
           

City of Ramsey
"REVISED" Agenda
Regular City Council

Tuesday June 26, 2012
7:00 pm

Council Chambers, 7550 Sunwood Drive NW
 

           

1. Call to Order
 

2. Presentation
1)  Presentation for Recognition of Twenty Consecutive Years as a Tree City USA

 

3. Citizen Input
 

4. Consent Agenda
 

1. Receive Cash & Investments for Period Ending May 31, 2012
 

2. Note the Following Boards and Commissions Meeting Minutes:

Planning Commission meeting minutes dated May 3, 2012
Environmental Policy Board meeting minutes dated May 7, 2012
Economic Development Authority meeting minutes dated May 10, 2012

 

3. Consider Escrow Agreement for Property Identification Number Division at 14503 Bowers Drive; Case of
Ann Tolkinen

 

4. Approve Exemption for a Gambling License for Wounded Warriors Guide Service Inc.
 

5. Aprove Purchase of Customer Request Management (CRM) Software.
 

6. Adopt Resolution #12-06-XXX Approving Cash Disbursements Made and Authorizing Payment of
Accounts Payable Invoicing Received During the Period of June 7,2012 through June 20, 2012

 

7. Adopt Resolution #12-06-XXX to Enter into a Contract with the MN DNR for Community Forest
Bonding Grant Monies for North Commons Landscaping

 

8. Adopt Resolution #12-06-XXX Authorizing Partial Payment to Knutson Construction for IP10-22
Municipal Parking Ramp, Phase II

 

9. Adopt Resolution 12-06-XXX Authorizing Final Payment to Dryden Excavating for IP 10-24; Wetland
656W Outlet

 

10. Adopt Resolution 12-06-XXX Authorizing Partial Payment to Sandstrom Land Management, LLC for
IP 09-24 COR Wetland Mitigation.

 

11. Adopt Resolution 12-06-XXX Authorizing Final Payment to Dryden Excavating for IP 10-32; 176th
Avenue Culvert Replacement.

 

12. Adopt Resolution #12-06-XXX  to Authorize a Paid-on-call Firefighter Recruitment and

  

  



12. Adopt Resolution #12-06-XXX  to Authorize a Paid-on-call Firefighter Recruitment and
Streamline Future Recruitments

 

13. Adopt Resolution #12-06-XXX Assigning an Approved Conditional Use Permit for Motor Vehicle Sales
at 6740 Highway 10 NW to MSM Auto LLC

 

5. Approve Agenda
 

6. Public Hearing
 

1. Public Hearing:  Application for Off-Sale Intoxicating Liquor License; Case of Fairway Liquors, 5900 -
167th Avenue NW

 

7. Council Business
 

1. Request for an Interim Use Permit to Allow for the Operation of a Church in the H-1 Highway 10
Business District on the Property Located at 6937 Highway 10 NW; Case of Freedom Christian Church

 

2. Consider Approval of Environmental Policy Board's 2012-2013 Work Plan
 

3. Consider East Side Oil Equipment Lease
 

4. Authorize Interim City Engineer Contract
 

5. Approve Comprehensive Utility Reports; Sanitary Sewer and Water System Studies
 

6. Consider Award of Contract for City Improvement Project 12-20; Sunwood Drive Realignment
 

7. Consider Award of Contract for City Improvement Project 12-00; 2012 Street Maintenance Program
 

8. Adopt Ordinance Amending Chapter 8 (Public Improvements and Special Assessments) of the City
Charter as recommended by the Charter Commission.

 

9. Adopt Resolution #12-06-XXX Declaration of the City of Ramsey that the City has Adopted the
Corresponding 10 Performance Measures developed by the Council on Local Results and Innovation
(Created by the Legislature in 2010) -This item was moved to the regular Agenda to be discussed as
7.09.

 

10. Consider a Resolution to Offer a Voluntary Early Separation Program. - This item was added to the
Agenda.

 

8. Mayor/Council/Staff Input
1)  There will be no Council Work Session on Tuesday, July 3
2)  The Planning Commission meeting of Thursday, July 5 has been rescheduled to Thursday, July
12
3)  Freedom Day Celebration - Pathways Community Church - 10:00 a.m., Sunday, July 8

 

9. Adjournment
 

  

  



   

CC Regular Session   4. 1.           
Meeting Date: 06/26/2012  

By: Diana Lund, Finance

Information
Title:
Receive Cash & Investments for Period Ending May 31, 2012

Background:
Report on the City's cash and investments for the period ending May 31, 2012.  Cash Balances graph reflects the
changes in cash balances on the city's major funds for the period ending May 31, 2012 in comparison to year
ending December 31, 2011.  December 2011 numbers reflect final audited numbers.

Council Action:
None required.  Informational Only.

Attachments
Cash & Investments for Period Ending May 31, 2012
Cash Balances on Major Funds - May 31, 2012

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 06/19/2012 10:33 AM
Form Started By: Diana Lund Started On: 06/04/2012 08:16 AM

Final Approval Date: 06/19/2012 













   

CC Regular Session   4. 2.           
Meeting Date: 06/26/2012  

By: JoAnn Shaw, Community Development

Information
Title:
Note the Following Boards and Commissions Meeting Minutes:

Planning Commission meeting minutes dated May 3, 2012
Environmental Policy Board meeting minutes dated May 7, 2012
Economic Development Authority meeting minutes dated May 10, 2012

Attachments
Planning 5.3.12
EPB 5.7.12
EDA 5.10.12

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 06/14/2012 03:05 PM
Form Started By: JoAnn Shaw Started On: 06/12/2012 11:00 AM

Final Approval Date: 06/14/2012 
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PLANNING COMMISSION 
 CITY OF RAMSEY 
 ANOKA COUNTY 
 STATE OF MINNESOTA 
 
The Ramsey Planning Commission conducted a regular meeting on Thursday, May 3, 2012, at 
the Ramsey Municipal Center, 7550 Sunwood Drive NW, Ramsey, Minnesota. 
 
Members Present:  Vice-Chairperson Gary Van Scoy 
    Commissioner Randy Bauer 
    Commissioner Ralph Brauer 
    Commissioner Rob Schiller 
 
Members Absent:  Chairperson Gary Levine 
    Commissioner Joseph Field 
 
Also Present:   Senior Planner Tim Gladhill 
    Associate Planner/Environmental Coordinator Chris Anderson 
 
CALL TO ORDER 
 
Vice Chairperson Van Scoy called the regular meeting to order at 7:02 p.m. 
 
CITIZEN INPUT 
 
None. 
 
APPROVAL OF AGENDA 
 
Motion by Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, seconded by Commissioner Brauer, to approve the 
agenda as presented. 
 
Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Bauer, Brauer, and 
Schiller.  Voting No: None. Absent:  Chairperson Levine and Commissioner Field. 
 
APPROVE PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES 
 
Motion by Commissioner Brauer, seconded by Commissioner Schiller, to approve the following 
minutes with the change of the word perimeters to parameters on page 3: 
 
1)  Planning Commission public hearing and regular meeting minutes dated April 5, 2012 
 
Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Brauer, and Schiller.  
Voting No: None. Abstain:  Commissioner Bauer. Absent:  Chairperson Levine and 
Commissioner Field. 
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PUBLIC HEARINGS/COMMISSION BUSINESS 
 
Case #1: Public Hearing – Consider Request for a Conditional Use Permit to Process 

Demolition Concrete in the E-2 Employment District and to Stockpile 
Sand/Soil on a Property in the E-2 Employment District at 6651 141st Avenue 
NW; Case of Sauter and Sons, Inc. 

 
Public Hearing 
 
Vice Chairperson Van Scoy called the public hearing to order at 7:04 p.m. 
 
Presentation 
 
Associate Planner/Environmental Coordinator Anderson presented the staff report. 
 
Citizen Input 
 
This evening the attached letters were received from Lenny Kalway of Kalway Construction, 
14160 Basalt Street, Derek West of 24 Restore, 6615 141st Avenue, John Dehn of Dehn Oil, 
6735 141st Avenue, and an email from Jeff Welle of Welle Construction. 
 
Commissioner Brauer stated the contingencies do not mention the City investing and 
redeveloping the area and there were long term plans to have it as an office park, he asked if that 
has changed and if there is a long term vision for that area. 
 
Senior Planner Gladhill stated that this area was looked at as a redevelopment area; there is not a 
project today, but hopefully someday there will be development on this vacant parcel.  That is 
why the interim use permit route was reviewed by Staff.  The future land use in the 
Comprehensive Plan remains the same. 
 
Tom Sauter, Sauter & Sons, Inc., the applicant, stated he wants to bring in concrete and crush it 
for his own use; it will not be open to the public.  Once a year they will bring the concrete in, 
recycle it and use if for their job sites; they do demolition all year and Bury and Carlson and 
Commercial Asphalt are closed in the winter months.  He stated he could put in a berm and trees 
on Ebony Street for screening purposes. 
 
Commissioner Brauer asked how much noise the crushers make. 
 
Mr. Sauter stated it does not make a lot of noise and the dust can be controlled by adding water. 
 
Vice Chairperson Van Scoy stated two concerns seem to be erosion and potential contamination, 
and asked what can be done for the erosion and potential contamination.  
 
Mr. Sauter stated he could maintain and clean the pond; he has had fill there for 10 years and the 
pond is in good shape.  He will not be hauling contaminated material to his own site. 
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Associate Planner/Environmental Coordinator Anderson stated staff could work with the 
applicant to get a detailed plan for erosion control and contamination prevention.  
Mr. Sauter stated that is acceptable to him. 
 
Discussion ensued regarding the pond, erosion control, contamination prevention, and screening. 
 
Chris Bury, Bury and Carlson, stated their concern is that Sauter and Sons brought material into 
the yard before any approvals were given.  Sauter & Sons’ same request was denied in 2004 and 
those reasons should be addressed.  In 2004 they were to remove all the rubble when the permit 
was denied and they failed to do so.  He also stated that Bury and Carlson is opened for business 
all year long and open until noon on Saturdays. 
 
Discussion ensued regarding the code enforcement process. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Bauer, seconded by Commissioner Schiller, to close the public 
hearing. 
 
Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Bauer, Schiller, and 
Brauer.  Voting No: None. Absent:  Chairperson Levine and Commissioner Field. 
 
Vice Chairperson Van Scoy closed the public hearing at 8:01 p.m. 
 
Commission Business 
 
Motion by Commissioner Bauer, seconded by Vice Chairperson Van Scoy to recommend that 
City Council adopt findings of fact relating to the request for a Conditional Use Permit for 
processing demolition concrete and asphalt in the E-2 Employment District with the removal of 
finding of fact #24. 
 
Further Discussion 
 
Commissioners discussed if finding of fact #24 should be included in the findings of fact. 
 
Motion amended by Commissioner Bauer, seconded by Vice Chairperson Van Scoy to 
recommend that City Council adopt findings of fact relating to the request for a Conditional Use 
Permit for processing demolition concrete and asphalt in the E-2 Employment District 
incorporating finding of fact #24 into part 1 of finding of fact #23. 
 
Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Bauer, Brauer, and 
Schiller.  Voting No: None. Absent:  Chairperson Levine and Commissioner Field. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Bauer, seconded by Vice Chairperson Van Scoy to recommend that 
City Council adopt a resolution approving the request for a Conditional Use Permit for 
processing demolition concrete and asphalt on the property at 6651 141st Avenue NW and 
declaring the terms of the permit, based on findings of fact. 
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Further Discussion 
 
Discussion ensued regarding an erosion control plan. 
 
Motion amended by Commissioner Bauer, seconded by Vice Chairperson Van Scoy to 
recommend that City Council adopt a resolution approving the request for a Conditional Use 
Permit for processing demolition concrete and asphalt on the property at 6651 141st Avenue NW 
with the addition “The applicant shall develop an erosion control plan subject to approval by the 
City” and declaring the terms of the permit, based on findings of fact. 
 
Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Bauer, Brauer, and 
Schiller.  Voting No: None. Absent:  Chairperson Levine and Commissioner Field. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Bauer, seconded by Commissioner Schiller to recommend that City 
Council adopt findings of fact relating to the request for a Conditional Use Permit for open and 
outside storage as the principal use in the E-2 Employment District. 
 
Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Bauer, Schiller, and 
Brauer.  Voting No: None. Absent:  Chairperson Levine and Commissioner Field. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Bauer, seconded by Commissioner Schiller to recommend that City 
Council adopt a resolution approving the request for a Conditional Use Permit for open and 
outside storage as a principal use on the property at 14191 Ebony Street NW and declaring the 
terms of the permit, based on findings of fact. 
 
Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Bauer, Schiller, and 
Brauer.  Voting No: None. Absent:  Chairperson Levine and Commissioner Field. 
 
Case #2: Public Hearing – Consider Request for Variance to Platting Requirements at 

7040 173rd Avenue NW; Case of Makowsky Family Farm, LLC 
 
Public Hearing 
 
Vice Chairperson Van Scoy called the public hearing to order at 8:14 p.m. 
 
Presentation 
 
Senior Planner Gladhill presented the staff report. 
 
Citizen Input 
 
Discussion ensued regarding the road easement and if it should be required. 
 
William Makowsky, 7040 173rd Avenue NW, the applicant, stated he understands the easement.  
He prefers and requests that the road not be constructed until the parcel is platted. 
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Senior Planner Gladhill stated the road would not be constructed at this time; it is an easement 
for the road construction upon future development. 
 
Motion by Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, seconded by Commissioner Brauer, to close the public 
hearing. 
 
Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Brauer, Bauer, and 
Schiller.  Voting No: None. Absent:  Chairperson Levine and Commissioner Field. 
 
Vice Chairperson Van Scoy closed the public hearing at 8:26 p.m. 
 
Commission Business 
 
Motion by Commissioner Brauer, seconded by Commissioner Schiller to adopt findings of fact 
favorable to the applicant. 
 
Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Brauer, Schiller, and 
Bauer.  Voting No: None. Absent:  Chairperson Levine and Commissioner Field. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Brauer, seconded by Commissioner Schiller to adopt the resolution 
approving the Variance to platting requirements, contingent upon the sub-divider entering into a 
Development Agreement. 
 
Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners Brauer, Schiller, and 
Bauer.  Voting No: None. Absent:  Chairperson Levine and Commissioner Field. 
 
Case #3: Staff Update 
 
The Staff Update was noted. 
 
Case #4: Zoning Bulletins 
 
Zoning Bulletins were noted. 
 
COMMISSION/STAFF INPUT 
 
Motion by Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, seconded by Commissioner Brauer to recommend Staff 
review changing outdoor storage as a Conditional Use Permit to an Interim Use Permit. 
 
Further Discussion 
 
Discussion ensued regarding the recommendation of Staff’s review of the moving of outdoor 
storage from Conditional Use Permit to Interim Use Permit. 
 
Motion withdrawn by Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, seconded by Commissioner Brauer. 
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ADJOURNMENT 
 
Motion by Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, seconded by Commissioner Brauer, to adjourn the 
meeting. 
 
Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Vice Chairperson Van Scoy, Commissioners, Brauer, Bauer, and 
Schiller.  Voting No: None. Absent:  Chairperson Levine and Commissioner Field.   
 
The regular meeting of the Planning Commission adjourned at 8:34 p.m. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
_________________________ 
Tim Gladhill 
Senior Planner 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
__________________________ 
JoAnn Shaw 
Planning Division Secretary 
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ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY BOARD  
CITY OF RAMSEY 
ANOKA COUNTY 

STATE OF MINNESOTA 
 
On Monday, May 7, 2012, 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 Thomas Stodola 

Board Member Bob Bentz  
   Board Member John Enstrom 

Board Member Michael Hiatt 
Board Member Larry Lewis 
Board Member Michael Valentine 

 
Also Present:  Associate Planner/Environmental Coordinator Chris Anderson 
       
CALL TO ORDER 
 
Chairperson Max called the meeting to order at 6:36 p.m. 
 
CITIZEN INPUT 
 
Bob Bentz stated that he has heard a lot of clamoring from people wanted to raise chickens, goats 
and honeybees. 
 
Associate Planner/Environmental Coordinator Anderson stated that there is a case on the May 8, 
2012 City Council agenda to introduce an ordinance allowing for the keeping of four (4) 
chickens on parcels 0.25 acres or larger.  The ordinance also addresses beekeeping with the 
issuance of a conditional use permit.  The intent was to have this topic discussed with City 
Council at a work session before formulating the ordinance amendments but Staff then was 
directed to forego the work session and present it at this upcoming regular City Council meeting.  
 
APPROVAL OF AGENDA 
 
Motion by Board Member Valentine and seconded by Board Member Stodola to approve the 
agenda as submitted. 
 
Motion carried.  Voting Yes: Chairperson Max, Board Members Hiatt, Bentz, Enstrom, 
Valentine, Stodola and Lewis.  Voting No: None.  Absent: None. 
 
APPROVAL OF ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY BOARD MINUTES 
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Motion by Board Member Hiatt and seconded by Board Member Lewis to approve the regular 
meeting minutes dated April 2, 2012. 
 
Motion carried.  Voting Yes: Chairperson Max, Board Members Bentz, Stodola, Enstrom, Lewis, 
Valentine and Hiatt.  Voting No: None.  Absent: None. 
 
POLICY BOARD BUSINESS 
 
Case #1: Recap of Environmental Expo Event 
 
Associate Planner/Environmental Coordinator Anderson presented the staff report. 
 
Board Members Stodola and Lewis stepped out of the meeting to be sworn in at 6:45pm. 
 
Board Member Enstrom stated that he is opposed to having any type of tree sale if it does not 
include having trees on site so that people can see them before buying them.  He would never 
buy a tree without seeing it first. 
 
Board Members Stodola and Lewis returned to the meeting at 6:50pm. 
 
Chairperson Max stated that he doesn’t see it as a real problem; in fact, he has bought trees 
online previously and would not hesitate to do so again. 
 
Board Member Lewis suggested that maybe vendors could use coupons instead of bringing all 
their material to the event.  They could sell coupons that customers could then redeem at their 
site and have the ability to pick their tree out themselves. 
 
Board Member Lewis stated that after having been a part of the Environmental Expo event, he 
sees a tremendous opportunity and benefit if this event were combined with the Business Expo. 
 
Board Member Lewis stated that he believes there should be more commitment from the Board 
to assist with this event in the future. 
 
Chairperson Max stated he thought there was a very good turnout, although, he thought there 
may have been fewer young children at this year’s event than past years. 
 
Board Member Valentine stated that he thought there was a lot of energy and interaction with the 
exhibitors but did think that a keynote speaker would have been beneficial. 
 
Board Member Stodola stated that he was pleasantly surprised by the turnout; it seemed like a 
better turnout than last year when there was a keynote speaker. 
 
Board Member Enstrom stated that he believed the good turnout was simply due to the bad 
weather. 
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Chairperson Max stated that he thought that may have helped keep people at the event for an 
extended period of time, but they still had to come to the event so he wouldn’t attribute the good 
attendance just to the weather. 
 
Case #2: 2012-2013 Work Plan 
 
Associate Planner/Environmental Coordinator Anderson presented the staff report. 
 
Associate Planner/Environmental Coordinator stated that he knows the Board has sought more 
direct feedback/direction from the City Council and offered up for discussion purposes the 
possibility of presenting an open work plan and requesting that City Council specify topics that 
would be most useful for them for the Board to pursue and/or research. 
 
Board Member Enstrom stated that he felt it was best to develop a draft plan and ask City 
Council for further direction. 
 
Board Member Valentine stated that he believed the Board should develop a work plan and filter 
through Councilmember Backous as the Council liaison to this Board. 
 
Board Member Hiatt echoed that same sentiment. 
 
Chairperson Max suggested that the Board take this opportunity to brainstorm ideas for the next 
work plan.  He stated that he agreed with maybe looking at the tree preservation regulations as it 
pertains to replacement standards. 
 
Board Member Enstrom stated that he heard from a credible source that Connexus Energy owns 
Carr’s Tree Service and therefore has no incentive to retain any trees within their easement areas. 
 
Chairperson Max stated that he believes demonstration projects are always good as it gives the 
community an example of some rather simple projects they could implement, such as rain 
gardens. 
 
Board Member Hiatt inquired if there are other model ordinances related to tree preservation that 
could be reviewed. 
 
Board Member Bentz stated that he thought the DNR had authority over shorelands; at least that 
is the case in Wisconsin. 
 
Associate Planner/Environmental Coordinator Anderson explained that along the two rivers, the 
DNR has jurisdiction below the OHW and that the City would have jurisdiction above the OHW.  
So, while the vegetation management standards are specified through state standards, 
enforcement typically falls to the City since the trees generally are above the OHW. 
 
Board Member Lewis inquired whether the City is subject to the same type of tree preservation 
standards.  He continued by stating that this may be something that the Board and the Parks and 
Recreation Commission could explore jointly. 
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Chairperson Max stated that he’d like the Board to have more of a voice on development that 
occurs.  This could help the City lead by example. 
 
Board Member Enstrom stated that he has a friend that is rather upset with the trail improvement 
project that was completed adjacent to his property.  There are several red pines planted and one 
white pine and they all appeared to be salvaged or wild trees that were not aesthetically pleasing 
at all. 
 
General discussion ensued about the quality of trees that the City may install. 
 
Board Member Hiatt stated that he believes the City’s communication directly with residents 
could be improved.  He stated that many residents came up to the Board’s booth at the expo with 
questions about recycling, such as the new plastics that can now be accepted. 
 
Associate Planner/Environmental Coordinator Anderson stated that that is why he suggested the 
display board for the Board’s booth.  It always seems to attract people.  He explained that he 
does write articles for the newsletter; typically near the beginning of each year one that reviews 
all acceptable recyclable materials and the current issue of the newsletter has information about 
the new plastics that can be recycled. 
 
Board Member Lewis stated he’d like the Board to review or establish public space improvement 
standards.  He then distributed a study that was conducted by the City of New York related to 
environmental initiatives. 
 
Board Member Lewis stated that the expo may be an opportunity for some sort of eco challenge 
with high school students or vocational students. 
 
Board Member Bentz suggested some sort of reuse challenge. 
 
Chairperson Max said he’d like the Board to be more involved.  For instance, the Board should 
have been the first stop for discussion on any updates to the animal ordinance. 
 
Board Member Valentine stated that the Board should look for ways to improve communication 
on natural resources, such as wildlife, trees, plants, foot/paw prints, scat, soils etc. 
 
Board Member Bentz stated that the City did complete a Natural Resources Inventory that could 
be used to develop some of that information. 
 
Board Member Hiatt suggested that an independent mailer to each household is very effective.  
He said that the postcard he received for the expo events really caught his attention. 
 
Board Member Valentine inquired about whether there’s any direction on communications that 
the City develops. 
 
Associate Planner/Environmental Coordinator Anderson stated that there is not a 
communications coordinator or any specific outline that is to be followed.  Generally, the staff 
person responsible for certain topics puts together articles for inclusion in the newsletter. 
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Associate Planner/Environmental Coordinator Anderson reviewed the items that had been 
discussed thus far:  Community Awareness (e.g. natural resources info on trees, wildlife, soils 
etc), Demonstration Projects, Tree Preservation/Tree Replacement Standards, Improving 
Communication (e.g. a standing Did You Know column in the Ramsey Resident newsletter), 
Public Space Improvement Standards, Eco Challenge, and Participation in the Environmental 
Expo event. 
 
Associate Planner/Environmental Coordinator Anderson stated that he would try to incorporate 
this into a draft work plan for discussion at the June meeting. 
 
BOARD/STAFF INPUT 
 
Associate Planner/Environmental Coordinator Anderson provided a brief recap of the Spring 
Recycling event, which he said was very successful with just shy of 350 vehicles passing 
through. 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
Motion by Board Member Stodola and seconded by Board Member Lewis to adjourn the 
meeting. 
 
The meeting adjourned at 8:30 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, May 10, 2012, at the Ramsey Municipal Center, 7550 Sunwood Drive NW, Ramsey, 
Minnesota. 
 
Members Present: Chairperson Chris Riley 
   Member Colin McGlone 
   Member Wayne Skaff 
   Member Jim Steffen 
   Member Kristine Williams 
   Member John LeTourneau 
    
Members Absent: Member Jeff Wise 
 
Also Present:  Kurt Ulrich, City Administrator 
   Patrick Brama, Management Analyst 

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

APPROVE AGENDA 
 
Motion by Member Skaff, seconded by Member Williams, to approve the agenda. 
 
Motion carried.  Voting Yes: Chairperson Riley, Members McGlone, LeTourneau, Steffen, Skaff, 
and Williams.  Voting No:  None.  Absent: Member Jeff Wise. 

APPROVE MINUTES 
 
Motion by Member LeTourneau, seconded by Member Williams, to approve the April 12, 2012 
minutes as presented. 
 
Motion carried.  Voting Yes: Chairperson Riley, Members McGlone, LeTourneau, Steffen, Skaff, 
and Williams.  Voting No:  None.  Absent: Member Jeff Wise. 
 
 
EDA BUSINESS 
 
Case #1: Authorization of Termination of Lease Agreement, Ground Lease Agreement 
and Authorizing Execution of an Escrow Agreement Relating to the Issuance by the City of 
Ramsey of its $16,875,000 General Obligation Capital Improvement Plan Bonds, Series 
2012A. 
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City Administrator Ulrich presented the Staff Report.  He explained that the city will be refunding 
the Lease Revenue Bond with General Obligation Capital Improvement Plan Bonds, making it 
necessary to terminate the lease agreement between the City of Ramsey and the Economic 
Development Authority (EDA). 
 
City Administrator Ulrich also stated that the City Council approved this action at their meeting on 
May 8, 2012 and he is seeking approval from the EDA. 
 
Motion by Member LeTourneau, seconded by Member McGlone, to approve to authorize 
termination of Lease Agreement, Ground Lease Agreement and authorizing execution of an Escrow 
Agreement relating to the issuance by the City of Ramsey of its $16,875,000 General Obligation 
Capital Improvement Plan Bonds, Series 2012A. 
 
Motion carried.  Voting Yes: Chairperson Riley, Members McGlone, LeTourneau, Steffen, Skaff, 
and Williams.  Voting No:  None.  Absent: Member Jeff Wise. 
 
 
Case #2: Staff Update 
 
Management Analyst Brama presented an update on the 2012 Business Expo.  He cited that the 
event held on April 28, 2012 brought in an estimated 500 people, consisted of 48 vendors, and 
earned a lot of positive feedback.  He thanked the EDA members who volunteered at the event. 
 
Member LeTourneau suggested implementing a method to better track the number of people in 
attendance.  He would like to see a comparison of attendance numbers from year-to-year.  
 
Member McGlone recommended holding a drawing or offering a door prize; something that would 
require people to fill out a form which would assist in obtaining a more accurate headcount. 
 
Management Analyst Brama discussed the next update item; the City of Ramsey Business 
Appreciation Event golf tournament.  He indicated that space has been reserved at The Links at 
Northfork, and other preparations for the event are underway. 
 
Management Analyst Brama will provide the event budget, as well as options for the “goody bag” 
give away, at next month’s meeting. 
 
Management Analyst Brama gave a brief update on current EDA projects and leads.    
 
Case #3: COR Update 
 
City Administrator Ulrich presented the Staff Report that updated the members on projects in The 
COR and recapped the boat launch/ribbon cutting dedication event held on May 8, 2012. 
 
MEMBER/STAFF INPUT 
 
City Administrator Ulrich is soliciting a proposal from Mike Mulrooney for consultant retainer fees.  
He will bring back information to the EDA in June for discussion.   
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City Administrator Ulrich reported that the Council Update on QCTV will be upgraded and can 
include such things as news spots and video from groundbreaking events; making it a beneficial 
promotional and communication tool. 
 
City Administrator Ulrich reminded members that Legacy Services Corporation, 6390 McKinley 
Street, Suite 120, will be hosting an Alzheimer’s benefit on May 18th from 1:00 to 5:00 p.m.  The 
EDA and City are invited to attend the event. 
 
Member Steffen questioned when the Sunwood realignment project will begin.  City Administrator 
Ulrich announced that a Sunwood Drive Realignment/Armstrong Boulevard Reconstruction Open 
House will be held at the Municipal Center on May 17, 2012 from 6:00 to 7:30 p.m. to discuss the 
road closure schedule.  It is anticipated that construction activities may begin in late summer. 
 
City Administrator Ulrich informed members that the city will again have a 20 x 20 booth at this 
year’s Game Fair. 
 
Chair Riley inquired whether anyone would be interested in sponsoring an RV/boat/recreational 
equipment type show since there are several businesses located in the City of Ramsey that sell those 
products.  
 
Member Skaff suggested that a show be incorporated into next year’s Business Expo. 
 
Management Analyst Brama will make phone calls to gauge interest among local business owners 
in an RV/boat/recreational equipment show.  He will report back to the members at next month’s 
meeting. 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
Motion by Member LeTourneau, seconded by Member Williams, to adjourn the meeting. 
 
Motion carried.  Voting Yes: Chairperson Riley, Members McGlone, LeTourneau, Steffen, Skaff, 
and Williams.  Voting No:  None.  Absent: Member Jeff Wise. 
 
The regular meeting of the Economic Development Authority adjourned at 8:27 a.m. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
_____________________________ 
Kurt Ulrich 
City Administrator 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
______________________________ 
Amy Dietl 
Deputy City Clerk 



   

CC Regular Session   4. 3.           
Meeting Date: 06/26/2012  

By: Tim Gladhill, Community Development

Information
Title:
Consider Escrow Agreement for Property Identification Number Division at 14503 Bowers Drive; Case of Ann
Tolkinen

Background:
The City has received a request to authorize a Property Identification Number (PIN) Division Request. The PIN
Division Request is processed and approved by Anoka County, subject to authorization by the local governmental
unit. The Subject Property previously requested a PIN Combination for two (2) adjacent parcels. PIN Combinations
are typically requested for tax purposes, allowing for a single tax statement for two (2) or more adjacent parcels. In
certain circumstances, the City has used this process to allow combining of lots to allow for construction of a
detached accessory structure on what would otherwise be a vacant lot. In 1986, a detached accessory structure was
constructed on the Subject Property, in an area that is a vacant parcel on the underlying subdivision.

Notification:
No notification is required.

Observations:
City Staff originally reviewed this request in 2007. The Property Owner decided not to move forward with the
request at that time. The Property Owner desires to make the same request at this time to allow the vacant parcel
from the underlying subdivision to be sold.

City Code Section 117-349 states that no accessory building shall be constructed on any lot prior to the time of
construction of the principal building. Since the Subject Property is within the R-1 Residential (MUSA) District,
City Code Section 117-111 provides that the primary use must be a single-family residential dwelling. In addition,
the Subject Property is located within the Critical Area Overlay District.

In order to allow for the Subject Property to be split and sold as individual lots, Staff recommended in 2007 that an
escrow be placed to ensure the timely conformance to City Code. The stated escrow was proposed as $2,000 to
cover legal costs in the event the agreement to conform to City Code was not followed. The Agreement stated that
the Property Owner had two (2) years to conform to City Code. The Property Owner had two (2) options to
conform to City Code:

Construct a primary residential dwelling1.
Remove the accessory structure2.

Upon the PIN Division, the individual lots would conform to City Code requirements because of lawful,
non-conforming status. The lots were subdivided prior to the enactment of the Mississippi River Corridor Critical
Area (MRCCA) standards over the Subject Property.  However, as previously stated, the property is within the R-1
Residential (MUSA) District, which would require connecting to the municipal sewer and water systems or
a variance to deviate from this standard and utilize a private well and septic system.

Recommendation:
Staff recommends approval of the Escrow Agreement, to be executed within one (1) year of approval of said
agreement. Said agreement shall be recorded with the Anoka County Registrar of Titles to ensure that said
agreement survives the sale of property to a third party. The Agreement provides the Property Owner two (2) years
to make the necessary corrections to conform to City Code.



Funding Source:
All costs associated with recording of the Agreement shall be the responsibility of the Applicant.

Council Action:
Motion to approve the Escrow Agreement with Ann Tolkinen related to the PIN Division Request at 14503 Bowers
Dr NW, subject to the review of the City Attorney.

Attachments
Site Location Map
Request from Applicant
Aerial View
Proposed Escrow Agreement
Original Request

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date

Chris Anderson Chris Anderson 06/20/2012 08:59 AM
Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 06/20/2012 09:02 PM

Form Started By: Tim Gladhill Started On: 06/13/2012 09:59 AM
Final Approval Date: 06/20/2012 
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ESCROW AGREEEMENT 
ANNA TOLKINEN LOT RE-DIVISION 

 
 
Anna Tolkinen is the fee owner of the property located at 14503 Bowers Dr NW in the City of 
Ramsey (Property ID #: 30-32-25-41-0013) (the “Subject Property”). The property consists of 
two residential lots which were combined for tax purposes through Anoka County in the 1990s. 
Ms. Tolkinen is now requesting that Anoka County re-issue two (2) separate PIN #s, which 
requires authorization from the City (the “City”). There is currently a home on one parcel and an 
accessory structure on the other. City Code does not permit an accessory structure on a parcel 
separate from the principal dwelling. Therefore, an escrow agreement is required to ensure that 
either: a) a new dwelling is constructed on the second parcel, thus rendering the accessory 
structure conforming, or b) the accessory structure is removed from the property, thus eliminating 
the nonconformity (this “Agreement”). Under no circumstances shall the accessory structure be 
rented out for use by someone other than the current property owner. 
 
Anna Tolkinen shall provide a financial guarantee to the City, guaranteeing satisfaction of either 
a) or b) above within two (2) years of the date of signature of this Agreement. The financial 
guarantee shall be in the amount of Two Thousand Dollars and no cents ($2,000.00) (the 
“Escrow”). The Escrow shall be deposited with the City prior to the City approving the PIN 
combination/split form from Anoka County. Upon the issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy by 
the City for a new home on the second parcel, or the removal of the accessory structure, Anna 
Tolkinen may request a release of the Escrow. Anna Tolkinen hereby grants permission and a 
license to the City and/or its contractors and assigns to enter the Subject Property for the 
purposes of removing the accessory building to bring the Subject Property into compliance with 
City Code. The City may draw upon the financial guarantee to cover expenses related to the 
removal of the building.  
 
If an extension of the terms of this Escrow Agreement is needed, a written request must be 
submitted to the City no less than 30 days prior to the expiration of this agreement.  
 
Anna Tolkinen shall be responsible for all City costs incurred in administering and enforcing this 
Agreement.  Said expenses shall be paid within 15 days of billing by the City and failure to pay 
the City’s expenses within the 15 day billing period will permit the City to draw upon the Escrow 
established by this Agreement. 
 
The City Administrator and/or his/her designee shall have the right to inspect the premises for 
compliance and safety purposes annually or at any time upon reasonable request. This agreement 
shall be binding upon the parties’ successors and assigns. 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

Anna Tolkinen hereby acknowledges receipt of this agreement and has reviewed the conditions 
of this permit and has agreed that she will comply with the terms of this permit. 
 
By:       
  Anna Tolkinen      
 
STATE OF MINNESOTA ) 
    ) SS. 
COUNTY OF   ) 
 
 
 
On this   day of   , 2012, before me a Notary Public personally appeared 
Anna Tolkinen, to me known to be the person described in and who executed the foregoing 
instrument and acknowledged that they executed the same as their free act and deed. 
              
        Notary Public 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
This document drafted by:    This document reviewed by: 
The City of Ramsey     Randall & Goodrich 
7550 Sunwood Drive NW    2140 4th Avenue 
Ramsey, MN 55303     Anoka, MN  55303 

















   

CC Regular Session   4. 4.           
Meeting Date: 06/26/2012  

By: Diana Lund, Finance

Information
Title:
Approve Exemption for a Gambling License for Wounded Warriors Guide Service Inc.

Background:
The attached application from the Wounded Warriors Guide Service Inc. is for exemption from a lawful gambling
license to hold a raffle at Game Fair on August 19, 2012.  The Wounds 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.

Council Action:
Motion to recommend Council approve the exemption from a lawful gambling license for Wounded Warriors
Guide Service Inc to hold a raffle at Game Fair on August 19, 2012.

Attachments
Wounded Warriors Exemption

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date

Kurt Ulrich Diana Lund 06/18/2012 01:05 PM
Diana Lund Diana Lund 06/18/2012 01:06 PM
Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 06/19/2012 10:33 AM

Form Started By: Diana Lund Started On: 06/18/2012 09:00 AM
Final Approval Date: 06/19/2012 







   

CC Regular Session   4. 5.           
Meeting Date: 06/26/2012  

Submitted For: Patrick Brama By: Patrick Brama, Administrative Services

Information
Title:
Aprove Purchase of Customer Request Management (CRM) Software.

Background:
As part of the 2012 City Council Strategic planning process, pursing efficiencies and improving
customer service through the use of technology was identified as a priority.  Staff and Council discussed the
potential use of Citizen Request Management (CRM) software as a solution.  The purpose of this case is authorize
staff to enter into a 3 year contract with GovQA to provide the City with CRM services.  NOTE: This case was
originally discussed at the April 24 City Council Worksession.

Observations:
CRM software serves many purposes.  In general, CRM enables the City to provide efficient and effective
management of customer requests and relationships through the use of software.  

At a basic level, CRM allows customers (citizens) to make a request online or over the phone.  After a request is
made, both staff and the citizen have the ability to track the request.  This benefits the citizen by providing
transparency, ease-of-mind and professional service.  This benefits the City by increasing efficiencies (in a number
of ways), increasing the quality of customer service provided by the City and by providing a method to quantify
services provided by the City.  Furthermore, CRM can be used internally to increase efficiencies (in a number of
ways).

Staff has reviewed nearly 20 CRM software options ranging from private sector to public sector solutions, large to
small city capacity solutions and robust to simple solutions.  Four products were reviewed in depth and demoed by
department heads including: GovQA, CitizenServe, GovPartner and FastTrakGov.

Part of the process in researching CRM solutions spilled over into other local government software solutions such as
planning and community development products, economic development products, building permit software and
many others solutions.  NOTE: each of the final four software companies do offer multiple solutions beyond CRM
(known as modules).

Staff considered a partnership with Anoka County and utilizing their facility management software as a potential
solution.  However, this software is in it's initial phase of implementation and it would be some time before a CRM
module would be available.  This remains a possibility in the future if the City expands it use of management
software into other functions. 

Attached to this case is a breakdown of costs, and a fact sheet, for each of the final four companies.

Recommendation:
Staff is recommending GovQA as the CRM software solution for the City.  

GovQA is a subsidiary of a company known as WebQA; which provides CRM solutions to the private sector. 
GovQA, based on numbers, is the most widely used CRM product in the U.S. with over 500 cities serviced today. 
Also, GovQA is currently used by Eagan, Woodbury and a couple other metro cities (unlike the other three
products).  Staff did have the opportunity to contact Eagan regarding the use of GovQA; and received positive
feedback.  



After much discussion, staff has identified the following items as reasons for their recommendation:
---When compared amongst the final four companies, GovQA is the most cost effective solution
---CRM is the best solution that GovQA provides (Compared to other companies specializing in community
development solutions)
---GovQA is a proven and reliable product; and staff is confident that GovQA can deliver a high quality
CRM solution
---The remaining three products only become cost effective if multiple modules are purchased by the City (beyond
CRM).  In which case, the City would need to abandon existing software used by multiple departments.  With
current staffing levels, such a large change in software is not recommended

Funding Source:
In 2012, savings from staff reductions will be able to cover the cost of implementation.  Costs are estimated to be
about $9,000 in 2012 and $6,000 in 2013.

Council Action:
Approve one year contract with GovQA for citizen request management software (CRM)

Attachments
CRM Costs
CRM Fact Sheet
GovQA
GovQA 1 year contract CRM

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 06/20/2012 08:55 PM
Patrick Brama Patrick Brama 06/22/2012 11:18 AM

Form Started By: Patrick Brama Started On: 06/11/2012 
Final Approval Date: 06/22/2012 



CRM TOTAL High End Low End 37 Users 51 Users High End Low End 37 Users 51 Users
Year 1 $9,000 $6,400 $42,968 $55,148 $11,800 $14,200 $24,200 $32,600

After Year 1 $6,000 $2,400 $31,968 $42,048 $4,800 $4,800 $22,200 $30,600

CRM+BLD/PRMT TOTAL High End Low End 37 Users 51 Users High End Low End 37 Users 51 Users
Year 1 $19,200 $21,000 $60,564 $72,744 $53,800 $56,200 $27,700 $36,100

After Year 1 $13,200 $13,000 $33,864 $43,944 $26,800 $26,800 $25,700 $30,600

SPECIFIC MODULES High End Low End 37 Users 51 Users High End Low End 37 Users 51 Users
CRM $6,000 $2,400 $31,968 $42,048 $4,800 $4,800 $22,200 $30,600

Set Up/Training $3,000 $4,000 $11,000 $13,100 $7,000 $9,400 $2,000 $2,000

General Comm. Devel. $7,200 $10,600

Set Up/Training $3,000 $4,000

Building/Permitting $1,896 $1,896 $22,000 $22,000

Set Up/Training $15,700 $15,700 $20,000 $20,000 $3,500 $3,500

Planning $22,000 $22,000

Set Up/Training $20,000 $20,000 $3,500 $3,500

Code Enforcement/Comp. $1,896 $1,896 $22,000 $22,000

Set Up/Training $15,700 $15,700 $20,000 $20,000 $1,500 $1,500

Admin/Business Lice. $1,068 $1,068 $22,000 $22,000

Set Up/Training $7,800 $7,800 $20,000 $20,000 $3,500 $3,500

Shop QA $5,040 $5,040

Set Up/Training $1,500 $1,500

NOTES

Citizen Request Management Costs Comparison

This product is likely the most robust.  This 
product integrates into all Microsoft 
programs (i.e. Outlook, Word, Excel, 
PowerPoint).  The options for 
customization are nearly unlimited.  
Internal users may enjoy this product 
because it looks and feels like Microsoft 
Outlook (it works within Outlook).  This 
may be the most complex product.  Finally, 
this product is the most expensive.  NOTE: 
their building permit software is not 100% 
complete.

Similar to GovPartner, this product not 
only has a quality CRM product it has 
impressive community development 
products.  CitizenServe has a unique and 
attractive cost model.  Each "user" in the 
City is charged an annual $600 fee.  After 
that fee is paid, the user is allowed to use 
all of the modules CitizenServe has to offer 
(without additional annual fees like other 
companies).  NOTE: there is a 1 time set up 
fee for additional modules--which, is much 
less than competitors.  Finally, this 
company takes pride in never charging for 
any upgrades or technical help.

This is a solid product with very strong 
community development modules 
(perhaps the best).  This product is fairly 
priced.  The upfront costs for this product 
are high (see training and set up charges).  
Additional modules are expensive (if the 
City were to go beyond CRM and one 
additional module, this product gets 
expensive).  Finally, they likely have the 
best smart phone/tablets applications.  

FastTrakGov GovPartner CitizenServeWebQA (GovQA)
Their CRM product is very affordable and 
widely used.  Beyond CRM, their products 
are limited.  We will not get high quality 
Community Development modules with 
this product.  If the City decides only to get 
a CRM product this would make a lot of 
sense.  Furthermore, this product is used in 
500 cities and several private sector 
companies.  Because this company prices 
based on the size of an organization, the 
price for Ramsey is very reasonable.  
Finally, we could stack this product with 
others (only use CRM).

WebQA (GovQA) FastTrakGov GovPartner CitizenServe
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 WebQA (GovQA) 
webqa.net 

FastTrakGov 
fasttrackgov.com 

GovPartner 
govpartner.com 

 

CitizenServe 
jim@citizenserve.com 

SUMMARY: Affordable, over 500 cities, 
Minnetonka, Eden Prairie, not as 
versatile as other products. 
 
Annually: $2,400-$6,000 (Prob 
$4,800) 
 
Other Modules: 
Community Development 
TBD 
 
Economic Development ShopQA 
 
Set Up: $3,000-$4,000 
Training: Zero 
Support: Zero 

Probably best quality product, 
integrates with Outlook, very 
versatile. 
 
Annual: 
 
CRM 
$60 casual per user per month.  
$129 power user. Plus, $4,500 portal 
fee. 
 
Enforcement/Inspections 
$129 (2) --$5,000-$15,000 set up 
 
Business Licensing 
$129 
 
Set Up: $5,000-$15,000 
Training: Zero 
Support: Zero 
Free 3 month trial  

Solid product, also has several high 
quality community development 
products 
 
Annual: $4,800 
Other Modules, Building/Permitting 
(Set Up 20,00 and annual $22,200), 
Code Enforcement/Compliance 
(same) Planning (same), Business 
Licensing (same).  When you bundle 
three additional products the price 
caps at $45,000, $42,000. 
 
 
Set Up: $7,000-$9,400 
Training: Zero 
Support: Zero 

Solid product, also has several high 
quality community development 
products 
 
Annual:  $600 charge per user.  This 
covers the use of all modules.  Only 
additional setup fee for other 
modules. 
37 Users: $22,200 
51 Users: $30,600 
 
 
Set Up: $2000 (CRM) 
Training: $500 per half day 
Support: Zero The take pride in not 
ever charging customers for 
anything.  They make updates to the 
software 2x per month.  There is no 
contract.  

ESTIMATED COSTS FOR YOUR 
SERVICE (CRM MODULES ONLY): 

 

WHAT IS THE ANNUAL/MONTHLY 
FEE? 

This can range depending on which 
pieces of the module you are 
interested in utilizing. Without 
showing you an online demo and 
diving in deeper to which exact 
portions to give you a ball park 
number it could be anywhere from 
200- 500 per month. 

Monthly fee is dependent on several 
factors, such as what you are 
wanting to do on the Citizen Portal, 
how many users in the backend, and 
the forms,  payment etc.  But as a 
basis the rate would be $129 to 
$149 per month per administrative 
user, and about $375 per month for 
Citizen web portal. 
 

We offer both a hosted (we host at 
our secure data center) or non-
hosted model (you host on your 
servers.) If you decide to utilize the 
hosting model, the annual hosting 
fee would be $4,800. Should you 
decide to host locally, you would pay 
an annual maintenance fee rather 
than a hosting fee, and it would be 
$1,920. The hosted model pricing 
includes an unlimited user license, 
and both prices above also include 
ongoing support, maintenance and 
enhancements. For a non-hosted 
model, an unlimited user license 
would be an additional $8,000. 

$600 per year per user 

WHAT ARE THE SET UP RATES OR 
FEES? 

The one time implementation fee is 
also dependent on whether 
integrations are involved and what 
portions of the tool are a need. This 
can be anywhere around 1500-2500 

Ranges from $5,000 to $15,000 
(again depends on the details) 

For a hosted model, the estimated 
set-up/implementation and training 
fee would be $7,000. For a non-
hosted model, it would be 
approximately $9,400. If there are 

Onetime setup fees, $500 base 
setup, $1500 request tracking 



without a large integration. Again, I 
would need more information to 
give you a correct number. 

additional requirements (for 
example, integration to work 
management, IVR, address 
validation, or data migration, this 
would be done on a time and 
material basis, and an estimate 
could be provided after scope 
assessment.) 
 
 
 
 
 

WHAT ARE THE TRAINING FEES (IF 
DIFFERENT THAN ABOVE)? 

Training fees are included in our 
pricing though should there be a 
need or want to have an onsite 
training there would be a cost 
associated around that. 

Included in above Included in above pricing $500 per half day online training, 
sessions can be recorded, ongoing 
training is included with  
annual subscription fee 

WHAT ARE THE SERVICE 
RATES/FEES? 

These are included in the monthly 
maintenance fee that is billed 
annually. 

Included in above Included in above pricing annual subscription includes 
unlimited support, this includes 
creating reports, adding new 
processes or workflows, web site 
support, etc. 

INTERNAL TRACKING:  
DOES YOUR PRODUCT NEED TO BE 
ACTIVATED BY AN OUTSIDE 
USER?  OR, CAN IT BE USED 
INTERNALLY?  FOR EXAMPLE, CAN 
THE CITY MANAGER ASSIGN A TASK 
(I.E. REQUEST) TO A PARTICULAR 
PERSON IN THE CITY? 

Our solution can absolutely be used 
internally. Your example is one of 
many in which our CRM tool can 
service the city. 

Yes, we provide a full service portal, 
and the back-end administrative 
portion can be accessed for outside 
users (per security). 

Yes, our solution has a “back-end” 
piece for staff to utilize, and a portal 
for the public as well. 

City employees can initiate 
requests/cases and route to users or 
departments. 

CAN WE USE YOUR PRODUCT AS A 
SUBSTITUTE FOR OUR IT 
HELPDESK—CAN WE DIRECT 
INTERNAL QUESTIONS/REQUESTS 
REGARDING IT TO A DEPARTMENT 
(OR PERSON) USING YOUR 
PRODUCT? 

Yes, many of our clients utilize it not 
only for residents though also using 
our employee intranet in order to 
route/direct questions and requests 
such as IT to specific departments 
and or persons. 

Yes, fully supported case 
management, which is perfect for 
this situation. 

Yes, but I would want to learn more 
about specifics to better answer this 
question. 

Yes.  We can setup an IT request 
category and sub-category and the 
requests can be routed based on 
type.  System will also track open 
issues and show to-do list for 
assigned open tasks. 

HOSTING THE PRODUCT:  
IS THIS HOSTED ON YOUR SERVER 
OR OURS? 

All of our products our hosted on 
our servers. We have three tier 3 
Data centers, two in Chicago and on 
in Canada. Our platform is SQL and 
hosted on our servers. 

Hosted – but can be implemented 
internally (pricing above based on 
hosted) 

Either option is available. We host the system. 

IF IT IS HOSTED ON OUR SERVER, 
WHAT IS THE PLATFORM (SQL, 
ETC.)? 

All of our products our hosted on 
our servers. We have three tier 3 
Data centers, two in Chicago and on 
in Canada. Our platform is SQL and 

MS-SQL 
 

SQL MS SQL Server 2008 R2 
 



hosted on our servers. 
INTEGRATION TO EXISTING 
SOFTWARE: 

    

DOES YOUR PRODUCT INTEGRATE 
WITH OTHER PROGRAMS (I.E. EXCEL, 
ADOBE PDFS, WORD, OUTLOOK)? 

Our Program does integrate with 
other existing software solutions. 
There are certain solutions that do 
have an added cost depending on 
whether you want to integrate or 
not. 

Yes, based on Microsoft CRM, which 
includes detailed integration into 
Outlook and all the MS-office 
applications. 

We offer exporting capabilities, and 
it will integrate with Outlook for 
auto forwarding requests to the 
appropriate staff member. 

Yes, all reports can be exported to 
Excel or PDF.  Letter templates can 
be imported from Word.  System has 
built in e-mail notification for 
notifying citizens or city employees 
of events. 
 

HOW DOES YOUR SYSTEM CONNECT 
TO EXISTING EMAIL 
SYSTEMS?  MEANING, HOW IS STAFF 
NOTIFIED THAT A REQUEST CAME 
IN? 

Our solution would notify staff that 
a request came in by email. A staff 
member would be automatically 
notified once a request came in to 
their email. 

