
           

City of Ramsey
Agenda

Public Works Committee
Tuesday May 21, 2013

6:00 pm
Lake Itasca Room, 7550 Sunwood Drive NW

 

           

1. Call to Order
 

2. Citizen Input
 

3. Approve Agenda
 

4. Approve Minutes
 

1. Approve April 16, 2013 Meeting Minutes
 

5. Committee Business
 

1. Mail Box Damage at 16100 Dysprosium St
 

2. Upgrades to City Well #4
 

3. Consider Policy for Allowing Fences to be Constructed in Drainage & Utility Easements w/ Infrastructure
Conflicts

 

6. Committee/Staff Input
 

1. Update on reconstruction requests for Andrie Street
 

2. Update on Turf Restoration at 7046 166th Ave ( Mack and Shayle Dominquez)
 

7. Adjournment
 

  

  



   

Public Works Committee   4. 1.           
Meeting Date: 05/21/2013  

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

Title:
Approve April 16, 2013 Meeting Minutes

Background:
The Public Works Committee held it regular meeting on April 16, 2013.

Notification:

Observations/Alternatives:

Funding Source:
n/a

Staff Recommendation:

Action:
Motion to approve Public Works Committee meeting minutes dated April 16, 2013.

Attachments
Minutes

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date

Grant Riemer Grant Riemer 05/14/2013 04:19 PM
Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 05/16/2013 01:09 PM

Form Started By: MaryJo Warner Started On: 05/14/2013 09:43 AM
Final Approval Date: 05/16/2013 
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PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE 

CITY OF RAMSEY 

ANOKA COUNTY 

STATE OF MINNESOTA 

 

The Public Works Committee conducted a regular meeting on Tuesday, April 16, 2013 at the 

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

 

Members Present: Chairperson Randy Backous (arrived at 5:14 p.m.) 

   Councilmember Mark Kuzma 

Mayor Sarah Strommen (Alternate) 

 

Member Absent: Councilmember David Elvig 

 

Also Present:  City Administrator Kurtis Ulrich 

Finance Director Diana Lund 

Fire Chief Dean Kapler 

   Parks and Assistant Public Works Superintendent Mark Riverblood 

   Public Works Superintendent Grant Riemer 

Civil Engineer II Leonard Linton 

City Engineer Bruce Westby 

   Human Resources Manager Colleen Lasher 

City Clerk Jo Ann Thieling 

   Assistant to the City Administrator Patrick Brama 

Councilmember John LeTourneau 

   Councilmember Chris Riley 

 

1. CALL TO ORDER 

 

Vice Chairperson Kuzma called the regular meeting of the Public Works Committee to order at 

5:06 p.m. 

 

2. CITIZEN INPUT 

 

There was none. 

 

3. APPROVE AGENDA 

 

The agenda was approved as revised to consider a new item under Staff Report prior to Item 4. 

 

6. COMMITTEE / STAFF INPUT 

 

6.02: Memorandum of Understanding with Anoka County 

 

City Administrator Ulrich stated Anoka County is requesting the City and Anoka County to enter 

into a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) to make a $10 million grant application to help 
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finance the interchange at Armstrong Boulevard and Highway 10.  The MOU would commit 

Anoka County and Ramsey to assume responsibility to fund the shortfall with the portion paid by 

Anoka County not to exceed $10 million.  City Administrator Ulrich indicated the City’s 

accounting of funds spent so far towards this $35 million project equaled $7 million including 

the Armstrong interchange, Sunwood Drive realignment, property acquisitions, Riverdale Drive 

Extension, and Armstrong Boulevard improvements.  He recommended that expenditure be 

identified in the City’s resolution and indicated this would be considered by the Council at its 

meeting next week. 

 

Acting Chairperson Kuzma asked what would the City’s exposure be if the grant was not 

awarded. 

 

City Administrator Ulrich stated anticipated funding was $17 million from the State, $17 million 

from federal, and the balance paid by Anoka County and Ramsey.  The City’s portion was 

anticipated to be up to $5 million and the City has already contributed in excess of that amount.  

He recommended drawing the line at $10 million, meaning the City would need to come up with 

$3 million for this project. 

