
               

City of Ramsey

Agenda

Regular City Council

Tuesday February 8, 2011

7:00 pm

Council Chambers, 7550 Sunwood Drive NW
 

             

 
1. Call to Order
 

2. Presentation
 

1. Mayor Ramsey will present the State of the City Address  
 

3. Citizen Input
 

4. Approve Agenda
 

5. Consent Agenda
 

1. Building Permit Revenue Report December 2010 

 

 

 

2. Approve Meeting Minutes  
 

3. Consider Authorization of Funding for the Ramsey Seniors History Program  
 

4. Authorize Construction Incentive Payment to North Valley, Inc. for City project 08-27, 167th

Avenue Reconstruction

 

 

5. Adopt Resolution #11-02-XXX Approving Cash Disbursements Made and Authorizing Payment of

Accounts Payable Invoicing Received during the Period of January 20, 2011 through February 2,

2011

 

 

6. Adopt Resolution #11-02-XXX Adopting the 2011 Enterprise Fund Budgets and Adopt Resolution

#11-02-XXX Amending the 2010 Enterprise Fund Budgets. 

 

 

 

7. Adopt Resolution #11-02-XXX Adopting the 2011 Economic Development Authority Budget and

Adopt Resolution #11-02-XXX Amending the 2010 Economic Development Authority Budget. 

 

 

 

8. Adopt Resolution #11-02-XXX Amending the  2010 General Fund Budget  
 

9. Adopt Resolution #11-02-XXX which is a Joint Resolution of the Cities of Andover, Anoka and

Ramsey, Requesting Anoka County to Consider a Study of Roadway Design Options to Optimize

business Opportunities while Maintaining Reasonable Traffic Safety Standards

 

 

10. Report From Finance Committee of 1-25-11  



 

11. Report from Public Works  
 

6. Public Hearing
 

1. Introduce Ordinance for Sale of City Owned Property in Auditor's Subdivision Number 27; Case of

City of Ramsey and Cross of Hope Lutheran Church

 

 

 

 

7. Council Business
 

1. Adopt Ordinance to Amend Section 117-111 (R-1 Residential District) of the Ramsey Zoning Code

Relating to Rear Yard Setbacks in the R-1 MUSA District

 

 

 

 

 

2. Consider award of contract for City project 10-24; wetland 656W outlet  
 

3. Consider Request to Purchase a Drainage and Utility Easement at 7319 162nd Lane NW  
 

4. Consider a Resolution to Reorganize the Community Development Department   
 

5. Approve Officer Certification, Release of Land From and Amendment to Ground Lease and Lease

Agreement for Ramsey Municipal Center 

 

 

 

 

8. Mayor/Council/Staff Input
 

9. Adjournment
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BUILDING PERMITS APPROVED FOR DECEMBER 2010

TYPE NUMBER VALUATION PERMIT FEE SURCHARGE PLAN CHECK

 FEE

SINGLE FAMILY 1 217,884.00$            1,769.75$            108.94$                  1,147.09$            

COMMERCIAL 0 -$                         -$                     -$                        -$                     

MULTI-FAMILY UNITS 0 -$                         -$                     -$                        -$                     

MULTI-FAMILY BLDGS 0 -$                         -$                     -$                        -$                     

APARTMENT UNITS 0 -$                         -$                     -$                        -$                     

COMMERCIAL REMODELS 2 215,000.00$            2,173.50$            107.50$                  1,412.78$            

GARAGES 0 -$                         -$                     -$                        -$                     

ADDITIONS/REMODELS 1 25,000.00$              413.00$               12.50$                    268.45$               

SWIMMING POOLS 0 -$                         -$                     -$                        -$                     

MISCELLANEOUS 23 31,500.00$              2,815.75$            121.50$                  76.70$                 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS 0 -$                         -$                     -$                        -$                     

RURAL SEWER (NEW) 0 -$                         -$                     -$                        -$                     

RURAL SEWER (REPLACE) 2 -$                         250.00$               5.00$                      -$                     

PLUMBING 7 8,500.00$                553.00$               35.00$                    -$                     

MECHANICAL 28 2,330.00$                1,519.50$            140.00$                  -$                     

URBAN WATER 1 -$                         75.00$                 5.00$                      -$                     

URBAN SEWER 1 -$                         75.00$                 5.00$                      -$                     

ELECTRICAL 27 -$                         3,171.00$            125.00$                  -$                     

TOTALS: 93 500,214.00$            12,815.50$          665.44$                  2,905.02$            

    BUILDING PERMITS APPROVED YEAR TO DATE

TYPE NUMBER VALUATION PERMIT FEE SURCHARGE PLAN CHECK

FEE

SINGLE FAMILY 60 12,978,887.00$            105,633.00$            6,489.42$                    48,152.10$              

COMMERCIAL 2 5,034,100.00$              24,053.50$              2,110.18$                    15,634.78$              

MULTI-FAMILY BLDGS 0 -$                              -$                         -$                            -$                         

MULTI-FAMILY UNITS 0 

APARTMENT UNITS 0 -$                              -$                         -$                            -$                         

COMMERCIAL REMODELS 21 1,767,264.00$              16,831.00$              887.62$                       10,940.20$              COMMERCIAL REMODELS 21 1,767,264.00$              16,831.00$              887.62$                       10,940.20$              

GARAGES 20 446,140.00$                 7,219.00$                226.89$                       4,556.34$                

ADDITIONS 28 679,657.00$                 10,191.50$              350.42$                       5,434.99$                

SWIMMING POOLS 8 -$                              1,000.00$                8.50$                           -$                         

MISCELLANEOUS 477 1,241,412.00$              63,046.75$              1,757.22$                    2,465.58$                

PUBLIC BUILDINGS 0 -$                              -$                         -$                            -$                         

RURAL SEWER (NEW) 127 -$                              -$                         25.00$                         -$                         

RURAL SEWER (REPLACE) 613 2,500.00$                     14,440.00$              108.00$                       -$                         

PLUMBING 182 376,800.00$                 21,103.87$              566.44$                       -$                         

MECHANICAL 255 624,955.00$                 25,846.75$              1,008.50$                    3,914.14$                

URBAN WATER 60 5,000.00$                     4,675.00$                120.00$                       -$                         

URBAN SEWER 95 -$                              4,425.00$                119.50$                       -$                         

ELECTRICAL 159 -$                              15,667.50$              890.00$                       -$                         

TOTALS: 2107 23,156,715.00$       314,132.87$        14,667.69$             91,098.13$          

2010 2009 2008 2007

Valuation Year To Date 23,156,715.00$       18,076,479.00$   39,232,642.00$      42,947,773.00$   

Revenue Year To Date 405,231.00$            345,768.43$        857,638.36$           735,329.21$        

2010 Annual Budget 351,380.00$            

2010 YTD Actual 406,302.96$            1) The $1,395.96 difference is due to the additional calculation of Fire Permit Plan Review Fees

Difference 54,922.96$             which we do not account for in our Building Month End Reporting.  

2) The city funded three permits in the month of September which total $324.00; two permits 

were for the 2010 Happy Days and one permit was a demolition permit for the Wilson House.

FYI: If you subtract the $324.00 from the $1,395.96 you will get the $1,071.96 difference reflected between the Revenue Year to Date and the 2010 YTD Actual.



CC Regular Session Item #:  5. 2.           

Date: 02/08/2011  

By: Jo Thieling

Administrative Services

Information

Title:

Approve Meeting Minutes

Background:

Council is asked to approve the attached meeting minutes.  The minutes are listed in the motion.

Funding Source:

N/A

Council Action:

Motion to approve the following meeting minutes

 

1)  City Council Work Session - 01/04/11

2)  City Council Special - 01/04/11

3)  City Council Special - 01/11/11

4)  City Council Work Session - 01/11/11 

 

5)  City Council Regular - 01/11/11

Attachments

01/04/11 Special CC Mts

01/04/11 CC Work Sess Mts

01/11/11 Spec CC Mts

01/11/11 CC Work Sess Mts

01/11/11 Reg CC Mts

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 02/03/2011 12:28 PM

Form Started By: Jo Thieling Started On: 02/02/2011 12:24 PM

Final Approval Date: 02/03/2011 



City Council Special Meeting – January 4, 2011 

Page 1 of 4 

 

CITY COUNCIL 

CITY OF RAMSEY 

ANOKA COUNTY 

STATE OF MINNESOTA 

 

The Ramsey City Council conducted a special Council meeting on Tuesday, January 4, 2011, in 

the Council Chambers of the Ramsey Municipal Center, 7550 Sunwood Drive NW, Ramsey, 

Minnesota. 

 

Members Present: Mayor Bob Ramsey 

   Councilmember Randy Backous 

   Councilmember David Elvig 

   Councilmember David Jeffrey 

   Councilmember Colin McGlone 

   Councilmember Jason Tossey 

   Councilmember Jeff Wise 

 

Also Present:  City Administrator Kurtis G. Ulrich 

   Deputy City Administrator/Dir of Comm Dev Heidi A. Nelson 

   Finance Officer Diana Lund 

   Fire Chief Dean Kapler 

   Parks Supervisor Mark Riverblood 

   City Attorney William K. Goodrich 

   Development Manager Darren Lazan 

 

CALL TO ORDER 

 

Mayor Ramsey called the Special City Council meeting to order at 5:30 p.m. and led in the 

Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag.   

 

CITIZEN INPUT 

 

None 

 

APPROVE AGENDA 

 

Motion by Councilmember Jeffrey, seconded by Councilmember McGlone to approve the 

agenda as presented. 

 

Motion carried.  All voted in favor. 
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COUNCIL BUSINESS 

 

Case #4.1 Swearing in Ceremony for Councilmember Randy Backous, Councilmember  

David Elvig and Councilmember Jason Tossey 

 

City Attorney Goodrich issued the Oath of Office to Councilmembers Backous, Elvig and 

Tossey.  A few minutes were taken for photos with families, etc. 

 

Case #4.2 Recognition of Outgoing Councilmembers  

 

City Administrator Ulrich recognized former Councilmembers Dehen and Look for their service 

to the City of Ramsey and read resolutions declaring same. 

 

Motion by Councilmember Jeffrey, seconded by Mayor Ramey to adopt Resolution #11-01-005 

recognizing Councilmember John Dehen for his service to the City of Ramsey. 

 

Motion carried.  All voted in favor. 

 

Former Councilmember Dehen stated he was very pleased to serve Ramsey in the capacity of 

Councilmember and talked about the friendships he formed with the City Council members and 

staff.  He wished everyone the best and hoped to continue the friendships. 

 

Motion by Councilmember Jeffrey, seconded by Councilmember Wise to adopt Resolution #11-

01-006 recognizing Councilmember Matt Look for his service to the City of Ramsey. 

 

Motion carried.  All voted in favor. 

 

Former Councilmember Look thanked the residents of Ramsey for their support and talked about 

what a pleasure it was to serve on the Council – stating it is an education you cannot buy.  He 

extended his congratulations to the new Councilmembers – suggested they find strength and rely 

on each other and that it will be a fun time.  He appreciated the recognition and the opportunity 

to serve.   

 

Case #4.3 2011 Council Organization 

 

Mayor Ramsey pointed out a couple of changes (Councilmember Jeffrey to the Joint Law 

Enforcement Council with Chief Jim Way and Councilmember Tossey as alternate) made to the 

resolution from discussion at the work session.   

 

Motion by Mayor Ramsey, seconded by Councilmember Wise to adopt Resolution #11-01-001 

for 2011 Council Organization. 

 

Motion carried.  All voted in favor. 

 

Motion by Councilmember Elvig, seconded by Councilmember Tossey to adopt Resolution #11-

01-002 designating financial institutions as official depositories of City funds for 2011. 
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Motion carried.  All voted in favor. 

 

Motion by Councilmember Elvig, seconded by Councilmember Wise to adopt Resolution #11-

01-003 designating Village Bank as official financial institution for the City of Ramsey banking 

services for the year 2011. 

 

Motion carried.  All voted in favor. 

 

Motion by Councilmember Wise, seconded by Mayor Ramsey to adopt Resolution #11-01-004 

authorizing signatures for financial transactions. 

 

Motion carried.  All voted in favor. 

 

Case #4.4 Approve Funding for Annual Holiday Party 

 

City Administrator Ulrich asked Council to approve funding for the annual 2010 Holiday 

Party/Commission Appreciation Dinner.  He requested $5,000 for facility rental, food and 

entertainment to be taken from the Council Contingency Fund.  He added that the Mayor would 

be making his State of the City Address and give recognition to the volunteers and 

commissioners. 

 

Motion by Councilmember Jeffrey, seconded by Councilmember Wise to approve a not-to-

exceed amount of $5,000 from the 2011 Council Contingency Fund to pay for the Employee 

Holiday Party/Commission Appreciation Dinner. 

 

Motion carried.  All voted in favor. 

 

It was noted this is the same amount as was requested last year. 

 

MAYOR/COUNCIL/STAFF INPUT 

 

City Administrator Ulrich announced the City Council would continue its work session in the 

Lake Itasca Room. 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

 

Motion by Councilmember Wise, seconded by Councilmember McGlone to adjourn the meeting. 

 

Motion carried.  All voted in favor. 

 

The special meeting of the City Council adjourned at 5:55 p.m. 
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Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

 

       

Kurtis G. Ulrich 

City Administrator 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

       

Jo Ann M. Thieling 

City Clerk 

 

Minutes drafted by Jo Thieling, City Clerk  
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CITY COUNCIL WORK SESSION 

CITY OF RAMSEY 

ANOKA COUNTY 

STATE OF MINNESOTA 

 

The Ramsey City Council conducted a work session on Tuesday, January 4, 2011, in the Lake 

Itasca Room, Ramsey Municipal Center, 7550 Sunwood Drive NW, Ramsey, Minnesota. 

 

Members Present: Mayor Bob Ramsey 

   Councilmember Randy Backous 

   Councilmember David Elvig 

   Councilmember David Jeffrey 

   Councilmember Colin McGlone 

   Councilmember Jason Tossey 

   Councilmember Jeff Wise 

 

Also Present:  City Administrator Kurtis G. Ulrich 

   Deputy City Administrator/Dir of Comm Dev. Heidi A. Nelson 

   Finance Officer Diana Lund 

   Fire Chief Dean Kapler 

   Police Chief Jim Way 

   Economic Development/Marketing Manager Aaron Backman 

   Parks Supervisor Mark Riverblood 

   IT Manager Dean Busch 

   City Attorney William K. Goodrich 

 

CALL TO ORDER 

 

Mayor Ramsey called the City Council Work Session to order at 5:01 p.m.  He noted the Council 

would have to break at 5:30 p.m. for a Special City Council meeting. 

 

TOPICS FOR DISCUSSION 

 

3.1 Review Council Organizational Resolution 

 

Mayor Ramsey noted that the City Clerk had emailed everyone an updated organizational 

resolution; however, he had made another suggested amendment and therefore, a paper 

resolution is being disseminated.  He suggested changing the Public Works Committee 

membership by placing Jason Tossey on that Committee and moving Randy Backous to the 

alternate position for the Lower Rum River Water Management Organization.   

 

Councilmember Jeffrey stated that he has served on the Joint Law Enforcement Council for a 

number of years and he would like to continue to serve in that capacity.  He asked that he be 

added back in and to make Jason Tossey the alternate.   

 

Councilmember Tossey stated he was fine with that. 
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Consensus was to move Councilmember Jeffrey to the Joint Law Enforcement Council and to 

move Councilmember Tossey to the position of alternate. 

 

Mr. Ulrich stated that our City Code states the Council will vote on the organizational resolution 

at the first regular meeting of the month, which would be January 11.  This resolution has been 

placed on tonight’s special Council agenda for adoption but will be reconfirmed on January 11. 

 

3.2 Review Consulting Services Proposal from The Tinklenberg Group 

 

City Administrator Ulrich stated that based upon Council discussion, a revised consulting 

services proposal was submitted from The Tinklenberg Group.  He noted the proposed work plan 

is attached to tonight’s agenda.  The City has had a contract with The Tinklenberg Group for a 

number of years and has used them for lobbying at the State, Federal and County level.  He 

reviewed some of the projects The Tinklenberg Group has worked on.  The work plan states 

$6,000 total cost for federal funding coordination regarding 2011 appropriations with regard to 

the Armstrong Boulevard interchange project.  Mr. Tinklenberg works well with Senators 

Klobuchar and Franken.  Mr. Ulrich noted the charges to work with the State bonding are listed 

at $18,000.  He continued that this proposal puts us at $42,000 total; however, this plan can be 

amended or we can have some more discussion with The Tinklenberg Group.  He added that he 

feels they have been effective.  He mentioned some of the other positions Mr. Tinklenberg has 

held which helps with his effectiveness.  There may be other effective ways to work on the State 

level but there is a piece of this contract that is good for us. 

 

Councilmember Wise stated that it sounds like we are getting something for our money with The 

Tinklenberg Group.  He added that he is agitated with MnDOT moving our interchange.  We did 

what the Met Council and MnDOT wanted us to do and we were “taken out to the wood shed”. 

 

Councilmember Elvig stated that since Tinklenberg is so connected with the DFL side and now 

with a DFL Governor, that might be a good influence.  It may be a good idea to keep him in the 

capacity of working with the State – he would be effective. 

 

Mayor Ramsey stated that the reservations he would have is he does not know what Mr. 

Tinklenberg actually really brought on his own with the Council.  The City is probably more 

successful because the Council is so active.  $40,000 is a lot of money.  He guessed there will be 

some changes at the Met Council and inquired if Council could put this decision off for awhile to 

see what changes happen. 

 

Mr. Ulrich agreed this could be delayed a couple of weeks. 

 

Mayor Ramsey stated he liked the RALF work done, but he stated he is somewhat skeptical 

going with this contract unless someone could see something Tinklenberg really has done. 

 

Councilmember Elvig stated it seems there is something fairly urgent coming in the next couple 

of weeks.   
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Mr. Ulrich sated that the fiscal year appropriations would be the most timely.  We want to keep 

our rail station in as an earmark. 

 

Mayor Ramsey felt that enough had been done on that – there was enough incentive the way it is.  

We have enough contacts at the State level but he did not see a lot coming out of the Federal 

Government.  He stated that barring anyone else’s discussion, he would be a “no” vote.   

 

Mr. Ulrich asked if we want to go with this contract, look at a reduced amount, or look at other 

lobbyists. 

 

Mayor Ramsey suggested entertaining a proposal from someone else, but even then, he would 

scrutinize spending money on a lobbyist. 

 

Councilmember Elvig stated that when we made trips out to Washington D.C., and those trips 

were successful, that was all set up for us.  He wondered if someone else will be able to do that 

for us. 

 

Mr. Ulrich replied that a Washington lobbyist in particular has done all of that for us when we 

have gone there.  On the State level, that’s a lot more individual efforts by our staff and the City 

Council.  Local officials are more accessible. 

 

Councilmember Jeffrey stated we have a couple projects on line that are dependent on the rail 

station – the VA is very dependent.  He asked if anyone has talked to Mr. Deal – maybe he 

would be willing to put some money in on this.  Part of this project we are looking at is to secure 

Federal and State funding and he was not sure we have the time to wait. 

 

Mayor Ramsey inquired if this is an all or nothing.  He tended to agree that stakes are high 

enough - that $6,000 is not too much to spend but the rest of it he would let go.  Looking at past 

track records, it’s hard to say if the money is well spent.  He added that he feels it’s such a slim 

chance we will get the $3 million on an earmark – he just did not feel anyone would be that 

effective – he feels it’s a waste of money. 

 

Anoka County Commissioner Matt Look stated that the $3 million has already been appropriated 

for expansion of the rail – not phase II – but expansion.  The $3 million can qualify for the 

Ramsey stop. 

 

Mayor Ramsey stated he thought it was not yet appropriated. 

 

Commissioner Look stated it has to be defined of being applicable here. 

 

Councilmember Wise stated he would be in favor of spending the money if the appropriations 

are there. 

 

Mr. Ulrich stated that our agreement with Jim Deal in the past was based on his land ownership 

and he’s been paying 20% of The Tinklenberg cost.  He noted he would get that clarified. 
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The City Council work session recessed at 5:25 p.m. to go into a special City Council meeting. 

 

The City Council work session was reconvened at 6:10 p.m. 

 

Consensus was that staff should work more on this and bring it back to the next City Council 

meeting. 

 

3.3 Review Public Purpose Expenditures 

 

City Administrator Ulrich stated this item is on the agenda for discussion and to clarify what our 

policy is in terms of using City money for dinners, etc.  He noted the City’s policy was attached 

to the case as well as the investigative report on the City of Brooklyn Park.  He stated this sets 

the standard because it has the Attorney General and the State Auditor’s opinions.  Currently, 

these types of meals (Council dinners for meeting nights) would be allowed because the meeting 

is beginning at 5:00 p.m. and extending through the evening.  That is consistent with our policy.  

He expressed concerns about exceeding the budget and recommended we try to adjust a budget 

and have cheaper meals – cut back as much as possible.  He talked about the use of credit cards 

for lunches.  That will be limited to when you are traveling or you are talking with a potential 

client – that’s when this type of expenditure could be allowed.  This policy would prohibit when 

Councilmembers and staff or staff and staff meetings will not be allowed to be a public 

expenditure.  Therefore, we will discontinue that.  We will be saving money but not cutting 

meals completely or other authorized expenditures.   

 

Councilmember Tossey stated that it seems to him that the City should not be supplying meals 

for the Council.  This is a service – we asked our public to vote for us – not feed us. 

 

Councilmember McGlone stated there is a purpose for this – the object being that a lot of 

Councilmembers will come directly from their other jobs. 

 

Councilmember Tossey stated he works downtown and he eats before he gets here. 

 

Mayor Ramsey stated he did not have a problem with the City supplying meals for meeting 

nights – but he did want to cut back on the amount of spending. 

 

Councilmember Elvig stated he wanted to go on record as being against the City providing meals 

for the Council too.  He stated he will go with whatever Council decides but he is not excited 

about the City paying for Council meals. 

 

Mr. Ulrich suggested that maybe staff could do more exact ordering – referring to the number of 

meals as there are times when there are quite a few extras. 

 

City Clerk Thieling responded that she orders 15 meals per meeting for Council and staff.  She 

could cut the amount down but it’s difficult to get an exact count as the attendees change from 

one meeting to the next. 
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Councilmember Jeffrey stated he is not opposed to eating the meals but he agrees that it would 

be impossible to figure out an exact count – it would take too much time.  He added he is not 

opposed to cutting back but please do not have staff have to chase people down for a count.   

 

Mayor Ramsey brought up trips to the capitol, etc. where it’s an all day deal – meals and mileage 

expenditures should be paid for by the City. 

 

Councilmember Tossey stated he would agree with that but that he would like to have that 

number be as low as possible. 

 

Mayor Ramsey stated that other expenditures we should discuss are the golf tournaments.  There 

is a public purpose to attend these tournaments but we need to talk about how many should go 

and to which tournaments. 

