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Service information

Transaction ID: 148075
Service name: EIS need decision
Submitted on: 07/21/2025 08:59:57 AM

Project details

Project title: Olmsted Aggregate Airport Quarry - Rochester

Project summary: The proposed quarry contains 39.22 acres in the City of Rochester and 97.33 acres in High Forest
Township for a total of 136.55 acres. The current land use is an agricultural field and a golf course.

Does the RGU have a

Olmsted Aggregate is proposing to operate a new aggregate quarry (Airport Quarry) in Olmsted County.

Y
consultant?
Contacts
RGU name: Elliot Mohler
RGU organization: City of Rochester
RGU title:
RGU username: RYetzer
RGU address: 4001 West River Parkway NW, STE 100, Rochester MN 55901
RGU email: communitydevelopment@rochestermn.gov
RGU phone: 507-328-2600

Project proposer name:  Mike Reiter

Project proposer
organization:

Project proposer title: Manager

Project proposer address: 7800 Salem Rd SW, Byron MN 55920
Project proposer email: mike@olmstedaggregate.com
Project proposer phone: 507-775-6657

Olmsted Aggregate

RGU consultant name:  Chris Priebe

RGU consultant

organization:

RGU consultant title: Contractor \ Consultant

RGU consultant address: 14070 Hwy 52 SE, Chatfield MN 55923
RGU consultant email:  chrisp@ggg.to

RGU consultant phone:  507-867-1666 Ext. 207

G-Cubed

EIS need decision

Decision date: 06/18/2025
EIS need decision: Negative (EIS not ordered)
The ER process as a whole was useful in identifying the proposed project’s potential environmental effects that would not Yes
have otherwise been identified by required governmental approvals, including permits.
The ER process allowed for public participation that would not have otherwise occurred for the proposed project through No
required governmental approvals, including permits.
The ER process identified mitigation measures for Yes
potential environmental effects.
Number of comment letters received: 2
Notice period extension granted? No
Link to public documents:
Development Services and Infrastructure Center
Location of public documents: 4001 W River Parkway
Rochester MN 55901
EQB environmental review technical support 651-757-2873 Env.Review@state.mn.us EIS need decision 148075 Copy Of Record
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Olmsted Aggregate Airport Quarry

Environmental Assessment Worksheet

Response to comments, Findings of Fact, and Record of Decision

City: City of Rochester, Minnesota
Township: High Forest, Township
County: Olmsted County

Responsible Governmental Unit (RGU)

City of Rochester
4001 West River Parkway NW
Rochester, MN 55901

Consultant:
G-Cubed Engineering, Surveying and Planning
Chris Priebe — Senior Vice President

14070 Hwy 52 SE
Chatfield, MN 55923

May 2025
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l.

Introduction:

Olmsted Aggregate is proposing to operate a new limestone aggregate quarry (Airport
Quarry) in Olmsted County. The proposed quarry contains 39.22 acres in the City of
Rochester and 97.33 acres in High Forest Township for a total of 136.55 acres. The current
land use is an agricultural field and a golf course.

The quarry will be a new limestone aggregate quarry located in the SW quadrant of Olmsted
County. The proposed site is north of the Rochester International Airport and 0.8 miles
west of the intersection of US Hwy 63 and State Highway 30.

The quarry will begin with an initial phase of 24.5+/- acres located within the City of
Rochester. The construction of an access road will need to occur off of 22" Ave SW. This
street is owned by the City of Rochester and has very limited use as it is a dead-end street.
Subsequent phases of expansion will be coordinated with the golf course, City of Rochester,
and High Forest Township. The proposed plan would be to operate in 20-to-35-acre phases
with ongoing reclamation as expansions are proposed.

EAW Notification, Distribution, and Comment Period

In accordance with Minnesota Rules 4410.1500, an EAW was completed and distributed to
the persons and agencies listed on the office of Environmental Quality Board distribution
list. The notification was published in the EQB Monitor on April 15% 2025. The 30-day
comment deadline ended May 15, 2025.

. Comments Received

The city received two comment letters.
e Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA)—May 12, 2025
e Minnesota Department of Administration (State Archaeologist) —May 13, 2025

Response to Comments

MPCA:
Please provide the notice of decision on the need for and Environmental Impact Statement

Proposer Response:
Notification will be sent.

State Archaeologist:
Review of our files indicates there are no previously recorded archaeological sites,
archaeological site leads, or cemeteries in the proposed project area. However, per section




15 of the EAW, only MnSHIP was consulted for cultural resources which only records
above-ground resources, therefore the research was not conducted for previously recorded
archaeological resources, therefore the statement The results indicate there are no known
historical properties, historic places, and no known or suspected archeological properties
located within the project area in the EAW is incorrect. Given this, and the high potential
for intact archaeological resources in the proposed project area, the OSA recommends a
phase I archaeological reconnaissance of the proposed project area to determine if there
are any previously undocumented archaeological sites or features in the proposed project
area.

