
           

City of Ramsey

Agenda

Regular City Council

Tuesday June 14, 2011

7:00 pm

Council Chambers, 7550 Sunwood Drive NW
 

           

2. Presentation:  Leading in the Pledge of Allegiance this evening is City employee Len Linton and his

five sons, Jeff, Jason, Jeremy, Jacob and Jared.  Len and all five sons have earned the highest honor

of Eagle Scout.

Presentation:  Swearing in of Patrol Officer Kyle Hemmerich

Presentation:  The City's Auditing Firm of Malloy, Montague, Karnowski, Radosevich & Co. will

present the City's 2010 Audit Report
 

1. Bio of Len Linton and Sons
 

3. Citizen Input
 

4. Approve Agenda
 

5. Consent Agenda
 

1. Receive Cash & Investments for Period Ending May 31, 2011
 

2. Receive April 2011 Financial Reports - General Fund and Enterprise Funds
 

3. Receive 2010 Comprehensive Annual Financial Report (CAFR)
 

4. Note the following Commission and Boards meeting minutes:

Environmental Policy Board meeting minutes dated May 3, 2011

Planning Commission meeting minutes dated May 5, 2011

Economic Development Authority meeting minutes dated May 12, 2011

Special Planning Commission meeting minutes dated May 19, 2011
 

5. Introduce Ordinance to Amend to Chapter 117 of City Code Relating to Required Depth of Topsoil; Case

of City of Ramsey
 

6. Approval of Business Subsidy Agreement with Ramsey Retail Rental for SAC/WAC Assistance 
 

7. Consider Registered Land Survey Related to Bunker Lake Boulevard Project
 

8. Consider Ordering City Improvement Projects #11-01 through 11-06; 2011 Street Maintenance Program
 

9. Accept Plans and Specifications, and Authorization to Bid City Improvement Project #10-25; Chameleon

Street Paving
 

10. Approve Off-Sale Intoxicating Liquor, Off-Sale 3.2% Liquor, On-Sale Intoxicating Liquor, Beer, Sunday



10. Approve Off-Sale Intoxicating Liquor, Off-Sale 3.2% Liquor, On-Sale Intoxicating Liquor, Beer, Sunday

Sales, and Optional 2:00 a.m. Closing
 

11. Adopt Resolution #11-06-XXX Approving Cash Disbursements Made and Authorizing Payment of

Accounts Payable Invoicing Received during the Period of May 26, 2011 through June 8, 2011
 

12. Adopt Resolution #11-06-XXX Supporting the Concept of Cooperation and Collaboration to Promoting

Greater Efficiency in the Use of Public Resources
 

13. Adopt Resolution #11-06-XXX in Support of 2011 State Bond Funding for the Repair and Renovation of

the Coon Rapids Dam as an Invasive Fish Barrier
 

14. Authorize Resolution #11-06-XXX Resolution Establishing Procedures Relating to Compliance With

Reimbursement Bond Regulations Under the Internal Revenue Code.
 

15. Report from the Finance Committee of May 31, 2011

          Agenda Item #1 Consider Collection Procedure for Delinquent Escrow Accounts

          Agenda Item #2 City Financial Dashboard
 

16. Report from the Personnel Committee meeting held on May 31, 2011.

 

Case 1: Resolution to Consider Authorizing Staff to Recruit and hire a temporary IT Intern. 

 
 

6. Public Hearing
 

7. Council Business
 

1. Selection of a Towing Vendor for the City of Ramsey
 

2. Consider Receiving Petition for Feasibility Study to Install Subdivision Street Lights on Sunfish Lake

Boulevard between Highway #10 and Bunker Lake Boulevard
 

3.  Consider Revised Full-Service Restaurant Subsidy Policy
 

4. Consider Approval of Environmental Policy Board Work Plan
 

5. Adopt Ordinance to Amend Section 117-90 "Map" of Chapter 117  of the Ramsey City Code Related to

the 2030 Comprehensive Plan.
 

6. Adopt Ordinance to Amend City Code Section 117-349 (Accessory Uses and Buildings)
 

8. Mayor/Council/Staff Input

1)  Mayors Town Hall Meeting - Thursday, June 16 - 7:00 p.m. - Lake Itasca Room

2)  Joint Meeting with Nowthen City Council - Wednesday, June 22 - Lake Itasca Room
 

9. Adjournment
 



   

CC Regular Session   2. 1.           

Meeting Date: 06/14/2011  

By: Jo Thieling, Administrative Services

Title:

Bio of Len Linton and Sons

Background:

The City Council is privileged to have City employee Leonard Linton and his sons present tonight to lead in the

Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag.  Mr. Linton has worked in the City's Engineering Department for over seven

years.  Len earned his Eagle Scout designation in 1976.  His project was for the Red Cross Community Fund Drive

in Meeteetse, Wyoming.  Mr. Linton has served as a Scout leader for 17 years.

Each of Len's five sons has also earned the distinguished honor of being an Eagle Scout.  

Jeff - age 28 - earned his Eagle Scout designation in 1999.  His project was a painting project at the Doris A. Kemp

Park in Champlin, MN.  Jeff is currently employed by Arrow Components in Ramsey and he and his wife Kasey

reside in Champlin.

Jason - age 25 - earned his Eagle Scout designation in 2003.  His project was also a painting project at the Doris A.

Kemp Park in Champlin.  Jason is currently seeking employment and resides in Champlin with his parents.

Jeremy - age 23 - earned his Eagle Scout designation in 2004.  His project was a painting project at Andrews and

Northland Parks in Champlin, MN.  Jeremy is working this summer as staff at Many Point Scout Camp and as a

Range Master for the high adventure camp.

Jacob - age 20 - earned his Eagle Scout designation in 2008.  His project was painting fire hydrants in Champlin,

MN.  Jacob is currently a student at the University of Minnesota, Twin Cities Campus, and will also be living and

working on campus this summer.

Jared - age 19 - earned his Eagle Scout designation in 2010.  His project was replacing sidewalk at the Champlin

American Legion.  Jared is currently attending Transitions Plus in Anoka, and will be attending Anoka-Ramsey

Community College in the fall.  He volunteers at Mercy Medical Center in Coon Rapids and is currently seeking

employment.  Jared resides in Champlin with his parents.

All five Linton sons graduated from Champlin High School and all five participated in musical extra curricular

activities.  All five young men, over the years, attended Rum River Scout Camp and Many Point Scout Camp.  In

addition, Jeff, Jason, and Jeremy attended Philmont Scout Ranch (a national high adventure camp).  Jeremy also

attended Northern Tier High Adventure Base and Florida Sea Base.  Jacob and Jared attended Medicine Mountain

Scout Camp as well.

Congratulations to the Linton family for their hard work and dedication to the Boy Scouts of America and on

achieving such high honor.

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Kurt Ulrich Jo Thieling 06/09/2011 11:56 AM

Form Started By: Jo Thieling Started On: 06/09/2011 10:38 AM

Final Approval Date: 06/09/2011 



   

CC Regular Session   5. 1.           

Meeting Date: 06/14/2011  

By: Diana Lund, Finance

Title:

Receive Cash & Investments for Period Ending May 31, 2011

Background:

Report on the City's cash and investments for the period ending May 31, 2011.  Cash balances graph reflects the

changes in cash balances on the city's major funds for the period ending May 31, 2011 in comparison to year

ending December 31, 2010.  December 2010 numbers reflect final audited numbers.

Council Action:

None required.  Informational only.

Attachments

Cash & Investments for Period Ending May 31, 2011

Cash Balances on Major City Funds - May 31, 2011

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 06/08/2011 05:19 PM

Form Started By: Diana Lund Started On: 06/01/2011 07:24 AM

Final Approval Date: 06/08/2011 











CASH BALANCES FOR PERIOD ENDING May 31, 2011

Major City Funds

**Significant Change in Water Fund:  Internal Loan for Municipal Center - $1M
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CC Regular Session   5. 2.           

Meeting Date: 06/14/2011  

By: Diana Lund, Finance

Title:

Receive April 2011 Financial Reports - General Fund and Enterprise Funds

Background:

Brief Summary of actual revenues and expenditures to date in comparison to adopted budget for the funds of: 

General, Water, Sewer, Storm, Street Lighting, Recycling and Storm Drainage.

Council Action:

No action required.  Informational only.

Attachments

April 2011 General Fund Financial Report - Budget to Actual

April 2011 Enterprise Funds - Budget Compared to Actual

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 06/08/2011 05:19 PM

Form Started By: Diana Lund Started On: 06/01/2011 07:24 AM

Final Approval Date: 06/08/2011 



CITY OF RAMSEY

PREPARED BY: FINANCE DEPARTMENT

Period Summary - General Fund

Reporting Period:

Expenditures By Dept Head
2011

Budget
2011

YTD Actual
2010

Budget
2010

YTD Actual
2009 

Budget
2009

YTD Actual

Com Dev       557,272       157,555       597,419       181,880       824,350       296,947 
Fire       749,783       181,754       748,713       211,027       764,766       188,570 
Finance       471,420       121,276       518,175       133,430       511,814       127,623 
Admin    1,344,287       455,636    1,488,890       451,010    1,512,148       379,673 
Public Works    2,711,681       663,280    2,669,548       623,547    2,718,718       755,446 
Police    2,919,369       840,837    2,863,561       827,077    2,772,287       809,707 
Council       141,156          56,894       144,236          48,501       166,360          56,877 
Legal       117,000          33,310       122,000          32,438       131,000          25,715 
Transfers out                    -                    -                    -                    -                    -                    - 
Debt Service       260,934                    -       252,647                    -         37,724          37,724 
Contingency          33,898                    -          68,002                    -         93,792                    - 

   9,306,800    2,510,542    9,473,191    2,508,910    9,532,959    2,678,282 
                   -                   0                    -                  (0)                    -                  (0)

Revenue
2011

Budget
2011

YTD Actual
2010

Budget
2010

YTD Actual
2009 

Budget
2009

YTD Actual

Taxes    7,037,127                    -    7,034,194                    -    7,532,034                    - 
Business Licenses/Permits          71,200          15,014          69,500          17,334         78,000          15,515 
Non-Business Licenses/Permits       367,532          97,722       330,750       112,739       398,400          68,478 

Federal Intergovernmental            6,000                    -            6,000                    -           6,000               358 
State Intergovernmental       299,300          68,500       277,100          70,000       277,100          70,000 
Local Intergovernmental                    -            5,017                    -                    -                    -                   9 
Charges for Services       823,875          99,054       700,451       116,499       785,588          64,379 
Fines and Forfeits       112,500          29,546       120,000          16,496       120,000          31,075 
Miscellaneous          19,000          10,149          45,000            1,081           2,000            3,539 
Interest       100,000                    -       150,000                    -       240,000                    - 
Transfers in       612,866                    -       965,046                    -       257,687       398,620 

   9,449,400       325,003    9,698,041       334,149    9,696,809       651,975 

1/1/2011 - 04/30/2011



CITY OF RAMSEY

PREPARED BY: FINANCE DEPARTMENT

Period Summary - General Fund

Reporting Period:

Capital Outlay
2011

Budget
2011

YTD Actual
2010

Budget
2010

YTD Actual
2009 

Budget
2009

YTD Actual

Com Dev                    -                    -                    -                    -                    -                    - 
Fire          32,000                    -          10,800            8,490         31,600          32,427 
Finance                    -                    -                    -                    -                    -                    - 
Admin          16,000                    -          33,000            1,015         17,400                    - 
Public Works                    -                    -          87,200          10,974         21,000          20,865 
Police          94,600            6,373          93,850          78,688         93,850                    - 
Council                    -                    -                    -                    -                    -                    - 
Legal                    -                    -                    -                    -                    -                    - 
Transfers out                    -                    -                    -                    -                    -                    - 
Debt Service                    -                    -                    -                    -                    -                    - 
Contingency                    -                    -                    -                    -                    -                    - 

      142,600            6,373       224,850          99,167       163,850          53,292 
                   -                    -                    -                    -                    -                    - 

`

Expenditures
2011

Budget
2011

YTD Actual
2010

Budget
2010

YTD Actual
2009 

Budget
2009

YTD Actual

Personal Services    6,275,744    1,956,926    6,559,765    2,034,556    6,643,206    2,106,230 
Supplies       724,837       259,435       710,972       225,767       749,309       225,420 
Other Services & Charges    2,045,285       294,182    1,949,807       248,588    2,102,720       308,907 
Transfers out                    -                    -                    -                    -                    -                    - 
Debt Service       260,934                    -       252,647                    -         37,724          37,724 

   9,306,800    2,510,542    9,473,191    2,508,910    9,532,959    2,678,282 
      142,600  (2,185,539)       224,850  (2,174,761)       163,850  (2,026,307)

Revenue  (9,449,400)      (325,003)  (9,698,041)      (334,149)  (9,696,809)      (651,975)

Expenses    9,449,400    2,516,915    9,698,041    2,608,077    9,696,809    2,731,574 

                   -                    -                    - 

 1/1/2011 - 04/30/2011 



CITY OF RAMSEY

PREPARED BY: FINANCE DEPARTMENT

Com Dev Fire Finance Admin Public Works Police Council Legal Transfers out Debt Service Contingency Total
2011 Budget    557,272    749,783    471,420     1,344,287        2,711,681     2,919,369    141,156    117,000                        -           260,934             33,898     9,306,800 
2011 YTD Actual    157,555    181,754    121,276        455,636           663,280        840,837       56,894       33,310                        -                        -                        -     2,510,542 
2010 Budget    597,419    748,713    518,175     1,488,890        2,669,548     2,863,561    144,236    122,000                        -           252,647             68,002     9,473,191 
2010 YTD Actual    181,880    211,027    133,430        451,010           623,547        827,077       48,501       32,438                        -                        -                        -     2,508,910 
2009 Budget    824,350    764,766    511,814     1,512,148        2,718,718     2,772,287    166,360    131,000                        -             37,724             93,792     9,532,959 
2009 YTD Actual    296,947    188,570    127,623        379,673           755,446        809,707       56,877       25,715                        -             37,724                        -     2,678,282 
2011 YTD  % of Budget 28.27% 24.24% 25.73% 33.89% 24.46% 28.80% 40.31% 28.47% #DIV/0! 0.00% 0.00% 26.98%
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CITY OF RAMSEY

PREPARED BY: FINANCE DEPARTMENT

Taxes Business 
Licenses/ 
Permits

Non-Business 
Licenses/ 
Permits

Federal 
Intergovern- 

mental

State 
Intergovern- 

mental

Local 
Intergovern- 

mental

Charges for 
Services

Fines and 
Forfeits

Misc. Interest Transfers in Total

2011 Budget     7,037,127       71,200            367,532               6,000           299,300                        -        823,875    112,500    19,000    100,000        612,866     9,449,400 
2011 YTD Actual                     -       15,014              97,722                        -             68,500               5,017          99,054       29,546    10,149                  -                     -        325,003 
2010 Budget     7,034,194       69,500            330,750               6,000           277,100                        -        700,451    120,000    45,000    150,000        965,046     9,698,041 
2010 YTD Actual                     -       17,334            112,739                        -             70,000                        -        116,499       16,496      1,081                  -                     -        334,149 
2009 Budget     7,532,034       78,000            398,400               6,000           277,100                        -        785,588    120,000      2,000    240,000        257,687     9,696,809 
2009 YTD Actual                     -       15,515              68,478                   358             70,000                       9          64,379       31,075      3,539                  -        398,620        651,975 
2011 YTD  % of Budget 0.00% 21.09% 26.59% 0.00% 22.89% #DIV/0! 12.02% 26.26% 53.42% 0.00% 0.00% 3.44%
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CITY OF RAMSEY

PREPARED BY: FINANCE DEPARTMENT

Personal 
Services

Supplies Other Services 
& Charges

Transfers out Debt Service Total

2011 Budget  6,275,744   724,837         2,045,285                       -        260,934  9,306,800 
2011 YTD Actual  1,956,926   259,435            294,182                       -                     -  2,510,542 
2010 Budget  6,559,765   710,972         1,949,807                       -        252,647  9,473,191 
2010 YTD Actual  2,034,556   225,767            248,588                       -                     -  2,508,910 
2009 Budget  6,643,206   749,309         2,102,720                       -           37,724  9,532,959 
2009 YTD Actual  2,106,230   225,420            308,907                       -           37,724  2,678,282 
2011 YTD  % of Budget 31.18% 35.79% 14.38% #DIV/0! 0.00% 26.98%
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CITY OF RAMSEY

PREPARED BY: FINANCE DEPARTMENT

Com Dev Fire Finance Admin Public Works Police Council Legal Transfers out Debt Service Contingency Total
2011 Budget                -    32,000              -    16,000                        -    94,600              -              -                        -                        -                       - 142,600   
2011 YTD Actual                -               -              -               -                        -      6,373              -              -                        -                        -                       - 6,373       
2010 Budget                -    10,800              -    33,000             87,200    93,850              -              -                        -                        -                       - 224,850   
2010 YTD Actual                -      8,490              -      1,015             10,974    78,688              -              -                        -                        -                       - 99,167     
2009 Budget                -    31,600              -    17,400             21,000    93,850              -              -                        -                        -                       - 163,850   
2009 YTD Actual                -    32,427              -               -             20,865               -              -              -                        -                        -                       - 53,292     
2011 YTD  % of Budget #DIV/0! 0.00% #DIV/0! 0.00% #DIV/0! 6.74% #DIV/0! #DIV/0! #DIV/0! #DIV/0! #DIV/0! 4.47%
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CITY OF RAMSEY

PREPARED BY: CITY OF RAMSEY FINANCE DEPARTMENT

Net Revenue (Loss) for Period Reporting Period: 1/1/2011 - 4/30/11

Dept
2011

Budget

2011
YTD Actual 2010 Budget

2010
YTD Actual

2009 Budget 2009 YTD Actual

Water         375,820.00         117,830.75         509,873.00            42,383.37         129,745.00            78,373.67 
Sewer            50,586.00            64,359.60         227,191.00            65,346.33         115,228.00            66,695.03 

Priority Street Lighting
             4,350.00                 870.83            24,740.00              4,765.58            39,593.00            (7,191.34)

Recycling            11,687.00          (25,023.79)            28,780.00          (27,202.07)                 203.00          (33,657.52)
Storm Water         218,257.00         124,913.05         233,890.00         113,137.17         190,434.00            86,414.46 

REVENUE SUMMARY - BY FUND Reporting Period: 1/1/2011 - 4/30/11

Dept
2011

Budget

2011
YTD Actual 2010 Budget

2010
YTD Actual

2009 Budget 2009 YTD Actual

Water      1,860,075.00         240,265.16      1,901,882.00         178,073.70      1,668,332.00         252,783.99 
Sewer      1,324,830.00         318,072.14      1,372,897.00         271,323.27      1,247,885.00         280,288.71 

Priority Street Lighting
        191,678.00            44,352.41         199,272.00            43,533.66         191,710.00            40,481.28 

Recycling         336,079.00            74,106.17         343,441.00            73,061.31         334,245.00            70,652.31 
Storm Water         614,184.00         158,814.71         625,367.00         154,693.36         598,671.00         148,255.22 

EXPENSE SUMMARY - BY FUND Reporting Period: 1/1/2011 - 4/30/11

Dept
2011

Budget

2011
YTD Actual 2010 Budget

2010
YTD Actual

2009 Budget 2009 YTD Actual

Water      1,484,255.00         122,434.41      1,392,009.00         135,690.33      1,538,587.00         174,410.32 
Sewer      1,274,244.00         253,712.54      1,145,706.00         205,976.94      1,132,657.00         213,593.68 

Priority Street Lighting
        187,328.00            43,481.58         174,532.00            38,768.08         152,117.00            47,672.62 

Recycling         324,392.00            99,129.96         314,661.00         100,263.38         334,042.00         104,309.83 
Storm Water         395,927.00            33,901.66         391,477.00            41,556.19         408,237.00            61,840.76 

PERIOD SUMMARY BY DEPARTMENT
ENTERPRISE FUND



CITY OF RAMSEY

PREPARED BY: CITY OF RAMSEY FINANCE DEPARTMENT

ENTERPRISE FUND -- 9601 WATER UTILITY Reporting Period: 1/1/2011 - 4/30/11

Description
2011

Budget

2011
YTD Actual 2010 Budget

2010
YTD Actual

2009 Budget
2009 YTD 

Actual

REVENUE
Fund Revenue/Penalties       1,579,812.00       220,607.44   1,566,072.00       193,733.93   1,384,832.00       203,036.55 
Charges for Services            28,000.00         10,802.00         32,422.00         16,871.00         33,500.00         11,335.00 
Taxes            32,263.00                       -           83,388.00                       -                         -                         -   
Business Licenses/Permits                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   
 Non-Business Licenses/Permits                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   
Federal Intergovernmental                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   
State Intergovernmental                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   
Local Intergovernmental                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   
Fines and Forfeits                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   
Miscellaneous                           -             8,855.72                       -         (32,531.23)                       -             2,423.71 
Interest          220,000.00                       -         220,000.00                       -         250,000.00         35,988.73 
Transfers in                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   

TOTAL REVENUE       1,860,075.00       240,265.16   1,901,882.00       178,073.70   1,668,332.00       252,783.99 

EXPENSES
Personal Services          239,660.00         66,600.61       247,086.00         63,156.73       251,732.00         59,721.59 
Supplies          346,500.00         16,621.28       307,540.00         42,978.28       396,000.00         51,035.69 
Other Services & Charges          217,435.00         39,212.52       204,723.00         29,555.32       213,195.00         33,653.04 
Transfers out            33,000.00                       -           32,000.00                       -           30,000.00         30,000.00 
Capital Outlay                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   
Depreciation          647,660.00                       -         600,660.00                       -         647,660.00                       -   

TOTAL EXPENSES       1,484,255.00       122,434.41   1,392,009.00       135,690.33   1,538,587.00       174,410.32 

EXCESS OF REVENUES OVER/UNDER EXPENSES          375,820.00       117,830.75       509,873.00         42,383.37       129,745.00         78,373.67 

PERIOD DETAIL BY DEPARTMENT
ENTERPRISE FUND



CITY OF RAMSEY

PREPARED BY: CITY OF RAMSEY FINANCE DEPARTMENT

PERIOD DETAIL BY DEPARTMENT
ENTERPRISE FUND

ENTERPRISE FUND -- 9602 SEWER UTILITY Reporting Period: 1/1/2011 - 4/30/11

Description
2011

Budget

2011
YTD Actual 2010 Budget

2010
YTD Actual

2009 Budget
2009 YTD 

Actual

REVENUE
Fund Revenue/Penalties       1,224,435.00       317,416.92   1,240,820.00       303,302.60   1,145,885.00       279,711.27 
Charges for Services               1,000.00              533.90           2,077.00           1,006.00           2,000.00              120.00 
Taxes            19,395.00                       -           50,000.00                       -                         -                         -   
Business Licenses/Permits                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   
 Non-Business Licenses/Permits                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   
Federal Intergovernmental                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   
State Intergovernmental                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   
Local Intergovernmental                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   
Fines and Forfeits                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   
Miscellaneous                           -                121.32                       -         (32,985.33)                       -                457.44 
Interest            80,000.00                       -           80,000.00                       -         100,000.00                       -   
Transfers in                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   

TOTAL REVENUE       1,324,830.00       318,072.14   1,372,897.00       271,323.27   1,247,885.00       280,288.71 

EXPENSES
Personal Services          121,530.00           5,440.80         53,295.00           6,700.60         92,281.00           5,134.36 
Supplies            11,700.00              680.72         12,630.00           5,181.06           6,250.00           1,256.72 
Other Services & Charges          616,580.00       247,591.02       596,347.00       194,095.28       552,692.00       183,202.60 
Transfers out            27,000.00                       -           26,000.00                       -           24,000.00         24,000.00 
Capital Outlay                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   
Depreciation          497,434.00                       -         457,434.00                       -         457,434.00                       -   

TOTAL EXPENSES       1,274,244.00       253,712.54   1,145,706.00       205,976.94   1,132,657.00       213,593.68 

EXCESS OF REVENUES OVER/UNDER EXPENSES            50,586.00         64,359.60       227,191.00         65,346.33       115,228.00         66,695.03 



CITY OF RAMSEY

PREPARED BY: CITY OF RAMSEY FINANCE DEPARTMENT

PERIOD DETAIL BY DEPARTMENT
ENTERPRISE FUND

ENTERPRISE FUND -- 9603 STREET LIGHTING UTILITY Reporting Period: 1/1/2011 - 4/30/11

Description
2011

Budget
2011

YTD Actual 2010 Budget
2010

YTD Actual
2009 Budget

2009 YTD 
Actual

REVENUE

Fund Revenue/Penalties          171,678.00         44,352.41       179,272.00         43,533.66       169,710.00         40,481.28 
Charges for Services                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   
Taxes                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   
Business Licenses/Permits                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   
 Non-Business Licenses/Permits                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   
Federal Intergovernmental                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   
State Intergovernmental                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   
Local Intergovernmental                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   
Fines and Forfeits                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   
Miscellaneous                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   
Interest            20,000.00                       -           20,000.00                       -           22,000.00                       -   
Transfers in                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   

TOTAL REVENUE          191,678.00         44,352.41       199,272.00         43,533.66       191,710.00         40,481.28 

EXPENSES
Personal Services                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   
Supplies                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   
Other Services & Charges          134,328.00         43,481.58       127,453.00         38,768.08       106,545.00         35,672.62 
Transfers out            13,000.00                       -           12,500.00                       -           12,000.00         12,000.00 
Capital Outlay                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   
Depreciation            40,000.00                       -           34,579.00                       -           33,572.00                       -   

TOTAL EXPENSES          187,328.00         43,481.58       174,532.00         38,768.08       152,117.00         47,672.62 

EXCESS OF REVENUES OVER/UNDER EXPENSES               4,350.00              870.83         24,740.00           4,765.58         39,593.00         (7,191.34)



CITY OF RAMSEY

PREPARED BY: CITY OF RAMSEY FINANCE DEPARTMENT

PERIOD DETAIL BY DEPARTMENT
ENTERPRISE FUND

ENTERPRISE FUND -- 9604 RECYCLING UTILITY Reporting Period: 1/1/2011 - 4/30/11

Description
2011

Budget

2011
YTD Actual 2010 Budget

2010
YTD Actual

2009 Budget
2009 YTD 

Actual

REVENUE
Fund Revenue/Penalties          285,600.00         73,686.22       293,368.00         72,906.31       285,600.00         70,532.31 
Charges for Services                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   
Taxes                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   
Business Licenses/Permits                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   
 Non-Business Licenses/Permits                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   
Federal Intergovernmental                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   
State Intergovernmental                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   
Local Intergovernmental            50,279.00                       -           49,873.00                       -           48,145.00                       -   
Fines and Forfeits                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   
Miscellaneous                           -                419.95                       -                155.00                       -                120.00 
Interest                  200.00                       -                200.00                       -                500.00                       -   
Transfers in                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   

TOTAL REVENUE          336,079.00         74,106.17       343,441.00         73,061.31       334,245.00         70,652.31 

EXPENSES
Personal Services               5,992.00           1,192.48           6,764.00           1,578.49           5,992.00           1,621.64 
Supplies            10,000.00           1,199.01           7,690.00           1,837.10         10,000.00           1,550.03 
Other Services & Charges          300,400.00         96,738.47       293,207.00         96,847.79       311,250.00         94,338.16 
Transfers out               8,000.00                       -             7,000.00                       -             6,800.00           6,800.00 
Capital Outlay                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   
Depreciation                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   

TOTAL EXPENSES          324,392.00         99,129.96       314,661.00       100,263.38       334,042.00       104,309.83 

EXCESS OF REVENUES OVER/UNDER EXPENSES            11,687.00       (25,023.79)         28,780.00       (27,202.07)              203.00       (33,657.52)



CITY OF RAMSEY

PREPARED BY: CITY OF RAMSEY FINANCE DEPARTMENT

PERIOD DETAIL BY DEPARTMENT
ENTERPRISE FUND

ENTERPRISE FUND -- 9605 STORM WATER UTILITY Reporting Period: 1/1/2011 - 4/30/11

Description
2011

Budget

2011
YTD Actual 2010 Budget

2010
YTD Actual

2009 Budget
2009 YTD 

Actual

REVENUE
Fund Revenue/Penalties          606,184.00       158,814.71       617,367.00       154,693.36       588,671.00       147,970.82 
Charges for Services                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   
Taxes                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   
Business Licenses/Permits                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   
 Non-Business Licenses/Permits                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   
Federal Intergovernmental                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   
State Intergovernmental                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   
Local Intergovernmental                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   
Fines and Forfeits                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   
Miscellaneous                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                284.40 
Interest               8,000.00                       -             8,000.00                       -           10,000.00                       -   
Transfers in                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   

TOTAL REVENUE          614,184.00       158,814.71       625,367.00       154,693.36       598,671.00       148,255.22 

EXPENSES
Personal Services            70,231.00           9,050.65         68,630.00           9,066.84         69,008.00         16,477.53 
Supplies            22,500.00           2,998.13         32,890.00         11,618.41         21,600.00           5,877.38 
Other Services & Charges            51,420.00         21,852.88         43,957.00         20,870.94         58,315.00         20,485.85 
Transfers out            22,000.00                       -           21,000.00                       -           19,000.00         19,000.00 
Capital Outlay                           -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -   
Depreciation          229,776.00                       -         225,000.00                       -         240,314.00                       -   

TOTAL EXPENSES          395,927.00         33,901.66       391,477.00         41,556.19       408,237.00         61,840.76 

EXCESS OF REVENUES OVER/UNDER EXPENSES          218,257.00       124,913.05       233,890.00       113,137.17       190,434.00         86,414.46 



Water Sewer Priority Street 
Lighting

Recycling Storm Water

2011 Budget                             1,860,075                1,324,830                    191,678                    336,079                    614,184 
2011 YTD Actual                                 240,265                    318,072                      44,352                      74,106                    158,815 
2011 YTD  % of Budget 12.92% 24.01% 23.14% 22.05% 25.86%

2010 Budget                             1,901,882                1,372,897                    199,272                    343,441                    625,367 
2010 YTD Actual                                 178,074                    271,323                      43,534                      73,061                    154,693 
2010 YTD  % of Budget 9.36% 19.76% 21.85% 21.27% 24.74%

2009 Budget                             1,668,332                1,247,885                    191,710                    334,245                    598,671 
2009 YTD Actual                                 252,784                    280,289                      40,481                      70,652                    148,255 
2009 YTD  % of Budget 15.15% 22.46% 21.12% 21.14% 24.76%
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Water Sewer Priority Street 
Lighting

Recycling Storm Water

2011 Budget                 1,484,255                 1,274,244                     187,328                     324,392                     395,927 
2011 YTD Actual                     122,434                     253,713                       43,482                       99,130                       33,902 
2011 YTD  % of Budg 8.25% 19.91% 23.21% 30.56% 8.56%

2010 Budget                 1,392,009                 1,145,706                     174,532                     314,661                     391,477 
2010 YTD Actual                     135,690                     205,977                       38,768                     100,263                       41,556 
2010 YTD  % of Budg 9.75% 17.98% 22.21% 31.86% 10.62%

2009 Budget                 1,538,587                 1,132,657                     152,117                     334,042                     408,237 
2009 YTD Actual                     174,410                     213,594                       47,673                     104,310                       61,841 
2009 YTD  % of Budg 11.34% 18.86% 31.34% 31.23% 15.15%

Water Sewer Priority Street 
Lighting

Recycling Storm Water
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CC Regular Session   5. 3.           

Meeting Date: 06/14/2011  

By: Diana Lund, Finance

Title:

Receive 2010 Comprehensive Annual Financial Report (CAFR)

Background:

The City of Ramsey is required to undergo a certified audit, on an annual basis, of all of its funds and account

groups. This audit is performed by the firm of Malloy, Montague, Karnowski, Radosevich & Co., P.A. 

