
Dear Mr. Staver: 

 

My husband and I are very concerned for the future of the Rookery which is coming up for 

discussion and vote tomorrow.  Please table this issue until the Appeals Court has made its 

ruling.  The destruction of this precious natural phenomenon would be a great tragedy for our 

area and our entire state.  There are some things in life that are worth more than human profit 

and this is surely one of them. 

 

Thank you. 

 

Charlotte Carey 

507-288-4206 

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

Rochester Township Planning Commissioners, 

 

We are Rochester Township residents concerned about the environmental impact of the 

proposed Pavilion Estates Development at the end of Boulder Creek Rd SW. 

 

We would like to make sure an EIS is requested for the area in question: a more thorough 

environmental review is very much warranted.  

 

It was so disappointing to us that our township planning commissioners made such a big 

mistake in voting to forego an independent environmental review, and therefore we have signed 

on to the appeal filed by the Save the Rookery group. This appeal has been accepted by the 

MN Court of Appeals.  

 

Now, we understand you are planning a vote Monday to change the zoning of the area and 

approve the development. This is incredibly short-sighted, and could lead to a destruction of 

the rookery in short order. Do you really want to be responsible for the destruction of a unique 

and valuable natural area in OUR Township before getting the pertinent input from independent 

environmental reviewers??? The great blue herons and the ecosystem supported by the woods 

are more important and provide more benefits to the health of our community and the value of 

our township and city than another development on this particular parcel of land. Please 

consider this information and delay your voting. You really do not have enough information to 

make an informed decision yet.  

 

The current EAW makes some arguments regarding the environmental effects of the proposed 

development that do not make sense.  

 

For instance, the effect on the water quality of Cascade Creek, and the wildlife it maintains. Ten 

new homes on large lots are likely to inspire the new owners to want to maintain their new lawns 

and landscaping in tip-top condition. Any quick observation of similar developments in the 

adjacent areas will indicate the popularity of "Chem Lawn type" lawn care services. The EAW 

indicates "the use of lawn chemicals, especially fertilizers, including phosphorous, should be 

used minimally." We cannot imagine how this statement, using the word "should" will keep any 

property owner from treating their own green spaces in any way they wish.   



 

Our concern for the Great Blue Heron rookery is a big factor in our hope for additional study of 

construction on the proposed site. Carrol Henderson, local authority on GBH, says development 

of this site would destroy the rookery there, the only one of its size and age in our county. 

Despite the implication of the EAW that any displaced herons would find other suitable sites 

nearby, there is evidence to the contrary. Pleaser read the following from GUIDELINES FOR 

PROTECTION & MITIGATION OF IMPACTS TO GREAT BLUE HERON ROOKERIES IN 

VERMONT by the VERMONT FISH & WILDLIFE DEPARTMENT AGENCY OF NATURAL 

RESOURCES: 

"Effects of human disturbance vary in response to a number of factors, including stage of 

nesting cycle, degree of habituation to disturbance, rookery size, surrounding habitat(s) and 

land uses, and nature of the disturbance. Repeated human disturbance frequently results in 

nest site abandonment by herons. Housing and industrial development, water recreation, and 

highway construction have resulted in the abandonment of rookeries (Simpson and Kelsall 

1979). Heron species tend to desert nests and entire rookeries if repeatedly disturbed during the 

periods of pair formation, nest construction, or egg laying (Buckley and Buckley 1978). Adults 

do not develop a strong attachment to the nest until young are present.  

 

Consequences of rookery desertion may include total reproductive failure in relocated rookeries, 

reduced numbers of nesting pairs and reduced reproductive output per pair, and isolation of 

breeding populations. Buckley and Buckley (1978) observed that it is not uncommon for herons 

in a disturbed rookery to shift to another location and experience complete nest failure at the 

new site, possibly because of the tremendous energy cost to the birds. If forced to relocate, 

great blue herons may occupy sites of poorer habitat quality (Bowman and Siderius 1984). 

Desertion of large rookeries can also disrupt reproductive output on a regional basis. 

Some rookeries have been abandoned after the destruction or alteration of their habitat during 

the non-nesting season. Vos et al. (1985) point out that human disturbance could have a 

particularly severe impact on heron productivity in years when other factors, such as weather or 

food supply, are already limiting." 

 

With climate change having such a great impact on wildlife in current times, it is incumbent on 

us to provide every leg up we can to the wildlife threatened by our actions.  

 

The best outcome for the site would be its preservation as a state Scientific and Natural Area. 

We personally would be 100% willing to donate funds toward this option. Preservation of the site 

would create an oasis of natural forest in our area: a benefit to the citizens of Rochester 

Township, and to students of science everywhere.  Since development of adjacent farm 

properties is no doubt in the future, it would be much preferential to see open land developed 

and PLANTED with trees, than to see trees taken down in order for development.  

 

The EAW did imply that the site was less valuable as an environmental resource due to the 

growth there of invasives such as buckthorn and garlic-mustard. This certainly is to be expected 

in neglected and unmanaged land in this area. We know from our own property, that these 

invasives can be removed with dedicated effort over a few years, and an effort like this in a new 

natural area could be a good project for scouts or volunteers of environmental groups.  

 

To sum up, we'll use the old carpentry adage: measure twice, cut once. Let's be careful 



stewards of our township lands, and require an EIS. Once development starts, there's no going 

back. Now's the time to do our due diligence. 

 

Thanks,  

Janet and Tom Munger 

4904 Weatherhill Rd SW 

Rochester MN 55902 

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

Please do not allow the property to be changed to residential. We have plenty of places 
to build houses 
and our animals and birds are loosing their habitat. 
Nature is such an important part of all our lives. 
Thank you, 
Joyce Sharp. 

 