If using Outlook, e-mail is fully 
integrated.  FastTrackGov also 
support workflow that can kick-off 
an e-mail based on any type of rules 
you put in place. 

Through the initial set-up process, 
we will establish who the primary 
contact person should be for each 
type of request, and this person 
would automatically receive an e-
mail that a new request was 
assigned to them, and be provided 
the details of the request. 

Departments can designate one or 
more people who are notified about 
a new request.  This can be e-
mailed, also will appear on the users 
task list. 
 
 

SMARTPHONES:  
CAN MANAGERS/INTERNAL USERS 
USE THEIR SMARTPHONES WITH 
YOUR PRODUCT?  MEANING, CAN A 
MANAGER LOOK UP THE STATUS OF 
A REQUEST WITH THEIR 
SMARTPHONE (IS THERE AN 
APPLICATION)? 

Our solutions are browser agnostic 
and due to being web hosted can be 
accessed anywhere even in the field. 
We do have a mobile app as well. 

Yes Yes, we have a mobile application 
for our CRM. It is available for 
iPhone and Droid platforms. 

Citizenserve is java based and works 
well on all the main browsers 
including Chrome, Firefox and Safari 
and on various devices.  We 
currently do not have device specific 
applications, such as an iPhone 
application, but the software works 
through the browser on the iPhone. 

CAN EXTERNAL USERS (CUSTOMERS) 
REPORT A PROBLEM WITH THEIR 
SMART PHONE? 

Yes, our mobile application makes 
for more ease in doing this though it 
can be done without on a 
smartphone. The mobile app is an 
extra charge per month. 

Yes Yes, they can download a free app 
onto their iPhone or Droid. 

Yes, the citizen access component 
will work well on various devices and 
browsers. 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

The GovQA Benefits: 
 
Benefits For Citizens: 
 Citizen support & access 24/7 
 Single interaction point for self-service 
 
Benefits For Management: 
 One system – all departments 
 Manage based upon results 
 Detailed reporting and analytics 
 
Benefits For Staff: 
 Single tool to collect, manage, and report 
 Less call handling / document routing 
 Immediate access to information 
 Consistent service delivery 
 Library of knowledge regardless of turnover 
 



 

 

 

 

 

 

  Set-up service request types 
for easy lookup, i.e. “Abandoned 
Vehicle Complaint”  

  Submit requests for service 
and set up custom fields for 
capturing specific information 
and demographics. 

 

 

 

Make A Service Request 



 

 

 

 

 

 

A typical users is setup to view all new questions and requests 
 upon logging in.  Simply click on the reference number to open a question or request 

Immediately see out of compliance requests  
 

Customized views based on preference and staff role  
 

Staff use Admin Portal to keep track of all citizen interaction in one 
centralized location – not separate e-mail boxes 

Track Citizen Interaction 



 

 

 

 

 

 

The GovQA Style: 
 
 

 

 For quick and easy 
implementation, training, and 
ongoing use 
 
 

 Retains look and feel of your         
website … and flexibility to 
integrate with your current 
applications 
 

 Housed in highly secure 
datacenters 
 
 

 
 



 

 

 

 

 

 

6. New FAQ’s  
    automatically  
    added to knowledge      
    base for future users 

4. Check the Status 24/7 

5. View Dynamic 
     top 10 FAQ’s    

2. Send a Question 

3. Submit Service Request 1. Search for Information 

One simple interaction point to provide Citizens with self service options!!! 

Access Portal Page 



 

 

 

 

 

 

Three types of workflow rules can be setup: 
 
 Issue Based 
 Time Based 
 Status Change 
 
Rules can update the value of fields such as 
priority or status, send emails, or assign issues 
to staff and departments. The workflow engine 
can accommodate work schedules and vacation 
days. 

 Staff oversight and hierarchy of notification gives powerful functionality 

Workflow to Notify Staff 



 

 

 

 

 

 

  Custom reports 

  CitiStat capabilities 

  Staff oversight 

  Compliance awareness  

  Simple generator 

Consistent reporting is possible on ALL system data! 

Report: Standard & Custom 
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THIS SERVICE(S) AGREEMENT (the “Agreement”) between 
WEBQA, Inc. (“WEBQA”) with its principal place of business at 900 
S. Frontage Road, Suite 110 Woodridge, IL, 60517 and The City of 
Ramsey, a city with its principal place of business at 7550 Sunwood 
Drive NW, Ramsey, MN 55303 (“Customer”) is made effective as of 
July 1, 2012   (“Effective Date”.) 
 

1.  WEBQA DELIVERY OF SERVICE(S): 
WEBQA grants to Customer a non-exclusive, non-transferable, 
limited license to access and use the GovQA Service(s) on the 
Authorized Website(s) identified in Schedule A in consideration of 
the fees and terms described in Schedule A.  
 

2.  CUSTOMER RESPONSIBILITIES: 
Customer acknowledges it is receiving only a limited license to use 
the Service(s) and related documentation, if any, and shall obtain no 
title, ownership nor any other rights in or to the Service(s) and related 
documentation, all of which title and rights shall remain with 
WebQA.  In addition, Customer agrees that this license is limited to 
applications for its own use and may not lease or rent the Service(s) 
nor offer its use for others. All Customer data is owned by the 
Customer.  Under no circumstances is the system intended to capture 
confidential information of any kind.  Confidential information is 
defined such as social security numbers and financial information. 
 

Customer agrees to maintain the Authorized Website(s) identified in 
Schedule A, provide WEBQA with all information reasonably 
necessary to setup or establish the Service(s) on Customer’s behalf, 
and allow a “Powered by GovQA” logo with a hyperlink to 
WebQA’s website home page on the Authorized Website. 
 

3.  SERVICE(S) LEVELS: 
WEBQA will use commercially reasonable efforts to backup and 
keep the Service(s) and Authorized Website(s) in operation consistent 
with applicable industry standards and will respond to customers’ 
requests for support during normal business hours.    
 

THE SERVICE(S) ARE PROVIDED ON AN “AS IS” BASIS, AND 
CUSTOMER’S USE OF THE SERVICE(S) IS AT ITS OWN RISK.  
WEBQA DOES NOT WARRANT THAT THE SERVICE(S) WILL 
BE UNINTERRUPTED OR ERROR-FREE OR UNEFFECTED BY 
FORCE MAJEURE EVENTS. 
 

4.  WARRANTY AND LIABILITY: 
WEBQA MAKES NO REPRESENTATION OR WARRANTY AS 
TO MERCHANTABILITY OR FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR 
PURPOSE OF THE SERVICE(S) AND SHALL HAVE NO 
LIABILITY FOR ANY CONSEQUENTIAL DAMAGES OF ANY 
KIND INCLUDING, BUT NOT LIMITED TO, DATA LOSS AND 
BUSINESS INTERRUPTION, AND THE PARTIES AGREE THAT 
THE ONLY REMEDIES THAT SHALL BE AVAILABLE TO 
CUSTOMER UNDER THIS AGREEMENT SHALL BE THOSE 
EXPRESSLY SET FORTH IN THIS AGREEMENT.  WEBQA’S 
LIABILITY UNDER ALL CIRCUMSTANCES INVOLVED 
HEREIN IS EXPRESSLY LIMITED TO THE AMOUNT 
RECEIVED UNDER THIS AGREEMENT.   

5. TERMINATION: 
Either party may terminate this agreement if the terminating party 
gives the other party sixty (60) days written notice prior to the current 
term end date.  Should Customer terminate without cause after the 
first date of the term as defined in Schedule A, Customer must pay 
the balance of the current contracted term and this payment 
obligation will immediately become due.  WebQA may terminate 
service(s) if payments are not received by WebQA as specified in 

Schedule A. All monies associated to the current term will be due 
immediately. 
 
Upon any termination, WebQA will discontinue Service(s) under this 
agreement; WebQA will provide Customer with an electronic copy of 
all of Customer’s data, if requested; and, provisions of this 
Agreement regarding Ownership, Liability, Confidentiality and 
Miscellaneous will continue to survive. 
 

6.  INDEMNIFICATION 
Each Party agrees to fully indemnify and hold harmless the other for 
any and all costs, liabilities, losses, and expenses resulting from any 
claim, suit, action, or proceeding brought by any third party.  
 

7.  ACCEPTABLE USE: 
Customer represents and warrants that the Service(s) will only be 
used for lawful purposes, in a manner allowed by law, and in 
accordance with reasonable operating rules, policies, terms and 
procedures.   
 

WEBQA may, upon misuse of the Service(s), request Customer to 
terminate access to any individual and Customer agrees to promptly 
comply with such request unless such misuse is corrected. 
 

8. CONFIDENTIALITY: 
Each party hereby agrees to maintain the confidentiality of the other 
party’s proprietary materials and information, including but not 
limited to, all information, knowledge or data not generally available 
to the public which is acquired in connection with this Agreement, 
unless disclosure is required by law.  Each party hereby agrees not to 
copy, duplicate, or transcribe any confidential documents of the other 
party except as required in connection with their performance under 
this Agreement. Customer acknowledges that the Service(s) contain 
valuable trade secrets, which are the sole property of WebQA, and 
Customer agrees to use reasonable care to prevent other parties from 
learning of these trade secrets or have unauthorized access to the 
Service(s). WebQA will use reasonable efforts to insure that any 
WebQA contractors maintain the confidentiality of proprietary 
materials and information.     
 

9.  MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS: 
This Agreement will be governed by and construed in accordance 
with the laws of the State of Minnesota.   
 

WEBQA may not assign its rights and obligations under this 
Agreement, in whole or part, without prior written consent of 
Customer, which consent will not be unreasonably withheld.   
 

10.  ACCEPTANCE: 
Authorized representatives of Customer and WEBQA have read the 
foregoing and all documents incorporated therein and agree and 
accept such terms effective as of the date first written above. 

Customer:       City of Ramsey 

Signature: __________________________________________ 

Print Name: ___________________________________________ 

Title: _________________________ Date: ____________  
 

WebQA Inc. 

Signature: __________________________________________ 

Print Name: John Dilenschneider 

Title: CEO                Date: ___________ 

WEBQA SERVICE(S) AGREEMENT 
For GovQA Service(s) 
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Schedule A 

 
A. Service(s): Software & Seats:  GovQA Software:     Unlimited Seats                    
  Data:   All Customer Data is Owned By Customer                    . 
  Authorized website: http://www.mygovhelp.com/ramseymn/            .    
  Admin website:   http://www.mygovhelp.com/ramseymn/zadmin . 
  Admin Logon:  ID:     SA           .   Password:      PASSWORD                 .      
  

B. Fees:  Main Modules:        At a Locked-In subscription cost per month for term of   $   400   . 
    
     Service(s) Center    Citizen Portal             Employee Intranet 
     Information Center          Full Reporting               Employee Portal 
                All service(s) upgrades                             Payment Center with ___ Payment types 
     Surveys   
           

   Implementation and Training:           At a Locked-In cost of $   3.000    . 
 
 

           One-time setup and load of 100 Questions into knowledgebase with 2 routing rules setup 
           One-time setup and load of 60 Service Requests with 2 rules per Service Request 
           1 Day(s) of Online Training ($1,500 each) 
           ____ Day(s) of On-Site Training ($1,800 each plus expenses) 
              Initial Private Labeling of the Self Service Portal included. Updating of the PL is limited to  
                                                once per billable term.  Additional PL updates will be billed at a cost of $100/each time.   
 
   Storage:                      $   Included   . 
 

             10 GB storage free with service(s).  Additional 10GB is $20/month            
   

C. Terms:  Annual Billable Term Starting:  August 1, 2012     Ending: July 31, 2013.   Upon the expiration of this 
initial term, the term will continue to auto-renew to subsequent annual Optional Terms unless Customer notifies 
WEBQA in writing of its intention not to extend the term at least sixty (60) days prior to expiration of the current 
term end date.  Renewal terms will not increase by more than eight percent.  Customer will hold a kickoff meeting to 
launch implementation no later than 15 days from contract start date. 

 
D. Billing:  Fees are exclusive of all taxes; billed on an annual basis at time of contract and due upon receipt of invoice.  This 

secures site, servers and resources necessary to begin project.   
    

   If payment is not received within 45 days of invoice due date, WebQA has the right to suspend all services until 
payment is received.  Furthermore, customer is responsible for all costs including attorney fees associated to the 
collections of invoices over 45 days.  

 
E. Remittance: All payments should be made directly to WebQA and will not be deemed received until actually received in  
   WebQA offices.  WebQA mailing address for all payments is:           

   Accounts Receivable Dept.,   
   WebQA Inc,   
    900 S. Frontage Road, Suite 110   
   Woodridge, IL 60517   

 
F.  Special:  No special implementation or customization at this time.  If required, attach as Schedule B. 
 
G. Contacts: Organization Name____________________________________________________________________________    

  Main Contact Name:_____________________________  Title:________________________________________ 
  Address: ______________________________________ City___________________  State: ____  Zip: ______ 
  Work Phone: _____________  Cell:__________________   Email:________________ Fax: ________________ 
   
 

  Billing Contact Name:____________________________  Title:________________________________________ 
  Address: ______________________________________ City___________________  State: ____  Zip: ______ 
  Work Phone: _____________  Cell:__________________  Email: ________________ Fax: ________________ 
  Purchase Order Number:___________________________ Duns Number: ____________________________ 

WEBQA SERVICE(S) AGREEMENT 
For GovQA Service(s) 

http://www.mygovhelp.com/
http://www.mygovhelp.com/


   

CC Regular Session   4. 6.           
Meeting Date: 06/26/2012  

By: Jackie Lipski, Finance

Information
Title:
Adopt Resolution #12-06-XXX Approving Cash Disbursements Made and Authorizing Payment of Accounts
Payable Invoicing Received During the Period of June 7,2012 through June 20, 2012

Funding Source:
N/A

Council Action:
Motion to Adopt Resolution #12-06-XXX Approving Cash Disbursements Made and Authorizing Payment of
Accounts Payable Invoicing Received During the Period of June 7,2012 through June 20, 2012.

Attachments
Bills List 6-26-2012
Resolution Billslist 6-26-12

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date

Diana Lund Diana Lund 06/20/2012 12:31 PM
Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 06/20/2012 09:39 PM

Form Started By: Jackie Lipski Started On: 06/20/2012 11:54 AM
Final Approval Date: 06/20/2012 



























































































Councilmember introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption:

RESOLUTION #12-06-XXX

RESOLUTION APPROVING CASH DISBURSEMENTS MADE AND AUTHORIZING 
PAYMENT OF ACCOUNTS PAYABLE INVOICING RECEIVED DURING THE 
PERIOD OF JUNE 7, 2012 THROUGH JUNE 20, 2012.

WHEREAS, the City of Ramsey Finance Department has made cash disbursements and 
received accounts payable invoicing during the period of June 7, 2012, through June 20, 2012, in 
the amount of $991,834.64; 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 June 7, 2012, through June 20, 2012, in the amount of $991,834.64.

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 26th day of June 2012.

Mayor

ATTEST:

City Clerk



   

CC Regular Session   4. 7.           
Meeting Date: 06/26/2012  

By: Chris Anderson, Community
Development

Information
Title:
Adopt Resolution #12-06-XXX to Enter into a Contract with the MN DNR for Community Forest Bonding Grant
Monies for North Commons Landscaping

Background:
On January 24, 2012, Staff received authorization to apply for a Community Forest Bonding Grant through the MN
DNR to purchase trees for installation in North Commons.  Staff submitted a grant proposal requesting $13,063.00
for the purchase of 106 trees that would not only provide a significant improvement in the park but also would
establish a 'mini arboretum', which is an action item of the Environmental Policy Board's 2011-2012 Work Plan. 
On March 21, 2012, Staff received notice that the project would be fully funded and that the City just needed to
complete the grant contract paperwork.  Staff has yet to move forward on this due to the North Commons
preliminary plat that is moving forward.

Observations:
The DNR's Community Forest Bonding Grants cycle runs from 2012 through 2014.  The City's proposal fell under
the category of "Plant a More Diverse and Resilient Community Forest". There is no required match for these grant
monies; however, greater consideration was given to proposals that included partial or full matches with non-state
cash and/or local in-kind considerations.  Ramsey's proposal identified the use of personnel (designing landscape
plan and site prep), equipment and a volunteer labor force to install the trees as a match.

There are several key aspects related to accepting the grant funds: (1) Grant funds are not provided up front,
grantees must initially expend monies, which are then reimbursed under the terms of the grant agreement and listed
contract requirements; (2) Plantings must be installed on public land (including parks) and a Declaration of
Bond-Financed Property must be executed; and (3) Several documents must be furnished by the City by the end of
the project including an Updated Community Forest or Shade Tree Ordinance, an Annual Maintenance Plan for
Public Trees, and a Community EAB Preparedness Plan (note the the Environmental Policy Board crafted a draft
plan in 2010).

Accepting the grant monies requires executing a Declaration of Bond-Financed Property.  This essentially requires
that the property remain as public land for its useful life (defined as thirty [30] years) as outlined in the required
document as follows: "...is subject to the encumbrance created and requirements imposed by such statute, and
cannot be sold, mortgaged, encumbered or otherwise disposed of without the approval of the Commissioner of
Minnesota Management and Budget, which approval must be evidenced by a written statement signed by said
commissioner and attached to the deed, mortgage, encumbrance or instrument used to sell or otherwise dispose of
the Restricted Property. "  Staff has confirmed with the MN DNR that as long as the improvements (plantings) occur
on the portion of the property that will remain as public, than the proposed seventeen (17) lot subdivision should not
have any impact on our use of the grant monies.

As for the other required documents, the requirement of an updated Shade Tree Ordinance is to position
municipalities such that they can address Emerald Ash Borer (EAB) once it is found here.  However, the City's
existing Tree Preservation Ordinance addresses, in general, diseased and/or insect infested trees and states that they
may be declared a public nuisance, which satisfies this requirement.   The Parks Division has a maintenance
schedule for all their activities, including tree care.  That document can be easily modified to create an annual
maintenance plan for public trees.  Finally, the EPB has established a draft EAB Community Preparedness Plan
that, after a few updates, would be ready for City Council consideration. 



Recommendation:
Entering into the grant agreement with the MN DNR positions the City to capitalize on funding for landscaping
North Commons while simultaneously accomplishing an action item of the EPB's work plan by establishing a mini
arboretum.  Thus, Staff recommends that the City Council authorize entering into the grant agreement with the MN
DNR to accept the Community Forest Bonding Grant funds for landscaping in North Commons.

Funding Source:
There is no required matching component for this grant; however, the City is responsible for all expenditures and
than must submit requests for reimbursement.

Council Action:
Motion to adopt Resolution #12-06-___ authorizing the Mayor to execute a grant agreement with the MN DNR and
to execute the required Declaration of Bond-Financed Property, subject to review and approval as to legal form by
the City Attorney.

Attachments
Grant Agreement
Draft Emerald Ash Borer (EAB) Management Plan
Current Tree Preservation Ordinance
Declaration of Bond-Financed Property
Resolution to Enter into Grant Agreement with the MN DNR

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
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General Obligation Bond Proceeds 
 

Grant Agreement for Tree Removal and Replanting or Planting for Diversity 
2012-2014 Funding Cycle 

 
 THIS AGREEMENT shall be effective as of April 2, 2012 or upon the date that the final required 
signature is obtained by the State, pursuant to Minn. Stat. Sect. 16C.05, subd. 2, whichever occurs later, 
and shall remain in effect until June 30, 2014, or until all obligations set forth in this Grant Contract have 
been satisfactorily fulfilled, or the Grant Contract has been cancelled, whichever occurs first, and is 
between City of Ramsey, a political subdivision of the State of Minnesota (the “Public Entity”), and the 
Department of Natural Resources, 500 Lafayette Road, St. Paul, MN  55155 (the “DNR”). 
 

RECITALS 
 
 A. The DNR has created and is operating a diseased shade tree removal and replacement 
program (the “State Program”) under the authority granted by Laws 2010, ch. 189, subdiv. 12 (the “State 
Program Enabling Legislation”). Under the State Program, the recipients of a grant must use such funds 
for the planting of publicly owned shade trees on public land (Real Property) to provide environmental 
benefits; replace trees lost to forest pests, disease or storm; or to establish a more diverse community 
forest better able to withstand disease and forest pests. 
 
 B. Under the State Program, the DNR is authorized to provide grants that are funded with 
proceeds of state general obligation bonds authorized to be issued under Article XI, Sec. 5(a) of the 
Minnesota Constitution. 
 
 C. The Public Entity submitted a grant application to the DNR (the “Grant Application”) 
attached as Attachment III in which the Public Entity requested a grant from the State Program, the 
proceeds of which will be used for the purposes set forth in such grant application. 
 
 D. The Public Entity has been selected by the DNR for a receipt of a grant from the State 
Program in an amount of $13,063.00 (the “Program Grant”), which proceeds must be used by the Public 
Entity to perform those functions and activities imposed by the DNR under the State Program and set 
forth in the Grant Application. 
 
 E. The Public Entity’s receipt and use of the Program Grant to improve real property (the “Real 
Property”) will cause the Public Entity’s ownership interest in all of the Real Property to become “state 
bond financed property”, as such term is used in Minn. Stat. Sec. 16A.695 and in the “Third Order 
Amending Order of the Commissioner of Finance Relating to Use and Sale of State Bond Financed 
Property” executed by the Commissioner of Minnesota Management and Budget (“MMB”) and dated 
August 26, 2010, as amended, even if such funds are being used to improve only a portion of the Real 
Property. 
 
 G. The Public Entity and the DNR desire to set forth herein the provisions relating to the 
granting and disbursement of the Program Grant to the Public Entity and the operation of the Real 
Property. 
 
 IN CONSIDERATION of the grant described and other provisions in this Agreement, the parties 
to this Agreement agree as follows: 
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Article I 
DEFINITIONS 

 
Section 1.01  Defined Terms.  As used in this Agreement, the following terms shall have the 

meanings set forth below, unless the context specifically indicates otherwise: 
 
“Agreement” - means this General Obligation Bond Proceeds Grant Agreement for Tree Removal 

and Replanting. 
 

“Certification” – if applicable, means a certification in the form attached as Attachment IA, in 
which the Public Entity acknowledges that its interest in all or part of the Real Property is bond financed 
property within the meaning of Minn. Stat. Sec. 16A.695 and is subject to certain restrictions imposed 
thereby. 

 
“Code” - means the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended from time to time, and all treasury 

regulations, revenue procedures and revenue rulings issued pursuant thereto. 
 
“Commissioner’s Order” - means the “Third Order Amending Order of the Commissioner of 

Finance Relating to Use and Sale of State Bond Financed Property” executed by the Commissioner of 
MMB and dated August 26, 2010, as amended. 

 
“Declaration” - if applicable, means a declaration in the form attached as Attachment IB, 

indicating that the Public Entity’s ownership interest in the all or part of the Real Property is bond 
financed property within the meaning of Minn. Stat. Sec. 16A.695 and is subject to certain restrictions 
imposed thereby. 

 
“Event of Default” - means one or more of the events set forth in Section 2.05. 
 
“G.O. Bonds” - means that portion of the state general obligation bonds issued under the authority 

granted in Article XI, Sec. 5(a) of the Minnesota Constitution, the proceeds of which are used to fund the 
Program Grant, and any bonds issued to refund or replace such bonds. 

 
“Project” - means the Public Entity’s identification, removal, disposal of and replacement of dead 

or dying shade trees located on the Real Property that are lost to forest pests or disease. 
 
“Public Entity” - means the entity identified as the “Public Entity” in the lead-in paragraph of this 

Agreement. 
 
“Real Property” - means the real property located in the County of Anoka, State of Minnesota, 

legally described in Exhibit A to the Certification attached as Attachment IA and/or generally described 
in Exhibit A to the Declaration attached as Attachment IB. 
 

“Useful Life of the Real Property” - means 30 years. 
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Article II 
GRANT 

 
Section 2.01  Grant of Monies.  The DNR shall make the Program Grant to the Public Entity and 

disburse the proceeds in accordance with the provisions of this Agreement.  The Program Grant is not 
intended to be a loan even though the portion thereof that is disbursed may need to be returned to the 
DNR or the Commissioner of MMB under certain circumstances. 

 
Section 2.02  Public Ownership.  The Public Entity acknowledges and agrees that the Program 

Grant is being funded with the proceeds of G.O. Bonds, and as a result thereof all of the Real Property 
must be owned by one or more public entities.  Such ownership may be in the form of fee ownership 
and/or an easement.  In order to establish that this public ownership requirement is satisfied, the Public 
Entity represents and warrants to the DNR that it has, or will acquire, a fee simple and/or an easement 
ownership interest in the Real Property, and, in addition, that it possesses, or will possess, all easements 
necessary for the operation, maintenance and management of the Real Property. 

 
Section 2.03  Use of Grant Proceeds.  The Public Entity shall use the Program Grant solely to 

reimburse itself for the planting of publicly owned shade trees on public land (Real Property) to provide 
environmental benefits; replace trees lost to forest pests, disease or storm; or to establish a more diverse 
community forest better able to withstand disease and forest pests, and may not use the Program Grant for 
any other purpose. 

 
Section 2.04  Public Entity Representations and Warranties.  The Public Entity represents and 

warrants to the DNR as follows: 
 

A. It has legal authority to enter into, execute, and deliver this Agreement and all 
documents referred to herein, and it has taken all actions necessary to its execution and delivery of 
such documents. 

 
B. It has legal authority to use the Program Grant for the purposes described in the State 

Program Enabling Legislation. 
 
C. It has legal authority to operate the State Program and the Real Property for the 

purposes required by the State Program and for the functions and activities proposed in the Grant 
Application. 

 
D.  This Agreement and all other documents referred to herein are the legal, valid and 

binding obligations of the Public Entity enforceable against the Public Entity in accordance with 
their terms. 

 
E. It will comply with all of the terms and conditions of this Agreement and all other 

documents referred to herein. 
 
F. It will comply with all of the provisions and requirements of Minn. Stat. Sec. 16A.695, 

the Commissioner’s Order, and the State Program. 
 
G. It has made no material false statement or misstatement of fact in connection with its 

receipt of the Program Grant, and all of the information it has submitted or will submit to the DNR 
or the Commissioner of MMB relating to the Program Grant or the disbursement of the Program 
Grant is and will be true and correct. 
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H. It is not in violation of any provisions of its charter or of the laws of the State of 
Minnesota, and there are no actions, suits, or proceedings pending, or to its knowledge threatened, 
before any judicial body or governmental authority against or affecting it relating to the Real 
Property, or its ownership interest therein, and it is not in default with respect to any order, writ, 
injunction, decree, or demand of any court or any governmental authority which would impair its 
ability to enter into this Agreement, the Certification and/or the Declaration, or any document 
referred to herein, or to perform any of the acts required of it in such documents. 

 
I. Neither the execution and delivery of this Agreement, the Certification and/or the 

Declaration, or any document referred to herein nor compliance with any of the terms, conditions, 
requirements, or provisions contained in any of such documents is prevented by, is a breach of, or 
will result in a breach of, any term, condition, or provision of any agreement or document to which 
it is now a party or by which it is bound. 

 
J. The contemplated use of the Real Property will not violate any applicable zoning or 

use statute, ordinance, building code, rule or regulation, or any covenant or agreement of record 
relating thereto. 

 
K. The Project has been or will be completed in full compliance with all applicable laws, 

rules, ordinances, and regulations issued by any federal, state, or local political subdivisions having 
jurisdiction over the Project. 

 
L. All applicable licenses, permits and bonds required for the performance and 

completion of the Project have been, or will be, obtained. 
 
M. It has complied with the matching funds requirement, if any, contained in Section 6.20. 
 
N. It will not, without the prior written consent of the DNR and the Commissioner of 

MMB, allow any voluntary lien or encumbrance or involuntary lien or encumbrance that can be 
satisfied by the payment of monies and which is not being actively contested to be created or exist 
against the Public Entity’s ownership interest in the Real Property, whether such lien or 
encumbrance is superior or subordinate to the Declaration (if applicable).   

 
O. It reasonably expects to possess the ownership interest in the Real Property described 

in Section 2.02 for the entire Useful Life of the Real Property, and it does not expect to sell such 
ownership interest. 

 
P. It will supply whatever funds are needed above and beyond the amount of the Program 

Grant to complete and fully pay for the Project. 
 
Q. For that portion of the Real Property (if any) as to which the State Entity or the Public 

Entity has received a waiver from MMB of the requirement that the Public Entity record a 
Declaration pursuant to Section 6.02(b) of the Commissioner’s Order, the Public Entity will 
promptly execute a Certification and deliver a copy thereof to the DNR and to MMB (attention: 
Capital Budget Coordinator).  For that portion of the Real Property (if any) as to which the Public 
Entity has not received a waiver from MMB of the requirement that it record a Declaration, it has or 
will promptly record a fully executed Declaration with the appropriate governmental office and 
deliver a copy thereof to the DNR and to MMB that contains all of the recording information. 
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R. It shall furnish such satisfactory evidence regarding the representations and warranties 
described herein as may be required and requested by either the DNR or the Commissioner of 
MMB. 

 
Section 2.05  Events of Default.  The following events shall, unless waived in writing by the DNR 

and the Commissioner of MMB, constitute an Event of Default under this Agreement upon either the 
DNR or the Commissioner of MMB giving the Public Entity 30 days written notice of such event and the 
Public Entity’s failure to cure such event during such 30 day time period for those Events of Default that 
can be cured within 30 days or within whatever time period is needed to cure those Events of Default that 
cannot be cured within 30 days as long as the Public Entity is using its best efforts to cure and is making 
reasonable progress in curing such Events of Default, however, in no event shall the time period to cure 
any Event of Default exceed 6 months unless otherwise consented to, in writing, by the DNR and the 
Commissioner of MMB. 

 
A. If any representation, covenant, or warranty made by the Public Entity in this 

Agreement, in any other document furnished pursuant to this Agreement, or in order to induce the 
DNR to disburse any of the Program Grant, shall prove to have been untrue or incorrect in any 
material respect or materially misleading as of the time such representation, covenant, or warranty 
was made. 

 
B. If the Public Entity fails to fully comply with any provision, condition, covenant, or 

warranty contained in this Agreement, the Certification and/or the Declaration, or any other 
document referred to herein. 

 
C. If the Public Entity fails to fully comply with any provision, condition, covenant, or 

warranty in Minn. Stat. Sec. 16A.695, the Commissioner’s Order, or the State Program Enabling 
Legislation. 

 
D. If the Public Entity fails to provide and expend the full amount of the matching funds 

required for the Project, if any, under Section 6.20. 
 
E. If the Public Entity fails to deliver the Certification and/or record and deliver the 

Declaration described in Section 2.04.Q. 
 

Notwithstanding the foregoing, any of the events set forth above that cannot be cured shall, unless 
waived in writing by the DNR and the Commissioner of MMB, constitute an Event of Default under this 
Agreement immediately upon either the DNR or the Commissioner of MMB giving the Public Entity 
written notice of such event. 

 
Section 2.06  Remedies.  Upon the occurrence of an Event of Default and at any time thereafter 

until such Event of Default is cured to the satisfaction of the DNR, the DNR or the Commissioner of 
MMB may enforce any or all of the following remedies. 

 
A. The DNR may refrain from disbursing the Program Grant; provided, however, the 

DNR may make such disbursements after the occurrence of an Event of Default without thereby 
waiving its rights and remedies hereunder. 

 
B. If the Event of Default involves a failure to comply with any of the provisions 

contained herein other then the provisions contained in Sections 4.01 or 4.02, then the 
Commissioner of MMB, as a third party beneficiary of this Agreement, may demand that the 
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Outstanding Balance of the Program Grant be returned to it, and upon such demand the Public 
Entity shall return such amount to the Commissioner of MMB. 

 
C. If the Event of Default involves a failure to comply with the provisions contained in 

Sections 4.01 or 4.02, then the Commissioner of MMB, as a third party beneficiary of this 
Agreement, may demand that the Public Entity pay the amounts that would have been paid if there 
had been full and complete compliance with such provisions, and upon such demand the Public 
Entity shall pay such amount to the Commissioner of MMB. 

 
D. Either the DNR or the Commissioner of MMB, as a third party beneficiary of this 

Agreement, may enforce any additional remedies they may have in law or equity. 
 

The rights and remedies herein specified are cumulative and not exclusive of any rights or remedies 
that the DNR or the Commissioner of MMB would otherwise possess. 

 
If the Public Entity does not repay the amounts required to be paid under this Section or under any 

other provision of this Agreement within 30 days of demand by the Commissioner of MMB, or any 
amount ordered by a court of competent jurisdiction within 30 days of entry of judgment against the 
Public Entity and in favor of the DNR and/or the Commissioner of MMB, then such amount may, unless 
precluded by law, be taken from or offset against any aids or other monies that the Public Entity is 
entitled to receive from the State of Minnesota. 

 
Section 2.07  Notification of Event of Default.  The Public Entity shall furnish to the DNR and the 

Commissioner of MMB, as soon as possible and in any event within 7 days after it has obtained 
knowledge of the occurrence of each Event of Default or each event which with the giving of notice or 
lapse of time or both would constitute an Event of Default, a statement setting forth details of each Event 
of Default or event which with the giving of notice or upon the lapse of time or both would constitute an 
Event of Default and the action which the Public Entity proposes to take with respect thereto. 

 
Section 2.08  Survival of Event of Default.  This Agreement shall survive any and all Events of 

Default and remain in full force and effect even upon the payment of any amounts due under this 
Agreement, and shall only terminate in accordance with the provisions contained in Section 2.10 and at 
the end of its term in accordance with Section 2.09. 

 
Section 2.09  Term of Grant Agreement.  This Agreement shall, unless earlier terminated in 

accordance with any of the provisions contained herein, remain in full force and effect for the time period 
starting on the effective date hereof and ending on the date that corresponds to the date established by 
adding a time period equal to 125% of Useful Life of the Real Property to the date on which the Real 
Property is first used for the operation of the Governmental Program after such effective date.  If there are 
no uncured Events of Default as of such date this Agreement shall terminate and no longer be of any 
force or effect, and the Commissioner of MMB shall execute whatever documents are needed to release 
the Real Property from the effect of this Agreement and the Declaration, if any. 
 

Section 2.10  Modification and/or Early Termination of Grant.  If the full amount of the 
Program Grant has not been disbursed on or before the date that is 5 years from the effective date of this 
Agreement, or such later date to which the Public Entity and the DNR may agree in writing, then the 
DNR’s obligation to fund the Program Grant shall terminate.  In such event, (i) if none of the Program 
Grant has been disbursed by such date, then the DNR’s obligation to fund any portion of the Program 
Grant shall terminate and this Agreement shall terminate, and (ii) if some but not all of the Program Grant 
has been disbursed by such date, then the DNR shall have no further obligation to provide any additional 
funding for the Program Grant and this Agreement shall remain in full force and effect. 
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This Agreement shall also terminate upon the Public Entity’s sale of its ownership interest in the 

Real Property in accordance with the provisions of Article III and transmittal of all or a portion of the 
proceeds of such sale to the Commissioner of MMB in compliance with Article III, or upon the 
termination of Public Entity’s ownership interest in the Real Property if such ownership interest is by way 
of an easement. Upon such termination the DNR shall execute, or have executed, and deliver to the 
Public Entity such documents as are required to release the Public Entity’s ownership interest in the Real 
Property, from the effect of this Agreement, the Certification and/or the Declaration. 

 
Section 2.11  Excess Funds.  If the full amount of the Program Grant and matching funds referred 

to in Section 6.20 (if any) are not needed to complete the Project, then, unless language in the State 
Program Enabling Legislation indicates otherwise, the Program Grant shall be reduced by the amount not 
needed. 

 
Article III 

SALE 
 

The Public Entity shall not sell any part of its ownership interest in the Real Property unless all of 
the following have been complied with fully:  (i) the sale is made as authorized by law, (ii) the sale is for 
fair market value (as defined in the Commissioner’s Order), and (iii) the written consent of the 
Commissioner of MMB has been obtained.  The proceeds of any such sale shall be distributed as set forth 
in Minn. Stat. Sec. 16A.695 and the Commissioner’s Order. 

 
Article IV 

COMPLIANCE WITH MINN. STAT. SEC. 16A.695 
 AND THE COMMISSIONER’S ORDER 

 
Section 4.01  State Bond Financed Property.  The Public Entity and the DNR acknowledge and 

agree that the Public Entity’s ownership interest in the Real Property is, or when acquired by the Public 
Entity will be, “state bond financed property”, as such term is used in Minn. Stat. Sec. 16A.695 and the 
Commissioner’s Order, and, therefore, the provisions contained in such statute and order apply, or will 
apply, to the Public Entity’s ownership interest in the Real Property. 

 
Section 4.02  Preservation of Tax Exempt Status.  In order to preserve the tax-exempt status of 

the G.O. Bonds, the Public Entity agrees as follows: 
 

A. It will not use the Real Property or use or invest the Program Grant or any other sums 
treated as “bond proceeds” under Section 148 of the Code including “investment proceeds,” 
“invested sinking funds,” and “replacement proceeds,” in such a manner as to cause the G.O. Bonds 
to be classified as “arbitrage bonds” under Section 148 of the Code. 

 
B. It will deposit into and hold all of the Program Grant that it receives under this 

Agreement in a segregated non-interest bearing account until such funds are used for payments for 
the Project in accordance with the provisions contained herein. 

 
C. It will, upon written request, provide the Commissioner of MMB all information 

required to satisfy the informational requirements set forth in the Code including, but not limited to, 
Sections 103 and 148 thereof, with respect to the GO Bonds. 

 
D. It will, upon the occurrence of any act or omission by the Public Entity or any 

Counterparty, that could cause the interest on the GO Bonds to no longer be tax exempt and upon 
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direction from the Commissioner of MMB, take such actions and furnish such documents as the 
Commissioner of MMB determines to be necessary to ensure that the interest to be paid on the G.O. 
Bonds is exempt from federal taxation, which such action may include either: (i) compliance with 
proceedings intended to classify the G.O. Bonds as a “qualified bond” within the meaning of 
Section 141(e) of the Code, (ii) changing the nature or terms of the Use Contract so that it complies 
with Revenue Procedure 97-13, 1997-1 CB 632, or (iii) changing the nature of the use of the Real 
Property so that none of the net proceeds of the G.O. Bonds will be used, directly or indirectly, in 
an “unrelated trade or business” or for any “private business use” (within the meaning of Sections 
141(b) and 145(a) of the Code), or (iv) compliance with other Code provisions, regulations, or 
revenue procedures which amend or supersede the foregoing. 

 
E. It will not otherwise use any of the Program Grant, including earnings thereon, if any, 

or take or permit to or cause to be taken any action that would adversely affect the exemption from 
federal income taxation of the interest on the G.O. Bonds, nor omit to take any action necessary to 
maintain such tax exempt status, and if it should take, permit, omit to take, or cause to be taken, as 
appropriate, any such action, it shall take all lawful actions necessary to rescind or correct such 
actions or omissions promptly upon having knowledge thereof. 

 
Section 4.03  Changes to Minn. Stat. Section 16A.695 or the Commissioner’s Order.  If the 

G.O. Compliance Legislation or the Commissioner’s Order is amended in a manner that reduces any 
requirement imposed against the Public Entity, or if the Public Entity’s ownership interest in the Real 
Property is exempt from the G.O. Compliance Legislation and the Commissioner’s Order, then upon 
written request by the Public Entity the DNR shall enter into and execute an amendment to this 
Agreement to implement herein such amendment to or exempt the Public Entity’s ownership interest in 
the Real Property from Minn. Stat. Sec. 16A.695 or the Commissioner’s Order. 

 
Article V 

DISBURSEMENT OF GRANT PROCEEDS 
 

Section 5.01  Disbursement of Grant.  Upon compliance with all of the conditions set forth in 
Section 5.02, the DNR shall disburse the Program Grant to the Public Entity in one lump sum.  The 
DNR’s obligation to disburse any of the Program Grant shall terminate as of the date specified in such 
Section even if the entire Program Grant has not been disbursed by such date. 

 
The Program Grant shall only be for expenses that (i) are for those items of a capital nature for the 

Project, (ii) accrued no earlier than the effective date of the legislation that appropriated the funds that are 
used to fund the Program Grant, or (iii) have otherwise been consented to, in writing, by the DNR and the 
Commissioner of MMB. 

 
Section 5.02  Conditions Precedent to Disbursement of Grant.  The obligation of the DNR to 

disburse the Program Grant to the Public Entity is subject to the following conditions precedent: 
 

A. The DNR shall have received a request for disbursement of the Program Grant 
specifying the amount of funds being requested, which such amount shall not exceed the amount of 
the Program Grant set forth in Recital D. 

 
B. The DNR shall have received a duly executed Certification and/or Declaration that has 

been duly recorded in the appropriate governmental office, with all of the recording information 
displayed thereon. 
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C. The DNR shall have received evidence acceptable to the DNR that (i) the Public Entity 
has legal authority to and has taken all actions necessary to enter into this Agreement, the 
Certification and/or the Declaration, and (ii) this Agreement, the Certification and/or and the 
Declaration are binding on and enforceable against the Public Entity. 

 
D. The DNR shall have received evidence acceptable to the DNR that the Public Entity 

has completely paid for the Project and all other expenses that may occur in conjunction therewith. 
 
E. The DNR shall have received evidence acceptable to the DNR that the Public Entity is 

in compliance with the matching funds requirements in Section 6.20, if any, and that all of such 
matching funds have been expended for the Project. 

 
F. The DNR shall have received evidence acceptable to the DNR that all required 

permits, bonds and licenses necessary for the Project have been paid for, issued, and obtained, other 
than those permits, bonds and licenses which may not lawfully be obtained until a future date or 
those permits, bonds and licenses which in the ordinary course of business would normally not be 
obtained until a later date. 

 
G. No Event of Default under this Agreement or event which would constitute an Event of 

Default but for the requirement that notice be given or that a period of grace or time elapse shall 
have occurred and be continuing. 

 
H. The Public Entity has supplied to the DNR all other items that the DNR may 

reasonably require. 
 

Article VI 
MISCELLANEOUS 

 
Section 6.01  Condemnation.  If after the Public Entity has acquired the ownership interest set 

forth in Section 2.02, all or any portion of the Real Property is condemned, any condemnation proceeds 
which are not used to acquire an interest in additional real property needed by the Public Entity to 
continue its use of the remaining Real Property shall be applied in accordance with Minn. Stat. Sec. 
16A.695 and the Commissioner’s Order as if the condemned portion of the Public Entity’s ownership 
interest in the Real Property had been sold.  If the Public Entity elects to sell its ownership interest in the 
remaining portion of the Real Property, such sale must occur within a reasonable time period from the 
date the condemnation occurred and the cumulative sum of the condemnation proceeds plus the proceeds 
of such sale must be applied in accordance with Minn. Stat. Sec. 16A.695 and the Commissioner’s Order, 
with the condemnation proceeds being so applied within a reasonable time period from the date they are 
received by the Public Entity. 

 
As recipient of any of the condemnation proceeds referred to herein, the DNR agrees to and will 

disclaim, assign or pay over to the Public Entity all of such condemnation proceeds it receives so that the 
Public Entity can comply with the requirements of this Section. 

 
Section 6.02  Record Keeping and Reporting.  The Public Entity shall maintain books, records, 

documents and other evidence pertaining to the costs or expenses associated with the Project needed to 
comply with the requirements of this Agreement, Minn. Stat. Sec. 16A.695, the Commissioner’s Order, 
and the State Program Enabling Legislation, and upon request shall allow or cause the entity which is 
maintaining such items to allow the DNR, auditors for the DNR, the Legislative Auditor for the State of 
Minnesota, or the State Auditor for the State of Minnesota, to inspect, audit or copy all of such items.  
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The Public Entity shall use generally accepted accounting principles in the maintenance of such items, 
and shall retain all of such items for a period of 6 years from the date that the Project is fully completed. 

 
Section 6.03  Inspections by DNR.  Upon reasonable request by the DNR and without interfering 

with the normal use of the Real Property, the Public Entity shall allow the DNR to inspect the Real 
Property. 

 
Section 6.04  Data Practices.  The Public Entity agrees with respect to any data that it possesses 

regarding the Program Grant or the Project to comply with all of the provisions of the Minnesota 
Government Data Practices Act contained in Minn. Stat. Chapter 13. 

 
Section 6.05  Non-Discrimination.  The Public Entity agrees to not engage in discriminatory 

employment practices regarding the Project, and it shall fully comply with all of the provisions contained 
in Minn. Stat. Chapters 363A and 181. 

 
Section 6.06  Worker’s Compensation.  The Public Entity agrees to comply with all of the 

provisions relating to worker’s compensation contained in Minn. Stat. Secs. 176.181 subd. 2 and 176.182 
with respect to the Project. 

 
Section 6.07  Antitrust Claims.  The Public Entity hereby assigns to the DNR and the 

Commissioner of MMB all claims it may have for over charges as to goods or services provided with 
respect to the Project, and operation or management of the Real Property that arise under the antitrust 
laws of the State of Minnesota or of the United States of America. 

 
Section 6.08  Legislative Notification.  Prior to beginning work on the Project, the Public Entity 

shall notify the Chairs of the Minnesota State Senate Finance Committee, the Minnesota House of 
Representatives Capital Investment Committee and the Minnesota House of Representatives Ways and 
Means Committee that the work to be performed is ready to begin. 

 
Section 6.09  Prevailing Wages.  The Public Entity agrees to comply with all of the applicable 

provisions contained in Minn. Stat. Chapter 177, and specifically those provisions contained in Minn. 
Stat. Secs. 177.41 through 177.435 with respect to the Project. 

 
Section 6.10  Liability.  The Public Entity and the DNR agree that they will be responsible for their 

own acts and the results thereof to the extent authorized by law, and neither shall be responsible for the 
acts of the other party and the results thereof.  The liability of the DNR and the Commissioner of MMB is 
governed by the provisions contained in Minn. Stat. Sec. 3.736.  If the Public Entity is a “municipality” as 
such term is used in Minn. Stat. Chapter 466, then the liability of the Public Entity is governed by the 
provisions of such Chapter 466. 

 
Section 6.11  Relationship of the Parties.  Nothing in this Agreement is intended or should be 

construed in any manner as creating or establishing the relationship of co-partners or a joint venture 
between the Public Entity, the DNR, or the Commissioner of MMB, nor shall the Public Entity be 
considered to be an agent, representative, or employee of the DNR, the Commissioner of MMB, or the 
State of Minnesota in the performance of this Agreement, the Project, or operation of the Real Property. 

 
The Public Entity represents that it has already or will secure all personnel required for the 

performance of this Agreement and the Project.  All personnel of the Public Entity or other persons while 
engaging in the performance of this Agreement and the Project shall have no contractual relationship with 
the DNR, the Commissioner of MMB, or the State of Minnesota and shall not be considered employees of 
any of such entities.  In addition, all claims that may arise on behalf of said personnel or other persons out 
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of employment or alleged employment including, but not limited to, claims under the Workers’ 
Compensation Act of the State of Minnesota, claims of discrimination against the Public Entity, its 
officers, agents, contractors, or employees shall in no way be the responsibility of the DNR, the 
Commissioner of MMB, or the State of Minnesota.  Such personnel or other persons shall not require nor 
be entitled to any compensation, rights or benefits of any kind whatsoever from the DNR, the 
Commissioner of MMB, or the State of Minnesota including, but not limited to, tenure rights, medical 
and hospital care, sick and vacation leave, disability benefits, severance pay and retirement benefits. 

 
Section 6.12  Notices.  In addition to any notice required under applicable law to be given in 

another manner, any notices required hereunder must be in writing and shall be sufficient if personally 
served or sent by prepaid, registered, or certified mail (return receipt requested), to the business address of 
the party to whom it is directed.  Such business address shall be that address specified below or such 
different address as may hereafter be specified, by either party by written notice to the other: 

 
 To the Public Entity at: 
 

City of Ramsey 
7550 Sunwood Dr. NW   
Ramsey, MN 55303 
Attention:  Chris Anderson 

 
 To the DNR at: 
 

Minnesota Department of Natural Resources 
Division of Forestry 
500 Lafayette Road 
St. Paul, MN  55155-4044 
Attention:  Ken Holman, Community Forest Program Coordinator 
 

 To the Commissioner of MMB at: 
 
Minnesota Department of Management and Budget 
400 Centennial Office Bldg. 
658 Cedar St. 
St. Paul, MN 55155 
Attention:  Commissioner 
 

Section 6.13  Binding Effect and Assignment or Modification.  This Agreement and the 
Certification and/or the Declaration shall be binding upon and inure to the benefit of the Public Entity and 
the DNR, and their respective successors and assigns.  Provided, however, that neither the Public Entity 
nor the DNR may assign any of its rights or obligations under this Agreement or the Declaration without 
the prior written consent of the other party.  No change or modification of the terms or provisions of this 
Agreement or the Certification and/or the Declaration shall be binding on either the Public Entity or the 
DNR unless such change or modification is in writing and signed by an authorized official of the party or 
against which such change or modification is to be imposed. 

 
Section 6.14  Waiver.  Neither the failure by the Public Entity, the DNR, or the Commissioner of 

MMB, as a third party beneficiary of this Agreement, in any one or more instances to insist upon the 
complete and total observance or performance of any term or provision hereof, nor the failure of the 
Public Entity, the DNR, or the Commissioner of MMB, as a third party beneficiary of this Agreement, to 
exercise any right, privilege, or remedy conferred hereunder or afforded by law shall be construed as 
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waiving any breach of such term, provision, or the right to exercise such right, privilege, or remedy 
thereafter.  In addition, no delay on the part of the Public Entity, the DNR, or the Commissioner of MMB, 
as a third party beneficiary of this Agreement, in exercising any right or remedy hereunder shall operate 
as a waiver thereof, nor shall any single or partial exercise of any right or remedy preclude other or 
further exercise thereof or the exercise of any other right or remedy. 

 
Section 6.15  Entire Agreement.  This Agreement, the Certification and/or the Declaration, and the 

documents, if any, referred to and incorporated herein by reference embody the entire agreement between 
the Public Entity and the DNR, and there are no other agreements, either oral or written, between the 
Public Entity and the DNR on the subject matter hereof. 

 
Section 6.16  Choice of Law and Venue.  All matters relating to the validity, construction, 

performance, or enforcement of this Agreement or the Certification and/or the Declaration shall be 
determined in accordance with the laws of the State of Minnesota.  All legal actions initiated with respect 
to or arising from any provision contained in this Agreement shall be initiated, filed and venued in the 
State of Minnesota District Court located in the City of St. Paul, County of Ramsey, State of Minnesota. 

 
Section 6.17  Severability.  If any provision of this Agreement is finally judged by any court to be 

invalid, then the remaining provisions shall remain in full force and effect and they shall be interpreted, 
performed, and enforced as if the invalid provision did not appear herein. 

 
Section 6.18  Time of Essence.  Time is of the essence with respect to all of the matters contained 

in this Agreement. 
 
