CITY OF MAPLE GROVE
ARBOR COMMITTEE AGENDA
MAY 13, 2021
7:00 P.M.
REMOTE ONLINE MEETING
1.

OPENING BUSINESS
A.

Call to Order

2.

A.
B.

Approval of Agenda
Approval of Minutes – April 8, 2021 Regular Meeting

3.

OLD BUSINESS
A.
B.
C.
D.

4.

T-Zone Ordinance Update
Parking Lot Subcommittee
Conservation Easement Discussion
Arbor Day Event

NEW BUSINESS
A.

Maple Grove Days Parade

5.

AREA REPORTS

6.

ADJOURNMENT

Arbor committee meetings can be accessed live by using the WebEx meeting information
below:
Join by Phone: 1-415-655-0001
Meeting Number: 177 459 4153

REQUEST FOR ARBOR COMMITTEE ACTION
May 13, 2021
DATE

ORIGINATING DEPT.
Community and Economic
Development

2A and B
AGENDA ITEM NUMBER

AGENDA ITEM
Approval of Agenda and Minutes

Approval of Agenda and
Minutes
AGENDA HEADING

PREVIOUS ACTIONS:
None
RECOMMENDED COMMITTEE ACTION:
Call by Chair ________________ for any additions or revisions to the agenda.
Motion by Committee member ________________, seconded by Committee member
__________________ to approve as proposed or approve as amended the agenda for the May 13, 2021
regular meeting.
Motion by Committee member __________________, seconded by Committee member
______________ to approve the minutes of the April 8, 2021 regular meeting as presented or as
amended.

COMMENTS:

COMMITTEE COMMENTS

MAPLE GROVE ARBOR COMMITTEE
REGULAR MEETING MINUTES
APRIL 8, 2021
VIRTUAL ONLINE MEETING
6:30 PM
Call to Order

The regular meeting of the Arbor Committee was called to
order by Chair Parenteau at 6:30 p.m.

Members Present

Chair Mary Parenteau, Vice-Chair Frank Kampel, Sarah
Piket, Steve Courtney, Julie Gamber, Cody Lensing, Don
Varney, Marilyn Arnlund, Bob Henke, Mike Aasen, Ed
Reichow

Members Absent
Also Present

Jesse Corrow, Staff Liaison
Joe Hogeboom, CED Director
Scott Landsman, City Attorney
Kristine Maurer, Hennepin County

Approval of Agenda

Parenteau requested the addition of 3D T-Zone Ordinance
and 3E Arbor Day Event.
Motion Kampel, second Varney to approve the amended
agenda. Vote all ayes. Motion passed.

Approval of Minutes

Motion Piket, second Varney to approve the minutes from
March 11, 2021. Vote all ayes. Motion passed.

Old Business
Conservation Easement
Discussion

CED Director Hogeboom explained that the goal of this
discussion is to create a formal recommendation that can be
submitted to City Council. Natural Resources Specialist
Maurer introduced herself to the committee and explained the
Habitat Conservation program she works on. Together with
the MN Land Trust, they secure grant funding and work to
establish conservation easements in Hennepin County.
City Attorney Landsman has been researching title
information to get a better understanding of existing
easements on the land, and any restrictive covenants that
would cause issues moving forward. If this project receives
approval, Hennepin County will conduct their own
title/information search to officially deem whether these
parcels qualify for the habitat conservation program.

Arbor Committee Meeting Minutes
April 8, 2021
Varney inquired about additional funding and resources
available through the Habitat Conservation program. Maurer
responded that for every conservation easement established
with the land trust, a habitat management plan is required at
the onset of each project. These plans guide the work done in
each property to increase the habitat value.
Piket inquired whether there are resources or funding
available for maintaining woodchip trails. Maurer responded
that if the maintenance is related to water quality, it may
warrant grant funding. The DNR has grant programs related
to park maintenance. She also clarified that paved or natural
trails are allowed in conservation easements.
Varney inquired about the cost share requirements. Maurer
responded that for larger grants, the more the city is willing to
match, the easier it is for the program to justify spending. For
smaller grants, a 25:75 match is required.
Hogeboom stated that the first step should be solidifying a
forest management plan. Then, the conservation easement
would be implemented under that.
Hogeboom added that the council is looking for a policy
recommendation versus policy direction. If the council
endorses it, then the extensive research would be conducted
on each parcel. The entire process will probably take over a
year, and the recommendation to council is a preliminary
step.
Moving forward, a formal recommendation will be drafted
and sent to the City Council. The goal is to pursue the
conservation of this land, with the purposes of forest
management.
Fall Tree Sale

Corrow reported that all of the tree species selected for the
sale are available. He is working to promote the event in the
upcoming city newsletter.

Tree Seedlings Update

Corrow reported that not all of the seedlings chosen at last
months meeting are available. The seedlings will be placed in
the gravel bed, and are expected to be delivered on April 19th.
Arnlund, Henke, and Kampel volunteered to plant them.

T-Zone Ordinance

Parenteau would like to reconsider the signage requirements
and discuss at a later time.
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Arbor Day Event

Arnlund and Varney will be showcasing how to plant a tree in
Central Park, in honor of Arbor’s Day. The committee
discussed other ideas for activities, including a photo contest,
and voting on landmark trees.

New Business
Adopt-A-Street

Corrow asked the committee to solidify a date. The
committee agreed to meet at 5 pm on Wednesday, April 28th
to do a street clean-up.

Maple Grove Landscape
Partnership

The City of Maple Grove has established a partnership with
MnDOT, who provides funding to landscape interchanges
around I-94. They are currently working on phase 2 of Maple
Grove Parkway and I-94.

Area Reports

•
•
•

Adjournment

Hogeboom gave an update on the Main Street
Corridor Project.
Piket gave update on Parking Lot Subcommittee
Parenteau reported that the forest preservation area
parking lot is extremely muddy, and would like to
have it regraded and add gravel.

Motion Courtney, second Henke to adjourn the meeting at
8:37 p.m. Vote all ayes. Motion carried.
Respectfully submitted,
Jesse Corrow, Staff Representative
City of Maple Grove Arbor Committee

REQUEST FOR ARBOR COMMITTEE ACTION
May 13, 2021
DATE

ORIGINATING DEPT.
Community and Economic
Development

3A
AGENDA ITEM
NUMBER
AGENDA ITEM
Tree Zone Ordinance

Old Business
AGENDA HEADING

PREVIOUS ACTIONS:
Staff has been working with The Arbor Committee on updating the T-Zone Ordinance. Since the March
11th meeting, revisions have been made to the regulation of the T-zone ordinance on single family home
lots.
RECOMMENDED COMMITTEE ACTION:

COMMENTS:
Peter Vickerman will join the meeting to discuss the amended ordinance and a memo that he has
prepared regarding the changes.
COMMITTEE COMMENTS:

ATTACHMENTS:
Attachment A: Staff Memo
Attachment B: Updated T-zone Ordinance

MEMORANDUM
TO:

Arbor Committee

FROM:

Community & Economic Development Department

DATE:

May 13, 2021

SUBJECT:

Staff Comments regarding T-zone regulations on single family home lots

______________________________________________________________________________
At the March 11, 2021 Arbor Committee meeting, staff and the Arbor Committee members
discussed the regulation of the T-zone ordinance on single family home lots.
Staff recommends we move away from a “per-inch” basis of tree replacement for existing singlefamily home lots and move to a “per-tree” basis of tree replacement. Staff offers the following
example workflows regarding these two approaches:
Approach based on inches removed:

Staff’s proposed new approach:

Staff is made aware trees are being removed.

Staff is made aware trees are being removed.

Due to time sensitive nature of the activity
(i.e. the ability to dispose of the trees and
stumps), staff must inspect the site
immediately. Staff acts as the tree police.

Staff would inspect the site at time allows to
identify the number of trees removed.

The site is inspected and whatever remains
of trees that are available are measured.
Since homeowners are potentially facing
thousands of dollars of additional costs, this
can be a highly tense situation.

Staff calculates the replacement requirements
and provides this information to the
homeowner.

The homeowner is contacted (often at the
same time as the initial inspection) and
informed that for each tree removed, a tree
will need to be replaced. While this may
still be unwelcome news to a homeowner,
staff feels it is reasonable to expect some
replacement.