 

Councilmember Riley stated he would like the issue of medians addressed. 

 

Civil Engineer II Linton described the location of medians and businesses. 

 

Chairperson Backous arrived at 5:14 p.m. 

 

4. APPROVE MINUTES 

 

Motion by Councilmember Kuzma, seconded by Chairperson Backous, to approve the minutes 

from the March 19, 2013 Public Works Meeting. 

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes:  Chairperson Backous, Councilmembers Kuzma and Strommen.  

Voting No: None.  Absent:  Councilmember David Elvig. 

 

5. COMMITTEE BUSINESS 

 

5.01: Cost Estimate for Pedestrian Crosswalk at Alpine Drive and Zirconium Street 

 

Public Works Superintendent Riemer noted this is the third time this issue has been addressed by 

the Public Works Committee.  He displayed the subject site and past consideration of a 

pedestrian crossing at Alpine Drive and Zirconium Street.  Public Works Superintendent Riemer 

proposed a different scenario for the crosswalk and trail leading to the main park entrance, 

suggesting a crosswalk be installed at the point 200 feet west of Zirconium Street and connected 

by a ten-foot crushed aggregate trail.  Public Works Superintendent Riemer explained that once 

pedestrians crossed the road to the south side of Alpine Drive, they would take a ten-foot crushed 

aggregate trail east to the main entrance that would connect to the park’s internal trail system.   

He explained that this would be a limited use trail, which in reality is only serving one 

neighborhood to the north, Alpine Estates.  Secondly, Public Works has a stockpile of reclaimed 
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asphalt that would be suitable for this project.  He described the components of the proposed 

crosswalk and warning signs.  Public Works Superintendent Riemer presented the cost estimate 

of $15,500 and recommendation to install standard pedestrian crosswalk signage and striping, 

with connecting trails to provide access to Alpine Park for residents of Alpine Estates.  He 

advised that flashing crosswalk signs cost about $5,000 and the type used by the City of Anoka 

cost $28,000, noting this project would not warrant that level of expense. 

 

Chairperson Backous asked about the elevation of the crosswalk at Alpine Drive and towards the 

parking lot. 

 

Public Works Superintendent Riemer indicated it is a hill and would cost $38,000 to install 

concrete steps; however, that would not comply with ADA requirements.  He suggested if it is 

seen that people are cutting across, steps could be considered in the future.   

 

Chairperson Backous asked about the cost for green treated timber steps. 

 

Public Works Superintendent Riemer stated that is an option in the area that is not as steep, 

towards the middle of the trail. 

 

Chairperson Backous asked about a more gradual slope where topography would allow. 

 

Public Works Superintendent Riemer stated he thinks people will more than likely cut across the 

street than to travel 200 feet in the other direction to use the crosswalk. 

 

Chairperson Backous raised the option of a trail that sloped to the west, which may encourage 

pedestrians to stay on the trail and use the crosswalk.   

 

Parks and Assistant Public Works Superintendent Riverblood stated this is difficult because the 

project results in putting in a $15,000 crosswalk and residents will likely cross at the intersection. 

 

Councilmember Kuzma asked if flashing lights are required. 

 

Public Works Superintendent Riemer stated the flashing lights are not needed. 

 

Mayor Strommen noted the funding is from Public Works. 

 

Public Works Superintendent Riemer described the material the City has on hand for this project 

and indicated the hard costs are for the curb cuts. 

 

Chairperson Backous asked staff to explore making a gradual cut path that could pass ADA 

requirements (5% grade).  He felt with the proposed design, pedestrians will just cut across the 

street. 

 

Mayor Strommen agreed a gradual cut path was an option worth exploring. 
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Parks and Assistant Public Works Superintendent Riverblood asked about the angle westerly, not 

toward the playground, where the grade can be long enough and laid in with Class V.  Then the 

pedestrian ramp at the entrance to Alpine Park can be moved west of the shelter where there is 

not as much traffic. 

 

Public Works Superintendent Riemer stated staff will shoot the elevation grades to see if that is a 

viable option. 

 

Parks and Assistant Public Works Superintendent Riverblood stated bicyclists may also enjoy 

using a gradual trail. 