Section 6.19  Counterparts.  This Agreement may be executed in any number of counterparts, 

each of which when so executed and delivered shall be an original, but such counterparts shall together 
constitute one and the same instrument. 

 
Section 6.20  Matching Funds.  The Public Entity must obtain and supply the following matching 

funds for the Project:  NONE. 
 

Section 6.21  Source and Use of Funds.  The Public Entity represents to the DNR and the 
Commissioner of MMB that Attachment III is intended to be and is a source and use of funds statement 
showing the total cost of the Project and all of the funds that are available for the completion of the 
Project, and that the information contained in such Attachment III correctly and accurately delineates the 
following information. 
 

A. The total cost of the Project. 
 
B. The source and amount of all funds needed to complete the Project, including: 
 

(i) State funds including the Program Grant, 
(ii) Matching funds, 
(iii) Other funds supplied by the Public Entity, 
(iv) Loans, identifying each such loan and all collateral pledged for repayment of 

each such loan and 
(v) Other funds. 

 
C. Such other financial information that is needed to correctly reflect the total funds 

available for the completion of the Project, the source of such funds and the expected use of such 
funds. 
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Previously paid project expenses (that is, project expenses paid before the effective date of this 

Agreement) that are to be reimbursed and paid from proceeds of the Program Grant may only be included 
as a source of funds and included in Attachment III if such items have been approved, in writing, by the 
Commissioner of MMB.  If any of the funds included under the source of funds have conditions 
precedent to the release of such funds, the Public Entity must provide to the DNR and the Commissioner 
of MMB a detailed description of such conditions and what is being done to satisfy such conditions.   

 
 The Public Entity shall also supply whatever other information and documentation that the DNR or 
the Commissioner of MMB may request to support or explain any of the information contained in 
Attachment III. 
 

Section 6.22  Third-Party Beneficiary.  The State Program will benefit the State of Minnesota and 
the provisions and requirements contained herein are for the benefit of both the DNR and the State of 
Minnesota.  Therefore, the State of Minnesota, by and through the Commissioner of MMB, is a third-
party beneficiary of this Agreement. 

 
Section 6.23  Public Entity Tasks.  Any tasks that this Agreement imposes upon the Public Entity 

may be performed by such other entity as the Public Entity may select or designate, provided that the 
failure of such other entity to perform said tasks shall be deemed to be a failure to perform by the Public 
Entity. 

 
Section 6.24  DNR and Commissioner Required Acts and Approvals.  The DNR and the 

Commissioner of MMB shall not (i) perform any act herein required or authorized by it in an 
unreasonable manner, (ii) unreasonably refuse to perform any act that it is required to perform hereunder, 
or (iii) unreasonably refuse to provide or withhold any approval that is required of it herein. 

 
Section 6.25  E-Verification. The Public Entity agrees and acknowledges that it is aware of 

Governor’s Executive Order 08-01 regarding e-verification of employment of all newly hired employees 
to confirm that such employees are legally entitled to work in the United States, and that it will, if and 
when applicable, fully comply with such order and impose a similar requirement in any Use Agreement to 
which it is a party. 

 
Section 6.26  Additional Requirements.  The Public Entity and the DNR agree to comply with the 

following additional requirements.  In the event of any conflict or inconsistency between the following 
additional requirements and any other provisions or requirement contained in this Agreement, the 
following additional requirements contained in this Section shall control: 

 
Required documents: 

Updated Community Forestry or Shade Tree Ordinance 
Annual Maintenance Plan for Public Trees 

 
One of the following must accompany the two required documents: 

Community EAB Preparedness Plan 
Or 

Community Forest Management Plan, including EAB preparedness, annual tree maintenance and 
public education components. 
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IN TESTIMONY HEREOF, the Public Entity and the DNR have executed this General 
Obligation Bond Proceeds Grant Agreement for Tree Removal and Replanting or Planting for Diversity 
under the diseased shade tree removal and replacement program on the day and date indicated 
immediately below their respective signatures. 
 
PUBLIC ENTITY: 
 
City of Ramsey, 
a political subdivision of the State of Minnesota 
 
By:  _______________________________ 
Name:  ____________________________ 
Its:  _______________________________ 
 
Dated:  _____________________ 
 
By:  _______________________________ 
Name:  ____________________________ 
Its:  _______________________________ 
 
Dated:  _____________________ 
 
 
STATE ENTITY: 
 
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 
 
 
By:  _______________________________ 
Name:  Wayne Damerow 
Its:  Assistant Director, Division of Forestry 
 
Dated:  _____________________ 
 
 
ENCUMBERED: 
 
 
            Sonia Ontiveros                  
Accounting Officer Senior 
 
Dated:              4/05/2012                
 
SWIFT Contract #          44211        
 
SWIFT PO #            3-16400                  
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ATTACHMENT IA 
 

CERTIFICATION 
 

State of Minnesota 
General Obligation Bond Financed Property 

 
 

 The undersigned has a fee simple and/or easement interest in the real property located in the County 
of _____________, State of Minnesota that is generally described or illustrated graphically in Exhibit A 
attached and all facilities situated thereon (the “Restricted Property”) and acknowledges that the 
Restricted Property is State bond-financed property.  The undersigned acknowledges that: 
 

A. The Restricted Property is state bond financed property within the meaning of Minn. 
Stat. Sec. 16A.695, is subject to the encumbrance created and requirements imposed 
by such statute, and cannot be sold, mortgaged, encumbered or otherwise disposed of 
without the approval of the Commissioner of Minnesota Management and Budget;  

 
B. The Restricted Property is subject to the provisions of the General Obligation Bond 

Proceeds Grant Agreement for Tree Removal and Replanting or Planting For 
Diversity between the Department of Natural Resources and 
_______________________ dated _________________________, and 
 

C. The Restricted Property shall continue to be deemed state bond financed property for 
125% of the useful life of the Restricted Property or until the Restricted Property is 
sold with the written approval of the Commissioner of Minnesota Management and 
Budget.  

 
Date:  __________________, 20____ 
 
 

_______________________,  
a  political subdivision of the State of Minnesota 
 
By:  ________________________________ 
Name: _______________________________ 
Title:  _______________________________ 
 
 
By:  ________________________________ 
Name: _______________________________ 
Title:  _______________________________ 
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Exhibit A to Certification 
 

GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF RESTRICTED PROPERTY 
 

 
[Insert a narrative or graphic description of the property where the Program Grant will be used.  It need 
not be a legal description.] 

 
 



17 

ATTACHMENT IB 
 

DECLARATION 
 

State of Minnesota 
General Obligation Bond Financed Property 

 
 The undersigned has the following interest in the real property located in the County of _________, 
State of Minnesota that is legally described in Exhibit A attached and all facilities situated thereon 
(collectively referred to as the “Restricted Property”): 
 

(Check the appropriate box.) 
 a fee simple title, or 

  
 an easement, 

 
and as owner of such fee title or easement, does hereby declare that such interest in the Restricted 
Property is hereby made subject to the following restrictions and encumbrances: 
 

A. The Restricted Property is bond financed property within the meaning of Minn. Stat. Sec. 
16A.695, is subject to the encumbrance created and requirements imposed by such statute, 
and cannot be sold, mortgaged, encumbered or otherwise disposed of without the approval of 
the Commissioner of Minnesota Management and Budget, which approval must be evidenced 
by a written statement signed by said commissioner and attached to the deed, mortgage, 
encumbrance or instrument used to sell or otherwise dispose of the Restricted Property; and 

 
B. The Restricted Property is subject to all of the terms, conditions, provisions, and limitations 

contained in the General Obligation Bond Proceeds Grant Agreement for Tree Removal and 
Replanting or Planting For Diversity between the Department of Natural Resources and 
_______________________ dated _________________________ (the “G.O. Grant 
Agreement”). 
 

The Restricted Property shall remain subject to this State of Minnesota General Obligation Bond 
Financed Property Declaration for 125% of the useful life of the Restricted Property or until the 
Restricted Property is sold with the written approval of the Commissioner of Minnesota Management and 
Budget, at which time it shall be released therefrom by way of a written release in recordable form signed 
by both the Commissioner of the Department of Natural Resources and the Commissioner of Minnesota 
Management and Budget, and such written release is recorded in the real estate records relating to the 
Restricted Property.  This Declaration may not be terminated, amended, or in any way modified without 
the specific written consent of the Commissioner of Minnesota Management and Budget. 
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_______________________,  
a  political subdivision of the State of Minnesota 
 
By:  ________________________________ 
Name: _______________________________ 
Title:  _______________________________ 
 
Dated:  __________________, 20____ 
 

 
 

STATE OF MINNESOTA ) 
 ) ss: 
COUNTY OF __________ ) 
 
 The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this _______ day of _____________, 
_________, by ___________________, the ________________ of ______________________, a political 
subdivision of the State of Minnesota. 
 
  
 ____________________________ 
 Notary Public 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  

This instrument was drafted by: 
 
Ken Holman 
Community Forest Program Coordinator 
Minnesota Department of Natural Resources 
Division of Forestry 
500 Lafayette Road 
St. Paul, MN  55155- 4044 
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Exhibit A to Declaration 
 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF RESTRICTED PROPERTY 
 

 
 

[Insert a legal description of the property where the Program Grant will be used.] 
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ATTACHMENT II 
 

SOURCE AND USE OF FUNDS FOR THE PROJECT 
 

Source of Funds  Use of Funds 
     

Identify Source of Funds Amount  Identify Items Amount 
     
State GO Funds   Items Paid for with  
 Program Grant $_________  Program Grant Funds   
   ________________ $_________ 
Other State Funds   ________________ $_________ 

_______________ $_________  ________________ $_________ 
_______________ $_________    
_______________ $_________  Subtotal $_________ 

Subtotal $_________    
   Items Paid for with  
Matching Funds   Non-Program Grant Funds  

_______________ $_________  ________________ $_________ 
_______________ $_________  ________________ $_________ 

Subtotal $_________  ________________ $_________ 
     
Other Public Entity Funds   Subtotal $_________ 

_______________ $_________    
_______________ $_________    

Subtotal     
     
Loans     

_______________ $_________    
_______________ $_________    

Subtotal $_________    
     
Other Funds     

_______________ $_________    
_______________ $_________    

Subtotal $_________   - 
     
Prepaid Project Expenses     

_______________ $_________    
_______________ $_________    

Subtotal $_________    
     
TOTAL FUNDS $_________  TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $_________ 
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ATTACHMENT III 
 

GRANT APPLICATION 
 

 
 



 

 

Emerald Ash Borer Management Plan 
City of Ramsey, MN 

 
Purpose: 
 
By implementing the provisions of the Emerald Ash Borer Management Plan, the City is 
attempting to minimize the disruption to its urban forest due to the inevitable infestation of 
Emerald Ash Borer (EAB).  Based on the current evidence from states such as Michigan and 
Ohio, a proactive approach should help spread the costs associated with an EAB outbreak over a 
manageable time period and limit the detrimental effect on property value, quality of life and the 
environment.   
 
Applicability: 
 
This management plan is applicable to all public properties within the City, including rights-of-
way, boulevards, parks and open spaces, as well as private properties. 
 
Administration: 
 
The Environmental Coordinator shall be responsible for implementing this program and seeing 
that the provisions are carried out. 
 
Introduction: 
 
Emerald Ash Borer (EAB) is an introduced pest that has now been confirmed in fourteen (14) 
states, including Minnesota, and two (2) Canadian provinces.  EAB attacks all species of ash 
trees (Fraxinus spp.) found in Minnesota, which include green ash (Fraxinus pennsylvanica), 
white ash (Fraxinus americana) and black ash (Fraxinus nigra).  This is of great concern 
because Minnesota is home to more than 900 million ash trees statewide and unlike some similar 
borers in the Agrilus genus (such as two lined chestnut borer and bronze birch borer), EAB is not 
solely an opportunistic pest, it is known to attack both healthy and stressed ash trees alike.  
 
As of the printing date of this management plan, EAB has been confirmed in three (3) Minnesota 
counties: Hennepin, Ramsey and Houston.  While it is impossible to accurately determine when 
this pest will arrive in Ramsey, it is no longer a question of ‘if’ but ‘when’ it will be found here.  
It is possible that this pest has moved beyond the known infestation sites and has yet to be 
identified.   
 
It is not the adult beetles that are detrimental to ash trees but rather the larvae of EAB (immature 
stage), which feed on the inner bark of trees, disrupting a tree’s ability to transport water and 
nutrients up to the canopy.  As the number of larvae in a tree increases, less and less water and 
nutrients reach the canopy, resulting in dieback in the upper portions of a tree.  By the time 
visible symptoms are obvious, the population of EAB has grown and likely spread to other trees 
in the area. 
 
 



 

 

Signs/symptoms of EAB that can help detect an infestation include: 
 Increased woodpecker activity/damage 
 Bark splitting (vertical slits) 
 D-shaped exit holes created by adult insects as they emerge from the tree 
 Epicormic branching/shoots near base of tree 
 Canopy dieback 
 Serpentine (s-shaped) larval galleries that are packed with frass 

 
Making early detection even more difficult is that initial attacks on an ash tree tend to be up in 
the canopy.  For this reason, increased woodpecker activity is becoming a more reliable early 
indicator of a possible infestation. 
 
The City does not have an inventory of existing boulevard and/or park trees and therefore, it is 
unclear what the true impacts of EAB will be.  Nonetheless, the City will implement the 
following steps to try and slow the spread of EAB and allocate the costs of managing the tree 
loss and replacement over multiple budget cycles. 
 
Ash Management Plan: 
 

 Complete an inventory of all boulevard trees and trees in maintained park areas.  At 
a minimum, an inventory of all ash trees in boulevard areas and maintained park areas 
should be completed.  However, since the City has no inventory data at all, a complete 
inventory of trees will be beneficial for a number of reasons including: 

o Determining the percentage of boulevard trees that consist of ash species, which 
will help clarify the true impact EAB will have on Ramsey’s urban forest. 

o Better budget estimation for maintenance (trimming, removing, planting) 
o Developing a master street tree plan to ensure a species rich landscape (diversity 

is the best defense to insect/disease outbreaks) 
o Replanting efforts 

 
 Revise Ordinance.  The City will revise its tree preservation ordinance to include EAB 

as a threat to the urban forest.  The ordinance amendment will specify requirements for 
proper management of EAB infested trees, such as removal, disposal and appropriate 
time(s) to complete such steps. 
 

 Education.  The City will continue to educate the citizenry and elected officials 
concerning EAB.  Tools that can and will be utilized include newsletter articles, segments 
on QCTV, the website and presentations to various groups/organizations. 

 

 Boulevard Trees: 
 

1. The City will institute a new policy that prohibits the inclusion of planting any ash 
species (Fraxinus spp.) on public property and boulevards. 

2. The City will discourage the inclusion of planting any ash species (Fraxinus spp.) 
as a part of any proposed development, whether commercial, residential or 
industrial. 



 

 

3. Existing ash trees in poor condition or in fair condition with major defects will be 
targeted for removal. 

4. Ash trees that are removed will be replaced with another species.  Replanting will 
be done with a keen focus on species diversity and matching the right tree with 
the right location. 

5. Plantings will be conducted in the spring and/or fall based on staff availability and 
budget.  

6. Pesticide control will not be considered an option for boulevard trees at this time.  
While in the short term this may be less costly than removal and replanting, long-
term it becomes much more expensive due to the need to re-treat annually or 
biannually with the currently available products. 

 
 Park Trees: 

 
1. The number of ash trees in City Parks, including maintained and wooded areas, is 

unknown but could be upwards of a thousand or more.  Ash trees in poor 
condition or fair condition with major defects in maintained portions of parks will 
be identified and targeted for removal. 

2. The City will continue to work with the MN Department of Agriculture (MDA) 
and the MN Department of Natural Resources (DNR) to establish detection trees 
and traps as needed in city parks. 

3. Ash trees in wooded areas will not be addressed unless in close proximity to a 
trail or structure where harm and/or damage could result from a failure.  However, 
if an ash tree in a wooded area is found to be infested and it is in the early stages 
of infestation, said tree(s) may be removed to slow the spread to other areas. 

4. Ash trees removed from maintained areas of parks will be replaced, again with a 
focus on species diversity, native species, and matching the right tree with the 
right location. 

5. Should ash trees be removed from wooded areas, natural regeneration will be 
relied upon for reforestation. 
 

 Trees on Private Property: 
 

1. Through educational efforts, property owners will be encouraged to diligently 
monitor their ash trees for any signs of EAB.  They can either contact the City’s 
Environmental Coordinator or the MDA Arrest the Pest hotline for more 
information or for a site inspection. 

2. For property owners that are contemplating treatment options for individual ash 
trees, the City encourages them to hold off until EAB has been confirmed within 
fifteen (15) miles of Ramsey, as recommended by the MDA.   

3. The City will also continue to encourage property owners to replace lost trees 
with species appropriate for the site or even in advance of potential infestation 
and ash removal.  As with public lands, the City encourages property owners to 
diversify the species on their property to buffer against future insect/disease 
outbreaks.  A valuable reference that is available to homeowners for planting 



 

 

suggestions is the Ramsey Tree Book, which is available through the City’s 
website.   

 
Summary: 
 
It is clear that EAB poses a serious threat to Ramsey’s community forest.  The City will 
implement this EAB Management Plan to the extent feasible as the budget permits.  The steps 
outlined above are based on current knowledge of EAB.  This management plan is subject to 
revision(s) as new information about EAB becomes available and/or as new treatment options 
are identified.  Furthermore, this plan is also subject to revision should state and/or federal 
policies necessitate plan updates.  Revisions to the EAB Management Plan would be subject to 
City Council approval. 
 
  



 

 

Projected Budget/Cost to City 
 

1. Tree removal and disposal cost estimate of $250 per tree*: 
a. bobcat & operator(1.5 hrs) $150.00 
b. 1 ton truck with maintenance worker( 1hr) $100.00 

 
2. Stump removal cost estimate of $200 per tree*: 

a. bobcat & operator(1.5 hrs) $150.00 
b. 1 ton truck with maintenance worker(.5 hrs) $50.00 

 
3. $400 per replacement tree (materials and labor) 

 
 
* This estimate includes time for loading and unloading equipment, travel time, soil and seed for 
restoration of site, and equipment maintenance. 
 
 
   



(a)

(b)

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

(6)

(7)

a.

1.

2.

 

Ramsey, Minnesota, Code of Ordinances >> PART II - CODE OF ORDINANCES >> Chapter 117 - 
ZONING AND SUBDIVISIONS >> ARTICLE II. - ZONING >> DIVISION 5. - TREE PRESERVATION >> 

DIVISION 5. - TREE PRESERVATION

Sec. 117-324. - Purpose; intent; design and maintenance principles; administration.

Sec. 117-325. - Landmark trees.

Sec. 117-326. - Public trees.

Sec. 117-327. - Private trees in new development areas.

Sec. 117-328. - Hazardous and/or nuisance trees.

Sec. 117-329. - Exemptions.

Secs. 117-330—117-346. - Reserved.

 

Sec. 117-324. - Purpose; intent; design and maintenance principles; 

administration.

Purpose. The purpose of this division to enhance the community and its citizenry, and 

not to be punitive or to cause hardship to any individual, private or public company. 

Intent. The intent of this division is to provide regulations relating to the removal of trees 

to promote the orderly development of such areas and thereby minimizing public and 

private losses. Furthermore, this division will establish and maintain appropriate levels 

of diversity among tree species and age classes to provide a stable and sustainable 

community forest. The city council finds that the following objectives are important in 

achieving these goals: 

To continue to seek recognition as a Tree City U.S.A. and to take all reasonable 

steps to promote planting and conservation of trees throughout the city; 

To promote good design in new areas and provide sensitive and compatible infill 

development in existing commercial areas;

To control epidemic tree diseases and insect infestations which threaten the 

health of trees in the community;

To provide regulations that ensure the placement of trees along the street right-

of-way for the purpose of protecting against excessive noise, heat, and glare, 

and to enhance the attractiveness and value of property; 

To ensure that landscaping is an integral part of development, not an 

afterthought;

To foster and support community forest programs and encourage good tree 

management; and

To maintain and preserve the many benefits that trees provide including, but not 

limited to, the following:

Character and aesthetics. 

Trees buffer different land uses for the visual screening, noise, 

glare and heat abatement in transitional zones;
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3.

b.

c.

d.

1.

2.

3.

e.

1.

2.

f.

1.

2.

(c)

(1)

(2)

(d)

(1)

Trees conserve and enhance the city's quality of life and ecological 

and aesthetic environment, especially its valuable and rural 

atmosphere; and 

Trees provide important psychological benefits to the persons 

within the city and neighborhoods.

Wildlife habitat. Trees are essential to maintain wildlife habitat within the 

city. 

Energy conservation. Trees assist in the moderation of climate by 

providing shade, windbreaks, and the cooling of air; thereby reducing the 

requirements for air conditioning and heating and the subsequent 

utilization of energy resources. 

Air and water quality. 

Trees aid in the filtering of stormwater as it passes through the soil 

to the groundwater;

Trees maintain permeable land areas essential to surface water 

management and aquifer recharge; and

Trees aid in the purification of the air through the removal of carbon 

dioxide, the generation of oxygen, and the precipitation of dust and 

other airborne pollutants. 

Socioeconomic. 

Trees enhance property values; and

Trees protect and preserve the unique identity and environment of 

the city and aid in the development of the economic base attracted 

to the city by such factors. 

Erosion and flood control. 

Trees aid in the stabilization of soil by the prevention of erosion and 

sedimentation; and

Trees reduce stormwater runoff and the costs associated therewith 

and aid in the replenishment of groundwater supplies.

Creation of the Ramsey Tree Book. The intent is to provide a set of landscape design 

and maintenance principles that promote the use of appropriate plant materials, which 

do not require special attention and which require little supplemental water to grow 

properly. 

The Ramsey Tree Book will be available for reference and guidelines regarding 

principles for tree preservation in the city. The book is to be offered, upon 

request, to the citizens of the city as well as the development community and 

other interested parties. Copies will be available at city hall. 

The Ramsey Tree Book will also include lists of desirable and undesirable trees, 

shrubs, and natural vegetation for the city. The Ramsey Tree Book shall maintain 

an extensive list of recommended vegetation for planting. The intent is to 

maintain diversity in the total tree population within the city. The list of 

recommended species shall be updated periodically to reflect new developments 

or species that will affect the population of the community forest. 

Administration. 

The city shall administer and enforce the provisions of this division. The city is 

authorized to cause inspections on a scheduled basis when reason exists to 

believe that a violation of this division has been or is being committed. 

Page 2 of 8Municode

5/31/2012http://library.municode.com/print.aspx?clientID=14286&HTMRequest=http%3a%2f%2fli...



(2)

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

(1)

(2)

(f)

(g)

When the city determines a violation has occurred, the city's written evaluation of 

the deficiencies shall be considered prima facie evidence in any subsequent 

litigation 

(Code 1978, § 9.24.01; Ord. No. 03-33, 9-15-2003; Ord. No. 06-25, § 2, 8-8-2006) 

Sec. 117-325. - Landmark trees.

A landmark tree shall be any tree, public or private, that has been designated as such 

by the city council, after public hearing and due notice to the owner of the tree. The criteria of 

such designation shall include, but not necessarily be limited to, notable historical interest and 

value to the city because of its location or historical association with the community. 

(Code 1978, § 9.24.02; Ord. No. 03-33, 9-15-2003) 

Sec. 117-326. - Public trees.

Authority. The city shall have the right, but does not have the obligation, to plant, prune, 

maintain and remove trees, plants and shrubs within the public right-of-way of all 

streets, alleys, avenues, lanes, squares and public grounds, as may be necessary to 

ensure public safety or to preserve or enhance the symmetry and beauty of such public 

grounds. 

Removal of public trees. No trees, brush, vines, shrubs and/or ground cover are to be 

removed by anyone, including adjacent landowners or agents of any landowner, from 

any city-owned land, greenways or access corridors from greenways without the 

permission of the city. 

Storage upon public land. No person shall deposit, place, store, or maintain upon any 

public place of the municipality, any stone, brick, sand, concrete, vehicles, equipment, 

toxins, animals, tree carving, or other materials which may impede the free passage of 

water, air, or fertilizer to the roots of any tree growing therein, except by written permit 

of the environmental specialist. 

Signage. It shall be unlawful for any person, firm, or public utility to attach any sign, 

advertisement, political endorsement or notice to any public tree. 

Operation of equipment. 

All maintenance equipment, implements, machines and tools shall be used or 

operated in such a manner as not to damage or destroy any tree, shrub or plant 

in any public right-of-way or park. 

During the erection, repair, alteration or removal of any building, house or 

structure, in the city, any person, firm, or corporation in charge of such work shall 

protect any tree in any public place within the city in the vicinity of such building 

or structure with sufficient guards or protectors to prevent injury to such tree. 

Notifying adjacent property owners of maintenance work. An attempt may be made to 

inform adjacent property owners of maintenance work on trees and landscaping along 

boulevards, city property, and easements. This notification will be left with direct and 

adjacent property owners. Suitable precautions shall be taken to protect and warn the 

public that spraying is being done to public trees. Spraying will be done only if following 

an integrated pest management plan as exemplified under such topic within the state 

department of agriculture. 
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(a)

(b)

(1)

(2)

(3)

(c)

(1)

(2)

a.

b.

c.

(3)

(4)

Adjacent landowners' limited responsibility. Trees planted along city property lines will 

be watered by those property owners adjacent to said trees. No one other than city 

employees or their designee may trim, prune, or remove public trees. 

(Code 1978, § 9.24.03; Ord. No. 03-33, 9-15-2003) 

Sec. 117-327. - Private trees in new development areas.

Requirements for a tree preservation plan. Prior to any development, land clearing, 

filling, or any other land alteration, as described in subsection (b) of this section, a tree 

preservation plan shall be submitted to and approved by the city. The developer shall 

be required to erect suitable protective barriers around all trees to be preserved and 

these protective structures, where required, shall remain until such time as they are 

authorized to be removed by the city or issuance of a final certificate of occupancy. 

Tree preservation plan. A tree preservation plan shall be submitted with preliminary 

plats and/or site plans, drawn to the same scale as the other preliminary plat or site 

plan submittals. The submitted tree preservation plan must include a buffer, if required, 

and landscape plan for the project. 

Residential and commercial development plans shall be designed to preserve 

natural vegetation areas as much as possible. Streets, parcels, structures and 

parking areas shall be laid out to minimize the destruction of wooded areas or 

outstanding tree specimens. Developers of land are encouraged to designate 

wooded areas as park reserves. 

The city may require either the clustering of dwellings or alternate locations of 

dwellings to preserve significant trees during the plat approval process. 

There shall be no movement, clearing, or storage of equipment within a 

designated tree protection zone. The owner, developer, or agent shall not permit 

the placement of construction materials, debris, soil deposits, or fill; nor cause or 

permit disposal of waste materials such as paints, oils, solvents, asphalt, 

concrete, mortar or any other harmful material within the dripline of any protected 

tree area. 

Plan specifications content. The content of all tree preservation plans submitted shall, 

for purposes of city staff review, include the following: 

Delineation of all areas located within a 100-year floodplain;

A tree survey overlay on the grading plan, which locates all significant trees 

within the developable areas of the site, identifying both diameter and species. 

Dead or diseased trees shall be included in the survey. All tree surveys for 

subdivisions involving the construction of roads or drainage conveyances shall 

be performed by an International Society of Arboriculture Certified Arborist or a 

Society of American Foresters Certified Forester. For the purposes of this 

division, significant trees shall include: 

All species of oak that have a DBH of four inches or greater;

All evergreen species that have a DBH of four inches or greater; and

All other trees that have a DBH of eight inches or more;

Existing soil conditions throughout the parcel; and

Existing contour data for the entire property with vertical contour data consistent 

with city standards for all areas to be disturbed by proposed tree removal 

operations, extending for a distance of at least 50 feet beyond the limits of such 
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(d)

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

(6)

(7)

(e)

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

(f)

(g)

areas. Indicated elevations may be based on United States Geological Survey 

data. 

Tree preservation barriers. 

All tree protection areas are recommended to be designated as such with "Tree 

Save Area" signs posted in addition to the required protective fencing. Signs 

requesting sub-contractor cooperation and compliance with tree protection 

standards are recommended for site entrances. 

Before any construction or grading takes place, snow fencing or erosion control 

fencing shall be placed around the borders of woodlots at the dripline of large 

trees to be preserved. Signs shall be placed along this fence line prohibiting 

grading beyond the fence line. 

These fences will be orange polyethylene laminar safety fencing or of woven 

polyethylene fabric (silt fencing).

Passive forms of tree protection may be utilized to delineate tree save areas 

outside of the MUSA line with approval of the city. These areas must be 

completely surrounded with continuous rope or flagging (heavy mil - minimum 

four inches wide). "Keep Out" or "Tree Save" signage must accompany all 

passive tree protection methods. 

No construction shall begin until this work has been completed, inspected, and 

accepted by the city.

Silt barriers or similarly effective erosion control barriers shall be required in any 

area where erosion or siltation may cause damage to protected trees. 

All protective tree fencing, staking or continuous ribbon and all erosion control 

barriers must be installed prior to and maintained throughout the land 

disturbance and construction process, and should not be removed until 

acceptable vegetation is established. 

Critical root zone. The root system within the dripline is generally considered to be the 

critical root zone. To protect these critical root zones, a tree protection area shall be 

established around each tree or group of trees to be retained. 

The tree protection area shall include no less than the total area beneath the tree 

canopy as defined by the dripline of the tree or group of trees collectively. 

Wherein authorized excavations it becomes necessary to expose or cut roots 

more than one inch in diameter, it shall be the duty of the contractor to protect 

such root under advice from the city. 

All open trenching is prohibited. Utility installation within the dripline of protected 

trees, during construction or thereafter, can only occur using trenchless methods. 

The mowing, clearing, and grubbing of brush located within or under the dripline 

of protected trees may be allowed, provided such mowing, clearing, or grubbing 

is accomplished by hand or by mowers. The use of heavy equipment for this 

purpose shall not be allowed. 

Protection from disease and pestilence. All clearing in oak stands shall be performed 

prior to April 15 or after July 15 of each season. Any development involving oak trees 

on or adjacent to the development area must submit a plan in conjunction with the 

preliminary plat. 

Encroachment. If encroachment into a tree preservation area occurs that causes 

irreparable damage to the trees, the tree preservation plan shall be revised to 

compensate for the loss. Under no circumstances shall the developer be relieved of 
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(h)

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

(6)

(7)

(8)

(9)

(10)

(11)

a.

b.

(1)

responsibility for compliance with the provisions of this division, nor shall planned 

revision activities prevent the city from instituting action for violation of this division. 

Planting requirements. All trees chosen shall be from the acceptable/preferred list (or 

have approval of the city) and native and/or adaptable to this region and climate as 

described in the Ramsey Tree Book. The quantity of the required plantings shall be in 

accordance with the performance standards established for the respective zoning 

district. 

Size of trees at planting. For all required plantings, deciduous trees shall be a 

minimum of one-inch caliper at the planting and all evergreen trees shall be a 

minimum of five feet height at planting. Specifications shall be determined by the 

American Nurseryman's Standards. 

Type of tree stock. For all required plantings, trees shall be free of insects, 

diseases, or mechanical injuries and have straight trunk and a form characteristic 

of the species. 

Spacing at time of planting. The spacing of new trees must be compatible with 

spatial site limitations and with the responsible consideration toward species size 

when mature as outlined in the Ramsey Tree Book. 

Planting standards. As outlined in the Ramsey Tree Book. 

Planting standard: soil amendment. As outlined in the Ramsey Tree Book. 

Planting standards: mulch. As outlined in the Ramsey Tree Book. 

Planting distance along rural section streets. Shall be at the right-of-way unless 

approved by the city. 

Planting distance from hydrants. Trees shall be planted a minimum of 15 feet 

from hydrants. 

Vision clearance (sight triangle). Tree plantings should not be within the vision 

clearance triangle as defined in section 117-348 

Planting distance from utilities. Trees shall be planted a minimum of two feet 

from any joint utility trench whenever practicable. 

Tree preservation tree density standard calculation. 

All multifamily residential developments shall retain 40 percent of the 

inches of tree DBH existing on the site after subdivision.

If in excess of 60 percent of desirable trees are removed from the plat due 

to construction, they shall be replaced, on a one-to-one basis, in addition 

to the required plantings specified within the applicable zoning district. 

(Code 1978, § 9.24.04; Ord. No. 03-33, 9-15-2003; Ord. No. 06-25, § 2, 8-8-2006) 

Sec. 117-328. - Hazardous and/or nuisance trees.

The city shall have the right to cause the removal of any dead or diseased trees on 

private property within the city, when such trees constitute a hazard to life or property, or 

harbor insects or disease which constitute a potential threat to other trees within the city. In the 

event of failure of owners to comply with such provisions, the city shall have the authority to 

remove such trees and charge the cost of removal to the property owner. 

Notice to take action. An order for a "Notice to Take Action" will be issued upon 

determination by the city, or its designee, that maintenance work requiring the 

pruning, preservation, or removal of trees or plants upon private property when 
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a.

b.

c.

d.

(2)

a.

b.

c.

(1)

(2)

such action is necessary to ensure public safety and/or to prevent the spread of 

disease or insects to public trees and places. 

Such notice shall describe the kind of tree, shrub, or other plant or plant 

part which has been declared to be a public nuisance; its location on the 

property; and the reason for declaring it a nuisance. 

Proper disposal procedures of wood, bark and debris from said nuisance 

shall be detailed in said notice. These disposal procedures shall be 

followed within the time provided in the notice. 

The notice of violation shall state the specific violation and indicate 

whether immediate enforcement will be sought or if 30 days will be 

allowed to correct and remove the violation. 

If the owner of the property to whom an order has been issued fails or 

refuses to take remedial action in accordance with and within the time 

specified in an order, the city or its designate shall cause the remedial 

action so ordered to be performed at the expense of the owner. Appeals 

shall be in accordance with section 117-55 

Disease- or pest-infested trees. Any tree located within the city, which is 

determined by a certified arborist to be afflicted with any dangerous or infectious 

insect infestation or plant disease, may be declared a public nuisance. This shall 

include trees and shrubs harboring injurious insects or pathogens that may 

cause significant potential danger to the community forest. 

The city or its designate may remove or cause or order to be removed, 

any tree or part thereof which is in an unsafe condition or which by reason 

of its nature is injurious to sewers, electric power lines, gas lines, water 

lines, or other public improvements, or is infected with Oak Wilt or Dutch 

Elm Disease. 

An evaluation of "imminent danger" means that the hazard to the public is 

immediate. If the property owner cannot be contacted or refuses to 

remove the hazard, the city will initiate action immediately. 

An evaluation of "potentially dangerous" means that a hazard to the public 

will exist in the near future. The property owner will be notified and should 

remove the future hazard as soon as possible. 

(Code 1978, § 9.24.05; Ord. No. 03-33, 9-15-2003; Ord. No. 06-25, § 2, 8-8-2006) 

Sec. 117-329. - Exemptions.

Requirements of this division may be waived by the city for a project in which at least 75 

percent of the land has already received a permit initiating clearing or grading activities prior to 

the effective date of the ordinance from which this division is derived. 

The provisions of this division are not intended to prohibit agriculture, silviculture, 

horticulture, or nursery operations within the city. 

The provisions of this division are intended to prevent the spread of disease or 

infestation of trees within the city. Authorization may be obtained to remove 

certain trees to prevent the transmission of disease or infestation and to alleviate 

potentially hazardous trees that may cause injury to persons or property. 

(Code 1978, § 9.24.06; Ord. No. 03-33, 9-15-2003) 
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Secs. 117-330—117-346. - Reserved.
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ATTACHMENT IB 
 

DECLARATION 
 

State of Minnesota 
General Obligation Bond Financed Property 

 
 The undersigned has the following interest in the real property located in the County of Anoka, 
State of Minnesota that is legally described in Exhibit A attached and all facilities situated thereon 
(collectively referred to as the “Restricted Property”): 
 

(Check the appropriate box.) 

x a fee simple title, or 
  

 an easement, 
 
and as owner of such fee title or easement, does hereby declare that such interest in the Restricted 
Property is hereby made subject to the following restrictions and encumbrances: 
 

A. The Restricted Property is bond financed property within the meaning of Minn. Stat. Sec. 
16A.695, is subject to the encumbrance created and requirements imposed by such statute, 
and cannot be sold, mortgaged, encumbered or otherwise disposed of without the approval of 
the Commissioner of Minnesota Management and Budget, which approval must be evidenced 
by a written statement signed by said commissioner and attached to the deed, mortgage, 
encumbrance or instrument used to sell or otherwise dispose of the Restricted Property; and 

 
B. The Restricted Property is subject to all of the terms, conditions, provisions, and limitations 

contained in the General Obligation Bond Proceeds Grant Agreement for Tree Removal and 
Replanting or Planting for Diversity between the Department of Natural Resources and the 
City of Ramsey dated _________________________ (the “G.O. Grant Agreement”). 
 

The Restricted Property shall remain subject to this State of Minnesota General Obligation Bond 

Financed Property Declaration for 125% of the useful life of the Restricted Property or until the 

Restricted Property is sold with the written approval of the Commissioner of Minnesota Management and 

Budget, at which time it shall be released there from by way of a written release in recordable form signed 

by both the Commissioner of the Department of Natural Resources and the Commissioner of Minnesota 

Management and Budget, and such written release is recorded in the real estate records relating to the 

Restricted Property.  This Declaration may not be terminated, amended, or in any way modified without 

the specific written consent of the Commissioner of Minnesota Management and Budget. 
 



City of Ramsey ,  
a  political subdivision of the State of Minnesota 
 
By:  ________________________________ 
Name: _______________________________ 
Title:  _______________________________ 
 
Dated:  __________________, 20____ 
 

 
 

STATE OF MINNESOTA ) 
 ) ss: 
COUNTY OF __________ ) 
 
 The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this _______ day of _____________, 
_________, by ___________________, the ________________ of ______________________, a political 
subdivision of the State of Minnesota. 
 
  
 ____________________________ 
 Notary Public 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
  

This instrument was drafted by: 

 

Ken Holman 
Community Forest Program Coordinator 
Minnesota Department of Natural Resources 
Division of Forestry 
500 Lafayette Road 
St. Paul, MN  55155-4044 



Exhibit A to Declaration 
 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF RESTRICTED PROPERTY 
 
 

[Legal description to be added here after recording of final plat] 
 
 

 
 



Councilmember _______ introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption: 
 

RESOLUTION #12-06-___ 
 

RESOLUTION TO ENTER INTO A GRANT AGREEMENT WITH THE MN 
DNR FOR COMMUNITY FOREST BONDING GRANT MONIES TO 
PURCHASE AND INSTALL TREES WITHIN NORTH COMMONS  
 
 WHEREAS, parks, trails, and treed recreation areas, are essential to the quality 
of life, health and welfare of the city of Ramsey and the state’s residents; and  
 
 WHEREAS, trees especially are an increasingly vital resource in Minnesota and 
enrich our lives by purifying air, soil and water; and 
 

WHEREAS, trees provide beautiful recreational settings and promote personal, 
community and ecosystem health; and 

 
WHEREAS, planting indigenous species of trees creates a more sustainable 

community forest by limiting the amount of inputs, such as water and fertilizers, which 
may otherwise be necessary to ensure long-term survival of the plantings; and 

 
WHEREAS, through these functions as well as many other favorable attributes of 

trees, a healthy community forest contributes to a greater quality of life for the 
community; and 
 

WHEREAS, North Commons is currently an undeveloped park within The COR, 
a pedestrian and transit orientated master-planned community, and both the City and 
residents have expressed a desire to see certain improvements implemented, including the 
installation of trees; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Environmental Policy Board’s, City Council approved work 
plan includes implementing a demonstration project such as a ‘mini arboretum’ to 
showcase the various tree species that perform well in the Anoka Sand Plain; and 
 
 WHEREAS, this project within North Commons will serve this goal and be 
available as an educational resource  
 

WHEREAS, through the Minnesota Department of Natural Resources’ (MN 
DNR) Community Forest Bonding Grant cycle, funding is available to off-set costs 
associated with native tree planting efforts on public land and parks to create a more 
diverse and resilient community forest; and  

 
WHERESAS, all trees purchased with the use of the grant monies must be on the 

Approved Native Trees List provided by the MN DNR; and  
 



Resolution #12-06-___ 
Page 2 of 2 

WHEREAS, on January 24, 2012, the City Council authorized City Staff to apply 
for Community Forest Bonding Grant monies to landscape North Commons; and 

 
WHEREAS, on March 21, 2012, the City received notice that its application for 

funding was approved in full by the MN DNR; and 
 
WHEREAS, required components of the grant agreement are: (1) executing a 

Declaration of Bond-Financed Property to use General Obligation bond proceeds to 
improve public property; (2) adopting an EAB Community Preparedness Plan; (3) an 
annual maintenance plan for public trees; and (4) updated community forest or shade tree 
ordinance. 
  
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 authorizes entering into a grant agreement 

with the MN DNR for use of Community Forest Bonding Grant monies to 
purchase and install natives trees in North Commons.  

2) That the Ramsey City Council hereby authorizes executing the Declaration of 
Bond-Financed Property. 
 

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 26th day of June, 2012. 
 
 
             
       Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
      
City Clerk 



   

CC Regular Session   4. 8.           
Meeting Date: 06/26/2012  

Submitted For: MaryJo Warner By: MaryJo Warner, Engineering/Public Works

Information
Title:
Adopt Resolution #12-06-XXX Authorizing Partial Payment to Knutson Construction for IP10-22 Municipal
Parking Ramp, Phase II

Background:
Resolution and Pay Request Attached.

Recommendation:
City Engineer, Tim Himmer inspected the completed work and recommends partial payment to Knutson
Construction in the amount of $361,953.00.

Council Action:
Motion to adopt Resolution 12-06-XXX authorizing partial payment to Knutson Construction for IP 10-22 Ramsey
Municipal Parking Facility Phase II in the amount of $361,953.00.

Attachments
Resolution 06.26.12
Pay Request 06.26.12

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 06/19/2012 05:03 PM
Form Started By: MaryJo Warner Started On: 06/15/2012 08:30 AM

Final Approval Date: 06/19/2012 
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Councilmember introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption: 
 

RESOLUTION #12-06-XXX 
 

RESOLUTION APPROVING 9TH PARTIAL PAYMENT TO KNUTSON 
CONSTRUCTION FOR IP #10-22 RAMSEY MUNICIPAL PARKING RAMP, PHASE II 
  

WHEREAS, the authorization to advertisement for bids for this project was approved on 
April 12, 2011, and 
 

WHEREAS, on August 9, 2011, the Ramsey City Council awarded the contract for IP 
#10-22 to Knutson Construction; and 

 
WHEREAS, as of June 26, 2012 $2,490,712.00 has been paid to date; and 

 
WHEREAS, City Engineer, Tim Himmer has inspected the completed work and 

recommends partial payment to Knutson Construction in the amount of $361,953.00. 
 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
RAMSEY, ANOKA COUNTY, STATE OF MINNESOTA, as follows: 
 
1) That the City Council hereby authorizes partial payment to Knutson Construction for 

Improvement Project #10-22 in the amount of $361,953.00. 
 
2) That the City Council hereby accepts the project and authorizes the Mayor or City 

Administrator to sign the release form for this payment. 
 
3) That the total amount of this payment is not included in resolutions approving payment of 

bills for the date of June 26, 2012. 
 
4) That the City of Ramsey Finance Department will be provided a signed copy of this 

resolution. 
 
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 26th day of June 2012. 
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       Mayor 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
       
City Clerk 





   

CC Regular Session   4. 9.           
Meeting Date: 06/26/2012  

Submitted For: MaryJo Warner By: MaryJo Warner, Engineering/Public Works

Information
Title:
Adopt Resolution 12-06-XXX Authorizing Final Payment to Dryden Excavating for IP 10-24; Wetland 656W
Outlet

Background:
Resolution and pay request attached.

Recommendation:
City Engineer Tim Himmer has inspected the completed work and recommends final payment to Dryden
Excavating in the amount of $1,264.62.

Council Action:
Motion to adopt Resolution 12-06-XXX authorizing final payment to Dryden Excavating for IP 10-24; Wetland
656W Outlet in the amount of $1,264.62. 

Attachments
Resolution 06.26.12
Pay Request 06.26.12

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 06/20/2012 09:03 PM
Form Started By: MaryJo Warner Started On: 06/15/2012 10:14 AM

Final Approval Date: 06/20/2012 
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Councilmember introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption: 
 

RESOLUTION #12-06-XXX 
  

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING FINAL PAYMENT TO DRYDEN EXCAVATING FOR 
IP 10-24 656W DRAINAGE OUTLET 
 

WHEREAS, the Ramsey City Council authorized the preparation of plans and 
specifications, the solicitation of quotes, and 

 
WHEREAS, pursuant to the solicitation of quotes for 656W Drainage Outlet, proposals 

were received, opened, tabulated, and a project awarded according to law on February 8th, 2011; 
and 

 

WHEREAS, as of June 26, 2012 $40,889.38 has been paid to date; and 
 
WHEREAS, City Engineer, Tim Himmer has inspected the completed work and 

recommends final payment to Dryden Excavating in the amount of $1,264.62. 
 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
RAMSEY, ANOKA COUNTY, STATE OF MINNESOTA, as follows: 
 
1) That the City Council hereby authorizes final payment to Dryden Excavating for the 

656W Drainage Outlet in the amount of $1,264.62. 
 
2) That the City Council hereby accepts the pay request and authorizes the Mayor or City 

Administrator to sign the release form for this payment. 
 
3) That the total amount of this payment is not included in resolutions approving payment of 

bills for the date of June, 26 2012. 
 
4) That the City of Ramsey Finance Department will be provided a signed copy of this 

resolution. 
 
The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Councilmember 
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 26th day of June, 2012. 
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ATTEST:      Mayor 
 
 
 
       
City Clerk 





   

CC Regular Session   4. 10.           
Meeting Date: 06/26/2012  

Submitted For: MaryJo Warner By: MaryJo Warner, Engineering/Public Works

Information
Title:
Adopt Resolution 12-06-XXX Authorizing Partial Payment to Sandstrom Land Management, LLC for IP 09-24
COR Wetland Mitigation.

Background:
Resolution and pay request attached.

Recommendation:
City Engineer Tim Himmer has inspected the completed work and recommends partial payment to Sandstrom Land
Management, LLC in the amount of $5,297.61.

Council Action:
Motion to adopt Resolution 12-06-XXX authorizing partial payment to Sandstrom Land Management, LLC for IP
09-24 COR Wetalnd Mitigation.

Attachments
Resolution 06.26.12
Pay Request 06.26.12

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 06/20/2012 09:03 PM
Form Started By: MaryJo Warner Started On: 06/15/2012 10:50 AM

Final Approval Date: 06/20/2012 
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Councilmember introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption: 
 

RESOLUTION #12-06-XXX 
  

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING PARTIAL PAYMENT TO SANDSTROM LAND 
MANAGEMENT LLC FOR IP 09-24 COR WETLAND MITIGATION 
 
WHEREAS, on January 11, 2010 the Ramsey Housing and Redevelopment Authority ordered 
Improvement Project 09-24; COR Wetland Mitigation, called for the preparation of plans and 
specifications, and authorized a request for proposals to solicit quotes; and 
 
 WHEREAS, pursuant to the request for proposals for Improvement Project 09-24; COR 
Wetland Mitigation, quotes were received, opened and tabulated according to law; and 

 
WHEREAS, as of June 26, 2012 $8,414.75 has been paid to date; and 
 
WHEREAS, City Engineer, Tim Himmer has inspected the completed work and 

recommends partial payment to Sandstrom Land Management LLC in the amount of $5,297.61. 
 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
RAMSEY, ANOKA COUNTY, STATE OF MINNESOTA, as follows: 
 
1) That the City Council hereby authorizes partial payment to Sandstrom Land Management 

LLC for COR Wetland Mitigation in the amount of $5,297.61. 
 
2) That the City Council hereby accepts the pay request and authorizes the Mayor or City 

Administrator to sign the release form for this payment. 
 
3) That the total amount of this payment is not included in resolutions approving payment of 

bills for the date of June 26, 2012. 
 
4) That the City of Ramsey Finance Department will be provided a signed copy of this 

resolution. 
 
The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Councilmember 
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 26th  day of June 2012. 
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ATTEST:      Mayor 
 
 
 
       
City Clerk 





   

CC Regular Session   4. 11.           
Meeting Date: 06/26/2012  

Submitted For: MaryJo Warner By: MaryJo Warner, Engineering/Public Works

Information
Title:
Adopt Resolution 12-06-XXX Authorizing Final Payment to Dryden Excavating for IP 10-32; 176th Avenue
Culvert Replacement.

Background:
Resolution and pay request attached.

Recommendation:
City Engineer Tim Himmer has inspected the completed work and recommends final payment to Dryden
Excavating Inc. in the amount of $3,432.07. 

Council Action:
Motion to adopt Resolution #12-06-XXX authorizing final payment to Dryden Excavating Inc. for IP 10-32; 176th
Avenue Culver Replacement.

Attachments
Resolution 06.26.12
Pay Request 06.26.12

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 06/20/2012 09:02 PM
Form Started By: MaryJo Warner Started On: 06/15/2012 08:50 AM

Final Approval Date: 06/20/2012 
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Councilmember introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption: 
 

RESOLUTION #12-06-XXX 
  

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING FINAL PAYMENT TO DRYDEN EXCAVATING FOR 
176TH AVENUE CULVERT REPLACEMENT 
 

WHEREAS, the Ramsey City Council authorized the preparation of plans and 
specifications, the solicitation of quotes, and the culvert replacement; and 

 
WHEREAS, pursuant to the solicitation of quotes for 176th Avenue Culver Replacement, 

proposals were received, opened, tabulated, and a project awarded according to law on 
November 9th, 2010; and 

 

WHEREAS, as of June 26, 2012 $65,209.34 has been paid to date; and 

 

WHEREAS, City Engineer, Tim Himmer has inspected the completed work and 
recommends final payment to Dryden Excavating in the amount of $3,432.07. 

 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
RAMSEY, ANOKA COUNTY, STATE OF MINNESOTA, as follows: 
 
1) That the City Council hereby authorizes final payment to Dryden Excavating for the 176th 

Avenue Culvert Replacement in the amount of $3,432.07. 
 
2) That the City Council hereby accepts the pay request and authorizes the Mayor or City 

Administrator to sign the release form for this payment. 
 
3) That the total amount of this payment is not included in resolutions approving payment of 

bills for the date of June 26, 2012. 
 
4) That the City of Ramsey Finance Department will be provided a signed copy of this 

resolution. 
 