Once the replacement trees are planted, staff
would inspect and if time allows, reinspect
after two years to ensure survival.

Homeowner provides a replacement plan
back to staff.

Staff reviews replacement plan to ensure the
adequate number of inches are planted.

Once the plan is approved, the homeowner
plants the replacement trees.

Staff inspects the site after planting and
requests a surety to guarantee survival of the
trees.

Homeowner works with their bank to provide
a surety or cash guarantee for survival

Staff reinspects the site after two years to
ensure replacement trees have survived.

Per code, replacement trees are considered to
be 8 inches in diameter (until they are larger
than 8 inches in diameter) and any removal
of these trees would trigger a repeat of all of
these steps, ad infinitum.

Staff will have invested significant time and
effort to regulate the removal of a few trees
and homeowners would be left with
thousands of dollars of costs and likely a
highly negative impression of city
government.

Staff will have invested the amount of time
appropriate for the code violation. While
homeowners may still have some
frustrations, they will not be made to feel
like a criminal for removing trees on their
own property. The one tree removed to one
tree replaced formula is also much easier to
understand for all involved.

Additional items to consider regarding regulating single family homes in the T-zone:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

In some ways the current code is more restrictive on individual homeowners than
developers, but it also can be used to eventually clear cut a property without penalty.
Developers can remove up to 51% of the trees on a site without penalty.
A review of the recently built Palisades at Nottingham 2nd Addition shows that the new
homeowners in this development can theoretically annually remove between 4%-15% of
the remaining trees onsite.
Because of the small size of the existing T-zone on some of the lots, they realistically
cannot remove any trees over 8 inches without penalty as the removal allowance is under
8 inches in diameter.
For the two new lots in the Palisades at Nottingham 3rd addition that have remaining
trees, they can remove just under 3% of the trees in a given year before there are
penalties.
Because there is an annual allowance for removal, someone could technically clear cut
their lot without penalty (over several years.)
The new proposal eliminates this possibility for existing homes because any significant
tree removal would require a replacement tree, there is no removal allowance without
penalty.
A simple formula will be easy for all involved to understand.
Staff notes there are approximately 2,200 parcels with at least a portion in a T-zone.

DIVISION 6. - T TREE PRESERVATION DISTRICT
Sec. 36-721. - Purpose.
The intent of this division is, through the preservation, protection, maintenance and management of
the community's existing forest resource, including, but not limited to, individual or significant trees having
ecological, cultural and/or historical significance, and the planting of trees to:
(1)

Aid in the stabilization of soil by the prevention of erosion and sedimentation;

(2)

Reduce stormwater runoff and the costs associated therewith and replenish groundwater
supplies;

(3)

Aid in the removal of carbon dioxide and generation of oxygen in the atmosphere;

(4)

Provide a buffer and screen against noise pollution;

(5)

Provide protection against severe weather;

(6)

Aid in the control of drainage and restoration of denuded soil subsequent to constr uction or
grading;

(7)

Provide a haven for birds which in turn assist in the control of insects;

(8)

Provide habitat for wildlife;

(9)

Protect and increase property values;

(10)

Conserve and enhance the city's physical and aesthetic environment; and

(11)

Generally protect and enhance the quality of life and the general welfare of the city.

(Code 1984, § 375:109(1))
Sec. 36-722. - Penalties.
(1) Any person who shall violate any of the provisions of this division or any forest management
plan approved thereunder shall be guilty of an offense punishable as a misdemeanor each day
or portion thereof that the violation continues. In addition, any and all permits and approvals
extended by the city in connection with the property on which the violation occurs may be
suspended or revoked after notice and an opportunity to be heard, and the city may also deny a
certificate of occupancy or pursue injunctive relief and/or damages. Pursuit of any one of these
remedies does not waive the city's right to pursue any or all of these remedies.

(2)

In addition to any other penalty, any removal of a tree eight inches in diameter at breast height
(DBH) or larger that occurs without city approval or is otherwise not allowed under this division
may be subject to a charge that is twice the Tree Conservation Fee per DBH inch removed as
provided for in the Fee Schedule, City Code Section 16-1 or other charge as determined by the
City Council.

Commented [PV1]: This penalty can be applied
administratively. Penalties outside the scope of the code
can be are subject to City Council approval.

(3)

In addition, the person violating this section may be required to enter into a restoration
agreement that shall provide for, among other things, restoration in compliance with this
division, the penalty under this section, a restoration plan and required performance agreement
under Sec. 36-730 (3) or other conditions as determined by the City Council.

Commented [PV2]: This establishes that they must
replace what was removed and provide for an escrow.

(4)

Except for extreme cases as determined by the Director of Community and Economic
Development, existing single family detached properties shall be excluded from this section and
be subject to the provisions in Sec 36-731 for any unauthorized removal.

(Code 1984, § 375:109(12))
Sec. 36-723. - Waiver of requirements during emergencies.
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Commented [PV3]: This is new language that clarifies we
aren’t going to be imposing strict penalties on single family
home unless it is an extreme situation.

In case of emergencies involving, but not limited to, tornadoes, windstorms, floods, freezes or other
natural disasters, the requirements of this division may be waived by the mayor or, in the absence of the
mayor, the acting mayor, or the City Administrator.

Commented [PV4]: Staff suggest adding the City
Administrator to this section.

(Code 1984, § 375:109(13); Ord. No. 06-31, § 1, 12-4-2006)
Sec. 36-724. - Development of technical specifications and guidelines.
The arbor committee, appointed by the city council pursuant to chapter 2, article IV, division 3, shall
assist the community development department in the development and maintenance of technical
specifications and guidelines for its use in the administration of this division. This includes, but is not
limited to, advice as to the kinds and species of trees unsuitable or undesirable for planting, such as
noxious trees, and advising as to the areas and conditions under which suitable and desirable trees
should be planted.
(Code 1984, § 375:109(11))
Sec. 36-725. - Applicability; right of entry.
(1) (a) The T T-tree preservation district (T-zone) shall be applied to and superimposed upon any
residential, commercial, or industrial district contained in this chapter. The regulations and
requirements imposed by the T tree preservation district shall be in addition to floodplain,
shoreland, and wetland regulations and requirements, and those established for the district
wherein property is located, which regulations and requirements will all jointly apply to the
property. Under the joint application of districts, the more restrictive requirements shall apply.
(2)

(b) The areas affected by the terms of the T tree preservation district within the city shall be
identified in a map adopted by the city council as a T tree preservation district map. The map
shall be incorporated by reference as though fully set forth in this section. The legal descriptions
of the T tree preservation district area are on file with the city clerk. In addition, the city may,
based upon guidelines recommended by the arbor committee and approved by the city council,
designate any tree for preservation because of any unique physical characteristic or growth
process, or some historical or cultural significance. Such trees shall be known as landmark trees,
and a list of such trees shall also be maintained in the office of the city clerk and shall be a part
of this division as if fully set forth in this section.

(3)

(c)
The T tree preservation district designations may be reviewed annually to ensure all
designations are correct. Areas may be added or deleted as changes and plantings occur.
Existing T-tree preservation districts may be rezoned by the City Council. Employees and
representatives of the city may enter upon private property to inspect and identify trees in
furtherance of the provisions of section 36-721 and this section after having given notice to the
owner/occupant. Notice will be adequate if made in person or, if in writing, stating date and time
of the anticipated entry upon the property and identifying the city and the ordinance pursuant to
which the entry is being made. Such notice, if not personal notice, shall be mailed by certified
mail addressed to the owner/occupant at the address last shown on the county tax records in city
offices and mailed in the United States mail at least four days prior to the anticipated entry. Failure
of the addressee to receive such notice does not invalidate the notice or the entry.

Commented [PV5]: Since the Planning Commission
meeting on this item, staff has discussed the possibility of
adding additional T-zone areas. It is noted that the original
T-zone areas are from a trees study done in the early
1990’s.
Commented [PV6]: It is noted that the Arbor Committee
has requested that the words “or deleted” be removed.
Since the City Council has the prerogative to rezone
property this is noted.

