	can	be	found	here:		
https://www.umesc.usgs.gov/staff/bios/jja0.html	
	
	
MN	COLA	AIS	Spending	Survey:	

MN	COLA	recently	sent	a	survey	out	to	our	mailing	list	in	order	to	see	how	things	are	
going	with	the	$10	million	State-to-County	funding	to	prevent	the	spread	of	AIS	in	Minnesota’s	
waters.		There	has	been	a	perception	that	some	of	these	funds	might	have	been	misused	for	
other	purposes	or	spent	ineffectively,	which	could	lead	to	the	elimination	of	this	vital	
assistance.		While	most	reports	indicate	that	the	public	is	aware	of	the	program,	and	that	
citizens,	lake	associations,	and/or	COLAs	have	participated	in	many	of	the	programs,	there	are	
a	few	counties	that	have	government	employees	solely	deciding	or	recommending	how	the	
money	is	spent	(Hennepin,	Cass	and	Becker	were	cited).		Given	the	wide	mandate	in	statute	
that	came	with	the	funding,	and	the	often	very	tight	county	budgets,	some	county	attorneys	
seem	to	have	stretched	their	interpretation	beyond	the	bottom	line	of	AIS	only.		MN	COLA	
seeks	to	develop	a	set	of	metrics	that	can	assess	the	situation	accurately.		There	is	a	big	
difference	between	a	report	on	what	an	agency	(such	as	the	DNR)	has	done,	as	opposed	to	a	
report	on	the	effectiveness	of	their	actions.	

Among	other	things,	support	for	continued	or	increased	funding	of	the	Minnesota	
Aquatic	Invasive	Species	Research	Center	(MAISRC)	is	as	important	as	ever	as	they	try	to	solve	
the	starry	stonewort	problem:	
http://www.startribune.com/research-on-fighting-starry-stonewort-yields-limited-
success/477955923/	
	
	



MN	COLA	Grassroots	Agenda	
The	survey	stimulated	a	very	spirited	discussion	on	AIS	prevention	ideas	and	techniques.		

This	in	turn	led	to	how	best	to	deploy	our	own	agenda,	which	has	a	large	AIS	component.		If,	as	
in	the	past,	we	are	to	submit	a	legislative	agenda	as	a	lobbying	tool,	we	would	need	to	get	
started	well	before	the	session	begins.		On	the	other	hand,	it	was	thought	that	the	agenda	
might	better	be	directed	at	the	grassroots	level,	including	fellow	citizens,	water-oriented	
businesses,	AIS	committees,	county	commissioners,	and	other	local	officials.		Indeed,	there	
have	been	state-level	legislators	who	have	expressed	interest	in	discussions	and	even	boat	
tours	of	the	situation,	especially	regarding	starry	stonewort.		This	advocacy	can	take	place	
continuously,	setting	a	base	for	the	lobbying	efforts	of	our	partner	Minnesota	Lakes	and	Rivers	
Advocacy.		Joe	Shneider	has	rewritten	our	past	agenda	items	with	a	more	collaborative	tone.		
This	will	be	sent	out	to	our	members	for	suggestions	and	prioritization,	and	then	posted	on	
our	website	for	reference	with	our	grassroots	lobbying.	
	
Round	the	Horn:	miscellaneous	reports:	

Time	ran	out	(after	five	hours	with	only	a	lunch	break),	so	we	did	not	have	the	chance	to	
hear	from	everybody.		Three	items	did	come	up	at	the	end.		

First	discussed	was	the	potential	problems	due	to	the	popularity	of	wheeled	ice-fish-
houses.		It	would	seem	that	some	of	our	lakes	have	become	informal	campgrounds,	with	
owners	staying	overnight	with	family	and	friends.		Angling	might	be	secondary	to	the	party,	
although	it	was	remarked	that	more	fish	are	taken	in	the	winter	than	the	summer	open	water	
season.		The	problem	here	is	the	trash	left	on	the	ice,	and	the	possibly	irresponsible	disposal	of	
human	waste.		One	lake	(at	least)	has	experienced	an	increase	of	algae	blooms	since	this	lake-
as-campground	fad	began.		It	was	suggested	that	the	new	fees	for	these	wheeled	“ice	castles”	
be	increased	with	the	proceeds	directed	solely	at	enforcement	so	directed.	 	

