
           

City of Ramsey

Agenda

Regular City Council

Tuesday August 9, 2011

7:00 pm

Council Chambers, 7550 Sunwood Drive NW
 

           

1. Call to Order
 

2. Presentation
 

3. Citizen Input
 

4. Approve Agenda
 

5. Consent Agenda
 

1. Receive Cash & Investments for Period Ending June 30, 2011
 

2. Receive Cash & Investments for Period Ending July 31, 2011.
 

3. Note the following Boards and Commissions meeting minutes:

Joint Planning Commission and City Council meeting minutes dated Thursday, June 2, 2011

Planning Commission meeting minutes dated Thursday, June 2, 2011

Environmental Policy Board meeting minutes dated Monday, June 6, 2011

Economic Development Authority meeting minutes dated Thursday, June 9, 2011
 

4. Approval for Exemption for a Gambling License for the Wounded Warriors Guide Service, Inc at Game

Fair.
 

5. Approve Assignment and Assumption of Agreement between Northstar Corridor Development Authority

and the City of Ramsey
 

6. Approve License Applications
 

7. Consider Designation of Prize Proceeds to Employee Year-End Appreciation Banquet
 

8. Adopt Resolution #11-09-XXX Requesting Grant from State's 2012 Capital Budget for US 10/CSAH

(Armstrong)Interchange Project
 

9. Adopt Resolution #11-08-XXX Approving Cash Disbursements Made and Authorizing Payment of

Accounts Payable Invoicing received during the Period of July 21 through August 4, 2011
 

10. Report from Public Works
 

6. Public Hearing
 

7. Council Business
 

  

  



1. Consider Sanitary Sewer Options for the Property Located at 5220 156th Lane NW
 

2. Consider Installation of Permanent Power for City Happy Days Event
 

3. Consider Introducing Ordinance to Change Civic Center Drive to Veteran's Drive.
 

4. Adopt Ordinance to Amend City Code Section 117-53 Entitled Variances
 

5. Consider Award of Contract for Improvement Project #10-22, Ramsey Municipal Parking Facility
 

8. Mayor/Council/Staff Input
 

9. Adjournment
 

  

  



   

CC Regular Session   5. 1.           

Meeting Date: 08/09/2011  

By: Diana Lund, Finance

Title:

Receive Cash & Investments for Period Ending June 30, 2011

Background:

Report on the City's cash and investments for the period ending June 30, 2011.  Cash balances graph reflects the

changes in cash balances on the city's major funds for the period ending June 30, 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 June 30, 2011

Cash Balances on Major City Funds - June 30, 2011

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Kurt Ulrich Amy Dietl 08/03/2011 03:27 PM

Form Started By: Diana Lund Started On: 07/29/2011 01:39 PM

Final Approval Date: 08/03/2011 













CASH BALANCES FOR PERIOD ENDING June 30, 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: 08/09/2011  

By: Diana Lund, Finance

Title:

Receive Cash & Investments for Period Ending July 31, 2011.

Background:

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

changes in cash balances on the city's major funds for the period ending July 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 July 31, 2011

Cash Balances on Major City Funds - July 31, 2011

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Kurt Ulrich Amy Dietl 08/03/2011 03:27 PM

Form Started By: Diana Lund Started On: 07/29/2011 01:43 PM

Final Approval Date: 08/03/2011 













CASH BALANCES FOR PERIOD ENDING July 31, 2011

Major City Funds

**Significant Change in Water Fund:  Internal Loan for Municipal Center - $1M
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CC Regular Session   5. 3.           

Meeting Date: 08/09/2011  

By: JoAnn Shaw, Community Development

Title:

Note the following Boards and Commissions meeting minutes:

Joint Planning Commission and City Council meeting minutes dated Thursday, June 2, 2011

Planning Commission meeting minutes dated Thursday, June 2, 2011

Environmental Policy Board meeting minutes dated Monday, June 6, 2011

Economic Development Authority meeting minutes dated Thursday, June 9, 2011

Attachments

Planning/City Council Joint meeting 6.2.11

Planning 6.2.11

EPB 6.6.11

EDA 6.9.11

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Kurt Ulrich Amy Dietl 08/03/2011 03:27 PM

Form Started By: JoAnn Shaw Started On: 08/02/2011 11:05 AM

Final Approval Date: 08/03/2011 
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PLANNING COMMISSION 

 CITY OF RAMSEY 

 ANOKA COUNTY 

 STATE OF MINNESOTA 

 

The Ramsey Planning Commission conducted a special joint meeting on Thursday, June 2, 2011, 

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

 

Members Present:  Chairperson Gary Levine 

    Commissioner Randy Bauer 

    Commissioner Ralph Brauer 

    Commissioner Robert Schiller 

    Commissioner Gary Van Scoy 

 

Members Absent:  Commissioner Andrew Dunaway 

    Commissioner Joseph Field 

 

Council Members Present: Mayor Bob Ramsey 

    Councilmember Randy Backous 

    Councilmember David Elvig 

    Councilmember Jason Tossey 

 

Council Members Absent: Councilmember Colin McGlone  

Councilmember Jeffrey Wise 

 

Also Present:   City Administrator Kurtis Ulrich 

    Senior Planner Tim Gladhill 

 Economic Development/Marketing Manager Aaron Backman 

  

CALL TO ORDER 

 

Chairperson Levine called the special joint meeting to order at 5:38 p.m. 

 

CITIZEN INPUT 

 

None. 

 

APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

 

Motion by Commissioner Van Scoy, seconded by Councilmember Tossey, to approve the agenda 

as presented. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Chairperson Levine, Commissioners Bauer, Brauer, Schiller, and 

Van Scoy. Mayor Ramsey, Councilmembers Tossey, Backous, Elvig.  Voting No: None.  Absent:  

Commissioners Dunaway and Field, Councilmembers McGlone and Wise. 
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APPROVE PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES 

 

There were none. 

 

NOTE CITY COUNCIL MINUTES 

 

The Council minutes were noted. 

 

PUBLIC HEARINGS/COMMISSION BUSINESS 

 

Case #1: Discuss Development Review Process, Regulations, Standards and 

Development Fees 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill presented the Staff Report. 

 

Councilmember Elvig stated there has been some pressure on the Council to keep the fees more 

competitive with other cities to be sure Ramsey’s fees do not hinder development.  He noted he 

was not sure if there were sufficient fees over the years and he was reluctant to bring the fees 

down. He did not want to have to raise the fees in time, having residents pay in the long run.   

 

Mayor Ramsey stated he did not see a problem with the current fees.  He questioned how to 

qualify that the builders and residents are getting what they pay for in a building permit.  He 

suggested looking into the next five permits to watch how much work goes into them internally 

and document the staff time.  That could be compared to what the consumer pays for in the 

permit.   

 

Councilmember Tossey stated he was tentative regarding the fact that the builder has to pay a fee 

to build, and the City retains $100 of that fee in setting up an erosion control escrow.  That fee is 

kept in an escrow account that doesn’t grow interest.  He suggested rather than giving a subsidy 

on the back end, the fee can be reduced on the front end and thereby, make it more competitive. 

 

Councilmember Backous stated he had been appalled at the Park dedication fees.  He indicated 

when he was on the Park and Recreation Commission, he found Ramsey’s fees were lower than 

those nearby.  He stated it is more important to break even, and the City should be determining 

whether the fees cover the costs.  If the costs are covered and the City’s fees are still quite a bit 

different than neighboring communities, they should be reconsidered. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill noted as the 2040 Comp Plan moves closer, staff may have to look at all 

the management plans again.  

 

Councilmember Tossey explained he spoke with Senior Planner Gladhill that day and asked how 

many building permits were issued in the current year.  There were 9.  Of those fees, the City 

kept $100 each for a total of $900.  He said he felt the City did not need to take that amount from 

the builders.  He suggested the money be deducted from escrow if the soils become an issue. 
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City Engineer Himmer explained the $100 fee has been on the books since 2006.  However, it 

wasn’t collected until just last year.  There was staff time to set up the accounts this fee goes to.  

The fee was based on recommendations and on the Capital Improvement Plan.  The fees cover 

the staff costs to set up the accounts, inspections that occur, software and permits.     

 

Mayor Ramsey stated he viewed the $100 administrative fee for erosion control escrow as 

minimal.  He suggested that the building permit fee be a flat fee instead of 2% of the value of a 

single family home, for example. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill responded he understood the percentage is based on the State Building 

Code, and offered to check on that.  

 

Commissioner Van Scoy questioned how the value of a fee is determined. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill explained there are benchmarks, and historical data can be used as well.   

 

Commissioner Van Scoy asked whether the item will come back to the Planning Commission.   

 

Senior Planner Gladhill noted the issue will be brought to the Council, though he will keep the 

Planning Commission apprised of decisions.  He noted he is looking for ways to improve the 

review process. 

 

Case #2: Discuss Employment District Concepts for West of Armstrong Boulevard 

and South of Highway 10 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill presented the Staff Report. 

 

Councilmember Elvig left at 6:26 p.m. 

 

Mayor Ramsey stated he is satisfied with the Office Park on the south side of Highway 10.  He is 

not in favor of more industrial use on the north side.  He suggested that area should be more 

retail.   

 

Commissioners Van Scoy and Levine, and Councilmember Tossey agreed. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill questioned if both bodies are comfortable with the new zoning district. 

He noted this was created in the 2030 Comp Plan and will now need to amend the zoning 

ordinance to officially create it.   

 

Consensus was reached that both the Planning Commission and City Council agreed with the 

new zoning district. 

 

City Engineer Himmer pointed out there is a buffer around the area so it doesn’t go right into low 

density housing.  Staff will work at trying to find a good way to transition into the area. 
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Commissioner Van Scoy asked how the land can be accessed. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill explained it has been difficult to plan with the frequent changes to 

Armstrong Boulevard.  He said he is unsure there would be a direct access to Highway 10.  Staff 

will be working with MnDOT and their new policies. 

 

Commissioner Van Scoy asked what the impact would be of having a river next to the area. 

 

Mayor Ramsey replied the likelihood of a river crossing being built at Armstrong Boulevard is 

very slim. The interchange is being constructed to accommodate a river crossing some day, but it 

is a long way off.  He added this does not have any bearing on where the office park is located. 

 

Case #3: Review Outside Storage and Employment Districts     

 

Senior Planner Gladhill presented the Staff Report.  He questioned whether further clarification 

should be added to surfacing and screening requirements and clarified this is focused on the 

industrial area; not the commercial areas. 

 

Councilmember Backous asked if these businesses are along the rail.   

 

Senior Planner Gladhill answered some are. 

 

Councilmember Backous noted there have been discussions regarding screening and it is needed 

for appearance near the rail. 

 

Economic Development/Marketing Manager Backman explained Hanson Building Products has 

40,000 square feet of area, and another 2,700 square feet of office space.  The owner wants to 

expand and stay in Ramsey.  The business is along the railroad tracks.  There are semis going in 

and out with siding and roofing products.  This is cyclical throughout the year.  The trucks need 

to be unloaded when they come in.  The owner would like to have the business along Highway 

10.  The screening would require more than a fence.   

 

Chairperson Levine stated he prefers to clarify the policy; however, there are individual needs 

and they must be addressed. 

 

Commissioner Brauer pointed out there are abandoned properties and those that have been left to 

deteriorate. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill explained the policy can require those types of places be cleaned up.  He 

noted he would be using code enforcement to deal with this issue. 

 

Case #4: Legislative Update 
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Mayor Ramsey noted the Governor signed into law the variance ordinance.  The cities now have 

flexibility to issue variances in certain instances.  A revised variance ordinance will be submitted 

to the Council at the July meeting.  This variance ordinance is effective immediately. 

 

 

COMMISSION/STAFF INPUT 

 

1) Councilmember Backous reminded the Bodies of a benefit for David Jeffrey at the 

Fountains of Ramsey, on Sunday, June 5, from 2:00 to 5:00 p.m. 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

 

Motion by Councilmember Tossey, seconded by Commissioner Van Scoy, to adjourn the 

meeting. 

 

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

and Schiller, and Mayor Ramsey, Councilmembers Tossey, Backous, Elvig.  Voting No: None.  

Absent:  Commissioners Dunaway and Field, Councilmembers McGlone and Wise. 

 

The regular meeting of the Planning Commission adjourned at 6:58 p.m. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

_________________________________ 

Tim Gladhill 

Senior Planner 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

__________________________________ 

JoAnn Shaw 

Planning Division Secretary 

 

Drafted by Chris Moksnes 

TimeSaver Off Site Secretarial, Inc. 
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PLANNING COMMISSION 

 CITY OF RAMSEY 

 ANOKA COUNTY 

 STATE OF MINNESOTA 

 

The Ramsey Planning Commission conducted a regular meeting on Thursday, June 2, 2011, at 

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

 

Members Present:  Chairperson Gary Levine 

    Commissioner Randy Bauer 

    Commissioner Ralph Brauer 

    Commissioner Robert Schiller 

    Commissioner Gary Van Scoy 

 

Members Absent:  Commissioner Andrew Dunaway 

    Commissioner Joseph Field 

 

Also Present:   Senior Planner Tim Gladhill 

 Economic Development/Marketing Manager Aaron Backman 

    Associate Planner/Environmental Coordinator Chris Anderson 

 

CALL TO ORDER 

 

Chairperson Levine called the regular meeting to order at 7:13 p.m. 

 

CITIZEN INPUT 

 

None. 

 

APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

 

Motion by Commissioner Bauer, seconded by Commissioner Van Scoy, to approve the agenda as 

presented. 

 

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

and Schiller.  Voting No: None. Absent:  Commissioners Dunaway and Field.   

 

APPROVE PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES 

 

Motion by Commissioner Van Scoy, seconded by Commissioner Schiller, to approve the 

following minutes as presented: 

 

1)  Planning Commission public hearing and regular meeting minutes dated May 5, 2011. 

2)  Planning Commission public hearing and regular meeting minutes dated May 19, 2011. 
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Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Chairperson Levine, Commissioners Van Scoy, Bauer, Brauer, 

and Schiller.  Voting No: None. Absent:  Commissioners Dunaway and Field.   

 

NOTE CITY COUNCIL MINUTES 

 

The Council minutes were noted. 

 

PUBLIC HEARINGS/COMMISSION BUSINESS 

 

Case #1: Public Hearing – Consider Amendment to Chapter 117 of City Code Relating 

to Required Depth of Topsoil; Case of City of Ramsey 

 

Public Hearing 

 

Chairperson Levine called the public hearing to order at 7:14 p.m. 

 

Presentation 

 

Associate Planner/Environmental Coordinator Anderson presented the Staff Report. 

 

Citizen Input 

 

None. 

  

The public hearing closed at 7:16 p.m. 

 

Commission Business 

 

Commissioner Bauer questioned why the change was made from 4 to 6 inches to begin with. 

 

Associate Planner/Environmental Coordinator Anderson explained the Council passed the 

change to go to 6 inches because adding two inches insured there was enough substance to retain 

water in response reducing the specification of topsoil required.  Also, it was difficult to find the 

materials to make the mix for requiring only 4 inches under the current ordinance.   

 

Commissioner Van Scoy suggested the action seems counterintuitive.  He questioned whether 

there was data to support the theory that water retention would increase. 

 

City Engineer Himmer explained staff prepared an original mix of topsoil originally to help with 

water retention, since that was a large issue to address in the area.  This did seem to help.  

However this ordinance is only one year old, and in that time it has been determined that this is 

an expensive mix of topsoil to use, and causes hardships with developments in progress.  There 

is no scientific data to show how much water savings there will be.  The reason for reducing to 4 

inches is to alleviate the cost and hardships while still retaining water. 
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Motion by Chairperson Levine, seconded by Commissioner Brauer, to recommend that City 

Council adopt Ordinance #11-__ Amending the Required Depth of Topsoil from Six (6) to Four 

(4) Inches.   

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Chairperson Levine, Commissioners Brauer, Brauer, and Schiller.  

Voting No: Commissioner Van Scoy.  None. Absent:  Commissioners Dunaway and Field.   

 

Case #2: Consider Amendment to Master Park and Trail Map 

 

Presentation 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill presented the Staff Report. 

 

Commission Business 

 

Motion by Chairperson Levine, seconded by Commissioner Van Scoy, to recommend that City 

Council adopt the revised Master Park and Trail Map. 

 

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

and Schiller.  Voting No: None. Absent:  Commissioners Dunaway and Field.   

 

Case #3: Staff Update 

 

The Staff Update was noted. 

 

Case #4: Zoning Bulletins 

 

The Zoning Bulletins were noted. 

 

COMMISSION/STAFF INPUT 

 

None. 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

 

Motion by Commissioner Van Scoy, seconded by Commissioner Brauer, to adjourn the meeting. 

 

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

and Schiller.  Voting No: None. Absent:  Commissioners Dunaway and Field.   

 

The regular meeting of the Planning Commission adjourned at 7:36 p.m. 
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Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

_________________________________ 

Tim Gladhill 

Senior Planner 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

__________________________________ 

JoAnn Shaw 

Planning Division Secretary 

 

Drafted by Chris Moksnes 

TimeSaver Off Site Secretarial, Inc. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY BOARD  

CITY OF RAMSEY 

ANOKA COUNTY 

STATE OF MINNESOTA 

 

On Monday, June 6, 2011, the Environmental Policy Board (EPB) met in the Mississippi 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 Bob Bentz 

   Board Member Thomas Stodola  

 

Members Absent:  None 

 

Also Present:  Associate Planner/Environmental Coordinator Chris Anderson 

       

CALL TO ORDER 

 

Chairperson Max called the meeting to order at 6:34 p.m. 

 

CITIZEN INPUT 

 

None. 

 

APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

 

Motion by Board Member Hassett and seconded by Board Member Carlson to approve the 

agenda as submitted. 

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes: Chairperson Max, Board Members Carlson, Bentz, Hassett, Stodola 

and Enstrom.  Voting No: None.  Absent: None. 

 

APPROVAL OF ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY BOARD MINUTES 

 

Motion by Board Member Stodola and seconded by Board Member Bentz to approve the regular 

meeting minutes dated May 3, 2011. 

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes: Chairperson Max, Board Members Enstrom, Bentz, Hassett, 

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

 

Case #1: Review and Consider 2011-2012 Work Plan 

 

Associate Planner/Environmental Coordinator Anderson presented the staff report.   

 

Board Member Hassett stated that he’d like to add reviewing green building practices that could 

be incorporated or encouraged in The COR area and possibly ways to incentive them.  He also 

stated that it may be helpful to research the return on investment with these practices. 

 

Associate Planner/Environmental Coordinator Anderson stated that Low Impact Development 

practices could also be reviewed. 

 

Board Member Bentz stated that he’d like to include better visibility on the website.  Maybe a 

section entitled ‘How green is Ramsey’ or something along those lines. 

 

Discussion ensued regarding how the website could be better utilized and other considerations 

for the work plan. 

 

Consensus of the Board was to incorporate green building principles/low impact development 

concepts as well as enhanced website visibility on the draft work plan. 

 

Motion by Board Member Stodola and seconded by Board Member Bentz to direct Associate 

Planner/Environmental Coordinator Anderson update the draft work plan accordingly and 

forward to City Council for consideration at the June 14, 2011 Council meeting. 

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes: Chairperson Max, Board Members Enstrom, Bentz, Hassett, 

Stodola and Carlson.  Voting No: None.  Absent: None. 

 

Case #2: Environmental Expo Survey 
 

Associate Planner/Environmental Coordinator Anderson presented the staff report. 

 

Board Member Enstrom stated that he worked at the Elk River Home Depot last weekend at the 

‘kids’ workshop’ and there were lots of very neat hands on activities for the kids to do.  He 

suggested that it may be worthwhile to contact Home Depot to see about involvement with the 

expo event. 

 

Chairperson Max stated that the minutes from last month’s meeting mentioned the possibility of 

a regional type of expo event and asked if that was something in the works. 

 

Associate Planner/Environmental Coordinator Anderson stated that that was just something that 

he and some fellow Anoka County municipal recycling coordinators had tossed around once or 

twice but nothing beyond that. 

 

Associate Planner/Environmental Coordinator Anderson stated that he did speak with two of the 

three tree sale vendors and they did confirm that the 2011 event was their last.  Both of them are 
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nearing retirement and don’t have the assistance they used to have to move the product back and 

forth and thought that now was simply the right time to move away from the event.   

 

Associate Planner/Environmental Coordinator Anderson stated that this obviously will trigger 

the need to tweak/revamp the tree sale component. 

 

Chairperson Max stated that he thought it would be good to have a speaker in to talk about green 

practices/concepts. 

 

Board Member Carlson suggested having someone in to speak about native landscaping 

concepts. 

 

Board Member Bentz suggested having a speaker from either the U of MN or the Arboretum in 

to speak about grass types. 

 

Board Member Enstrom stated that he knows somebody at Specialty Seeds out of Albany, MN 

that could be contacted or possibly Mark Stennes with S & S Tree Specialists as a possible 

speaker. 

 

Associate Planner/Environmental Coordinator Anderson stated that these all sound like good 

ideas but cautioned that without a well known name, they likely will not draw people in, at least 

based on past events.  He went on to say that this would be a perfect task for an expo 

subcommittee should the Board choose to form one. 

 

Motion by Board Member Hassett and seconded by Board Member Bentz to form a three person 

subcommittee to work on expo related tasks that will report back to the Board during regular 

monthly meetings with any pertinent updates. 

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes: Chairperson Max, Board Members Enstrom, Bentz, Hassett, 

Stodola and Carlson.  Voting No: None.  Absent: None. 

 

Chairperson Max and Board Members Carlson and Bentz volunteered to serve on the expo 

subcommittee. 

 

Board Member Enstrom suggested that it may be good to invite either a City Council member, 

an EDA member or some other advisory board member to also serve on the subcommittee. 

 

BOARD/STAFF INPUT 

 

Associate Planner/Environmental Coordinator Anderson stated that he and Parks Supervisor 

Riverblood discussed options for the tree planting activity in Rhinestone Commons Park and 

thought it may work well to conduct the planting on June 23, starting around 4:30 or 5:00pm and 

wrapping up just before 7:00pm.  Not only will the Farmers Market be occurring that afternoon 

but it also will be the kick off of another summer of concerts in the amphitheater, so there should 

be a lot of action providing the Board with a lot of visibility for the planting activity.  The Board 

still expressed an interest in participating in the planting activity. 
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Associate Planner/Environmental Coordinator Anderson stated that the regularly scheduled July 

meeting falls on the 4
th

 and city offices are closed in observance of the Independence Day 

holiday so it either needs to be rescheduled or cancelled.   

 

Motion by Board Member Enstrom and seconded by Board Member Stodola to cancel the July 

meeting. 

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes: Chairperson Max, Board Members Enstrom, Bentz, Hassett, 

Stodola and Carlson.  Voting No: None.  Absent: None. 

 

Board Member Hassett announced he is resigning from the Board because he and his family are 

moving to Maryland.  He stated that he has enjoyed his time on the Board and hopes that it 

continues to serve the community. 

 

Associate Planner/Environmental Coordinator Anderson stated that over the weekend Board 

Member Riley-Daniels submitted her resignation as she has relocated to Minnetonka. 

 

Board Member Enstrom stated that on Flag Day he will be hosting a flag retirement ceremony at 

his property and that June 19-24 he will be hosting the national remote control battle conference 

at his property as well. 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

 

Motion by Board Member Stodola and seconded by Board Member Hassett to adjourn the 

meeting. 

 

The meeting adjourned at 8:12 p.m. 

 

Respectfully submitted,  

 

________________________________ 

Chris Anderson 

Associate Planner/Environmental Coordinator  
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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, June 9, 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 (arrived at 8:43 a.m.) 

 

Members Absent: Member Jeff Wise 

 

Also Present:  Aaron Backman, Economic Development/Marketing Manager 

   Kurt Ulrich, City Administrator (left at 9:16 a.m.) 

Heidi Nelson, Deputy City Administrator/Community Development Director  

CALL TO ORDER 

 

Chairperson Riley called the Economic Development Authority meeting to order at 7:33 a.m.   

APPROVE AGENDA 

 

Motion by Member LeTourneau, seconded by Member McGlone, to approve the agenda. 

 

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

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

APPROVE MINUTES 

 

Motion by Member Steffen, seconded by Member LeTourneau, to approve May 12, 2011 minutes 

as presented. 

 

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

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

 

EDA BUSINESS 

Case #1: Minneapolis Manufacturing Prospect Update 
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Economic Development/Marketing Manager Backman presented the Staff Report that discussed the 

status of the site selection process with the Minneapolis company the company’s Board of Directors 

will be having a meeting this month and will consider the proposal made by the City of Ramsey. 

 

Member Steffen asked if the company had any locations outside of the Twin Cities. 

 

Mr. Backman stated they have a 190,000 square foot building in Chicago.  The facility in 

Minneapolis is a 160,000 square foot building on four and one half (4-1/2) acres with the facility 

taking up four (4) of those acres.   