(Code 1984, § 375:109(2))
Sec. 36-726. - Restrictions for properties not undergoing development (Pre-Development requirements.)
(1) For purposes of tree removal on land within a T tree preservation district not in the process of
being subdivided or developed, it shall be unlawful for any person to remove from privately
owned land any tree eight inches in diameter at breast height (DBH) or larger in excess of the
rate of 32 inches DBH per acre of T- zone on the property in any calendar year outside of the
bluff impact zone and the shore impact zone without immediately replacing any such tree
pursuant to the appropriate ratio set forth in section 36-728 unless provided otherwise in a
previously approved forest management plan approved by the city as set forth in section 36-
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Commented [PV7]: This adds a note that these are predevelopment requirements to help differentiate later code
sections.
Commented [PV8]: The Arbor Committee has
recommended that the acreage should be just of the T-zone

727. Existing single-family detached lots are considered to be in the post-development stage
and are subject to the requirements of Sec. 36-731.
(2)

For trees in a T-zone that are also within the bluff impact zone and the shore impact zone, the
regulations of this chapter and Division 5 – S Shoreland District of Chapter 36-Zoning shall
apply. The Community Development Director shall determine how the standards shall be
applied in the case of conflicting regulations.

Commented [PV9]: This is a change that would impact
the regulation of single-family homes.
Commented [PV10]: This references the shoreland
district that has additional regulations on the removal of
trees.

(Code 1984, § 375:109(3))
Sec. 36-727. - Forest management plan.
(1) (a) Application. Any person desiring approval of a forest management plan as an alternative to
the requirements of section 36-726 shall submit a written application to the city's community and
economic development department prepared by a natural resource professionalcertified arborist,
landscape architect or other natural resource professional approved by the Community and
Economic Development Director and the Arbor Committee. This application shall include the
following information:

(2)

(3)

a.

(1)

Name and address of applicant.

b.

(2)

Status of applicant with respect to the land.

c.

(3)

Written consent of the owner of the land, if applicant is not the owner.

d.

(4)
Name of person preparing any map, drawing or diagram submitted with the
application.

e.

(5)

f.

(6) Measure and map of the parcel of land, specifically designating all forested areas,
the existing and proposed use of such areas, and actual dimensions of the areas.

g.

(7) Location of all proposed or existing structures, roads, utilities, and driveways on the
site.

h.

(8)
A written narrative describing the activities to be undertaken, the reasons for
developing the plan, specific actions proposed by the forest management plan, and how
those actions and activities will benefit the forest as an urban amenity, rather than their
value for lumber or some other economic purpose. Specific examples of such benefit
include, but are not limited to, better forest management (thinning or removal of certain tree
species), improved wildlife habitat, creation of forest products (tree farming), recreation
use, outdoor education, trails, and energy conservation.

Location of the property, including a street address and legal description.

(b) Additional requirements. The community development director may, in addition, require the
applicant for approval of a forest management plan to supply:
a.

(1) A site plan specifying the methods to be used to preserve all remaining trees and
their root systems.

b.

(2) Such other information as the community development director deems necessary for
review of the proposed plan.

(c)
Review; action by council; termination; revocation. Upon receipt of the application,
representatives of the city may visit and inspect the site and adjoining lands. Prior to voting upon
a forest management plan, the city may shall solicit the opinion of a forester. If the city council
determines that the plan will not destroy any designated or proposed landmark tree; will preserve
positive attributes relative to stabilization of soil, water quality, and drainage; and will be for the
good of the forest, it may approve the forest management plan by a majority vote. If the council
determines otherwise, the application shall be denied.
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Commented [PV11]: This section adds language
proposed by the Arbor Committee regarding Forest
Management Plans. We note that staff is not aware of any
Forest Management Plans since the adoption of the T-zone
ordinance in the mid 1990’s.

(4)

a.

(1) If the city council denies a forest management plan, it shall set forth in writing the
reasons for denial.

b.

(2) An approved forest management plan shall remain in effect until a request to develop
all or part of the property in the plan is filed with the city, which event shall automatically
terminate the plan, or until the applicant, or the applicant's heirs, successors, or assigns,
and the city agree to terminate the plan.

c.

(3) The city council may, after notice and an opportunity to be heard, revoke an approved
forest management plan if it determines, through inspection or otherwise, that such plan is
not being followed. Upon such revocation, the basic restrictions of this division shall apply
to the affected property as if no forest management plan had ever been approved for that
property, and those restrictions shall continue to apply unless a new forest management
plan for the property is approved at sometime in the future.

(d) Any request for amendment of an approved forest management plan shall be processed
and reviewed as if it were an initial application for such a plan, unless one or more application
requirements in subsection (a) and (b) of this section are specifically waived by the city council
by a majority vote.

(Code 1984, § 375:109(8))
Sec. 36-728. - Tree preservation standards associated with site development.
Unless provided otherwise in an approved forest management plan set forth in section 36-727, the
conditions following the submission requirements in this section shall apply to removal of trees having a
trunk diameter of eight inches or more DBH.
(1)

(1) Application. Any person desiring to develop all or part of any property within a tree
preservation district shall submit an application (subdivision, site plan, planned unit
development, among others) to the city's community and economic development department
together with a filing fee as set forth in chapter 16, article XI, of this Code. Accompanying the
appropriate application shall be the following:
a.

Tree inventory. Tree inventory shall include the species, diameter, condition and location of
all trees at least eight DBH inches and shall be prepared by a forester, natural resources
specialist, certified arborist, landscape architect or another qualified individual. Such
qualified individual shall require approval by the community development director. For
residential developments that propose to retain 55% or more of the area of the T-zone, a
tree inventory will not be required.

b.

Tree preservation plan. The tree preservation plan shall show and specify:

Commented [PV12]: Staff recommends exempting the
requirement for a tree inventory if more than 55% of the
total site was proposed to be retained.

i. 1. Total diameter inches and species composition of trees at least eight DBH inches
to be preserved;
ii. 2.

Total number of diameter inches of trees at least eight DBH inches to be removed;

iii. 3.

Limits of tree clearing, tree protection zones and fencing;

iv. 4.

Location, size and species of replacement trees required in section;

v. 5. Construction staging areas for parking and material storage including concrete
washout areas;
vi. 6.

Location of all underground utilities.

vii. Dripline analysis showing the approximate location of the dripline from each tree. If a
clear dripline cannot be established, said analysis shall estimate the dripline using a
one and a half (1.5)-foot radius for the dripline for each inch of tree diameter.
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Commented [PV13]: This section adds requirements
needed in the Tree Preservation Plans that reflect best
practices, including dripline analysis, root cutting details,
grading limits allowed in the dripline and other details.

viii. Root cutting with a vibratory plow, trencher or other device approved by the Director of
Community and Economic Development must be conducted along the limits of
clearing adjacent to tree preservation areas and a root cutting detail shall be provided.
ix. Grading in the dripline shall be no more than 1/3 the radius of the estimated dripline or
the tree shall be counted as removed in the plan. Said grading shall be only on one
side of the tree.
Commented [PV14]: Here is a sample picture indicating
the root cutting best practice

x. Fencing detail for any fencing required under Sec. 36-730.
xi. Signage details for any required signage under Sec. 36-730.
xii. All tree removal shall be accounted for with the initial plan and include proposed grading
for all lots in a development.
xiii. For single-family detached residential property, trees within 20 feet of the building pad
may be preserved but shall not count as preserved on the retention schedule.
c.

Sequencing Plan. The Sequencing Plan shall show the following sequencing schedule:
i. Root Cutting

Commented [PV15]: This adds a sequencing plan
requirement showing how the site will be developed to
protect trees.

ii. Installation of Tree Protection Fence and Signage
iii. Grading
(2)

(2) Standards of preservation during subdivisiondevelopment. Development means part of
a development proposal under review such as, but not limited to, a Planned Unit Development
or subdivision review.
a.

Seventy percent of the total tree inches for trees at least eight DBH inches of the site within
the designated tree preservation district shall be protected. If more than 30 percent of the
total DBH of trees on the site are removed due to the installation of streets and utilities and
the grading necessitated by subdividing, the excess shall be replaced at a ratio of 1½
inches of replacement for every DBH inch of removal above 30 percent.

b.