Incorporated into the 2010 CAFR are changes that are consistent with recommendations from the review for the

“Certificate of Achievement for Excellence in Financial Reporting: (Certificate) and any reporting changes required

by the Governmental Accounting Standards Board (GASB). It is our belief that this report is again a good candidate

for receipt of the Certificate and it is intended that we submit the 2010 CAFR for review and consideration.

The auditors, as a part of their work, prepare a Management Report for the City. This report contains information

on the following:

1. Audit Summary

2. Funding Cities in Minnesota

3. Governmental Fund Overview

4. Financial Trends and Conditions of Your City

5. Accounting and Auditing Updates

A presentation from a representative with the firm of Malloy, Montague, Karnowski, Radosevich will review the

auditors opinions contained in the CAFR, the Management Report and answer any questions that Council may

have. This presentation will be scheduled prior to the regular City Council meeting to account for time and a brief

summary will be presented at the beginning the regular City Council meeting.

Notification:

The 2010 CAFR and Management Report were included as attachments with the worksession case entitles "2010

CAFR and Management Report".

Funding Source:

The 2010 annual audit was included in the 2011 General Fund Finance budget.

Council Action:

Motion to recommend Council accept the 2010 Comprehensive Annual Financial Report and authorize the Finance

Officer to submit to the State of Minnesota Department of Revenue and other agencies, as required, and to submit

the report with application for the Certificate to the Government Finance Officers Association of the United States

and Canada.

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 06/08/2011 05:25 PM

Form Started By: Diana Lund Started On: 06/02/2011 07:43 AM

Final Approval Date: 06/08/2011 



   

CC Regular Session   5. 4.           

Meeting Date: 06/14/2011  

By: JoAnn Shaw, Community Development

Title:

Note the following Commission and Boards meeting minutes:

Environmental Policy Board meeting minutes dated May 3, 2011

Planning Commission meeting minutes dated May 5, 2011

Economic Development Authority meeting minutes dated May 12, 2011

Special Planning Commission meeting minutes dated May 19, 2011

Background:

n/a

Funding Source:

n/a

Council Action:

n/a

Attachments

EBP 5.3.11

Planning 5.5.11

EDA 5.12.11

Special Planning 5.19.11

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Kurt Ulrich Jo Thieling 06/09/2011 02:14 PM

Form Started By: JoAnn Shaw Started On: 06/08/2011 11:59 AM

Final Approval Date: 06/09/2011 
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ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY BOARD  

CITY OF RAMSEY 

ANOKA COUNTY 

STATE OF MINNESOTA 

 

On Tuesday, May 3, 2011, the Environmental Policy Board (EPB) met in the Rum River 

Conference Room at the Ramsey Municipal Center, 7550 Sunwood Drive N.W., Ramsey, 

Minnesota. 

 

 

Members Present: Chairperson Michael Max 

   Board Member Trent Hassett 

   Board Member Jennifer Carlson  

   Board Member John Enstrom  

   Board Member Kathleen Riley-Daniels 

   Board Member Bob Bentz 

   Board Member Thomas Stodola (arrived 6:02 p.m.) 

 

Members Absent:  None 

 

Also Present:  Associate Planner/Environmental Coordinator Chris Anderson 

       

CALL TO ORDER 

 

Chairperson Max called the meeting to order at 6:00 p.m. 

 

CITIZEN INPUT 

 

None. 

 

APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

 

Motion by Board Member Hassett and seconded by Board Member Riley-Daniels to approve the 

agenda as submitted. 

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes: Chairperson Max, Board Members Carlson, Riley-Daniels, Bentz, 

Hassett and Enstrom.  Voting No: None.  Absent: Board Member Stodola. 

 

APPROVAL OF ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY BOARD MINUTES 

 

Motion by Board Member Riley-Daniels and seconded by Board Member Bentz to approve the 

regular meeting minutes dated April 4, 2011. 

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes: Chairperson Max, Board Members Enstrom, Riley-Daniels, Bentz, 

Hassett and Carlson.  Voting No: None.  Absent: Board Member Stodola. 
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POLICY BOARD BUSINESS 

 

Board Member Stodola arrived. 

 

Case #1: Review 2011 Environmental Expo & Tree Sale Event 

 

Associate Planner/Environmental Coordinator Anderson presented the staff report.   

 

Chairperson Max stated that he thought the logistics of the event were good.  He thought the 

front/main lobby setup and the use of the main corridor were good.  He was surprised that the 

Alexander Ramsey Room was as quiet as it was.  Typically that area is the most active in terms 

of attendees. 

 

Board Member Hassett stated that Lonnie Dupre’s presentation was great and had very good 

attendance.  He suggested that maybe some form of mini presentations could be offered in the 

Alexander Ramsey Room in the future. 

 

Board Member Riley-Daniels stated that maybe the Alexander Ramsey Room was less active 

this year because the 4-H area was in the main lobby.  Maybe the kids/families never made it all 

the way down to the Alexander Ramsey Room. 

 

Board Member Bentz stated that no matter the length of the presentation, if there is a keynote 

speaker at future events, it should be taped. 

 

Board Member Hassett stated that he’d like to thank Mrs. Bentz for use of the television for the 

Board’s booth. 

 

Board Member Bentz stated that he staffed the Board’s booth for the majority of the event and 

they had very few visitors.  He stated the Board really needs to reconsider their booth and its 

contents to draw people in. 

 

Board Member Enstrom stated that he was not at all happy with the attendance.  He thought it 

was way too low.  He suggested that a survey be sent out to all exhibitors asking how the event 

can be improved. 

 

Associate Planner/Environmental Coordinator Anderson stated that last year he sent out a survey 

through Survey Monkey to all exhibitors and intends to do the same this year.  He stated that the 

majority of the responses last year were very positive and where possible, he incorporated the 

suggestions from that survey into this year’s event. 

 

Board Member Riley-Daniels asked what the purpose of the event really was. 

 

Associate Planner/Environmental Coordinator Anderson stated that in his opinion, the purpose of 

this event is to educate the citizenry about environmental concerns and issues and to promote 

awareness of these issues.  At its core, he stated it is an educational event. 
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Board Member Enstrom stated that he thought more retailers should be involved in the event to 

try and draw people in. 

 

Associate Planner/Environmental Coordinator Anderson stated that after one of the recent expo 

events when he solicited feedback from exhibitors, one response was that this event should not 

have a booth for Tupperware as that has no real connection to the purpose of the event.  He 

stated that he can see both the pros and cons of bringing in more retailers but that space is still a 

limiting factor. 

 

Associate Planner/Environmental Coordinator Anderson stated that he and some of his 

counterparts within the County have periodically tossed around the idea of a multi-community 

type of event which may allow for more exhibitors and a wider range of exhibitors.  However, 

each community would have to ‘give up’ some control over the event. 

 

Board Member Enstrom suggested that we solicit from exhibitors ‘prizes’ that could be used in a 

drawing towards the end of the event in which people would need to be present to win.  That 

way, people may stick around longer. 

 

Board Member Hassett stated that he thinks planning for the 2012 event should start next month. 

 

Associate Planner/Environmental Coordinator Anderson stated that he did not want the Board’s 

agenda to continue to be dominated by the expo.  He also stated that with the reorganization of 

the Community Development Department, going forward he’ll have even less time to focus on 

the expo event.  While he has heard some good thoughts on ways to expand the event, anything 

beyond its current format would really need to be organized by the Board.  He suggested that the 

Board consider forming an expo subcommittee that could continue to work on the event and 

report back to the Board monthly. 

 

Chairperson Max stated that he thought a standing item on the agenda for the expo would be a 

good thing and he also supported the idea of forming an expo subcommittee. 

 

Board Member Carlson stated that she would be happy to assist with lining up a speaker for next 

year’s event. 

 

BOARD/STAFF INPUT 

 

Associate Planner/Environmental Coordinator Anderson stated that the Arbor Day planting in 

Rhinestone Commons Park probably wouldn’t be until June, hopefully.  He’ll provide more 

details either as they become available or at the next meeting.  Associate Planner/Environmental 

Coordinator Anderson also noted that he and Parks Supervisor Riverblood did a tree planting 

with the 3
rd

 graders from PACT Charter School and took the opportunity to speak with them 

about the benefits of trees, Arbor Day, and proper planting techniques. 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

 

Motion by Board Member Riley-Daniels and seconded by Board Member Stodola to adjourn the 

meeting. 
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The meeting adjourned at 6:56 p.m. 

 

Respectfully submitted,  

 

________________________________ 

Chris Anderson 

Associate Planner/Environmental Coordinator  
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 PLANNING COMMISSION 

 CITY OF RAMSEY 

 ANOKA COUNTY 

 STATE OF MINNESOTA 

 

The Ramsey Planning Commission conducted a regular meeting on Thursday, May 5, 2011, at 

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

 

Members Present:  Vice Chairperson Gary Van Scoy 

    Commissioner Randy Bauer 

    Commissioner Ralph Brauer 

    Commissioner Andrew Dunaway 

    Commissioner Joseph Field 

    Commissioner Robert Schiller 

 

Members Absent:  Chairperson Gary Levine 

 

Also Present:   Senior Planner Tim Gladhill 

    Economic Development/Marketing Manager Aaron Backman 

 

CALL TO ORDER 

 

Vice Chairperson Van Scoy called the regular meeting to order at 7:01 p.m. 

 

CITIZEN INPUT 

 

There was none. 

 

APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

 

Motion by Commissioner Dunaway, seconded by Commissioner Schiller, to approve the agenda 

as presented. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Dunaway, Schiller, 

Bauer, Brauer, and Field.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 

 

APPROVE PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES 

 

Motion by Commissioner Bauer, seconded by Commissioner Field to approve the following 

minutes as presented: 

 

1)  Planning Commission regular meeting minutes dated April 7, 2011. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Bauer, Field, Brauer, 

Dunaway, and Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 
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NOTE CITY COUNCIL MINUTES 

 

The following Council minutes were noted: 

 

1)  City Council regular meeting minutes dated February 22, 2011 

2)  City Council regular meeting minutes dated March 8, 2011 

3)  City Council regular meeting minutes dated March 22, 2011 

 

PUBLIC HEARINGS/COMMISSION BUSINESS 

 

Case #1: Public Hearing – Request for a Conditional Use Permit to Exceed Sign Size 

Restrictions at 7333 Sunwood Dr. NW; Case of Leroy Signs, Inc. 

 

Public Hearing 

 

Vice Chairperson Van Scoy called the public hearing to order at 7:02 p.m. 

 

Presentation 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill presented the Staff Report. 

 

Citizen Input 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill stated this seems consistent with the approval already given to NAU and 

Staff is recommending approval. 

 

Scott Laage with Leroy Signs stated the illuminated back letters didn’t fit their need, because 

they are using LED and it absorbs into the background and does not reflect the light.  The face lit 

letters NAU is requesting to use are the same type of lettering as on the Medical Examiners 

building. 

 

Commissioner Bauer asked if the applicant’s request is consistent with the changes that the City 

is looking at making to the sign ordinance. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill stated absolutely, we are going to look at what we have approved and 

look at what can be approved administratively and at the design guidelines.  There are some ways 

for flexibility.  The applicant is asking for 24 inches in height and 18 inches is what may be 

suggested to be the baseline height for administrative approval. 

 

Vice Chairperson Van Scoy stated that one of the discussions in the past was that a lot of the 

signs in The COR would be at street level, and most of what the Commission is asked to approve 

are second story, and he asked if this would be addressed with the new ordinance.   

 

Senior Planner Gladhill confirmed that it would and added that what makes this request different 

is that it is a single tenant building. 
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Motion by Commissioner Dunaway, seconded by Commissioner Field, to close the public 

hearing. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Dunaway, Field, 

Bauer, Brauer, and Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 

 

The public hearing closed at 7:13 p.m. 

 

Commission Business 

 

Motion by Commissioner Dunaway, seconded by Commissioner Bauer to recommend City 

Council approve the resolution adopting findings of fact favorable relating to Leroy Signs, Inc. 

request for a conditional use permit to exceed sign size restrictions established in City Code. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Dunaway, Bauer, 

Brauer, Field, and Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 

 

Motion by Commissioner Dunaway, seconded by Commissioner Field to recommend City 

Council approve the issuance of a conditional use permit based on findings of fact relating to 

Leroy Signs, Inc. and adopt the resolution declaring the terms. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissions Dunaway, Field, 

Bauer, Brauer, and Schiller.  Voting No: None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 

 

Case #2: Public Hearing – Request for a Home Occupation Permit to Operate an Auto 

Body Repair Business on the Property Located at 17441 Baugh St. NW; Case 

of Lawrence and Paula Ferber 

 

Public Hearing 

 

Vice Chairperson Van Scoy called the public hearing to order at 7:14 p.m. 

 

Presentation 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill presented the Staff Report. 

 

Citizen Input 

 

Two letters in support of the applicant were submitted after the agenda was created. 

 

Lawrence Ferber, 17441 Baugh St. NW, the applicant stated he has been operating the business 

for 39 years.  It is a clean operation, a nice looking property and he does not have junk. 

 

Vice Chairperson Van Scoy stated he would like to have a time limit on the permit and asked the 

applicant what was his timeframe for retirement, as was noted in the staff report. 
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Mr. Ferber replied two or three years. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill asked the applicant if he was comfortable with a sunset clause that would 

have the home occupation expire in three years.  He also clarified that in the event this operation 

is discontinued for more than a year it expires, that the business cannot be sold to someone else 

that any future owner would have to go through the same process of approval, and that Mr. 

Ferber could not move the approval of the home occupation permit to another parcel. 

 

Mr. Ferber replied he would like the permit to remain open and not expire.   

 

Senior Planner Gladhill stated he would leave it to the commission if they want to entertain an 

expiration date or if they feel we have enough control within our city code to make sure this 

doesn’t become a public nuisance.  He continued that with the size of this parcel and the 

adequate separation that it should not impact the neighboring structures. 

 

Vice Chairperson Van Scoy asked if there was a written report from the fire department.  Senior 

Planner Gladhill stated there was not a written report, but the department has reviewed the 

substance of this case and is comfortable with the findings of fact and the terms in the permit. 

 

Commissioner Dunaway asked how much automotive paint was stored on site. 

 

Mr. Ferber stated a total of probably 5 - 10 gallons of thinner and reducers and only enough paint 

for what is needed for the current repair and then he properly recycles it. 

 

Commissioner Bauer asked if the 39 years he has been in business has been at this location. 

 

Mr. Ferber replied 19 years at this location and 20 years next door to this location.  He is the sole 

employee, business has operated the same and is strictly by referral and no advertising is done. 

 

Motion by Commissioner Dunaway, seconded by Commissioner Field, to close the public 

hearing. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Dunaway, Field, 

Bauer, Brauer, and Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 

 

The public hearing closed at 7:27 p.m. 

 

Commission Business 

 

Motion by Commissioner Bauer, seconded by Commissioner Dunaway to recommend that City 

Council adopt the resolution adopting Findings of Fact favorable relating to the applicant’s 

request for a home occupation permit. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Bauer, Dunaway, 

Brauer, Field, and Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 
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Motion by Commissioner Bauer, seconded by Commissioner Dunaway to recommend that City 

Council approve the applicant’s request for a home occupation permit. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Bauer, Dunaway, 

Brauer, Field, and Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 

 

Case #3: Consider Ordinance to Amend Section 117-90 “Map” of Chapter 117 of the 

Ramsey City Code Related to the 2030 Comprehensive Plan. 

 

Public Hearing 

 

Vice Chairperson Van Scoy called the public hearing to order at 7:30 p.m. 

 

Presentation 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill presented the Staff Report. 

 

Citizen Input 

 

Eileen Rick, 15059 Limonite St. inquired as to why she received a letter. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill stated everyone within the boundary received a letter because the zoning 

district was being changed back to what it was previously. 

 

Ms. Rick asked if it was going back to one acre lots. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill explained that there is a two and one half-acre lot minimum for any 

redevelopment.  Those lots that are one acre lots will remain, however any future development 

would have a minimum lot size of two and one-half acres.  He continued to explain the reason 

the one-acre lots are included in this district. 

 

Carol Sibbel, 7311 Alpine Drive, asked if this does pass when it would be reviewed again. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill stated every ten years the city is required to update its Comprehensive 

Plan.  There are opportunities for comp plan amendments; however, in this fashion it is done 

once every ten years.  If you have five acres you would be able to divide into two lots, there 

might be some public infrastructure requirements. 

 

Motion by Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, seconded by Commissioner Dunaway, to close the public 

hearing. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Dunaway, Bauer, 

Brauer, Field, and Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 

 

The public hearing closed at 7:43 p.m. 
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Commission Business 

 

Commissioner Bauer asked if there is no action taken, does it remain 10 acre lot requirement. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill stated it would remain Central Rural Reserve, which would be in conflict 

with the current Comprehensive Plan.  The City would need to request an amendment to the 

Comprehensive Plan with the Metropolitan Council. 

 

Discussion ensued regarding the number of one acre lots already in existence in the zoning 

district. 

 

Commissioner Brauer stated that the reason for the 2.5 acre lot minimum was to prevent the 

owners of the larger parcels from having one acre lot developments right next to them. 

 

Vice Chairperson Van Scoy stated another criteria in combining the different lot sizes besides the 

size of the lot, is to keep this area outside of the MUSA.   

 

Commissioner Field clarified that the only properties affected by this change are those five acres 

or larger in size that have a potential for subdivision. 

 

Motion by Commissioner Dunaway, seconded by Commissioner Field to recommend the City 

Council approve the Ordinance to amend the Official Zoning Map as presented. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Dunaway, Field, 

Bauer, Brauer, and Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 

 

Case #4: Request for Interim Use Permit for a Go Cart Track at 14550 Armstrong 

Boulevard; Case of Karl Janzen 

 

Public Hearing 

 

Vice Chairperson Van Scoy called the public hearing to order at 7:51 p.m. 

 

Presentation 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill presented the Staff Report. 

 

Citizen Input 

 

Karl Janzen, 9131 178
th

 Avenue NW, and Tim Marchiafava 19119 Waco Street, Elk River the 

applicants stated they started looking into a Go-Cart track about 18 months at a different site that 

didn’t work out with the owner.  They asked the City if they would be interested in a joint 

venture.  They stated it is a win/win situation for both the city and them.  There shouldn’t be a 

dust issue.   The motors are 5 hp Briggs and Stratton, 4-cycle with mufflers mandated.  The 

applicants presented two letters one from Coborns, and one from Acapulco Restaurant in support 

of the Go Cart Track. 
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Vice Chairperson Van Scoy stated he would like the noise addressed, as that has been the number 

one concern of other motor type activity in the City. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill read the letters in support presented from Coborns and Acapulco 

Restaurant at the request of Vice Chairperson Van Scoy. 

 

Vice Chairperson Van Scoy questioned if all business in the area received notification. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill stated notice went out to the property owners within 350 of this property, 

which might not have been received by each of the tenants. 

 

Jeff Wise, 7901 165
th

 Avenue, stated he was in support of the Go Cart Track as it is good for his 

business and all the businesses in the area.  The pine fence going up will keep it clean.   

 

Commissioner Bauer asked if the applicants had long range plans as to how to proceed when the 

Highway #10 and Armstrong interchange develops. 

 

Mr. Marchiafava stated they want to show that they are a viable business and good for the City 

and when the interchange develops the City will want to retain the business and work with them 

to find a new location. 

 

Commissioner Bauer asked what would happen to the site if the track didn’t stay in business. 

 

Mr. Janzen stated the provisions in the contract state they have to turn it into a flat piece of land, 

which would be to remove fencing and light poles and re-grading.  

 

Commissioner Field asked what other locations they have operated their racetrack and if the 

participants provide their own go-cart. 

 

Mr. Janzen stated the Sherburne County Fairgrounds, Wisconsin, Cokato, MN and the 

participants provide their own go-cart.  

 

Commissioner Field asked what the schedule was. 

 

Mr. Marchiafava stated Friday nights as a general guideline.  The gates will open at 5:00 p.m., 

race at 7:00 p.m. and close at 10:00 p.m.  There are a few opportunities that they might race on a 

different night. 

 

Commissioner Dunaway noted that each machine puts out 75 decibels of noise and asked how 

many teams are running at any particular time. 

 

Mr. Janzen stated there will be three to 12 carts on the track at a time.  He continued that there 

would be more noise from Armstrong Blvd. and Highway #10 then there would be from the go-

carts. 
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Senior Planner Gladhill stated that noise is measured at the property line and has to sustain the 

level for a fair amount of time. 

 

Commissioner Brauer asked if Senior Planner Gladhill was comfortable that the noise ordinance 

would manage any noise problems with this track. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill stated the applicants have to work within the noise ordinance and the 

data they have provided states they will be in compliance. 

 

Vice Chairperson Van Scoy asked clarification of the schedule and if the applicants were 

planning on having a sound system. 

 

Mr. Janzen stated the schedule would be once a week at the most and they haven’t planned on a 

sound system. 

 

Vice Chairperson Van Scoy asked if the racers are primarily children or exclusively children. 

 

Mr. Janzen stated they are primarily children.  The ages range from six to 60.  Parents will bring 

their children and race with them.  Seventy-five percent are under the age of 16. 

 

Commissioner Field asked if the insurance is provided by the applicants, or if the teams have 

their own insurance.  Mr. Janzen replied they cover insurance for the property, racers, and 

spectators. 

 

Commissioner Brauer stated in the agreement it states that it would be twice a week and the 

applicants had stated once a week. 

 

Mr. Marchiafava stated there is the option for twice a week, maybe a Wednesday and a Friday.  It 

is not a regular occurrence; however it is nice to have the option. 

 

Commissioner Dunaway asked how many races are run on a night and how the dust will be 

controlled. 

 

Mr. Janzen stated there are seven or eight classes and each runs three times.  There is a water 

truck that will water the track before, during and after each race. 

 

Commissioner Field asked if there are additional parking spaces. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill stated we have verbal or written approval from two different property 

owners.  There will be items to work through following Council review and approval and one of 

those items is to determine whether an easement needs to be given so there is a recordable 

document so it will survive sales of the different parcels. 

 

Commissioner Dunaway asked how many spectators can be accommodated. 
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Mr. Marchiafava stated there is a bleacher that will hold 45 and plenty of ground space for 

blankets or lawn chairs.  If attendance grows past that they would put up another set of bleachers. 

 

Tim Kelsey, 7900 151
st
 Lane, stated his concern regarding the traffic on Armstrong Blvd. with 

these events and oil getting onto the dirt. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill stated Armstrong is getting some upgrades this summer; signalization is 

going in at Bunker Lake Blvd. intersection.  There is a need for upgrades and an interchange and 

the City saw that through the Comprehensive Plan process.  He added that the applicant will be 

responsible for any environmental cleanup. 

 

Mr. Wise stated two years ago when Oasis was still in operation they had more than 50 vehicles 

in a two hour timeframe pull into their business.  The racers will be entering the site off of 146
th

 

Avenue and that was done to prevent traffic back up. 

 

Motion by Commissioner Bauer, seconded by Commissioner Field, to close the public hearing. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Bauer, Field, 

Dunaway, Brauer, and Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 

 

The public hearing closed at 8:43 p.m. 

 

Commission Business 

 

Commissioner Dunaway stated he does have some concern regarding the traffic with Legacy 

Christian Academy coming and school activities being on Friday nights. 

 

Mr. Janzen stated the race dates are after school ends and before it starts in the fall again. 

 

Motion by Commissioner Dunaway, seconded by Commissioner Field to recommend that City 

Council adopt the resolution adopting findings of fact favorable to the applicant relating to the 

request for an Interim Use Permit to allow for commercial outdoor recreation for the operation of 

a Go-Cart Track. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Dunaway, Field, 

Bauer, Brauer, and Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 

 

Motion by Commissioner Brauer, seconded by Vice Chairperson Van Scoy to recommend that 

City Council approve the Interim Use Permit based on findings of fact; contingent upon 

compliance with the City Staff Review Letter dated April 28, 2011 and combining condition #2 

and #22. 

 

Further Discussion 

 

Commissioners discussed the IUP terms and a friendly amendment was made and accepted. 
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Motion by Commissioner Brauer, seconded by Vice Chairperson Van Scoy to recommend that 

City Council approve the Interim Use Permit based on findings of fact; contingent upon 

compliance with the City Staff Review Letter dated April 28, 2011 with the following changes to 

conditions: #2 “These IUP uses are for a five year term commencing on the date of approval of 

this permit or including termination of the IUP in the event the Subject Property is needed for 

another public purpose including, but not limited to, the construction of Armstrong Boulevard.  

This IUP is defined in Section 117-52 of City Code.  City Staff will monitor the events for any 

problems related to traffic, crowd control, noise, and other issues related to public safety”.  #3 

“The PERMITTEE may operate no more than twice per week and no race shall commence after 

10:00 p.m.”  #22 “That the IUP shall abide by all lease terms between the PERMITTEE and the 

City”. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Bauer, Brauer, 

Dunaway, Field, and Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 

 

Case #5: Ordinance to Amend City Code Section 117-349 (Accessory Uses and 

Buildings) 

 

Public Hearing 

 

Vice Chairperson Van Scoy called the public hearing to order at 9:00 p.m. 

 

Presentation 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill presented the Staff Report. 

 

Citizen Input 

 

Discussion ensued regarding two-story accessory structures and when a conditional use permit 

should remain a requirement to allow for them. 

 

Mr. St Hilaire, 7335 Alpine Drive, stated he has a land locked parcel and would like some 

resolution to this situation. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill stated these are two separate issues, he was familiar with the situation; 

however what is being reviewed and discussed today has nothing to do with land locked parcels.  

He continued that the City has offered various solutions to both parties and their attorneys and 

this is not something that is going to be resolved tonight. 

 

Norman Archer, 15410 Jackel Street, stated he built a two-story structure eleven years ago and a 

storm came through and now it needs to be replaced.  The ordinance in place now does not allow 

for him to rebuild the structure at the current height.  He stated that he has been waiting for this 

ordinance to be brought forward so he could rebuild. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill described the process of the ordinance to this point. 
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Vice Chairperson Van Scoy thanked Mr. Archer for working with Staff and following the 

guidelines of city code, as not everyone does.  He asked Mr. Archer if the changes that are being 

reviewed were favorable to him.  Mr. Archer said they were. 

 

Motion by Commissioner Dunaway, seconded by Commissioner Brauer, to close the public 

hearing. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Dunaway, Brauer, 

Bauer, Field, and Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 

 

The public hearing closed at 9:41 p.m. 

 

Commission Business 

 

Commissioner Schiller suggested that attached garages be excluded from the total number of 

accessory structures allowed. 

 

Commissioners continued discussing the two story accessory structure requirements. 

 

Motion by Commissioner Dunaway, seconded by Commissioner Field to recommend that the 

City Council adopt the ordinance to amend City Code Section 117-349 (Accessory uses and 

buildings) with the following amendments to the draft ordinance: clarifying two story in different 

areas, checking that the intent of the language is captured in the footnotes, and excluding attach 

garages rather than primary garages. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Dunaway, Field, 

Bauer, Brauer, and Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 

 

Planning Commission recessed at 9:57 p.m. and returned at 10:02 p.m. 

 

Case #6: Recommend Planning Services Consultants for Interview with the City 

Council 

 

Presentation 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill presented the Staff Report. 

 

Commissioner Brauer questioned that Farr & Associates were one of the applicants, however, not 

one of the five. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill stated their location and travel expense were considered in the decision.  

There will be occasions the consultant will need to attend meetings and the cost was factored into 

their response.   
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Commissioner Brauer asked if the Commission could pass on to council that it give staff the 

flexibility to call on Farr’s expertise if and when needed, especially if the City goes to form based 

codes. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill stated if that is the direction or recommendation of the Planning 

Commission Staff will pass that along, however, we have to look at budget constraints and make 

sure we can handle both. 

 

Economic Development/Marketing Manager Backman stated that as they looked at these 

companies they looked at the principals and who they are assigning to do the work.  

 

Discussion ensued regarding the proposals for planning services. 

 

The Planning Commission recommends that Staff and Council make the decision regarding the 

firms with the flexibility to call on Farr & Associates as a potential resource for special projects. 

 

Case #7: Update on Legislation Related to Variance Authority 

 

The Update on Legislation Related to Variance Authority was noted. 

 

Case #8: Review Upcoming Comprehensive Plan Amendments 

 

The Review on Upcoming Comprehensive Plan Amendments was noted. 

 

Case #9: Staff Update 

 

The Staff Update was noted. 

 

Case #10: Zoning Bulletin 

 

The Zoning Bulletin was noted. 

 

Case #11: Upcoming Training Opportunities 

 

Upcoming Training Opportunities was noted. 

 

Case #12: APA MN Newsletter 

 

The APA MN Newsletter was noted. 

 

OTHER COMMISSION BUSINESS 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

 

Motion by Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, seconded by Commissioner Dunaway, to adjourn the 

meeting. 
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Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Dunaway, Bauer, 

Brauer, Field, and Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 

 

The regular meeting of the Planning Commission adjourned at 10:26 p.m. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

_________________________________ 

Tim Gladhill 

Senior Planner 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

__________________________________ 

JoAnn Shaw 

Planning Division Secretary 



Economic Development Authority/May 12, 2011 

Page 1 of 4 

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 

CITY OF RAMSEY 

ANOKA COUNTY 

STATE OF MINNESOTA 

 

The City of Ramsey Economic Development Authority (EDA) conducted an EDA meeting on 

Thursday, May 12, 2011, at the Ramsey Municipal Center, 7550 Sunwood Drive NW, Ramsey, 

Minnesota. 

 

Members Present: Chairperson Chris Riley 

   Member John LeTourneau 

   Member Colin McGlone 

   Member Wayne Skaff 

   Member Jim Steffen 

   Member Kristine Williams 

Member Jeff Wise (left the meeting at 8:50 a.m.) 

 

Members Absent: None 

 

Also Present:  Aaron Backman, Economic Development/Marketing Manager 

Heidi Nelson, Deputy City Administrator/Community Development Director 

(left the meeting at 8:15 a.m.) 

Mayor Bob Ramsey 

CALL TO ORDER 

 

Chairperson Riley called the Economic Development Authority meeting to order at 7:34 a.m.   

APPROVE AGENDA 

 

Motion by Member LeTourneau, seconded by Member Skaff, to approve the agenda moving case 

number 5.5 to 5.3. 

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes: Chairperson Riley, Members, LeTourneau, Skaff, McGlone, Steffen, 

Williams, and Wise.  Voting No:  None.  Absent: None. 

APPROVE MINUTES 

 

Motion by Member Steffen, seconded by Member LeTourneau, to approve April 14, 2011 minutes 

as presented. 

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes: Chairperson Riley, Members Steffen, LeTourneau, McGlone, Skaff, 

Williams, and Wise.  Voting No:  None.  Absent: None. 
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EDA BUSINESS 

Case #1: Appointment of Chairperson and Vice Chairperson 

 

Motion by Member LeTourneau, seconded by Member Williams to appoint Chris Riley as 

Chairperson and Wayne Skaff as Vice Chairperson of the Economic Development Authority. 

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes: Members LeTourneau, Williams, Steffen, and Wise.  Voting No:  

Member McGlone.  Abstain: Chairperson Riley and Member Skaff.  Absent: None. 

 

Case #2: RM Golf Carts Project Update 

 

Economic Development/Marketing Manager Backman presented the Staff Report that discussed the 

relocation of RM Golf Carts to the City-owned building at 7039 Highway 10 (known as the former 

EZ Tractor site).  City Council approved a five year lease with RM Golf Carts paying for any 

leasehold improvements to the existing building. 