 

City Administrator Ulrich reported that many of the golf tournaments are funded through the 

Economic Development Authority.  He listed a few of the annual tournaments and reported that 

$3,356 was spent on those last year. 

 

Councilmember Elvig agreed this needed to be discussed.  It’s a real opportunity for us to be out 

there.  City officials should be at these – spending time with business owners is a great thing to 

be doing. 

 

Mayor Ramsey asked if Council should limit the amount that gets spent. 

 

Councilmember McGlone stated we have a lot of staff participating too. 

 

Councilmember Jeffrey suggested reading through the policy and coming back with suggestions. 

 

Councilmember Wise suggested maybe a shared cost. 

 

Councilmember Jeffrey stated he is not opposed to staff going and Council too as he feels 

connections need to be made.  Staff are great community stewards.  He recommended coming up 

with key tournaments – 50/50 staff and Council – limit the number and bring back to a work 

session for review. 

 

Councilmember Tossey suggested talking about what kind of influence we can have and what 

the benefit is for the City. 

 

Mr. Ulrich clarified staff will determine key tournaments, number of golfers and split 50/50 with 

City Council and staff and come back to a work session. 

 

Deputy City Administrator Nelson stated that the EDA has typically budgeted money for these 

and invite the business owners.  She asked if this will be for outside the EDA budget – Council 

responded yes. 
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Councilmember Elvig stated he would like to see Economic Development Manager Backman out 

as much as possible. 

 

Councilmember Jeffrey stated that with the EDA and the HRA doing both, we need to be careful 

how many teams we bring in – look at gaps so there is representation where there should be.   

 

Mayor Ramsey stated gas slips, etc. can be turned in for reimbursement. 

 

Finance Officer Lund reported that some of the discretionary spending has changed such as 

recognition of employees.  We should not be using public money for our party but we are 

combining it with commissioner/volunteer recognition. 

 

Mayor Ramsey stated he will be presenting the State of the City Address at the party.  He added 

that he has always been an advocate of a way to have a better party for the employees. 

 

3.4 Discuss Sister City Relationship with Loudi, China 

 

Mayor Ramsey stated he thought we had already discussed the Sister-City relationship with 

Loudi, China and directed that the relationship be terminated. 

 

City Administrator Ulrich stated this case is a follow-up to that discussion.  Attached to the 

agenda is a draft resolution formally severing the relationship.  He asked for Council review of 

the resolution. 

 

Councilmember Elvig asked if anyone thought there was any merit in looking at other cities to be 

in a relationship with.  He pointed out some of the benefit discussed with sister city relationships 

like economic development, cultural exchanges, etc.  He suspected there were some fast-growing 

cities we could hook up with. 

 

Mr. Ulrich stated that it was generally set up to be international. 

 

Councilmember Elvig wondered if there are grants for sister city relationships. 

 

Economic Development Manager Backman stated that one aspect of the relationship is related to 

telecommunications – the City could look for a relationship with a community that has been an 

early adopter of technologies. 

 

Mayor Ramsey stated he feels it would have to be with a democratic society – that is his issue 

with China. 

 

Councilmember Backous inquired how much staff time this takes. 

 

Mr. Ulrich stated it’s hard to say because it would vary. 

 

Mayor Ramsey stated he was in favor of formally getting rid of the sister city relationship with 

Loudi, China.   



City Council Work Session – January 4, 2011 

Page 7 of 8 

 

 

Staff will place the resolution formally terminating the relationship on the next Council agenda 

for adoption. 

 

FUTURE TOPICS FOR DISCUSSION 

 

Placing Items on an Agenda 

 

City Administrator Ulrich stated that the City’s policy has been that if at least two 

Councilmembers say they would like an item to be talked about, staff will place it on the agenda 

for discussion.  Staff will develop a topics list and slot it in – and we can move the item up on the 

agenda if Council desires. 

 

Commissions 

 

Mayor Ramsey stated he would like to see Commissions be more proactive rather than just 

reactive. 

 

Strategic Planning Sessions 

 

Deputy City Administrator Nelson stated that annually, staff schedules a strategic planning 

session, which includes Department Heads and Council.  The session is usually over a two-day 

period and the object of it is to see what Council is looking for over the course of the next year.  

It’s tremendously useful from a staff perspective – it helps to guide all departments.  This year’s 

event is scheduled for January 24 and 25.  She asked if the Councilmembers could come as early 

as mid-afternoon – beginning at 3:00 p.m..   

 

Council agreed they could come at 3:00. 

 

Ms. Nelson stated the hours would then be 3:00 p.m. to 9:00 p.m. on Monday and 3:00 to 7:00 

on Tuesday.  She described some of the processes that take place at this planning session.   

 

Council Committees 

 

Councilmember Elvig talked about trusting the recommendations of the Council Committees.  

So many times it seemed redundant to spend all that time with the Public Works Committee for 

example and then more time on the City Council level. 

 

Mayor Ramsey agreed that we need to start trusting our committees.  There is no need to sit and 

debate things over again. 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

 

Motion by Councilmember McGlone, seconded by Mayor Ramsey to adjourn the meeting. 

 

Motion carried.  All voted in favor. 
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The Council work session adjourned at 6:53 p.m. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

 

       

Kurtis G. Ulrich 

City Administrator 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

       

Jo Ann M. Thieling 

City Clerk 

 

Minutes drafted by Jo Thieling, City Clerk 
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CITY COUNCIL SPECIAL MEETING 

CITY OF RAMSEY 

ANOKA COUNTY 

STATE OF MINNESOTA 

 

The Ramsey City Council conducted a Special City Council Meeting on Tuesday, January 11, 

2011, at the Ramsey Municipal Center, 7550 Sunwood Drive NW, Ramsey, Minnesota. 

 

Members Present: Mayor Bob Ramsey 

   Councilmember Randy Backous 

   Councilmember David Elvig 

   Councilmember David Jeffrey (arrived at 5:25 p.m.) 

   Councilmember Colin McGlone 

   Councilmember Jason Tossey 

Councilmember Jeffrey Wise 

 

Members Absent: None.  

 

Also Present:  City Administrator Kurtis Ulrich 

   Police Chief Way 

   City Attorney William Goodrich  

       

1. CALL TO ORDER 

 

Mayor Ramsey called the Special City Council meeting to order at 5:17 p.m. 

 

 

2. CITIZENS INPUT 

 

None. 

 

3. APPROVE AGENDA 

 

The agenda was approved, as submitted. 

 

4. COUNCIL BUSINESS 

 

4.01: Discuss Pending Lawsuit of Keith Kiefer v. City of Ramsey, Anoka County 

District Court File #02C7088487  

 

City Attorney Goodrich noted that this meeting can move into closed session to discuss a 

pending lawsuit of Keith Keifer v. City of Ramsey.   

 

Motion by Councilmember Elvig, seconded by Councilmember Wise, to move to closed session.   
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Motion carried.  Voting Yes:  Mayor Ramsey, Councilmembers Elvig, Wise, Backous, McGlone, 

and Tossey.  Voting No: None.  Absent:  Councilmember Jeffrey. 

 

The Special Council meeting moved into a closed session at 5:18 p.m.  

 

The closed session ended at 5:28 p.m. 

 

5. ADJOURNMENT 

 

Motion by Councilmember Elvig, seconded by Councilmember Jeffrey, to adjourn the Special 

City Council Meeting. 

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes:  Mayor Ramsey, Councilmembers Elvig, Jeffrey, Backous, 

McGlone, Tossey, and Wise.  Voting No: None. 

 

The Special City Council Meeting was adjourned at 5:29 p.m. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

 

_________________________________ 

Kurtis G. Ulrich 

City Administrator 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

__________________________________ 

Jo Ann M. Thieling 

City Clerk 

 

Drafted by Kathy Altman 

TimeSaver Off Site Secretarial, Inc. 
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CITY COUNCIL WORK SESSION 

CITY OF RAMSEY 

ANOKA COUNTY 

STATE OF MINNESOTA 

 

The Ramsey City Council conducted a City Council Work Session on Tuesday, January 11, 

2011, at the Ramsey Municipal Center, 7550 Sunwood Drive NW, Ramsey, Minnesota. 

 

Members Present: Mayor Bob Ramsey 

   Councilmember Randy Backous 

   Councilmember David Elvig 

   Councilmember David Jeffrey 

   Councilmember Colin McGlone 

   Councilmember Jason Tossey 

Councilmember Jeffrey Wise 

 

Also Present:  City Administrator Kurtis Ulrich 

Assistant Community Developer Tim Gladhill   

   Fire Chief Dean Kapler 

     

 

CALL TO ORDER 

 

Mayor Ramsey called the City Council Work Session to order at 6:01 p.m. 

 

APPROVE AGENDA 

 

The agenda was approved as submitted. 

 

COUNCIL TOPICS FOR DISCUSSION 

 

1) Receive Legislative Activities Report 

 

Elwin Tinklenberg, The Tinklenberg Group, presented the status on current legislative initiates.    

 

Council discussed possible ways to obtain funding for the rail station. 

 

2) Review Consulting Services Proposal from The Tinklenberg Group 

 

It was Council’s consensus to approve the $18,000.00 and $6,000.00 proposal from The 

Tinklenberg Group. 

 

3) Update on Mississippi River Corridor Critical Area (MRCCA) Rulemaking 
 

Planning Assistant Gladhill reviewed staff’s report. 
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MAYOR, COUNCIL AND STAFF INPUT 

 

Councilmember Wise stated he had been approached by a businessperson who was interested in 

putting in a motorcross track.   

 

It was Council’s consensus to discuss this proposal at a future Council Worksession.   

 

ADJOURNMENT 

 

The Work Session of the City Council was adjourned at 6:59 p.m. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

 

_________________________________ 

Kurtis G. Ulrich 

City Administrator 

 

 

ATTEST: 

 

__________________________________ 

Jo Ann M. Thieling 

City Clerk 

 

Drafted by Kathy Altman  

TimeSaver Off Site Secretarial, Inc. 
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CITY COUNCIL 

CITY OF RAMSEY 

ANOKA COUNTY 

STATE OF MINNESOTA 

 

The Ramsey City Council conducted a regular meeting on Tuesday, January 11, 2011, at the 

Ramsey Municipal Center, 7550 Sunwood Drive NW, Ramsey, Minnesota. 

 

Members Present: Mayor Bob Ramsey 

   Councilmember Randy Backous 

   Councilmember David Elvig 

   Councilmember David Jeffrey 

   Councilmember Colin McGlone  

   Councilmember Jason Tossey 

Councilmember Jeffrey Wise 

 

Members Absent: None 

 

Also Present:  City Administrator Kurtis Ulrich 

Associate Planner Tim Gladhill 

   Fire Chief Dean Kapler 

   Finance Director Dianna Lund 

   Associate Planner Timothy Gladhill 

   Public Works Director Brian Olson 

   City Engineer Tim Himmer 

   Fire Chief Dean Kapler 

   City Attorney William Goodrich 

1. CALL TO ORDER 

 

Mayor Ramsey called the regular meeting of the Ramsey City Council to order at 7:00 p.m., 

followed by the Pledge of Allegiance led by Mayor Ramsey. 

2. PRESENTATION 

 

None. 

3. CITIZEN INPUT 

 

None. 

4. APPROVE AGENDA 

 

Motion by Councilmember Jeffrey, seconded by Councilmember Wise, to approve the agenda as 

presented. 
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Motion carried.  Voting Yes:  Mayor Ramsey, Councilmembers Jeffrey, Wise, Backous, Elvig, 

McGlone, and Tossey.  Voting No: None. 

5. CONSENT AGENDA 

 

Motion by Councilmember Wise, seconded by Councilmember Backous, to approve the 

following items on the Consent Agenda: 

 

5.1 Cash & Investments for Period Ending December 31, 2010 

 

5.2 November 2010 Financial Report – General Fund & Enterprise Funds 

 

5.3 Note the Following Commission and Board Meeting Minutes 

 11/18/10 Special EDA 

 12/06/10 EPB 

 

5.4 Approval for Exemption for a Gambling License for Minnesota Waterfowl Association – 

Rum River Chapter 

 

5.5 Approve License Applications 

 

5.6 Approve the following Meeting Minutes: 

 11/23/10 Regular City Council 

 12/14/10 Special City Council 

 12/14/10 City Council Work Session 

 12/14/10 Regular City Council 

 

5.7 Reaffirm Adoption of Organizational Resolutions adopted January 4, 2011 

 

5.8 Adopt Resolution #11-01-007 Approving Cash Disbursements Made and Authorizing 

Payment of Accounts Payable Invoicing During the Period of December 9, 2010 through 

December 30, 2010. 

 

5.9 Adopt Resolution #11-01-008 Approving Cash Disbursements Made and Authorizing 

Payment of Accounts Payable Invoicing During the Period of December 31, 2010 

through January 5, 2011. 

 

5.10 Adopt Resolution #11-01-009 Declaring Surplus Property and Authorizing Sale 

 

5.11 Adopt Resolution #11-01-010 Formally Terminating Sister-City Relationship with Loudi, 

China 

 

5.12 Adopt Resolution #11-01-011 Approving the City of Ramsey’s 2012 Budget Calendar 
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5.13 Adopt Resolution #11-01-012 to Request Repeal/No-Reauthorization and no Extension 

of Mississippi River Corridor Critical Area (MRCCA) Rulemaking 

 

5.14 Adopt Resolution #11-01-013 Authorizing Final Payment to American Liberty 

Construction for IP 08-22 Sunfish Lake Park 

 

5.15 Adopt Resolution #11-01-014 Approving Final Payment to Northwest Asphalt, Inc. for 

Improvement Project #08-37, County Pond Storm Sewer Outlet 

 

5.16 Adopt Resolution #11-01-015 Authorizing 1
st
 Partial Payment to Rum River Contracting 

for IP 10-07 Alpine Drive/Roanoke Street Improvements 

 

5.17 Adopt Resolution #11-01-016 Authorizing 17
th

 Partial Payment to Chicago Bridge & Iron 

(CB&I), Inc. for IP 08-21 Water Tower #3 

 

5.18 Adopt Resolution #11-01-017 Authorizing 1
st
 Partial Payment to Dryden Excavating for 

176
th

 Avenue Culvert Replacement 

 

5.19 Adopt Resolution #11-01-018 Authorizing 2
nd

 Partial Payment to Rum River Contracting 

for IP 08-34, The Bituminous Paving of 151
st
 and 152

nd
 Avenues, Fluorine Street 

 

5.20 Approve Amendment No. 3 to Funding Agreement for Cooperative Commuter Rail 

Station Development (Ramsey Station); Contract #2010-0226C 

 

5.21 Adopt Resolution #11-01-019 League of Minnesota Cities Insurance Trust (LMCIT) 

Liability Coverage Waiver Form – Consider Waiting/No Waiving Statutory Tort Limits 

 

5.22 Adopt Resolution #11-01-020 related to parking restrictions on CSAH 116 (Bunker Lake 

Boulevard), from Basalt Street NW to Germanium Street NW 

 

5.23 Adopt Resolution #11-01-021 to Prohibit Parking on Alpine Drive NW from 500 Feet 

West of CR #57 in the City of Ramsey, Minnesota, for State Aid Project 199-107-007 

(S.P. 02-596-11) and Resolution #11-01-022 to Prohibit Parking on CR #57 (Sunfish 

Lake Boulevard) from 1,500 Feet South of Alpine Drive NW to 1,400 Feet North of 

Alpine Drive NW in the City of Ramsey, Minnesota, for State Aid project 199-020-009 

(S.P. 02-596-11) 

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes:  Mayor Ramsey, Councilmembers Wise, Backous, Elvig, Jeffrey, 

McGlone, and Tossey.  Voting No: None. 

6. PUBLIC HEARING 

6.01: Public Hearing to Consider a Street Name Change for a Portion of Azurite Street to 

143
rd

 Avenue in the Sunfish Lake Business Park 

 

Mayor Ramsey closed the regular portion of the City Council meeting at 7:05 p.m. in order to 

conduct a public hearing. 
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Public Hearing 

 

Mayor Ramsey called the public hearing to order at 7:05 p.m. 

 

Presentation 

 

Associate Planner Gladhill reviewed the staff report. 

 

Citizen Input 

 

Don Patterson, General Manager Diamond Graphics, stated they would prefer to not have the 

name change due to the inconvenience.  He noted they have not had any issues with people 

finding their business.  He stated this would be the second address change in the past two years 

for them.  He stated if the name was changed, he preferred it not be confusing.  He preferred it be 

named all one name.  He asked the Council to find another solution if the name needed to be 

changed.   

 

Councilmember Wise asked who had inquired about this street. 

 

Associate Planner Gladhill stated over the years staff has received comments from people who 

were trying to find this area, especially for motorists who had not been in the area before. 

 

Councilmember McGlone did not believe the problem would be corrected.  He asked if it would 

be possible to make the change to a named street.   

 

Associate Planner Gladhill stated staff had looked at this, but it was difficult to come up with a 

name that would not cause confusion.  He noted when special names were created that were not a 

part of the grid, especially a small segment, caused confusion in general response.   

 

Councilmember McGlone recommended changing the name to something different to clear up 

the confusion.   

 

Fire Chief Kapler understood the hassle this would cause the businesses, but he believed the 

renaming of the street was a good idea.  He stated it was important to stay with the grid for 

public safety purposes.  He suggested the City could send a letter to Diamond Graphics 

customers as to why the City was changing the name of the street. 

 

Motion by Councilmember Elvig, seconded by Councilmember Jeffrey, to close the public 

hearing. 

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes:  Mayor Ramsey, Councilmembers Elvig, Jeffrey, Backous, 

McGlone, Tossey, and Wise.  Voting No: None. 

 

The public hearing was closed at 7:16 p.m. 
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Council Business 

 

Mayor Ramsey called the regular City Council meeting back to order at 7:16 p.m. 

 

Councilmember Wise stated as long as Diamond Graphics agreed that the City should send a 

letter to their customers/supplier, he was not against the proposal. 

 

Councilmember Backus stated he would rather change the whole road. 

 

Mayor Ramsey stated he was not opposed to this. 

 

Associate Planner Gladhill stated if the Council was recommending a name change for the road, 

he stated staff would like the opportunity to discuss names, renotice the public hearing, and bring 

this back. 

 

Councilmember Jeffrey stated he was not opposed to this, but it was a short stretch of road and 

he would like to have one name for this road.   

 

Associate Planner Gladhill recommended this case be tabled for staff research on a street name 

and to contact the rest of the property owners for their feedback. 

 

Councilmember Elvig requested staff reach out to the EDA also. 

 

Motion by Mayor Ramsey, seconded by Councilmember Jeffrey, to table indefinitely. 

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes:  Mayor Ramsey, Councilmembers Jeffrey, Backous, Elvig, 

McGlone, Tossey, and Wise.  Voting No: None. 

7. COUNCIL BUSINESS 

7.01: Request for a Conditional Use Permit to Exceed the Amount of Square Footage 

Allowed for Accessory Structures Located at 8150 - 144
th

 Avenue NW; Case of Leon 

Richter 

 

Associate Planner Gladhill reviewed the staff report. 

 

Councilmember Wise stated it appeared there was a lot of screening of trees.  He stated he liked 

this proposal.   

 

Leon Richter, 8150 - 144
th

 Avenue NW, stated he was present for any questions.  He stated he 

was 1,052 over.   

 

Motion by Mayor Ramsey, seconded by Councilmember Wise, to adopt Resolution #11-01-023 

adopting Findings of Fact #0882 related to the request for a conditional use permit for oversizing 

of accessory structures and adopt Resolution #11-01-024 providing the conditional use permit for 

oversizing of accessory structures, based on the Findings of Fact. 
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Further discussion: Councilmember Elvig stated he did not have any issues with this, but how 

were the upgrades being rationalized.  Associate Planner Gladhill responded it depended on the 

size of the land as well as where on the land the structure was being proposed to be placed.  

Councilmember McGlone stated he liked the proposal, but the issue he had was the escrow.  He 

asked how the City would be certain Mr. Richter did the deal.  Associate Planner Gladhill 

responded if Mr. Richter did not comply, the City had actions that could be taken to ensure 

compliance. 

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes:  Mayor Ramsey, Councilmembers Wise, Backous, Elvig, Jeffrey, 

McGlone, and Tossey.  Voting No: None. 

7.02: Consider Award for Contract for Engineering Services related to City Project 11-

21, the Signalization of Armstrong and Bunker Lakes Boulevards, and Associated 

Infrastructure Improvements to Serve the Legacy Christian Academy Development 

 

City Engineer Himmer reviewed the staff report. 

 

Motion by Councilmember Elvig, seconded by Councilmember Wise, to award a contract to 

WSB in the amount of $291,344 for City project 11-21, the signalization of Armstrong and 

Bunker Lake Boulevards, and associated infrastructure improvements to serve the Legacy 

Christian Academy development contingent upon the approval of an agreement with LCA for 

design fees up to a maximum of $106,000 which agreement is provided under a separate case. 

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes:  Mayor Ramsey, Councilmembers Elvig, Wise, Backous, Jeffrey, 

McGlone, and Tossey.  Voting No: None. 

7.03: Consider agreement with Legacy Christian Academy for Reimbursement of 

Engineering Design Fees related to City Project 11-21; the Signalization of 

Armstrong and Bunker Lakes Boulevard, and Associated Infrastructure 

Improvements to Serve the Legacy Christian Academy Development 

 

City Engineer Himmer reviewed the staff report. 

 

City Attorney Goodrich asked if the Council wanted escrow for the money the City might spend 

for engineering fees.   

 

City Engineer Himmer noted requiring an escrow had been done before.   

 

Councilmember Elvig stated it made sense to obtain an escrow to protect the City.   

 

Councilmember Wise stated he would be in favor of a letter of credit. 

 

Motion by Councilmember Elvig, seconded by Councilmember Jeffrey, to approve the 

engineering design services reimbursement agreement with LCA, subject to the review and 

approval by the City Attorney and with a reasonable escrow. 
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Motion carried.  Voting Yes:  Mayor Ramsey, Councilmembers Elvig, Jeffrey, Backous, 

McGlone, Tossey, and Wise.  Voting No: None. 

7.04: Review Go Cart Concept at Former Oasis Market Site Located at 14550 Armstrong 

Boulevard NW; Case of Karl Janzen 

 

Associate Planner Gladhill reviewed the staff report.   

 

City Manager Ulrich recommended the Council waive the escrow and instruct staff to look into 

this proposal further and come back to the Council at a future worksession. 

 

Motion by Councilmember Elvig, seconded by Councilmember McGlone, to authorize the 

waiving of the $600.00 escrow and staff be directed to work with the applicant to put together an 

agreement and bring this to a worksession based on the rationale that this is for the potential of a 

public purpose and benefit to the City.   

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes:  Mayor Ramsey, Councilmembers Elvig, McGlone, Backous, 

Jeffrey, Tossey, and Wise.  Voting No: None. 