The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Councilmember 
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 26th day of June, 2012. 
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ATTEST:      Mayor 
 
 
 
       
City Clerk 





   

CC Regular Session   4. 12.           
Meeting Date: 06/26/2012  

By: Colleen Lasher, Administrative Services

Information
Title:
Adopt Resolution #12-06-XXX  to Authorize a Paid-on-call Firefighter Recruitment and Streamline Future
Recruitments

Background:
Current Recruitment Request:
In an effort to bring the City to its full complement of firefighters (55 firefighters all together), staff wishes to begin
a recruitment process to hire replacement paid-on-call firefighters. The Fire Chief, along with the City
Administrator recommend recruiting for two firefighters for station #1 and up to 5 firefighters for station #3.  A
firefighter orientation will held on July 9, 2012 followed by an application period, review of applications,
interviews, physical agility tests, background checks, medical appointments and final authorization to hire.

Revision to Future Process:
The city typically holds one recruitment annually in order to maintain its full compliment of firefighters.   These
recruitments, and subsequent hirings are part of each years' budget calculation and are necessary to provide the
level of service needed.   As in other areas of city's operations, staff is seeking input from the City Council to
streamline this process.   Staff suggests that  recruitments (as is the case here) which are intended not to increase
the number of firefighters, but to maintain the already approved full complement, omit the "Authorization to
Recruit" step in the process.   In all cases, the the Request for Authorization to Hire would continue to be brought
forward for City Council authorization. 

Recommendation:
Authorization of resolution # 12-06-XXX, which upon City Council approval, will allow staff to begin a firefighter
recruitment and to streamline future recruitments by omitting the Authorization to Recruit step in the process.

Funding Source:
Paid-on-call positions are approved as part of the 2012 General Fund Budget. Per the Joint Powers Agreement with
the City of Nowthen, the City of Ramsey will be reimbursed for a portion of the salaries for these positions.

Council Action:
Motion to approve resolution # 12-06-XXX confirming the Personnel Committee's recommendation to authorize
staff to begin a firefighter recruitment and to streamline future recruitments by omitting the Authorization to Recruit
step of the process.

Attachments
Resolution

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 06/19/2012 05:08 PM
Form Started By: Colleen Lasher Started On: 06/15/2012 04:29 PM

Final Approval Date: 06/19/2012 



Council Member       introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption: 
 

RESOLUTION # 
 

CONSIDER A RESOLUTION TO AUTHORIZE A PAID-ON-CALL FIREFIGHTER 
RECRUITMENT AND STREAMLINE FUTURE RECRUITMENTS 

  
 WHEREAS, the Fire Chief, along with the City Administrator, have agreed that a 
firefighter recruitment is needed in order to bring the City to its full complement of paid-on-call 
firefighters, and  
 

WHEREAS, staff has requested authorization to begin a recruitment process for paid-on-
call firefighters; and 

 
WHEREAS, funding for these positions are part of the approved 2012 General Fund 

Budget. Per the Joint Powers Agreement with the City of Nowthen, the City of Ramsey will be 
reimbursed for a portion of the salaries for these positions. 

 
WHEREAS, omitting the “Request Authorization to Recruit” step in process for the 

replacement of paid- on-call firefighters would streamline future recruitment processes; and  
 
WHEREAS, in the event that staff sought to increase the full complement of 55 paid-on-

call firefighters, a request to authorize a recruitment would be brought forward to the City Council 
for authorization; and  

 
WHEREAS, in all cases, the “Request Authorization to Hire” would continue to be brought 

forward for City Council authorization.  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
RAMSEY, ANOKA COUNTY, STATE OF MINNESOTA,  
 

Adopts resolution # 12-06-XXX to authorize a paid-on-call firefighter recruitment and 
streamline future recruitments by omitting the “Request Authorization to Recruit” step in 
process for the replacement of paid- on-call firefighters. 

    
 
The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Council Member,        
, 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 26th day of June 2012. 
 



   

CC Regular Session   4. 13.           
Meeting Date: 06/26/2012  

By: Chris Anderson, Community
Development

Information
Title:
Adopt Resolution #12-06-XXX Assigning an Approved Conditional Use Permit for Motor Vehicle Sales at 6740
Highway 10 NW to MSM Auto LLC

Background:
On July 26, 2011, the City Council approved Resolution #11-07-130B granting a Conditional Use Permit (the
"Permit") for motor vehicle sales to Tris Star Enterprises (the "Applicant") on the property located at 6740
Highway 10 NW (the "Subject Property").  The Permit stated that up to five (5) motor vehicles could be on display
at any given time, that they must be on a paved surface, and that no motor vehicle repairs shall be permitted on the
Subject Property.  City Staff mailed copies of the Permit to the Applicant for the requisite signatures and never
received the documents back.  

In May of 2012, MSM Auto LLC contacted the City about the possibility of conducting motor vehicle sales on the
Subject Property.  Staff attempted to contact the former Applicant about their yet-to-be executed Permit but was
unable to locate the Applicant (email bounced back and phone number did not work).  The owner of the Subject
Property has submitted a letter stating that he is agreeable to having the Permit assigned to MSM Auto LLC
because the Applicant never completed a Commercial Rental Application nor did the Applicant enter into a lease
agreement with the Subject Property owner.  Additionally, MSM Auto has reviewed the terms of the Permit and
have acknowledged in writing that they are agreeable to the conditions of the Permit.

City Code Section 117-51 states that a conditional use permit shall become null and void one (1) year after the final
action of the City Council if not initiated or utilized.  As long as the Permit is executed by MSM Auto LLC prior to
July 26, 2012, it would be considered initiated and in effect.  Also, as a reminder, per State Statutes, conditional use
permits run with the land rather than the permittee.

Recommendation:
Staff recommends approving the resolution to assign the Permit originally granted to Tris Star Enterprises on July
26, 2011 to MSM Auto LLC.

Funding Source:
All costs related to this request are the responsibility of the applicant (in this case, MSM Auto LLC).

Council Action:
Motion to approve the resolution assigning the Conditional Use Permit, which was originally granted to Tris Star
Enterprises on July 26, 2011, to MSM Auto LLC.

Attachments
Resolution 11-07-130B Approved on July 26, 2011
Property Owner Statement Agreeing with Assignment of CUP to MSM Auto LLC
MSM Auto LLC Statement Agreeing to Terms of CUP
Resolution to Assign CUP to MSM Auto LLC

Form Review



Inbox Reviewed By Date
Tim Gladhill Tim Gladhill 06/20/2012 10:40 AM
Kurt Ulrich Tim Gladhill 06/20/2012 03:49 PM

Chris Anderson Chris Anderson 06/20/2012 05:02 PM
Tim Gladhill Tim Gladhill 06/21/2012 08:33 AM
Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 06/21/2012 01:55 PM

Form Started By: Chris Anderson Started On: 06/19/2012 09:13 AM
Final Approval Date: 06/21/2012 



Councilmember Wise introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption: 
 

RESOLUTION #11-07-130B 
 

A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE ISSUANCE OF A CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT 
TO TRIS STAR ENTERPRISE TO CONDUCT MOTOR VEHICHLE SALES IN THE B-
2 BUSINESS DISTRICT AND DECLARING TERMS OF SAME: 
 
 WHEREAS, Tris Star Enterprise, hereinafter referred to as the “Permittee” has properly 
applied for a Conditional Use Permit to conduct motor vehicle sales in the B-2 Business District 
on the property generally known as 6740 Highway 10 NW and legally described as follows: 
 

Lot 3, Block 1, Riverside West, Anoka County, Minnesota, subject to easement of 

record. 

 
 (“Subject Property”) 

 

 WHEREAS, Lakeview Development Inc. of Minnesota is the fee title owner of 

the Subject Property. 

 

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission met on July 7, 2011, conducted the public 

hearing and recommended City Council approval of the request. 

 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THIS CITY COUNCIL OF THE 

CITY OF RAMSEY, ANOKA COUNTY, STATE OF MINNESOTA, as follows: 
 
1. That based on Findings of Fact #0889, a Conditional Use Permit (“Permit”) to conduct motor 

vehicle sales with outdoor sale or display area is hereby granted to the Permittee. 
 
2. That this Permit specifically allows motor vehicle sales to occur on the Subject Property. 

 
3. That the Permittee shall be limited to a maximum of five (5) motor vehicles on display at 

any given time on the Subject Property. 
 

4. That the Permittee shall ensure that the motor vehicles displayed for sale shall be on a paved 
surface. 

 
5. That no motor vehicle repairs are permitted in the building or on the Subject Property. 
 
6. That storage of parts or inoperable vehicles is not permitted outside on the Subject 

Property.  
 
7. That this Permit shall be perpetual in duration as long as the terms are herein complied with. 
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8. That there shall be a minimum of two (2) dedicated parking spaces reserved for customers of 
the Permittee on the Subject Property and vehicles displayed for sale shall not encroach 
upon the required off-street parking spaces. 

 
9. That the Permittee shall be responsible for all City costs incurred in administering and 

enforcing this Permit. 
 

10. That the City Administrator, or his/her designee, shall have the right to inspect the Subject 
Property for compliance and safety purposes annually or at any time, upon reasonable 
request. 

 
11. That this Permit shall automatically expire if the use is not initiated by July 26, 2012. 
 
The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Councilmember 
Tossey, and upon vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor thereof: 
 
 Mayor Ramsey 
 Councilmember Wise 
 Councilmember Tossey 
 Councilmember Backous 
 Councilmember McGlone 
 
and the following voted against the same: 
 
 None 
 
and the following abstained: 
 
 None 
 
and the following were absent: 
 
 Councilmember Elvig 
 Council Vacancy 
 
whereupon said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted by the Ramsey City Council 
this the 26th day of July, 2011 
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Tris Star Enterprise hereby acknowledges receipt of this Permit and that they have reviewed the 
conditions of this Permit and have agreed that they will comply with the terms of this Permit. 
 
 
By:       Its:       
      
 

STATE OF MINNESOTA) 

    ) SS. 

COUNTY OF   ) 

 

On this   day of    , ______, before me, a Notary Public, personally 

appeared _______________________, the       of Tris Star 

Enterprise, an Assumed Name under the laws of Minnesota, to me known to be the person 
described in and who executed the foregoing instrument and acknowledged that they executed 
the same as their free act and deed. 
 

             

       Notary Public 

 

 

 

 

Lakeview Development Inc. of Minnesota hereby acknowledges receipt of this Permit and that 

they have reviewed the conditions of this Permit and have agreed that they will comply with the 

terms of this Permit. 

 

By:        Its:        

 

 

STATE OF MINNESOTA) 

    ) SS. 

COUNTY OF   ) 

 

On this   day of    , ______, before me, a Notary Public, personally 

appeared _______________________, the       of Lakeview 

Development Inc. of Minnesota, a Domestic Corporation under the laws of Minnesota, on behalf 

of the Corporation, to me known to be the person described in and who executed the foregoing 
instrument and acknowledged that they executed the same as their free act and deed. 
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CITY OF RAMSEY: 

 
 
By:       By:       
 Mayor       City Clerk 
 
STATE OF MINNESOTA ) 
    ) ss. 
COUNTY OF ANOKA ) 
 
On this    day of    , _____, before me a Notary Public 
personally appeared Bob Ramsey and Jo Ann M. Thieling, to me personally known, who, being 
each by me duly sworn, did say that they are respectively the Mayor and City Clerk of the City 
of Ramsey, the Municipal Corporation named in the foregoing instrument, and seal affixed to 
said instrument is the corporate seal of said Municipal corporation, and the said instrument was 
signed and sealed on behalf of said Municipal Corporation by authority of its City Council, and 
said Bob Ramsey and Jo Ann M. Thieling acknowledge said instrument to be the free act and 
deed of said Municipal Corporation. 
 
              
       Notary Public 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
This document drafted by:    This document reviewed by: 
The City of Ramsey     Randall & Goodrich 
7550 Sunwood Drive NW    2140 Fourth Avenue 
Ramsey, MN  55303     Anoka, MN  55303 









Councilmember _______ introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption: 
 

AMENDED RESOLUTION #12-06-___ 
 

A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE ASSIGNMENT OF A CONDITIONAL USE 
PERMIT TO MSM AUTO LLC TO CONDUCT MOTOR VEHICLE SALES IN THE B-2 
BUSINESS DISTRICT AND DECLARING TERMS OF SAME: 
 
 WHEREAS, Tris Star Enterprise, hereinafter referred to as the “Permittee” has properly 
applied for a Conditional Use Permit to conduct motor vehicle sales in the B-2 Business District 
on the property generally known as 6740 Highway 10 NW and legally described as follows: 
 

Lot 3, Block 1, Riverside West, Anoka County, Minnesota, subject to easement of 

record. 

 
 (“Subject Property”) 

 

 WHEREAS, Lakeview Development Inc. of Minnesota is the fee title owner of 

the Subject Property; and 

 

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission met on July 7, 2011, conducted the public 

hearing and recommended City Council approval of the request; and 

 

WHEREAS, Resolution #11-07-130B was approved by the Ramsey City Council 

on July 26, 2011, which resolution granted a conditional use permit to Tris Star 

Enterprise for operation of motor vehicle sales on the Subject Property; and 

 

WHEREAS, Tris Star Enterprises has failed to proceed with the Conditional Use 

Permit (the “CUP”) and act upon the use permitted by its resolution; and 

 

WHEREAS, MSM Auto LLC desires to undertake the same use on the Subject 

Property, which was permitted by the CUP; and 

 

WHEREAS, Less than one (1) year has transpired since the issuance of the CUP 

and thus, the CUP has not expired as outlined in City Code Section 117-51 (Conditional 

Use Permits); and 

 

WHEREAS, Pursuant to State Statutes, conditional use permits run with the land 

and not with the Permittee; and  

 

WHEREAS, Lakeview Development Inc. of Minnesota, as the fee title owner of 

the Subject Property, states that it agrees with assigning this CUP to MSM Auto LLC and 

further Lakeview Development Inc. of Minnesota states it does not have a lease with Tris 

Star Enterprise for use of the Subject Property.  
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NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THIS CITY COUNCIL OF THE 
CITY OF RAMSEY, ANOKA COUNTY, STATE OF MINNESOTA, as follows: 
 
1. That the conditions and benefits of the CUP are hereby assigned to MSM Auto LLC for use 

of the Subject Property for motor vehicle sales. 
  

2. That a copy of Resolution #11-07-130B is attached hereto and incorporated herein, which 
contains the terms and conditions by which MSM Auto LLC, the new “Permittee”, will be 
required to comply with in the conduct of its motor vehicle sales on the Subject Property. 

 
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 26th day of June, 2012 
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MSM Auto LLC hereby acknowledges receipt of this Permit and that they have reviewed the 
conditions of this Permit and have agreed that they will comply with the terms of this Permit. 
 
 
By:       Its:       
      
 

STATE OF MINNESOTA) 

    ) SS. 

COUNTY OF   ) 

 

On this   day of    , ______, before me, a Notary Public, personally 

appeared _______________________, the       of MSM Auto LLC, a 

Limited Liability Corporation under the laws of Minnesota, to me known to be the person 
described in and who executed the foregoing instrument and acknowledged that they executed 
the same as their free act and deed. 
 

             

       Notary Public 

 

 

 

 

Lakeview Development Inc. of Minnesota hereby acknowledges receipt of this Permit and that 

they have reviewed the conditions of this Permit and have agreed that they will comply with the 

terms of this Permit. 

 

By:        Its:        

 

 

STATE OF MINNESOTA) 

    ) SS. 

COUNTY OF   ) 

 

On this   day of    , ______, before me, a Notary Public, personally 

appeared _______________________, the       of Lakeview 

Development Inc. of Minnesota, a Domestic Corporation under the laws of Minnesota, on behalf 

of the Corporation, to me known to be the person described in and who executed the foregoing 
instrument and acknowledged that they executed the same as their free act and deed. 
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CITY OF RAMSEY: 

 
 
By:       By:       
 Mayor       City Clerk 
 
STATE OF MINNESOTA ) 
    ) ss. 
COUNTY OF ANOKA ) 
 
On this    day of    , _____, before me a Notary Public 
personally appeared Bob Ramsey and Jo Ann M. Thieling, to me personally known, who, being 
each by me duly sworn, did say that they are respectively the Mayor and City Clerk of the City 
of Ramsey, the Municipal Corporation named in the foregoing instrument, and seal affixed to 
said instrument is the corporate seal of said Municipal corporation, and the said instrument was 
signed and sealed on behalf of said Municipal Corporation by authority of its City Council, and 
said Bob Ramsey and Jo Ann M. Thieling acknowledge said instrument to be the free act and 
deed of said Municipal Corporation. 
 
              
       Notary Public 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
This document drafted by:    This document reviewed by: 
The City of Ramsey     Randall & Goodrich 
7550 Sunwood Drive NW    2140 Fourth Avenue 
Ramsey, MN  55303     Anoka, MN  55303 



   

CC Regular Session   6. 1.           
Meeting Date: 06/26/2012  

Submitted For: Jo Thieling By: Jo Thieling, Administrative Services

Information
Title:
Public Hearing:  Application for Off-Sale Intoxicating Liquor License; Case of Fairway Liquors, 5900 - 167th
Avenue NW

Background:
Bruce Mathson of Atlantic Cargo Company, Inc., d/b/a/ Fairway Liquors, have properly applied for an off-sale
intoxicating liquor license at 5900 - 167th Avenue NW, Ramsey, Minnesota.  This is the current site of M & L
Country Liquors.  The public hearing notice was published in the Friday, June 15 edition of the Anoka County
Union.  Police Chief Way has completed the background investigation and reviewed the application and found
everything to be in order.

It is anticipated that Bruce Mathson will be present at the meeting.

Funding Source:
N/A

Council Action:
Motion to approve an off-sale intoxicating liquor license application for Bruce Mathson of Atlantic Cargo
Company, Inc., d/b/g/ Fairway Liquors.

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 06/14/2012 03:05 PM
Form Started By: Jo Thieling Started On: 06/13/2012 08:42 AM

Final Approval Date: 06/14/2012 



   

CC Regular Session   7. 1.           
Meeting Date: 06/26/2012  

By: Chris Anderson, Community
Development

Information
Title:
Request for an Interim Use Permit to Allow for the Operation of a Church in the H-1 Highway 10 Business District
on the Property Located at 6937 Highway 10 NW; Case of Freedom Christian Church

Background:
The City has received an application from Freedom Christian Church to renew an Interim Use Permit for the
operation of church facility in an area zoned H-1 Highway 10 Business District. The temporary church facility is in
a multi-tenant building located at 6937 Hwy 10. The Applicant is currently operating at this site with a three (3)
year interim use permit that is set to expire at the end of June, 2012.

Notification:
In accordance with State Statute and City Code, Staff attempted to notify all property owners within 350 feet of the
Subject Property of the Public Hearing via Standard US Mail. A Notice of Public Hearing was also published in the
Anoka County Union.

Observations:
The Applicant is utilizing 5,500 square feet of the building located at 6937 Hwy 10 for a worship area as well as for
offices, classrooms, lunchroom and bathrooms. The Applicant's original proposal in 2009 stated that they hoped to
grow to about 150 members at this location and would then begin actively looking for a property in Ramsey to
construct a permanent facility. The Applicant has stated that presently, membership hasn't grown as desired and is
still at about seventy-five (75) people for their larger service (Sunday morning).

The property is located in the H-1 Highway 10 Business Zoning District, which does not expressly permit churches
or other places of worship. The H-1 Highway 10 Business Zoning District does allow for offices as a permitted use.
The Applicant is requesting the interim use permit for the full five (5) years permitted by City Code. 

The activities offered by the Applicant mainly occur on Sundays, with a service in the morning and a service in the
evening. There is also some evening activities, most notably a weekly bible study on Wednesday evenings with
attendances typically ranging between fifteen (15) and thirty (30) people. There are two existing tenants in the
building, Fastenal and B & B Carpet, both of which are closed on Sundays. Thus, the use appears to be compatible
with the surrounding area and the additional activities do not appear to conflict with the existing businesses. 

The initial IUP was approved for a maximum of three (3) years to coincide with the original lease, but also allow
the City the opportunity to review the use after three (3) years to ensure there would remain adequate parking. As
part of the 2009 Interim Use Permit, the parking lot was re-striped to provide 110 parking stalls, including four (4)
handicap spaces. As previously noted, the Sunday morning service, which is the most attended, has a combined
attendance of about seventy-five (75) people and the hope is that that number will grow to about 150 people. Under
City Code, places of assembly require a parking space for every three seats. Therefore, a total of fifty (50) parking
stalls would need to be provided to meet the built out requirement for 150 people. There appears to be sufficient
parking to accommodate both the church operation as well as the other building tenants. 

Due to the fact that the property is on Highway 10, Staff did forward the request to Mn/DOT for review. Mn/DOT
has stated that they have no concerns related to this request.

The Planning Commission held a public hearing regarding this request at their June 7, 2012 meeting.  There were



no written or verbal comments submitted.

Recommendation:
In reviewing this request, the Planning Commission noted that the applicant has gone through this process once
already and the City is not aware of any issues related to the use in question, which is why Staff was recommending
approval of the request.  Rather than have the applicant go through this process and expense again in five (5) years,
the Planning Commission expressed a desire to either process this request administratively in the future, streamline
the process to eliminate as much time and expense as possible for the applicant, or extend the term of the permit
beyond five (5) years.  

The Planning Commission recommended that the City Council approve the request for an interim use permit and
directed Staff to research potential options to extend the term of the interim use permit or at least streamline the
process for the applicant in the future based on the fact that they have been operating on the Subject Property for
three (3) years already with no concerns or issues that have been brought to the City's attention.  The Planning
Commission also recommended that the interim use permit allow the applicant to expand into an adjacent suite as
long as all other terms of the permit remain unchanged and in effect.

City Code does state that an Interim Use Permit shall terminate upon a date or event that can be identified with
certainty, with the maximum duration of five (5) years from the date of approval, unless otherwise approved by the
City Council.  Since the Subject Property is within the officially mapped portion of Highway 10, the City Council
could, if desired, extend the term of the permit beyond five (5) years and tie it to the expansion of Highway 10. 
Based on the Planning Commission's recommendation, the Findings of Fact have been revised to include their
recommendation of an extended term for the permit (Finding #11) and, more importantly, Conditions #4 and #5 of
the Interim Use Permit have been amended/added to state that the permit will expire upon the award of Highway 10
expansion project and that the applicant shall be permitted to expand into an adjacent suite as long as all other terms
of the permit are unchanged and upheld.

Funding Source:
The Applicant is responsible for all City costs incurred in administering and enforcing this Permit.

Council Action:
Motion to adopt Resolution #_______ adopting Findings of Fact relating to the request for an Interim Use Permit.

-and-

Motion to adopt Resolution #________ approving the request for an Interim Use Permit that will expire upon the
awarding of the Highway 10 expansion project and declaring the terms as proposed, subject to review of the City
Attorney and contingent upon receiving written consent of the Subject Property owner.

Attachments
Site Location Map
Aerial View of Site
Summary of Original Request in 2009
Draft Planning Commission Meeting Minutes Dated June 7, 2012
Proposed Findings of Fact
Proposed Interim Use Permit

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
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Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 06/20/2012 09:00 PM
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Interim Use Permit Application Attachment BToThe City of Ramsey 3409Request Freedom Christian Center International FCCI desires tolease the property at 6937 Hwy 10Suite 160 inRamsey for itstemporary church home We pledge our cooperation inmeeting all necessary city and state requirements and we earnestly desire the favor of the City of Ramsey sothat this new home might become areality Iamsure you are aware of the advantages of having established churches inRamsey One of which isthe nearby availability of aplace of worship for those interested inmoving toRamsey another being the increased exposure tonearby businesses particularly restaurants frequented before and after services Of course the benefit of aleasee tothe owners of Ramsey Town Square isobvious Current meetings and attendance FCC Iwas established in2004 and currently has approximately 75members FCCI sPastor has been licensed and ordained ince 1990 and isamember of several minister sorganizations FCC Imeets onSundays at 1000AMuntil 1200PMfor regular worship service with most members inattendance We also meet every Thursday evening at 700PMfor our weekly bible study these meetings usually have 2025inattendance Future growth and attendance FCCI will besigning a3year lease with 2years renewable total of 5years onsuite 160 5500 sqfttouse for a120 150 seat sanctuary aswell asclassrooms offices lunchroom and necessary restrooms see drawing ItIsour desire togrow inattendance during this time to150 members while using Suite 160 We have also requested the first option onleasing the adjacent suite 140 2760 sqfttoexpand the sanctuary anadditional 50seats to200 aswell asadditional classrooms and nursery FCCI isnot pursuing growth beyond 200 members inthe Ramsey Square facility but will bepursuing the purchase of our own property inRamsey aswe begin toreach capacity Could this Suite 140 beincluded onthis interim use permit Viability We FCCI believe that the Ramsey Square property would work well for the following reasons The existing parking at the site 91spaces ismore than adequate for our planned attendance We are willing and able tomeet the code requirements for restrooms and sprinklers Our meeting times are not inconflict with other businesses incomplex The two entrance exits onto Hwy 10would allow adequate traffic flow Our main vehicle traffic 93010AM and 12001230Sundays isnot during peak hwy traffic Thank you somuch for your service Please feel free tocontact me with any questions Free omChristian Center International 612 670 6984 mreid777@ho ail com www freedomcc com
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Motion by Commissioner Van Scoy, seconded by Commissioner Brauer, to approve the following 

minutes as presented:  Planning Commission Meeting Minutes dated May 3, 2012. 

 

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

Field, Perez, and Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  None. 

 

5. NOTE CITY COUNCIL MINUTES 

 

5.01: Note the Following City Council Meeting Minutes: 

 

5.01.1: City Council Meeting Minutes Dated March 13, 2012 

5.01.2: City Council Meeting Minutes Dated March 24, 2012 

5.01.3: City Council Meeting Minutes Dated April 10, 2012 

5.01.4: City Council Meeting Minutes Dated April 24, 2012 

5.01.5: City Council Meeting Minutes Dated May 8, 2012 

 

Informational; no action required. 

 

6. PUBLIC HEARINGS/COMMISSION BUSINESS 

 

6.01: Public Hearing: Request for an Interim Use Permit to Allow for the Operation of a 

Church in the H-1 Highway 10 Business District on the Property Located at 6937 

Highway 10 NW Suite 160; Case of Freedom Christian Church 

 

Public Hearing 

 

Chairperson Levine called the public hearing to order at 7:03 p.m. 

 

Presentation 

 

Associate Planner/Environmental Coordinator Anderson presented the staff report.  An interim 

use permit was issued in 2009 and will expire June 2012.  Their location is in a district that is not 

currently permitted for places of assembly.  The one issue, which was remedied in 2009, was to 

stripe additional on-site parking stalls. They have been operating for three years and there have 

been no complaints or issues brought to the City.  Staff recommends approval of this interim use 

permit for a term of five years.   

 

Citizen Input 

 

Ms. Annah Reid, 600 Weaver Boulevard, representing the church, stated support for approval and 

offered to answer questions. 

 

Commissioner Bauer asked about the right of first option.   
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Ms. Reid replied they would like to occupy Suite 120, if the City permits, for youth and children’s 

ministry. 

 

Associate Planner/Environmental Coordinator Anderson stated should that opportunity come to 

fruition, it could be addressed administratively through the City Council. 

 

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

 

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

Brauer, Perez, and Schiller.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  None. 

 

Chairperson Levine closed the public hearing closed at 7:10 p.m. 

 

Commissioner Brauer stated the parking issue was resolved so he sees no reason to not continue 

the use.  

 

Commissioner Van Scoy asked about amending zoning.   

 

Senior Planner Gladhill replied it is an interim use in the H-1 District but could shift to a 

conditional use or permitted use if so decided by the Planning Commission and City Council.  He 

stated the City Council held general policy discussions at a recent Work Session and it will be 

considered again at a future Work Session with a public hearing scheduled in July or August. 

 

Commissioner Schiller asked about the options to streamline and reduce costs for the renewal 

process in five years.   

 

Senior Planner Gladhill explained that renewal cannot be handled administratively; however, the 

Council has authority to extend beyond the five year term.  He suggested the permit be written so 

it does not need to follow the entire process with published and posted public hearing, subject to 

City Attorney review.  Senior Planner Gladhill indicated staff will look at that option prior to City 

Council consideration.   

 

Commissioner Field asked about the process should the terms of the use change.   

 

Senior Planner Gladhill indicated if there is a change to the terms during the five year period, it 

would be brought back for consideration of revocation.  If there is a change to terms when 

renewed, it would be brought back to the Planning Commission with a public hearing.  Senior 

Planner Gladhill raised the option of tying the permit term to the order of a project or event (such 

as expansion of Highway 10) rather than a number of years.  He indicated staff will look at that 

option prior to City Council consideration. 

 

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

Council adopt Resolution #12-06-XXX adopting Findings of Fact relating to the request for a 

Interim Use Permit, noting the applicant has indicated interest in leasing adjacent space. 
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Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Chairperson Levine, Commissioners Bauer, Schiller, Brauer, Field, 

Perez, and Van Scoy.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  None. 

 

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

Council adopt Resolution #12-06-XXX approving the request for an Interim Use Permit and 

declaring the terms as proposed, noting if the applicant leases additional space that it be 

administratively added to the interim use permit and upon renewal in five years it be considered by 

Council action without need for additional public hearing. 

 

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

Perez, and Van Scoy.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  None. 

 

Ms. Jessica Perez introduced herself to the Commission. 

 

6.02: Review Sketch Plan for The COR, a Phased Major Plat; Case of the City of Ramsey 

Housing and Redevelopment Authority 

 

Presentation 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill presented the staff report and the sketch plan for The COR consisting of 

five plats.   

 

Development Manager Lazan presented the sketch plan for COR II through COR VI, noting the 

area and functions of each.   

 

Senior Planner Gladhill advised that access has been created for North Star Market and addressed 

the realignment of Sunwood Drive.   

 

The Planning Commission discussed zoning and asked questions of staff. 

 

Chairperson Levine asked why Commercial is not acceptable in the northeast node and questioned 

the ability to gain access. 

 

Development Manager Lazan explained the access points to the project are static, noting the 

locations, and indicated due to restricted access the property was changed from commercial to 

residential. 

 

Senior Planner Gladhill explained the difficulty in obtaining access on County roadways and 

access spacing guidelines. 

 

Commissioner Brauer agreed that retail was not a good use on that corner. 

 

Commissioner Van Scoy asked about issues raised in the sketch plan review letter. 



Councilmember _________ introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption: 

 

RESOLUTION #12-06-_____ 

 

A RESOLUTION ADOPTING FINDINGS OF FACT #____  

RELATING TO A REQUEST TO ALLOW FOR THE OPERATION  

OF A CHURCH IN THE H-1 HIGHWAY 10 BUSINESS DISTRICT 

 

WHEREAS, Freedom Christian Church, hereinafter referred to as "Applicant", has 
properly applied to the City of Ramsey (the "City") for an interim use permit to operate a Church 
in the H-1 Highway 10 Business District on the property located at 6937 Highway 10 legally 
described as follows: 
 

That part of Lot 4 Auditors Subdivison No. 31 lying southeasterly of the following 

described line, beginning at a point on the southerly line of said Lot 520 feet 

northwesterly of Southeast Corner thereof, thence deflecting to right 88 degrees 338 

feet plus or minus to northerly line of said lot and said line there terminate, except 

road subject to easement of record, Anoka County, Minnesota. 

 
(the "Subject Property") 

 

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

RAMSEY, ANOKA COUNTY, STATE OF MINNESOTA, as follows: 

 

1. That the Applicant appeared before the Planning Commission for a public hearing pursuant 

to Section 117-52 of the Ramsey City Code on June 7, 2012, and that the public hearing was 

properly advertised and that the minutes of said public hearing are hereby incorporated by 

reference. 

 

2. That the Subject Property is zoned H-1 Highway 10 Business District; the adjacent parcels to 

the west and east are zoned H-1 Highway 10 Business District, the property to north is E-2 

Employment (separated by the Burlington Northern Santa Fe Railroad) and the property to 

the south (south side of Hwy 10) is MU-PUD Mixed Use Planned Unit Development. 

 

3. That the H-1 Highway 10 Business District does not allow for churches as a permitted use. 

 
4. That the Applicant received an interim use permit for this same use that will expire on July 1, 

2012. 

 
5. That there have been no complaints or concerns brought to the City’s attention related to the 

current use on the Subject Property. 

 

6. That the Applicant is proposing to utilize 5,500 square feet of the building located at 6937 

Highway 10 for the purpose of a Church facility. 

 
7. That the Applicant is not proposing any building modifications associated with the use.  

 

8. That the Applicant is requesting that the Interim Use Permit be granted for five (5) years. 

 

9. That Section 117-52 of City Code allows for an Interim Use Permit to be granted for a 

maximum of five (5) years, unless otherwise extended by Council. 
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10. That the request has been forwarded to MnDOT for review and they have stated they have no 

concerns with the proposed use. 

 
11. That the Planning Commission recommended either extending the term of the interim use 

permit beyond five (5) years or approving extensions of said permit administratively if there 

are no changes to the term of said permit to save the Applicant time and money since they 

have demonstrated that the use is not conflicting with adjoining uses or creating enforcement 

issues for the City.   

 
12. That the Planning Commission stated that should the Applicant expand into an adjacent unit, 

that the expansion should be addressed administratively, if possible.  

 

13. That the proposed use will not adversely impact traffic in the area. 

 

14. That the proposed use will not be dangerous or detrimental to persons residing or working in 

the vicinity of the use or to the public welfare. 

 

15. That the proposed use will not substantially or adversely impair the use, enjoyment or market 

value of surrounding properties. 

 

16. That the proposed use will be operated and maintained so as to be harmonious and 

appropriate in appearance with the existing or intended character of the general vicinity and 

such use will not change the essential character of the area. 

 

17. That the proposed use will not create additional requirements at public cost for public 

facilities and services. 

 

18. That the proposed use will not be detrimental to the economic welfare of the community. 

 

19. That the proposed use will not be disturbing or hazardous to existing or future neighboring 

uses. 

 

20. That the proposed use will not involve uses, activities, processes, materials and equipment 

and conditions of operation that may be detrimental to any persons, property or the general 

welfare, by reason of excessive production of traffic, noise, smoke or glare. 

 

21. That the proposed use will be in accordance with the objectives of the intent of Section 117-

52 Interim Use Permits of the City Code. 

 

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 26
th

 day of June, 2012. 
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      Mayor 

 

ATTEST: 
 

 

       

City Clerk 



Councilmember ___________ introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption: 

 

RESOLUTION #12-06-______ 

 

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE ISSUANCE OF AN INTERIM USE PERMIT TO 

ALLOW FOR THE OPERATION OF A CHURCH IN THE H-1 HIGHWAY 10 

BUSINESS DISTRICT BASED ON FINDINGS OF FACT #____ AND DECLARING THE 

TERMS OF SAME. 

 

WHEREAS, Freedom Christian Church, hereinafter referred to as "Permittee", has 
properly applied to the City of Ramsey (the "City") for an interim use permit (the “Permit”) to 
operate a Church in the H-1 Highway 10 Business District on the property located at 6937 
Highway 10 legally described as follows: 
 

That part of Lot 4 Auditors Subdivison No. 31 lying southeasterly of the following 

described line, beginning at a point on the southerly line of said Lot 520 feet 

northwesterly of Southeast Corner thereof, thence deflecting to right 88 degrees 338 

feet plus or minus to northerly line of said lot and said line there terminate, except 

road subject to easement of record, Anoka County, Minnesota. 

 
(the "Subject Property"); and 

 

 WHEREAS, the Planning Commission met on June 7, 2012, conducted a public hearing 

and recommended that the City Council approve the request to operate a Church in the  

H-1 Highway 10 Business District;  

 

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

RAMSEY, ANOKA COUNTY, STATE OF MINNESOTA, as follows: 

 

This permit is issued pursuant to Section 117-52 of the Ramsey City Code.  The conditions of 
this Permit are as follows:  
 

1) The Permittee is herein allowed to operate a Church and Parish Offices on the Subject 

Property.   

 

2) The Permittee shall secure written permission from the Subject Property owner for the 

parking of up to fifty (50) vehicles on the Subject Property.  Such written permission shall 

be provided to the City.  

 
3) Parking along Highway 10 shall be prohibited at all times and any violation of such would 

cause the Permit to be revisited. 

 

4) This Permit shall commence on the date of City Council approval of same and shall expire 

when the Highway 10 expansion project is awarded. 
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5) This Permit shall allow the Permittee to lease an adjacent suite for expansion, as long as all 

other terms of the Permit are maintained. 

 

6) This Permit is applicable only to the operation of a church and parish offices on the Subject 

Property.  The granting of this Permit does not allow for any other use that is prohibited in 

the H-1 Highway 10 Business District.  

 

7) This Permit shall become null and void in the event the use granted under this Permit 

permanently ceases prior to the expiration date or upon the expiration date, whichever occurs 

first.   

 

8) That all costs incurred by the City in administering and enforcing this Permit shall be the 

responsibility of the Permittee. 

 

9) That the City Administrator or his or her designee shall have the right to inspect the Subject 

Property for compliance and safety purposes at any time. 

 

10) That the failure of the City at any time to require performance by the Permittee of any 

provisions herein shall in no way affect the right of the City thereafter to enforce the same.  

Nor shall waiver by the City of any breach of any of the provisions hereof be taken or held to 

be a waiver of any succeeding breach of such provision or as a waiver of any provision itself. 

 

11) That if any provision of this Permit shall be declared void or unenforceable, the other 

provisions shall not be affected but shall remain in full force and effect. 

 

12) That this Permit shall not be considered modified, altered, changed or amended in any 

respect unless in writing and signed by the City and the Permittee. 

 

13) That if the Permittee or its successors or assigns violates any material term or condition of 

this Permit, it is grounds for suspension or revocation hereof consistent with applicable law. 

Specifically, but without limiting the foregoing, the City may amend, suspend, or revoke this 

Permit, consistent with applicable law, if the City Council reasonably determines that 

continued operation of the facility places the public health, safety or welfare or the 

environment in jeopardy or creates a public nuisance due to odors, litter, debris or other 

nuisance factors. The change, alteration or amendment of any statute, regulation, ordinance 

or permit condition by any governmental authority other than the City, shall not excuse the 

Permittee from compliance with statutes, regulations, ordinances or permit conditions in 

effect on the date of the original issuance of this Permit unless compliance is waived or 

excused by the City. 

 

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: 
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and the following were absent: 

 

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

this the 26
th

 day of June, 2012. 

 

FREEDOM CHRITIAN CHURCH 

 

By:      

 

As:      

 

STATE OF ______________) 
    ) ss. 
COUNTY OF    ) 
 
The foregoing was acknowledged before me this ____ day of _____________, _____, before 

me, a Notary Public, personally appeared _____________________, to me known to be the 
person described in and who executed the foregoing instrument and acknowledged that they 
executed the same as their free act and deed. 
 
              
       Notary Public 
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CITY OF RAMSEY: 

 

 

By:________________________________  By:_______________________________ 

 Mayor       City Clerk 

 

STATE OF MINNESOTA  ) 

    ) ss. 

COUNTY OF ANOKA ) 

 

On this ____ day of _______________, ______, before me, a Notary Public, personally 

appeared Bob Ramsey and JoAnn M. Thieling, to me personally known, who, being each by me 

duly sworn did say that they are respectively the Mayor and City Clerk of the City of Ramsey, 

the Municipal Corporation named in the foregoing instrument, and seal affixed to said instrument 

is the corporate seal of said Municipal Corporation, and the said instrument was signed and 

sealed on behalf of said Municipal Corporation by authority of its City Council and said Bob 

Ramsey and JoAnn M. Thieling acknowledge said instrument to be the free act and deed of said 

Municipal Corporation. 

 

 

       ____________________________________ 

       Notary Public 

        

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

This document drafted by:    This document reviewed by: 

The City of Ramsey     Randall and Goodrich 

7550 Sunwood Drive NW    2140 Fourth Avenue 

Ramsey, MN 55303     Anoka, MN  55303 



   

CC Regular Session   7. 2.           
Meeting Date: 06/26/2012  

By: Chris Anderson, Community
Development

Information
Title:
Consider Approval of Environmental Policy Board's 2012-2013 Work Plan

Background:
As outlined in Section 2-159 of City Code, the primary objective of the Environmental Policy Board (EPB) is to
review, consider, initiate and recommend to the City Council such policies, plans or projects which will enhance
and preserve the natural environment of the City. Furthermore, the Board’s scope shall include, but not necessarily
be limited to, matters of the preservation of the community forest, water quality, wetland preservation, ground
water protection, ecological preservation, and control of soil erosion and air, noise and light pollution.

The EPB is responsible for developing an annual work plan that is subject to the approval of City Council. The
draft work plan was presented to the City Council earlier this evening at the City Council work session.  Any
revisions requested during the work session will need to be incorporated into the 2012-2013 Work Plan by motion
this evening.

Observations:
Over the past year, the EPB has been active and following are some of their accomplishments: 

Promoting improved recycling within the Municipal Center by recommending that each of the smaller
conference rooms have a recycling receptacle next to each garbage receptacle.
Recommending that the City participate in the Recycle Your Holidays program, which is a holiday lights
recycling program initiated by the Recycling Association of Minnesota (RAM). Ramsey became a designated
collection center for holiday lights and it was very well received and utilized by the public.
Assisted with coordination of and participated in the annual Environmental Expo & Tree Sale event.
While not completed yet, the creation of a 'mini' arboretum in North Commons park should be finalized this
fall (identified as a demonstration project on work plan).

Funding Source:
The EPB operates with no budget. Any costs incurred with their work plan would be covered as part of Staff's
regular duties.

Council Action:
Motion to adopt Resolution #12-06-___ approving the EPB's annual work plan.

Attachments
EPB's Proposed 2012-2013 Work Plan
Resolution Approving EPB's 2012-2013 Work Plan
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Environmental Policy Board 2012-2013 Proposed Work Plan 
 

As outlined in City Code, the primary objective of the Environmental Policy Board is to 
review, consider, initiate and recommend to the City Council such policies, plans or 
projects which will enhance and preserve the natural environment of the City.  The 
Board’s scope shall include, but not necessarily be limited to, matters of the preservation 
of the community forest, water quality, wetland preservation, ground water protection, 
control of soil erosion and air, noise and light pollution. 
 
The Environmental Policy Board will focus its efforts on the following tasks for the 
2012-2013 Work Plan: 

 Community Awareness 
o Encourage citizen awareness and education on environmental stewardship 

through the Environmental Expo & Tree Sale. 
o Incorporate natural resources information related to trees, wildlife, soils 

etc into the website for easy public access. 
o Develop shade tree disease and pest information (oak wilt, emerald ash 

borer, pine bark beetles, etc) for both website and newsletter. 
 Demonstration Project(s) 

o Rain garden within a parking lot to demonstrate storm water infiltration 
techniques. 

o Restore/create native prairie within utility easement corridor. 
 Improve Communication with the Public 

o Implement an ongoing ‘Did You Know’ column in the Ramsey Resident 
newsletter. 

 Develop Public Space Improvement Standards 
 Develop Ecological Standards (or BMPs) and an Education/Awareness Campaign 

for Developers/Development 
 Consider/Develop an Eco Challenge Program 
 Consider/Develop Tree Replacement Standards for Inclusion in Tree Preservation 

Ordinance 
 
 

 



Councilmember ___________ introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption: 
 

RESOLUTION #12-06-___ 
 

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE ENVIRONMENTAL 
POLICY BOARD’S 2012-2013 WORK PLAN 

 
 WHEREAS, The primary objective of the Environmental Policy Board is to review, 
consider, initiate and recommend to City Council such policies, plans or projects that will 
enhance and preserve the natural environment of the City; and  
 
 WHEREAS, The Environmental Policy Board’s scope includes, but is not necessarily 
limited to, matters of the preservation of the community forest, water quality, wetland 
preservation, ground water protection, ecological preservation, control of soil erosion and air, 
noise and light pollution; and 
 
 WHEREAS, The Environmental Policy Board is responsible for developing an annual 
work plan subject to the approval of the City Council. 
 
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 hereby approves the 2012-2013 Work Plan 
for the Environmental Policy Board. 

 
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 26th day of June, 2012. 
 
 
              
       Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
       
City Clerk 



   

CC Regular Session   7. 3.           
Meeting Date: 06/26/2012  

By: Chris Anderson, Community
Development

Information
Title:
Consider East Side Oil Equipment Lease

Background:
On May 8, 2012, the City Council discussed an opportunity to partner with East Side Oil Companies to utilize a
2,000 gallon tank for collection of used motor oil from residents.  The tank would be located at the Public Works
campus so that it could be readily monitored during the week and to limit/minimize illegal dumping.  There was a
general consensus of the City Council supporting this service to the residents; however, Staff was directed
to research several items including contacting the City of Elk River to solicit their input on this program, to
negotiate a lease agreement with East Side Oil Companies that addresses the issue of liability, and to explore
the option of leasing land to East Side Oil Companies for placement of their equipment. 

As a reminder, Councilmember McGlone is currently an employee of East Side Oil Companies. Council Member
McGlone reports that he has no financial gain of any kind resulting from this potential agreement between the City
and East Side Oil Company. City Attorney Goodrich has been consulted and can respond to any questions
regarding this matter.

Observations:
Staff did contact the City of Elk River and, upon their recommendation, also contacted Sherburne County staff, to
discuss their views/opinions of the East Side Oil Companies program.  All three individuals had only positive
remarks for the program and the company.  The City of Elk River executed the lease agreement that was provided
by East Side Oil Companies as presented, without any revisions.  While the Sherburne County staff do not have
direct involvement with lease agreements, they were unaware of any concerns/difficulties that communities within
their jurisdiction have had with this program.

The City Attorney is working with the League of Minnesota Cities for sample environmental indemnity language in
the event of an oil spill.  Once that language is finalized, it will be provided to East Side Oil Companies for review
and approval (they expressed a willingness for that type of clause to be added, but would still need to have their
legal counsel review it).  The attached lease agreement does not yet include the indemnity language.

Staff is not aware of any other jurisdictions that lease the area required for the tank to the collector.  As long as
there is an indemnity clause that protects the City (and that East Side Oil Companies is comfortable with), Staff
believes that this should be sufficient to address environmental concerns.  Furthermore, if a concern does develop,
the agreement can always be terminated (as outlined in the lease agreement).

Recommendation:
Based on communications with other jurisdictions and their positive remarks concerning this opportunity and East
Side Oil Companies, Staff would recommend executing a revised lease agreement, with the environmental
indemnity language, with East Side Oil Companies to utilize a 2,000-gallon tank for the collection of used motor oil
from residents.

Funding Source:
There is no direct cost to the City related to this opportunity.   

Council Action:



Motion to authorize Staff to execute an equipment lease agreement, which contains environmental indemnity
language to protect the City in the event of an oil spill, with East Side Oil Companies, subject to review by the City
Attorney as to legal form.
 

Attachments
City Council Meeting Minutes Dated May 8, 2012
East Side Oil Companies Lease Agreement (w/o Indemnity Language)
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and allowing ATVs on City streets provides another mode of transportation.  Mayor Ramsey 

indicated if problems arise in The COR or other areas, he would reconsider his support. 

 

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

Wise.  Voting No: Councilmember Strommen.  Absent:  Councilmember Elvig. 

 

Councilmember Elvig arrived at 7:33 p.m. and indicated he would abstain from the vote. 

 

Motion by Mayor Ramsey, seconded by Councilmember McGlone, to introduce Ordinance to 

Amend Chapter 54 of the Ramsey City Code, which Chapter is known as the Traffic and Vehicle 

Chapter of the Ramsey, Minnesota, City Code – an Ordinance Creating Article V, Sections 103-

102 Recreational Vehicles – Golf Carts. 

 

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

Wise.  Voting No: Councilmember Strommen.  Abstain:  Councilmember Elvig. 

7.05: Introduce Ordinance to Amend City Code Chapter 10 (Animals) Related to Keeping 

of Non-Domestic Animals on Parcels Less than Three (3) Acres in Size  

 

Senior Planner Gladhill reviewed the staff report. 

 

The Council discussed the proposed ordinance and expressed a reluctance to consider animals 

such as donkeys, roosters, pigs, or goats on lots less than three acres in size.   

 

The consensus of the Council was to direct staff to redraft the ordinance prior to introduction to 

allow four chickens per one-quarter acre for lots under three acres; to use animal units for 

properties larger than three acres; and, to require a CUP for bee keeping so notification is 

provided to surrounding property owners. 

7.06: Consider East Side Oil Equipment Lease  

 

To avoid appearance of a conflict, Councilmember McGlone left the Council Chambers at 7:47 

p.m. 

 

Associate Planner/Environmental Coordinator Anderson and Street Supervisor Reimer reviewed 

the staff report and answered questions of Council. 

 

The Council discussed the proposal and support was expressed to offer residents a collection site 

to recycle used oil; however, concerns were expressed relating to level of staff resources to 

monitor the tank, liability to have residents access the site, and environmental liability should 

there be a spill. 

 

City Attorney Goodrich recommended the contract be amended to require additional insurance 

and indemnity for liability and environmental hazards in addition to naming the City as an 

additional insured.  The Council also suggested a shorter termination clause in the event of a 

hazardous situation. 
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Councilmember Elvig raised the option of the City leasing land to Eastside Oil Company, for a 

nominal amount, so the onus would be on Eastside Oil Company related to what happens on its 

leased property. 

 

Patty Carlson, Eastside Oil Company, stated they have offered this program to municipalities for 

17 years and currently have 52 public sites in Minnesota.  Since they have never considered 

leasing land for the tank, that option would have to be reviewed by their attorneys.  She 

described the program, noting mixed oil has limited value and the RFP with the State of 

Minnesota for this zone is 90 cents per gallon.  Ms. Carlson indicated the 2,000-gallon, double-

walled tank costs $20,000 and the program results in forming a partnership with the City with 

limited staff resources to periodically monitor the tank.  She indicated Eastside Oil Company 

carries a large liability insurance policy. 

 

Councilmember Backous expressed a reluctance to consider the proposal, noting it would only 

generate an additional $1,000 annually from what the City is doing now.  He noted this does not 

seem to be a problem for residents because there are other locations to recycle oil, this proposal 

could result in residents leaving behind additional debris, it would add more layers of 

government, and consume staff resources. 

 

A majority of the Council spoke in support of the program, as long as the contract can adequately 

address the issues of liability, because it would provide a convenience to residents. 

 

The consensus of the Council was to support providing this service to residents and direct staff to 

contact City of Elk River staff to gain their input, to negotiate a lease agreement with East Side 

Oil Company that addresses issues of liability, and to also explore the option of leasing land to 

East Side Oil Company. 

7.07: Discussion of Counter Proposal regarding the acquisition of property located at 

8020 – 147
th

 Avenue NW, Ramsey, MN for Right-of-Way purposes and future 

development - Portions of this case may be closed to the public  

 

City Attorney Goodrich reviewed the staff report and advised that under Minnesota Statutes, the 

meeting can move into closed session to discuss confidential or non-public appraisal data and 

acquisition negotiations.  He indicated closed session discussion will relate to acquisition of 

property located at 8020 – 147
th
 Avenue WN for right-of-way purposes for the Sunwood Drive 

Realignment Project.  The closed session will be tape recorded and that tape will be maintained 

for a period of eight years. 