 

Case #2: Game Fair Financial Participation 

 

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

Game Fair and cost share of security for the event. 

 

Chairperson Riley asked if the City would be getting a free booth again this year in exchange for the 

cost share. 

 

City Administrator Ulrich stated they will provide a larger booth, 20x20, and use more of the City 

of Ramsey logos in the advertising of the event.  He stated he thinks it is a good arrangement and 

beneficial to the City. 

 

Chairperson Riley stated it is a good draw to the City and asked if they knew how many Ramsey 

residents attended the event. 

 

City Administrator Ulrich stated attendance is approximately 40,000 over the two weekends; 

however, it is not possible to know how many Ramsey residents attend. 

 

Member McGlone stated staffing the booth is an opportunity to talk to the people and answer 

questions they may have.  He added that it is beneficial for the residents.  He asked how the 

construction on Armstrong Blvd. would affect traffic for the event. 

 

Deputy City Administrator/Community Development Director Nelson stated the project will be 

done with no change in traffic patterns, however, the project will be further along by the middle of 

August and there might be some traffic challenge.  

 

Motion by Member Skaff, seconded by Member LeTourneau to approve paying for one third of the 

total security costs for the 2011 Game Fair located in the City of Ramsey, up to a maximum of 

$3,500. 

 

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

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

 

CASE #3 Buxton Study Follow-Up 

 

Economic Development/Marketing Manager Backman reviewed the Staff report that discussed the 

Buxton Study and an update to the retail assessment study. 
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Members discussed how the study has been used and if an update was part of the original contract. 

 

Motion by Member LeTourneau, seconded by Member Skaff that Staff inquire and follow through 

in regards to the language in the proposal that indicates in the beginning of the third year a complete 

refresh of the study would be provided using updated data and that it is part of the original 

agreement and prepaid.   

 

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

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

 

CASE #4 TIF Legislation Passage 

 

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

TIF legislation passed by the legislature and signed by the governor. 

 

Deputy City Administrator/Community Development Director described the provisions this 

legislation will bring to The COR. 

 

Member McGlone stated the importance and difficulty of this accomplishment.  He continued that 

everyone involved in getting this legislation passed did an outstanding job.   

 

Mr. Backman stated there was a lot of effort behind the scenes.  The Department of Revenue 

lobbied the Governor to veto the bill. 

 

Case #5: Staff Project Update 

 

Economic Development/Marketing Manager Backman requested input from the members regarding 

Business of the Year nominations.  He updated the members on the business being highlighted in 

the next issue of the Ramsey Resident, Access America Transportation.  They started with two (2) 

people and (2) phone lines and now have 56 employees.  They hope to have 75 by the end of this 

year.  This is an example of a company that is growing even in this economic downturn. 

 

Member LeTourneau asked that Mr. Backman put together a top 10 list based on the criteria 

established for Business of the Year. 

 

Mr. Backman stated the four criteria established for the Business of the Year selection. 

 

Chairperson Riley requested that prior year’s nominations be reviewed also.  He stated City Staff 

would be a good source for nominations. 

 

Member McGlone stated that Sunfish Express has kept the business open with the new 

configuration of Sunfish Lake Boulevard. 

 

Mr. Backman stated if there is a business you would like to nominate, email him; he will put 

together a top ten list and members will discuss and select a business at the July EDA meeting. 

 

Mr. Backman stated he visited RM Golf Carts on Saturday and the owner is very pleased with this 

location.  He has ample room for displays and repair area.   
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Member McGlone stated the owner of RM Golf Carts complimented Mr. Backman on his 

helpfulness with the re-location of his business.  He is going to be able to increase his sales because 

he can have more stock on hand. 

 

Mr. Backman thanked Member McGlone for bringing the business to his attention. 

 

Mr. Backman will be bringing three (3) items to the City Council meeting on June 14
th

; the subsidy 

agreement with the Falls Café, consider the full restaurant subsidy policy, and consider a lease 

agreement with Crystal Pierz Marine. 

 

CASE #6: The COR Status Report 

 

Deputy City Administrator/Community Development Director Nelson reviewed the ICSC 

Conference, shared the new graphics and displayed a picture of the Development Team’s booth at 

the conference. 

 

Member McGlone stated that meetings with franchise development attendees were good.  They 

have 50 or so contacts and the momentum is building. 

 

City Administrator Ulrich stated Ms. Nelson and Development Manager Lazan did a fantastic job 

on the booth and this was the best year the Ramsey team has had at the conference. 

 

Economic Development/Marketing Manager Backman asked if the team thought there was positive 

continuity in going each year. 

 

Member McGlone stated absolutely. 

 

Mr. Ulrich stated they meet with people from previous years and tell them what is new in the city. 

 

Ms. Nelson stated that getting an anchor to commit would help with development of The COR. 

 

Ms. Nelson stated the Allina Clinic opened on Monday, June 6
th

 and the VA will open in 

November.  Residence at The COR plans on closing in July and Suite Living in August.  Legacy 

Christian School is planning a spring 2012 start with the school opening in the fall of 2013. 

 

Ms Nelson explained the facts and members discussed an anonymous letter that was sent to 

residents throughout the city. 

 

Ms. Nelson stated she was part of a NorthStar Rail line tour in May.  It was an opportunity to see 

the development plans of the station sites of each city.  The City of Ramsey is the only station with 

the view of Highway #10.  If funding is approved the station ground breaking will be spring of 2012 

and operational fall of 2012. 

 

MEMBER INPUT 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

 

Motion by Member Steffen, seconded by Member Williams, to adjourn the meeting. 
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Motion carried.  Voting Yes: Chairperson Riley, Members Steffen, Williams, LeTourneau, 

McGlone, and Skaff.  Voting No: None.  Absent: Member Wise. 

 

The regular meeting of the Economic Development Authority adjourned at 9:36 a.m. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

_____________________________ 

Aaron Backman 

Economic Development/Marketing Manager 

 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

______________________________ 

JoAnn Shaw 

Planning Division Secretary 



   

CC Regular Session   5. 4.           

Meeting Date: 08/09/2011  

By: Diana Lund, Finance

Title:

Approval for Exemption for a Gambling License for the Wounded Warriors Guide Service, Inc at Game Fair.

Background:

The attached application is from the Wounded Warriors Guide Service, Inc. for exemption from a lawful gambling

license to hold a raffle at Game Fair in Ramsey on August 21, 2011. The Wounded Warriors Guide Service, Inc.

meets all of the requirements which allow them to remain exempt from licensing, primarily from the standpoint that

the commodities to be raffled are valued at less than $12,000.

Approval requires nothing more than a motion followed by a letter to the Gambling Control 

Board, while if the request is denied, a formal resolution for denial would need to be prepared

and submitted to the Gambling Control Board.

Recommendation:

Staff recommends Council approve the exemption from a lawful gambling license for the Wounded Warriors Guide

Service, Inc. to hold a raffle at the Game Fair in Ramsey.

Council Action:

Motion to recommend Council approve the exemption from a lawful gambling license for the Wounded Warriors

Guide Service, Inc. to hold a raffle at Game Fair on August 21, 2011 and authorize staff to submit a letter to the

Gambling Control Board stating approval.

Attachments

Exemption Permit Application for Wounded Warriors Guide Service

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Kurt Ulrich Amy Dietl 08/03/2011 03:27 PM

Form Started By: Diana Lund Started On: 08/01/2011 09:57 AM

Final Approval Date: 08/03/2011 
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Meeting Date: 08/09/2011  

By: Jo Thieling, Administrative Services

Title:

Approve Assignment and Assumption of Agreement between Northstar Corridor Development Authority and the

City of Ramsey

Background:

In 2009, the City of Ramsey assumed the responsibility and obligations for the operation of the Ramsey Star

Express.  Staff was recently notified by Tim Yantos, Executive Director, that an Assignment and Assumption of

Agreement, which should have been signed at that time, has never been processed.  Mr. Yantos furnished the City

with copies of the Agreement and asked that the contract be presented to City Council for approval.  The

Agreement is attached for Council review.

Notification:

 

Observations:

 

Recommendation:

 City Staff recommends a motion to approve the Assignment and Assumption of Agreement between the Northstar

Development Authority and the City of Ramsey for the operation of the Ramsey Star Express.

Funding Source:

 The operation of the Ramsey Star Express is funded throuth the Landfill Trust fund

Council Action:

Motion to approve the Assignment and Assumption of Agreement between Northstar Corridor Development

Authority and the City of Ramsey.

Attachments

Assignment & Assumption of Agreement

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Brian Olson Brian Olson 08/02/2011 02:59 PM

Kurt Ulrich Amy Dietl 08/03/2011 03:28 PM

Form Started By: Jo Thieling Started On: 07/29/2011 04:01 PM

Final Approval Date: 08/03/2011 











   

CC Regular Session   5. 6.           

Meeting Date: 08/09/2011  

By: Amy Dietl, Administrative Services

Title:

Approve License Applications

Background:

Attached is a list of licenses for approval. 

Council Action:

Motion to approve license applications.

Attachments

License Applications

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Kurt Ulrich Amy Dietl 08/03/2011 10:43 AM

Form Started By: Amy Dietl Started On: 08/02/2011 11:11 AM

Final Approval Date: 08/03/2011 



 1 

License Applications 

For Year 2011 

 
Temporary On-Sale 

Liquor* 

Ramsey Rotary Club 7550 Sunwood Drive NW Ramsey, MN 55303 763-433-9817 

Peddler/Solicitor** Amy Jo Olson 8711 – 60
th
 Street SW Willmar, MN  56201 320-231-3823 

  *To allow Ramsey Rotary Club to serve alcohol in The Draw Park on August 18, 2011. 

**To sell puppies at GameFair. 
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Meeting Date: 08/09/2011  

By: Jo Thieling, Administrative Services

Title:

Consider Designation of Prize Proceeds to Employee Year-End Appreciation Banquet

Background:

During the League of Minnesota Cities Annual Conference and Marketplace, members attending had the

opportunity to participate in an exhibit hall game and enter to win a cash prize on behalf of their City.  City

Administrator Ulrich participated and ultimately won one of the grand prizes - a check for $1,000.  Staff is asking

Council to consider designating the winnings to the Employee Holiday Year-end Appreciation Banquet.  

Council Action:

Motion to approve Designating $1,000 Prize Winnings to Employee Holiday Year-End Appreciation Banquet.

Attachments

Letter re Winnings & Copy of Check

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Diana Lund Diana Lund 07/29/2011 11:08 AM

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 07/29/2011 05:47 PM

Form Started By: Jo Thieling Started On: 07/29/2011 10:53 AM

Final Approval Date: 07/29/2011 







   

CC Regular Session   5. 8.           

Meeting Date: 08/09/2011  

By: Jo Thieling, Administrative Services

Title:

Adopt Resolution #11-09-XXX Requesting Grant from State's 2012 Capital Budget for US 10/CSAH

(Armstrong)Interchange Project

Background:

The City is required to formally pass a resolution of support as part of the 2012 bonding request application to the

Governor's office.

Recommendation:

It is recommended that the Council adopt the attached Resolution #11-08-XXX Requesting Grant from State's 2012

Capital Budget for US 10/CSAH Interchange Project.

Funding Source:

In addition to the $10 million state bonding request, the City will be soliciting funding from other federal, regional,

and county sources as available.  The local City match was anticipated to come from the COR TIF district.

Council Action:

Motion to adopt Resolution #11-08-XXX Requesting Grant from State's 2012 Capital Budget for US 10/CSAH

Interchange Project.

Attachments

Resolution

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 07/29/2011 05:36 PM

Form Started By: Jo Thieling Started On: 07/27/2011 10:39 AM

Final Approval Date: 07/29/2011 



RESOLUTION #11-09-XXX

2012 BONDING REQUEST FOR $10 MILLION FUNDING FOR CONSTRUCTION OF 
AN INTERCHANGE AT U.S. HIGHWAY 10 AND COUNTY STATE-AID HIGHWAY 83 
(ARMSTRONG BOULEVARD)

WHEREAS, the Armstrong Interchange improvements have been identified by state, county and 
local agencies and permanent improvements of this intersection would be highly beneficial; and

WHEREAS, the project is estimated to cost approximately $30 million dollars based upon 
preliminary design estimates; and

WHEREAS, the Armstrong Interchange improvements are proposed to be constructed using a       
combination of federal, state, regional, and local funding; and

WHEREAS, The improvements would achieve and support the following:
Public safety
 Guaranteed access for fire and police personnel to Highway 10 and 

neighborhoods/businesses south of Highway 10
Transportation safety improvements at Highway 10 and the BNSF Rail Crossing.
 At-grade Rail crossing is currently within 50 feet of Highway 10
 Operational status of Highway 10 at Armstrong

 Average speed on Highway 10 is 29 MPH during peak
 Top 100 most dangerous intersections in state
 West of Armstrong, Highway 10 continues for 3 miles without a 

signalized intersection
Improved access to Ramsey Town Center and the economic development
opportunities within.
 Ramsey Town Center is a Transit Oriented Development that has received 

investment from Met Council Livable Communities and Federal grant 
funds the Armstrong Interchange improvements

Existing public investment in the corridor.
 Property acquired with federal, state and county funds for Ramsey/Dayton 

River Crossing
 Twelve (12) properties have been acquired for right-of-way purposes 

utilizing Met council RALF funds in the Highway 10 Corridor, $8 Million 
+ has been invested thus far in preserving the corridor at today’s market 
values

 City of Ramsey recently purchased 148 acres of the land in the Ramsey 
downtown area for the purpose of economic development

; and



WHEREAS, the interchange improvements will provide for the expansion of the
business/industrial park south of Highway 10, west of Armstrong to create additional jobs and 
tax base in North Metro
; and 

WHEREAS, the interchange improvements will create a valuable trails and open space connection, by 
providing a trail link connecting two regional parks: Rum River Central Park to the North and the 
Mississippi West Park within the Mississippi National River Recreation Area; and

WHEREAS, the Armstrong Interchange improvements are important to commercial development in 
The COR and is expected to generate $3.5 million annually in local tax revenue, and add 3,900 jobs at 
full build-out.  Also, over the next six years more than 600 new residential units will be constructed with
rail service being a significant attraction; and

WHEREAS, the Armstrong Interchange improvements station will stimulate Ramsey’s local economy 
and impact the entire region by creating construction jobs and access to land for additional economic 
development; and

WHEREAS, if such State funding is secured, the City of Ramsey will secure or provide other funding 
to ensure completion of the project; and  

WHEREAS, in 2010 the City of Ramsey was successful in their efforts to create a tax increment 
finance district to support transportation related improvements in and around The COR development.  
These funds could be used to finance the local share of the rail station construction. 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RAMSEY, 
ANOKA COUNTY, STATE OF MINNESOTA, as follows:

That the City of Ramsey hereby supports a 2012 State bonding request for the Armstrong Interchange 
improvements in the amount of $10,000,000.

The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Councilmember Jeffrey, 
and upon vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor thereof:

Mayor Ramsey
Councilmember Backous
Councilmember Elvig
Councilmember McGlone
Councilmember Tossey
Councilmember Wise

and the following voted against the same:

None

and the following abstained



None

and the following were absent:

None

Whereupon said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted by the Ramsey City Council the 9th

day of August 2011.

Mayor Bob Ramsey

ATTEST:

Deputy City Clerk, Amy Dietl

I hereby certify that the foregoing resolution is a true and correct copy of the resolution presented to and 
adopted by the City of Ramsey at a duly authorized meeting thereof held on the 22nd day of February 2011, as 
shown by the minutes of said meeting in my possession.

Amy Dietl, Deputy City Clerk

. 



   

CC Regular Session   5. 9.           

Meeting Date: 08/09/2011  

By: Jackie Lipski, Finance

Title:

Adopt Resolution #11-08-XXX Approving Cash Disbursements Made and Authorizing Payment of Accounts

Payable Invoicing received during the Period of July 21 through August 4, 2011

Funding Source:

Billslist 8-9-2011

Council Action:

Motion to adopt Resolution #11-08-XXX Approving Cash Disbursements Made and Authorizing Payment of

Accounts Payable Invoicing received during the Period of July 21 through August 4, 2011

Attachments

Billslist 8/9/2011

Bills Resolution

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Diana Lund Diana Lund 08/04/2011 02:22 PM

Kurt Ulrich Amy Dietl 08/04/2011 02:31 PM

Form Started By: Jackie Lipski Started On: 08/04/2011 08:39 AM

Final Approval Date: 08/04/2011 





































































Councilmember  introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption: 

 
RESOLUTION #11-08-XXX 

 
RESOLUTION APPROVING CASH DISBURSEMENTS MADE AND AUTHORIZING 
PAYMENT OF ACCOUNTS PAYABLE INVOICING RECEIVED DURING THE 
PERIOD OF JULY 21, 2011 THROUGH AUGST 4, 2011. 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Ramsey Finance Department has made cash disbursements and 
received accounts payable invoicing during the period of July 21, 2011, through August 4, 2011, 
in the amount of $600,778.02 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 July 21, 2011, through August 4, 2011, in the amount of $600, 778.02. 

 
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 9th day of August, 2011. 
 
 
              
       Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
       
City Clerk 



   

CC Regular Session   5. 10.           

Meeting Date: 08/09/2011  

By: MaryJo Warner, Engineering/Public

Works

Title:

Report from Public Works

Background:

The Public Works Committee held its regular meeting on July 19, 2010 and discussed the following five cases.

Case #5.1 Consider Storm water Solutions for Woodland Green Pond

Public Works Director Olson reviewed in the staff report that the residents, Jason and Ruth Obermaier, 5220 156th

Lane NW have contacted the City about water standing in their back yard. 

The consensus of the Committee is to move forward with relocating the septic field or hooking up to sewer and in

the meantime work with the homeowner to extend the easement back as far as we can.

Case #5.2: Sidewalk Snowplowing Policy

The purpose of this case was to get direction on whether residents should be responsible for the winter maintenance

of their own sidewalks. Clearing snow from residential sidewalks would be the responsibility of the homeowner.

The city would maintain all trails and sidewalks adjacent to MSA roads, as well as sidewalks designated by the

school district in their walking program. 

There was discussion about when creating a policy, which a development has to be 75 percent, filled before we

start enforcing the sidewalk policy. Further discussion related to the transition policy was to stop the service first

and inform residents they are responsible for shoveling their sidewalk. Stopping the service will create some

neighborhood peer pressure for all residents to shovel their walks, and then phase in enforcement/citations maybe

two to three years down the line as needed. 

Consensus of the Committee is for townhome developments to maintain their own sidewalks.

Case #5.3: RFP for Parking Ramp and Parking Lot Snow Removal at the Municipal Center 

Public Works Street Supervisor Riemer reviewed in his report that with the reduction of staff and the future need for

24 hour residential parking in the ramp, staff feels they will not be able to provide the level of service needed and is

asking to contract a service for the length of two years.

Motion to recommend City Council authorize staff to do RFP's for contracted snow removal services for municipal

parking ramp and parking lot at the municipal center. 

Case #5.4: Review Dirt Road Elimination Policy

Staff reviewed that there are still about 1.5 miles of dirt roads and wanted to make the Committee aware that those

roads are out there and is asking if there is any priority.

Staff is asking to eliminate dirt roads when development opportunities present themselves.

Consensus of Committee is to continue in this direction. 



Case #5.5: Update on Anoka County Access Spacing Guidelines that Determine Locations for Hard Channelization

Public Works Director Olson wanted to update the Committee and ultimately the Council on two changes that

Anoka County staff has agreed to look into. The first is allowing a 3/4 access as a conditional access and

reintroducing the land use categories into the access spacing guidelines. 

This was for informational purposes only. 

 

Notification:

 

Observations:

 

Recommendation:

Staff recommends ratifying the recommendation of the Public Works Committee.

Funding Source:

 

Council Action:

Ratify the recommendations of the Public Works Committee.

Attachments

Agenda 07.19.11

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Grant Riemer Grant Riemer 08/02/2011 01:36 PM

Tim Himmer Tim Himmer 08/02/2011 01:54 PM

Brian Olson Brian Olson 08/02/2011 03:01 PM

Kurt Ulrich Amy Dietl 08/03/2011 03:27 PM

Form Started By: MaryJo Warner Started On: 07/29/2011 02:59 PM

Final Approval Date: 08/03/2011 



           

City of Ramsey

Agenda

Public Works Committee

Tuesday July 19, 2011

5:30 pm

Lake Itasca Room, 7550 Sunwood Drive NW
 

           

1. Call to Order
 

2. Citizen Input
 

3. Approve Agenda
 

4. Approve Minutes
 

1. Approve Public Works Committee meeting minutes dated June 21, 2011.
 

5. Committee Business
 

1. Consider Stormwater Solutions for Woodland Green Pond
 

2. Sidewalk Snowplowing Policy
 

3. RFP for Parking Ramp and Parking Lot Snow Removal at the Municipal Center
 

4. Review Dirt Road Elimination Policy
 

5. Update of Anoka County Access Spacing guidelines that determine locations for hard channelization
 

6. Committee/Staff Input

Progress continues on Sunfish Lake Blvd and Alpine Signalization

Update on Bunker Lake Blvd and Armstrong Signalization

Update on other current projects

2011 Highway Safety Improvement Program

August Public Works Committee meeting

Future Topics

Additional parking ramp security measures

Standard contingency authority for construction project management

Additional language in specifications requiring action from Contractors
 

7. Adjournment
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Meeting Date: 07/19/2011  

By: MaryJo Warner, Engineering/Public

Works

Title:

Approve Public Works Committee meeting minutes dated June 21, 2011.

Background:

The Public Works Committee held its regular meeting on June 21, 2011

Notification:

Observations:

Funding Source:

n/a

Staff Recommendation:

Committee Action:

Approve Public Works Committe meeting minutes dated June 21, 2011.

Attachments

Minutes of 06.21.11

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Brian Olson Brian Olson 07/11/2011 04:25 PM

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 07/14/2011 03:44 PM

Form Started By: MaryJo Warner Started On: 07/11/2011 03:38 PM

Final Approval Date: 07/14/2011 
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PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE 
CITY OF RAMSEY 
ANOKA COUNTY 

STATE OF MINNESOTA 
 
The Public Works Committee conducted a regular meeting on Tuesday, June 21, 2011 at the 
Ramsey Municipal Center, 7550 Sunwood Drive NW, Ramsey, Minnesota. 
 
Members Present:  Chairperson Colin McGlone 
    Councilmember David Elvig 
    Councilmember Jason Tossey 
 
Also Present:   City Administrator Kurtis G. Ulrich 
    Public Works Director Brian Olson 
    City Engineer Tim Himmer 
    Councilmember Bob Ramsey 
    Councilmember Randy Backous 
    Street Supervisor Grant Reimer 
    Deputy City Administrator Heidi Nelson 
    Development Manager Darren Lazan 
 
     
CALL TO ORDER 
 
Chairperson McGlone called the regular meeting of the Public Works Committee to order at 6:37 
p.m. 
 
CITIZEN INPUT 
 
John Ewert, 5414 151st Avenue, stated the repair from construction work in his yard is 
unacceptable.  He noted his yard has rocks, clay and hard soil.  He mentioned it is a City 
Ordinance that all contractors have to replace with black dirt and asked why the contractors did 
not follow the Ordinance.     
 
Bob Hartman, 5475 151st Avenue, asked about the code and the specifications.  He said this was 
the worst job he’d ever seen.   He showed tree branches and a huge rock found in his yard. 
 
City Engineer Himmer explained the code and the specifications.  He addressed Mr. Ewert who 
spoke previously regarding the seeding issue and explained a hydroseed option was available.  
He noted Rum River was scheduled to complete the work, and they used a subcontractor for the 
landscaping.  He stated he would find out who the subcontractor was. 
 
Gary Solmanson, 5520 152nd Ave. NW, stated the gravel on the boulevard is coarser than that on 
the street.  He was told the topsoil came from the immediate area but he knew it hadn’t due to the 
size of the rocks.  There was a clay binder in the mix, and he knows there is no clay in the area.   
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City Engineer Himmer responded there was very minimal import for the soil, and it was in the 
order to have the topsoil come from the area.   
 
James Sandness, 15100 St. Francis Boulevard, stated he manicures his lawn and wants black dirt 
hauled in soon so he can re-landscape his yard.  He said the Class 5 that was put in his yard isn’t 
any better than the topsoil that was used.  He asked for a timeframe when the black dirt will 
come and offered to spread the dirt himself, and seed the lawn. 
 
Public Works Director Olson explained there are a wide variety of lawns in the City.  He asked 
what the requests were from the residents and suggested this area be treated a little different than 
others.  Public Works Director Olson stated there seems to be a disconnect from what the 
residents want, and what the City can provide.  He suggested the City staff work with the 
property owners to bring in black dirt and keep in communication about the issue.  
 
City Engineer Himmer suggested Staff request the contractor be present for a meeting in the next 
few days.  He said there may be a compromise that could be reached.   
 