 

Mr. Backman will bring a tenant request to City Council on May 17
th

 for approval of Class V 

aggregate in the rear of the lot. 

 

Chairperson Riley stated it is great that the City is helping out a current business and using an 

under-utilized property. 

 

Mr. Backman stated that this is a RALF property and cannot be sold.  A profit on the lease cannot 

be made, however the lease revenue does cover the taxes and administrative costs. 

 

Member Wise stated that there were issues with them being their own general contractor.   

 

Deputy City Administrator/Community Development Director Nelson stated they have worked 

through the issue and they have their contractor license with the City and have proof of their 

issuance.  

 

Member McGlone stated that the City owns the building, not the contractor and that is why a 

license was needed.  He continued that a City license is only needed when the contractor does not 

have a state license. 

 

CASE #5 The COR Status Report 

 

Deputy City Administrator/Community Development Director Nelson presented The COR update, 

this included the two current projects with one tentative closing date in July and the other to close in 

August.   

 

Ms. Nelson stated the development management team presented at the Minnesota Shopping Center 

Association (MSCA) and participated in the NorthStar Transit Orientation Tour.  The tour allowed 

for Staff to see the vision of each station’s community.  The team had a booth at the Ramsey 

Business Expo, which was a community relations event for The COR, and are now preparing to 

attend the International Council of Shopping Centers Conference (ICSC) in Las Vegas. 
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Ms. Nelson stated that if the members had any questions or concerns regarding The COR to contact 

her or Development Manager Darren Lazan who is in the office on Tuesdays. 

 

Ms. Nelson stated the final development agreement was approved for the Legacy Christian 

Academy project. 

 

Discussion ensued regarding financing of the Flaherty and Collins project and if the EDA would be 

a participant in the financing.  At this time EDA will not be brought into the financing and this 

update is informational.  

 

Chairperson Riley asked if the Development Management Team was using the Buxton Study and if 

now was the time to have the update done. 

 

Ms. Nelson stated the study is being used, it helps shape who the City reaches out to and helps 

guide the marketing.  

 

Economic Development/Marketing Manager Backman stated the update is part of the 2011 Work 

Plan. 

 

Member Williams communicated that the president of the MSCA complimented the development 

team and was impressed with the presentation and marketing materials presented at the MSCA 

conference. 

 

CASE #3 HRA/EDA Powers and Responsibilities 

 

Economic Development/Marketing Manager Backman presented the Staff Report and an updated 

“Comparison of HRA and EDA Entities in Minnesota” handout. 

 

Members discussed the similarities and differences of the HRA and EDA as presented in the 

“Comparison of HRA and EDA Entities in Minnesota” handout. 

 

Chairperson Riley stated from reviewing this handout both entities have been operating within their 

statutory framework. 

 

Mr. Backman stated the attorneys would have spoken up to the boards if they were not acting within 

their boundaries. 

 

Case #4 Staff Project Update 

 

Economic Development/Marketing Manager Backman presented an update on the 2011 Business 

Expo.  He stated it was at the Fountains of Ramsey, a new location this year, which made it more 

convenient for attendees to access both expos.  There were 49 exhibitors and a waiting list of 

businesses wanting to be at the event.  This is the first year that businesses could set up the night 

before and approximately 40% did so.   Mr. Backman thanked Member Skaff for helping at the 

event. 

 

Mr. Backman stated he is continuing to work with the Minneapolis company that is looking at re-

locating to Ramsey, among other states.  The State of Minnesota prepared a tax comparative with 
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the other states and Minnesota compared well.  There is a board of directors meeting for the 

prospect the first part of June, so a decision should be made soon. 

 

Members were updated on the Anoka County fiber line.  The timing of the telecommunications line 

is important to the VA Clinic; when the fiber line is run will impact the opening of the clinic. 

 

Mr. Backman listed the 15 largest employers in the community. 

 

Mr. Backman stated that PSD will install the final lift on Sapphire Street at the same time the curb 

cut and parking lot extension are done. 

 

The EDA Business Appreciation Golf Tournament will be held on August 16, 2011. 

 

MEMBER INPUT 

 

Mayor Ramsey thanked the members for their work.  He continued that they are ambassadors for 

the City and to be careful what is said in public on The COR or any project in the city. 

 

Member LeTourneau stated that the board looks for the big picture and if there is a way to better 

communicate with the community to let the members know. 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

 

Motion by Member Steffen, seconded by Member Skaff, to adjourn the meeting. 

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes: Chairperson Riley, Members Steffen, Skaff, LeTourneau, McGlone, 

and Williams.  Voting No: None.  Absent: Member Wise. 

 

The regular meeting of the Economic Development Authority adjourned at 8:57 a.m. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

_____________________________ 

Aaron Backman 

Economic Development/Marketing Manager 

 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

______________________________ 

JoAnn Shaw 

Planning Division Secretary 
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 PLANNING COMMISSION 

 CITY OF RAMSEY 

 ANOKA COUNTY 

 STATE OF MINNESOTA 

 

The Ramsey Planning Commission conducted a special meeting on Thursday, May 19, 2011, at 

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

 

Members Present:  Vice Chairperson Gary Van Scoy 

    Commissioner Andrew Dunaway 

    Commissioner Joseph Field 

    Commissioner Robert Schiller 

 

Members Absent:  Chairperson Gary Levine 

    Commissioner Randy Bauer 

    Commissioner Ralph Brauer 

 

Also Present:   Senior Planner Tim Gladhill 

    Economic Development/Marketing Manager Aaron Backman 

    Associate Planner/Environmental Coordinator Chris Anderson 

 

CALL TO ORDER 

 

Vice Chairperson Van Scoy called the regular meeting to order at 6:00 p.m. 

 

CITIZEN INPUT 

 

There was none. 

 

APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

 

Motion by Commissioner Dunaway, seconded by Commissioner Field, to approve the agenda as 

presented. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Dunaway, Schiller, 

and Field.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine, Commissioners Bauer and Brauer. 

 

APPROVE PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES 

 

There were none. 

 

NOTE CITY COUNCIL MINUTES 

 

1)  There were none. 
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PUBLIC HEARINGS/COMMISSION BUSINESS 

 

Case #1: Public Hearing – Request for a Conditional Use Permit to Exceed Sign Size 

Restrictions at 7231 Sunwood Dr. NW; Case of Allina Medical Clinic. 

 

Public Hearing 

 

Vice Chairperson Van Scoy called the public hearing to order at 6:01 p.m. 

 

Presentation 

 

Associate Planner/Environmental Coordinator Anderson presented the Staff Report. 

 

Citizen Input 

 

There was none. 

 

Motion by Commissioner Dunaway, seconded by Vice Chair Van Scoy, to close the public 

hearing. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Dunaway, Field, and 

Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine, Commissioners Bauer and Brauer. 

 

The public hearing closed at 6:06 p.m. 

 

Commission Business 

 

Vice Chairperson VanScoy asked if the Applicant was willing to reduce the size of the logo on 

the monument sign. 

 

Kristian Thonvold of Allina Hospitals and Clinics stated Allina would be open to the request, but 

would need additional information. 

 

Vice Chairperson VanScoy inquired if the wall to serve as the monument sign has already been 

constructed. 

 

Mr. Thonvold confirmed in the affirmative. 

 

Associate Planner/Environmental Coordinator Anderson reviewed the proposed locations of the 

signs. 

 

Commissioner Schiller stated he was in favor of the request as presented by the Applicant. 

 

Commissioner Field reviewed the intent of the monument sign to attract attention to the entrance 

of the parking lot. 
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Mr. Thonvold confirmed and reviewed the location of the signs and stated that the proposed 

signs have the highest visibility facing west. 

 

Brian Elsesser of Designer Sign Systems stated a larger logo is desired for visibility purposes. 

 

Discussion ensued regarding current sign regulations and how square footage is calculated. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill reviewed the upcoming potential amendments to the City’s sign code and 

the City’s desire for more flexibility.  Senior Planner Gladhill stated this request appears to 

generally be in line with those discussions, especially in terms of construction specifications of 

the proposed lettering. 

 

Discussion ensued regarding proposed sign size as well as current procedures and regulations 

related to sign review. 

 

Economic Development/Marketing Manager Backman clarified that no sign is being proposed 

along Ramsey Boulevard. 

 

Vice Chairperson Van Scoy stated he desired the logo height on the monument sign to be 

lowered. 

 

Commissioner Schiller stated he believed that the logo would not stand out enough if the height 

was lowered. 

 

Discussion ensued regarding locations of signs and visibility from Ramsey Boulevard. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill reviewed the original conceptual drawings that were part of the site plan 

review which showed lettering on the glass façade facing Ramsey Boulevard.  Senior Planner 

Gladhill stated it was his understanding that lettering on the glass façade did not provide enough 

contrast to give adequate visibility of the letters, so the Applicant amended the sign plan as 

shown today. 

 

Mr. Thonvold stated that they would be willing to reduce the logo height to 30 inches. 

 

Motion by Commissioner Dunaway, seconded by Commissioner Field, to recommend City 

Council approve the resolution adopting findings of fact favorable relating to Allina Medical 

Clinic’s request for a conditional use permit to exceed sign size restrictions established in City 

Code, and reducing the logo height on the monument sign to 30 inches.. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Dunaway, Field, and 

Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine, Commissioners Bauer and Brauer. 

 

Motion by Commissioner Dunaway, seconded by Commissioner Field, to recommend City 

Council approve the issuance of a conditional use permit based on findings of fact relating to 

Allina Medical Clinic’s request and adopt the resolution declaring the terms and reducing the 

height of the monument sign logo to 30 inches. 
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Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissions Dunaway, Field, and 

Schiller.  Voting No: None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine, Commissioners Brauer and Bauer. 

 

OTHER COMMISSION BUSINESS 

 

None. 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

 

Motion by Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, seconded by Commissioner Dunaway, to adjourn the 

meeting. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Dunaway, Field, and 

Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine, Commissioners Bauer and Brauer. 

 

The regular meeting of the Planning Commission adjourned at 6:40 p.m. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

_________________________________ 

Tim Gladhill 

Senior Planner 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

__________________________________ 

JoAnn Shaw 

Planning Division Secretary 
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Meeting Date: 06/14/2011  

By: Chris Anderson, Community

Development

Title:

Introduce Ordinance to Amend to Chapter 117 of City Code Relating to Required Depth of Topsoil; Case of City of

Ramsey

Background:

In January of 2010, City Council adopted Ordinance #10-01 amending the definition of topsoil to ensure material

was available that could meet the City's specification. The City Council directed Staff to bring forth an ordinance

that would increase the required depth of topsoil from four (4) inches to six (6) inches, due to the more lenient

definition of topsoil, which was adopted in April of 2010 (Ordinance #10-04).

Notification:

In accordance with Minnesota Statute §15.99, the City properly advertised the Public Hearing in the Anoka Union,

the official City newspaper.

Observations:

One of City Council's strategic goals for 2011 is to review the costs of developing within the City. One topic that

several builders called attention to is topsoil. While builders generally understand the purpose of the requirement,

they have stated that Ramsey's topsoil requirement is more stringent than surrounding communities and it is

difficult to justify the additional cost when they can offer their same housing product in other communities at a

lesser cost. Reducing the required depth of topsoil back to four (4) inches, as it was when the topsoil requirement

was established in 2009, could result in an estimated $1,500 savings per lot for builders while still providing

improved moisture retention capabilities. This information was presented to the Public Works Committee in April

and their recommendation, which was subsequently ratified by City Council, was to amend the required depth of

topsoil to four (4) inches and leave all other aspects, such as trigger mechanisms and the specification itself, as is.

Recommendation:

The Planning Commission held a public hearing at their June 2, 2011 regular meeting and there were no written or

verbal comments regarding this matter.  The Planning Commission recommended approving the ordinance to

reduce the required depth of topsoil from six (6) to four (4) inches.

Funding Source:

Amendments to Chapter 117 are processed as part of regular Staff duties.

Council Action:

Motion to introduce Ordinance #11-__ amending the required depth of topsoil from six (6) to four (4) inches.

Attachments

Public Works Committee Meeting Minutes Dated April 19, 2011

Proposed Ordinance

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Tim Himmer Tim Himmer 06/08/2011 12:45 PM

Tim Gladhill Tim Gladhill 06/08/2011 12:52 PM

Aaron Backman Aaron Backman 06/08/2011 01:35 PM



Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 06/08/2011 05:28 PM
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Councilmember Elvig stated as a resident that shares this easement, he was shocked to see the 
size of the project and the lack of uniformity.  He understood from the City Attorney that he was 
the sole owner of the top of the land.  He explained he wanted to put a dock on the top of the 
rock, and that cannot happen now.  This has severed access along any easement he owns.   
 
Chairperson McGlone clarified the City intends to change the structure as it is now. 
 
City Engineer Himmer replied the City does intend to make changes that include this 
Committee’s and the Council’s direction.  This will be a separate case on the Council agenda, 

and the City Attorney will be present to aid in the discussion.  He added the contractor performed 
the work they were asked to do, and any changes would be paid by the City. 
 

Case #5: Consider Amendments to the City's Topsoil Ordinance 

 

Motion by Councilmember Elvig, seconded by Chairperson McGlone, to recommend that the 
Public Works Committee table this item to call the City Council Work Session to order. 
 
Motion carried.  Voting Yes:  Chairperson McGlone and Councilmembers Elvig and Tossey.  
Voting No: None. 
 
The Public Works Committee meeting recessed at 7:06 p.m. and reconvened at 7:16 p.m. 
 
City Engineer Himmer reviewed the staff report.  He added that Staff did attempt to determine 
the potential cost savings on a typical family home between the current standard and without, 
however the numbers were inconclusive. 
  
Motion by Chairperson McGlone, seconded by Councilmember Elvig, to recommend that the 
City Council amend the topsoil ordinance in City Code to reduce the thickness requirement from 
6 inches to 4 inches.   
 
Discussion:  Councilmember Tossey expressed concern in how readily available the topsoil 
compound is and how expensive it is.  City Engineer Himmer explained it is a MNDOT 
specification now.  The City gives reminders of its ordinance to all the contractors.  It is more 
expensive.  The builders have mentioned it is $1,500 more per lot.  It is readily available.  
Chairperson McGlone noted every state highway project uses this topsoil compound.  He also 
noted that the soil Ramsey has is unable to hold water so this kind of compound is necessary.  
Public Works Director Olson stated this is a good compromise to help hold the water, and for the 
builders that have already graded their lots.  This is a good step in finding another management 
tool to decrease water consumption and decrease the demand on the system. 
 
Motion carried.  Voting Yes:  Chairperson McGlone and Councilmembers Elvig and Tossey.  
Voting No: None. 
 

COMMITTEE INPUT 

 



 

ORDINANCE #11-XX 

CITY OF RAMSEY 

ANOKA COUNTY 

STATE OF MINNESOTA 

AN AMEMDMENT TO CHAPTER 117 OF THE RAMSEY CITY CODE, WHICH 

CHAPTER IS KNOWN AS THE ZONING AND SUBDIVISIONS CHAPTER OF THE 

RAMSEY, MINNESOTA, CITY CODE. 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTIONS 117-114 (B-1 GENERAL BUSINESS 

DISTRICT), 117-115 (B-2 HIGHWAY BUSINESS DISTRICT), 117-116 (E-2 

EMPLOYMENT DISTRICT), 117-117 (E-1 EMPLOYMENT DISTRICT), 117-120 (H-1 

HIGHWAY 10 BUSINESS DISTRICT), 117-121 (B-3 BUSINESS DISTRICT), 117-348 

(NEWLY ERECTED BUILDINGS; LOT GRADE ELEVATIONS), 117-614 

(SUBDIVISION DESIGN STANDARDS), AND 117-615 (CONSTRUCTION OF 

IMPROVEMENTS).  

The City of Ramsey ordains: 

SECTION 1. AUTHORITY 
 

This ordinance is adopted pursuant to and under the authority of the City Charter of the City of 

Ramsey. 

 

SECTION 2.   AMENDMENTS 

 

Section 117-114 (e) (14) b. is hereby amended to read as follows: 

 

b. Topsoil.  All exposed ground areas of a site not occupied by building, parking or storage, 

excluding natural areas that are left undisturbed, shall be covered with four (4) inches of 

topsoil, as defined in section 117-1, or an approved alternative as referenced in section 

117-348. 

 

Section 117-115 (e) (16) b. is hereby amended to read as follows: 

 

b. Topsoil.  All exposed ground areas of a site not occupied by building, parking or storage, 

excluding natural areas that are left undisturbed, shall be covered with four (4) inches of 

topsoil, as defined in section 117-1, or an approved alternative as referenced in section 

117-348. 

 

Section 117-116 (e) (3) b. is hereby amended to read as follows: 

 

b. Topsoil.  All exposed ground areas of a site not occupied by building, parking or storage, 

excluding natural areas that are left undisturbed, shall be covered with four (4) inches of 



topsoil, as defined in section 117-1, or an approved alternative as referenced in section 

117-348. 

 

Section 117-117 (e) (3) b. is hereby amended to read as follows: 

 

b. Topsoil.  All exposed ground areas of a site not occupied by building, parking or storage, 

excluding natural areas that are left undisturbed, shall be covered with four (4) inches of 

topsoil, as defined in section 117-1, or an approved alternative as referenced in section 

117-348. 

 

Section 117-120 (e) (14) b. is hereby amended to read as follows: 

 

b. Topsoil.  All exposed ground areas of a site not occupied by building, parking or storage, 

excluding natural areas that are left undisturbed, shall be covered with four (4) inches of 

topsoil, as defined in section 117-1, or an approved alternative as referenced in section 

117-348. 

 

Section 117-121 (g) (2) f. is hereby amended to read as follows: 

 

f. Landscaping. The master plan shall include a landscape plan for the entire development 

site. Landscaping shall be integrated throughout the site and shall include a combination 

of overstory trees, ornamental trees, shrubs, flowers (planting beds and raised planters), 

ground cover, and other landscaping elements. The required number of plantings will be 

site specific and will be determined largely by the total pervious area of a site. 

Landscaping should be used to soften and shade parking areas, line sidewalks and streets, 

accent building entrances, and break up large building facades. Plant selection should 

focus on functionality and take into account characteristics such as tolerance of soil 

compaction, poor drainage, and deicing salts. All landscaping shall be over at least four 

(4) inches of topsoil, as defined in section 117-1, or an approved alternative as referenced 

in section 117-348, and all landscaped areas shall include underground irrigation systems.  

 

Section 117-348 (h) (1) & (2) are hereby amended to read as follows: 

 

(1) Mass grading activities of the overall development of a site may utilize on-site stripped 

topsoil at a minimum thickness of four (4) inches. 

 

(2) Areas reserved for open space or dedicated parkland, except for natural areas that are left 

undisturbed, shall include a minimum of four (4) inches of topsoil, as defined in Section 

117-1, or an approved alternative as referenced in section 117-348 (i) (1) b., over the 

entire area and reestablish the same with sod (or seed and/or native grasses and 

wildflowers, if approved by the city council). Noxious weeds do not constitute acceptable 

ground cover in any district. 

 

Section 117-348 (i) (1) is hereby amended to read as follows: 

 



(i) Lawn requirements/ground cover. All exposed ground areas, including boulevards and 

areas not devoted to off-street parking, driveways, sidewalks and/or trails, patios or other such 

improvements shall be landscaped with grass, shrubs, trees and/or other ornamental landscape 

materials within six (6) months of the date of issuance of the certificate of occupancy. Also refer 

to individual zoning districts for specific planting requirements.  

 

(1) Topsoil. In all zoning districts, a minimum of four (4) inches of topsoil, as defined in 

Section 117-1, shall be applied across all exposed ground areas to the edge of improved 

streets, sidewalks, driveways and other impervious surfaces, excluding natural areas that 

are left undisturbed, whenever a building permit is issued for the construction of a 

principal building.  

 

a. The depth of topsoil at the time of inspection shall be no less than four (4) inches. 

 

b. Alternatives to the import of topsoil, such as compost or other soil amendments 

known to improve soil water holding capacity may be permitted, but only with the 

prior approval of the city engineer.  

 

Section 117-614 (j) (10) a. is hereby amended to read as follows: 

 

a. Provide finish grading and turf establishment for all park, playground, trail and public 

open spaces and provide landscape screening in accordance with City Policy. Except 

for natural areas that are left undisturbed and areas improved with buildings or 

paving, all areas reserved for dedicated parkland shall include at least four (4) inches 

of topsoil, as defined in section 117-1, or an approved alternative as referenced in 

section 117-348.  

 

Section 117-615 (c) (8) is hereby amended to read as follows: 

 

(8) Lot grading. All lots shall be graded in accordance with the final grading plan. In 

addition, erosion control measures shall be followed to eliminate erosion. Upon 

completion of the grading, at least four (4) inches of topsoil, as defined in section 

117-1, or an approved alternative as referenced in section 117-348, shall be applied to 

all exposed ground areas. And said areas shall be landscaped in accordance with the 

final landscape plan. 

 

Section 117-615 (c) (14) is hereby amended to read as follows: 

 

(14) Boulevard sodding. This item shall be completed just prior to occupancy of the 

building. This item may be completed sooner provided the subdivider maintains the 

sod until the dwelling or structure is occupied. Boulevard sod shall be installed over 

at least four (4) inches of topsoil, as defined in section 117-1, or an approved 

alternative as referenced in section 117-348. 

 

 

SECTION 3. SUMMARY 



 

The following is the official summary of Ordinance #11-XX which 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 and effect of Ordinance #11-XX to amend Ramsey, Minnesota City Code Sections 

117-114 (B-1 General Business District), 117-115 (B-2 Highway Business District), 117-116 (E-

2 Employment District), 117-117 (E-1 Employment District), 117-120 (H-1 Highway 10 

Business District), 117-121 (B-3 Business District), 117-348 (Newly erected buildings; lot grade 

elevations), 117-614 (Subdivision design standards), and 117-615 (Construction of 

improvements) to: 

 Reduce the required depth of topsoil from six (6) inches to four (4) inches on a lot 

whenever a building permit is issued for the construction of a principal structure, 

excluding those areas that will be improved with buildings, structures, parking and 

storage as well as natural areas that are left undisturbed. 

 

SECTION 4. EFFECTIVE DATE 

 

The effective date of this Ordinance is thirty (30) days after its passage and publication, subject 

to City Charter Section 5.07. 

 

 Adopted by the Ramsey City Council the XXX day of XXXXXX, 2011. 

 

 

             

     _____________________________________________ 

     Mayor 

 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

_______________________________________ 

City Clerk 

 

Introduction Date:   

Posting Dates:  

Adoption Date:  

Publication Date:  

Effective Date:  



   

CC Regular Session   5. 6.           

Meeting Date: 06/14/2011  

By: Aaron Backman, Administrative

Services

Title:

Approval of Business Subsidy Agreement with Ramsey Retail Rental for SAC/WAC Assistance 

Background:

At the March 8, 2011 regular meeting the Ramsey City Council approved a $68,000 RLF Loan to Wells Catering,

Inc. and up to $55,000 in Sewer Access Charge (SAC) and Water Access Charge (WAC) fee assistance to the

developer, Ramsey Retail Rental, LLC as part of The Falls Cafe project.  That project involves the relocation of the

Wells Catering business and the establishment of a full-service restaurant on the first floor of the Ramsey Office

Plaza Building.  

While the City Council approved up to $55,000 in financial assistance, the final determination by the Metropolitan

Council was that SAC/WAC fees for the new sit-down restaurant would total $35,579.00.  It should be noted that

when the developer obtained the building permit on 5/2/11 to start construction, they paid all the City's SAC and

WAC fees upfront.  Attached is the relevant business subsidy agreement between the City and the developer.  It

outlines that the restaurant will create at least 10 full-time equivalent jobs at a wage rate of at least $12.00 per hour

(including tips) during the first two years of operation.  As part of the agreement, a note for $35,579.00 will be set

up.  The terms of the note will be zero percent interest for seven years with annual payments of $5,082.27.  The

first payment would be on April 1, 2012.  To receive the financial assistance, the developer must ensure that a

full-service restaurant operates at least seven months during any fiscal year.

Recommendation:

Approve the proposed business subsidy agreement for $35,579.00 between the City of Ramsey and Ramsey Retail

Rental, LLC. 

Funding Source:

EDA funding would be utilized for paying the note over seven years. 

Council Action:

Approve the business subsidy agreement between the City of Ramsey and Ramsey Retail Rental that provides

$35,579.00 over seven years at zero percent interest commencing April 1, 2012 and continuing until April 1, 2019. 

Attachments

Bus. Subsidy Agreement - Ramsey Retail Rental

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 06/08/2011 05:45 PM
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BUSINESS SUBSIDY AGREEMENT 
 
 

This Business Subsidy Agreement (this “Agreement”) is made as of the ________ day of June, 
2011, between the City or Ramsey, Minnesota, a Minnesota municipal corporation (the 
“Grantor”) and Ramsey Retail Rental, LLC, a Minnesota limited liability company, (the 
“Recipient”). In order to satisfy the provisions of Minnesota Statutes, Sections 116J.993 through 
166J.995 (the “Act”), the Recipient acknowledges and agrees as follows: 
 
1. Description of the Business Subsidy. 
 

(a) The Project. The Recipient will be undertaking the following project within the Grantor’s 
Municipal boundary: The renovation/building improvements of 7533 Sunwood Drive, Suite 108, 
Ramsey, MN 55303 and related site improvements in order to establish a full-service restaurant, 
called The Falls Café, as defined herein (the “Project”). 

 
(b) Type of Business Subsidy. The Business Subsidy consists of the following assistance to 

the Recipient for the Project:  Repayment of fees paid for Sewer Access Charges (“SAC”) and 
Water Access Charges (“WAC”) associated with the restaurant build-out for the Project (the 
“Business Subsidy”). 

 
(c) Amount of the Business Subsidy. The amount of the Business Subsidy granted to the 

Recipient under this agreement has a value of $35,579.00. This is based upon a $35.579.00 
repayment to recipient for its fees paid for the SAC and WAC associated with the restaurant 
build-out for the Project.   

 
2. Public Purpose for the Business Subsidy. The public purpose of this Business Subsidy is 
to: 
 

(a) To increase the number and diversity of jobs that offer stable employment and attractive wages 
and benefits. 
 

(b) To enhance and diversify the City’s economic base. 
 

(c) To encourage unsubsidized private development. 

 
3. Why the Business Subsidy is needed.  
 
The Business Subsidy is needed because the costs associated with the SAC and WAC for the 
project make a potential restaurant project economically unfeasible.  A lease agreement with a 
restaurant tenant and the Recipient would not be reached without this Business Subsidy.   
 
4. Job and Wage Goals for the Business Subsidy. Recipient agrees to create at least 10 full 
time equivalent jobs and a wage rate at least equal to or exceeding the rate outlined in the 
adopted business subsidy policy within two years of the benefit date. The Grantor may 
determine that the creation or retention of jobs is not a goal of providing the Business Subsidy 
and the wage and job goals for the Business Subsidy are then set at zero. 
 



 2 

5. Continued Operations. The Recipient agrees to continue the restaurant operations at the 
location of the Project for at least seven (7) years after the Benefit Date. As used herein “Benefit 
Date” means the date the Business Subsidy is received. The Business Subsidy is for 
improvements to property, therefore the Benefit Date refers to the earliest of either: when the 
improvements are finished for the entire Project; or when the Recipient occupies the property. 
 
6. Financial Obligation of the Recipient if Recipient Does Not Fulfill this Agreement. If the 
Recipient does not fulfill this Agreement, the Recipient will repay all of the Business Subsidy to 
the Grantor plus interest (“Interest”) set at the implicit price deflator defined in Minnesota 
Statutes, Section 275.70, Subd. 2, accruing from and after the Benefit Date, compounded 
semiannually.  Said repayment will be pursuant to the terms and conditions of the Note. 
 
7. Business Subsidy Contingency.  The amount of the Business Subsidy is $35,579.00, 
which is the total of the SAC and WAC.  As a guarantee for Recipient to fulfill this Agreement, 
Recipient shall execute this Agreement. 

8. Reporting Requirements. 
 

(a) The Recipient agrees to furnish to the Grantor on or before March 1 in each year the 
report required in Section I 16J.994, Subd 7 of the Act on forms developed by the Minnesota 
Department of Trade and Economic Development (the “Reports”). 

 
(b) If the Grantor does not receive the Reports, it will mail the Recipient a warning within one 

week of the required filing date. If within 14 days of the post marked date of the warning the 
Reports are not made, the Recipient agrees to pay to the Grantor a penalty of $100 for each 
subsequent day until the Reports are filed up to a maximum of $1,000. 
 
9. Parent Corporation. There is no parent corporation for the Recipient. 
 
10. Other Grantors. The following is a list of all financial assistance to be provided by all 
grantors for the Project: None. 
 
11. Miscellaneous Provisions.  The following miscellaneous provisions are a part of this 
Agreement. 

Amendments.  This Agreement, together with any Related Documents, constitutes the 
entire understanding and agreement of the parties as to the matters set forth in this 
Agreement.  No alteration of or amendment to this Agreement shall be effective unless 
given in writing and signed by the party or parties sought to be charged or bound by the 
alteration or amendment. 

Caption Headings.  Caption headings in this Agreement are for convenience purposes only 
and are not to be used to interpret or define the provisions of this Agreement. 

Governing Law.  This Agreement will be governed by the laws of the State of Minnesota. 

Severability.  If a court of competent jurisdiction finds any provision of this Agreement to be 
illegal, invalid, or unenforceable as to any circumstance, that finding shall not make the 
offending provision illegal, invalid, or unenforceable as to any other circumstance.  If 
feasible, the offending provision shall be considered modified so that it becomes legal, valid 
and enforceable.  If the offending provision cannot be so modified, it shall be considered 
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deleted from this Agreement.  Unless otherwise required by law, the illegality, invalidity, or 
unenforceability of any provision of this Agreement shall not affect the legality, validity or 
enforceability of any other provision of this Agreements. 

Successors and Assigns.  All covenants and agreements by or on behalf of Recipient 
contained in this Agreement or any Related Documents shall bind Recipient’s successors 
and assigns and shall inure to the benefit of Grantor and its successors and assigns.  
Recipient shall not, however, have the right to assign Recipient’s rights under this 
Agreement or any interest therein, without the prior written consent of Grantor. 

Survival of Representations and Warranties.  Recipient understands and agrees that in 
making this Agreement, Grantor is relying on all representations, warranties, and covenants 
made by Recipient in this Agreement or in any certificate or other instrument delivered by 
Recipient to Grantor under this Agreement or the Related Documents.  Recipient further 
agrees that regardless of any investigation made by Grantor, all such representations, 
warranties and covenants will survive the making of this Agreement and delivery to Grantor 
of the Related Documents, shall be continuing in nature, and shall remain in full force and 
effect until such time as Recipient’s indebtedness shall be paid in full, or until this 
Agreement shall be terminated in the manner provided herein, whichever is the last to occur. 

Time is of the Essence.  Time is of the essence in the performance of this Agreement. 

12. Term of Agreement. This Agreement will be in full force and effect until the earlier of the 
Recipient meeting all of its obligations hereunder or the provisions of the Act no longer apply to 
the Grantor, the Recipient or the Project, in which this Agreement will be terminated.  The 
Grantor and Recipient have executed this Agreement as of the date written above. 

13. Definitions.  The following capitalized words have the following meanings when used in this 
Agreement. 

Agreement.  The word “Agreement” means this Business Subsidy Agreement as this 
Business Subsidy Agreement may be amended or modified from time to time, together with 
all exhibits and schedules attached to this Business Subsidy Agreement from time to time. 

Benefit Date.  The words “Benefit Date” means the date the Business Subsidy is received. 

Business Subsidy.  The words “Business Subsidy” mean repayment of the SAC and WAC 
already paid by Recipient in the amount of $35,579.00. 