 

Councilmember McGlone returned to the Council Chambers at 8:14 p.m.   

 

Motion by Councilmember Backous, seconded by Councilmember Strommen, to move to closed 

session to discuss acquisition negotiations.   

 



East Side Oil Company 

Equipment Lease Agreement 

 

 This equipment lease agreement is made this _________ day of ____________, in the year of 

_____ between East Side Oil Company, (ESOC) of St. Cloud, Minnesota and _______________________ 

(Lessee) of __________________________, Minnesota. 

 

1. Lease of the Equipment.  ESOC leases to Lessee, for installation and use upon the premises located 

at _______________________, now occupied by Lessee, the equipment set forth below: 

 

Permanent ID/Serial # stamped on tank is __________________ 

 

1-1990 Gallon double wall UL tank  $16,235.75 

Signage      $1,417.86 

Vents and Gauges    $279.70 

Cover & assembly parts    $2,300.00 

 

Note:  This is replacement value if equipment were to be damaged, lost or stolen: 

   $20,233.31 

 

2. Rent.  Lessee need not pay rent for the equipment so long as Lessee continues to recycle oil with 

ESOC. 

 

3. Disclaimer of Warranties.  ESOC hereby expressly disclaims any warranties or representations, 

express or implied of merchantability or fitness for a particular purpose. 

 

4. Repair and Maintenance.  At its expense, Lessor shall maintain the equipment in good working 

order and repair. 

 

5. Title to Equipment.  Title to the equipment shall at all times remain in ESOC.  The equipment is and 

shall remain personal property, irrespective of its use or manner of attachment to realty and Lessee 

agrees that it will not permit the equipment to be permanently attached to the realty without 

ESOC’s prior written consent. 

 

6. Liens; Assignments; Claims.  Lessee shall: 

 

Keep the equipment free and clear of all liens, encumbrances and security interests and shall 

not remove it from the premises described in paragraph 1 of this lease agreement or do or 

permit anything to be done which might operate to prejudice ESOC’s title; 

 

Not transfer, deliver or sublet the equipment to any other person or corporation without prior 

written consent of ESOC; Not assign any rights hereunder to any other person or corporation 

without prior written consent of ESOC; Comply with all laws, ordinances and regulations 

applicable to the equipment and the use thereof; and Indemnify and save ESOC harmless from 

all claims, suits and liabilities of every character whatsoever arising from the operation and use 

of the equipment. 



7. Interstitial Space.  Lessee will monitor the interstitial space reading; keep proper documentation in 

accordance with the Minnesota Statutes and the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency.  A copy of 

such readings must be faxed or mailed to ESOC on a monthly basis. 

 

8. Inspection.  Lessee shall permit ESOC’s agents to enter upon Lessee’s premises to inspect the 

equipment at all reasonable times. 

 

9. Term and Termination. 

 

The term of the lease shall commence immediately and shall continue on effect until either party gives 

30 days notice of termination to the other party, unless terminated pursuant to sub-paragraph (b) of the 

paragraph 9.  ESOC at its sole option, terminate this lease agreement, effective immediately upon the 

occurrence of one or more of the following events: 

Insolvency or bankruptcy of the Lessee; 

The making by Lessee of any assignment for the benefit of creditors; 

Appointment of a trustee or receiver for Lessee or for a substantial part of its property, with or without 

its consent; or 

Institution by or against Lessee of bankruptcy, reorganization, arrangement or insolvency proceeding of 

which Lessee is the subject. 

  Upon the termination of this lease agreement, Lessee shall immediately allow pick up of 

the equipment with all parts and attachments thereto ESOC.  If Lessee should fail to allow pick up of the 

equipment upon termination of this lease, ESOC shall have the right to enter upon the property of 

Lessee at any time and remove the equipment therefrom and without liability for trespass or damage in 

connection thereof. 

 

10. Entire Agreement.  This lease agreement constitutes the entire agreement of the parties.  Lessee 

acknowledges that no representation or warranties have been made by ESOC except as set forth 

herein.  No modifications of this agreement shall be binding upon the parties unless in writing and 

signed by the parties to be charged. 

 

11. Construction.  This lease agreement shall be construed in accordance with the laws of the State of 

Minnesota. 

Lessor: 

East Side Oil Company 

 

By:        Date:     

 

Lessee: 

 

       Date:     

 (Signature) 

 



   

CC Regular Session   7. 4.           
Meeting Date: 06/26/2012  

By: Tim Himmer, Engineering/Public
Works

Information
Title:
Authorize Interim City Engineer Contract

Background:
With the recent resignation of the City Engineer position, and the Public Works reorganization, there will be a void
in coverage of some of the engineering duties while the City Engineer position is filled.  The job has been
advertised, and is scheduled to close in mid July.  It is estimated that it will take approximately 3 months to fill this
position, and in the interim staff has solicited proposals from three consulting firms that are currently in the City's
engineering pool.  Attached are the proposals received from Bolton & Menk, Hakanson Anderson, and
WSB & Associates.

Observations:
The request was to provide up to forty hours of coverage at City Hall during the work week, including attendance at
City Council/Planning Commission meetings (as necessary), to cover daily oversight of the engineering department
and respond to citizen questions/concerns and developer requests.  The proposals received referenced four to five
days of office time at City Hall, with some flexibility on the fifth day to perform other consulting duties outside of
City of Ramsey business.  The intent being that the City Administrator would have to manage the time of the
consultant such that adequate time would be available to cover the required evening meetings.

The City Engineer has reviewed these proposals with the City Administrator, with the goal of making the transition
on the front and back end as smooth as possible.  With that said, we are proposing to fill the interim City Engineer
position with Hakanson Anderson.  There proposal was slightly more expensive with the monthly stipend, but due
to their knowledge of the City and regular interaction with City staff it was felt that they would provide the
smoothest transition.  They were also covering all regular duties for the City under this stipend, whereas some of
the other proposals called for direct billable time on development review projects.

Should additional services be required, beyond the scope of the interim City Engineer proposal, they would be
providing an updated scope and costs for those services and the City Council would determine whether they would
like to authorize the work.  Those additional services could also be scoped through the existing consulting pool to
receive additional proposals.

Recommendation:
Staff recommends accepting the Hakanson Anderson proposal for the interim City Engineer position.

Funding Source:
Funding for this interim position would be from the City Engineer salary that is being vacated.

Council Action:
Motion to accept the Hakanson Anderson proposal and appoint them as the interim City Engineer.

Attachments
Bolton & Menk Proposal
Hakanson Anderson Proposal
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June 5, 2012 

 

Mr. Kurtis Ulrich 

City Administrator 

City of Ramsey 

7550 Sunwood Drive NW 

Ramsey, MN 55303 

 

Re: Interim City Engineering Support Services 

 

Dear Mr. Ulrich: 

 

Bolton & Menk, Inc. is pleased to submit this proposal for interim City Engineering Support Services to 

the City of Ramsey.  We understand you are looking for Engineer staffing in City Hall for 40 hours per 

week.  The services would begin on approximately July 2 (or as scheduled) and run for approximately 

three months. 

 

As you know, Bolton & Menk is a member of the Engineering Consultant Pool for the City and we are 

fully prepared to provide engineering services in full conformance with our Statement of Qualifications 

(SOQ) dated May 27, 2011.  I’ve also attached an updated organization chart from that SOQ for your use 

and review. 

 

In order to provide additional assistance to your current City Engineering needs, we propose to staff the 

City Engineer’s office on a 40 hour-a-week basis.  For that purpose, we propose to utilize a combination 

of Kevin Bittner, a Principal Engineer in our firm with over 26 years of engineering experience, and Jason 

Cook, a Professional Engineer with over eight years of experience in municipal engineering design and 

construction.  Both engineers are conveniently located in our Ramsey office across the street from City 

Hall.   

 

We would propose to utilize Kevin to staff City Hall on a 20 to 30 hour a week basis.  Kevin’s focus 

would be on overall project and engineering staff management, miscellaneous city engineering needs, as 

well as City Council meetings and associated meeting documentation requirements.  Kevin would also be 

available for other staff and City meetings.   

 

Jason Cook would be utilized for City Hall staffing on 10 to 20 hour per week basis.  Jason’s focus will 

be on technical project design and construction oversight and support as well as any other “hands-on” 

technical needs in the office or in the field.  We would evaluate the City’s schedule on a weekly basis and 

provide our office hours schedule each Thursday for the following week.   

 

We would also propose that if and when there is no City business to attend to during office hours, we 

would attend to our other consultant workload utilizing our own computer resources and networks.  We 

therefore can be very cost effective to the City and thus charge for only those hours which we work on 

City business, while still being fully available and present to attend to City issues as needed.  In addition, 

both Kevin and Jason and other Bolton & Menk support staff can provide service to the City from our 

Ramsey office and can quickly attend to the City’s needs. 

 

Kevin’s billing rate for these general municipal engineering services would be at a reduced rate of $125 

per hour and Jason’s rate would be $90 per hour.  All other support services would be performed in 

accordance with our billing schedule provided in our Statement of Qualifications. 

 



Mr. Kurt Ulrich 

June 5, 2012 

Page 2 

 

 

 

We would be happy to sit down with you to discuss our proposal and your needs in greater detail.  Thank 

you for this opportunity to submit this proposal for City Engineering Support Services.  Please feel free to 

call me at 612-756-1032 if you need additional information or have any questions.  We look forward to 

continued service to the City of Ramsey. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

BOLTON & MENK, INC. 

 

 
 

Bradley C. DeWolf, P.E. 

President/CEO 

 

Encl. 

 

 

C:  Tim Himmer, City Engineer 
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Section 1 - Identification and Qualification of Assigned Personnel 
 
A.   Staff Commitment 
 
Our principals and senior engineers meet regularly to discuss project schedules and issues to assure that 
we meet and satisfy the requirements of our clients. The team for the City of Ramsey was selected based 
on their qualifications, experience and availability. Due to the importance we have placed in serving you, 
your team will include many of our key employees with a wealth of relevant experience.  Detailed resumes 
for key personnel are included in the Appendix. 
 
B. Interim City Engineers 
 
Shane M. Nelson, P.E., is proposed to be your Interim City Engineer.  Shane is a Vice President with the 
firm and has over 14 years of municipal engineering experience.  Shane currently serves as the City 
Engineer for the City of Nowthen (pop. 4,300) and the Town Engineer for Credit River (pop. 5,600).   For 
these communities, Mr. Nelson directs all engineering activities for infrastructure projects; assists in the 
planning, coordination, supervision and evaluation of all plans and programs; evaluates infrastructure 
needs and formulates short and long term plans for streets, water, sewer, storm sewer drainage and parks; 
and assists with the budgeting and maintenance of the Capital Improvement Programs.  Shane has 
established an excellent track record of meeting the client’s needs and expectations by providing quality 
advice, close project management, and listening very closely to his clients. 
 
Shane has extensive experience in the design and construction of residential and commercial streets; 
watershed plans and drainage; plat reviews; storm water pollution prevention and roadway management 
programs. 
 
Shane recently served as the Assistant City Engineer and Construction Manager for the City of Otsego, 
effectively assisting the City in managing its growth.  During that time, Shane assisted the City with the 
plan review, design and construction administration for 50 miles of watermain, 42 miles of gravity 
sanitary sewer, 18 miles of sanitary sewer forcemain; 9 sanitary sewer lift stations; 45 miles of new 
bituminous roads; and platting of approximately 6,500 single family multifamily, commercial and 
industrial lots. 
 
Ronald J. Wagner, P.E., is proposed to be the Principal-in-Charge.  Ron is the CEO of Hakanson 
Anderson with over 20 years of municipal engineering experience.  Ron is currently the appointed City 
Engineer for the City of Otsego, and has been serving them since 1998.  Ron effectively directed efficient 
delivery of service to the City during its growth boom, at times managing a staff of over 30 employees 
providing engineering services for a magnitude of projects.  As the Principal-in-Charge, Ron will 
periodically meet with Mr. Nelson and the Hakanson Anderson team to ensure that adequate staff and 
resources are committed to keep projects on schedule; that the team is communicating with and 
performing for the City; and that quality control and quality assurance of our products and services is 
maintained. 
 
From 1998 to present Ron has been involved with providing technical and financial comprehensive 
planning assistance for the City’s sanitary sewer, municipal water, storm water, and street systems for 
12,000 acres.  As the City continues to develop, it is pertinent that the costs associated with infrastructure 
improvements be borne by the developers not the existing residents.  Ron has successfully obtained over 
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$2.5 million in federal grant money for the City of Otsego for construction of various major collectors.  
Ron has also recently obtained $175,000 in grant money from the Safe Routes to School program for the 
City of Otsego.  He also has experience with easement acquisition including easement negotiations, 
commissioners hearings and condemnation proceedings.  Ron has worked with Mn/DOT during the design 
and construction phases of the Trunk Highway 101 upgrade from expressway to freeway through the City 
of Otsego. 
 
C. Other Personnel  
 
Craig J. Jochum, P.E., Project Engineer.  Craig is the President of the firm with 22 years of experience 
in general municipal  services, water resource engineering, environmental engineering, and residential and 
commercial development. Craig is currently the appointed City Engineer for the City of East Bethel.  
Craig has successfully completed numerous project for the City of Ramsey.  Craig has extensive 
experience in municipal water projects including water treatment plants, municipal wells, and elevated 
storage towers. Craig has successfully obtained over $2.4 million in Cooperative Agreement grants for the 
City of East Bethel from Mn/DOT to fund improvement projects along Trunk Highway 65. 
 
Peter R. Raatikka, P.E., Special Projects. Pete has over 40 years of engineering experience in municipal 
engineering and project management. Pete is available when needed to provide services on special 
projects.  Pete served as the City Engineer for the City of Ramsey for 1974 to 1990, and continued to 
consult to the City until 2010.  Pete will be available when special projects require historical background 
of the City infrastructure. Pete’s availability will add value to the City of Ramsey, allowing the City to 
provide uninterrupted engineering services to its residents and businesses. 
 
Timothy A. Eggerichs, P.E., Water Resources Engineer.  Tim is in his thirteenth year with Hakanson 
Anderson. Tim’s focus over the past 13 years has been development of plans and specifications for a 
variety of projects and comprehensive water resource design and planning.  Tim has developed 
comprehensive water resource management plans which address water quality, flooding and wetland 
concerns.    
 
Becky L. Wozney, Wetland Specialist.  Becky is the firm’s wetland specialist with extensive experience in 
the review of wetland delineations; wetland hydrology studies and replacement plans.  Becky works with 
local, state and federal authorities and applicants on complex issues to resolve differences on technical 
issues relating to wetland regulations.   
 
Mr. Ben Nelson, GIS Specialist.  Ben is a GIS specialist at Hakanson Anderson.  Ben routinely analyzes 
data, prepares maps and performs general GIS services to our municipal clients.  Ben is experienced in the 
data collection, inventory, and preparation of GIS maps. Ben has successfully inventoried and prepared 
specialized output for several of our municipal clients. 
 
Charles R. Christopherson, PLS, Survey Manager.  Charlie is a Professional Land Surveyor, with over 
40 years of professional experience in the metro area.  Charlie is an expert in the areas of writing and 
interpreting property descriptions, preparation of certificates of surveys, conducting ALTA/ACSM land 
title surveys, the platting of property and the preparation of easement descriptions and exhibits.  
  
Brian Person, PLS, Professional Land Surveyor.  Brian is a Professional Land Surveyor with 10 years of 
experience in land surveying, including construction surveying, platting, boundary and topographic 
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surveying, right-of-way acquisition and mapping, writing and researching property descriptions, and 
commercial and residential building staking. 
 
Section 2 - Approach to Scope of Services  
 
A. Introduction 
 
Municipal engineering is, and always has been, the backbone of our business at Hakanson Anderson.  We 
believe that we do it extremely well by being responsive and by providing superior service and excellent 
work products in a timely and cost-conscious manner. We serve many communities that are of similar size 
and needs as the City of Ramsey. Therefore, we understand your expectations in regards to the basic 
services that your City Engineer should provide to you and your community. Specifically, you are looking 
for responsive, cost-conscious, timely and high quality municipal engineering services. 
 
Our approach to working with the City, its staff, its business and its citizens is to share the knowledge and 
experience that we have had in working with our client communities for many years. Our goal is to 
complement and supplement your staff to help them fulfill the needs and desires of your community by 
providing services and work products which exceed their expectations, are completed in a timely manner, 
and which reflect budgetary constraints. We see our firm and our staff as not only being an extension of 
your staff, but also bringing additional engineering and surveying expertise and experience to benefit your 
community. You have the added benefit of being able to structure the working relationship between the 
City and our firm. We will work for you at your direction as an independent contractor. 
 
B. Interim City Engineer 
 
The proposed Interim City Engineer, Shane Nelson, will be at City Hall 32 hours per week to work as 
directed by the City.  Shane will effectively communicate with the City Council and staff to maximize the 
effectiveness and efficiency of his role as the Interim City Engineer.  Hakanson Anderson has worked with 
and for the City of Ramsey’s staff, so the transition to Interim City Engineer will be as seamless and 
effective as possible.  The other 8 hours of office staff time will be covered by Ron Wagner, the Principal-
in-Charge.  Ron is readily available at all times to assist Shane or Ramsey Staff on short notice. 
 
C. Project Management 
 
Our knowledgeable staff can assist the City with short and long term planning that will minimize the 
burden on the City’s residents by providing the guidance and foresight necessary to assist the City in 
planning for future expenditures.  
 
We strongly believe in working at the direction of the City, and with the City’s best interests always being 
our highest priority.  We do not perform work for large jurisdictional agencies, which would from time to 
time require us to compromise the City’s best interests. 
 
Our detailed invoices and unique project identification numbers will allow the City staff to easily identify 
development charges, reducing City staff time and ensuring that all development costs are properly 
allocated.    
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Our teams diverse experience in the implementation of the Wetland Conservation Act and innovative 
storm water solutions will streamline the City’s operations and help preserve valuable property in 
development and redevelopment projects. 
 
Hakanson Anderson’s team members have been working with GIS and providing GIS services to our 
clients for years.   
 
D. Construction Services 
 
Hakanson Anderson plans, reviews and implements construction projects with cost effectiveness and 
efficiency in mind.  Our Mn/DOT certified construction observers and experienced project managers will 
ensure that the City receives the highest quality construction product and materials available.  The City 
will recognize cost savings as our team extends service life's, reduces maintenance costs, reduces energy 
consumption, and increases value.  All plans, both public and private, will receive a quality control review 
and value added review by an experienced engineer specializing in the area of the improvement. 
 
With the every changing economy, it is more important, now then ever to keep a careful eye on developer 
escrows and letters of credit.  Our team will assist the City of Ramsey in ensuring that developers escrows 
are maintained at adequate levels.  Letters of credit will be reviewed regularly to ensure that the City has 
financial securities for completing improvements, limiting the City’s risk. 
 
E. Preparation of Engineering Reports and Technical Correspondence 
 
A key element to efficient service as the Interim City Engineer is effective management and 
communication.  Shane will directly supervise, coordinate, and take responsibility for timely delivery of 
all feasibility reports, plat reviews, utility studies, traffic studies, state aid reports, Capital Improvement 
Program studies, and all other engineering reports and technical correspondence.  Shane will ensure that 
all communication with outside agencies, presentation of reports and studies, and system analysis and 
design is performed by highly qualified members who recognize the importance of adhering to budgets 
and representing the City’s best interests at all times. 
 
F. Participate in City Meetings 
 
Communication between stakeholders is an important key to realizing successful projects. We are 
routinely involved with meetings that include City Council and staff, the City Planning Commission, 
residents, contractors and developers. In addition, we work closely with governing agencies such as the 
Minnesota Department of Transportation, Minnesota Pollution Control Agency, Minnesota Department of 
Health, Minnesota Department of Natural Resources, Metropolitan Council, Anoka County and watershed 
organizations. 
 
We meet with interested parties early in the development of projects and continue our involvement 
throughout the process. This ensures our clients’ needs are being adequately identified, addressed and met. 
We coordinate and lead these meetings as appropriate - preparing exhibits, PowerPoint presentations and 
other documentation as needed for a thorough and successful discussion.  
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G. Respond to Constituent Requests and Issues 
 
The City of Ramsey would be a primary client for Shane.  As such, he would be readily available to 
respond to constituent and staff concerns. He has broad experience working with a variety of people and 
situations. One of his primary roles with other clients has been investigating issues, working toward 
consensus and making recommendations. 
 
H. Other Items 
 
Heightened awareness of climate change and increasing costs of energy has many of our clients changing 
the way they plan and implement their projects.  Our team has assisted various clients with identifying and 
implementing new sustainable solutions and low-impact or “green” design techniques.  We utilize various 
tools and resources to aid us in analyzing and selecting the most relevant practices, with the goal of 
achieving an outcome that adds value to the project.   
 
We recognize that traditional revenue sources are woefully inadequate and that innovative financing 
considerations are absolutely necessary.  Hakanson Anderson has been successful in identifying and 
obtaining grant monies for our clients, as well as assisting in establishing “users pay” approaches. 
 
Hakanson Anderson is very familiar with the project development process.  We have successfully 
developed projects, from concept through final completion and acceptance for local, state-aid and 
federally funded projects.  We implement a systematic approach to ensure that proper approvals are 
obtained and required documentation is kept. 
 

Section 3 - Basis of Compensation 
 
Hakanson Anderson is flexible in customizing a compensation method and invoicing process that is 
preferable to the City of Ramsey.   
 
A. Interim City Engineering Services 
 
We would propose a flat rate charge for providing Interim City Engineer Services.  We understand the 
City is requesting us to provide 40 hours of service per week at City Hall during regular business hours.  
We propose to invoice the City at a flat rate of $8,600 per month for the 40 hours per week of service.  
This flat rate would include all expenses. 
 
It is anticipated that the Interim City Engineer, Shane Nelson will be at City Hall 32 hours per week and 
the Principal-in-Charge, Ron Wagner will be at City Hall 8 hours per week. 
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B. Project Work 
 
For project work a not-to-exceed cost would be developed based on the hourly rates shown below.  For 
these not-to-exceed services, a proposal letter would be prepared for approval by the City.  We would 
invoice at our hourly billing rates with a maximum fee set by the approved proposal.   For the year 2012 
our hourly billing rates for all service types by job classification are proposed as follows: 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Expenses - We do not charge for expenses such as survey equipment/vehicles, computers, cell phones/
long distance calls, routine printing, postage and faxed documents.  These expenses are included in our 
hourly rates.  We do charge for mileage at the approved IRS rates.   
 
 

Hourly Billing Rate Schedule 
 Job Classification  Hourly Billing Rate 

 Principal Engineer or Principal Surveyor $115 
 Project Manager $80 - $110 
 Design Engineer $65 - $105 
 Senior Technician $65 - $90 
 Technician $50 - $65 
 Senior Construction Observer $65 - $90 
 Construction Observer $45 - $65 
 1 Person Survey Crew with Robotic or GPS $95 
 2 Person Survey Crew $140 
 3 Person Survey Crew $170 
 Administrative Assistant $55 
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Section 4 - List of References  
 
References for your proposed Interim City Engineer Shane Nelson and Hakanson Anderson are as follows: 

 

a. Credit River Township 
 18985 Meadow View Blvd. 
 Prior Lake, MN  55372-3128 
 We are the Township Engineer 
 (612) 290-0506 
 Contact Person(s) 
 Leroy Schommer, Township Chair  
 
b. City of Nowthen 
 19800 Nowthen Blvd. NW 
 Anoka, MN  55303 
 (763) 441-1347    
 We are the City Engineer  
 Contact Person(s) 
 Corrie LaDoucer, City Clerk 
 
c. City of Otsego     
 8899 Nashua Avenue N.E.   
 Otsego, MN 55330    
 (763) 441-4414     
 We are the City Engineer 
 Contact Person(s) 
 Lori Johnson, City Administrator 
 
d. City of East Bethel  
 2241 - 221st Avenue N.E.  
 East Bethel, MN 55011-9631   
 (612) 328-6830         
 We are the City Engineer   
 Contact Person(s) 
 Jack Davis, Public Works Manager 
 
e. City of Anoka 

 2015 - 1st Avenue N. 
 Anoka, MN 55303   
 (763) 576-2700    
 We provide consulting services 
 Contact Person(s) 
 Russ Zastrow, Engineering Department 
 Greg Lee, City Engineer 
 

f. City of Elk River 
 13065 Orono Parkway 
 Elk River, MN  55330 
 (763) 635-1051 
 We provide consulting services  
 Contract Person(s) 
 Justin Femrite, City Engineer 
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SUMMARY  
 
Mr. Shane Nelson, P.E., is a Vice President of the firm.  He has over 14 
years of engineering experience working with municipal clients.  Shane is 
currently the appointed City Engineer for the City of Nowthen and 
Township Engineer for Credit River Township. 
 
EXPERIENCE 
 
Shane has experience in the design and construction of Municipal State Aid, 
residential, and commercial streets; residential and commercial plan review; 
comprehensive storm sewer planning; site and utility design; community 
sewage treatment systems; MS4 storm water planning; Wetland 
Conservation Act administration; and roadway maintenance plans.  Shane 
currently provides a wide range of services to the City of Nowthen and 
Credit River Township.   
 
PROJECT EXAMPLES 
 
City of Nowthen – City Engineer 

 
• Directs engineering activities on City infrastructure improvements. 
• Assists in planning, coordinating, supervising and evaluating 

programs, plans, and services, equipment and infrastructures. 
• Plat and construction plan review, hydrology review, development 

agreement assistance, and construction administration for City 
developments. 

• Project manager for City projects.  Manage projects, prepare pay 
estimates, prepare contract agreements, effectively communicate 
with residents and affected property owners, prepare assessment 
rolls.  

• Prepare MS4 Permit Application and Storm Water Pollution 
Prevention Program (SWPPP). 

• Wetland Conservation Act administration. 
• Prepare Roadway Management Plan. 
• Assist in preparation of Local Surface Water Management Plan. 
• Appointed to Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) for the Upper 

Rum River Watershed Organization. 
• Provide expert testimony in Incorporation Hearing. 

 
Town of Credit River – Town Engineer 

 
• Directs engineering activities on Township infrastructure 

improvement. 
• Assist in planning, coordination, supervising and evaluating 

programs, plans, services, equipment and infrastructure. 
• Evaluates infrastructure needs and formulates short and long term 

plans for streets, water, sewer, storm sewer drainage and parks.  
• Assist Treasurer with budgeting and maintenance of Capital 

EDUCATION  
 
Bachelor of Science Civil 
Engineering 
University of Minnesota 

 
REGISTRATION  
 
Licensed Professional Engineer 
State of Minnesota 
 
ORGANIZATIONS 
 
City Engineer Association of 
Minnesota 
 
American Society of Civil 
Engineers 
 
Minnesota Surveyors & 
Engineers Society 
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 Improvement Program. 

• Prepared Sign Retroreflectivity Program. 
• Plat and construction plan review, hydrology review, development 

agreement assistance, and construction administration for Town 
developments. 

• Project manager for Town projects.  Manage projects, prepare pay 
estimates, prepare contract agreements, effectively communicate 
with residents and affected property owners, prepare assessment 
rolls.  

• Wetland Conservation Act administration. 
• Prepare and maintain 5-year Capital Improvement and 

Maintenance Plan for Road Network.  Make recommendations on 
maintenance activities to reduce overall Life Cycle Costs. 

• Prepare Request for Proposals for Mowing Services, Snow 
Removal Services, and Rock Hauling / Furnishing Services. 

City of Otsego – Assistant City Engineer / Construction Manager 
 

• Conducted plat and construction plan review, hydrology review, 
development agreement assistance, and construction administration 
for City developments associated with platting of approximately 
6,500 single family, multifamily, commercial and industrial lots.   

• Managed construction of municipal infrastructure projects and new 
subdivision construction consisting of approximately 50 miles of 
watermain, 42 miles of gravity sanitary sewer, 18 miles of sanitary 
sewer forcemain, 9 sanitary sewer lift stations, and 45 miles of new 
bituminous roads. 

• Prepare Sign Retroreflectivity Program. 
• Prepared Storm Water Utility Rate Fee Study. 
• Prepared MS4 Permit Application and Storm Water Pollution 

Prevention Program (SWPPP). 
• Designed and managed Sanitary Sewer and Watermain extension 

project to Otsego I-94 West Industrial Park.  Prepared pay 
estimates, contract agreements, effectively communicated with 
business owners, prepared assessment rolls. 

• Designed and managed Maciver Avenue N.E and 70th Street NE 
construction and reconstruction project.  Prepared pay estimates, 
contract agreements, effectively communicated with residents and 
developers. 

• Prepared State Aid Construction Plans for: Page Avenue N.E.; 88th 
Street N.E.; 85th Street N.E. 

• Prepared Construction Plans for Otsego’s Waterfront, a 
commercial Development. 

• Lift station design for Riverpointe subdivision in the City of 
Otsego. 
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SUMMARY  
 
Mr. Wagner, P.E. is a Principal of the firm with over 20 years of experience 
in general municipal services, residential development and water 
distribution systems and sewer collection systems.  Ron is currently the 
appointed City Engineer for the City of Otsego.  Ron has been serving the 
City of Otsego since 1998. 
 
EXPERIENCE 
 
Ron has extensive experience in general municipal engineer projects 
including the design and construction of Municipal State Aid and Local 
Streets; residential and commercial plan review; residential and commercial 
site and utility design and comprehensive storm water planning.  Ron has 
successfully obtained over $2.5 million in federal grant money for collector 
streets for the City of Otsego.  The grant money was used for construction 
of various major collectors within Otsego. 
 
Ron has worked with Mn/DOT during the design and construction phases of 
the TH101 upgrade from expressway to freeway. 
 
PROJECT EXAMPLES 
 
City of Otsego – City Engineer 
 

• Project Manager for the “Southeast Otsego Water and Sewer 
System”. 

• Project Manager for the “West Otsego Water and Sewer System”. 
• Project Manager for the design and construction of numerous 

Municipal State Aid Streets including: 
o Odean Avenue 
o Quaday Avenue  
o Queens Avenue 
o 85th Street/Page Avenue 
o Maciver Avenue   

• Prepare and Implement Public Capital Improvement Plan. 
 
The projects also included acquiring Mn/DOT Cooperative Agreement 
Grant Funds; feasibility reports, right-of-way acquisition and wetland 
permitting. 

 
• Develop Engineering Standards Manual used by developers for the 

design and construction of City Public Improvement projects 
within private developments. 

• Plat and construction plan review, development agreement 
assistance and construction administration for numerous City 
developments. 

• Develop City Water Plan for distribution, storage, treatment and 
wells.  Prepared well head protection plans and helped implement 
conservation measures. 

• Develop City Water Resource Management Plan and ordinances 
for wetlands, buffers, groundwater and erosion control. 

• Provide ongoing administration for the Municipal State Aid 
Account. 

 
 
 
 
 

EDUCATION  
 
Bachelor of Science 
- Civil Engineering  
North Dakota State University 
 
REGISTRATION  
 
Licensed Professional Engineer 
State of Minnesota 
 
ORGANIZATIONS 
 
City Engineer Association of 
Minnesota 
 
Minnesota Public Works 
Association 
 
Anoka Chamber of Commerce 
 
Metro North Chamber of 
Commerce 
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SUMMARY  
 
Mr. Jochum, P.E. is the President of the firm with 22 years of experience in 
general municipal services, residential and commercial development and 
water resource and environmental engineering.  Craig is currently the 
appointed City Engineer for the City of East Bethel and Township Engineer 
for Linwood and Hassan Townships.  Craig has been serving the City of 
East Bethel since 1998. 
 
EXPERIENCE 
 
Craig has extensive experience in general municipal engineering projects 
including the design and construction of municipal state aid and local 
streets; residential and commercial plan review; residential and commercial 
site and utility design, municipal water source and storage design, and 
comprehensive storm water planning.  He has developed City Engineering 
Standards Manuals for the Cities of East Bethel and Otsego.  Craig has 
successfully obtained over $2.4 million in grant money from Mn/DOT for 
the City of East Bethel through the Cooperative Agreement Program.  The 
grant money has been used for construction and access 
control/consolidation along Trunk Highway 65. 
 
Craig has worked with numerous private developers as Project Manager and 
Design Engineer.  He has assisted with the development of lots in the Cities 
of Andover, Ham Lake and Zimmerman. 
 
PROJECT EXAMPLES 
 
City of East Bethel – City Engineer 
 

• Project Manager for Municipal Well #2. 
• Assist with 2030 Comprehensive Plan Preparation. 
• Project Manager for the “Radium Remediation Alternatives Report 

– Whispering Aspen Well”. 
• Project Manager for the “Evaluation of the Castle Towers 

Wastewater Treatment Plant”. 
• Project Manager for the “Southern Highway 65 Corridor Water 

and Sewer System” feasibility report. 
• Provides ongoing support for the operations of the Castle Towers 

Wastewater Treatment Plant. 
• Design Engineer for John Anderson Park Improvements. 
• Project Manager for East Bethel Ice Arena Park and Pool facility. 
• Project Manager for the 209th Avenue and Johnson Street West 

Highway 65 Service Road. 
• Project Manager for the design and construction and reconstruction 

of numerous Municipal State Aid Streets including: 
o Wild Rice Drive Reconstruction Project 
o Klondike Drive Reconstruction Project 
o Aberdeen Street and Davenport Street reconstruction 
o Jackson Street, 197th Avenue, Klondike Drive and Polk 

Street Reconstruction Project 

EDUCATION  
 
Bachelor of Science   
- Civil Engineering  
North Dakota State University 

 
REGISTRATION  
 
Licensed Professional Engineer 
State of Minnesota 
 
ORGANIZATIONS 
 
City Engineer Association of 
Minnesota 
 
Minnesota Public Works 
Association 
 
American Council of 
Engineering Companies 
 
Anoka Chamber of Commerce 
 
Metro North Chamber of 
Commerce 
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o 205th to 209th Avenue Service Road east Trunk Highway 
65 

o 181st Avenue, Baltimore Street and Trunk Highway 65 
improvements  

o Briarwood Lane and Trunk Highway 65 Service Road  
o 187th Lane, Baltimore Street, 187th Avenue and Trunk 

Highway 65 improvements and signal construction.   
 
The above referenced projects also included acquiring Mn/DOT 
Cooperative Agreement Grant Fund, feasibility reports, right-of-way 
acquisition and wetland permitting. 

 
• Develop Engineering Standards Manual used by developers for the 

design and construction of City Public Improvement projects. 
• Plat and construction plan review, development agreement 

assistance and construction administration for numerous City 
developments. 

• Develop City Water Resource Management Plan and ordinances 
for wetlands, buffers, groundwater and erosion control. 

• Provide ongoing administration for the Municipal State Aid 
Account. 

 
City of Otsego 
 

• Design Engineer and Project Manager for two, 1-million gallon 
elevated water storage tanks. 

• Design Engineer for two municipal water wells. 
• Project Manager for Otsego Creek Restoration Project. 
• Plat and construction plan review for City developments. 
• Develop a comprehensive storm sewer plan for the west and east 

sewer districts. 
• Assist with the development of the Engineering Standards Manual 

used by developers for the design and construction of City public 
improvement projects. 

 
Linwood and Hassan Township – Township Engineer 
 

• Project Manager for the design and reconstruction of 237th Avenue 
and Thames Street; Japura Street; and Township Park 
Improvements.  These projects also included right-of-way 
acquisition, wetland permitting and development of a road access 
district. 

• Plat and construction plan review, development agreement 
assistance, and construction administration for township 
developments. 

• Develop 5-year Road Maintenance Plan 
• Prepare grant application to acquire Mn/DOT funding for the 

replacement of the Hornsby Street Bridge. 
• Northwest Hassan Pavement Study 
• Reconstruction of Trail Haven Road 
• Henry Woods Park Improvement 
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SUMMARY  
 
Mr. Raatikka is a licensed professional engineer with over 40 years of 
engineering experience in municipal engineering and project management.  
Pete’s areas of expertise include: site development, site and plat review, 
street and utility design, construction and replacement, comprehensive 
water, sanitary sewer and surface water management planning, and project 
management. 
 
EXPERIENCE 
 
His 40 years of experience as a consultant in the metropolitan area and for 
outstate communities have established him as a very knowledgeable person 
in the field of municipal engineering.  He was the firm’s Consulting 
Engineer for the City of Ramsey, City of Green Isle and the City of St. 
Michael.  He also was the Project Representative for several private 
developers, having assisted in the development of over 2,000 lots in the 
Cities of Andover, Howard Lake, Ramsey and Zimmerman. 
 
Pete has broad experience as a project manager, designer and director of 
design services.  As the director of design services for his previous 
employer, Pete was in charge of reviewing and supervising all design work 
within the company.  As the City Engineer for Ramsey from 1974 through 
1990, he has designed, managed and supervised the construction of 
numerous improvement projects in Ramsey.  Responsibilities as the 
Ramsey City Engineer included technical review and supervision of all 
platting, planning, drafting ordinances and work on the comprehensive plan 
for the City of Ramsey.  Comprehensive planning included the preparation 
of a Comprehensive Sanitary Sewer Plan and Comprehensive Storm 
Drainage Plan.   
 
PROJECT EXAMPLES 
 
City of  Ramsey 
 

• Project Manager and Design Engineer for Sunwood Drive NW 
Rhinestone Street NW, 153rd Avenue NW (Alpine Drive), 
Variolite Street NW, Dysprosium Street NW, Xkimo Street NW 
and Roanoke Street NW totaling over $10 million.  These projects 
were all part of Ramsey’s Municipal State Aid Street System, 
which Mr. Raatikka helped to set up and administer. 

• Project Manager and Design Engineer for surfacing of over 60 
miles of streets in the City of Ramsey. 

• Project Manager and Design Engineer on initial water system in 
Ramsey, which included two wells, a pumphouse, a 500,000 gallon 
elevated storage tank and trunk water main. 

• Project Manager and Design Engineer for the Highway 10 and 
Rum River Watershed’s trunk sanitary sewer projects. 

• Project Manager for the construction of sanitary sewer, water main 
storm sewer, streets and curb and gutter for numerous 
developments in the City of Ramsey. 

EDUCATION  
 
Bachelor of Science  
- Civil Engineering 
University of Minnesota  
 
Diploma in Civil and Highway 
Technology 
Wadena Area Technical 
Institute 

 
REGISTRATION  
 
Licensed Professional Engineer 
State of Minnesota 
 
ORGANIZATIONS 
 
City Engineer Association of 
Minnesota 
 
Minnesota Public Works 
Association 
 
MN Surveyors & Engineers 
Society 
 
Rotary Club of Ramsey 
 
Anoka Chamber of Commerce 
 
Metro North Chamber of 
Commerce 
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City of Green Isle 

 
• Project Manager on the new municipal sanitary sewer collection 

system, to replace on-site septic systems and to convey wastewater 
via a lift station and force main 6 miles to the City of Arlington. 

• Project Manager on the City Water Well No. 2, elevated water 
storage tank, water treatment plant and pumphouse.  The treatment 
plant was designed to remove iron, maganese and radium. 

 
City of Otsego 
 

• Project Manager of Pilot Plant Study to remove iron, manganese 
and radium. 

• Project Manager on construction and redevelopment of 3 
municipal wells. 
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SUMMARY  
 
Mr. Christopherson, a Principal and Vice President at Hakanson Anderson, 
manages the firm’s survey department. He is a Professional Land Surveyor 
in the State of Minnesota with over 40 years of professional experience – 
more than 30 years of which are with Hakanson Anderson.  Charlie is an 
expert in the areas of writing and interpreting property and easement 
descriptions, preparation of Site Topographic Surveys, ALTA/ACSM Land 
Title Surveys, platting, right-of-way acquisition mapping and right-of-way 
platting. 
 
EXPERIENCE 
 
As a professional surveyor, Charlie has been responsible for the surveys to 
design and construct numerous municipal sewer, water, building and 
roadway improvement projects in over thirty (30) municipalities throughout 
Minnesota.  He has conducted thousands of land surveys for various public 
and private clients and numerous counties.   
 
PROJECT EXAMPLES 
 
City of East Bethel 
 

• Review of preliminary and final plats. 
• Review and creation of various easements and right-of-way 

documents throughout the City. 
• Construction staking for numerous projects throughout the City. 

 
City of Anoka 
 

• Horizontal and vertical control for aerial photography/topography 
of City. 

• M.C.E.S. forcemain reconstruction, preliminary surveys and right-
of-way descriptions/ mapping. 

• Surveys for street reconstruction projects for Years 2000 through 
2010. 

• Cemetery resurveys and G.I.S. mapping.   
• Platting and surveys for Northstar Transit Village. 

 
Anoka County  
 

• County Road 116 (Bunker Lake Blvd.) from Highway 47 to 
Magnesium Street right-of-way mapping and topographic surveys. 

• Sunfish Lake Blvd. from Trunk Highway 10 to County Road 116 
construction surveys. 

 
City of Coon Rapids 
 

• Parcel boundary survey and platting. 
• Riverwalk redevelopment project surveys and descriptions. 

 

EDUCATION  
 
Dunwoody Industrial Institute 
North Hennepin Community 
College 
 
Land Surveying 
University of Wisconsin 
 
REGISTRATION  
 
Licensed Professional Surveyor 
State of Minnesota  
 
ORGANIZATIONS 
 
Minnesota Society of 
Professional Surveyors; Board 
Member 
 
Minnesota Society of 
Professional Surveyors Chapter 
6; Past President 
 
Minnesota Land Surveyors 
Foundation; Past President 
 
Anoka Area Chamber of 
Commerce 
 
American Congress of Surveys 
and Mapping 
 
National Society of 
Professional Surveyors 
 
Rotary International 
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City of Nowthen 
 

• Review of preliminary and final plats. 
• Review and creation of various easement documents throughout 

City/Township. 
 
Private and Miscellaneous 
 

• City of Coon Rapids redevelopment area at intersection of Coon 
Rapids Blvd. and East River Road surveys, descriptions and 
platting for property acquisition and registration proceedings. 

• Completion of over 750 home site surveys for a major Minnesota 
homebuilder. 

• MNSCU Faribault campus surveys. 
• City of Andover property surveys and easement 

descriptions/exhibits. 
 

University of Minnesota 
 

• Real Estate Office, design/draft/review property and easement 
descriptions. 

• Land exchange descriptions/exhibits and Minnesota DNR 
University of Minnesota Rosemount property. 

• Surveys for site design of biotechnology district. 
• Site survey for renovation of Northrop Auditorium. 

 



 
 
 
 
  Engineering    Planning    Environmental    Construction 701 Xenia Avenue South 

 Suite 300 
 Minneapolis, MN 55416 
 Tel:  763-541-4800    
      Fax:  763-541-1700 
 

 
St. Cloud  Minneapolis  St. Paul 

Equal Opportunity Employer 

June 18, 2012 
 
 
 
Mr. Kurt Ulrich 
City Administrator 
City of Ramsey 
7550 Sunwood Drive NW 
Ramsey, MN 55303-5137 
 
Re:  Proposal to Provide Interim City Engineering Services 
 
Dear Mr. Ulrich: 
 
We understand that the City of Ramsey’s Public Works Director and City Engineer recently accepted 
new opportunities. Further, we understand that the City intends to begin the process for hiring a new 
in-house City Engineer and is therefore seeking the services of an Interim City Engineer to bridge the 
gap between the two. It is anticipated that the term of the Interim City Engineer assignment will be 
three months. 
 
Based on our knowledge of the City and conversations with the current City Engineer, Tim Himmer, 
we understand that the primary duties of the Interim City Engineer during this transition period will be 
to provide engineering support and coordination related to general city engineering tasks, project 
management for improvement projects, and review and coordination for development projects 
currently in process or for those that arise during the transition period. 
 
WSB is currently in the City’s engineering pool, understands the role of the Engineering Department, 
and has proven successful engineering experience in Ramsey, including the Armstrong Boulevard and 
Bunker Lake Boulevard intersection design project. Our proposed Interim City Engineer, Tom Kellogg, 
is an experienced City Engineer with a common-sense approach to solving engineering issues that will 
make him the ideal candidate for the Interim City Engineer position. He has a straightforward 
communication style that will benefit existing staff, Council, residents, governmental agency contacts, 
and developers interested in working in the City. With his senior-level experience, Tom can assume 
the Interim City Engineer duties with minimal guidance and ensure a smooth transition of assignments 
to the future in-house City Engineer. 
 
We are excited about the prospect of continuing our already successful relationship with the City of 
Ramsey. We appreciate the opportunity to further illustrate our city engineering capabilities in this 
proposal for Interim City Engineering Services. Please contact either of us at 763-541-4800 to discuss 
our next steps together. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
WSB & Associates, Inc. 
 
 
 
Tom Kellogg, PE  Anthony Heppelmann, PE 
Proposed Interim City Engineer  Client Advocate 
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Project Understanding

Project Understanding
We understand that Ramsey’s City Engineer and Public Works Director recently 
accepted new opportunities and that the City is seeking interim city engineering 
services until these positions are filled. WSB is excited to have the opportunity to assist 
Ramsey during this interim period. As a member of the City’s engineering consulting 
pool, we have developed a relationship with City staff and Council that has given us a 
solid understanding of your needs, priorities, policies, and preferences. This will enable 
us to provide effective, seamless city engineering services while the City considers 
replacement of its City Engineer and Public Works Director positions. 

WSB proposes to provide an interim City Engineer to the City of Ramsey to provide 
support to the Engineering Department. We have discussed the City’s needs with 
current City Engineer Tim Himmer in an effort to develop an approach that will best 
fit the City’s expectations. As we understand it, the City requires a City Engineer to 
provide the following:

• General engineering/project management for City improvement projects

• Review and coordination of development projects

We have reviewed each of the primary service areas and developed specific tasks 
related to each so that the City has a clear understanding regarding our approach. The 
detailed tasks related to each service area are detailed below.

General Engineering/Project 
Management for City Projects
Our approach will be to provide the same services to the City that it expects of its 
current full-time City Engineering position. With this in mind, we have established a list 
of specific duties that we expect to perform over the three-month period; however, we 
recognize that there may be other items that are not on the list that the City requires of 
its City Engineer. We are comfortable having our proposed interim city engineer, Tom 
Kellogg, provide services outside of the specific list, because the goal is to maximize the 
use of his available time during the contract period. 

We understand Mr. Himmer will provide an update regarding his recent activities that 
we can use to focus our efforts. Services within this category will be provided at a lump 
sum rate on a per-month basis.

• Office hours

 – Tom will hold office hours at City Hall four days per week; the specific days 
will be as agreed upon by the City and WSB. This approach will allow Tom to 
continue to serve the City of Medina at his normal commitment level of 20 
hours per month during the three-month term, while providing service to the 
City of Ramsey. Further, over the next three months, there are no potential 
projects in Medina that would require Tom’s management. 

 – As an alternative, Tom will hold office hours five days per week at City Hall, with 
the understanding that he may need to periodically attend to other matters. 
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• Attend City Council and Advisory Commission meetings as needed.

• Attend City staff meetings.

• General administrative items related to managing the City’s Engineering staff of 
three, including problem solving, collaboration, guidance, and general supervision.

• Coordinate with the Public Works Department regarding maintenance needs, and 
serving as a technical resource.

• Manage City projects, including technical assistance, plan and specification review, 
and recommendations to Council or other City staff. 

• Review building permits 

• Hold preliminary meetings with potential developers or land use applicants.

• Respond to resident requests for general information, including if necessary, 
meetings on site or at City Hall.

• Assist with annual budget preparation and capital planning, as necessary.

• Coordinate with other agencies, including technical report review, collaboration, 
City representation, and serve as a City liaison.

• Provide advice and recommendations to the City Administrator related to 
engineering needs.

Based on our conversation with Tim Himmer, we understand the City has several 
projects currently underway. Mr. Kellogg will also provide assistance with these efforts. 
Projects include 21 miles of seal coating, State Aid projects, Cooperative Agreement 
project (Riverdale Frontage Road), construction of improvements at Sunwood and 
Armstrong, storm sewer, ditch cleaning, and others.

Review and Coordination of Development Projects
We are aware that there are some development projects or other land use applications 
in progress or on the horizon that will require review. For development review, we 
understand that the City tracks costs and charges those costs back to the applicant. We 
will provide services for development projects on an hourly basis according to our fee 
schedule, including any of Mr. Kellogg’s time spent in this regard.  
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Proposed Interim City Engineer
Tom Kellogg, PE
Tom’s depth of city engineering experience makes him the ideal 
candidate for the Interim Ramsey City Engineer role.  

He previously served as the consultant City Engineer in Orono for 
more than 15 years, and the Cities of Medina, Minnetonka Beach, 
and Lauderdale for more than 11 years each.

Tom’s references will attest to his integrity and the leadership that he provided while 
serving as the City Engineer in their communities. This experience gives him a solid 
foundation for understanding Ramsey’s infrastructure needs, engineering issues, and 
community dynamics. Tom’s responsibilities as City Engineer in various cities have included 
all of the required general work elements Ramsey may require in this interim period.  

Some specific examples of Tom’s City Engineering experience are:

• Tom assisted Medina in preserving its rural character as the City went through the 
latest Comprehensive Plan update. By carefully planning for utility extensions that 
would provide municipal services to new and developing areas, comprehensive 
sewer and water plans were developed to allow for a staged and orderly utility 
extension process.

• As the Medina City Engineer, Tom successfully negotiated a Cooperative Agreement 
with MnDOT to signalize a dangerous intersection that amounted to a $500,000 
cost savings for the City.

• Tom worked with the City of Orono and MCES to construct a joint street and utility 
project that will result in a $400,000 cost savings to the City.

• Tom provided engineering guidance to the City of Medina as it reviewed and 
ultimately approved the Wild Meadows subdivision, a unique and successful 
development that maintains the City’s rural character, utilizes new stormwater 
treatment techniques, and is served by municipal sewer and water.

Tom joined the WSB team after 16 years with another consulting firm in the area. He 
is currently serving as the consultant City Engineer for the City of Medina, as well as 
providing other short-term project management and engineering responsibilities. Tom’s 
current duties as City Engineer require a relatively small time commitment, and his 
project management duties can be assumed in a manner that will allow him to commit 
the necessary time as the Interim City Engineer for Ramsey.

Tom’s resume is provided on the following pages.



Tom Kellogg, PE 
Municipal Senior Project Manager 

Tom is a Senior Project Manager with over 15 years of experience in 
municipal and other civil engineering projects including streets, storm 
sewers, water treatment plants, water distribution systems, sanitary 
sewer systems, site grading, park improvements, development review, 
and municipal State Aid systems. His responsibilities include design and/ 
or preparation of project plans, specifications, construction 
management, engineer estimates, and permitting. 