A	second	item	concerned	the	on-going	effort	to	stop	the	DNR	from	stocking	non-native	
lakes	with	muskies.		This	has	been	an	issue	for	some	time	now;	a	previous	meeting	of	MN	
COLA	featured	representatives	from	both	the	DNR	Fisheries	and	Muskie	Inc.		A	recent	dust-up	
concerned	the	definition	of	“native.”		Are	the	fish	that	were	introduced	100	years	ago	in	
stocking	programs	that	were	later	discontinued	as	a	bad	idea	now	considered	native?		There	is	
legislation	presently	being	considered	that	would	limit	the	DNR’s	muskie	stocking,	at	least	in	
Otter	Tail	County.		A	separate	request	to	consider	supporting	this	initiative	individually	has	
been	sent	to	the	membership	already.		Here	is	the	latest	news	on	the	muskie	issue:	
https://www.twincities.com/2018/03/26/muskie-walleye-war-flares-up-at-state-capitol-bill-
would-halt-stocking-open-spearing-lower-minimums-on-some-waters/	

Finally,	the	city	of	Victoria	(near	Minnetonka)	is	forming	a	new	Water	Quality	Board	that	
would	cover	several	area	lakes.		Lake	Association	members	will	be	involved	in	the	process.		A	
request	was	made	by	Lake	Zumbra	resident	Dick	Hawley	for	any	advice	or	assistance	in	the	
regard.		dickhawley@aol.com	
	
	
	



Recent	Developments	in	Other	Issues	of	Concern	(not	part	of	our	discussion)	
	
Enbridge	Line	3	Oil	Pipeline	

The	Final	Environmental	Impact	Statement	(FEIS)	was	approved	recently	declaring	it	
“adequate”	after	several	portions	were	rewritten.		This	plan	will	replace	the	282-mile	segment	
in	Minnesota	running	down	the	Highway	2	corridor	with	a	new	337-mile	pipeline	in	a	
contentious	new	corridor	to	the	south	through	pristine	lake	and	wild	rice	country.		MN	COLA	
made	a	public	comment	in	the	form	of	a	resolution	on	this	issue.		The	Resolution	can	be	found	
on	our	website.		This	was	not	the	final	approval,	however.		A	final	decision	is	scheduled	for	this	
coming	June	by	the	Public	Utilities	Commission	after	an	administrative	law	judge	has	
determined	if	there	is	truly	a	“need”	for	the	pipeline.		Apparently,	the	new	route	has	been	
approved	before	the	Certificate	of	Need	has	been	granted	in	what	seems	to	be	a	backward	
process.		https://www.mprnews.org/story/2018/03/27/line-3-enbridge-minnesota-spill-fears-
versus-safety	
	
Several	additional	issues	regarding	the	Pipeline	are	also	pending:		

*The	PUC	has	stated	that	“traditional	cultural	properties	survey”	must	be	completed	
before	construction	begins	(but	not	as	a	matter	of	determining	the	approval).		This	refers	to	
Native	American	burial	grounds	and	other	sacred	sites.		There	is	also	the	matter	of	risk	to	wild	
rice	if	a	spill	occurred	in	the	new	corridor.			More	information	on	this	aspect:	
https://www.minnpost.com/community-voices/2018/03/puc-native-culture-matters-not-
enough-affect-its-line-3-decision-making	

*Unlike	other	states,	Minnesota	state	law	allows	Enbridge	to	abandon	the	old	pipeline	
along	Highway	2,	but	this	would	set	a	dangerous	precedent	as	there	are	many	more	aging	
pipes	in	the	corridor.		This	too	is	a	very	contentious	issue	for	the	land-owners,	some	of	whom	
would	not	want	the	further	disruption,	but	many	others	who	do	not	want	to	shoulder	the	risks	
of	lingering	contamination	underneath	the	line,	leaking	for	decades	to	various	and	unknown	
degrees.		Bills	at	the	legislature	have	been	submitted	to	require	the	removal,	but	have	not	
been	scheduled	for	a	hearing.		http://www.pipelinecleanupmn.org/	