Proposer Response:

The Office of the State Archaeologist’s (OSA) comment had 2 suggestions which are more
specifically outlined below the proposed response.

o section 15 of the EAW, only MnSHIP was consulted for cultural resources which
only records above-ground resources; therefore the research was not conducted for
previously recorded archaeological resources, therefore the statement The results
indicate there are no known historical properties, historic places, and no known or
suspected archeological properties located within the project area in the EAW is
incorrect

During the EAW process a formal SHPO request was submitted to Office of the State
Archaeologist (OSA). The response was to utilize the MnSHIP database for the EAW
project. This correspondence from the OSA and the results of the MnSHIP inquiry were
included in the EAW document. The OSA office directed the use of MnSHIP for the
records search therefor the recommended research was completed and came back with no
results. We feel the statement in the EAW is accurate and after discussion with City staff
we agree to leave the original statement in the document.

o the OSA recommends a phase I archaeological reconnaissance of the proposed
project area to determine if there are any previously undocumented archaeological
sites or features in the proposed project area

In the comment from the OSA, they state their records indicate there are no previously
recorded archaeological sites, archaeological site leads, or cemeteries in the proposed
project area and the MnSHIP inquiry came back negative on any archaeological sites, site
leads, or cemeteries. The propoosed site is a previously graded, developed, well-manicured
golf course and a historically worked tillable agricultural field. The likeliness of finding an
undocumented archaeological site or feature during a Phase I — reconnaissance survey
within the disturbed limits of the property is very limited. The Phase I survey is a surface
view, non-excavation, survey. We suggest that a phase 1 — reconnaissance survey is not
necessary for this specific site.



5. Record of Decision

Based on the Environmental Assessment Worksheet, the response to comments, the City of
Rochester, the RGU for the environmental review, concludes the following:

1. The EAW was prepared in compliance with the procedures of the Minnesota
Environmental Policy Act and Minnesota Rules, Parts 4410.1000 to 4410.1700;

2. The EAW satisfactorily addressed the issues for which existing information could have
been reasonably obtained,;

3. Based on the criteria established in the Minnesota Rules 4410.1700, the project does not
have the potential for significant environmental effects;

4. The city makes a “Negative Declaration,” and

5. An EIS is not required.
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m MINNESOTA POLLUTION
Il CONTROL AGENCY

Marshall Office | 504 Fairgrounds Road | Suite200 | Marshall, MN 56258-1688 | 507-537-7146

800-657-3864 | Use your preferred relay service | infopca@statemn.us | Equal Opportunity Employer

May 12, 2025
VIA EMAIL

Aaron Luckstein

Deputy Public Works Director

City of Rochester

4001 West River Parkway Northwest, Suite 100
Rochester, Minnesota 55901
aluckstein@rochestermn.gov

RE: Olmsted Aggregate Airport Quarry Rochester — Environmental Assessment Worksheet
Dear: Aaron Luckstein

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the Environmental Assessment Worksheet
(EAW) for the Olmsted Aggregate Airport Quarry Rochester project (Project) located in Olmsted County,
Minnesota. The Project consists if Olmsted Aggregate proposing to operate a new aggregate quarry
(Airport Quarry) in Olmsted County. The proposed quarry contains 39.22-acres in the City of Rochester
and 97.33-acres in High Forest Township for a total of 136.55-acres. The current land use is an
agricultural field and a golf course. The Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA) staff has reviewed
the EAW and has no comments at this time.

We appreciate the opportunity to review this Project. Please provide the notice of decision on the need
for an Environmental Impact Statement. Please be aware that this letter does not constitute approval
by the MPCA of any or all elements of the Project for the purpose of pending or future permit actions by
the MPCA. Ultimately, it is the responsibility of the Project Proposer to secure any required permits and
to comply with any requisite permit conditions. If you have any questions concerning our review of this
EAW, please contact me by email at chris.green@state.mn.us or by telephone at 507-476-4258.

Sincerely,

Chois g‘/bm

This document has been electronically signed.
Chris Green, Project Manager

Environmental Review Unit
Resource Management and Assistance Division

CG:rs
Attachment
cc: Dan Card, MPCA

Kirsten Dieterman, MPCA
cc continued next page



Aaron Luckstein
Page 2
May 12, 2025

Nicole Peterson, MPCA
Lauren Dickerson, MPCA
Deepa deAlwis, MPCA
Innocent Eyoh, MPCA
Wayne Cords, MPCA



Appendix B

Minnesota Department of Administration State Archaeologist Comment Letter




m DEPARTMENT OF
ADMINISTRATION

STATE ARCHAEOLOGIST

328 West Kellogg Blvd St Paul, MN 55102
OSA.Project.Reviews.adm@state.mn.us

Date: 05/13/2025

Aaron Luckstein

City of Rochester
507.328.2400
aluckstein@rochestermn.gov

Project Name: Olmsted Aggregate Airport Quarry - Rochester

Known or Suspected Cemeteries

[J Platted Cemeteries
[0 Unplatted Cemeteries
O Burial File

O Authenticated Burial

Notes/Comments

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above listed project. Review of our files indicates there
are no previously recorded archaeological sites, archaeological site leads, or cemeteries in the proposed
project area. However, per section 15 of the EAW, only MnSHIP was consulted for cultural resources which
only records above-ground resources, therefore the research was not conducted for previously recorded
archaeological resources, therefore the statement The results indicate there are no known historical
properties, historic places, and no known or suspected archeological properties located within the project
area in the EAW is incorrect. Given this, and the high potential for intact archaeological resources in the
proposed project area, the OSA recommends a phase | archaeological reconnaissance of the proposed
project area to determine if there are any previously undocumented archaeological sites or features in the
proposed project area.

Recommendations

Letter 1



1 Not Applicable

[J No Concerns

O Monitoring

[0 Avoidance

[1 Phase la — Literature Review
Phase | — Reconnaissance survey
(O Phase Il — Evaluation

O Phase Il — Data Recovery

O Other

If you require additional information or have questions, comments, or concerns please contact our office.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Tworzyanski

Assistant to the State Archaeologist
OSA

Kellogg Center 328 Kellogg Blvd W
St Paul MN 55102

651.201.2265
jennifer.tworzyanski@state.mn.us

Letter