Tom currently serves as the City Engineer in Medina (13 years) and has 
previously served as the City Engineer in Orono (15 years), Minnetonka 
Beach (11 years) and Lauderdale (11 years).  

SELECTED PROJECT EXPERIENCE 
Municipal State Aid and MnDOT Cooperative Agreement Projects 

Willow Drive South Mill and Overlay – Orono, MN 

McCulley Road Reconstruction – Orono, MN 

Stubbs Bay Road Reconstruction – Orono, MN 

Lee Carlson Ballfields Trail Construction – Orono, MN 

North Ferndale Road Street and Utility Improvements – 
Orono/Plymouth, MN 

Willow Drive/TH 55 Intersection and Utility Improvements – 
Medina, MN 

Local Municipal Projects 
Hunter Drive North Street and Utility Improvements – Medina, MN 

CR 116 Trail Improvements – Medina, MN 

Casco Point Street and Utility Improvements – Orono, MN 

Farview Lane Sanitary Sewer Improvements – Orono 

Jamestown Road Sanitary Sewer Improvements – Orono, MN 

Hamel Road Street and Utility Improvements – Medina, MN 

Hamel Road/Sioux Drive Storm Sewer Improvements – Medina, MN 

Raw Watermain Improvements – Medina, MN 

2003 Street and Utility Improvements – Lauderdale, MN 

2002 Street and Utility Improvements – Lauderdale, MN 

2001 Street and Utility Improvements – Lauderdale, MN 

West Side Watermain Improvements – Minnetonka Beach, MN 

Water Treatment Plant Construction – Medina, MN 

Arrowhead Drive Street and Utility Improvements – Medina, MN 

TH 12 Watermain Improvements – Orono, MN 

Lift Station 12 Improvements – Orono, MN 

Education:
Bachelor of Science in Civil 
Engineering, University of 

Minnesota, 1995

Registrations:
Minnesota #26917

Memberships:
City Engineers Association of 

Minnesota

American Public Works 
Association



Tom Kellogg, PE 
Municipal Senior Project Manager 

Long Lake Boulevard/Country Club Street and Utility 
Improvements – Orono, MN 

CSAH 6 Sanitary Sewer Improvements – Orono, MN 

East Long Lake Boulevard Sanitary Sewer Improvements – 
Orono, MN 

Old Long Lake Road Sanitary Sewer Improvements – Orono, MN 

Myrtlewood Sanitary Sewer and Watermain Improvements – 
Orono, MN 

Smith and Lyman Avenues Sanitary Sewer Improvements – 
Orono, MN 

Fox Ridge Sanitary Sewer Improvements – Orono, MN 

TH 12 Sanitary Sewer Pipe Bursting – Orono, MN 

Webber Hills Sanitary Sewer Improvements – Orono, MN 

Heritage Drive Sanitary Sewer Improvements – Orono, MN 

Bracketts Point Sanitary Sewer Improvements – Orono, MN 

Bay Ridge Sanitary Sewer Improvements – Orono, MN 

Highwood Road Storm Sewer Improvements – Orono, MN 

Garden Court Sanitary Sewer Improvements – Orono, MN 

2006 Pavement Management Plan – Orono, MN 

2011 Pavement Management Plan Update – Orono, MN 

Site Development Review 
Orono, MN 

Medina, MN 

Minnetonka Beach, MN 

Lauderdale, MN 

Park Improvement Projects 
Navarre Park Improvements – Orono, MN 

Various Park Improvements, Hamel Legion Park, Medina, MN 
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City Engineering Experience
WSB provides municipal engineering services in more than 90 communities, and we 
are the city/township engineer in 30 communities. Of these communities, five are 
new city engineering clients we have attained over the past two years. Municipal 
engineering is the foundation of our business and is at the core of all we do. As 
municipal engineers, we adopt each City that we represent as our own and focus on 
the needs of the City first.

The map at right 
represents the 

communities WSB 
serves. 



7
Basis of Compensation

Basis of Compensation
We will complete all of the general engineering activities discussed in this proposal, plus 
other general duties Mr. Kellogg provides during office hours, as part of a lump-sum 
fee in the amount of $6,500 per month (whether four or five days per week), totaling 
$19,500 over the three-month term of the agreement. This term can be extended if the 
need arises.

During the term of the contract, there may be a need for specific services outside the 
above list that other staff at WSB would need to provide in support of Mr. Kellogg. If this 
occurs, we will work with the City to determine a specific scope and fee arrangement 
and provide the services our hourly standard rates. Examples could include:

Costs associated with word 
processing, cell phones, 

reproduction of common 
correspondence and 

mailing are included in 
the hourly rates. Vehicle 

mileage is normally 
included in our billing 

rates, but can be charged 
separately if specifically 

outlined by contract.

Reimbursable expenses 
include costs associated 

with plan, specification and 
report reproduction, permit 

fee, delivery cost, etc.

Rate schedule is 
adjusted annually.

Each staff person is 
assigned one billing rate 

that is commensurate 
with their experience and 

expertise. Multiple rates 
illustrate the varying levels 

of experience within 
each category.

2012 Billing Rate/Hour

Principal $137

Associate $128

Project Manager $107 | $114 | $121

Project Engineer $94 | $99 | $107 | $114 | $121

Graduate Engineer  $79 | $84 | $89

Planner $72

Engineering Specialist $89 | $99 | $107 | $114

Engineering Technician $49 | $56 | $62 | $68 | $79

Scientist $56 | $62 | $68

Construction Observer $79 | $84 | $89 | $94 | $99
 
Coring Crew 

      One-Person Crew $145
      
      Two-Person Crew $220
  
Survey Crew 

      One-Person Crew $110
 
      Two-Person Crew $144

      Three-Person Crew $168

Office Technician $33 | $62 | $72

• Stormwater management and MS4 
NPDES requirements

• Miscellaneous surveying

• Construction services

• Preparation of engineering reports/
studies

If there are services required that fall outside of Mr. Kellogg’s general services, such 
as developer escrow-related services, we will provide the services at an hourly rate 
according to our current fee schedule below and on file with the City as part of our 
master contract.



   

CC Regular Session   7. 5.           
Meeting Date: 06/26/2012  

By: Tim Himmer, Engineering/Public
Works

Information
Title:
Approve Comprehensive Utility Reports; Sanitary Sewer and Water System Studies

Background:
On August 23, 2011 staff met with the City Council in work session to review the City's 2011 development cost
study.  This was a comprehensive review of where the City currently stands in relation to other municipalities with
regard to development costs (utility trunk fees, building permit fees, escrows, etc.).  During that meeting utility rates
were discussed; particularly how those rates are determined.  Rates are determined by taking a comprehensive look
at the City's utility system, projecting future growth, and then determining the infrastructure needs to support such
growth.  A plan is then developed that outlines potential timelines and costs for infrastructure improvements.  The
ultimate costs to construct and maintain that utility system is then evaluated to determine the appropriate funding
mechanism to distribute those costs to users and/or the development community.  Revisions to those rates are then
adjusted annually, with the adoption of the annual rates and charges, and are based on the construction index related
to inflation and construction costs.

On November 15, 2011 the topic of comprehensive utility plan updates, and corresponding rate studies, was
discussed by the Public Works Committee.  This conversation was timely, in that the City Council wanted to
understand how updates to these plans may impact adoption of the City's annual rates and charges.  The Council
wanted to delay action on adopting rates and charges for 2012 until these utility plan updates were completed. 
Since that time the 2012 rates and charges were adopted by the City Council in December of 2011, with the idea
that the utility fees could be revised (if necessary) once the studies were updated and the results of the rate study
completed.  On January 10, 2012 the City Council awarded contracts to Bolton & Menk and Landform to undertake
this study, which was last completed in 2004.

The first order of business in advancing these plan updates was to review growth projections, which was the topic
of conversation with the Council on February 6, 2012.  Without first understanding the assumptions related to how
the City intends to grow, updates to these plans would be extremely difficult.  At that meeting Council directed staff
to proceed with plan updates using the same assumptions from the existing (2004) comprehensive utility plans and
2030 Comprehensive Plan for the City; including growth, densities, and flow projections.  These assumptions
basically equate to growth at a rate of 260 units per year, with densities ranging from 2.87 to 2.70 people per unit.

On March 27, 2012 City staff and our consultants were again in front of the Council at work session to discuss the
sanitary sewer system.  Direction from that meeting included maintaining a minimum fund balance equal to the
average annual expenses over the study period, installation of a lift station to serve the Northeast Sewer Area (area
near TH 47 and 167th Ave), and the creation of a residential equivalency factor for high density residential uses.

On April 24, 2012 City staff and consultants met with Council in work session again to discuss the water system. 
Direction from that meeting was to carry forward the previous assumptions, as approved by the Council, with
respect to growth projections, minimum fund balance, and use of a residential equivalency factor for high density
residential development.  Additional items discussed and approved at that meeting included the notion of one day
treating the domestic water supply for iron and manganese (at a minimum), and planning for the use of surface
water to supplement the system.

Observations:
Twenty year Capital Improvement Programs (CIP) and preliminary budgets were being prepared for each utility



Twenty year Capital Improvement Programs (CIP) and preliminary budgets were being prepared for each utility
report, following the direction and assumptions as approved by the Council.  No acquisition costs are included for
easement and/or right-of-way to install the required improvements; it is assumed they are part of a development
scenario whereby the applicant would be responsible for all associated costs.  The operation and maintenance
(O&M) expenses for each utility (with the exception of the water treatment plant - see below) are proposed to be
funded with user rates, while system expansion is proposed to be funded with development/connection fees.  The
City's current policy requires development to be responsible for all costs associated with the required utility
extensions to serve their project; the City does not typically advance utility infrastructure expansion without an
available funding source.

The current utility reimbursement agreement with 21st Century Bank, related to the NW Sewer and Water
Extension project, has been incorporated into the budgets as well.  Under this agreement the City is required to pay
back utility connection charges as properties and/or developments tie into this system, which currently stands at
approximately $5.3M in outstanding eligible connection charges.  The City is still able to offer fee credits for lateral
extensions to serve the connecting properties, so the total eligible trunk fee reimbursements from a development
would likely be reduced by the infrastructure costs to serve the development.  Based upon this information staff has
factored in a $2M payback from the water utility, and the total amount of $112,000 from the sanitary sewer utility
through the year 2025.

WATER TREATMENT
The City's current groundwater water supply exceeds secondary standards for iron and manganese content, and as
more users are added to the system it is likely that complaints will increase and there will be a demand and
expectation for improved water quality.  Therefore, staff recommended (and Council concurred) that it is imperative
to plan for water treatment and include the associated costs in the water system plan.

Since there was a relatively low cost differential to construct a surface water treatment plant vs. a groundwater plant
staff proposed (and Council concurred) that a surface water treatment plant be included in the future plan.  A
surface water treatment plant allows for greater flexibility in servicing future population demands, provides an
infinite source, eliminates concerns with with respect to contamination and/or surface water connections within the
aquifer, and potentially introduces additional funding sources if it were to be elevated to a regional supply concern. 
Based upon Council discussions, and to remain conservative in our funding approach, it is proposed that this
facility be funded 80% by the City.

Also within the budgeting analysis staff proposed (and Council concurred) that a portion of the water treatment
facility should be funded by existing users, since they would also be realizing a benefit from improved water
quality.  Bolton & Menk compared the number of users that are projected to be on the municipal system at the time
a treatment facility will be necessary, and factored the user rates from this serviced population into paying a portion
of the treatment plant construction.  This analysis approximated that 50% of the 2030 MUSA service population
will be connected to the water system at the time the plant will be necessary (approximately 2019), and therefore the
water utility plan factors in an approximate 50-50 split as an equitable distribution of costs between user rates
(primarily O&M costs) and development fees (primarily system expansions) to fund this future treatment facility.

It should also be noted that property acquisition may be required for constructing this facility, which costs are
accounted for in the estimate to construct.  Two proposed locations for this facility are included in the plan; one
being the original location as has been carried forward from the previous plan and located just south of fire station
#1 on Armstrong Boulevard, and the other being the recently acquired property from the Legacy Christian Academy
development on the southeast corner of Alpine drive and Puma Street.  Aside from the intake line from the
Mississippi River to the facility, all the existing infrastructure to/from the municipal wells in the COR are located
along Bunker Lake Boulevard and Armstrong Boulevard.  If it is unfeasible to acquire the land for site A (near fire
station #1) the costs of infrastructure extensions to site B (Alpine/Puma) would be offset by the budgeted
acquisition price of site A.  Decisions on acquisition should be considered in the near future, as it is estimated that
this facility would be on-line by 2019 and it will take approximately two years to complete construction. 
Preliminary design and planning, including acquisitions, is slated for as early as 2013.

UTILITY RATES



The main goal of the City Council in updating these comprehensive utility studies was to determine whether there
was an opportunity to reduce development fees.  After careful analysis, and development of a budget that outlines
all expenditures and revenues projected over the twenty year study period, it was concluded that development fees
could indeed be reduced.

The water system report proposes to hold constant on base water user rates through 2013, and then calls for
increases at a rate of 2.5% per year thereafter.  It also includes a decrease of $492 per connection in the Water
Availability Charge (WAC) from 2012 to 2013, with 2.5% increase per year thereafter.  The trunk charge is also
proposed to decrease by $668 per connection from 2012 to 2013, with a 2.5% increase per year thereafter.

The sanitary sewer report proposes to hold constant on base user rates through 2013, and then calls for increases at
a rate of 2.5% per year thereafter.  It also includes a decrease of $172 per connection for residential connection
charges from 2012 to 2013, with 2.5% increase per year thereafter.  The connection charge for
commercial/industrial properties is also proposed to decrease by $516 per acre from 2012 to 2013, with a 2.5%
increase per year thereafter.

Obviously the ebb and flow of development may impact these charges over the course of this planning period, so
these fees will be evaluated annually as the City reviews its annual rates and charges.

Recommendation:
As shown in the background section above, City staff and our consultant have developed these updated
comprehensive utility plans by working closely with the City Council.  We believe these plans reflect the Council's
original goal of looking for opportunities to reduce development fees.  In reviewing and preparing these plans a
comprehensive analysis was completed to forecast future population growth, evaluate deficiencies in the existing
systems, identify improvements that would be necessary to serve future populations, and develop a budget that
would adequately finance the utility needs throughout the twenty year planning period.

Some minor text revisions are currently being completed on the reports, which should be finished in time for
adoption at the meeting.  Staff recommends that the City Council adopt the 2012 comprehensive sanitary sewer and
water system studies.

Funding Source:
Funding for these comprehensive utility plan updates are being financed through the corresponding City enterprise
funds.

Council Action:
Motion to adopt the 2012 comprehensive sanitary sewer and water system studies, contingent upon completion of
the minor text revisions (if necessary), which can be approved by the City Administrator.
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Draft Water System Study
Draft Sanitary Sewer Study
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CC Regular Session   7. 6.           
Meeting Date: 06/26/2012  

By: Tim Himmer, Engineering/Public
Works

Information
Title:
Consider Award of Contract for City Improvement Project 12-20; Sunwood Drive Realignment

Background:
The Armstrong Boulevard/Highway 10 interchange project is considered one of the highest transportation priorities
in the City.  In an effort to reduce the overall costs the Council has been discussing ways to preconstruct portions of
this project, such that it can be accomplished in phases.  One phase of this interchange project is the realignment of
Sunwood Drive, which is being considered to improve traffic flow through the area in the short term, create a
consolidated signalized access to the COR along its western boundary, provide for a portion of the City's cost
participation in the interchange project, and create additional development options for the COR property.  The
Sunwood realignment will construct the first intersection north of Highway 10 on Armstrong Boulevard, at a
location that addresses the major concerns expressed by MnDOT and Anoka County.

The project includes the realignment of Sunwood Drive, between approximately Zeolite Street and Armstrong
Boulevard (see attached preliminary design).  The intent is to work north to south on Armstrong Boulevard and
complete another section of the roadway in its final location; to set the stage for the ultimate interchange over the
railroad tracks and Highway 10.  Draft feasibility studies were presented to the Public Works Committee and HRA
on December 13, 2011, and on that date the HRA authorized the preparation of appraisals for the potential
acquisition of 3 parcels along the west side of Armstrong Boulevard that are necessary for portions of this project,
and ultimately the interchange project.

On January 24, 2012, draft feasibility studies were presented to the City Council for consideration.  At that meeting
the City Council authorized the final design contracts with Landform and WSB & Associates, and ordered the
preparation of plans and specifications.  On May 22, 2012, the City Council authorized the bidding of the Sunwood
project.  On June 12, 2012, the City Attorney and staff updated the Council on the required acquisitions for the
project, and provided an updated project accounting.  It was the direction from that meeting to continue with the
land acquisitions, as they would be necessary for the interchange project, and come back with a final funding
package once the bids for the project are opened and award of a construction contract is being considered.  To date
all properties needed for this project have been negotiated and tentative deals are in place.

Observations:
The final plans and specifications have been submitted to and approved by the various review agencies, including
Anoka County and the Minnesota Department of Transportation (MnDOT).  It is required that we have final
approval from both entities before the bids can be opened and a contract awarded.  The plans and specifications
were published according to State Statutes and distributed to various contractors.  The bids were opened on
Monday June 25th, tabulated, reviewed, and forwarded to the City Council (along with a final financing package)
prior to the June 26th meeting where an award of a construction contract is being considered.  This agenda has now
been updated with the bid information.

Recommendation:
Staff recommends that the City Council approve Resolution 12-06-XXX, awarding a contract for City
Improvement Project 12-20; Sunwood Drive Realignment, to North Pine Aggregate, Inc., in the amount of
$2,342,825.82.  The contractor and cost information are attached.  The accompanying resolutionl will be updated
following the award of bid by Council and prior to execution.  



Funding Source:
Attached to this case is the funding package that was previously approved by the City Council on March 13, 2012,
which has been narrowed to scenario #2 because we were unsuccessful in securing the Metropolitan Council TOD
grant.  Based upon the revised construction estimates, updated acquisition costs, and projected overhead costs
(permits, engineering, material testing, etc.), following is the revised funding information that was presented to the
City Council on June 12, 2012:

Land Acquisition  $2,700,000
Armstrong Blvd  $1,650,000
Sunwood Drive  $1,075,000
COR Grading & Northstar Market Place Access Revisions  $210,000
Streetlighting  $112,000
Engineering/Construction Administration/Testing  $470,000
TOTAL  $6,217,000

Anoka County                                                              $1,700,000
LRIP Grant $500,000
Equipment Revolving Fund $1,056,450
TIF #2 $500,000
Stormwater Utility Fund $267,411
Water Utility Fund $243,629
Sanitary Sewer Utility Fund $22,043
EDA (Nordvik acquisition) $600,000
Excess Rail Funding $500,000
Streetlight Utility $112,000
COR land sale proceeds * $500,000
TOTAL $6,001,533

 
As can be seen above there is approximately $215,500 that is unaccounted for with this project.  This overage is
primarily the costs associated with construction administration and material testing, which was previously planned
to be completed with City staff, but due to recent staffing changes we are currently unable to perform all of this
work.  It is also proposed that the Streetlight Utility Fund finance the streetlighting component of this project.  The
COR land sale proceeds referenced above will need to be discussed by the Housing and Redevelopment Authority
(HRA) to determine whether they are interested in deviating from the existing land sale distribution policy, and
apply the entire amount of a pending land sale to this improvement project.  A final funding package will be
provided to the City Council now that the bids are opened and construction administration proposals are reviewed.

Council Action:
Motion to approve Resolution 12-06-XXX, awarding a contract for City Improvement Project 12-20; Sunwood
Drive Realignment, to North Pine Aggregate, Inc., in the amount of $2,342,825.82.
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Bid Tabulations and Recommendation Letter
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Sunwood Drive Realignment Financing Options:  Project Cost estimated at $5.1M -$5.6M (use $5.35M for example)

Funding Summary:

Total Project Costs: 5,350,000$      

LRIP Grant (Committed) (500,000)$        

      Anoka County (Committed) (1,700,000)$     

   Net City Funding 3,150,000$      

     City Funding Options:

SCENARIO 1:  With Grant Funding

TOD Met Council Grant 1,250,000$      

TIF 2 306,450$          

Storm Drainage Fund 255,484$          Per Landform & WSB Feasibility Study

Water Utility Fund 238,066$          Per Landform & WSB Feasibility Study

EDA - Not to Exceed 600,000$          Per EDA Meeting of March 8, 2012

Excess Rail Funding 500,000$          

3,150,000$      

SCENARIO 2:  Without TOD Met Council Grant Funding

Equipment Revolving Fund 1,056,450$      (Cap. Equipment Certificates would be issued to offset capital equip purchases/Equip Fund bal of $2.9M)

TIF 2 500,000$          

Storm Drainage Fund 255,484$          Per Landform & WSB Feasibility Study

Water Utility Fund 238,066$          Per Landform & WSB Feasibility Study

EDA - Not to Exceed 600,000$          Per EDA Meeting of March 8, 2012

  If EDA is not $600,000 would use land proceeds of up to $400,000)

Excess Rail Funding 500,000$          

3,150,000$      
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June 25, 2012 
 
 
Honorable Mayor and City Council 
City of Ramsey 
7550 Sunwood Drive NW 
Ramsey, MN  55303 
 
Re: SAP 199-020-010 / S.A.P. 199-104-010 / C.P. 12-20 
  

Armstrong Blvd & Sunwood Drive Improvements 
 City of Ramsey, Anoka County 
 WSB Project No. 1973-010 
 
Dear Mayor and Council Members: 
 
Bids were received for the above-referenced project on June 25, 2012, and were opened and read 
aloud.  A total of six (6) bids were received.  The bids were checked for mathematical accuracy 
and tabulated.  Please find enclosed the bid tabulation indicating the low bidder as North Pine 
Aggregate, Inc., Forest Lake, MN in the amount of $2,342,825.82  
 
We recommend that the City Council consider these bids and award a contract to North Pine 
Aggregate, Inc. based on the results of the bids received. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
WSB & Associates, Inc. 
 
 
 
Nicholas Hentges, P.E. 
Project Manager 
 
Enclosures 
 
cc: North Pine Aggregate, Inc. 



Project:     ARMSTRONG BLVD. AND 147TH AVE. SUNWOOD DR. INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS
Location:  City of Ramsey, MN
Project Nos. S.A.P. 199-020-010 / S.A.P.  199-104-010 / C.P. 12-20
WSB Project No. 1973-010

Date: June 25, 2012, 10:00 a.m.

Contractor Bid Security Addendums 1 - 2 Total Bid

1 North Pine Aggregate, Inc. X Yes $2,342,825.82
2 R.L. Larson Excavating, Inc. X Yes $2,596,343.35
3 Forest Lake Contracting, Inc. X Yes $2,604,749.56
4 C.S. McCrossan Construction, Inc. X Yes $2,918,036.05
5 Park Construction Company X Yes $3,134,094.19
6 Kuechle Underground X Yes $3,212,878.37

Engineer's Estimate $2,780,420.48

Denotes corrected figure

Nicholas E. Hentges, PE, Project Manager

BID TABULATION SUMMARY

I hereby certify that this is a true and correct tabulation of the bids as received on June 25, 2012.



 6/25/2012 

WSB
Project Bid Abstract

Project Name: 
CSAH 83 &147th Ave/Sunwood 
Drive Intersection 
Improvements

Contract No.: 

Client: City of Ramsey Project No.: 01973-01
Bid Opening: 6/25/2012 10:00 AM Owner:  Minneapolis

Project: 01973-01 - CSAH 83 &147th Ave/Sunwood Drive Intersection Improvements Engineers Estimate North Pine Aggregate, Inc. R. L. Larson Excavating, Inc. Forest Lake Contracting, Inc. 
Item No. Item Units Quantity Unit Price Total Price Unit Price Total Price Unit Price Total Price Unit Price Total Price
Schedule A 
1 2021.501 MOBILIZATION LUMP SUM 1 $55,000.00 $55,000.00 $55,000.00 $55,000.00 $185,000.00 $185,000.00 $68,000.00 $68,000.00
2 2031.501 FIELD OFICE TYPE D LUMP SUM 1 $10,000.00 $10,000.00 $6,500.00 $6,500.00 $20,000.00 $20,000.00 $5,000.00 $5,000.00
3 2101.502 CLEARING TREE 53 $75.00 $3,975.00 $79.00 $4,187.00 $50.00 $2,650.00 $75.00 $3,975.00
4 2101.507 GRUBBING TREE 53 $30.00 $1,590.00 $26.50 $1,404.50 $50.00 $2,650.00 $25.00 $1,325.00
5 2102.502 PAVEMENT MARKING REMOVAL LIN FT 2250 $0.55 $1,237.50 $0.63 $1,417.50 $0.55 $1,237.50 $0.60 $1,350.00
6 2102.602 PAVEMENT MARKING REMOVAL-SPECIAL EACH 9 $50.00 $450.00 $105.50 $949.50 $60.00 $540.00 $100.00 $900.00
7 2104.501 REMOVE CONCRETE CULVERT LIN FT 298 $8.00 $2,384.00 $7.75 $2,309.50 $7.00 $2,086.00 $12.00 $3,576.00
8 2104.501 REMOVE METAL CULVERT LIN FT 115 $8.00 $920.00 $5.00 $575.00 $6.00 $690.00 $7.00 $805.00
9 2104.501 REMOVE SEWER PIPE (STORM) LIN FT 119 $5.00 $595.00 $8.50 $1,011.50 $7.00 $833.00 $13.00 $1,547.00
10 2104.501 REMOVE CURB AND GUTTER LIN FT 1139 $5.00 $5,695.00 $1.40 $1,594.60 $2.50 $2,847.50 $2.00 $2,278.00
11 2104.501 REMOVE CHAIN LINK FENCE LIN FT 395 $6.00 $2,370.00 $7.45 $2,942.75 $3.50 $1,382.50 $3.00 $1,185.00
12 2104.503 REMOVE CONCRETE WALK SQ FT 140 $2.00 $280.00 $2.00 $280.00 $1.00 $140.00 $1.00 $140.00
13 2104.505 REMOVE BITUMINOUS PAVEMENT SQ YD 16430 $2.00 $32,860.00 $1.10 $18,073.00 $1.50 $24,645.00 $1.75 $28,752.50
14 2104.509 REMOVE VEHICULAR GATE EACH 1 $250.00 $250.00 $150.00 $150.00 $100.00 $100.00 $75.00 $75.00
15 2104.509 REMOVE CONCRETE APRON EACH 6 $250.00 $1,500.00 $75.00 $450.00 $150.00 $900.00 $325.00 $1,950.00
16 2104.509 REMOVE METAL APRON EACH 6 $200.00 $1,200.00 $105.00 $630.00 $100.00 $600.00 $100.00 $600.00
17 2104.509 REMOVE DRAINAGE STRUCTURE EACH 2 $200.00 $400.00 $200.00 $400.00 $200.00 $400.00 $350.00 $700.00
18 2104.509 REMOVE SIGN TYPE C EACH 16 $25.00 $400.00 $16.00 $256.00 $30.00 $480.00 $15.00 $240.00
19 2104.509 REMOVE SIGN TYPE SPECIAL EACH 3 $200.00 $600.00 $26.50 $79.50 $30.00 $90.00 $25.00 $75.00
20 2104.511 SAWING CONCRETE PAVEMENT (FULL DEPTH) LIN FT 20 $6.00 $120.00 $8.65 $173.00 $10.00 $200.00 $4.00 $80.00
21 2104.513 SAWING BITUMINOUS PAVEMENT (FULL DEPTH) LIN FT 2224 $3.00 $6,672.00 $2.85 $6,338.40 $3.00 $6,672.00 $2.75 $6,116.00
22 2104.523 SALVAGE CASTING EACH 5 $175.00 $875.00 $90.00 $450.00 $150.00 $750.00 $100.00 $500.00
23 2104.523 SALVAGE CATCH BASIN EACH 2 $200.00 $400.00 $585.00 $1,170.00 $375.00 $750.00 $400.00 $800.00
24 2104.523 SALVAGE GATE VALVE & BOX EACH 1 $175.00 $175.00 $300.00 $300.00 $375.00 $375.00 $150.00 $150.00
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Project: 01973-01 - CSAH 83 &147th Ave/Sunwood Drive Intersection Improvements Engineers Estimate North Pine Aggregate, Inc. R. L. Larson Excavating, Inc. Forest Lake Contracting, Inc. 
Item No. Item Units Quantity Unit Price Total Price Unit Price Total Price Unit Price Total Price Unit Price Total Price
25 2104.523 SALVAGE HYDRANT EACH 1 $350.00 $350.00 $300.00 $300.00 $750.00 $750.00 $600.00 $600.00
26 2104.523 SALVAGE SIGN TYPE SPECIAL EACH 1 $200.00 $200.00 $26.50 $26.50 $100.00 $100.00 $200.00 $200.00
27 2104.523 SALVAGE VEHICULAR GATE EACH 1 $300.00 $300.00 $250.00 $250.00 $100.00 $100.00 $100.00 $100.00
28 2105.501 COMMON EXCAVATION (P) CU YD 11119 $5.00 $55,595.00 $3.00 $33,357.00 $10.00 $111,190.00 $7.50 $83,392.50
29 2105.507 SUBGRADE EXCAVATION (P) CU YD 2207 $5.50 $12,138.50 $1.55 $3,420.85 $4.50 $9,931.50 $5.00 $11,035.00
30 2105.522 SELECT GRANULAR BORROW (CV) (P) CU YD 5861 $9.00 $52,749.00 $4.05 $23,737.05 $5.00 $29,305.00 $5.00 $29,305.00
31 2105.523 COMMON BORROW (CV) (P) CU YD 9937 $7.00 $69,559.00 $3.75 $37,263.75 $4.00 $39,748.00 $5.00 $49,685.00
32 2105.525 TOPSOIL BORROW (LV) (P) CU YD 3555 $14.00 $49,770.00 $3.90 $13,864.50 $4.00 $14,220.00 $16.00 $56,880.00
33 2105.601 DEWATERING LUMP SUM 1 $10,000.00 $10,000.00 $20,500.00 $20,500.00 $17,500.00 $17,500.00 $15,000.00 $15,000.00
34 2123.610 STREET SWEEPER (WITH PICKUP BROOM) HOUR 95 $120.00 $11,400.00 $125.00 $11,875.00 $100.00 $9,500.00 $110.00 $10,450.00
35 2130.501 WATER M GALLONS 100 $30.00 $3,000.00 $34.00 $3,400.00 $35.00 $3,500.00 $28.00 $2,800.00
36 2211.503 AGGREGATE BASE (CV) CLASS 5 MODIFIED CU YD 5447 $17.00 $92,599.00 $20.00 $108,940.00 $19.00 $103,493.00 $24.00 $130,728.00
37 2221.503 AGGREGATE SHOULDERING (CV) CLASS 5 MOD CU YD 234 $30.00 $7,020.00 $35.00 $8,190.00 $33.60 $7,862.40 $33.00 $7,722.00
38 2360.501 TYPE SP 12.5 WEARING COURSE MIXTURE (4,C) TON 3887 $65.00 $252,655.00 $64.80 $251,877.60 $63.00 $244,881.00 $61.50 $239,050.50
39 2360.502 TYPE SP 12.5 NON WEARING COURSE MIXTURE (4,B) TON 1420 $61.00 $86,620.00 $62.75 $89,105.00 $61.30 $87,046.00 $59.50 $84,490.00
40 2411.618 MODULAR BLOCK RETAINING WALL SQ FT 455 $30.00 $13,650.00 $23.00 $10,465.00 $22.50 $10,237.50 $23.00 $10,465.00
41 2501.511 15" CS PIPE CULVERT LIN FT 388 $23.00 $8,924.00 $25.50 $9,894.00 $25.00 $9,700.00 $35.00 $13,580.00
42 2501.511 15" RC PIPE CULVERT CLASS V LIN FT 80 $29.00 $2,320.00 $28.50 $2,280.00 $30.00 $2,400.00 $30.00 $2,400.00
43 2501.515 15" RC PIPE APRON EACH 1 $400.00 $400.00 $575.00 $575.00 $370.00 $370.00 $650.00 $650.00
44 2501.515 18" RC PIPE APRON EACH 1 $450.00 $450.00 $595.00 $595.00 $400.00 $400.00 $700.00 $700.00
45 2501.515 27" RC PIPE APRON EACH 1 $700.00 $700.00 $995.00 $995.00 $600.00 $600.00 $800.00 $800.00
46 2501.569 15" RC SAFETY APRON EACH 4 $550.00 $2,200.00 $615.00 $2,460.00 $350.00 $1,400.00 $700.00 $2,800.00
47 2501.602 TRASH GUARD FOR 27" PIPE APRON EACH 1 $450.00 $450.00 $475.00 $475.00 $700.00 $700.00 $850.00 $850.00
48 2503.541 15" RC PIPE SEWER DESIGN 3006 CLASS V LIN FT 810 $29.00 $23,490.00 $27.50 $22,275.00 $29.00 $23,490.00 $31.00 $25,110.00
49 2503.541 18" RC PIPE SEWER DESIGN 3006 CLASS III LIN FT 358 $31.00 $11,098.00 $30.50 $10,919.00 $34.00 $12,172.00 $33.00 $11,814.00
50 2503.541 24" RC PIPE SEWER DESIGN 3006 CLASS III LIN FT 386 $37.00 $14,282.00 $35.50 $13,703.00 $39.00 $15,054.00 $34.00 $13,124.00
51 2503.541 27" RC PIPE SEWER DESIGN 3006 CLASS III LIN FT 166 $45.00 $7,470.00 $50.50 $8,383.00 $44.00 $7,304.00 $52.00 $8,632.00
52 2503.602 DISCONNECT SANITARY SEWER SERVICE EACH 1 $1,000.00 $1,000.00 $510.00 $510.00 $750.00 $750.00 $300.00 $300.00
53 2503.602 RECONNECT TO EXISTING SANITARY SEWER SERVICE EACH 1 $1,500.00 $1,500.00 $535.00 $535.00 $800.00 $800.00 $300.00 $300.00
54 2503.602 CONSTRUCT BULKHEAD EACH 1 $750.00 $750.00 $675.00 $675.00 $300.00 $300.00 $200.00 $200.00
55 2503.602 CONNECT TO EXISTING SANITARY SEWER EACH 2 $1,500.00 $3,000.00 $2,750.00 $5,500.00 $4,000.00 $8,000.00 $2,500.00 $5,000.00
56 2503.602 CONNECT TO EXISTING STORM SEWER EACH 2 $500.00 $1,000.00 $585.00 $1,170.00 $1,800.00 $3,600.00 $350.00 $700.00
57 2503.602 6" PIPE PLUG EACH 1 $100.00 $100.00 $58.75 $58.75 $30.00 $30.00 $50.00 $50.00
58 2503.603 6" PVC PIPE SEWER LIN FT 99 $20.00 $1,980.00 $36.50 $3,613.50 $26.00 $2,574.00 $26.00 $2,574.00
59 2504.602 CONNECT TO EXISTING WATERMAIN EACH 1 $1,000.00 $1,000.00 $750.00 $750.00 $750.00 $750.00 $700.00 $700.00
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60 2504.602 HYDRANT EACH 1 $3,100.00 $3,100.00 $3,885.00 $3,885.00 $3,300.00 $3,300.00 $3,800.00 $3,800.00
61 2504.602 INSTALL HYDRANT EACH 1 $700.00 $700.00 $1,275.00 $1,275.00 $1,030.00 $1,030.00 $1,000.00 $1,000.00
62 2504.602 ADJUST HYDRANT AND GATE VALVE EACH 1 $5,000.00 $5,000.00 $950.00 $950.00 $730.00 $730.00 $900.00 $900.00
63 2504.602 INSTALL GATE VALVE AND BOX EACH 1 $200.00 $200.00 $785.00 $785.00 $275.00 $275.00 $200.00 $200.00
64 2504.602 ADJUST GATE VALVE AND BOX EACH 1 $300.00 $300.00 $705.00 $705.00 $200.00 $200.00 $300.00 $300.00
65 2504.602 6" GATE VALVE AND BOX EACH 5 $1,200.00 $6,000.00 $1,625.00 $8,125.00 $1,345.00 $6,725.00 $1,500.00 $7,500.00
66 2504.602 12" GATE VALVE AND BOX EACH 2 $4,000.00 $8,000.00 $3,700.00 $7,400.00 $2,835.00 $5,670.00 $3,100.00 $6,200.00
67 2504.602 SPRINKLER HEAD EACH 30 $120.00 $3,600.00 $25.00 $750.00 $21.00 $630.00 $20.00 $600.00
68 2504.603 SPRINKLER SYSTEM PVC LIN FT 580 $8.00 $4,640.00 $6.20 $3,596.00 $6.00 $3,480.00 $6.00 $3,480.00
69 2504.603 6" WATERMAIN DUCTILE IRON CL 53 LIN FT 252 $33.00 $8,316.00 $43.50 $10,962.00 $37.00 $9,324.00 $40.00 $10,080.00
70 2504.603 12" WATERMAIN DUCTILE IRON CL 52 LIN FT 629 $44.00 $27,676.00 $56.00 $35,224.00 $48.00 $30,192.00 $56.00 $35,224.00
71 2504.604 6" POLYSTYRENE INSULATION SQ YD 24 $46.00 $1,104.00 $50.00 $1,200.00 $30.00 $720.00 $45.00 $1,080.00
72 2504.608 DUCTILE IRON FITTINGS POUND 3250 $3.50 $11,375.00 $2.80 $9,100.00 $2.70 $8,775.00 $2.50 $8,125.00
73 2506.501 CONSTRUCT DRAINAGE STRUCTURE DESIGN F LIN FT 47.9 $225.00 $10,777.50 $125.00 $5,987.50 $150.00 $7,185.00 $200.00 $9,580.00
74 2506.501 CONSTRUCT DRAINAGE STRUCTURE DESIGN G LIN FT 11.7 $265.00 $3,100.50 $265.00 $3,100.50 $320.00 $3,744.00 $275.00 $3,217.50
75 2506.501 CONSTRUCT DRAINAGE STRUCTURE DESIGN H LIN FT 3.8 $275.00 $1,045.00 $285.00 $1,083.00 $275.00 $1,045.00 $225.00 $855.00
76 2506.501 CONSTRUCT DRAINAGE STRUCTURE DESIGN 48-4020 LIN FT 50.6 $280.00 $14,168.00 $215.00 $10,879.00 $260.00 $13,156.00 $275.00 $13,915.00
77 2506.501 CONSTRUCT DRAINAGE STRUCTURE DESIGN 60-4020 LIN FT 34.9 $350.00 $12,215.00 $315.00 $10,993.50 $370.00 $12,913.00 $325.00 $11,342.50
78 2506.502 CONSTRUCT DRAINAGE STRUCTURE DESIGN SPECIAL EACH 3 $1,200.00 $3,600.00 $1,500.00 $4,500.00 $1,550.00 $4,650.00 $1,600.00 $4,800.00
79 2506.516 CASTING ASSEMBLY EACH 20 $900.00 $18,000.00 $800.00 $16,000.00 $685.00 $13,700.00 $925.00 $18,500.00
80 2506.521 INSTALL CASTING EACH 5 $250.00 $1,250.00 $150.00 $750.00 $250.00 $1,250.00 $375.00 $1,875.00
81 2506.522 ADJUST FRAME & RING CASTING EACH 1 $200.00 $200.00 $150.00 $150.00 $250.00 $250.00 $375.00 $375.00
82 2506.602 RECONSTRUCT MANHOLES EACH 3 $1,500.00 $4,500.00 $1,700.00 $5,100.00 $1,200.00 $3,600.00 $1,900.00 $5,700.00
83 2506.602 INSTALL CATCH BASIN EACH 2 $250.00 $500.00 $1,060.00 $2,120.00 $1,300.00 $2,600.00 $700.00 $1,400.00
84 2511.501 RANDOM RIPRAP CLASS II CU YD 24 $75.00 $1,800.00 $85.00 $2,040.00 $75.00 $1,800.00 $115.00 $2,760.00
85 2521.501 4" CONCRETE WALK SQ FT 10129 $3.00 $30,387.00 $3.55 $35,957.95 $2.50 $25,322.50 $3.00 $30,387.00
86 2521.511 2" BITUMINOUS WALK SQ FT 6738 $2.00 $13,476.00 $1.30 $8,759.40 $1.80 $12,128.40 $1.40 $9,433.20
87 2531.501 CONCRETE CURB & GUTTER DESIGN B418 LIN FT 1348 $10.00 $13,480.00 $12.00 $16,176.00 $9.35 $12,603.80 $9.10 $12,266.80
88 2531.501 CONCRETE CURB & GUTTER DESIGN B424 LIN FT 1126 $11.00 $12,386.00 $13.25 $14,919.50 $11.00 $12,386.00 $11.00 $12,386.00
89 2531.501 CONCRETE CURB & GUTTER DESIGN B612 LIN FT 392 $10.00 $3,920.00 $12.00 $4,704.00 $20.00 $7,840.00 $19.00 $7,448.00
90 2531.501 CONCRETE CURB & GUTTER DESIGN B618 LIN FT 779 $12.00 $9,348.00 $12.15 $9,464.85 $10.00 $7,790.00 $10.00 $7,790.00
91 2531.507 6" CONCRETE DRIVEWAY PAVEMENT SQ YD 6 $65.00 $390.00 $70.00 $420.00 $50.00 $300.00 $75.00 $450.00
92 2531.602 CONCRETE ENTRANCE NOSE DESIGN 7113 EACH 4 $400.00 $1,600.00 $265.00 $1,060.00 $360.00 $1,440.00 $350.00 $1,400.00
93 2531.604 6" CONCRETE VALLEY GUTTER SQ YD 12 $50.00 $600.00 $55.00 $660.00 $47.50 $570.00 $50.00 $600.00
94 2531.618 TRUNCATED DOMES SQ FT 124 $40.00 $4,960.00 $36.90 $4,575.60 $37.00 $4,588.00 $36.00 $4,464.00
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95 2533.507 PORTABLE PRECAST CONCRETE BARRIER DESIGN 8337 LIN FT 300 $13.00 $3,900.00 $16.00 $4,800.00 $15.00 $4,500.00 $15.25 $4,575.00
96 2533.508 RELOCATE PORTABLE PRECAST CONC BARRIER DESIGN 8337 LIN FT 380 $3.50 $1,330.00 $5.00 $1,900.00 $3.50 $1,330.00 $4.75 $1,805.00
97 2554.509 GUIDE POST TYPE B EACH 12 $35.00 $420.00 $58.00 $696.00 $50.00 $600.00 $55.00 $660.00
98 2554.615 IMPACT ATTENUATOR NO 1 ASSEMBLY 2 $1,800.00 $3,600.00 $1,325.00 $2,650.00 $1,200.00 $2,400.00 $1,250.00 $2,500.00
99 2554.615 IMPACT ATTENUATOR NO 2 ASSEMBLY 1 $500.00 $500.00 $2,550.00 $2,550.00 $3,000.00 $3,000.00 $2,400.00 $2,400.00
100 2554.615 RELOCATE IMPACT ATTENUATOR NO 2 ASSEMBLY 1 $500.00 $500.00 $605.00 $605.00 $450.00 $450.00 $575.00 $575.00
101 2557.501 WIRE FENCE DESIGN 60-9322 LIN FT 150 $15.00 $2,250.00 $20.25 $3,037.50 $20.00 $3,000.00 $19.20 $2,880.00
102 2557.522 METAL BRACE ASSEMBLY EACH 6 $250.00 $1,500.00 $140.00 $840.00 $140.00 $840.00 $135.00 $810.00
103 2557.527 ELECTRICAL GROUND EACH 2 $150.00 $300.00 $105.50 $211.00 $110.00 $220.00 $100.00 $200.00
104 2557.602 INSTALL VEHICULAR GATE EACH 1 $200.00 $200.00 $635.00 $635.00 $625.00 $625.00 $600.00 $600.00
105 2563.601 TRAFFIC CONTROL LUMP SUM 1 $50,000.00 $50,000.00 $25,000.00 $25,000.00 $22,500.00 $22,500.00 $23,500.00 $23,500.00
106 2564.531 SIGN PANELS TYPE C SQ FT 178 $32.50 $5,785.00 $32.45 $5,776.10 $31.50 $5,607.00 $30.75 $5,473.50
107 2564.537 INSTALL SIGN TYPE SPECIAL EACH 1 $200.00 $200.00 $79.00 $79.00 $100.00 $100.00 $75.00 $75.00
108 2564.552 HAZARD MARKER X4-2 EACH 4 $70.00 $280.00 $79.00 $316.00 $100.00 $400.00 $75.00 $300.00
109 2564.553 CLEARANCE MARKER X4-4 EACH 3 $70.00 $210.00 $110.00 $330.00 $120.00 $360.00 $105.00 $315.00
110 2565.511 TRAFFIC CONTROL SIGNAL SYSTEM SIG SYS 1 $250,000.00 $250,000.00 $180,000.00 $180,000.00 $200,000.00 $200,000.00 $203,000.00 $203,000.00
111 2565.601 EMERGENCY VEHICLE PREEMPTION SYSTEM LUMP SUM 1 $10,000.00 $10,000.00 $3,675.00 $3,675.00 $3,500.00 $3,500.00 $5,500.00 $5,500.00
112 2571.502 DECIDUOUS TREE 10' HT B&B TREE 10 $350.00 $3,500.00 $290.00 $2,900.00 $285.00 $2,850.00 $275.00 $2,750.00
113 2573.502 SILT FENCE, TYPE MACHINE SLICED LIN FT 8566 $1.70 $14,562.20 $1.50 $12,849.00 $1.50 $12,849.00 $1.60 $13,705.60
114 2573.505 FLOTATION SILT CURTAIN TYPE STILL WATER LIN FT 266 $10.00 $2,660.00 $14.75 $3,923.50 $11.00 $2,926.00 $12.00 $3,192.00
115 2573.530 STORM DRAIN INLET PROTECTION EACH 32 $125.00 $4,000.00 $140.00 $4,480.00 $125.00 $4,000.00 $125.00 $4,000.00
116 2573.540 FILTER LOG TYPE WOOD FIBER BIOROLL LIN FT 835 $3.50 $2,922.50 $4.10 $3,423.50 $2.85 $2,379.75 $4.00 $3,340.00
117 2573.602 TEMPORARY ROCK CONSTRUCTION ENTRANCE EACH 8 $1,500.00 $12,000.00 $1,175.00 $9,400.00 $700.00 $5,600.00 $0.01 $0.08
118 2573.602 CULVERT PROTECTION EACH 8 $100.00 $800.00 $150.00 $1,200.00 $150.00 $1,200.00 $350.00 $2,800.00
119 2575.501 SEEDING ACRE 5.5 $350.00 $1,925.00 $158.25 $870.38 $100.00 $550.00 $150.00 $825.00
120 2575.502 SEED MIXTURE 240 POUND 369 $2.50 $922.50 $3.25 $1,199.25 $2.65 $977.85 $3.05 $1,125.45
121 2575.502 SEED MIXTURE 260 POUND 41 $2.50 $102.50 $2.50 $102.50 $1.80 $73.80 $2.50 $102.50
122 2575.511 MULCH MATERIAL TYPE 1 TON 6.5 $180.00 $1,170.00 $132.00 $858.00 $180.00 $1,170.00 $125.00 $812.50
123 2575.519 DISK ANCHORING ACRE 6 $80.00 $480.00 $58.00 $348.00 $80.00 $480.00 $55.00 $330.00
124 2575.523 EROSION CONTROL BLANKETS CATEGORY 3 SQ YD 8400 $1.10 $9,240.00 $0.90 $7,560.00 $1.00 $8,400.00 $0.85 $7,140.00
125 2575.532 FERTILIZER TYPE 3 POUND 2114 $0.95 $2,008.30 $0.58 $1,226.12 $0.55 $1,162.70 $0.55 $1,162.70
126 2575.570 RAPID STABILIZATION METHOD 2 ACRE 0.5 $1,000.00 $500.00 $1,900.00 $950.00 $1,300.00 $650.00 $1,800.00 $900.00
127 2575.571 RAPID STABILIZATION METHOD 3 M GALLONS 4.9 $600.00 $2,940.00 $316.50 $1,550.85 $300.00 $1,470.00 $300.00 $1,470.00
128 2581.501 REMOVABLE PREFORMED PLASTIC MARKING LIN FT 3200 $1.50 $4,800.00 $1.40 $4,480.00 $1.35 $4,320.00 $1.30 $4,160.00
129 2582.501 PAVEMENT MESSAGE (RIGHT ARROW) PAINT EACH 2 $250.00 $500.00 $73.85 $147.70 $120.00 $240.00 $70.00 $140.00
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130 2582.501 PAVEMENT MESSAGE (RR XING) PAINT EACH 1 $300.00 $300.00 $158.25 $158.25 $850.00 $850.00 $150.00 $150.00
131 2582.501 PAVEMENT MESSAGE (LEFT ARROW) PREFORMED THERMOPLASTIC EACH 14 $450.00 $6,300.00 $295.40 $4,135.60 $310.00 $4,340.00 $280.00 $3,920.00
132 2582.501 PAVEMENT MESSAGE (RIGHT ARROW) PREFORMED THERMOPLASTIC EACH 8 $450.00 $3,600.00 $295.40 $2,363.20 $310.00 $2,480.00 $280.00 $2,240.00
133 2582.501 PAVEMENT MESSAGE (LT-THRU ARROW) PREFORMED THERMOPLASTIC EACH 1 $600.00 $600.00 $501.00 $501.00 $480.00 $480.00 $475.00 $475.00
134 2582.501 PAVEMENT MESSAGE (RIGHT-THRU ARROW) PREFORM THERMOPLASTIC EACH 3 $600.00 $1,800.00 $501.00 $1,503.00 $480.00 $1,440.00 $475.00 $1,425.00
135 2582.501 PAVEMENT MESSAGE (RR XING) PREFORMED THERMOPLASTIC EACH 2 $450.00 $900.00 $1,265.00 $2,530.00 $1,900.00 $3,800.00 $1,200.00 $2,400.00
136 2582.502 4" SOLID LINE WHITE-PAINT LIN FT 4804 $0.20 $960.80 $0.32 $1,537.28 $0.45 $2,161.80 $0.30 $1,441.20
137 2582.502 4" SOLID LINE YELLOW-PAINT LIN FT 500 $0.20 $100.00 $0.33 $165.00 $0.45 $225.00 $0.31 $155.00
138 2582.502 4" DOUBLE SOLID LINE YELLOW-PAINT LIN FT 2923 $0.40 $1,169.20 $0.65 $1,899.95 $0.90 $2,630.70 $0.62 $1,812.26
139 2582.502 24" STOP LINE WHITE-PREFORMED THERMOPLASTIC LIN FT 321 $20.00 $6,420.00 $21.10 $6,773.10 $19.00 $6,099.00 $20.00 $6,420.00
140 2582.502 24" SOLID LINE YELLOW-PREFORMED THERMOPLASTIC LIN FT 542 $9.00 $4,878.00 $21.10 $11,436.20 $19.00 $10,298.00 $20.00 $10,840.00
141 2582.502 4" SOLID LINE WHITE-EPOXY LIN FT 9886 $0.30 $2,965.80 $0.32 $3,163.52 $0.60 $5,931.60 $0.30 $2,965.80
142 2582.502 4" BROKEN LINE WHITE-EPOXY LIN FT 563 $0.30 $168.90 $0.32 $180.16 $0.60 $337.80 $0.30 $168.90
143 2582.502 8" DOTTED LINE WHITE-EPOXY LIN FT 100 $0.60 $60.00 $3.15 $315.00 $1.75 $175.00 $3.00 $300.00
144 2582.502 4" SOLID LINE YELLOW-EPOXY LIN FT 2283 $0.30 $684.90 $0.33 $753.39 $0.60 $1,369.80 $0.31 $707.73
145 2582.502 4" DOUBLE SOLID LINE YELLOW-EPOXY LIN FT 3140 $0.60 $1,884.00 $0.65 $2,041.00 $1.20 $3,768.00 $0.62 $1,946.80
146 2582.503 CROSSWALK MARKING- PREFORMED THERMOPLASTIC SQ FT 612 $16.50 $10,098.00 $9.25 $5,661.00 $11.85 $7,252.20 $8.80 $5,385.60