8. MAYOR, COUNCIL AND STAFF INPUT 

 

Councilmember Tossey stated he had been approached by a couple of Councilmembers and he 

wanted to make it clear that he was not thinking the City had not done anything in the past year. 

 

Mayor Ramsey noted the Mayor Snowmobile Ride was coming up and applicants are available. 

9. ADJOURNMENT 

 

Motion by Councilmember Elvig seconded by Councilmember Wise, to adjourn the meeting. 

 

Motion carried. 

 

The regular meeting of the City Council adjourned at 8:00 p.m. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

 

_____________________________ 

Kurtis G. Ulrich 

City Administrator  

 

ATTEST: 
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______________________________ 

Jo Ann M. Thieling 

City Clerk 

 

Drafted by Kathy Altman 

TimeSaver Off Site Secretarial, Inc. 

 



CC Regular Session Item #:  5. 3.           

Date: 02/08/2011  

By: Diana Lund

Finance

Information

Title:

Consider Authorization of Funding for the Ramsey Seniors History Program

Background:

In 2010 the City authorized $90.00 for the Ramsey Seniors for their Christmas Program at the Anoka County

Historical Society.  The Ramsey Seniors are asking for $90.00 again this year for a History Program at the Senior

Club on September 22, 2011.

Recommendation:

Authorize funding in the amount of $90.00 for the Ramsey Seniors History Program on September 22, 2011.

Council Action:

Motion to authorize funding in the amount of $90 for the Ramsey Seniors History Program

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 02/03/2011 12:40 PM

Form Started By: Diana Lund Started On: 01/31/2011 02:01 PM

Final Approval Date: 02/03/2011 



CC Regular Session Item #:  5. 4.           

Date: 02/08/2011  

By: Tim Himmer

Engineering/Public Works

Information

Title:

Authorize Construction Incentive Payment to North Valley, Inc. for City project 08-27, 167th Avenue

Reconstruction

Background:

The reconstruction of 167th Avenue NW was recently completed, North Valley, Inc., is due a contract incentive for

meeting the required Minnesota State Aid (MSA) pavement compaction densities on the project.  Because this was

an MSA project, and MSA funds were used for construction, state rules require payment for incentives reached

when it comes to paving compaction; the idea being that better compaction leads to a longer lasting road.

 

Staff inquired with MnDOT whether this incentive should be allowed since it was brought to our attention

following close-out of the project.  Although the general contractor should have brought it to our attention sooner, it

does not void the requirement and we are obligated to pay the incentive reached.  Attached to the case is a copy of

the standard incentive worksheet from the MnDOT database.  Staff has reviewed and confirmed the information,

which shows an amount due of $5,328.74.  Funding for the project, and this incentive, will come from the City's

MSA construction funds.

Recommendation:

Staff recommends authorization of payment to North Valley, Inc., in the amount of $5,328.74, for pavement

density incentives reached on City project 08-27; 167th Avenue reconstruction.

Council Action:

Motion to authorize payment to North Valley, Inc., in the amount of $5,328.74, for pavement density incentives

reached on City project 08-27; 167th Avenue reconstruction.

Attachments

Incentive worksheet

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Brian Olson Brian Olson 02/03/2011 02:12 PM

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 02/03/2011 02:36 PM

Form Started By: Tim Himmer Started On: 02/01/2011 06:16 PM

Final Approval Date: 02/03/2011 









CC Regular Session Item #:  5. 5.           

Date: 02/08/2011  

By: Jackie Lipski

Finance

Information

Title:

Adopt Resolution #11-02-XXX Approving Cash Disbursements Made and Authorizing Payment of Accounts

Payable Invoicing Received during the Period of January 20, 2011 through February 2, 2011

Council Action:

Motion to adopt Resolution #11-02-XXX Approving Cash Disbursements Made and Authorizing Payment of

Accounts Payable Invoicing Received during the Period of January 20, 2011 through February 2, 2011 

 

Attachments

Bills List Resolution

Billslist 2-8-2011

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Diana Lund Diana Lund 02/03/2011 08:56 AM

Form Started By: Jackie Lipski Started On: 02/03/2011 08:49 AM

Final Approval Date: 02/03/2011 



Councilmember  introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption: 

 
RESOLUTION #11-02-XXX 

 
RESOLUTION APPROVING CASH DISBURSEMENTS MADE AND AUTHORIZING 
PAYMENT OF ACCOUNTS PAYABLE INVOICING RECEIVED DURING THE 
PERIOD OF JANUARY 20, 2011 THROUGH FEBRUARY 2, 2011. 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Ramsey Finance Department has made cash disbursements and 
received accounts payable invoicing during the period of January 20, 2011, through February 2, 
2011, in the amount of $828,231.46; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Ramsey is required to authorize payment for 
all disbursement transactions. 
 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
RAMSEY, ANOKA COUNTY, STATE OF MINNESOTA, as follows: 
 
1) That the Ramsey City Council hereby approves the cash disbursements made and 

authorizes payment of the accounts payable invoices as detailed in the attached Bills List 
for the period January 20, 2011, through February 2, 2011, in the amount of $828,231.46. 

 
The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Councilmember  
 , and upon vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor thereof: 
 
and the following voted against the same: 
 
and the following abstained: 
 
and the following were absent: 
 
Whereupon said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted by the Ramsey City Council 
this the 8th day of February, 2011. 
 
 
              
       Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
       
City Clerk 
  

































































CC Regular Session Item #:  5. 6.           

Date: 02/08/2011  

By: Diana Lund

Finance

Information

Title:

Adopt Resolution #11-02-XXX Adopting the 2011 Enterprise Fund Budgets and Adopt Resolution #11-02-XXX

Amending the 2010 Enterprise Fund Budgets. 

 

Background:

Enclosed for your review are the Proposed 2011 Enterprise Fund Budgets which cover the Water Utility Fund,

Sewer Utility Fund, Street Light Utility Fund, Recycling Utility Fund and Storm Water Utility Fund. While formal

budgets are required to be prepared and adopted annually for the General Fund, this is not the case for Enterprise

funds.

 

Also attached to this case is a resolution amending the 2010 activity. This is primarily a “housekeeping” item and is

done on an annual basis. The projections through the end of the year are based on actual activity. 

 

In order to establish fair rates for all of the utilities that the City operates, it is necessary to determine the actual cost

of providing those utilities to the residents. Due to the relatively "young age" of the City's utility system, it is

extremely difficult to immediately realize profits, but it is important that any losses in the first years of operation be

representative of what the system actually costs. An important factor in these costs is the recovery of depreciation

through the rate structures. We are required to keep the accounting for these funds on the full accrual method which

means recognizing total depreciation, whether on City or developer installed systems. This is what we have

attempted to do in preparing the attached Proposed 2011 Enterprise Fund Budgets.

 

 

Recommendation:

Approve attached Resolution #11-02-XXX Adopting the 2011 Enterprise Fund Budgets, 

 

 

and

 

Approve attached Resolution #11-02-XXX Amending the 2010 Enterprise Fund Budgets,

 

 

Council Action:

Motion to recommend Council adopt Resolution #11-02-XXX Adopting the 2011 Enterprise Fund Budgets, 

 

 

and

 

Motion to recommend Council adopt Resolution #11-02-XXX Amending the 2010 Enterprise Fund Budgets.

 

 



Attachments

2011 Enterprise Budgets

Resolution Adopt 2011 Enterprise Budgets

Resolution Amend 2010 Enterprise Budgets

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 02/03/2011 09:38 AM

Form Started By: Diana Lund Started On: 01/31/2011 07:38 AM

Final Approval Date: 02/03/2011 



























































































Councilmember introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption: 
 

RESOLUTION #11-02-XXX 
 

RESOLUTION ADOPTING THE 2011 CITY OF RAMSEY ENTERPRISE FUNDS 
OPERATING BUDGETS 
 
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
RAMSEY, COUNTY OF ANOKA, STATE OF MINNESOTA, as follows: 
 
1) That the annual budget of the City of Ramsey for the fiscal year beginning January 1, 

2011 is hereby adopted for the Water Utility Fund as follows: 
 
 WATER UTILITY FUND   
  Revenues:   
   Operating Revenues $1,640,075  
   Other Revenues-   
    Interest Earnings      220,000  
   Total Revenues $1,860,075  
   
  Expenses:   
   Operating Expenses $803,595  
   Other Expenses   
    Depreciation 647,660  
    Administrative Transfer     33,000  
   Total Expenses $1,484,255  
 
 
2) That the annual budget of the City of Ramsey for the fiscal year beginning January 1, 

2011 is hereby adopted for the Sewer Utility Fund as follows: 
 
 SEWER UTILITY FUND   
  Revenues:   
   Operating Revenues $1,244,830  
   Other Revenues-   
    Interest Earnings    80,000  
   Total Revenues $1,324,830  
   
  Expenses:   
   Operating Expenses $749,810  
   Other Expenses   
    Depreciation 497,434  
    Administrative Transfer      27,000  
   Total Expenses $1,274,244  
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3) That the annual budget of the City of Ramsey for the fiscal year beginning January 1, 
2011 is hereby adopted for the Street Light Utility Fund as follows: 

 
 STREET LIGHT UTILITY FUND   
  Revenues:   
  Operating Revenues $171,678  
   Other Revenues-   
    Interest Earnings     20,000  
   Total Revenues $191,678  
   
  Expenses:   
   Operating Expenses $134,328  
   Other Expenses   
    Depreciation 40,000  
    Administrative Transfer    13,000  
   Total Expenses $187,328  
   
 
4) That the annual budget of the City of Ramsey for the fiscal year beginning January 1, 

2011 is hereby adopted for the Recycling Utility Fund as follows: 
 
 RECYCLING UTILITY FUND   
  Revenues:   
   Operating Revenues $335,879  
   Other Revenues-   
                                             Miscellaneous Revenue      0  
    Interest Earnings         200  
   Total Revenues $336,079  
   
  Expenses:   
   Operating Expenses $316,392  
   Other Expenses   
    Administrative Transfer       8,000  
   Total Expenses $324,392  
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5) That the annual budget of the City of Ramsey for the fiscal year beginning January 1, 
2011 is hereby adopted for the Storm Water Utility Fund as follows: 

 
 STORM WATER UTILITY FUND   
  Revenues:   
   Operating Revenues $606,184  
   Other Revenues-   
                                             Interest Earnings       8,000      
   
   
   Total Revenues $614,184  
 
  Expenses:   
   Operating Expenses $144,152  
   Other Expenses   
               Depreciation 229,776  
    Administrative Transfer      22,000  
   Total Expenses $395,928  
   
 
That the motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by and upon vote 
being taken thereon, the following voted in favor:  
 
the following voted against the same: 
 
and the following abstained: 
 
and the following were absent: 
 
whereupon said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted by the Ramsey City Council 
this 8th of February, 2011. 
 
              
       Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
       
City Clerk 



Councilmember introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption: 
 

RESOLUTION #11-02-XXX 
 

RESOLUTION AMENDING THE 2010 CITY OF RAMSEY ENTERPRISE FUNDS 
BUDGETS 
 
 WHEREAS, during the year 2010, the Ramsey City Council acted on matters impacting 
revenue and expenditures budgets of the City’s enterprise funds for items that were not included 
in the original budget for the year ended December 31, 2010; and 
 
 WHEREAS, for financial reporting purposes, amendments to the City’s enterprise funds 
budgets are to be made in the form of a Budget Amendment Resolution; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the following budget amendments are required to confirm Council's actions 
taken by motion and/or discussion and to reflect actual activity for the year ended December 31, 
2010: 
 
WATER UTILITY FUND #601 
To amend revenue activities based on budget amendments made by Council action during 2010 
and actual moneys received over (under) budget from $1,911,226 to $1,901,882 for a total net 
decrease of $9,344: 
 

Water Sales  $(12,489)  
Miscellaneous-Internal Loan Repayment-Muni Center          3,145 
Net Decrease in Water Utility Fund Budgeted Revenues $(9,344)   

 
To amend expenditure activities based on wage contract settlements, budget amendments made 
by Council action during 2010 and actual moneys spent over (under) budget from $1,481,910 to 
$1,392,009 for a total net decrease of $89,901: 
 

Personal Services $12,886 
Supplies (meter reading system) (36,160) 
Other Services and Charges (19,627) 
Depreciation     (47,000) 
Net Decrease in Water Utility Fund Budgeted Expenses $(89,901)  

 
SEWER UTILITY FUND #602 
To amend revenue activities based on budget amendments made by Council action during 2010 
and actual moneys received over (under) budget from $1,373,761 to $1,372,897 for a total net 
decrease of $864: 
 

Sewer Charges  $29,379 
Miscellaneous Revenue      (30,243) 
Net Decrease in Sewer Utility Fund Budgeted Revenues $(864)    
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To amend expenditure activities based on wage contract settlements, budget amendments made 
by Council action during 2010 and actual moneys spent over (under) budget from $1,204,728 to 
$1,145,706 for a total net decrease of $59,022: 
 

Personal Services $(52,174) 
Supplies 930 
Other Services and Charges (7,778) 
Depreciation    (0) 
Net decrease in Sewer Utility Fund Budgeted Expenses $(59,022)      

 
STREET LIGHT UTILITY FUND #603 
To amend revenue activities based on budget amendments made by Council action during 2010 
and actual moneys received over (under) budget from $195,368 to $199,272 for a total net 
increase of $3,904: 
 

Street Light Charges  $3,904      
Interest Earned on Investments         0 
Net Increase in St Light Utility Fund Budgeted Revenues $3,904     

 
To amend expenditure activities budget amendments made by Council action during 2010 and 
actual moneys spent over (under) budget from $171,479 to $174,532 for a total net increase of 
$3,053: 
 

Other Services and Charges 3,053 
Depreciation         0 
Net Increase in St Light Utility Fund Budgeted Expenses $3,053   

 
RECYCLING FUND #604 
To amend revenue activities based on budget amendments made by Council action during 2010 
and actual moneys received over (under) budget from $335,673 to $343,441 for a total net 
increase of $7,768: 
 

Miscellaneous Revenue $7,768  
Grants 0 
Investment Earnings          0 
Net Increase in Recycling Fund Budgeted Revenues $7,768 
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To amend expenditure activities based on wage contract settlements, budget amendments made 
by Council action during 2010 and actual moneys spent over (under) budget from $323,392 to 
$314,661 for a total net decrease of $8,731: 
 

Personal Services $772 
Supplies (2,310) 
Other Services and Charges      (7,193)       
Net Decrease in Recycling Fund Budgeted Expenses $(8,731)   

 
STORM WATER UTILITY FUND #605 
To amend revenue activities based on budget amendments made by Council action during 2010 
and actual moneys received over (under) budget from $614,184 to $625,367 for a total net 
increase of $11,183. 
 

Storm Water Charges $11,183 
Miscellaneous Revenue           0 
Net increase in Storm Water Fund Budgeted Revenues $11,183 

 
To amend expenditure activities based on wage contract settlements, budget amendments made 
by Council action during 2010 and actual moneys spent over (under) budget from $395,069 to 
$391,477 for a total net decrease of $3,592: 
 

Personal Services $ (1,743)            
Supplies 10,390 
Other Services and Charges (7,463) 
Depreciation              (4,776) 
Net decrease in Storm Water Fund Budgeted Expenses $   (3,592) 

 
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
RAMSEY, ANOKA COUNTY, STATE OF MINNESOTA, as follows: 
 
1) That the City Council hereby directs the Finance Director to enter these budget  

amendments into the City’s financial records. 
 
The motion for adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Councilmember and 
upon vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor: 
 
and the following voted against the same: 
 
and the following abstained: 
 
and the following were absent: 
 
whereupon said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted by the Ramsey City Council 
this the 8th day of February, 2011. 
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      Mayor 
ATTEST: 
 
        
City Clerk 
 



CC Regular Session Item #:  5. 7.           

Date: 02/08/2011  

By: Diana Lund

Finance

Information

Title:

Adopt Resolution #11-02-XXX Adopting the 2011 Economic Development Authority Budget and

Adopt Resolution #11-02-XXX Amending the 2010 Economic Development Authority Budget. 

 

Background:

Attached for your review and consideration is the 2011 Economic Development Authority Budget.  This budget

will be funded by the EDA levy that was adopted on December 14, 2010.

 

This budget includes expenditures for salary costs of various levels of city staff, professional services for outside

consulting services, allowances for economic development programs and the annual business appreciation day.

 

Also attached to this case is a resolution amending the 2010 activity.  This is primarily a "housekeeping" item and

is done on an annual basis.  The projections through the end of the year are based on actual activity and will be

finalized after the annual city audit is completed in April.

 

 

Recommendation:

Approve attached Resolution #11-02-XXX Adopting the 2011 Economic Development Authority Budget;

 

 

            And

 

Approve attached Resolution #11-02-XXX Amending the 2010 Economic Development Authority Budget.

 

Council Action:

Motion to recommend Council adopt Resolution #11-02-XXX Adopting the 2011 Economic Development

Authority Budget

 

          And

 

Motion to recommend Council adopt Resolution #11-02-XXX Amending the 2010 Economic Development

Authority Budget.

Attachments

2011 Economic Development Authority Budget

Resolution Adopt 2011 EDA Budget

Resolution Amending the 2010 EDA Budget

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 02/03/2011 12:36 PM



Form Started By: Diana Lund Started On: 01/31/2011 07:40 AM

Final Approval Date: 02/03/2011 



















 
 

Councilmember  introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption: 

 
RESOLUTION #11-02-XXX 

 
RESOLUTION ADOPTING THE 2011 CITY OF RAMSEY ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY FUND BUDGET 
 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
RAMSEY, ANOKA COUNTY, STATE OF MINNESOTA, as follows: 
 
1) That the annual budget of the City of Ramsey for the fiscal year beginning January 1, 

2011 is hereby adopted for the Economic Development Authority Fund as follows: 
 
 ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT FUND 
 
  Revenues: 
   Taxes (EDA Levy) $291,705 
   Interest Earnings $3,000 
  Total Revenues $294,705 
 
  Operating and Capital Expenditures: 
   Personal Services 86,445 
   Supplies 8,500 
   Services and Charges 51,650 
   Capital Outlay 145,110 
   Other Financing Uses – 
    Operating Transfers          0 
  Total Operating and Capital Expenditures $291,705 
 
The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Councilmember, 
and upon vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor thereof: 
 
and the following voted against the same: 
 
and the following abstained: 
 
and the following were absent: 
 
Whereupon said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted by the Ramsey City Council 
this the 8th day of February, 2011. 
 
 
              
       Mayor 
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ATTEST: 
  
 
       
City Clerk 
 



Councilmember introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption: 

 
RESOLUTION #11-02-XXX 

 
RESOLUTION AMENDING THE 2010 ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 
OPERATING BUDGET 
 
 WHEREAS, during the year 2010, the Ramsey City Council acted on matters impacting 
revenue and expenditures budget of the Economic Development Authority for items that were 
not included in the original budget for the year ending December 31, 2010; and 
 
 WHEREAS, for financial reporting purposes, amendment to the Economic Development 
Authority budget is to be made in the form of a Budget Amendment Resolution; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the following budget amendments are required to confirm Council’s actions 
taken by motion and/or discussion and to reflect actual activity for the year ending December 31, 
2010: 
 

To amend revenue activities based on budget amendments made by Council action during 
2010 and actual moneys received over (under) budget from $294,705 to $276,506 or a 
total net decrease of $18,199. 
 
Taxes $(18,199) 
Interest Earnings 0 
Miscellaneous Revenues                 0   
Net increase/decrease Budgeted Revenues $(18,199) 
 
To amend expenditure activities based on budget amendments made by Council action 
during 2010 and actual moneys spent over (under) budget from 291,705 to $245,326 or a 
net decrease of $46,379: 
 
Personal Service $(32,668) 
Supplies 1,825 
Other Services and Charges 45,922 
Capital Outlay (61,458) 
Transfers to Other Funds           0 
Net Decrease Budgeted Expenditures $(46,379) 

 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
RAMSEY, ANOKA COUNTY, STATE OF MINNESOTA, as follows: 
 
1) That the City Council hereby directs the Finance Director to enter these budget 

amendments into the City’s financial records. 
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The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Councilmember, 
and upon vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor thereof: 
 
and the following voted against the same: 
 
and the following abstained: 
 
and the following were absent: 
 
 Whereupon said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted by the Ramsey City 
Council this the 8th day of February, 2011. 
 
 
              
       Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
       
City Clerk 
 



CC Regular Session Item #:  5. 8.           

Date: 02/08/2011  

By: Diana Lund

Finance

Information

Title:

Adopt Resolution #11-02-XXX Amending the  2010 General Fund Budget

Background:

Attached for your review and consideration is the 2010 Amended General Fund Budget.

 

The City is required to amend their adopted budgets annually to reflect more accurately the actual expenditures and

revenues of the City for that proposed year.  Please note that these are not final numbers.  Numbers will not be

finalized until after the city's annual audit in April.

 

Based on year-end estimates, the city will meet its fund balance requirements for 2011 which is to have a fund

balance of an amount equal to 50% of the 2011 budget.

 

When looking at the 2010 amended budget numbers you will note that amended expenditures greatly exceeded the

2010 adopted budget amount.  This is due to the $1,000,000 internal loan for the debt on the municipal center and

$603,000 that was transferred to the Public Improvement Revolving Fund (PIR) when council amended the fund

balance policy in April 2010, from 60% to 50%.  Both the internal loan and excess 10% fund balance had been

encumbered in the 2009 General Fund Balance for 2010.

Recommendation:

Aprprove attached Resolution #11-02-XXX Amending the 2010 General Fund Budget.

Council Action:

Motion to recommend Council adopt Resolution #11-02-XXX Amending the 2010 General Fund Budget.