Fiscal Year.  The words “Fiscal Year” mean October 1 through September 30 of the year 
referenced. 

Grantor.  The word “Grantor” means the City of Ramsey, Anoka County, Minnesota, a 
Minnesota municipal corporation, which City is granting the business subsidy. 

Note.  The word “Note” means the Note executed by City of Ramsey, as maker, in the 
principal amount of $35,579.00 dated June ___, 2011, together with all renewals of, 
extensions of, modifications of, refinancings of, consolidations of, and substitutions for the 
Note or credit agreement.  The Note shall have the following terms: 
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Maker City of Ramsey 
A Minnesota municipal corporation 

Lender Ramsey Retail Rental, LLC 
Principal Amount $35,579.00 
Interest Rate Zero percent (0%) 
Term Seven (7) Years 
Annual Payments $5082.27 

due annually each April 1st 
commencing with April 1, 2012 
and continuing each April 1st 
thereafter until April 1, 2019 when 
all interest and principal shall be 
due in full. 

Balloon Payment None 
Payment in Lieu of 
Annual Payment 

If a Restaurant is operated on the 
Site for a minimum of seven (7) 
full months during any Fiscal Year 
during the Term of the Note, the 
Maker will pay 1/7 of the principal 
due on Note in the amount of 
$5082.27 annually.  No such 
payment will be made after April 1, 
2019. 

 

Project.  The word “Project” means the renovation/building improvements of 5214 square 
foot of 7533 Sunwood Drive NW, Suite 108, Ramsey, MN which property is located on the 
following legally described property: 

Addition, Anoka County, Minnesota. 

Recipient.  The word “Recipient” means Ramsey Retail Rental, LLC, a Minnesota limited 
liability company which LLC is receiving the business subsidy granted herein. 

Related Documents.  The words “Related Documents” mean all promissory notes, credit 
agreements, loan agreements, and all other instruments, agreements and documents, 
whether now or hereafter existing, executed in connection with the Loan. 

Restaurant.  The word “Restaurant” means an eating facility, under the control of a single 
proprietor or manager, where meals are regularly prepared on the premises, where full 
waitress/waiter table service is provided, where a customer orders food from printed menus 
and where the main food course is served and consumed while seated at a single location.  
To be a restaurant as defined by this term in this Agreement, an establishment shall have a 
license from the state as required by Minnesota Statutes §157.16, as it may be amended 
from time to time, and meet the definition of “large establishment” as defined in said 
Minnesota Statutes §157.16.  An establishment which serves prepackaged food that 
receives heat treatment and is served in the package or frozen pizza that is heated and 
served, shall not be considered to be a Restaurant for purposes of this Agreement unless it 
meets the definition of ”large establishment”.  Minnesota Statutes §157.16 is attached 
hereto as Exhibit A and is incorporated herein as if fully set forth at this point. 
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Sewer Access Charge.  The words “Sewer Access Charge” (“SAC”) mean the fee required 
to be paid to the Metropolitan Waste Control Commission for properties to connect to the 
Metropolitan Waste Control Commission’s public sanitary sewer system.  The amount of the 
SAC for the Project is $20,270.00. 

Site.  The word “Site” or “the Site” means the property commonly known as 7573 Sunwood 
Drive NW, Suite 100, Ramsey, MN which property is located on the following legally 
described parcel: 

Addition, Anoka County, Minnesota. 

Water Access Charge.  The words “Water Access Charge” (“WAC”) mean the fee required 
by the City of Ramsey for properties to receive municipal through the said City’s municipal 
water system.  The amount of WAC for the Project is $15,309.00. 

RECIPIENT ACKNOWLEDGES HAVING READ ALL THE PROVISIONS OF THIS BUSINESS 
SUBSIDY AGREEMENT AND RECIPIENT AGREES TO ITS TERMS.  THIS BUSINESS 
SUBSIDY AGREEMENT IS DATED JUNE ______, 2011. 

 
Grantor: 
 
 
 
By______________________________________ 
Its Mayor 
 
 
By______________________________________ 
Its City Administrator 
 
 
Recipient: 
 
 
By______________________________________ 
Its Chief Manager 



   

CC Regular Session   5. 7.           

Meeting Date: 06/14/2011  

By: Tim Gladhill, Community Development

Title:

Consider Registered Land Survey Related to Bunker Lake Boulevard Project

Background:

The City has received a request for an Administrative Subdivision to realign property boundaries related to a

realignment of Magnesium Street.  Magnesium Street is being realigned as part of the Bunker Lake Boulevard

project.  Requests such as this are normally handled as part of regular staff duties, however, due to the fact a portion

of the Subject Property is registered (torrens), a Registered Land Survey is required.  Council approval is required,

as a Registered Land Survey requires City signatures.

It appears that with the proposed property line reconfiguration, all buildable lots continue to meet applicable zoning

code.

Notification:

None required.

Recommendation:

Staff recommends approval of the Registered Land Survey.

Funding Source:

Review of the RLS is being processed as part of regular staff duties.

Council Action:

Motion to approve/deny the Registered Land Survey, subject to review by the City Attorney as to legal form.

Attachments

Site Location Map

Proposed RLS

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Tim Himmer Tim Himmer 06/08/2011 01:54 PM

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 06/08/2011 05:45 PM

Form Started By: Tim Gladhill Started On: 06/08/2011 01:17 PM

Final Approval Date: 06/08/2011 
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CC Regular Session   5. 8.           

Meeting Date: 06/14/2011  

By: Tim Himmer, Engineering/Public

Works

Title:

Consider Ordering City Improvement Projects #11-01 through 11-06; 2011 Street Maintenance Program

Background:

The City Council held the public hearing for the 2011 Street Maintenance Program (SMP) on April 12, 2011. 

There were no comments received, and the feasibility study was accepted.  The 60 day waiting period for

counter-petitioning the project, consistent with the City Charter, has passed without any such petitions being

received and the City may now initiate the project.

The 2011 Street Maintenance Program (SMP) consists of six individual projects addressing the maintenance needs

on 13.47 miles of City streets.  Projects 11-01 through 11-04 will cover 11.93 miles of City streets, and receive a

seal coat preceded by sealing of cracks having widths that exceed one-quarter inch (1/4”).  Projects 11-05 and 11-06

will address 1.54 miles of City streets, and receive a one and one-half inch (1 ½”) bituminous overlay on top of the

existing bituminous pavement.  The goal of seal coating is to restore the imperviousness of the pavement;

eliminating water penetration and pavement oxidation retains the flexibility of bituminous pavement.  Unlike seal

coats, which only preserve the flexibility of the bituminous, an overlay provides additional strength to the pavement

structure.  Streets receive a bituminous overlay when they are no longer able to benefit from a seal coating operation.

The proposed seal coating projects consist primarily of streets that were recently overlaid, a majority of which were

done in 2006, and they will be assessed according to the City's revised policy on seal coat assessments (22% of

actual total project costs).  The proposed overlay projects consist of streets that have been combined by subdivision

or similar lot sizes, and will be assessed per unit.

The attached feasibility study outlines all the streets proposed for maintenance activities, estimated costs, and the

preliminary assessment role.  It also contains a general mapping of each project and lists all the parcels receiving

benefit; noting the number of shares being assessed.

Observations:

A public open house was held on March 30, 2011, and 10 property owners attended the meeting to ask questions

and provide input on making the project more successful.  Staff has also received a few comments from other

residents that were not able to attend the open house.  Each concern identified will be investigated and attempts will

be made to incorporate corrective actions into the final design prior to soliciting bids.  Staff will contact each

resident that communicated a concern to make sure they understand what will be done to address their issue.

It is staff's intent to have the project ordered this evening, and also receive authorization to prepare plans and

specifications, and solicit bids.  It is anticipated that the project will be bid in late June, and a contract awarded in

mid-July.  Construction activities will commence thereafter, with a majority of the work taking place in August. 

Following project completion in mid-September a final accounting will be conducted on actual project costs and an

assessment hearing will be scheduled for early October.

Recommendation:

Staff recommends that the City Council order City Improvement Projects #11-01 through 11-06; 2011 Street

Maintenance Program, and also authorize staff to prepare plans and specifications, and solicit bids.

Funding Source:

The entire 2011 SMP is estimated to cost approximately $578,000.  The City will be paying approximately



The entire 2011 SMP is estimated to cost approximately $578,000.  The City will be paying approximately

$346,000, benefiting property owner assessments are estimated at $190,000, and State Aid funding is estimated at

$41,000.

Council Action:

Motion to order City Improvement Projects #11-01 through 11-06; 2011 Street Maintenance Program, and also

authorize staff to prepare plans and specifications, and solicit bids.

Attachments

Location Map

Feasibility Study

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Brian Olson Brian Olson 06/08/2011 04:02 PM

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 06/08/2011 05:42 PM

Form Started By: Tim Himmer Started On: 06/08/2011 12:52 PM

Final Approval Date: 06/08/2011 



2011 STREET PROGRAM

Legend
MUNICIPAL BOUNDARY
2011 STREET RECONSTRUCTION
2011 OVERLAY
2011 SEAL  COAT
STREETS

































































































   

CC Regular Session   5. 9.           

Meeting Date: 06/14/2011  

By: Tim Himmer, Engineering/Public

Works

Title:

Accept Plans and Specifications, and Authorization to Bid City Improvement Project #10-25; Chameleon Street

Paving

Background:

A petition was received from 12 of the 20 property owners having frontage on Chameleon Street on February 2,

2010 for the bituminous paving of Chameleon Street, between 173rd Ave and 176th Lane, in the Shawn Acres

subdivision.  This petition was received by the Council on February 23, 2010, and a feasibility study was

ordered.  The feasibility study was completed and discussed by the Public Works Committee on June 15, 2010. 

The public hearing for the project was held by the City Council on August 24, 2010, and the project ordered on

October 26, 2010.  At the time the project was ordered one change was made to the feasibility study, which was to

apply a single assessment share to the property at 17310 Chameleon Street due to the combination of two separate

parcels into one.

The project is proposed to grade and pave a 28 foot wide road centered within the existing 66 foot right of way. 

The pavement section will consist of four inches of class 5 granular base, two inches of bituminous base course, and

1.5 inches of bituminous wear course.  This project will also include the grading of ditches alongside the roadway

and new culverts will be placed beneath driveways to improve drainage.  Storm water improvements will direct

drainage to discharge into utility easements dedicated on the plat of this subdivision, or acquired through the

process.

Notification:

 

Observations:

Staff has completed all field work and the final design is substantially complete.  A neighborhood open house has

been scheduled for June 15, 2011 to provide the residents with a project update, and discuss some of the drainage

concerns that have brought to our attention throughout the process (see attached letter).  Following the open house

revisions can be made to the plans (if necessary) to address any remaining concerns, and the project can be let for

bidding.  It is anticipated that Council will be considering an award of contract for this project on July 12, 2011,

and construction would commence around August 1st.

Recommendation:

Staff recommends accepting the plans and specifications for City Improvement Project 10-25; Chameleon Street

paving, and authorizing the project for bid.

Funding Source:

The total cost of the project is estimated to be $300,000, and is anticipated to be financed as follows:

• $149,000 City General Fund (includes asmt. for Shawn Acres Park, and additional share for previous lot

combination)

• $26,000 Storm Water Utility 

• $125,000 Property Assessments

Council Action:

Motion to accept the plans and specifications for City Improvement Project 10-25; Chameleon Street paving, and



Motion to accept the plans and specifications for City Improvement Project 10-25; Chameleon Street paving, and

authorize the project for bid.

Attachments

Location Map

Resident Update Letter

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Brian Olson Brian Olson 06/08/2011 02:04 PM

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 06/08/2011 05:41 PM

Form Started By: Tim Himmer Started On: 06/08/2011 09:20 AM

Final Approval Date: 06/08/2011 









   

CC Regular Session   5. 10.           

Meeting Date: 06/14/2011  

By: Jo Thieling, Administrative Services

Title:

Approve Off-Sale Intoxicating Liquor, Off-Sale 3.2% Liquor, On-Sale Intoxicating Liquor, Beer, Sunday Sales,

and Optional 2:00 a.m. Closing

Background:

Applications for renewal of the following liquor licenses have been applied for:

OFF SALE INTOXICATING

Rum River Wine & Spirits Inc. d/b/a Rum River Wine & Spirits 

J.N.T. Enterprises Inc. d/b/a M & L Country Liquors

Coborn’s Inc. d/b/a Coborn’s Liquor

Wiser Choice Liquor, Inc. d/b/a Wiser Choice Liquor

ON SALE & SUNDAY INTOXICATING AND 3.2 AND/OR BEER & OPTIONAL 2:00 A.M.

The Links at Northfork G.C. LLC d/b/a The Links At Northfork

Fairways on the Rum Inc. d/b/a McDuff’s Eatery & Pub 

S & B of Ramsey LLC d/b/a End Zone Bar & Grill 

Templer Group Inc. d/b/a JR’s Outpost

M&M Super Bowl, Inc. d/b/a Super Bowl 

Wells Catering Inc. d/b/a Wells Catering* 

SPM Properties, Inc. d/b/a Penalty Box Bar & Grill* 

Acapulco of Ramsey, Inc. d/b/a Acapulco Mexican Restaurant* 

3.2% OFF SALE

Rademacher Companies Inc. d/b/a Bill’s Superette #8 

Speedway SuperAmerica LLC d/b/a SuperAmerica #4508 

Yamoutpour, Frank d/b/a Sunfish Express 

Coborn’s Inc. d/b/a Coborn’s Superstore 

*All the paperwork was not received by the time of this writing. Since these are renewals are not new license apps,

staff is asking Council to approve these licenses contingent upon proper paperwork being received.

Council Action:

Motion to approve Off-Sale Intoxicating Liquor License renewals for Rum River Wine & Spirits, M & L Country

Liquors, Wiser Choice Liquors, and Coborn’s Liquor for the 2011 – 2012 license year.

- and –

Motion to approve On-Sale Intoxicating and 3.2 and Sunday, and Beer Liquor License renewals for The Links At

Northfork, McDuff’s Eatery & Pub, End Zone, JR’s Outpost, Super Bowl, Wells Catering, Penalty Box, and

Acapulco for the 2011 – 2012 license year. Optional 2:00 a.m. licenses have been requested by Spectators, JR’s,

and Penalty Box.

- and 

Motion to approve 3.2% Off Sale License for Bill’s Superette, SuperAmerica, Sunfish Express and Coborn’s

Superstore for the 2011 – 2012 license year.



Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 06/08/2011 05:38 PM

Form Started By: Jo Thieling Started On: 06/07/2011 02:46 PM

Final Approval Date: 06/08/2011 



   

CC Regular Session   5. 11.           

Meeting Date: 06/14/2011  

By: Jackie Lipski, Finance

Title:

Adopt Resolution #11-06-XXX Approving Cash Disbursements Made and Authorizing Payment of Accounts

Payable Invoicing Received during the Period of May 26, 2011 through June 8, 2011

Background:

The bills list as well as the resolution for adoption are attached to this case.

Funding Source:

N\A

Council Action:

Motion to adopt Resolution #11-06-XXX Approving Cash Disbursements Made and Authorizing Payment of

Accounts Payable Invoicing Received during the Period of May 26, 2011 through June 8, 2011.

Attachments

Billslist 6-14-2011

Bills Resolution
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Councilmember   introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption: 

 

RESOLUTION #11-05-XXX 

 

RESOLUTION APPROVING CASH DISBURSEMENTS MADE AND AUTHORIZING 

PAYMENT OF ACCOUNTS PAYABLE INVOICING RECEIVED DURING THE 

PERIOD OF MAY 26, 2011 THROUGH JUNE 8, 2011. 

 

 WHEREAS, the City of Ramsey Finance Department has made cash disbursements and 

received accounts payable invoicing during the period of May 26, 2011, through June 8, 2011, in 

the amount of $514,085.11; 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 May 26, 2011, through June 8, 2011, in the amount of $514,085.11. 

 

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 14
th

 day of June 2011. 

 

 

              

       Mayor 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

       

City Clerk 

  



   

CC Regular Session   5. 12.           

Meeting Date: 06/14/2011  

By: Jo Thieling, Administrative Services

Title:

Adopt Resolution #11-06-XXX Supporting the Concept of Cooperation and Collaboration to Promoting Greater

Efficiency in the Use of Public Resources

Background:

The Anoka County Board of Commissioners, at their May 24, 2011 meeting, adopted a resolution supporting the

cooperation and collaboration of local governments in Anoka County and promoting the greater efficiency in the

use of public resources.  City staff has been contacted by David Minke, Anoka County, requesting our Council

consider support of this cooperation and collaboration by adopting a like resolution.  Mr. Minke sent a draft

resolution, which is attached to this Consent case for Council consideration.  This resolution may be modified prior

to adoption if Council chooses.  The resolution adopted by the Anoka County Board of Commissioners is also

attached for Council information.

Council Action:

Motion to adopt Resolution #11-06-XXX Supporting the Concept of Cooperation and Collaboration to Promoting

Greater Efficiency in the Use of Public Resources.

Attachments

Anoka County Resolution Cooperation/Collaboration

City of Ramsey Resolution Cooperation/Collaboration
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Anokø County,
DATE: l.l;ay 24,2011

OFFERED BY COMMISSIONER: West
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, ,WI-IEREAS, the county, cities, and school districts in Anoka County have been meeting to
explore and improve the cooperation and collaboration between the local units oigovernment; and,

WHEREAS, the local units of government in Anoka County have a history of working together
to reduce costs arrd provide efficient services; and,

COMMISSIONERS
Minnesotø

RESOLUTION #2011.75

WFIEREAS, the economic, social, and civic environments continue to change requiring local
units of government to develop new methods of service delivery; and,

WHEREAS,. the changes in the roles and working relationships of elected offrcials, stafl and
constituents; the evolution of the services to be delivered; and the degree and accountability of authority
require vision-driven leadership; and,

WHEREAS, we must lead through an uncertain financial future, unstable economic conditions,
undesirable , financial trends, unfamlliar budget practices, changing organizational models, worried
employees; and a concerned population: 

l

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that Anoka County embraces the concept
cooperation and collaboration to promote greater efficiency in the use of public resources and
committed to exploring opportunities.

BE IT FURTFIER RESOLVED that Anoka County supports the efforts of the City, County, and
School Collaboration Project and endorses the five principal focus areas:

1. Trust and:Information Sharing; Esøblishing an environment of trust among the cities, county,
and school districts, and developing better working relationships and providing more cost-
effective public sQrvices.

2. Service Sharing: Facilitating efficient and cost-effective sharing of services, facilities, and other
resources.

3. Fiber and Teohnology: Maximizing the use of fiber and shared technology to support public
servlces.

4. pcorlomic Development: Promoting a business-friendly environment that expands and retains a. dynamic range of business and industry within our communities.

5. CitizenCommunication: Developing effective, consistent, and ongoing communication networks
withcitizens,businesses,andothersiakeholders. ' , , 

i - - 
,

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the county administrator shall lead and direct staff to work
with other units of govemmen! to implemgnt this project and keep the Anoka County Board of
Commissioners infonãed and engaged inìhe process.

. :. e e

of
is



RESOLUTION #2011.75
Page2

STATE OF MINNESOTA)
couNTYorANoKÀ / ""

I, Jerry Soma, County Administrator,
Anoka County, Minnesota, hereby certify that I
have compared the foregoing rlcopy of the
resolution of the county board of -said county
with the original record thereof on file in'the
Administration OfFrce, Anoka County, .

Minnesot4 as stated in the,. minuteç of the
proceedings of said board at a meeting duly held
onMay 24r 2011, and that the same is a true and
correct copy of said original record and of the
whole thereof, and that said resolution was duly
passed by said board at said meeting.

Witness myà¡and and seal this 24th day

DIsrp¡cr,#1 -LooK

JERRY SOMA
COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR

Drsrp¡cr#3 -Wpsr

Drsrp¡cr #4 - Korurar
I

Drsrp¡cr#5 - Lpooux
I .. 

,

Drsrrucr #6 - Sryan¡¡en

Drsrp¡cr #7 - Eniranr

YES

''t,:X

NO

X

,x

Absent

-



 

RESOLUTION #11-06-XXX 

 

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF RAMSEY SUPPORTING THE CONCEPT OF 

COOPERATION AND COLLABORATION TO PROMOTING GREATER 

EFFICIENCY IN THE USE OF PUBLIC RESOURCES 

 

WHEREAS, the county, cities, and school districts in Anoka County have been meeting 

to explore and improve the cooperation and collaboration between the local units of government; 

and, 

 

WHEREAS, the local units of government in Anoka County have a history of working 

together to reduce costs and provide efficient services; and,  

 

WHEREAS, the economic, social, and civic environments continue to change, requiring 

local units of government to develop new methods of service delivery; and, 

 

WHEREAS, the changes in the roles and working relationships of elected officials, staff, 

and constituents, the evolution of the services to be delivered, and the degree and accountability 

of authority require vision-driven leadership; and,  

 

WHEREAS, we must lead through an uncertain financial future, unstable economic 

conditions, undesirable financial trends, unfamiliar budget practices, changing organizational 

models, worried employees, and a concerned population, 

 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY OF RAMSEY, ANOKA 

COUNTY, STATE OF MINNESOTA, as follows: 

 

1. That the City of Ramsey embraces the concept of cooperation and collaboration to 

promote greater efficiency in the use of public resources and is committed to exploring 

opportunities. 

 

2. That the City of Ramsey supports the efforts of the City, County, and School 

Collaboration Project and endorses the five principal focus areas: 

 

a)  Trust and Information Sharing: Establishing an environment of trust among the 

cities, county, and school districts, and developing better working relationships and 

providing more cost-effective public services.   

 

b)  Service Sharing: Facilitating efficient and cost-effective sharing of services, 

facilities, and other resources.  

 

 

c) Fiber and Technology: Maximizing the use of fiber and shared technology to support 

public services.       

 



d) Economic Development:  Promoting a business-friendly environment that expands 

and retains a dynamic range of business and industry within our communities.   

 

e) Citizen Communication:  Developing effective, consistent, and ongoing 

communication networks with citizens, businesses, and other stakeholders.  

 

3. That the City Administrator of the City of Ramsey shall lead and direct staff to work with 

other units of government to implement this project and keep the City Council of the City 

of Ramsey informed and engaged in the process. 

 

4. That the staff of the City of Ramsey at all levels are encouraged and directed to work 

with their counterparts in other governmental units to identify opportunities for 

cooperation and consolidation and recommend these opportunities to their supervisors. 

 

5. That the managers and supervisors of the City of Ramsey are hereby authorized to test 

opportunities for cooperation and consolidation of services and implement them where 

practical. 

 

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 14
th

 day of June 2011. 

 

 

              

       Mayor 

 

ATTEST: 
 

 

       

City Clerk 

 



   

CC Regular Session   5. 13.           

Meeting Date: 06/14/2011  

By: Jo Thieling, Administrative Services

Title:

Adopt Resolution #11-06-XXX in Support of 2011 State Bond Funding for the Repair and Renovation of the Coon

Rapids Dam as an Invasive Fish Barrier

Background:

Staff received a letter from Kathy Tingelstad, Intergovernmental Relations, requesting support for State bond

funding for the Coon Rapids Dam.  She also sent a draft resolution for Council consideration for such support. That

resolution is attached to this Consent case.  This request for support was sent to the following cities:  Anoka,

Champlin, Brooklyn Park, Coon Rapids, Dayton and Ramsey.  Ms. Tingelstad is asking for consideration of this

resolution in order to communicate a united message to Legislators for the upcoming State Bonding Bill in Special

Session (late June).  It is anticipated the Anoka County Board will pass a resolution of support for the bond funding

at their June 10 meeting.

Council Action:

Motion to adopt Resolution #11-06-XXX in Support of 2011 State Bond Funding for the Repair and Renovation of

the Coon Rapids Dam as an Invasive Fish Barrier.

Attachments

Resolution Funding for Coon Rapids Dam

Form Review
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Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 06/08/2011 05:32 PM

Form Started By: Jo Thieling Started On: 06/07/2011 12:03 PM

Final Approval Date: 06/08/2011 



 

RESOLUTION #11-06-XXX 

 

RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF 2011 STATE BOND FUNDING FOR THE REPAIR 

AND RENOVATION OF THE COON RAPIDS DAM AS AN INVASIVE FISH BARRIER 

 

WHEREAS, the Coon Rapids Regional Dam Commission (Commission) was 

established by the Minnesota Legislature in 2010 to study and make recommendations on the 

future governance, operation, maintenance, and financing of the Coon Rapids Dam on the 

Mississippi River; and 

 

 WHEREAS,  following two public meetings and ten Commission meetings, a report of 

findings and recommendations was released to the Legislature in February 2011; and 

 

WHEREAS,  among its findings, the Commission determined that the Coon Rapids Dam 

offers the most viable opportunity to stop the spread of invasive fish into northern Minnesota, 

including the Asian carp, thereby helping to protect a $2.8 billion annual state sport fishing 

industry; and 

 

WHEREAS,  the Commission recommended that the State of Minnesota should provide 

the funding for the repair and renovation of the Coon Rapids Dam for a 50-year life span and to 

serve as an effective barrier to invasive fish species, and that this work should be done 

immediately. 

 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY OF RAMSEY, ANOKA 

COUNTY, STATE OF MINNESOTA, as follows: 

 

1. That the City of Ramsey embraces the concept of cooperation and collaboration to 

promote greater efficiency in the use of public resources and is committed to exploring 

opportunities. 

 

2. That the City of Ramsey hereby supports legislation authorizing 2011 state bond funding 

in the amount of $17 million for the immediate renovation of the Coon Rapids Dam as an 

effective invasive fish barrier.   

 

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 14
th

 day of June 2011. 



 

 

              

       Mayor 

 

ATTEST: 
 

 

       

City Clerk 

 



   

CC Regular Session   5. 14.           

Meeting Date: 06/14/2011  

By: Diana Lund, Finance

Title:

Authorize Resolution #11-06-XXX Resolution Establishing Procedures Relating to Compliance With

Reimbursement Bond Regulations Under the Internal Revenue Code.

Background:

The City will be bonding for the improvements at Armstrong Boulevard and Bunker Lake Boulevard in the

immediate future.  Set bond sale will be brought to a future council meeting for approval.  This bond will be for the

roadway improvements and utility improvements that relate to the Legacy Christian Academy and for the city's

share of AUAR roadway improvements.  A special assessment bond will be issued for the school's share of cost

and an MSA bond for the City's share.

 

As the city will be incurring costs on this project before bond funds will be received (which has a targeted August

receipt of bond proceeds), the City needs to adopt a resolution that allows the City to repay itself from the future

bond proceeds.  A resolution can be adopted no later than 60 days after the first construction payment.  The first

payment is expected to be made in July.

Funding Source:

Funding for improvements will be from future bond issue.

Council Action:

Adopt Resolution #11-06-XXX Establishing Procedures Relating to Compliance with Reimbursement Bond

Regulations Under the Internal Revenue Code.

Attachments

Resolution #11-06-XXX Establishing Procedures Relating to Compliance with Reimbursement Bond Regulations

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 06/08/2011 05:25 PM

Form Started By: Diana Lund Started On: 06/01/2011 07:37 AM

Final Approval Date: 06/08/2011 
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RESOLUTION NO. ________ 
RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING PROCEDURES 

RELATING TO COMPLIANCE WITH REIMBURSEMENT BOND 
REGULATIONS UNDER THE INTERNAL REVENUE CODE 

 
BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council (the "Council") of the City of Ramsey, 

Minnesota (the "City"), as follows: 

1. Recitals. 

(a) The Internal Revenue Service has issued Treasury Regulations, Section 
1.150-2 (as the same may be amended or supplemented, the "Regulations"), dealing with 
"reimbursement bond" proceeds, being proceeds of bonds used to reimburse the City for 
any project expenditure paid by the City prior to the time of the issuance of those bonds. 

(b) The Regulations generally require that the City (as the issuer of or the 
primary obligor under the bonds) make a declaration of intent to reimburse itself for such 
prior expenditures out of the proceeds of subsequently issued bonds, that such declaration 
be made not later than 60 days after the expenditure is actually paid, and that the bonding 
occur and the written reimbursement allocation be made from the proceeds of such bonds 
within 18 months after the later of (1) the date of payment of the expenditure or (2) the 
date the project is placed in service (but in no event more than 3 years after actual 
payment). 

(c) The City heretofore implemented procedures for compliance with the 
predecessor versions of the Regulations and desires to amend and supplement those 
procedures to ensure compliance with the Regulations. 

(d) The City's bond counsel has advised the City that the Regulations do not 
apply, and hence the provisions of this Resolution are intended to have no application, to 
payments of City project costs first made by the City out of the proceeds of bonds issued 
prior to the date of such payments. 

2. Official Intent Declaration.  The Regulations, in the situations in which they 
apply, require the City to have declared an official intent (the "Declaration") to reimburse itself 
for previously paid project expenditures out of the proceeds of subsequently issued bonds.  The 
Council hereby authorizes the Administrator to make the City's Declarations or to delegate from 
time to time that responsibility to other appropriate City employees.  Each Declaration shall 
comply with the requirements of the Regulations, including without limitation the following: 

(a) Each Declaration shall be made not later than 60 days after payment of the 
applicable project cost and shall state that the City reasonably expects to reimburse itself 
for the expenditure out of the proceeds of a bond issue or similar borrowing.  Each 
Declaration may be made substantially in the form of the Exhibit A which is attached to 
and made a part of this Resolution, or in any other format which may at the time comply 
with the Regulations. 
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(b) Each Declaration shall (1) contain a reasonably accurate description of the 
"project," as defined in the Regulations (which may include the property or program to be 
financed, as applicable), to which the expenditure relates and (2) state the maximum 
principal amount of bonding expected to be issued for that project. 

(c) Care shall be taken so that the City, or its authorized representatives under 
this Resolution, not make Declarations in cases where the City doesn't reasonably expect 
that reimbursement bonds will be issued to finance the subject project costs, and the City 
officials are hereby authorized to consult with bond counsel to the City concerning the 
requirements of the Regulations and their application in particular circumstances. 

(d) The Council shall be advised from time to time on the desirability and 
timing of the issuance of reimbursement bonds relating to project expenditures for which 
the City has made Declarations. 

3. Reimbursement Allocations.  If the City is acting as the issuer of the 
reimbursement bonds, the designated City officials shall also be responsible for making the 
"reimbursement allocations" described in the Regulations, being generally written allocations 
that evidence the City's use of the applicable bond proceeds to reimburse the original 
expenditures. 

4. Effect.  This Resolution shall amend and supplement all prior resolutions and/or 
procedures adopted by the City for compliance with the Regulations (or their predecessor 
versions), and, henceforth, in the event of any inconsistency, the provisions of this Resolution 
shall apply and govern. 

Adopted on _____________, 2011, by the City Council of the City of Ramsey, 
Minnesota. 
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CERTIFICATION 
The undersigned, being the duly qualified and acting Administrator of the City of 

Ramsey, Minnesota, hereby certifies the following: 

The foregoing is true and correct copy of a Resolution on file and of official, publicly 
available record in the offices of the City, which Resolution relates to procedures of the City for 
compliance with certain IRS Regulations on reimbursement bonds.  Said Resolution was duly 
adopted by the governing body of the City (the "Council") at a regular meeting of the Council 
held on ___________________, 2011.  The Council meeting was duly called, regularly held, 
open to the public, and held at the place at which meetings of the Council are regularly held.  
Councilmember _________________ moved the adoption of the Resolution, which motion was 
seconded by Councilmember ____________________.  A vote being taken on the motion, the 
following members of the Council voted in favor of the motion to adopt the Resolution: 

and the following voted against the same: 

Whereupon said Resolution was declared duly passed and adopted.  The Resolution is in full 
force and effect and no action has been taken by the Council which would in any way alter or 
amend the Resolution. 