Councilmember Elvig stated he has the same condition in his yard and the same contractor 
completed the work in his yard.  He noted he is waiting to see what the City can do to correct his 
yard. 
 
Councilmember Tossey mentioned he lives in an emerging development.  He said the builder 
mentions the MnDOT spec often and he does not believe what has been done to the yards on 
151st Avenue is up to spec.   
 
Councilmember McGlone noted he visited the yards in question recently and agrees with a lot of 
what has been said.  He confirmed the issues and questions will be addressed by the City.  He 
added that as a contractor, he hears what others say in the industry.  It is known that Ramsey is 
difficult to work in because it has higher specs than other cities in the area. 
 
APPROVE AGENDA 
 
Motion by Councilmember Elvig, seconded by Chairperson McGlone to approve the agenda, as 
presented.   
 
Motion carried.  Voting Yes:  Chairperson McGlone and Councilmembers Elvig and Tossey.  
Voting No: None. 
 
APPROVE MINUTES 
 
Motion by Councilmember Elvig, seconded by Councilmember Tossey, to approve the minutes 
from the May 17, 2011 Public Works Meeting. 
 
Motion carried.  Voting Yes:  Chairperson McGlone and Councilmembers Elvig and Tossey.  
Voting No: None. 
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COMMITTEE BUSINESS 

Case #1: Consider Using Pavement Reinforcement Systems on Overlay Projects 

Street Supervisor Reimer reviewed the staff report.  He pointed out the overlay project on Alpine 
Drive could be well over $200,000 of additional costs and explained the type of product that 
could be used by this new company.   
 
Public Works Director Olson suggested Mr. Reimer request a test strip of 200 feet or so, noting it 
could be tested against the regular overlay on Alpine Drive.   
 
Street Supervisor Reimer stated the first roll is free.  He explained the company may be willing 
to try this on Alpine Drive as a test.  He also mentioned a representative would be able to give a 
presentation to the Committee if there was a desire. 
 
Consensus was reached to have a representative give a presentation to the Public Works 
Committee. 
 
Case #2: Consider Policy on Turf Establishment Related to City Improvement 

Projects 
 
City Engineer Himmer reviewed the staff report and suggested a policy be drafted defining 
topsoil.   
 
Chairperson McGlone stated his understanding was that the City returns yards to the condition 
they were in when the project began or better.  He agreed a standard should be arrived at for 
topsoil.     
 
Public Works Director Olson reminded that the City did a lot of sodding for a time but if some of 
it died in a resident’s yard, there was a problem.  There is no simple solution.  He suggested the 
best the City can do is maintain consistency with the grade of topsoil.   
 
City Engineer Himmer explained this policy was developed in the days of salvaging and using 
on-site material again but those days are over.  He indicated that importing is accounted for on 
all jobs, and a MnDOT spec that is middle-of-the-road is chosen.   He said it sounds like 
importing is required. 
 
Councilmember Elvig inquired about hydroseeding.   
 
City Engineer Himmer replied it is a little more expensive, but could be an option. 
 
Chairperson McGlone raised the issue of using a different grass seed than what the resident has. 
 
Public Works Director Olson responded the City has to choose one seed mixture because it is not 
cost efficient to have all seed mixtures on hand.   
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Chairperson McGlone suggested the residents be informed of the seed mixture and they can opt 
out of using the City’s mixture if they choose. 
 
Case #3: Consider Policy for Importing Material into the COR  
 
City Engineer Himmer reviewed the staff report. 
 
Chairperson McGlone suggested a number of placement options for material should be 
developed.  Since the majority of the planning is done, there may be opportunities to place 
materials.  He mentioned since most of the grading is done, the opportunities to obtain fill are 
numerous. 
 
Discussion took place on the potential depth of the lake that is planned and the amount of fill that 
may be needed.   
 
Mayor Ramsey noted the lake is moving south. 
 
Development Manager Lazan responded this will not change the amount of fill that is needed. 
 
Public Works Director Olson noted the grading is low in the northwest corner.  This cannot be 
filled until the WMO permit is approved.  The school is offering some material, but the City 
cannot place it where it’s needed until it is through the WMO process, which could take a year.  
He explained the wetland in the northwest corner is widening and a new permit is needed for the 
mitigation. 
 
City Engineer Himmer indicated there are six to eight weeks of work to prepare the permit to go 
forward with the WMO process. 
 
Mayor Ramsey pointed out the potential State government shut down could delay the process 
more. 
 
Chairperson McGlone suggested the school be contacted to learn their intentions of what they 
plan to do with the stockpiles of materials.  If the City could import it, it needs to be placed 
where it wouldn’t need to be moved again. 
 
Councilmember Tossey stated he is not in favor of purchasing fill at this point.  He said he 
agrees with Chairperson McGlone in checking with the school. 
 
Development Manager Lazan gave his opinion that the City should take the material as it 
becomes available, since the ultimate design is unknown at this point.  
 
Motion by Chairperson McGlone, seconded by Councilmember Tossey, to recommend the HRA 
check with the school for their plans on material and to move forward with the WMO process. 
 
Further discussion:  Councilmember Elvig questioned how many dumptruck loaders there are.  
Street Supervisor Reimer explained it would take a long time to use the City’s equipment for 
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moving material.  Councilmember Elvig asked if more trucks could be rented.  Street Supervisor 
Reimer responded that personnel cannot be taken off their jobs to run more trucks.  Chairperson 
McGlone offered to make some calls to explore other options, noting the math will have to be 
considered carefully. 
 
Motion carried.  Voting Yes:  Chairperson McGlone and Councilmembers Tossey and Elvig.  
Voting No: None. 

Case #4: Review Summary of Proposals for Professional Engineering Services and 
Development of a Consulting Pool 

City Engineer Himmer reviewed the staff report.  He explained there are more qualified 
individuals than slots.  There were some strong candidates that could cover multiple specialties.  
To choose a candidate that has only one specialty is not beneficial, noting it would reduce the 
pool by five. 

Public Works Director Olson suggested using five qualified consulting firms so there is adequate 
coverage in all technical categories.  He agreed that choosing a candidate that is specialized 
would not be helpful.  He said he considered three to four candidates in each discipline.  

Councilmember Elvig suggested Public Works Director Olson and City Engineer Himmer meet 
to discuss their preferences.  He stated interviews will be conducted with several candidates they 
agree on and a recommendation could then be brought to the Council. 

Chairperson McGlone requested that he be informed of the interviews and he will try to attend. 

City Engineer Himmer stated the recommendation will be made at the July 12 Council meeting. 

COMMITTEE INPUT 
 
Chairperson McGlone stated Councilmember Tossey will relinquish his role on the Public Works 
Committee to Councilmember Backous.  
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
Motion by Councilmember Elvig, seconded by Councilmember Tossey to adjourn the Public 
Works Meeting. 
 
Motion carried.   
 
The regular meeting of the Public Works Committee adjourned at 8:19 p.m. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
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______________________________ 
Brian Olson 
Public Works Director  
 
 
Drafted by Chris Moksnes 
TimeSaver Off Site Secretarial, Inc. 
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Meeting Date: 07/19/2011  

By: Len Linton, Engineering/Public Works

Title:

Consider Stormwater Solutions for Woodland Green Pond

Background:

Woodland Green Subdivision was platted in 1973.  The subdivision is located east of TH 47 south of the Boy Scout

Camp.  Lot 4, Block 3 was platted with a 75 ft drainage and utility easement across the back of the lot.   This lot is

5220 156th Lane NW.  The owners of the lot applied for a building permit in 1988.  The back of the proposed

house was at the easement so they applied to the City for vacation of the North 50 feet of the easement, leaving a

25 ft drainage and utility easement across the back of the lot.  The vacation was approved by resolution of the City

Council.  The conditions of the resolution were:

1.  The north 50 feet of the drainage and utility easement was vacated.

2.  The south 25 feet of the drainage and utility easement was retained by the City.

3.  The applicant reimbursed the City for all expenses involved in the vacation of the drainage easements.

Wildlife Sanctuary subdivisions were platted on the west side of TH 47 in 2002. The storm water discharged into

the wetland on the west side of TH47.  An equalizer pipe was installed under TH47 and storm sewer pipe was

installed in 155th Lane and Barium Street in 2003.  This pipe discharges to the wetland adjacent to Woodland

Green park and 5220 156th Lane.

Highlands at River Park subdivision was platted in 2001 to the east of Woodland Green.  A pipe was installed

connecting the Woodland Green pond to an existing pipe west of Juniper Ridge Drive.  This existing pipe empties

into the Rum River.  This is shown on the Area Overview Map.

The residents at 5220 156th Lane, Jason and Ruth Obermaier, contacted the City about water standing in their back

yard. They were concerned the standing water would impact their drainfield.  City staff visited the site in June 2011

and shot elevations in their back yard.  We also shot the water elevation at the pond outlet and at the pipe crossing

under 156th Lane west of Juniper Ridge Drive.  Based on City Records the drainfield is constructed outside of the

25 ft drainage and utility easement.  The water is outside the drainage and utility easement and over one lateral of

the drainfield. This is shown on the Lot Detail map.   

Notification:

Observations:

There are several options for addressing the issue of water ponding on the drainfield.    They are 1) relocate the

drainfield on the lot, 2) enlarge the pond in Highlands at River Park and 3) lower the existing storm sewer north of

156th Lane.  

Option 1

There is room to install a finger of the drainfield closer to the house; however, current regulations require 3 ft

vertical  separation between the pipe and saturated soils.  It is unlikely this requirement could be met.  The well is

located on the east side of the house so a relocated  drainfield would need to be placed on the west side of the house

to maintain proper separation.  The lot slopes from front to back and there are mature trees that would need to be

removed.  A lift pump would be needed to get the water from the septic tank to the drain field.   The septic tank

standards do allow for construction of a mound system over and existing drainfield.  This would provide the needed

vertical separation. The estimated cost for this work is $20,000.

Option 2

The existing ponding area (Pond  B) between North Yakima Court and 156th Lane could be enlarged to provide



additional storage capacity in the system.  The elevation of the outlet pipe under 156th Lane controls the water

elevation of this pond and the one adjacent to the subject property.  This would require removal of trees and export

of soil.  The estimated cost for this work is $60,000.

Option 3

The elevation of the pipe under 156th Lane is controlled by the elevation of  storm sewer installed as part of the

Reilly Estates subdivision.  The outfall of this pipe is approximately 14 feet below the elevation of the Pond B. 

Lowering the outlet elevation of Pond B would require removing and replacing all of the pipe. The pipe is covered

in most areas by drainage and utility easements; however, additional easements would be required for removal and

replacement of the pipe.  There would be significant restoration costs associated with this option, the route passes

through a park and landscaped yards, in addition to two street crossings.  An alternate may be directional drilling a

pipe along the right of way for 156th Lane and Juniper Ridge Drive then connecting to the existing pipe before it

enters the river.  This pipe would provide flow for smaller events, larger events would continue to flow through

the existing storm sewer.   The estimated cost for replacing the pipe is $150,000 plus easements.  We are working

on prices for directional drilling a pipe in the street right of way.

Discussion

Replacing the drainfield would address the immediate concerns of the resident. This could set a precedent for

replacing drainfields adjacent to other ponding areas in the city. Enlarging Pond B would provide additional storage

in the storm sewer system.  Replacing the existing storm sewer or installing an additional pipe would provide long

term relief and lower the water level in Pond B which would lower the water level adjacent to 5220 156th Lane.  

Funding Source:

The funding source for these proposed improvements would be the storm water utilty fund.

Staff Recommendation:

This case was brought forward in response to a request from the residents at 5220 156th Lane NW. Staff

recommends further investigation of each of these option before recommending one for construction.  Options 2 or

3 if selected should be included in the Capital Improvement Program so they can be included in the budget.

Committee Action:

Committee action based on discussion.

Attachments

Area Overview

Lot Detail

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Brian Olson MaryJo Warner 07/14/2011 03:21 PM

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 07/14/2011 03:44 PM

Form Started By: Len Linton Started On: 07/14/2011 10:07 AM

Final Approval Date: 07/14/2011 
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Meeting Date: 07/19/2011  

By: Grant Riemer, Engineering/Public

Works

Title:

Sidewalk Snowplowing Policy

Background:

At the April 19th Public Works Committee meeting, committee members reviewed several sidewalk plowing

options and asked staff to draft a plan. Consensus at the time was that town home associations would be responsible

for sidewalks in their developments and that residential sidewalks would be cleared by adjacent property owners.

The city would continue to be responsible for the school walking areas, sidewalks adjacent to State Aid roads and

all trails. These areas would be maintained by city staff or contracted services. A map of the areas to be maintained

by the city is attached.

 

Notification:

Because this is a major change in our winter maintenance policy, public notification would have to be given several

times and in all outlets available before the snow season begins. Townhome associations would be notified through

certified mail.

Observations:

Issues that will need to be addressed with the new policy will be compliance and enforcement. Staff feels that 48

hours seems to be a reasonable time to require sidewalks to be cleared by residents and townhome associations. One

challenge that will surface is who will be responsible for vacant lots in developments? Some developments have

areas where there are lengthy stretches between occupied homes. It will also have to be determined what department

will be responsible for enforcement and what type of fine system will be used. Staff would recommend that the first

year be geared more towards education of the new policy and less towards citations and fines.

 

Funding Source:

Funding for the City portion of the policy would come from the general fund - cost center 0312.

Staff Recommendation:

Based on discussion

Committee Action:

Attachments

Trail/sidewalk map

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Brian Olson Brian Olson 07/14/2011 09:10 AM

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 07/14/2011 03:44 PM

Form Started By: Grant Riemer Started On: 07/12/2011 09:04 AM

Final Approval Date: 07/14/2011 
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Public Works Committee   5. 3.           

Meeting Date: 07/19/2011  

By: Grant Riemer, Engineering/Public

Works

Title:

RFP for Parking Ramp and Parking Lot Snow Removal at the Municipal Center

Background:

Currently the municipal parking ramp and lots are cleared by splitting staff time between the streets supervisor and

the public works mechanic. This arrangement works well, if there are no problems in the plowing operation. If a

problem does occur in the overall plowing operation, one or both people are often needed to make repairs and

reassign staff and equipment to keep the operation moving, which means pulling off the municipal site. In past

seasons, the upper floors of the ramp were not occupied and plowing could be delayed until staff time was available

to complete the job. With the reduction of staff at public works and the future need for 24 hour residential parking

in the ramp, staff feels they will not be able to provide the level of service needed. The proposed contract length

would be 2 years.

Notification:

Observations:

Funding Source:

General Fund contracted services 0312 for plowing the surface lots

9240 for the Parking Ramp plowing

Staff Recommendation:

Direct staff to advertise for RFP

Committee Action:

Motion to full council to recommend RFP for contracted snow removal services for municipal parking ramp and

parking lots at the municipal center

Attachments

RFP

Snow removal agreement

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Brian Olson MaryJo Warner 07/14/2011 03:46 PM

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 07/14/2011 04:06 PM

Form Started By: Grant Riemer Started On: 07/12/2011 10:18 AM

Final Approval Date: 07/14/2011 



CITY OF RAMSEY
7550 SUNWOOD DRIVE

RAMSEY, MN 55303

INVITATION FOR QUOTATIONS
PARKING RAMP AND MUNICIPAL CENTER PARKING LOTS SNOW REMOVAL 

The purpose of this agreement provides the City of Ramsey and the successful bidder with a 
mutually acceptable agreement to provide planned and emergency scheduled snow removal 
operations of the Municipal Parking Ramp and Surface Parking Lots (3) located at 7550 
Sunwood Dr City of Ramsey, Minnesota.

1. GENERAL:  All quotes must be received at the office of the Director of Public Works 
before 12:00 p.m. (noon) on XXXXXXXX and shall be submitted on the enclosed 
proposal form in a sealed envelope, plainly marked, Municipal Parking Ramp and 
Parking Lots snow removal

It is also understood that the City reserves the right to reject any and all quotes to waive 
informalities, and to award the agreement to the best interest of the City.  No quotations shall be 
withdrawn for a period of thirty (30) days after opening by the City.

Proposal forms, specifications, etc., may be obtained upon request at the City of Ramsey,
Engineering/Public Works Department, 7550 Sunwood Drive, Ramsey, MN 55303.  If you have 
questions regarding this invitation for quotations, you may contact Grant Riemer, Public Works 
Street Supervisor at 763-433-9863.

ITEM DESCRIPTION
Skid Steer loader with attachments w/operator
¾ Ton Pickup Truck, 4-wheel drive w/operator (or similar)
1-Ton Pickup 4-wheel drive w/operator (or similar)
Single or Tandem Axle dump truck w/operator for snow hauling

Published Anoka Union: XXXXXX



CITY OF RAMSEY

AGREEMENT FOR MUNICIPAL PARKING RAMP      

AND PARKING LOT SNOW REMOVAL

2011-2013 SNOW SEASONS
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CITY OF RAMSEY

AGREEMENT FOR PARKING RAMP AND LOT

SNOW REMOVAL

1.   PURPOSE/INTENT

a. Ramp Snow Removal

The purpose of this agreement provides the City of Ramsey (hereinafter called 

CITY) and the successful bidder (hereinafter called CONTRACTOR) with a 

mutually acceptable agreement to provide planned and emergency scheduled 

snow removal operations at the Municipal Parking Ramp and Lots at the Ramsey 

Municipal Center located at 7550/7650 Sunwood Dr, Ramsey, Minnesota.

b. Location

            The Municipal Parking Ramp is located at 7650 Sunwood Dr, Ramsey Mn 55303

             The parking ramp at this time consists of 4 floors and 590 parking stalls

The surface parking lots are located at The Ramsey Municipal Center located 

adjacent to the ramp at 7550 Sunwood Dr. The surface parking lots consist of 

approximately 70 parking stalls spread through 3 lots.

            

            

c. Administration

This agreement shall be entered into with the City Council of the City of Ramsey, 
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administered by the Director of Public Works and under the direct operation 

supervision of the Public Works Street Supervisor or designated representative.

d. Ramp and Parking Lot Snow Removal

The City's snow removal policy states that the ramp and parking lots will be 

cleared of all snow by 5:00 am on all levels of the parking ramp, as well as the 

surface lots. Normal plowing operations for the City of Ramsey begin with the

accumulation of two (2) or more inches of snow.  It is the intention of the CITY to 

retain the services of the CONTRACTOR for each snow fall requiring removal 

under the CITY'S current Snow Removal Policy.  Historically, Ramsey averages 

approximately 44 inches of snow per year requiring 6 - 10 separate snow removal 

operations.  Snow removal operations should be completed in approximately 2-4 

hours with equipment similar to that identified herein.

e. Scope of Operations

It is the intent of the CITY that the CONTRACTOR provides minimum of (2) 

pieces of equipment to perform the snow removal operations. Additional pieces of 

appropriate type equipment for each area may be used by the CONTRACTOR for 

any or all snow removal operations with prior written approval of the CITY.

2.   LENGTH OF AGREEMENT

a. This agreement shall be a two year agreement limited to the snow removal 

seasons commencing November 1, 2011 and ending April 15, 2013 inclusive.  
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This agreement may be renewed by written mutual consent of both the CITY and 

the CONTRACTOR.

b. This agreement may be terminated for good cause, including failure to perform in 

accordance with this agreement, by the CITY during the agreement period subject 

to written notice being delivered by registered mail sent to the CONTRACTOR at 

the address referenced on the Proposal form.

c. The CITY cannot and will not guarantee a minimum number of work hours for 

any snow removal operation or duration of the agreement.

3.   EQUIPMENT

a. Pickup Trucks

The required pickup truck shall be a at least a ¾ ton - 4 wheel drive.  The truck

will be equipped with a hydraulic/electrically operated, reversible plow.  

Minimum plow width will be 8’-0”

d. Accessories & Safety Equipment

All vehicles shall be properly equipped and outfitted to meet all local, county, state or 

federal laws required for on-the-road emergency snow removal operations. Safety equipment

will include emergency lighting that is visible 360 degrees around the vehicle. They shall 

provide the operator with full visibility in all directions and shall have a back-up warning system.  

The operator's cab shall be fully enclosed and properly equipped with all equipment necessary to 

allow the efficient and safe operation of that vehicle.  The CITY reserves the right to reject at 

any time, without notice to the CONTRACTOR, any vehicle that does not appear to comply with 

all rules or regulations required for over-the-road snow removal operations.  Rejection of vehicle 
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acceptability will also take into consideration the condition and limitations of operation of the 

vehicle or its accessory equipment.

e. Skidsteer loaders, dump trucks and similar equipment must include emergency lighting 

and meet all applicable DOT safety standards 

e. Vehicle Designation/Replacements

The CONTRACTOR shall provide the CITY with the vehicle identification 

number and license plate number (where applicable) to the CITY within ten days 

of execution of this contract.  After inspection by the CITY, those vehicles 

acceptable for performance under this contract will be verified by the CITY.  

Except for emergencies, any planned substitution or replacement of previously 

approved equipment shall require prior written approval by the CITY.

4.   OPERATION & MAINTENANCE

a. Operator

The CONTRACTOR shall ensure that the operator provided with each piece of 

equipment is fully trained and properly licensed with the State of Minnesota to 

operate the bid vehicle or any anticipated replacement.  The CONTRACTOR

shall make every effort possible to ensure that the same operator performs the 

snow removal operation during the length of the agreement.

b. Parts & Fuel

The rates contained herein shall cover all operation and maintenance expenses 

including but not limited to fuel, lubricants, supplies and support services.  It shall 

also include depreciation on the vehicle and related equipment including the 
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repair, maintenance and replacement of all materials and supplies including 

cutting edges and tire chain cross links.  It shall also include all labor, tools and 

equipment necessary for making any and all repairs or replacements which may 

be necessary to keep and maintain the machine and all parts thereof in proper and 

safe working order and serviceable repair.

c. Storage

The CONTRACTOR shall assume all responsibility and costs associated with 

maintaining proper and necessary protection/shelter/storage for both the vehicle 

and operator.

5.   PERFORMANCE REQUIREMENTS

a. Personnel

The CONTRACTOR shall provide the CITY with the name, address and 

telephone number(s) for at least two designated contact personnel responsible for 

insuring response to the CITY'S request for services.  The CONTRACTOR shall 

ensure that at least one of the contact persons is available and accessible 24 hours 

per day, seven days per week.

b. Response Time

The City will give a minimum of a (two) 2 hour advance notice of the projected 

start time.  In the event the contractor misses a part of their assigned plowing 

areas they are required to respond within 30 minutes after being notified of the 

situation.  The CONTRACTOR shall ensure that the equipment and operator are 

ready to report to the City garage at that time and able to continuously provide 
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snow removal services through the completion of the areas.  The CONTRACTOR 

shall not allow any given operator to work more than 16 consecutive hours 

without an eight hour break.  The CONTRACTOR shall be responsible for 

providing replacement personnel if snow removal operations require more than 16 

consecutive hours of operation.

c. Down Time

The CONTRACTOR shall ensure that all equipment provided is maintained in a 

proper manner to minimize required maintenance or emergency repairs during the 

performance of snow removal operations.  If, once commencing a snow removal 

operation, a piece of equipment becomes disabled and non-functioning for a 

period of two (2) consecutive hours, the CONTRACTOR shall provide a 

satisfactory replacement vehicle and operator if necessary at no additional cost to 

the CITY.

d. Communications

The CONTRACTOR shall ensure that the operator maintains full availability for 

communication at all times during the snow removal operations.  

e. Authority/Direction

The CONTRACTOR and his designated operators shall respond to all directions 

given by the CITY in a positive, courteous and timely manner during the snow 

removal operations.  The CITY reserves the right to reject any piece of equipment 

or operator from continued or further engagement of services due to 

incompetence or insubordination or inability of the piece of equipment to function 
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properly for the requested services.

The CONTRACTOR shall begin the snow removal operations at the Public 

Works garage located at 14100 Jaspar St NW.  This will allow the City to bring 

the Contractor up to date on any changes/issues that may need to be addressed.

f. Law Obedience

The CONTRACTOR and his designated operator shall be responsible for their 

actions and compliance with all regulatory laws and ordinances governing the 

operation of the machine while performing snow removal operations for the 

CITY.

g. Non Performance

The CONTRACTOR shall waive any and all objections, rights to objections and 

claims for additional compensation, damages or loss of revenue resulting from 

work performed by the CITY either prior to, during or after any scheduled or 

emergency snow removal operation in lieu of these contractual services as may be 

necessary due to non performance or excessive delays of the CONTRACTOR.

h. Property Damage

The CONTRACTOR shall be responsible for any and all damage to private as 

well as public property (including public utilities) due to its own or its employee’s

negligence in performing snow removal operations.  This includes landscaping 

and plant material surrounding the surface lots.

6.   COMPENSATION
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a. Payment Schedule

All pay requests must be prepared and submitted by the CONTRACTOR as verified and 

approved by the PW Streets Supervisor.  All payment requests submitted will be per snow event 

and dated as such. All pay requests so received shall be processed and payment made by the 

CITY not less than 15 and not more than 30 days after receipt.