 

Councilmember Riley noted it makes the City look silly to put a crosswalk in a location where 

people would not use it, or where residents requested it to be located. 

 

The consensus of the Public Works Committee was to ask staff to determine elevations as 

discussed and whether it would be an option to create a more gradual pathway. 

 

6. COMMITTEE / STAFF INPUT – CONTINUED  

 

6.01: Review of 2012-2013 Winter Maintenance Activities 

 

Public Works Superintendent Riemer reported on the Public Work’s scale of operation, snow 

removal routes, 2012-2013 winter maintenance activities, and types of equipment used for 

snowplowing.  He reviewed the types of comments and complaints most commonly received and 

how they are addressed.  Public Works Superintendent Riemer advised of changes expected for 

2013-2014 including salt cost, installing AVL equipment in large plow equipment, changing 

policy to make townhome associations responsible for their sidewalks, and to address resident 

requests to not leave windrows across driveways when plowing trails. 

 

Chairperson Backous asked about the cost for the private weather service subscription. 

 

Public Works Superintendent Riemer estimated $800 to $1,200 and advised it is worth the cost, 

noting it is also used during summer storms. 

 

Chairperson Backous asked why the City cannot use the AVL system to give live web updates 

on plowing. 

 

Public Works Superintendent Riemer stated there is potential the system would crash if too many 

logged on. 

 

Chairperson Backous stated he would like to get more information about that issue, noting the 

City may need a slight increase in bandwidth, and he thinks offering live updates would be a 

huge benefit to residents.  Chairperson Backous asked how long Ramsey has had eight routes. 

 

Public Works Superintendent Riemer stated it has been a while and staff would like to add a 

truck in 2015 because the City’s equipment was getting to the limit.  He noted Anoka has 65 
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miles of road and Ramsey has 174 miles of road, yet both have the same number of trucks.  In 

addition, the City has no backup if something breaks down. 

 

Parks and Assistant Public Works Superintendent Riverblood noted it is also an issue of staffing. 

 

Chairperson Backous asked Public Works Superintendent Riemer to make this same presentation 

at an upcoming Council meeting to keep residents informed.  He extended the City’s 

appreciation to the Public Works staff. 

 

7. ADJOURNMENT 

 

Motion by Councilmember Kuzma, seconded by Mayor Strommen to adjourn the Public Works 

Committee meeting.  

 

Motion carried.   

 

The regular meeting of the Public Works Committee adjourned at 5:41 p.m. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

______________________________ 

Grant Riemer 

Public Works Superintendent 

 

Drafted by Carla Wirth 

TimeSaver Off Site Secretarial, Inc. 
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Meeting Date: 05/21/2013  

Submitted For: Grant Riemer By: Grant Riemer, Engineering/Public Works

Title:
Mail Box Damage at 16100 Dysprosium St

Background:
During the plowing event on April 19th the city snowplow inadvertently struck the mail box at 16100 Dysprosium
St causing considerable damage to the mail box and a brick and mortar planter that surrounds the mail box.  This
address has also reported sod damage on several occasions over the years. The property owners maintain their yard
to a high standard and are diligent about marking the boulevard to help plow drivers locate the pavement edge.

Notification:
N/A

Observations/Alternatives:
Current city policy for mail box replacement contains two options.  City staff will replace the damaged mailbox with
a 4x4 treated post and standard mail box.  This type of installation is considered typical by the postal
service. Attached to this case is the postal service recommended mail box installation guide. The second option is to
issue a check to the property owner for $75.00 and they can make the repairs or replacement. The cost of the mail
box in this case exceeds the $75.00 reimbursement policy.  This style of mail box was chosen for aesthetic reasons,
but also to address a security concern. The property owner had reason to believe their mail was being tampered
with, so they chose a mail box with a locking option.  The other portion of the damage would be to the planter
surrounding the mail box.  It has been the city's policy that any private amenities placed in the ROW are the
responsibility of the property owner to repair and maintain.  This policy is consistent with surrounding
communities, as well as Anoka County and MnDot.

Funding Source:
General fund line item 0311-6267

Staff Recommendation:
Staff recommends following our existing policies and issuing a reimbursement check to the property owner for
$75.00.  The Public Works Superintendent will also meet with the property owner this fall and help stake the
boulevard with city supplied fiberglass stakes.  In addition the route driver for that area will attend a refresher
course on snowplow operation.