WITNESS MY HAND officially as the Administrator of the City of Ramsey, Minnesota, 
on _____________, 2011. 

____________________________________ 
Administrator 
City of Ramsey, Minnesota 
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EXHIBIT A 

Declaration of Official Intent 

 
The undersigned, being the duly appointed and acting Administrator of the City of 

Ramsey, Minnesota (the "City"), pursuant to and for purposes of compliance with Treasury 
Regulations, Section 1.150-2 (the "Regulations"), under the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as 
amended, hereby states and certifies on behalf of the City as follows: 

1. The undersigned has been and is on the date hereof duly authorized by the City 
Council of the City to make and execute this Declaration of Official Intent (the "Declaration") 
for and on behalf of the City. 

2. This Declaration relates to the following project, property or program (the 
"Project") and the costs thereof to be financed: All costs and expenses incurred in connection 
with the construction of utility and roadway Improvements for Bunker Lake Boulevard and 
Armstrong Boulevard in the city of Ramsey, Minnesota with total improvements not to exceed 
$5,000,000 .  This includes a not-to-exceed $2,000,000 that will pertain to the special assessment 
bonding of the Legacy Christian Academy for said improvements and a not-to-exceed amount of 
$3,000,000 for an MSA bond for the city’s share of such improvements. 

 
3. The City reasonably expects to reimburse itself for the payment of certain costs of 

the Project out of the proceeds of a bond issue or similar borrowing (the "Bonds") to be issued 
after the date of payment of such costs.  As of the date hereof, the City reasonably expects that 
$5,000,000 is the maximum principal amount of the Bonds which will be issued to finance the 
Project. 

4. Each expenditure to be reimbursed from the Bonds is or will be a capital 
expenditure or a cost of issuance, or any of the other types of expenditures described in Section 
1.150-2(d)(3) of the Regulations. 

5. As of the date hereof, the statements and expectations contained in this 
Declaration are believed to be reasonable and accurate. 

Date:  ____________, 2011. 

_______________________________________ 
Administrator 
City of Ramsey, Minnesota 



   

CC Regular Session   5. 15.           

Meeting Date: 06/14/2011  

By: Diana Lund, Finance

Title:

Report from the Finance Committee of May 31, 2011

          Agenda Item #1 Consider Collection Procedure for Delinquent Escrow Accounts

          Agenda Item #2 City Financial Dashboard

Background:

Agenda Item #1 - Staff Reviewed the current escrow billing process and how delinquencies occur and the city's

process for collection.  

Agenda Item #2 - Continued reveiw of the City's Financial Dashboard.

Recommendation:

Agenda Item #1:  The Finance Committee would like to see an escrow policy created.  In such it will set the terms

of how delinquent escrow accounts will be handled.  The policy will contain such items as:  $1000 or more

delinquent; after 6 months of delinquency, the escrow applicant will have 30 days in which to pay the outstanding

delinquent balance with the added incentive of a 25% write off; and if payment is not made after the thirty day

period, the outstanding balance will be forwarded to a collection agency.  A draft escrow policy will be presented at

a later date for adoption.

 

Agenda Item #2:  The Finance Committee would like to see more detail on the Cash Flow section of the financial

dashboard such as five items that contributed to the changes in cash balances from year to year and what funds had

the most significant change.  Would also like to see a copy of the document on the city's web site for public review.

Council Action:

Agenda Item #1:  Motion to confirm the recommendation o fthe Finance Committee to draft an escrow policy with

the terms as outlined above and bring back for future approval.

Agenda Item #2:  Motion to confirm the recommendation of the Finance Committee to update the financial dash

board with additional information related to the cash flow section and to place on the city's web site.
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Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 06/08/2011 05:19 PM
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CC Regular Session   5. 16.           

Meeting Date: 06/14/2011  

By: Colleen Lasher, Administrative Services

Title:

Report from the Personnel Committee meeting held on May 31, 2011.

 

Case 1: Resolution to Consider Authorizing Staff to Recruit and hire a temporary IT Intern. 

 

Background:

Case 1:  Staff reviewed the case with the Personnel Committee to  consider authorizing the recruitment and hiring

of a temporary IT Intern.  

Recommendation:

null

Council Action:

Make a motion to confirm the recommendation of the Personnel Committee adopting resolution 11-06-XXX to

recruit and hire a temporary IT Intern.

Attachments

Resolution

Personnel Committee Packet from 06-07-11

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Kurt Ulrich Jo Thieling 06/09/2011 11:39 AM

Form Started By: Colleen Lasher Started On: 06/09/2011 

Final Approval Date: 06/09/2011 



Councilmember       introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption: 
 

RESOLUTION # 
 

Consider a Resolution Authorizing the Recruitment  
and Hiring of a Temporary IT Intern 

 
WHEREAS, the demands of the IT function have increased dramatically within 

the city due to additional IT devises, software and social media; and  
 

 WHEREAS, the temporary IT Intern will assist the IT manager with multiple IT 
related projects; and 
 
  WHEREAS, the funding for this position will come from the unused budget of 
the retired Clerk Typist in the Finance Department.  
 
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 of the City of Ramsey confirms the recommendation of the 

Personnel Committee to authorize the recruitment and hiring of a temporary IT 
Intern.  The hourly rate of pay is $10.00 to $12.00 per hour, depending on 
qualifications.  

 
 

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 14th day of June 2011. 

 
 



           

City of Ramsey

Agenda

Personnel Committee

Tuesday June 7, 2011

5:15 p.m.

Lake Itasca Room, 7550 Sunwood Drive NW
 

           

1. Call to Order
 

2. Citizen Input
 

3. Approve Agenda
 

4. Committee Business
 

1. Consider Recruiting/Hiring for IT-Temporary Intern
 

5. Adjournment
 



   

Personnel Committee   4. 1.           

Meeting Date: 06/07/2011  

By: Patrick Brama, Administrative Services

Title:

Consider Recruiting/Hiring for IT-Temporary Intern

Background:

Staff is proposing the recruitment and hiring an IT-Temporary Intern.  

As the city has become more involved with IT management products the need for assistance in the IT department

has increased.  Examples of new IT devices and software installed over the past two years include: Agenda Quick

(paperless packets), mobile computer devices, smart phone technology, social media, and web site upgrades.

Duties for the IT Temporary Intern position include (1) assisting the IT manager in PC set ups (2) conducting IT

inventory data collection and entry (3) trouble shooting (4) installation of IT assets (5) assisting the IT manager

with simple requests.  For specific job duties and responsibilities please see the attached IT Temporary

Intern job posting.  

The proposed intern will work under direct supervision of the IT Manager for the balance of 2011 with an estimated

hiring date of July 12. The position will be advertised through QCTV, MCSCU, HR list serve, in house and on line. 

Funding for the IT intern will be attained through the General Fund, Dept 153, finance.  Said funding is a direct

result of savings from former IT clerk/typist position.  The IT intern is an non-exempt position and the pay rate will

be $10.00-$12.00 depending on qualifications.

Recommendation:

Staff recommends recruiting for a temporary, part-time IT Intern. 

Funding Source:

Funding for the IT intern will be attained through the General Fund, Dept 153, Finance. Said funding is a direct

result of savings from former IT clerk/typist position.

Council Action:

Motion to recruit and hire a temporary, part-time IT Intern.

Attachments

IT Temporary Intern Job Posting

Hardware/Software Inventory

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 06/02/2011 05:07 PM

Form Started By: Patrick Brama Started On: 06/01/2011 10:53 AM

Final Approval Date: 06/02/2011 
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 CITY OF RAMSEY POSITION ANALYSIS 
 

 

POSITION TITLE:  Information Technology– Temporary Intern 

 

DEPARTMENT:  Administrative Services 

 

POSITION TITLE OF    

IMMEDIATE SUPERIOR:  IT Manager 

 

FLSA STATUS:  Non-Exempt 

 

 

 

PRIMARY OBJECTIVE OF POSITION: 

 

To assist the Information Technology Department (IT) with special projects; installation, 

maintenance and troubleshooting of computer systems; and IT operational support. 

 

ESSENTIAL JOB FUNCTIONS 

 

1. Set up and install systems and software on personal computers for the appropriate functions 

for the personnel to whom they will be assigned 

2. Transport and install personal computers and various other equipment to multiple City 

facilities 

4.  Assist  IT staff with solving problems employees are experiencing with personal computers, 

mobile data computers, Network (LAN/WAN) connections and software functions at 

various City buildings 

6. Conduct project research, evaluations, recommendations, purchasing and implement 

solutions as directed 

7. Assist in the implementation and management of IT assets.  Maintain inventory of computer 

hardware and software 

8. Other duties as assigned 

 

KNOWLEDGE, SKILLS & ABILITIES 

 

 Knowledge of personal computer hardware, software, Smartphones, printers, multi-function 

devices and networking.   

 Knowledge of technical IT systems support  

 Ability to provide superior customer service 

 Ability to maintain self-motivation and to take direction 

 Ability to communicate effectively in written and oral form 

 Ability to perform all essential position functions under the working conditions described 
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MINIMUM QUALIFICATIONS 

 

 Must be a recent graduate or currently pursuing a degree in computer operations, 

information technology or related field and looking for practical work experience 

 Experience in multiple platforms; Operating systems-  Windows XP, 7 SP1, Apple iOS,      

Desktop Office products: MS Office 2007/2010    

 Experience in setting up and installing personal computers, printers, and wireless devices in 

a network environment 

 Experience with Local Area Network (LAN), and WiFi communications systems and           

equipment 

 Valid Class D driver's license required 

 

WORKING CONDITIONS 

 

 Position involves lifting personal computers and related equipment weighing up to 50 lbs. 

from a box to a cart and from a cart to a computer table or desk. 

 Position involves installing wiring/cabling for communications equipment around and 

under desks and tables, in walls in ceilings. 

 Although the majority of the work will be performed indoors, the position involves driving 

to various locations for the purpose of delivering equipment or maintaining equipment. 

 

Created:  June 2011 

 



Hardware Inventory – Cityhall/Public Works 

 

Device/Hardware Information Number Supported 

PC’s. Desktop PC’s running standard software 
programs (Microsoft Office, AntiVirus) 
and custom applications (LOGIS.) 

60 

Laptops Mobile laptops used in the field (e.g. 
public works utilities, fire inspections) 

8 

Laptops and tablets Laptops, Netbooks and Tablets used for 
presentations, council meetings, etc… 

20 

Blackberry’s Blackberry Phones – supported by 
Blackberry server.  Email, calendar, 
contacts. 

14 

Copiers, Printers, Plotters  15 

 

Hardware Inventory – Police 

 

Device/Hardware Information Number Supported 
PC’s. Desktop PC’s running standard software 

programs (Microsoft Office, AntiVirus) 
and custom applications (LOGIS.) 

25 

Laptops Mobile laptops – squad cars 13 

Laptops and tablets Laptops, Netbooks and Tablets used for 
presentations, council meetings, etc… 

2 

Blackberry’s Blackberry Phones – supported by 
Blackberry server.  Email, calendar, 
contacts. 

3 

Copiers, Printers, Plotters  5 

 

 



Network Inventory and systems 

 

- 5 Servers located on site. 

- Tape library (2 tap drives) for network/email/file backup 

- DVR with 9 camera’s (Cityhall and Police)  DVR with 24 camera’s (parking ramp) Remote DVR with 2 

camera’s (Elmcrest Park) 

- Core Router and switch, State router, Adtran devices to connect remote buildings 

- Police squad car video system.   

- 4 Wireless access points , 3 separate wireless networks 

- Door access security system.  Two segments: Police and Cityhall 

- Intertel phone system and voice mail (Approximately 200 mailboxes and extensions) 

 

Network Programs and Software Systems 

 

- Microsoft Exchange email system 

- Microsoft SQL server 

- eTrust Anti-virus 

- WSUS Microsoft Updates 

- Acrvserve – tape backup software 

- AngendaQuick 

- Blackberry Enterprise Server 

- LaserFiche – document imaging system 

 

PC Programs and Software 

 

- Microsoft Office (Word, Excel, Outlook, PowerPoint) 

- LaserFiche Client 

- PIMS – permits and inspections 

- JDE – Financial Reporting 

- AutoCAD 

- ArcGIS 

- eTrust Anti-virus 

 

 



   

CC Regular Session   7. 1.           

Meeting Date: 06/14/2011  

By: Jim Way, Police

Title:

Selection of a Towing Vendor for the City of Ramsey

Background:

The City of Ramsey has had a two-year contract for towing services with Champlin Towing that will expire June

30, 2011. Staff is requesting authorization to enter into a new contract for towing services for the City of Ramsey

for a two-year period. 

A notice was published in the Anoka County Union once a week for two weeks beginning April 1, 2011. The

deadline for proposals was Monday, May 23, 2011, at 4:30 p.m. The same RFP that was used in 2009 was used

with minor changes.

Staff was aware of four towing companies that had shown interest in providing a proposal for service. These four

companies were mailed requests for proposals during the release date.

Four proposals were received by the City that met the requirements as stated in the RFP. The four proposals that

were received are attached to this case. A summary sheet has also been added that shows the various charges for

services. Two of the proposals that were received are from Ramsey businesses (Champlin Towing and First Choice

Towing) and the other two are from businesses outside of Ramsey (North Star - Anoka and Collins Brothers - Elk

River).  

North Star Towing had the City contract from 2007-2009 and Champlin Towing has had the contract from

2009-2011.

Recommendation:

Authorize staff to enter into contract with selected towing service based on Council discussion.

Funding Source:

Police and Fire vehicles will be towed at no cost. Seized vehicles will be at a rate determined in the towing contract.

Tows that occur due to arrest, accident, motorist aid or other police matter will be paid by the owner/driver of the

vehicle at the rate determined in the selected proposal.

Council Action:

Motion to select vendor and approve a two year contract with same.

Attachments

Towing RFP

Completed Proposals

Proposal Comparison

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Jo Thieling Jo Thieling 06/02/2011 12:06 PM

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 06/02/2011 05:07 PM
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CITY OF RAMSEY 
 
 
 

REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL 
 
 
 

TOWING, IMPOUNDING AND STORAGE 
OF MOTOR VEHICLES 

 
 
 
 

Proposal Release Date:  March 23, 2011 
Proposal Due Date:  May 23, 2011 4:30pm 

 
 
 
 

Chief James Way 
Ramsey Police Department 

7550 Sunwood Dr. 
Ramsey, MN  55303 

(753)-427-6812 
 



Introduction 
 
The City of Ramsey, Minnesota, hereby issues a Request for Proposal for the intended 
purpose of retaining a service to provide Towing, Impounding and Storage of Motor Vehicles 
for the City 24 hours per day, 365 days per year, on an as needed and directed basis.  Such 
direction is to be by the Chief of Police, the Fire Chief, the Director of Public Works and the 
Director of Fire and Building Inspections, of the City of Ramsey or their authorized and legal 
representatives. 
 
Interested parties in the Towing service business may submit a proposal for Towing, 
Impounding and Storage of Motor Vehicles services.  Each proposal must be submitted in a 
sealed envelope.  To be considered a valid proposal, all interested Towing service 
businesses must submit proposals consistent with the terms and conditions outlined herein 
on or by 4:30 p.m. on Monday, May 23, 2011.  A copy of the RFP may be received by 
contacting Chief James Way, Ramsey Police Department, 7550 Sunwood Dr NW, Ramsey, 
MN  55303. 
 
The contract for service shall commence on July 1, 2011 and terminate on June 30, 2013. 
 
 
RFP Process and Limitations 
 
Prospective Towing service businesses please note that this is a request for proposal 
process and not a request for bids.  The City of Ramsey will take all factors into consideration 
when determining the appropriate service provider for Ramsey.  This RFP outlines minimum 
terms and conditions that must be met in order to be considered a viable proposal.  Any 
proposal that does not meet the minimum requirements will be rejected.  Towing service 
businesses have the option of making a proposal that is above and beyond the minimum 
terms and conditions.  There will be no public bid opening. 
 
The RFP does not commit the City of Ramsey to award or pay any costs incurred in 
preparation of a Towing service business’s proposal.  The City may modify any part of the 
RFP at any time prior to the contract selection.  The City will modify the RFP only by issuing a 
written addendum.  Addenda will be consecutively numbered in the order they are issued.  
The City reserves the right to reject all proposals.  The City reserves the right to cancel this 
RFP if it is in the best interest of the City.  The selection of this contract is contingent upon 
the approval of the Ramsey City Council. 
 
Any addenda issued by the City will be mailed to all that are specifically known by the City to 
have received an original RFP.  The City is not responsible for a Towing service business 
that does not receive an addendum.   
 
Each towing service business may supplement their proposal once in response to each 
addendum.  Towing service businesses may also clarify their proposals in response to a 
written request by the City for supplemental information.  The City will consider no other 
proposal supplements. 
 
All submissions by the towing service business will become part of the selected towing 
service business’s contract by the City. 
 



Any proposal received after 4:30 p.m. on May 23, 2011 will not be considered and will be 
returned to the towing service business unopened.  Once the City receives the proposals, 
Towing service businesses cannot modify or withdraw their proposal unless directed by the 
City.  All proposals become the property of the City of Ramsey, and will be considered public 
information after a proposal has been selected.  Towing service businesses may label certain 
sections as “Proprietary,” as allowed by the Minnesota Government Data Practices Act, and 
those sections will not be made public. 
 
 
Submittal of RFP  
 
Proposal shall be submitted to the attention of 
 
 Chief James Way 
 Ramsey Police Department 
 7550 Sunwood Dr NW 
 Ramsey, MN  55303 
 
Deadline for submission of proposals is 4:30 p.m., Monday, May 23, 2011. 
 
Questions relative to the RFP should be directed to Chief Way at (763)427-6812.  Requests 
for clarification(s) will be considered until five (5) working days prior to proposal due date. 
 
 
Terms and Conditions 
 
1. In order to qualify for consideration under these terms and conditions, the potential 

Contractor’s proposal must state what satisfactory equipment the Towing service 
actually owns, plans to buy or is planning to rent at the time the proposal is submitted.  
The potential Contractor must also have direct access to trained, available personnel 
at the time the contract begins, in order to provide immediate and prompt service as 
ordered and requested by the authorized City officials.  The qualifying of proposals to 
meet this will be permitted, such as the acquisition of equipment being dependent 
upon proposal selection, etc.  Failure to have or have access to the listed equipment 
when the contract is to commence will void the contract.   

 
2. The successful Contractor must own or have available within a 10-mile radius of the 

Intersection of Ramsey Blvd NW (Co Rd 56) and Industry Ave NW (Co Rd 116), 
Ramsey, MN  55303, the following equipment as a minimum: 
 
A. To tow passenger vehicles, including cars, light trucks, vans, utility vehicles, 4-

wheel drive vehicles, motorcycles, and recreational vehicles (to include ATV’s, 
snowmobiles and mini-bikes), one truck having a manufacturer’s gross vehicle 
weight rating of 12,000 lbs., to be equipped with a crane and winch, and further 
equipped to control movement of the towed vehicle, and 

 
B. To tow vehicles of ¾ ton to 1 ½ ton capacity, one truck having a manufacturer’s 

gross vehicle weight rating of 16,000 lbs., to be equipped with a crane and 
winch, and further equipped to control movement of the towed vehicle, and 

 



C. One truck having a manufacturer’s gross vehicle weight rating of 52,000 lbs., to 
be equipped with a crane and winch, and further equipped to control movement 
of the towed vehicle, and 

 
D. Equipment sufficient and designed to move vehicles not amenable to towing or 

to move a completely demolished vehicle by means of dollies or low bed 
trailers. 

 
E. Equipment for 2-way communications with Anoka County  Central 

Communications (Dispatch). 
 
 
A listing of all equipment to be utilized shall be submitted with the proposal.  Such 
listing shall show the make and model of all equipment available for use under this 
contract, along with size and all other pertinent information, such as specialized 
equipment not necessarily herein specified, but which may be a factor in performing 
effectively and efficiently. 

 
All equipment to be used by the Contractor under this contract shall be maintained in 
good repair and condition.  The City reserves the right to inspect the equipment from 
time to time for the purpose of determining that equipment condition is in conformance 
with the terms and conditions and the contract. 

 
3. In order to be in consideration for proposal selection, all storage and parking lot 

facilities and all equipment to be used by the Contractor under this contract must be 
located within a 10-mile radius of the Intersection of Ramsey Blvd NW (Co Rd 56) and 
Industry Ave NW (Co Rd 116), Ramsey, MN  55303.  The storage and parking lot 
facilities must meet all of the applicable State building code standard and municipal 
license and zoning requirements, including those relating to screening and 
landscaping of the City in which the facility is located. 

 
4. The facilities proposed to be utilized under this contract must have the capability of 

storing a minimum of one (1) vehicle inside and a further capability of providing 
storage for a minimum of ten (10) vehicles outside.  Inside storage will be necessary 
only when so requested or directed by an authorized official of the City of Ramsey as 
identified in these terms and conditions.  When a direction is given to store a unit 
inside, such directions may be accompanied by certain instructions for security 
measures to be employed.  The security responsibilities become the responsibility of 
the storing agent while the unit is in his/her keeping. 

 
5. The Contractor performing under this contract shall assume all and full responsibility 

for the conduct of his/her employees.  The Contractor guarantees that all of the 
employees performing under this contract will be adequately trained in their 
profession, will respond promptly to all calls, will provide safe and adequate equipment 
(as herein specified), be clean and neat in appearance, use decent language, free of 
profanity, and treat the public courteously at all times.  Request for service from the 
Ramsey Police Department must be given first priority by all towing dispatchers 
serving as agents for the Contractor.   

 



6. The Contractor will be solely responsible for loss or damage to any vehicle, including 
all equipment and contents, from the time direction is given by the authorized City 
representative turning the vehicle over to the Contractor or his Agency and until such 
time as the vehicle is legally released to the registered or actual owner or legal agent 
thereof. 

 
7. The performing Contractor must agree to maintain proper records of all vehicles 

received.  The record keeping system shall meet the approval of the Ramsey Chief of 
Police and records are to be available at all times for inspection by authorized City 
officials.  The records must include a copy of the police impounding report.  A report 
shall be submitted monthly to the Ramsey Chief of Police detailing all vehicles towed 
for the City and charges incurred during that current month.  All contents of such 
reports shall meet the approval of the Ramsey Chief of Police.  

 
8. All vehicles towed or impounded are to be released only upon receipt of the proper 

legal release form to be issued by the Ramsey Police Department, except for private 
tows.  In special cases, a verbal release may be given by the Ramsey Police 
Department.  The release form will then include the name of the department official 
that approved the release. 

 
9. While performing under this contract and under these terms and conditions, the 

Contractor or his/her designated representative(s) must be present at the storage 
facility for the purpose of releasing vehicles to authorized persons Monday through 
Friday, between the hours of 8:30 a.m. and 4:30 p.m. (excluding legal holidays).  
During Saturdays, Sundays, and legal holidays, the Contractor must be available 
between 12:00 p.m. and 2:00 p.m. by appointment only.  It is not necessary that the 
Contractor or his/her designated representatives be physically present at the storage 
facility, but the City must be able to contact the Contractor or his/her designated 
representative on an as needed basis during these times.  Providing the City with a 
home phone number where the Contractor can be reached during these times would 
be adequate for purposes of this paragraph. 

 
10. It shall be agreed under this contract that motor vehicles will not be driven at anytime 

during the towing procedure.  In the event that the vehicle is without tires or has flat 
tires, the performing Contractor agrees to tow the vehicle without damaging the wheels 
and further agrees not to tow any vehicle on its rims, on wheels without tires, or on flat 
tires. 

 
11. Upon arrival at the scene of a tow where a vehicle accident has occurred, the 

performing Contractor, in addition to the physical removal of the vehicle, assumes full 
responsibility for removing any vehicular parts or other debris, excluding liquids and 
other commercial cargo, resulting from the accident.  This clean-up is to be completed 
without any additional compensation. 

 
12. The performing Contractor shall be entitled to a charge for his/her towing and storage 

services pursuant to the fees submitted in the accompanying proposal.  The 
Contractor shall agree that neither the City nor any Department thereof is responsible 
for any charges as a result of towing and/or storage and that the Contractor assumes 
all liability for any and all unpaid charges.  NOTE:  This provision and these terms and 
conditions are in no way a law or regulation relating to the “price, route, or service of 



any motor carrier… with respect to the transportation of property” under 49 U.S.C. 
Sec. 14501 (C)(1)(1997). 

 
13. If an involved private owner/operator makes a timely request for a tow by other than 

our Contractor, such request shall be honored by the Police Department.  In either 
instance, the owner/operator is solely responsible for all associated charges. 

 
14. For vehicles identified by the Police Department as subject to forfeiture, and 

subsequently released to the Police Department pending the outcome of forfeiture 
proceedings, the performing Contractor shall indicate a flat rate charge per forfeited 
vehicle.  The flat rate shall include towing, storage on the date of the tow, and three 
days of storage after the date of the tow.  The flat rate applies to all cars, light trucks, 
vans, utility vehicles, 4-wheel drive vehicles, motorcycles, and recreational vehicles (to 
include ATV’s, snowmobiles and mini-bikes), identified by the Police Department as 
subject to forfeiture by the City. 

 
15. Should the Contractor fail to appear at a designated tow point within twenty (20) 

minutes after receiving a call for a tow, the City reserves the right to call another 
towing service to perform the work. 

 
If the Contractor is called and is unable to respond due to conditions beyond his/her 
control, the authorized City officials shall be immediately so informed, and the right is 
hereby reserved to call another service to perform the work. 

 
In the event that at any time, it becomes necessary for the City to request the services 
of another towing service for the reasons detailed above, the City retains the right to 
hold the Contractor retrained under this contract responsible for any additional charges 
over and above the fee schedule recorded in this proposal.  Such charges shall be 
assessed only if the response time is due to negligence or laxity on the part of the 
Contractor, which negligence might include equipment failure. 

 
16. The Contractor performing under this contract shall operate and maintain its parking 

and storage facility in compliance with the terms of this contract and all State and City 
applicable laws, ordinances, rules and regulations that are presently in effect or which 
may hereafter be adopted.  Pursuant to Minnesota Statutes sections 168B.06, 
subdivisions 1 and 2, it is the responsibility of the Contractor taking a vehicle in 
custody to give notice of the taking within five (5) days to the vehicle owner and/or lien 
holder(s). 

 
17. The Contractor performing under this contract shall all other towing companies into 

their facility to retrieve or claim vehicles that they have been authorized to removed. 
 
18. No alterations or modifications of the terms of this contract shall be valid unless made 

in writing and signed by authorized representatives of both parties hereto. 
 
19. In the event of a breach by the Contractor of any terms or conditions of this 

agreement, the City shall have, in addition to any other legal recourse, the right to 
terminate this agreement forthwith. 

 



20. Either party may terminate this contract upon the serving of such termination notice to 
the other, in writing, thirty (30) days prior to the intended termination date. 

 
21. A copy of this contract, along with the authorized fee schedule, shall be posted in a 

conspicuous place in the Contractor’s place of business. 
 
 
Failure to meet any or all of the requirements of this section may result in termination of the 
contract at any time, as per the conditions specified for contract termination. 
 
 
Insurance 
 
The successful Contractor shall not commence work under the contract until the specified 
insurance coverages have been obtained.  The Contractor shall file, within seven (7) days 
following notification of proposal selection, with the Ramsey City Clerk, all certificates of 
insurance or documentation thereof indicating that all specific insurance has been obtained 
and is in full force.  The City of Ramsey shall be named as an additional insured on said 
comprehensive general liability policy. 
 
The following coverage’s are required as minimums: 
 

A.  
1. Public Liability Insurance:  $1,000,000 Comprehensive General Liability 

(including assault) 
 

2. Business Auto Policy with all coverage’s (all vehicles) with $1,000,000 
limits. 

 
  3. Garage Keepers Legal Liability. 
 

B. Workers’ Compensation Insurance covering all employees of the Contractor, or 
his/her agents, working under this contract in accordance with the Minnesota 
Workers’ Compensation Law. 

 
The Contractor shall agree to provide to the Ramsey City Clerk, thirty (30) days prior written 
notice in the event any policy is canceled or a material change is effected and each policy 
must contain a provision that the insurer notify the Ramsey City Clerk immediately if a policy 
is canceled or a material change has been effected. 
 
 
Performance Bond 
 
On or before the date that the contract between the City and the towing service becomes 
effective, the Contractor shall file with the Ramsey City Clerk an acceptable Corporate surety 
bond in the amount of $10,000, payable to the City of Ramsey and subject to the approval by 
the Ramsey City Attorney for the faithful performance of all duties and obligations imposed 
under the terms and conditions of the contract. 
 
 



Proposal Evaluation and Selection of Contract 
 
It is the intent of the City to enter into a contract with the towing service that will best serve 
the City’s needs and who meets all of the terms and conditions set forth herein.  In addition, 
the City will evaluate proposals in a manner consistent with the following: 
 
 
Performance Standards 
 
All towing service proposals will be evaluated on their ability to provide the following services 
and the cost that each towing service business will charge for providing each service.  The 
towing and storage services listed below have been given a point total based on service 
provided to citizens and the City of Ramsey.  Proposals can score a maximum of 75 points.  
The towing service business that offers to provide each service for the lowest cost shall 
receive the highest point value for that service.  The towing service business with the highest 
aggregate point total is the low proposal in terms of cost, but is not necessarily the Towing 
service that will best serve the City’s needs. 
 
1. Base charge for towing of passenger vehicles; including cars, light trucks (3/4 ton or 

less), vans, utility vehicles, 4-wheel drive vehicles, motorcycles, and recreational 
vehicles (to include ATV’s, snowmobiles and mini-bikes), i.e.- a basic impound tow. 10 
points possible- 5 each 

  a) tow truck 
  b) flat bed  
 
2.  Base charge for towing of passenger vehicles (listed above) that have been involved in 

an accident. 10 points possible- 5 each 
  a) tow truck 
  b) flat bed  
 
3. Base charge for towing of vehicles ¾ ton to 1½ ton capacity 5 points possible 
  a) tow truck 
  b) flat bed  
 
4. Base charge for towing of vehicles larger than 1½ ton capacity 5 points possible 
 
5.  Base charge for towing of vehicles larger than 1½ ton capacity involved in an accident 

5 points possible 
 
6. Wench out charge (use the following location for purposes of this proposal: median of 

Hwy 10 NW, 30 feet off roadway) 5 points possible 
 
7. “Hook up” or “Impound” charge (in lieu of fees charged in #1, #2, #3 or #4 above) 

Charge for vehicle dropped at same location- not removed 5 points possible 
 
8. “Loaded Mile” rate for transporting vehicle to impound lot 5 points possible 
 
9. Charge for each 24 hours of storage; including day of tow. 
  Inside storage 5 points possible 
  Outside storage 5 points possible 



 
10. Flat rate charge for designated forfeiture vehicles released to Police 5 points 

possible 
 
11. Charge for towing of marked or unmarked police vehicles and fire department 

administrative vehicles 5 points possible 
 
12.   Administrative fee (per tow) 5 points possible 
 
 
All prices or rates for these services contained in a towing business’s proposal are 
considered the prices that will be used when the City enters into the contract for Towing 
services with the Contractor.  The Contractor may not change, modify, alter, or amend the 
prices or rates for services contained in its proposal when entering into the contract for towing 
services.  The Contractor also may not change, modify, alter, or amend the prices or rates for 
services contained in its proposal for the duration of the contract period, unless such change, 
modification, alteration, or amendment is made in writing and approved by both the City and 
the Contractor. 
 