7.   INSURANCE/LIABILITY/CLAIMS

a. Indemnification

The CONTRACTOR indemnifies, saves and holds harmless the CITY and all of 

its agents and employees of and from any and all claims, demands, actions or 

causes of action of whatsoever nature or character arising out of or by reason of 

the CONTRACTOR'S performance under this agreement.  It is hereby understood 

and agreed that any and all employees of the CONTRACTOR and all other 

persons employed by the CONTRACTOR in the performance of services under 

this agreement, required or provided for hereunder by the CONTRACTOR shall 

not be considered employees of the CITY and that any and all claims that may or 

might arise under the Workers Compensation Act of the State of Minnesota on 

behalf of said employees while so engaged in any and all claims made by any 

third parties as a consequence of any act or omission on the part of said 

CONTRACTOR'S employees while so engaged in the performance of these 

services, to be rendered herein by the CONTRACTOR shall, in no way, be the 

obligation or responsibility of the CITY.

b. Insurance
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The CONTRACTOR shall, at his sole cost and expense, carry and maintain 

general and public liability and property damage insurance coverage of $600,000 

for any one accident and $600,000 aggregate protecting the CONTRACTOR, his 

employees and the CITY against any and all claims of any kind or character 

whatsoever arising from damage, injury (including bodily injury or death) caused 

by or arising from the operation and use of the machine at the request of the 

CITY.  Such insurance shall be in full force and effect during the time that the 

machine is operated at the request of the CITY.  Such insurance policy shall 

provide for a minimum of 30 days written notice to the City Clerk of cancellation, 

non-renewal or material change of the required insurance coverage.  The 

requirement and approval of this insurance by the CITY shall not in any way 

relieve or decrease the liability of the CONTRACTOR.  It is expressly understood 

that the CITY does not in any way represent that the specified limits of liability or 

coverage or policy forms are sufficient or adequate to protect the interest or 

liabilities of the CONTRACTOR.

c. Legal Compliance

The CONTRACTOR agrees to comply with all State and Federal laws and local 

ordinances governing the employment of personnel including, but not limited to, 

Minnesota Statute Section 181.59 relating to discrimination in employment, and 

Section 290.07 requiring the certification of income tax withholding.

d. Claims

The CONTRACTOR agrees to process and resolve all claims submitted by affected 

property owners of the City of Ramsey in a timely manner.
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8.   AGREEMENT APPROVAL CONSIDERATIONS

a. Selection

The CITY reserves the right to retain the services of the CONTRACTOR who, in 

the opinion of the CITY, can best provide the services requested under this 

agreement.  Consideration shall be given to rates, availability and condition of 

equipment, competency of operators, previous experience, response time and 

specific pieces of equipment so quoted.

b. Combination of Quotations

The CITY reserves the right to select any combination of equipment quoted for 

services requested in entering into this agreement.  Only one rate will be 

considered for each machine, but consideration will be given to any other rate or 

combination of rates not called for in this proposal if it is in the best interest of the 

CITY.

9.  BID PROPOSALS

A quotation is to be entered in the schedule of prices for each machine the 

CONTRACTOR proposes to furnish and such quotation shall be per hour of 

equipment operation.  All proposals must be type written or printed in ink and 

properly signed by an officer of the company.  If the submitted proposal is 

accepted by the CITY and properly countersigned, it shall constitute a formal 

agreement between the CONTRACTOR and the CITY with no further revisions, 

addenda or exceptions acknowledged unless previously noted in writing on the 

bid proposal form.  All required performance bonds, insurance certificates and 

additional requested information shall be submitted in a form acceptable to the 

City within 15 days of execution of the agreement and request by the CITY. 
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DESCRIPTION OF EQUIPMENT

The following information must be completed as part of this proposal for each piece of 
equipment proposed to be furnished:  (If quoting more than two machines, use additional sheet.)

¾ Ton Pickup
                                                                                                                                                            
UNIT NUMBER                                                                                           1                2                 
MAKE
MODEL
YEAR
SERIAL NUMBER
ENGINE MAKE
ENGINE MODEL
TYPE OF ENGINE (GAS OR DIESEL)
HORSEPOWER
TIRE        FRONT WHEELS                 
SIZE REAR WHEELS
LOCATION OF EQUIPMENT
STORAGE POINT. (Name of
Community & Address)                                                                                                                       

1-Ton Pickup
UNIT NUMBER                                                                                           1                2                 
MAKE
MODEL
YEAR
SERIAL NUMBER
ENGINE MAKE
ENGINE MODEL
TYPE OF ENGINE (GAS OR DIESEL)
HORSEPOWER
TIRE        FRONT WHEELS                 
SIZE REAR WHEELS
LOCATION OF EQUIPMENT
STORAGE POINT. (Name of
Community & Address)                                                                                                                                    

Wheel Loader
UNIT NUMBER                                                                                           1                2                 
MAKE
MODEL
YEAR
SERIAL NUMBER
ENGINE MAKE
ENGINE MODEL
TYPE OF ENGINE (GAS OR DIESEL)
HORSEPOWER
TIRE        FRONT WHEELS                 
SIZE REAR WHEELS
LOCATION OF EQUIPMENT
STORAGE POINT. (Name of
Community & Address)       
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Skidsteer
UNIT NUMBER                                                                                           1                2                 
MAKE
MODEL
YEAR
SERIAL NUMBER
ENGINE MAKE
ENGINE MODEL
TYPE OF ENGINE (GAS OR DIESEL)
HORSEPOWER
TIRE        FRONT WHEELS                 
SIZE REAR WHEELS
LOCATION OF EQUIPMENT
STORAGE POINT. (Name of
Community & Address)

Dump Truck
UNIT NUMBER                                                                                           1                2                 
MAKE
MODEL
YEAR
SERIAL NUMBER
ENGINE MAKE
ENGINE MODEL
TYPE OF ENGINE (GAS OR DIESEL)
HORSEPOWER
TIRE        FRONT WHEELS                 
SIZE REAR WHEELS
LOCATION OF EQUIPMENT
STORAGE POINT. (Name of
Community & Address)

     
SCHEDULE OF PRICES

The undersigned agrees to furnish one of the pieces of equipment described on the preceding 
pages in accordance with the terms of this Proposal and Agreement at the rates entered below at 
such time as they may be requested by the City.

If a rate is being submitted for the use of plow or wing, the make and model of these items 
should be inserted in the blank lines.

Contractor may bid on one or more of each type of equipment.

A quotation may be rejected if any alteration or erasure is made in entering the rates.  Quotation 
rates must be entered in ink or typewritten.

                                                                                                                             

                   

                                                                                                                                                            

UNIT NO. 1_________________________________________________
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UNIT NO. 2_________________________________________________
                    

                                                                                                                                                            

UNIT NO. 3___________________________________________________

UNIT NO. 4__________________________________________________                                                                                                                             

CITY OF RAMSEY

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

AGREEMENT FOR THE LEASE AND RENTAL OF 
FULLY OPERATED EQUIPMENT FOR STREET SNOW REMOVAL

Proposals will be received at the City of Ramsey Municipal Center 7550 
Sunwood Dr Ramsey Minnesota  55303 for the furnishing of Fully Operated Equipment for 
snow removal operations in the City of Ramsey.

PROPOSAL OF _________________________________________
                Firm Name (Please Print)

ADDRESS     _________________________________________
                Address

            _________________________________________
                City           State           Zip

            _________________________________________
                Phone

NOTE: This proposal must be signed on the last page, and all sheets in this 
proposal must be returned when bidding.



I

In accordance with the notice of the City of Ramsey, Minnesota soliciting 
quotations (I) (We), the undersigned, hereinafter called the CONTRACTOR, hereby offer to 
lease and rent to the City of Ramsey, hereinafter called the CITY, acting by and through its 
Director of Public Works, the Fully Operated Snow Removal Equipment for which the quotation 
may be accepted, subject to the terms and conditions herein specified; and the parties further 
agree that this proposal form shall become the agreement for the lease and rental of such Fully 
Operated Snow Removal Equipment upon its execution by the City.

(I) (We) hereby certify that (I am) (We are) the only person (s) interested in this 
proposal as principal (s); that it is made and submitted without fraud or collusion with any other 
person, firm or corporation; and that (I) (We) have examined this Proposal and Agreement Form, 
and understand its contents.

(I) (We) hereby certify that (I am) (We are) the Owner(s) or have previously 
contracted for the purchase of the Fully Operated Snow Removal Equipment for which 
quotations are submitted herein and can furnish bill of sale or contract for purchase covering said 
equipment.



II

This Proposal must be signed below in ink by a duly authorized agent of the Contractor 
providing the equipment and operator.

(YOUR SIGNATURE MUST BE NOTARIZED WHEN SIGNING - SEE FOLLOWING 
PAGE.)

Date ______________________20___.   By: _______________________________
           Signature

_______________________________
      Name (Please Print)

                                    For:_______________________________
                                              Company

Its:_______________________________
                                              Title

III

The above quotation for ¾ ton pickup w/plow Units No(s).__________    __is here-by accepted.

The above quotation for 1-Ton pickup w/plow Units No(s).                                      is here-by 
accepted.

The above quotation for Wheel Loader Units No(s).                                               is here-by 
accepted                                

The above quotation for Skidsteer  Units No(s).                                               is here-by accepted  

  The above quotation for Dump truck Units No(s).                                               is here-by 
accepted                                

                            

                               CITY OF RAMSEY

      By:     ___________________________/____________
     Bob Ramsey                                         Date
     Mayor



___________________________/____________
     Jo Thieling                                        Date
     City Clerk

___________________________/____________
     Grant Riemer                                        Date
     PW Streets Supervisor



CERTIFICATE OF ACKNOWLEDGMENT
(For use where contractor is individual or partnership)

STATE OF MINNESOTA   )
                                              )  ss.
COUNTY OF                       )

On this                           day of                                     , 20       , before me personally 
appeared                                                        , to me personally known to be the person described 
in and who executed the foregoing instrument and acknowledged that       he executed the same 
as                            free act and deed.

   (Notarial Seal)                     ___________________________

CERTIFICATE OF ACKNOWLEDGMENT
(For use where Contractor is a corporation)

STATE OF MINNESOTA   )
                                              )  ss.
COUNTY OF ________      )

On this                            day of                                  , 20         , before me personally 
appeared                                                 and                                           , to me personally known 
who, being by me duly sworn, each did say that they are respectively the                                       
and                                                        of                                                         , that the seal 
affixed to the foregoing instrument is the corporate seal of said corporation, and that said 
instrument was executed in behalf of the corporation by authority of its Board of Directors and 
said                                                  and                                               acknowledged the 
instrument to be the free act and deed of the corporation.

    (Notarial Seal)                    ___________________________

g:\streets\snow rem quot\2009\snow removal agreement 2009
Rev.  9 21 2009



   

Public Works Committee   5. 4.           

Meeting Date: 07/19/2011  

By: Grant Riemer, Engineering/Public

Works

Title:

Review Dirt Road Elimination Policy

Background:

In 2004, when the program was first talked about, we had 12 miles of road with dirt /gravel surface. The 2010-2011

construction seasons will include the paving 1.52 miles of roadway in our system. Paving/improvement projects

completed in 2010 included Ute St., 151st Ave, 152nd Ave, Fluorine St. and will finish up this year with the

paving of Puma St and Chameleon St. With the completion of these projects we will have approximately 2.64

miles of dirt/gravel roads left in our system.

Notification:

Observations:

Of the remaining segments some may never be petitioned for improvement. Traprock St, south of Hwy 10 will be

addressed when the Anoka County develops the park. 173rd Ave currently has 3 residents, so assessment costs even

at 50% share with the city would be prohibitive. Potassium St, north of County Rd 5 was scheduled to paved with

redevelopment in that area. There are two small segments in our industrial parks, Basalt St and Limonite St which

will be paved when development in those areas increases. This group of road segments total 1.04 miles. 

Of the remaining segments Carolina Acres and Itasca Heights are the most maintenance prone. Improvements to

these developments would provide the most payback, if the city were to contribute 50% of the improvement cost.

Drainage is poor in both areas and requests for grading are increased because of that factor. Carolina Acres is on the

far north end of the city and requires almost 20 minutes travel time just to get to the site. Itasca Heights is south of

Hwy 10 near the weigh station and would need considerable drainage work. The Itasca Heights location near the

Mississippi river would add challenges and cost for storm water design. Of the remaining roads Garnet St, north of

CR 27, would be next in line, because of the travel time involved. Summer grading is not the only cost associated

with these dirt roads. Early winter and late spring snowfalls require the motor grader to plow these areas because of

soft road conditions. A complete "round" of grading or snowplowing, including travel time, is 3 1/2 hours. The cost

associated with grading our dirt roads just, using fuel and labor costs at today’s prices, runs about $170.00 every

time we grade.   Staff also receives several calls per year for dust control or to add gravel to the road surface.

During the joint City Council meeting with the City of Nowthen there was discussion about the sharing or

swapping of services with them. Staff will continue to look for opportunities when they present themselves.

Funding Source:

General Fund -Street maintenance contracted services 0311

Staff Recommendation:

Continue to eliminate dirt roads when development opportunities present themselves and resourses are available to

help residents with assesments.

Committee Action:

Based on discussion

Form Review



Inbox Reviewed By Date

Brian Olson Brian Olson 07/14/2011 09:15 AM

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 07/14/2011 03:44 PM

Form Started By: Grant Riemer Started On: 07/13/2011 07:53 AM

Final Approval Date: 07/14/2011 



   

Public Works Committee   5. 5.           

Meeting Date: 07/19/2011  

By: Brian Olson, Engineering/Public Works

Title:

Update of Anoka County Access Spacing guidelines that determine locations for hard channelization

Background:

This case is presented this evening for informational purposes only. Staff met with the Anoka County Highway

Department along with the City of Anoka and Andover to discuss the possible changes to the access spacing

guidelines. Anoka County Staff agreed to look into the following two changes. Allowing a 3/4 access as a

"conditional" access and reintroducing the land use categories into the access spacing guidelines. Attached to the

case is the 2010 Anoka County access spacing guidelines, a comparison on how Anoka County's spacing guidelines

compare to other counties throughout Minnesota and a original access management pamphlet prepared by MnDOT.

Notification:

Observations:

Staff wanted to provide this information to the PW Committee and ultimately the City Council.

Funding Source:

No funding for this action.

Staff Recommendation:

Committee Action:

Based upon discussion

Attachments

2010 access spacing guidelines

comparison with other county spacing guidelines

land use category definitions

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Brian Olson (Originator) Brian Olson 07/14/2011 10:20 AM

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 07/14/2011 03:44 PM

Form Started By: Brian Olson Started On: 07/08/2011 01:41 PM

Final Approval Date: 07/14/2011 















   

CC Regular Session   7. 1.           

Meeting Date: 08/09/2011  

By: Tim Himmer, Engineering/Public

Works

Title:

Consider Sanitary Sewer Options for the Property Located at 5220 156th Lane NW

Background:

The Woodland Green Subdivision, located east of TH 47 south of the Boy Scout Camp, was platted in 1973.  Lot 4,

Block 3 (5220 156th Lane NW) was platted with a 75 ft drainage and utility easement across the back of the lot. 

The owners of the lot applied for a building permit in 1988, and since the back of the proposed house was shown at

the platted easement line they applied to the City to vacate the north 50 feet of the easement (leaving a 25 ft

drainage and utility easement across the back of the lot).  The vacation was approved by resolution of the City

Council (see attached).

The Wildlife Sanctuary subdivision was platted on the west side of TH47 in 2002, with the stormwater from the

development discharging into the adjacent wetland.  An equalizer pipe was placed under TH47 and storm sewer

pipe was installed along 155th Lane and Barium Street in 2003, with the ultimate stormwater discharge to the

wetland adjacent to Woodland Green park located at the rear of 5220 156th Lane.  The Highlands at River Park

subdivision was platted in 2001 (located to the east of Woodland Green); which included a storm sewer pipe that

connected the Woodland Green park pond to an existing pipe west of Juniper Ridge Drive, and this existing pipe

discharges to the Rum River (see attached area overview map).

The property owners at 5220 156th Lane NW, Jason and Ruth Obermaier, contacted the City at the end of

June/beginning of July regarding standing water in their back yard; and specifically the potential impacts to their

septic drainfield in that location.  City staff visited the site to collect some survey data and verify elevations on the

downstream storm sewer system to ensure that the water was flowing properly.  Based on a septic system sketch in

the City's property records it appears that the drainfield is constructed entirely outside of the City's 25' drainage and

utility easement, and the water elevation at the time was approximately 3' - 5' outside of the drainage and utility

easement and potentially over one lateral of the drainfield (see attached lot detail sketch).

Observations:

This item was discussed at the Public Works Committee in July, and several options were discussed relative to the

downstream storm sewer system, and potential modifications for improved long term drainage to the Rum River;

including enlargement of ponds, lowering of existing storm sewer pipe, and installation of additional storm sewer

pipes.  The recommendation from that meeting was to address the immediate concern related to the septic system,

and evaluate options to correct this matter such that additional easements could be reacquired in this location.

Option 1

There is room to install a finger of the drainfield closer to the house; however current regulations require 3

feet of vertical separation between the invert of the drainfield pipe and saturated soils.  It is unlikely this

requirement could be met under the current condition, since the water table is approximately the same elevation as

the surface water and this area has been inundated on several occasions.

Option 2

The existing well that serves this property is located on the east side of the house, so a relocated drainfield would

need to be placed on the west side of the house to maintain proper separation.  The lot slopes from front to back and

there are mature trees that would need to be removed (along with considerable grading efforts), and a pump would

be required to lift the discharge from the existing septic tank to the drain field.  The property owner has stated they

are not interested in this option, as they want to preserve the existing conditions on their property (trees, swimming

pool, irrigation system, etc.).



Septic tank standards do allow for construction of a mound system over an existing drainfield, and this option was

evaluated for size and cost considerations.  The mound system would need to be approximately 40' wide x 80 long x

5' high, and is estimated to cost $15,000 - $18,000.  Additional items that would also need to be completed with this

approach include; the installation of fill material and grading to raise the grades at the rear of the property (to

reduce water flow outside of the City easement in the future), restoration work (turf establishment and irrigation

revisions), and the vacation of additional easement because the 40' dimension on the mound width would extend

approximately another 10 feet in the remaining 25 foot easement retained by the City.  Due to the need for

additional easement vacation, and placing the new drainfield within the area adjacent to this further reduced

easement, staff is not supportive of this option.

Option 3

Staff evaluated the option for connected the property to the City's municipal sanitary sewer system; which includes

directional drilling of a force main to the existing septic tank on the property, pipe materials, restoration, a pump

and vault at the septic tank to lift the discharge to the city system (due to grade constraints), road work (bituminous

removal and patching), and connecting to an existing manhole.  This item is currently be estimated, and additional

information will be provided at the meeting.  The property owner is also concerned with the service charge for this

connection (currently $67 per month).

Recommendation:

It appears as if the best option at this point is to consider connecting this property to the City's municipal sanitary

sewer system.  Once better estimates are prepared we can discuss further at the meeting.  In an effort to expedite

this matter staff would like to receive formal authorization to advance a resolution to this situation at the meeting,

and would ultimately like to have the property owner contract directly for this work so they can actively manage the

contractor of their choice.

Funding Source:

The funding source for these potential improvements would most likely be the City Stormwater Utility Fund.

Council Action:

Based upon discussion.

Attachments

Easement Vacation Resolution

Overview Map

Lot Sketch

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Brian Olson Brian Olson 08/04/2011 02:24 PM

Kurt Ulrich Amy Dietl 08/04/2011 02:31 PM

Form Started By: Tim Himmer Started On: 08/02/2011 01:55 PM

Final Approval Date: 08/04/2011 



CouncilmembcrBawdenintroducedthefollowingresolutionandmovedforitsadoptionRESOLUTION88193WHIRISGlenandBrockHammerschmidtarethefeeownersofLots3and4Block3WoodlandmcnantiWItEREAStheCityhasaneasementfordrainagepurposesovertheSouth75feetofsaidLot4anfleSouth75feetoftheEast22feetofsaidLot3andWItEtEASMrBrockHammerschmidtisproposingtobuildahouseonsaidLot4whichabuttthenorthlineofthe75feetwidedrainageeasementandWHiREASMrBrockHammerschmidthasrequestedtheCitytovacatethenorth50feetofitsdrainageasementonsaidLot4toallowforslopingthefilltotheproposedelevationofthehouseWitfiREASMrGlenHammerschmidthasrequestedtheCitytovacatetheNorth50feetofitsdrainagecsmentonLot3toprovideaconsistentdrainageeasementoneachlotandWttEREAStheCityEngineerhasreviewedtherequesttovacatetheNorth50feetoftheeasementandfindsthatthevacationwillnotaffectthedrainageintheareaNOWTHEREFREBEITRESOLVEDBYTHECITYCOUNCILOFTHECITYOFRAMSEYkNOKACOUNTYSTATEOFMINNESOTAasfollows1ThatthCityherebyvacatestheNorth50feetofdrainageeasementsoverLots3and4Block3WoodlandGreen2ThattheCityshallretaintheSouth25feetofthedrainageeasementsoverandacrossLots3and4llk3WcdlandGreen3ThatleandBrockHamtnerschmidtreimbursetheCityforailexpensesinvolvedinthevacaimofthedrainageeasementsThemotienfirthadoptionoftheforegoingresolutionwasdulysecondedbyCouncilmemberDeLucaariduponotebeingtakenthereonthefollowingvotedinfavorthereofMyollcimannCoucihncnberBawdenCouncihneaberDeLucaCouncilincnberPearsonCotmcihvznherSortebergandthefollowirgvotedagainstthesameNollandthefolloibstainedPageIof2



andthcfoHowiogrvereabsentwhereupoaidcesolutionwasdeclareddulypassedandadoptedbytheCityCouncilthis1lthdayofOctoberMayorResolution88193Page2of2



Counciremi wda intrcduced the following resolution and moved for its

ad opt i

RESOLUTION 88194

RESOLUTION RAIqNG FINAL PIAT APROVAL TO HYi0 RaMSEY 4TH ADDITION

L1Fiti Hc Norms D Holm and Mr Gilbert A Menkveld hereinafter

referrd dewioperr3 have properly applied for plat approval of the

folowJrg bed 9roperty located in the City of Ramsey

Block Hy10 Ramsey 3rd Addition Anoka County

which pri 5v L as tlyJ0 Ramsey 4th Addition hereinafter known as plat
and

EVPS the Rantsey Planning and Zoning Commission pursuant to

Chaptez 1 qx Ramsy City Code held a public hearing on the proposed
plat on A ad 8 1988 which hearing was duly published in the Citys
legal cvWi m writtmz notice of the hearing was given pursuant to law
and

WI73 tim Rarcy Planning and Zoning Commission at a special
meeting o A g 1988 recommended that the City Council grant preliminary
pla1 appvl the plat awd

WIER thc City Council reviewed the Planning and Zoning
Commissio ld lic hearig and meeting minutes which minutes are incorporated
as is fttli 5 i ioth herein and

7HbEi al a regul ar meeting on August 23 1988 the Ramsey City
Courci gindxcJJminary plat approval of the plat as recommended by the

Plannins v1 7ig Commission contingent upon the developers extending Ferret

Street I0 2 i ie northern boundary of the plat and limiting access to Lot 3

to Fcre ei I and

WHiA at a reguJar meeting on October 11 1988 the Ramsey City
Counc J gtl tai plat apprcval of the plat contingent upon the developers
conslructSFi 7 t treet NW as a culdesac with an easement dedicated for

the possSb luitre exIensSon of Ferret Street NW to the northern boundary of

the plat u a us io I ot 3 being limited to Ferret Street NW

NOW TItERIOLE i IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RAMSEY ANOKA

COUNTY SATt OV NINNESOTA as follows

r t final approval of the plat of Hy10 Ramsey 4th Addition is

hereby rzfdcLigent upon the developers providing proof of marketable

Y t the developers execute a development agreement with the City
outJ J nJt5 f i d it i OhS for deye opment of Hy10 Ramsey 4th Addition



Themotioaialoptiooftheforegoingresolutionwasdulysecondedby6ounciImerlecaanduponvotebeingtakenthereonthefollowingvotedinandthefcvivoleagainstthesameandtheandLhellcitweeabaertlJ011CwherauprmnsouionwasdeclareddulypassedandadoptedbytheRamseyCityCounciiithelltbdayofOctober1988ATTESTCityAdmit



CounciJnetiderg introduced the following resolution and moved for its

adopl j oo

RESOLUTION 881

RESOLUTIOgq iiATING TO PARKING RESTRICTIONS ON S AP 19911202 FROM ANDRIE
STREET Nl T TRIIN HIGHWAY NOo 10 AND 159 IN THE CITY OF RAMSEY MINNESOTA