Action:
Motion to accept staffs recommendation and continue to follow our existing policies and issue a reimbursement
check to the property owner for $75.00. The Public Works Superintendent will also meet with the property owner
this fall and help stake the boulevard with city supplied fiberglass stakes. In addition the route driver for that area
will attend a refresher course on snowplow operation                                                                             or
Reject staffs recommendation and direct staff to update the mail box replacement policy to include an increased
dollar amount for mail box replacement based on committee discussion.

Attachments
Mailbox installation
Plow damage1
Plow damage2



Planter damage

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 05/16/2013 01:14 PM
Form Started By: Grant Riemer Started On: 05/15/2013 07:54 AM

Final Approval Date: 05/16/2013 











   

Public Works Committee   5. 2.           
Meeting Date: 05/21/2013  

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

Title:
Upgrades to City Well #4

Background:
Construction for Municipal Well #4 began October of 1997 and construction was completed in April of 1998. The
well has produced 1.6 billion gallons of water over its life span and has operated without problem. In the fall of
2012 the pump and motor were removed as part of our city well maintenance program. All needed repairs were
made to the pump and the submersible motor in March of 2013. All Minnesota Department of Health mandated
water tests have been completed and the well is back in service.

Notification:

Observations/Alternatives:
This particular well has a 460 volt, 150hp Hitachi submersible that runs a pump designed to produce 1,400 gallons
per minute, however in April of 1998 the well was found to pump an unacceptable amount of sand at the 1,400
GPM rate. With no ability to decrease the pump speed, a decision was made to partially close a 10” butterfly valve
in the well vault; allowing the pump to only produce 850 GPM. This rate allows the well to pump sand free.
Pumping at this rate, however, presents a couple of issues, including unneeded electrical demand, a high pressure
condition and unnecessary wear on the pump and motor.

Since the original installation in 1997, pump drives have improved greatly and most now are driven with a Variable
Frequency Drive (VFD). The purpose of a VFD is to convert A/C power to D/C power and allow the operator to
control the speed of the pump, thus eliminating the need to partially close a valve to control the flow. Another
advantage of upgrading Well#4 with a VFD would be the ability to slowly ramp up the well and possibly allow the
well to produce sand free water at a higher pumping rate than the current 850 GPM.

At the 11/20/2012 Public Works Committee meeting, committee member Elvig asked for a future case, with quotes
on making the needed upgrades to this well when the well was returned to service. We have received two quotes for
this upgrade and have also learned of a rebate that Connexus Energy has made available for VFD installations. The
rebate would pay $30.00 per horsepower. Well #4 is rated at 150HP, so our rebate on the project, if we go forward
with the installation, would be approximately $4500.00.

Funding Source:
This upgrade would be funded through the #9601 Water Enterprise Fund

Staff Recommendation:
Staff recommends awarding the quote from Total Control Systems Inc. to make all the needed upgrades to this site
to include all parts, labor, start up, and assistance with rebate application.

Action:
Motion to award the quote from Total Control Systems Inc. to make all the needed upgrades to this site to include
all part, labor, start up, and assistance with rebate application. 

Attachments
Total Control Systems
Taylor Electric
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April 12, 2013 
                                                                                                                
To:   John.        Re: Ramsey, Minnesota – Well 4 VFD upgrade.       
________________________________________________________________                                               
Total Control Systems, Inc. (TCS) proposes to furnish (only) equipment in accordance to the 
project plans and specifications to meet the full functional intent of the specifications that were 
received.  
        Including:             
                                    Allen Bradley Powerflex 753 drives 150hp VFD 
                                    Door mount HIM kit 
       DVDT filter 

    Cooling Fans and filters (3) 
    Air conditioner 8000 BTU 
    Air conditioner disconnect 
    Allen Bradley Micrologix and cards 
    Configuration and drive control wiring 
    SCADA programming for VFD status and control 
    Assistance in applying for rebates 
    Start-up, Testing and commissioning 
    Installation of all equipment  in existing control cabinet 
     

 
Price for the Well 4 VFD package:  $24,947.00 each including shipping and Sales tax. 

