Bryan Lloyd
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Cindy Walz
Monday, April 5, 2021 9:32 AM
RV Planning
Victoria Shores development

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.

Dear Roseville Planning Commission,
Recently we learned of the Proposed Victoria Shores development. We are concerned for the loss of wetland,
loss of valuable trees for the environment, wildlife destruction and how this development could effect the
quality of Lake Owasso. We grew up in Roseville. After 29 years away we chose to move back to Lake Owasso.
In our 6 years here we have seen too many beautiful patches of woods destroyed for housing developments and
senior housing. We have also seen very questionable lakeshore landscaping and boathouse construction that is
detrimental to lake quality.
Please consider the impact this development will have on lake quality and the environment. It is very
concerning and must be addressed.
Thank you very much.
Sincerely,
Cynthia and Michael Walz
389 S. Owasso Blvd W.
Roseville MN 55113

Sent from my iPhone
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Heidi Walz
3097 Sandy Hook Drive
Roseville MN 55113

Bryan Lloyd
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

June Rott
Monday, April 5, 2021 4:53 PM
RV Planning
Victoria Shores Development

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.

We wish to register our opposition to the planned subject development, It appears that building 5 homes in
that area would require bringing in landfill and removing many trees, both are detrimental to the quality of Lake
Owasso water, and illegal. We also know that a previous owner of this property had attempted to do the same
and had not been allowed to do so. The present owner of this property is already attempting to sell homesites
there and we assume he is doing it without approval by Roseville, and illegally\ We own a home on Sandy
Hook Drive and have lived there for fifty years. Please stop this development from harming the quality of Lake
Owasso.

June and Don Rott
3115 Sandy Hook Drive
Roseville, MN 55113
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Bryan Lloyd
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Harriet Flashinski
Tuesday, April 6, 2021 6:31 PM
RV Planning
10 acre development on Lake Owasso

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.

Hello, I am very concerned about the amount of green space that has been developed in the last 5 years in the
city of Roseville. In my neighborhood alone, two buildings on the Lexington from Woodhill to the corner of
Lexington and C have displaced trees and wildlife. Also the new development on the corner of C2 and Lexington
has taken a large green space out of the neighborhood. There has been a large loss of green space due to
building along Dale Street both north and south of C. These are a small fraction of the land lost forever to
buildings rather then preserving green space in the Roseville area in a short period of time.
The proposed development on Lake Owasso is of even greater concern because it directly effects the wetlands
that help preserve the quality of the lake. It also brings a question of traffic safety on Victoria with having so
many homes in such a small section of that narrow road.
I believe one of the reasons that people move to Roseville is the amount of green space and lakes that are clean
enough to support water recreation. The livability of Roseville is being jeopardized by the usurping of green
space for building sites. Please do not approve the building of the homes in this plan. Help keep Roseville great.
Harriet Flashinski
2730 Oxford St N
Roseville MN
Sent from my iPad
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Dear Roseville Planning Commission, City Planners, and Developers:
I recently learned about the proposed Victoria Shores development through a real estate
advertisement marketing five $1.35 million dollar homes on Lake Owasso as if they were a done
deal (see: https://www.redfin.com/MN/St-Paul/xxx3-Victoria-St-N-55113/home/174770058 ). As
a Lake Owasso resident and avid user of the lake for almost 40 years, the idea of building five
million dollar homes (with lake access) and easement right on top of a PEM1C Freshwater
Emergent Wetland habitat is deeply concerning. The impact it would have on the South End, as
well as lake wide water quality, water levels/flooding, wildlife habitat, aesthetics of the area and
safety of residents will be far more significant than what is captured in the current report. I
strongly encourage the Planning Commission to reject this plan as proposed or at
minimum delay approval until further impact study and input from affected parties
beyond just neighbors within 500 feet can be considered.