Attachments

2010 Budget Amendments

Resolution Amend 2010 General Fund Budget

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Diana Lund Diana Lund 02/01/2011 08:35 AM

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 02/03/2011 12:36 PM
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Councilmember introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption: 
 

RESOLUTION #11-02-XXX 
 

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING 2010 FINAL BUDGET AMENDMENT FOR THE 
PURPOSE OF AMENDING THE CITY’S GENERAL FUND BUDGET 
  

WHEREAS, during the year 2010, the Ramsey City Council acted on matters impacting 
revenue and expenditures budgets of the City’s General fund for items that were not included in 
the original budget for December 31, 2010; and 
 
 WHEREAS, for financial reporting purposes, amendments to the City’s General Fund 
Budget are to be made in the form of a Budget Amendment Resolution; and 
 

WHEREAS, the following budget amendments are in addition to those previously 
adopted and are required to reflect actual activity for the year ended December 31, 2010; 
 

 
GENERAL FUND #101 

To amend revenue activities based on budget amendments made by Council action during 2010 
and actual moneys received over (under) budget from $9,698,041 to $9,639,221 for a total net 
decrease of $58,820: 
 
 Taxes $ (190,542) 
 Licenses and Permits  11,822 
 Intergovernmental Revenues  53,088 
 Changes for Services  110,287 
 Fines and Penalties  (19,801) 
 Miscellaneous Revenues  (23,674) 
 Interest Earnings  (0)
 Transfers in From Other Funds  
 Net Decrease in General Fund Budgeted Revenues $ (58,820) 

    ___ (0) 

 
To amend expenditure activities based on actual moneys spent over (under) budget for the 2010 
calendar year.  This amendment incorporates budget amendments made by Council action during 
2010.  This amendment will amend expenditure activities from $9,698,041 to $10,689,488 for a 
net increase of $991,448.   
 General Government $ (112,432) 
 Public Safety  (250,774) 
 Public Works  (92,014) 
 Parks and Recreation         (26,331) 
 Transfers to Other Funds (includes $1,603,000 of encumbrances)  
 Net Increase in General Fund Budgeted Expenditures $ 991,448 

1,472,999 
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NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
RAMSEY, ANOKA COUNTY, STATE OF MINNESOTA, as follows: 
 
The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Councilmember, 
and upon vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor thereof: 
 
and the following voted against the same: 
 
and the following abstained: 
 
and the following were absent: 
 
Whereupon said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted by the Ramsey City Council 
this the 8th day of February, 2011. 
 
 
              
       Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
       
City Clerk 
 



CC Regular Session Item #:  5. 9.           

Date: 02/08/2011  

By: Jo Thieling

Administrative Services

Information

Title:

Adopt Resolution #11-02-XXX which is a Joint Resolution of the Cities of Andover, Anoka and

Ramsey, Requesting Anoka County to Consider a Study of Roadway Design Options to Optimize business

Opportunities while Maintaining Reasonable Traffic Safety Standards

Background:

Staff drafted a resolution requesting that Anoka County conduct a study of road design options that optimize

business opportunities, while maintaining a reasonable traffic safety standard for the traveling public.  The request

includes the cities of Ramsey, Andover and Anoka. Staff sent copies of the proposed resolution to the Managers of

Anoka and Andover and noted that Ramsey's Council would be considering adoption of this resolution this evening

(2/8).  This item was identified by the Council as a high priority strategic action item for 2011.

Notification:

A draft of the proposed resolution was sent to Andover and Anoka for there consideration.

Funding Source:

N/A

Council Action:

Motion to adopt Resolution #11-02-XXX which is a Joint Resolution of the Cities of Andover, Anoka and Ramsey,

Requesting Anoka County to Consider a Study of Roadway Design Options to Optimize business Opportunities

while Maintaining Reasonable Traffic Safety Standards 

 

Attachments

TriCity Request to Anoka County Resolution

Form Review
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Final Approval Date: 02/03/2011 
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Councilmember ______ introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption: 

 

RESOLUTION #11-XX-XXX 

 

JOINT RESOLUTION OF THE CITIES OF ANDOVER, ANOKA AND RAMSEY, 

REQUESTING ANOKA COUNTY TO CONSIDER A STUDY OF ROADWAY DESIGN 

OPTIONS  TO OPTIMIZE BUSINESS OPPORTUNITIES, WHILE MAINTAINING 

REASONABLE TRAFFIC SAFETY STANDARDS 

 

WHEREAS, the cities of Andover, Anoka and Ramsey have an interest in maintaining a 

reasonable safety standard of construction for all roads within their respective communities, and 

 

WHEREAS, the cities of Andover, Anoka and Ramsey have cooperated with Anoka 

County in the past to construct miles of public roads and road related improvements that serve 

the needs of the public for a safe and reliable road transportation system, and 

 

WHEREAS, the cities of Andover, Anoka and Ramsey share a mutual interest of 

creating an environment for economic prosperity, maintaining property values, and sustaining 

local business, and  

 

WHEREAS, the cities of Andover, Anoka and Ramsey wish to cooperate with Anoka 

County to explore road design options that optimize business opportunities and maintain 

property values, while maintaining a reasonable safety standard for the traveling public, and 

 

WHEREAS, the cities of Andover, Anoka and Ramsey believe that it is important to 

review current roadway design standards as they relate to the impact on, and access to,  local 

businesses, and 

 

WHEREAS, the cities of Andover, Anoka and Ramsey all have properties near County 

intersections that are impacted by Anoka County’s design and access control decisions, and 

 

WHEREAS, the cities of Andover, Anoka and Ramsey believe that access to 

commercial property should be reviewed to determine what, if any, improvements could be made 

to create an environment for economic prosperity, to improve property values, and to sustain 

local business. 

 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCILS OF THE CITY OF 

ANDOVER, THE CITY OF ANOKA AND THE CITY OF RAMSEY, ANOKA COUNTY, 

STATE OF MINNESOTA, as follows: 
 

1. That the cities of Andover, Anoka and Ramsey hereby request that Anoka County 

conduct a study of  road design options that optimize business opportunities, while 

maintaining a reasonable traffic safety standards for the traveling public, and  

 

2. That the cities of Andover, Anoka and Ramsey request that Anoka County consider a 

county-wide road design policy that takes into account the interests of local communities 
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to create an environment for economic prosperity, to improve property values, and to 

enhance local business, and 

 

3. That the cities of Andover, Anoka and Ramsey hereby request that Anoka County 
conduct a study of selected specific intersections to determine what improvements 
could be made to improve business access, while maintaining a reasonable traffic 
safety standard for the traveling public. 

 

 

City of Andover 

The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Councilmember 

______ and upon vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor thereof: 

 

Mayor Gamache 

Councilmember  

Councilmember  

Councilmember 

Councilmember  

 

and the following voted against: 

 

none 

 

and the following abstained: 

 

none 

 

and the following were absent: 

 

Whereupon said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted by the Andover City Council 

this the __ day of February 2011. 

 

              

       Andover Mayor 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

       

Andover City Clerk 
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City of Anoka 

The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Councilmember 

______ and upon vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor thereof: 

 

Mayor Rice 

Councilmember  

Councilmember  

Councilmember 

Councilmember  

 

and the following voted against: 

 

none 

 

and the following abstained: 

 

none 

 

and the following were absent: 

 

Whereupon said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted by the Anoka City Council this 

the __ day of February 2011. 

 

              

       Anoka Mayor 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

       

Anoka City Clerk 
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City of Ramsey 

The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Councilmember 

______ and upon vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor thereof: 

 

Mayor Ramsey 

Councilmember Backous 

Councilmember Wise 

Councilmember Elvig 

Councilmember McGlone 

Councilmember Tossey 

Councilmember Jeffrey 

 

and the following voted against: 

 

none 

 

and the following abstained: 

 

none 

 

and the following were absent: 

 

 

Whereupon said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted by the Ramsey City Council 

this the __ day of February 2011. 

 

              

       Ramsey Mayor 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

       

Ramsey City Clerk 



CC Regular Session Item #:  5. 10.           

Date: 02/08/2011  

By: Diana Lund

Finance

Information

Title:

Report From Finance Committee of 1-25-11

Background:

One Case was presented to the Finance Committee:  Appointment of a Chair and Vice Chair for the Finance

Committee.

 

 

Motioned that the City Council select Councilmember Elvig as Chair and Councilmember Backous as Vice Chair

of the Finance Committee in 2011.

Council Action:

Motion to confirm the recommendation of the Finance Committee to select Councilmember Elvig as Chair and

Councilmember Backous as Vice Chair of the Finance Committee.

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 02/03/2011 12:36 PM

Form Started By: Diana Lund Started On: 01/31/2011 07:43 AM

Final Approval Date: 02/03/2011 



CC Regular Session Item #:  5. 11.           

Date: 02/08/2011  

By: MaryJo Warner

Engineering/Public Works

Information

Title:

Report from Public Works

Background:

Case #5.1 ELECTION OF OFFICERS 

 

 

Motion to elect Council member McGlone as Chairperson of the Public Works Committee for 2011.

 

Motion to elect Council member Elvig as Vice-Chairperson for the Public Works Committee for 2011.

 

Case #5.1A Review Annual Snow Activities

 

Background:

 

Street Supervisor Riemer reviewed this year’s snow activities and procedures.

 

Discussion developed as to whether staff should be doing sidewalks versus the residents doing their own sidewalks

and if a policy should be developed.

 

As part of the discussion Director of Public Works/Principal City Engineer Olson wanted to differentiate between

trails and sidewalks.

 

Committee direction is for staff to draft a sidewalk maintenance policy and bring it back for discussion in April.

 

Action:

 

Ratify the recommendation of the Public Works Committee.

 

Case #5.2 Proposal to Retrofits Lighting at Public Works Campus

 

Background:

 

Street Supervisor Riemer reviewed in the staff report that quotes were received for energy efficient lighting at the

public works facility.

 

Discussion developed for receiving quotes on LED lighting.

 

The Committee recommended to staff to get quotes on LED lighting and bring back to Public Works.

 

Action:

 

Ratify the recommendation of the Public Works Committee.

 

Case #5.6 moved to Case #5.3 Consider Request to Purchase a Drainage and Utility Easement at 7319 162nd Lane

NW



 

Background:

 

City Engineer Himmer stated Mr. Belschner is present to request the purchase of a drainage and utility easement on

his property located at 7319 162nd Lane NW.  As part of the NW sewer and water extension project to serve

development proposals at the north end of the City, ditch cleaning was necessary.  In addition to acquiring

easements for the utility lines it was Council direction to also secure drainage and utility easements over the

existing ditch so that we could adequately maintain it in the future.  Even though state ditch laws would allow the

City the right to maintain the ditch, it was Council's feeling that those individuals that have a ditch on their property

should be compensated for the inconvenience of potential access and other impacts associated with maintenance. 

Mr. Belschner, along with many other residents along the ditch, were sent letters in 2006 requesting consideration to

sell the City drainage and utility easements.  Approximately 90% of the impacted property owners consented to the

easements, but for those that did not respond state ditch laws were used for the ditch cleaning project.

 

Mr. Belschner is now requesting that the City follow through with the purchase, as there was no sunset date on the

correspondence.  There was discussion from the Committee that this project dates back six years and would like to

seek the City Attorney’s opinion.

 

Motion to recommend to City Council to deny acquisition of the easement, subject to the City Attorney’s opinion. 

It was further discussed that this item should be presented on the regular agenda of the February 8, 2011 City

Council meeting, and Mr. Belschner should be contacted.

 

Action:

 

Ratify the recommendation of the Public Works Committee.

 

5.10 moved to Case 5.4 Consider Plan for Potential Soil Import to the COR

 

City Engineer Himmer reviewed that staff has received a letter from Mr. Peterson of Oakwood Land Development

requesting the City's interest in purchasing 50,000 to 80,000 cubic yards if soil.

 

The Committee discussed making a recommendation to the HRA to hire a consultant to develop a mass grading

plan; including a plan for distribution of soils so land in the COR could be marketed in sequence where soils would

be dropped first. The HRA should also develop a policy or strategy on how to test import soils, what do we do

when such potential import sources are discovered, and a process to incorporate into the development and

marketing of the COR.  At this time it is too premature to act on this specific request from Oakwood, but we should

keep it in the back of our mind and advance the grading analysis as quickly as possible in an effort to possibly take

advantage of this potential source in the near future.

 

Motion to recommend to City Council that the HRA consider a proposal from Landform to undertake the mass

grading analysis.  This item was considered and approved by the HRA on January 25, 2011.

 

Action:

 

Ratify the recommendation of the Public Works Committee.

 

5.3 moved to case 5.6 Consider Change Order of IP08-34 151st Avenue, 152nd Avenue and Fluorine Street

Improvements

 

Background

 

This was brought to City Council on January 25, 2011 as a consent item.

 

5.4. Consider Priority Street Lighting along County Road 116 (Bunker Lake Boulevard)

 



City Engineer Himmer reviewed the staff report and staff is recommending moving forward with proposals for

lights at Town Center Drive and Bunker Lave Boulevard and Zeolite Street and Bunker Lake Boulevard at a cost of

$7,600.

 

Motion to recommend City Council approve installation of priority street light at Bunker Lake Boulevard north of

the COR and Bunker Lake Boulevard and Zeolite Street.

 

Consensus is to wait until the ground thaws for installation.  Staff has requested revised proposals from Connexus

based upon this direction and is anticipating a spring installation, is ratified by the Council.

 

Action:

 

Ratify the recommendation of the Public Works Committee.

 

5.5 Review of Potential Pond Cleaning Project near 155th Lane NW and Armstrong Boulevard

 

City Engineer Himmer reviewed in the staff report that a resident at 8070 155th Lane contacted City staff to express

concern related to the water levels dropping over the years in the stormwater pond located in their backyard.

 

The consensus of the Committee was to have staff instruct the resident on the City's petition process for public

improvements, and have them perform the leg work to see if there is consensus in the neighborhood on the need for

such a project.

 

Action:

 

No action taken, for discussion only.

 

5.7 Consider Minnesota Department of Health (MDH) Grant for Wellhead Protection Implementation

 

Background:

 

This was brought to City Council on January 25, 2011 as a separate case.

 

Action:

 

5.8. Consider Offer to Purchase a Drainage & Utility Easement for the Chameleon Street NW Paving Project

 

Background:

 

City Engineer Himmer reviewed the staff report and requested consideration to acquire an easement that would

assist in making the necessary drainage improvements associated with City project 10-25; the bituminous paving of

Chameleon Street NW.  Drainage improvements were outlined in the feasibility study for the project and the

impacted resident made an offer to the City in an amount consistent with other similar acquisitions, therefore it was

staff's recommendation to accept the offer.

 

Motion to recommend to City Council the acquisition of the drainage and utility easement across the property

located at 17331 Chameleon Street in the amount of $1500 and staff conduct the necessary field surveys to prepare

the easement legal descriptions.

 

Action:

 

Ratify the recommendation of the Public Works Committee.

 

5.9 Consider Request for the Installation of a 4-Way Stop at the Intersection of Armstrong Boulevard and Alpine

Drive



 

Background:

 

City Engineer Himmer reviewed in the staff report a survey was posted on a local resident’s blog site as to whether

a 4-way stop should be installed at the intersection of Armstrong Boulevard and Alpine Drive and staff is asking if

we want to ask Anoka County to do this.  Accident history data was reviewed and it was discussed whether the

intersection would meet any thresholds for modifications.

 

Based upon discussions, and taking into account the planned Armstrong/Bunker improvement project, the

Committee motioned to recommend to the City Council that staff work with Anoka County to consider options to

enhance the safety of Armstrong Boulevard and Alpine Drive intersection during the trail construction component

to the project.

 

Action:

 

Ratify the recommendation of the Public Works Committee.

 

5.11 Consider Award of a Contract for Engineering Services to Perform the City's Required Annual Bridge

Inspections and Reporting.

 

Background:

 

This was brought to City Council on January 25, 2011 as a separate case.

 

COMMITTEE INPUT

 

None

 

 

Recommendation:

Approve Report from Public Works

Funding Source:

not applicable

Council Action:

Approve Report from Public Works.

Attachments

Attachment to Report from Public Works

Form Review
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Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 02/03/2011 12:54 PM
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City of Ramsey

Agenda

Public Works Committee

Tuesday January 18, 2011

5:30 pm

Lake Itasca Room, 7550 Sunwood Drive NW
 

             

 
1. Call to Order
 

2. Citizen Input
 

3. Approve Agenda
 

4. Approve Minutes
 

1. Approve Regular Meeting Minutes of November 16, 2010  
 

5. Committee Business
 

1. Nominate Chair and Vice-Chair for the Public Works Committee  
 

2. Proposal to Retrofits Lighting at Public Works Campus  
 

3. Consider Change Order for IP 08-34 151st Avenue, 152nd Avenue and Fluorine Street

Improvements

 

 

4. Consider Priority Streetlighting along County Road 116 (Bunker Lake Boulevard)  
 

5. Review of Potential Pond Cleaning Project Near 155th Lane NW and Armstrong Boulevard  
 

6. Consider Request to Purchase a Drainage and Utility Easement at 7319 162nd Lane NW  
 

7. Consider Minnesota Department of Health (MDH) Grant for Wellhead Protection Implementation  
 

8. Consider Offer to Purchase a Drainage & Utility Easement for the Chameleon Street NW Paving

Project

 

 

9. Consider Request for the Installation of a 4-Way Stop at the Intersection of Armstrong Boulevard

and Alpine Drive. 

 

 

 

10. Consider Plan for Potential Soil Import to the COR  
 

11. Consider Award of a Contract for Engineering Services to Perform the City's Required Annual

Bridge Inspections and Rreporting.

 

 

6. Committee/Staff Input

Review Annual Snow Activities



 

7. Adjournment
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Information

Title:

Approve Regular Meeting Minutes of November 16, 2010

Background:

Approve Meeting Minutes of November 16, 2010

Notification:

Observations:

Funding Source:

Staff Recommendation:

Committee Action:

Approve Regular Meeting Minutes of November 16, 2010

Attachments

PW Minutes 11.16.10
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PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE 

CITY OF RAMSEY 

ANOKA COUNTY 

STATE OF MINNESOTA 

 

The Public Works Committee conducted a regular meeting on Tuesday, November 16, 2010 at 

the Ramsey Municipal Center, 7550 Sunwood Drive NW, Ramsey, Minnesota. 

 

Members Present:  Chairperson David Elvig 

    Councilmember John Dehen (arrived at 5:40 p.m.) 

    Councilmember Colin McGlone 

    Mayor Bob Ramsey 

 

Also Present:   City Administrator Kurt Ulrich 

Deputy City Administrator Heidi Nelson 

Public Works Director Brian Olson  

    City Engineer Tim Himmer 

    Parks Supervisor Mark Riverblood 

Public Works Supervisor Grant Reimer 

    Fire Chief Dean Kapler 

    Councilmember Elect Jason Tossey 

    Councilmember Jeff Wise 

    Councilmember David Jeffrey 

    Councilmember Elect Randy Backous 

    Development Manager Darren Lazan 

    Associate Planner Tim Gladhill 

    Planning Manager Amber Miller 

    Building Official Mick Kaehler 

 

CALL TO ORDER 

 

Chairperson Elvig called the regular meeting of the Public Works Committee to order at 5:32 

p.m. 

 

CITIZEN INPUT 

 

There was none. 

 

APPROVE AGENDA 

 

Motion by Councilmember McGlone, seconded by Mayor Ramsey, to approve the agenda, as 

presented.   

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes:  Chairperson Elvig and Councilmember McGlone and Mayor 

Ramsey.  Voting No: None.  Absent:  Councilmember Dehen. 
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APPROVE MINUTES 

 

Motion by Councilmember McGlone, seconded by Chairperson Elvig, to approve the minutes 

from the October 19, 2010 Public Works Meeting. 

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes:  Chairperson Elvig and Councilmembers McGlone and Mayor 

Ramsey.  Voting No: None.  Absent:  Councilmember Dehen. 

 

COMMITTEE BUSINESS 

 

Case #1: Consider Initiating Landscape Improvements for North Park within the 

COR 

 

Parks Supervisor Riverblood reviewed the staff report. 

 

Councilmember McGlone stated he did not support this as the City just spent three million across 

the road and this was in the same development.  He stated this was not in the budget and he did 

not want to rely on the public to maintain it.  He stated with respect to the community garden, he 

did not see the benefit of it.  He stated he wanted to see the numbers as to how many wanted this.   

 

Mayor Ramsey agreed. 

 

Parks Supervisor Riverblood stated staff would like to at a minimum get top soil in the area and 

put in some grass.  He noted there was also the look with the brown area and the residents were 

concerned that would hamper development as well.  He did not believe this request would tax the 

budget significantly. 

 

Councilmember Dehen arrived at 5:40 p.m. 

 

Public Works Director Olson believed this was a reasonable request and appreciated the citizens 

participation. 

 

Chairperson Elvig stated he wanted to do something in the area.  He questioned if there would be 

enough activity for the park to be used.  He stated he did not agree with the residents mowing the 

lawn.  He indicated he liked the community garden proposal.   

 

Councilmember Elect Tossey stated the residents in the area were very motivated and where in it 

for the long haul.  He indicated he was concerned about the maintenance of the lawn.  However, 

the residents had offered to raise their homeowners association dues to cover the cost of hiring a 

service to mow the lawn.  He stated he would like to see something done with that area though. 

 

Councilmember Dehen stated he was adverse to putting more parks online, but he understood the 

expectations to create something.  He noted he was in favor of putting in the boulevard trees and 

getting some type of coverage.   
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Councilmember McGlone stated he was not in favor of even putting in topsoil at this time.  He 

indicated he was not saying a park would not be put in the future, but there was not funding for a 

park at this time.  He stated he was opposed to using City spec topsoil also.  He recommended 

selling the land.   

 

Chairperson Elvig agreed the topsoil should be what a developer would be required to put in. 

 

It was the Committee’s consensus for to move forward and get coverage on the land with staff 

looking at cost-neutral options.   

 

Motion by Councilmember Elvig, seconded by Councilmember Dehen, to recommend that the 

Public Works do grading and topsoil to spec and get vegetation coverage on the land. 

 

Councilmember McGlone requested an amendment to the motion for nothing to happen until the 

Committee receives further information.   

 

Parks Supervisor Riverblood agreed the best approach would be to do nothing. 

 

Chairperson Elvig retracted his motion.  Councilmember Dehen retracted his second. 

 

Motion by Councilmember McGlone, seconded by Councilmember Dehen to table. 

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes:  Chairperson Elvig and Councilmembers McGlone and Dehen.  

Voting No: None.  

 

Case #2: Preview 2010 – 2011 Winter Ice Skating Maintenance 

 

Parks Supervisor reviewed the staff report.   

 

No action required. 

 

Case #3: Discuss the Options for Parking Signs on Private Streets in Townhome 

Developments 

 

City Engineer Himmer reviewed the staff report. 

 

Fire Chief Kapler believed this was a fair compromise.   

 

Councilmember Dehen stated he did not like to set precedence, but this was not an unreasonable 

request.   

 

Fire Chief Kapler stated it was reasonable to have the townhome association sign a document 

stating if the signs needed replacement, the townhome association would be responsible for the 

replacement.   

 

Councilmember Dehen asked what was the remedy if the signs were not replaced.   



Public Works Committee / November 16, 2010 

Page 4 of 5 

 

Councilmember McGlone noted this was a safety issue and it was necessary for the signs to be 

put in.  He recommended some sort of a penalty be put in the agreement if the signs were not 

replaced. 

 

Motion by Councilmember McGlone, seconded by Chairperson Elvig, to recommend that the 

City Council authorize the parking signs on private streets in townhome developments after 

discussion with the City Attorney. 

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes:  Chairperson Elvig and Councilmembers McGlone and Dehen.  

Voting No: None. 

 

Case #4: Consider Right-of-Way Permit for the Installation of a Driveway Along 

Variolite Street at 7619 157
th

 Avenue NW 

 

City Engineer Himmer reviewed the staff report. 