 
-   We acknowledge receipt of Addendum No. . 
-   Terms are Net 30 days from invoice date.  No retainage allowed.  A 1.5% 
     charge per month added to any past due balance.  Price may be dependent  
     on past credit history. 
-   This quote/proposal valid for 60 days. 
-   Work to commence after receipt of an acceptable written purchase order 
    acknowledging acceptance of our terms. 
-   F.O.B. job-site. Freight allowed 
-   Start-up service/training, documentation and equipment adjustment  
    is included as specified. 
-   TCSI does not accept any liquidated damages. 
-  ALL PANELS FURNISHED BY TCS WILL HAVE A UL 508 SERIALIZED OR 
   UL698A ENCLOSED INDUSTRIAL CONTROL PANEL RELATING TO 
   HAZARDOUS LOCATIONS WITH INTRINSICALLY SAFE CIRCUIT 
   EXTENSIONS LABEL, AS REQUIRED. 
 
If you have any questions regarding our proposal, please contact our office.  We look forward to 
working with you on this project. 
 
Sincerely, 
TOTAL CONTROL SYSTEMS, INC. 
 
Al Doberstein 
AD/lb 

Total Control Systems, Inc 
38841 Nyman Drive NE 
PO Box 40 
Stanchfield, MN  55080-0040 
Phone 320-396-4442 / Fax 320-396-
4443 



Estimate
Date

4/11/2013

Estimate No.

130

Name/Address

City of Ramsey
Attn: John Nelson

Taylor Electric Company

19717 207th Street
Big Lake, MN 55309

Project

We look forward to doing Business with you.

Phone #

763-263-5703

E-mail

pfulkerson@taylorelectricco.net

Total

Description Qty Rate Total

Well #4 VFD Upgrade 1 25,886.00 25,886.00

***Includes***
Allen Bradley Powerflex 753 150HP VFD
DVDT Filter
8000 BTU Air Conditioner
Installation of all equipment in existing Well Control
Cabinet
Start Up and Testing

$25,886.00
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Meeting Date: 05/21/2013  

Submitted For: Bruce Westby By: Shane Nelson, Engineering/Public Works

Title:
Consider Policy for Allowing Fences to be Constructed in Drainage & Utility Easements w/ Infrastructure Conflicts

Background:
Current City policy is to require Landowner's to install fences away from the property line in areas where a potential
infrastructure conflict exists.  One example of this situation is Ramsey Town Center 10th Addition (see attached
exhibits).  In Ramsey Town Center 10th Addition, the City has been requiring that fences be installed 1-2' off the
property line in the rear yards to minimize potential damage to existing storm sewer that was installed along the rear
property lines.  While this policy was initially developed to protect the City's infrastructure, it is apparent that an
issue in regard to maintenance is developing.  The attached photos depict the location of the fences currently
constructed in the example development.  As shown in the photos, if fences continue to be constructed in this
manner, remnant strips of land approximately 2 to 4 feet in width will remain between rear fence lines.

While this strip of land may provide for ease of inspection and minor maintenance of City owned storm sewer
systems, it will likely create a blight situation as the property owners will likely be unable to maintain the strip of
property that is separated from the rest of their yards by a fence.  In Ramsey Town Center 10th Addition, the
situation is further complicated by the lack of side yard easements.  Therefore, the only way to access the rear yard
storm sewer and drainage system is though the drainage and utility easement that exists on either side of the
common rear lot lines.

Notification:
N/A

Observations/Alternatives:
Staff is supportive of a policy change provided that adequate measures remain in place to protect City
infrastructure, to provide for future access to city infrastructure for maintenance purposes, and to
ensure that property owners retain ownership of their properties without losing property rights due to adverse
possession.  Staff therefore recommends that property owners requesting to construct a fence on their rear property
line be required to enter into an Encroachment Agreement with the City that stipulates the terms of the agreement.

Adverse Possession Concern - City will allow construction of fences on private property lines but will notify the
property owner of potential ramifications between private property owners in regard to adverse possession.  City
will therefore encourage the private property owner to seek legal advice prior to constructing a fence. 