Since I was a child I’ve been paddling to the South End of Lake Owasso. Over time I’ve come to
appreciate its incredibly diverse flora and fauna and its importance to the overall health of the
lake. In this area we regularly spot turtles, bald eagles, hawks, loons, egrets, herrons, a variety
of duck species, muskrat and of course fish. During migration seasons we’ve occasionally seen
swans and even sandhill cranes rest here. Loons regularly nest in the area and successfully
raise young. Water lilies abound. Dense native aquatic plants and shoreland trees and shrubs
provide much needed filtration for the entire lake improving water quality for all. Especially given
it’s metro location this wetland is an essential, increasingly scarce habitat that simply must be
preserved.

After reading the 7A REPORT AND ATTACHMENTS.PDF I have the following specific questions
and concerns.
Can we vs Should we?
For starters it seems like most of the report focuses on whether or not the proposal is legal and
complies with city code and ordinances. Is anyone considering the bigger picture? In other
words just because we could legally develop this area, does it mean we should? Every time a
request comes in to split up a parcel, if all boxes are checked, do we just allow it? What about
overcrowding? What will our city look like in 50 or a 100 years from now when every parcel is
split up to the nth degree?
Lot Shape
I specifically disagree with the Planning Division finding that the proposed lot shapes are
acceptable. Lots are supposed to be “simple, regular shapes” and these are not. The proposed
lots are shaped like hockey sticks in order to divide up a small amount of lakefront with too
many lots. If these lots were even somewhat regular (i.e. rectangular) shaped several would not
even touch the lake. The primary exterior boundary is Victoria Ave which is straight and regular
therefore the standard’s exception does not apply. This matters because there are many
regulations such as weed treatment and channel cutting that apply per lot. If this remains one
lake lot then at most one 15’ foot boat channel can be cut and 100’ can be treated. But as drawn
five 15’ channels could be
cut...in this area, this is a lot
of square footage! Accepting
these hockey stick shaped
lots as drawn will contribute
to the demise of this wetland.
Please consider reducing the
number of lots, designating
the northern lots as lake view
(not lakeshore with lake
access), and making them
simple shapes as illustrated
at right.
Furthermore, please consider
changing the misleading
name of this development
from Victoria Shores to
Victoria Marsh.

Tree Removal/Flooding Mitigation
You don’t need to be an arborist to know that trees suck up water. Even trees that are “exempt”
from your inventory drink water and in case you are not aware in recent years Lake Owasso and
the rest of our watershed has been pretty full. We can only push so much water downstream. As
our planet warms and rain events become more severe this problem will only worsen. There are
many low lying homes on Heinel Dr and Sandy Hook and elsewhere downstream where
flooding is a real concern that we must work to prevent. Removal of trees now with no obligation
to replace them is unacceptable. This is a unique situation especially given the clear cutting that
happened by a previous owner on the adjacent lot to the West that to this day remains
unmitigated. We need to connect the dots here and consider the bigger picture not just what will
occur within the boundaries of this site. I am concerned that even if this developer is well
intended their intentions may be lost as the lots are sold to builders and eventually to
homeowners who may have different ideas when it comes to trees as well as deep pockets to
pay any fines that may be assessed as additional trees “disappear”.
The report states Roseville’s consulting forester has recognized that many of the trees on the
site are protected from removal by virtue of being within existing wetland areas adjacent to the
lake...do none of these trees grow where building is planned? Or does this plan somehow
manage to work around these trees? This is not clear.

Park Dedication
I cannot understand or agree with the PRC recommendation to accept $21,250 in lieu of land.
Clearly the value of half an acre of land--especially lakeshore in a scarce wetland area far
exceeds $21k. Half an acre of land conserved as undeveloped greenspace would be invaluable
when it comes to preservation and conservation. We’ve lost so much forest in Roseville in
recent years along County Rd C and elsewhere, these woods along Victoria are some of the last
remaining habitat and corridors for deer, coyote, etc. Accepting such a small amount of money
relative to the size and value of the proposed development is incredibly short-sighted and
further contributes to the wetlands demise.

