V.

VL.

v

July 16™ 2008
Same name and spelling corrections motion to approve by Commissioner Brannon and
seconded by Commissioner Schmidt, all ayes with one abstention.

UNIVERSITY OF MINNESOTA CAPSTONE PROJECT

Ginny Gaynor reported on the University of Minnesota Capstone Project. Students are doing
nine projects for the City of Maplewood based on the theme of sustainable Maplewood. The
projects include; parks, stormwater and surface water management, public area vegetation,

green workplace models, connectivity with adjacent neighbors and environmental education.

Ms. Gaynor introduced the students form the University of Minnesota and explained that they
are going to look at Maplewood's neighborhood parks to get a better understanding of park use.
They will investigate how residents are using the parks and whether the parks are meeting the
needs of residents. They will also look at if there are areas in the parks that can be transitioned
into natural vegetation.

One of the students asked for the commissioners’ opinion ogﬁ}m"whether they would like a survey
of information on who uses the parks, why they use the ol

r if they prefer some other medium
such as a public discussion. He also asked the commisgsiorwhether certain areas would be
suitable for dog parks. i, "
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One of the students stated that the
parts of the park then those parts might be converted to vegetation such as prairie grass cover
or rain gardens or volunteer community gardens to beautify the park. They will also look at
demographics.

Commissioner Sonnek asked what kind of methodology they are considering.

The students are open to suggestions. They have looked at several options.

CONSERVATION EASEMENTS

Ginny Gaynor reviewed the memo that was prepared for meeting. She asked the commission if
they supported the city entering into conservation easements for Jim's Prairie and the Priory
Neighborhood Preserve. She also discussed the management plan for Jim's Prairie.

Commissioner Christianson asked for an explanation of the comment on the Jim’s Prairie
easement that "the site will be managed for habitat for wildlife."



Ms. Gaynor responded that means if we cannot manage the site for its biological diversity, we
would have discussions with Minnesota Land Trust (MLT) and make a joint decision on whether
to change the management goal to just managing for wildlife habitat. Ms. Gaynor estimates
managing Jim’s Prairie will cost the city $500-$1000 annually. In addition, it would be nice to put
some money up front for improvement on buffers. The maintenance and stewardship fee for the
easements (for enforcement of the easement) is $25,000 for the two sites combined.

Ms. Gaynor mentioned that another change regarding Jims Prairie is that the easement will be
written to allow for trails.

Ms. Gaynor discussed what would be covered in the Acts Beyond Owners Control section.

Ms. Gaynor stated if the Comprehensive Plan passes, we will have more protection for our open
space sights than we currently have. She asked the commissioners if these two sites deserve
even more protection. If the commission wants to ensure that these particular sites are never
developed, conservation easement is the tool to do that. Ms. Gaynor asked the commissioners
to review, discuss and make a recommendation for each site individually on whether there
should be a conservation easement on these sites. In addmo{n she mentioned that Mark Gernes

from the Open Space Advisory Panel was present to partlglpate in the discussion.
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Commissioner Fischer asked what other Open Spa%ev"Adws Panels members thought about
the easements. Mmrgtw ,.,{iu.x
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Ms. Gaynor indicated that advisor Jack Frost«,.commenﬁ"’ell’hle did not think conservation
easements were necessary. He would prefer f}ﬁ"” t“tﬂi or'ley be spent on site restoration and
management. h o "lhlﬁi’jiihnw
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Mark Gernes, member of Open Spaégm d visory Task Force, stated the biggest threat for Jim's
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Prairie and Priory is lack of ma Mge}meh"ﬁ Warkged to put money into the preserves.
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Ms. Gaynor stated that if we ér&l’y do o@e easements, the $25,000 fee would be reduced but not

cut completely in half. Staff is regues’gl g a recommendation for each of these preserves
independently. “’“l’if;llw"
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Commissioner Binko asked if there would be a guarantee for maintenance on the prairie.

Ms. Gaynor responded when we send this to City Council we will be making a recommendation
on what budget the $25,000 is taken from.

A suggestion was made that if money is appropriated to protect the Priory, whatever is
remaining, should be put in an endowment so it is tied up and is generating money for long-term
management.

Mr. Konewko explained that general levy monies are being used. Funding for open space
management is subject to budget discussions each year. The CIP plan allocates $50,000 a
year for open space improvements over the next few years.

Commissioner Brannon responded that future taxpayers will be paying for this decision without
any possibility for a vote. How we spend our city money will be a right given to someone else,
without a way to vote them out.