Funding Source:
N/A

Staff Recommendation:
Staff  recommends that fences be allowed to be constructed to the property line subject to the Landowner entering
into the standard Encroachment Agreement for fences.

Action:
Motion to recommend a change in City policy which allows fences to be constructed on the property line in areas



Motion to recommend a change in City policy which allows fences to be constructed on the property line in areas
where infrastructure conflicts exist provided that the property owner enters into the City standard Encroachment
Agreement that was drafted for this situation.

Attachments
Picture
Picture
RTC 10th Storm Plan
RTC 10th Plat
Std Fence Encroachment Agreement
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ENCROACHMENT AGREEMENT 
 
 

THIS AGREEMENT (“Agreement”) is made this the _____  day of ________, 20__, by 

and between the CITY OF RAMSEY, a municipal corporation under the laws of the State of 

Minnesota (“City”), and ___________________, private individuals, its successors and assigns 

(“Landowner”). 

R E C I T A L S: 

WHEREAS, Landowner is the fee owner of the property described as follows: 

       (Insert Legal Description)       and commonly known as      (Insert Street Address)      (the 

“Property”), on which real property is proposed to be built a fence which once constructed 

according to the approved plans will encroach upon the City’s recorded Drainage and Utility 

Easement; and 

WHEREAS, the City currently is the owner of Drainage and Utility Easements 

(“Easements”) over, under and across a portion of the Property, pursuant to Easements dedicated 

to the public pursuant to the Plat known as       (Insert Plat Name)       recorded in the Office of 

the County Recorder, Anoka County, Minnesota; and 

WHEREAS, Landowner seeks permission from the City to encroach upon the Easements 

for the purpose of installing a fence, as depicted upon the approved site plan attached hereto as  

Exhibit “A” (the “Improvement”). 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenants contained herein and 

other good and valuable consideration, the parties agree as follows: 
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1. The City hereby approves an encroachment on and over the Easements by 

Landowner for the sole purpose of installing the Improvement.  

2. Nothing in this Agreement shall be deemed a waiver or abandonment of the 

City’s rights granted by the Easements. 

3. Landowner shall be responsible for all costs relating to recording this Agreement 

and for the construction, maintenance, removal and/or replacement of the Improvement, 

including but not limited to, removal of any portion of the Improvement upon Notice from the 

City pursuant to this Agreement and shall obtain all permits required by the City for the 

construction of the Improvement, which shall be constructed by Landowner in accordance with 

the approved site plan drawing. 

4. Landowner agrees to construct the Improvement in such a manner that will not 

damage the City’s public utilities including underground or at-grade storm water conveyance and 

drainage systems (i.e. all posts and post footings will be hand dug). 

5. Landowner agrees to install and maintain the Improvement in such a manner that 

will not obstruct or redirect overland storm water flow. 

6.   If at any time the Landowner damages the City’s public utilities, Landowner shall 

immediately notify the City. Landowner shall at the City’s request, repair and/or reconstruct any 

of the City’s public utilities located within the Easements damaged by Landowner, its contractors 

and/or agents during the construction and/or subsequent maintenance, removal or replacement of 

the Improvement.  If Landowner fails to repair the said City’s utilities within thirty (30) days 

from the date of written notice to Landowner or sooner in the event that it is an emergency, then 

the City may make all necessary repairs and Landowner shall pay to the City all of the cost 

incurred by the City to repair the same. 

7. Landowner further agrees that if the City, during its normal construction, 

reconstruction, maintenance and/or repair of its public utilities located within the Easements 

deems it necessary and expedient to excavate within the Easements, and which affects the 

Improvements, that Landowner shall be responsible for reconstructing and/or repairing the 
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Improvement and the City’s only obligation shall be to fill the excavated area and level the same 

to the grade that it was prior to the City’s excavation. 

8. Landowner agrees to provide the City, its representatives and designees 

reasonable access to the Easement over the Property at all times as may be necessary to maintain 

and inspect the storm water conveyance and drainage system.   