Total Schedule A: $1,610,279.60 $1,387,624.10 $1,612,059.60 $1,537,618.12 
Schedule B 
147 2021.501 MOBILIZATION LUMP SUM 1 $50,000.00 $50,000.00 $35,000.00 $35,000.00 $15,000.00 $15,000.00 $45,000.00 $45,000.00
148 2101.501 CLEARING ACRE 16.33 $2,500.00 $40,825.00 $1,002.24 $16,366.58 $800.00 $13,064.00 $950.00 $15,513.50
149 2101.502 CLEARING TREE 7 $30.00 $210.00 $79.12 $553.84 $50.00 $350.00 $75.00 $525.00
150 2101.507 GRUBBING TREE 7 $30.00 $210.00 $26.37 $184.59 $50.00 $350.00 $25.00 $175.00
151 2102.502 PAVEMENT MARKING REMOVAL LIN FT 209 $0.55 $114.95 $1.05 $219.45 $0.55 $114.95 $1.00 $209.00
152 2104.501 REMOVE SEWER PIPE (STORM) LIN FT 129 $5.00 $645.00 $8.45 $1,090.05 $7.00 $903.00 $12.00 $1,548.00
153 2104.501 REMOVE CURB AND GUTTER LIN FT 883 $5.00 $4,415.00 $1.35 $1,192.05 $3.00 $2,649.00 $2.00 $1,766.00
154 2104.503 REMOVE CONCRETE WALK SQ FT 4767 $2.00 $9,534.00 $1.03 $4,910.01 $1.00 $4,767.00 $0.60 $2,860.20
155 2104.503 REMOVE CONCRETE PAVEMENT SQ YD 48 $10.00 $480.00 $9.96 $478.08 $6.00 $288.00 $12.00 $576.00
156 2104.505 REMOVE BITUMINOUS PAVEMENT SQ YD 2976 $2.00 $5,952.00 $2.32 $6,904.32 $2.00 $5,952.00 $2.00 $5,952.00
157 2104.509 REMOVE DRAINAGE STRUCTURE EACH 2 $200.00 $400.00 $342.83 $685.66 $200.00 $400.00 $1,500.00 $3,000.00
158 2104.509 REMOVE SIGN TYPE C EACH 1 $25.00 $25.00 $527.40 $527.40 $100.00 $100.00 $200.00 $200.00
159 2104.511 SAWING CONCRETE PAVEMENT (FULL DEPTH) LIN FT 239 $6.00 $1,434.00 $6.00 $1,434.00 $5.00 $1,195.00 $3.25 $776.75
160 2104.513 SAWING BITUMINOUS PAVEMENT (FULL DEPTH) LIN FT 374 $3.00 $1,122.00 $2.88 $1,077.12 $3.00 $1,122.00 $2.75 $1,028.50
161 2105.501 COMMON EXCAVATION (P) CU YD 693 $5.00 $3,465.00 $4.75 $3,291.75 $10.00 $6,930.00 $5.00 $3,465.00
162 2105.507 SUBGRADE EXCAVATION (P) CU YD 5153 $5.50 $28,341.50 $1.55 $7,987.15 $4.00 $20,612.00 $4.00 $20,612.00
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Item No. Item Units Quantity Unit Price Total Price Unit Price Total Price Unit Price Total Price Unit Price Total Price
163 2105.522 SELECT GRANULAR BORROW (CV) (P) CU YD 3162 $6.00 $18,972.00 $3.55 $11,225.10 $4.00 $12,648.00 $6.50 $20,553.00
164 2105.523 COMMON BORROW (CV) (P) CU YD 41316 $5.00 $206,580.00 $2.15 $88,829.40 $5.00 $206,580.00 $3.75 $154,935.00
165 2105.525 TOPSOIL BORROW (LV) (P) CU YD 5369 $14.00 $75,166.00 $3.80 $20,402.20 $4.00 $21,476.00 $12.00 $64,428.00
166 2105.525 SELECT TOPSOIL BORROW (LV) (P) CU YD 271 $35.00 $9,485.00 $24.00 $6,504.00 $20.00 $5,420.00 $55.00 $14,905.00
167 2105.535 SALVAGED TOPSOIL (LV) (P) CU YD 3689 $5.50 $20,289.50 $1.30 $4,795.70 $2.00 $7,378.00 $6.00 $22,134.00
168 2105.601 DEWATERING LUMP SUM 1 $5,000.00 $5,000.00 $23,250.00 $23,250.00 $12,000.00 $12,000.00 $15,000.00 $15,000.00
169 2130.501 WATER M GALLONS 50 $30.00 $1,500.00 $30.00 $1,500.00 $35.00 $1,750.00 $28.00 $1,400.00
170 2211.503 AGGREGATE BASE (CV) CLASS 5 MODIFIED CU YD 1897 $17.00 $32,249.00 $20.75 $39,362.75 $19.00 $36,043.00 $25.00 $47,425.00
171 2360.501 TYPE SP 12.5 WEARING COURSE MIXTURE (4,C) TON 1465 $65.00 $95,225.00 $64.85 $95,005.25 $63.40 $92,881.00 $61.00 $89,365.00
172 2360.502 TYPE SP 12.5 NON WEARING COURSE MIXTURE (4,B) TON 975 $61.00 $59,475.00 $62.75 $61,181.25 $61.30 $59,767.50 $59.00 $57,525.00
173 2503.541 15" RC PIPE SEWER DESIGN 3006 CLASS IV LIN FT 71.2 $26.00 $1,851.20 $30.55 $2,175.16 $32.00 $2,278.40 $31.00 $2,207.20
174 2503.541 18" RC PIPE SEWER DESIGN 3006 CLASS IV LIN FT 578.9 $31.00 $17,945.90 $30.00 $17,367.00 $32.00 $18,524.80 $32.00 $18,524.80
175 2503.541 24" RC PIPE SEWER DESIGN 3006 CLASS III LIN FT 751.5 $37.00 $27,805.50 $31.00 $23,296.50 $37.00 $27,805.50 $33.00 $24,799.50
176 2503.602 CONNECT TO EXISTING SANITARY SEWER EACH 1 $1,500.00 $1,500.00 $1,025.00 $1,025.00 $800.00 $800.00 $750.00 $750.00
177 2503.602 CONNECT TO EXISTING STORM SEWER EACH 2 $500.00 $1,000.00 $2,050.00 $4,100.00 $850.00 $1,700.00 $350.00 $700.00
178 2503.602 PLUG & ABANDON PIPE SEWER EACH 2 $500.00 $1,000.00 $750.00 $1,500.00 $1,200.00 $2,400.00 $700.00 $1,400.00
179 2503.602 PLUG AND ABANDON PIPE WATER EACH 2 $500.00 $1,000.00 $750.00 $1,500.00 $400.00 $800.00 $750.00 $1,500.00
180 2503.603 8" PVC PIPE SEWER LIN FT 135 $40.00 $5,400.00 $30.00 $4,050.00 $35.00 $4,725.00 $23.00 $3,105.00
181 2504.601 IRRIGATION SYSTEM LUMP SUM 1 $22,000.00 $22,000.00 $17,000.00 $17,000.00 $16,500.00 $16,500.00 $17,000.00 $17,000.00
182 2504.602 CONNECT TO EXISTING WATERMAIN EACH 1 $1,706.00 $1,706.00 $7,000.00 $7,000.00 $750.00 $750.00 $8,500.00 $8,500.00
183 2504.602 HYDRANT EACH 3 $3,291.00 $9,873.00 $3,950.00 $11,850.00 $3,300.00 $9,900.00 $3,800.00 $11,400.00
184 2504.602 INSTALL PLUG EACH 5 $225.00 $1,125.00 $255.00 $1,275.00 $150.00 $750.00 $125.00 $625.00
185 2504.602 6" GATE VALVE EACH 3 $1,371.00 $4,113.00 $1,750.00 $5,250.00 $1,310.00 $3,930.00 $1,500.00 $4,500.00
186 2504.602 8" GATE VALVE EACH 3 $1,647.00 $4,941.00 $2,350.00 $7,050.00 $1,705.00 $5,115.00 $1,900.00 $5,700.00
187 2504.602 12" GATE VALVE EACH 8 $2,700.00 $21,600.00 $3,700.00 $29,600.00 $2,760.00 $22,080.00 $3,200.00 $25,600.00
188 2504.602 ADJUST VALVE BOX EACH 2 $300.00 $600.00 $650.00 $1,300.00 $150.00 $300.00 $300.00 $600.00
189 2504.602 ADJUST HYDRANT AND GATE VALVE EACH 1 $162.00 $162.00 $2,000.00 $2,000.00 $800.00 $800.00 $900.00 $900.00
190 2504.603 6" WATER MAIN-DUCT IRON CL 53 LIN FT 156 $33.00 $5,148.00 $45.75 $7,137.00 $32.00 $4,992.00 $40.00 $6,240.00
191 2504.603 8" WATER MAIN-DUCT IRON CL 52 LIN FT 275 $39.00 $10,725.00 $40.00 $11,000.00 $34.00 $9,350.00 $37.00 $10,175.00
192 2504.603 12" WATER MAIN-DUCT IRON CL 52 LIN FT 1234 $44.00 $54,296.00 $55.00 $67,870.00 $45.00 $55,530.00 $50.00 $61,700.00
193 2504.604 4" POLYSTYRENE INSULATION SQ YD 11 $39.00 $429.00 $50.00 $550.00 $20.00 $220.00 $50.00 $550.00
194 2504.608 DIP FITTINGS LBS 2435 $3.75 $9,131.25 $3.10 $7,548.50 $3.00 $7,305.00 $2.50 $6,087.50
195 2504.602 8" PVC PIPE PLUG EACH 1 $100.00 $100.00 $200.00 $200.00 $45.00 $45.00 $50.00 $50.00
196 2506.501 CONSTRUCT DRAINAGE STRUCTURE DESIGN F EACH 6 $800.00 $4,800.00 $1,135.00 $6,810.00 $1,225.00 $7,350.00 $1,300.00 $7,800.00
197 2506.501 CONSTRUCT DRAINAGE STRUCTURE DESIGN H EACH 2 $1,000.00 $2,000.00 $1,100.00 $2,200.00 $1,050.00 $2,100.00 $900.00 $1,800.00
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Project: 01973-01 - CSAH 83 &147th Ave/Sunwood Drive Intersection Improvements Engineers Estimate North Pine Aggregate, Inc. R. L. Larson Excavating, Inc. Forest Lake Contracting, Inc. 
Item No. Item Units Quantity Unit Price Total Price Unit Price Total Price Unit Price Total Price Unit Price Total Price
198 2506.501 CONSTRUCT DRAINAGE STRUCTURE DESIGN 48-4020 EACH 5 $1,360.00 $6,800.00 $1,400.00 $7,000.00 $1,385.00 $6,925.00 $1,500.00 $7,500.00
199 2506.501 CONSTRUCT DRAINAGE STRUCTURE DESIGN 60-4020 EACH 4 $2,000.00 $8,000.00 $2,450.00 $9,800.00 $3,035.00 $12,140.00 $2,200.00 $8,800.00
200 2506.601 CONSTRUCT DRAINAGE STRUCTURE DESIGN 144-4022 EACH 1 $3,320.00 $3,320.00 $16,500.00 $16,500.00 $16,400.00 $16,400.00 $21,000.00 $21,000.00
201 2506.516 FURNISH AND INSTALL CASTING ASSEMBLY EACH 19 $750.00 $14,250.00 $490.00 $9,310.00 $400.00 $7,600.00 $600.00 $11,400.00
202 2506.602 CONNECT INTO EXISTING DRAINAGE STRUCTURE EACH 2 $500.00 $1,000.00 $1,925.00 $3,850.00 $1,400.00 $2,800.00 $650.00 $1,300.00
203 2506.602 RECONSTRUCT DRAINAGE STRUCTURE EACH 1 $675.00 $675.00 $9,750.00 $9,750.00 $6,200.00 $6,200.00 $6,500.00 $6,500.00
204 2506.602 FURNISH AND INSTALL CASTING EACH 1 $750.00 $750.00 $500.00 $500.00 $550.00 $550.00 $900.00 $900.00
205 2506.602 ADJUST CASTINGS EACH 1 $250.00 $250.00 $150.00 $150.00 $250.00 $250.00 $350.00 $350.00
206 2506.603 48" SANITARY MANHOLE EACH 1 $2,000.00 $2,000.00 $2,400.00 $2,400.00 $1,815.00 $1,815.00 $2,700.00 $2,700.00
207 2506.603 48" EXCESS DEPTH MANHOLE LF 3 $250.00 $750.00 $400.00 $1,200.00 $100.00 $300.00 $80.00 $240.00
208 2521.501 4" CONCRETE SIDEWALK SQ FT 18114 $4.00 $72,456.00 $3.30 $59,776.20 $2.50 $45,285.00 $2.70 $48,907.80
209 2531.501 CONCRETE CURB & GUTTER DESIGN D418 LIN FT 342 $16.25 $5,557.50 $12.90 $4,411.80 $21.50 $7,353.00 $21.00 $7,182.00
210 2531.501 CONCRETE CURB & GUTTER DESIGN B618 LIN FT 4273 $12.00 $51,276.00 $12.15 $51,916.95 $10.00 $42,730.00 $9.30 $39,738.90
211 2531.507 8" CONCRETE DRIVEWAY PAVEMENT SQ YD 636 $65.00 $41,340.00 $56.50 $35,934.00 $37.50 $23,850.00 $50.00 $31,800.00
212 2531.618 TRUNCATED DOMES SQ FT 250 $40.00 $10,000.00 $36.90 $9,225.00 $37.00 $9,250.00 $36.00 $9,000.00
213 2540.602 BOLLARD EACH 4 $600.00 $2,400.00 $250.00 $1,000.00 $300.00 $1,200.00 $250.00 $1,000.00
214 2564.552 HAZARD MARKER X4-2 EACH 4 $70.00 $280.00 $80.00 $320.00 $100.00 $400.00 $75.00 $300.00
215 2564.618 SIGN PANELS TYPE C SQ FT 238 $32.50 $7,735.00 $32.45 $7,723.10 $31.50 $7,497.00 $31.00 $7,378.00
216 2571.502 DECIDUOUS TREE 2.5" CAL B&B TREE 53 $500.00 $26,500.00 $316.50 $16,774.50 $310.00 $16,430.00 $300.00 $15,900.00
217 2571.504 CONIFEROUS SHRUB 3' HT B&B SHRUB 10 $45.00 $450.00 $42.20 $422.00 $42.00 $420.00 $40.00 $400.00
218 2573.502 SILT FENCE, TYPE MACHINE SLICED LIN FT 5568 $1.70 $9,465.60 $1.50 $8,352.00 $1.50 $8,352.00 $1.60 $8,908.80
219 2573.530 STORM DRAIN INLET PROTECTION EACH 25 $125.00 $3,125.00 $140.00 $3,500.00 $125.00 $3,125.00 $125.00 $3,125.00
220 2573.540 FILTER LOG TYPE WOOD FIBER BIOROLL LIN FT 6 $3.50 $21.00 $4.10 $24.60 $2.85 $17.10 $4.00 $24.00
221 2575.502 SEED MIXTURE 190 POUND 337 $1.72 $579.64 $3.00 $1,011.00 $4.00 $1,348.00 $2.85 $960.45
222 2575.505 SEED MIXTURE 340 LBS 21 $3.25 $68.25 $4.35 $91.35 $6.25 $131.25 $4.15 $87.15
223 2575.505 SODDING TYPE SALT RESISTANT SQ YD 1626 $4.00 $6,504.00 $3.15 $5,121.90 $2.85 $4,634.10 $3.00 $4,878.00
224 2575.532 FERTILIZER TYPE 1 POUND 2021 $0.41 $828.61 $0.58 $1,172.18 $0.50 $1,010.50 $0.55 $1,111.55
225 2575.532 FERTILIZER TYPE 3 POUND 75 $0.41 $30.75 $0.58 $43.50 $0.55 $41.25 $0.55 $41.25
226 2575.511 MULCH MATERIAL TYPE 1 TON 12 $99.00 $1,188.00 $132.00 $1,584.00 $230.00 $2,760.00 $125.00 $1,500.00
227 2582.501 PAVEMENT MESSAGE (LT-THRU ARROW) ONLY PREFORMED EACH 2 $100.00 $200.00 $525.00 $1,050.00 $600.00 $1,200.00 $500.00 $1,000.00
228 2582.501 PAVEMENT MESSAGE (THRU ARROW) POLY PREFORM EACH 1 $100.00 $100.00 $316.50 $316.50 $300.00 $300.00 $300.00 $300.00
229 2582.501 PAVEMENT MESSAGE (LEFT ARROW) POLY PREFORMED EACH 7 $328.00 $2,296.00 $316.50 $2,215.50 $375.00 $2,625.00 $300.00 $2,100.00
230 2582.501 PAVEMENT MESSAGE (RIGHT ARROW) POLY PREFORM EACH 2 $341.00 $682.00 $316.50 $633.00 $375.00 $750.00 $300.00 $600.00
231 2582.501 PAVEMENT MESSAGE (ONLY) POLY PREFORM EACH 8 $310.00 $2,480.00 $370.00 $2,960.00 $600.00 $4,800.00 $350.00 $2,800.00
232 2582.502 4" DOUBLE SOLID LINE YELLOW-EPOXY LIN FT 223 $0.47 $104.81 $0.65 $144.95 $1.20 $267.60 $0.62 $138.26
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Project: 01973-01 - CSAH 83 &147th Ave/Sunwood Drive Intersection Improvements Engineers Estimate North Pine Aggregate, Inc. R. L. Larson Excavating, Inc. Forest Lake Contracting, Inc. 
Item No. Item Units Quantity Unit Price Total Price Unit Price Total Price Unit Price Total Price Unit Price Total Price
233 2582.502 4" SOLID LINE YELLOW-EPOXY LIN FT 2297 $0.25 $574.25 $0.33 $758.01 $0.60 $1,378.20 $0.31 $712.07
234 2582.502 4" SOLID LINE WHITE-EPOXY LIN FT 1686 $0.23 $387.78 $0.32 $539.52 $0.60 $1,011.60 $0.30 $505.80
235 2582.502 4" BROKEN LINE YELLOW-EPOXY LIN FT 276 $0.30 $82.80 $0.33 $91.08 $0.60 $165.60 $0.31 $85.56
236 2582.502 4" BROKEN LINE WHITE-EPOXY LIN FT 66 $0.30 $19.80 $0.32 $21.12 $0.60 $39.60 $0.30 $19.80
237 2582.502 8" DOTTED LINE WHITE-POLY PREFORM LIN FT 42 $5.78 $242.76 $7.15 $300.30 $18.00 $756.00 $6.80 $285.60
238 2582.502 4" DOTTED LINE WHITE-EPOXY LIN FT 33 $1.41 $46.53 $2.60 $85.80 $0.60 $19.80 $2.50 $82.50
239 2582.502 24" SOLID LINE YELLOW-EPOXY LIN FT 42 $10.00 $420.00 $5.25 $220.50 $7.50 $315.00 $5.00 $210.00
240 2582.503 CROSSWALK MARKING-POLY PREFORM SQ FT 270 $13.10 $3,537.00 $8.85 $2,389.50 $15.00 $4,050.00 $8.40 $2,268.00

Total Schedule B: $1,170,140.88 $955,201.72 $984,283.75 $1,067,131.44 

Total Schedule A: $1,610,279.60 $1,387,624.10 $1,612,059.60 $1,537,618.12 
Total Schedule B: $1,170,140.88 $955,201.72 $984,283.75 $1,067,131.44 

Totals for Project 01973-01 $2,780,420.48 $2,342,825.82 $2,596,343.35 $2,604,749.56 
% of Estimate for Project 01973-01 -15.74% -6.62% -6.32%
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Project: 01973-01 - CSAH 83 &147th Ave/Sunwood Drive Intersection Improvements Engineers Estimate C. S. McCrossan Construction, 
Inc. 

Park Construction Company -
Mpls Kuechle Underground 

Item No. Item Units Quantity Unit Price Total Price Unit Price Total Price Unit Price Total Price Unit Price Total Price
Schedule A 
1 2021.501 MOBILIZATION LUMP SUM 1 $55,000.00 $55,000.00 $75,500.00 $75,500.00 $61,750.00 $61,750.00 $79,000.00 $79,000.00
2 2031.501 FIELD OFICE TYPE D LUMP SUM 1 $10,000.00 $10,000.00 $20,500.00 $20,500.00 $9,890.00 $9,890.00 $0.01 $0.01
3 2101.502 CLEARING TREE 53 $75.00 $3,975.00 $82.00 $4,346.00 $30.70 $1,627.10 $200.00 $10,600.00
4 2101.507 GRUBBING TREE 53 $30.00 $1,590.00 $27.50 $1,457.50 $30.70 $1,627.10 $50.00 $2,650.00
5 2102.502 PAVEMENT MARKING REMOVAL LIN FT 2250 $0.55 $1,237.50 $0.65 $1,462.50 $0.61 $1,372.50 $1.00 $2,250.00
6 2102.602 PAVEMENT MARKING REMOVAL-SPECIAL EACH 9 $50.00 $450.00 $110.00 $990.00 $93.60 $842.40 $80.00 $720.00
7 2104.501 REMOVE CONCRETE CULVERT LIN FT 298 $8.00 $2,384.00 $12.00 $3,576.00 $13.10 $3,903.80 $10.00 $2,980.00
8 2104.501 REMOVE METAL CULVERT LIN FT 115 $8.00 $920.00 $12.00 $1,380.00 $7.65 $879.75 $10.00 $1,150.00
9 2104.501 REMOVE SEWER PIPE (STORM) LIN FT 119 $5.00 $595.00 $12.00 $1,428.00 $13.10 $1,558.90 $17.00 $2,023.00
10 2104.501 REMOVE CURB AND GUTTER LIN FT 1139 $5.00 $5,695.00 $2.30 $2,619.70 $2.45 $2,790.55 $2.00 $2,278.00
11 2104.501 REMOVE CHAIN LINK FENCE LIN FT 395 $6.00 $2,370.00 $3.30 $1,303.50 $3.05 $1,204.75 $3.00 $1,185.00
12 2104.503 REMOVE CONCRETE WALK SQ FT 140 $2.00 $280.00 $0.75 $105.00 $12.20 $1,708.00 $2.00 $280.00
13 2104.505 REMOVE BITUMINOUS PAVEMENT SQ YD 16430 $2.00 $32,860.00 $1.90 $31,217.00 $3.50 $57,505.00 $2.50 $41,075.00
14 2104.509 REMOVE VEHICULAR GATE EACH 1 $250.00 $250.00 $82.00 $82.00 $76.60 $76.60 $100.00 $100.00
15 2104.509 REMOVE CONCRETE APRON EACH 6 $250.00 $1,500.00 $170.00 $1,020.00 $191.00 $1,146.00 $150.00 $900.00
16 2104.509 REMOVE METAL APRON EACH 6 $200.00 $1,200.00 $170.00 $1,020.00 $134.00 $804.00 $150.00 $900.00
17 2104.509 REMOVE DRAINAGE STRUCTURE EACH 2 $200.00 $400.00 $285.00 $570.00 $341.00 $682.00 $230.00 $460.00
18 2104.509 REMOVE SIGN TYPE C EACH 16 $25.00 $400.00 $16.50 $264.00 $15.30 $244.80 $40.00 $640.00
19 2104.509 REMOVE SIGN TYPE SPECIAL EACH 3 $200.00 $600.00 $27.00 $81.00 $25.60 $76.80 $100.00 $300.00
20 2104.511 SAWING CONCRETE PAVEMENT (FULL DEPTH) LIN FT 20 $6.00 $120.00 $5.40 $108.00 $5.90 $118.00 $8.00 $160.00
21 2104.513 SAWING BITUMINOUS PAVEMENT (FULL DEPTH) LIN FT 2224 $3.00 $6,672.00 $3.20 $7,116.80 $1.90 $4,225.60 $3.00 $6,672.00
22 2104.523 SALVAGE CASTING EACH 5 $175.00 $875.00 $135.00 $675.00 $105.00 $525.00 $100.00 $500.00
23 2104.523 SALVAGE CATCH BASIN EACH 2 $200.00 $400.00 $220.00 $440.00 $402.00 $804.00 $230.00 $460.00
24 2104.523 SALVAGE GATE VALVE & BOX EACH 1 $175.00 $175.00 $155.00 $155.00 $216.00 $216.00 $300.00 $300.00
25 2104.523 SALVAGE HYDRANT EACH 1 $350.00 $350.00 $945.00 $945.00 $372.00 $372.00 $380.00 $380.00
26 2104.523 SALVAGE SIGN TYPE SPECIAL EACH 1 $200.00 $200.00 $27.00 $27.00 $23.40 $23.40 $500.00 $500.00
27 2104.523 SALVAGE VEHICULAR GATE EACH 1 $300.00 $300.00 $110.00 $110.00 $102.00 $102.00 $100.00 $100.00
28 2105.501 COMMON EXCAVATION (P) CU YD 11119 $5.00 $55,595.00 $4.10 $45,587.90 $11.40 $126,756.60 $5.65 $62,822.35
29 2105.507 SUBGRADE EXCAVATION (P) CU YD 2207 $5.50 $12,138.50 $8.60 $18,980.20 $19.00 $41,933.00 $5.65 $12,469.55
30 2105.522 SELECT GRANULAR BORROW (CV) (P) CU YD 5861 $9.00 $52,749.00 $13.00 $76,193.00 $10.90 $63,884.90 $12.50 $73,262.50
31 2105.523 COMMON BORROW (CV) (P) CU YD 9937 $7.00 $69,559.00 $9.50 $94,401.50 $11.60 $115,269.20 $7.50 $74,527.50
32 2105.525 TOPSOIL BORROW (LV) (P) CU YD 3555 $14.00 $49,770.00 $16.50 $58,657.50 $20.10 $71,455.50 $23.00 $81,765.00
33 2105.601 DEWATERING LUMP SUM 1 $10,000.00 $10,000.00 $48,000.00 $48,000.00 $48,000.00 $48,000.00 $1,000.00 $1,000.00
34 2123.610 STREET SWEEPER (WITH PICKUP BROOM) HOUR 95 $120.00 $11,400.00 $130.00 $12,350.00 $138.00 $13,110.00 $120.00 $11,400.00
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Project: 01973-01 - CSAH 83 &147th Ave/Sunwood Drive Intersection Improvements Engineers Estimate C. S. McCrossan 
Construction, Inc. 

Park Construction Company -
Mpls Kuechle Underground 

Item No. Item Units Quantity Unit Price Total Price Unit Price Total Price Unit Price Total Price Unit Price Total Price
35 2130.501 WATER M GALLONS 100 $30.00 $3,000.00 $27.00 $2,700.00 $35.20 $3,520.00 $50.00 $5,000.00
36 2211.503 AGGREGATE BASE (CV) CLASS 5 MODIFIED CU YD 5447 $17.00 $92,599.00 $25.50 $138,898.50 $22.40 $122,012.80 $22.00 $119,834.00
37 2221.503 AGGREGATE SHOULDERING (CV) CLASS 5 MOD CU YD 234 $30.00 $7,020.00 $30.00 $7,020.00 $31.40 $7,347.60 $36.00 $8,424.00
38 2360.501 TYPE SP 12.5 WEARING COURSE MIXTURE (4,C) TON 3887 $65.00 $252,655.00 $65.00 $252,655.00 $67.00 $260,429.00 $65.00 $252,655.00
39 2360.502 TYPE SP 12.5 NON WEARING COURSE MIXTURE (4,B) TON 1420 $61.00 $86,620.00 $59.50 $84,490.00 $64.30 $91,306.00 $63.00 $89,460.00
40 2411.618 MODULAR BLOCK RETAINING WALL SQ FT 455 $30.00 $13,650.00 $24.00 $10,920.00 $39.50 $17,972.50 $24.00 $10,920.00
41 2501.511 15" CS PIPE CULVERT LIN FT 388 $23.00 $8,924.00 $32.00 $12,416.00 $33.50 $12,998.00 $41.00 $15,908.00
42 2501.511 15" RC PIPE CULVERT CLASS V LIN FT 80 $29.00 $2,320.00 $28.00 $2,240.00 $32.50 $2,600.00 $41.00 $3,280.00
43 2501.515 15" RC PIPE APRON EACH 1 $400.00 $400.00 $450.00 $450.00 $583.00 $583.00 $1,000.00 $1,000.00
44 2501.515 18" RC PIPE APRON EACH 1 $450.00 $450.00 $505.00 $505.00 $615.00 $615.00 $1,000.00 $1,000.00
45 2501.515 27" RC PIPE APRON EACH 1 $700.00 $700.00 $720.00 $720.00 $642.00 $642.00 $1,500.00 $1,500.00
46 2501.569 15" RC SAFETY APRON EACH 4 $550.00 $2,200.00 $560.00 $2,240.00 $624.00 $2,496.00 $1,500.00 $6,000.00
47 2501.602 TRASH GUARD FOR 27" PIPE APRON EACH 1 $450.00 $450.00 $400.00 $400.00 $867.00 $867.00 $1,900.00 $1,900.00
48 2503.541 15" RC PIPE SEWER DESIGN 3006 CLASS V LIN FT 810 $29.00 $23,490.00 $25.50 $20,655.00 $32.50 $26,325.00 $49.00 $39,690.00
49 2503.541 18" RC PIPE SEWER DESIGN 3006 CLASS III LIN FT 358 $31.00 $11,098.00 $28.50 $10,203.00 $35.00 $12,530.00 $51.00 $18,258.00
50 2503.541 24" RC PIPE SEWER DESIGN 3006 CLASS III LIN FT 386 $37.00 $14,282.00 $34.00 $13,124.00 $40.40 $15,594.40 $66.00 $25,476.00
51 2503.541 27" RC PIPE SEWER DESIGN 3006 CLASS III LIN FT 166 $45.00 $7,470.00 $42.50 $7,055.00 $48.70 $8,084.20 $84.00 $13,944.00
52 2503.602 DISCONNECT SANITARY SEWER SERVICE EACH 1 $1,000.00 $1,000.00 $110.00 $110.00 $655.00 $655.00 $300.00 $300.00
53 2503.602 RECONNECT TO EXISTING SANITARY SEWER SERVICE EACH 1 $1,500.00 $1,500.00 $120.00 $120.00 $721.00 $721.00 $1,500.00 $1,500.00
54 2503.602 CONSTRUCT BULKHEAD EACH 1 $750.00 $750.00 $105.00 $105.00 $655.00 $655.00 $120.00 $120.00
55 2503.602 CONNECT TO EXISTING SANITARY SEWER EACH 2 $1,500.00 $3,000.00 $6,970.00 $13,940.00 $3,550.00 $7,100.00 $4,900.00 $9,800.00
56 2503.602 CONNECT TO EXISTING STORM SEWER EACH 2 $500.00 $1,000.00 $205.00 $410.00 $721.00 $1,442.00 $1,500.00 $3,000.00
57 2503.602 6" PIPE PLUG EACH 1 $100.00 $100.00 $4.70 $4.70 $118.00 $118.00 $100.00 $100.00
58 2503.603 6" PVC PIPE SEWER LIN FT 99 $20.00 $1,980.00 $33.50 $3,316.50 $31.30 $3,098.70 $64.00 $6,336.00
59 2504.602 CONNECT TO EXISTING WATERMAIN EACH 1 $1,000.00 $1,000.00 $290.00 $290.00 $1,050.00 $1,050.00 $4,600.00 $4,600.00
60 2504.602 HYDRANT EACH 1 $3,100.00 $3,100.00 $3,860.00 $3,860.00 $4,040.00 $4,040.00 $4,100.00 $4,100.00
61 2504.602 INSTALL HYDRANT EACH 1 $700.00 $700.00 $1,370.00 $1,370.00 $981.00 $981.00 $1,600.00 $1,600.00
62 2504.602 ADJUST HYDRANT AND GATE VALVE EACH 1 $5,000.00 $5,000.00 $585.00 $585.00 $789.00 $789.00 $2,000.00 $2,000.00
63 2504.602 INSTALL GATE VALVE AND BOX EACH 1 $200.00 $200.00 $270.00 $270.00 $554.00 $554.00 $970.00 $970.00
64 2504.602 ADJUST GATE VALVE AND BOX EACH 1 $300.00 $300.00 $275.00 $275.00 $210.00 $210.00 $300.00 $300.00
65 2504.602 6" GATE VALVE AND BOX EACH 5 $1,200.00 $6,000.00 $1,370.00 $6,850.00 $1,370.00 $6,850.00 $1,900.00 $9,500.00
66 2504.602 12" GATE VALVE AND BOX EACH 2 $4,000.00 $8,000.00 $2,990.00 $5,980.00 $3,430.00 $6,860.00 $3,700.00 $7,400.00
67 2504.602 SPRINKLER HEAD EACH 30 $120.00 $3,600.00 $22.00 $660.00 $18.70 $561.00 $30.00 $900.00
68 2504.603 SPRINKLER SYSTEM PVC LIN FT 580 $8.00 $4,640.00 $6.40 $3,712.00 $5.50 $3,190.00 $6.00 $3,480.00
69 2504.603 6" WATERMAIN DUCTILE IRON CL 53 LIN FT 252 $33.00 $8,316.00 $39.00 $9,828.00 $44.80 $11,289.60 $59.00 $14,868.00
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Project: 01973-01 - CSAH 83 &147th Ave/Sunwood Drive Intersection Improvements Engineers Estimate C. S. McCrossan Construction, 
Inc. 

Park Construction Company -
Mpls Kuechle Underground 

Item No. Item Units Quantity Unit Price Total Price Unit Price Total Price Unit Price Total Price Unit Price Total Price
70 2504.603 12" WATERMAIN DUCTILE IRON CL 52 LIN FT 629 $44.00 $27,676.00 $49.00 $30,821.00 $62.10 $39,060.90 $73.00 $45,917.00
71 2504.604 6" POLYSTYRENE INSULATION SQ YD 24 $46.00 $1,104.00 $30.00 $720.00 $55.20 $1,324.80 $38.00 $912.00
72 2504.608 DUCTILE IRON FITTINGS POUND 3250 $3.50 $11,375.00 $3.90 $12,675.00 $3.55 $11,537.50 $5.00 $16,250.00
73 2506.501 CONSTRUCT DRAINAGE STRUCTURE DESIGN F LIN FT 47.9 $225.00 $10,777.50 $335.00 $16,046.50 $160.00 $7,664.00 $460.00 $22,034.00
74 2506.501 CONSTRUCT DRAINAGE STRUCTURE DESIGN G LIN FT 11.7 $265.00 $3,100.50 $265.00 $3,100.50 $318.00 $3,720.60 $460.00 $5,382.00
75 2506.501 CONSTRUCT DRAINAGE STRUCTURE DESIGN H LIN FT 3.8 $275.00 $1,045.00 $190.00 $722.00 $167.00 $634.60 $500.00 $1,900.00
76 2506.501 CONSTRUCT DRAINAGE STRUCTURE DESIGN 48-4020 LIN FT 50.6 $280.00 $14,168.00 $470.00 $23,782.00 $312.00 $15,787.20 $460.00 $23,276.00
77 2506.501 CONSTRUCT DRAINAGE STRUCTURE DESIGN 60-4020 LIN FT 34.9 $350.00 $12,215.00 $405.00 $14,134.50 $322.00 $11,237.80 $510.00 $17,799.00
78 2506.502 CONSTRUCT DRAINAGE STRUCTURE DESIGN SPECIAL EACH 3 $1,200.00 $3,600.00 $825.00 $2,475.00 $1,730.00 $5,190.00 $500.00 $1,500.00
79 2506.516 CASTING ASSEMBLY EACH 20 $900.00 $18,000.00 $1,040.00 $20,800.00 $1,120.00 $22,400.00 $670.00 $13,400.00
80 2506.521 INSTALL CASTING EACH 5 $250.00 $1,250.00 $550.00 $2,750.00 $298.00 $1,490.00 $500.00 $2,500.00
81 2506.522 ADJUST FRAME & RING CASTING EACH 1 $200.00 $200.00 $550.00 $550.00 $298.00 $298.00 $500.00 $500.00
82 2506.602 RECONSTRUCT MANHOLES EACH 3 $1,500.00 $4,500.00 $875.00 $2,625.00 $2,770.00 $8,310.00 $460.00 $1,380.00
83 2506.602 INSTALL CATCH BASIN EACH 2 $250.00 $500.00 $1,050.00 $2,100.00 $818.00 $1,636.00 $1,100.00 $2,200.00
84 2511.501 RANDOM RIPRAP CLASS II CU YD 24 $75.00 $1,800.00 $145.00 $3,480.00 $108.00 $2,592.00 $98.00 $2,352.00
85 2521.501 4" CONCRETE WALK SQ FT 10129 $3.00 $30,387.00 $3.20 $32,412.80 $2.95 $29,880.55 $3.98 $40,313.42
86 2521.511 2" BITUMINOUS WALK SQ FT 6738 $2.00 $13,476.00 $1.20 $8,085.60 $1.15 $7,748.70 $2.58 $17,384.04
87 2531.501 CONCRETE CURB & GUTTER DESIGN B418 LIN FT 1348 $10.00 $13,480.00 $11.00 $14,828.00 $14.70 $19,815.60 $12.00 $16,176.00
88 2531.501 CONCRETE CURB & GUTTER DESIGN B424 LIN FT 1126 $11.00 $12,386.00 $13.50 $15,201.00 $15.80 $17,790.80 $15.00 $16,890.00
89 2531.501 CONCRETE CURB & GUTTER DESIGN B612 LIN FT 392 $10.00 $3,920.00 $12.50 $4,900.00 $14.60 $5,723.20 $14.00 $5,488.00
90 2531.501 CONCRETE CURB & GUTTER DESIGN B618 LIN FT 779 $12.00 $9,348.00 $13.50 $10,516.50 $14.70 $11,451.30 $15.00 $11,685.00
91 2531.507 6" CONCRETE DRIVEWAY PAVEMENT SQ YD 6 $65.00 $390.00 $49.50 $297.00 $40.90 $245.40 $55.00 $330.00
92 2531.602 CONCRETE ENTRANCE NOSE DESIGN 7113 EACH 4 $400.00 $1,600.00 $380.00 $1,520.00 $255.00 $1,020.00 $350.00 $1,400.00
93 2531.604 6" CONCRETE VALLEY GUTTER SQ YD 12 $50.00 $600.00 $50.50 $606.00 $49.20 $590.40 $56.00 $672.00
94 2531.618 TRUNCATED DOMES SQ FT 124 $40.00 $4,960.00 $38.50 $4,774.00 $35.80 $4,439.20 $37.00 $4,588.00
95 2533.507 PORTABLE PRECAST CONCRETE BARRIER DESIGN 8337 LIN FT 300 $13.00 $3,900.00 $16.50 $4,950.00 $15.60 $4,680.00 $16.00 $4,800.00
96 2533.508 RELOCATE PORTABLE PRECAST CONC BARRIER DESIGN 8337 LIN FT 380 $3.50 $1,330.00 $5.20 $1,976.00 $4.85 $1,843.00 $5.00 $1,900.00
97 2554.509 GUIDE POST TYPE B EACH 12 $35.00 $420.00 $60.00 $720.00 $56.20 $674.40 $50.00 $600.00
98 2554.615 IMPACT ATTENUATOR NO 1 ASSEMBLY 2 $1,800.00 $3,600.00 $1,360.00 $2,720.00 $1,280.00 $2,560.00 $1,400.00 $2,800.00
99 2554.615 IMPACT ATTENUATOR NO 2 ASSEMBLY 1 $500.00 $500.00 $2,620.00 $2,620.00 $2,450.00 $2,450.00 $3,000.00 $3,000.00
100 2554.615 RELOCATE IMPACT ATTENUATOR NO 2 ASSEMBLY 1 $500.00 $500.00 $625.00 $625.00 $588.00 $588.00 $600.00 $600.00
101 2557.501 WIRE FENCE DESIGN 60-9322 LIN FT 150 $15.00 $2,250.00 $21.00 $3,150.00 $19.60 $2,940.00 $20.00 $3,000.00
102 2557.522 METAL BRACE ASSEMBLY EACH 6 $250.00 $1,500.00 $145.00 $870.00 $138.00 $828.00 $135.00 $810.00
103 2557.527 ELECTRICAL GROUND EACH 2 $150.00 $300.00 $110.00 $220.00 $102.00 $204.00 $100.00 $200.00
104 2557.602 INSTALL VEHICULAR GATE EACH 1 $200.00 $200.00 $655.00 $655.00 $613.00 $613.00 $600.00 $600.00
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Project: 01973-01 - CSAH 83 &147th Ave/Sunwood Drive Intersection Improvements Engineers Estimate C. S. McCrossan 
Construction, Inc. 

Park Construction 
Company - Mpls Kuechle Underground 

Item No. Item Units Quantity Unit Price Total Price Unit Price Total Price Unit Price Total Price Unit Price Total Price
105 2563.601 TRAFFIC CONTROL LUMP SUM 1 $50,000.00 $50,000.00 $25,500.00 $25,500.00 $24,000.00 $24,000.00 $24,000.00 $24,000.00
106 2564.531 SIGN PANELS TYPE C SQ FT 178 $32.50 $5,785.00 $33.50 $5,963.00 $31.40 $5,589.20 $32.00 $5,696.00
107 2564.537 INSTALL SIGN TYPE SPECIAL EACH 1 $200.00 $200.00 $81.50 $81.50 $76.60 $76.60 $600.00 $600.00
108 2564.552 HAZARD MARKER X4-2 EACH 4 $70.00 $280.00 $81.50 $326.00 $76.60 $306.40 $100.00 $400.00
109 2564.553 CLEARANCE MARKER X4-4 EACH 3 $70.00 $210.00 $115.00 $345.00 $107.00 $321.00 $100.00 $300.00
110 2565.511 TRAFFIC CONTROL SIGNAL SYSTEM SIG SYS 1 $250,000.00 $250,000.00 $260,000.00 $260,000.00 $248,100.00 $248,100.00 $173,500.00 $173,500.00
111 2565.601 EMERGENCY VEHICLE PREEMPTION SYSTEM LUMP SUM 1 $10,000.00 $10,000.00 $6,640.00 $6,640.00 $6,280.00 $6,280.00 $6,000.00 $6,000.00
112 2571.502 DECIDUOUS TREE 10' HT B&B TREE 10 $350.00 $3,500.00 $300.00 $3,000.00 $281.00 $2,810.00 $380.00 $3,800.00
113 2573.502 SILT FENCE, TYPE MACHINE SLICED LIN FT 8566 $1.70 $14,562.20 $1.60 $13,705.60 $1.50 $12,849.00 $1.50 $12,849.00
114 2573.505 FLOTATION SILT CURTAIN TYPE STILL WATER LIN FT 266 $10.00 $2,660.00 $11.50 $3,059.00 $11.00 $2,926.00 $11.00 $2,926.00
115 2573.530 STORM DRAIN INLET PROTECTION EACH 32 $125.00 $4,000.00 $105.00 $3,360.00 $409.00 $13,088.00 $300.00 $9,600.00
116 2573.540 FILTER LOG TYPE WOOD FIBER BIOROLL LIN FT 835 $3.50 $2,922.50 $3.00 $2,505.00 $2.80 $2,338.00 $3.00 $2,505.00
117 2573.602 TEMPORARY ROCK CONSTRUCTION ENTRANCE EACH 8 $1,500.00 $12,000.00 $1,970.00 $15,760.00 $1,390.00 $11,120.00 $1,200.00 $9,600.00
118 2573.602 CULVERT PROTECTION EACH 8 $100.00 $800.00 $160.00 $1,280.00 $322.00 $2,576.00 $200.00 $1,600.00
119 2575.501 SEEDING ACRE 5.5 $350.00 $1,925.00 $96.50 $530.75 $92.00 $506.00 $100.00 $550.00
120 2575.502 SEED MIXTURE 240 POUND 369 $2.50 $922.50 $2.80 $1,033.20 $2.65 $977.85 $3.00 $1,107.00
121 2575.502 SEED MIXTURE 260 POUND 41 $2.50 $102.50 $1.90 $77.90 $1.80 $73.80 $3.00 $123.00
122 2575.511 MULCH MATERIAL TYPE 1 TON 6.5 $180.00 $1,170.00 $190.00 $1,235.00 $179.00 $1,163.50 $200.00 $1,300.00
123 2575.519 DISK ANCHORING ACRE 6 $80.00 $480.00 $80.50 $483.00 $76.60 $459.60 $100.00 $600.00
124 2575.523 EROSION CONTROL BLANKETS CATEGORY 3 SQ YD 8400 $1.10 $9,240.00 $1.00 $8,400.00 $0.99 $8,316.00 $1.00 $8,400.00
125 2575.532 FERTILIZER TYPE 3 POUND 2114 $0.95 $2,008.30 $0.60 $1,268.40 $0.55 $1,162.70 $0.60 $1,268.40
126 2575.570 RAPID STABILIZATION METHOD 2 ACRE 0.5 $1,000.00 $500.00 $1,340.00 $670.00 $1,280.00 $640.00 $1,300.00 $650.00
127 2575.571 RAPID STABILIZATION METHOD 3 M GALLONS 4.9 $600.00 $2,940.00 $315.00 $1,543.50 $301.00 $1,474.90 $300.00 $1,470.00
128 2581.501 REMOVABLE PREFORMED PLASTIC MARKING LIN FT 3200 $1.50 $4,800.00 $1.40 $4,480.00 $1.35 $4,320.00 $1.50 $4,800.00
129 2582.501 PAVEMENT MESSAGE (RIGHT ARROW) PAINT EACH 2 $250.00 $500.00 $84.00 $168.00 $80.70 $161.40 $100.00 $200.00
130 2582.501 PAVEMENT MESSAGE (RR XING) PAINT EACH 1 $300.00 $300.00 $180.00 $180.00 $173.00 $173.00 $150.00 $150.00
131 2582.501 PAVEMENT MESSAGE (LEFT ARROW) PREFORMED THERMOPLASTIC EACH 14 $450.00 $6,300.00 $335.00 $4,690.00 $323.00 $4,522.00 $300.00 $4,200.00
132 2582.501 PAVEMENT MESSAGE (RIGHT ARROW) PREFORMED THERMOPLASTIC EACH 8 $450.00 $3,600.00 $335.00 $2,680.00 $323.00 $2,584.00 $300.00 $2,400.00
133 2582.501 PAVEMENT MESSAGE (LT-THRU ARROW) PREFORMED THERMOPLASTIC EACH 1 $600.00 $600.00 $570.00 $570.00 $547.00 $547.00 $500.00 $500.00
134 2582.501 PAVEMENT MESSAGE (RIGHT-THRU ARROW) PREFORM THERMOPLASTIC EACH 3 $600.00 $1,800.00 $570.00 $1,710.00 $547.00 $1,641.00 $500.00 $1,500.00
135 2582.501 PAVEMENT MESSAGE (RR XING) PREFORMED THERMOPLASTIC EACH 2 $450.00 $900.00 $1,440.00 $2,880.00 $1,380.00 $2,760.00 $1,300.00 $2,600.00
136 2582.502 4" SOLID LINE WHITE-PAINT LIN FT 4804 $0.20 $960.80 $0.35 $1,681.40 $0.35 $1,681.40 $0.30 $1,441.20
137 2582.502 4" SOLID LINE YELLOW-PAINT LIN FT 500 $0.20 $100.00 $0.35 $175.00 $0.36 $180.00 $0.35 $175.00
138 2582.502 4" DOUBLE SOLID LINE YELLOW-PAINT LIN FT 2923 $0.40 $1,169.20 $0.75 $2,192.25 $0.71 $2,075.33 $0.70 $2,046.10
139 2582.502 24" STOP LINE WHITE-PREFORMED THERMOPLASTIC LIN FT 321 $20.00 $6,420.00 $24.00 $7,704.00 $23.00 $7,383.00 $22.00 $7,062.00
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Project: 01973-01 - CSAH 83 &147th Ave/Sunwood Drive Intersection Improvements Engineers Estimate C. S. McCrossan 
Construction, Inc. 