WPFtlq the City of Ramsey has planned the improvement of MSAS 12

153rd Ae iiom Andrj e Street NW to Trunk Highway No 10 and 169 and

Wfilpq lte City of Ramsey will be expending Municipal State Aid

fundt on lqvemeut of this street and

iEILI tltis improvement does not provide adequate width for parking
on both t JI Cf the stfeet Approval of the proposed construction as a

Municila r dd treet project must therefore be conditioned upon certain

WdEIEt4 the extent of these restrictions that would be a necessary

prerequsi i he approval of this construction as a Municipal State Aid

project J iir r i of Ramsey has been determined

NOW THEREFOlk B T RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RAMSEY ANOKA

COUNTY B3AU OF MINNESOTA as follows

qti tle City cf Ramsey shall ban the parking of motor vehicles

on both sd ikqAt 12 153rd Avenue NW at all times

The motion adoptjm of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by
Councilmer den and upor vote being taken thereon the following voted in

favor tm

and the Icl voiu cl against the same

and the FI woo abserk

NOlle

whereupm i olutJon was declared duly passed and adopted by the Ramsey
City Conc ti lh lltb day of October 1988

ayor

ATTEST

City Jdmi I



ColmciImcxortcbergintroducedthefollowingresolutionandmovedforitsadoptionRESOLUTION88196RESIUIiRIERINIMPROVEMENTANDPREPARATIONOFPLANSANDSPErIICATINSIMPROVEMENTPROJECT8821153RDAVENUENWWIIIStheCityEngineerhaspreparedfightofwayplansfortheacquisitionof153rdAvNWbetweenAnMeStreetNWandHighway10andHighway169andWIIllESMnDOThasapprovedtherightofwayplansandWiIREASaresolutionoftheCityCounciloftheCityofRamseyadoptedthellthdayofOtltx198IauthorizedtheCityAttorneytoacquirethefightofwayfor153rdAvenueNWNOWTIIItE1OREBEITRESOLVEDBYTHECITYCOUNCILOFTHECITYOFRAMq4ANKACOUNTYSTATEOFMINNESOTAasfollows1Tlar4ucimprtvementisherebyorderedasproposedintheCouncilResolutionadoptedthiItilyofOctober19882TtmMItcr14RaatikkaofHakansonAndersonAssociatesIncisherebydesignatedasthzSmcrfirthisimprovementHeshallprepareplansandspecificationsforthemtkigofsuchimprovementThcmolixhtleadoptionoftheforegoingresolutionwasdulysecondedbyCouncilmemberBawdcnamilonvotebeingtakenthereonthefollowingvotedinfavorthereofantithctiltwhqvtcdagainstthesame



whcrcslmionwasdeclareddulypassedandadoptedbytheRamseyCityCouncilthisthclllhdtyMayorATTISTResolution88196Page2of2



thefollowingresolutionandmovedforitsadoptionRESOLUTION88197RISItTiAUTIIRIZINGACQUISITIONFORCERTAINSTREETANDYVIitISthcCityofRamseyproposestoconstructanimprovementprojectknownasImlrOzctcrlPrjct882lwhichprojectwillfacilitatetheconstructionofstreetsanddrainagefaiilccncntllyi4orthbrkand14ofNWI4ofSection19Township32Range25allinlhci5l1amstAnokaCountyMinnesotaandEillOqthcimprovementconsistsoftheconstructionofdrainagefacilitiesandanewsrcc11iwhichimprovementsarenecessaryinordertoprovideforthehealthwelfareandsafelyrtllllcilftoftheCilyofRamseyandAlti4iqcertainlandsarerequiredtoprovideperpetualeasementsforsaidthepropertyownersfromwhomeasementsarerequiredhavebeenParcelNwhetStreetUtilityDrainageEasementEasement1IlllcvIncObtained22610SF2ollIFrancisYWelte18130SF0SF3ttlos1Christian26430SF22225SFRalphBixtsalllrluslChristian415990SF0SFANilViIiiREAStheRamseyCityCouncilfindsthatitisinthepublicsinterestthatthcIrojccibcicclitedtothcextentallowablebylawandthatthereisaneedtoacquireuseoftheNWTlfIIEVREBIITRESOLVEDBYTHECITYCOUNCILOFTHECITYFRAMSINOKACOUNTYSTATEOFMINNESOTAasfollowslhtlittinprovcmcntsasdescribedhereinarepublicprojectsandthatthereallrol1ireasonablynecessaryandconvenienttothefurtheranceofsaidpublicprojectsamiitcIuisitimofinterestsintherealpropertyasdescribedhereinwillfurthertheimlicIlt1wdfrocsafetyandconvenienceoftheCityofRamsey2CityCouncilherebyauthorizestheCityEngineerMrPeterRRaatikkamtcrsonAssociatesInctoproceedtoacquirethefeetitleandeasementpropcrtyinaccordancewithMinnesotaStatutesandtheCityCharter3lhdilicilccslsinthcrealpropertyasdescribedabovecannotbeacquiredbydirectncittitshallbeacquiredbyeminentdomainandtheCityCouncilherebyrequeststhcitorcytofilethcnecessarypetitionthereforeandtoprosecutesuchactiontoa



conclusionoruntilitisabandoneddismissedorterminatedbytheCityorCourtpossessionoftherealpropertyasdescribedonattachedExhibitApriortobeingissuedbythecourtappointedcommissionerspursuanttotheQuickrltHizsfMinmsotaStatuteMSA117042lhcmrtimirIIaclltionoFtheforegoingresolutionwasdulysecondedbyCouncilmemberDelttcillii7ilvOIChcinglakcnthereonthefollowingvotedinfavorthereofandIhutlJxviJltlsaincdwhcrcullutionwasdeclareddulypassedandadoptedbytheRamseyCityCouncilthistileIllhchtclcr198RMayorResolution88197Page2of2



CouncilmemlerDeLucaintroducedthefollowingresolutionandmovedforitsadoptionRESOLUTION88198RESOLUTIONiOPTINGTHE1989OPERATIONALBUDGETNOWTHEHEFOIEBEITRESOLVEDBYTHECITYCOUNCILOFTHECITYOFRAIViSEYAHCKACOUNTYSTATEOFMINNESOTAasfollowsIThattheannualbudgetoftheCityofRamseyforthefiscalyearbeginningJanuary1it89iherebyadoptedfortheGeneralFundandSpecialRevenueFundsasfollows1iGNERAIFUNDTaxesCurrentadvalorumAllotherLicensesandpermitsIntergovernmentalHornesteadcreditcurrentadvalorumAllotherChargesforservicesFinesandforfeitsInterestearningsMiscellaneous852112830001759702687674973895210030000700008100TotalRevenues2037438fxendituresGeneralGovernmentPublicSafetyStreetsandHighwaysCultureandRecreationConservationofNaturalResourcesExpenditureReserveGODebtServiceCapitalOutlay756643275921422563473O5942988638611019O695OTotalExpenditures2446303541100132235FinancingSourcesandUsesTransfersinTransfersoutTotalOtherFinancingSources408865



2022225IN1WOODSPECIALREVENUEFUNDVeFILIISInterestearningsMiscellaneousIxpendituresGeneralGovernmentFutureyearusesIiVERSBENDSPECIALREVENUEFUNDvenuesInterestearningsMiscellaneouspendiluresGeneralGovernmentFutureyearusesIAINCREMENTREVOLVINGFUNDcenuesTaxincrementFxiendituresFutureyearusesflPNGFEEFUNRevenuesInterestearningsMiscellaneousExendituresGeneralGovernmentFutureyearuses501000105080025O105010020002100160050021001550001550001200015000016200025000137000162000



2ThattheCilyAdministratorClerkbedirectedtocausetheappropriateaccountingriebemadeinthefinancialledgersoftheCityofRamseyThatthernotiorfortheadoptionoftheforegoingresolutionwasdulysecondedbyCouncilmemberBawdenandtffonvotebeingtakenthereonthefollowingvotedinfavorthereofMayorqeimannCouncilmemberDeLucaCouilmemberBawdenCouncilmenberSortebergCoucihncnberPearsonandthfollowinovotedagainstthesameNonandthefollowirtbstainedNcnandthefollwigwereabsentwhereupoaidresolutionwasdeclareddulypassedandadoptedbytheRamseyCityCouncilthisthe11thlayoOctober1988MayorATTESTCityAdminihatrClerk



CouncilmelrberfearsonintroducedthefollowingresolutionandmovedforitsadoptionRESOLUTION88199RESOLUTIONAPPROVINGOFBILLSFORTHEFIRSTHALFOFOCTOBER1988WHIREStheCityofRamseyFinanceDepartmenthasreceivedcertainbillsforthefirsthalfotOtoer1988thatrequirepaymentandWIEREAStheCityCounciloftheCityofRamseyisrequiredtoauthorizepaymentoftheattachedbiIIsNOWTItEREFREBEITRESOLVEDBYTHECITYCOUNCILOFTHECITYOFRAMSEYANOkACOUNTYSTATEOFMINNESOTAasfollows1ThaitheityCouncilofRamseyherebyapprovesthepaymentofbillsforthefirsthalfofthmothofOctober1988intheamountofThemotionolileadoptionoftheforegoingresolutionwasdulysecondedbyOouncilmemberDeLucaanduorvotebeingtakenthereonthefollowinginfavorthereofMayorReimannCouncilmemberPearsonCunciimemberDeLucaCouncilmmberSorlebergCounciimcmberBawdenandthefollowirLqotedagainstthesameandthefollowigbstainedNonandthefollwilgwereabsentwhereuponiIrsolutionwasdeclareddulypassedandadoptedbytheRamseCityCouncilthisthe11tharfctober1988ATTESTMayor



Councihncn21crPcarsonintroducedthefollowingresolutionandmovedforitsadoptionRESOLUTION88200RESLUIIONAPPROVINGPAYMENTOFBILLSFORTHESECONDHALFOFOCIObLR1988WIIEltEAStheCityofRamseyFinanceDepartmenthasreceivedcertainbillsforthesecondhafofctober1988thatrequirepaymentandWilRIStheCityCounciloftheCityofRamseyisrequiredtoauthorizepaymentofthcattachedbillsNOWTIIiREFREBEITRESOLVEDBYTHECITYCOUNCILOFTHECITYOFRAMSEYANOKACOUNTYSTATEOFMINNESOTAasfollows1ThatthcCityCouncilofRamseyherebyapprovesthepaymentofbillsforthesecondhalfofthemomhofOctober1988intheamountof18293905ThcmotionforheadoptionoftheforegoingresolutionwasdulysecondedbyCouncilmemberDeLucaandtqcnotebeingtakenthereonthefollowingvotedinfavorthereofMayotcimannCouttcilmonberPearsonCOLcilncnNrIeLucaCotmcihncinrBawdenCoucihncmrSonergandthcfollowigotedagainstthesameandtheollowhqabstainedNolluandthcfoliowinlvcreabsentwhereulosaMrcolutionwasdeclareddulypassedandadoptedbytheRamseyCityCouncilthisthe25thdayofOciober1988MayorArITEST



CouncilmcmbcrersonintroducedthefollowingresolutionandmovedforitsadoptionRESOLUTION88201RESOIIJINESTABLISHINGEMPLOYEESTATUSvItlItlaSGregoryTalbotwaspromotedtofulltimeprobationarystatusasamaintenancevotcrinthePublicWorksDepartmentonMarch281988andhasreceivedaconfirmingreviewimmtheCityAdnfinislatortoendthesixmonthprobationaryperiodNOWTIIIEREFORI0BEITRESOLVEDBYTHECITYCOUNCILOFTHECITYOFRAMSEYANOKACUNTYSTATEOFMINNESOTAasfollows1GcgcyalbetMaintenanceWorkerisherebyrecognizedasaregularfulltimeemployeeoftheCityofRamseyThemotiontrtheadoptionoftheforegoingresolutionwasdulysecondedbyCouncilmemberDeLucamcltqmvtebeingtakenthereonthefollowingvotedinfavorthereofandthctoJlowingotcdagainstthesameNoIIcandthefolwmgbstainedNoneandthctbllvigwereabsentwhereuposaittcolutionwasdeclareddulypassedandadoptedbytheRamseyCityCouncilthisMayorATTESTCity



ComcilncmhrPearsonintroducedthefollowingresolutionandmovedforitsadoptionRESOLUTION88202RESIUItOr4APPROVINGPARTIALPAYFORCBINACONINCIRIECT819ELEVATEDSTORAGETANKNO1WIREASheCityCounciloftheCityofRmseyapprovedthisprojectonApril141988andWIIEIEAStheCityCounciloftheCityofRamseyadopmdaresolutionawardingthebidtoCIIonIncfortheconstructionofelevatedStorageTankNo1andWIEIilCASCityEngineerPeteRaatikkaofHakansonAndersonAssociatesIncrcconmmmicdprialpaymenttoCBINaConcintheamountof2964000NOWTIIEIIEFOREBEITRESOLVEDBYTHECITYCOUNCILOFTHECITYOFRAMSEYANOKACOUNTYSTATEOFMINNESOTAasfollowslThatthcCityCouncilherebyauthorizespartialpaymenttoCBINaConIncfortheccmtrutimofelevatedStorageTankNo1intheamountof29640002ThaflilyCouncilherebyauthorizestheMayororCityAdnisatortosignthereleaseformhrflispmtiedpayment3ThruthettalamountofthispartialpaymentisnotincludedintheresolutionapprovingpymrmlcfbillsforthemonthofOctor19884ThaihCityofRamseyFinanceDepmentbeprovidasigncopyofthisresolutionThemotimFrIheadoptionoftheforegoingresolutionwasdulysecondedbyCouncilmemberDeIucaandUonvotebeingtakenthereonthefollowingvotNfavorthereofMayorRJmannCoumimcmtrPearsonimcihmtrBawdenCounitmtnlmrSoergandtholbllowbgvotedagainstthesameNIF3andthcFolhwitlstainedandthctolhwhgacreabsent



whcrctlponlJdrsolutionwasdeclareddulypassedandadoptedbytheRamseyCityCouncilthisMayorATTESTResolution88202Page2of2



CotmcitmcmlrlearsonintroducedthefollowingresolutionandmovedforitsadoptionRESOLUTION88203RESOLUTIONAPPROVINGPARTIALPAYFORNORTHDALECONSTRIJTFIONCOINCPROJECT889FRONTSTREETNWWI1itEAStheCityCounciloftheCityofRamseyapprovedthisprojectonJune281988andVtHrAStheCityCounciloftheCityofRamseyadoptedaresolutionawardingthebidtoortltalconslructionCofortheimprovementstoFrontStreetNWandVIIRIASCityEngineerPeteRaatikkaofHakansonAndersonAssociatesIncrecommemlediurialpaymenttoNorthdaleConstructionCoIncintheamountof8891145NOWrFIEREFOREBEITRESOLVEDBYTHECITYCOUNCILOFTHECITYOFRAMSEYANOKACOUNTYSTATEOFMINNESOTAasfollows1TiaahStyouncflherebyauthorizespartialpaymenttoNorthdaleConstructionCoIraforthimprovementstoFrontStreetNWintheamountof88911452ihailhityCouncilherebyituthorizestheMayororCityAdministratortosignthereleasefomtIrtispartialpayment3thctlalamountofthispartialpaymentisnotincludedintheresolutionapprovingpaynctibillsforthemonthofOctober19884Thahlilt3oRamseyFinanceDepartmentbeprovidedasignedcopyofthisresolutionThemctitmiutheadoptionoftheforegoingresolutionwasdulysecondedbyCouncilmemberDcLucaadqcmvotebeingtakenthereonthefollowingvotedinfavorthereofandthcfblhwingvttedagainstthesameandthefolwJabstainedandthctollwilgwereabsent



whereuposaidresolutionwasdeclareddulypassedandadoptedbytheRamseyCityCouncilthisthe25thdayfOtobcr1988MayortATTESqResolution88203Page2of2



CouncilmendlcarsoninmxtucedthefollowingresolutionandmovedforitsadoptionRESOLUTION88204RESOLUiONAPPROVINGPARTIALPAYFORWBMILLERINCPROJETigli13RUMRIVERTERRACESITEIMPROVEMENTWltREStheCityCounciloftheCityofRamseyapprovedthisprojectinMarch1988andWIEIAStheCityCounciloftheCityofRamseyadoptedaresolutionawardingthebidtoW1tMiIIrIncforthesiteimprovementstoRumRiverTerraceandWIRI4SCityEngineerPeteRaatikkaofHakansonAndersonAssociatesIncrecommenIcdpartialpaymenttoWBMillerIncintheamountof848065NOWTIIREIOREBEITRESOLVEDBYTHECITYCOUNCILOFTHECITYOFRAMSEYANOKACOUNTYSTATEOFMINNESOTAasfollows1ThatflcityCouncilherebyauthorizespartialpaymenttoWBMillerIncforthesiteimpcvenenlstoRumRiverTerraceintheamountof8480652ThatthcCityCouncilherebyauthorizestheMayororCityAdministratortosignthereleaseformILrthispmtialpayment3thetmdamountofthispartialpaymentisnotincludedintheresolutionapprovingpymclbillsforthemonthofOctober19884TImthcCityofRamseyFinanceDepartmentbeprovidedasignedcopyofthisresolutionThemoticmriteadoptionoftheforegoingresolutionwasdulysecondedbyCouncilmemberDelxcaandionvotebeingtakenthereonthefollowingvotedinfavorthereofandtheollwigvotedagainstthesameandthctblhwbL2alstainedandthclollwbwereabsentNllt



whcrctpmsaidresolutionwasdeclareddulypassedandadoptedbytheRamseyCityCouncilthisthe251hdaofOctober1988MayorATTESTCityAclninitracResolution88204Page2of2



CouncihrcmbcrfcarstmintroducedthefollowingresolutionandmovedforitsadoptionRESOLUTION88205RESOLUTONAPPROVINGPARTIALPAYFORSTIGLICHCONSTRUCTIONIROJEI815ANOKASPORTSCENTERSITEIMPROVEMENTtheCityCounciloftheCityofRamseyapprovedthisprojectonApril12988andWlilREAStheCityCounciloftheCityofRamseyadoptedResolution8885awardingtebdtoStiglichConstructionforthesiteimprovementstoAnokaSportsCenterandWIIEREACityEngineerPeteRaatikkaofHakansonAndersonAssociatesIncrecomnmndedindpaymenttoStiglichConstructionintheamountof796237NOWrIIEREFOREBErrRESOLVEDBYTHECITYCOUNCILOFTHECITYOFRAIVIIOANOKACOUNTYSTATEOFMINNESOTAasfollows1ThaihCryCmncilherebyauthorizesfinalpaymenttoStiglichConstructionforthesiteimprovcnontsmtheAnokaSportsCenterintheamountof7962372ThatihtityCotncilherebyauthorizestheMayororCityAdministratortosignthereleaseloqnFrthispartialpayment3ThaihtotalamountofthisfinalpaymentisnotincludedintheresolutionapprovingpaytacmrthemonthofOctober19884ThailhcCityofRamseyFinanceDepartmentbeprovidedasignedcopyofthisresolutionThemotion10ctheadoptionoftheforegoingresolutionwasdulysecondedbyCouncilmemberDeLucamxttpovotebeingtakenthereonthefollowingvotedinfavorthereofandIhtfolwJligvttodagainstthesameNOlleandthelolloviigubslainedNolluandthcflJlowhyoreabsent



whereuponslidrsolutionwasdeclareddulypassedandadoptedbytheRamseyCityCouncilthisthe25thd7Otber1988MayorATTES2CityResolution88205Page2of2



CotmcihrcrbrcarsoninlroduccdthefollowhgresolutionandmovedforitsadoptionRESOLUTION88206RESOLIJiIINAPPROVINGPARTIALPAYFORCOTTONWOODCONSTIJTIONINCPROJECT8817CENTRALPARKPARKCENTERWllilkkSthcCityCounciloftheCityofRamseyapprovedthisprojectonJuly131988mirWIflRkStheCityCounciloftheCityofRamseyadoptedResolution88116awardingthcbidioCottonwoodConstructionIncfortheconstructionoftheCentralParkParkCenterWIIEIFASCityEngineerPeteRaatikkaofHakansonAndersonAssociatesIncrecommendedpadalpaymenttoCottonwoodConstructionintheamountof5882746NOWTHIIIREBEITRESOLVEDBYTHECITYCOUNCILOFTHECITYFRAMSqANOKACOUNTYSTATEOFMINNESOTAasfollows11ThaiihityCouncilherebyauthorizespartialpaymenttoCottonwoodConstructionforthImlCmterconstructionintheamountof58827462lmibcityCouncilherebyauthorizestheMayororCityAdministratortosignthereleaseforrictispartialpayment3TImiihtrtalamountofthispartialpaymentisnotincludedintheresolutionapprovingImycntribillsforthemonthofOctober19884TImttcityoFRamseyFinanceDepartmentbeprovidedasignedcopyofthisresolutionThemotiontthcadoptionoftheforegoingresolutionwasdulysecondedbyCouncilmemberDeLucaandnImvotebetngtakenthereonthefollowingvotedinfavorthereofandthciokwiotdagainstthcsameandthcfollowillsainedNIiandthcfeilo9irgyoreabsent



whereuponsaintrsolutionwasdeclareddulypassedandadoptedbytheRamseyCityCouncilthisthe25thdaycfOtober1988MayATTESTCityAResolution88206Page2of2



CouncihncmbcrPcarsotimroduccdthefollowingresolutionandmovedforitsadoptionRESOLUTION88207RESOLOIIONAPPROVINGPARTIALCONSTRUCTONINCPROJECT8816HOUSEPAYFORCOTTONWOODCENTRALPARKWARMINGWIEREStheCityCounciloftheCityofRamseyapprovedthisprojectonJuly131988andWIIIEtEAStheCityCounciloftheCityofRamseyadoptedaresolutionawardingthebidtoCotorwoodConstmctionincfortheconstructionoftheCentralParkWarmingHouseandWIIEIESCityEngineerPeteRaatikkaofHakansonAndersonAssociatesIncrecommemtcdpatialpaymenttoCottonwoodConstructionintheamountof2234096NOWTIIIdREFOREBEITRESOLVEDBYTHECITYCOUNCILOFTHECITYOFRAMSIYANOKACOUNTYSTATEOFMINNESOTAasfollows1ThatthciityCouncilherebyauthorizespartialpaymenttoCottonwoodConstructionforthcWarmigHouseConstructionintheamountof22340962ThatthcCtyCouncilherebyauthorizestheMayororCityAdministratortosignthereleaseihttiffspmiialpayment3ThatthtotalamountofthispartialpaymentisnotincludedintheresolutionapprovingpaymmiobillsforthemonthofOctober19884ThathciiyofRamseyFinanceDepartmentbeprovidedasignedcopyofthisresolutionThemotionfmhadoptionoftheforegoingresolutionwasdulysecondedbyCouncilmemberDeLucaarduponotcbeingtakenthereonthefollowingvotedinfavorthereofComilmcnberPearsonCourcihncnbcrDeLucaotmcilinctuberBawdenCotmcilmcnberSortebergandthcfbllowigvotedagainstlhesameNO11andthefollowingbstainedNoneandthefollowitgwereabsentNOlle



whcrcupoiriresolutionwasdeclareddulypassedandadoptedbytheRamseyCityCouncilthisMayorResolution88207Page2of2



Councihncmhcr1arsonintroducedthefollowingresolutionandmovedforitsadoptionRESOLUTION88208RESIITNAPPROVINGPARTIALPAYFORKILLMERELECTRICPROJECI8728CENTRALPARKHOCKEYRINKANDTEMPORARYWARMINCHYIJSEELECTRICALLIGHTINGgEiIIFSleCityCounciloftheCityofRamseyapprovedthisprojectonNovember101987aiulVHERiStheCityCounciloftheCityofRamseyadoptedResolution885awardingthebidtoKillmerElectricfortheelectricalworkandCentralParkhockeyrinksandtemporarywannirghouseandtaIIEIEASCityEngineerPeteRaatikkaofHakansonAndersonAssociatesIncrecommendcliimdpaymenttoKillmerElectricintheamountof111180NOWTIIEREFREBEITRESOLVEDBYTHECITYCOUNCILOFTHECITYOFRAMSEYANOKACOUNTYSTATEOFMINNESOTAasfollows1Thatthc5tyCouncilherebyauthorizespartialpaymenttoKillmerElectricfortheelectricalworkatCntralParkHockeyRinksandTemporaryWarmingHouseintheamountof11II2Thatlinc5tyCouncilherebyauthorizestheMayororCityAdministratortosignthereleaseforthisfintipayment3lhahctotalamountofthisfinalpaymentisnotincludedintheresolutionapprovingpaymnlobillsforthemonthofOctober19884ThatticCrtyofRamseyFinanceDepartmentbeprovidedasignedcopyofthisresolutionThemotionforthcadoptionoftheforegoingresolutionwasdulysecondedbyCouncilmemberDcLucaamtvponotcbeingtakenthereonthefollowingvotedinfavorthereofandthefoliowirhvotedagfinstthesameandthcfollowirbstainedNolltandthefollowinlwereabsentNolc



whereponslitrcsolmionwasdeclareddulypassedandadoptedbytheRamseyCityCouncilthisMaATTESTResolution88208Page2of2