These standards for tree protection shall apply in all zoning districts during subdivision.
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Commented [PV16]: This is intended to be the new
standard moving forward and looks at a unified removal of
trees vs. the two part removal the code assumes now.

a.
Development Type

Removal limit before replacement
is required (in DBH inches)

Residential (PUD or otherwise)

50%

Industrial (non PUD)

70%

Commercial (non PUD)

80%

Industrial and Commercial PUD’s

70%

Commented [PV17]: Simplified chart of removal limits
before replacement is required.

c. Further requirements during subdivision are set forth in chapter 30, pertaining to
subdivisions, and include, but are not limited to, section 30-16(3)m.
(3)

(3)

Replacement Table for Planned Unit Developments:
The replacement for Planned Unit Developments has a replacement ratio that gets higher
as removal gets higher and puts a limit on removal. The intent is to limit removal and
provide more replacement with more removal.

Commented [PV18]: New replacement standards that
increase as removal increases. This also puts a hard limit on
removal.

a.
Residential PUD Replacement Table
Removal up to 50% of DBH inches
Removal over 50-55% of DBH inches
Removal over 55-60% of DBH inches
Removal over 60-65% of DBH inches
Removal over 65-70% of DBH inches
No removal allowed over 70%

Replacement Ratio (replacement inches to
removal inches)
0:0
2:1
3:1
4:1
5:1

b.
Commercial and Industrial PUD
Replacement Table
Removal up to 70% of DBH inches
Removal over 70-75% of DBH inches
Removal over 75-80% of DBH inches
Removal over 80-85% of DBH inches
Removal over 85-90% of DBH inches
No removal allowed over 90%
c.

(4)

Replacement Ratio
0:0
2:1
3:1
4:1
5:1

The replacement ratio shall apply to the entire replacement. For example, removal in a
residential PUD of 60% would have a 3:1 replacement ratio, 61% removal would trigger
at 4:1 replacement ratio.

Density Bonus and Transfer for Residential Development
As an incentive to retain trees, density bonuses can be considered for preservation. Density
bonuses are based on the percentage of trees retained over 50% and apply to the area of a
project that is in a T-zone. Density Bonuses for T-zone preservation can be in addition to any
density bonuses in the PUD section.
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Commented [PV19]: This is a key change as it now adds
an incentive to not develop in T-zone areas and in many
cases may make these areas more valuable to not develop
than if they were to develop. The densities are able to be
transferred out of these areas with a bonus given.

a.

For each net acre, or portion thereof, above 50% of the T-zone area that is preserved, a
density bonus may be considered. Wetland and floodplain areas will not count toward the
calculated area of preservation as these areas already have protections.

b.

The density bonus shall be based on two times the maximum density of the underlying
land use guiding in the Comprehensive Plan.

c.

At least 55% of the inches must be retained before the density bonus shall apply.

Commented [PV20]: Added that wetlands and other
areas do not count toward the preserved area.

d. To calculate the total number of units allowed on a site, the bonus units would be added to
the number of units using the base density multiplied by the net acres of the site for the
particular land use category. The base densities are as follows and are based on historical
averages for these land uses:
i)

Low-Medium Density:

2.5 units per acre

ii)

Medium Density:

6.75 units per acre

iii)

High Density:

18 units per acre

iv)

Mixed Use High Density:30 units per acre

e.

Example Table for a low-medium density guided site:
Total T-zone Acres
10.0
Percent of T-zone acres preserved
60%
Acres over 50% preserved
1.0
Base Density
2.5 units per acre
Max Density in Comprehensive plan
4.0 units per acre
Density Bonus
8.0 units per acre
Bonus units (1 acre above 50% x Density Bonus)
8
Base units
25
Total Units with Bonus Units
33
Net Density
3.3 units per acre

f.

The additional units can be transferred to the remainder of the site or an alternative site
subject to City approval.

g.

The City may consider flexibility with regard to unit types and lot sizes to accommodate
the greater amount of open space that would occur with greater tree preservation. For
example, smaller single-family lots or more attached housing in the Low-Medium
Residential areas could be considered.

h.

For sites that have both T-zone areas and non T-zone areas, density bonuses shall be
calculated independently from each other. Open Space Preservation bonuses would only
be gained if open space was created in the non T-zone area above what is required by
code.

(5)

Standards of preservation during construction or excavation after subdivision or when not
connected with subdivisiona development review. This section shall govern the development
of individual vacant lots and/or new construction in a T-zone in which removal was not
previously accounted for through some other review process such as, but not limited to,
Planned Unit Development or subdivision review. Note that existing homes proposing
additions, or other such improvements, will be subject to the requirements of Sec. 36-731.

a.

Single-family detached and two-family dwellings. In subdivisions in the R-1, R-2, and R3 zoning districts, tThe builder shall be responsible for working with the community
development department for the protection of the trees to be preserved on a particular lot.
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i. The building pad shall include an area from the front lot line to a line 85 feet behind the
front lot line.
ii. The building pad shall extend across the entire width of the lot.
iii. The builder shall be required to replace trees removed from within the building pad on a
basis of ½ inch of replacement for each DBH inch of removal.
iv. Trees protected within the building pad may count toward replacement at a ratio of two
inches of replacement for every DBH DBH inch of trees protected.
v. If trees are removed from the area outside the building pad, they shall be replaced at a
ratio of two inches of replacement for each DBH inch removed.replaced on the following
basis:
Specimen Trunk Size

Replacement Criteria

8" to 11" DBH

1 ½″ of trees shall be replaced for every DBH inch removed

>11" DBH

2" of trees shall be replaced for every DBH inch removed

b.

Other Development Types:
Development Type

Removal limit before replacement is
required (in DBH inches)

Attached single-family dwellings and apartments

50%

Industrial

70%

Commercial

80%

b.
c.

Trees removed in excess of the removal limit above shall be replaced at a ratio of two
inches of replacement for each DBH inch removed.
Attached single-family dwellings and apartments. Lots on which attached single-family
dwellings and apartments are constructed shall retain 40 percent of the DBH inches existing
on the lot after the actions pursuant to subsection (2) of this section have been completed.
If trees in excess of 60 percent are removed from the lot due to construction, they will be
replaced on a basis of 1½ inches DBH of replacement for every DBH inch removed in
excess of 60 percent.

c.

Residential planned unit development (PUD). The tree cover in a residential PUD shall be
preserved in greater amount than in a single-family subdivision because of the flexibility in
standards available to avoid tree removal. Seventy percent of the DBH inches existing in
a residential PUD after the actions pursuant to subsection (2) of this section have been
completed shall be retained after the development is completed. If trees are removed
during construction in excess of 30 percent, they shall be replaced at a ratio of two inches
of replacement for each DBH inch removed in excess of 30 percent.

d.

Industrial. Sites on which industrial buildings and facilities are constructed shall retain 40
percent of the DBH inches existing on the site after the actions pursuant to subsection (2)
of this section have been completed. If trees in excess of 60 percent are removed from the
site due to construction, they will be replaced on a basis of 1½ inches of replacement for
every DBH inch removed in excess of 60 percent.

e.

Commercial. Sites on which commercial buildings and facilities are constructed shall retain
30 percent of the DBH inches existing on the site after the actions pursuant to subsection
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(2) of this section have been completed. If trees in excess of 70 percent are removed from
the site due to construction, they will be replaced on a basis of 1½ inches of replacement
for every DBH inch removed in excess of 70 percent.
f.

(5)

Commercial and industrial PUDs. Sites on which commercial and industrial PUD buildings
and facilities are constructed shall retain 40 percent of the DBH inches existing on the site
after the actions pursuant to subsection (2) of this section have been completed. If trees in
excess of 60 percent are removed from the site due to construction, they will be replaced
on a basis of two inches of replacement for every DBH inch removed in excess of 60
percent.
(4) Standards of preservation in all other circumstances. Whenever trees are removed under
any circumstances other than those identified in subsections (2) and (35) of this section,
preservation and replacement ratios set forth in subsection (35) shall apply.

Sec. 36-729. - Replacement standards.
(1) As shown on a tree preservation plan required in section 36-728 (1)b, replacement shall occur in
the following order:
a. In the area from which the trees are removed. For single family residential developments,
or other types of development as determined by the City Council, said area shall be
common areas, outlots or other lots other than private, individually owned lots. Said lots
shall have a conservation easement placed upon them subject to the review and approval
of the City of Maple Grove.
b. If this is not desirable for the health or survival of the replacement trees, the trees shall be
replanted elsewhere within the T zone from which the trees were removed. For single
family residential developments, or other types of development as determined by the City
Council, said area shall be common areas, outlots or other lots other than private,
individually owned lots. Said lots shall have a conservation easement placed upon them
subject to the review and approval of the City of Maple Grove.
c.