The City retains the right to waive any informality or irregularity in any proposal or proposals 
received; and to select the proposal(s) which in its judgment is in its own best interest.  Upon 
selection, the Towing service shall negotiate with the City for the purpose of entering into a 
contract implementing the terms of the proposal.  Unsuccessful Towing service businesses 
will receive notification within ten (10) working days after the selection of the Towing services. 
 
Each proposal shall address items called out in the Terms and Conditions section along with 
each of the performance standards.  
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Base Charge Tow Truck  (Cars/Light Trucks/MC/ATV) $75.00 $80.00 $75.00 $55.00

     Involved in Accident $75.00 $80.00 $85.00 $65.00

Base Charge Flat Bed (Cars/Light Trucks/MC/ATV) $75.00 $95.00 $75.00 $65.00

     Involved in Accident $75.00 $95.00 $85.00 $75.00

Base Charge Tow Truck (Large Trucks 3/4-1 1/2 ton) $75.00 $95.00 $85.00 $70.00

Base Charge Flat Bed (Large Trucks 3/4-1 1/2 ton) $75.00 $110.00 $85.00 $80.00

Base Charge Med Duty Tow (L Trucks over 1 1/2 ton) $60.00 $115.00 $95.00 $90.00

     Involved in Accident $65.00 $115.00 $95.00 $95.00

Base Charge Heavy Duty Tow (L Trucks over 1 1/2 ton) $60.00 $130.00 $95.00 $90.00

Per Mile Additional Charge $0.00 $4.00 $0.00 $0.00

Winch Out Charge $30.00 $35.00 $30.00 $25.00

Winch Out + 30 Feet n/a $60.00 n/a $50.00

Hook Up/Impound Charge $0.00 $75.00 $0.00 $0.00

Loaded Mile Rate $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

Inside Storage (per day) $15.00 $40.00 $20.00 $30.00

Outside Storage (per day) $25.00 $30.00 $25.00 $30.00

Police Forfeited Vehicle Flat Rate Charge $0.00 $65.00 $0.00 $0.00

Police & Fire Vehicle Tows $0.00 $15.00 $0.00 $0.00

Administrative Fee Per Tow *** $20.00 $25.00 $10.00 $15.00

Fuel Surcharge $0.00 $10.00 $0.00 $0.00
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CC Regular Session   7. 2.           

Meeting Date: 06/14/2011  

By: Jo Thieling, Administrative Services

Title:

Consider Receiving Petition for Feasibility Study to Install Subdivision Street Lights on Sunfish Lake Boulevard

between Highway #10 and Bunker Lake Boulevard

Background:

Staff received the attached petition requesting the installation of street lights on Sunfish Lake Boulevard between

Highway #10 and Bunker Lake Boulevard, and is in the process of verifying the signatures on the petition.  City

Code requires 35 percent of the property owners to petition for the feasibility study. 

Funding Source:

N/A

Council Action:

Motion to receive petition.

Attachments

Petition for Street Lights

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Brian Olson Brian Olson 06/08/2011 04:07 PM

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 06/08/2011 05:51 PM

Form Started By: Jo Thieling Started On: 06/08/2011 03:47 PM

Final Approval Date: 06/08/2011 







   

CC Regular Session   7. 3.           

Meeting Date: 06/14/2011  

By: Aaron Backman, Administrative

Services

Title:

 Consider Revised Full-Service Restaurant Subsidy Policy

Background:

It has been a long-term goal and desire of the City to attract new, quality sit-down restaurants to the community. In

September 2009, the EDA/City approved $209,863 in assistance to Sophia-Ramsey, the building owner for the

addition of Acapulco Mexican Restaurant in the Coborn’s anchored retail center in The COR. The actual financial

assistance ended up to be $104,356.00.  It was set up in two promissory notes (one interest-bearing at 3.0% interest

and one non-interest bearing) and was for defraying Sewer Access Charges and Water Access Charges (SAC &

WAC fees). In March 2011, the EDA/City approved up to $55,000 for SAC/WAC financial assistance to Ramsey

Retail Rental, the developer, and a $68,000 RLF loan to business owner for the relocation of the Well’s Catering

operation and the addition of The Falls Cafe in The Ramsey Office Plaza building. The Falls Cafe SAC/WAC

financial assistance has a term of seven years and an actual cost of $35,579. 

Given that restaurant subsidies have been approved by the City of Ramsey in the recent past, it is advisable that

restaurant subsidy guidelines be established to guide such development in the future. In October 2010 the Deputy

City Administrator/Director of Community Development presented information to the EDA regarding the restaurant

subsidy policy from the City of Champlin and background material that included analysis of utility fee structures in

various north metro communities. It should be noted, for instance, that the City of Champlin offers qualified

restaurants forgivable loans for up to 70% of WAC fees with terms of 5% interest for five years. Champlin does not

provide similar loans for defraying SAC fees. The City of Brooklyn Park, for example, provides non-forgivable

loans for restaurants to minimize the impact of WAC fees. It also differentiates loans--loans less than three years

carry no interest, loans with terms of 3 to 5 years are charged a one percent percent interest rate. Loan payments are

made with utility payments. The maximum WAC loan in Brooklyn Park is for $75,000.

Taking into account the restaurant subsidy programs that other cities have developed, the Economic Development/

Marketing Manager has developed program guidelines utilizing a forgivable loan structure. The proposed

Full-Service Restaurant Subsidy Policy is focused on assisting new sit-down restaurants with water connections

costs. It is proposed that Ramsey offer a forgivable loan for up to 70% of WAC fees with a maximum term of five

years. The forgivable loan would be at zero percent interest. Under the proposed guidelines, SAC fees would be

fully paid by the businesses. At the regular EDA meeting in January, the commissioners revised and recommended

approval of the attached Full-Service Restaurant Subsidy Policy.

The Economic Development/Marketing Manager presented the Full-Service Restaurant Subsidy Policy at the

5/12/11 Work Session.  City Council members discussed the proposed program guidelines.  It was the consensus of

the members to add references to financial assistance for restaurants being subject to City Council approval,

availability of funds, and to add a sunset date for the policy.  A revised Full-Service Restaurant Subsidy Policy is

attached for your review.   

Recommendation:

Consider approving the proposed Full-Service Restaurant Subsidy Program Guidelines as recommended by the

Ramsey EDA. 

Funding Source:

Restaurant subsidies would be coming from EDA funds. 

Council Action:



Council Action:

Review and provide direction to City Staff regarding establishing the proposed Full-Service Restaurant Subsidy

Program Guidelines. 

Attachments

Revised Full-Service Restaurant Policy

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 06/08/2011 05:48 PM

Form Started By: Aaron Backman Started On: 06/08/2011 02:37 PM

Final Approval Date: 06/08/2011 



 
DRAFT 
Revised 6/14/11 

 
 

Full-Service Restaurant Subsidy Program Guidelines 
 
 
The Program 
The purpose of the program is to create an environment of contiguous, complementary retail 
activity along key transportation corridors of the City of Ramsey.  This subsidy program is 
intended to serve as a catalyst for securing new restaurant concepts in Ramsey by providing 
financial assistance to qualified restaurant businesses.  The full-service restaurant must be 
located in The Cor, along Armstrong Boulevard, on U.S. Highway 10, or along State Highway 
47 in the City of Ramsey (See Exhibit A).  To be in the corridor, the proposed restaurant must be 
located on the highway, on a frontage road, or be visibly seen from the highway.  
 
To facilitate new full-service restaurants, the EDA would provide zero interest, forgivable loans 
to eligible full-service restaurants for the purpose of financing their water connection fees.  The 
maximum loan amount would be 70% of the proposed restaurant’s Water Access Charge (WAC 
fee).  The 70% cap would ensure that the businesses are covering some of the fixed capital costs 
for the City’s water system.  The loan would be recorded as a subordinated mortgage and the 
principal would be forgiven if the restaurant remained in operation and in good standing with the 
City for five years.  The loan principal would be forgiven at a rate of 20% per year.  
 
In establishing the loan amount and the percentage of WAC subsidy, the EDA would advise the 
Ramsey City Council regarding several factors.  The factors are (1) the size of the restaurant’s 
capital investment, (2) the financial need and potential for long-term viability, and (3) the quality 
of the restaurant’s concept.  A full-service restaurant is defined as one that has washable plates, 
cups and utensils, wait staff, food served at tables, and whose projected SAC/WAC fees are 
charged at a rate of one unit per eight seats.     
 
Eligibility 
Eligible applicants are for-profit restaurant businesses that are not currently operating in the 
designated areas shown on Exhibit A.  Eligible businesses must devote a majority of their floor 
space to the restaurant concept.  All applicants must be a permitted use in compliance with all 
laws, zoning ordinances, rules and regulations applicable to the business.  The Ramsey EDA will 
review each application on a case-by-case basis and reserves the right to exclude activities not 
consistent with the City’s Comprehensive Plan, or if the concept does not benefit the health, 
safety and welfare of the community.    
 



 
Full-Service Restaurant Subsidy Program Guidelines 
DRAFT 
Revised 6/14/11 
 
 
Application Process 
The applicant must submit a completed Business Assistance Application and all required 
attachments to the City’s Community Development Department.  City staff will make every 
effort to review completed applications within a three-week period of time.  The Ramsey 
Economic Development Authority will make a recommendation on the full-service restaurant 
subsidy to the Ramsey City Council.  Applicants will be notified of EDA and City Council 
meetings and may be asked to attend to present their request for assistance.  Any financial 
assistance to full-service restaurants as part of this program is subject to City Council approval.  
Moreover, such financial assistance is limited by the availability of  City funds. 
 
Implementation Procedures 
The program does require the applicant pay upfront permit fees and all applicable Sewer Access 
Charge (SAC fees) that the City of Ramsey is required to pay on behalf of the project to the 
Metropolitan Council.  To be in good standing with the City, applicant and/or landlords must be 
current on all municipal taxes, special assessments, City utility bills, or EDA loans.  Principal 
forgiveness will cease if the applicant and/or landlords fail to be current on these obligations.  
Principal forgiveness will cease if the applicant discontinues the business, moves the business, or 
fails to comply with any and all building, fire, health, or zoning codes or regulations.   
 
Sunset Date 
The Full-Service Restaurant Subsidy Policy and Program Guidelines will expire two years (and 
at the end of the month) from the date this policy is approved.  Financial assistance that has been 
approved for projects that have not yet begun by the sunset date would still be valid, unless 
otherwise determined by the City Council. 
 



   

CC Regular Session   7. 4.           

Meeting Date: 06/14/2011  

By: Chris Anderson, Community

Development

Title:

Consider Approval of Environmental Policy Board Work Plan

Background:

As outlined in Section 2-159 of City Code, the primary objective of the Environmental Policy Board (EPB) is to

review, consider, initiate and recommend to the City Council such policies, plans or projects which will enhance

and preserve the natural environment of the City. Furthermore, the Board’s scope shall include, but not necessarily

be limited to, matters of the preservation of the community forest, water quality, wetland preservation, ground

water protection, ecological preservation, and control of soil erosion and air, noise and light pollution.

The EPB is responsible for developing an annual work plan that is subject to the approval of City Council.  The

draft work plan was presented to the City Council at a work session on May 3, 2011 and the City Council provided

some feedback and ideas for the work plan and stated that this item should be added as a regular agenda item of a

future City Council meeting.

Observations:

At the EPB's June meeting, they reviewed the work session discussion and directed Staff to update the draft work

plan to include the following items:

Research and review green building principles and low impact development practices that could be

encouraged or incentivized within The COR as well as their return on investment.

Enhance visibility of 'green' information on the City's website.

Promote, enhance and expand recycling opportunities at the Municipal Center and other public buildings.

Traditionally, the Board has developed its work plan for an upcoming year in December and finalized it in January.

However, with Board and Commission terms now running from April through March, the Board delayed

finalizing its' proposed work plan until April, which gave new members the opportunity to not only review it but

also to provide input as well. This also ensured that the work plan would not be presented to City Council prior to

the Council finalizing its strategic goals for the year. However, this delay also puts the EPB in a time crunch,

essentially leaving just over half a year to complete any items on the work plan. With that in mind, the Board is

proposing that the work plan take effect July 1, 2011 and run through June 30, 2012.

Funding Source:

The EPB operates with no budget.  Any costs incurred with their work plan would be covered as part of Staff's

regular duties.

Council Action:

Motion to adopt Resolution #11-06-___ approving the EPB's annual work plan.

Attachments

City Council Work Session Meeting Minutes Dated May 3, 2011

2011-2012 Proposed Work Plan

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Tim Gladhill Tim Gladhill 06/08/2011 12:54 PM

Aaron Backman Aaron Backman 06/08/2011 01:40 PM



Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 06/08/2011 05:28 PM

Form Started By: Chris Anderson Started On: 06/06/2011 09:03 AM

Final Approval Date: 06/08/2011 







Effective July 1, 2011 through June 30, 2012 

 

Environmental Policy Board 2011-2012 Proposed Work Plan 

 

As outlined in City Code, the primary objective of the Environmental Policy Board is to 

review, consider, initiate and recommend to the City Council such policies, plans or 

projects which will enhance and preserve the natural environment of the City.  The 

Board’s scope shall include, but not necessarily be limited to, matters of the preservation 

of the community forest, water quality, wetland preservation, ground water protection, 

control of soil erosion and air, noise and light pollution. 

 

The Environmental Policy Board will focus its efforts on the following tasks in 2011: 

 Participating in an Arbor Day tree planting event.  

 Encouraging citizen awareness and education on environmental stewardship 

through the Environmental Expo & Tree Sale. 

 Revisiting the water conservation and invasive species web pages as needed 

and/or directed by City Council. 

 Exploring potential public outreach opportunities such as developing an 

additional web page(s) that identify various wildlife and plants that may be seen 

while utilizing the City's trail system and includes phenological information as 

well (potentially in conjunction/unison with the Go Anoka County project). 

 Undertaking a demonstration project (such as a rain garden or ‘mini arboretum’ 

highlighting species that perform well in Ramsey’s sandy soil). 

 Promoting, enhancing and expanding recycling opportunities within the 

Municipal Center and other public buildings. 

 Research and review green building principles and low impact development 

practices that could be encouraged or incentivized within The COR as well as 

their return on investment.  

 Enhance visibility of 'green' information on the City's website.  

 



   

CC Regular Session   7. 5.           

Meeting Date: 06/14/2011  

By: Tim Gladhill, Community Development

Title:

Adopt Ordinance to Amend Section 117-90 "Map" of Chapter 117  of the Ramsey City Code Related to the 2030

Comprehensive Plan.

Background:

Every ten (10) years, municipalities within the Metropolitan Council's jurisdiction are required to adopt an updated

Comprehensive Plan per Minnesota Statute 473, which includes a Future Land Use (FLU) Map.  The City recently

completed this round of updates and officially instituted a revised FLU Map.  Within nine (9) months, the City

must now update its official controls, including zoning code text amendments and amendments to the Official

Zoning Map to be consistent with the Future Land Use Map. 

Notification:

The Public Hearing was properly notified in the Anoka County Union.  Although mailing notices are not required if

the amendment involves more than five (5) acres, City Staff attempted to notify affected parcels of the Public

Hearing via Standard US Mail.

Observations:

The City is processing these amendments in phases. This first phase, already approved, included amendments that

did not include revised or new zoning districts be established. This second phase (current) consists only of the

current Central Rural Reserve District as a follow up to the Central Rural Reserve Study. The final phase is

anticipated to include those areas which require new or revised zoning districts. These districts include an 'Office

Park' and 'Park' zoning district, which are currently not established in the zoning code at this time.

 

Prior to the 2030 Comprehensive Plan Update, the City undertook a study to review the redevelopment potential of

the area known as the Central Rural Reserve.  The study ranged from land use types, to current traffic pattern

concerns, to aging private septic stems, to protecting existing land owners and natural resources.  The City received

a great deal of feedback and data as part of the process and the Open House was well attended.  The ultimate

decision based on completion of the study was to make no formal redevelopment effort at this time nor make any

permanent changes to the land use designation based on the Study itself. 

 

The 2030 Comprehensive Plan guides this area now as Rural Developing consistent with the remainder of the

rural-type zoning surrounding this area.  The minimum lot size in this area is currently ten (10) acres.  The

proposed Rural Developing category has a minimum lot size of 2.5 acres.  Also, the Rural Developing category is

not guided for city sewer and water.

Based on questions from the public, Staff has revised the map that was mailed to impacted parcels.  The revised

map attempts to clarify the actual area of change.  It should be noted that the proposed amendment does not have

any negative impact to wetlands, which are protected under Minnesota Statutes related to the Wetland Conservation

Act.  Also, the proposed amendment is not an indication of any pending development, simply reverting back to the

original zoning following completion of the Central Rural Reserve Study.  The revised map also overlays existing

wetlands to illustrate areas of protected wetlands.

The ordinance was introduce on May 31, 2011 and is now eligible for adoption.

Funding Source:

All costs associated with the amendment are being handled as regular staff duties.



Staff Recommendation:

The Planning Commission held a Public Hearing on May 5, 2011 and recommends approval of the Ordinance to

amend the Official Zoning Map as presented.

Committee Action:

Motion to waive the Charter requirement to read the ordinance aloud -AND- adopt the ordinance to amend Section

117-90 "Map" of Chapter 117 of the Ramsey City Code related to the 2030 Comprehensive Plan.

Roll Call Vote:

 

Councilmember Tossey

Councilmember Backous

Councilmember Wise

Councilmember McGlone 

Councilmember Elvig

Mayor Ramsey

Attachments

Proposed Zoning Map Changes

Approved Future Land Use Map

Proposed Ordinance

Planning Commission Minutes dated 05/05/2011

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 06/02/2011 05:09 PM

Tim Gladhill (Originator) Tim Gladhill 06/03/2011 09:47 AM

Aaron Backman Aaron Backman 06/08/2011 01:27 PM

Form Started By: Tim Gladhill Started On: 06/01/2011 
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ORDINANCE #11-___ 

 

CITY OF RAMSEY 

ANOKA COUNTY 

STATE OF MINNESOTA 
 

AN AMENDMENT TO CHAPTER 117 WHICH IS KNOWN AS THE ZONING AND 

SUBDIVISIONS CHAPTER OF THE CITY CODE OF RAMSEY, MINNESOTA. 
 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION 117-90 "MAP" OF CHAPTER 117 OF THE 

CITY CODE OF RAMSEY, MINNESOTA. 
 

SECTION 1. AMENDMENT 
 

The following legally described properties or portions thereof, herein attached as Exhibit A, are 

hereby rezoned from R-1 Residential (Central Rural Reserve) to R-1 Residential (Rural 

Developing). 

 

(the “Subject Property”) 

 

 

SECTION 2. MAP 
 

The City is hereby instructed to cause this amendment to be shown on the "City of Ramsey 

Zoning Map", which map was adopted pursuant to Section 117-90 of the Ramsey City Code. 

 

SECTION 3. EFFECTIVE DATE 
 

This ordinance becomes effective 30 days after its passage and publication, subject to City 

Charter Section 5.04. 

 

 

PASSED by the City Council of the City of Ramsey, Minnesota the _______ day of______, 

2010. 

              

       Mayor 

 

ATTEST: 

 

       

City Administrator 

 

Introduction date: 

Posting dates: 

Adoption date: 

Publication date: 

Effective date: 



Exhibit A 

R-1 Residential (Central Rural Reserve) to R-1 Residential (Rural Developing) 
 

 
203225430003 
223225330013 
223225330009 
223225320012 
213225320009 
223225340004 
163225320001 
163225320005 
223225330001 
213225420035 
213225420036 
213225340003 
213225310013 
223225340015 
213225420006 

213225420028 
213225120004 
213225420029 
223225320022 
213225420021 
213225320001 
213225320020 
213225320021 
163225320013 
213225420012 
163225310008 
163225310010 
163225310011 
163225310005 
213225140003 
213225140024 
223225330015 
223225330005 
223225340014 

213225420039 
213225420002 
223225340027 
213225410039 
213225320018 
213225310004 
213225310002 
213225310005 
213225420023 
213225420030 
213225410019 
213225410021 
213225420024 
213225420025 
213225420026 
213225140011 
213225320003 
213225140001 

213225140002 
213225320002 
213225310007 
213225210012 
213225210013 
213225320014 
203225410020 
203225410019 
213225210014 
203225410003 
213225110007 
213225220002 
213225420013 

213225410035 
213225140014 
213225140027 
163225440001 
213225120001 
223225320002 
213225320012 
213225440011 
213225440015 
163225340010 
203225420036 
203225420033 
203225410005 
203225410009 
203225420005 

203225420016 
163225330003 
213225220013 
213225110008 
213225430010 
223225320014 
163225330002 
223225310020 
203225420004 
213225210006 
213225210004 
223225310001 
213225340022 
223225320017 
213225330010 
213225330008 
213225440030 
163225320008 
163225340018 

213225440027 
213225330012 
163225340016 
203225420007 
223225310019 
203225420006 
213225340024 
213225340015 
213225340006 
213225440005 
213225430022 
213225330018 
213225430025 
213225430018 
213225330019 
213225430021 
213225140018 
213225140025 

223225320001 
203225420011 
213225130001 
213225140017 
213225140028 
223225230001 
213225330021 
213225440009 
223225320027 
223225320028 
223225320025 
213225340017 
213225430013 

213225430007 
213225210007 
203225420029 
213225220015 
213225120002 
213225120006 
213225330017 
213225430024 
213225330030 
203225420022 
203225420034 
163225310003 
163225310009 
223225330002 
213225340007 

163225430004 
223225340017 
213225310006 
223225310012 
213225140031 
163225320012 
213225310001 
213225420009 
213225420031 
213225410018 
213225410020 
223225320006 
223225320016 
213225420040 
213225140023 
213225140022 
213225320005 
213225410033 
213225420038 

163225340011 
213225410034 
213225140016 
203225410021 
213225410025 
213225210005 
213225210003 
213225220007 
213225230007 
213225230008 
213225430009 
213225440017 
223225330004 
223225310011 
223225330027 
213225420022 
213225310003 
213225230003 

223225330033 
223225310027 
213225420003 
223225330023 
223225230009 
213225410017 
213225320017 
213225310012 
223225320005 
213225140026 
213225120007 
203225420002 
213225330028 

163225330015 
213225410013 
213225410015 
203225420014 
163225430001 
223225340008 
213225420015 
213225320013 
203225410014 
203225420015 
213225140015 
163225430007 
213225410024 
203225410023 
223225230004 

213225330009 
213225330011 
213225340026 
163225320006 
223225320021 
203225420008 
223225320020 
213225430034 
213225430003 
213225430006 
213225430017 
213225430016 
213225430019 
213225330023 
213225440002 
213225430011 
213225440006 
213225220017 
203225420020 

223225230005 
223225320026 
213225330027 
213225330015 
213225330020 
213225440022 
213225440023 
213225340023 
223225310008 
223225310024 
223225320008 
223225310026 
213225220009 
213225210016 
203225420012 
213225220014 
213225220004 
223225330026 

163225310001 
213225140030 
213225420011 
213225410001 
213225320004 
203225420018 
213225230002 
213225440025 
213225140021 
213225310009 
213225420032 
213225420001 
213225410011 

163225340019 
213225340012 
213225330031 
223225230002 
203225420001 
223225320024 
213225210009 
213225210011 
213225140032 
223225310015 
223225310013 
223225340002 
223225340003 
223225330025 
223225340012 

213225410022 
213225320026 
213225320011 
223225340019 
213225320016 
223225340021 
223225330018 
223225330020 
223225330032 
213225140010 
213225320022 
213225320024 
213225410003 
213225320023 
163225430008 
163225320015 
213225140020 
213225320006 
213225310015 

213225420017 
213225410007 
213225220011 
213225420010 
223225310018 
223225310021 
223225340016 
223225330024 
213225140005 
213225120003 
213225340011 
203225420019 
213225430005 
223225230011 
213225140009 
213225310014 
213225320007 
213225340020 

163225340021 
163225330010 
163225330011 
163225330012 
213225420014 
213225420008 
213225420007 
213225140013 
223225320018 
223225310016 
223225320004 
203225430004 
213225410030 



213225220003 

163225430005 
203225420027 
203225420024 
203225420032 
213225210002 
213225410029 
203225420023 
203225420026 
203225420013 
163225340012 
163225430002 
163225330014 
203225420003 
213225220001 
213225110009 
213225140029 
163225430003 
163225330004 
163225330005 

163225330018 
203225420028 
203225420009 
213225430032 
213225430030 
213225430029 
203225420025 
203225410007 
203225410011 
163225340003 
223225320009 
223225310004 
163225310007 
163225320010 
213225440026 
223225310003 
223225320019 
223225310009 
213225330002 

213225440014 
213225440019 
213225440013 
213225330022 
213225330024 
213225440020 
213225440021 
213225430020 
213225440001 

213225340004 

213225430015 
213225440007 
213225340005 
213225440004 
213225440029 
213225430026 
213225440008 
213225110005 
213225410038 
213225430002 
223225320007 
223225230003 
223225240014 
213225440010 
213225330003 
213225330004 
213225330005 
213225440024 
223225320023 

223225310023 
223225310025 
213225210017 
213225330014 
213225330013 
213225330025 
213225330026 
213225210010 
213225330016 
223225310014 
223225310006 
223225320013 
223225330006 
223225340018 
223225330022 
213225310008 
213225420027 
223225310017 
213225410006 

163225340006 
163225320014 
223225340006 
223225330008 
213225410008 
213225320010 
213225210001 
213225340021 
213225420016 

163225340013 

163225430006 
163225330013 
203225410016 
223225320015 
203225420031 
203225410012 
213225420018 
223225330011 
223225330003 
223225310005 
213225420033 
223225340001 
223225320010 
223225320011 
223225340020 
223225330021 
223225330007 
213225410036 
213225320019 

213225420005 
213225410002 
213225410005 
163225320011 
213225140006 
163225310004 
213225140004 
213225420020 
213225420041 
213225410009 
213225320025 
213225210015 
213225420019 
213225430012 
203225430002 
213225220005 
203225410015 
223225310010 
163225330009 

213225430008 
203225410010 
213225410023 
213225410031 
163225330017 
163225340005 
213225410037 
163225340020 
163225340017 

213225330001 

213225430023 
213225340018 
213225330006 
213225340013 
213225440003 
213225340002 
203225420035 
213225430004 
213225220008 
213225210008 
163225310002 
203225410004 
213225230006 
163225320002 
223225340005 
213225420034 
213225410010 
213225330029 
213225410028 

213225410012 
213225320015 
163225330008 
203225420010 
213225340010 
213225220012 
213225140019 
213225420037 
163225320004 
223225340013 
223225340009 
213225310010 
223225310007 
213225310011 
213225220016 
213225220018 
213225220010 
213225410027 
213225220006 

163225340014 
213225110006 
223225340011 
223225330014 
223225340007 
213225440032 
163225330016 
203225410017 
203225420030 

203225420021 

213225340019 
213225430014 
213225340014 
213225420004 
213225410004 
223225330010 
203225410002 
203225410024 
203225410006 
163225340015 
163225340004 
213225230005 
163225320003 
213225240001 
223225230010 
223225340010 
213225140012 
213225410026 
213225440012 

213225440018 
203225410008 
213225340025 
213225430031 
163225320009 
163225320007 
213225440028 
213225120005 
213225440016 
203225410022 
213225330007 
223225310022 
213225340008 
213225340009 
163225310006 
213225410032 
213225410014 
213225410016 
223225310002 

213225430027 
213225340016 
213225340001 
213225430035 
213225430033 
223225330012 
213225320008 
203225420017 
203225410013 
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 PLANNING COMMISSION 

 CITY OF RAMSEY 

 ANOKA COUNTY 

 STATE OF MINNESOTA 

 

The Ramsey Planning Commission conducted a regular meeting on Thursday, May 5, 2011, at 

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

 

Members Present:  Vice Chairperson Gary Van Scoy 

    Commissioner Randy Bauer 

    Commissioner Ralph Brauer 

    Commissioner Andrew Dunaway 

    Commissioner Joseph Field 

    Commissioner Robert Schiller 

 

Members Absent:  Chairperson Gary Levine 

 

Also Present:   Senior Planner Tim Gladhill 

    Economic Development/Marketing Manager Aaron Backman 

 

CALL TO ORDER 

 

Vice Chairperson Van Scoy called the regular meeting to order at 7:01 p.m. 

 

CITIZEN INPUT 

 

There was none. 

 

APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

 

Motion by Commissioner Dunaway, seconded by Commissioner Schiller, to approve the agenda 

as presented. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Dunaway, Schiller, 

Bauer, Brauer, and Field.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 

 

APPROVE PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES 

 

Motion by Commissioner Bauer, seconded by Commissioner Field to approve the following 

minutes as presented: 

 

1)  Planning Commission regular meeting minutes dated April 7, 2011. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Bauer, Field, Brauer, 

Dunaway, and Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 
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NOTE CITY COUNCIL MINUTES 

 

The following Council minutes were noted: 

 

1)  City Council regular meeting minutes dated February 22, 2011 

2)  City Council regular meeting minutes dated March 8, 2011 

3)  City Council regular meeting minutes dated March 22, 2011 

 

PUBLIC HEARINGS/COMMISSION BUSINESS 

 

Case #1: Public Hearing – Request for a Conditional Use Permit to Exceed Sign Size 

Restrictions at 7333 Sunwood Dr. NW; Case of Leroy Signs, Inc. 

 

Public Hearing 

 

Vice Chairperson Van Scoy called the public hearing to order at 7:02 p.m. 

 

Presentation 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill presented the Staff Report. 

 

Citizen Input 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill stated this seems consistent with the approval already given to NAU and 

Staff is recommending approval. 

 

Scott Laage with Leroy Signs stated the illuminated back letters didn’t fit their need, because 

they are using LED and it absorbs into the background and does not reflect the light.  The face 

lite letters NAU is requesting to use are the same type of lettering as on the Medical Examiners 

building. 

 

Commissioner Bauer asked if the applicant’s request is consistent with the changes that the City 

is looking at making to the sign ordinance. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill stated absolutely, we are going to look at what we have approved and 

look at what can be approved administratively and at the design guidelines.  There are some ways 

for flexibility.  The applicant is asking for 24 inches in height and 18 inches is what is going to 

be the baseline height for administrative approval. 

 

Vice Chairperson Van Scoy stated that one of the discussions in the past was that a lot of the 

signs in The COR would be at street level, and most of what the Commission is asked to approve 

are second story, and he asked if this would be addressed with the new ordinance.   

 

Senior Planner Gladhill confirmed that it would and added that what makes this request different 

is that it is a single tenant building. 
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Motion by Commissioner Dunaway, seconded by Commissioner Field, to close the public 

hearing. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Dunaway, Field, 

Bauer, Brauer, and Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 

 

The public hearing closed at 7:13 p.m. 

 

Commission Business 

 

Motion by Commissioner Dunaway, seconded by Commissioner Bauer to recommend City 

Council approve the resolution adopting findings of fact favorable relating to Leroy Signs, Inc. 

request for a conditional use permit to exceed sign size restrictions established in City Code. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Dunaway, Bauer, 

Brauer, Field, and Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 

 

Motion by Commissioner Dunaway, seconded by Commissioner Field to recommend City 

Council approve the issuance of a conditional use permit based on findings of fact relating to 

Leroy Signs, Inc. and adopt the resolution declaring the terms. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissions Dunaway, Field, 

Bauer, Brauer, and Schiller.  Voting No: None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 

 

Case #2: Public Hearing – Request for a Home Occupation Permit to Operate an Auto 

Body Repair Business on the Property Located at 17441 Baugh St. NW; Case 

of Lawrence and Paula Ferber 

 

Public Hearing 

 

Vice Chairperson Van Scoy called the public hearing to order at 7:14 p.m. 

 

Presentation 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill presented the Staff Report. 

 

Citizen Input 

 

Two letters in support of the applicant were submitted after the agenda was created. 