CouncilmcmbcrPearsonintroducedthefollowingresolutionandmovedforitsadoptionRESOLUTION88209RESLIJTINAlPROVINGPARTIALPAYFORWBMILLERINCPROJECT88r14IMPROVEMENTSTORIVERSBENDPARKWillERlbdtheCityCounciloftheCityofRamseyapprovedthisprojectonMarch1988andVqlIERFAStheCityCounciloftheCityofRamseyadoptedResolution88105awardingthebitltWElMillerIncfortheimprovementstoRiversBendParkandWIIIiESCityEngineerPeteRaatikkaofHakansonAndersonAssociatesIncrecommendedpariialpaymenttoWBMillerIncintheamountof772160NOWTIIEREIOREBEITRESOLVEDBYTHECITYCOUNCILOFTHECITYOFRAMSEYANOKACOUNTYSTATEOFMINNESOTAasfollowslThaihityCouncilherebyauthorizespartialpaymenttoWBMillerIncfortheimprovcmmtstoRiversBendParkintheamountof7721602ThattimCityCouncilherebyauthorizestheMayororCityAdminisuatortosignthereleaseforthispuiflpayment3TbahctrtalamountofthisfinalpaymentisnotincludedintheresolutionapprovingpaymntoillsforthemonthofOctober19884ThattileCiryofRamseyFinanceDepartmentbeprovidedasignedcopyofthisresolutionThemotionfortadoptionoftheforegoingresolutionwasdulysecondedbyCouncilmemberDeLucaandulnotebeingtakenthereonthefollowingvotedinfavorthereofMayoRcimannCotmcihncmberPearsonCotciIncabcrDeLucaCoucilmemberBawdenCottihncmlyrSortebergandthcfollowingotcdagainstthcsameantithefollowitgabstainedandthefolloaihlwereabsentNoir



whereuponddrrsolutionwasdeclareddulypassedandadoptedbytheRamseyCityCouncilthisthc25hdaytober1988MayorATTESrICityAchinislritoiResolution88209Page2of2



Councilmemim Sorteberg introduced the following resolution and moved

for it aclqtion

RESOLUTION 88210

NHIREAS Mr Mel Boser hereinafter referred to as applicant
has appliet For plat approval of the minor subdivision of the following
described property located in the City of Ramsey

llle South Half of the Northwest Quarter of the
Northeast Quarter of Section 9 Township 32 Range
25 Anoka County Minnesota

AND WHEREAS the above described property is to be known as

Ramsey Ridge hereinafter referred to as plat and

WHEREAS City Staff and

have revwe the proposed plat
Ramsey Ci Ly Cde

the Planning and Zoning Commission

pursuant to Chapter 1700317 of the

NOW THJREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RAISEY
ANOKA COIIN1Y STATE OF MINNESOTA as follows

I That final approval of Ramsey Ridge is granted contingent
upon

a Mr Boser providing proof of marketable title for the

property to the City

b Mr Boser entering into a development agreement with
the City

c Mr Boser providing a 66 foot wide easement between Lots
1 and 2 and a 66 foot wide easement starting at the
center of the lot line dividing Lots 1 and 2 and extend

ing north to the plat boundary

d Mr Boser including easements for future street extensions
to the north in the plat

The motim Fo the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded

by Councilmemler DeLuca and upon vote being taken thereon the following
voted in avo thereof

Mayor Reimann
Counci member Sorteberg
Counci member DeLuca

Counci member Pearson

Counc i member Bawden

and the o1 wing voted against the same

NOFle

and the Foliving abstained

NOlle



andlhfowingwereabsentNcnewhereuponairesolutionwasdeclareddulypassedandadoptedbytheRamseyCityCunciihisthe25thdayofOctober1988ATTEST



introducedthefollowingresolutionandmovedforitsadoptionRESOLUTION88211RESIIJFINIIECEIVINGBIDSANDAWARDINGCONTRACTFORCINIRAIIAINPARKJNIERWELLPROJECT8816WlilIASlmsuanttoasolicitationforbidsfortheconstructionofawellatCentralPakParkemProject8816bidswerereceivedopenedandtabulatedaccordingtolawandthcfollowigbwerereceivedAmountofBidiiiRenncrSonsIncthStarDrillingInc7267509865OOappearsthatEHRennerSonsIncofElkRiverMinnesotaisNOWTIIIIIIFREBEITRESOLVEDBYTHECITYCOUNCILOFTHECITYOFIAMSI5rNOKACOUNTYSTATEOFMINNESOTAasfollows1ThiithYiayorandCityAdministratorClerkareherebyauthorizedanddirectedtoenterintc1rclwithEttRennetsonsIncofElkRiverMinnesotainthenameoftheCiiyIiRr4cyfortheconstructionofawellfortheCentralParkParkCenteraccordingtothcplum4miSlmcificationsthereforeapprovedbytheRamseyCityCouncilandonfileinthctiiccthcCilyAdministrator2ttyAdnfinistratorisherebyauthorizedanddirectedtoreturnforthwithtoalldcpsitsmadewiththeirbidsexceptthatthedepositsofthesuccessfulbidderlowestbiddershallberetaineduntilacontracthasbeensignedThemoti1I1adoptionofthcforegoingresolutionwasdulysecondedbyCouncilmemberBawdenantiutlvotebeingtakenthereonthefollowingvotedinfavorthereofandlboolovixtlcdagainstlhesameandthcIllwiitaicdandthcolxivcreabsent



wheretpoqiicsulionswasdeclareddulypassedandadoptedbytheRamseyCityCouncilthisthc2511clIbcr1988MayoYATTESTResolution88211Page2of2



CouncilmcmNr Sortcbcrg introduced the following resolution and moved for it adoption

RESOLUTION 88212

RESOLUTION RECEIVING BIDS AND AWARDING CONTRACT FOR
PARKING OT LIGHTING FOR CITY HALL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT 88

24

WHEREAS pursuant to an advertisement for bids for the improvement of parking lot

lighting for city hall Project 8824 bids were received opened and tabulated according to law
and the follmvitg bids were received complying with the advertisement

Bitldx Amoont of Bid

Elecrkal Systems of Anoka Inc
EkctricaServices Co
Kithncr Electric Co

Ridgetie EleclMc

2269500
2494300
2537500
2980000

AND WHEREAS it appears that Electrical Systems of Anoka Minnesota is the lowest

responsible bidder

NOW THERIFRE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF gAMSEY ANOKA COUNTY STATE OF MINNESOTA as follows

That the Mayor and City AdministratorClerk are hereby authorized and directed to enter

into a contract with Electrical Systems of Anoka Minnesota in the name of the City of

Ramstzy fbr the improvement of parking lot lighting Project8824 according to the plans
and specifications therefore approved by the Ramsey City Council and on file in the office
ofihe City AdministratorClerk

2 The City AdministratorClerk is hereby authorized and directed to return forthwith to all
bidders thc deposits made with their bids except that the deposits of the successful bidder
and cx lowest bidder shall be retained until a contract has been signed

The motion fir th adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Councilmember
DeLuca and pcm vote being taken thereon the following voted in favor thereof

Mayo cJmann
Counc ilmember Sorteberg
Comcilmember DeLuca
Comciimetnber Pearson
Coun c ih ne n ber Bawden

and the followipg voted against the same

NOB

and the followip g t bstained

Notc



andthefolowmtvereabsentwhereuposaIdrcolutionwasdeclareddulypassedandadoptedbytheRamseyCityCouncilthisthe25thdayfOtober1988MayorATTESffCitydmmisatorRESOLUTION88212Page2of2
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CC Regular Session   7. 2.           

Meeting Date: 08/09/2011  

By: Len Linton, Engineering/Public Works

Title:

Consider Installation of Permanent Power for City Happy Days Event

Background:

In the past the Happy Days celebration has used rented generators to provide power for the stage and food vendors. 

A case was presented at the May Public works Committee outlining the estimated costs of installing permanent

power, as opposed to renting generators.  The Public Works Committee recommended obtaining a more detailed

estimate from Connexus, and to solicit quotes from electrical contractors for installing one 400 amp service or two

200 amp services.

The Happy Days committee met after the Public Works Committee meeting and discussed the layout of the stage,

food vendors, and inflatables for the event; and they requested installation of 3 services as shown on the attached

map.  Connexus Energy is currently evaluating the request and will be providing an updated estimate to install the

power feed as shown on the map in the northeast corner.  Staff has distributed a Request for Proposals (RFP) to 4

electrical contractors to determine the costs associated with the necessary private work following installation of the

transformer and feed point by Connexus Energy.  These proposals are due on Monday, August 8th, and will be

forwarded to the Council under separate cover at that time (along with the updated estimate from Connexus Energy).

Notification:

 

Observations:

This proposed electrical installation should not be viewed as strictly a Happy Days consideration, but rather to

provide power to the future public commons area within the COR as well.  City staff is working with the COR

development team to evaluate locations within this common area that would preserve this proposed electrical

extension.

Recommendation:

 

Funding Source:

The proposed funding source is the Happy Days fund.

Council Action:

Motion to authorize staff to negotiate agreements/contracts with Connexus Energy and a private electrical

contractor, up to $XXX, for the installation of electrical power to support the City's Happy Days event.

Attachments

Location Map

Future Public Commons Area

Public Works Minutes

Electrical RFP

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date



Brian Olson Brian Olson 08/04/2011 08:48 AM

Kurt Ulrich Amy Dietl 08/04/2011 02:33 PM

Heidi Nelson Heidi Nelson 08/04/2011 02:35 PM

Form Started By: Len Linton Started On: 06/07/2011 02:59 PM

Final Approval Date: 08/04/2011 
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Public Works Committee   5. 2.           

Meeting Date: 05/17/2011  

By: Len Linton, Engineering/Public Works

Title:

Consider Installing Permanent Power for Happy Days Celebration

Background:

The Happy Days Committee rents portable generators to provide power for the stage show, food vendors and

inflatable attractions. They are planning to rent three (3) generators for 2011. Staff was asked to investigate

installing underground power to the site.  We contacted Connexus Energy and asked for a quote to provide three

(3) service locations to match the generator placement.   Their quote will provide cable to the meter location.  The

City will need to hire an electrician to install the wire from the meter to the service panel locations.  We contacted

Rapid Electric who performes electrical work for the City to get an estimate for setting the service panels and

connecting to the meters.

We used the attached map for 2010 to develop the estimate.  The location of the inflatables has not been determined

for 2011.

The estimate for the generators for 2011 is $3,500.  The estimate from Connexus is $8,300.  The estimate from

Rapid electric is $3,000.  There will be City Permit fees of $500.  The total estimate for installing permanent power

to the site is $13,000.  There will be monthly service charges once the permanent power is installed.  

The cost of installing permanent power is 4 times the projected rental rate for 2011.

Notification:

Observations:

Funding Source:

The proposed funding source is the Happy Days fund.

Staff Recommendation:

Staff recommends evaluating the the long term plans for the COR and Happy Days.  The decision on installing

permanent power should complement the long term plans.

Committee Action:

Motion based on discussion.

Attachments

2010 Map

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Brian Olson Brian Olson 05/10/2011 12:59 PM

Kurt Ulrich Jo Thieling 05/12/2011 12:01 PM

Form Started By: Len Linton Started On: 05/10/2011 08:54 AM

Final Approval Date: 05/12/2011 



















   

CC Regular Session   7. 3.           

Meeting Date: 08/09/2011  

By: Tim Gladhill, Community Development

Title:

Consider Introducing Ordinance to Change Civic Center Drive to Veteran's Drive.

Background:

The City has received a request from PSD, LLC, owner of the Ramsey Medical Building, to rename Civic Center

Drive to Veteran's Drive.  The Ramsey Medical Building will include the Veteran's Administration (VA)

Community Based Outpatient Clinic (CBOC), scheduled to open this fall.

Notification:

Notification is not required.  The only current building that currently has a Civic Center address is the Ramsey

Medical Building, set to open this fall.  In addition, the request has come from the building's current owner.

Observations:

Street names are officially given as part of the platting/subdivision process.  Civic Center Drive was approved as

part of the original Ramsey Town Center plat.  The City has received a request to change the name of this road to

Veteran's Drive to coincide with the opening of the VA Clinic.  Changes to street names require the passage of an

ordinance.  Civic Center Drive runs along the south side of The COR, parallel to the railroad tracks.  Other

impacted addresses appear to be the future rail station and potentially the future Suite Living complex.

Recommendation:

Staff recommends approval of the ordinance changing Civic Center Drive to Veteran's Drive.

Funding Source:

The request is being handled as part of regular staff duties.

Council Action:

Motion to introduce the ordinance to change Civic Center Drive to Veteran's Drive.

Attachments

Proposed Ordinance

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Dean Kapler Tim Gladhill 08/04/2011 08:34 AM

Tim Gladhill (Originator) JoAnn Shaw 08/04/2011 08:36 AM

Dean Kapler JoAnn Shaw 08/04/2011 08:36 AM

Jim Way Jim Way 08/04/2011 08:44 AM

Brian Olson Brian Olson 08/04/2011 08:49 AM

Heidi Nelson Heidi Nelson 08/04/2011 02:06 PM

Kurt Ulrich Amy Dietl 08/04/2011 02:31 PM

Form Started By: Tim Gladhill Started On: 07/28/2011 10:47 AM

Final Approval Date: 08/04/2011 



ORDINANCE #11-___ 

 

CITY OF RAMSEY 

ANOKA COUNTY 

STATE OF MINNESOTA 

 

AN ORDINANCE CHANGING THE NAME OF CIVIC CENTER DRIVE N.W. 

TO VETERAN’S DRIVE N.W., LYING WITHIN THE PLAT OF RAMSEY 

TOWN CENTER ADDITION 

 

The City of Ramsey Ordains: 

 

SECTION I.  NAME CHANGE 

 

The name of Civic Center Drive N.W. lying within the plat boundaries of Ramsey Town 

Center Addition shall become Veteran’s Drive N.W.   

 

SECTION 2.  EFFECTIVE DATE 

 

This Ordinance becomes effective upon its passage and (30) thirty days after its 

publication according to law, subject to City Charter Provision, Section 5.04. 

 

PASSED by the City Council of the City of Ramsey, Minnesota the 23
rd

 day of August, 

2011. 

 

 

             

         Mayor 

ATTEST: 

 

     

City Clerk 

 

 

 

 

 

Introduction Date: 

Posting Dates: 

Adoption Date: 

Publication Date: 

Effective Date: 

 

 



   

CC Regular Session   7. 4.           

Meeting Date: 08/09/2011  

By: Patrick Brama, Administrative Services

Title:

Adopt Ordinance to Amend City Code Section 117-53 Entitled Variances

Background:

On June 06, 2011 Minnesota amended its state variance statutes. It is the intent for the City of Ramsey to adopt the

updated state regulations and amend existing city ordinances pertaining to variances. 

A variance is an avenue that a city may use to allow deviation from zoning ordinances. The city's Board of

Adjustments and Appeals hears and votes on variance requests.  Based on state statute, variances may be granted in

the event that a property owner passes (or proves) a three factor test.

Notification:

Notice of the Public Hearing was properly notified in the Anoka County Union, the City's official newspaper for

Public Hearings.

Observations:

Previously, the three factor test that property owners had to pass (or prove) in order to attain a variance was called

“undue hardship.” Now the three factor test is called “practical difficulties.” The original test, “undue hardship,”

required: (1) that the property cannot be put to a reasonable use if used under the conditions allowed by the official

controls (2) the plight of the landowner is due to circumstances unique to the property not created by the property

owner (3) if granted, the variance will not alter the essential character of the locality. 

The newly adopted test, “practical difficulties,” requires: (1) that the property owner proposes to use the property in

a reasonable manner not permitted by an official control (2) the plight of the landowner is due to circumstances

unique to the property not created by the property owner (3) if granted, the variance will not alter the essential

character of the locality. 

The key difference between the two versions of the three factor test is located in factor number one. Previously,

property owners would only be granted a variance in the event that a property could not be put to a reasonable use.

The new version states that variances may be granted if the property owner proposes to use the property in a

reasonable manner.

As stated, it is the intent of the City of Ramsey to adopt and reflect said changes within city ordinances.

Specifically, Section 117-53 Variances.

The proposed ordinance was seen by the Planning Commission on July 7 and introduced to the City Council on

July 26.  The ordinance is now eligible for adoption.

Attached to the case is the amending ordinance.

Funding Source:

The proposed ordinance is being handled as part of regular staff duties.

Staff Recommendation:

The Planning Commission held a Public Hearing on July 7, 2011 and recommended that the City Council adopt the



The Planning Commission held a Public Hearing on July 7, 2011 and recommended that the City Council adopt the

ordinance amending City Code Chapter 117, Section 117-53 (Variances) of the city code of Ramsey, Minnesota.

Committee Action:

Motion to waive the City Charter requirement to read the ordinance aloud -AND- adopt the ordinance amending

City Code Chapter 117, Section 117-53 (Variances) of the city code of Ramsey, Minnesota.

Roll Call Vote:

Councilmember Elvig

Councilmember McGlone

Councilmember Wise

Councilmember Backous

Councilmember Tossey

Mayor Ramsey

Attachments

League of Minnesota Cities Article

Approved Minnesota Legislative Bill

League of Minnesota Cities Variance Summary

DRAFT Planning Commission Minutes dated July 7, 2011

Proposed Ordinance

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Tim Gladhill Tim Gladhill 08/03/2011 02:57 PM

Aaron Backman Aaron Backman 08/03/2011 05:35 PM

Form Started By: Patrick Brama Started On: 08/01/2011 

Final Approval Date: 08/03/2011 
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City Variance Authority
A Supreme Court ruling last year greatly limited cities’ authority to grant variances.  

During the 2011 legislative session, the League of Minnesota Cities will work to  

restore that authority. In the meantime, cities must make adjustments.

By Craig Johnson

n the world of law, a single court 
ruling can suddenly and unexpect-
edly change decades of precedence. 
That definitely proved to be true for 
municipal variance authority last year. 

In the case of Krummenacher v. City 
of Minnetonka, the Minnesota Supreme 
Court issued a decision last June that 
changed the longstanding interpretation 
of the statutory standard for granting 
zoning variances. The decision also went 
counter to 20 years of previous rulings 
by the Minnesota Court of Appeals.

Background
The City of Minnetonka issued a vari-
ance to a residential property owner, 
permitting the vertical expansion of a 
legal, non-conforming garage. The city, 
relying on a 1989 Minnesota Court of 
Appeals decision and other judicial pre-
cedence, concluded that the grant of 
the variance was appropriate. The city’s 
decision was challenged by an adjacent 
property owner. Both the district court 
and the Minnesota Court of Appeals 
agreed with the city’s decision. On 
June 24, 2010, the Minnesota Supreme 
Court reversed the Court of Appeals 
decision, and found the city’s variance 
impermissible.

In Krummenacher v. City of 
Minnetonka, the Supreme Court exam-
ined the statutory definition of “undue 
hardship.” The statutes that limit when 
a variance may be granted are found in 
Minnesota Statutes, section 462.357, sub-
division 6, and list three tests that must 
be met for a variance to be appropriate 
due to an undue hardship. They are:
■	 The property in question cannot be 

put to reasonable use if used under 

circumstances where the “property 
owner would like to use the property 
in a reasonable manner that is prohib-
ited by the ordinance.” 

The Supreme Court stated that 
“unless and until the Legislature takes 
action to provide a more flexible vari-
ance standard for municipalities, we are 
constrained by the language of the stat-
ute to hold that a municipality does not 
have the authority to grant a variance 
unless the applicant can show that her 
property cannot be put to a reasonable 
use without the variance.”

Counties in opposite position
The Supreme Court also reviewed the 
parallel county authority that allows for 
a variance in situations of “practical dif-
ficulties” or “hardship,” which are found 
in Minnesota Statutes, section 394.27, 
subdivision 7. The court found that the 
city authority was more limited because 
it did not contain the “practical difficul-
ties” provision found in that section. 

Counties, meanwhile, have been 
adapting to a change in how that same 
section of law functions for them after 
a 2008 Supreme Court opinion (Stads-
vold v. County of Ottertail Board of Adjust-
ments). The court distinguished between 
“practical difficulties” and “particular 
hardships,” the terms used in that sec-
tion of law, and the types of variances 
to which each apply. 

The court applied the more easily 
met standard—practical difficulties—to 
area variances where a property owner 
is seeking to avoid a lot restriction set 
in ordinance, such as a setback, fenc-
ing, height, density, or parking space. 
The court applied the more stringent 

conditions allowed by the official 
controls. 

■	 The plight of the landowner is due to 
circumstances unique to the property 
not created by the landowner. 

■	 The variance, if granted, will not alter 
the essential character of the locality.
In its decision, the court held that 

the “reasonable use” prong of the 
“undue hardship” test is not whether 
the proposed use of the property is 
reasonable, but whether any reason-

I
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able use of the property exists in the 
absence of a variance. This establishes a 
high threshold for both the city and the 
property owner when considering vari-
ance requests. Furthermore, it means 
that in the vast majority of cases, cit-
ies do not have the authority to grant a 
variance to local zoning regulations.

The Supreme Court explicitly rec-
ognized that it was changing a long-
standing standard that cities have relied 
on in considering variance requests. In 
particular, the court specifically rejected 
a 1989 Court of Appeals interpretation 
of the phrase “undue hardship,” which 
allowed for the grant of a variance in 

In its decision, the court held that the 

“reasonable use” prong of the “undue 

hardship” test is not whether the proposed 

use of the property is reasonable, but 

whether any reasonable use of the prop-

erty exists in the absence of a variance.
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latitude to allow “variance-like” 
approvals under the zoning code. For 
instance, a city might establish alter-
native setback requirements to allow 
for construction that is consistent 
with neighborhood attributes.

Legislative solution
As noted by the comments of Chief  
Justice Gildea in the Krummenacher opin-
ion, legislative action will be needed to 
restore the flexibility for municipalities 
to grant variances. Ideally, local govern-
ment variance authority language that  
is clear, consistent, and well-defined  
will come out of this legislative session. 
While the legislation is not expected to 
be controversial, the League of Minne-
sota Cities has made this a priority issue 
to be resolved as quickly as possible in 
the 2011 legislative session. A quick reso-
lution will help avoid confusion for city 
officials and the public, prevent needless 
changes to systems that functioned well, 
and avert costly litigation.

The need for this legislation also 
provides an opportunity to redraft the 
county and city variance authority lan-
guage found in their respective sections 
of law to make them consistent. The 
League’s initial proposed legislative  
solution will likely make identical most  
of the language in Minnesota Statutes,  
section 462.357, subdivision 6 (2) and 
Minnesota Statutes, section 394.27, subdi-
vision 7. This would eliminate confusion 
and the need for judicial cross-references 
about which wording, standards, and  
tests apply to cities and counties.

During the legislative interim, the 
League has worked with cities, counties, 
municipal law experts, and other inter-
ested parties to determine how to amend 
current statutes to clarify the issue for 
the courts. The goal is to do this without 
substantially changing the authority as it 
was understood prior to the Krummen-
acher case. The proposed legislation will 
use the term “practical difficulties” as the 
test for area variances, and will define 
what that term means for the purposes 
of granting variances. 

To read the League’s policy on this 
issue (SD-23), access the 2011 City Policies 
at www.lmc.org/policies.

Craig Johnson is intergovernmental relations 
representative with the League of Minnesota 
Cities. Phone: (651) 281-1259. E-mail: 
cjohnson@lmc.org.

responses cities can consider to keep 
their regulatory systems functional until 
a legislative correction can be achieved:
■	 Reevaluate the variance criteria.  

Cities are reevaluating the criteria 
they have historically used in decid-
ing whether or not to grant a variance. 
The Supreme Court’s decision limits a 
city’s discretion. The ruling limits the 
authority to circumstances where the 
property owner can demonstrate that 
there is not a reasonable use of  
the property absent the variance.

■	 Make sure reasons for variances are 
clear. In circumstances where the 
city council believes a variance 
is appropriate, the city must take 
great care to make a detailed find-
ing describing why the grant of 
the variance is necessary to provide 
the property owner with a reason-

requirement—particular hardship—
to use variance requests, which are 
requests to use the property in a way 
that is not otherwise allowed under 
adopted zoning regulations. The court 
reached this conclusion despite the fact 
that the statute specifically states that 
use variances are forbidden. The court 
went on to define a list of tests that 
would determine when a practical dif-
ficulty exists. 

That ruling left counties in the exact 
opposite position of cities. In many cases, 
counties feel they have no option but to 
grant area variance requests, since “par-
ticular hardship” is no longer allowed 
to be used as a test in those cases, and 
because of the broad description given 
of what constitutes “practical difficulty.”