 

Councilmember McGlone noted the Committee had to look if the structure proposed would 

require a variance.   

 

Associate Planner Gladhill stated he had spoken with the applicants and he believed the structure 

would be under the square footage allowed for that lot size.   

 

Councilmember Dehen stated he was concerned about the future and what would happen to the 

access with a busy road.  He recommended this be approved under an interim status with 

periodic renewals.   

 

Chairperson Elvig stated he agreed this was a reasonable request, but there would probably be an 

issue with access in the future.   

 

The applicants noted this building was for hobby shop purposes only and they would not be 

running a home business out of it.   

 

Chairperson Elvig expressed concern about setting precedence as there were other properties 

along this road in the same situation.   

 

Councilmember McGlone stated the access could come off the existing driveway also. 

 

City Engineer Himmer recommended the access component be brought into the overall picture 

and look at adding the driveway to the west side.   

 

Motion by Chairperson Elvig, seconded by Councilmember McGlone, to recommend staff 

investigate putting the driveway on the west side and if that proposal became a hardship that this 

be brought back with Findings for reconsideration. 

 



Public Works Committee / November 16, 2010 

Page 5 of 5 

The applicant noted if the driveway went to the west, the new shed would have to come out, the 

fire pit, the garden, and all of the trees.  Chairperson Elvig acknowledged their concerns, but it 

was necessary to go through the process for the Committee to understand these hardships.   

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes:  Chairperson Elvig and Councilmembers McGlone and Dehen.  

Voting No: None. 

 

COMMITTEE INPUT 

 

None. 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

 

Motion by Councilmember Dehen, seconded by Councilmember McGlone to adjourn the Public 

Works Meeting.  

 

Motion carried.   

 

The regular meeting of the Public Works Committee adjourned at 6:56 p.m. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

Brian Olson 

Public Works Director  

 

 

Drafted by Kathy Altman 

TimeSaver Off Site Secretarial, Inc. 
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Kurt Ulrich Amy Dietl 01/13/2011 01:42 PM

Form Started By: MaryJo Warner Started On: 01/13/2011 11:16 AM

Final Approval Date: 01/13/2011 



Public Works Committee Item #:  5. 2.           

Date: 01/18/2011  

Information

Title:

Proposal to Retrofits Lighting at Public Works Campus

Background:

In the interest of becoming more “green” and lowering energy costs, staff looked for areas that could yield potential

energy savings. After some discussion it was decided that our shop lighting system would be a logical place to start.

Currently the shops are lit with metal halide bulbs and T-12 florescent lights. Our energy supplier, Connexus

Energy, was contacted for suggestions and information on what rebates would be available to help subsidize the

project. After meeting with Connexus representatives, the suggested plan of action was to replace all the metal

halide and T-12 florescent bulbs currently in use. The new system would be a combination of new generation

fluorescent bulbs and LED lighting. Some of the fixtures would be equipped with motion sensors as well. An RFP

was sent out in November and quotes were received in late December from three contactors; Sterling Electric, S&S

Electric and AID Electric. S&S Electric withdrew their bid at a later date. 

 

AID Electric came in with the most competitive bid with a total cost for all three buildings at $16,314.00. Minus the

rebates from Connexus which, total $4,871.00, net cost of the project would be $11,443.00.

The lighting improvement would be dramatic over the current system and more energy efficient. Pay back rates on

the lighting improvement run from 2.6 years to 8.7 years, depending on the building.

 

Notification:

Observations:

Funding Source:

Public Facilities Fund (The projected balance at the end of 2011 is about $128,000.) 

 

Staff Recommendation:

Staff recommends that the Public Works Committee recommend to City Council approval of the project and

approve contracting with AID Electric for the installation. 

 

Committee Action:

Motion to recommend to the City Council approval of the project and approve contracting with AID Electric for the

installation. 

 

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Brian Olson Brian Olson 01/12/2011 04:44 PM

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 01/13/2011 11:27 AM

Form Started By: MaryJo Warner Started On: 01/12/2011 03:37 PM

Final Approval Date: 01/13/2011 



Public Works Committee Item #:  5. 3.           

Date: 01/18/2011  

By: Len Linton

Engineering/Public Works

Information

Title:

Consider Change Order for IP 08-34 151st Avenue, 152nd Avenue and Fluorine Street Improvements

Background:

The City recieved a petition from the residents on 151st Avenue, 152nd Avenue and Fluorine Street requesting that

the gravel streets be paved. The petition was accepted by the City Council and Plans were ordered. The project was

designed with final grades matching existing grades to the maximum extent possible. The earthwork quantity on the

bid form compared the existing grades to the final grades. The quantity of soil removed from the site exceeded the

bid quantity and the contractor submitted a request for a change order. Staff reviewed the request and found that the

thickness of the pavement section was not included in the original earthwork quantity. Additional earthwork was

required when grades were adjusted in the field to make the transition from the existing paved driveways to the new

street smoother.

 

The project is now substantially complete, with only restoration and punchlist work to be completed in the spring.

Recommendation:

Staff recommends approving Change Order No. 1 for IP 08-34 151st Avenue, 152nd Avenue and Fluorine Street in

the amount of $39,063.75.

Funding Source:

The total for the increased work is $39,063.75.  This will be split with 45% being assessed to the property owners

and 55% coming from the Public Improvement Revolviong (PIR) Fund.  This split was determined based upon the

preliminary assessments referenced in the feasibility study for the project; assessments cannot exceed a 10%

increase from the preliminary costs referenced in that document.

Council Action:

Motion to approve Change Order No. 1 for IP 08-34 151st Avenue, 152nd Avenue and Fluorine Street in the

amount of $39,063.75.

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Tim Himmer Tim Himmer 01/11/2011 04:31 PM

Brian Olson Brian Olson 01/12/2011 04:34 PM

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 01/13/2011 10:59 AM

Form Started By: Len Linton Started On: 01/11/2011 01:24 PM
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Public Works Committee Item #:  5. 4.           

Date: 01/18/2011  

By: Tim Himmer

Engineering/Public Works

Information

Title:

Consider Priority Streetlighting along County Road 116 (Bunker Lake Boulevard)

Background:

Staff received a call from a resident concerned with the lack of lighting along Bunker Lake Boulevard, between

Ramsey Boulevard and Armstrong Boulevard.  After receiving the call staff performed a review of all lighting

along Bunker Lake Boulevard through the City, and the following intersections were identified as needing

streetlights under the City's priority streetlighting program: 

 

• Germanium Street

• Iodine Street

• Krypton Street

• Azurite Street (east of Basalt St.)

• Basalt Street

• Town Center Drive

• Zeolite Street

 

Connexus was contacted to prepare proposals to complete the various installations.  Attached is a copy of the

proposal received, which excludes the lights that are located along the segment of Bunker Lake Boulevard that is

scheduled for reconstruction next year (Basalt to Germanium) because they would be served by Anoka Municipal

Utilities.

Recommendation:

Because of the limited lighting along Bunker Lake Boulevard just north of the COR it is recommended to at least

perform the installation of streetlights at Town Center Drive and Zeolite Street, although they should be sited such

that there would be minimal disruption when this segment of roadway in reconstructed (tentatively planned for

2012).  If the other locations could be implemented in a similar manner, with minimal impacts to imminent

construction projects, than they shold be considered as well.

 

Staff recommends, at a minimum, the installation of priority streetlights at the intersections of Bunker Lake

Boulevard and Zeolite Street, and Bunker Lake Boulevard and Town Center Drive based upon the costs outlined in

the attached proposal.

Funding Source:

Financing for this project is proposed to come from the Priority Streetlighting Fund

Council Action:

Based upon discussion.

Attachments

Connexus proposal

Form Review



Inbox Reviewed By Date

Brian Olson Brian Olson 01/12/2011 04:41 PM

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 01/13/2011 11:01 AM

Form Started By: Tim Himmer Started On: 01/11/2011 05:36 PM

Final Approval Date: 01/13/2011 







Public Works Committee Item #:  5. 5.           

Date: 01/18/2011  

By: Tim Himmer

Engineering/Public Works

Information

Title:

Review of Potential Pond Cleaning Project Near 155th Lane NW and Armstrong Boulevard

Background:

The resident at 8070 155th Lane NW contacted City staff last fall to express concern related to a stormwater pond

located in their backyard.  They stated that the surface water level of that pond has been dropping over the years and

has never rebounded to an acceptable level with a permanent pool.  Staff reviewed historic aerial photographs in an

effort to determine when the decline began and what might have caused it.  It is possible that there may be a

connection between the surface water in the area to the aquifers that supply the City’s municipal system. 

 

Staff is requesting the Committee’s feedback on whether we should initiate a project to remove excessive

vegetation and root mass from this pond in effort to restore some of the original hydrology, and a permanent pool

of water.  This water body is shown in the National Wetland Inventory (NWI) as a protected surface water, which

may require potential mitigation with any planned modifications.  Historically such vegetative removal has been

allowed as long as drainage patterns are not impacted and the defined quantity of material proposed to be removed

does not exceed certain thresholds, which are determined based upon wetland type and quality.

 

If directed by the PW Committee and City Council, staff is proposing to hold an open house with the immediate

residents that surround this water body to explain the concern that has been expressed and solicit their input on the

matter.  Staff will also have to contact the Lower Rum River Watershed Management Organization (LRRWMO) to

discuss the project and see if any remedial work can be accomplished, and under what conditions.  Following those

meetings we will return to update the PW Committee and seek direction on how to proceed.

Recommendation:

Staff recommends that it be directed to hold an open house with the adjacent property owners, investigate potential

permitting requirements with the LRRWMO, and report back to the Council for further direction.

Funding Source:

Staff time will be utilized to execute the above referenced investigation and open house.  Depending on the

outcome of such investigations, and Council direction, any proposed remedial actions would be funded by the

Storm Water Utility.

Council Action:

Recommend to the City Council to direct staff to hold an open house with the adjacent property owners, investigate

potential permitting requirements with the LRRWMO, and report back for further direction.

Attachments

Location Map

Historic water level aerial

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Brian Olson Brian Olson 01/12/2011 04:35 PM



Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 01/13/2011 10:59 AM

Form Started By: Tim Himmer Started On: 01/11/2011 04:32 PM

Final Approval Date: 01/13/2011 
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Public Works Committee Item #:  5. 6.           

Date: 01/18/2011  

By: Tim Himmer

Engineering/Public Works

Information

Title:

Consider Request to Purchase a Drainage and Utility Easement at 7319 162nd Lane NW

Background:

In 2006 the City undertook improvement project 03-20, the NW sanitary sewer and watermain extension project;

which extended municipal utilities to the BROOKFIELD and SWEETBAY RIDGE developments. Since many

easements were being investigated and secured through this area of the City it was the direction of Council to

include the acquisition of drainage and utility easements to facilitate the restoration of county ditch 3/66 to its

original dimensions. 

 

At the time the easements for the ditch cleaning were being investigated, Council was advised that consistent with

state ditch law an inherent easement existed for the perpetual maintenance of the ditch. The Council, however,

decided that to be fair to the property owners impacted by the ditch on their property the City should make offers to

purchase formal easements. For those property owners who did not accept the easement offer, the ditch law would

be relied upon for legal access to the properties for the restoration project. The project has already implemented and

was completed in 2007.

Funding Source:

When this project was first implemented all funding for the construction and easement acquisition came from the

developer, Oakwood Land Development.  Since the project has now been completed the original funding source is

no longer available, therefore the City's Storm Water Utility Fund would need to be utilized if the Council should

choose to move forward with the acquisition.

Council Action:

Based upon dicussion.

Attachments

Original offer letter

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Brian Olson Brian Olson 01/12/2011 04:39 PM

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 01/13/2011 10:59 AM

Form Started By: Tim Himmer Started On: 01/11/2011 04:47 PM
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Public Works Committee Item #:  5. 7.           

Date: 01/18/2011  

By: Tim Himmer

Engineering/Public Works

Information

Title:

Consider Minnesota Department of Health (MDH) Grant for Wellhead Protection Implementation

Background:

In September of 2010 City staff completed a Source Water Protection Plan Implementation Grant application to

assist in off-setting some of the costs to implement the City’s Wellhead Protection Program. Attached to this case is

a copy of the application and follow-up checklist of the planned activities that the City would be required to

complete.

 

Staff applied for this grant with the idea that if we were successful in securing the funds we would bring it before

the City Council for approval prior to acceptance. The items contained within this grant application are required of

the City under our Wellhead Protection Program, so accepting this grant doesn’t obligate the City to perform

anything that would not already be necessary (attached is a summary of wellhead protection action steps the City is

required to perform).

Recommendation:

Staff recommends approval of the grant funds to be disbursed for the implementation of the Source Water

Protection Plan.

Funding Source:

There is no funding required for this agenda item.  Staff time was used to complete the grant application.  It may be

necessary to utilize a consultant during the implementation process for certain items, as MDH has stated that staff

time is non-reimbursable, but the grant proceeds will be used to cover any such costs.

Council Action:

Motion to recommend to the City Council acceptance of the Source Water Protection Implementation grant.

Attachments

Grant application

Wellhead implementation summary

Grant agreement
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Brian Olson Brian Olson 01/12/2011 04:41 PM

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 01/13/2011 10:59 AM
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Public Works Committee Item #:  5. 8.           

Date: 01/18/2011  

By: Tim Himmer

Engineering/Public Works

Information

Title:

Consider Offer to Purchase a Drainage & Utility Easement for the Chameleon Street NW Paving Project

Background:

Plans are currently being prepared for City Improvement Project 09-25, the bituminous paving of Chameleon Street

NW; which includes drainage improvements. The attached Figure 3 from the feasibility study for this project

illustrates the proposed drainage improvements, which include reestablishing the three drainage ditches that convey

runoff from the roadway to the wetland area to the north and east.

 

Acquisition of an additional easement over the property at 17331 Chameleon Street would assist in making the

necessary drainage improvements that correspond to this project, and improve the existing flow routes through the

area. This additional drainage and utility easement would allow the project runoff to flow through an existing

natural swale that runs northeasterly across the property from a swale along the south property line toward Thorn

Lake. Currently drainage flows through this existing swale on the property; we are just attempting to memorialize

the route with dedicated easements and compensation to the property owner. A secondary easement is also

contemplated along the south property line, adjacent to the previously dedicated drainage and utility easement from

the SHAWN ACRES subdivision, to allow for the installation of a storm sewer pipe to preserve existing trees to the

extent feasible.

 

Staff has met with the property owners, Sandra & Gregory Dingman, to discuss the easement acquisitions. They

express a few concerns related to the requested dedication; including protection of the existing pine trees on the

south property line, and access to the rear of their property. To alleviate these concerns staff discussed the ability to

extend storm sewer pipe along the south property line beyond the tree limits, and at a convenient location within the

rear of their property to allow for vehicular access. The property owners were agreeable to these proposed solutions.

 

The property owners discussed the acquisition of these drainage and utility easements, which entails approximately

8,800 square feet of land area in two separate locations, at a cost of $1,500. Based upon a review of Anoka County

tax records staff is agreeable to their request, as the amount is consistent with what the City has purchased similar

easements for in the past. All property and easement acquisitions must be approved by the City Council; therefore

staff is bringing this request to the Public Works Committee for discussion and a recommendation to the entire

Council. Additional field work will be required to lay out the exact easement corridor and the preparation of legal

descriptions for the final easement acquisition documents.

Recommendation:

Staff recommends that the Public Works Committee recommend to City Council the acquisition of the drainage and

utility easements across the property located at 17331 Chameleon Street NW in the amount of $1,500, and that staff

conduct the necessary field surveys to prepare the easement legal descriptions.

Funding Source:

Consistent with the feasibility study for City Improvement project 09-25, the funding for the purchase of these

easements would be from the Storm Water Utility.

Council Action:

Motion to recommend to the City Council the acquisition of the drainage and utility easements across the property



Motion to recommend to the City Council the acquisition of the drainage and utility easements across the property

located at 17331 Chameleon Street NW in the amount of $1,500, and that staff conduct the necessary field surveys

to prepare the easement legal descriptions.

Attachments

Proposed drainage improvements

Proposed easement acquisitions

Form Review
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Public Works Committee Item #:  5. 9.           

Date: 01/18/2011  

Information

Title:

Consider Request for the Installation of a 4-Way Stop at the Intersection of Armstrong Boulevard and Alpine

Drive. 

 

Background:

The attached survey was posted on a local resident's blog site in November of 2010. The issue presented in this

informal survey was whether a 4-way stop should be installed at the intersection of Armstrong Boulevard and

Alpine Drive. Of the 20 respondents, 10 voted that it was a good idea, 4 voted it was a bad idea, and 6 voted it was

a good idea if a bike path was added along Alpine Drive to the west. With the Alpine Drive overlay project that

was initiated in 2010 a trail is planned to be constructed along the north side of Alpine Drive, from Armstrong

Boulevard to the entrance of The Links golf course; which work is scheduled for completion in the spring of 2011. 

 

 

 

The concern expressed is that this is already a dangerous intersection and by adding more pedestrians, via the trail

connection, it would only exacerbate the problem. During the poll candidates for the District 1 County Board seat

were solicited to provide their thoughts on the matter. Former Council member, and new County Commissioner,

Matt Look mentioned another possible 4-way stop location – the intersection of Armstrong Boulevard and 161st

Avenue NW near Central Park.

 

Notification:

Observations:

Staff compiled accident history data at each intersection using the MnDOT crash mapping database and Ramsey

Police Department records; the information is attached for your review and summarized as follows: 

 

 

 

Armstrong/Alpine

There have been 31 reported accidents since June of 2000, of which 17 were for property damage only. There have

been 5 reported accidents at this location in the last year, with 4 being property damage only.

 

 

Armstrong/161st

There have been 11 reported accidents since January of 2000, of which 6 were for property damage only. There

have been no reported accidents at this location for over 2 years.

 

 

Staff is looking for direction on whether to formally request that Anoka County study these intersections for

potential safety improvements. Based upon the above data it is unlikely that the Armstrong/161st intersection would

meet warrants for a 4-way stop condition, so staff could limit their request to the Armstrong/Alpine intersection

alone or seek evaluation of both. The County will need to review crash history data, traffic volumes, geometrics,

and other factors to determine whether such crashes are correctable by the implementation of safety improvements.

At the time this case was being prepared staff was awaiting a response from Anoka County on what their evaluation

would encompass and the approximate timing to complete such an analysis; it is assumed that this information will

be available at the PW meeting.



 

Funding Source:

The request letter will be completed with staff time, and it is not anticipated that there will be any direct costs

associated with the Anoka County analysis. 

 

Staff Recommendation:

Staff recommends that the Committee recommend to the City Council the preparation of a letter to Anoka County

formally requesting the evaluation of the Armstrong Boulevard and Alpine Drive intersection for potential safety

improvements, including but not limited a 4-way stop condition. 

 

Committee Action:

Based upon discussion.

Attachments

Blogspot Survey

Armstrong/Alpine Crash Data

Armstrong/161st Crash Data

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Brian Olson Brian Olson 01/12/2011 04:44 PM

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 01/13/2011 11:27 AM

Form Started By: Tim Himmer Started On: 01/12/2011 01:51 PM

Final Approval Date: 01/13/2011 







































Public Works Committee Item #:  5. 10.           

Date: 01/18/2011  

By: Tim Himmer

Engineering/Public Works

Information

Title:

Consider Plan for Potential Soil Import to the COR

Background:

As development of the COR was taking shape, the mass grading activities initiated by the former developer (RTC

LLC) were not completed when the project went into foreclosure.  As it currently stands the project is

approximately 300,000 cubic yards (CY) of material short to complete the original mass grading plan.  Whenever

City projects are initiated the specifications always require that all excess material will be hauled to the COR for

future use as opposed to allowing the contractor to assume ownership.  To date thousands of CY have been

imported and stockpiled on the site, but we are still a long way away from balancing the project.  If we intend to

sell property in a "pad ready" condition it would require the City to undertake the mass grading operations of a

particular site(s), but if we plan to sell property as is, it would require the developer to evaluate the site and perform

whatever improvements are necessary to implement the project.  My guess is that we may sell land under both

scenarios, depending on the proposal(s) presented.

 

Last year staff reviewed the potential to solve two COR issues (wetland mitigation and a mass grading balance)

simultaneously by investigating the opportunity to develop wetland mitigation on some vacant land adjacent to the

newly constructed water tower #3 near Elmcrest Park.  There currently exists undeveloped land in this location,

which was recently platted as ELMCREST SANCTUARY, that has a large wetland complex on portions of the

site.  The property owner, Oakwood Land Development, inquired whether the City would be interested in acquiring

the land, initiating a wetland creation project to enhance and expand the existing wetlands to create banking credits

that could be used for the existing COR mitigation permit, and exporting excess soils from the site to the COR.  Due

to the unknown nature of the constantly evolving COR development this matter was tabled pending quantification

of final wetland impacts within the COR, evaluation of how much new wetland could be created on this

undeveloped site, and cost considerations for implementing such a potential mitigation option.

 

Oakwood Land Development has decided that there may be a market for wetland credits, and is considering

undertaking wetland creation on the ELMCREST SANCTUARY site.  They are currently evaluating the process to

advance this project to determine whether such wetland creation and banking would be financially feasible.  They

have submitted the attached letter requesting feedback on the City's level of interest to purchase excess material that

will be generated as part of their project.  They are requesting that the City consider purchasing approximately

50,000 to 80,000 CY of suitable soils for import to the COR at an estimated cost of $6 per CY, which costs would

include excavation, trucking, and compaction.  If this request seems reasonable and the City chooses to continue

the dialogue on this matter there would need to be coordination between Oakwood and the City to determine a

desired grading plan that could be implemented through this process.  Grading activities would require an Interim

Use Permit with the City, independent of any other required permitting on behalf of the developer for their wetland

banking creation (LRRWMO/WCA requirements).

 

Other sources of on-site material have been discussed to solve the soil shortage within the COR, including Lake

Ramsey, and it is currently unknown how land will be subdivided and developed within the west side of this

development so it may be premature to consider such a request at this time.  Oakwood is merely trying to guage the

City's interest in such a partnership so they can fully evaluate their budget to determine whether their potential

mitigation project is financially feasible.  Depending on development proposals that come forward in the near

future for the COR, the timing may work out for the creation of "pad ready" sites that would fall in line with

Oakwood's schedule (tentatively summer of this year).



Funding Source:

The cost of import material to complete the mass grading activities of the original development plan were

contemplated in the dashboard for the COR, with financing to come from future land sales.

Council Action:

Based upon discussion

Attachments

Oakwood proposal

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Brian Olson Brian Olson 01/12/2011 04:42 PM

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 01/13/2011 11:27 AM

Form Started By: Tim Himmer Started On: 01/11/2011 08:55 PM

Final Approval Date: 01/13/2011 







Public Works Committee Item #:  5. 11.           