*On	the	other	hand,	there	is	legislation	to	preempt	the	public	process	and	simply	green-
light	the	project	for	immediate	construction:	
HF3759/SF3510 
Notwithstanding Minnesota Statutes, sections 216B.243, subdivision 2, and 216G.02,  
subdivision 2, and Minnesota Rules, chapters 7852 and 7853, an applicant for a certificate of need 
and route permit filed with the Public Utilities Commission in 2015 for a pipeline that crosses an 
international border before entering Minnesota may, at its sole discretion, construct, own, and 
operate the pipeline and associated facilities along the route proposed in those applications. 
Commission proceedings related to those applications are terminated as of the effective date of this 
act. 
House	sponsors	include	Fabian,	Grossell,	Kiel,	Green,	Lueck,	Heintzemen,	Swedzinski	and	
Newberger,	all	Republicans.		The	Senate	companion	is	sponsored	by	Osmek.		Several	of	these	
legislators	are	from	lake	country.	



Following	impassioned	testimony	from	a	predominance	of	tribal	members	at	a	hearing	March	
28,	who	were	allowed	to	speak	without	limit,	the	cell-phone	preoccupied	committee	members	
voted	on	party	lines	to	continue	this	issue	on	to	the	next	committee.	
More	information	on	this	aspect:	
http://www.house.leg.state.mn.us/SessionDaily/Story/13187	
http://www.startribune.com/house-committee-bill-would-allow-enbridge-to-build-pipeline-
without-regulators-ok/478188583/	

*Enbridge	has	already	been	stockpiling	pipe	along	the	new	corridor,	which	is	a	violation	
of	the	Minnesota	Environmental	Policy	Act	(MEPA).		This	too	is	being	challenged.	

*A	recent	article	in	the	Star	Tribune	should	come	as	no	surprise.		As	reported:	
Enbridge Energy Partners dwarfed the usual big spenders by doling out $5.3 million, nearly all of which was 
used to influence the Minnesota Public Utilities Commission, according to data released Tuesday. The utilities 
commission is weighing whether to approve Enbridge's proposal to replace its Line 3 crude oil pipeline across 
northern Minnesota. 
http://www.startribune.com/groups-spend-74m-to-lobby-policymakers-and-the-public-utilities-
commission/477455423/ 
	
PolyMet	Mining	Proposal	
MN	COLA	has	recently	submitted	two	more	Public	Comments	regarding	this	incredibly	risky	
venture	to	extract	copper,	nickel	and	other	heavy	metals	from	sulfide	ore	in	a	water-rich	
environment	at	the	top	of	the	Lake	Superior	watershed.		The	PolyMet	decisions	will	set	a	
precedent	for	a	second	venture,	Twin	Metals,	at	the	top	of	the	watershed	headed	north	into	
the	Boundary	Waters.		Our	first	Comment	concerned	the	Dam	Safety	Permit	which	would	
allow	a	reinforced	50-year-old	earthen	dam	to	hold	back	a	900-acre	lake	of	heavily	polluted	
water…forever.		The	dam	will	grow	higher	and	higher	to	as	much	a	252	feet	tall	as	more	
polluted	water	fills	in.		Dry	storage	of	the	tailings	in	a	compacted	state	was	not	considered,	
and	the	DNR	ignored	its	own	experts	regarding	both	the	engineering	and	the	financial	
implications.		MN	COLA	also	provided	a	Comment	in	the	form	of	a	Resolution	regarding	the	
subsequent	Permit	to	Mine,	now	in	draft,	not	final	form,	which	will	depend	on	the	dam.		There	
has	been	talk	of	“reverse	osmosis”	as	a	treatment	option,	but	it	is	hard	to	see	how	this	could	
truly	address	the	colossal	legacy	provided	by	this	foreign-financed	company.		Both	of	these	
Comments	are	on	our	website.		Both	of	the	lengthy	Resolutions	(for	PolyMet	and	Enbridge)	
were	updates	from	earlier	submittals,	and	approved	by	our	Executive	Committee.	
	