If this is also undesirable for the health or survival of the replacement trees, then the
replanting may occur outside of the designated T zone but shall occur within the
development. For single family residential developments, or other types of development as
determined by the City Council, said area shall be common areas, outlots or other lots
other than private, individually owned lots. Said lots shall have a conservation easement
placed upon them subject to the review and approval of the City of Maple Grove.

d. If this is not desirable for the health or survival of the replacement trees, then the landowner
shall consult and work with the city to determine a better alternative planting location for
the replacement trees.
e. Otherwise, at the discretion of the City Council, the Tree Conservation Fee shall be paid to
the City in an amount as is set forth by the City Council in the adopted fee schedule. Funds
received by the Tree Conservation Fee will be maintained within a separate account and
used to replant trees on public lands or within forest preservation lands.
(2)

Any replanting shall be done with overstory trees of the primary species of the affected forest.
No more than 20% of the replacement trees shall be composed of any one genus. At planting,
the trunks of deciduous trees shall be at least 2½ inches DBH. Coniferous trees shall be at least
five feet in height.

(3)

Replacement trees shall be identified as such until they are eight inches in DBH, shall be
considered at least eight inches in DBH regardless of size and shall be treated accordingly for
purposes of this division.

(4)

A coniferous tree replacement shall be counted at a ratio of one inch DBH for every two feet in
height of the coniferous tree.

(5)

If any replanting is to occur outside the limits of the T zone, the parcel on which the replanting
occurs shall be rezoned so as to be governed by the provisions of the T zone.
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(6)

Any replacement tree required to be planted by Sec. 36-728 shall be in addition to trees
required to be planted on any residential lot, including single-family detached, two-family or any
lot needing to comply with the requirements of Sec. 36-831 – Required Landscaping.

Sec. 36-730. Requirements before and during construction:
(1)

Tree protection and preservation standards.
a. Trees designated for preservation shall be protected by a highly visible fence or other
temporary structure deemed acceptable by the city. The protection area shall be defined
by the projection of the tree dripline downward to the ground. If less protection is necessary
due to the proximity of building structures or infrastructure, such reduced protection area
shall require approval by the city prior to any construction activity taking place.

Commented [PV27]: This clarifies that any replacement
trees are in addition to any required landscaping trees.
Commented [PV28]: We note that much of this section
has not changed, it is just in a new location which is why it
appears as new text.

b. The location and means of tree protection shall require inspection and approval by the city
prior to any construction activity taking place, including any grading work on the site. The
city shall also inspect the construction site during construction. The tree protection shall
remain in place until the city has conducted an inspection of the lot and has approved the
removal of the fencing.
c.

No equipment, chemicals, soil deposits or construction materials shall be placed within a
protective barrier.

d. Any landscaping activity subsequent to the removal of the barriers shall be accomplished
with hand labor or light machinery having a gross weight of no more than 1,000 pounds.

e. If, during construction, activities take place in areas designated for preservation in
violation of the above standards, trees in the impacted area may be deemed removed
and subject to the penalties in Sec. 36-722 and any necessary replacement
requirements.
f.

Areas designated for tree preservation shall have a conservation easement placed upon
them that will prohibit further removal of trees except removal as identified in Sec. 36732. Single family detached developments where no density bonus has been granted
shall be exempt from this requirement.

g. Any tunneling under trees for utilities should be a minimum of 2 feet underground from
the top of the tunnel to minimize root loss.

(2)

Site signage.
a. Prior to any tree being removed pursuant to subsection 36-728(2) or (3), the property
owner shall cause to be posted on the perimeter of the site involved in the development,
subdivision, excavation or construction activity signs readily visible to and understandable
by the public identifying the trees and activity on the site as being subject to the
provisions of tree preservation zoning regulations of the city.
b. Such signs will be provided by the city, shall be placed in proximity to planned entrances
to the development and shall remain in place until the activity has passed final approval
by the city departments monitoring it.
c.

In addition, the property owner shall securely attach signs to the tree protection fence
required under section 36-730 every 50 feet of protection fencing or portion thereof. Such
signs will be provided by the city.

d. All site activity that would impact trees shall cease if signage and/or fencing are not in
place, until said signage and fencing are deemed adequate by the monitoring city
departments.
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e. For any tree replacement areas and/or tree protection areas with a conservation
easement, permanent signage shall be installed identifying the conservation easement
boundaries.
(3)

Performance guarantee.
a. Based upon the replacement trees identified in section 36-729, and prior to any
construction activity taking place, the applicant shall submit a cash escrow, letter of credit
or other surety acceptable to the city in the amount of 100 percent of the cost of the
replacement trees proposed for the project area. Such surety shall remain in force for two
full growing seasons following installation of the replacement trees to guarantee survival.
At the end of the second growing season or subsequent two-year period, the city shall
review the project area in coordination with the applicant and shall make a determination
to:
i)

Refund the appropriate performance surety; or

ii)

Require the planting of new trees to replace the replacement trees which did not
survive the initial or subsequent two full growing seasons or subsequent periods until
such time as the replacement trees have survived two full growing seasons.

Commented [PV33]: This section is unchanged from the
current code but is in a different location which is why it
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b. For purposes of this section, all trees shall be alive and in satisfactory growing condition
at the end of two full growing seasons. The growing season shall include the period May
1 through September 30. The two-year guaranty period for plant materials installed after
June 1the growing season ends shall commence the following year.

(4) (5)
Survey of trees prior to issuance of building permit. Prior to the issuance of a building permit
by the city for a lot within a development subject to the requirements of subsection (3) of this
section, the applicant for such building permit shall provide a certified survey of the lot or lots for
which the building permit is to be issued identifying the location, size and species of all trees eight
inches DBH or larger in size. Such survey shall indicate trees that are to be removed, and those
that are to be saved and any required replacement trees. Diagrams of protective fencing shall be
shown on the survey consistent with section 36-731730. If required by the city, a tree replacement
plan shall be provided complying with the provisions of subsection (3) of this subsection.

Commented [PV34]: This changed from October to
September
Commented [JC35]: The June 1st deadline has caused a
flood of final landscape inspection requests in early May of
each year. Conducting final landscape inspections on or
after the 2-year anniversary date of the initial landscape
inspection (and during the growing season) will spread out
landscape inspection requests.

(5) (6) Survey to of trees prior to approval of occupancy. Prior to the city approving final occupancy
for any structure contained within a tree preservation district, the applicant for such occupancy shall
provide a certified survey of the lot verifying the information required in subsection (55) of this
section. If the city determines that additional tree inches are removed after the completion of site
improvements based on the survey, the city may shall require additional tree replacement.
(6) Further requirements during subdivision are set forth in chapter 30, pertaining to subdivisions,
and include, but are not limited to, section 30-16(3)m.
Sec. 36-731. - Tree preservation standards after site development.
(1)

(2)

For all development types, except for single family detached homes, the tree preservation
plan associated with that development shall govern and additional tree removal shall be
compared with the removal in the original approval. Any required replacement shall be
subject to the requirements of this chapter.
For single family detached homes, after a certificate of occupancy has been granted,
additional removal of trees eight inches in diameter at breast height (DBH) shall be subject to
Sec. 36-726 require the replacement of one tree for each tree removed unless a conservation
easement prohibits additional removal.Replacement trees shall meet the requirements of