Date: 01/18/2011  

Information

Title:

Consider Award of a Contract for Engineering Services to Perform the City's Required Annual Bridge Inspections

and Rreporting.

Background:

It has recently come to the our attention that the City's Team Leader bridge inspection certification has expired, or is

no longer valid due to the recent loss of our staff liaison. We are currently working through the process to come into

compliance with the required state inspections and certifications of the 4 bridges within our jurisdiction, but it will

take some time to resolve this matter. In the short term we are requesting approval to consult these services for the

2011 calendar year, with the intention of securing the required certifications prior to 2012.

 

Staff has solicited proposals from 3 engineering firms, and contacted Anoka County to gauge their interest in

performing the City's inspections for 2011 since they have the appropriate certified staff members. Of the 3 firms

contacted only 1 had the appropriate certifications to perform the required inspections, but from those points of

contact another firm was recommended as having performed those services for them as a subconsultant. Anoka

County stated that they could not assist the City at this time because it is not a service they perform for other

municipalities within their jurisdiction, and they had concerns with work load and liability issues. Attached are 2

proposals that staff has received related to this matter. References are being verified at the present time and

additional information will be available at the PW Committee meeting for discussion and consideration.

Notification:

Observations:

This item is on the Public  Works agenda for consideration as these inspections need to be completed, and the

appropriate reporting finalized by mid-Feruary. It is anticipated that it will be forwarded for Council consideration

at the next available meeting on January 25th.

Funding Source:

Funding is proposed to come from the engineering department's miscellaneous professional services budget.

Staff Recommendation:

Staff recommends the award of an engineering services contract to perform the City's required bridge inspections

for 2011.

Committee Action:

Motion to recommend to the City Council award of a contract for engineering services to perform the City's

required bridge inspections for 2011.

Attachments

Erickson proposal

Kimley Horn proposal

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Brian Olson Brian Olson 01/13/2011 11:44 AM



Kurt Ulrich Amy Dietl 01/13/2011 01:42 PM

Form Started By: Tim Himmer Started On: 01/12/2011 01:56 PM

Final Approval Date: 01/13/2011 





























CC Regular Session Item #:  6. 1.           

Date: 02/08/2011  

By: Chris Anderson

Community Development

Information

Title:

Introduce Ordinance for Sale of City Owned Property in Auditor's Subdivision Number 27; Case of City of

Ramsey and Cross of Hope Lutheran Church

 

 

Background:

As the City Council may recall, at the January 25, 2011 regular City Council meeting, the Cross of Hope Addition

final plat was approved, contingent upon several items, including the sale of City-owned land to Cross of Hope

Lutheran Church. The parcel, which is approximately 0.45 acres (fifty [50] feet wide by 394 feet long), was

originally deeded to the City in 1983 for a future service road as a requirement of the church's original site plan

approval. A service road is no longer considered necessary along 179th Lane. Additionally, the Plat does dedicate

sufficient drainage and utility easement and right of way to satisfy City Code subdivision design standards and

Anoka County standards for right of way width. 

 

In addition, the City is the owner of a permanent easement on a parcel adjacent to the fifty (50) foot wide parcel

above described. The City needs to retain a portion of its easement in order to accommodate a full sixty foot

right-of-way for adjacent 179th Lane NW. However, the balance of this easement is no longer necessary for

right-of-way purposes and should be released to the underlying property owner, which is Cross of Hope Lutheran

Church. As with a portion of the fifty (50) foot parcel above described, the Cross of Hope Addition Plat will

dedicate the requisite amount of land for 179th Lane NW. Upon recording of the Plat, staff recommends that the

City release the permanent easement by Quit Claim Deed to Cross of Hope Lutheran Church as at that time the

requisite right of way will be dedicated in the Plat. 

 

A sketch showing the respective parcels referenced in the above paragraphs is attached.

 

 

Notification:

City Staff attempted to notify property owners within 700 feet of the subject property of the public hearing for the

sale of City owned land, which is consistent with the notifications that were sent out previously for the Cross of

Hope site plan, plat and conditional use permit.

 

Observations:

 

Recommendation:

It appears that the fifty (50) foot parcel was conveyed to the City as a requirement of site plan approval in the early

1980s. Considering this, City Staff would recommend introducing the ordinance authorizing the sale of real

property (the 50 foot parcel) for $1.00 and other good and valuable consideration. Staff further recommends that

the City’s permanent easement be conveyed to the Church upon filing of the Plat which will dedicate the requisite

right of way for 179th Lane NW.

 



  

Funding Source:

All costs associated with reviewing the application are the responsibility of the Applicant.

Council Action:

Motion to introduce Ordinance #11-___ authorizing the sale of property legally described on attached Exhibit A,

contingent upon recording of Cross of Hope Addition plat AND to authorize the Mayor and City Administrator to

execute a Quit Claim Deed releasing the permanent City easement to Cross of Hope Lutheran Church upon

recording of the Cross of Hope Addition plat, which plat shall dedicate the requisite right of way for 179th Lane

NW, contingent upon concurrence with any impacted utilities, if applicable.

Attachments

Site Location Map

Exhibit A (legal description of parcel to be sold)

Exhibit of Sale

Proposed ordinance

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Tim Gladhill Tim Gladhill 01/31/2011 10:28 AM

Amber Miller Amber Miller 01/31/2011 02:56 PM

Chris Anderson (Originator) Chris Anderson 02/02/2011 09:28 AM

Tim Gladhill Tim Gladhill 02/02/2011 02:36 PM

Amber Miller Amber Miller 02/02/2011 02:47 PM

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 02/03/2011 09:34 AM

Form Started By: Chris Anderson Started On: 01/26/2011 02:14 PM

Final Approval Date: 02/03/2011 
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Exhibit A 

 

Commencing at the Northeast corner of the west 10 acres of the east 20 acres of 

Lot 1, Auditor’s Subdivision Number 27, Anoka County, Minnesota, thence south 

on the east line of said tract a distance of 33.90 feet to the actual point of 

beginning of the parcel to be described; thence south a distance of 50 feet; thence 

west and parallel to the center line of County State Aid Highway No. 7 to the west 

line of said tract; thence north on the west line of said tract a distance of 50 feet to 

a point which is 36.81 feet southerly of the Northwest corner of said tract; thence 

east parallel to the center line of said County State Aid Highway No. 7 to the 

point of commencement. 
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ORDINANCE #11-__ 

CITY OF RAMSEY 

ANOKA COUNTY, STATE OF MINNESOTA 

 

AN ORDINANCE AUTHORIZING THE SALE OF CERTAIN CITY OWNED 

PROPERTY LOCATED IN THE CITY OF RAMSEY. 

 

The City of Ramsey ordains: 

 

SECTION 1.  PURPOSE 

 

 It is the purpose of this Ordinance to authorize the City to sell certain real property, 

which property the City Council has determined is no longer necessary for the City’s purposes.  

This Ordinance is adopted pursuant to and under the authority of Section 12.5 of the City 

Charter. 

 

SECTION 2.  SALE AUTHORIZATION 

 

 The City Council hereby declares the following legally described real property, owned by 

the City, as surplus property and hereby authorizes its sale.  Said property is legally described as 

follows: 

 

Commencing at the Northeast corner of the west 10 acres of the east 20 acres of 

Lot 1, Auditor’s Subdivision Number 27, Anoka County, Minnesota, thence south 

on the east line of said tract a distance of 33.90 feet to the actual point of 

beginning of the parcel to be described; thence south a distance of 50 feet; thence 

west and parallel to the center line of County State Aid Highway No. 7 to the west 

line of said tract; thence north on the west line of said tract a distance of 50 feet to 

a point which is 36.81 feet southerly of the Northwest corner of said tract; thence 

east parallel to the center line of said County State Aid Highway No. 7 to the 

point of commencement. 

 

SECTION 3.  TERMS OF SALE 

 

The City Council has, by a properly enacted motion, determined the consideration and 

terms upon which the above described property may be sold.   

 

SECTION 4.  EFFECTIVE DATE 

 

 This Ordinance becomes effective upon its passage and thirty (30) days after its 

publication according to law, subject to City Charter Provision, Section 5.7. 

 

 

 

 



PASSED by the City Council of the City of Ramsey, Minnesota, the ___ day of 

__________, 2011. 

 

             

       Mayor 

ATTEST: 
       

City Administrator 

 

 

 

 

Introduction Date:     

Posting Dates:     

Adoption Date:     

Publication Date:     

Effective Date:     

 



CC Regular Session Item #:  7. 1.           

Date: 02/08/2011  

By: Chris Anderson

Community Development

Information

Title:

Adopt Ordinance to Amend Section 117-111 (R-1 Residential District) of the Ramsey Zoning Code Relating to

Rear Yard Setbacks in the R-1 MUSA District

 

 

 

Background:

In December of 2010, the Board of Adjustments reviewed a request for a variance to rear yard setbacks within the

R-1 Residential (MUSA) district. The request happened to involve a property adjacent to parkland rather than other

residential lots. As that request was considered, the Board asked Staff to clarify the intent of the rear yard setback.

Staff informed the Board that the main purpose is to keep some separation between living spaces on adjoining

parcels. Considering the main intent of the setback, the Board directed Staff to modify City Code to provide a

reduced rear yard setback for parcels within the R-1 Residential (MUSA) area adjoining open space areas.  

 

Staff prepared a draft ordinance that would provide a reduced rear yard setback of twenty (20) feet within the

MUSA area of the R-1 Residential zoning district for principle structures.  It should be noted that the setback for

detached accessory buildings is and will remain at five (5) feet, exclusive of easements etc.  After reviewing

various scenarios with the Planning Commission, it was determined that the best approach would be to restrict the

reduced rear yard setback such that it was applicable only to lots whose rear property line entirely adjoined parcels

that were zoned Park. While this zoning designation does not yet exist, as part of the Comprehensive Plan Update,

the zoning map will be amended and will include a new zoning designation specifically for Parks. 

 

 

 

Notification:

In accordance with State Statute, a public hearing notice was published in the Anoka County Union. 

 

Observations:

Currently, City Code requires a rear yard setback of thirty (30) feet within the MUSA area of the R-1 Residential

zoning district, regardless of the status of adjoining parcels.  The proposed ordinance, which establishes a reduced

setback of twenty (20) feet for properties whose rear lot line entirely adjoins land zoned as Park, would provide

some flexibility for properties owners without conflicting with the intent of the rear yard setback requirement. 

Through the Comprehensive Plan process, one strategy identified was to incorporate more flexible zoning tools,

especially in light of the recent Minnesota Supreme Court action that has restricted how cities can interpret

reasonable use standards for variances.

 

On January 25, 2011, City Council introduced the proposed ordinance to provide a reduced rear yard setback of

twenty (20) feet for properties within the R-1 (MUSA) District whose entire rear property line adjoins land zoned

as Park. The ordinance is now eligible for adoption. 

 

Recommendation:



Recommendation:

The Planning Commission recommends that City Council adopt the proposed ordinance amendment. 

 

Funding Source:

Amendments to Chapter 117 are processed as part of Staff’s regular duties. 

 

Council Action:

Motion to waive the reading of the ordinance per City Charter and adopt the ordinance amending Chapter 117-111

of the City’s Zoning Code to provide a reduced rear yard setback of twenty (20) feet for lots whose rear property

line entirely adjoins land zoned as Park. 

 

 

Roll Call Vote:

 

Councilmember Randy Backous

Councilmember Colin McGlone

Councilmember Jeff Wise

Councilmember David Elvig

Councilmember David Jeffrey

Councilmember Jason Tossey

Mayor Bob Ramsey

 

or

 

Motion to deny the proposed ordinance.

 

Attachments

Draft Board of Adjustments meeting minutes dated December 2, 2010

Planning Commission meeting minutes dated January 6, 2011

Proposed Ordinance

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Tim Gladhill Tim Gladhill 01/31/2011 10:00 AM

Amber Miller Amber Miller 01/31/2011 02:42 PM

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 02/03/2011 09:33 AM

Form Started By: Chris Anderson Started On: 01/26/2011 01:45 PM

Final Approval Date: 02/03/2011 
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PUBLIC HEARINGS/BOARD BUSINESS 

Case #1: Continued - Request for a Variance to Rear Yard Setback in the R-1 

Residential (MUSA) District at 5971 143
rd

 Circle NW; Case of Dale and 

Sharon Grundberg 

 

Presentation 

 

Planning Manager Miller presented the Staff Report. 

 

Board Business 

 

Ms. Miller stated the applicant is willing to grant an extension.  The extension would be done in 

60 day increments and the ordinance process to amend the setback would take approximately 60 

days. 

 

Chairperson Van Scoy asked Mr. Grundberg when he purchased the home and asked for 

clarification that the porch was already constructed on the home when he purchased it. 

 

Dale Grundberg, 5971 143
rd

 Circle NW, the applicant, stated he purchased the home in 1999 and 

the porch was constructed on the home when he purchased it. He stated an extension is 

acceptable to him. 

 

Board Member Brauer stated it was commendable that City Engineer Himmer offered the sale of 

land at the last meeting; he is concerned that it would set precedence for the City.  He also is 

concerned about setting precedence for all porches in the city where someone decides to enclose 

it and say they are unaware of the rules.  The third concern he has is asking what changing the 

ordinance does for the city. 

 

Associate Planner Gladhill stated the intent of the rear yard setback is to keep living spaces 

separated from the adjacent living spaces.  So the amendment to the ordinance would look at 

publically dedicated open space, dedicated parks and other permanent open areas, which could 

consider mitigating that rear yard setback concern.   

 

Board Member Brauer stated that makes more sense.  Clearly there is nothing in back, there is no 

open park land being used for athletics and other kinds of things which could have an impact on 

the use of the park.  The language should be clear that this is a pond and not an athletic field 

behind his house. 

 

Associate Planner Gladhill clarified that it is more than dedicated park, but something that will 

permanently and physically separate.  

 

Associate Planner Gladhill asked the applicant if he understands that he can force a decision from 

the Board this evening and asked if he is willing to give an extension for the decision and willing 

to sign something to that effect.  
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Mr. Grundberg responded yes. 

Board Member Dunaway requested information of the number of properties that would be 

affected by an ordinance change. 

 

Board Member Levine stated he would like the ordinance to specifically talk about this type of 

situation. 

 

Chairperson Van Scoy stated that existing natural buffers should be utilized as well. 

 

Board members concurred that the changes should be to the R-1 Musa zoning district only. 

 

Motion by Board Member Levine, seconded by Board Member Dunaway to direct staff to modify 

the ordinance. 

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes: Chairperson Van Scoy, Board Members Levine, Dunaway, Brauer, 

and Rogers.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  None. 

 

Motion by Board Member Levine, seconded by Chairperson Van Scoy to table this request. 

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes: Chairperson Van Scoy, Board Members, Levine, Brauer, Dunaway, 

and Rogers.  Voting No:  None.  Absent None. 

 

BOARD INPUT 

 

None 

 

Motion by Chairperson Van Scoy, seconded by Board Member Levine, to adjourn the meeting. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Chairperson Van Scoy, Board Members Levine, Brauer, Dunaway, 

and Rogers.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  None. 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

 

The regular meeting of the Board of Adjustment adjourned at 7:17 p.m. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

_________________________________ 

Amber Miller 

Planning Manager 

 

ATTEST: 

 

__________________________________ 

JoAnn Shaw 
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NOTE CITY COUNCIL MINUTES 

 

The following Council minutes were noted: 

 

1)  City Council regular meeting minutes dated November 9, 2010 

2)  City Council regular meeting minutes dated November 23, 2010 

 

PUBLIC HEARINGS/COMMISSION BUSINESS 

 

Case #1: Public Hearing – Consider Amendment to Section 117-111 (R-1 Residential 

District) of Chapter 117 of the Ramsey Zoning Code; Case of City of Ramsey 

 

Public Hearing 

 

Chairperson Levine called the public hearing to order at 7:02 p.m. 

 

Presentation 

 

Environmental Coordinator Anderson presented the staff report and displayed five scenarios that 

should be considered while considering the ordinance amendment. 

 

Citizen Input 

 

There was none. 

 

Motion by Commissioner Van Scoy, seconded by Commissioner Dunaway, to close the public 

hearing. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Chairperson Levine, Commissioners Van Scoy, Dunaway, Brauer, 

and Rogers.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  None. 

 

The public hearing closed at 7:13 p.m. 

 

Commission Business 

 

Commissioner Van Scoy asked with Park Zoning, which of the five scenarios shown would be 

applicable. 

 

Associate Planner Gladhill stated it is designated as a park, but not dedicated as a park.  

Dedicated park is a term that is used when a plat comes forward and land is given rather than 

money to meet park dedication requirements.   

 

Discussion ensued regarding park zoning and park dedication.  They continued discussing the 

scenarios. 
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Environmental Coordinator Anderson displayed a map of parcels that could be affected by the 

ordinance change. 

 

Associate Planner Gladhill stated looking at the map the majority of areas being affected are 

Emerald Pond Park, the Ponds Subdivision and a few parcels abutting Rivers Bend Park. 

 

Commissioner Brauer asked what purpose is served by doing this. 

 

Environmental Coordinator Anderson stated the purpose would be to add in some flexibility to 

some lots adjacent to permanent open spaces.  The intent of the rear yard setback is to provide 

separation of living spaces and with the State Supreme Court ruling on variances that is where the 

flexibility comes into play. 

 

Associate Planner Gladhill stated the city was looking for more ways in the Comp Plan for flexible 

zoning and special exceptions could be granted through a variance; now the city is trying to find 

ways in the ordinances for the flexibility. 

 

Motion by Commissioner Van Scoy, seconded by Commissioner Brauer, to recommend that City 

Council introduce an ordinance amending Chapter 117-111 of the City’s Zoning Code to include 

a reduced rear yard setback of twenty (20) feet on properties entirely adjoining a parcel(s) zoned 

PARK. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Chairperson Levine, Commissioners Van Scoy, Brauer, Dunaway, 

and Rogers.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  None. 

 

Case #7: Staff Update 

 

The Staff Update was noted. 

 

Case #8: Zoning Bulletin 

 

The Zoning Bulletin was noted. 

 

OTHER COMMISSION BUSINESS 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

 

Motion by Commissioner Van Scoy, seconded by Commissioner Brauer, to adjourn the meeting. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Chairperson Levine, Commissioners Van Scoy, Brauer, Dunaway, 

and Rogers.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  None. 

 

The regular meeting of the Planning Commission adjourned at 7:30 p.m. 

 



ORDINANCE #11-__ 

 

CITY OF RAMSEY 

ANOKA COUNTY STATE OF MINNESOTA 

 

AN AMENDMENT TO CHAPTER 117 WHICH IS KNOWN AS THE ZONING AND 

SUBDIVISION OF LAND CHAPTER OF THE CITY CODE OF RAMSEY, 

MINNESOTA. 

 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION 117-111 (d) “R-1 BULK STANDARDS” OF 

CHAPTER 117 OF THE CITY CODE OF RAMSEY, MINNESOTA. 

 

The City of Ramsey ordains: 

 

SECTION 1.  AMENDMENT 

 

Section 117-111 (d) of Ramsey City Code shall be amended as follows: 

 

(d) R-1 bulk standards. 

 
 MUSA Rural 

Developing 

Central Rural Reserve 

Area 

Rural Preserve 

Lot size 10,800 square feet 2.5 acres 10 acres 10 acres 

Density 3 units per acre/4 

units per acre with 

PUD (net) 

1 unit per 2.5 acres 

(gross) 

4 units per 40 acres 

(gross) 

4 units per 40 acres 

(gross) 

Lot width 80 feet/corner lot 90 

feet 

200 feet 200 feet  200 feet 

Front yard setback 30 feet 40 feet 40 feet 40 feet 

Side yard setback 

uninhabitable 

6 feet 10 feet 10 feet  10 feet 

Side yard setback 

habitable 

10 feet 10 feet 10 feet 10 feet 

Side yard setback for 

corner lots 

30 feet 40 feet 40 feet 40 feet 

Rear yard setback 30 feet 40 feet 40 feet 40 feet 

Rear yard setback 

when adjoining a 

parcel zoned Park³ 

20 feet NA NA NA 

Major/minor arterial 

setback measured 

from the centerline of 

the road right-of-way 

60 feet from right-of-

way centerline plus 

the local applicable 

setback 

60 feet from right-of-

way centerline plus 

the local applicable 

setback 

60 feet from right-of-

way centerline plus 

the local applicable 

setback 

60 feet from right-of-

way centerline plus 

the local applicable 

setback 

Service road setback 35 feet 35 feet 35 feet 35 feet 

Maximum building 

height (measured from 

mean ground level to 

mean ground gable) 

35 feet 35 feet 35 feet 35 feet 

Minimum floor areas: 

(main floor) 

 

Rambler with garage 912 square feet (main 912 square feet (main 912 square feet (main 912 square feet (main 



floor) floor) floor) floor) 

Split level with garage 720 square feet (total 

of main living areas) 

720 square feet (total 

of main living areas) 

720 square feet (total 

of main living areas) 

720 square feet (total 

of main living areas) 

Two story with garage 720 square feet (main 

floor) 

720 square feet (main 

floor) 

720 square feet (main 

floor) 

720 square feet (main 

floor) 

Townhouse with 

garage 

PUD Required 

NA NA NA 

1 bedroom - 700 

square feet 

2 bedrooms - 800 

square feet 

3 bedrooms - 960 

square feet 

Each additional 

bedroom 125 square 

feet 

Duplex dwelling NA NA NA NA 

Twinhome dwelling NA NA NA NA 

Multifamily dwelling NA NA NA NA 

Maximum building lot 

coverage 
35% 35% 35% 35% 

Maximum driveway 

width at street² 

30 feet; 24 feet on  

culs-de sac 

30 feet; 24 feet on  

culs-de sac 

30 feet; 24 feet on  

culs-de sac 

30 feet; 24 feet on  

culs-de sac 

Maximum number of 

driveways² 
1 per street frontage 2 2 2 

Side yard setback for 

driveways² 

Bituminous or 

Concrete 

Bituminous, 

Concrete, or Class V 

Bituminous, 

Concrete, or Class V 

Bituminous, 

Concrete, or Class V 

Accessory structure 

setbacks: 
 

Front¹ 

30 feet or same as 

principal structure, 

whichever is greater 

40 feet or same as 

principal structure, 

whichever is greater 

40 feet or same as 

principal structure, 

whichever is greater 

40 feet or same as 

principal structure, 

whichever is greater 

Rear 5 feet 5 feet 5 feet 5 feet 

Side 6 feet 10 feet 10 feet 10 feet 

Side Corner 30 feet 40 feet  40 feet 40 feet 
1 Refer to section 117-349 for additional front yard setback provisions for lots two acres and greater in size. 
2 A Zoning Permit is required to install any driveway that is not associated with work requiring a building permit. 

