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Information for: File # 2013-01786-RQM 
 

Applicant:   City of Princeton      

Corps Contact:  Robert Maroney   

Address:   10867 East Gull Lake Drive NW Brainerd, Minnesota 56401  

E-Mail:   robert.q.maroney@usace.army.mil    

Phone:   (651) 290-5766    

Primary County:  Mille Lacs, Minnesota   

Legal Description:  NW ¼ Sections 27, Township 36 North, Range 26 West  

Complete On:   26 July 2013 

Posting Expires On:  7 August 2013 

Authorization Type:   LOP-05-MN 

This application is being reviewed in accordance with the practices for documenting 

Corps jurisdiction under Sections 9 & 10 of the Rivers and Harbor Act of 1899 and 

Section 404 of the Clean Water Act identified in Regulatory Guidance Letter 07-01.  We 

have made a preliminary determination that the aquatic resources that would be impacted 

by the proposed project are regulated by the Corps of Engineers under Section 404 of the 

Clean Water Act.  Our jurisdictional review and final jurisdictional determination could 

result in modifications to the scope of the project’s regulated water body and/or wetland 

impacts and compensatory mitigation requirements identified above.  Approved 

jurisdictional determinations are posted on the St. Paul District web page at 

http://www.mvp.usace.army.mil/.   

    

Project:    

 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PURPOSE:    

 

The proposed project is to stabilize the banks of the Rum River in two 

locations.  The project would disturb approximately 950 lineal feet of the 

Rum River and would include approximately 4,400 square feet of fill 

placed into the Rum River.  The applicant is proposing to stabilize the 

stream bank slopes with native tree plantings and tree revetments.  The 

project would include bank shaping and the installation of logjam 

structures for water velocity control. 

   

 

http://www.mvp.usace.army.mil/
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WATERS OF THE UNITED STATES SUBJECT TO LOSS: 

 

The proposal would place fill material in approximately 950 lineal feet of 

the Rum River and would include approximately 4,400 square feet of fill 

placed in the Rum River. 

 

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED:   

 

Project Alternatives 

Alternative A: No Build 

 

The stream bank at each site would continue to erode in its current 

condition. As a result, downstream water quality would continue to 

degrade. Therefore, this option was not deemed feasible. 

 

Alternative B: Rip-Rap Bank stabilization 

 

This alternative would consist of hard armoring both sites with rip-rap or 

cable concrete. Although this alternative would reduce temporary 

watercourse impacts, the alternative would not provide riparian habitat or 

be aesthetically preferred in these areas. This option was not chosen due to 

increased material costs and the preferred soft-engineering practices, as 

proposed in the chosen alternative.  

 

Applicant Preferred Alternative: 

 

This project proposes stream stabilization measures to address erosion 

problems and reduce phosphorus loads on the Rum River. The proposed 

improvements would include excavation and stabilization activates above 

and below the surveyed water level of 954 feet. The proposed activities 

include reshaping of the stream bank above 954 feet and installation of 

specific “soft” engineering stabilization measures below 945 feet. The 

designed stabilization measures for the proposed project would include the 

following: 

 

1. “Benched” shaping of slopes to support native vegetation growth; 

2. installation of a variety of bank stabilization measures, including tree 

revetments, live & dead stakes, live fascines, and erosion control 

blankets, and; 

3. installation of stream velocity reduction measures, include installing 

tree logjams at 30 degrees upstream from the bank. 
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The proposed stabilization measures were chosen based on commonly 

used and accepted techniques to meet the stabilization objective(s) at each 

site.  

 

COMPENSATORY MITIGATION:   

 

Because this project is stream bank stabilization proposed with native 

plantings no mitigation would be required.  

 

 

Drawings See attached. 
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