9. In the event Landowner fails to take any action required in this Agreement and the 

City is required to repair, reconstruct or take other actions to maintain the City’s utilities, as a 

result of the Landowner’s actions in making the Improvement, and the City incurs any cost, the 

Landowner agrees that if Landowner fails to pay the City, that the City may take any and all 

actions permitted by law to collect the same and the City may further levy an assessment against 

the Property for all costs incurred by the City.  Landowner waives any and all rights to challenge 

or appeal the assessment. 

10. If at any time in the judgment of the City the Improvement presents a hazard to 

the public, the City may take such action as the City shall consider appropriate to render the 

Improvement safe or to make the area in which the Improvement is present safe for public use.  

The City may order the repair or removal of the Improvement, or may take whatever other action 

appears appropriate.  Any expenses incurred as a result of action by the City shall be paid by the 

Landowner.   

11. Landowner does hereby agree to defend, indemnify, and hold the City harmless 

from any and all costs and expenses, all claims and liability, including attorney’s fees, relating to 

or arising out of the grant of the Landowner of permission to encroach on the Easements for the 

construction, maintenance, use, and operation of the Improvement. 

12. All notices, requests, demands and other communications hereunder shall be in 

writing and shall be deemed given if personally delivered or mailed, certified mail, return receipt 

requested, to the following: 

TO CITY:   City Administrator 
City of Ramsey 
7550 Sunwood Drive NW 
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Ramsey, MN  55303 
 

TO LANDOWNER:  XXXXXXXXX 
 
or to any successors or assigns of the Landowner or City, or any future address of the Landowner 

or City, if Landowner or City gives the other party notice of said change of address as provided 

pursuant to the provision for notice herein. 

13. This Agreement shall be recorded against the title to the Property. 

 
      CITY OF RAMSEY 
 
 
      By:         

Sarah Strommen, Mayor 
 

ATTEST: 
 
 
       

By:         
Kurtis G. Ulrich, City Administrator 

 
 
 
 
STATE OF MINNESOTA ) 
    )ss. 
COUNTY OF ANOKA ) 
 

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this _____ day of ___________, 
__________, by Sarah Strommen and Kurtis G. Ulrich, respectively the Mayor and City 
Administrator of the City of Ramsey, a Minnesota municipal corporation, on behalf of the 
corporation and pursuant to the authority granted by its City Council. 
 
 

___________________________________ 
Notary Public 
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LANDOWNER: 
 
 
XXXXXXXX      XXXXXXXX 
 
 
By:                       
 
 
STATE OF MINNESOTA ) 
    )ss. 
COUNTY OF ________ ) 
 
 The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this _____ day of ___________, 
________, by ____________ and _____________, as private individuals.  
 
 

___________________________________ 
Notary Public 

 
 
 
THIS INSTRUMENT WAS DRAFTED BY: 
William K. Goodrich, Attorney at Law 
RANDALL, GOODRICH, AND HAAG P.L.C. 
2140 Fourth Avenue North 
Anoka, MN   55303 
Telephone:  (763) 421-5424 
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EXHIBIT “A” 

 
 
 
Approved Site Plan Drawing 



   

Public Works Committee   6. 1.           
Meeting Date: 05/21/2013  

By: Bruce Westby, Engineering/Public
Works

Title:
Update on reconstruction requests for Andrie Street

Background:
Andrie Street's pavement is in poor condition and is in need of reconstruction.  In 2008 the city completed a
Feasibility Study and prepared plans and specifications for the reconstruction of Andrie Street, which included an
alternate bid for constructing sidewalks as part of the project.  However, this project was never constructed due to
the controversy that arose over whether sidewalks should be constructed or not with the project.  A copy of the
Feasibility Study is attached.

Recently there has been a renewed interest on the part of area residents for reconstructing Andrie Street.  Based on
preliminary feedback from area residents they favor reconstruction of the street but likely not a new sidewalk.

Since the city did complete plans and specifications for this project in 2008 this project could likely be moved
forward very quickly if the City Council so desired. 

Notification:
N/A

Observations/Alternatives:
Andrie Street is one of the worst streets in Ramsey in terms of pavement condition and based on the most recent
pavement ratings this street should be next in line to be reconstructed after Garnet/168th.  Since there is a
renewed interest on the part of area residents for reconstructing Andrie Street, staff wanted the Public Works
Committee to weigh in on the project, especially considering the history of this project.