3 To be eligible for the reduced rear yard setback, the entire rear property line must adjoin the parcel zoned as Park.   

 

For lots located within the MUSA where adjacent structures existing as of July 1, 2002, have a 

different setback from that required herein, the front yard setback shall conform to the prevailing 

setback of adjacent structures.  If adjacent structures have different setbacks from one another, 

the minimum front yard shall be the average of the two adjacent structures. 

 

SECTION 2.  SUMMARY 

 

The following official summary of Ordinance #11-__ has been approved by the City Council of 

the City of Ramsey as clearly informing the public of the intent and effect of the Ordinance. 

 

It is the intent of this Ordinance to amend the R-1 Bulk Standards in Section 111 of Chapter 117 

of the Ramsey City Code to provide a reduced rear yard setback on parcels adjoining land zoned 

as Park.   



 

SECTION 3.  EFFECTIVE DATE 

 

The effective date of this ordinance is thirty (30) days after its passage and publication, subject to 

City Charter Section 3.9. 

 

Adopted by the Ramsey City Council the ___ day of __________, 2011. 

 

             

       Mayor 

ATTEST: 
       

City Administrator 

 

 

 

 

Introduction Date:     

Posting Dates:     

Adoption Date:     

Publication Date:     

Effective Date:     

 



CC Regular Session Item #:  7. 2.           

Date: 02/08/2011  

By: Tim Himmer

Engineering/Public Works

Information

Title:

Consider award of contract for City project 10-24; wetland 656W outlet

Background:

In an effort to provide flood protection and to improve overall drainage through the watershed, the City has

identified a ditch project known as the 656W Wetland Outlet Project.  This project (as illustrated on the enclosed

aerial photograph) would create an outlet for wetland 656W, the large wetland complex south of Alpine Drive and

east of Ramsey Blvd., through the construction of approximately 3000 feet of drainage ditch and/or culvert

installation.

 

The need for this project was identified in the early to mid 1990’s, and a drainage easement plat was prepared in

1995 to facilitate the acquisition of the necessary easements.  Most of the easements were acquired at that time, but

the project was not advanced because the drainage from this ditch was to flow into County Ditch #3/66, which was

seriously clogged.  The City restored County Ditch #3/66 to its original cross section in 2006 and it is now feasible

to pursue the 656W outlet project.

 

While the original intent of this project was to create a dedicated drainage way from the wetland complex to the

Rum River, a secondary improvement was identified to diminish the concern for localized flooding in the area north

of 156th Avenue in an effort to direct runoff into wetland 656W.  All required easements to complete the original

scope of the project have now been acquired, as approved by Council on October 26, 2010.  This project is being

undertaken in the winter due to the nature of the work being performed to take advantage of frozen soil conditions

for improved access, erosion control, and minimal disruption to the environment.

 

Field work for the project has been completed, and meetings have been held with contractors that are going to

prepare proposals for implementation.  Formal proposals will be received on Friday, February 4th and forwarded

for Council via e-mail for consideration.

Recommendation:

Staff recommends award of contract to XXX in the amount of XXX for City project 10-24; wetland 656W outlet.

Funding Source:

Funding for this project will be from the City Storm Water Utility and there will no assessment to property owners.

Council Action:

Motion to award a contract to XXX in the amount of XXX for City project 10-24; wetland 656W outlet. 

 

Attachments

Project aerial

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Brian Olson Brian Olson 02/02/2011 01:15 PM

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 02/03/2011 12:54 PM



Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 02/03/2011 12:54 PM

Form Started By: Tim Himmer Started On: 02/01/2011 06:20 PM

Final Approval Date: 02/03/2011 



Wetland 565W Outlet Project 

 

Wetland 656W 

County Ditch No 3/66  

Restored in 2006 

Proposed ditch to improve 

drainage in Section 22 and 

provide an outlet for 

Wetland 656W  
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Date: 02/08/2011  

By: Tim Himmer

Engineering/Public Works

Information

Title:

Consider Request to Purchase a Drainage and Utility Easement at 7319 162nd Lane NW

Background:

In 2006 the City undertook improvement project 03-20, the NW sanitary sewer and watermain extension project;

which extended municipal utilities to the BROOKFIELD and SWEETBAY RIDGE developments.  Since many

easements were being investigated and secured through this area of the City it was the direction of Council to

include the acquisition of drainage and utility easements to facilitate the restoration of county ditch 3/66 to its

original dimensions.

 

At the time the easements for the ditch cleaning were being investigated, Council was advised that consistent with

state ditch law an inherent easement existed for the perpetual maintenance of the ditch.  The Council, however,

decided that to be fair to the property owners impacted by the ditch on their property the City should make offers to

purchase formal easements.  For those property owners who did not accept the easement offer, the ditch law would

be relied upon for legal access to the properties for the restoration project.  The ditch cleaning project has already

been implemented and was completed in 2007.

 

The property owner is now requesting that the City follow through with the purchase, as there was no sunset date

on the correspondence.  He further stated that there was no communication with him on this matter, other than the

initial correspondence (see attached).  Staff has reviewed their notes and logs from that time period and was able to

locate multiple points of contact following the initial correspondence; including a letter from the property owner to

the City with concerns of dewatering, a couple of discussions related to the "duck pond" located on the subject

property, and discussions about the existing and proposed pond and ditch elevations.

 

This item was discussed by the Public Works Committee on January 18, 2011, and it was their recommendation to

deny the acquisition request pending a legal opinion from the City attorney on whether the May 1, 2006

correspondence requesting purchase of easement was still enforceable (see report from public works on the consent

agenda).  The City attorney is still reviewing this matter and awaiting some feedback from others, so he will

provide his opinion directly to the Council at the meeting.

Observations:

In the recent past staff has been contacted by another property owner that received a similar offer to purchase a

drainage and utility easement in connection with the same ditch cleaning project back in 2006-7.  They were told

that the project was already completed and that the direction of Council was to rely on state ditch laws if we were

unsuccessful in securing these easements through direct negotiations.  Should Council choose to advance this

easement acquisition it could potentially lead to others coming forward that originally did not want to sell such

easements.  Attached is a map outlining all necessary easements for the NW sewer and water project, with those

that were never acquired shown in red.

 

In reviewing the project file there were 39 property owners that the City offered to purchase ditch easements from

in an amount totaling approximately $83,630.  At that time 25 property owners accepted the offers, and 14 did not. 

The remaining 14 easements, if considered for acquisition today, were valued at approximately $46,940 in 2005-6.

Funding Source:

When this project was first implemented all funding for the construction and easement acquisition came from the



When this project was first implemented all funding for the construction and easement acquisition came from the

developer, Oakwood Land Development.  Since the project has now been completed the original funding source is

no longer available, therefore the City's Storm Water Utility Fund, or some other source, would need to be utilized

if the Council should choose to move forward with the acquisition.

Council Action:

Motion to ratify the Public Works Committee recommendation, and not purchase the ditch easement on the

property located at 7319 162nd Lane NW.

 

- or -

 

Motion to approve the acquisition of a ditch easement on the property located at 7319 162nd Lane NW.

Attachments

Offer letter

Easement map

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Brian Olson Brian Olson 02/03/2011 10:34 AM

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 02/03/2011 12:28 PM

Form Started By: Tim Himmer Started On: 02/02/2011 02:01 PM

Final Approval Date: 02/03/2011 









CC Regular Session Item #:  7. 4.           

Date: 02/08/2011  

By: Colleen Lasher
Administrative Services

Information

Title:

Consider a Resolution to Reorganize the Community Development Department 

Background:

The Community Development Department consists of eight full time employees, which includes the Community Development
Director/Deputy City Administrator position that oversees the department’s day-to-day operation. The primary functions of the department are
planning, economic development and building inspections.   
 
The Community Development staffing of 8 full-time equivalents (FTE) is funded from a variety of sources. The chart below shows the
breakdown of Housing and Redevelopment Authority (HRA), tax increment financing (TIF), Landfill Tipping fee, and General Funding
contributions made to support the department.    

                   

        HRA TIF

Landfill

Tipping General Fund  EDA  

1 Dep. City Adm/Dir. of C.D. 70% 10%          10% 10%  

2 Econ. Dev./Marketing Mgr.   30%     70%  

3 Planning Manager   25%            75%    

4 Associate Planner   3%            97%    

5 Environmental Coord.     100%      

6 Planning Secretary   10%            90%    

7 Building Official               100%    

8 Permit Technician               100%    

 
Over the last several years, planning and development work that is reimbursed by developer’s escrow accounts has been greatly reduced as
development has decreased. 
 
In addition, the Landfill tipping Fee, which will have a balance of $229,000 at the end of 2011, currently supports one full-time position in the
CD Department at about $83,000 per year. At that rate, this funding source will last less than 3 years before it will need to revert to General
Fund or other tax supported fund (e.g., HRA, EDA). The position generally has been directed toward environmental work due to the funding
source, but staff cuts in recent years have directed more of this position’s work toward planning, zoning and code enforcement activity.
 
Consequently, cost reduction remains an important objective for this department. Industry experts have anticipated a slow climb out of the
current recession, with new home sales continuing at record lows. Activity in the department also remains relatively low (see attached
APPENDIX A). In addition, tax revenue increases due to increased development also will lag 18-24 months behind the start of new
construction due to the property tax valuation and collection process.
 
 

Recommendation:

To reduce administrative overhead costs, to streamline the development review process and increase the focus on encouraging and supporting
economic growth, and to improve technical effectiveness the following actions are recommended.
 
1. Eliminate the position of Planning Managerwith the last day worked being February 25, 2011. This will result in an annual cost savings of
$108,170 and streamline the process by eliminating a level of management with the department. Net annual savings to the general fund and the
HRA would be approximately $63,000 allowing for $40,000 in consultant planning, and pay adjustments for the Senior Planner and Associate
Planner/Environmental Coordinator positions.
 
2. Allocate $40,000 for consultant planning work to supplement existing staff. This will allow staff to acquire specific technical expertise and
advance projects as needed without excessive fixed cost. Staff recommends that a request for proposals process be conducted for consultant
planning services.
 
3. Change the current Associate Planner position to Senior Planner, with project lead responsibility, consultant coordination, but no staff
supervisory function, pay adjustment recommendation from $26.98 per hour to $28.78 per hour effective February 28, 2011.
 
4. Change the current Environmental Coordinator position to Associate Planner/Environmental Coordinator and allocate 20% of that position
to the General Fund, pay adjustment recommendation of $29.54 per hour to $30.10 per hour effective February 28, 2011.   It is anticipated
that the percentage of salary coming from the general fund would be increased incrementally to reduce the reliance on the Landfill Tipping
Fund.



 
5. Appoint the Economic Development and Marketing Manager to supervise the Planning Division beginning on February 28, 2011 for an
interim basis of six-months, to be reviewed at the end of the six-month period. No pay adjustment recommended for six-month period. This
realignment of division supervision will encourage and support economic growth in every sector of the city.
 
6. Implement market pay adjustment for Deputy City Administrator/Director of Community Development from $47.54 per hour to $48.39 per
hour retro to January 1, 2011, as budgeted in the 2011 approved budget to provide for commensurate pay amongst department head positions.
 
7. Transfer the supervision of the Building Maintenance Division to Public Works to assist in facilitating the coordination of maintenance
activities at all city facilities effective February 28, 2011.
 
8. Begin an immediate recruitment for a Management/Planning Intern for 20-30 hours during the school months and up to 40 hours during the
summer to work on the following projects:
 
a. Via the use of technology, improve the interface between the public and city hall using various social media and web based applications
b. Research and propose innovative pilot programs for cost reductions in all departments
c. Assist with communications efforts for the street reconstruction initiative
d. Research development fees and construction requirements to determine impact to the cost of development
e. Assist planning and park divisions in the analysis of park and city owned lands
f. Assist with implementation of a Customer Request Management Program
g. Aggressively seek grant funding opportunities for transportation, parks, housing and development programs
h. Assist with planning for city’s presence at the annual Game Fair event and the annual community celebration – Happy Days
i. Assist IT Manager with updating inventories of the city’s hardware, software and network resources, AV set-up, transition to "paperless"
agendas for all commissions,  and minor technical support
j. Support the work of the Senior Planner for the review of various planning permits/applications, preparation of cases for Planning
Commission/City Council and code enforcement efforts
k. Provide administrative support to City Administrator/Deputy City Administrator for special projects and presentations for projects/city
council
 
 
 
 

Funding Source:

There is no additional funding required.

Council Action:

Motion to approve resolution 11-02-XXX to reorganize the Community Development Department.

Attachments

Current C.D. Statistics

Resolution

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 02/03/2011 12:28 PM

Form Started By: Colleen Lasher Started On: 02/02/2011 11:48 AM

Final Approval Date: 02/03/2011 



APPENDIX A 

(Current Community Development Department portion of the City annual 
report) 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 

The  Community  Development  Department  consists  of  two  divisions:    1)  planning;  and  2)  building 
permits and inspections.  The department operates under the direction of the Community Development 
Director.    The  Planning Division  consists  of  the  Planning Manager, Associate  Planner,  Environmental 
Coordinator, Economic Development Coordinator, and the department Secretary.  The Planning Division 
oversees  long range planning,  land use, housing, economic development, recycling, and environmental 
issues.  The Building Official supervises the Building Division which includes contract Building Inspections 
and a Permit Technician.  This division is responsible for administering the Building Code and performing 
inspections. 

Building Division: 
Building  Division  continues  its  dedication  to  providing  the  general  public  with  the most  up‐to‐date 

building code information possible through project handouts both at the front counter as well as on the 

city web page. Staff members continue to be involved in the North Suburban Home Show.  Also, as part 

of the division’s effort to keep the public aware of building issues, the Building Official continues to work 

with QCTV  in producing monthly segments on various home related topics.   The Building Division also 

provides support to the Police Department and its Code Enforcement Program. 
 

Permit valuation by 

years: 

 
 

2000  $22,559,900 

2001  $19,696,900 

2002  $31,258,025 

2003  $70,906,900 

2004  $110,119,200 

2005  $120,766,817 

2006  $41,679,869 

2007  $42,947,773 

2008  $39,232,642 

2009  $18,076,479 

2010  $23,156,715 



Building Permits 
Through December  2010,  the  City  issued  60  housing  unit  permits.  This  number  represents  60  single 

family homes. The total number of housing permits issued in 2010 was up 15 from the 45 issued in 2009. 

The  total  number  of  building  permits  issued  in  2010  (swimming  pools,  accessory  buildings,  decks, 

additions, commercial buildings, septic systems and various  repairs) was 2,107 which  is a decrease of 

379 permits  from  the 2,486 permits  issued  in 2009. The  total valuation of  the permits  issued by  the 

Building Division in 2010 was $23,156,715.00, up from $18,076,479.00 in 2009. 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Rental Housing License Program 
The Building Division administers  the Rental Housing Licensing program.    In 2010, City Council altered 
this program.  The ordinance excludes single  family homes and townhomes.  The ordinance  includes a 
rental license that applies only to multi‐family housing with three or more dwelling units exclusively for 
occupancy by three or more families  living  independently of each other but sharing hallways and main 
entrances and exits.   

Annual North Suburban Home Improvement Show 
Another  project  the  Building  Division  is  proud  to  continue  is  its  involvement  in  the  annual  North 

Suburban Home  Improvement  Show.  This event  invites  local building  contractors,  residents, and City 

staff  to  come  together  for  an  opportunity  to  share  local  services  and  building  programs.  The  great 

success of  this show  is evident  in  the  fact  the booth  rental space continues  to sell out.  In addition  to 

serving on the planning committee with several other staff members from the Cities of Anoka, Andover, 

and Coon Rapids, the City of Ramsey staff annually provides several education programs at the Home 

Show for those residents of various cities who attend. 

Planning Division  
 
The Planning Division was involved in several significant planning endeavors including implementation of 
the  approved  2030  Comprehensive  Plan,  participation  in  the  2010  Census,  and  participation  in DNR 
Rulemaking for Shoreland, Wild and Scenic, and Mississippi River Corridor Critical Area (MRCCA) overlay 
districts. 

Metropolitan Livable Communities Act 2011‐2020 
In 2010 the City elected to continue  its participation  in the Livable Communities Act (LCA) through the 
Metropolitan Council.  The Minnesota Legislature created the LCA in 1995 and funded through 2010 and 
Ramsey was one of ninety  seven  communities  to  elect  to participate  in  the original program.    Since 
1995,  the City has  received $3,804,098  through  the LCA program.    In  July  the City Council adopted a 
resolution  to  continue  the City’s participation which also adopted both  the proposed 2011‐2020  LCA 
Affordable Housing Goals for the City at 434 to 669 and the proposed LCA Life‐Cycle Housing Goals for 



the City at 665 to 2430.  In December the City Council adopted the Housing Action Plan which lays out 
how the City can expect to achieve its goals over the next ten years. 

2030 Comprehensive Plan Update 
With approval of the 2030 Comprehensive Plan, the City spent time staging implementation of the Plan 
through ordinance amendments as required by Minnesota Statutes through the Metropolitan Council.  
Necessary amendments to the City’s zoning code should be complete in the early months of 2011. 

DNR Rulemaking for Shoreland Overlay, Wild and Scenic Overlay, and MRCCA Overlay 
The City participated  in monitoring of several  rulemaking procedures with  the DNR, most notably  the 
Mississippi  River  Corridor  Critical Area  (MRCCA).    In  2009,  the  state  legislature  directed  the DNR  to 
commence rulemaking on  this 72‐mile corridor along  the Mississippi River.   Through Executive Orders 
and Minnesota Statutes dating back to 1972, the City  is required to  implement ordinances that are  in 
substantial  compliance with minimum  rules  along  the  corridor.    The  Legislature directed  the DNR  to 
update these rules in order for consistency along the corridor and to clarify many of the standards that 
meet the intent of the original executive order.  The City expressed concern with existing rules, potential 
for additional non‐conforming structures, and lack of background data to support the need for updated 
rules.   Ultimately,  the  DNR was  not  successful  in meeting  the  statutory  deadline  to  implement  the 
updated rules, and the process remains  in  limbo at this point.    It  is unclear to date as to whether the 
DNR will ask for an extension.  The status is similar for the Shoreland/Wild and Scenic process as well. 

Miscellaneous  
In addition to the projects described above, the Planning Division received several land use applications 

including: 

 Seven (7) Site Plans  

 Seven (7) Subdivisions 

 Six (6) Variances 

 Fourteen (14) Conditional/Interim Use Permits 

 Four (4) Home Occupations 

 One (1) Comprehensive Plan Amendments 

 Two (2) Easement Vacations 

 One (1) Zoning Amendment 

 

The  Planning  Division  also  processed  several  City  Code  Amendments,  including  a  revised  off‐street 

parking ordinance, a revised sign ordinance, a revised subdivision ordinance related to individual water 

services,  a  revised  rental housing ordinance,  and  revisions  to  zoning  standards  and  setbacks  for  The 

COR.  The off‐street parking ordinance was amended to limit the number of items a parcel could sustain 

while clarifying numerous design standards related  to off‐street parking.   The sign ordinance provides 

for additional permanent  signs  for  commercial properties  fronting  two or more  roadways and better 

enforcement capabilities for temporary signs.   A revised subdivision ordinance was needed to address 

shared utilities and associated safety concerns due to vacant units  in cold weather conditions.   Finally, 

additional flexibility in setbacks was provided in The COR in the downtown area. 

 

The  Planning  Division  continues  to  support  strengthening  the  City’s  mapping  and  GIS  capabilities, 

participating in LOGIS GIS planning meetings.  gGov, was integrated into the City’s new website in 2010 



with assistance from the IT Manager, and the City looks forward to ways to enhance the accessibility of 

this  resource.    The City has been  an  active participant  in  a web‐based property data  system update 

known as LOGISmap.  This web‐map is an integral part of many of the City’s staff members daily duties. 

 

In addition  to  the  land use applications and ordinance amendments  summarized above,  the Planning 

Division actively participates  in Code Enforcement  in conjunction with the Ramsey Police Department.  

The Planning Division supports these efforts through enforcement of the City’s zoning ordinances. 

 

The City has monitored and  is preparing  for an active 2011 Minnesota  legislative session  for  land use 

issues.    In addition to the rulemaking procedures that may see  legislative requests  in 2011, the City  is 

actively monitoring and exploring possible alternatives in response to a 2010 Minnesota Supreme Court 

ruling regarding Variance.  The ruling changed the face of how each Minnesota City processes variances, 

and eliminated a  tool of  flexibility previously available.   The City explored options  for a more  flexible 

zoning ordinance and expects to review alternatives in early 2011. 

Recycling Program: 
In 2010, approximately 2,302 tons of recyclable materials were collected curbside and roughly forty (40) 

additional tons were recycled at the spring and fall recycling events, resulting in a total of 2,342 tons of 

materials recycled by the residents of Ramsey.  This was more than enough to exceed Ramsey’s tonnage 

goal (2,051 tons), which is established by the Anoka County Board of Commissioners.  In fact, this is the 

fifth consecutive year now that Ramsey has exceeded  its tonnage goal.   There was a 90% participation 

rate amongst households in the recycling program, which remains consistent with the participation rate 

since  2006,  when  the  City made  the  switch  to  a  simple  sort  (no  separating  of materials  required) 

collection system.   

 

The City once again coordinated recycling events in the spring and fall of the year.  The events provide 

an opportunity for residents to recycle materials that are generally not accepted through the curbside 

program  such as electronics,  tires,  scrap metal, good useable  furniture, appliances and batteries.   At 

these events, residents can also bring  in personal documents for shredding, at no cost to them, which 

not only assures that the material is recycled but that residents can help prevent identity theft by having 

their documents securely destroyed.  A new addition to the events in 2010 was the ability for residents 

to recycle mattresses, box springs, and sleeper sofas, regardless of their condition, for a small fee.   

 

In 2010, Ramsey  teamed up with  several other Anoka County municipalities  (Andover, Anoka, Blaine, 

Coon Rapids, East Bethel and Fridley) to coordinate a rain barrel and compost bin sale.  These products 

help conserve water and turn food waste into compost (rather than disposing of it in the garbage).  This 

event was a hit with well over 400 rain barrels sold and over 200 compost bins sold. 

Environmental Issues:  
Shade tree diseases and pests continue to be a major concern.  Staff continues to respond to concerns 
about oak wilt, a very prevalent and devastating shade tree disease, and provide recommendations for 
management  and  control  strategies.    Now  that  Emerald  Ash  Borer  (EAB)  has  been  found  in  the 
metropolitan area, Staff has responded  to numerous  inquiries and concerns about  this  insect and has 



prepared  educational  information  for  both  the website  and  the  newsletter.    Furthermore,  Staff  has 
drafted an Emerald Ash Borer Management Plan that, should City Council approve it (hopefully early in 
2011), will help the City prepare for this invasive pest. 
 