Interim impacts
Many cities have ordinances that are 
drafted to provide a solid baseline that 
protects public health, safety, and wel-
fare while leaving room for appropri-
ate exemptions that do not jeopardize 
those goals. They often allow for vari-
ances in cases where the standard can-
not be reasonably met, the problem was 
not caused by the actions of the prop-
erty owner, and the exception will not 
change the nature of the neighborhood. 

The Krummenacher decision has left 
cities with the choice of hoping their 
variances aren’t challenged, making sig-
nificant and complicated changes to 
how they have drafted their ordinances, 
or simply refusing to consider grant-
ing any variances until the Legislature 
resolves the issue. This means that a proj-
ect that might have previously qualified 
for a variance cannot move forward in 
most communities right now. City offi-
cials are very concerned about what that 
could mean for badly needed economic 
and residential development projects. 

This ruling gets even more problem-
atic when coupled with state land use 
regulations. Many of those rules, such as 
state shoreland regulations and metro-
politan land use regulations, are written 
intentionally to use the variance pro-
cedure to identify cases where a special 
case justifies a different solution within 
set parameters. In light of Krummenacher, 
the authority to grant variances in those 
cases is limited, which makes some of 
the standards unintentionally restrictive.

Because of the far-reaching nature 
of the decision, there are at least four 

The Krummenacher decision has left 

cities with the choice of hoping their 

variances aren’t challenged, making 

significant and complicated changes  

to how they have drafted their  

ordinances, or simply refusing to 

consider granting any variances until 

the Legislature resolves the issue. 

able use of his or her property. What 
constitutes a reasonable use of prop-
erty is not defined and may differ 
depending on the unique circum-
stances of the property and attributes 
of various communities.

■	 Reexamine the zoning code. If a city 
routinely grants variances, this may 
be an indicator that it may want to 
reexamine its zoning code to ensure 
that standards, setbacks, uses, and 
other requirements are consistent 
with the city council’s current vision 
for the community. Some cities are 
using this ruling as an opportunity 
to review their land use practices.

■	 Build in flexibility. Cities can build 
greater flexibility into their exist-
ing conditional use permit, planned 
unit development, and setback regu-
lations to explicitly afford greater 
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A bill for an act1.1
relating to local government; providing for variances from city, county, and town1.2
zoning controls and ordinances; amending Minnesota Statutes 2010, sections1.3
394.27, subdivision 7; 462.357, subdivision 6.1.4

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF MINNESOTA:1.5

Section 1. Minnesota Statutes 2010, section 394.27, subdivision 7, is amended to read:1.6

Subd. 7. Variances; hardship practical difficulties. The board of adjustment shall1.7

have the exclusive power to order the issuance of variances from the terms requirements1.8

of any official control including restrictions placed on nonconformities. Variances shall1.9

only be permitted when they are in harmony with the general purposes and intent of the1.10

official control in cases when there are practical difficulties or particular hardship in1.11

the way of carrying out the strict letter of any official control, and when the terms of1.12

the variance variances are consistent with the comprehensive plan. "Hardship" as used1.13

in connection with the granting of a variance means the property in question cannot be1.14

put to a reasonable use if used under the conditions allowed by the official controls; the1.15

plight of the landowner is due to circumstances unique to the property not created by the1.16

landowner; and the variance, if granted, will not alter the essential character of the locality.1.17

Variances may be granted when the applicant for the variance establishes that there1.18

are practical difficulties in complying with the official control. "Practical difficulties,"1.19

as used in connection with the granting of a variance, means that the property owner1.20

proposes to use the property in a reasonable manner not permitted by an official control;1.21

the plight of the landowner is due to circumstances unique to the property not created by1.22

the landowner; and the variance, if granted, will not alter the essential character of the1.23

locality. Economic considerations alone shall do not constitute a hardship if a reasonable1.24

Section 1. 1
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use for the property exists under the terms of the ordinance practical difficulties. Practical2.1

difficulties include, but are not limited to, inadequate access to direct sunlight for solar2.2

energy systems. Variances shall be granted for earth sheltered construction as defined in2.3

section 216C.06, subdivision 14, when in harmony with the official controls. No variance2.4

may be granted that would allow any use that is prohibited not allowed in the zoning2.5

district in which the subject property is located. The board of adjustment may impose2.6

conditions in the granting of variances to. A condition must be directly related to and must2.7

bear a rough proportionality to the impact created by the variance insure compliance2.8

and to protect adjacent properties and the public interest. The board of adjustment may2.9

consider the inability to use solar energy systems a "hardship" in the granting of variances.2.10

EFFECTIVE DATE. This section is effective the day following final enactment.2.11

Sec. 2. Minnesota Statutes 2010, section 462.357, subdivision 6, is amended to read:2.12

Subd. 6. Appeals and adjustments. Appeals to the board of appeals and2.13

adjustments may be taken by any affected person upon compliance with any reasonable2.14

conditions imposed by the zoning ordinance. The board of appeals and adjustments has2.15

the following powers with respect to the zoning ordinance:2.16

(1) To hear and decide appeals where it is alleged that there is an error in any2.17

order, requirement, decision, or determination made by an administrative officer in the2.18

enforcement of the zoning ordinance.2.19

(2) To hear requests for variances from the literal provisions of the ordinance2.20

in instances where their strict enforcement would cause undue hardship because of2.21

circumstances unique to the individual property under consideration, and to grant such2.22

variances only when it is demonstrated that such actions will be in keeping with the spirit2.23

and intent of the ordinance. "Undue hardship" as used in connection with the granting of a2.24

variance means the property in question cannot be put to a reasonable use if used under2.25

conditions allowed by the official controls, requirements of the zoning ordinance including2.26

restrictions placed on nonconformities. Variances shall only be permitted when they are in2.27

harmony with the general purposes and intent of the ordinance and when the variances are2.28

consistent with the comprehensive plan. Variances may be granted when the applicant for2.29

the variance establishes that there are practical difficulties in complying with the zoning2.30

ordinance. "Practical difficulties," as used in connection with the granting of a variance,2.31

means that the property owner proposes to use the property in a reasonable manner not2.32

permitted by the zoning ordinance; the plight of the landowner is due to circumstances2.33

unique to the property not created by the landowner,; and the variance, if granted, will not2.34

alter the essential character of the locality. Economic considerations alone shall do not2.35

Sec. 2. 2
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constitute an undue hardship if reasonable use for the property exists under the terms of3.1

the ordinance. Undue hardship also includes practical difficulties. Practical difficulties3.2

include, but is are not limited to, inadequate access to direct sunlight for solar energy3.3

systems. Variances shall be granted for earth sheltered construction as defined in section3.4

216C.06, subdivision 14, when in harmony with the ordinance. The board of appeals and3.5

adjustments or the governing body as the case may be, may not permit as a variance any3.6

use that is not permitted allowed under the zoning ordinance for property in the zone3.7

where the affected person's land is located. The board or governing body as the case3.8

may be, may permit as a variance the temporary use of a one family dwelling as a two3.9

family dwelling. The board or governing body as the case may be may impose conditions3.10

in the granting of variances to insure compliance and to protect adjacent properties.. A3.11

condition must be directly related to and must bear a rough proportionality to the impact3.12

created by the variance.3.13

EFFECTIVE DATE. This section is effective the day following final enactment.3.14

Sec. 2. 3



 

 

This material is provided as general information and is not a substitute for legal advice. 

 Consult your attorney for advice concerning specific situations. 

VARIANCES 
Frequently Asked Questions  

(Reflects 2011 law change) 

 

What is a variance? 

A variance is a way that a city may allow an exception to part of a zoning ordinance.  It is a 

permitted departure from strict enforcement of the ordinance as applied to a particular piece of 

property.  A variance is generally for a dimensional standard (such as setbacks or height limits).  A 

variance allows the landowner to break a dimensional zoning rule that would otherwise apply. 

 

Who grants a variance? 

Minnesota law provides that requests for variances are heard by a body called the board of 

adjustment and appeals; in many smaller communities, the planning commission or even the city 

council may serve that function.  A variance decision is generally appealable to the city council. 

For more information, see Minn. Stat. § 462.357.  

 

When can a variance be granted? 

A variance may be granted if enforcement of a zoning ordinance provision as applied to a 

particular piece of property would cause the landowner “practical difficulties.”  For the variance to 

be granted, the applicant must satisfy the statutory three-factor test for practical difficulties.  If the 

applicant does not meet all three factors of the statutory test, then a variance should not be granted.  

Also, variances are only permitted when they are in harmony with the general purposes and intent 

of the ordinance, and when the terms of the variance are consistent with the comprehensive plan. 

For more information, see Minn. Stat. § 462.357. 

 

What kind of authority is the city exercising? 

A city exercises so-called “quasi-judicial” authority when considering a variance application.  This 

means that the city’s role is limited to applying the legal standard of practical difficulties to the 

facts presented by the application.  The city acts like a judge in evaluating the facts against the 

legal standard.  If the applicant meets the standard, then the variance may be granted.  In contrast, 

when the city writes the rules in zoning ordinance, the city is exercising “legislative” authority and 

has much broader discretion. 

 

What is practical difficulties? 

Practical difficulties is a legal standard set forth in law that cities must apply the when considering 

applications for variances.  It is a three-factor test and applies to all requests for variances.  To 

constitute practical difficulties, all three factors of the test must be satisfied.  For more information, 

see Minn. Stat. § 462.357. 

https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/?id=462.357
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/?id=462.357
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/?id=462.357
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What are the practical difficulties factors? 

The first factor is that the property owner proposes to use the property in a reasonable manner.  

This factor means that the landowner would like to use the property in a particular reasonable way 

but cannot do so under the rules of the ordinance.  It does not mean that the land cannot be put to 

any reasonable use whatsoever without the variance.  For example, if the variance application is 

for a building too close to a lot line, or does not meet the required setback, the focus of the first 

factor is whether the request to place a building there is reasonable.    

 

The second factor is that the landowner’s problem is due to circumstances unique to the property 

not caused by the landowner.  The uniqueness generally relates to the physical characteristics of 

the particular piece of property, that is, to the land, and not personal characteristics or preferences 

of the landowner. When considering the variance for a building to encroach or intrude into a 

setback, the focus of this factor is whether there is anything physically unique about the particular 

piece of property, such as sloping topography or other natural features like wetlands or trees. 

 

The third factor is that the variance, if granted, will not alter the essential character of the locality.  

Under this factor consider whether the resulting structure will be out of scale, out of place, or 

otherwise inconsistent with the surrounding area.  For example, when thinking about the variance 

for an encroachment into a setback, the focus is how the particular building will look closer to a lot 

line and if that fits in with the character of the area. 

 

Are there are other factors a city should consider? 

Yes.  State statute provides variances shall only be permitted when they are in harmony with the 

general purposes and intent of the ordinance, and when the terms of the variance are consistent 

with the comprehensive plan.  So, in addition to the three-factor practical difficulties test, a city 

evaluating a variance application should make findings as to (1) whether or not the variance is in 

harmony with the purposes and intent of the ordinance, and (2) whether or not the variance is 

consistent with the comprehensive plan.  

 

What about economic considerations? 

Sometimes landowners insist that they deserve a variance because they have already incurred 

substantial costs or argue they will not receive expected revenue without the variance.  State 

statute specifically notes that economic considerations alone cannot create practical difficulties.  

Rather, practical difficulties exists only when the three statutory factors are met. 

 

What about undue hardship? 

“Undue hardship” was the name of the three-factor test prior to a May 2011 change of law.  

Effective May 6, 2011 Minnesota Laws, Chapter 19, amended Minn. Stat. § 462.357, subd. 6 to 

restore municipal variance authority in response to Krummenacher v. City of Minnetonka, 783 

N.W.2d 721 (Minn. June 24, 2010).  In Krummenacher, the Minnesota Supreme Court interpreted 

the statutory definition of “undue hardship” and held that the “reasonable use” prong of the “undue 

hardship” test was not whether the proposed use is reasonable, but rather whether there is a 

reasonable use in the absence of the variance.   

 

https://www.revisor.mn.gov/laws/?id=19&doctype=chapter&year=2011&type=0
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/?id=462.357
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What did the 2011 law change? 

The 2011 law changed the first factor back to the “reasonable manner” understanding that had 

been used by some lower courts prior to the Krummenacher ruling.  The 2011 law renamed the 

municipal variance standard from “undue hardship” to “practical difficulties,” but otherwise 

retained the familiar three-factor test of (1) reasonableness, (2) uniqueness, and (3) essential 

character.  The 2011 law also provides that: “Variances shall only be permitted when they are in 

harmony with the general purposes and intent of the ordinance and when the terms of the variance 

are consistent with the comprehensive plan.” 

 

Can a city grant a use variance? 

Sometimes a landowner will seek a variance to allow a particular use of their property that would 

otherwise not be permissible under the zoning ordinance.  Such variances are often termed “use 

variances” as opposed to “area variances” from dimensional standards.  Use variances are not 

generally allowed in Minnesota—state law prohibits a city from permitting by variance any use 

that is not permitted under the ordinance for the zoning district where the property is located. For 

more information, see Minn. Stat. § 462.357. 

 

Is a public hearing required? 

Minnesota statute does not clearly require a public hearing before a variance is granted or denied, 

but many practitioners and attorneys agree that the best practice is to hold public hearings on all 

variance requests.  A public hearing allows the city to establish a record and elicit facts to help 

determine if the application meets the practical difficulties factors. 

 

What is the role of neighborhood opinion? 

Neighborhood opinion alone is not a valid basis for granting or denying a variance request.  While 

city officials may feel their decision should reflect the overall will of the residents, the task in 

considering a variance request is limited to evaluating how the variance application meets the 

statutory practical difficulties factors.  Residents can often provide important facts that may help 

the city in addressing these factors, but unsubstantiated opinions and reactions to a request do not 

form a legitimate basis for a variance decision.  If neighborhood opinion is a significant basis for 

the variance decision, the decision could be overturned by a court. 

 

What is the role of past practice?  

While past practice may be instructive, it cannot replace the need for analysis of all three of the 

practical difficulties factors for each and every variance request.  In evaluating a variance request, 

cities are not generally bound by decisions made for prior variance requests.  If a city finds that it 

is issuing many variances to a particular zoning standard, the city should consider the possibility of 

amending the ordinance to change the standard.   

 

When should a variance decision be made? 

A written request for a variance is subject to Minnesota’s 60-day rule and must be approved or 

denied within 60 days of the time it is submitted to the city. A city may extend the time period for 

an additional 60 days, but only if it does so in writing before expiration of the initial 60-day period.  

Under the 60-day rule, failure to approve or deny a request within the statutory time period is 

deemed an approval.  For more information, see Minn. Stat. § 15.99. 

 

https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/?id=462.357
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/?id=15.99
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How should a city document a variance decision? 

Whatever the decision, a city should create a record that will support it.  In the case of a variance 

denial, the 60-day rule requires that the reasons for the denial be put in writing.  Even when the 

variance is approved, the city should consider a written statement explaining the decision.  The 

written statement should explain the variance decision, address each of the three practical 

difficulties factors and list the relevant facts and conclusions as to each factor. 

 

Can meeting minutes adequately document a variance decision? 

If a variance is denied, the 60-day rule requires a written statement of the reasons for denial be 

provided to the applicant within the statutory time period.  While meeting minutes may document 

the reasons for denial, usually a separate written statement will need to be provided to the 

applicant in order to meet the statutory deadline.  A separate written statement is advisable even 

for a variance approval, although meeting minutes could serve as adequate documentation, 

provided they include detail about the decision factors and not just a record indicating an approval 

motion passed. 

 

Can a city attach conditions to a variance? 

By law, a city may impose a condition when it grants a variance so long as the condition is 

directly related and bears a rough proportionality to the impact created by the variance.  For 

instance, if a variance is granted to exceed an otherwise applicable height limit, any 

conditions attached should presumably relate to mitigating the affect of excess height.   For 

more information, see Minn. Stat. § 462.357. 

 

What happens to the variance once granted? 

A variance once issued is a property right that “runs with the land” so it attaches to and benefits 

the land and is not limited to a particular landowner.  A variance is typically filed with the county 

recorder.  Even if the property is sold to another person, the variance applies. 

 
Jed Burkett 2011/06 

https://www.revisor.mn.gov/statutes/?id=462.357
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Motion by Commissioner Bauer, seconded by Commissioner Brauer to recommend to City 

Council that the B-1 District of City Code not be amended. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Chairperson Levine, Commissioners Bauer, Brauer, Field, 

Schiller, and Van Scoy.  Voting No: None.  Absent:  Commissioner Dunaway.   

 

Case #4: Public Hearing – Consider Request for Comprehensive Plan and Zoning 

Amendment at 14501 Nowthen Blvd. NW 

 

Public Hearing 

 

Chairperson Levine called the public hearing to order at 8:05 p.m. 

 

Presentation 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill presented the Staff Report. 

 

Citizen Input 

 

None. 

 

Chairperson Levine closed the public hearing at 8:07 p.m. 

 

Commission Business 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill stated that this applies to Lot 2 only.  He continued that this absolutely 

fits in the R-3 district; Staff wanted to provide several options for the Commission’s review. 

 

Motion by Commissioner Bauer, seconded by Commissioner Brauer to recommend that the City 

Council approve the comprehensive plan amendment to high density residential and re-zone the 

property to R-3 Residential and amend City Code to provide standards for assisted living in the 

R-3 Residential District. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Chairperson Levine, Commissioners Bauer, Brauer, Field, 

Schiller, and Van Scoy.  Voting No: None.  Absent:  Commissioner Dunaway.   

 

Case #5: Public Hearing – Consider Ordinance to Amend City Code Section 117-53 

Entitled Variances 

 

Public Hearing 

 

Chairperson Levine called the public hearing to order at 8:24 p.m. 

 

Presentation 
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Senior Planner Gladhill presented the Staff Report. 

 

Citizen Input 

 

None. 

 

Chairperson Levine closed the public hearing at 8:27 p.m. 

Commission Business 

 

Discussion ensued regarding the state statute regarding variances and that the City can be more 

restrictive, just not less restrictive. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill stated that the substance of the statute has not been changed or added to 

in this ordinance amendment; the ordinance does include some submittal requirements. 

 

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

Council adopt the ordinance to amending City Code Chapter 117, Section 117-53 (Variances) of 

the city code of Ramsey, Minnesota with change in the ordinance title to match the case title. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Chairperson Levine, Commissioners Field, Bauer, Brauer, 

Schiller, and Van Scoy.  Voting No: None.  Absent:  Commissioner Dunaway.   

 

Case #3: Staff Update 

 

The Staff Update was noted. 

 

Case #4: Zoning Bulletins 

 

The Zoning Bulletins were noted. 

 

COMMISSION/STAFF INPUT 

 

Commissioner Brauer recognized former Planning Commissioner and Councilmember Dave 

Jeffrey for his work with the Commission and Council and wished him well. 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

 

Motion by Commissioner Van Scoy, seconded by Commissioner Field, to adjourn the meeting. 

 

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

Brauer, and Schiller.  Voting No: None. Absent:  Commissioner Dunaway.   

 

The regular meeting of the Planning Commission adjourned at 8:35 p.m. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 



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 117-53 (VARIANCES) 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 117-53 is amended as follows (additions indicated as underline, deletions indicated as 

strike-through) 

  

Sec. 117-53. - Variances. 

(a) Purpose. The purpose of this section is to provide for deviations from the literal provisions of this chapter in 

instances where their strict enforcement would cause undue hardship or practical difficulty because of 

circumstances unique to the individual property under consideration, and to grant such variances only when it is 

demonstrated that such actions will be in keeping with the spirit and intent of this chapterterms of this chapter 

including restrictions placed on nonconformities.  Variances shall only be permitted when they are in harmony 

with the general purposes and intent of the ordinance and when the terms of the variance are consistent with the 

comprehensive plan.  Variances may be granted when the applicant for the variance establishes that there are 

practical difficulties in complying with this chapter.  Practical difficulties, as used in connection with the granting 

of a variance, means that the property owner proposes to use the property in a reasonable manner not permitted by 

the zoning ordinance; the plight of the landowner is due to circumstances unique to the property not created by the 

landowner; and the variance, if granted, will not alter the essential character of the locality.  Economic 

considerations alone do not constitute practical difficulties.  

(b) General provisions and standards.  

(1) The planning commission shall serve as the board. However, any action of the board may be appealed to 

the council by any affected person if notice of such an appeal is received by the zoning administrator within 

ten days of the final action of the board.  



(2) Review criteria. Conditions governing considerations of variance requests: 

a. In considering all requests for a variance and in taking subsequent action, the city staff, the board 

and the council shall make a finding of fact that the proposed action will not:  

1. Impair an adequate supply of light and air to adjacent property. 

2. Unreasonably increase the congestion in the public street. 

3. Have the effect of allowing any uses prohibited in the applicable zoning district, permit a 

lesser degree of public health, safety, and general welfare protection than established by this 

chapter, or permit standards which are lower than those required by state law.  

4. Increase the danger of fire or endanger the public safety. 

5. Unreasonably diminish or impair established property values within the neighborhood, or in 

any way be contrary to the intent of this chapter.  

6. Violate the intent and purpose of the comprehensive plan. 

7. Violate any of the terms or conditions of subsection (b)(2)b of this section. 

b. A variance from the terms of this chapter shall not be granted unless it can be demonstrated that 

that the conditions for granting a variance under Minn. Stats. § 462.357, subd. 6(2) have been satisfied.  

c. Application for a variance shall set forth reasons that the variance is justified in order to make 

reasonable use of the land, structure or building.  

d. Should the board find that the conditions outlined in this division apply to the proposed parcel, the 

board may grant a variance from the strict applicationterms of this chapter so as to relieve such practical 

difficulties or hardships to the degree considered reasonable, provided such relief may be granted 

without impairing the intent of this chapter. The board, in the case of variances, based upon a report and 

recommendation by the city staff, shall have the power to impose such conditions related to the variance 

regarding the location or structure, as it may deem advisable in the interest of the intent and purpose of 

this chapter.  

(c) Variance procedures; processing.  

(1) Request for variances, as provided within this chapter, shall be filed with the zoning administrator on an 

official application form. Such application shall be accompanied by a fee and deposit as provided for in 

section 117-48. Such application shall also be accompanied by a sufficient number of copies as required by 

city staff of detailed written and graphic materials fully explaining the requested variance and related 

development. The request shall be considered as being officially submitted when all the information 

requirements have been met. The information required for variance applications generally consists of the 

following items, and shall be submitted when applicable or requested by the city:  

a. Location of all buildings on parcels including both existing and proposed structures. 

b. Location and elevations of all adjacent buildings located within 150 feet of the exterior boundaries 

of the parcel in question. 

c. Location and number of existing and proposed curb cuts, driveways, number of parking spaces. 



d. Affected parcel dimensions and area. 

e. Dimensions of proposed and existing structures. 

f. Current and proposed setbacks of all buildings located on property in question. 

g. Existing contours at two-foot intervals. 

h. Proposed grading elevations. 

i. Drainage configuration. Storm sewer catchbasins, invert elevations, and storage areas. 

j. Proposed road profile. 

k. Location of all existing trees, type, diameter, and which trees will be removed. 

l. Requests for variance in nonresidential areas must submit site plan information in accordance with 

section 117-54  

(2) Proof of ownership or authorization. If the applicant is other than the fee title owner, the fee title owner 

must join in the application.  

(3) Upon the request for a variance being officially submitted, a public hearing before the board shall be 

scheduled following proper hearing notification.  

(4) Notice of a hearing for a variance request shall consist of the following: 

a. The address and a legal description of the parcel; 

b. Description of request; and 

c. Time, place and purpose of the hearing. 

The notice shall be published in the official newspaper at least ten days prior to the hearing and written 

notification of the hearing shall be mailed at least ten days prior to all parcel owners within 350 feet of 

the boundary of the parcel for which a variance is being sought. For the purpose of written notification, 

and in the absence of more accurate information, the parcel owner of record at the county shall be used. 

Failure of a property owner to receive the notice shall not invalidate any such proceedings as set forth 

within this section provided a good faith attempt has been made to comply with the notice requirements 

of this section.  

(5) For properties within the floodway or flood fringe overlay district, the city shall submit to the 

commissioner of natural resources a copy of the application for proposed variances sufficiently in advance so 

that the commissioner will receive at least ten days notice of the hearing.  

(6) The zoning administrator shall instruct the appropriate staff persons to prepare technical reports when 

appropriate, and provide general assistance in preparing a recommendation on the request to the board.  

(7) At any time during the consideration of the request for a variance, the council, board, and/or city staff 

shall have the authority to request additional information from the applicant or to retain expert testimony with 

the consent and at the expense of the applicant, the information is to be declared necessary to establish 

performance conditions in relation to all pertinent sections of this chapter. Failure on the part of the applicant 

to supply all necessary supportive information shall be grounds for denial of the request or rejection of the 



application as incomplete.  