Sec. 36-729 (2)
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(Code 1984, § 375:109(4))
Sec. 36-729. - Site signage.
Prior to any tree being removed pursuant to subsection 36-728(2) or (3), the property owner shall cause
to be posted on the perimeter of the site involved in the subdivision, excavation or construction activity
signs readily visible to and understandable by the public identifying the trees and activity on the site as
being subject to the provisions of tree preservation zoning regulations of the city. Such signs will be
provided by the city, shall be placed at intervals of at least one sign per street frontage in proximity to
planned entrances and shall remain in place until the activity has passed final approval by the city
departments monitoring it. In addition, the property owner shall securely attach signs to the tree protection
fence required under section 36-731 every 50 feet of protection fencing or portion thereof. Such signs will
be provided by the city.
(Code 1984, § 375:109(5))
Sec. 36-730. - Replacement standards.
(a) As shown on a tree preservation plan required in section 36-728 (1)b, replacement shall occur in the
area from which the trees are removed. If this is not desirable for the health or survival of the replacement
trees, the trees shall be replanted elsewhere within the T zone from which the trees were removed. If this
is also undesirable for the health or survival of the replacement trees, then the replanting may occur
outside of the designated T zone but shall occur within the development. If this is not des irable for the
health or survival of the replacement trees, then the landowner shall consult and work with the city to
determine a better alternative planting location for the replacement trees.
(b) Any replanting shall be done with trees of the primary species of the affected forest. At
planting, the trunks of deciduous trees shall be at 2½ inches in diameter as measured six inches
above the ground. Coniferous trees shall be at least five feet in height.
(c) Replacement trees shall be identified as such until they are eight inches in DBH, shall be
considered at least eight inches in DBH regardless of size and shall be treated accordingly for
purposes of this division.
(d) If any replanting is to occur outside the limits of the T zone, the parcel on which the
replanting occurs shall be rezoned so as to be governed by the provisions of the T zone, or a
covenant acceptable to the city shall be recorded by the property owner so as to make the
provisions of this division applicable to the parcel on which the replanting occurs.
(Code 1984, § 375:109(6))
Sec. 36-731. - Tree protection.
(a) Trees designated for preservation shall be protected by a highly visible fence or other
temporary structure deemed acceptable by the city. The protection area shall be defined by the
projection of the tree dripline downward to the ground. If less protection is necessary due to the
proximity of building structures or infrastructure, such reduced protection area shall require
approval by the city prior to any construction activity taking place.
(b) The location and means of tree protection shall require inspection and approval by the city
prior to any construction activity taking place. The city shall also inspect the construction site
during construction. The tree protection shall remain in place until the city has conducted an
inspection of the lot and has approved the removal of the fencing.
(c) No equipment, chemicals, soil deposits or construction materials shall be placed within a
protective barrier.
(d) Any landscaping activity subsequent to the removal of the barriers shall be accomplished
with hand labor or light machinery having a gross weight of no more than 1,000 pounds.
(Code 1984, § 375:109(7))
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Sec. 36-732. - Performance guarantee.
Based upon the replacement trees identified in section 36-730, and prior to any construction activity
taking place, the applicant shall submit a cash escrow, letter of credit or other surety acceptable to the
city in the amount of 100 percent of the cost of the replacement trees proposed for the project area. Such
surety shall remain in force for two full growing seasons following installation of the of the replacement
trees to guarantee survival. At the end of the two-year period or subsequent two-year period, the city shall
review the project area in coordination with the applicant and shall make a determination to:
(1) Refund the appropriate performance surety; or
(2) Require the planting of new trees to replace the replacement trees which did not survive the initial or
subsequent two full growing seasons or subsequent periods until such time as the replacement trees
have survived two full growing seasons.
For purposes of this section, all trees shall be alive and in satisfactory growing condition at the end of two
full growing seasons. The growing season shall include the period May 1 through October 31. The two year guaranty period for plant materials installed after June 1 shall commence the following year.
(Code 1984, § 375:109(9))
Sec. 36-733732. - Exceptions.
The provisions of this division shall not apply to:
(1)

The removal of trees from commercial nurseries or horticultural properties, such as tree farms,
orchards or commercial forests. This exception shall not be interpreted to include lumber
harvesting incidental to imminent development of the land.

(2)

The removal of trees on public rights-of-way conducted by or on behalf of a federal, state, county,
municipal, or other governmental agency in pursuance of its lawful activities or functions in the
construction or improvement of public rights-of-way.

(3)

The removal of trees deemed by the community development director to be diseased, dying, or
dead. Said determination shall be made by a certified arborist, landscape architect or other
natural resource professional.

(4)

The removal of any tree which has become or threatens to become a danger to human life or
property.

(5)

The removal of any tree by a public utility when such tree has the reasonable potential of
endangering the facilities operated by the utility.

(Code 1984, § 375:109(10))
Secs. 36-734733—36-750. - Reserved.
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REQUEST FOR ARBOR COMMITTEE ACTION
May 13, 2021
DATE

ORIGINATING DEPT.
Community and Economic
Development

3B
AGENDA ITEM
NUMBER
AGENDA ITEM
Parking Lot Subcommittee

Old Business
AGENDA HEADING

PREVIOUS ACTIONS:
The Parking Lot Subcommittee continues to meet and discuss ways to increase the survival rates of trees
in parking lots. Members of the subcommittee (Arnlund, Piket, Varney) will provide an update on
meetings that have taken place since the Arbor Committee meeting in April.

RECOMMENDED COMMITTEE ACTION:

COMMENTS:

COMMITTEE COMMENTS

ATTACHMENTS:

Parking Lot Subcommittee
Meeting Topic Master
Meeting Date Topic
8/27/2018 -Discuss Goals & Objectives, approach
- Draft Goals & Objectives
9/6/2018 - Discuss approach to literature review
9/10/2018 - Site Visits of businesses/shopping centers
9/17/2018 - Site Visits of businesses/shopping centers
- Review observations from site visits
9/27/2018 - Reviewed publications: Urban Street Trees - 22 Benefits, and Trees are Good for Business
10/8/2018 - Discussed findings from looking at other cities ordinances
- Review of the Local Surface Water Management Plan Chapter of the 2040 Comprehensive Plan
10/18/2018 - Review photos of the Maplewood Mall
10/22/2018 - Mtg with Derek Asche, City of Maple Grove Water Resource Engineer
10/30/2018 - Review of the 2018 Local Surface Water Management Plan for the City of Maple Grove
- Met with Gary Johnson, an Extension Professor in the Department of Forest Resources at the University
11/5/2018 of Minnesota
- Debrief of mtg with Gary Johnson
11/15/2018 - Continued review of the 2018 Local Surface Water Management Plan for the City of Maple Grove
11/19/2018 - Reviewed Minnesota Stormwater Manual
11/28/2018 - Continued review of Minnesota Stormwater Manual
12/10/2018 - Continued review of Minnesota Stormwater Manual
12/17/2018 - Some housekeeping items. Meeting cut short due to committee member time constraints
1/3/2019 - Reviewed landscape plans for a few sites visited in September '18
1/14/2019 - Replanning session
- Review of 2 U of M student projects: 1. Turf, Trees, and Canopy Cover, and 2. Engineered Soils,
1/22/2019 Stormwater Runoff & Tree Health in Downtown Minneapolis, MN
- Review of 2009 (current) Local Surface Water Management Plan
- Review of additional U of M student projects done in conjunction with the City of Minneapolis Parks and
1/28/2019 Recreation Board
2/4/2019 - mtg cancelled
- Send communications to the following requesting meetings:
Craig Pinkalla, City Of Minneapolis Park Board Forestry Department
Dwayne Stenland, Erosion Control Specialist at MNDOT
Judie Anderson, Elm Creek Watershed Management Commission
3/4/2019 Joshua Lynn, Bailey’s Nursery
- Send communications to the following requesting meetings:
Judie Anderson, Elm Creek Watershed Management Commission (follow-up communication)
Andy Anderson, Plaisted Companies
3/18/2019 - Developed questions for meeting with Dwayne Stenland
3/25/2019 - Developed questions for meetings with Craig Pinkalla and Kerry Glaider (Plaisted Companies)
4/1/2019 - mtg cancelled
4/16/2019 - Meeting with Craig Pinkalla, an Arborist at Minneapolis Park & Recreation Board
4/22/2019 - Meeting with Kerry Glader, a sales manager from Plaisted Companies
- Debrief of recent meetings.
- Review CU Structural Soil guide and Stormwater/Trees/Structural Soils documents
4/29/2019 - Review Minneapolis Tree Planting document
5/6/2019 - Meeting with Dwayne Stenland, Erosion Control Specialist at MNDOT
5/14/2019 - Progress Checkpoint and Replanning
- Debrief of meeting with Dwayne Stenland
6/26/2019 - Review of MNDOT specs
7/24/2019 - Site Visits of businesses/shopping centers
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Parking Lot Subcommittee
Meeting Topic Master
- Site Visits of businesses/shopping centers
- Attempt at draft changes to Landscape ordinance
- Attempt at draft changes to Landscape ordinance with ties to reference documents
- mtg cancelled
- Attempt at draft changes to Landscape ordinance with ties to reference documents
- Attempt at draft changes to Landscape ordinance with ties to reference documents
- Develop list of questions for meeting with representatives from the Shingle Creek and West Mississippi
10/28/2019 Watershed
- Meeting at Wenck Associates with Ed Matthiesen and Diane Spector, both are on the staff of the
11/11/2019 Shingle Creek and West Mississippi Watershed
12/2/2019 - Debrief of meeting with Ed Mattiesen and Diane Spector
7/29/2019
8/28/2019
9/17/2019
10/2/2019
10/14/2019
10/22/2019

