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I further certify that the foregoing Resolution is now in full force and effect and unrevoked. 
 
 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this 24th day of September, 2015. 

 
                                                                                 

_________________________________________ 
Pat Shriver, Chairman 
Watertown Plan Commission 



Paul I. Hinderaker, Chairman 
Paula R. Newman, Secretary-Treasurer 
Bradley D. Johnson, Director 
John C. Wiles, Director 

September 29,2015 

Hon. Steve Thorson 
City Council Members 
City Hall 
23 2"d St. NE 
Watertown, SD 57201 

LAKE KAMPESKA 
WATER PROJECT DISTRICT 

P.O.BOX966 
WATERTOWN, SD 57201 

RE: Proposed Stony Point 3'd Addition, Lake Kampeska 

Dear Sirs: 

Sarah M. Caron, Director 
Gregory K. Blow, Director 
Mark Messerli, Director 
Doug Modica, Director 

I am chairman of the Lake Kampeska Water Project District, and I write on behalf of onr board. 
The Lake Kampeska Water Project District was organized sometime in 1986. John Wiles and I 
were among the original directors and have served continuously since the District was organized. 
The members of the District are all those who are registered voters and who reside on property 
abutting Lake Kampeska; the members elect our seven board members. We have worked for years 
with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers to design an effective flood control structure in the Upper 
Big Sioux Watershed, and to help finance riprapping on erodible shoreline. We do other projects 
to benefit the water quality and flood control within the District. 

I write to express urgent concern about the recent action of the Watertown City Plan Commission 
in giving approval to the preliminary plan of Stony Point 2"d and 3'd Addition in Codington County. 
We have three specific points of alarm: 

First, the proposed plat includes a channel through a wetland beneath the ordinary high 
water mark of the lake. Dr. Brian Blackwell, a fisheries biologist for the South Dakota Department 
of Game, Fish and Parks and an adjunct associate professor in the Department ofNatural Resonrce 
Management at South Dakota State University, recently presented a report to the Watertown Lions 
Club about the importance of the Stony Point wetlands. According to Mark Ermer, Regional 
Fisheries Manager in northeast South Dakota, there is no published report of Blackwell's research, 
but his speech has been widely circulated. 

Blackwell told the Watertown Lions Club that the wetland at Stony Point is important to the bait 
fish in the lake for spawning habitat and rearing cover to protect them from predators, just as it is 
important to game fish for spawning habitat and rearing cover. Bait fish are important to Lake 
Kampeska to provide forage for the game fish. Growth of the game fish has been a concern in 
Lake Kampeska so protecting the wetland is important to the bait fish in the lake and the growth 



of game fish in the lake. There is also a concern that destroying a lot of cattails and other wetland 
vegetation in the process will reduce the effectiveness of filtering the water going through the 
wetland and into the lake itself. 

Our second specific concern, beyond the degradation of the wetland, is that the Plan 
Commission failed to consider Watertown's Storm Water Ordinance Chapter 23.04, Post 
Construction Storm Water Management. A copy of 23.0400: PURPOSE, and 23.0401: 
PERMITS is enclosed. The city of Watertown has no drainage master plan for the Lake 
Kampeska drainage basin, and therefore, detention is required. See 23.0401:2. 

Post construction water quality requirements outlined in the Manual are applicable 
to all sites of land-disturbing activities that affect one acre or more. In the absence 
of water quantity requirements set forth in a drainage master plan, additional water 
quantity detention requirements outlined in the Manual to manage post 
development storm water associated with run off events with a magnitude and 
return frequency of up to and including the 1 00-year event are applicable to those 
sites with land-disturbing activities greater than one acre of new impervious surface 
area. 

Testimony at the Plan Commission hearing indicated that retention ability of the proposed plat and 
development is about a one inch rainfall. The I 00-year rainfall event is approximately a four and 
a half to five inch rainfall. 

Our third specific concern is the absence of any engineering report from the developer. 
Lake Kampeska Water Project District is plarming to engage an independent engineering firm to 
evaluate the impacts of this development and we plan to share the report upon completion. 

The failure of the City Plan Commission to further investigate the effects of the degradation of the 
Stony Point wetlands, grossly inadequate retention plans and lack of engineering analysis means 
that much work remains before the plat is ready for approval and permitting by the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers and South Dakota Department of Game Fish and Parks. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Very truly yours, 

Paul I. Hinderaker 
paul@austin-hinderaker.com 

PIH/rk 
Enc. 
Cc: GFP Secretary Kelly Hepler 

DENR Secretary Steve Pirner 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, SD Regulatory Office 
Lake Kampeska Water Project District Directors 



Chapter 23.04 
POST CONSTRUCTION STORMWATER MANAGEMENT 

23.0400: PURPOSE 

The purpose of this ordinance is to establish minimum stormwater management requirements and controls to protect and safeguard the 
general health, safety, and welfare of the public residing in watersheds within this jurisdiction. This ordinance seeks to meet that purpose 
through the following objectives: 

I. minimize increases in storm water runoff from any development in order to rednce flooding, siltation, increases in stream 
temperature, and streambank erosion and maintain the integrity of stream channels; 

2. minimize increases in nonpoint source pollution caused by stormwater runoff from development which would otherwise 
degrade local water quality; 

3. limit the total volmne of surfilce water runoff and the increase in peak flow due to new development; and 

4. limit stormwater runoff peak flow rates and volumes, soil erosion and nonpoint source pollution, wherever possible, through 
stormwater management controls and ensure that these management controls are properly maintained and pose no threat to 
public safety. 

23.0401: PERMITS 

I. No person shall be granted a grading permit or building permit, nor shall any person be eligible for subdivision plat approval, 
involving any land disturbing activity until flrst having met the requirements for Post Construction Stormwater Management 
as outlined in the Post Construction Stormwater Management Best Management Practices (BMP) Manual (the "Manuaf'), as 
adopted by resolution of the City Council. 



WATERTOWNPOSTCONSTRUCTIONMANUAL_080402.DOC 
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