Impervious surface
What is the total square footage of proposed impervious surface including homes, sidewalks,
driveways with turnarounds for? How can the stormwater runoff it will cause possibly be
contained? What would such an infiltration system even look like?
The developer wants to maintain a wooded feel but what’s to stop homeowners from planting
turf, using fertilizers and landscaping unnaturally once they move in? When they find out the
swimming is not good on the South End will they be allowed to build swimming pools? All of
these things are very common in developments made of homes that exceed one million dollars.

In fact there’s one such development near me where the infiltration pond has been drained and
used as an access road for pool installers and landscapers to access backyards 3 of the last 5
years rendering it useless for flitration and requiring plants to start over each time they finish.
Please consider reducing the number of homes allowed to build here or otherwise restrict the
allowed impervious surface.
Safety
Is increased foot traffic across Victoria Ave (technically a Highway, with a speed limit of 40mph
that is often exceeded) going to be safe? If no parking zone is enacted where will overflow
parking occur when homeowners host grad parties or invite all their friends over on the 4th of
July? Will delivery trucks be able to turn around in driveways or will they need to back out onto
Victoria?
Conditional Use for Easement
How is a gated three slip dock (with potential to get bigger because no one can enforce this) not
going to be injurious to neighboring property values? Who would rather see an unwelcoming,
man--made marina with private property signs posted than greenspace every time you pass on
Victoria or by water? I encourage planning staff to reconsider their analysis, especially items 4 &
5. There is clear potential for negative impact to traffic, safety, and property values.
Wetland Conservation
Does this project comply with all Wetland Conservation Act Rules? Does the Army Corp of
Engineers have any jurisdiction over this area--is an NWP or ACE Section 401 or 404 permit as
necessary? What about MPCA? Has DNR or Watershed district issued any written statements
or preliminary reviews? Who advocates for our wetlands if our city isn’t going to?
When will the “Additional information [that] is required from the developer on temporary and
permanent wetland and wetland buffer impacts due to the proposed docks to serve Lots 1-5” be
provided?
Developer Credibility
How credible is this developer? Do you have a history of working together? I find it concerning
that they would tell neighbors in January that the homes would cost 750k to 1mil and then post
them on MLS in March for $1,350,000. It also seems unprofessional to use a free yahoo.com
email address to accept public questions/comments regarding such high dollar development.
Lastly, who profits from this project? Does the city seek to earn significantly more tax revenue
per each home that is built or what is the motivation to approve such a split knowing there’s
risks and environmental consequences?

I will be attending the public hearing and wish I had been invited to the virtual open house
meeting on 1/21/2021. Please consider at least notifying the Lake Owasso Association in the
future so information can be disseminated to all of us who will be impacted by such significant
projects as this.
Again, I encourage the Planning Commission to reject this plan as proposed or at minimum
delay approval until further impact study and input from affected parties beyond just neighbors
within 500 feet can be considered.
Sincerely,
Andrew Walz
3097 Sandy Hook Dr
Roseville, MN

P.S. Attached are a few photos of some of the Lake Owasso wildlife I mentioned whose habitat
is at stake.

Trumpeter Swans on Owasso.

Painted turtle, South End of Owasso.

Sandhill Crane, South End of Owasso.

integrity of the lake is written on a per lot basis. Some of these
items include but are not limited to aquatic weed removal and
management, dock space and coverage, shoreline alteration,
etc. Unfortunately the intended support to protect the lake with
these regulations loses its affect when the shoreline lot size
gets divided too small giving impact by more lots that can add
up to a large problem.....unfortunately at that point it is too late.
The existing easements on the lake are already expanding
rapidly putting excessive pressure on the lake with what seems
like very little regulation of their use when it comes to dock,
mooring area, and respectful use when comes to
noise,entertainment, and traffic flow relating to such
easements. We need to more fully understand the impacts of
such a proposal before moving forward. I ask the planning
commission to please not the support to project as proposed
until further analysis and impact study to a broader audience
has been considered.
Thank you for the opportunity to provide input.

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City government
offices, including information submitted through electronic forms such as this one,
may be public data subject to the Minnesota Data Practices Act and/or may be
disclosed to third parties.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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