 

Lawrence Ferber, 17441 Baugh St. NW, the applicant stated he has been operating the business 

for 39 years.  It is a clean operation, a nice looking property and he does not have junk. 

 

Vice Chairperson Van Scoy stated he would like to have a time limit on the permit and asked the 

applicant what was his timeframe for retirement, as was noted in the staff report. 
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Mr. Ferber replied two or three years. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill asked the applicant if he was comfortable with a sunset clause that would 

have the home occupation expire in three years.  He also clarified that in the event this operation 

is discontinued for more than a year it expires, that the business cannot be sold to someone else 

that any future owner would have to go through the same process of approval, and that Mr. 

Ferber could not move the approval of the home occupation permit to another parcel. 

 

Mr. Ferber replied he would like the permit to remain open and not expire.   

 

Senior Planner Gladhill stated he would leave it to the commission if they want to entertain an 

expiration date or if they feel we have enough control within our city code to make sure this 

doesn’t become a public nuisance.  He continued that with the size of this parcel and the 

adequate separation that it should not impact the neighboring structures. 

 

Vice Chairperson Van Scoy asked if there was a written report from the fire department.  Senior 

Planner Gladhill stated there was not a written report, but the department has reviewed the 

substance of this case and is comfortable with the findings of fact and the terms in the permit. 

 

Commissioner Dunaway asked how much automotive paint was stored on site. 

 

Mr. Ferber stated a total of probably 5 - 10 gallons of thinner and reducers and only enough paint 

for what is needed for the current repair and then he properly recycles it. 

 

Commissioner Bauer asked if the 39 years he has been in business has been at this location. 

 

Mr. Ferber replied 19 years at this location and 20 years next door to this location.  He is the sole 

employee, business has operated the same and is strictly by referral and no advertising is done. 

 

Motion by Commissioner Dunaway, seconded by Commissioner Field, to close the public 

hearing. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Dunaway, Field, 

Bauer, Brauer, and Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 

 

The public hearing closed at 7:27 p.m. 

 

Commission Business 

 

Motion by Commissioner Bauer, seconded by Commissioner Dunaway to recommend that City 

Council adopt the resolution adopting Findings of Fact favorable relating to the applicant’s 

request for a home occupation permit. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Bauer, Dunaway, 

Brauer, Field, and Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 
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Motion by Commissioner Bauer, seconded by Commissioner Dunaway to recommend that City 

Council approve the applicant’s request for a home occupation permit. 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Bauer, Dunaway, 

Brauer, Field, and Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 

 

Case #3: Consider Ordinance to Amend Section 117-90 “Map” of Chapter 117 of the 

Ramsey City Code Related to the 2030 Comprehensive Plan. 

 

Public Hearing 

 

Vice Chairperson Van Scoy called the public hearing to order at 7:30 p.m. 

 

Presentation 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill presented the Staff Report. 

 

Citizen Input 

 

Eileen Rick, 15059 Limonite St. inquired as to why she received a letter. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill stated everyone within the boundary received a letter because the zoning 

district was being changed back to what it was. 

 

Ms. Rick asked if it was going back to one acre lots. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill explained that there is a two and one half-acre lot minimum for any 

redevelopment.  Those lots that are one acre lots will remain, however any future development 

would have a minimum lot size of two and one-half acres.  He continued to explain the reason 

the one-acre lots are included in this district. 

 

Carol Sibbel, 7311 Alpine Drive, asked if this does pass when it would be reviewed again. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill stated every ten years the city is required to update its Comprehensive 

Plan.  There are opportunities for comp plan amendments; however, in this fashion it is done 

once every ten years.  If you have five acres you would be able to divide into two lots, there 

might be some public infrastructure requirements. 

 

Motion by Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, seconded by Commissioner Dunaway, to close the public 

hearing. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Dunaway, Bauer, 

Brauer, Field, and Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 

 

The public hearing closed at 7:43 p.m. 

 

Commission Business 
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Commissioner Bauer asked if there is no action taken, does it remain 10 acre lot requirement. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill stated it would remain Central Rural Reserve, which would be in conflict 

with the current Comprehensive Plan.  The City would need to request an amendment to the 

Comprehensive Plan with the Metropolitan Council. 

 

Discussion ensued regarding the number of one acre lots already in existence in the zoning 

district. 

 

Commissioner Brauer stated that the reason for the 10 acre lot minimum was to prevent the 

owners of the larger parcels from having one acre lot developments right next to them. 

 

Vice Chairperson Van Scoy stated another criteria in combining the different lot sizes besides the 

size of the lot, is to keep this area outside of the MUSA.   

 

Commissioner Field clarified that the only properties affected by this change are those five acres 

or larger in size that have a potential for subdivision. 

 

Motion by Commissioner Dunaway, seconded by Commissioner Field to recommend the City 

Council approve the Ordinance to amend the Official Zoning Map as presented. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Dunaway, Field, 

Bauer, Brauer, and Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 

 

Case #4: Request for Interim Use Permit for a Go Cart Track at 14550 Armstrong 

Boulevard; Case of Karl Janzen 

 

Public Hearing 

 

Vice Chairperson Van Scoy called the public hearing to order at 7:51 p.m. 

 

Presentation 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill presented the Staff Report. 

 

Citizen Input 

 

Karl Janzen, 9131 178
th

 Avenue NW, and Tim Marchiafava 19119 Waco Street, Elk River the 

applicants stated they started looking into a Go-Cart track about 18 months at a different site that 

didn’t work out with the owner.  They asked the City if they would be interested in a joint 

venture.  They stated it is a win/win situation for both the city and them.  There shouldn’t be a 

dust issue.   The motors are 5 hp Briggs and Stratton, 4-cycle with mufflers mandated.  The 

applicants presented two letters one from Coborns, and one from Acapulco Restaurant in support 

of the Go Cart Track. 
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Vice Chairperson Van Scoy stated he would like the noise addressed, as that has been the number 

one concern of other motor type activity in the City. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill read the letters in support presented from Coborns and Acapulco 

Restaurant. 

 

Vice Chairperson Van Scoy questioned if all business in the area received notification. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill stated notice went out to the property owners within 350 of this property, 

which might not have been received by each of the tenants. 

 

Jeff Wise, 7901 165
th

 Avenue, stated he was in support of the Go Cart Track as it is good for his 

business and all the businesses in the area.  The pine fence going up will keep it clean.   

 

Commissioner Bauer asked if the applicants had long range plans as to how to proceed when the 

Highway #10 and Armstrong interchange develops. 

 

Mr. Marchiafava stated they want to show that they are a viable business and good for the City 

and when the interchange develops the City will want to retain the business and work with them 

to find a new location. 

 

Commissioner Bauer asked what would happen to the site if the track didn’t stay in business. 

 

Mr. Janzen stated the provisions in the contract state they have to turn it into a flat piece of land, 

which would be to remove fencing and light poles and re-grading.  

 

Commissioner Field asked what other locations they have operated their racetrack and if the 

participants provide their own go-cart. 

 

Mr. Janzen stated the Sherburne County Fairgrounds, Wisconsin, Cokato, MN and the 

participants provide their own go-cart.  

 

Commissioner Field asked what the schedule was. 

 

Mr. Marchiafava stated Friday nights as a general guideline.  The gates will open at 5:00 p.m., 

race at 7:00 p.m. and close at 10:00 p.m.  There are a few opportunities that they might race on a 

different night. 

 

Commissioner Dunaway noted that each machine puts out 75 decibels of noise and asked how 

many teams are running at any particular time. 

 

Mr. Janzen stated there will be three to 12 carts on the track at a time.  He continued that there 

would be more noise from Armstrong Blvd. and Highway #10 then there would be from the go-

carts. 
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Senior Planner Gladhill stated that noise is measured at the property line and has to sustain the 

level for a fair amount of time. 

 

Commissioner Brauer asked if Senior Planner Gladhill was comfortable that the noise ordinance 

would manage any noise problems with this track. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill stated the applicants have to work within the noise ordinance and the 

data they have provided states they will be in compliance. 

 

Vice Chairperson Van Scoy asked clarification of the schedule and if the applicants were 

planning on having a sound system. 

 

Mr. Janzen stated the schedule would be once a week at the most and they haven’t planned on a 

sound system. 

 

Vice Chairperson Van Scoy asked if the racers are primarily children or exclusively children. 

 

Mr. Janzen stated they are primarily children.  The ages range from six to 60.  Parents will bring 

their children and race with them.  Seventy-five percent are under the age of 16. 

 

Commissioner Field asked if the insurance is provided by the applicants, or if the teams have 

their own insurance.  Mr. Janzen replied they cover insurance for the property, racers, and 

spectators. 

 

Commissioner Brauer stated in the agreement it states that it would be twice a week and the 

applicants had stated once a week. 

 

Mr. Marchiafava stated there is the option for twice a week, maybe a Wednesday and a Friday.  It 

is not a regular occurrence; however it is nice to have the option. 

 

Commissioner Dunaway asked how many races are run on a night and how the dust will be 

controlled. 

 

Mr. Janzen stated there are seven or eight classes and each runs three times.  There is a water 

truck that will water the track before, during and after each race. 

 

Commissioner Field asked if there are additional parking spaces. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill stated we have verbal or written approval from two different property 

owners.  There will be items to work through following Council review and approval and one of 

those items is to determine whether an easement needs to be given so there is a recordable 

document so it will survive sales of the different parcels. 

 

Commissioner Dunaway asked how many spectators can be accommodated. 
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Mr. Marchiafava stated there is a bleacher that will hold 45 and plenty of ground space for 

blankets or lawn chairs.  If attendance grows past that they would put up another set of bleachers. 

 

Tim Kelsey, 7900 151
st
 Lane, stated his concern regarding the traffic on Armstrong Blvd. with 

these events and oil getting onto the dirt. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill stated Armstrong is getting some upgrades this summer; signalization is 

going in at Bunker Lake Blvd. intersection.  There is a need for upgrades and an interchange and 

the City saw that through the Comprehensive Plan process.  He added that the applicant will be 

responsible for any environmental cleanup. 

 

Mr. Wise stated two years ago when Oasis was still in operation they had more than 50 vehicles 

in a two hour timeframe pull into their business.  The racers will be entering the site off of 146
th

 

Avenue and that was done to prevent traffic back up. 

 

Motion by Commissioner Bauer, seconded by Commissioner Field, to close the public hearing. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Bauer, Field, 

Dunaway, Brauer, and Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 

 

The public hearing closed at 8:43 p.m. 

 

Commission Business 

 

Commissioner Dunaway stated he does have some concern regarding the traffic with Legacy 

Christian Academy coming and school activities being on Friday nights. 

 

Mr. Janzen stated the race dates are after school ends and before it starts in the fall again. 

 

Motion by Commissioner Dunaway, seconded by Commissioner Field to recommend that City 

Council adopt the resolution adopting findings of fact favorable to the applicant relating to the 

request for an Interim Use Permit to allow for commercial outdoor recreation for the operation of 

a Go-Cart Track. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Dunaway, Field, 

Bauer, Brauer, and Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 

 

Motion by Commissioner Brauer, seconded by Vice Chairperson Van Scoy to recommend that 

City Council approve the Interim Use Permit based on findings of fact; contingent upon 

compliance with the City Staff Review Letter dated April 28, 2011 and combining condition #2 

and #22. 

 

Further Discussion 

 

Commissioners discussed the IUP terms and a friendly amendment was made and accepted. 
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Motion by Commissioner Brauer, seconded by Vice Chairperson Van Scoy to recommend that 

City Council approve the Interim Use Permit based on findings of fact; contingent upon 

compliance with the City Staff Review Letter dated April 28, 2011 with the following changes to 

conditions: #2 “These IUP uses are for a five year term commencing on the date of approval of 

this permit or including termination of the IUP in the event the Subject Property is needed for 

another public purpose including, but not limited to, the construction of Armstrong Boulevard.  

This IUP is defined in Section 117-52 of City Code.  City Staff will monitor the events for any 

problems related to traffic, crowd control, noise, and other issues related to public safety”.  #3 

“The PERMITTEE may operate no more than twice per week and no race shall commence after 

10:00 p.m.”  #22 “That the IUP shall abide by all lease terms between the PERMITTEE and the 

City”. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Bauer, Brauer, 

Dunaway, Field, and Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 

 

Case #5: Ordinance to Amend City Code Section 117-349 (Accessory Uses and 

Buildings) 

 

Public Hearing 

 

Vice Chairperson Van Scoy called the public hearing to order at 9:00 p.m. 

 

Presentation 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill presented the Staff Report. 

 

Citizen Input 

 

Discussion ensued regarding two story accessory structures and when a conditional use permit 

should remain a requirement to allow for them. 

 

Mr. St Hilaire, 7335 Alpine Drive, stated he has a land locked parcel and would like some 

resolution to this situation. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill stated these are two separate issues, he was familiar with the situation; 

however what is being reviewed and discussed today has nothing to do with land locked parcels.  

He continued that the City has offered various solutions to both parties and their attorneys and 

this is not something that is going to be resolved tonight. 

 

Norman Archer, 15410 Jackel Street, stated he built a two story structure eleven years ago and a 

storm came through and now it needs to be replaced.  The ordinance in place now does not allow 

for him to rebuild the structure at the current height.  He stated that he has been waiting for this 

ordinance to be brought forward so he could rebuild. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill described the process of the ordinance to this point. 
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Vice Chairperson Van Scoy thanked Mr. Archer for working with Staff and following the 

guidelines of city code, as not everyone does.  He asked Mr. Archer if the changes that are being 

reviewed were favorable to him.  Mr. Archer said they were. 

Motion by Commissioner Dunaway, seconded by Commissioner Brauer, to close the public 

hearing. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Dunaway, Brauer, 

Bauer, Field, and Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 

 

The public hearing closed at 9:41 p.m. 

 

Commission Business 

 

Commissioner Schiller suggested that attached garages be excluded from the total number of 

accessory structures allowed. 

 

Commissioners continued discussing the two story accessory structure requirements. 

 

Motion by Commissioner Dunaway, seconded by Commissioner Field to recommend that the 

City Council adopt the ordinance to amend City Code Section 117-349 (Accessory uses and 

buildings) with the following amendments to the draft ordinance: clarifying two story in different 

areas, checking that the intent of the language is captured in the footnotes, and excluding attach 

garages rather than primary garages. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Dunaway, Field, 

Bauer, Brauer, and Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 

 

Planning Commission recessed at 9:57 p.m. and returned at 10:02 p.m. 

 

Case #6: Recommend Planning Services Consultants for Interview with the City 

Council 

 

Presentation 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill presented the Staff Report. 

 

Commissioner Brauer questioned that Farr & Associates were one of the applicants, however, not 

one of the five. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill stated their location and travel expense were considered in the decision.  

There will be occasions the consultant will need to attend meetings and the cost was factored into 

their response.   

 

Commissioner Brauer asked if the Commission could pass on to council that it give staff the 

flexibility to call on Farr’s expertise if and when needed, especially if the City goes to form based 

codes. 
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Senior Planner Gladhill stated if that is the direction or recommendation of the Planning 

Commission Staff will pass that along, however, we have to look at budget constraints and make 

sure we can handle both. 

 

Economic Development/Marketing Manager Backman stated that as they looked at these 

companies they looked at the prinicipals and who they are assigning to do the work.  

 

Discussion ensued regarding the proposals for planning services. 

 

The Planning Commission recommends that Staff and Council make the decision regarding the 

firms with the flexibility to call on Farr & Associates as a potential resource for special projects. 

 

Case #7: Update on Legislation Related to Variance Authority 

 

The Update on Legislation Related to Variance Authority was noted. 

 

Case #8: Review Upcoming Comprehensive Plan Amendments 

 

The Review on Upcoming Comprehensive Plan Amendments was noted. 

 

Case #9: Staff Update 

 

The Staff Update was noted. 

 

Case #10: Zoning Bulletin 

 

The Zoning Bulletin was noted. 

 

Case #11: Upcoming Training Opportunities 

 

Upcoming Training Opportunities was noted. 

 

Case #12: APA MN Newsletter 

 

The APA MN Newsletter was noted. 

 

OTHER COMMISSION BUSINESS 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

 

Motion by Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, seconded by Commissioner Dunaway, to adjourn the 

meeting. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Dunaway, Bauer, 

Brauer, Field, and Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 
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The regular meeting of the Planning Commission adjourned at 10:26 p.m. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

_________________________________ 

Tim Gladhill 

Senior Planner 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

__________________________________ 

JoAnn Shaw 

Planning Division Secretary 



   

CC Regular Session   7. 6.           

Meeting Date: 06/14/2011  

By: Tim Gladhill, Community Development

Title:

Adopt Ordinance to Amend City Code Section 117-349 (Accessory Uses and Buildings)

Background:

At a recent Work Session, the City Council reviewed a list of potential amendments to the City's Zoning Code

related to accessory structures and buildings.  Based on Council input, Staff is forwarding a proposed ordinance to

reflect that discussion.

Notification:

The Public Hearing was properly notified in the Anoka County Union, the City's official newspaper for Public

Notices.

Observations:

The proposed amendments are intended to better reflect the future land use vision of the different residential land

uses and provide for additional flexibility and clarification within each zoning district.  Specifically, the ordinance

amends the Code as follows: 

Provides for separate sub-sections for MUSA and Rural Developing categories in order to allow for use of

metal panel (pole barn) structures in the Rural Developing area.

Excludes attached garages from square footage calculations to provide for additional square footage per lot

(still need to meet maximum building coverage requirements).

Provides for better design standards for metal panel structures in order to allow for a broader use in the Rural

Developing area.

Provides for an administrative process for two-story accessory structures.

Provides for clarification on driveway requirements for certain structures.

Provides for additional flexibility within environmental overlay districts.

The impetus for the amendment is based on a City Council strategic goal to look at better residential design and

architectural standards and provide for additional accessory structure space based on recent amendments to the

public nuisance ordinance.  The additional square footage is intended to allow for enclosed space to store various

items that are addressed by off-street parking and blight regulations without the additional process of a conditional

use permit.  Over the past several years, the City has established a consistent policy in permitting larger accessory

buildings.  Many of these conditions included in conditional use permits can now be processed administratively. 

The amendment also protects the residential and architectural character of our residential neighborhoods by

providing design standards and flexible tools.

The Planning Commission reviewed the case on May 5, 2011 and recommended the following additions: 

CUP required for all two-story accessory structures within the MUSA and two-story accessory structures on

parcels less than two (2) acres outside of the MUSA.

The ordinance was introduced on May 31, 2011 and is now eligible for adoption.

Funding Source:

Amendments are being processed as part of regular staff duties.

Staff Recommendation:

The Planning Commission held a Public Hearing on May 5, 2011 and recommend that the City Council adopt the

ordinance to amend City Code Section 117-349 (Accessory uses and buildings).



Committee Action:

Motion to waive the Charter requirement to read the ordinance aloud -AND- adopt the ordinance to amend City

Code Section 117-349 (Accessory Uses and Buildings).

Roll Call Vote:

Councilmember Elvig

Councilmember McGlone

Councilmember Wise

Councilmember Backous

Councilmember Tossey

Mayor Ramse

Attachments

Proposed Ordinance

Planning Commission Minutes dated 5/5/11

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 06/02/2011 05:34 PM

Tim Gladhill (Originator) Tim Gladhill 06/03/2011 09:48 AM
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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 117-349 (ACCESSORY USES AND 

BUILDINGS) OF THE RAMSEY CITY CODE. 

 

 
The City of Ramsey ordains: 

SECTION 1 AUTHORITY 
 

This ordinance is adopted pursuant to and under the authority of the City Charter of the City of 

Ramsey. 

 

SECTON 2 AMENDMENTS 

City Code Section 117-349 is amended as follows (additions indicated as underline, deletions 

indicated as strike-through) 

 

  Sec. 117-349. - Accessory uses and buildings. 

(a) 

Sport courts and other impervious surfaces must meet the minimum setbacks 

established for accessory buildings in section 117-111 unless otherwise specified by 

this Code.  

(b) 

Every commercial fishing pond shall be enclosed by a fence or wall not less than four 

feet high to prevent uncontrolled access by small children.  

(c) 

Swimming pools and spas (also see chapter 105, article III).  

(1) 

Setback requirements.  

a. 

Swimming pools and spas shall be set back a minimum of ten feet from 

all adjoining lots. For corner lots, swimming pools and spas shall meet 

the required side yard setback for buildings in the applicable zoning 

district (section 117-111(d)). Swimming pools and spas may not extend 

closer to the front lot line of the parcel than the principal structure 

javascript:void(0)
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located on said parcel, except that on residential parcels of one acre or 

more in size, a swimming pool or spa may be constructed closer to the 

front lot line than the principal structure, provided that such swimming 

pool or spa can maintain a 200-foot setback from the property line.  

b. 

A swimming pool or spa may not be located closer than four feet to the 

principal structure located on the parcel where the swimming pool or spa 

is to be constructed.  

c. 

No swimming pool or spa may be constructed within 20 feet of any 

portion of an on-site sewer system or any private water well. 

d. 

No person shall build, construct, locate or install a swimming pool and 

walkway or spa within any easement. 

(2) 

Fencing.  

a. 

Temporary fencing. During the construction of any in-ground swimming 

pool or spa, the construction area must be secured with a portable fence 

which is not less than four feet in height.  

1. 

Temporary fencing shall be flush with the ground and securely 

anchored. 

2. 

Supportive posts shall be placed no more than eight feet apart. 

b. 

Permanent fencing.  

1. 

All aboveground swimming pools that have a minimum side-wall 

height of four feet need not be fenced, but shall have removable 

steps, which steps shall be removed when the swimming pool is 

unattended. In the event that an accessory deck to the swimming 

pool is constructed, which is adjacent to any part of the swimming 

pool, said deck shall include, on its entire outside perimeter, a 36-

inch-high guard rail. The guard rail shall be constructed so that no 

open space within it is wider than six inches.  

2. 

All outdoor spas shall have either a fence as described in 

subsection (c)(2)b.1 of this section, or a secured cover. 

(3) 

Noise.  

a. 

The swimming pool or spa shall be designed, constructed and sited in 

such a way as to limit noise generated by its mechanical equipment, so as 

not to create a nuisance and/or affect the reasonable use and enjoyment 

of adjacent property owners.  

b. 



The swimming pool and/or spa shall be sited on the parcel so that its 

mechanical equipment, including heating and filtering equipment, is 

located at least 30 feet from the inhabited portion of neighboring 

residential structures.  

(4) 

Pool walkway deck and deck drains. Unobstructed deck areas not less than 48 

inches wide shall be provided to extend entirely around each in-ground 

swimming pool. Swimming pool decks shall be constructed above, but not 

more than nine inches above, the normal water line. The required deck area 

shall be constructed of impervious material. The deck shall have a pitch of at 

least one-fourth inch to the foot, designed so as to prevent back drainage into 

the pool. If deck drains are provided, drain pipe lines shall be at least two 

inches in diameter; drain openings shall have an open area of at least four times 

the cross sectional area of the drain pipe. Deck drains shall not be connected to 

the re-circulation system pipe.  

(5) 

Swimming pool drainage. To the extent feasible, back flush water or water 

from pool drainage shall be on the owner's property or into approved public 

drainageways. Water shall not drain onto adjacent or nearby private land.  

(6) 

Lighting. Lights used in conjunction with a swimming pool and/or spa shall be 

located and constructed so as to deflect away from adjacent property and in 

such a manner that they do not create a nuisance or affect the reasonable use 

and enjoyment of adjacent property.  

(7) 

Permits. Swimming pools or spas that are less than 5,000 gallons shall be 

allowed without the issuance of a building permit; however, a zoning permit 

must be obtained prior to the swimming pool or spa being constructed, 

installed, or moved onto a property.  

(d) 

Accessory buildings. 

(1) 

Any proposed accessory building should be located on the parcel of land so as 

to allow for orderly future re-subdivision of a parcel on which the building is to 

be located.  

(2) 

No accessory building shall be constructed on any lot prior to the time of 

construction of the principal building. 

(3) 

Detached accessory buildings with 120 square feet or less of floor area shall be 

allowed without issuance of a building permit. However, a zoning permit must 

be obtained prior to the building being constructed or moved onto a property. 

Detached accessory buildings not exceeding 120 square feet shall comply with 

all required setbacks and zoning regulations. Detached accessory buildings not 

exceeding 120 square feet of floor area may be finished with hardboard lap 

siding, vinyl lap siding, metal siding, metal panels, wood (painted) and/or 

masonry. Prefabricated molded plastic storage containers not exceeding 120 

square feet in floor area are permitted.  



(4) 

Agricultural buildings, as defined in Minn. Stats. § 326B.103, subd. 3, shall 

require a zoning permit prior to the building being constructed or moved onto a 

property and shall comply with all other zoning regulations.  

(5) 

Detached accessory buildings greater than 120 square feet in floor area shall 

require a building permit and comply with all applicable building codes and 

zoning regulations.  

(6) 

Accessory building height. 

a. 

The height of detached accessory buildings shall not exceed 22 feet on 

parcels two acres (87,120 square feet) or greater in size.  

b. 

The height of detached accessory buildings shall not exceed 16 feet on 

parcels less than two acres (87,120 square feet) in size. On parcels less 

than two acres, the height of side walls shall not exceed fourteenten feet.  

c. 

The height of attached accessory buildings shall not exceed the height of 

the principal structure. 

d. 

A variance will be required to exceed the established height restrictions 

for accessory buildings. The variance shall be processed in accordance 

with the procedures established in section 117-53. Criteria governing 

consideration of a variance request to exceed height restrictions on 

accessory buildings shall include, but not be limited to the following:  

1. 

Whether the variance will impair an adequate supply of light and 

air to adjacent property. 

2. 

Whether the variance will have the effect of allowing a use that is 

prohibited in the applicable zoning district. 

3. 

Whether the variance will impair established property values 

within the neighborhood. 

4. 

Whether the increased height will be compatible with the principal 

building on the same parcel. 

5. 

Whether the increased height will be compatible with existing 

development in the immediate neighborhood. 

6. 

Whether the variance requested is the minimum variance necessary 

to accomplish the intended purpose of the applicant. 

(7) 

Architectural and exterior standards for accessory buildings: 
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a. Gambrel roofs (barn style) are permitted. 

b. Where provided, accessory buildings with metal panel exterior finish 

must include the following: 

1. If located in the front yard, shall include at least three (3) of the 

following: 

i. Minimum of three (3) complimentary colors 

ii. Minimum of 35% brick on front (street facing) façade. 

iii. 100% vegetative screening.  Use of vegetative screening 

shall require an agreement, recorded against the property 

with the Anoka County Recorder, specifying replacement 

standards, species, size of plantings, and other items as 

required by the Zoning Administrator. 

iv. 10% window coverage on front (street facing) façade and 

common property lines. 

c. Driveways shall be required for doorway openings meeting or exceeding 

eight (8) feet wide by seven (7) feet tall.  All driveways must meet 

underlying zoning district standards in which the property is located, 

except that Class V shall be permitted as an extension of an existing 

driveway for the sole purpose of accessing a detached accessory structure 

if the existing driveway is in compliance with current zoning standards.   

(8) 

Detached accessory buildings shall be prohibited from containing complete 

independent living facilities (accessory apartments), which would include 

permanent provisions for living, sleeping, eating, and sanitation. Independent 

living facilities shall be considered those which meet three or more of the 

criteria in subsection (6)d of this section and have provisions for separating the 

living space.  

(9) 

Two-story accessory buildings shall not be permitted on properties under the 

following conditions: 

 

a. Within MUSA with the issuance of a Conditional Use Permit in 

accordance with City Code Section 117-51. 

b. Outside the MUSA on parcels less than two (2) acres in size with the 

issuance of a Conditional Use Permit in accordance with City Code Section 

117-51. 

c. Outside the MUSA on parcels two (2) acres in size or greater. 

 

 less than two acres in size. A conditional use permit shall be required for 

two-story accessory buildings on properties that are two acres or greater in size.  

(10) 

No part of an accessory building shall extend into a drainage and utility 

easement or any required setback. 

(11) 

Any accessory building proposed to be within five feet, overhang to overhang, 

of the principal building shall either be made structurally a part of the principal 

building or the wall and soffit area of the accessory building that is within five 

feet of the principal building shall be constructed to a one-hour fire rating.  

(12) 
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Accessory building location. 

a. 

On lots two acres (87,120 square feet) or greater in size, the detached 

accessory building may be located nearer the front property line than the 

principal building provided the following criteria are met:  

1. 

The placement of the detached accessory building maintains 

compliance with the standard front yard structure setback 

requirement for the respective zoning district;  

2. 

The exterior materials used on the detached accessory building 

match those of the principal building on the subject property unless 

otherwise provided for in this Section; 

3. 

The accessory building is designed with soffit, fascia and eave 

overhang; and 

4. 

The accessory building does not exceed the height of the principal 

building or 22 feet, whichever is less. 

b. 

On lots less than two acres (87,120 square feet) in size, the accessory 

building shall be located in the side or rear yard and shall not be located 

nearer the front property line than the principal building on that lot, 

unless a variance is obtained. This provision shall not apply to attached 

garages that maintain compliance with the applicable front yard setback 

requirement.  

c. 

Front, side and rear yard accessory building setback requirements are 

outlined in section 117-111(d).  

 

 d. 

Detached accessory buildings may be located in the front (street facing) 

yard when located riparian lots in the Wild and Scenic, Critical Area, or 

Shoreland Overlay Districts, provided the structure meets the underlying 

front yard setback and cannot exceed the height of the principal structure.  

Detached accessory buildings located nearer the front property line than 

that of the principal structure must meet the same general design and 

materials as the principal structure. 

(13) 

All accessory buildings, with the exception of attached garages, shall be 

included when calculating the maximum square footage of accessory building 

space allowed on a property.  All accessory buildings, including attached 

garages, shall be included and when determining the total number of accessory 

buildings on a property.  

(14) 

Accessory building size restrictions. Size restrictions and performance 

standards for accessory buildings in residential districts shall be as follows:  

 

Formatted: Indent: Left:  0"

Formatted: Indent: Left:  0", Tab stops: 
1.13", Left

Formatted: Tab stops:  1.13", Left

file://ra-fs01/GROUPS$/ComDev/PROJECTS/CITYCODE/Accessory%20Structures/level5/PTIICOOR_CH117ZOSU_ARTIIZO_DIV4DIRE_SDIINGE.html


a. R-1 Residential (MUSA) 

 

Parcel Size 

(sq. ft. and 

acres) 

(excl. road 

right-of-way) 

Maximum 

Square 

Footage 

Allowed for 

Accessory 

Buildings
1
  

Maximum # of 

Acc. Bldgs. 