In 2008, the engineer's estimate to reconstruct the streets (curb and gutter, pavement, storm sewer and turf
establishment) was $1.23M, while the low bid came in at $0.90M.  To add sidewalks the engineer's estimate was
$0.36M, while the low bid came in at $0.22M.  However, since that time bituminous prices have risen roughly 30%
so the overall project costs would likely be 20-25% higher than in 2008.

Alternative #1 - Provide a recommendation to Council to direct staff to revise the 2008 engineer's estimate to see
what estimated costs would be to reconstruct the street and construct sidewalks in 2013.  Since the city did complete
plans and specifications for this project in 2008 this project could likely be moved forward very quickly if
the Public Works Committee recommends that the City Council consider it.

Alternative #2 - Provide a recommendation to Council to direct staff to revise the 2008 engineer's estimate to see
what estimated costs would be to reconstruct the street in 2013, without constructing sidewalk costs.  This option
should be chosen if the Public Works Committee feels the project should not include sidewalk construction.  Again,
since the city did complete plans and specifications for this project in 2008 this project could likely be moved
forward very quickly if the Public Works Committee recommends that the City Council consider it.

Alternative #3 - Do nothing.

Funding Source:
At this time there are not sufficient funds in the MSA account to fund the improvements.  As such, funding would



At this time there are not sufficient funds in the MSA account to fund the improvements.  As such, funding would
need to be provided through the use of special assessments, bonds, adoption of a franchise fee, or a combination
thereof.  In other words, the City should consider the comprehensive street reconstruction financing prior to
ordering this project.

Staff Recommendation:
Staff recommends providing a recommendation to Council to direct staff to update the estimated costs for
reconstructing Andrie Street and constructing new sidewalk.  As long as any interest is shown by area residents to
construct sidewalks this cost should also be updated in order to provide current information.  Staff should also be
directed to prepare to determine final costs and financing options for the street reconstruction effort.

Action:
1)  Provide a recommendation to City Council to allow a current evaluation of Andrie Street costs if reconstructed
in 2013.

2)  Direct staff to prepare to prepare a report outlining final costs and financing options for the street reconstruction
effort and report within 60 days.

Attachments
Andrie St Feas Study w surveys

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date

Grant Riemer MaryJo Warner 05/16/2013 02:06 PM
Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 05/16/2013 04:36 PM

Form Started By: Bruce Westby Started On: 05/16/2013 12:30 PM
Final Approval Date: 05/16/2013 























































































   

Public Works Committee   6. 2.           
Meeting Date: 05/21/2013  

By: Grant Riemer, Engineering/Public
Works

Title:
Update on Turf Restoration at 7046 166th Ave ( Mack and Shayle Dominquez)

Background:
The residents’ property was impacted by the 167th Avenue Reconstruction Project, City Project 08-27, that was
constructed in 2009. The resident called City Administrator Ulrich on 7/10/12 and expressed that she was not
satisfied with the restoration of her yard. Interim City Engineer Nelson returned the phone call and spoke with Mrs.
Dominquez on July 11, 2012 and listened to her concerns, summarized as follows:

• Weeds in grass, feels that they are moving into the rest of her yard
• Insufficient topsoil quality
• Pieces of asphalt in yard
• Pieces of glass in yard
• Pieces of slate in yard
• Pieces of shingles in yard
• Sparse grass
• Clover instead of bluegrass (wrong mix)
• Remnants of erosion control netting
It was the consensus of the Public Works Committee at the October 15th meeting to have the PW department work
with the Dominguez's' to reach a suitable resolution to the problem, which included re-mulching existing soil,
remove debris, top dress with 4" of suitable black dirt and re-seeding.

Notification:
The attached letter was sent to Mack and Shayle Dominquez outlining the tentative schedule for the turf repairs.

Observations/Alternatives:

Funding Source:
General Fund - Street maintenance cost center 0311

Staff Recommendation:

Action:
Informational only

Attachments
D. yard01
d. yard02
D. yard1
D.yard2

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 05/16/2013 01:17 PM
Form Started By: Grant Riemer Started On: 05/15/2013 

Final Approval Date: 05/16/2013 



Final Approval Date: 05/16/2013 
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