Due to a combination of factors (drought, insect attack and hail damage), many of the red pines in the 
community  are declining.   The  communities of Ramsey  and Andover  jointly  applied  for  and  received 
grant monies through a FireWise program to assist property owners most significantly impacted by this 
problem.  After some difficulty, an interested contractor was found and has begun removing dead/dying 
pines in an attempt to reduce fire fuels as well as reduce habitat for pine bark beetles. 
The  City  continues  to  offer  assistance  with  identification  of  invasive/undesirable  plants  such  as 
buckthorn.   There are two  (2) weed wrenches that residents can  ‘check out’ to assist with removal of 
undesirable woody plants.  The intent of the program is to provide residents an opportunity to combat 
unwanted plants without using harsh herbicides.   
 
The  City  coordinated  the  Environmental  Expo  and  Tree  Sale  again  in  2010.    In  its  third  year  at  the 
Municipal  Center,  attendance  again  improved  over  the  previous  year.    The  event  featured 
approximately  thirty  (30)  exhibitors,  various  presentations  focusing  on  energy  conservation,  emerald 
ash  borer,  geothermal  heating,  and  water  conservation  through  smart  irrigation.    The  students  at 
Ramsey  Elementary  School participated  in  an  environmentally  themed  coloring  contest  and  their  art 
work was  on  display  throughout  the  event  as well.    The  tree  sale  component, which  is  held  in  the 
parking ramp, again included a ‘pre‐order’ option that has proven to be very successful.  Residents have 
a wide array of species and root stock to choose from and this helps them get an early jump on spring! 
 
The  City  maintained  its’  Tree  City  USA  designation  for  the  eighteenth  (18th)  consecutive  year.  
Maintaining this designation requires, among other things, the City to officially observe Arbor Day.  So, 
in  recognition  of  Arbor  Day,  the  City  coordinated  a  planting  event  at  Forest  Hideaway  Park, where 
roughly 100 seedlings were planted, and then concluded the day at the community garden site, where 
another seven (7) fruit trees were planted.  
 
 



Councilmember       introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption: 
 

RESOLUTION # 
 

A RESOLUTION TO REORGANIZE THE  
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

 
 WHEREAS, the city wishes to reduce administrative overhead costs, to 
streamline the development review process and increase the focus on encouraging and 
supporting economic growth, and to improve technical effectiveness; and  
 
 WHEREAS, staff has recommended that the Planning Manger positions be 
eliminated with the last day worked being February 25, 2011, the supervision of the 
planning division staff be reassigned and consulting services be utilized where needed; 
and 
 

WHEREAS, the Associate Planner will be reclassified to Senior Planner and the 
Environmental Coordinator will be reclassified to Associate Planner/Environmental 
Coordinator, the Deputy City Administrator/Director of Community Development have a 
market rate pay adjustment implemented and a Management Intern be recruited; and   
 
 WHEREAS, this action will result in a savings of approximately $63,000 
annually. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 
CITY OF RAMSEY, ANOKA COUNTY, STATE OF MINNESOTA, as follows: 
 

That the City Council of the City of Ramsey motion to approve resolution 
11-02-XXX to reorganize the Community Development Department as listed 
above. 
 

The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by 
Councilmember,        and upon vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor 
thereof: 
 
and the following voted against the same: 
 
and the following abstained: 
 
and the following were absent: 
 
Whereupon said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted by the Ramsey City 
Council this the 8th day of February, 2011. 
 



CC Regular Session Item #:  7. 5.           

Date: 02/08/2011  

By: Heidi Nelson

Administrative Services

Information

Title:

Approve Officer Certification, Release of Land From and Amendment to Ground Lease and Lease Agreement for

Ramsey Municipal Center 

 

 

Background:

As Councilmembers may recall, when the new Ramsey Municipal Center was constructed, lease revenue bonds

were issued by the Economic Development Authority (EDA) to fund the project. The land that the new Municipal

Center was constructed on was provided to the City of Ramsey by the former master developer of the Ramsey

Town Center. A lease agreement for the new Municipal Center building was approved between the EDA and the

City of Ramsey for the City's occupancy and use of the building and a ground lease was approved between the City

of Ramsey and the EDA to allow for the building funded by EDA lease revenue bonds to be constructed on land

owned by the City of Ramsey. 

  

On December 14, 2010, the City Council and the City's Housing and Redevelopment Authority (HRA) approved a

purchase agreement and development agreement for the development of a 230 unit market rate apartment project

by Flaherty and Collins, The Residences at the COR. The City also approved a new plat (COR ONE) for the area

that separates the land for development purposes from the City owned land for the Ramsey Municipal Center and

Municipal Parking Facility. The previous plat that covered this entire area was RTC 5th Addition.  Attached to this

case are the previous plat and the new plat that reflects the parcels being sold for development purposes.

 

 The action being requested by the Council is to approve The Officers Certification, the Release of Land From and

Amendment to the Ground Lease Agreement and the Release of Land From and Amendment to the Lease

Agreement for the Ramsey Municipal Center. The Certification and Release and Amendment documents are

attached to this case for Council review.  The EDA is scheduled to take action on these items on February 10, 2011. 

Notification:

There is no notificaiton required for this action. 

Recommendation:

The action being recommended to the Council is to approve the Officers Certification, the Release of Land From

and Amendment to the Ground Lease Agreement and the Release of Land From and Amendment to the Lease

Agreement for the Ramsey Municipal Center. The Release and Amendment documents are attached to this case for

Council review. 

 

Funding Source:

Funding for the legal work associated with review of the lease and preparation of documents for amendment and

release of land was provided by the HRA for the sale of land for development. 

Council Action:

Approve the Officers Certification, the Release of Land From and Amendment to the Ground Lease Agreement and



Approve the Officers Certification, the Release of Land From and Amendment to the Ground Lease Agreement and

the Release of Land From and Amendment to the Lease Agreement for the Ramsey Municipal Center.

Attachments

Officers Certificaiton

Release and Amend for Ground Lease 

Release and Amend for Lease 

COR ONE Plat

RTC 5th Plat

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 02/03/2011 12:54 PM

Form Started By: Heidi Nelson Started On: 02/01/2011 11:28 AM

Final Approval Date: 02/03/2011 
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To: U.S. Bancorp 

 60 Livingston Avenue 

 St. Paul, MN 55107-2292 

 Attn: Jay Paulson 

 Briggs and Morgan 

 Professional Association 

 332 Minnesota Street, Suite 2200 

 St. Paul, MN 55101 

 Attn:  Mary L. Ippel 

 

OFFICER'S CERTIFICATE 

We, Bob Ramsey and Kurt Ulrich, hereby certify that we are the duly qualified and 

acting Mayor and Administrator, respectively, of the City of Ramsey, Minnesota, (the "City"), 

and that: 

A. The City, as Lessee, entered into that certain Lease Agreement, dated as of June 1, 

2005, with the Economic Development Authority of the City of Ramsey, Minnesota (the 

"Authority"), as Lessor (the "Project Lease") in connection with the Authority's issuance and sale 

of its original principal amount $19,200,000 Public Project Lease Revenue Bonds, Series 2005A 

(City of Ramsey, Minnesota Lease Obligation) (the "Bonds").  The proceeds of the Bonds were 

issued to finance the acquisition, construction and equipping of a municipal center consisting of 

a city hall, administration facilities, police facilities and related parking facilities (the "Project").  

The City ground leased certain land to the Authority pursuant to a Ground Lease Agreement, 

dated as of June 1, 2005 (the “Ground Lease”), between the Authority and the City.  The 

Authority has leased the Project to the City pursuant to the Project Lease.  The Authority entered 

into an Indenture of Trust, dated as of June 1, 2005 (the "Indenture"), with U.S. Bank National 

Association (the "Trustee") to, among other things, secure the payment of the Bonds.   

B. The City is proposing to release a portion of the unimproved land from the Project 

Lease and the Ground Lease, pursuant to Sections 8.6 and 8.7 of the Project Lease. 

THEREFORE, the undersigned, on behalf of the City, hereby has provided to the Trustee 

the following documentation as required pursuant to the Project Lease: 

1. The plat or survey of the Land prepared and certified by a registered Minnesota 

land surveyor, showing the land to be released and the location in relation thereto of all 

buildings, structures and permanently installed equipment on the land, and all other easements, 

roads, tracks and utility installations; 

2. A Resolution of the City authorizing the release of unimproved land; 

3. A Resolution of the Authority authorizing the release of unimproved land; 

4. A certificate of the Independent Engineer;  

5. Release of Land and Amendment to Ground Lease Agreement; 

6. Release of Land and Amendment to Lease Agreement; 
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THEREFORE, the undersigned further states as follows: 

1. The City shall not be entitled to any abatement, reduction, or diminution of any 

rents payable under the Lease; and 

2. The City is conveying the land to the Housing and Redevelopment Authority in 

and for the City of Ramsey, Minnesota for $1.00; 

Any terms not defined in this Certificate shall have the meanings as defined in the Project 

Lease or in the Indenture. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned have hereunto set their hands and the City's 

seal on __________, 20__. 

CITY OF RAMSEY, MINNESOTA 

By________________________ 

Its Mayor 

By________________________ 

Its Administrator 

(SEAL) 
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RELEASE OF LAND FROM AND AMENDMENT TO GROUND LEASE AGREEMENT 

1. Parties.  The parties to this Release of Land from and Amendment to Ground Lease 

Agreement (“Amendment”) are the City of Ramsey, a municipal corporation and political subdivision 

of the State of Minnesota (“Lessor”), and the Economic Development Authority of the City of 

Ramsey, Minnesota, a public body corporate and politic (“Lessee”).  

2. Effective Date.  This Amendment is effective as of the ____ day of _____________, 

2010.   

3. Recitals. 

3.1 Recital One.  Lessor and Lessee are parties to a Ground Lease Agreement dated 

as of June 1, 2005 and recorded in the office of the Anoka County Recorder and the Anoka County 

Registrar of Titles on December 8, 2005 as Document Nos. 485607.002 (Torrens) and 1980341.001 

(Abstract) (the "Ground Lease"). 

3.2 Recital Two.  The property subject to the Ground Lease is legally described as 

Lots 1 and 1A, Block 1, Ramsey Town Center Fifth Addition, Anoka County, Minnesota and is 

defined in the Ground Lease as the “Land.” 

3.3 Recital Three.  Lessor and Lessee desire to release certain unimproved and non-

essential portions of the Land from the Ground Lease. 

3.4 Recital Four.  Lessor is in the process of replatting the Land and other property 

and, as a result, the legal description of the portion of the Land that is not being released from the 

Ground Lease will change.  

3.5 Recital Five.  Lessor and Lessee desire to amend the Ground Lease to redefine 

the term “Land” to reflect the new platted description. 

4. Defined Terms.  Capitalized terms used in this Amendment and not otherwise defined 

herein shall have the meanings ascribed to those terms in the Ground Lease.   

5. Release.  Lessor and Lessee agree that portion of the Land, as defined in the Ground 

Lease, that is described on the attached Exhibit A is hereby released from the Ground Lease.   

6. Amendment.  Upon the recording of the Plat of COR ONE, Anoka County, Minnesota, 

the Ground Lease is amended to delete Exhibit A from the Ground Lease in its entirety and to replace 

it with the Amended and Restated Exhibit A attached hereto as Exhibit B. 

7. No Additional Changes.  Except as expressly modified by this Amendment, the 

Ground Lease remains unmodified and in full force and effect. 

8. Counterparts; Digital Copies.  This Amendment may be executed in several 

counterparts as deemed necessary or convenient, each of which, when so executed, shall be deemed an 

original, provided that all such counterparts shall be regarded as one and the same document, and any 

party to this Amendment may execute any such agreement by executing a counterpart of such 

agreement.  Any signature delivered by a party by facsimile or electronic transmission shall be deemed 

to be an original signature hereto.  
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Lessor and Lessee have respectively caused this Amendment to be 

duly executed in their names and on their behalf by their duly authorized representatives.  

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY OF THE 

CITY OF RAMSEY, MINNESOTA 

 

 

By______________________________ 

Its Chair 

By______________________________ 

Its Vice Chair 

STATE OF MINNESOTA ) 

    ) ss. 

COUNTY OF ANOKA ) 

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this ____ day of ____________, 2011, 

by _____________ and ______________, the Chair and the Vice Chair, respectively, of the Economic 

Development Authority of the City of Ramsey, Minnesota, a public body corporate and politic of the 

State of Minnesota, on behalf of said Authority. 

__________________________ 

Notary Public 

Signature and Notary page to Release of Land from and Amendment to Ground Lease Agreement. 
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CITY OF RAMSEY, MINNESOTA 

By________________________ 

 Its Mayor 

And________________________ 

 Its City Administrator 

 

 

 

 

 

 

STATE OF MINNESOTA ) 

    ) ss. 

COUNTY OF ANOKA ) 

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this ____ day of ____________, 2011, 

by _____________ and ______________, the Mayor and the City Administrator, respectively, of the 

City of Ramsey, a municipal corporation and political subdivision of the State of Minnesota, on behalf 

of said City. 

__________________________ 

NOTARY PUBLIC 

 

 

THIS INSTRUMENT WAS DRAFTED BY: 

 

Briggs and Morgan, PA 

2200 IDS Center 

80 South 8
th

 St. 

Minneapolis, MN 55402 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Signature and Notary page to Release of Land from and Amendment to Ground Lease Agreement. 
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EXHIBIT A  

 

DESCRIPTION OF THE RELEASED PROPERTY  

 

 

THAT PART OF LOT 1, BLOCK 1, RAMSEY TOWN CENTER FIFTH ADDITION, ANOKA 

COUNTY, MINNESOTA DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:  

 

BEGINNING AT THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF SAID LOT 1, THENCE NORTH 23 DEGREES 

49 MINUTES 27 SECONDS EAST, ALONG THE WEST LINE OF SAID LOT 1, A DISTANCE OF 

274.15 FEET TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAID LOT 1, THENCE SOUTH 66 DEGREES 

10 MINUTES 33 SECONDS EAST, ALONG THE NORTH LINE OF SAID LOT 1, A DISTANCE 

OF 210.22 FEET TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF LOT 2 BLOCK 1, RAMSEY TOWN 

CENTER FIFTH ADDITION; THENCE SOUTH 23 DEGREES 49 MINUTES 27 SECONDS WEST, 

ALONG THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID LOT 2, A DISTANCE OF 70.00 FEET TO THE 

SOUTHWEST CORNER OF SAID LOT 2; THENCE SOUTH 66 DEGREES 10 MINUTES 33 

SECONDS EAST, ALONG THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID LOT 2, A DISTANCE OF 226.57 FEET, 

TO THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT 2; THENCE SOUTH 23 DEGREES 49 MINUTES 

27 SECONDS WEST, ALONG THE SOUTHERLY EXTENSION OF THE EAST LINE OF SAID 

LOT 2, A DISTANCE OF 11.00 FEET; THENCE NORTH 66 DEGREES 10 MINUTES 33 

SECONDS WEST, PARALLEL WITH THE NORTH LINE OF SAID RAMSEY TOWN CENTER 

ADDITION; A DISTANCE OF 375.32 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 23 DEGREES 49 MINUTES 27 

SECONDS WEST, PARALLEL WITH SAID WEST LINE OF LOT 1, A DISTANCE OF 193.16 

FEET TO THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID RAMSEY TOWN CENTER FIFTH ADDITION; THENCE 

NORTH 66 DEGREES 10 MINUTES 33 SECONDS WEST, ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE OF 

RAMSEY TOWN CENTER FIFTH ADDITION, A DISTANCE OF 61.47 FEET TO THE POINT OF 

BEGINNING.  

 

 

 

[INSERT SKETCH OF PROPERTY] 
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EXHIBIT B 

 

AMENDED AND RESTATED EXHIBIT A  

TO GROUND LEASE AGREEMENT 

 

Legal Description of Land 

 

Lots 1 and 1A, COR ONE, Anoka County, Minnesota, according to the recorded plat thereof. 
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RELEASE OF LAND FROM AND AMENDMENT TO LEASE AGREEMENT 

1. Parties.  The parties to this Release of Land from and Amendment to Lease 

Agreement (“Amendment”) are the Economic Development Authority of the City of Ramsey, 

Minnesota, a public body corporate and politic (“Landlord”), and the City of Ramsey, a 

municipal corporation and political subdivision of the State of Minnesota (“Tenant”).  

2. Effective Date.  This Amendment is effective as of the ____ day of 

_____________, 2010.   

3. Recitals. 

3.1 Recital One.  Landlord and Tenant are parties to a Lease Agreement dated 

June 1, 2005 (the "Lease").  The Lease is described in and evidenced of record by a 

Memorandum of Lease dated June 1, 2005 and recorded in the office of the Anoka County 

Recorder and the Anoka County Registrar of Titles on December 8, 2005 as Document Nos. 

485607.003 (Torrens) and 1980341.002 (Abstract). 

3.2 Recital Two.  The property subject to the Lease is legally described as 

Lots 1 and 1A, Block 1, Ramsey Town Center Fifth Addition, Anoka County, Minnesota, and is 

defined in the Lease as the “Land.”  

3.3 Recital Three.  Landlord and Tenant desire to release certain unimproved 

and non-essential portions of the Land from the Lease. 

3.4 Recital Four.  The City is in the process of replatting the Land and other 

property and, as a result, the legal description of the portion of the Land that is not being released  

will change.  

3.5 Recital Five.  Landlord and Tenant desire to amend the Lease to redefine 

the term “Land” to reflect the new platted description. 

4. Defined Terms.  Capitalized terms used in this Amendment and not otherwise 

defined herein shall have the meanings ascribed to those terms in the Lease.   

5. Release.  Landlord and Tenant agree that portion of the Land, as defined in the 

Lease,  that is described on the attached Exhibit A is hereby released from the Lease.   

6. Amendment.  Upon the recording of the Plat of COR ONE, Anoka County, 

Minnesota, the Lease is amended to delete Exhibit A from the Lease in its entirety and to replace 

it with the Amended and Restated Exhibit A attached hereto as Exhibit B. 

7. No Additional Changes.  Except as expressly modified by this Amendment, the 

Lease remains unmodified and in full force and effect. 

8. Counterparts; Digital Copies.  This Amendment may be executed in several 

counterparts as deemed necessary or convenient, each of which, when so executed, shall be 

deemed an original, provided that all such counterparts shall be regarded as one and the same 
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document, and any party to this Amendment may execute any such agreement by executing a 

counterpart of such agreement.  Any signature delivered by a party by facsimile or electronic 

transmission shall be deemed to be an original signature hereto.  

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Landlord and Tenant have respectively caused this 

Amendment to be duly executed in their names and on their behalf by their duly authorized 

representatives.  

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY OF 

THE CITY OF RAMSEY, MINNESOTA, 

Landlord 

By______________________________ 

Its Chair 

By______________________________ 

Its Vice Chair 

STATE OF MINNESOTA ) 

    ) ss. 

COUNTY OF ANOKA ) 

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this ____ day of ____________, 

2011, by _____________ and ______________, the Chair and the Vice Chair, respectively, of 

the Economic Development Authority of the City of Ramsey, Minnesota, a public body 

corporate and politic of the State of Minnesota, on behalf of said Authority. 

__________________________ 

Notary Public 
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Signature and Notary page to Release of Land from and Amendment to Lease Agreement. 

 

 

 

CITY OF RAMSEY, MINNESOTA, Tenant 

By ____________________________________ 

     Its Mayor 

By ____________________________________ 

     Its City Administrator 

(SEAL) 

 

STATE OF MINNESOTA ) 

    ) ss. 

COUNTY OF ANOKA ) 

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this ____ day of __________, 

2011, by ________________ and ____________________, the Mayor and City Administrator, 

respectively, of the City of Ramsey, a municipal corporation and political subdivision of the 

State of Minnesota, on behalf of said City. 

__________________________ 

Notary Public 

 

 

 

THIS INSTRUMENT WAS DRAFTED BY: 

Briggs and Morgan, PA 

2200 IDS Center 

80 South 8
th

 St. 

Minneapolis, MN 55402 

 

 



3061726v2 

 

 

 

Signature and Notary page to Release of Land from and Amendment to Lease Agreement. 

EXHIBIT A  

  

DESCRIPTION OF THE RELEASED PROPERTY  

 

 

THAT PART OF LOT 1, BLOCK 1, RAMSEY TOWN CENTER FIFTH ADDITION, ANOKA 

COUNTY, MINNESOTA DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:  

 

BEGINNING AT THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF SAID LOT 1, THENCE NORTH 23 

DEGREES 49 MINUTES 27 SECONDS EAST, ALONG THE WEST LINE OF SAID LOT 1, 

A DISTANCE OF 274.15 FEET TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAID LOT 1, 

THENCE SOUTH 66 DEGREES 10 MINUTES 33 SECONDS EAST, ALONG THE NORTH 

LINE OF SAID LOT 1, A DISTANCE OF 210.22 FEET TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF 

LOT 2 BLOCK 1, RAMSEY TOWN CENTER FIFTH ADDITION; THENCE SOUTH 23 

DEGREES 49 MINUTES 27 SECONDS WEST, ALONG THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID LOT 

2, A DISTANCE OF 70.00 FEET TO THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF SAID LOT 2; 

THENCE SOUTH 66 DEGREES 10 MINUTES 33 SECONDS EAST, ALONG THE SOUTH 

LINE OF SAID LOT 2, A DISTANCE OF 226.57 FEET, TO THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF 

SAID LOT 2; THENCE SOUTH 23 DEGREES 49 MINUTES 27 SECONDS WEST, ALONG 

THE SOUTHERLY EXTENSION OF THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT 2, A DISTANCE OF 

11.00 FEET; THENCE NORTH 66 DEGREES 10 MINUTES 33 SECONDS WEST, 

PARALLEL WITH THE NORTH LINE OF SAID RAMSEY TOWN CENTER ADDITION; A 

DISTANCE OF 375.32 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 23 DEGREES 49 MINUTES 27 SECONDS 

WEST, PARALLEL WITH SAID WEST LINE OF LOT 1, A DISTANCE OF 193.16 FEET TO 

THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID RAMSEY TOWN CENTER FIFTH ADDITION; THENCE 

NORTH 66 DEGREES 10 MINUTES 33 SECONDS WEST, ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE OF 

RAMSEY TOWN CENTER FIFTH ADDITION, A DISTANCE OF 61.47 FEET TO THE 

POINT OF BEGINNING.  

 

 

 

[INSERT SKETCH OF PROPERTY] 
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EXHIBIT B 

 

AMENDED AND RESTATED EXHIBIT A  

TO LEASE AGREEMENT 

 

DESCRIPTION OF LAND, PROJECT 

IMPROVEMENTS AND PROJECT EQUIPMENT 

 

Part I 

Land 

Lots 1 and 1A, COR ONE, Anoka County, Minnesota, according to the recorded plat thereof.  

Part II 

Project Improvements 

The Project and underlying site work (more specifically defined in Section 1.1 of this Lease). 

Part III 

Project Equipment 

All fixtures included in the Project and any and all tangible items of personal property (more 

specifically defined in Section 1.1 of this Lease). 
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