Allowed 

(includes 

primary 

garage) 

Exterior 

Finish 

Permitted 

Architectural 

Standards 

Required 

Maximum 

Allowable 

Height in Feet 

(one story 

buildings 

permitted, two 

with CUP and 

2 acres) 

0—21,779 (0 

to 0.5 acre) 

10% of lot, or 

1,500 square 

feet, whichever 

is smaller 

2 Same general 

design and 

materials as 

home 

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang 

to match home 

16 

21,780—

43,559 (0.5 

acre to 1 acre) 

1,800 3 Same general 

design and 

materials as 

home 

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang 

to match home 

16 

43,560—

65,339 (1 acre 

to 1.49 acres) 

2,200 3 Same general 

design and 

materials as 

home 

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang 

to match home 

16 

65,340—

87,119 (1.5 to 

1.99 acres) 

2,400 3 Same general 

design and 

materials as 

home  

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang 

to match home 

16 

87,120—

108,899 (2.0 to 

2.49 acres)  

2,400 3 Same general 

design and 

materials as 

home or color 

compatible 

metal panels
2
  

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang 

to match home 

22
4
  

108,900—

152,459 (2.5-

3.49 acres) 

2,700 3 Same general 

design and 

materials as 

home or color 

compatible 

metal panels
2
  

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang 

to match home 

22
4
  

152,460—

196,019 (3.5-

4.49 acres) 

3,000 4 Same general 

design and 

materials as 

home or color 

compatible 

metal panels
2
  

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang 

to match home 

22
4
  

196,020—

239,579 (4.5-

5.49 acres) 

3,500 4 Same general 

design and 

materials as 

home or color 

compatible 

metal panels
2
  

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang 

to match home 

22
4
  

239,580— 3,900 4 Same general Soffit, fascia, 22
4
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283,139 (5.5-

6.49 acres) 

design and 

materials as 

home or color 

compatible 

metal panels
2
  

eave overhang 

to match 

homeNone
3
  

283,140—

326,699 (6.5-

7.49 acres) 

4,300 5 Same general 

design and 

materials as 

home or color 

compatible 

metal panels
2
  

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang 

to match 

homeNone
3
  

22
4
  

326,700—

370,259 (7.5-

8.49 acres) 

4,700 5 Same general 

design and 

materials as 

home or color 

compatible 

metal panels
2
  

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang 

to match 

homeNone
3
  

22
4
  

370,260—

413,819 (8.5-

9.49 acres) 

5,100 5 Same general 

design and 

materials as 

home or color 

compatible 

metal panels
2
  

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang 

to match 

homeNone
3
  

22
4
  

413,820—

435,599 (9.5 to 

9.99 acres) 

5,500 5 Same general 

design and 

materials as 

home or color 

compatible 

metal panels
2
  

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang 

to match 

homeNone
3
  

22
4
  

435,600—

871,199 (10 to 

19.99 acres) 

6,000 6 Same general 

design and 

materials as 

home or color 

compatible 

metal panels
2
  

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang 

to match 

homeNone
3
  

22
4
  

871,200—

1,742,399 (20 

to 39.99 acres) 

8,000 7 Same general 

design and 

materials as 

home or color 

compatible 

metal panels
2
  

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang 

to match 

homeNone
3
  

22
4
  

1,472,400 plus 

(40 acres or 

more) 

12,000 8 Same general 

design and 

materials as 

home or color 

compatible 

metal panels
2
  

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang 

to match 

homeNone
3
  

22
4
  

  
1 A portion of the square footage allowed for accessory buildings shall be utilized or reserved for a 
primary garage. The primary garage shall be at least 400 square feet in size.  

2 If the accessory building is closer to the front property line than the principal building, then the 



construction must have the same general design and materials as the home.  

3 If the accessory building is closer to the front property line than the principal building, then a 

design with soffit, fascia and eave overhang will be required.  

4 If the accessory building is closer to the front property line than the principal building, then the 

height of the accessory building cannot exceed the height of the principal building or 22 feet, 
whichever is more restrictive.  

 

 b. R-1 Residential (Rural Developing) 

Parcel Size 

(sq. ft. and 

acres) 

(excl. road 

right-of-way) 

Maximum 

Square 

Footage 

Allowed for 

Accessory 

Buildings
1
  

Maximum # of 

Acc. Bldgs. 

Allowed 

(includes 

primary 

garage) 

Exterior 

Finish 

Permitted 

Architectural 

Standards 

Required 

Maximum 

Allowable 

Height in Feet 

(one story 

buildings 

permitted, two 

with CUP and 

2 acres) 

0—21,779 (0 

to 0.5 acre) 

10% of lot, or 

1,500 square 

feet, whichever 

is smaller 

2 Same general 

design and 

materials as 

home or color 

compatible 

metal panels
2
 

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang 

to match home 

16 

21,780—

43,559 (0.5 

acre to 1 acre) 

1,800 3 Same general 

design and 

materials as 

home or color 

compatible 

metal panels
2
 

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang 

to match home 

16 

43,560—

65,339 (1 acre 

to 1.49 acres) 

2,200 3 Same general 

design and 

materials as 

home or color 

compatible 

metal panels
2
 

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang 

to match home 

16 

65,340—

87,119 (1.5 to 

1.99 acres) 

2,400 3 Same general 

design and 

materials as 

home or color 

compatible 

metal panels
2
  

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang 

to match home 

16 

87,120—

108,899 (2.0 to 

2.49 acres)  

2,400 3 Same general 

design and 

materials as 

home or color 

compatible 

metal panels
2
  

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang 

to match home 

22
4
  

108,900—

152,459 (2.5-

3.49 acres) 

2,700 3 Same general 

design and 

materials as 

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang 

to match home 

22
4
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home or color 

compatible 

metal panels
2
  

152,460—

196,019 (3.5-

4.49 acres) 

3,000 4 Same general 

design and 

materials as 

home or color 

compatible 

metal panels
2
  

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang 

to match home 

22
4
  

196,020—

239,579 (4.5-

5.49 acres) 

3,500 4 Same general 

design and 

materials as 

home or color 

compatible 

metal panels
2
  

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang 

to match home 

22
4
  

239,580—

283,139 (5.5-

6.49 acres) 

3,900 4 Same general 

design and 

materials as 

home or color 

compatible 

metal panels
2
  

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang 

to match home 

22
4
  

283,140—

326,699 (6.5-

7.49 acres) 

4,300 5 Same general 

design and 

materials as 

home or color 

compatible 

metal panels
2
  

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang 

to match home 

22
4
  

326,700—

370,259 (7.5-

8.49 acres) 

4,700 5 Same general 

design and 

materials as 

home or color 

compatible 

metal panels
2
  

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang 

to match home 

22
4
  

370,260—

413,819 (8.5-

9.49 acres) 

5,100 5 Same general 

design and 

materials as 

home or color 

compatible 

metal panels
2
  

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang 

to match home 

22
4
  

413,820—

435,599 (9.5 to 

9.99 acres) 

5,500 5 Same general 

design and 

materials as 

home or color 

compatible 

metal panels
2
  

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang 

to match home 

22
4
  

435,600—

871,199 (10 to 

19.99 acres) 

6,000 6 Same general 

design and 

materials as 

home or color 

compatible 

metal panels
2
  

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang 

to match home 

22
4
  



871,200—

1,742,399 (20 

to 39.99 acres) 

8,000 7 Same general 

design and 

materials as 

home or color 

compatible 

metal panels
2
  

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang 

to match home 

22
4
  

1,472,400 plus 

(40 acres or 

more) 

12,000 8 Same general 

design and 

materials as 

home or color 

compatible 

metal panels
2
  

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang 

to match home 

22
4
  

  
1 A portion of the square footage allowed for accessory buildings shall be utilized or reserved for a 
primary garage. The primary garage shall be at least 400 square feet in size.  

2 If the accessory building is closer to the front property line than the principal building, then the 

construction must have the same general design and materials as the home or with metal panels as 
outlined in this Section.  

4 If the accessory building is closer to the front property line than the principal building, then the 

height of the accessory building cannot exceed the height of the principal building or 22 feet, 
whichever is more restrictive.  
 

SECTION 3 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 and effect of Ordinance #11-__ to amend Ramsey City Code Chapter 117 (Zoning 

and Subdivision of Land) Section 117-349 (Accessory Structures) to: 

 

 Provide separate standards for the R-1 Residential (MUSA) and R-1 Residential (Rural 

Developing) zoning districts to reflect land use descriptions in the 2030 Comprehensive 

Plan. 

 Exclude attached garages from square footage calculations 

 Provide flexibility in use of metal panel structures by providing additional architectural 

standard clarification 

 Provide for flexibility for detached accessory structures when located along riparian lots 

within environmental overlay districts 

 

SECTION 4 EFFECTIVE DATE 

 
The effective date of this ordinance is thirty (30) days after its passage and publication, subject to 

City Charter Section 5.07. 

 

Adopted by the Ramsey City Council the ___ day of __________, 2011. 

 

 

             

      Mayor 

ATTEST: 
 



       

City Administrator 

 

 

 

Introduction Date:     

Posting Dates:     

Adoption Date:     

Publication Date:     

Effective Date:     
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 PLANNING COMMISSION 

 CITY OF RAMSEY 

 ANOKA COUNTY 

 STATE OF MINNESOTA 

 

The Ramsey Planning Commission conducted a regular meeting on Thursday, May 5, 2011, at 

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

 

Members Present:  Vice Chairperson Gary Van Scoy 

    Commissioner Randy Bauer 

    Commissioner Ralph Brauer 

    Commissioner Andrew Dunaway 

    Commissioner Joseph Field 

    Commissioner Robert Schiller 

 

Members Absent:  Chairperson Gary Levine 

 

Also Present:   Senior Planner Tim Gladhill 

    Economic Development/Marketing Manager Aaron Backman 

 

CALL TO ORDER 

 

Vice Chairperson Van Scoy called the regular meeting to order at 7:01 p.m. 

 

CITIZEN INPUT 

 

There was none. 

 

APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

 

Motion by Commissioner Dunaway, seconded by Commissioner Schiller, to approve the agenda 

as presented. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Dunaway, Schiller, 

Bauer, Brauer, and Field.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 

 

APPROVE PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES 

 

Motion by Commissioner Bauer, seconded by Commissioner Field to approve the following 

minutes as presented: 

 

1)  Planning Commission regular meeting minutes dated April 7, 2011. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Bauer, Field, Brauer, 

Dunaway, and Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 
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NOTE CITY COUNCIL MINUTES 

 

The following Council minutes were noted: 

 

1)  City Council regular meeting minutes dated February 22, 2011 

2)  City Council regular meeting minutes dated March 8, 2011 

3)  City Council regular meeting minutes dated March 22, 2011 

 

PUBLIC HEARINGS/COMMISSION BUSINESS 

 

Case #1: Public Hearing – Request for a Conditional Use Permit to Exceed Sign Size 

Restrictions at 7333 Sunwood Dr. NW; Case of Leroy Signs, Inc. 

 

Public Hearing 

 

Vice Chairperson Van Scoy called the public hearing to order at 7:02 p.m. 

 

Presentation 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill presented the Staff Report. 

 

Citizen Input 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill stated this seems consistent with the approval already given to NAU and 

Staff is recommending approval. 

 

Scott Laage with Leroy Signs stated the illuminated back letters didn’t fit their need, because 

they are using LED and it absorbs into the background and does not reflect the light.  The face 

lite letters NAU is requesting to use are the same type of lettering as on the Medical Examiners 

building. 

 

Commissioner Bauer asked if the applicant’s request is consistent with the changes that the City 

is looking at making to the sign ordinance. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill stated absolutely, we are going to look at what we have approved and 

look at what can be approved administratively and at the design guidelines.  There are some ways 

for flexibility.  The applicant is asking for 24 inches in height and 18 inches is what is going to 

be the baseline height for administrative approval. 

 

Vice Chairperson Van Scoy stated that one of the discussions in the past was that a lot of the 

signs in The COR would be at street level, and most of what the Commission is asked to approve 

are second story, and he asked if this would be addressed with the new ordinance.   

 

Senior Planner Gladhill confirmed that it would and added that what makes this request different 

is that it is a single tenant building. 
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Motion by Commissioner Dunaway, seconded by Commissioner Field, to close the public 

hearing. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Dunaway, Field, 

Bauer, Brauer, and Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 

 

The public hearing closed at 7:13 p.m. 

 

Commission Business 

 

Motion by Commissioner Dunaway, seconded by Commissioner Bauer to recommend City 

Council approve the resolution adopting findings of fact favorable relating to Leroy Signs, Inc. 

request for a conditional use permit to exceed sign size restrictions established in City Code. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Dunaway, Bauer, 

Brauer, Field, and Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 

 

Motion by Commissioner Dunaway, seconded by Commissioner Field to recommend City 

Council approve the issuance of a conditional use permit based on findings of fact relating to 

Leroy Signs, Inc. and adopt the resolution declaring the terms. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissions Dunaway, Field, 

Bauer, Brauer, and Schiller.  Voting No: None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 

 

Case #2: Public Hearing – Request for a Home Occupation Permit to Operate an Auto 

Body Repair Business on the Property Located at 17441 Baugh St. NW; Case 

of Lawrence and Paula Ferber 

 

Public Hearing 

 

Vice Chairperson Van Scoy called the public hearing to order at 7:14 p.m. 

 

Presentation 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill presented the Staff Report. 

 

Citizen Input 

 

Two letters in support of the applicant were submitted after the agenda was created. 

 

Lawrence Ferber, 17441 Baugh St. NW, the applicant stated he has been operating the business 

for 39 years.  It is a clean operation, a nice looking property and he does not have junk. 

 

Vice Chairperson Van Scoy stated he would like to have a time limit on the permit and asked the 

applicant what was his timeframe for retirement, as was noted in the staff report. 
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Mr. Ferber replied two or three years. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill asked the applicant if he was comfortable with a sunset clause that would 

have the home occupation expire in three years.  He also clarified that in the event this operation 

is discontinued for more than a year it expires, that the business cannot be sold to someone else 

that any future owner would have to go through the same process of approval, and that Mr. 

Ferber could not move the approval of the home occupation permit to another parcel. 

 

Mr. Ferber replied he would like the permit to remain open and not expire.   

 

Senior Planner Gladhill stated he would leave it to the commission if they want to entertain an 

expiration date or if they feel we have enough control within our city code to make sure this 

doesn’t become a public nuisance.  He continued that with the size of this parcel and the 

adequate separation that it should not impact the neighboring structures. 

 

Vice Chairperson Van Scoy asked if there was a written report from the fire department.  Senior 

Planner Gladhill stated there was not a written report, but the department has reviewed the 

substance of this case and is comfortable with the findings of fact and the terms in the permit. 

 

Commissioner Dunaway asked how much automotive paint was stored on site. 

 

Mr. Ferber stated a total of probably 5 - 10 gallons of thinner and reducers and only enough paint 

for what is needed for the current repair and then he properly recycles it. 

 

Commissioner Bauer asked if the 39 years he has been in business has been at this location. 

 

Mr. Ferber replied 19 years at this location and 20 years next door to this location.  He is the sole 

employee, business has operated the same and is strictly by referral and no advertising is done. 

 

Motion by Commissioner Dunaway, seconded by Commissioner Field, to close the public 

hearing. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Dunaway, Field, 

Bauer, Brauer, and Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 

 

The public hearing closed at 7:27 p.m. 

 

Commission Business 

 

Motion by Commissioner Bauer, seconded by Commissioner Dunaway to recommend that City 

Council adopt the resolution adopting Findings of Fact favorable relating to the applicant’s 

request for a home occupation permit. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Bauer, Dunaway, 

Brauer, Field, and Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 
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Motion by Commissioner Bauer, seconded by Commissioner Dunaway to recommend that City 

Council approve the applicant’s request for a home occupation permit. 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Bauer, Dunaway, 

Brauer, Field, and Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 

 

Case #3: Consider Ordinance to Amend Section 117-90 “Map” of Chapter 117 of the 

Ramsey City Code Related to the 2030 Comprehensive Plan. 

 

Public Hearing 

 

Vice Chairperson Van Scoy called the public hearing to order at 7:30 p.m. 

 

Presentation 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill presented the Staff Report. 

 

Citizen Input 

 

Eileen Rick, 15059 Limonite St. inquired as to why she received a letter. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill stated everyone within the boundary received a letter because the zoning 

district was being changed back to what it was. 

 

Ms. Rick asked if it was going back to one acre lots. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill explained that there is a two and one half-acre lot minimum for any 

redevelopment.  Those lots that are one acre lots will remain, however any future development 

would have a minimum lot size of two and one-half acres.  He continued to explain the reason 

the one-acre lots are included in this district. 

 

Carol Sibbel, 7311 Alpine Drive, asked if this does pass when it would be reviewed again. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill stated every ten years the city is required to update its Comprehensive 

Plan.  There are opportunities for comp plan amendments; however, in this fashion it is done 

once every ten years.  If you have five acres you would be able to divide into two lots, there 

might be some public infrastructure requirements. 

 

Motion by Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, seconded by Commissioner Dunaway, to close the public 

hearing. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Dunaway, Bauer, 

Brauer, Field, and Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 

 

The public hearing closed at 7:43 p.m. 

 

Commission Business 
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Commissioner Bauer asked if there is no action taken, does it remain 10 acre lot requirement. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill stated it would remain Central Rural Reserve, which would be in conflict 

with the current Comprehensive Plan.  The City would need to request an amendment to the 

Comprehensive Plan with the Metropolitan Council. 

 

Discussion ensued regarding the number of one acre lots already in existence in the zoning 

district. 

 

Commissioner Brauer stated that the reason for the 10 acre lot minimum was to prevent the 

owners of the larger parcels from having one acre lot developments right next to them. 

 

Vice Chairperson Van Scoy stated another criteria in combining the different lot sizes besides the 

size of the lot, is to keep this area outside of the MUSA.   

 

Commissioner Field clarified that the only properties affected by this change are those five acres 

or larger in size that have a potential for subdivision. 

 

Motion by Commissioner Dunaway, seconded by Commissioner Field to recommend the City 

Council approve the Ordinance to amend the Official Zoning Map as presented. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Dunaway, Field, 

Bauer, Brauer, and Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 

 

Case #4: Request for Interim Use Permit for a Go Cart Track at 14550 Armstrong 

Boulevard; Case of Karl Janzen 

 

Public Hearing 

 

Vice Chairperson Van Scoy called the public hearing to order at 7:51 p.m. 

 

Presentation 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill presented the Staff Report. 

 

Citizen Input 

 

Karl Janzen, 9131 178
th

 Avenue NW, and Tim Marchiafava 19119 Waco Street, Elk River the 

applicants stated they started looking into a Go-Cart track about 18 months at a different site that 

didn’t work out with the owner.  They asked the City if they would be interested in a joint 

venture.  They stated it is a win/win situation for both the city and them.  There shouldn’t be a 

dust issue.   The motors are 5 hp Briggs and Stratton, 4-cycle with mufflers mandated.  The 

applicants presented two letters one from Coborns, and one from Acapulco Restaurant in support 

of the Go Cart Track. 
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Vice Chairperson Van Scoy stated he would like the noise addressed, as that has been the number 

one concern of other motor type activity in the City. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill read the letters in support presented from Coborns and Acapulco 

Restaurant. 

 

Vice Chairperson Van Scoy questioned if all business in the area received notification. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill stated notice went out to the property owners within 350 of this property, 

which might not have been received by each of the tenants. 

 

Jeff Wise, 7901 165
th

 Avenue, stated he was in support of the Go Cart Track as it is good for his 

business and all the businesses in the area.  The pine fence going up will keep it clean.   

 

Commissioner Bauer asked if the applicants had long range plans as to how to proceed when the 

Highway #10 and Armstrong interchange develops. 

 

Mr. Marchiafava stated they want to show that they are a viable business and good for the City 

and when the interchange develops the City will want to retain the business and work with them 

to find a new location. 

 

Commissioner Bauer asked what would happen to the site if the track didn’t stay in business. 

 

Mr. Janzen stated the provisions in the contract state they have to turn it into a flat piece of land, 

which would be to remove fencing and light poles and re-grading.  

 

Commissioner Field asked what other locations they have operated their racetrack and if the 

participants provide their own go-cart. 

 

Mr. Janzen stated the Sherburne County Fairgrounds, Wisconsin, Cokato, MN and the 

participants provide their own go-cart.  

 

Commissioner Field asked what the schedule was. 

 

Mr. Marchiafava stated Friday nights as a general guideline.  The gates will open at 5:00 p.m., 

race at 7:00 p.m. and close at 10:00 p.m.  There are a few opportunities that they might race on a 

different night. 

 

Commissioner Dunaway noted that each machine puts out 75 decibels of noise and asked how 

many teams are running at any particular time. 

 

Mr. Janzen stated there will be three to 12 carts on the track at a time.  He continued that there 

would be more noise from Armstrong Blvd. and Highway #10 then there would be from the go-

carts. 
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Senior Planner Gladhill stated that noise is measured at the property line and has to sustain the 

level for a fair amount of time. 

 

Commissioner Brauer asked if Senior Planner Gladhill was comfortable that the noise ordinance 

would manage any noise problems with this track. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill stated the applicants have to work within the noise ordinance and the 

data they have provided states they will be in compliance. 

 

Vice Chairperson Van Scoy asked clarification of the schedule and if the applicants were 

planning on having a sound system. 

 

Mr. Janzen stated the schedule would be once a week at the most and they haven’t planned on a 

sound system. 

 

Vice Chairperson Van Scoy asked if the racers are primarily children or exclusively children. 

 

Mr. Janzen stated they are primarily children.  The ages range from six to 60.  Parents will bring 

their children and race with them.  Seventy-five percent are under the age of 16. 

 

Commissioner Field asked if the insurance is provided by the applicants, or if the teams have 

their own insurance.  Mr. Janzen replied they cover insurance for the property, racers, and 

spectators. 

 

Commissioner Brauer stated in the agreement it states that it would be twice a week and the 

applicants had stated once a week. 

 

Mr. Marchiafava stated there is the option for twice a week, maybe a Wednesday and a Friday.  It 

is not a regular occurrence; however it is nice to have the option. 

 

Commissioner Dunaway asked how many races are run on a night and how the dust will be 

controlled. 

 

Mr. Janzen stated there are seven or eight classes and each runs three times.  There is a water 

truck that will water the track before, during and after each race. 

 

Commissioner Field asked if there are additional parking spaces. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill stated we have verbal or written approval from two different property 

owners.  There will be items to work through following Council review and approval and one of 

those items is to determine whether an easement needs to be given so there is a recordable 

document so it will survive sales of the different parcels. 

 

Commissioner Dunaway asked how many spectators can be accommodated. 
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Mr. Marchiafava stated there is a bleacher that will hold 45 and plenty of ground space for 

blankets or lawn chairs.  If attendance grows past that they would put up another set of bleachers. 

 

Tim Kelsey, 7900 151
st
 Lane, stated his concern regarding the traffic on Armstrong Blvd. with 

these events and oil getting onto the dirt. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill stated Armstrong is getting some upgrades this summer; signalization is 

going in at Bunker Lake Blvd. intersection.  There is a need for upgrades and an interchange and 

the City saw that through the Comprehensive Plan process.  He added that the applicant will be 

responsible for any environmental cleanup. 

 

Mr. Wise stated two years ago when Oasis was still in operation they had more than 50 vehicles 

in a two hour timeframe pull into their business.  The racers will be entering the site off of 146
th

 

Avenue and that was done to prevent traffic back up. 

 

Motion by Commissioner Bauer, seconded by Commissioner Field, to close the public hearing. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Bauer, Field, 

Dunaway, Brauer, and Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 

 

The public hearing closed at 8:43 p.m. 

 

Commission Business 

 

Commissioner Dunaway stated he does have some concern regarding the traffic with Legacy 

Christian Academy coming and school activities being on Friday nights. 

 

Mr. Janzen stated the race dates are after school ends and before it starts in the fall again. 

 

Motion by Commissioner Dunaway, seconded by Commissioner Field to recommend that City 

Council adopt the resolution adopting findings of fact favorable to the applicant relating to the 

request for an Interim Use Permit to allow for commercial outdoor recreation for the operation of 

a Go-Cart Track. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Dunaway, Field, 

Bauer, Brauer, and Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 

 

Motion by Commissioner Brauer, seconded by Vice Chairperson Van Scoy to recommend that 

City Council approve the Interim Use Permit based on findings of fact; contingent upon 

compliance with the City Staff Review Letter dated April 28, 2011 and combining condition #2 

and #22. 

 

Further Discussion 

 

Commissioners discussed the IUP terms and a friendly amendment was made and accepted. 
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Motion by Commissioner Brauer, seconded by Vice Chairperson Van Scoy to recommend that 

City Council approve the Interim Use Permit based on findings of fact; contingent upon 

compliance with the City Staff Review Letter dated April 28, 2011 with the following changes to 

conditions: #2 “These IUP uses are for a five year term commencing on the date of approval of 

this permit or including termination of the IUP in the event the Subject Property is needed for 

another public purpose including, but not limited to, the construction of Armstrong Boulevard.  

This IUP is defined in Section 117-52 of City Code.  City Staff will monitor the events for any 

problems related to traffic, crowd control, noise, and other issues related to public safety”.  #3 

“The PERMITTEE may operate no more than twice per week and no race shall commence after 

10:00 p.m.”  #22 “That the IUP shall abide by all lease terms between the PERMITTEE and the 

City”. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Bauer, Brauer, 

Dunaway, Field, and Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 

 

Case #5: Ordinance to Amend City Code Section 117-349 (Accessory Uses and 

Buildings) 

 

Public Hearing 

 

Vice Chairperson Van Scoy called the public hearing to order at 9:00 p.m. 

 

Presentation 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill presented the Staff Report. 

 

Citizen Input 

 

Discussion ensued regarding two story accessory structures and when a conditional use permit 

should remain a requirement to allow for them. 

 

Mr. St Hilaire, 7335 Alpine Drive, stated he has a land locked parcel and would like some 

resolution to this situation. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill stated these are two separate issues, he was familiar with the situation; 

however what is being reviewed and discussed today has nothing to do with land locked parcels.  

He continued that the City has offered various solutions to both parties and their attorneys and 

this is not something that is going to be resolved tonight. 

 

Norman Archer, 15410 Jackel Street, stated he built a two story structure eleven years ago and a 

storm came through and now it needs to be replaced.  The ordinance in place now does not allow 

for him to rebuild the structure at the current height.  He stated that he has been waiting for this 

ordinance to be brought forward so he could rebuild. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill described the process of the ordinance to this point. 
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Vice Chairperson Van Scoy thanked Mr. Archer for working with Staff and following the 

guidelines of city code, as not everyone does.  He asked Mr. Archer if the changes that are being 

reviewed were favorable to him.  Mr. Archer said they were. 

Motion by Commissioner Dunaway, seconded by Commissioner Brauer, to close the public 

hearing. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Dunaway, Brauer, 

Bauer, Field, and Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 

 

The public hearing closed at 9:41 p.m. 

 

Commission Business 

 

Commissioner Schiller suggested that attached garages be excluded from the total number of 

accessory structures allowed. 

 

Commissioners continued discussing the two story accessory structure requirements. 

 

Motion by Commissioner Dunaway, seconded by Commissioner Field to recommend that the 

City Council adopt the ordinance to amend City Code Section 117-349 (Accessory uses and 

buildings) with the following amendments to the draft ordinance: clarifying two story in different 

areas, checking that the intent of the language is captured in the footnotes, and excluding attach 

garages rather than primary garages. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Dunaway, Field, 

Bauer, Brauer, and Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 

 

Planning Commission recessed at 9:57 p.m. and returned at 10:02 p.m. 

 

Case #6: Recommend Planning Services Consultants for Interview with the City 

Council 

 

Presentation 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill presented the Staff Report. 

 

Commissioner Brauer questioned that Farr & Associates were one of the applicants, however, not 

one of the five. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill stated their location and travel expense were considered in the decision.  

There will be occasions the consultant will need to attend meetings and the cost was factored into 

their response.   

 

Commissioner Brauer asked if the Commission could pass on to council that it give staff the 

flexibility to call on Farr’s expertise if and when needed, especially if the City goes to form based 

codes. 
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Senior Planner Gladhill stated if that is the direction or recommendation of the Planning 

Commission Staff will pass that along, however, we have to look at budget constraints and make 

sure we can handle both. 

 

Economic Development/Marketing Manager Backman stated that as they looked at these 

companies they looked at the prinicipals and who they are assigning to do the work.  

 

Discussion ensued regarding the proposals for planning services. 

 

The Planning Commission recommends that Staff and Council make the decision regarding the 

firms with the flexibility to call on Farr & Associates as a potential resource for special projects. 

 

Case #7: Update on Legislation Related to Variance Authority 

 

The Update on Legislation Related to Variance Authority was noted. 

 

Case #8: Review Upcoming Comprehensive Plan Amendments 

 

The Review on Upcoming Comprehensive Plan Amendments was noted. 

 

Case #9: Staff Update 

 

The Staff Update was noted. 

 

Case #10: Zoning Bulletin 

 

The Zoning Bulletin was noted. 

 

Case #11: Upcoming Training Opportunities 

 

Upcoming Training Opportunities was noted. 

 

Case #12: APA MN Newsletter 

 

The APA MN Newsletter was noted. 

 

OTHER COMMISSION BUSINESS 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

 

Motion by Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, seconded by Commissioner Dunaway, to adjourn the 

meeting. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Dunaway, Bauer, 

Brauer, Field, and Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Chairperson Levine. 
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The regular meeting of the Planning Commission adjourned at 10:26 p.m. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

_________________________________ 

Tim Gladhill 

Senior Planner 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

__________________________________ 

JoAnn Shaw 

Planning Division Secretary 
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	(a) The Internal Revenue Service has issued Treasury Regulations, Section 1.150-2 (as the same may be amended or supplemented, the "Regulations"), dealing with "reimbursement bond" proceeds, being proceeds of bonds used to reimburse the City for any projec
	(b) The Regulations generally require that the City (as the issuer of or the primary obligor under the bonds) make a declaration of intent to reimburse itself for such prior expenditures out of the proceeds of subsequently issued bonds, that such declarati
	(c) The City heretofore implemented procedures for compliance with the predecessor versions of the Regulations and desires to amend and supplement those procedures to ensure compliance with the Regulations.
	(d) The City's bond counsel has advised the City that the Regulations do not apply, and hence the provisions of this Resolution are intended to have no application, to payments of City project costs first made by the City out of the proceeds of bonds issue

	2. UOfficial Intent DeclarationU.  The Regulations, in the situations in which they apply, require the City to have declared an official intent (the "Declaration") to reimburse itself for previously paid project expenditures out of the proceeds of subseque
	(a) Each Declaration shall be made not later than 60 days after payment of the applicable project cost and shall state that the City reasonably expects to reimburse itself for the expenditure out of the proceeds of a bond issue or similar borrowing.  Each 
	(b) Each Declaration shall (1) contain a reasonably accurate description of the "project," as defined in the Regulations (which may include the property or program to be financed, as applicable), to which the expenditure relates and (2) state the maximum p�
	(c) Care shall be taken so that the City, or its authorized representatives under this Resolution, not make Declarations in cases where the City doesn't reasonably expect that reimbursement bonds will be issued to finance the subject project costs, and the�
	(d) The Council shall be advised from time to time on the desirability and timing of the issuance of reimbursement bonds relating to project expenditures for which the City has made Declarations.

	3. UReimbursement AllocationsU.  If the City is acting as the issuer of the reimbursement bonds, the designated City officials shall also be responsible for making the "reimbursement allocations" described in the Regulations, being generally written alloca�
	4. UEffectU.  This Resolution shall amend and supplement all prior resolutions and/or procedures adopted by the City for compliance with the Regulations (or their predecessor versions), and, henceforth, in the event of any inconsistency, the provisions of �
	CERTIFICATION
	EXHIBIT A
	1. The undersigned has been and is on the date hereof duly authorized by the City Council of the City to make and execute this Declaration of Official Intent (the "Declaration") for and on behalf of the City.
	2. This Declaration relates to the following project, property or program (the "Project") and the costs thereof to be financed: All costs and expenses incurred in connection with the construction of utility and roadway Improvements for Bunker Lake Boulevar�
	3. The City reasonably expects to reimburse itself for the payment of certain costs of the Project out of the proceeds of a bond issue or similar borrowing (the "Bonds") to be issued after the date of payment of such costs.  As of the date hereof, the City�
	4. Each expenditure to be reimbursed from the Bonds is or will be a capital expenditure or a cost of issuance, or any of the other types of expenditures described in Section 1.150-2(d)(3) of the Regulations.
	5. As of the date hereof, the statements and expectations contained in this Declaration are believed to be reasonable and accurate.
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