Park Construction Company 
- Mpls Kuechle Underground 

Item No. Item Units Quantity Unit Price Total Price Unit Price Total Price Unit Price Total Price Unit Price Total Price
140 2582.502 24" SOLID LINE YELLOW-PREFORMED THERMOPLASTIC LIN FT 542 $9.00 $4,878.00 $24.00 $13,008.00 $23.00 $12,466.00 $22.00 $11,924.00
141 2582.502 4" SOLID LINE WHITE-EPOXY LIN FT 9886 $0.30 $2,965.80 $0.35 $3,460.10 $0.35 $3,460.10 $0.35 $3,460.10
142 2582.502 4" BROKEN LINE WHITE-EPOXY LIN FT 563 $0.30 $168.90 $0.35 $197.05 $0.35 $197.05 $0.35 $197.05
143 2582.502 8" DOTTED LINE WHITE-EPOXY LIN FT 100 $0.60 $60.00 $3.60 $360.00 $3.45 $345.00 $4.00 $400.00
144 2582.502 4" SOLID LINE YELLOW-EPOXY LIN FT 2283 $0.30 $684.90 $0.35 $799.05 $0.36 $821.88 $0.35 $799.05
145 2582.502 4" DOUBLE SOLID LINE YELLOW-EPOXY LIN FT 3140 $0.60 $1,884.00 $0.75 $2,355.00 $0.71 $2,229.40 $0.70 $2,198.00
146 2582.503 CROSSWALK MARKING- PREFORMED THERMOPLASTIC SQ FT 612 $16.50 $10,098.00 $10.50 $6,426.00 $10.10 $6,181.20 $9.00 $5,508.00

Total Schedule A: $1,610,279.60 $1,791,957.90 $1,922,424.31 $1,771,876.27 
Schedule B 
147 2021.501 MOBILIZATION LUMP SUM 1 $50,000.00 $50,000.00 $62,500.00 $62,500.00 $50,000.00 $50,000.00 $34,000.00 $34,000.00
148 2101.501 CLEARING ACRE 16.33 $2,500.00 $40,825.00 $1,040.00 $16,983.20 $409.00 $6,678.97 $1,000.00 $16,330.00
149 2101.502 CLEARING TREE 7 $30.00 $210.00 $82.00 $574.00 $102.00 $714.00 $300.00 $2,100.00
150 2101.507 GRUBBING TREE 7 $30.00 $210.00 $27.50 $192.50 $51.10 $357.70 $50.00 $350.00
151 2102.502 PAVEMENT MARKING REMOVAL LIN FT 209 $0.55 $114.95 $1.10 $229.90 $1.15 $240.35 $1.50 $313.50
152 2104.501 REMOVE SEWER PIPE (STORM) LIN FT 129 $5.00 $645.00 $12.00 $1,548.00 $13.10 $1,689.90 $12.00 $1,548.00
153 2104.501 REMOVE CURB AND GUTTER LIN FT 883 $5.00 $4,415.00 $2.30 $2,030.90 $2.45 $2,163.35 $2.00 $1,766.00
154 2104.503 REMOVE CONCRETE WALK SQ FT 4767 $2.00 $9,534.00 $0.75 $3,575.25 $3.70 $17,637.90 $2.00 $9,534.00
155 2104.503 REMOVE CONCRETE PAVEMENT SQ YD 48 $10.00 $480.00 $6.80 $326.40 $3.70 $177.60 $3.00 $144.00
156 2104.505 REMOVE BITUMINOUS PAVEMENT SQ YD 2976 $2.00 $5,952.00 $1.80 $5,356.80 $3.50 $10,416.00 $2.00 $5,952.00
157 2104.509 REMOVE DRAINAGE STRUCTURE EACH 2 $200.00 $400.00 $285.00 $570.00 $341.00 $682.00 $200.00 $400.00
158 2104.509 REMOVE SIGN TYPE C EACH 1 $25.00 $25.00 $545.00 $545.00 $204.00 $204.00 $200.00 $200.00
159 2104.511 SAWING CONCRETE PAVEMENT (FULL DEPTH) LIN FT 239 $6.00 $1,434.00 $5.40 $1,290.60 $2.95 $705.05 $6.00 $1,434.00
160 2104.513 SAWING BITUMINOUS PAVEMENT (FULL DEPTH) LIN FT 374 $3.00 $1,122.00 $3.20 $1,196.80 $2.20 $822.80 $3.00 $1,122.00
161 2105.501 COMMON EXCAVATION (P) CU YD 693 $5.00 $3,465.00 $3.00 $2,079.00 $2.90 $2,009.70 $7.50 $5,197.50
162 2105.507 SUBGRADE EXCAVATION (P) CU YD 5153 $5.50 $28,341.50 $6.10 $31,433.30 $2.90 $14,943.70 $7.50 $38,647.50
163 2105.522 SELECT GRANULAR BORROW (CV) (P) CU YD 3162 $6.00 $18,972.00 $6.60 $20,869.20 $2.90 $9,169.80 $13.00 $41,106.00
164 2105.523 COMMON BORROW (CV) (P) CU YD 41316 $5.00 $206,580.00 $3.70 $152,869.20 $3.90 $161,132.40 $8.00 $330,528.00
165 2105.525 TOPSOIL BORROW (LV) (P) CU YD 5369 $14.00 $75,166.00 $16.50 $88,588.50 $19.80 $106,306.20 $23.00 $123,487.00
166 2105.525 SELECT TOPSOIL BORROW (LV) (P) CU YD 271 $35.00 $9,485.00 $19.00 $5,149.00 $24.20 $6,558.20 $23.00 $6,233.00
167 2105.535 SALVAGED TOPSOIL (LV) (P) CU YD 3689 $5.50 $20,289.50 $3.90 $14,387.10 $3.45 $12,727.05 $7.00 $25,823.00
168 2105.601 DEWATERING LUMP SUM 1 $5,000.00 $5,000.00 $1.00 $1.00 $30,800.00 $30,800.00 $500.00 $500.00
169 2130.501 WATER M GALLONS 50 $30.00 $1,500.00 $27.00 $1,350.00 $38.40 $1,920.00 $50.00 $2,500.00
170 2211.503 AGGREGATE BASE (CV) CLASS 5 MODIFIED CU YD 1897 $17.00 $32,249.00 $27.50 $52,167.50 $23.50 $44,579.50 $23.00 $43,631.00
171 2360.501 TYPE SP 12.5 WEARING COURSE MIXTURE (4,C) TON 1465 $65.00 $95,225.00 $65.50 $95,957.50 $66.40 $97,276.00 $65.00 $95,225.00
172 2360.502 TYPE SP 12.5 NON WEARING COURSE MIXTURE (4,B) TON 975 $61.00 $59,475.00 $59.50 $58,012.50 $62.70 $61,132.50 $63.00 $61,425.00
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Project: 01973-01 - CSAH 83 &147th Ave/Sunwood Drive Intersection Improvements Engineers Estimate C. S. McCrossan Construction, 
Inc. 

Park Construction Company -
Mpls Kuechle Underground 

Item No. Item Units Quantity Unit Price Total Price Unit Price Total Price Unit Price Total Price Unit Price Total Price
173 2503.541 15" RC PIPE SEWER DESIGN 3006 CLASS IV LIN FT 71.2 $26.00 $1,851.20 $26.50 $1,886.80 $32.50 $2,314.00 $49.00 $3,488.80
174 2503.541 18" RC PIPE SEWER DESIGN 3006 CLASS IV LIN FT 578.9 $31.00 $17,945.90 $28.00 $16,209.20 $35.00 $20,261.50 $51.00 $29,523.90
175 2503.541 24" RC PIPE SEWER DESIGN 3006 CLASS III LIN FT 751.5 $37.00 $27,805.50 $34.50 $25,926.75 $40.40 $30,360.60 $66.00 $49,599.00
176 2503.602 CONNECT TO EXISTING SANITARY SEWER EACH 1 $1,500.00 $1,500.00 $510.00 $510.00 $1,050.00 $1,050.00 $2,400.00 $2,400.00
177 2503.602 CONNECT TO EXISTING STORM SEWER EACH 2 $500.00 $1,000.00 $1,050.00 $2,100.00 $721.00 $1,442.00 $1,600.00 $3,200.00
178 2503.602 PLUG & ABANDON PIPE SEWER EACH 2 $500.00 $1,000.00 $760.00 $1,520.00 $655.00 $1,310.00 $300.00 $600.00
179 2503.602 PLUG AND ABANDON PIPE WATER EACH 2 $500.00 $1,000.00 $960.00 $1,920.00 $655.00 $1,310.00 $300.00 $600.00
180 2503.603 8" PVC PIPE SEWER LIN FT 135 $40.00 $5,400.00 $31.50 $4,252.50 $32.80 $4,428.00 $74.00 $9,990.00
181 2504.601 IRRIGATION SYSTEM LUMP SUM 1 $22,000.00 $22,000.00 $17,500.00 $17,500.00 $16,600.00 $16,600.00 $19,000.00 $19,000.00
182 2504.602 CONNECT TO EXISTING WATERMAIN EACH 1 $1,706.00 $1,706.00 $4,100.00 $4,100.00 $4,920.00 $4,920.00 $3,400.00 $3,400.00
183 2504.602 HYDRANT EACH 3 $3,291.00 $9,873.00 $3,860.00 $11,580.00 $4,040.00 $12,120.00 $4,200.00 $12,600.00
184 2504.602 INSTALL PLUG EACH 5 $225.00 $1,125.00 $160.00 $800.00 $131.00 $655.00 $170.00 $850.00
185 2504.602 6" GATE VALVE EACH 3 $1,371.00 $4,113.00 $1,340.00 $4,020.00 $1,370.00 $4,110.00 $1,900.00 $5,700.00
186 2504.602 8" GATE VALVE EACH 3 $1,647.00 $4,941.00 $1,760.00 $5,280.00 $2,010.00 $6,030.00 $2,200.00 $6,600.00
187 2504.602 12" GATE VALVE EACH 8 $2,700.00 $21,600.00 $2,990.00 $23,920.00 $3,430.00 $27,440.00 $3,400.00 $27,200.00
188 2504.602 ADJUST VALVE BOX EACH 2 $300.00 $600.00 $170.00 $340.00 $210.00 $420.00 $300.00 $600.00
189 2504.602 ADJUST HYDRANT AND GATE VALVE EACH 1 $162.00 $162.00 $800.00 $800.00 $789.00 $789.00 $1,000.00 $1,000.00
190 2504.603 6" WATER MAIN-DUCT IRON CL 53 LIN FT 156 $33.00 $5,148.00 $39.00 $6,084.00 $44.70 $6,973.20 $59.00 $9,204.00
191 2504.603 8" WATER MAIN-DUCT IRON CL 52 LIN FT 275 $39.00 $10,725.00 $39.00 $10,725.00 $44.50 $12,237.50 $59.00 $16,225.00
192 2504.603 12" WATER MAIN-DUCT IRON CL 52 LIN FT 1234 $44.00 $54,296.00 $48.00 $59,232.00 $61.50 $75,891.00 $73.00 $90,082.00
193 2504.604 4" POLYSTYRENE INSULATION SQ YD 11 $39.00 $429.00 $22.00 $242.00 $37.40 $411.40 $25.00 $275.00
194 2504.608 DIP FITTINGS LBS 2435 $3.75 $9,131.25 $4.00 $9,740.00 $4.10 $9,983.50 $5.00 $12,175.00
195 2504.602 8" PVC PIPE PLUG EACH 1 $100.00 $100.00 $16.50 $16.50 $130.00 $130.00 $120.00 $120.00
196 2506.501 CONSTRUCT DRAINAGE STRUCTURE DESIGN F EACH 6 $800.00 $4,800.00 $1,800.00 $10,800.00 $1,420.00 $8,520.00 $460.00 $2,760.00
197 2506.501 CONSTRUCT DRAINAGE STRUCTURE DESIGN H EACH 2 $1,000.00 $2,000.00 $735.00 $1,470.00 $661.00 $1,322.00 $500.00 $1,000.00
198 2506.501 CONSTRUCT DRAINAGE STRUCTURE DESIGN 48-4020 EACH 5 $1,360.00 $6,800.00 $2,090.00 $10,450.00 $1,500.00 $7,500.00 $460.00 $2,300.00
199 2506.501 CONSTRUCT DRAINAGE STRUCTURE DESIGN 60-4020 EACH 4 $2,000.00 $8,000.00 $2,840.00 $11,360.00 $2,350.00 $9,400.00 $510.00 $2,040.00
200 2506.601 CONSTRUCT DRAINAGE STRUCTURE DESIGN 144-4022 EACH 1 $3,320.00 $3,320.00 $20,500.00 $20,500.00 $18,900.00 $18,900.00 $15,000.00 $15,000.00
201 2506.516 FURNISH AND INSTALL CASTING ASSEMBLY EACH 19 $750.00 $14,250.00 $1,000.00 $19,000.00 $788.00 $14,972.00 $390.00 $7,410.00
202 2506.602 CONNECT INTO EXISTING DRAINAGE STRUCTURE EACH 2 $500.00 $1,000.00 $360.00 $720.00 $721.00 $1,442.00 $1,600.00 $3,200.00
203 2506.602 RECONSTRUCT DRAINAGE STRUCTURE EACH 1 $675.00 $675.00 $7,050.00 $7,050.00 $8,740.00 $8,740.00 $1,100.00 $1,100.00
204 2506.602 FURNISH AND INSTALL CASTING EACH 1 $750.00 $750.00 $855.00 $855.00 $780.00 $780.00 $570.00 $570.00
205 2506.602 ADJUST CASTINGS EACH 1 $250.00 $250.00 $550.00 $550.00 $239.00 $239.00 $500.00 $500.00
206 2506.603 48" SANITARY MANHOLE EACH 1 $2,000.00 $2,000.00 $2,240.00 $2,240.00 $2,240.00 $2,240.00 $4,700.00 $4,700.00
207 2506.603 48" EXCESS DEPTH MANHOLE LF 3 $250.00 $750.00 $190.00 $570.00 $150.00 $450.00 $74.00 $222.00
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Project: 01973-01 - CSAH 83 &147th Ave/Sunwood Drive Intersection Improvements Engineers Estimate C. S. McCrossan Construction, 
Inc. 

Park Construction Company -
Mpls Kuechle Underground 

Item No. Item Units Quantity Unit Price Total Price Unit Price Total Price Unit Price Total Price Unit Price Total Price
208 2521.501 4" CONCRETE SIDEWALK SQ FT 18114 $4.00 $72,456.00 $2.90 $52,530.60 $4.25 $76,984.50 $4.00 $72,456.00
209 2531.501 CONCRETE CURB & GUTTER DESIGN D418 LIN FT 342 $16.25 $5,557.50 $15.50 $5,301.00 $15.40 $5,266.80 $14.00 $4,788.00
210 2531.501 CONCRETE CURB & GUTTER DESIGN B618 LIN FT 4273 $12.00 $51,276.00 $11.00 $47,003.00 $14.70 $62,813.10 $13.00 $55,549.00
211 2531.507 8" CONCRETE DRIVEWAY PAVEMENT SQ YD 636 $65.00 $41,340.00 $52.00 $33,072.00 $51.40 $32,690.40 $58.00 $36,888.00
212 2531.618 TRUNCATED DOMES SQ FT 250 $40.00 $10,000.00 $38.50 $9,625.00 $35.80 $8,950.00 $35.00 $8,750.00
213 2540.602 BOLLARD EACH 4 $600.00 $2,400.00 $820.00 $3,280.00 $624.00 $2,496.00 $200.00 $800.00
214 2564.552 HAZARD MARKER X4-2 EACH 4 $70.00 $280.00 $81.50 $326.00 $76.60 $306.40 $100.00 $400.00
215 2564.618 SIGN PANELS TYPE C SQ FT 238 $32.50 $7,735.00 $33.50 $7,973.00 $31.40 $7,473.20 $32.00 $7,616.00
216 2571.502 DECIDUOUS TREE 2.5" CAL B&B TREE 53 $500.00 $26,500.00 $325.00 $17,225.00 $307.00 $16,271.00 $380.00 $20,140.00
217 2571.504 CONIFEROUS SHRUB 3' HT B&B SHRUB 10 $45.00 $450.00 $43.50 $435.00 $40.90 $409.00 $60.00 $600.00
218 2573.502 SILT FENCE, TYPE MACHINE SLICED LIN FT 5568 $1.70 $9,465.60 $1.60 $8,908.80 $1.50 $8,352.00 $1.50 $8,352.00
219 2573.530 STORM DRAIN INLET PROTECTION EACH 25 $125.00 $3,125.00 $105.00 $2,625.00 $409.00 $10,225.00 $300.00 $7,500.00
220 2573.540 FILTER LOG TYPE WOOD FIBER BIOROLL LIN FT 6 $3.50 $21.00 $3.00 $18.00 $2.80 $16.80 $5.00 $30.00
221 2575.502 SEED MIXTURE 190 POUND 337 $1.72 $579.64 $4.20 $1,415.40 $4.05 $1,364.85 $5.00 $1,685.00
222 2575.505 SEED MIXTURE 340 LBS 21 $3.25 $68.25 $6.50 $136.50 $6.20 $130.20 $7.00 $147.00
223 2575.505 SODDING TYPE SALT RESISTANT SQ YD 1626 $4.00 $6,504.00 $3.00 $4,878.00 $2.80 $4,552.80 $3.00 $4,878.00
224 2575.532 FERTILIZER TYPE 1 POUND 2021 $0.41 $828.61 $0.55 $1,111.55 $0.50 $1,010.50 $0.50 $1,010.50
225 2575.532 FERTILIZER TYPE 3 POUND 75 $0.41 $30.75 $0.60 $45.00 $0.55 $41.25 $1.00 $75.00
226 2575.511 MULCH MATERIAL TYPE 1 TON 12 $99.00 $1,188.00 $240.00 $2,880.00 $230.00 $2,760.00 $240.00 $2,880.00
227 2582.501 PAVEMENT MESSAGE (LT-THRU ARROW) ONLY PREFORMED EACH 2 $100.00 $200.00 $600.00 $1,200.00 $576.00 $1,152.00 $500.00 $1,000.00
228 2582.501 PAVEMENT MESSAGE (THRU ARROW) POLY PREFORM EACH 1 $100.00 $100.00 $360.00 $360.00 $346.00 $346.00 $300.00 $300.00
229 2582.501 PAVEMENT MESSAGE (LEFT ARROW) POLY PREFORMED EACH 7 $328.00 $2,296.00 $360.00 $2,520.00 $346.00 $2,422.00 $300.00 $2,100.00
230 2582.501 PAVEMENT MESSAGE (RIGHT ARROW) POLY PREFORM EACH 2 $341.00 $682.00 $360.00 $720.00 $346.00 $692.00 $300.00 $600.00
231 2582.501 PAVEMENT MESSAGE (ONLY) POLY PREFORM EACH 8 $310.00 $2,480.00 $420.00 $3,360.00 $403.00 $3,224.00 $350.00 $2,800.00
232 2582.502 4" DOUBLE SOLID LINE YELLOW-EPOXY LIN FT 223 $0.47 $104.81 $0.75 $167.25 $0.71 $158.33 $0.80 $178.40
233 2582.502 4" SOLID LINE YELLOW-EPOXY LIN FT 2297 $0.25 $574.25 $0.35 $803.95 $0.36 $826.92 $0.40 $918.80
234 2582.502 4" SOLID LINE WHITE-EPOXY LIN FT 1686 $0.23 $387.78 $0.35 $590.10 $0.35 $590.10 $0.40 $674.40
235 2582.502 4" BROKEN LINE YELLOW-EPOXY LIN FT 276 $0.30 $82.80 $0.35 $96.60 $0.36 $99.36 $0.40 $110.40
236 2582.502 4" BROKEN LINE WHITE-EPOXY LIN FT 66 $0.30 $19.80 $0.35 $23.10 $0.35 $23.10 $0.30 $19.80
237 2582.502 8" DOTTED LINE WHITE-POLY PREFORM LIN FT 42 $5.78 $242.76 $8.20 $344.40 $7.85 $329.70 $6.80 $285.60
238 2582.502 4" DOTTED LINE WHITE-EPOXY LIN FT 33 $1.41 $46.53 $3.00 $99.00 $2.90 $95.70 $3.00 $99.00
239 2582.502 24" SOLID LINE YELLOW-EPOXY LIN FT 42 $10.00 $420.00 $6.00 $252.00 $5.75 $241.50 $5.00 $210.00
240 2582.503 CROSSWALK MARKING-POLY PREFORM SQ FT 270 $13.10 $3,537.00 $10.00 $2,700.00 $9.70 $2,619.00 $9.00 $2,430.00

Total Schedule B: $1,170,140.88 $1,126,078.15 $1,211,669.88 $1,441,002.10 
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Project: 01973-01 - CSAH 83 &147th Ave/Sunwood Drive Intersection Improvements Engineers Estimate C. S. McCrossan Construction, 
Inc. 

Park Construction Company -
Mpls Kuechle Underground 

Item No. Item Units Quantity Unit Price Total Price Unit Price Total Price Unit Price Total Price Unit Price Total Price
Total Schedule A: $1,610,279.60 $1,791,957.90 $1,922,424.31 $1,771,876.27 
Total Schedule B: $1,170,140.88 $1,126,078.15 $1,211,669.88 $1,441,002.10 

Totals for Project 01973-01 $2,780,420.48 $2,918,036.05 $3,134,094.19 $3,212,878.37 
% of Estimate for Project 01973-01 4.95% 12.72% 15.55%

I hereby certify that this is an exact reproduction of bids received.

Certified By:  _______________________________  License No.  ________
Date:  ____________
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RESOLUTION #12-06-XXX 

Page 1 of 2 

Councilmember     introduced the following resolution and moved for its 

adoption: 

 

RESOLUTION #12-06-XXX 
 

RESOLUTION AWARDING A CONTRACT FOR CITY IMPROVEMENT 

PROJECT #12-20; SUNWOOD DRIVE REALIGNMENT 

 

WHEREAS, on June 28, 2011 the Ramsey Housing and Redevelopment Authority 

awarded an engineering services contract to Landform Professional Services to complete the 

necessary Ramsey Town Center AUAR updates, and prepare of a feasibility study for the 

realignment of Sunwood Drive NW; and  

 

WHEREAS, on July 26, 2011 the Ramsey City Council awarded an engineering services 

contract to WSB & Associates to prepare a feasibility study for the portion of the Sunwood Drive 

realignment contained within Anoka County right-of-way, and assist in completing updates to 

the existing Ramsey Town Center AUAR; and 

 

WHEREAS, on January 24, 2012 the Ramsey City Council accepted the feasibility 

studies and called for the preparation of plans and specifications for City Improvement Project 

#12-20; Sunwood Drive Realignment; and 

 

WHEREAS, on May 22, 2012 the Ramsey City Council accepted the plans and 

specifications and authorized the solicitation of bids; and 

 

 WHEREAS, pursuant to an advertisement for bids for City Improvement Project 12-20; 

Sunwood Drive Realignment, bids were received, opened and tabulated according to law; and 

 
 WHEREAS, the following is a summary of the bids that were received: 

Contractor             Bid  

 

 

 

Engineer's Estimate     $2,935,000.00 

 

 WHEREAS, XXX is the lowest responsible bidder. 

 

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

RAMSEY, ANOKA COUNTY, STATE OF MINNESOTA, as follows: 
 

1) That the Mayor and City Administrator are hereby authorized and directed to enter into a 

contract with XXX for Improvement Project 12-20; Sunwood Drive Realignment in the 

amount of $XXX, and 

 

2) That the City Engineer is hereby authorized and directed to return forthwith to all bidders the 

deposits made with their bids. 

 



RESOLUTION #12-06-XXX 

Page 2 of 2 

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 26
th
 day of June 2012. 

   

 

 

              

        Mayor 

ATTEST: 
 

 

 

       

City Clerk 



   

CC Regular Session   7. 7.           
Meeting Date: 06/26/2012  

By: Tim Himmer, Engineering/Public
Works

Information
Title:
Consider Award of Contract for City Improvement Project 12-00; 2012 Street Maintenance Program

Background:
During development of the 2012 Street Maintenance Program (SMP) there were discussions taking place at the
Council level focused on a long term road maintenance policy for the City.  With the limited funding currently
available for all the needed street maintenance activities, it was extremely difficult implementing a program to
address all the needs.

On February 14, 2012, during presentation of a City Council case to consider a long term road maintenance policy,
there was discussion with respect to the SMP program, which focused on the notion that a long term funding
solution would be forthcoming relatively soon with respect to future road maintenance.  It was discussed that the
2012 SMP should only include sealcoats, and consideration should be given to potentially eliminating all associated
assessments.  There were several reasons why the idea of eliminating assessments for the year were considered; the
current sealcoat assessment rate would be only 15%, there was concern expressed by the Council on how to
retroactively respond to resident complaints associated with the shift in road maintenance funding, elimination of
the public hearing (429 assessment process) would save time and money, and it would remove the ability for
residents to counter-petition the improvements.

Based upon this preliminary feedback staff presented a case to the Public Works Committee on February 21, 2012
seeking direction on how best to proceed with the 2012 SMP.  It was the consensus of the Committee to initiate a
program that contained sealcoats only, and that the program should be tailored in a way that assessments would be
eliminated.  Staff prepared a program meeting those goals and presented the information to the City Council on
March 13, 2012.  Council approved the program and directed staff to prepare the plans and specifications for
construction.  An informational open house was held with impacted residents on April 9, 2012, where staff
explained the project and process, solicit feedback on items of concern within the project area, and responded to
questions.  On May 22, 2012 the City Council approved the plans and specifications, and authorized the project for
bid.

Observations:
During final preparation and inspection of the various areas it was determined that the roadways within the
ROLLING GREEN area, as previously identified for a sealcoat application, were in such a condition that this type
of improvement would provide no benefit and is not a prudent use of funding.  Staff referenced this fact to the
Council on May 22nd, prior to authorizing the project for bids, and replaced this area with streets within the
FERRUM ADDITION.

The final 2012 SMP is comprised of approximately 21 miles of sealcoats at an estimated cost of $600,000 (see
attached map), and will be funded by TIF #4, the City's general fund, municipal state aid (MSA), and developers'
first sealcoat escrows from development agreements.  Staff has also included various parking lots in a few parks and
at water tower #1, and those items are proposed to be funded through the parks maintenance and paving funds, and
the water utility fund.

Additional storm sewer improvements were also necessary in these areas prior to implementation, and were
awarded as a separate contract under City Improvement Project #12-24; 2012 Storm Sewer Projects.  These
improvements will be completed prior to initiating the planned sealcoats.Bids were opened on Friday June 22nd,
and are attached to this case for Council review.



and are attached to this case for Council review.

Recommendation:
Staff recommends that the City Council approve Resolution 12-06-XXX, awarding a contract for City
Improvement Project 12-00; 2012 Street Maintenance Program, to Allied Blacktop in the amount of
$514,110.74. The attached resolution will be updated with the bid information at the time of execution.

Funding Source:
The project is estimated at $600,000 and proposed to be funded as follows:

MSA $86,000
TIF #4 $267,000
General Fund $228,000
1st Sealcoat Escrows $11,700
Parks Maintenance $2,600
Parks Paving $4,300
Water Utility $400
Total $600,000

Council Action:
Motion to approve Resolution 12-06-XXX, awarding a contract for City Improvement Project 12-00; 2012 Street
Maintenance Program, to Allied Blacktop in the amount of $514,110.74.

Attachments
Street Maintenance Location Map
Bid Tabulation
Bid Opening Summary
Resolution

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 06/20/2012 09:25 PM
Form Started By: Tim Himmer Started On: 06/18/2012 04:12 PM

Final Approval Date: 06/20/2012 
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CITY OF RAMSEY

2012 STREET MAINTENANCE PROGRAM

Crackfill & Sealcoat

No Item Qnty Unit Unit price Extension Unit price Extension Unit price Extension Unit price Extension

1 Mobilization 1                  LS 10,000.00$      10,000.00 5,300.00 5,300.00 30,000.00 30,000.00 2,500.00 2,500.00

2 Traffic Control 1                  LS 7,500.00$        7,500.00 12,000.00 12,000.00 10,000.00 10,000.00 5,000.00 5,000.00

3 Bituminous Crack Sealing Material 50,923        LBS 1.50$                76,384.50 1.69 86,059.87 1.55 78,930.65 2.25 114,576.75

4 CRS-2 Bit Material 70,181        GAL 2.50$                175,452.50 3.05 214,052.05 2.42 169,838.02 2.99 209,841.19

5 CRS-2p Bit Material 14,691        GAL 3.00$                44,073.00 3.70 54,356.70 2.70 39,665.70 3.35 49,214.85

6 FA 2 Granite Aggregate 280,724      SY 0.50$                140,362.00 0.33 92,638.92 0.62 174,048.88 0.40 112,289.60

7 FA 2 1/2 Granite Aggregate 58,765        SY 0.60$                35,259.00 0.48 28,207.20 0.75 44,073.75 0.47 27,619.55

8 4" Solid Double Yellow  Epoxy Stripping 4,500          LF 1.00$                4,500.00 2.00 9,000.00 1.80 8,100.00 1.50 6,750.00

9 4" Broken Yellow  Epoxy Stripping 1,300          LF 1.00$                1,300.00 1.00 1,300.00 0.90 1,170.00 2.50 3,250.00

10 4" Solid White Epoxy Stripping 9,150          LF 1.00$                9,150.00 1.00 9,150.00 0.90 8,235.00 2.99 27,358.50

11 Epoxy Zebra Crosswalks 324              SF 5.00$                1,620.00 4.00 1,296.00 4.50 1,458.00 5.00 1,620.00

12 White epoxy turn arrow (R or L) 4                  EA 140.00$           560.00 125.00 500.00 135.00 540.00 1,000.00 4,000.00

15 Handicap Pavement Marking 2                  EA 200.00$           400.00 125.00 250.00 200.00 400.00 2,500.00 5,000.00

Total - Items 1 through 15 506,561.00$                    514,110.74$   566,460.00$   569,020.44$   

Engineer Estimate Allied Blacktop Co ASTECH Corp. Pearson Brothers, Inc.

Ramsey 2012 Street Maintenance Program Bid Tabulation

BP 2



Contractor Bid Bond Addm

Allied Blacktop Co 514,110.74$                                                           X

ASTECH Corp. 566,460.00$                                                           X

Pearson Brothers, Inc. 569,020.44$                                                           X

Bid Opening
City Project #12-00

2012 Street Maintenance Program

Friday, June 22, 2012

10:00 AM



RESOLUTION #12-06-XXX 
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Councilmember     introduced the following resolution and moved for its 

adoption: 

 

RESOLUTION #12-06-XXX 
 

RESOLUTION AWARDING A CONTRACT FOR CITY IMPROVEMENT 

PROJECT #12-00; 2012 STREET MAINTENANCE PROGRAM 

 

 WHEREAS, on March 13, 2012 the Ramsey City Council ordered Improvement Project 

12-00; 2012 Street Maintenance Program, and called for the preparation of plans and 

specifications; and 

 

WHEREAS, on May 22, 2012 the Ramsey City Council accepted the plans and 

authorized the solicitation of bids; and 

 

 WHEREAS, pursuant to an advertisement for bids for Improvement Project 12-00; 2012 

Street Maintenance Program, bids were received, opened and tabulated according to law; and 

 
 WHEREAS, the following is a summary of the bids that were received: 

Contractor             Bid  

 

Engineer's Estimate     $600,000.00 

 
 WHEREAS, XXX is the lowest responsible bidder. 

 

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

RAMSEY, ANOKA COUNTY, STATE OF MINNESOTA, as follows: 
 

1) That the Mayor and City Administrator are hereby authorized and directed to enter into a 

contract with XXX for Improvement Project 12-00; Armstrong 2012 Street Maintenance 

Program in the amount of $XXX, and 

 

2) That the City Engineer is hereby authorized and directed to return forthwith to all bidders the 

deposits made with their bids. 

 

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: 



RESOLUTION #12-06-XXX 

Page 2 of 2 

 

 

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

this the 26
th
 day of June 2012. 

   

 

 

              

        Mayor 

ATTEST: 

 

 

 

       

City Clerk 
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Meeting Date: 06/26/2012  

Submitted For: Kurt Ulrich By: Bill Goodrich, Administrative Services

Information
Title:
Adopt Ordinance Amending Chapter 8 (Public Improvements and Special Assessments) of the City Charter as
recommended by the Charter Commission.

Background:
On April 19, 2012, the Charter Commission recommended amending Chapter 8 of the City Charter (Public
Improvements and Special Assessments) relating to the process for petitioning for a Local Improvement.

Currently pursuant to State Statute, if 35% or more of the affected property owners petition for a Local
Improvement, the project can be approved by a 3/5ths vote of the City Council. If the percent of affected property
owners petitioning is less than 35% or no petition is presented then the Local Improvement can only be ordered by
a super majority or a 4/5ths vote of the City Council.

The Charter Commission has recommended that the City Charter be amended to increase the 35% affected property
owners petition requirement to 50% of the affected property owners. City staff advised the Charter Commission that
the merits to changing to a higher percent is that the larger number of required initial petitioners will reduce the
chance of a petition against a project after time and money have been expended for feasibility studies, public
hearing etc. all required to move the project forward. This would be more efficient and more cost effective on the
front end but still allow the project to be petitioned against as permitted by Section 8.4.3 of the Charter. Said section
is titled “Petition against the Local Improvement” and permits a proposed petitioned for Local Improvement to be
stopped if a petition of affected property owners OPPOSED to the project is presented by a percent at least equal to
those who petitioned FOR the project. Thus if the initial petition in favor of an improvement is 50% of the affected
property owners, an opposing petition will also need 50% of the affected property owners to be effective to stop
proceedings on the Local Improvement. 

The charter amendment process is dictated by state statute. The process before you now is per Minn. Stat. 410.12
subd. 7 titled "Amendment by Ordinance."  The Charter Commission may recommend an amendment to the City
Council, which may adopt the recommendation in the form of an ordinance.  The recommended ordinance cannot
be enacted until after the City Council has conducted a public hearing on it and it must be adopted by a unanimous
vote of the City Council.  The public hearing was published and was held by the City Council on Tuesday, June
12.  This procedure does not require a voter election, except that the ordinance is not effective for 90 days after its
passage in order to allow for a referendum petition by residents which must be presented within 60 days of the
ordinance's adoption by the Council.  Please note, historically this is the amendment process most often used in the
City to amend its charter.

There were no comments from the public during the hearing held on June 12.  Charter Chairperson Joe Field was
present to answer any questions the public or the City Council may have had.  The Council introduced the
ordinance.

Recommendation:
The Charter Commission and staff recommend adopting the proposed ordinance.

Funding Source:
N/A 

Council Action:



Motion to waive the requirement of the City's Charter to read aloud the ordinance and adopt the Charter
Commission recommended Ordinance #12-XX Amending Chapter 8 (Public Improvement and Special
Assessment). 

Roll Call Vote:
     Councilmember Elvig
     Councilmember Backous
     Councilmember McGlone
     Councilmember Tossey
     Councilmember Strommen
     Councilmember Wise
     Mayor Ramsey

Attachments
Proposed Charter Amendment Ordinance

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 06/20/2012 09:38 PM
Form Started By: Bill Goodrich Started On: 06/20/2012 

Final Approval Date: 06/20/2012 



ORDINANCE #12-______

CITY OF RAMSEY
ANOKA COUNTY

STATE OF MINNESOTA

AMENDMENTS TO CHAPTER 8 OF THE HOME RULE CHARTER OF THE CITY 
OF RAMSEY.  SAID AMENDMENTS RELATE GENERALLY TO THE PETITIONING 
REQUIREMENT FOR INTITIATION OF A LOCAL IMPROVEMENT.

THE CITY OF RAMSEY ORDAINS.

SECTION 1. AUTHORITY:

This Ordinance is enacted pursuant to Minnesota Statutes §410.12, Subd. 7.

SECTION 2. AMENDMENT.

Section 8.4 and Subsections 8.4.1, 8 4.2, 8.4.3, and 8.44 of the Home Rule Charter of the 
City of Ramsey are hereby amended to provide as written below:

CHAPTER 8
PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS AND SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS

Section 8.4  Local Improvement Procedure. When the city undertakes any local 
improvement to which the state local improvement code, Minn. Stat. Chapter 429
applies, it shall comply with the provisions of that law, except as modified below.  
The council may by ordinance prescribe the procedure to be followed in making 
any other local improvement and levying assessments therefore.

8.4.1 Sixty Day Waiting Period. A period of sixty (60) days shall elapse after 
the conclusion of the public hearing required by law to precede the ordering of the 
construction of a local improvement project (the “Public Hearing”) before the 
actual ordering of the local improvement by the council and the council entering 
into a contract for the local improvement construction.

8.4.2 Percentage of Owners Required.  When the local improvement has been 
petitioned for by the owners of not less than 50 percent in frontage of the real property 
abutting on streets named in the petition as the location of the local improvement the 
resolution ordering the local improvement by the council may be approved by vote of 
a majority of all members of the council. When there has been no such petition, the 
resolution may be adopted only by vote of four-fifths of all members of the council.

8.4.3 Petition Against the Local Improvement. A proposed local improvement 
may be initiated by petition of the owners of real property abutting on the streets 



named in the petition.  If, within thirty (30) days of the conclusion of the public 
hearing, a petition against such local improvement is filed with the city 
administrator which petition is signed by a percentage of the owners of real 
property abutting on the streets named in the initiating petition as the location of 
the improvement which percentage is greater than the percentage of owners of real 
property who signed the initiating petition, the council shall not make such local 
improvement at the expense of the abutting property owners.  For purposes of the 
foregoing sentence, “owners of real property” shall not include owners of 
properties zoned for commercial or industrial uses or owners of properties zoned 
residential greater than 10 acres in size based on zoning classifications in effect at 
the date of such petition, or owners of non-homestead real property greater than 
one care in size.

8.4.4 Counter Petition in Favor of the Improvement. If within thirty (30) days 
of the filing with the city administrator of a petition against the local improvement 
as described in Section 8.4.3 above, there is filed with the city administrator a 
petition in favor of the local improvement, signed by owners of real property 
abutting on the streets named in the initiating petition as the location of the 
improvement, in a percentage greater than the percent of owners of real property 
who signed the petition against the local improvement, then in such event the 
council may disregard the petition against the local improvement and proceed with 
the local improvement.

SECTION 3. EFFECTIVE DATE.

This Ordinance shall become effective 90 days after its passage and publication subject 
to the provisions of Minnesota Statutes §410.12, Subd. 7.

PASSED by the City Council of the City of Ramsey, Minnesota, the ______ day of June, 
2012.

Mayor
ATTEST:

City Administrator

Date recommend by Charter Commission:  April 19, 2012
City Council Introduction date:  June 12, 2012
Posting dates:  
Public hearing publication dates:  
Public hearing date:  June 26, 2012
Adoption date:  
Publication date:  
Effective date:  



   

CC Regular Session   7. 9.           
Meeting Date: 06/26/2012  

By: Diana Lund, Finance

Information
Title:
Adopt Resolution #12-06-XXX Declaration of the City of Ramsey that the City has Adopted the Corresponding 10
Performance Measures developed by the Council on Local Results and Innovation (Created by the Legislature in
2010) -This item was moved to the regular Agenda to be discussed as 7.09.

Background:
In 2010, the Legislature created the Council on Local Results and Innovation.  In February 2011, the Council
released a standard set of ten performance measures for counties and ten performance measures for cities that will
aid residents, taxpayers and state and local elected officials in determining the efficiency of cities in providing
services and measure residents' opinions of those services.  In February of 2012, the Council created a
comprehensive performance measurement systems for cities and counties to implement in 2012.  Cities and counties
that choose to participate in the new standards measurement program may be eligible for a reimbursement in LGA
and exemption from levy limits.

A county or city that elects to participate in the standard measures program is eligible for a reimbursement of $0.14
per capita in local goverment aid, not to exceed $25,000 and is also exempt from levy limits for taxes payable in the
following calendar year, if levy limits are in effect.

Participation in the standard measures program by a city or a county is voluntary.  Counties and cities that choose to
participate in the standard measures program must officially adopt the corresponding 10 performance benchmarks
developed by the council and implement them.

The 10 performance benchmarks for cities are as such:

General:
1.  Rating of the overall quality of services provided by your city (Citizen Survey: excellent, good, fair, poor)
2.  Percent change in the taxable property market value
3.  Citizens’ rating of the overall appearance of the city (Citizen Survey: excellent, good, fair, poor)

Police Services:
4.  Part I and II crime rates (Submit data as reported by the Minnesota Bureau of Criminal Apprehension. Part I
crimes include murder, rape, aggravated assault, burglary, larceny, motor vehicle theft, and arson. Part II crimes
include other assaults, forgery/counterfeiting, embezzlement, stolen property, vandalism, weapons, prostitution,
other sex offenses, narcotics, gambling, family/children crime, D.U.I., liquor laws, disorderly conduct, and other
offenses.)
OR
Citizens’ rating of safety in their community (Citizen Survey: very safe, somewhat safe, neither safe nor unsafe,
somewhat unsafe, very unsafe)
Output Measure:
Police response time (Time it takes on top priority calls from dispatch to the first officer on scene.)

Fire Services:
5.  Insurance industry rating of fire services (The Insurance Service Office (ISO) issues ratings to Fire Departments
throughout the country for the effectiveness of their fire protection services and equipment to protect their
community. The ISO rating is a numerical grading system and is one of the primary elements used by the insurance
industry to develop premium rates for residential and commercial businesses. ISO analyzes data using a Fire
Suppression Rating Schedule (FSRS) and then assigns a Public Protection Classification from 1 to 10. Class 1



Suppression Rating Schedule (FSRS) and then assigns a Public Protection Classification from 1 to 10. Class 1
generally represents superior property fire protection and Class 10 indicates that the area's fire suppression program
does not meet ISO's minimum criteria.)
OR
Citizens’ rating of the quality of fire protection services (Citizen Survey: excellent, good, fair, poor)
Output Measure:
Fire response time (Time it takes from dispatch to apparatus on scene for calls that are dispatched as a possible fire).
Emergency Medical Services (EMS) response time (if applicable) (Time it takes from dispatch to arrival of EMS)

Streets:
6.  Average city street pavement condition rating (Provide average rating and the rating system program/type.
Example: 70 rating on the Pavement Condition Index (PCI))
OR
Citizens’ rating of the road condition in their city (Citizen Survey: good condition, mostly good condition, many
bad spots)
7.  Citizens’ rating the quality of snowplowing on city streets (Citizen Survey: excellent, good, fair, poor)

Water:
8.  Citizens’ rating of the dependability and quality of city water supply (centrally-provided system) (Citizen
Survey: excellent, good, fair, poor)
Output Measure:
Operating cost per 1,000,000 gallons of water pumped/produced (centrally-provided system) (Actual operating
expense for water utility / (total gallons pumped/1,000,000))

Sanitary Sewer:
9.  Citizens’ rating of the dependability and quality of city sanitary sewer service (centrally provided system)
(Citizen Survey: excellent, good, fair, poor)
Output Measure:
Number of sewer blockages on city system per 100 connections (centrally provided system) (Number of sewer
blockages on city system reported by sewer utility / (population/100))

Parks and Recreation:
10.  Citizens’ rating of the quality of city recreational programs and facilities (parks, trails, park buildings) (Citizen
Survey: excellent, good, fair, poor

Observations:
This action requires that the city perform additional citizen surveys. These may be accomplished at little additional
cost by using the City newsletter or web site to conduct surveys. A more advanced survey could be conducted
utilizing scientific random sampling and telephone surveys, however, the cost of such a survey is not included in the
current 2012 or 2013 budgets.

Funding Source:
No additional funding is required.

Council Action:
Adopt Resolution #12-06-XXX Declaration of the city of Ramsey that the City has adopted the corresponding 10
performance measures developed by the Council.

Attachments
Performance Measurement Standards

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
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Council Member       introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption: 
 

RESOLUTION #12-06-XXX 
 

DECLARATION OF THE CITY OF RAMSEY THAT THE CITY HAS ADOPTED THE 
CORRESPONDING 10 PERFORMANCE MEASURES  

 
 WHEREAS, the city wishes to adopt the Model Performance Measures for Cities as 
established by the Council on Local Results and Innovation; and  
 
 WHEREAS,   Model Performance Measures for Cities  
The following are the recommended model measures of performance outcomes for cities, with 
alternatives provided in some cases. Key output measures are also suggested for consideration by 
local city officials.  
General:  
1.  

Rating of the overall quality of services provided by your city (Citizen Survey: excellent, good, fair, 

poor)  
 
Percent change in the taxable property market value  
 
Citizens’ rating of the overall appearance of the city (Citizen Survey: excellent, good, fair, poor)  
 
Police Services:  
1.  
Part I and II crime rates (Submit data as reported by the Minnesota Bureau of Criminal 

Apprehension. Part I crimes include murder, rape, aggravated assault, burglary, larceny, motor 

vehicle theft, and arson. Part II crimes include other assaults, forgery/counterfeiting, embezzlement, 

stolen property, vandalism, weapons, prostitution, other sex offenses, narcotics, gambling, 

family/children crime, D.U.I., liquor laws, disorderly conduct, and other offenses.)  
OR  
Citizens’ rating of safety in their community (Citizen Survey: very safe, somewhat safe, 

neither safe nor unsafe, somewhat unsafe, very unsafe)  
 

Output Measure:  
Police response time (Time it takes on top priority calls from dispatch to the first officer 

on scene.)  
Fire Services:  
1.  
Insurance industry rating of fire services (The Insurance Service Office (ISO) issues ratings to Fire 

Departments throughout the country for the effectiveness of their fire protection services and 

equipment to protect their community. The ISO rating is a numerical grading system and is one of 

the primary elements used by the insurance industry to develop premium rates for residential and 

commercial businesses. ISO analyzes data using a Fire Suppression Rating Schedule (FSRS) and 

then assigns a Public Protection Classification from 1 to 10. Class 1 generally represents superior 

property fire protection and Class 10 indicates that the area's fire suppression program does not 

meet ISO's minimum criteria.)  
OR  

 



 
 

Citizens’ rating of the quality of fire protection services (Citizen Survey: excellent, good, 

fair, poor)  
 

Output Measure:  
Fire response time (Time it takes from dispatch to apparatus on scene for calls that are 

dispatched as a possible fire).  
Emergency Medical Services (EMS) response time (if applicable) (Time it takes from 

dispatch to arrival of EMS)  
Streets:  
1.  
Average city street pavement condition rating (Provide average rating and the rating system 

program/type. Example: 70 rating on the Pavement Condition Index (PCI))  
OR  
Citizens’ rating of the road condition in their city (Citizen Survey: good condition, mostly 

good condition, many bad spots)  
 
1.  
Citizens’ rating the quality of snowplowing on city streets (Citizen Survey: excellent, good, fair, 

poor)  
 
Water:  
1.  
Citizens’ rating of the dependability and quality of city water supply (centrally-provided system) 
(Citizen Survey: excellent, good, fair, poor)  
 

Output Measure:  
Operating cost per 1,000,000 gallons of water pumped/produced (centrally-provided 
system) (Actual operating expense for water utility / (total gallons pumped/1,000,000))  

Sanitary Sewer:  
1.  
Citizens’ rating of the dependability and quality of city sanitary sewer service (centrally provided 
system) (Citizen Survey: excellent, good, fair, poor)  
 

Output Measure:  
Number of sewer blockages on city system per 100 connections (centrally provided 
system) (Number of sewer blockages on city system reported by sewer utility / 

(population/100))  
Parks and Recreation:  
1.  
Citizens’ rating of the quality of city recreational programs and facilities (parks, trails, park 
buildings) (Citizen Survey: excellent, good, fair, poor  
 
 

WHEREAS, the city would like to adopt such standards to be eligible for a 
reimbursement of $0.14 per capita in local government aid, and to be also exempt from levy 
limits for taxes payable in the following calendar year, if levy limits are in effect. 

 
 
  



 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY 
OF RAMSEY, ANOKA COUNTY, STATE OF MINNESOTA,  
 
That the City of Ramsey hereby declares its approval of the ten performance measures outlined 
above. 
 
The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Council Member,        
, 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 24th day of June 2012. 
 



   

CC Regular Session   7. 10.           
Meeting Date: 06/26/2012  

By: Kathy Schmitz, Administrative Services

Information
Title:
Consider a Resolution to Offer a Voluntary Early Separation Program. - This item was added to the Agenda.

Background:
Due to budget concerns, the city of Ramsey may desire to establish a voluntary early separation program in order to
reduce salary expenses and to meet business needs in tough economic times. Staff analyzed several program design
options and has determined the following program to be the most cost-effective. If approved, the program would be
strictly voluntary and open only to those City employees who meet the requirements listed below: 
• Must be a regular employee of the City with a minimum of 10 years of regular service AND: 
o Who is at least age 55 years and eligible for a full or reduced PERA Coordinated Plan annuity; or 
o Who is at least age 50 years and eligible for a full or reduced PERA Police and Fire Plan annuity; or 
o Meet the above age requirement for your PERA plan and are receiving PERA disability benefits. 

Employees must submit a letter of interest to Human Resources by July 2, 2012.  Employees must agree to leave
employment with the city on or before July 31, 2012  
o The City will provide the terminating employee, a payout of $10,000. For each additional full year of service
above 10 years, an employee will receive an additional $500 for each year of service, to a total maximum of
$22,500 (35 years of service) and,
o The cash equivalent of nine (9) months of the city’s contribution towards the employee’s selected health premium
in effect at the time the incentive program is adopted, or the cash equivalent of 9 months of the $290 waiving
benefits. 
If authorized, all employees approved for this program would continue to receive the normal separation benefits
available through current labor agreements or the non-represented vacation and sick leave program. 

Note: If too many employees were to choose to retire form one department and it created a hardship for the
department to operate, employees may be required to stagger their retirement date as determined by their
department.

Recommendation:
To approve a voluntary early separation program.

Funding Source:
Funding required to offer this voluntary early separation program would come from the 2012 general fund

Council Action:
Motion to approve resolution 12-06-XXX to offer a voluntary early separation program.

Attachments
Res Voluntary Early Separation

Form Review
Form Started By: Kathy Schmitz Started On: 06/28/2012 01:24 PM

Final Approval Date: 06/28/2012 



Councilmember       introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption: 
 

RESOLUTION # 
 

Resolution to Offer a Voluntary Early Separation Program.   
 

WHEREAS, the city of Ramsey may desire to establish a voluntary early 
separation program in order to reduce salary expenses and to meet business needs in 
tough economic times; and  

 
WHEREAS, staff analyzed several program design options and has determined 

the following program to be the most cost-effective:  
 
Employees with 10+ years of service at time of termination (includes cumulative 
total for non-consecutive service and/or pro-rated part-time service) shall receive: 
 
1) The City will provide the terminating employee, a payout of $10,000. For each 
additional full year of service above 10 years, an employee will receive an 
additional $500 for each year of service, to a total maximum of $22,500 (35 years 
of service) and, 
 
2) The cash equivalent of nine (9) months of the city’s contribution towards the 
employee’s selected health premium in effect at the time the incentive program is 
adopted, or the cash equivalent of 9 months of the $290 waiving benefits. 
 
WHEREAS, if approved, the program would be strictly voluntary and open only 

to those City employees who meet the requirements listed below:  
 

1)  Must be a regular employee of the City with a minimum of 10 years of regular 
service AND:  
 
A) Who is at least age 55 years and eligible for a full or reduced PERA 
Coordinated Plan annuity; or  
 
B) Who is at least age 50 years and eligible for a full or reduced PERA Police and 
Fire Plan annuity; or  
 
C) Meet the above age requirement for your PERA plan and are receiving PERA 
disability benefits; and  

` 
 WHEREAS, Employees must submit a letter of interest to Human Resources by 
July 2, 2012 at 4:30 p.m. Employees must agree to leave employment with the city on or 
before July 31, 2012 
 
 
 



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

Offer eligible employees the following early separation benefit: 
 

1) The City will provide the terminating employee, a payout of $10,000. For each 
additional full year of service above 10 years, an employee will receive an 
additional $500 for each year of service, to a total maximum of $22,500 (35 years 
of service) and, 
 
2) The cash equivalent of nine (9) months of the city’s contribution towards the 
employee’s selected health premium in effect at the time the incentive program is 
adopted, or the cash equivalent of 9 months of the $290 waiving benefits. 
 
Subject to employees submitting a letter of interest to Human Resources by July 
2, 2012; as well as employees agreeing to leave employment with the city on or 
before July 31, 2012. 

 
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 the26th day of June 2012. 
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