- Meeting with Peter MacDonagh. Aside from teaching at the University of Minnesota, Peter co-founded
a sustainable landscape architectural firm, and as a Fellow in the American Society of Landscape
12/16/2019 Architects and Registered Landscape Architect, he also does design consulting work for the State of MN
1/7/2020 - Review of Hennepin County Sustainable Landscape Guidelines for the Department of Community Works
1/21/2020 - Review of the State of Minnesota’s B3 (Buildings, Benchmarks & Beyond) Guidelines
- Debrief of meeting with Peter MacDonagh
2/4/2020 - Review Kestral Tree/Stormwater Mgmt document
- Continued review of the State of Minnesota’s B3 (Buildings, Benchmarks & Beyond) Guidelines
2/18/2020 - Begin building document to identify commonalities between reference documentation
3/9/2020 - mtg cancelled
4/28/2020 - mtg cancelled (2nd mtg with Derek Asche)
3/10/2021 - Re-familiarize group with previous progress and identify next steps
3/16/2021 - Discuss how best to update the commonalities document
4/7/2021 - Progress updates on commonalities document, discuss formatting & logistical issues
4/21/2021 - mtg cancelled
5/5/2021 - Progress updates on the commonalities document, future topic planning
Technical/reference documents discussed
Meeting with expert
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REQUEST FOR ARBOR COMMITTEE ACTION
May 13, 2021
DATE

ORIGINATING DEPT.
Community and Economic
Development

3C
AGENDA ITEM
NUMBER
AGENDA ITEM
Conservation Easement

Old Business
AGENDA HEADING

PREVIOUS ACTIONS:
Since the Arbor Committee meeting on Thursday, April 8, 2021, a formal recommendation on behalf of
the Arbor Committee was submitted to the City Council. This was discussed as the preliminary step in
pursuing a policy that will conserve this land.

RECOMMENDED COMMITTEE ACTION:

COMMENTS:
The Arbor Committee has submitted a formal recommendation that the City Council consider the
utilization of conservation easement protections for the Forest Preservation Area. Attached is the
Arbor Committee’s formal recommendation to the City Council.
COMMITTEE COMMENTS

ATTACHMENTS:
Attachment A: Forest Conservation Areas Conservation Recommendation

MEMORANDUM
TO:

Honorable Mayor Steffenson and City Council

CC:

Heidi Nelson, City Administrator
Joe Hogeboom, Community and Economic Development Director
Jesse Corrow, Planner/ Arbor Committee Staff Liaison
Ken Ashfeld, Public Works Director/ City Engineer

FROM:

Arbor Committee

DATE:

May 3, 2021

SUBJECT:

Forest Preservation Area – Conservation Proposal

Background
The City of Maple Grove currently owns land that is being used to preserve old-growth
hardwood forests. The properties, identified as the Forest and Open Space Preservation Area,
comprise a linear portion of land, roughly following Elm Creek, between Weaver Lake Road to
the north and Elm Road to the south. The Forest Preservation Area contains a total of
approximately 326 acres. There is significant land that comprises the Forest Preservation Area in
the northern section of its limits, near Weaver Lake Road, as well as significant Forest
Preservation Area land to the south, near Vicksburg Lane and Nottingham Parkway. Additional
properties adjacent to these areas, as well as properties adjacent to Elm Creek between these
areas, are envisioned for future acquisition, to help unify this critical natural corridor in the city.
Historically, the Arbor Committee was involved with helping to secure preservation land, and
promote preservation of the land in the community. In 1995, spearheaded by the Arbor
Committee and the Citizens for Forest Preservation, a $5 million bond referendum was passed by
the citizens of Maple Grove with a 65% approval. There has been steady support for the
preservation of the forest land over the years starting before the referendum to most recently the
submittal of well over a hundred e-mails and letters from residents and others in support of
permanently preserving the land. The Arbor Committee has been involved in various activities
associated with the Forest Preservation Area, including regular buckthorn removal and trash
collection events. The Arbor Committee lead the way for the design and location of natural
woodchip trails within the Forest Preservation Area, and oversees its routine maintenance.
The northern portion of the Forest Preservation Area, located south of Weaver Lake Road along
the Medicine Lake Regional Trail, consists of approximately 179 acres. In addition to this, the
Three Rivers Park District owns several large tracts of land adjacent to the city-owned property.
This area mainly consists of wetlands, Elm Creek, and stands of maple and basswood trees. The
Medicine Lake Regional Trail traverses the upland areas within and adjacent to this portion of
the Forest Preservation Area.
The large southern portion of the Forest Preservation Area, located west of Vicksburg Lane and
south of Nottingham Parkway, consists of approximately132 acres. Most of this property is
upland topography, and is home to old- and new-growth basswood, maple, and ironwood trees.
This southern end of the Forest Preservation Area also features wetlands to the north, and is

traversed by Elm Creek and an easterly fork of Elm Creek. There is a small, unimproved,
parking area within this section of the Forest Preservation Area, as well as a looped, wood chip
trail through the property. The City of Maple Grove has the right of first refusal on several
adjacent undeveloped pieces of land.
There are other properties, totaling approximately 15 acres, that lie between the two large
sections of the Forest Preservation that were also acquired with bond referendum funds.
Acquiring these lands was accomplished to provide contiguous forest and open space land and
continuity of ecosystems vital to plant species and wildlife, from Weaver Lake Road on the north
to near Elm Road on the south. There was a Blanding’s turtle discovered by the DNR in the area
which is a protected species. The primary threat to this species is habitat fragmentation.
Some, but not all, of the properties associated with the Forest Preservation Area contain
restrictive covenants that prevent development of the properties. The restrictions are a result of
referenda used for the initial acquisition of the properties. The properties with restrictive
covenants are permanently protected due to the covenants being public in nature.
Recommendation and Next Steps
The Arbor Committee is committed to protecting this natural resource asset into the future. The
Arbor Committee, as well as city staff and the city attorney’s office, have been in contact with
Hennepin County Environmental Services, through the Hennepin County Habitat Conservation
Program, which offers assistance in evaluating critical natural area land, covers the cost for
developing a habitat management plan which includes funding for habitat restoration and natural
resource enhancement projects and potentially working with cities to establish conservation
easements that allow properties to be preserved in their natural state permanently. Hennepin
County, working in tandem with attorneys from the Minnesota Land Trust, would look to
evaluate eligibility of Forest Preservation Area properties in establishing conservation
easements, and then structure the formal easements. The Arbor Committee requests a work
session with the City Council, where the following next steps will be discussed and
recommended:
•

Enter into an agreement with Hennepin County Environmental Services to allow the
Forest Preservation Area properties to be analyzed for eligibility to obtain conservation
easement protections.

•

Review and potentially enhance the existing Forest Management Plan for the
preservation lands.

•

Once work is complete by Hennepin County, which could potentially take six-12 months,
engage the Maple Grove City Attorney’s office to review/draft necessary conservation
easement documentation.

•

City Council would then adopt conservation easements.