(8) The applicant or the applicant's representative shall appear at the board public hearing in order to answer 

questions concerning the request for a variance.  

(9) After receiving the reports and recommendations of the city staff and, receiving any additional 

information referred to in this subdivision, and considering the criteria listed in this section, the board shall 

with a majority vote decide whether to approve or deny a request for variance.  

a. To approve, the board must adopt by resolution findings of fact and conclusions that support 

approval of the requested variance and by resolution authorize the issuance of a variance. The resolution 

should list any condition or conditions that the board considers necessary to ensure compliance and to 

protect adjacent properties.  

b. To deny, the board must adopt by resolution findings of fact and conclusions that support denial of 

the requested variance and by motion deny the issuance of a variance. This motion shall be the board's 

final action on the request for a variance.  

(10) In accordance with section 117-187, a copy of all decisions granting variances for properties in the 

floodway or flood fringe shall be forwarded to the commissioner of natural resources within ten days of such 

action.  

(11) Whenever an application for a variance has been considered and denied by the board, a similar 

application for a variance affecting substantially the same parcel shall not be considered again by the board for 

at least one year from the date of its denial. The board may permit the submittal of a new request for a variance 

within one year of denial if it finds that the new request or circumstances surrounding the new request have 

changed significantly.  

(12) If a request for variance receives approval of the board, at the applicant's expense, city staff shall record 

such with the county recorder's office no sooner than ten days following the final action of the board.  

(d) Lapse of variance. Unless otherwise specified by the board at the time it is authorized, a variance shall become 

null and void one year after the final action of the board if not initiated or utilized. The city shall notify the variance 

holder of such a lapse of variance at time of issuance. A variance holder may petition for an extension of time in 

which to complete or utilize the variance. Such extension shall be requested in writing and filed with the city at least 

30 days before the expiration of the original variance. The request for extension shall state facts showing a good 

faith attempt to complete or use the variance. Such petition shall be presented to the council board for decision.  

(e) Performance security.  

(1) Upon approval of a variance, the city shall be provided, where deemed necessary by the board, with a 

surety bond, cash escrow, certificate of deposit, securities, or cash deposit prior to the issuing of building 

permits or initiation of work on the proposed improvements or development. This security shall guarantee 

conformance and compliance with the conditions of the variance and the provisions of this Code.  

(2) The security shall be in the amount equal to the city engineer's or building official's estimated costs of 

labor and materials for the proposed improvements or development.  

(3) The city shall hold the security until completion of the proposed improvements or development and a 

certificate of occupancy indicating compliance with the provisions of the variance and this Code has been 

issued by the building official.  



(4) Failure to comply with the conditions of the variance or appeal and the provisions of this Code shall 

result in forfeiture of the security.  

(5) Whenever a performance guarantee is imposed by the city, the applicant shall be required to enter into a 

performance agreement with the city. This agreement is to provide authorization to the city to utilize the 

posted security and complete stipulated work should the applicant fail to meet the terms and conditions of the 

permit. Said agreement shall hold harmless the city for completion of the work and address other matters as 

may be determined by the city attorney.  

(Code 1978, § 9.03.07; Ord. No. 73-05, 5-21-1973; Ord. No. 86-2, 8-25-1986; Ord. No. 03-20, 8-25-2003)  

State law reference—  Variances, Minn. Stats. § 462.357, subd. 6(2).  

 

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 117-53 (Variances) to reflect amendments to Minnesota Statute Section 462.357 to remove the 

definition of undue hardship and replace with a new definition of practical difficulty as it relates to the interpretation 

of reasonable use. 

 

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:     



   

CC Regular Session   7. 5.           

Meeting Date: 08/09/2011  

By: Brian Olson, Engineering/Public Works

Title:

Consider Award of Contract for Improvement Project #10-22, Ramsey Municipal Parking Facility

Background:

Improvement Project #10-22 consists of the expansion of the existing Ramsey Municipal Parking facility that will

provide an additional 200 parking stalls in a four story parking ramp. Authorization to advertise for bids was

ordered on April 12, 2011, and bids were opened on Tuesday, June 21, 2011. The purpose of this case is to provide

the City Council with the information received during the bidding process and determine a direction regarding the

Contract provisions for the construction of this parking ramp expansion.

Five (5) bids were received and ranged from $2,734,000 to $3,560,000. A summary of the bidding is as follows:

Bidder Amount of Base Bid with bid alternate 

Knutson Construction  $2,734,000

Adolfson & Peterson, Inc. $2,953,200

Donlar Construction $3,190,000

Sheehy Construction $3,368,300

Shaw – Lundquist Associates, Inc. $3,560,000

Engineers Estimate: $4,100,000

Staff is recommending a  5% construction contingency to deal with issues and change orders that arise as the

project progresses. This amounts to $136,700 that would be allowed for construction change orders that could be

approved by Staff. This brings the total of the construction with add alternates to $2,870,700. Attached to this case

is a resolution that would outline a process to establish the levels of authority for dealing with those change orders

in a way that is similar to how we are handling the change orders for the first phase of this project as well as the

Armstrong / Bunker Lake Boulevard project. Any change order that exceeds those levels will come to City Council

directly and could change that authorized amount.

Additionally, there will be a Contract for specialty inspections that will need to be provided as the construction

engineering provided with LSA Design's contract did not include this amount since they do not perform this type of

activity. This work is proposed at $55,453 as outlined in the attached letter from LSA Design.

Observations:

With the recently approved Governor's bonding bill and the attached report from the Met Council, the rail station

money is becoming a reality. Met Council action is scheduled for August 8th (Transportation Committe) and

August 24th (Met Council Full Board).  Utilization of this CMAQ grant will require that there is 350 stalls available

for transit use. This ensures that there is adequate parking available for the rail station to be successful.   Council

should also note the attachment of the Anoka County Regional Rail Authority Agenda for August 9th that includes

allocating funding for the Ramsey Station.

There is one bid alternate that is provided as part of this bidding process. If you recall, we gave the Contractors

more flexibility in their completion date allowing them to finish in 2012. With a state shutdown over and a

recommendation from LSA Design to award the contract to Knutson with Alternate A, Staff recommends that the

contract be awarded to Knutson Construction for $2,734,000 for the reasons outlined in the attached memo from

LSA Design. Jim Lasher from LSA Design qwill be available for the meeting on Tuesday night.

Recommendation:



Staff recommends awarding the contract to Knutson Construction for an amount of $2,734,000.

Staff recommends approval of the contract with Braun for a cost not to exceed $55,453 for specialty inspections

and preliminary soils testing.

Staff allso recommends also approving the attached resolution establishing levels of authority for processing change

orders.

Funding Source:

The financing for this project will come from the CMAQ grant and proceeds from TIF #1.

Council Action:

Motion to approve the Contract to Knutson Construction for $2,734,000 while reserving a 5% construction

contingency of $136,700.

Motion to approve the contract with Braun for a cost not to exceed $55,453 for specialty inspections.

Motion to approve attached resolution defining the limits of authority for change orders on the project.

 

Attachments

met council report on bonding bill

LSA Award recommendation

rev resolution of authority

ACRRA Agenda

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Kurt Ulrich Amy Dietl 08/04/2011 02:31 PM

Form Started By: Brian Olson Started On: 08/04/2011 

Final Approval Date: 08/04/2011 



Business Item 

Transportation Committee Item: 2011-XXX

Meeting date:  August 8, 2011

Council Meeting: August 24, 2011
ADVISORY INFORMATION

Date: August 2, 2011
Subject: $20 million 2011 Transit Capital Improvement State G.O. 

Bonds Allocation
District(s), Member(s): All
Policy/Legal Reference: 2011 Capital Investment Bonding Bill

Staff Prepared/Presented: Arlene McCarthy, MTS Director (651-602-1754)
Amy Vennewitz, Deputy Director MTS (651-602-1058)
Judd Schetnan, Director Legislative Affairs (651-602-1142)

Division/Department: Metropolitan Transportation Services (MTS)

Proposed Action
That the Metropolitan Council:

1. Allocate $20 million in 2011 Transit Capital Improvement Program state G.O. 
bonds as follows, conditional upon CTIB providing a minimum $3.0M capital grant 
to the Cedar Avenue BRT in 2012:

$11.0 M Minneapolis Interchange
   $4.0 M Northstar Ramsey Station

$0.5 M Newport Park-and-Ride
$1.0 M Cedar Avenue BRT
$1.25 M Gateway (I-94 East) Corridor
$0.25 M Robert Street Corridor
$2.0 M Rush Line Corridor Maplewood Mall Park-and-Ride Expansion

2. Approve, if requested by Washington County Regional Railroad Authority, the 
reallocation of $1.25 M in Gateway (I-94 East) Corridor funds to the Newport 
Park-and-Ride conditional upon WCRRA concurrently allocating $1.25 M in its CTIB 
funding to the Gateway (I-94 East) Corridor.

Background
The 2011 Capital Investment Bonding Bill appropriated $20 million in state G.O. bonds to 
a Transit Capital Improvement Program to the Metropolitan Council.  Eligible projects are 
Northstar Ramsey station, Gateway (I-94 East) corridor, Minneapolis Interchange facility, 
Red Rock corridor, Newport park-and-ride, Rush Line corridor, Robert Street corridor, 
35W South BRT corridor and Cedar Avenue BRT corridor.  Eligible activities are 
environmental studies, preliminary engineering, property acquisition, design and 
construction.  The Council is responsible for allocating the funding to projects.

Rationale
The recommended allocation reflects the Governor’s recommendations and legislative 
discussions during development of the bonding bill as well as preliminary input from 
CTIB.  The Governor’s earlier recommendation for bonding projects included $8 million 
for the Minneapolis Interchange, $4 million for the Northstar Ramsey station and $0.5 
million for the Newport park-and-ride.  The CTIB Executive Committee reviewed a 
preliminary allocation proposal on July 27, 2011.  The committee supported allocating 
$11.0M to the Minneapolis Interchange and $1.0 M to Cedar Avenue BRT with the 



understanding that CTIB would grant the Cedar Avenue BRT project at least $3.0 M in 
2012.

Applications for 2012 CTIB grants are due September 9, 2011.  Allocation of this $20 M 
state G.O. bond appropriation will influence and inform the applications made by project 
sponsors. 

Funding
The funds are appropriated by the State of Minnesota.

Known Support / Opposition
The CTIB Executive Committee generally supported the preliminary proposal with the 
Minneapolis Interchange and Cedar Avenue BRT funding swap as previously described.  
The recommended allocation will be presented to CTIB at its August 17 meeting for 
review and comment.  Any CTIB comments will be provided to the Transportation 
Committee and the Council at their respective August 22 and August 24 meetings. 



 

Memorandum 
 

 
 
 

 
To:   Brian Olson – Dir. of Public Works 
From:   James B. Lasher – LSA 
Project:   City of Ramsey CMAQ Project (SP 199-080-02)  
Subject:   Recommendation to Award 
Date:   August 2, 2011 
 
BACKGROUND 
The City of Ramsey advertised for bids on the Ramsey Parking Deck Expansion project 
and subsequently opened bids on June 21, 2011.  The bid called for two separate and 
distinct prices as Base Bid and Alternate #1.   
   

 Base Bid assumed that a Notice to Proceed was issued on or about June 28, 
2011 and had a Substantial Completion Date of January 2, 2012 

 

 Alternate #1 assumed a delay in Award (anticipating a possible State shut-down) 
and a Notice to Proceed being issued on or about August 25, 2011 with 
Substantial Completion Date of June 1, 2012.   

 

CONTRACTOR DBE BASE BID ALT. #1 TOTAL
Knutson Co. 7.00% $2,686,000 $48,000 $2,734,000

A & P Co. 5.30% $2,896,200 $57,000 $2,953,200

Donlar Inc. 7.64% $3,007,000 $183,000 $3,190,000

Sheehy Inc. 8.00% $3,439,300 ($71,000) $3,368,300

Shaw/Lundquist 8.00% $3,455,000 $105,000 $3,560,000  
 
 
RECOMMENDATION TO AWARD – CONTRACT FOR CONSTRUCTION 
In review of the bids, I am recommending the City award a Contract to Knutson 
Construction Co. and accept the Alternate Bid #1 price of $2,734,000 based on the 
following: 
 

1. Knutson Construction Co. met all the requirements of the bid documents and 
generally has an excellent reputation for high quality projects. I have direct 
experience with their work on another CMAQ Parking Deck project and they were 
well organized and highly professional in their duties.  Additionally, they have 
been the builder for the Northstar Commuter Rail Stations and will most likely 
provide a bid for the Ramsey Station project.  Having them already on site may 
provide an opportunity for a lower price on that project as well.  

2. The Notice to Proceed date for Base Bid will now be delayed by over 40 days 
due to the State shut-down and it is highly likely that the Contractor may request 
winter conditions costs over and above the Base Bid.  Additionally, in a recent 
soils investigation for the project, it has been determined that drive piles will be 
needed under 4 of the project columns.  This, along with the 40 day delay, will 
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make it unlikely that the Contractor could achieve the January 2, 2012 date for 
Substantial Completion under the Base Bid requirements and thus, Alternate #1 
seems most appropriate for this award. 

3. I believe the added cost of $48,000 above the base bid ($38,400 federal and 
$9,600 local) is a good investment at this point to minimize the potential risk of 
winter conditions costs that could be well in excess of this figure.    

 
 
RECOMMENDATION TO AWARD – GEOTECHNICAL ENGINEERING, SOILS 
INVESTIGATION, TESTING AND SPECIAL INSPECTIONS 
LSA also received qualifications and fee proposals for engineering and testing for the 
Project from the following firms: 
 

 Braun Intertec  

 American Engineering and Testing   
 
Based on our review of the proposals and qualifications, LSA is recommending Braun 
Intertec for this work based on their detailed knowledge and history of working on the 
project site with the City of Ramsey, a clear understanding of the tasks necessary to 
effectively complete this project and their knowledge of federal-aid (CMAQ) project 
requirements.  Braun’s estimated fee for these services is $55,453. 
 
SCHEDULE 
In the event the City Council elects to award as recommended, I estimate the following 
construction schedule:  
 

 City Council  Award       August 9, 2011 

 Contracts and Bonds Executed    August 18, 2011 

 Notice to Proceed by City     August 25, 2011 

 Substantial Completion     June 2, 2012 

 Final Acceptance/Closeout     July 31, 2012 
 
I will be available to attend the City Council meeting on August 9 to present this item and 
answers questions from the Council. 

 
C:  William Fossing - LSA 

File 



RESOLUTION #11-06-XXX
Page 1 of 2

RESOLUTION #11-06-XXX

RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING LEVELS OF AUTHORITY  
FOR CONSTRUCTION OF IMPROVEMENT PROJECT 10-22, RAMSEY MUNICIPAL 

PARKING FACILITY, PHASE II

WHEREAS, the City of Ramsey is embarking on a significant capital project; and 

WHEREAS, throughout the construction project decisions will need to be made on a 
timely basis to allow construction to continue according to scheduled; and

WHEREAS, establishing levels of authority for the approval of project change orders 
allows for the project to proceed while managing minor project changes; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council has expressed a desire to approve the change orders if the 
decision would not delay construction in any way; and

WHEREAS, the Ramsey City Council has reviewed the various structures for levels of 
authority and has recommended the levels detailed below.

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 establishes the following levels of 
authority for the construction of the new Ramsey Municipal Center if these 
decisions are necessary to stay on schedule:

City Council Approval of project change orders greater than $25,000
Approval of all project change orders less than $25,000 by 
ratification at regular Council meetings.

City Administrator Approval of project change orders in excess of $15,000 and 
less than $25,000, ratified by City Council.

Project Engineer Approval of project change orders of up to $15,000 by 
Brian E. Olson, Public Works Director ratified by City 
Council

The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Councilmember       
Cook, and upon vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor thereof:

and the following voted against the same:

and the following abstained:



RESOLUTION #11-06-XXX
Page 2 of 2

and the following were absent:

Whereupon said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted by the Ramsey City Council 
this the 28th day of June 2011.



ANOKA COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY MEETING AGENDA

FOR THE AUGUST 9, 2011, MEETING

10:30 A.M.
Or Immediately Following the 9:30 a.m. Meeting of the County Board

Lino Lakes City Hall, Lino Lakes, MN

1. Chair calls meeting to order.

2. Present: District #1 Matt Look
District #2 Andy'Westerberg
District #3 Robyn V/est
District #4 Jim A. Kordiak
District #5 Carol LeDoux
District #6 Rhonda Sivarajah
District #7 Dan Erhart

Others:

3. Consider approving the minutes from the Anoka County Regional Railroad Authority (ACRRA)

Meeting of April 12,20It.

4. Chair's remarks.

5. Consider the Anoka County Regional Railroad Management Committee Report of June 27,20t1
- see attached ACRRA Management Committee Report.

6. Consider authorizing the chair to submit a grarfi application to the Counties Transit Improvement

Board requesting up to $2M in2012 for the right of way acquisition, design, and construction of
the Ramsey commuter rail station, and authorizing the commitment of up to $3M in matching

funds - see attached memorandum of August 4, 201I.

7. For informational pu{poses, consider an update from Jon Olson, Public Services Division
Manager, regarding continued participation of the Anoka County Regional Railroad Authority as

a member of the Minneapolis-Duluth/Superior Passenger Rail Alliance.

8. Other.



ANOKA COTINTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY MEETING

Government Center
Board Room

Anoka, Minnesota

April12,2071

Chair Matt Look called the meeting to order at ll:12 a.m.

Present: District #1

District #2
District #3

District #4
District #5
District #6
District #7

Matt Look
Andy Westerberg
Robyn West
Jim A. Kordiak
Carol LeDoux
Rhonda Sivarajah
Dan Erhart

Others Present: Tim Yantos, ACRRA Executive Director; Terry Johnson, County Administrator; Mary
Richardson, Special Assistant Anoka County Attorney; Jon Olson, Public Services
Division Manager; Martha Weaver, Public Information Manager; Jill Brown, Public
Information Specialist; Steve Novak, Governmental Services Division Manager; Dee
Guthman, Associate County Administrator; Kurt Ulrich, Adminishator, Clty of Ramsey;
Brian Olson, Director of Public Works, City of Ramsey; Jim Dickinson, Administrator,
City of Andover; Linda Hedstrom, Community Development Program Assistant; Kathy
Koontz, Principal Administrative Secretary; other governmental offrcials and staff. .

t({c*****lt'k

Commissioner ril'esi moved the minutes from the Anoka Counfy Regional Railroad Authorþ (ACRRA) meeting
of December 3,2010, and the ACRRA Statutory andOrganizationaimeeting on January +,iOil, be approved ai
presented. Commissioner Westerberg seconded the motion. Motion carried unanimously.

{<'1.********

Tim Yantos presented the ACRRA Management Committee Reports of January 25, 2011, and March 25, 2}i,l.
Tim Yantos called on Jon Olson to provide an update on the Third Main as part of the Management Committee
Reports.

**rlcrl.*rl.*{<{.*

Commissioner Look moved to authorize the chair to finalize negotiations and execute the Counties Transit
Improvement Boar.d Capital Grant Agreement for the Northsta¡ Commuter Rail: Ramsey Station Project
(Contract #20II-0095), in the amount of $1,000,000, subject to review by the county attomey as to form and
legality. Trustee West seconded the motion. Mofion carried unanimously.

t{.,F*,F*****



2011 Anoka Counfy Regional Railroad Authority Minutes
From the Meeting of April l2,20Il Page 5

Commissioner Kordiak moved to authorize the chair to finalize negotiations and execute Contract #2009-00158,
Second Amendment to the Counties Transit Improvement Board Grant Agreement Capital Grant for the Fridley
Commuter Rail Station, Anoka County Project, extending the grant activity period through June 30, 2011, subject
to review by the county attorney as to form and legality. Trustee Sivarajah seconded the motion. Motion carried
unanimously.

**{s******x

Commissioner Look discussed an article, "Updated: Board question's transparency of rail station effort," in the
Star News on April 10,2011. Commissioner Look noted that the article, as written, indicated the integrþ of the
ACRRA had been publicly questioned by Sherburne County Commissioners Schmiesing and Leonard.
Commissioner Look stated that everything completed in regard to the Ramsey Station Project by the ACRRA has
been above-board and openly discussed at several meetings. Commissioner Look also expressed his appreciation
for the response of the Metropolitan Council Public Affairs OfFrcer Bonnie Kollodge, who stated to the Star News
that she was present at meetings where the Ramsey Station Project had been discussed while Sherburne County
personnel were present.

*{c*,lc*+**ìl*

The Anoka County Regional Railroad Authorþ meeting was adjourned at 11:53 a.m.

ATTEST:
ANOKA COUNTY REGIONAL
RAILROAD AI]"THORITY

By:
Andy V/esterberg Matt Look, its Chair

By:

Motion cqrried means all commissioners in attendance voted affirmatively unless otherwise noted.



ANOKA COUNTY
REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE REPORT

FOR THE AUGUST 9,2OII, REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY MEETING

The Anoka County Regional Railroad Authority (ACRRA) Management Committee meeting was held

on June 27,2011, in Reception Room #710, Anoka County Government Center, Anoka, Minnesota.

Persons Present: Committee Members - Commissioner Matt Look, Chair; Commissioner Rhonda

Sivaraj ah; Commissioner Andy Westerberg

Others Present - Tim Yantos, ACHRA Executive Director; Mary Richardson, Special

Assistant County Attorney; Dee Guthman, Associate County Administrator; Katþ
Tingelstad, Intergovemmental Relations Coordinator; Linda Hedstrom, CD Program

Assistant; Kathy Koontz, Principal Administrative Assi stant.

1. The Chair called the meeting to order at 10:19 a.m'

*2. Commissioner Sivarajah moved to recommend the ACRRA Board authorize its chair to finalize

negotiations and execute Contract #2010-00534, Amendment No. 1 to Anoka County Regional

Railroad Authority Agreement for Engineering Services Relating to Final Design of Foley

Boulevard-BNsF Railway Grade Separation with Toltz, King, Duvall, Anderson and

Associates, Inc., extending the term of the contract to December 31, 2011, subject'to review by

the county attorney as to form and legality. Commissioner'Westerberg seconded the motion.

Commissioners I.ook, Sivarajah, and Westerberg voted "yes."

3. Executive Director Tim Yantos provided an update on the Northstar Commuter Rail Project.

Information was provided about the need for an amendment to the Financial Management

Service Agreement with Anoka County. Tim Yantos also shared news that the Northstar

Corridor Development Authority had secured a Transit Oriented Development Grant (HUD

Grant passed through Met Council) that will allow for studies of Northstar stations to determine

what type of development may be best for each station area. A Request for Proposals for the

NCDA Transit Oriented Development Strategy Project was issued Monday, Jvne 27,2011, with
proposals due July 27,2011.

4. Tim Yantos provided an update on the Ramsey Station Project, including information on

funding, BNSF negotiations, and other issues.

5. Jon Olson, Public Services Division Manager, provided a written update on the Northern Lights

Express. (Memorandum dated Jvne23,20ll, is on file in County Administration.)

* Requires Board approval.



ANOKA COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY (ACRRA)
Maft Look, Chair
Carol LeDoux
Andy Westerberg
Dan Erha¡t

Rhonda S ivarajah, Vice-Chair
Robyn West
Jim A. Kordiak

TO:

FROM:

August 4,2011

Anoka County Regional Railroad Authority

Tim Yantos, Executive Director

SUBJECT: Construction of the Ramsey Station

As you may recall, the ACRRA rece¡ved a capital grant of $1M from the Counties Transit
lmprovement Board (CTIB) in 2011 for the implementation of Ramsey Station.

The CTIB is now soliciting grant applications for 2012 funding, and we have an opportunity
to apply for additional funds for the Ramsey Station. Grant applications are due
September 9,2011. ln order for this to happen, and in consulting our City of Ramsey,
Mn/DOT, and Metro Transit partners, it makes the most sense for the ACRRA to apply for
a CTIB grant of up to an additional $2M and move forward in cooperation with our
partners.

It is anticipated that the State of Minnesota will contribute $4M in state bonding. Met
Council has committed $1.3M; and the City of Ramsey has committed up to $3.1M. The
proposed application to CTIB would result in a totaf of $3M in grants. lt is proposed the
ACRRA commit up to $3M as well. This results in the total funding necessary to complete
the station

With your approval, we will be requesting CTIB funding in the amount of approximately
$2M in 2012 to contribute to right of way acquisition, design, and construction of the
Ramsey commuter rail station

Action Requested: That the ACRRA Board authorize the chair to submit a grant
application to the Counties Transit lmprovement Board requesting
up to $2tt¡ in 2012 for right of way acquisition, design, and
construction of the Ramsey commuter rail station; the ACRRA
further authorizes the commitment of up to $3M matching funds.

Telephone: (763) 323-5700; Fax: (763) 323-5682; TDD/TTY: (763) 323-5289

Government Center, Administration Off,tce, 2100 3rd Avenue, Anoka, MN 55303-2265
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