Several	other	aspects	on	the	mining	proposal	are	worth	noting:	

*The	financial	assurance	that	PolyMet	can	actually	maintain	their	dam,	experiment	with	
reverse	osmosis,	and	protect	the	environment	from	catastrophe	is	a	key	point	for	Gov.	Dayton,	
who	has	otherwise	expressed	tentative	support.		The	financial	plan	covers	only	the	
maintenance,	and	not	the	cost	of	recovering	from	a	spill.		All	the	funding	is	not	required	up	
front,	but	only	gradually	as	the	ore	is	mined	and	money	earned.		Once	the	earth	is	turned	
there	will	be	very	little	leverage	over	PolyMet	to	require	a	cleanup	if	necessary.	

*A	recent	report	on	the	basic	financing	upon	which	assurance	of	mitigation	depends	is	
both	hopeful	but	ultimately	very	scary:	



http://www.timberjay.com/stories/polymets-financial-prospects-dim,14012	
https://www.mprnews.org/story/2018/03/27/polymet-costs-rise-but-so-do-potential-profits	

*Several	professional	organizations	representing	family	physicians	and	nurses,	the	MN	
Medical	Association	and	Public	Health	Association	have	strongly	cautioned	the	DNR,	PCA,	EQB,	
and	even	the	MN	Department	of	Health	about	several	neurotoxins	in	the	tailings,	but	to	no	
avail.		Only	the	DNR	Division	of	Land	and	Minerals	will	make	the	call.	

*It	would	be	interesting	to	find	out	what	stake	the	State	of	Minnesota	(or	the	DNR)	has	
in	receiving	royalties,	taxes	or	other	payments	for	the	precious	minerals	extracted.	The	basic	
conflict	of	interest	is	in	the	DNR	Mission	Statement:	
The mission of the Minnesota Department of Natural Resources (DNR) is to work with citizens to conserve and 
manage the state's natural resources, to provide outdoor recreation opportunities, and to provide for 
commercial uses of natural resources in a way that creates a sustainable quality of life. 

*In	order	to	site	the	lake	of	polluted	water,	PolyMet	needs	nearly	7000	acres	of	land	
now	in	the	Superior	National	Forest,	much	of	it	is	high-quality	wetland.		This	has	become	a	
major	hold	up	for	the	project	since	the	Forest	Service	wanted	to	conduct	a	study	and	court	
review	before	transferring	out	the	key	lands.		Not	to	be	out	done	by	the	Minnesota	Legislature	
in	greasing	the	skids	for	dubious	projects,	both	state	and	federal	legislators	have	been	urging	
congress	to	pass	legislation	that	would	green-light	the	land	exchange.		There	was	a	call	to	
action	to	remove	a	“poison	pill”	(against	the	USFS	delay	for	study)	placed	in	the	must-pass	
federal	budget	for	this	purpose.		Fortunately,	this	pill	was	not	included	in	the	budget,	at	least	
where	it	had	been	previously	placed	in	the	enormous	bill.		Expect	more	such	shenanigans.		

*While	the	Star	Tribune	article	on	lobbying	expenditures	did	not	mention	PolyMet	at	
the	capitol,	the	company	has	been	providing	“green-wash”	grants	to	SWCDs	along	the	route,	
and	directly	lobbying	the	people	of	Minnesota	through	relentless	sponsorship	and	advertising	
on	the	TV	coverage	of	the	State	High	School	League	Sports	Tournaments.		Tragically,	these	are	
the	school	children	of	today	that	will	have	to	cope	with	a	squandered	world	tomorrow.	

*Finally,	it’s	not	over	till	it’s	over:	law	suits	will	continue	to	plague	this	reckless	
boondoggle:	
https://www.mprnews.org/story/2018/02/28/conservation-groups-ask-for-hearings-on-
polymet	
	
Thank	You	for	your	interest	in	MN	COLA!		Our	next	meeting	will	be	our	Annual	Business	
Meeting	on	June	19	will	be	hosted	by	the	Whitefish	Area	Property	Owners	Association	
(WAPOA),	at	the	Ideal	Town	Hall.		The	meeting	will	feature	elections	and	much	more	as	we	
enter	the	“heighth”	of	the	season.		Agenda	and	map	to	the	Hall	will	be	forthcoming.	
	
Tom	Nelson,	President	MN	COLA	