In addition, staff from Hennepin County would be on hand at the work session to discuss the
process in moving toward conservation easement eligibility. The Arbor Committee looks
forward to discussing this important issue with the City Council, and hopes that the Council
considers advancement of this work.
Attachments:
1. Forest Preservation Area Ownership and Encumbrances Maps
2. Reasons to Permanently Save the Forest and Open Space Land
3. Background and History of the Forest and Open Space Land in Maple Grove

REQUEST FOR ARBOR COMMITTEE ACTION
May 13, 2021
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ORIGINATING DEPT.
Community and Economic
Development

3D
AGENDA ITEM
NUMBER
AGENDA ITEM
Arbor Day Event

Old Business
AGENDA HEADING

PREVIOUS ACTIONS:
The Arbor Committee discussed plans to plant a tree in Central Park, in honor of Arbor Day. CCX
media was on hand to film Marilyn and Don planting the tree.
RECOMMENDED COMMITTEE ACTION:

COMMENTS:
Discuss the tree planting at central park and update the group on when the video will be published.
Additionally, The Minnesota DNR has informed staff that all communities will be required to issue an
Arbor Day proclamation in 2021, although Arbor Day Foundation has waived the requirement for an
Arbor Day celebration. Note that a proclamation and Arbor Day celebration (if desired) can take place
whenever our community chooses to do so. Details of the Arbor Day celebration can be shared with the
DNR and the event will be promoted on their website.
COMMITTEE COMMENTS

ATTACHMENTS:
Attachment A: Standard Arbor Day Proclamation Language

PROCLAMATION
WHEREAS,

Saturday, April XX, 20XX, is Arbor Day in the City of Maple Grove; and

WHEREAS,

The City of Maple Grove is proud of its street, park and residential
trees, and recognizes the importance of trees and tree care and the
contribution of trees to a cleaner and healthier environment;

NOW, THEREFORE,
I, Mark Steffenson, Mayor of the City of Maple Grove, do hereby
proclaim April XX, 20XX, as

“ARBOR DAY”
In the City of Maple Grove and urge all residents to observe this day
by recognizing the importance trees have in improving our lives.

REQUEST FOR ARBOR COMMITTEE ACTION
May 13, 2021
DATE

ORIGINATING DEPT.
Community and Economic
Development

4A
AGENDA ITEM
NUMBER
AGENDA ITEM
Maple Grove Days Parade

New Business
AGENDA HEADING

PREVIOUS ACTIONS:
None
RECOMMENDED COMMITTEE ACTION:
Establish a time and place for Arbor Committee to meet prior to start of the Maple Grove Days Parade.
New parade location is at the Maple Grove High School - 9800 Fernbrook Lane North.
COMMENTS:
The 31st Annual Maple Grove Days Parade will be on Thursday, July 15th, 2021 at 6:30PM. Maple Grove Days
will be held July 14th - 18th, 2021. Chairperson Parenteau has submitted the application, below are the details:
NEW PARADE LOCATION: Maple Grove High School – 9800 Fernbrook Lane N. Maple Grove, MN 55369
• The parade will be a drive-thru parade this year. Floats will be stationary in the Maple Grove High
School Parking lot and there will be time waves for spectators to come watch
• There will be no hand-outs, candy, etc. but there will be an opportunity to place items in a swag bag for
attendees that will be handed out at the beginning of the parade
• We must limit the number of units we can include in the parade; accordingly, we have designed a
selection process that allows us to provide the public with a balanced and entertaining parade.
• It is very important to provide a detailed description of your entry because this will be considered during
the selection process.
• Other criteria for parade acceptance will include whether the applicant is a sponsor of Maple Grove
Days.
Application Deadline: May 1, 2021.
• Selections will be made in May and applicants will be notified end of May if they have been accepted.
• Payment instructions will be provided at that time.
• June - You will receive your parade line-up number along with specific participant information, route
information, and a map with parking locations.

COMMITTEE COMMENTS

PARTICIPANT RULES
DEFINITIONS – As used herein, the following terms will have the following meanings:
“Event” – Maple Grove Days Celebration

Maple Grove
Days Parade
Thursday,
July 15th, 2021
@ 6pm

“Participant” – Any business/organization that participates in the Maple Grove Days Parade
MGCO” – Maple Grove Community Organization
DISTRIBUTION OF ITEMS TO PARADE SPECTATORS- Due to safety concerns – NO items (including water or candy) may be
thrown to parade spectators from vehicles. Spectators have been injured by being hit by thrown objects. If you fail to comply
we will take the items and return them at the end of the parade (see MN Statute 169.42). At this time we are not able to allow
the handing out of ANY items to spectators. If this changes we will keep you update.
You are responsible for ensuring that everyone associated with your unit is aware of ALL procedures, rules and contract
requirements.

APPLICATION PROCESS:
FEES & PAYMENT IN ADVANCE – Entry fees are as follows: $15 for non-profit organizations, $175 for a Maple Grove Business, $225 for a non-Maple Grove business, and $175 for
political units. Entry fee must be paid within stated timeframe once participant has received communication of acceptance into the parade.
For non-profit groups only - your parade fee can be returned after the event if you provide a minimum of 6 volunteers for parade clean up or another Maple Grove Days
event. If you interested in this option, indicate this on your parade application.
MUSICAL UNITS - Must adhere to the Performance Act of 1976 concerning copyright laws for music performed or played. Please limit your performance time to 2 minutes. We must
be informed on your application if you intend to play music.
INSURANCE- Each unit should have liability insurance. If not, you must sign the waiver of liability. Participant acknowledges that MGCO does not maintain insurance covering the
participant’s property and that it is the sole responsibility of the participant to obtain business interruption and property damage insurance covering any and all losses by
participant. Please provide MGCO with a copy of Insurance Binder, Certificate of Insurance (naming MGCO and the City of Maple Grove as additional insured) or sign the
waiver of responsibility.
REFUNDS – Refund of parade fees will be granted with written notice of cancellation postmarked by the end of May. No other refunds will be issued for any reason including inclement
weather cancellation.
UNIT LOCATION – MGCO makes no promises as to the location of the participant’s unit in the line-up and reserves the right to change location of unit if necessary.
LINE UP AREA SPACE REQUIREMENTS – All participants’ equipment and persons must fit in the space (length) specified on the application (e.g. if you requested 25 feet of line-up
space, everything including the vehicle pulling the unit must fit in that space-(The maximum unit length allowed is 100 feet). No additional space is provided-no exceptions.
If your application is accepted, you will be sent a confirmation in May.
PARADE PROCEDURES & RULES:
SET UP – Set up begins at 4:45 p.m. All participants are required to be completely set up and in their designated line-up position by 6:00 p.m. Any units that arrive after 6:00 p.m. will
be directed to the end of the parade. You must pull your parade vehicles into the space by your line-up number.
UNIT PARTICIPANTS DROP OFF– Car Pooling is required for all parade units. Have drivers that can drive the participants into the parade line-up area, no exceptions will be
allowed. If you miss the group entry please walk in. Additional information to share with your unit participants will be sent if your application is accepted.
PARKING – Off-site parking will be available in lots near the parade parking lot. No cars can be left parked on the parade route or in any No Parking Zone.
DISPLAY, DECORATIONS & EQUIPMENT– All displays and/or decorations will be the responsibility of the participant. Floats and novelty units need to be entertaining and
aesthetically pleasing. All decorations must be safe for parade participants and audience. All mechanical equipment should be in good working order. Participants must
supply all of their own equipment. MGCO cannot provide any equipment to participants.
Floats– This year we will be bringing back float awards to promote exciting floats during the parade. Please try and create the most exciting experience you can for spectators.
CONDUCT– Participant agrees to conduct themselves in an orderly manner in full compliance with applicable laws and regulations. All participants are required to act appropriately
and responsibly. All participants will comply with instructions given by the Parade Committee, the parade route monitors or Public Safety employees.
NO items may be THROWN from unit!
ANIMAL UNITS – All animal units are required to provide their own cleanup. Violators will be asked to leave.
ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES or FIREWORKS- No alcoholic beverages of any nature or fireworks will be permitted in or around the parade line up area, parade route or disbanding
area.
CANCELLATION POLICY –The event will not be cancelled if there is light rain. In case of inclement weather prior to the start of the parade, the decision to cancel the event will be
made by the Emergency Operations Center. We will post this information at www.maplegrovedays.org and on our voice mail 763-494-5985.

Parade Contact Information

Email: Parade@mgco.org

REQUEST FOR ARBOR COMMITTEE ACTION
April 8, 2021
DATE

ORIGINATING DEPT.
Community and Economic
Development

5
AGENDA ITEM
NUMBER
AGENDA ITEM
Area Reports

Area Reports
AGENDA HEADING

PREVIOUS ACTIONS:
None

RECOMMENDED COMMITTEE ACTION:
The area reports section of the agenda provides an opportunity for any Committee member to report any
item in the city that needs staff attention. Arbor related items will be forwarded to the appropriate staff
member with a response provided at the next meeting.

COMMENTS:

COMMITTEE COMMENTS

ATTACHMENTS:

