
           

City of Ramsey
Agenda

Regular City Council
Tuesday, July 14, 2015

7:00 pm
Council Chambers, 7550 Sunwood Drive NW

             

1. Call to Order
 

2. Presentation
 

1.   Recognize Ramsey as a Heart Safe Community
 

2.   Night to Unite
 

3. Citizen Input

 

4. Consent Agenda
 

1.   Receive Cash and Investments for Period Ending June 30, 2015
 

2.   Receive May 2015 Financial Reports - General Fund and Enterprise Funds
 

3.   Approve Licenses
 

4.   Approve the Following Meeting Minutes: 
1. City Council Work Session dated 06/23/2015
2. City Council Regular dated 06/23/2015

 

5.   Approve Application from the Anoka Women of Today to Conduct Bingo at Ramsey Happy Days on
September 12, 2015

 

6.   Approve Exemption for a Gambling License for Madelia Area Chamber of Commerce & Visitors
Bureau

 

7.   Approve Temporary Easement By and Between the City of Ramsey and GS Land, LLC for Lot 25,
Harvest Estates Located at 15153 Nowthen Blvd. NW; Case of GS Land, LLC

 

8.   Consider Request from Lennar Homes to Stockpile Topsoil Supply On Site
 

9.   Adopt Resolution # 15-07-176 Approving Cash Disbursements Made and Authorizing Payment of
Accounts Payable Invoicing Received During the Period of June 18, 2015 through July 8, 2015

 

10.   Report from Public Works Committee meeting dated June 16, 2015

Our Mission: To work together to responsibly grow our community, and to provide quality, cost-effective, and efficient government services

  



10.   Report from Public Works Committee meeting dated June 16, 2015
1. Consider Drainage Options for 173rd Avenue and Gibbon Street Area: Ratify the recommendation
of the Public Works Committee to recommend that the City Council consider ordering a feasibility
study that will include an analysis, determination of specific costs and how this works with policy, for
Gibbon Street - 173rd Avenue Drainage concerns.
2. Consider Recommendation for Zeolite Street Storm Sewer Extension to Lake Ramsey: No motion
needed. Staff has the guidance they need.
3. Consider Street Width Recommendation for Andrie Street and 164th Lane Reconstruction Project:
Since the original recommendation stands with looking at parking on one side in select areas as an
amendment, no motion is needed. 
4. Recommend Revising Street Names from (East) Town Center Drive to Center Street, and from
East/West Ramsey Parkway to Ramsey Parkway: Ratify the recommendation of the Public Works
Committee that the City Council rename (East) Town Center Drive to Center Street, and renaming
East/West Ramsey Parkway to Ramsey Parkway.

Committee/Staff Input
1. Minnesota Department of Health Variance on Fluoride Concentration in Drinking Water: No action
taken; for information purpose only.

 

5. Approve Agenda
 

6. Public Hearing
 

7. Council Business
 

1.   Adopt Resolution #15-07-175 Ordering Feasibility Report for 2016 Street Maintenance Program
Division C, Andrie Street and 164th Lane Reconstruction; Improvement Project #16-00

 

2.   Adopt Resolution #15-07-173 Accepting Bids and Awarding a Contract for 2015 Street Maintenance
Program Division A, Sealcoat Improvements; Improvement Project #15-00

 

3.   Adopt Resolution #15-07-174 Accepting Bids and Awarding a Contract for 2015 Street Maintenance
Program Division B, Overlay Improvements; Improvement Project #15-00

 

4.   Request for a Conditional Use Permit to Exceed Sign Size Restrictions at 6228 Highway 10 NW; Case
of Country Side Services of Minnesota, Inc.

 

5.   Adopt Ordinance #15-12 Amending City Code Chapter 10 (Animals) and Section 117-111 (R-1
Residential District) Amending Approval Process for Certain Animals

 

6.   Review Recent Feedback Concerning Buildable Area on Parcels with Floodplains and Wetlands
 

7.   Continue Discussion Related to Dominium Development & Acquisitions, LLC's Potential Purchase of
City Owned Property (portions may be closed to the public)

Our Mission: To work together to responsibly grow our community, and to provide quality, cost-effective, and efficient government services

  



 

8.   Adopt Resolution #15-07-182 Appointing City Administrator as Deputy City Clerk in Addition to the
City Administrator’s Existing Duties per Minnesota Statute 412.151 in the Event of the Absence of the
City Clerk.

 

8. Mayor/Council/Staff Input
 

9. Adjournment
 

Our Mission: To work together to responsibly grow our community, and to provide quality, cost-effective, and efficient government services

  



   
CC Regular Session   2. 1.           
Meeting Date: 07/14/2015  

Information
Title:
Recognize Ramsey as a Heart Safe Community

Purpose/Background:
Purpose: To publicly recognize the achievement of the City of Ramsey officially becoming a Minnesota Heart Safe
Community.

Background. The City of Ramsey has officially met all criteria required to become a Minnesota Heart Safe
Community. An award presentation is scheduled for the this evening. Heart Safe- Ramsey will continue to work at
its mission of increasing survival rates of sudden cardiac arrest by educating the public in hands-only bystander
CPR and proper AED use. 572 residents have been trained so far.

Heart Safe- Ramsey Champion Tim Hoffman will be present.

Attached is the Press Release announcing Ramsey as a Heart Safe Community.

Attachments
Press Release Heart Safe Community

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 07/09/2015 01:33 PM
Form Started By: Jo Thieling Started On: 07/08/2015 03:34 PM
Final Approval Date: 07/09/2015 



PRESS RELEASE  
Date:  July 8, 2015  

 

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 

  

City of Ramsey  

7550 Sunwood Drive NW  

Ramsey, MN 55303  

   

 

Ramsey Officially Becomes a Minnesota Heart Safe Community 

 

The City of Ramsey is proud to announce that it has 

officially met all criteria required to become a 

Minnesota Heart Safe Community. 

 

An award presentation is scheduled for the next 

Ramsey City Council meeting on Tuesday, July 14th at 

7:00 p.m. in the Council Chambers at the Ramsey 

Municipal Center, 7550 Sunwood Drive NW, Ramsey, 

MN 55303.  Please join us in acknowledging this 

community achievement!  

 

Along with the official designation, the City of Ramsey will be presented with a Heart Safe Community 

Certificate, an official Heart Safe-Ramsey logo, and two Heart Safe road signs for recognition within the 

community. 

 

Heart Safe- Ramsey will continue to work at its mission of increasing survival rates of sudden cardiac arrest by 

educating the public in hands-only bystander CPR and proper use of an AED.  The Heart Safe- Ramsey program 

has set a goal of training 1,400 citizens in bystander CPR and proper AED use.  572 residents have been trained 

so far.  Due to the high number of events that Heart Safe-Ramsey is involved with during the summer months, 

the regularly scheduled monthly training sessions at the Ramsey Municipal Center have been temporarily 

postponed.  However, you can still join us for training at various events this summer!  

 

For more information on where Heart Safe-Ramsey will be running FREE Bystander CPR and AED training 

sessions this summer, or to request a session, please contact us at savedbycpr@hotmail.com, or check out the 

Heart Safe Ramsey Facebook page. 

 

For more information: 

www.cityoframsey.com/heartsafe 

www.facebook.com/RamseyHeartSafe 

Heart Safe- Ramsey Champion, Tim Hoffman- savedbycpr@hotmail.com, 763-438-2416 

City of Ramsey Public Information & Event Specialist, Nichole Wenberg- nwenberg@cityoframsey.com  

 
 

http://www.cityoframsey.com/heartsafe
http://www.facebook.com/RamseyHeartSafe
mailto:savedbycpr@hotmail.com
mailto:nwenberg@cityoframsey.com


   
CC Regular Session   2. 2.           
Meeting Date: 07/14/2015  

Information
Title:
Night to Unite

Purpose/Background:
Purpose: To inform the public about Night to Unite.

Background: Night to Unite is always the first Tuesday of every August. Through Night to Unite, we work to build
strong, safe, united neighborhoods, heighten crime prevention awareness and strengthen police-community
relationships. Neighborhoods around the country are planning celebrations commemorate this evening. Police Chief
Katers will present information .

Attachments
No file(s) attached.

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 07/09/2015 01:33 PM
Form Started By: Jo Thieling Started On: 07/08/2015 03:49 PM
Final Approval Date: 07/09/2015 



   
CC Regular Session   4. 1.           
Meeting Date: 07/14/2015  
By: Diana Lund, Finance

Information
Title
Receive Cash and Investments for Period Ending June 30, 2015

Purpose/Background:
Purpose: Receive reports of the city's cash and investments for the period ending June 30, 2015.

Cash and investment report shows the monthly cash flow - receipts and expenditures through June 30, 2015 with
the current listing of the city's investment portfolio.

Action:
None required. Informational only.

Attachments
Cash & Investments for Period Ending June 30, 2015

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Kurt Ulrich Diana Lund 07/02/2015 01:38 PM
Diana Lund (Originator) Diana Lund 07/02/2015 01:40 PM
Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 07/09/2015 01:21 PM
Form Started By: Diana Lund Started On: 07/01/2015 12:37 PM
Final Approval Date: 07/09/2015 













   
CC Regular Session   4. 2.           
Meeting Date: 07/14/2015  
By: Diana Lund, Finance

Information
Title
Receive May 2015 Financial Reports - General Fund and Enterprise Funds

Purpose/Background:
Purpose: Receive May monthly financial reports for the funds of: General, Water, Sewer, Street Lighting, Recycling
and Storm Drainage.

Brief summary of actual revenues and expenditures-to-date in comparison to adopted budget for the respective
funds.

Action:
No action required. Informational only.

Attachments
May 2015 General Fund Financial Report - Budget to Actual
May 2015 Enterprise Funds Financial Reports - Budget to Actual

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 07/09/2015 01:20 PM
Form Started By: Diana Lund Started On: 07/01/2015 12:32 PM
Final Approval Date: 07/09/2015 



JANUARY 1, 2015 THROUGH PERIOD ENDING: May 31, 2015

Dept
-CURRENT YEAR 

ADOPTED BUDGET-
CURRENT YTD GENERAL 

LEDGER
Admin 1,678,861.00                        679,545.01                                   
Com Dev 642,764.00                           210,961.52                                   
Contingency 263,259.00                           1,100.00                                       
Council 129,406.00                           70,586.67                                     
Finance 472,620.00                           183,887.65                                   
Fire 757,431.00                           276,209.72                                   
Legal 133,200.00                           47,579.53                                     
Police 3,143,904.00                        1,222,213.15                                
Public Works 3,202,314.00                        1,196,304.09                                
Grand Total 10,423,759.00                    3,888,387.34                              

Category
-CURRENT YEAR 

ADOPTED BUDGET-
-CURRENT YTD GENERAL 

LEDGER-
Capital Outlay 544,963.00                           368,188.17                                   
Debt Service 127,694.00                           -                                                
Other Services & Charges 2,307,546.00                        488,991.11                                   
Personal Services 6,484,498.00                        2,683,272.56                                
Supplies 849,425.00                           347,935.50                                   
Transfers out 109,633.00                           -                                                
Grand Total 10,423,759.00                    3,888,387.34                              

Category
-CURRENT YEAR 

ADOPTED BUDGET-
-CURRENT YTD GENERAL 

LEDGER-
Taxes 7,926,570.00                        -                                                
Charges for Services 555,700.00                           159,660.97                                   
Business Licenses/Permits 68,100.00                             28,718.57                                     
Fines and Forfeits 71,000.00                             18,993.60                                     
Federal Intergovernmental 7,000.00                               -                                                
State Intergovernmental 411,600.00                           73,000.00                                     
Interest 60,000.00                             -                                                
Local Intergovernmental -                                        6,400.00                                       
Miscellaneous 12,750.00                             15,658.48                                     
Non-Business Licenses/Permits 349,032.00                           235,196.10                                   
Transfers in 962,007.00                           -                                                
Grand Total 10,423,759.00                    537,627.72                                 

GENERAL FUND REVENUES
- BY CATEGORY -

CITY OF RAMSEY
FINANCIAL STATEMENT

- BY DEPARTMENT -
GENERAL FUND EXPENDITURES

GENERAL FUND EXPENDITURES
- BY CATEGORY -

This report reflects year to date revenue and expenditures as compared to annual budget. 
It does not reflect fund balance. PREPARED BY: FINANCE DEPARTMENT



JANUARY 1, 2015 THROUGH PERIOD ENDING: May 31, 2015

CITY OF RAMSEY
FINANCIAL STATEMENT
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This report reflects year to date revenue and expenditures as compared to annual budget. 
It does not reflect fund balance. PREPARED BY: FINANCE DEPARTMENT



JANUARY 1, 2015 THROUGH PERIOD ENDING: May 31, 2015

BUSINESS UNIT 9601 WATER UTILITY

GENERAL LEDGER ACCOUNT
CURRENT YEAR 

REQUESTED BUDGET
CURRENT YTD GENERAL 

LEDGER
-% of Budget-

4140   CREDIT CARD PROCESSING FEES (7,000.00)                                   (2,881.71)                                   41.17%
4609   OTHER MISCELLANEOUS REVENUES 59,527.00                                  4,361.66                                    7.33%
4651   WATER REVENUE (2,286.65)                                   0.00%
4652   WATER SALES - RESIDENTIAL 999,433.00                                152,902.05                                15.30%
4653   WATER SALES-COMMERCIAL 728,417.00                                86,237.52                                  11.84%
4654   WATER PENALTIES 34,013.00                                  4,533.37                                    13.33%
4655   WATER METER INSTALLATION 10,000.00                                  7,420.00                                    74.20%
4656   WATER METERS 25,000.00                                  15,634.00                                  62.54%
4657   CONNECTION/RECONNECTION FEES 2,500.00                                    365.00                                       14.60%
4701   INTEREST ON INVESTMENTS 120,000.00                                -                                             0.00%
4705   CAPTIAL CONTRIBUTIONS 8,134.00                                    0.00%
Grand Total 1,971,890.00                             274,419.24                                240.30%

BUSINESS UNIT 9601 WATER UTILITY

GENERAL LEDGER ACCOUNT
CURRENT YEAR 

REQUESTED BUDGET
CURRENT YTD GENERAL 

LEDGER
-% of Budget-

6102   F.T. REGULAR-WAGES & SALARIES 193,994.00                                64,716.59                                  33.36%
6103   FULL TIME-REGULAR-OVERTIME 13,500.00                                  3,617.75                                    26.80%
6105   TEMPORARY-WAGES & SALARIES 12,480.00                                  2,316.96                                    18.57%
6121   PERA CONTRIBUTIONS 14,550.00                                  5,828.55                                    40.06%
6122   FICA/MEDICARE CONTRIBUTIONS 15,940.00                                  6,386.59                                    40.07%
6131   GROUP INSURANCE 31,045.00                                  10,509.07                                  33.85%
6133   WORKERS COMP INSURANCE PREMIUM 6,822.00                                    -                                             0.00%
6208   MISCELLANEOUS OFFICE SUPPLIES 600.00                                       323.51                                       53.92%
6223   GASOLINE 4,500.00                                    692.19                                       15.38%
6225   DIESEL FUEL 5,500.00                                    1,390.20                                    25.28%
6229   SHOP MATERIALS 500.00                                       22.81                                         4.56%
6231   UNIFORMS & TURN-OUT GEAR 2,800.00                                    2,440.00                                    87.14%
6249   MISCELLANEOUS OPERATING SUPPLY 15,000.00                                  4,902.23                                    32.68%
6257   OTHER VEHICLE PARTS 6,000.00                                    1,990.55                                    33.18%
6273   UTILITY SYSTEM MAINT SUPPLIES 75,000.00                                  15,231.48                                  20.31%
6281   SMALL TOOLS & MINOR EQUIPMENT 10,000.00                                  1,021.92                                    10.22%
6292   WATER METERS FOR RESALE 25,000.00                                  -                                             0.00%
6315   MISCELLANEOUS PROFESSIONAL SER 20,000.00                                  1,410.00                                    7.05%
6322   POSTAGE 1,000.00                                    124.23                                       12.42%
6323   CELLULAR PHONES 2,200.00                                    763.73                                       34.72%
6335   TRAINING 1,200.00                                    570.95                                       47.58%
6352   GENERAL NOTICE & PUBLIC INFOR 700.00                                       -                                             0.00%
6361   GENERAL LIABILITY/PROPERTY INS 28,800.00                                  -                                             0.00%
6371   ELECTRIC UTILITIES 112,000.00                                24,269.95                                  21.67%
6373   GAS 5,500.00                                    1,483.67                                    26.98%
6374   REFUSE/RECYCLING 600.00                                       179.93                                       29.99%
6381   BUILDING & STRUCTURE REPAIR 1,000.00                                    105.00                                       10.50%
6439   OTHER MISCELLANEOUS 15,000.00                                  -                                             0.00%
6451   MEMBERSHIP DUES 800.00                                       -                                             0.00%
6489   OTHER CONTRACTED SERVICES 32,000.00                                  9,755.98                                    30.49%
6722   DEPRECIATION 665,123.00                                -                                             0.00%
6820   OPERATING TRANSFERS TO OTHER F 38,000.00                                  -                                             0.00%
Grand Total 1,357,154.00                             160,053.84                                696.76%

CITY OF RAMSEY
FINANCIAL STATEMENT

REVENUES

EXPENSES

This report reflects year to date revenue and expenditures as compared to annual budget. 
It does not reflect fund balance. Business Unit: 9601 Page 1 of 6



JANUARY 1, 2015 THROUGH PERIOD ENDING: May 31, 2015

BUSINESS UNIT 9602 SEWER UTILITY

GENERAL LEDGER ACCOUNT
CURRENT YEAR 

REQUESTED BUDGET
CURRENT YTD GENERAL 

LEDGER
-% of Budget-

4140   CREDIT CARD PROCESSING FEES (6,000.00)                                   (2,770.98)                                   46.18%
4356   SEWER AVAILABILITY CHARGE-ADM 1,500.00                                    1,118.25                                    74.55%
4609   OTHER MISCELLANEOUS REVENUES 18,546.00                                  3,083.68                                    16.63%
4661   RESIDENTIAL-SEWER CHARGES 1,010,480.00                             254,124.95                                25.15%
4662   COMMERCIAL-SEWER CHARGES 332,380.00                                78,731.47                                  23.69%
4663   SEWER PENALTIES 26,858.00                                  7,164.30                                    26.67%
4701   INTEREST ON INVESTMENTS 55,000.00                                  -                                             0.00%
4705   CAPTIAL CONTRIBUTIONS 4,620.00                                    0.00%
Grand Total 1,438,764.00                             346,071.67                                212.87%

BUSINESS UNIT 9602 SEWER UTILITY

GENERAL LEDGER ACCOUNT
CURRENT YEAR 

REQUESTED BUDGET
CURRENT YTD GENERAL 

LEDGER
-% of Budget-

6102   F.T. REGULAR-WAGES & SALARIES 151,897.00                                23,426.09                                  15.42%
6103   FULL TIME-REGULAR-OVERTIME -                                             108.90                                       0.00%
6105   TEMPORARY-WAGES & SALARIES -                                             1,641.18                                    0.00%
6121   PERA CONTRIBUTIONS 11,392.00                                  1,888.39                                    16.58%
6122   FICA/MEDICARE CONTRIBUTIONS 11,727.00                                  2,087.20                                    17.80%
6131   GROUP INSURANCE 6,432.00                                    -                                             0.00%
6133   WORKERS COMP INSURANCE PREMIUM 5,092.00                                    -                                             0.00%
6223   GASOLINE -                                             974.69                                       0.00%
6225   DIESEL FUEL 4,200.00                                    204.64                                       4.87%
6249   MISCELLANEOUS OPERATING SUPPLY 11,000.00                                  1,564.16                                    14.22%
6273   UTILITY SYSTEM MAINT SUPPLIES 1,614.50                                    0.00%
6275   OTHER EQUIPMENT PARTS 5,000.00                                    3,750.40                                    75.01%
6315   MISCELLANEOUS PROFESSIONAL SER 5,000.00                                    -                                             0.00%
6335   TRAINING 1,000.00                                    701.00                                       70.10%
6361   GENERAL LIABILITY/PROPERTY INS 15,000.00                                  -                                             0.00%
6371   ELECTRIC UTILITIES 16,000.00                                  3,214.65                                    20.09%
6373   GAS 2,600.00                                    875.07                                       33.66%
6374   REFUSE/RECYCLING 600.00                                       179.93                                       29.99%
6377   SEWER SERVICE CHARGE 610,514.00                                305,257.02                                50.00%
6489   OTHER CONTRACTED SERVICES 20,000.00                                  7,758.24                                    38.79%
6722   DEPRECIATION 481,270.00                                -                                             0.00%
6820   OPERATING TRANSFERS TO OTHER F 32,000.00                                  -                                             0.00%
Grand Total 1,390,724.00                             355,246.06                                386.52%

CITY OF RAMSEY
FINANCIAL STATEMENT

REVENUES

EXPENSES

Note: The Finance Department has highlighted line items that may be trending towards exceeding budget OR not may not have been 
included in the adopted budget. 

This report reflects year to date revenue and expenditures as compared to annual budget. 
It does not reflect fund balance. Business Unit: 9602 Page 3 of 6



JANUARY 1, 2015 THROUGH PERIOD ENDING: May 31, 2015

BUSINESS UNIT 9603 STREET LIGHT UTILITY

GENERAL LEDGER ACCOUNT
CURRENT YEAR REQUESTED 

BUDGET
CURRENT YTD GENERAL 

LEDGER
-% of Budget-

4140   CREDIT CARD PROCESSING FEES (800.00)                                     (426.10)                                     53.26%
4681   CHARGES FOR STREET LIGHTS 178,854.00                               34,588.59                                 19.34%
4683   STREET LIGHTING PENALTIES 5,000.00                                   1,235.29                                   24.71%
4701   INTEREST ON INVESTMENTS 20,000.00                                 -                                            0.00%
4684   PRIORITY STREET LIGHT 11,485.22                                 0.00%
Grand Total 203,054.00                               46,883.00                                 97.31%

BUSINESS UNIT 9603 STREET LIGHT UTILITY

GENERAL LEDGER ACCOUNT
CURRENT YEAR REQUESTED 

BUDGET
CURRENT YTD GENERAL 

LEDGER
-% of Budget-

6371   ELECTRIC UTILITIES 120,000.00                               38,195.87                                 31.83%
6489   OTHER CONTRACTED SERVICES 12,000.00                                 4,984.24                                   41.54%
6722   DEPRECIATION 52,000.00                                 -                                            0.00%
6820   OPERATING TRANSFERS TO OTHER F 17,000.00                                 -                                            0.00%
Grand Total 201,000.00                               43,180.11                                 73.37%

CITY OF RAMSEY
FINANCIAL STATEMENT

REVENUES

EXPENSES

Note: The Finance Department has highlighted line items that may be trending towards exceeding budget OR not may not have been 
included in the adopted budget. 

This report reflects year to date revenue and expenditures as compared to annual budget. 
It does not reflect fund balance. Business Unit: 9603 Page 4 of 6



JANUARY 1, 2015 THROUGH PERIOD ENDING: May 31, 2015

BUSINESS UNIT 9604 RECYCLING UTILITY

GENERAL LEDGER ACCOUNT
CURRENT YEAR REQUESTED 

BUDGET
CURRENT YTD GENERAL 

LEDGER
-% of Budget-

4140   CREDIT CARD PROCESSING FEES (1,000.00)                                  (481.57)                                     48.16%
4287   OTHER LOCAL GOVERNMENT GRANTS 63,835.00                                 6,167.00                                   9.66%
4609   OTHER MISCELLANEOUS REVENUES -                                            719.90                                      0.00%
4671   RECYCLING CHARGES 294,617.00                               74,276.37                                 25.21%
4672   RECYCLING PENALTIES 7,000.00                                   1,881.30                                   26.88%
4701   INTEREST ON INVESTMENTS 2,000.00                                   -                                            0.00%
Grand Total 366,452.00                               82,563.00                                 109.90%

BUSINESS UNIT 9604 RECYCLING UTILITY

GENERAL LEDGER ACCOUNT
CURRENT YEAR REQUESTED 

BUDGET
CURRENT YTD GENERAL 

LEDGER
-% of Budget-

6102   F.T. REGULAR-WAGES & SALARIES 5,484.00                                   2,393.41                                   43.64%
6121   PERA CONTRIBUTIONS 411.00                                      195.34                                      47.53%
6122   FICA/MEDICARE CONTRIBUTIONS 420.00                                      186.19                                      44.33%
6133   WORKERS COMP INSURANCE PREMIUM 32.00                                        -                                            0.00%
6249   MISCELLANEOUS OPERATING SUPPLY 18,000.00                                 2,221.49                                   12.34%
6322   POSTAGE 350.00                                      98.55                                        28.16%
6489   OTHER CONTRACTED SERVICES 309,540.00                               126,517.17                               40.87%
6820   OPERATING TRANSFERS TO OTHER F 10,000.00                                 -                                            0.00%
Grand Total 344,237.00                               131,612.15                               216.87%

CITY OF RAMSEY
FINANCIAL STATEMENT

REVENUES

EXPENSES

Note: The Finance Department has highlighted line items that may be trending towards exceeding budget OR not may not have been 
included in the adopted budget. 

This report reflects year to date revenue and expenditures as compared to annual budget. 
It does not reflect fund balance. Business Unit: 9604 Page 5 of 6



JANUARY 1, 2015 THROUGH PERIOD ENDING: May 31, 2015

BUSINESS UNIT 9605 STORM WATER UTILITY

GENERAL LEDGER ACCOUNT
CURRENT YEAR REQUESTED 

BUDGET
CURRENT YTD GENERAL 

LEDGER
-% of Budget-

4140   CREDIT CARD PROCESSING FEES (1,600.00)                                  (694.91)                                     43.43%
4693   STORM WATER-RESIDENTIAL 374,820.00                               86,862.94                                 23.17%
4694   STORM WATER-COMMERCIAL 373,621.00                               85,918.25                                 23.00%
4695   STORM WATER-PENALTIES 14,960.00                                 3,767.06                                   25.18%
4701   INTEREST ON INVESTMENTS 15,000.00                                 -                                            0.00%
Grand Total 776,801.00                               175,853.34                               114.78%

BUSINESS UNIT 9605 STORM WATER UTILITY

GENERAL LEDGER ACCOUNT
CURRENT YEAR REQUESTED 

BUDGET
CURRENT YTD GENERAL 

LEDGER
-% of Budget-

6102   F.T. REGULAR-WAGES & SALARIES 117,679.00                               9,820.35                                   8.35%
6103   FULL TIME-REGULAR-OVERTIME -                                            468.08                                      0.00%
6121   PERA CONTRIBUTIONS 8,826.00                                   771.66                                      8.74%
6122   FICA/MEDICARE CONTRIBUTIONS 9,041.00                                   804.64                                      8.90%
6131   GROUP INSURANCE 19,468.00                                 -                                            0.00%
6133   WORKERS COMP INSURANCE PREMIUM 3,186.00                                   -                                            0.00%
6223   GASOLINE 1,000.00                                   751.47                                      75.15%
6225   DIESEL FUEL 1,500.00                                   1,089.14                                   72.61%
6249   MISCELLANEOUS OPERATING SUPPLY 7,000.00                                   3,669.21                                   52.42%
6257   OTHER VEHICLE PARTS 10,000.00                                 1,335.60                                   13.36%
6315   MISCELLANEOUS PROFESSIONAL SER 10,000.00                                 3,102.75                                   31.03%
6361   GENERAL LIABILITY/PROPERTY INS 6,800.00                                   -                                            0.00%
6371   ELECTRIC UTILITIES 2,600.00                                   848.64                                      32.64%
6373   GAS 3,000.00                                   875.07                                      29.17%
6374   REFUSE/RECYCLING 600.00                                      179.93                                      29.99%
6451   MEMBERSHIP DUES 40,500.00                                 41,192.00                                 101.71%
6489   OTHER CONTRACTED SERVICES 15,000.00                                 36,984.24                                 246.56%
6722   DEPRECIATION 260,000.00                               -                                            0.00%
6820   OPERATING TRANSFERS TO OTHER F 27,000.00                                 -                                            0.00%
Grand Total 543,200.00                               101,892.78                               710.61%

CITY OF RAMSEY
FINANCIAL STATEMENT

REVENUES

EXPENSES

Note: The Finance Department has highlighted line items that may be trending towards exceeding budget OR not may not have been 
included in the adopted budget. 

This report reflects year to date revenue and expenditures as compared to annual budget. 
It does not reflect fund balance. Business Unit: 9605 Page 6 of 6



   
CC Regular Session   4. 3.           
Meeting Date: 07/14/2015  
By: Jo Thieling, Administrative Services

Information
Title
Approve Licenses

Purpose/Background:
Purpose: The purpose of this case is to approve license requests for 2015. 

Background: Certain businesses in the City of Ramsey are required to apply for a license in addition to the Business
Registration Certificate (BRC). Other businesses that may require a license, but are not required to have a BRC
may also be included in this approval. Those new license requests and/or renewals are attached for Council
approval.

Recommendation:
Staff recommends approval of license applications.

Action:
Motion to approve license applications.

Attachments
Licenses to approve
Happy Days App

Form Review
Form Started By: Jo Thieling Started On: 07/09/2015 08:42 AM
Final Approval Date: 07/09/2015 
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License Applications 

For Council Meeting 07/14/2015 

 
*Special 

Events 

City of Ramsey – for Happy Days – 

Contact Nichole or Oksana 

7550 Sunwood Drive NW Ramsey, MN 55303 763-576-4310 

 

*This permit is for the annual Happy Days Celebration – Saturday, September 12, 2015.  Events include:  exhibitions, 5K, inflatable playgrounds, parade, pancake 

breakfast, bingo, food vendors, beer tent, live music, car show, bean bag tournament, bike tour, fireworks, baseball tournament, live amplified music .  .  .  All other 

permits such as bingo, beer, etc. have been applied for and approved separately through the City and State.   Attached is the application which includes the layout of the 

event. 



























   
CC Regular Session   4. 4.           
Meeting Date: 07/14/2015  
By: Jo Thieling, Administrative Services

Information
Title
Approve the Following Meeting Minutes: 

1. City Council Work Session dated 06/23/2015
2. City Council Regular dated 06/23/2015

Purpose/Background:
Purpose: The purpose of this case is for Council review and approval of meeting minutes.

Background: Attached are the meeting minutes referenced above.

Action:
Motion to approve the following Council meeting minutes:

1. City Council Work Session dated 06/23/2015
2. City Council Regular dated 06/23/2015

Attachments
CCWS Mts
CC Mts

Form Review
Form Started By: Jo Thieling Started On: 06/25/2015 09:29 AM
Final Approval Date: 06/25/2015 
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CITY COUNCIL WORK SESSION 

CITY OF RAMSEY 

ANOKA COUNTY 

STATE OF MINNESOTA 

 

The Ramsey City Council conducted a City Council Work Session on Tuesday, June 23, 2015, at 

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

 

Members Present: Mayor Sarah Strommen (arrived at 5:37 p.m.) 

   Councilmember Jill Johns  

Councilmember Mark Kuzma 

Councilmember John LeTourneau 

Councilmember Chris Riley 

Councilmember Melody Shryock 

   Councilmember Kristine Williams 

 

Also Present:  City Administrator Kurtis Ulrich 

Police Chief Jeff Katers 

   Parks and Assistant Public Works Superintendent Mark Riverblood 

   Public Works Superintendent Grant Riemer 

   Human Resources Manager Colleen Lasher 

Community Development Director Timothy Gladhill 

City Engineer Bruce Westby  

   Asst. City Administrator/Economic Development Manager Patrick Brama 

   City Attorney Joe Langel  

 

1. CALL TO ORDER 

 

Acting Mayor LeTourneau called the City Council Work Session to order at 5:36 p.m. 

 

2. TOPICS FOR DISCUSSION 

 

2.01: Discussion Regarding the Crime Prevention Specialist Position in the Police 

Department 

 

Mayor Strommen arrived at 5:37 p.m. 

 

Police Chief Katers reviewed the staff report. 

 

Human Resources Manager Lasher stated that another benefit to filling the position with a sworn 

officer would be that the employee could fill gaps when other officers are sick or on leave. 

 

Councilmember Kuzma stated that there had been a non-sworn officer filling the position and 

questioned how that was working. 
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Police Chief Katers replied that it is currently working and necessary files are passed on to a 

sworn officer.   

 

Councilmember Riley stated that the position is temporarily being filled with a sworn officer and 

did not think that makes sense for the short or long term.  He likened it to hiring a doctor for a 

nurse’s position.   

 

Mayor Strommen stated that the question is really what the City wants out of the position.  She 

agreed that as the position currently exists it would be unnecessary to hire a sworn officer but 

explained that if the position were to be redesigned it could not only handle the current duties but 

also provide maximum efficiency and additional flexibility for the department. 

 

Councilmember Kuzma stated that he agrees with Councilmember Riley and noted that there are 

additional costs with improvements and the fire station construction and would agree that 

perhaps this could be an area where additional funds would not be spent.  He also acknowledged 

overtime hours in the police department and agreed that this position could provide flexibility 

and assist in avoiding some overtime costs. 

 

Police Chief Katers stated that having a sworn officer in this position would provide flexibility in 

staffing for the police department. 

 

City Administrator Ulrich stated that this position was created 15 years ago and the discussion at 

that time most likely focused on the fact that this position could handle non-sworn duties for the 

department.  He stated that the person leaving the position was at the top of the pay scale and 

noted that this does present an opportunity to hire a sworn officer at a lesser cost.  He stated that 

filling the position would provide another officer and would provide flexibility to the police 

department while the department would still remain under budget.  He stated that this vacancy is 

an opportunity to re-evaluate the needs of the position and the department.   

 

Police Chief Katers stated that the position has changed in the past 15 years, including the 

amount of services provided, and will continue to evolve over time.  He stated that other 

municipalities have moved towards hiring a sworn officer for the position in order to provide 

continuity, among other benefits.   

 

Councilmember Kuzma referenced the proposed 2016 budget information that reflected an 

additional $12,000 and questioned if that would be balanced or whether that would be an 

overage. 

 

Police Chief Katers explained that there would actually be a cost savings in the first year hiring a 

new officer compared to the current salary of the position. 

 

Councilmember Riley questioned how likely it would be that the City would be able to hire 

someone for this desk job that would be able to transition to patrol. 

 

Police Chief Katers stated that he would want someone with prior street experience to fill the 

position that way they could easily transition between the two duties. 



City Council Work Session / June 23, 2015 

Page 3 of 6 

 

Councilmember LeTourneau referenced the amount of time the fire department puts into their 

fire prevention and education services and stated that he could see this position evolving into a 

larger scale as well.  He stated that he could support putting a sworn officer into the position but 

would like to see the three to five year plan for the position.   

 

Councilmember Shryock agreed that it would be helpful to have additional information on how 

the position will be molded over time.  She stated that perhaps the decision could be made at that 

time. 

 

Mayor Strommen stated that she would want to know the type of pressure the police department 

would face if that decision to fill the position is delayed.  She stated that the department runs lean 

as it is and she would like to see the sworn officer filling the position, as it would provide 

flexibility as that employee could “wear multiple hats”.  She agreed that a longer term plan could 

be developed for discussion but did not think that the decision would need to be delayed. 

 

Police Chief Katers explained that the hiring process does take time, noting that if the posting 

process begins in July that person would probably not be hired until December.  He stated that in 

the meantime he had to pull an officer from patrol to temporarily fill the position.  He stated that 

it would be important to have that additional flexibility because it is a small department.  He 

believed that any additional opportunities that can be created in the department would be 

beneficial for those employees interested in a lateral position change. 

 

Councilmember Shryock stated that she would agree with filling the position with a sworn 

officer but questioned if the job position had been updated appropriately to describe the full 

scope of job duties.  She stated that perhaps the decision could be delayed until the next Council 

meeting when the job duties could be better defined in order to accurately describe the position.   

 

Police Chief Katers stated that he would recommend that the position to be posted would be for a 

police officer patrol position.  He explained that a current patrol officer could then be moved 

laterally into this position.  

 

Councilmember Riley questioned if the officer chosen for the positon would also be pulled for 

patrol duties. 

 

Police Chief Katers replied that this would be a rotating position and confirmed that the officer 

could also provide patrol duties.  He stated the feedback he has received is that officers do not 

want to be stagnant in one position or shift time for too long and that is why there are some 

rotating positions, such as an investigation position in the department.   He explained that this 

position would actually become a rotating community resource position. 

 

City Administrator Ulrich agreed that there would be a benefit to providing this opportunity 

within a small department, which would allow officers to try a different way to serve the 

community. 
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Councilmember LeTourneau noted that a benefit to having a rotating position is that you are 

providing a new set of eyes to the position as well. 

 

Human Resources Manager Lasher added that she has received input from multiple channels that 

the department believed that this position should be filled with a sworn officer.  She referenced 

the 2016 position that will be hired for the department and noted that she could post this position 

at the same time in order to have a dual recruitment, which would provide a cost savings. 

 

The consensus of the Council was to authorize staff to hire a sworn officer to fill the position. 

 

2.02: Discussion Regarding the Employee Sick Leave for Wellness Policy 

 

Human Resources Manager Lasher reviewed the staff report. 

 

City Administrator Ulrich clarified that the City has a sick leave for wellness policy and this 

would simply be an amendment to include vacation for eligible employees.  He stated that there 

have not been a lot of employees who have taken advantage of the sick leave conversion.   

 

Councilmember Kuzma noted that he thought that the contracts were already in place. 

 

Human Resources Manager Lasher reviewed the contracts, which have been agreed upon and 

noted that this would be included as a memorandum of understanding. 

 

Councilmember Riley stated that this time is meant to allow employees time away from work 

and believes that it should be used for that purpose. 

 

Councilmember LeTourneau stated that it appears this update would be made more current to 

match what is being offered in the marketplace today.  He questioned what kind of impact this 

would have on the budget. 

 

Human Resources Manager Lasher provided a statement of clarification she received from 

Finance Director Lund who commented that this would be a good thing for the budget. 

 

Mayor Strommen stated that she agrees with the statement that vacation time should be used for 

vacation but noted that the ultimate purpose of the benefit is to increase productivity and agreed 

that wellness activity could serve the same purpose. 

 

Councilmember Riley stated that there were items in the policy he believes should be reviewed 

including a reference to Weight Watchers, as he believed that should be generalized as a weight 

loss program; he did not think purchasing a piece of equipment should be allowed; and he noted 

that “other expenses can be reimbursed as approved by human resources” seems very subjective. 

 

Human Resources Manager Lasher stated that she will be meeting with the Labor Management 

Committee the following week and could discuss those suggestions at that time.   
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Councilmember Kuzma stated that this seems low risk and high reward in terms of employee 

morale. 

 

The consensus of the Council was to direct staff to review the discussed amendments with the 

Labor Management Committee. 

 

2.03: Consideration of Scope of Timing for Sunwood Drive Roundabout Landscaping 

Improvements 

 

City Engineer Westby reviewed the staff report. 

 

Councilmember Shryock stated that she has been thinking about this for the past few weeks and 

had considered a veteran’s memorial for this location because of the amount of space available.  

She stated that there could be an opportunity for the City to create an RFP, which would allow 

local artists to create a project that represents the City.   

 

Councilmember Kuzma stated that he would be fine with grass, as long as it is adequately 

mowed.  He stated that his concern is regarding the area around that and the long-term 

development plan for that area. 

 

Councilmember Williams agreed that grass would be adequate for the time being and the 

decision could be made in the future when there is a lovely development in that area. 

 

City Administrator Ulrich stated that the City will be resurrecting the study to look at that site in 

order to determine what would be needed to bring the site to a development standard. 

 

Councilmember Riley questioned if the old city hall could be moved to that location. 

 

Mayor Strommen agreed that timing would need to be considered, specifically when the time 

would be appropriate to do something in that area.  She agreed that the decision is not urgent at 

this time. 

 

Councilmember LeTourneau stated that he likes the idea of timing the roundabout landscaping 

with the development but noted that the current situation is not adequate.  He stated that people 

looking at that site would see an unimproved element and believed that it would be appropriate 

to have a low cost alternative in the interim.  He stated that the garden club could install flowers 

or staff could install interim landscaping in order to add aesthetic value at a low cost. 

 

Parks and Assistant Public Works Superintendent Riverblood provided input and stated that the 

City should be mindful not to spend $4,000 installing something that will be taken out in another 

four years.  He also thought the City should be mindful to avoid bringing in additional pedestrian 

traffic, noting that an artistic element could draw pedestrians, which could be a safety element.  

 

The consensus of the Council was to direct staff to prepare a list of interim options while the 

Council continues to discuss long-term landscaping for the roundabout. 
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3. TOPICS FOR FUTURE DISCUSSION 

 

Councilmember Kuzma stated that he would like to follow up on the traffic, noise and speed 

along Armstrong. 

 

Councilmember Riley stated that in the past there was a work session calendar, or list of future 

agenda discussion items, and asked if something of that nature could be developed. 

 

Mayor Strommen stated that staff does have a list of that nature and could bring that to the next 

work session for Council review. 

 

4. MAYOR / COUNCIL / STAFF INPUT 

 

City Administrator Ulrich provided a flyer regarding an upcoming legislative visit to Ramsey 

and asked that available Councilmembers respond for planning purposes.   

 

5. ADJOURNMENT 

 

The Work Session of the City Council was adjourned at 6:51 p.m. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

_________________________________ 

Kurtis G. Ulrich 

City Administrator 

 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

__________________________________ 

Jo Ann M. Thieling 

City Clerk 

 

Drafted by Amanda Staple 

TimeSaver Off Site Secretarial, Inc. 
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CITY COUNCIL 

CITY OF RAMSEY 

ANOKA COUNTY 

STATE OF MINNESOTA 

 

The Ramsey City Council conducted a regular meeting on Tuesday, June 23, 2015, at the 

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

 

Members Present: Mayor Sarah Strommen 

   Councilmember Jill Johns 

   Councilmember Mark Kuzma 

Councilmember John LeTourneau 

Councilmember Chris Riley 

Councilmember Melody Shryock 

   Councilmember Kristine Williams 

 

Members Absent: None 

 

Also Present:  City Administrator Kurtis Ulrich 

Police Chief Jeff Katers 

   Parks and Assistant Public Works Superintendent Mark Riverblood 

Community Development Director Timothy Gladhill 

City Engineer Bruce Westby 

   Asst. City Administrator/Economic Development Manager Patrick Brama 

   City Attorney Joe Langel 

1. CALL TO ORDER 

 

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

followed by the Pledge of Allegiance led by Mayor Strommen. 

2. PRESENTATION 

 

None. 

3. CITIZEN INPUT 

 

None. 

4. CONSENT AGENDA 

 

Motion by Councilmember Riley, seconded by Councilmember Shryock, to approve the 

following items on the Consent Agenda: 

 

4.01: Note the following Boards and Commissions meeting minutes: 



 

City Council / June 23, 2015 

Page 3 of 11 

1)  Planning Commission meeting minutes dated May 7, 2015 

2) Environmental Policy Board meeting minutes dated May 19, 2015 

4.02: Approve the following meeting minutes: 

 1) City Council Work Session dated June 9, 2015 

 2)  City Council Regular dated June 9, 2015 

4.03: Approve request to declare surplus property 

4.04: Adopt Resolution #15-06-155 Approving Cash Disbursements Made and Authorizing 

Payment of Accounts Payable Invoicing Received During the Period of June 4, 2015 

through June 17, 2015 

4.05: Adopt Resolution #15-06-160 Approving Exterior Materials for Salt Storage Structure at 

6228 Highway 10 NW: Case of Countryside Services 

4.06: Adopt Resolution #15-06-153 Approving Partial Payment to Douglas-Kerr Underground 

for IP 14-24 Center Street 

4.07: Adopt Resolution #15-06-154 Approving Partial Payment to Kuechle Underground, Inc. 

for IP 12-22 Riverdale Drive Improvements 

4.08: Adopt Resolution #15-05-152 Approving Partial Payment to Construction Results 

Corporation for IP #14-28 Parking Ramp Garage Enclosure 

4.09:  Adopt Resolution #15-05-152 Approving Partial Payment to Brennan Construction of 

MN, Inc. for IP #14-30 Fire Station #2 

4.10: Adopt Resolution #15-06-157 Authorizing Partial Payment to North Valley Inc. for IP 

14-27: Mississippi River Trail 

4.11: Adopt Resolutions #15-06-142 & #15-06-143 Approving a Conditional Use Permit to 

Exceed Sign Size Restrictions on the Property Generally Located North of 161st Avenue 

NW and West of Variolite Street NW: Case of the Church of St. Katherine Drexel 

4.12: Adopt Resolution #15-06-156 to Hire Seasonal Public Works Maintenance Workers 

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes:  Mayor Strommen, Councilmembers Riley, Shryock, Johns, 

Kuzma, LeTourneau, and Williams.  Voting No: None. 

5. APPROVE AGENDA 

 

Motion by Councilmember Johns, seconded by Councilmember Kuzma, to approve the agenda 

as presented.  

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes:  Mayor Strommen, Councilmembers Johns, Kuzma, LeTourneau, 

Riley, Shryock, and Williams.  Voting No: None. 

6. PUBLIC HEARING 

 

None. 

7. COUNCIL BUSINESS 

7.01: Award Towing Contract for the City of Ramsey 
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Police Chief Katers reviewed the staff report and recommendation to enter into a contract with 

NorthStar Towing for two years based on the information provided.   

 

Councilmember Riley stated that it appears that staff judged one proposal not complete. 

   

Police Chief Katers responded that the impound storage proposed by one business did not meet 

the requirements of the RFP and therefore was deemed incomplete.  He explained how the RFP’s 

were reviewed. 

 

Mayor Strommen stated that one of her goals for the discussion tonight is to make sure the basis 

for the decision is clear, noting that there needs to be a balance between services provided and 

cost. 

 

Councilmember Kuzma questioned if NorthStar Towing has held the contract previously. 

 

Police Chief Katers reported that NorthStar Towing did hold the contract from 2003 to 2009 and 

Champlin Towing (now Citywide) provided services from 2009 through current.  He stated that 

he has not received any complaints on any of the four companies which provided a proposal and 

he would not have a problem supporting any of the proposals the Council chooses, providing that 

the RFP requirements are met.   

 

Scott Grams, First Choice Recovery, stated that he received additional information tonight.  He 

referenced the required storage space and noted that between his two locations he would have 

more than adequate space for storage and questioned what was incomplete on his proposal. 

 

Police Chief Katers stated that he did not believe that adequate storage space indoors, or 

outdoors, is provided at the Highway 10 location because of the zoning restrictions at that 

location. 

 

Community Development Director Gladhill stated that the Highway 10 location subleases their 

site which is packed tight with a number of vehicles that are inoperable and stored outdoors.  He 

stated that upon site inspection there were some items that would need to be corrected under the 

zoning codes and staff had concern that there would not be adequate outdoor storage space 

available.   

 

Mayor Strommen questioned if the zoning district does not allow inoperable vehicles outdoors or 

whether there is simply not sufficient space for outdoor storage of vehicles.  

 

Community Development Director Gladhill explained that inoperable vehicles are not allowed to 

be stored outdoors in that zoning district and would need to be stored indoors. 

 

Mr. Grams stated that his Nowthen location would have sufficient space and noted that 

inoperable vehicles are allowed to be stored outdoors at that location.   

 

Police Chief Katers stated that he did speak with the staff from the city of Nowthen and their 

verbal agreement states that the business would only be allowed to have five inoperable vehicles 
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stored outdoors.  He also clarified that the RFP stated that the screening of the location would 

need to meet the zoning requirements of the City.   

 

Mr. Grams believed that the RFP states that the conditions of the RFP would need to be met by 

July 1st and he felt that he could meet that requirement by that date. 

 

Police Chief Katers stated that he based his decision off the information he had available at the 

time.  He believed that the July 1st deadline was a clause specific to equipment and not zoning 

requirements.   

 

Mr. Grams stated that he believed that if he met the screening requirements prior to July 1st his 

application would be complete. 

 

Mayor Strommen stated that she would want to make sure that the business owner is fully aware 

of all the zoning requirements that would need to be met in order to qualify for the RFP.   

 

Community Development Director Gladhill stated that there are violations on the parcel under 

the existing lease and sublease and if a contract for services were entered into, those violations 

would need to be addressed.  He noted that multiple vehicles would need to be removed from the 

property in order to come into compliance. 

 

Bret LeTourneau, Citywide Service, stated that his business recently took over Champlin 

Towing.  He noted that four quality proposals were received and appreciated the position Police 

Chief Katers was in during his review.  He highlighted the prices and noted that they are similar.  

He stated that his business is the only valid proposal that is housed in Ramsey and asked that the 

City support a local business. 

 

Councilmember Kuzma questioned if the Ramsey location would be shut down if this contract is 

not received. 

 

Mr. LeTourneau confirmed that if the Ramsey contract is not received the Ramsey location of his 

business will be shut down as the business will not have sufficient business to support the cost 

associated with that site. 

 

Councilmember Shryock stated that Mr. LeTourneau purchased the business in May and is new 

to this process.  She questioned if there was a significant difference in the rates submitted by 

Champlin Towing previously and through this RFP.   

 

Police Chief Katers stated that there is a difference in the proposal rates from Champlin Towing 

in the 2013 RFP proposal compared to those received through this proposal. 

 

Mr. LeTourneau stated that there were previously unpaid property taxes and there was a need to 

increase costs in order to maintain the business. 
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Phil Collins, Collins Brothers Towing, thanked staff for including his business in this process.  

He stated that they did service Ramsey for a short time when there had been issues with another 

company and believed that service went smoothly. 

 

Judy Rolow, NorthStar Towing, appreciated that the City considered their proposal.  She stated 

that NorthStar Towing has been in business in Anoka County for the past 36 years and has 

serviced Ramsey since 1979.  She provided specifics on the amount of storage available and 

advised that there are qualified drivers and staff that answer phones 24 hours per day through a 

landline telephone.   

 

Councilmember LeTourneau appreciated the input from the community and the business owners 

present tonight.  He stated that he based his review on price and service, noting that both 

elements should remain constant.  He stated that he also likes to think about local business.  He 

noted that he would be more interested in reviewing some of the issues regarding First Choice 

and the compliance with the ordinance. 

 

Community Development Director Gladhill stated that there are existing ordinances as Highway 

10 businesses are visible.  He stated that there is some degree of outside storage allowed and the 

issue over time is that inoperable vehicles are brought to the site and the site is then not in 

compliance if they are stored outdoors rather than indoors. 

 

Police Chief Katers stated that the RFP clearly states that the business must meet the applicable 

zoning rules.  He stated that if the site were brought into compliance the application would be 

viewed as complete. 

 

Councilmember LeTourneau questioned if a variance process could allow the additional outdoor 

storage of inoperable vehicles. 

 

Community Development Director Gladhill stated that there would not be a variance, or any 

process, that would allow inoperable vehicles to be stored outdoors in this zoning district.   

 

Mayor Strommen confirmed that there are two issues which make the site noncompliant; the 

screening and the storage of inoperable vehicles outdoors. 

 

Councilmember Shryock stated that she does not see a statement in the RFP which states that the 

applicant would have until July 1st to meet the requirements.  She stated that she often deals with 

contracts and believes that all requirements should be met by the applicant when submitting a 

request.  She noted that the business also subleases and questioned the ability for the applicant to 

meet the screening requirements by the July 1st deadline, if that exists. 

 

Police Chief Katers stated that the July 1st date refers to equipment being available and did not 

apply to building codes and exterior storage requirements.   

 

Councilmember Riley agreed with the comments from Councilmember LeTourneau.  He stated 

that he is unclear on whether the application considered incomplete would actually be complete.  

He referenced the price and stated that he would want the answer to whether or not that applicant 
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meets the requirements of the RFP.  He suggested perhaps delaying action until the decision is 

clear on whether or not the proposal is complete.   

 

Mayor Strommen stated that there was a gray area on the storage space but the issue is that the 

screening is not met and there is not an extended time provided to meet that criteria. 

 

Community Development Director Gladhill stated that the main concern of Community 

Development is regarding the outdoor storage of inoperable vehicles and the site is currently not 

in compliance, whether those vehicles belong to the business that holds the lease or sublease. 

 

Councilmember Kuzma appreciated the input from the applicants and stated that he supports the 

recommendation from Police Chief Katers and his staff. 

 

Motion by Councilmember Kuzma, seconded by Councilmember Shryock, to authorize City 

staff to enter into a two year contract with NorthStar Towing. 

 

Further discussion: Councilmember Shryock stated that although cost is not the only determining 

factor, it must be considered.  She stated that the City has an obligation to not only look out for 

Ramsey businesses but to also be mindful of the City budget.  She stated that based on the 

information provided, she would support the staff decision which was based off the appropriate 

factors. 

 

Councilmember Riley stated that he was still unsure that the necessary information was known to 

determine if all applications were complete.  He stated that he was not clear on how the two First 

Choice sites would work together to meet the criteria.   

 

Councilmember LeTourneau stated that he would also find that information helpful as he has not 

definitively heard that the applicant has not met the criteria. 

 

Police Chief Katers stated that he made the determination that the criteria of the RFP had not 

been met when reviewing the proposals.  He stated that after speaking with Nowthen city staff, 

five inoperable vehicles could be stored outdoors at that location, while two indoor spaces would 

be available at the Ramsey facility.  He noted that the RFP required ten outdoor spaces and one 

indoor space for inoperable vehicles and therefore the criteria have not been met. 

 

Councilmember LeTourneau appreciated the proposal from Citywide and their financial position, 

but noted that the price of that proposal places that business in the fourth position.  He stated that 

while he would like to support the business, he must ensure that the best price is obtained for 

residents as well. 

 

Mayor Strommen stated that she wants to ensure that there is a balance between service and price 

when making this decision and believed that staff should reexamine the RFP process in order to 

avoid a situation such as this in the future. 

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes:  Mayor Strommen, Councilmembers Kuzma, Shryock, Johns, 

LeTourneau, Riley, and Williams.  Voting No: None. 
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7.02: Introduce Ordinance #15-12 Amending City Code Chapter 10 (Animals) and 

Section 117-111 (R-1 Residential District) Amending Approval Process for Certain 

Animals 

 

Community Development Director Gladhill reviewed the staff report and recommendation to 

adopt Ordinance #15-12 which would revise the approval process for certain animals such as 

four or more dogs, horses on 1.5 to 2.99 acres, beekeeping, and non-traditional domestic or 

exotic animals.   

 

Councilmember Kuzma questioned how this would apply to the Game Fair. 

 

Community Development Director Gladhill stated that this would not apply to the Game Fair and 

that activity would be instead continued to be governed through the transient merchant license.   

 

Mayor Strommen confirmed with staff that the Game Fair issue would come back before the 

Council in the future for discussion. 

 

Motion by Councilmember Riley, seconded by Councilmember Johns, to introduce Ordinance 

#15-12 Amending Chapter 10 (Animals) and Chapter 117 (Zoning and Subdivisions) of the 

Ramsey City Code Amending the Procedure for Approval for Certain Animals and Number of 

Animals. 

 

Further discussion: Councilmember LeTourneau stated that while streamlining makes sense, he 

questioned where the streamlining would occur if the item already occurs on the consent agenda 

of the Council.  

 

Community Development Director explained that the streamlining would occur with the 

categories of administrative approval and licensing, rather than requiring all applications to go 

through the Planning Commission as well. 

 

Mayor Strommen stated that the Planning Commission recommended approval and is therefore 

comfortable with the process. 

 

Councilmember Johns commended staff for this amendment which will reduce costs to residents 

that wish to keep some of the animals on the list.   

 

Councilmember Shryock questioned when the public would be able to comment on requests. 

 

Community Development Director explained the notification process that would be followed for 

different types of requests under the ordinance.  

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes:  Mayor Strommen, Councilmembers Riley, Johns, Kuzma, 

LeTourneau, Shryock, and Williams.  Voting No: None. 
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7.03: Adopt Ordinance #15-09 Approving Zoning Amendment for Ridegepoint Located at 

6080 Highway 10 NW: Case of Village Bank 

 

Community Development Director Gladhill reviewed the staff report and recommendation to 

adopt the ordinance which would give final approval of the zoning amendment for Ridgepoint, 

noting that the Council has discussed the process for this item on multiple occasions. 

 

Motion by Councilmember LeTourneau, seconded by Councilmember Riley, to waive the City 

Charter requirement to read the Ordinance aloud and to adopt Ordinance #15-09 Amending 

Section 117-90 “Map” of Chapter 117 of the City Code of Ramsey, Minnesota. 

 

A roll call vote was performed by the Recording Secretary: 

 

Councilmember Johns  aye 

Councilmember Kuzma  aye 

Councilmember Shryock   aye 

Councilmember Riley  aye 

Councilmember LeTourneau  aye 

Councilmember Williams  aye 

Mayor Strommen   aye 

 

Motion carried.   

7.04: Adopt Resolution #15-06-161 Approving Contract with Anoka Conservation 

District for Stormwater Retrofit Analysis  

 

City Engineer Westby reviewed the staff report and recommendation to approve the contract 

with the Anoka Conservation District for completion of a Stormwater Retrofit Analysis within a 

portion of the City. 

 

Councilmember Kuzma stated that information that will be provided through this analysis will be 

beneficial to the City when drafting reports that are required in the future.  

 

Councilmember Riley asked for clarification on the difference between the Lower Rum River 

Water Management Organization (LRRWMO) and the Anoka Conservation District (ACD). 

 

City Engineer Westby provided clarification and noted that the LRRWMO is the regulatory 

agency for the City while the ACD provides assistance to the City and residents. 

 

Motion by Councilmember Kuzma, seconded by Councilmember Shryock, to approve adoption 

of Resolution #15-06-161 Approving Contract with Anoka Conservation District to Complete a 

Stormwater Retrofit Analysis. 

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes:  Mayor Strommen, Councilmembers Kuzma, Shryock, Johns, 

LeTourneau, Riley, and Williams.  Voting No: None. 
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7.05: Adopt City of Ramsey Three-Year Strategic Action Plan 

 

City Administrator Ulrich reviewed the staff report and recommendation to adopt the three year 

strategic action plan. 

 

Mayor Strommen appreciated the time that staff and the Council have put into developing this 

plan.  She confirmed with staff that the full plan will be posted on the City website for interested 

individuals to review. 

 

Councilmember Williams stated that it is nice to see that the ideas of the staff and Council are in 

line. 

 

Motion by Councilmember LeTourneau, seconded by Councilmember Johns, to adopt the City of 

Ramsey Three-Year Strategic Action Plan. 

 

Further discussion: Councilmember Riley stated that he will not be supporting this out of 

principle as he did not agree with the process that was followed to draft the document. 

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes:  Mayor Strommen, Councilmembers Letourneau, Johns, Kuzma, 

Shryock, and Williams.  Voting No: Councilmember Riley. 

8. MAYOR, COUNCIL AND STAFF INPUT 

 

City Administrator Ulrich announced upcoming meetings and events. 

 

Councilmember Kuzma stated that there is plenty of available parking for the Series at the Draw 

concerts and encouraged residents to attend. 

 

Mayor Strommen stated that she and Councilmember Shryock will attend the upcoming League 

of Minnesota Cities conference in Duluth. 

9. ADJOURNMENT 

 

Motion by Councilmember Kuzma, seconded by Councilmember Shryock, to adjourn the 

meeting. 

 

Motion carried. 

 

The regular meeting of the City Council adjourned at 8:27 p.m. 

 



 

City Council / June 23, 2015 

Page 11 of 11 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

 

_____________________________ 

Kurtis G. Ulrich 

City Administrator  

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

______________________________ 

Jo Ann M. Thieling 

City Clerk 

 

Drafted by Amanda Staple 

TimeSaver Off Site Secretarial, Inc. 



   
CC Regular Session   4. 5.           
Meeting Date: 07/14/2015  
By: Diana Lund, Finance

Information
Title

Approve Application from the Anoka Women of Today to Conduct Bingo at Ramsey Happy
Days on September 12, 2015

Purpose/Background:
The attached application is from the Anoka Women of Today to obtain approval to conduct bingo within the city's
jurisdiction. The bingo would be held at the Ramsey Happy Days on September 12, 2015. The Anoka Women of
Today meet all of the requirements which allow them to remain exempt from licensing.

Approval requires nothing more than a motion followed by the approved application submitted to the Gambling
Control Board.

Action:
Motion to recommend Council approve the attached application for the Anoka Women of Today to conduct bingo
at Ramsey Happy Days on September 12, 2015.

Attachments
Application for Exempt Permit - Anoka Women of Today

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 07/09/2015 01:17 PM
Form Started By: Diana Lund Started On: 07/01/2015 12:10 PM
Final Approval Date: 07/09/2015 









   
CC Regular Session   4. 6.           
Meeting Date: 07/14/2015  
By: Diana Lund, Finance

Information
Title

Approve Exemption for a Gambling License for Madelia Area Chamber of Commerce &
Visitors Bureau

Purpose/Background:
Purpose: The State Gambling Board requires a city to give approval to a non-profit organization for a gambling
event that is located within its city limits by acknowledging this approval by signing off on an application for
exempt permit.

The attached application is from the non-profit Madelia Area Chamber of Commerce & Visitors Bureau for
exemption from a lawful gambling license to hold a fund-raising raffle at Game Fair on August 7-9 and August
14-16, 2015.

The Madelia Area Chamber of Commerce & Visitors Bureau meets all of the requirements which allow them to
remain exempt from licensing, primarily from the the standpoint that commodities to be raffled are valued at less
than $50,000 in a calendar year.

Action:
Motion to recommend Council approve the exemption from a lawful gambling license for Madelia Area Chamber
of Commerce & Visitors Bureau to hold a raffle at Game Fair on August 7-9 and August 14-16, 2015.

Attachments
Application for Exempt Permit-Madelia Area Chamber of Commerce

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 07/09/2015 01:20 PM
Form Started By: Diana Lund Started On: 07/01/2015 12:20 PM
Final Approval Date: 07/09/2015 







   
CC Regular Session   4. 7.           
Meeting Date: 07/14/2015  
By: Tim Gladhill, Community Development

Information
Title
Approve Temporary Easement By and Between the City of Ramsey and GS Land, LLC for Lot 25, Harvest Estates
Located at 15153 Nowthen Blvd. NW; Case of GS Land, LLC

Purpose/Background:
GS Land, LLC has requested use of the existing parking lot at the former municipal center located at 15153
Nowthen Blvd. NW for staging and construction of Harvest Estates Phase I consisting of 32 detached single-family
lots. The City Council previously approved the plat.

Upon completion of final construction plans, GS Land, LLC has determined that it is necessary to impact the main
parking lot (upper) of the former municipal center. Broadly speaking, the impacts consist of the following: 

Staging of equipment and materials related to the construction of Harvest Estates Phase I in the main parking
lot (upper) and access from Nowthen Boulevard

1.

Demolition of a portion of the main parking lot (upper) to accomplish final grade for Phase I located within
Phase II

2.

Extension and relocation of utilities impacting Police Department parking lot to ensure continuous sanitary
sewer and water to existing buildings

3.

Notification:
Notification is not required. Staff has informed impacted tenants of the site as well as the Contractor for Fire Station
No. 2.

Observations/Alternatives:
Preliminary construction and staging has commenced on Harvest Estates. A majority of the area now owned by GS
Land, LLC is impacted by construction (grading, utilities, and streets) with limited areas for staging. It is common
for Developers to work with adjacent properties to seek areas for staging related to construction. The upper parking
lot has limited usage as the former municipal center is largely unused with the exception of the existing Fire Station
No. 2. Parking for Fire Station No. 2 is accommodated by the lower parking lot.

Originally, it was anticipated that all construction activities were to be contained to the Phase I area as shown on the
submitted construction plans. However, upon request by City Staff to prepare an individual grading plan for Phase I
only, it was discovered the Developer actually wanted to grade a small area of the parcel retained by the City which
will become part of Phase II. This area is delineated in the attached grading plan.

Additionally, in order relocate existing sanitary sewer and water utilities without disruption, the contractor must
remove the paving for the parking lot to the former Police Department and replaced upon completion of the utility
connections.

The attached easement has been prepared by the City Attorney.

Funding Source:
All costs associated with processing the request are the responsibility of the Applicant/Developer.

Recommendation:



Staff finds the request reasonable and necessary to complete construction of Harvest Estates Phase I. The loss of
parking stalls in the upper parking lot for the former municipal center should not negatively impact the current or
planned use of the Phase II area. The impacts to the parking lot for the former Police Department building are
necessary to relocate utilities and ensure that both existing buildings continue to maintain necessary services
(sanitary sewer and water).

Action:
Motion to approve temporary easement on Lot 25, Block 1, Harvest Estates with GS Land, LLC for staging and
construction of Harvest Estates Phase I as outlined in the attached easement.

Attachments
Site Location Map
Proposed Easement
Phase I Grading: Impacts to Lot 25
Phase I Utilities: Connection to Existing
Parking Lot Exhibit

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Patrick Brama Tim Gladhill 07/09/2015 09:32 AM
Tim Gladhill (Originator) Tim Gladhill 07/09/2015 09:33 AM
Patrick Brama Patrick Brama 07/09/2015 03:19 PM
Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 07/09/2015 03:25 PM
Form Started By: Tim Gladhill Started On: 07/08/2015 12:03 PM
Final Approval Date: 07/09/2015 
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TEMPORARY CONSTRUCTION EASEMENT 

 

 This indenture is made and entered into this ______ day of _______, 2015, by the 

City of Ramsey, a Minnesota municipal corporation (“Grantor”), and G S Land, LLC, a 

Minnesota limited liability corporation (“Grantee”). 

 

Recitals 

 

1. Grantor owns the following described Property: 

Lot 25, Block 1, Harvest Estates, Anoka County, Minnesota. 

2. Grantee owns the remainder of Harvest Estates and is commencing development 

of 32 single family home sites (“Phase I”). 

3. Grantor and Grantee are parties to a Purchase Agreement dated January 23, 2015, 

whereby Grantee contracted to purchase the Subject Property for the second phase 

of the Harvest Estates development. 

4. Grantee wishes to utilize a portion of the Subject Property to install erosion 

control fencing, perform grading and replace utilities (the “Improvements”), all in 

furtherance of Phase I (see Exhibit A). 

5. Grantee also wishes to utilize 5,000 square feet of the existing Upper Parking Lot 

on the Subject Property for storage of equipment during construction of Phase I 

(see Exhibit A). 
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6. Grantor desires to grant to Grantee a temporary easement relating to the 

construction of the Improvements and the storage of equipment in accordance with 

the terms and conditions set forth below. 

Temporary Easement 

1. The area of the Subject Property subject to the temporary easement granted below 

is that area between the erosion control fence line and Grantee’s property, 

including that portion of the Police Parking Lot overlying existing utilities 

(“Easement Area A”) and the southerly 5,000 square feet of the Upper Parking Lot 

that lies to the north of the erosion control fence (“Easement Area B”), as 

illustrated in Exhibit A. 

2. For good and valuable consideration, receipt of which is acknowledged by 

Grantor, Grantor grants and conveys to a temporary construction easement over 

and across Easement Area A for the following purposes: 

a. Install erosion control fencing on or along the line as shown in Exhibit A. 

b. Grade the Subject Property as shown on Exhibit A, which includes removal 

of the portion of the Upper Parking Lot south of the erosion control fence.   

c. Replace water and sanitary sewer lines to the former police station, which 

including the removal of only that portion of the Police Parking Lot as 

needed to accomplish the work.  The portion of the Lot removed shall be 

replaced with asphalt so as to be suitable for vehicular traffic. The Lot 

entrance shall be barricaded by Grantee during construction of the utilities. 

3. Grantor further grants and conveys a temporary construction easement over and 

across Easement Area B to allow storage of Grantor’s construction equipment.  

Said storage area may be accessed via the existing driveway off of Nowthen 

Boulevard.  Storage shall be for equipment only.  No hazardous materials or bulk 

materials (dirt, gravel, sand, etc.) shall be stored in Easement Area B. 

4. Grantee is solely liable for, and shall defend and indemnify Grantor against, any 

and all damages resulting from, arising out of or relating to its use of the Subject 

Property pursuant to this Temporary Construction Easement, except to the extent 

such damages are caused by the acts or omissions of Grantor, its employees or 

agents.   

5. Notwithstanding Grantee’s right to grade the Subject Property as set forth above, 

the spruce tree marked on Exhibit B shall not be destroyed, moved or damaged by 

Grantee.  The City shall remove the tree in November or December 2015 for use 

as its annual Holiday Tree. 
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6. The terms of this Easement are subordinate to all demolition, grading and other 

plans and specifications approved by the City concerning the Harvest Estates 

development, as well to the City Code and applicable state and federal law. 

7. This Easement shall terminate upon completion of the Phase I improvements or 

_____________, 2016, whichever is earler. 

 

 

City of Ramsey 

By: _____________________   Dated: _____________________ 

 Sarah Strommen, Mayor 

 

 

By: _____________________   Dated: _____________________ 

 Kurtis G. Ulrich 

 City Administrator 

 

 

 This instrument was acknowledged before me on _________________, 2015, by 

Mayor Sarah Strommen and City Administrator Kurtis G. Ulrich of the City of Ramsey 

as Grantor. 

 

       __________________________ 

(seal)       Notary Public 

 

 

G S Land, LLC 

 

By: ______________________   Dated: ____________________ 

  

 

Its: ______________________ 

 

 This instrument was acknowledged before me on ________________, 2015 by 

____________________ as ____________________ of G S Land, LLC as Grantee. 

 

 

       __________________________ 

(seal)       Notary Public 
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HARVEST ESTATES 
City of Ramsey 

Anoka County, Minnesota 

GENERAL EROSION CONTROL NOTES: 
EROSION CONTROL SCHEDULE: 

1.) INSTALL EROSION CONTROL MEASURES PRIOR TO ANY LAND DISTURBANCE. 
INSTALL SEDIMENT FILTERS IMMEDIATELY FOLLOWING INSTALLATION OF 
STRUCTURE. 

2.) SLOPES MUST BE STABILIZED BY BEING SEEDED AND COVERED WITH AN EROSION 
CONTROL BLANKET OR MULCHED WITH A TACKIFYING AGENT AS SOON AS 
POSSIBLE AFTER COMPLETION OF GRADING 

3.) ALL EROSION CONTROL INSTALLATIONS SHALL REMAIN IN PLACE AND BE 
MAINTAINED IN GOOD CONDITION BY THE CONTRACTOR/PERMITTEE UNTIL THE SITE 
HAS BEEN RE-VEGETATED, AT WHICH TIME THEY SHALL BE REMOVED. FOR 
PROPOSED PAVED SURFACE AREA, THE CONTRACTOR MAY REMOVE NECESSARY 
SILT FENCING TO CONSTRUCT ROADWAY WHILE MAINTAINING ADEQUATE EROSION 
CONTROL IN ADJACENT AREAS. 

4.) SUFFICIENT TOPSOIL SHALL BE STOCKPILED TO ALLOW FOR THE REPLACEMENT OF 
A MINIMUM OF 4" OF TOPSOIL FOR DISTURBED AREAS THAT ARE TO BE 
REVEGATATED. 

5.) THE CONTRACTOR/PERMITTEE SHALL SCHEDULE SITE GRADING, UTILITY 
INSTALLATION AND ROADWAY CONSTRUCTION SO THAT THE GENERAL SITE CAN 
BE MULCHED AND RE-SEEDED SOON AFTER DISTURBANCE. ALL DISTURBED 
AREAS SHALL BE SEEDED AND MULCHED WITHIN 14 DAYS AFTER COMPLETION OF 
FINAL GRADING OR AFTER 14 DAYS OF GRADING INACTIVITY. ALL MULCH 
MATERIAL SHALL BE DISCED INTO THE SOIL IN DIRECTION PERPENDICULAR TO 
THE STORMWATER FLOW OVER SUCH AREAS. 

6.) REVEGETATE WITH MNDOT MIX 50B OR 60B AT 75 LBS/ ACRE WITH TYPE 1 
MULCH AT 2000 LBS/ ACRE. 

EROSION CONTROL MAINTENANCE PROGRAM: 

1.) INSPECT CONSTRUCTION SITE ONCE EVERY 7 DAYS AND WITHIN 24 HOURS OF A 

RAINFALL EVENT OF MORE THAN ~ INCHES IN 24 HOUR PERIOD. 
2.) SEDIMENT DEPOSITS SHOULD BE REMOVED AFTER EACH STORM EVENT. THEY 

MUST BE REMOVED WHEN DEPOSITS REACH APPROXIMATELY ONE-HALF THE 
HEIGHT OF THE BARRIER. 

3.) SILT FENCE FABRIC SHALL BE REPLACED PROMPTLY WHEN IT DECOMPOSES OR 
BECOMES INEFFECTIVE BEFORE THE BARRIER IS NO LONGER NECESSARY. 

4.) ALL SOILS TRACKED ONTO PAVEMENT SHALL BE REMOVED DAILY. 
5.) ANY SEDIMENT REMAINING IN PLACE AFTER THE SILT FENCE OR FILTER FABRIC IS 

NO LONGER REQUIRED SHALL BE DRESSED TO CONFORM WITH THE EXISTING 
GRADE, PREPARED AND SEEDED WITH THE APPROPRIATE SEED MIX. 

6.) IN THOSE AREAS WHERE WOOD FIBER BLANKET OR OTHER SLOPE STABILIZATION 
METHOD HAS FAILED, THE SLOPE SHALL BE REESTABLISHED, SEED AND TOPSOIL 
REPLACED, AND ADDITIONAL SLOPE TREATMENT INSTALLED. 

7.) SILT FENCES SHALL BE REMOVED WHEN THEY HAVE SERVED THEIR USEFUL 
PURPOSE, BUT NOT BEFORE THE UPWARD SLOPE AREA HAS BEEN PERMANENTLY 
STABILIZED. REMOVAL IS REQUIRED WITH ALL TEMPORARY EROSION CONTROL 
FACILITIES (SEDIMENT FILTERS, HAY BALES, ETC.) ONCE SITE IS PERMANENTLY 
STABILIZED BY THE BUILDER. 

8.) ALL PERMANENT SEDIMENTATION BASINS MUST BE RESTORED TO THEIR DESIGN 
CONDITION IMMEDIATELY FOLLOWING PERMANENT STABILIZATION OF THE SITE. 

EROSION CONTROL LEGEND: 

-
. xxxxxxxxxxxx 
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CC Regular Session   4. 8.           
Meeting Date: 07/14/2015  
By: Tim Gladhill, Community Development

Information
Title
Consider Request from Lennar Homes to Stockpile Topsoil Supply On Site

Purpose/Background:
The City has received a request from Lennar Homes to stockpile topsoil to meet the City's topsoil requirement on
the site of Woodlands instead of importing from off site for each individual home site. Lennar Homes has access to
topsoil from a project Lennar is constructing in Medina, MN. Importing topsoil and correcting on site is
contemplated in the City's topsoil ordinance. Lennar shall be responsible for having the final product tested to
confirm that it meets the City's topsoil requirements prior to use of the material and a copy of those test results shall
be provided to the City.

Observations/Alternatives:
Staff acknowledges the opportunity to better re-use soil in a manner that reduces costs of development of
Woodlands. Staff does acknowledge concerns raised by residents of the previous phase of this development
(known as Sweetbay Ridge). Individual builders began stockpiling excess soil on a vacant lot along 161st Avenue.
Neighbors in close proximity submitted complaints to the City about the appearance of this stockpile becoming a
nuisance.

Funding Source:
All costs with processing the request are the responsibility of the Applicant/Developer.

Recommendation:
Staff does not object to the request, but does seek Council authorization, as this was not included in the original
grading plan. Staff will utilize appropriate tools and nuisance code provisions to address any future issues. The City
will retain sufficient dollars in surety to allow the City to correct any future issues if they do so arise.

Action:
Motion to allow Lennar Homes to stockpile topsoil on the site of Woodlands (formerly Country Club Hills) as
indicated in the attached plans.

Attachments
Site Location Map
Memo from Civil Engineer
Site Plan for Stock Pile

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Chris Anderson Chris Anderson 07/09/2015 10:14 AM
Bruce Westby Bruce Westby 07/09/2015 11:25 AM
Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 07/09/2015 01:23 PM
Form Started By: Tim Gladhill Started On: 07/02/2015 03:06 PM
Final Approval Date: 07/09/2015 
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Tim Gladhill

From: Brent Roshell <BrentR@apa-ces.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 09, 2015 9:38 AM
To: Tim Gladhill
Cc: David Hinners
Subject: WOODLANDS - STOCKPILE
Attachments: STOCKPILE.pdf

Tim, attached is a plan for the topsoil stockpile. This pile is a 10,000 cy pile at 7 feet in height. Erosion, turf establishment 
will be required. No tree removal will be required. Existing fencing along the back side of the pile to remain in place. 
 
Brent Roshell, PE 

 
 





   
CC Regular Session   4. 9.           
Meeting Date: 07/14/2015  
By: Jackie Lipski, Finance

Information
Title
Adopt Resolution # 15-07-176 Approving Cash Disbursements Made and Authorizing Payment of Accounts
Payable Invoicing Received During the Period of June 18, 2015 through July 8, 2015

Action:
Motion to Adopt Resolution # 15-07-176 Approving Cash Disbursements Made and Authorizing Payment of
Accounts Payable Invoicing Received During the Period of June 18, 2015 through July 8, 2015.

Attachments
Bills List 7/14/2015
Resolution 7/14/2015

Form Review
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Councilmember Riley introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption: 

 

RESOLUTION #15-07-176 

 

RESOLUTION APPROVING CASH DISBURSEMENTS MADE AND AUTHORIZING 

PAYMENT OF ACCOUNTS PAYABLE INVOICING RECEIVED DURING THE 

PERIOD OF JUNE 18, 2015 THROUGH JULY 8, 2015. 

 

 WHEREAS, the City of Ramsey Finance Department has made cash disbursements and 

received accounts payable invoicing during the period of June 18, 2015, through July 8, 2015, in 

the amount of $ 1,208,762.13 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 18, 2015, through July 8 2015, in the amount of $ 

1,208,762.13. 

 

 

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 Strommen 

 Councilmember Riley 

 Councilmember Shyrock 

 Councilmember Williams 

 Councilmember Johns 

 Councilmember Kuzma 

 Councilmember LeTourneau 

 

and the following voted against the same: 

 

 None 

 

and the following abstained: 

 

 None 

 

and the following were absent: 

 



RESOLUTION #14-12-261 

Page 2 of 2 

 None 

 

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

the 14th day of July, 2015. 

 

      __________________________________________ 

      Mayor  

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

       

City Clerk 

 



   
CC Regular Session   4. 10.           
Meeting Date: 07/14/2015  
Submitted For: Grant Riemer, Engineering/Public Works 
By: MaryJo Warner, Engineering/Public Works

Information
Title
Report from Public Works Committee meeting dated June 16, 2015
1. Consider Drainage Options for 173rd Avenue and Gibbon Street Area: Ratify the recommendation of the Public
Works Committee to recommend that the City Council consider ordering a feasibility study that will include an
analysis, determination of specific costs and how this works with policy, for Gibbon Street - 173rd Avenue
Drainage concerns.
2. Consider Recommendation for Zeolite Street Storm Sewer Extension to Lake Ramsey: No motion needed. Staff
has the guidance they need.
3. Consider Street Width Recommendation for Andrie Street and 164th Lane Reconstruction Project: Since the
original recommendation stands with looking at parking on one side in select areas as an amendment, no motion is
needed. 
4. Recommend Revising Street Names from (East) Town Center Drive to Center Street, and from East/West
Ramsey Parkway to Ramsey Parkway: Ratify the recommendation of the Public Works Committee that the City
Council rename (East) Town Center Drive to Center Street, and renaming East/West Ramsey Parkway to Ramsey
Parkway.

Committee/Staff Input
1. Minnesota Department of Health Variance on Fluoride Concentration in Drinking Water: No action taken; for
information purpose only.

Purpose/Background:
The Public Works Committee held its regular meeting on June 16, 2015 and discussed the following cases:

1. Consider Drainage Options for 173rd Avenue and Gibbon Street Area: Staff reviewed the report and each of the
4 options, noting that option 4, which involves constructing a storm sewer pipe within the right of way along
Gibbon Street and 173rd Avenue to provide an outlet from the pond to County Ditch 66, was the most promising.
Motion to ratify the recommendation of the Public Works Committee to recommend that the City Council consider
ordering a feasibility study that will include an analysis to determine specific costs and how this works with current
policy for option 4 of the Gibbon Street - 173rd Avenue drainage concerns.
2. Consider Recommendation for Zeolite Street Storm Sewer Extension to Lake Ramsey: City Engineer Westby
reviewed the staff report and noted the construction costs are preliminarily estimated at $175,000 and that this
project is included in the City’s 5-year Capital Improvement Program. The consensus of the Committee was to hold
off on constructing the improvements until it is needed, but to reinforce the plug in the pipe using concrete or wood
as needed. City Engineer Westby stated no motion is needed. Staff has the guidance they need.
3. Consider Street Width Recommendation for Andrie Street and 164th Lane Reconstruction Project: City Engineer
Westby reviewed the staff report and noted Street Reconstruction Bonds can be used to widen the street to



accommodate a bike lane for safety purposes. Staff would like to request Council authorization soon to complete a
Feasibility Report for construction in 2016. City Engineer Westby said no motion was needed since the original
recommendation stands, with looking at parking restrictions on one side in areas with trees as an amendment.
4. Recommend Revising Street Names from (East) Town Center Drive to Center Street, and from East/West
Ramsey Parkway to Ramsey Parkway: Staff stated the purpose of this case is to consider revising the name of the
north-south street between Sunwood Drive and 147th Lane from (East) Town Center Drive to Center Street, and to
revise the name of the east-west street between Armstrong Blvd and Ramsey Blvd from East/West Ramsey
Parkway to Ramsey Parkway. Motion to ratify the recommendation of the Public Works Committee to recommend
that the City Council rename (East) Town Center Drive to Center Street, and rename East/West Ramsey Parkway to
Ramsey Parkway.

Action:
Motion to ratify the recommendations of the Public Works Committee.

Attachments
Agenda

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Bruce Westby Bruce Westby 07/09/2015 11:19 AM
Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 07/09/2015 01:19 PM
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City of Ramsey
Agenda

Public Works Committee
Tuesday June 16, 2015

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 May 19, 2015 Public Works Committee meeting minutes.
 

5. Committee Business
 

1.   Consider Drainage Options for 173rd Avenue and Gibbon Street Area
 

2.   Consider Recommendation for Zeolite Street Storm Sewer Extension to Lake Ramsey
 

3.   Consider Street Width Recommendation for Andrie Street and 164th Lane Reconstruction Project
 

4.   Recommend Revising Street Names from (East) Town Center Drive to Center Street, and from
East/West Ramsey Parkway to Ramsey Parkway

 

6. Committee/Staff Input
 

1.   Minnesota Department of Health Variance on Fluoride Concentration in Drinking Water
 

7. Adjournment
 

Our Mission: To work together to responsibly grow our community, and to provide quality, cost-effective, and efficient government
services

  



   
Public Works Committee   4. 1.           
Meeting Date: 06/16/2015  
Submitted For: Grant Riemer, Engineering/Public Works 
By: MaryJo Warner, Engineering/Public Works

Title:
Approve May 19, 2015 Public Works Committee meeting minutes.

Purpose/Background:
To review and approve meeting minutes.

Timeframe:
5 minutes.

Observations/Alternatives:
n/a

Funding Source:
n/a

Recommendation:
Approve meeting minutes.

Action:
Motion to approve meeting minutes for May 19, 2015.

Attachments
May Minutes

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Grant Riemer Grant Riemer 06/11/2015 01:54 PM
Kurt Ulrich Jo Thieling 06/11/2015 03:29 PM
Form Started By: MaryJo Warner Started On: 06/11/2015 01:34 PM
Final Approval Date: 06/11/2015 
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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, May 19, 2015 at the 

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

 

Members Present: Chairperson Chris Riley  

   Councilmember Jill Johns 

   Councilmember Melody Shryock 

 

Also Present:  City Administrator Kurtis Ulrich 

   Public Works Superintendent Grant Riemer 

Community Development Director Timothy Gladhill 

City Engineer Bruce Westby 

 

1. CALL TO ORDER 

 

Chairperson Riley called the regular meeting of the Public Works Committee to order at 6:00 

p.m. 

 

2. CITIZEN INPUT 
 

Cassandra and Frank Miske, 17421 Gibbons Street NW, requested to discuss their property and 

drainage issues with it.  Ms. Miske noted they have been before this Committee several times in 

the past year.  She acknowledged the City has been working with them, and she questioned what 

the City will do differently in the next 30 days that is different than the last 60 days.  She 

explained a nearby property at 17540 Gibbons St. is in foreclosure and was sold on April 10.  

She expressed concern whether the drainage issues in that home were disclosed properly.  She 

stated the basement in that home was destroyed with drainage issues.  She questioned whether 

the intent of the new owner was to flip the house and sell it to unknowing people, as what 

happened to them. 

 

City Engineer Westby explained the plan is to bring the case forward to the City Council on June 

17.  He said staff had hoped to have information ready at this meeting, but that wasn't possible.  

There is a lot to consider with their property, including reconstruction of streets, possible lift 

stations, culverts, storm water modeling and researching older records.  Staff has not been able to 

conduct these activities due to the construction projects in the last two months.  He said the intent 

is to work on this issue and present information at the June 17 Council meeting.  In response to 

the question of information disclosure on the neighboring property, he stated he couldn't address 

that at this time. 

 

Ms. Miske pointed out that property had more flooding than hers.  The prior owners were an 

elderly couple and they could not keep up with the damage.  They let it go into foreclosure.  She 
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asked if there is a responsibility to the City to make sure this property isn't flipped without 

disclosing prior damage.   

 

City Engineer Westby noted disclosure of flooding and water damage is required by state law.   

 

Commissioner Shryock suggested it may be worth researching whether there is a statute of 

limitations once issues are discovered that should have been disclosed.  She stated she would 

likely go talk to the new owners as a neighbor and make sure they are aware of prior damage.  

She noted it may not be in the City's jurisdiction to be involved in a sale in that manner.   

 

Mr. Miske pointed out that on June 17, it will be one year that they have been seeking resolution 

to their case with the City. 

 

Chairperson Riley noted the Civil Engineer would be the staff person that should make a site 

visit. 

 

City Engineer Westby offered to be in touch with Mr. and Mrs. Miske to set up a site visit. 

 

3. APPROVE AGENDA 
 

Motion by Councilmember Johns, seconded by Councilmember Shryock to approve the agenda, 

as presented.   

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes:  Chairperson Riley, Councilmembers Johns and Shryock.  Voting 

No: None. 

 

4. APPROVE MINUTES 
 

4.01: Approve March 31, 2015 Meeting Minutes  
 

Motion by Councilmember Johns, seconded by Councilmember Shryock, to approve the 

following minutes: 

 

 Regular Meeting Minutes dated March 31, 2015 

  

Motion carried.  Voting Yes:  Chairperson Riley, Councilmembers Johns and Shryock.  Voting 

No: None. 

 

5. COMMITTEE BUSINESS 
 

5.01: Consider Recommending Council Approval of draft Assessment Agreement for 

Ridgepoint Residential Development Public Improvements, Improvement Project 

15-21  
 

City Engineer Westby reviewed the staff report.  He noted Randy Diers and Don Kveton were 

present to represent Village Bank.  The property owner is Village Bank, and they are not able to 
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fund the improvements to the land directly.  They have requested the City enter into an 

agreement with the bank and assess the improvements back to the bank.  The City would conduct 

the improvements and the inspections.  He stated the City has done this type of arrangement once 

before, with Legacy Christian Academy.  However, he pointed out, that was a larger project.  

This project is little risk to the City.  The City Attorney has noted the City is not obligated to 

approve this request, though his opinion is that this is an option if the City would like to allow it. 

 

City Administrator Ulrich asked if Mr. Diers would give a history of this project.   

 

Randy Diers, President of Village Bank, explained they have had this property for four years, 

and have tried to sell it for three years as it is currently zoned, which is commercial.  There has 

not been interest.  He said as they considered the property further, they started to envision 

residential lots, especially because of the proximity to the river.  He stated they were aware of 

the soil issues that had to be considered.  He noted the bank owns the property, but the bank is 

not a developer.  He explained regulation is rather specific in this type of situation.  One 

stipulation is the bank cannot be in speculation of real estate.  In order to ready the property for 

development, the construction loan needed has been prohibitive to the developers that have 

shown interest thus far.  He said the Bank had decided to ask the City for help in this issue and 

created the project to be of no risk to the City.   

 

Don Kveton, Chairman of the Board of Village Bank, explained he has been living in Ramsey 

for 16 years.  He is committed to follow through on the proposal.  He noted that the real estate 

language in the banking law could be interpreted several ways.  He stated he would like to keep 

this entire project as clean as possible to preserve both his and the Bank's reputations.  He said he 

also wants to do what he can to keep taxes down.  He reviewed some of the homes they have 

sold and areas he has developed.  He commented this is a nice piece of land, and there will be 

nice homes.  It is hard to show the land as it is; it needs to be cleaned up and made ready to 

show.  He said he is not worried about selling the land; it just needs to be cleaned up. 

 

Commissioner Shryock stated it was good to hear their opinions on this project.  She noted 

having these partnerships is beneficial.  This development is in need of their expertise. 

 

Commissioner Johns stated she is in favor of this agreement as well.  The City has put everything 

in place, and has endorsed this to be developed from the beginning.  Since the City has worked 

with the Bank before, we know they are a good partner and they will follow through.  She said 

this will be a good development, and agreed that it is very low risk. 

 

Chairperson Riley questioned if the Legacy Christian Academy assessment has been repaid to 

the City. 

 

City Administrator Ulrich explained that assessment was to be paid over a 15 to 20 year period.  

He stated the Academy has been current on their taxes, and thereby current on their assessment. 

 

Mr. Kveton pointed out when the lots sell, the City will get money back.  Every time a lot is 

closed on, he said the funds go to the City for the assessments.  He said he hoped his bank was 

out of this project in the next year. 
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Mr. Diers stated he did not want to hang onto this for the next few years, either.  He noted the 

market is strengthening.  He also pointed out this is not a development that would interest many 

developers as it is only seven homes. 

 

Chairperson Riley asked where in the agreement it states the City would be paid as lots are sold.  

He said he only noted where it said the City would be paid twice a year; in October and May.  He 

asked if the language could be added relating to payment as the lots are sold.   

 

City Administrator Ulrich answered that language could be added.  He explained the agreement 

is that the percentage that each lot is assessed would define the amount that is paid when the lot 

is sold.   

  

Chairperson Riley questioned whether the City was the Bank's only viable source of financing. 

 

Mr. Diers responded that is was.  He said they cannot take out a loan from another bank and they 

cannot self-loan.  He added that the assessments must be clear to deliver the title.   

 

Councilmember Shryock asked if there are any repairs that need to be done in the adjacent 

existing neighborhood and if they would be done as this development is in progress. 

 

Public Works Superintendent Reimer explained this development should not have much of an 

affect on the existing neighborhood.  The roads in that neighborhood have recently been 

sealcoated, and the drainage is good.   

 

Chairperson Riley noted the assessments will average to $85,000 per lot.  The allocation varies.  

He inquired if the amounts made sense with the anticipated selling price. 

 

Mr. Diers responded the higher value is placed on Lot 1, which has better access and view of the 

river.  He stated he would like to see someone take interest in lot 7, so they could put up a model.  

The property would show better.  He explained they are planning to add berming, and trees to 

create a buffer from the industrial area.  This will add to the value of the homes, and ultimately 

to the tax base.   

 

City Administrator Ulrich commented this has been a patient developer.  He said this may not 

have been developed if were in the private sector.  He noted there have been many issues with 

this property over the years.  There have been several potential uses for it.  This plan capitalizes 

on the river, as well as the trail.  The development will hopefully raise the level of the homes in 

the area.  This unique project with the bank backing it makes it less of a precedent-setting 

development for the City.  This project is relatively small, which means the bank can do it as a 

project and get it done in 3 years.  The Finance Director approves of the financial situation.  The 

City will get its return back, with 3.5% interest, which is more than with other investments.  He 

noted the language to clarify the timing of paying assessments will be added to the agreement.  

 

Motion by Councilmember Johns, seconded by Councilmember Shryock to recommend that the 

City Council approve the draft Assessment Agreement for Ridgepoint residential development 
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public improvements, Improvement Project 15-21 with the amendment of adding language that 

clarifies the City will be paid upon the sale of each lot. 

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes:  Chairperson Riley, Councilmembers Johns and Shryock.  Voting 

No: None. 

 

Mr. Kveton and Mr. Diers expressed gratitude for the staff's countless hours on this project and 

the staff's patience. 

 

6. COMMITTEE / STAFF INPUT 
 

6.01 Review of Trail Maintenance Policy Framework 
 

City Engineer Westby reviewed the staff report.  He noted staff would like to develop the draft 

policy and come back with a cost forecast with what it may cost to develop such a plan.  He said 

he was looking for input.    

 

Commissioner Johns said this plan should be done.  She noted the trails are getting to the point 

that they cannot be maintained simultaneously.  She said she prefers the PASER system since it 

is familiar to everyone.   

 

Commissioner Shryock stated she appreciates this policy framework.  It is needed.  She added 

she is particularly interested in making routes as ADA accommodating as possible.  She 

recommended developing some sort of priority rating that would take into account not only the 

condition of the pavement, but also the area.  She suggested the trails by schools or major 

thoroughfares could be considered to be on a priority list.     

 

Chairperson Riley agreed with using the PASER rating.  He asked if there was another system 

that could be used as measurement. 

 

Public Works Superintendent Riemer responded there are several systems that could be used, but 

the only difference is the meaning of the numbers change.  He suggested it is better to follow a 

system that is familiar to all.   

 

Chairperson Riley stated he would prefer to look at other seal-coating options.  He said if there is 

something else that maintains integrity and smoothness, it should be considered.  

 

Public Works Superintendent Riemer noted sand is sometimes used instead of rock.   

 

Commissioner Johns asked what the life expectancy is of the trails. 

 

Public Works Superintendent Riemer explained it varies due to the base that is used for the trail.  

Some trails have been around 25 years.  He said some trails are a base of sand and are basically 

constructed as roads so that heavy equipment for snowblowing can be used on them. He further 

explained trails are made with different depths depending on proximity to tree roots and land 

conditions.  
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Commissioner Shryock noted impervious coating was used in a park recently and asked if that 

would be feasible. 

 

Public Works Superintendent Riemer responded it is not known to be durable.  It may not be 

feasible for trails.   

 

Chairperson Riley advised staff keep in mind the cost of maintenance of trails in 10 years, as 

more are added.   

 

Chairperson Riley stated he studied the trail map and tried to identify any gaps in trails.  He said 

it seems it should be a priority to connect trails.   He pointed out the trail on Hwy 47 needs to be 

connected.  He inquired if this could be a focus as the new plan is developed.   

 

Development Services Manager Gladhill advised a trail map analysis had been done with a grant, 

and it identified gaps.  He offered to forward it to Chairperson Riley and the Commission.  

 

City Engineer Westby noted the CIP includes working on some of the gaps. 

 

Commissioner Shryock suggested staff consider the cost and process of acquiring property if 

needed.  The ownership of the road can be an issue in connecting trails.  She also suggested 

considering the width of shoulders on roads and the traffic on the roads when discussing closing 

gaps in trails.   She noted the current trails need to be maintained before adding more. 

 

City Engineer Westby announced there have been many discussions with the local businesses in 

regard to the construction on Armstrong Boulevard.   Some businesses have been erecting white 

sheet metal signs with black lettering.  The signs list individual businesses names.  This was to 

augment the local business signage on both sides of Hwy 10.  He noted the City has added 

generic signs with larger lettering so the signs can be seen easier while driving.  He pointed out 

staff has been hard at work trying to meet the concerns of the businesses, while treating all 

businesses fairly.  He also advised staff has been in discussions with Armstrong Kennel.  The 

owner is working with the County to put in his own signs.  The owner went to the Transportation 

meeting earlier in the week.  He will be putting up Game Fair parking signs on both Alpine and 

Puma.  He said it seems residents and businesses are starting to settle in as the first week of 

construction ends.   

 

Commissioner Johns asked if the generic signs work. 

 

Public Works Superintendent Riemer answered the generic signs do seem to work.   

 

City Engineer Westby noted the lane closures on Highway 10 will be removed later in the week.  

There will be intermittent lane closures, though that will happen on off hours.  He said restricted 

lanes will not the norm for the duration of this project. 

 

City Administrator Ulrich pointed out Police has been monitoring the traffic during the project 

and there have not been issues.  They will also be monitoring the side streets. 



Public Works Committee / May 19, 2015 

Page 7 of 8 

 

Chairperson Riley pointed out the past minutes indicated the crosswalk at Hwy 47 and CSAH 5 

is being studied.  He questioned how long the study will take place. 

 

City Engineer Westby answered this has been a challenging process.  There is now MnDOT 

direction.  He explained last fall MnDOT wanted to review the area in the spring and look for 

gaps in the trail system and crosswalk areas.  The “trail closed” sign was erected until such time 

as it would be studied in the spring.  However, there is new staff in MnDOT and therefore, 

different ideas of what needs to be done.  MnDOT would like to see a plan with certain 

constraints.  Staff has had issues with the City's survey equipment and this has delayed the land 

survey and subsequently, a plan draft.  If the equipment is not repaired this week, an outside 

company will be enlisted to conduct the survey.  The plans can then be developed over the next 

two weeks and sent to MnDOT for further consideration. 

 

City Engineer Westby raised the issue of the potential ramp at Stoney River, and explained their 

contractor was going to build the ramp on the west side.  Since the last discussion, there has been 

an agreement for the developer to provide a lump sum amount.  Staff can add the curbing for the 

area as it is needed.   

 

Development Services Manager Gladhill stated staff has reached out to the developer to see if 

they would handle the landscaping.  However, if the woods is not overhanging a trail, it is not a 

priority.  He also noted there have been discussions with the developer regarding clean up of 

buckthorn and other brush.  The developers have responded they did not have the funds to 

complete the clean up.   

 

City Administrator Ulrich advised the black mold on the bottom of the water tower on 

Dysprosium will begin to be cleaned in four to six weeks.  It will be cleaned with biodegradable 

materials.  This cleaning will be incorporated into regular maintenance from this point. 

 

Chairperson Riley questioned if some type of anti-mold substance will be applied.   

 

City Administrator Ulrich said the invoice stated there would be an anti fungal application.   

 

Chairperson Riley inquired if a drip edge would be needed to conduct long-term repair, and 

whether that is cost-prohibitive.   

 

Public Works Superintendent Riemer responded that would be expensive.  He said that could be 

done if the entire tower was stripped for repainting, but that is not needed for many years. 

 

7. ADJOURNMENT 
 

Motion by Councilmember Johns, seconded by Councilmember Shryock to adjourn the Public 

Works Committee meeting.  

 

Motion carried.   
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The regular meeting of the Public Works Committee adjourned at 7:14 p.m. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

______________________________ 

Grant Riemer 

Public Works Superintendent 

 

Drafted by Chris Moksnes 

TimeSaver Off Site Secretarial, Inc. 
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Meeting Date: 06/16/2015  
Submitted For: Len Linton, Engineering/Public Works 
By: Len Linton, Engineering/Public Works

Title:
Consider Drainage Options for 173rd Avenue and Gibbon Street Area

Purpose/Background:
The Deerwood plat was recorded in 1974. This was prior to the incorporation of the City of Ramsey. The plat
dedicated drainage and utility easements over some of the existing wetlands. The documents on file do not show
any culverts under the roads. Storm water management was not required when recording plats at that time.

Frank and Cassandra Miske, 17421 Gibbon St NW, contacted the City in the spring of 2014 with high water
concerns. They stated that water was coming up through the floor from the adjacent wetlands. Staff visited the site
and observed that the surrounding wetlands were full and the water level was near the road two lots to the north.
Staff is not aware of water flowing over Gibbon Street in 2014.

The area is land locked, there are no overland drainage routes unless the water level exceeds the lowest openings of
the homes in the area. The FEMA flood map shows flood plain to the north of this area over the existing wetlands.
This determination was not done with the detailed analysis method. Several residents came to a public works
committee meeting later in the year and again in the first part of 2015. The Public works committee requested that
additional research be done on potential solutions and that the results be brought back to the committee.

Staff visited the site in May and June 2015. The first visit was to drive through the area and get an overview of the
constraints in the neighborhood. Staff looked at the area on Iguana Street where jacked pipe could be installed. Staff
also looked at Gibbon Street and noted that water was flowing from west to east between 17540 and 17511 Gibbon
Street through a culvert under the road. This culvert was under water in 2014, staff felt there was a culvert based on
vegetation patterns but could not see it.
The second trip was to visit with the Miske’s and discuss the preliminary findings. Water was still flowing through
the culvert, although it appeared to be at slower rate as the eastern pond had filled up since the previous visit.

All elevations used in this analysis were obtained from LIDAR sources. LIDAR is relatively accurate; however,
heavy vegetative cover can give false results. Water was positively flowing from west to east in 2015 as noted
above. The flow direction in 2014 was not readily apparent, there may have been a slight east to west flow at this
area, indicating that water may flow to the north when the level is high enough.

Timeframe:
This discussion is anticipated to take 45 minutes.

Observations/Alternatives:
Staff identified two possible solutions for the March 2015 Public Works meeting. The first was to construct a pipe
to the southwest to connect to an existing county ditch. The second was to clean the county ditch through the
wetland to the north and east to provide an outlet for the area.

Option 1: This would require installing a pipe in an existing drainage and utility easement. The initial plan was to
install approximately 800 feet of pipe by jacking to avoid the large trees in the easement and the deep cut under
Iguana Street. This was determined to be infeasible after further investigation. The jacking pit would need to be
placed in one wetland and the receiving pit and pipe fusing area would need to be in the second area. Both areas are
over 400 feet from the nearest road. Access would require acquisition of additional easements. The fused pipe may



tend to sink into the wetland prior to being pulled back. The City did a project in 2012 where the boring machine
was placed on upland in an existing easement extending to the street. The welding of the pipe was done on planking
extended from an existing road. The jacked length was approximately 800 feet. The total project cost was $160,000.
The Gibbon street project would require additional easements and restoration of all disturbed lawn surfaces.

Option 2: This option looked at cleaning the existing county ditch that runs north of this development. This option
is not feasible because it would require lowering the existing surface area of some wetlands up to 2 feet. This is not
permitted under the Wetland Conservation Act.

Option 3: The Miske's suggested using a different set of drainage and utility easements to run the water to the west.
Evaluation of this route indicated that there are two high areas that would need to have pipe installed and that there
is minimal elevation difference between the beginning and ending points. This route is not feasible.

Option 4: Staff evaluated extending storm sewer pipe south in the Gibbon Street ROW then west in the 173rd
Avenue right of way to provide drainage from the area. This appears to be feasible. The location and elevation of
existing small utilities must be determined to better define the scope of this process. The normal water level of the
existing wetland east of Gibbon Street should also be determined when evaluating the overall feasibility of this
project. The pipe installation for this project is estimated at $275,000 - $300,000. This does not include acquisition
of additional easements if needed.

Funding Source:
Funding would come from the Stormwater Utility Fee. 

Recommendation:
Staff recommends further analysis of Option 4 to determine the overall feasibility the project. If the project were
determined to be feasible it should be added to the Capital Improvement Plan so that it can be evaluated during the
budget review process.

Action:
Motion to recommend the City Council consider ordering a feasibility study for Gibbon Street - 173rd Avenue
Drainage concerns.

Attachments
Aerial Map
Plan Profile

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Bruce Westby Bruce Westby 06/11/2015 01:30 PM
Grant Riemer Grant Riemer 06/11/2015 02:01 PM
Kurt Ulrich Jo Thieling 06/11/2015 03:30 PM
Patrick Brama Patrick Brama 06/11/2015 04:00 PM
Form Started By: Len Linton Started On: 06/09/2015 09:45 AM
Final Approval Date: 06/11/2015 
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Meeting Date: 06/16/2015  
By: Bruce Westby, Engineering/Public

Works

Title:
Consider Recommendation for Zeolite Street Storm Sewer Extension to Lake Ramsey

Purpose/Background:
Purpose:
The purpose of this case is to consider providing a recommendation to the City Council for extending the existing
storm sewer that runs along the west side of Zeolite Street to Lake Ramsey in 2015.

Background:
During development of Ramsey Town Center, 73” Arch Reinforced Concrete Pipe (A-RCP) storm sewer was
installed along the west side of Zeolite Street for the purpose of providing drainage from the Ramsey Town Center
8th, 9th, and 10th Additions, and to allow for future drainage of a portion of the developed/undeveloped areas to
the north. At the time the storm sewer was installed it was terminated just past the outside edge of the shoulder
along the south side of Bunker Lake Boulevard, west of Zeolite Street. The end of the storm sewer pipe was
covered with a sheet of plywood before being backfilled. This plywood sheet rotted and failed in 2012, at which
time it was replaced with another sheet of plywood as the expectation was that the line would be extended later that
year, which then never occurred.

This existing storm sewer line incorporates an outlet pipe from the triangular parcel of RTC 8th Addition in the
northwest corner of the intersection. Therefore, if the pipe fills with stormwater to a certain point the water can then
flow out of the pipe and into the triangular parcel where it is then stored until it can infiltrate into the ground.
However, the pipe always has some standing water in it (approximately a foot) so the sheet of plywood is
continually wet. Staff therefore recommends removing the plywood and extending the storm sewer to Lake Ramsey
as originally intended this year to prevent the plywood from failing, in which case a portion of the pavement along
Bunker Lake Boulevard could potentially fail.

It is important to note that at the time the storm sewer was terminated it was discussed whether the pipe could or
should be downsized by approximately half its diameter from the end of the existing pipe into Lake Ramsey,
primarily to save on construction costs. If this were to occur it would remove any ability for this storm sewer to
provide future drainage for the area north of RTC 10th Addition. Staff does not support downsizing the pipe for two
reasons. First, it is poor practice to reduce pipe size as you proceed downstream, especially if the pipe is downsized
significantly as was previously discussed. Second, reducing the pipe size would reduce or eliminate flexibility for
developing the area to the north. The estimated cost savings associated with reducing the pipe size would be less
than $50,000.

Timeframe:
Approximately 10 minutes for presentation and discussion.

Observations/Alternatives:
Staff has developed a draft set of plans and a preliminary cost estimate for the proposed improvements. Attached
are four of the draft plan sheets showing the proposed improvements and detour route. This work will include the
lowering of an existing 12” watermain line, and the removal and replacement of pavement areas along Zeolite
Street and Bunker Lake Boulevard. Detouring is proposed to be routed along Center Street during the week or two it
would take to construct the improvements and repave the roads.



Funding Source:
Construction costs are preliminarily estimated at $175,000. Project costs would be paid from the Storm Water
Utility Fund. This project is included in the City’s 5-year Street Maintenance Program for construction in 2015 at a
cost of $250,000, which includes indirect costs for administrative, engineering, finance, and legal fees.

Recommendation:
Staff recommends that the Public Works Committee recommend City Council approval of this project for
construction in 2015. If the Committee recommends Council approval, staff will finalize the plans and cost estimate
for presentation to the City Council on June 23, 2015.

Action:
Recommend or deny recommendation to the City Council for constructing this project in 2015.

Attachments
Draft plan sheets
Map

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Grant Riemer Grant Riemer 06/11/2015 11:29 AM
Kurt Ulrich Jo Thieling 06/11/2015 01:32 PM
Patrick Brama Patrick Brama 06/11/2015 02:07 PM
Form Started By: Bruce Westby Started On: 06/08/2015 09:38 AM
Final Approval Date: 06/11/2015 



GOVERNING SPECIFICATIONS
THE 2014 EDITION OF THE MINNESOTA DEPARTMENT OF

TRANSPORTATION "STANDARD SPECIFICATIONS FOR

CONSTRUCTION" SHALL APPLY.

ALL FEDERAL, STATE AND LOCAL LAWS, REGULATIONS

AND ORDINANCES SHALL BE COMPLIED WITH IN THE

CONSTRUCTION OF THIS PROJECT.

ALL TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES AND SIGNING SHALL

CONFORM TO THE CURRENT EDITION OF THE

MINNESOTA MANUAL ON UNIFORM TRAFFIC CONTROL

DEVICES,  INCLUDING THE FIELD MANUAL FOR

TEMPORARY TRAFFIC CONTROL ZONE LAYOUTS.

SHEET INDEX

SHEET NO. DESCRIPTION

1 TITLE SHEET

2 S.E.Q.

3-4 DETAILS

5 EXISTING CONDITIONS AND REMOVALS

6 STORM SEWER PROFILE

7 WATERMAIN PROFILE

8 RESTORATION PLAN

9 TRAFFIC CONTROL PLAN
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Public Works Committee   5. 3.           
Meeting Date: 06/16/2015  
By: Bruce Westby, Engineering/Public

Works

Title:
Consider Street Width Recommendation for Andrie Street and 164th Lane Reconstruction Project

Purpose/Background:
Purpose:
Consider providing a recommendation on street widths for reconstructing Andrie Street and 164th Lane, which are
currently scheduled for reconstruction in 2016.

Background:
In December of 2008, a Feasibility Report for reconstructing Andrie Street and 164th Lane was completed. In
2009, plans and specifications were prepared, including an alternate bid for constructing sidewalks with the project.
This project was then bid but never constructed due to a controversy that arose over whether sidewalks should be
constructed with the project, as well as due to some project funding questions.

On May 21, 2013, the Public Works Committee directed staff to update the estimated project costs for
reconstructing Andrie Street and 164th Lane as proposed in 2008/2009, but without concrete sidewalks. The
Committee also directed staff to explore costs for widening the pavement to accommodate on-road bicycle lanes for
use by pedestrians and bicyclists.

On May 20, 2014, staff provided updated costs to the Public Works Committee for reconstructing Andrie Street
and 164th Lane as either a 32-foot wide street with concrete sidewalk on one side, or as a 36-foot wide street with
an on-road bike lane on one side. The estimated costs reflected 2009 pricing. It was also discussed that no petitions
were received requesting improvements to Andrie Street and 164th Lane since petitions were originally received in
May of 2008. However, there appeared to be a renewed interest by some of the residents to reconstruct Andrie
Street and 164th Lane, though based on preliminary feedback the addition of a concrete sidewalk is not favored.

On June 17, 2014, staff again discussed this project with the Public Works Committee who decided to wait until an
assessment policy was developed, and until further direction on MSA requirements was known, to further discuss
this project. Since this time, a Special Assessments Policy was adopted (December 2014) and staff has had further
opportunities to review the project in relation to applicable MSA standards. Staff is therefore looking to move this
project along again so it can be bid next winter. All that remains now is to define the proposed typical section
including all driving, parking, bike lane, and shoulder widths.

Timeframe:
This case is estimated to conclude in 25 minutes or less.

Observations/Alternatives:
Both Andrie Street and 164th Lane are part of our Municipal State-Aid Street (MSAS) system so MnDOT state-aid
standards must be followed during design and construction. Minnesota rule 8820.9941 determines the minimum
design width for on-road bicycle facilities for urban reconstruction projects, which allows for 5 or 6 foot wide bike
lanes. The Public Works Committee previously recommended using 5 foot bike lanes and 11 foot drive lanes to
reduce the proposed overall road width.

The following design criteria apply to Andrie Street and 164th Lane;
• Functional class = collector



• Traffic volumes = < 2,000 ADT (450 to 1,250 ADT in 2009)
• Design speed = 30 mph
• Parking = originally proposed on one side only (opposite on-road bike lane) but the City can request a no-parking
variance if a good reason exists why parking should not be allowed/provided for.

The 2009 estimated costs for reconstructing Andrie Street and 164th Lane as 32 foot wide streets with concrete
curb and gutter, storm sewer, and a 5 foot wide concrete sidewalk along one side was $1,813,000, including indirect
costs. If the 5 foot concrete sidewalk is removed and the streets are widened by 4 feet to accommodate two 11 foot
drive lanes and a 6 foot wide on-road bicycle lane, the 2009 estimated costs, including indirect costs, becomes
$1,647,000. Therefore, based on 2009 estimated costs it is estimated to cost about $166,000 less to construct the
on-road bike lane than the off-road sidewalk.

Based on direction received from the Public Works Committee on May 20th, 2014, staff updated the 2009
engineer’s estimate to reflect 2014 estimated costs for reconstructing Andrie Street and 164th Lane as a 36-foot
wide street with two 11-foot lanes and a 6-foot bike lane at $1,758,000. This included 20% indirect costs for
engineering and administration, and reflected an estimated increase of $111,000 in project costs from 2009 to 2014.
Staff also updated the 2009 estimate to reflect 2014 estimated costs for reconstructing Andrie Street and 164th Lane
as a 32 foot wide street with no concrete sidewalk or on-road bike lane, as was originally proposed. This cost was
estimated at $1,665,000 and included 20% indirect costs for engineering and administration.

Since this was last discussed by the Public Works Committee in June of 2014, the City has adopted a Special
Assessments Policy and has secured bond funds for the next five years of street reconstruction projects, including
both Andrie Street and 164th Lane. Unfortunately, the secured bond funds do not allow for the addition of sidewalk
or trails, or for widening streets. As such, sidewalks or trails cannot be added along Andrie Street and 164th Lane,
and the streets cannot be widened unless local funds are used to pay for such improvements. Therefore, staff is
seeking direction from the Committee on whether Andrie Street or 164th Lane should be widened to accommodate
pedestrian facilities, or whether sidewalk or trails should be added, either of which would add local costs to the
project.

Funding Source:
This project is currently listed in the CIP for reconstruction in 2016. As previously noted, bond funds are in place to
fund the surface improvements required for this project, which would be paid back in part through the collection of
special assessments. The Storm Water Utility Fund would fund the required storm water improvements.

Recommendation:

Staff is not prepared to offer a recommendation at this time, but based on everything that is known to date a
no-parking variance would appear to be very unlikely for this project. As such, on-road parking will likely need to
be provided thereby reducing the likelihood that an on-road bike lane could be provided without exceeding the
existing street width, resulting in increased local funding needs for the project. If the Committee wants staff to
pursue this further, staff will request additional direction from MnDOT’s State Aid Office in hopes of being able
to provide definitive direction for the Committee at their July meeting.

Action:
Recommend or deny recommendation for street widths of reconstructed Andrie Street and 164th Lane.

Attachments
No file(s) attached.

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Grant Riemer Grant Riemer 06/11/2015 01:06 PM



Kurt Ulrich Jo Thieling 06/11/2015 01:31 PM
Patrick Brama Patrick Brama 06/11/2015 02:07 PM
Form Started By: Bruce Westby Started On: 06/08/2015 09:37 AM
Final Approval Date: 06/11/2015 



   
Public Works Committee   5. 4.           
Meeting Date: 06/16/2015  
By: Bruce Westby, Engineering/Public

Works

Title:
Recommend Revising Street Names from (East) Town Center Drive to Center Street, and from East/West Ramsey
Parkway to Ramsey Parkway

Purpose/Background:
Purpose:
The purpose of this case is to consider revising the name of the north-south street between Sunwood Drive and
147th Lane from (East) Town Center Drive to Center Street, and to revise the name of the east-west street between
Armstrong Boulevard and Ramsey Boulevard from East/West Ramsey Parkway to Ramsey Parkway.

Background:
Center Street -
The construction of the new street segment between Sunwood Drive and Bunker Lake Boulevard known as Center
Street is nearly complete. Street signs were recently installed per attached plan sheets 33 and 34. As shown, these
signs designate the entire street segment between Sunwood Drive and Bunker Lake Boulevard as “Center Street”.
As part of the project, the two existing “E TOWN CENTER DR” street name sign panels at East Ramsey Parkway
were replaced with “Center Street” sign panels, as was the existing “Town Center Dr” street name sign panel north
of Bunker Lake Boulevard. The existing “Town Center Dr” street name sign at 147th Lane remains and was not
replaced as part of the project. Attached are photos of the existing street name signs along Town Center
Drive/Center Street for reference.

Staff is seeking a recommendation from the Public Works Committee for replacing the existing “Town Center Dr”
street name sign panel at 147th Lane to “Center Street”, and to add “Center Street” street signs on the south side of
the intersection with Bunker Lake Boulevard, and at the intersection with 146th Avenue. No street name signs
currently exist at these two locations. Completing this work would change the name of this street from Town Center
Drive to Center Street between Sunwood Drive and 147th Lane.

New street name signs can be produced in-house using the City’s sign lab. Estimated costs for replacing the sign
panel at 147th Lane is $50, and $400 for adding the two new intersection street signs, including posts. This results in
a total estimated cost of $450 for the Center Street sign modifications proposed by staff. This cost does not include
labor.

Only one property is address off of East Town Center Drive, the City’s pump house, which will not present a
problem if renaming street. 

Ramsey Parkway –
The existing street name signs at each of the intersections along East Ramsey Parkway read “E RAMSEY PKWY”.
As the naming convention currently stands, any new signs installed west of Center Street would read “W Ramsey
Pkwy”. Staff proposes to change the street name along this entire corridor to “Ramsey Parkway” by dropping the
“East” and “West” designations. This will simplify addressing properties along this corridor in the future, and will
allow people to find their intended destinations easier. And by doing so now it will reduce the number of address
changes required in the future.

Currently, 20 residential properties, the Draw, and PACT Charter School are addressed off of East Ramsey
Parkway. If the Public Works Committee recommends changing the name of this street to Ramsey Parkway, staff



will contact PACT Charter School to discuss related cost impacts and to address any concerns they may have as
related to the name change. If PACT Charter School approves of the change, staff would propose to contact each of
the impacted property owners to notify them of the proposed street name change, and would then follow up by
changing all existing street name signs, of which there are nine, to “Ramsey Pkwy”.

Again, the new street name sign panels can be produced in-house using the City’s sign lab at an estimated cost of
$50 each, resulting in a total estimated cost for replacing the existing sign panels along East Ramsey Parkway of
$450.

If both street name changes are recommended the total estimated cost to the City would be $900.

Timeframe:
Approximately 10 minutes for presentation and discussion.

Observations/Alternatives:
Simplifying the naming convention of streets allows drivers to find their intended destinations easier, and results in
less confusion and errors for mail carriers.

Funding Source:
All costs would be paid through the Public Works streets maintenance budget.

Recommendation:
Staff recommends renaming (East) Town Center Drive to Center Street, and East/West Ramsey Parkway to Ramsey
Parkway, for reasons stated herein.

Action:
Recommend or deny recommendation to rename (East) Town Center Drive to Center Street, and renaming
East/West Ramsey Parkway to Ramsey Parkway.

Attachments
Center St Plan Sheets 33&34
Existing Sign Pictures
Street Map

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Tim Gladhill Tim Gladhill 06/11/2015 11:34 AM
Grant Riemer Grant Riemer 06/11/2015 11:41 AM
Kurt Ulrich Jo Thieling 06/11/2015 01:32 PM
Patrick Brama Patrick Brama 06/11/2015 02:08 PM
Form Started By: Bruce Westby Started On: 06/08/2015 09:41 AM
Final Approval Date: 06/11/2015 











   
Public Works Committee   6. 1.           
Meeting Date: 06/16/2015  
Submitted For: Grant Riemer, Engineering/Public Works 
By: Grant Riemer, Engineering/Public Works

Title:
Minnesota Department of Health Variance on Fluoride Concentration in Drinking Water

Purpose/Background:
On April 27, 2015, the United States Department of Health & Human Services (HHS) (and Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention (CDC)) finalized new guidance which recommends a single national fluoride level of 0.7
mg/L at community public water supplies.
The updated HHS and CDC recommendation was based on recent U.S. Environmental Protection Agency and
HHS scientific assessments to balance the benefits of preventing tooth decay while limiting any potential negative
health effects of high fluoride consumption, specifically dental fluorosis. Dental fluorosis, a discoloration of the
tooth surface that may range from barely discernable markings to brown stains to surface pitting, may occur when
excessive fluoride is consumed during tooth development (usually before age 8).
In light of this new optimal fluoride concentration in drinking water recently proposed by the HHS and CDC, MDH
will begin a formal rulemaking process in the future to make changes to Minnesota Rule 4720.0030, which states:

Fluoride content. The fluoride content of the water shall be controlled to
maintain an average concentration of 1.2 milligrams per liter; the concentration shall be neither less than 0.9
milligrams per liter nor more than 1.5 milligrams per liter.

In the meantime, MDH is allowing systems to apply for a variance to the current rule as allowed by Minnesota
Statute 14.055, which states that “a person or entity may petition an agency for a variance from a rule adopted by
the agency, as it applies to the circumstances of the petitioner.” It also states:

Discretionary variances. An agency may grant a variance if the agency finds that:
(1) application of the rule to the petitioner would result in hardship or injustice;
(2) variance from the rule would be consistent with the public interest; and
(3) variance from the rule would not prejudice the substantial legal or economic rights of any person or
entity

Municipal public water supply (PWS) owners interested in maintaining a lower optimal fluoride concentration in
drinking water, at an average of 0.7 mg/L within the range of 0.5 to 0.9 mg/L, can request a discretionary variance
to Rule 4720.0030. The city of Ramsey utility department submitted our request for variance the week of 5/27/2015

Timeframe:
5 Minutes

Observations/Alternatives:
While this variance will help us reduce the amount of fluoride we inject into our drinking water and the quantity of
fluoride we purchase, the extent of those savings is ultimately dependent on weather and consumer use.

Funding Source:
Utility Fund 9601

Recommendation:
Informational only

Action:
Informational only



Informational only

Attachments
No file(s) attached.

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Kurt Ulrich Jo Thieling 06/11/2015 01:32 PM
Patrick Brama Patrick Brama 06/11/2015 02:18 PM
Form Started By: Grant Riemer Started On: 06/10/2015 08:46 AM
Final Approval Date: 06/11/2015 



   
CC Regular Session   7. 1.           
Meeting Date: 07/14/2015  
By: Bruce Westby, Engineering/Public

Works

Information
Title:
Adopt Resolution #15-07-175 Ordering Feasibility Report for 2016 Street Maintenance Program Division C,
Andrie Street and 164th Lane Reconstruction; Improvement Project #16-00

Purpose/Background:
Purpose:
The purpose of this case is to adopt Resolution #15-07-175 ordering preparation of a Feasibility Report for the
Division C improvements of the 2016 Street Maintenance Program, Improvement Project #16-00, which involves
reconstructing Andrie Street and 164th Lane between Alpine Drive and Jarvis Street. These streets measure
approximately 2 miles in length in total. Figure 1 (attached) shows the proposed project scope.

Background:
Both Andrie Street and 164th Lane are part of our Municipal State-Aid Street (MSAS) system so MnDOT State Aid
standards must be complied with during design. Both streets are classified as collectors, have traffic volumes less
than 2,000 ADT, and have 30 mph design speeds. Based on these criteria, State Aid standards call for a minimum
design width for on-road bicycle lanes of 5’ to 6’ (Staff proposes 6’ for safety purposes), 8’ parking lanes, and 11’
to 12’ drive lanes (Staff proposes 11’ drive lanes to help keep street widths to a minimum).

Existing Conditions –
Andrie Street and 164th Lane were originally constructed in 1985. Both streets are 31’ wide from back of curb to
back of curb, and have pavement sections consisting of 2” of bituminous over 4” of class 5 aggregate base with
bituminous berm curbing. Both streets received cracksealing and sealcoating improvements in 1999.

The pavement sections on both streets are in poor condition and have Pavement and Surface Evaluation Rating
(PASER) ratings of 2. This places them just slightly better than the pavement conditions on Garnet Street, 168th
Avenue, and Jarvis Street, which all have PASER ratings of 1 but are being reconstructed in 2015. The pavement
surface is exhibiting numerous types of deformation, but of particular interest is the significant raveling that is
occurring along the gutter lines due to the frequent flow of water along the gutters. While some of this water is
directly attributable to stormwater runoff from rain and snowmelt events, much of it is also due to the numerous
irrigation systems being used along these streets.

No off or on-road pedestrian facilities exist.

Minimal storm sewer exists in the form of catch basins with concrete pipe leading to outlets to adjacent low areas.

No public water supply or sanitary sewer utilities exist in this area of the City.



Proposed Improvements –
Due to the poor condition of the pavement sections, Andrie Street and 164th Lane are proposed to be reconstructed
in 2016 per the City’s Capital Improvement Plan.

In 2008, the City adopted a Feasibility Report for reconstructing these streets. At that time, the proposed
improvements included reclaiming the existing bituminous pavement and curbing and using it to provide 4” to 6”
of base material for the proposed 3½” of new bituminous pavement. The street width was proposed to be 32’ wide
and centered in the 66’ right of way, and a concrete sidewalk was also being considered.

In 2009, the City prepared plans and specifications and advertised for bids, which included an alternate bid for
constructing sidewalks along both streets. However, a controversy arose over whether sidewalks should be
constructed with the project, as well as over proposed assessment amounts. These issues eventually led to a petition
being filed against the project, effectively killing it. A copy of the 2008 Feasibility Report is attached for reference,
which includes copies of the project petition and sidewalk survey results.

Over the last year and a half, Staff has discussed the proposed improvements with the Public Works Committee on
several occasions to determine how to best move this project forward to avoid further delays. While there has been
a renewed interest by some area residents to reconstruct Andrie Street and 164th Lane, similar to 2008 there appears
to be little interest in constructing sidewalks with the project. After much discussion, the Public Works Committee
passed a motion to recommend that the City Council order a Feasibility Report to explore the use of an on-road
bike lane in place of off-road sidewalks. The Public Works Committee recommends a 36’ wide street section with
two 11’ lanes, a 6’ on-road bike lane on one side, and an 8’ parking lane on the other side, though it was discussed
that several areas have trees near the street which may allow the City to request a variance from State Aid standards
to allow on-street parking to be removed from those areas to save the trees. Staff will explore the viability of a
variance while preparing the Feasibility Report. The on-road bike lane is intended to connect the trail along the
north side of Alpine Drive to the proposed on-road bike lanes to be constructed along Jarvis Street in 2015.

The existing storm sewer system will need to be reconstructed since the street is proposed to be widened. This will
also require additional stormwater treatment facilities to meet the Lower Rum River Watershed Management
Organizations permit requirements.

Public utilities are not proposed to be constructed with this project since there are no plans to serve this area with
City utilities.

Public Works staff has spent a considerable amount of time and money patching these streets in recent years and
has recently had to enlist the services of a contracted spray patcher to help fill potholes to maintain the streets in
reasonable condition. Reconstructing these streets will therefore allow City staff to expend resources to maintain
streets in other areas of the City more effectively in future years.

Notification:
No notifications are required for this case.

Observations/Alternatives:
Observations:
The Feasibility Report will explore numerous aspects of the proposed improvements including whether the
proposed improvements are feasible and necessary, whether they are cost-effective, and whether they should be
completed as proposed or in conjunction with some other improvement project. The estimated costs of the proposed
improvements will be explored in more detail, as will a project funding program including a description of the
methodology used to calculate individual assessments for affected parcels. A proposed project schedule will also be
identified.

Completing the Feasibility Report at this time will allow the City to develop the project in a timely manner and to
advertise for bids over the winter when bidding is typically most competitive.

Alternatives:



Alternatives:
Alternative Action #1 – Motion to adopt Resolution #15-07-175 ordering a Feasibility Report for the Division C
improvements of the 2016 Street Maintenance Program, Improvement Project #16-00, which involves
reconstructing Andrie Street and 164th Lane between Alpine Drive and Jarvis Street.

Alternative Action #2 – Motion to deny adoption of Resolution #15-07-175 at this time.

Funding Source:
The Feasibility Report will be completed in-house as part of staff’s regular duties. Soil borings will be required to
complete the geotechnical evaluation section of the report. This work is estimated to cost $5,000 to $10,000. All
other costs required to prepare the report will be minimal.

Special assessments to benefiting properties are proposed to fund a portion of the improvements. Street
Reconstruction Bonds will fund the majority of the project costs, including all costs incurred to prepare this
Feasibility Report. Storm Water Funds will be used to pay for storm sewer improvements. Other funding sources
will also be explored within the Feasibility Report.

Recommendation:
Staff recommends selecting Alternative Action #1 to allow the project to be developed in a timely manner in 2015,
and to be constructed in 2016. Since special assessments are proposed to pay for a portion of the project costs, a
Feasibility Report must be completed to comply with the Chapter 429 process requirements.

Action:
Motion to adopt or deny adoption of Resolution #15-07-175 ordering a Feasibility Report for the reconstruction of
Andrie Street and 164th Lane between Alpine Drive and Jarvis Street in 2016.

Attachments
Res 15 07 175
Figure 1
2008 Feasibility Report
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Councilmember _________ introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption: 
 

RESOLUTION #15-07-175 
 
RESOLUTION ORDERING PREPARATION OF FEASIBILITY REPORT FOR 
RECONSTRUCTING ANDRIE STREET AND 164TH LANE 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Ramsey proposes to reconstruct Andrie Street between Alpine 
Drive and 164th Lane, and to assess the benefitted properties for all or a portion of the cost of the 
improvements, pursuant to Minnesota Statutes, Chapter 429; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Ramsey proposes to reconstruct 164th Lane between Andrie 
Street and Jarvis Street, and to assess the benefitted properties for all or a portion of the cost of 
the improvements, pursuant to Minnesota Statutes, Chapter 429. 
 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 
CITY OF RAMSEY, ANOKA COUNTY, STATE OF MINNESOTA, as follows: 
 
That the proposed improvement, designated as Improvement Project No. 16-00 Division C, be 
referred to the City Engineer for study and that the City Engineer is instructed to report to the 
Council with all convenient speed advising the Council in a preliminary way as to whether the 
proposed improvement is necessary, cost-effective, and feasible; whether it should best be made 
as proposed or in conjunction with some other improvement; the estimated cost of the 
improvement as recommended; and a description of the methodology used to calculate individual 
assessments for affected parcels. 
 
The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Councilmember 
___________, and upon vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor thereof: 
 
and the following voted against the same: 
 
and the following abstained: 
 
and the following were absent: 
 
Whereupon said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted by the Ramsey City Council 
this the 14th day of July, 2015. 
 
 
              
       Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
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CC Regular Session   7. 2.           
Meeting Date: 07/14/2015  
By: Bruce Westby, Engineering/Public

Works

Information
Title:
Adopt Resolution #15-07-173 Accepting Bids and Awarding a Contract for 2015 Street Maintenance Program
Division A, Sealcoat Improvements; Improvement Project #15-00

Purpose/Background:
Purpose:
The purpose of this case is to accept bids and award a contract for Division A of the 2015 Street Maintenance
Program, sealcoating improvements.

Background:
As part of the city's long-term Street Maintenance Program, various city streets receive cracksealing and sealcoating
improvements each year to help maximize the life expectancy of street pavement sections. Cracksealing streets
helps prevent stormwater runoff from seeping through cracks in the pavement and through joints between the
pavement and concrete curb and gutter and/or utility castings, reducing the potential for future pavement damage
due to wet subgrade soils and frost heaving. Sealcoating streets helps protect the pavement from the negative effects
of stormwater runoff, the sun’s rays, and oil based by-products deposited on the surface of the pavement by vehicles.

The 2015 Street Maintenance Project proposes to crackseal and sealcoat approximately 12.8 miles of public streets
located throughout the City. Attached are Exhibits A through E which show the locations of all streets proposed to
be improved with Division A of the 2015 Street Maintenance Program.

Bids were opened on July 9th. A total of two bids were received, and were checked for errors and omissions. The
bid of Pearson Brothers was adjusted to account for a math error in the alternate bid category.. A tabulation of the
bids, including adjustments, is below.

CONTRACTOR BASE
BID

ALT.
BID

TOTAL
BID 

Pearson Brothers, Inc. $248,685.50 $6,810.62* $255,496.12*
Allied Blacktop Company $288,250.69 $7,317.94 $295,568.63
Engineer’s Estimate $262,286.92 $14,871.04 $277,157.96
* = adjusted bid price

The bids included an alternate bid to allow Staff to employ and evaluate two new pavement maintenance treatments
this year as part of the Division A improvements. The alternate treatments include the use of Traprock on a small
area of the project instead of the more costly granite rock that has typically been used for sealcoating streets.
Several other cities have started using Traprock on all their streets therefore staff wishes to evaluate the
effectiveness of Traprock on the streets identified in Exhibit E. The second alternate treatment includes fogsealing
several newly sealcoated streets to evaluate the benefits of applying fogsealing over freshly sealcoated streets.



several newly sealcoated streets to evaluate the benefits of applying fogsealing over freshly sealcoated streets.
Again, several other cities are fogsealing over new sealcoat applications and have found benefits including aesthetic
benefits that allow the pavement to look newer for longer, and longevity benefits as the fogsealing locks the rocks
into place longer thereby preventing the rocks from being tracked into garages, homes and businesses on tires and
the shoe bottoms. The streets proposed to receive fogsealing applications are identified in Exhibit C.

Upon acceptance of bids and award of a contract, staff will contact the contractor to obtain a work schedule which
will then be posted on the City web site and conveyed to adjacent property owners via letter. The earliest work
could likely commence would be July 27th.

Notification:
Advertisements for bids were published in the Anoka Union Herald and in Finance and Commerce on June 12th,
19th, and 26th.

Observations/Alternatives:
Observations:
The streets identified for receiving improvements with Division A of the 2015 Street Maintenance Program were
selected by City staff based on various criteria including their Pavement and Surface Evaluation Rating (PASER),
previous maintenance history, project scope, and other more intangible criteria.

Alternatives:
Alternative #1 - Motion adopting Resolution #15-07-173 accepting bids and awarding a contract for 2015 Street
Maintenance Program Division A, Sealcoat Improvements; Improvement Project #15-00.

Alternative #2 - Motion denying adoption of Resolution #15-07-173 at this time.

Funding Source:
A total of $500,000 was budgeted for sealcoating work in 2015. The low bid was $255,496.12 which leaves
$244,503.88 available to pay for indirect costs including administrative, engineering, finance, and legal fees, and
for hiring contracted spray patching services in 2015 to complete other sealcoating work previously identified by
staff. Available funds can also be applied toward overlay projects. 

No assessments are proposed to fund any portion of Division A of the 2015 Street Maintenance Program. 

Recommendation:
Staff recommends Alternative Action #1.

Action:
Motion to accept adoption of Resolution #15-07-173.

Attachments
Res 15 07 173
Exhibits A - E
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Councilmember _____ introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption: 
 

RESOLUTION #15-07-173 
 

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING BIDS AND AWARDING A CONTRACT FOR 2015 
STREET MAINTENANCE PROGRAM DIVISION A, SEALCOAT IMPROVEMENTS; 
IMPROVEMENT PROJECT #15-00 
 

WHEREAS, the City of Ramsey adopted a budget for 2015 that included $500,000 for 
sealcoating various public streets as part of the City’s annual Street Maintenance Program; and 

 
WHEREAS, pursuant to a resolution of the City Council adopted June 9, 2015, the City 

Council accepted final plans and specifications and authorized advertisements for bids for said 
improvements; and 

 
WHEREAS, bids were received, opened, and tabulated on July 9, 2015, and the 

following bids were found to comply with the advertisement for bids; and 
 

CONTRACTOR BASE 
BID 

ALT. 
BID 

TOTAL 
BID  

Pearson Brothers, Inc. $248,685.50 $6,810.62* $255,496.12* 
Allied Blacktop Company $288,250.69 $7,317.94 $295,568.63 
Engineer’s Estimate $262,286.92 $14,871.04 $277,157.96 

*= adjusted bid price 
 
WHEREAS, the bid of Pearson Brothers of Hanover, Minnesota, in the adjusted amount 

of $255,496.12 for the base bid plus alternate bid for the construction of said improvements in 
accordance with the approved plans and specifications and advertisement for bids, is the lowest 
responsible bidder and their bid shall be and hereby is accepted. 

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

1) The Mayor and City Administrator are hereby authorized and directed to enter into a 
contract with said bidder for the construction of said improvements for and on behalf of 
the City of Ramsey. 
 

2) The City Administrator is hereby authorized and directed to return forthwith to all 
bidders the deposits made with their bids at such time that a contract has been executed. 

 
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 14th day of July, 2015. 
 
 
              
       Mayor 
ATTEST: 
 
 
      
City Clerk 
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CC Regular Session   7. 3.           
Meeting Date: 07/14/2015  
By: Bruce Westby, Engineering/Public

Works

Information
Title:
Adopt Resolution #15-07-174 Accepting Bids and Awarding a Contract for 2015 Street Maintenance Program
Division B, Overlay Improvements; Improvement Project #15-00

Purpose/Background:
Purpose:
The purpose of this case is to accept bids and award a contract for Division B of the 2015 Street Maintenance
Program, overlay improvements.

Background:
As part of the city's long-term Street Maintenance Program, various city streets receive overlay improvements each
year to help maximize the life expectancy of street pavement sections. Overlaying streets helps to restore a portion
of the structural integrity of the pavement sections, while also providing some of the benefits received from
crackseal and sealcoat improvements.

The 2015 Street Maintenance Project proposes to overlay approximately 3 miles of bituminous surfaced public
streets in various locations throughout the City. Attached are Exhibits A through C which show the locations of all
streets proposed to be improved with Division B of the 2015 Street Maintenance Program.

Bids were opened on July 9th. A total of seven bids were received and were checked for errors and omissions. No
adjustments were required. The bids received were competitive and favorable. A tabulation of the seven bids
received is below.

CONTRACTOR TOTAL
BID

Hardrives, Inc $311,312.19
Rum River Contracting Co. $329,868.04
North Valley, Inc. $332,460.03
Park Construction Company $332,516.00
Midwest Asphalt Corporation $343,418.00
Northwest Asphalt, Inc. $348,934.66
Valley Paving, Inc. $369,249.44
Engineer’s Estimate $379,623.00



Upon acceptance of bids and award of a contract, staff will obtain a project schedule from the contractor for posting
on the City web site and conveying to adjacent property owners via U.S. mail.

The earliest work could likely commence would be July 27th. All work must be completed by September 11th.

Notification:
Advertisements for bids were published in the Anoka Union Herald and in Finance and Commerce on June 12th,
19th, and 26th.

Observations/Alternatives:
Observations:
The streets identified for receiving overlay improvements with Division B of the 2015 Street Maintenance Program
were selected by City staff based on criteria including their Pavement and Surface Evaluation Rating (PASER), date
of construction, previous maintenance history, project scope, and other less tangible criteria.

Alternatives:
Alternative #1 - Motion adopting Resolution #15-07-174 accepting bids and awarding a contract for 2015 Street
Maintenance Program Division B, Overlay Improvements; Improvement Project #15-00.

Alternative #2 - Motion denying adoption of Resolution #15-07-174 at this time.

Funding Source:
A total of $500,000 was bonded for overlaying streets in 2015. The low bid was received from Hardrives, Inc. in
the amount of $311,312.19 leaving $188,687.81 available to cover indirect project costs including administrative,
engineering, finance, and legal fees, and for completing other programmed Street Maintenance Program projects
over the 5 year program period. Street Reconstruction Bond funds for the long-term Street Maintenance Program
were secured based on a 5 year program. These funds may therefore be used anytime during the 5 year program, but
only for previously identified projects. New projects cannot be added to the program. Staff will therefore review the
current program to determine which projects the excess funds can be allocated to over the remainder of the 5 year
program.

Special assessments are proposed to fund a portion of the Division B 2015 Street Maintenance Program
improvements. The Assessment Hearing is scheduled for October 13, 2015. Before then, staff will review the
preliminary assessment roll to determine if adjustments may be warranted to account for anticipated construction
costs, and to determine if any parcels should be removed from the assessment roll prior to the Assessment Hearing
based on comments received from several property owners since the preliminary assessment roll was adopted. Staff
is also awaiting the results of the special benefit appraisal consultation which may have an impact on final
assessment amounts.

Recommendation:
Staff recommends Alternative Action #1.

Action:
Motion to accept or deny adoption of Resolution #15-07-174.

Attachments
Res 15 07 174
Exhibits A - C
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Councilmember _____ introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption: 
 

RESOLUTION #15-07-174 
 

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING BIDS AND AWARDING A CONTRACT FOR 2015 
STREET MAINTENANCE PROGRAM DIVISION B, OVERLAY IMPROVEMENTS; 
IMPROVEMENT PROJECT #15-00 
 

WHEREAS, pursuant to a resolution of the City Council adopted February 10th, 2015, a 
Feasibility Report was prepared by the City Engineer with reference to proposed bituminous 
pavement overlay improvements to numerous public street segments within the City of Ramsey 
as Division B of the 2015 Street Maintenance Program, including other appurtenant work as 
needed; and 

 
WHEREAS, pursuant to a resolution of the City Council adopted March 10th, 2015, the 

Feasibility Report was received and accepted, and a Public Hearing was ordered for March 24th, 
2015 at 7 p.m., where the City Council considered the proposed improvements for said streets in 
accordance with the Feasibility Report; and 

 
WHEREAS, the City Clerk gave mailed and published notice of such hearing and 

improvements as required by law and on March 24th, 2015, the City Council conducted a public 
hearing for the proposed improvements; and 

 
WHEREAS, pursuant to a resolution of the City Council adopted March 24th, 2015, the 

City Engineer was designated as the engineer for the proposed improvements and was ordered to 
prepare plans and specifications with reference to 2015 Street Maintenance Program Division B, 
Overlay Improvements; Improvement Project #15-00; and 

 
WHEREAS, pursuant to a resolution of the City Council adopted June 9, 2015, the City 

Council accepted final plans and specifications and authorized advertisements for bids for said 
improvements; and 

 
WHEREAS, benefiting properties are proposed to be assessed for all or a portion of the 

cost of the improvements, pursuant to Minnesota Statutes, Chapter 429; and 
 
WHEREAS, bids were received, opened, and tabulated on July 9, 2015, and the 

following bids were found to comply with the advertisement for bids; and 
 

CONTRACTOR TOTAL 
BID  

Hardrives, Inc $311,312.19 
Rum River Contracting Co. $329,868.04 
North Valley, Inc. $332,460.03 
Park Construction Company $332,516.00 
Midwest Asphalt Corporation $343,418.00 
Northwest Asphalt, Inc. $348,934.66 



RESOLUTION #15-07-174 
Page 2 of 2 

Valley Paving, Inc. $369,249.44 
Engineer’s Estimate $379,623.00 

 
WHEREAS, the bid of Hardives, Inc. of Rogers, Minnesota, in the amount of 

$311,312.19 for the base bid for the construction of said improvements in accordance with the 
approved plans and specifications and advertisement for bids, is the lowest responsible bidder 
and their bid shall be and hereby is accepted. 

 
WHEREAS, benefiting properties are proposed to be assessed for all or a portion of the 

cost of the improvements, pursuant to Minnesota Statutes, Chapter 429, and in accordance with 
Chapter 8 of the City Charter, applicable City codes, and the City of Ramsey’s adopted Special 
Assessments Policy. 

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

1) The Mayor and City Administrator are hereby authorized and directed to enter into a 
contract with said bidder for the construction of said improvements for and on behalf of 
the City of Ramsey. 
 

2) The City Administrator is hereby authorized and directed to return forthwith to all 
bidders the deposits made with their bids at such time that a contract has been executed. 

 
The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Councilmember 
_____ and upon vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor thereof: 
 
and the following voted against the same: 
 
and the following abstained: 
 
and the following were absent: 
 
Whereupon said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted by the Ramsey City Council 
this the 14th day of July, 2015. 
 
 
              
       Mayor 
ATTEST: 
 
 
      
City Clerk 
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CC Regular Session   7. 4.           
Meeting Date: 07/14/2015  
By: Tim Gladhill, Community Development

Information
Title:
Request for a Conditional Use Permit to Exceed Sign Size Restrictions at 6228 Highway 10 NW; Case of Country
Side Services of Minnesota, Inc.

Purpose/Background:
The City has received an application from Country Side Services of Minnesota, Inc., requesting a conditional use
permit (CUP) to exceed sign size restrictions for their parcel located at 6228 Highway 10 NW (the "Subject
Property").

The Subject Property is vacant and located directly adjacent to the east of Country Side Services' current site. The
Applicant desires to add a twenty-eight (28) square foot dynamic display sign to an existing 105 square foot sign.
Staff finds the request reasonable for the Highway 10 Corridor.

Notification:
In accordance with State statute, Staff attempted to notify property owners within 350 feet of the subject property of
the public hearing via Standard US Mail. The Public Hearing was also noticed in the Anoka County Union Herald,
the City's official newsletter for public notices.

Observations/Alternatives:
The request will add square footage to the bottom of an existing sign located along Highway 10. The request will
not add any height to the existing sign. The dynamic display must abide by all other regulations found within City
Code Chapter 117 Division 8 (Signs).

Approval of the request appears to be consistent with past similar approvals. This process, required by City Code,
simply allows the Planning Commission to review the request on a site specific nature, attach reasonable
conditions, and provide an enforcement tool in the event the proposed use is not being used consistent with City
Code.

Alternatives

Option 1: Adopt Resolutions #15-07-169 and #15-07-170 approving a Conditional Use Permit for a twenty-eight
(28) square foot dynamic display added to an existing 105 square foot sign. The Subject Property has frontage along
two (2) public roads and thus would be eligible for two (2) signs. A second ground sign already exists on the site.

Option 2: Deny the request. The proposed signage appears reasonable in size. The proposed location of the sign is
not within the vision clearance triangle nor within any easement. Staff does not support this option.

Funding Source:
All costs associated with reviewing the application are the responsibility of the Applicant.

Recommendation:
The Planning Commission is scheduled to hold a Public Hearing on the request for a conditional use permit to



The Planning Commission is scheduled to hold a Public Hearing on the request for a conditional use permit to
exceed the square footage limitation for a ground sign in a business type district on the evening of Thursday, July 9.
Staff will provide a verbal update of the Planning Commission recommendation at the meeting. Staff is attempting
to work with the Applicant to meet certain deadlines for completion. Staff recommends approval of the request.

Staff is in the process of developing a potential amendment to the City's sign regulations. One potential outcome of
this exercise is to increase the maximum square footage allowed, which would reduce the number of conditional use
permit requests forwarded to the Planning Commission. Staff would develop standards based off of previous
conditional use permit approvals.

Action:
Motion to adopt Resolution #15-07-169 approving Findings of Fact #0951 and Resolution #15-07-170 relating to
Country Side Services of Minnesota, Inc.'s request for a conditional use permit to exceed sign size restrictions
established in City Code.

Attachments
Site Location Map
Application Packet
Resolution #15-07-169 DRAFT Findings of Fact
Resolution #15-07-170 DRAFT Conditional Use Permit

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Tim Gladhill (Originator) Tim Gladhill 07/08/2015 04:24 PM
Chris Anderson Chris Anderson 07/08/2015 04:50 PM
Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 07/09/2015 01:22 PM
Form Started By: Tim Gladhill Started On: 07/02/2015 03:05 PM
Final Approval Date: 07/09/2015 
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RESOLUTION #15-07-169 

 

A RESOLUTION ADOPTING FINDINGS OF FACT #0951 RELATING TO A REQUEST FROM 

COUNTRYSIDE SERVICES FOR A CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT TO EXCEED SIGN SIZE 

RESTRICTIONS TO BE LOCATED AT 6228 HIGHWAY 10 NW 

 

 WHEREAS, the City of Ramsey received an application from Countryside Services for a 

conditional use permit to exceed the sign size restrictions on the property generally 6228 Highway 10 NW 

and legally described as follows: 

 

Lot 11, Auditor’s Subdivision 96, Anoka County, Minnesota 

 

(“Subject Property”) 

 

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

RAMSEY, ANOKA COUNTY, STATE OF MINNESOTA, as follows: 
 

1. That Countryside Services, hereinafter referred to as “Applicant,” properly applied for a conditional 

use permit (the “Permit”) to exceed the allotted square footage for a sign in the E-1 Employment 

District. 

  

2. That the Applicant appeared before the Ramsey Planning Commission for a public hearing pursuant 

to Section 117-51 (Conditional Use Permits) of the City Code on July 9, 2015, and that said public 

hearing was properly advertised, and that the minutes of said public hearing are hereby incorporated 

as a part of these findings by reference. 

 

3. That the Subject Property is approximately 0.88 acres in size. 

 

4. That the lot has frontage along two (2) public streets, Highway 10 and Tungsten Street NW. 

  

5. That City Code Section 117-519 (Business type districts) states that the gross surface  area of a ground 

sign shall not exceed 100 square feet for each exposed face nor exceed an aggregate gross surface area 

of 200 square feet. 

 

6. That the Applicant is proposing to add a 28 square foot dynamic display to an existing 105 square foot 

ground sign that would result in a ground sign measuring 133 square feet (266 square foot aggregate). 

 

7. That a conditional use permit to exceed sign size restrictions will/will not grant the Applicant special 

privileges that are denied by the City Code to other properties in the residential area. 

 

8. That the proposed sign will meet all other City Code provisions applicable to the proposed sign. 

 

9. That the proposed increase in sign square footage will/will not be designed so as to be harmonious and 

appropriate in appearance with the existing or intended character of the vicinity and will/will not 

change the essential character of the area. 

 

10. That the proposed increase in sign square footage will/will not adversely impact traffic in the area. 
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11. That the proposed increase in sign square footage will/will not be unduly dangerous or otherwise 

detrimental to persons residing or working in the vicinity of the use or to the public welfare. 

 

12. That the proposed increase in sign square footage will/will not substantially impair the use, enjoyment, 

or market value of surrounding properties. 

 

13. That the proposed increase in sign square footage will/will not be hazardous or disturbing to existing 

or future neighboring uses. 

 

14. That the proposed increase in sign square footage will/will not create excessive additional 

requirements at public cost for public facilities and services, and it will/will not be detrimental to the 

economic welfare of the community. 

 

15. That the proposed increase in sign square footage will/will not involve activities and uses that will be 

detrimental to any persons, property, or the general welfare by reason of excessive production of glare. 

 

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

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

 

and the following voted against the same: 

  

and the following abstained: 

 

and the following were absent: 

  

whereupon said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted by the Ramsey City Council this the 9TH  

day of July, 2015. 

 

 

              

       Mayor 

 

 

ATTEST: 
       

City Clerk 



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

 

RESOLUTION #15-07-170 

 

A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE ISSUANCE OF A CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT 

TO COUNTRY SIDE SERVICES OF MINNESOTA, INC. BASED ON FINDINGS OF 

FACT #0951 AND DECLARING TERMS OF PERMIT TO EXCEED SIGN 

REGULATIONS ESTABLISHED IN CITY CODE. 

 

 WHEREAS, Country Side Services of Minnesota, Inc. properly applied for a conditional 

use permit to exceed sign size restrictions as established in City Code on the property generally 

known as 6228 Highway 10 NW and legally described as follows:   

 

Lot 11, Auditor’s Subdivision 96, Anoka County, Minnesota 

 

 (“Subject Property”) 

 

 WHEREAS, the Planning Commission met on July 9, 2015, conducted a public hearing, 

and recommended City Council approve the request. 

 

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

RAMSEY, ANOKA COUNTY, STATE OF MINNESOTA, as follows: 
 

1. Based on Findings of Fact #0951, a conditional use permit (“Permit”) to exceed allotted 

square footage is hereby granted to Country Side Services of Minnesota, Inc. (“Permittee”). 

 

2. The Permittee is herein granted permission to erect one (1) permanent sign (the “Sign”) on 

the Subject Property.   

 

3. The Sign erected on the Subject Property shall not exceed one hundred thirty-three (133) 

square feet in size. 

 

4. The installation of the Sign on the Subject Property requires a Sign Permit from the City of 

Ramsey (the “City”). 

 

5. The Permittee shall not install the Sign within the vision clearance triangle as defined in 

Section 117-348 (g) of Ramsey City nor within any easement on the Subject Property. 

 

6. The sign shall be properly constructed and maintained in accordance with Division 8 (Signs) 

of the Ramsey City Code. 

 

7. The Permittee shall be responsible for all City costs incurred in administering and enforcing 

this Permit. 

 

8. 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. 
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9. Should any provision of this Permit be declared void or unenforceable, the other provisions 

shall not be affected but shall remain in full force and effect. 

 

10. 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. 

 

11. 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, 

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

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

 

  

 

and the following voted against the same: 

 

  

 

and the following abstained: 

 

  

 

and the following were absent: 

 

  

 

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

this the 9th day of July, 2015. 
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Country Side Services of Minnesota, Inc. hereby acknowledges receipt of this permit and has 

reviewed the conditions of this permit and has agreed to comply with the terms of this permit. 

 

Country Side Services of Minnesota, Inc. 

 

By:       

 

Its:       

 

STATE OF MINNESOTA ) 

    )  ss. 

COUNTY OF ___________ ) 

 

On this ______ day of    , _____, before me a Notary Public, personally 

appeared ______________________________, the ________________________ of Country 

Side Services of Minnesota, Inc., a Minnesota domestic business corporation, on behalf of this 

corporation. 

 

       ____________________________________ 

        Notary Public 

 

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 Sarah Strommen 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 Sarah Strommen 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: 

City of Ramsey     Ratwik, Roszak & Maloney, P.A. 

7550 Sunwood Drive NW    730 Second Ave. S., Suite 300 

Ramsey, MN 55303     Minneapolis, MN 55402 



   
CC Regular Session   7. 5.           
Meeting Date: 07/14/2015  
By: Tim Gladhill, Community Development

Information
Title:
Adopt Ordinance #15-12 Amending City Code Chapter 10 (Animals) and Section 117-111 (R-1 Residential
District) Amending Approval Process for Certain Animals

Purpose/Background:
The purpose of this case is to adoptOrdinance #15-12. The intent of Ordinance #15-12 is to revise the approval
process for the following requests:

Four (4) or more dogs1.
Horses on 1.5 to 2.99 acres2.
Beekeeping3.
Non-Traditional Domestic or Exotic Animals4.
Wild Animals5.

Each of these types of requests currently requires the issuance of a Conditional Use Permit. Based on a number of
recent reviews with the Planning Commission and feedback from potential Applicants, the following Ordinance
was developed to consider reducing the timeframe and costs to process the requests above. With the exception of
the wild animal category, the Ordinance would either streamline or eliminate the process for approval. Please note
that the draft ordinance would remove the Planning Commission from the review process for the above requests,
again with the exception of wild animals.

The Ordinance was introduced by the City Council on June 28 and is now eligible for adoption.

Notification:
A notification regarding the Public Hearing held on June 4, 2015 was published in the Anoka County UnionHerald.

Observations/Alternatives:
Observations

Ordinance #15-12 recommends approval processes as follows: 
Conditional Use Permit: Wild Animals1.
License: Four (4) or more dogs, Beekeeping, and Non-Traditional but domestic animals (exotic)2.
Administrative approval: Horses on lots of at least 1.5 acres.3.

When considering the appropriate process, Staff used the following assumptions for tools available to the City to
process these requests: 

Conditional Use Permit: used when the City desires the highest degree of public comment, flexibility in
attaching reasonable conditions, and ultimate approval authority. The Planning Commission would be part of
this review.

1.

License: used when request is routine in nature but still desires some opportunity for public comment and
City Council approval (non-administrative approvals). The Planning Commission would not be part of this
review process.

2.

Permitted use without license: when the request is so routine that public comment and City Council approval
is not necessary.

3.



The following definitions apply to the request: 
Horse: any stallion, mare, gelding, foal, pony, donkey, ass, burro, mule, or animal of horse kind.1.
Non-Traditional or Exotic Animals: City Code definition; those animals that are not normally considered to
be domesticated but are not wild animals as defined by code. Commentary; this category is established for
those animals that are not traditionally considered as a domestic pet but do not necessarily possess the safety
concern as a wild animal.

2.

Wild Animal: a mammal, large or poisonous reptile and bird that, in their uncaptured wild state, have the
physical capacity to be dangerous to the safety and welfare of any person or property. Note: this definition is
recommended to be revised as reflected in the current draft of the ordinance.

3.

Detailed performance standards and maximum number of animals allowed per parcel are included in the enclosed
attachments.

Alternatives

Alternative #1 - Adopt Ordinance #15-12. This ordinance is being brought forward based on Planning Commission
and City Council suggestion. Staff recommends that some form of ordinance modifying the approval process
should be adopted.

Alternative #2 - Adopt a revised Ordinance #15-12. Potential revisions to the draft ordinance could include further
modifications to the approval process. Other than minor language and typographical revisions, the Planning
Commission and City Council did not recommend any further modifications.

Alternative #3 - Table action on this recommendation and provide Staff with additional direction to provide further
modifications. As the ordinance is somewhat complex and this is the first time the City Council has considered the
ordinance, Staff would fully support this option as well.

Alternative #4 - Do not adopt Ordinance #15-12. As the Ordinance has already been introduced, Staff does not
recommend this option.

Funding Source:
This case is being handled as part of normal Staff duties.

Recommendation:
The Planning Commission recommends that the City Council adopt Ordinance #15-12 as currently drafted. A copy
of the minutes from the Planning Commission Meeting are attached for review.

Action:
Motion to waive the City Charter requirement to read the ordinance aloud and adopt Ordinance #15-12.

Roll Call Vote:

Councilmember Johns
Councilmember Riley
Councilmember Shryock
Councilmember Williams
Councilmember Kuzma
Councilmember LeTourneau
Mayor Strommen

Attachments
Summary of Proposed Changes
DRAFT Planning Commission Minutes dated June 11, 2015



DRAFT Planning Commission Minutes dated June 11, 2015
DRAFT City Council Minutes dated June 28, 2015
Ordinance #15-12

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Tim Gladhill (Originator) Tim Gladhill 07/08/2015 01:40 PM
Chris Anderson Chris Anderson 07/08/2015 02:50 PM
Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 07/09/2015 01:26 PM
Form Started By: Tim Gladhill Started On: 07/07/2015 10:40 AM
Final Approval Date: 07/09/2015 



Ramsey City Code Chapter 10 (Animals) 
Summary of Proposed Changes (2015) 
 
Ordinance #15-12 amends the Process for Approval for certain animal requests. This is a procedural amendment and does not make any policy changes to performance 
standards.  
 

Standard Current Proposed Justification 

Four (4) or more dogs Conditional Use Permit 

 $200 Application Fee 

 $800 Escrow (unused portions 
refunded) 

 Planning Commission 

 City Council 

Administrative Kennel License 

 $200 Application Fee 

 City Council 

 Shorter review period 

 Lower cost 

 Still allows public input 

Horses on 1.5 to 2.99 acres Conditional Use Permit 

 $200 Application Fee 

 $800 Escrow (unused portions 
refunded) 

 Planning Commission 

 City Council 

No permit or license 

 Administrative Approval 
 Shorter review period 

 Lower cost 

 Additional process not 
necessary based on previous 
application review 

Beekeeping Conditional Use Permit 

 $200 Application Fee 

 $800 Escrow (unused portions 
refunded) 

 Planning Commission 

 City Council 

Beekeeping License 

 $200 Application Fee 

 City Council 

 Shorter review period 

 Lower cost 

 Still allows public input 

Non-Traditional/Exotic Animals Conditional Use Permit 

 $200 Application Fee 

 $800 Escrow (unused portions 
refunded) 

 Planning Commission 

 City Council 

Exotic Animal License 

 $200 Application Fee 

 City Council 

 Shorter review period 

 Lower cost 

 Still allows public input 

 Added layer of protection in 
review process 

 Eliminates policy judgements 
by Staff 

Wild Animals Conditional Use Permit 

 $200 Application Fee 

 $800 Escrow (unused portions 
refunded) 

 Planning Commission 

 City Council 

Conditional Use Permit (correct 
conflicting language in code). 

 $200 Application Fee 

 $800 Escrow (unused portions 
refunded) 

 Planning Commission 

 City Council 

 No policy changes proposed 

 Correcting existing language to 
match existing process 

 



 

 

5.05: Public Hearing: Consider Ordinance #15-12 Amending City Code Chapter 10 

(Animals) and Section 117-111 (R-1 Residential District) Amending Approval Process 

for Certain Animals.  
 

Public Hearing 
 

Chairperson Levine called the public hearing to order at 7:32 p.m. 

 

Presentation 
 

Community Development Director Gladhill presented the staff report stating the purpose of this 

case is to hold a Public Hearing and provide a recommendation to the City Council for Ordinance 

#15-12.  The intent of this Ordinance was to revise the approval process for the following requests: 

 

1. Four (4) of more dogs 

2. Horses on 1.5 to 2.99 acres 

3. Beekeeping 

4. Non-Traditional Domestic or Exotic Animals 

5. Wild Animals  

 

Community Development Director Gladhill commented each of these types of requests currently 

requires the issuance of a Conditional Use Permit (CUP).  Based on a number of recent reviews 

with the Planning Commission and feedback from potential applicants, the following Ordinance 

was developed to consider reducing the timeframe and costs to processing the requests above.  

With the exception of the wild animal category, the Ordinance would either streamline or eliminate 

the process for approval.  Please note that the draft Ordinance would remove the Planning 

Commission from the review process for the above requests, with the exception of wild animals.  

Staff discussed the proposed Ordinance in further detail and suggested the Commission 

recommend approval.   

 

Citizen Input 
 

Julie Chutes, 7652 158th Avenue NW, requested the Commission consider the proposed Ordinance 

to eliminate the Conditional Use Permit process for residents requesting horses on 1.5 to 2.99 

acres.   

 

Julia Randall, 7960 171st Lane NW, explained that the conditional use permitting process was quite 

expensive.  She stated that her family could not continue to pay $400 a month to board her horses.  

She discussed the numerous health benefits that horses have offered her.  She encouraged the 

Commission to allow homeowners to have two horses on 1.5 to 2.99 acre lots.   

 

Anna _________, 158th Avenue NW, commented that the $1,000 conditional use permit fee would 

be much better spent going towards hay and feed for horses.  She discussed the benefits of being 

able to tend to her horse on her own land, versus the expense of boarding.  She expressed frustration 

that some homeowners in Ramsey already had horses on lots less than 2 acres. 

 



 

 

Ms. Chutes explained that horses were very important to both of these girls.  She indicated she had 

the support of her neighbors and requested the Commission allow horses on her land.   

 

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

 

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

Maul, Nosan, and VanScoy.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  None. 

 

Chairperson Levine closed the public hearing closed at 7:47 p.m. 

 

Commission Business 
 

Commissioner Bauer supported the comments made by the girls. 

 

Commissioner Brauer understood the girls’ frustration and it did appear that the rules were being 

applied unfairly with regard to horses.   

 

Commissioner Bauer questioned how wild animals was defined within City Code. 

 

Community Development Director Gladhill discussed how City Code defined wild and domestic 

animals. 

 

Commissioner Brauer asked if spider and fish families should be written into City Code as wild 

animals. 

 

Community Development Director Gladhill stated this determination would have to be made by 

the Commission.   

 

Commissioner VanScoy inquired if land acreage was based on a gross or net calculation.   

 

Community Development Director Gladhill commented that this would be a gross calculation.   

 

Commissioner VanScoy supported staff’s recommendation and the proposed Ordinance 

amendments.  He questioned how staff would license non-traditional wild animals and asked if 

conditions could be placed on these permits. 

 

Community Development Director Gladhill indicated a license was similar to a conditional use 

permit.  He reported that an annual renewal would not be required by the City Council.   

 

Commissioner VanScoy understood that the City would allow a residential lot to have up to six 

hives.  He asked if the City would be setting any requirements on the lot sizes to support these six 

hives.   

 

City Planner Anderson stated property size does not come into play for bee keeping.  He noted that 

staff has worked closely with the Minnesota Bee Keeping Association and the requirements within 

City Code were recommendations from this association.   



 

 

 

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

Council approval of Ordinance #15-12 Amending City Code Chapter 10 (Animals) and Section 

117-111 (R-1 Residential District) Amending Approval Process for Certain Animals with the 

following revisions: 

 

1. The definition of wild animal is revised to replace “a mammal, large or poisonous reptile 

and bird” with “a large or dangerous species”. 

2. Any animal meeting the definition of horse in Article II shall be deleted from the text in 

Article I. 

3. Correct a typographical error in Section 10-1 (f). 

 

Further discussion 

 

Commissioner Andrusko asked if the license would be tied to the land or the property owner.   

 

Community Development Director Gladhill explained that the current Ordinance structure would 

run with the property owner and would not expire on a yearly basis. 

 

Commissioner Nosan requested staff provide further information on the approval process for this 

Ordinance. 

 

Community Development Director Gladhill discussed the approval timeline and noted when the 

Ordinance would be published.  He anticipated that the Ordinance would be effective on August 

17th. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Chairperson Levine, Commissioners Bauer, VanScoy, Andrusko, 

Brauer, Maul, and Nosan.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  None. 
 



 

 

7.02: Introduce Ordinance #15-12 Amending City Code Chapter 10 (Animals) and Section 

117-111 (R-1 Residential District) Amending Approval Process for Certain Animals 

 

Community Development Director Gladhill reviewed the staff report and recommendation to 

adopt Ordinance #15-12 which would revise the approval process for certain animals such as four 

or more dogs, horses on 1.5 to 2.99 acres, beekeeping, and non-traditional domestic or exotic 

animals.   

 

Councilmember Kuzma questioned how this would apply to the Game Fair. 

 

Community Development Director Gladhill stated that this would not apply to the Game Fair and 

that activity would be instead continued to be governed through the transient merchant license.   

 

Mayor Strommen confirmed with staff that the Game Fair issue would come back before the 

Council in the future for discussion. 

 

Motion by Councilmember Riley, seconded by Councilmember Johns, to introduce Ordinance 

#15-12 Amending Chapter 10 (Animals) and Chapter 117 (Zoning and Subdivisions) of the 

Ramsey City Code Amending the Procedure for Approval for Certain Animals and Number of 

Animals. 

 

Further discussion: Councilmember LeTourneau stated that while streamlining makes sense, he 

questioned where the streamlining would occur if the item already occurs on the consent agenda 

of the Council.  

 

Community Development Director explained that the streamlining would occur with the categories 

of administrative approval and licensing, rather than requiring all applications to go through the 

Planning Commission as well. 

 

Mayor Strommen stated that the Planning Commission recommended approval and is therefore 

comfortable with the process. 

 

Councilmember Johns commended staff for this amendment which will reduce costs to residents 

that wish to keep some of the animals on the list.   

 

Councilmember Shryock questioned when the public would be able to comment on requests. 

 

Community Development Director explained the notification process that would be followed for 

different types of requests under the ordinance.  

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes:  Mayor Strommen, Councilmembers Riley, Johns, Kuzma, 

LeTourneau, Shryock, and Williams.  Voting No: None. 
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ORDINANCE #15-12 

CITY OF RAMSEY 

ANOKA COUNTY 

STATE OF MINNESOTA 

 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING CHAPTER 10 (ANIMALS) AND CHAPTER 117 (ZONING AND 

SUBDIVISIONS) OF THE RAMSEY CITY CODE AMENDING THE PROCEDURE FOR 

APPROVAL FOR CERTAIN ANIMALS AND NUMBER OF ANIMALS.  

 

The City of Ramsey Ordains: 

 

SECTION 1 AUTHORITY 

 

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

 

SECTION 2 AMENDMENTS 

 

Chapter 10 is amended to revise the following language (added language underlined, deleted language 

strike-through): 

 

Chapter 10 - ANIMALS (with redlined/tracked changes plus commentary) 

FOOTNOTE(S): 

--- (1) ---  

State Law reference— General authority relative to animals, Minn. Stats. §§ 410.33, 412.221, subd. 21; 

animal health, Minn. Stats. ch. 35; dogs and cats, Minn. Stats. ch. 347; cruelty to animals, Minn. Stats. § 

343.20 et seq.; stray animals and companion animals, Minn. Stats. ch. 346. (Back) 

ARTICLE I. - IN GENERAL  

Sec. 10-1. - Keeping of certain animals, livestock and poultry.  

(a) Definitions. The following words, terms and phrases, when used in this section, shall have the 

meanings ascribed to them in this subsection, except where the context clearly indicates a different 

meaning:  

 Pony means a horse that does not exceed 54 inches or 13.2 hands in height.  

(ab) Animals on less than three acres. None of the following animals shall be maintained on any parcel of 

land in the city that is not at least 3.0 acres (130,680 square feet) in size: horses, llamas, cows, mules, 

donkeys, burros, ponies, goats, pigs, sheep, lambs, turkey, geese and ducks. EXCEPTION: Chickens 

(hens only, no roosters or crowing hens) may be maintained on parcels less than three acres. The 

following chart prescribes the number of chickens that can be maintained on lots of record to which 

the animal owner has fee title and desires to maintain chickens:  

Lot Size 
Number of Chickens Permitted 

(no roosters or crowing hens) 

0.00 to 0.24 Acres 6 
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0.25 to 0.49 Acres 8 

0.50 to 0.74 Acres 12  

0.75 to 0.99 Acres 16 

1.00 to 1.24 Acres 20 

1.25 to 1.49 Acres 24 

1.50 to 1.74 Acres 28 

1.75 to 1.99 Acres 32 

2.00 to 2.24 Acres 36 

2.25 to 2.49 Acres 40 

2.50 to 2.74 Acres 44 

2.75 to 2.99 Acres 48 

  

(c) Animal unit. Animal unit is defined as a measure used to compare differences in production of animal 

wastes. The following chart establishes the number of animal units assigned to certain livestock and 

poultry:  

Animal Number of Units 

Cow 1.5 

Horse, mule, llama, alpaca 1.0 

Donkey, burro, pony, goat, pig, sheep, lamb 0.5 

Turkey, goose 0.1 

Chicken, duck 0.04 
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(d) Permitted animals.  

(1) The following chart prescribes the number of animal units that can be maintained on lots of record 

to which the animal owner has fee title and desires to maintain a mix of livestock, equines, poultry, 

or fowl (refer to section 10-24 for regulations for maintaining horses or equines exclusively):  

Parcel Size Number of Animal Units Allowed 

3 acres (130,680 square feet) 2 

5 acres (217,800 square feet) 3 

10 acres (435,600 square feet) 5 

15 acres (653,400 square feet) 7 

20 acres+ (871,200 square feet) No limitation 

  

(2) Maintenance of more animals than the prescribed number in subsection (d)(1) of this section is 

permitted only with a conditional use permit in accordance with section 117-50  

(e) Non-traditional or exotic animals.  

(1) Non-traditional or exotic animals are those that are not normally considered to be domesticated 

but are not wild animals as defined in section 10-119. A person may keep a non-traditional or 

exotic animal as defined herein only upon issuance of a conditional use permit in accordance 

with section 117-50non-traditional animal license. In determining whether an animal is 

considered non-traditional or exotic, it shall be the responsibility of the applicant to supply the 

city with the necessary data and information to reasonably prove that the animal is not dangerous 

in captivity. This information shall be part of the public record and shall be discussed as part of 

the conditional use permit reviewnon-traditional animal license.  

(2) In reviewing a request to keep non-traditional or exotic animals, the city may impose conditions 

and restrictions as it finds necessary, including but not limited to the following:  

a. Restrictions on the number and type of animals; 

b. Setbacks greater than those required in section 10-23 or the underlying zoning district for the 

property in question;  

c. Restrictions on the size, height, and type of enclosures; 

d. Screening or landscaping of the proposed use. 

(3) The applicant must also submit a copy of all permits required from any other regulatory 

agencies.  

(4) Non-traditional animal license process. 

a. Application. The application for a license shall contain the following information; name, 

address, and telephone number of applicant; the address of the location, and a sketch plan 
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of the premises where the animals will be maintained include how the owner will 

demonstrate compliance with the standards of this section. 

b. Processing application. The application must be filed with the zoning administrator together 

with the permit fee thirty (30) days prior to a City Council meeting. Following an 

inspection of the premises proposed to be licensed, the zoning administrator shall make a 

recommendation to the City Council to approve or deny the application. The City Council 

shall hold a Public Hearing and make the final decision on the application.   

c. Term and transfer. The license shall be valid without renewal provided that the applicant 

complies with the terms of the license. Licenses under this Chapter may not be transferred 

from person to person or from place to place.  

d. Revocation. The council may revoke any license issued under this article upon adequate notice 

and a hearing before the council, if requested, on the following grounds: any violation of 

this Code; Material misstatement or misrepresentation in application for license or renewal 

thereof; Failure to keep the licensee's premises in an orderly, aesthetically pleasing manner 

as prescribed by the council and/or its designated representative; Failure to comply with 

the terms of the license. 

(f) Beekeeping. Bee hives may be maintained on a parcel with the issuance of a conditional use 

permitbeekeeping license.  

(1) Hives may only be located on lots with an existing use. 

(2) No more than six hives may be located on a lot. 

(3) No hive shall exceed 20 cubic feet in volume. 

(4) No hive shall be located closer than three feet from any property line or within any easement, 

whichever is more restrictive.  

(5) No hive shall be located closer than ten feet from a neighboring, inhabited structure. 

(6) A constant supply of water shall be supplied or available to all hives. 

(7) A flyway barrier at least six feet in height shall shield any part of a property line that is within 25 

feet of a hive. The flyway barrier shall consist of 100 percent opaque fencing, dense, year-round 

(coniferous) vegetation, existing structures, or combination thereof, and shall extend at least 25 

feet beyond the hive.  

(8) Colonies shall be maintained in moveable frame hives with adequate space and management 

techniques to prevent overcrowding and swarming.  

 (9) In any instance in which a colony exhibits unusually aggressive characteristics by stinging 

or attempting to sting without due provocation or exhibits an unusual disposition towards 

swarming, it shall be the duty of the beekeeper to requeen the colony. Queens shall be selected 

from stock bred for gentleness and nonswarming characteristics.  

 (10) Beekeeping license process. 

 a. Application. The application for a license shall contain the following information; name, 

address, and telephone number of applicant; the address of the location, and a sketch plan 

of the premises where the bee hives will be maintained include how the owner will 

demonstrate compliance with the standards of this section. 

 b. Processing application. The application must be filed with the zoning administrator 

together with the permit fee thirty (30) days prior to a City Council meeting. Following an 

inspection of the premises proposed to be licensed, the zoning administrator shall make a 
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recommendation to the City Council to approve or deny the application. The City Council 

shall hold a Public Hearing and make the final decision on the application.   

 c. Term and transfer. The license shall be valid without renewal provided that the applicant 

complies with the terms of the license. Licenses under this Chapter may not be transferred 

from person to person or from place to place.  

 d. Revocation. The council may revoke any license issued under this article upon adequate 

notice and a hearing before the council, if requested, on the following grounds: any 

violation of this Code; Material misstatement or misrepresentation in application for 

license or renewal thereof; Failure to keep the licensee's premises in an orderly, 

aesthetically pleasing manner as prescribed by the council and/or its designated 

representative; Failure to comply with the terms of the license. 

 

(g) Miscellaneous Mmaintenance standards.  

(1) Chickens must be contained in an enclosure and said enclosure must be designed in accordance 

with City Code Chapter 117, Article II (Zoning) and MN State Building Code. The enclosure 

shall be counted as an accessory building when calculating total number of permitted accessory 

buildings on a property. The enclosure and surrounding grounds shall be maintained in a clean 

and sanitary condition and in good repair. Flies, rodents and noxious odors shall be controlled.  

(2) The enclosure shall remain completely enclosed to prevent unwanted intrusion by outside animals 

and migratory birds.  

(3) A confined exercise area must be provided for the animals. The exercise area shall be fenced off 

to prevent the animals from roaming at large.  

(4) Manure shall not be permitted to accumulate on the property. Manure shall be removed at least 

once per week, but while on the property shall be properly stored.  

(h) Setbacks. All enclosures must maintain a minimum setback of ten feet from all property lines and must 

maintain a minimum setback of 30 feet from all adjacent inhabited structures.  

(1) If 100 percent opaque fencing (privacy fencing) is utilized for the exercise area, said fencing is 

subject to the standard fence regulations and setbacks within City Code Chapter 117. If alternative 

fencing is used (for example, chain link fencing), then said fencing shall be no closer than ten feet 

to a property line.  

(i) Prohibition of nuisance animals. No animals of any type may be maintained on any parcel within the 

city, no matter what size the parcel, if the maintenance of said animals creates a nuisance as defined 

in chapter 30.  

(Code 1978, § 5.09.01; Ord. No. 73-06; Ord. No. 80-09; Ord. No. 02-05, 4-15-2002; Ord. No. 12-06, 

§ 1, 6-12-2012)  

Sec. 10-2. - Animals at large.  

No person shall allow any animals of any type, or fowl belonging to them or in their care, to run at 

large or to be picketed on public grounds; but this prohibition shall not apply to cats or dogs, except as are 

by this Code forbidden to be at large.  

(Code 1978, § 5.09.02; Ord. No. 73-06)  

Secs. 10-3—10-22. - Reserved.  



 

 

  Page 6 

ARTICLE II. - LIVESTOCK AND POULTRY  

 

Sec. 10-23. - Barns and stables.  

(a) No stable or barn in which horses, sheep, cows, goats or other animals are kept may be located within 

50 feet of a place of human habitation and 75 feet of neighboring property lines. Such stables and 

barns, where lawful, shall be kept clean. Manure shall be removed with sufficient frequency to avoid 

nuisance from odors or from the breeding of flies at least once every two weeks.  

(b) Manure shall be removed by hauling beyond the city limits unless used for fertilizer, in which case it 

shall be spread upon the ground evenly and turned under at once or as soon as the frost leaves the 

ground.  

(Code 1978, § 5.09.04; Ord. No. 02-06, 4-15-2002)  

ARTICLE II. - HORSES  

Sec. 10-24. - Horses.  

(a) Intent and purpose of section provisions. The intent of this section is to establish regulations for 

maintaining horses as defined in subsection (b) of this section exclusively on property. Section 10-3 

(barns and stables) also applies to this article. The purpose of this section is:  

(1) To prohibit the maintaining of horses on lots or parcels of record less than 1.5 acres in size;  

(2) To require a conditional use permit prior to maintaining a horse on a lot of record 1.5 acres in size 

and less than three acres in size;  

(3) To require the filing with the city of a sketch drawing prior to maintaining a horse on a lot or 

parcel of recorded three acres and larger in size; and  

(4) To ensure proper handling, treatment and maintenance of horses. 

 (b) Horse defined. As used in this section, the term "horse" shall mean any stallion, mare, gelding, foal, 

pony, donkey, ass, burro, mule or animal of horse kind.  

(c) Acreage requirements. The following chart prescribes the number of horses that can be maintained on 

lots of record of sizes as shown. This chart is applicable only to the maintenance of horses exclusively 

and shall be considered separate from the animal unit formula established in section 10-1 for the 

maintenance of a mix of horses and farm animals on property. The lease of property contiguous to the 

lot of record is eligible to meet acreage requirements provided the lot of record is at least 1.503.0 acres 

in size and evidence of a current lease is provided to the city.  

Acreage 
Number of Horses 

Permitted 
Comments 

Less than 1.5 acres 0  Not permitted. 

1.5—2.9 acres 2  Permitted only with conditional use permit. 

1.5 - 3.0 acres 2  Sketch drawing required in property file. 
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Over 3 acres 2+ One additional horse for each full acre over 3 acres. 

  

 (d) Conditional use permit approval required.  

(1) Prior to maintaining and boarding a horse on any lot or parcel within the city which lot or parcel is less 

than three acres in size, but larger than 1.5 acres in size, the landowner shall apply for and obtain a 

conditional use permit (CUP) from the city.  

(2) An application for the CUP shall be initiated by the landowner where the horses are to be maintained 

by filing a form prescribed by the city. The procedure to be followed shall be as prescribed in section 

117-50  

(e) Sketch drawing required.  

(1) Prior to maintaining and boarding a horse or horses on any parcel of land three acres or more in 

size, the landowner shall provide a sketch drawing to the city.  

(2) Required sketch drawing information shall include: 

a. Name and address of the fee owner of the subject property where the horses are to be 

maintained and the name and address of occupant of subject property.  

b. Legal description of subject property. 

c. Acreage of subject property and acreage of enclosed roaming area. 

d. Number of horses to be maintained on subject property. 

e. Sketch drawing showing, to scale: 

1. Location of all buildings on subject property; 

2. Fenced in horse pasture area; 

3. Location and distance from subject property of all adjacent property's buildings; and  

4. Area on subject property where manure will be stored if the number of horses exceeds 

one horse per one-half acre of enclosed roaming area.  

(f) Rodent and insect control.  

(1) Manure shall be handled or treated in such a manner as not to create a public nuisance which shall 

mean at a minimum that manure will be properly disposed of weekly when the number of horses 

on any one parcel exceeds one horse per one-half acre of enclosed roaming area.  

(2) Corrals, pens, stables or similar enclosures shall be maintained in a manner to minimize fly 

breeding.  

(3) Accumulations of horse manure on the paved portion of a street, sidewalk or alley shall not be 

permitted, and the horse owner shall be responsible to abate such nuisance.  

(g) Care and maintenance of horses.  

(1) No horse shall be treated cruelly or inhumanely by any person or in violation of Minn. Stats. ch. 

343, which provisions relate to preventing cruelty to animals.  

(2) Proper care and maintenance of each horse shall be the responsibility of the person, firm or 

corporation designated as the owner, caretaker or custodian of such horse.  
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(3) No person shall keep a horse in a manner creating a public or private nuisance. 

(4) Horses shall be provided adequate shelter. 

(5) Fences for pens, corrals or similar enclosures must be of sufficient height and strength to retain 

the horses enclosed. Extra care must be taken to ensure the stallions are properly enclosed.  

(h) Control, trespass roadways and impoundment.  

(1) No person shall permit any horse of which they are the owner, caretaker or custodian to run at 

large within the city. Such animal will be deemed to run at large when it is off the premises owned 

or rented by its owner and unaccompanied by the owner, or an agent or employee of the owner.  

(2) The chief of police or any designated agent of the city may impound any horse found at large and 

shall provide proper sustenance for such impounded horse. The chief of police or designated agent 

shall, within 24 hours after any such horse has been impounded, post written notice at the city 

hall describing such horse and stating that it has been impounded. If the owner of the impounded 

horse is known to the person impounding, personal service of notice of such impounding shall be 

served within 24 hours after impounding upon such owner in the manner prescribed by state law 

for the service or process.  

(3) Costs incurred by the city in impounding horses running at large shall be paid by the horse owner 

prior to releasing the horse. An impounded horse shall be released only to a person providing 

proof of ownership and displaying a receipt from the city administrator showing payment of the 

reasonable costs of impounding, cost of feeding and veterinarian care.  

(4) Any person who, without authority of law, and without first paying the costs due, shall take an 

impounded horse out of the enclosure in which it is impounded, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor.  

(5) In the event a horse impounded by the city is not redeemed within 14 days, after its impoundment, 

the chief of police or designated agent shall give three days' notice of the time and place where 

such horse will be sold by posting and serving notices as required for notice herein. If such horse 

cannot be sold on the day stated, it may be sold as soon as possible thereafter without notice. The 

city treasurer shall deposit said proceeds in the general fund.  

(6) If the previous owner of the horse which was sold makes a claim for the sale proceeds within one 

year from the sale date, the city finance officer, on order from the council, shall pay the previous 

horse owner the difference between the sale price and the cost of impounding, feeding and sales 

charges; otherwise, the sale proceeds shall be forfeited to the city.  

(7) No person may ride or drive a horse after sunset and before sunrise along or crossing any public 

way without appropriate lighting or reflectorized clothing.  

(8) The council shall designate and properly post those areas in public lands and parks where horses 

may be ridden.  

(9) No person may ride or drive a horse in any public park, beach, golf course or other public property 

except within the right-of-way of public streets and highways and areas duly designated by the 

city as a trail or hitching area.  

(10) Persons riding a horse or driving a horse-drawn vehicle upon a public road way shall be subject 

to those provisions of this Code and state law applicable to the driver of motor vehicles, except 

those provisions which by their nature have no application.  

(11) Horses shall not be ridden or driven in any manner that would cause undue damage to any hard-

surfaced road.  
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(12) No person shall ride or drive a horse upon private property without the prior written permission 

of the owner or occupant thereof.  

(13) No person shall interfere with any horse ridden or kept in a lawful manner, and owners of 

domestic animals shall restrain their animal so as to not interfere.  

(Code 1978, § 5.09.05; Ord. 74-4, 8-13-1974; Ord. No. 90-11; Ord. No. 02-07, 5-9-2002; Ord. No. 

06-14, § 1, 4-25-2006)  

Secs. 10-25—10-51. - Reserved.  

ARTICLE III. - DOGS  

FOOTNOTE(S): 

--- (2) ---  

State Law reference— Dogs and cats, Minn. Stats. ch. 347. (Back) 

DIVISION 1. - GENERALLY  

 

FOOTNOTE(S): 

--- (3) ---  

Editor's note— Ord. No. 12-11, § 2, 3, adopted July 24, 2012, repealed the former Div. 1, §§ 10-52—10-

68, and enacted a new Div. 1 as set out herein. The former Div. 1 pertained to similar subject matter and 

derived from Code 1978, § 5.09.03, subd. 1—19; Ord. No. 88-02; Ord. No. 99-16, 12-23-1999; Ord. No. 

08-09, § 2, 2-12-2008.  

Sec. 10-52. - Definitions.  

The following words, terms and phrases, when used in this article, shall have the meanings ascribed 

to them in this section, except where the context clearly indicates a different meaning:  

Animal control authority means an agency of the state, county, municipality, or other governmental 

subdivision of the state which is responsible for animal control operations in its jurisdiction.  

Boarding means providing for the care, shelter, or feeding of dogs, not owned by the owner or occupant 

of the premises where said dogs are kept, for any period.  

Dangerous dog means any dog that has:  

(1) Without provocation, inflicts substantial bodily harm on a human being on public or private 

property.  

(2) Has killed a domestic animal without provocation while off the owner's property. 

(3) Has been found to be potentially dangerous, and, after the owner has notice that the dog is 

potentially dangerous, the dog aggressively bites, attacks, or endangers the safety of humans or 

domestic animals.  

Dog means any male or female of the canine species.  

Dog owner means the license holder or any other person, firm, association, or corporation owning, 

keeping or harboring a dog. Any person keeping or harboring a dog for five consecutive days shall, for the 

purposes of this definition, be deemed an owner.  
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Great bodily harm means bodily injury which creates a high probability of death, or which causes 

serious permanent disfigurement, or which causes a permanent or protracted loss or impairment of the 

function of any bodily member or organ or other serious bodily harm  

Kennel, commercial, means a place where boarding and/or training is offered to any number of dogs 

not owned by the owner or occupant of the premises. Such boarding and/or training may also include but 

is not limited to related uses such as selling, breeding, showing, treating or grooming. Pet shops, veterinary 

clinics, and pet grooming facilities are considered commercial uses but shall not be defined as commercial 

kennels.  

Kennel, private, means a place where a dog owner keeps four or more dogs over six months of age on 

property occupied by the dog owner for residential purposes and where the keeping of such dogs is 

incidental to the occupancy of the premises, and may include breeding and selling of dogs as a hobby. A 

conditional use permit is required for four or more dogs.  

Owner means the license holder or any other person, firm, association, or corporation owning, keeping 

or harboring a dog. Any person keeping or harboring a dog for five consecutive days shall, for the purposes 

of this definition, be deemed an owner.  

Potentially dangerous dog means any dog that:  

(a) When unprovoked, inflicts bites on a human or domestic animal on public or private property.  

(b) When unprovoked, chases or approaches a person, including a person on a bicycle, upon the 

streets, sidewalks, or any public or private property, other than the dog owner's property, in an 

apparent attitude of attack.  

(c) Has a known propensity, tendency, or disposition to attack unprovoked, causing injury or 

otherwise threatening the safety of humans or domestic animals.  

Proper enclosure means securely confined indoors or in a securely enclosed and locked pen or 

structure suitable to prevent the animal from escaping and providing protection from the elements for the 

dog. A proper enclosure does not include a porch, patio, or any part of a house, garage, or other structure 

that would allow the dog to exit of its own volition, or any house or structure in which windows are open 

or in which door or window screens are the only obstacles that prevent the dog from exiting.  

Provocation means an act that an adult could reasonably expect may cause a dog to attack or bite.  

Running at large means any dog which is not either:  

(a) Effectively contained on private property; 

(b) Effectively restrained, by chain or leash, to private property with the consent of the property 

owner;  

(c) Effectively restrained by a chain or leash not to exceed six feet in length; or 

(d) Under the voice control of its owner. 

Substantial bodily harm means bodily injury that involves a temporary but substantial disfigurement, 

or that causes a temporary but substantial loss or impairment of the function of any bodily member or organ, 

or that causes a fracture of any bodily member.  

(Ord. No. 12-11, § 3, 7-24-2012)  

Sec. 10-53. - Animal control officer.  

As used in this article the term "animal control officer" means any city officer or employee designated 

to enforce any portion of this article.  
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(Ord. No. 12-11, § 3, 7-24-2012)  

Sec. 10-54. - Duties of animal control officer.  

The animal control officer shall perform the following duties:  

(a) Seize, impound, or restrain any dog found running at large within the city. 

(b) Investigate all cases of animal bites reported to him and supervise the quarantine of any such 

animal to ensure that it is kept under observation for a period of ten days.  

(c) Enforce all other provisions of this article. 

Sec. 10-55. - No interference with officer.  

It shall be unlawful for any person to molest or in any way interfere with any peace officer, animal 

control officer, or any of their duly authorized assistants, or with any duly authorized agent while engaged 

in performing work under the provisions of this article.  

(Ord. No. 12-11, § 3, 7-24-2012)  

Sec. 10-56. - Number of dogs permitted.  

(j) On a parcel or series of contiguous parcels under the same ownership or occupancy as the dog owner, 

no more than three dogs are permitted. A conditional use permitprivate kennel license is required for 

four or more dogs.  

(k) Private kennel license process. 

(1) Application. The application for a license shall contain the following information; name, 

address, and telephone number of applicant; the address of the location where four (4) or more 

dogs will be maintained, the number of dogs proposed to be maintained on the premise, the 

breeds of the dogs to be maintained, and a sketch plan of the premises where the dogs will be 

maintained. 

(2) Processing application. The application must be filed with the zoning administrator together 

with the permit fee thirty (30) days prior to a City Council meeting. Following an inspection 

of the premises proposed to be licensed, the zoning administrator shall make a recommendation 

to the City Council to approve or deny the application. The City Council shall hold a Public 

Hearing and make the final decision on the application.  

(3) Term and transfer. The license shall be valid without renewal provided that the applicant 

complies with the terms of the license. Licenses under this Chapter may not be transferred from 

person to person or from place to place.  

(4) Revocation. The council may revoke any license issued under this article upon adequate notice 

and a hearing before the council, if requested, on the following grounds:  

a. Any violation of this Code; 

b. Material misstatement or misrepresentation in application for license or renewal 

thereof; 

c. Failure to keep the licensee's premises in an orderly, aesthetically pleasing manner as 

prescribed by the council and/or its designated representative. 

d. Failure to comply with the terms of the license. 
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(Ord. No. 12-11, § 3, 7-24-2012)  

Sec. 10-57. -– Individual Dog Licensing.  

All dogs kept, harbored, or maintained in the city shall be licensed and registered. Applications for 

license shall be made to the city administrator, or his designee, upon forms provided by the city 

administrator. Said application shall require the owner, among other information required by the city 

administrator, to supply the name, age, predominant breed, sex, color and markings of each dog sought to 

be licensed. In addition, when the applicant or owner has been convicted of violation of section 10-65 

relative to the dog sought to be licensed, the application shall require proof of public liability insurance in 

the minimum amount of $300,000.00. Upon submission of the application and a certificate evidencing 

compliance with the terms and provisions of section 10-59, relating to vaccination for rabies, and upon 

payment of a fee as established by ordinance, the city administrator or his designee shall issue a license. 

Said license will be concurrent with a valid rabies vaccination for up to three years.  

(Ord. No. 12-11, § 3, 7-24-2012)  

Sec. 10-58. - Tags.  

The license shall be in the form of an identification tag and shall be affixed by the owner to a collar to 

be worn by the dog. In case a tag is lost or destroyed, a duplicate will be issued by the city administrator 

upon presentation of a receipt showing payment of the license fee for the current period and a payment as 

established by ordinance. Dog tags shall not be transferable from one dog to another and no refunds shall 

be made on any dog license fee because of death of the dog or the owners leaving the city prior to expiration 

of the license period.  

(Ord. No. 12-11, § 3, 7-24-2012)  

Sec. 10-59. - Rabies vaccination.  

(a) Every owner or keeper of a dog shall cause the same to be vaccinated by a licensed veterinary with 

anti-rabies vaccine at least once every three years and prior to the time such dog shall reach the age of 

six months.  

(b) No dog need be vaccinated when a licensed veterinarian has examined the animal and certified that, at 

such time, vaccination would endanger its health because of its age, infirmity, debility, illness, or other 

medical consideration; and such exception certificate is presented to the animal control officer within 

five days of such examination. The animal shall be vaccinated against rabies as soon as its health and 

age permit. Unvaccinated animals must be confined to the owner's property or a veterinary facility.  

(Ord. No. 12-11, § 3, 7-24-2012)  

Sec. 10-60. - Animal at large.  

Every owner or keeper of a dog shall cause the same to be under the control of and in custody of a 

person of sufficient age to adequately control the dog at all times, while the dog is off the premises of the 

owner. The terms "control" and "custody" mean on a leash of not more than six feet in length or under the 

voice control of its owner. It shall be lawful to have a dog in an automobile without a leash, but it must be 

on a leash or under the voice control of its owner if taken out of the vehicle. Violation of this section shall 

be a petty misdemeanor.  

(Ord. No. 12-11, § 3, 7-24-2012)  

Sec. 10-61. - Report of dog bites.  
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Any person knowing of a human being bitten by a dog shall immediately notify the animal control 

officer or the police department and said dog shall then be confined and kept under observation for a period 

of ten days before being removed from owner's property or disposed of.  

(Ord. No. 12-11, § 3, 7-24-2012)  

Sec. 10-62. - Destroying a dog.  

It shall be unlawful for any person other than the animal control officer or a police officer to kill or 

destroy any dog or animal of the dog kind running at large in the city or that has been known to bite a person 

within ten days.  

(Ord. No. 12-11, § 3, 7-24-2012)  

Sec. 10-63. - Abandonment.  

No person shall abandon or release any dog, cat, or other animal with the boundaries of the city.  

(Ord. No. 12-11, § 3, 7-24-2012)  

Sec. 10-64. - Potentially dangerous dogs.  

(a) The animal control officer will provide the owner of a dog that has been deemed potentially dangerous, 

per section 10-52, with a potentially dangerous dog incident report.  

(b) If the dog has inflicted bites on a human or domestic animal on public or private property, a quarantine 

notice will also be provided to the owner advising of a ten day quarantine period.  

(c) If a proper enclosure cannot be provided for the dog, the animal control officer can seize the dog for 

the quarantine period. All costs of the care, keeping, and disposition of the dog are the responsibility 

of the person claiming an interest in the dog.  

(d) Any person knowing of a human being bitten by a dog shall immediately notify the animal control 

officer or the police department and said dog shall then be confined and kept under observation for a 

period of ten days before being removed from owner's property or disposed of.  

(Ord. No. 12-11, § 3, 7-24-2012)  

Sec. 10-65. - Dangerous dogs.  

(a) The animal control officer will provide the owner of a dog that has been deemed dangerous, per section 

10-52, with a dangerous dog incident report.  

(b) If the dog has inflicted bites on a human or domestic animal on public or private property, a quarantine 

notice will also be provided to the owner advising of a ten-day quarantine period.  

(c) An owner of a dangerous dog shall keep the dog, while on the owner's property, in a proper enclosure. 

If the dog is outside the proper enclosure, the dog must be muzzled and restrained by a substantial 

chain or leash and under the physical restraint of a responsible person. The muzzle must be made in a 

manner that will prevent the dog from biting any person or animal but that will not cause injury to the 

dog or interfere with its vision or respiration.  

(d) An owner of a dangerous dog must renew the registration of the dog annually until the dog is deceased. 

If the dog is removed from the jurisdiction, it must be registered as a dangerous dog in its new 

jurisdiction.  

(e) An owner of a dangerous dog must notify the animal control authority in writing of the death of the 

dog or its transfer to a new location where the dog will reside within 30 days of the death or transfer, 
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and must, if requested by the animal control authority, execute an affidavit under oath setting forth 

either the circumstances of the dog's death and disposition or the complete name, address, and 

telephone number of the person to whom the dog has been transferred or the address where the dog 

has been relocated.  

(f) An animal control authority shall require a dangerous dog to be sterilized at the owner's expense. If 

the owner does not have the animal sterilized within 30 days, the animal control authority shall seize 

the dog and have it sterilized at the owner's expense.  

(g) A person who owns a dangerous dog and who rents property from another where the dog will reside 

must disclose to the property owner prior to entering the lease agreement and at the time of any lease 

renewal that the person owns a dangerous dog that will reside at the property.  

(h) A person who transfers ownership of a dangerous dog must notify the new owner that the animal 

control authority has identified the dog as dangerous. The current owner must also notify the animal 

control authority in writing of the transfer of ownership and provide the animal control authority with 

the new owner's name, address, and telephone number.  

(Ord. No. 12-11, § 3, 7-24-2012)  

Sec. 10-65. - Dangerous dog registration.  

(a) Requirement. No person may own a dangerous dog in this state unless the dog is registered as provided 

in this section.  

(b) Registration. An animal control authority shall issue a certificate of registration to the owner of a 

dangerous dog if the owner presents sufficient evidence that:  

(1) A proper enclosure exists for the dangerous dog and a posting on the premises with a clearly 

visible warning sign that there is a dangerous dog on the property, including a warning symbol to 

inform children;  

(2) A surety bond issued by a surety company authorized to conduct business in this state in a form 

acceptable to the animal control authority in the sum of at least $300,000.00, payable to any 

person injured by the dangerous dog, or a policy of liability insurance issued by an insurance 

company authorized to conduct business in this state in the amount of at least $300,000.00, 

insuring the owner for any personal injuries inflicted by the dangerous dog;  

(3) The owner has paid an annual fee of not more than $500.00, in addition to any regular dog 

licensing fees, to obtain a certificate of registration for a dangerous dog under this section; and  

(4) The owner has had microchip identification implanted in the dangerous dog with the name of the 

microchip manufacturer and identification number of the microchip provided to the animal 

control authority. If the microchip is not implanted by the owner, it may be implanted by the 

animal control authority. In either case, all costs related to purchase and implantation of the 

microchip must be borne by the dog's owner.  

(c) Warning symbol. If an animal control authority issues a certificate of registration to the owner of a 

dangerous dog pursuant to subdivision (b), the animal control authority must provide, for posting on 

the owner's property, a copy of a warning symbol to inform children that there is a dangerous dog on 

the property. The warning symbol must be the uniform symbol provided by the commissioner of public 

safety. The commissioner shall provide the number of copies of the warning symbol requested by the 

animal control authority and shall charge the animal control authority the actual cost of the warning 

symbols received. The animal control authority may charge the registrant a reasonable fee to cover its 

administrative costs and the cost of the warning symbol.  
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(d) Fee. The animal control authority may charge the owner an annual fee, in addition to any regular dog 

licensing fees, to obtain a certificate of registration for a dangerous dog under this section.  

(e) Dangerous dog designation review. Beginning six months after a dog is declared a dangerous dog; an 

owner may request annually that the animal control authority review the designation. The owner must 

provide evidence that the dog's behavior has changed due to the dog's age, neutering, environment, 

completion of obedience training that includes modification of aggressive behavior, or other factors. 

If the animal control authority finds sufficient evidence that the dog's behavior has changed, the 

authority may rescind the dangerous dog designation.  

(f) Law enforcement; exemption. The provisions of this section do not apply to dangerous dogs used by 

law enforcement officials for police work.  

(g) Exemption. Dogs may not be declared dangerous if the threat, injury, or damage was sustained by a 

person:  

(1) who was committing, at the time, a willful trespass or other tort upon the premises occupied by 

the owner of the dog;  

(2) who was provoking, tormenting, abusing, or assaulting the dog or who can be shown to have 

repeatedly, in the past, provoked, tormented, abused, or assaulted the dog; or  

(3) who was committing or attempting to commit a crime. 

(h) Tag. A dangerous dog registered under this section must have a standardized, easily identifiable tag 

identifying the dog as dangerous and containing the uniform dangerous dog symbol, affixed to the 

dog's collar at all times.  

(Ord. No. 12-11, § 3, 7-24-2012)  

Sec. 10-66. - Hearing for dogs deemed dangerous or potentially dangerous.  

The owner of a dog that has been deemed dangerous or potentially dangerous may request a hearing 

to determine the validity of the dangerous or potentially dangerous dog declaration. If such a request is 

made, the owner must immediately comply with provisions 1 of the notice, until the hearing examiner issues 

an opinion. To appeal the dangerous or potentially dangerous dog declaration:  

(a) A request, identifying with specificity the basis for the dog owner's objection to the declaration 

shall be filed in writing with the office of the chief of police within 14 days after the date of the 

service of the notice. Failure to do so within 14 days will terminate the owner's right to a hearing.  

(b) A $250.00 filing fee shall be submitted with the appeal request. In the event that the dangerous 

dog declaration is not upheld by the hearing examiner, the filing fee will be refunded to the dog's 

owner. Per Minn. Stat. § 347.541, if the dangerous dog declaration is upheld by the hearing 

examiner, actual expenses of the hearing up to a maximum of $1,000.00 will be the responsibility 

of the dog's owner.  

(c) A hearing shall be conducted within ten days, unless a later date is mutually agreed to by the 

hearing examiner, the dog owner and the city.  

(d) The hearing officer shall issue a decision on the matter within ten days after the hearing. The 

decision must be delivered to the dog's owner by hand delivery or registered mail as soon as 

practical and a copy must be provided to the animal control authority.  

(e) If the hearing officer affirms the dangerous dog declaration, the owner will have 14 days from 

receipt of that decision to comply with all requirements of the notice.  
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(f) Any costs incurred for the care, keeping, and disposition of the dog are the responsibility of the 

person claiming an interest in the dog, except to the extent that a court or hearing officer finds 

that the seizure or impoundment was not substantially justified by law.  

(Ord. No. 12-11, § 3, 7-24-2012)  

Sec. 10-67. - Failure to restrain an attack by a dog.  

(a) It shall be unlawful for an owner to fail to restrain a dog from inflicting or attempting to inflict bodily 

injury to any person or other animal. Violation of this section shall be a misdemeanor. The court, upon 

a finding of the defendant's guilt hereunder, is authorized to order, as part of the disposition of the 

case, that the animal be destroyed based on a written order containing one or more of the following 

findings of fact:  

(1) The animal is dangerous as demonstrated by a vicious attack, an unprovoked attack, an attack 

without warning, or multiple attacks; or  

(2) The owner of the animal has demonstrated an inability or unwillingness to control the animal in 

order to prevent injury to persons or other animals.  

(b) If the court does not order the destruction of the dog, the court, as an alternative, may order the 

defendant to provide, and show proof to the court of public liability insurance in the minimum amount 

of $300,000.00.  

(Ord. No. 12-11, § 3, 7-24-2012)  

Sec. 10-68. - Stopping an attack.  

If any police officer or animal control officer is witness to an attack by a dog upon a person or another 

animal, the officer may take whatever means they deem appropriate to bring the attack to an end and prevent 

further injury to the victim.  

(Ord. No. 12-11, § 3, 7-24-2012)  

Sec. 10-69. - Dogs disturbing the peace.  

It shall be unlawful for any person to own, keep, have in possession, or harbor any dog that howls, 

yelps, or barks to the reasonable annoyance of another person. Any person violating this section, who upon 

first requested by a police officer or animal control officer to stop or prevent the annoyance, and refuses to 

comply with the request will be issued a citation or arrested in accordance with Minnesota Rules of Criminal 

Procedure, and, if the officer deems it necessary to stop the annoyance, may have the dog taken to the city 

animal pound. Any dog placed in the pound may be reclaimed by the owner upon payment of the fee 

prescribed in subsection 10-95(b), and if not reclaimed may be disposed of in the manner provided in 

subsection 10-95(c).  

(Ord. No. 12-11, § 3, 7-24-2012)  

Sec. 10-70. - Removal of excrement.  

It is unlawful for any person who owns or has custody of a dog to cause or permit such animal to 

defecate on any private property without the consent of the property owner or on any public property unless 

such person immediately removes the excrement and places it in a proper receptacle. The provisions of this 

section shall not apply to seeing-eye dogs under the control of a blind person or dogs while being used in 

city police activity.  

(Ord. No. 12-11, § 3, 7-24-2012)  
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Secs. 10-71—10-94. - Reserved.  

DIVISION 2. - IMPOUNDMENT  

 

Sec. 10-95. - Procedure; reclaiming.  

(a) Impoundment. All dogs picked up by the animal control officer or any of their duly authorized 

assistants shall be immediately transported to the designated pound. If the owner is known, they shall 

be immediately notified by telephone or personal contact and by written notice to their last known 

address. If the owner is unknown, written notice containing a description of the animal shall be posted 

at the pound and the city hall. The notice shall advise the owner that they have five regular business 

days to claim the dog. The term "regular business day" means any day during which the pound is open 

to the public not less than four consecutive hours between the hours of 8:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m.  

(b) Reclaiming. An owner may reclaim an impounded dog:  

(1) If the dog has a current license: by paying to the pound master an impounding fee plus a boarding 

fee in an amount determined by agreement between the city and the designated pound, for each 

day the animal was confined. There shall also be an added impounding fee for any dog impounded 

twice within 12 months. Such fees shall be set by ordinance.  

(2) If the dog does not have a current license: by first obtaining a license from the city administrator 

and paying the costs to the pound master.  

(c) Unclaimed animals. Any animal not claimed within the allotted time shall be disposed of in accordance 

with the provisions of Minn. Stats. § 35.71, subd. 3.  

(Code 1978, § 5.09.03, subds. 9, 10, 12; Ord. No. 88-02; Ord. No. 01-22, 10-29-2001)  

Secs. 10-96—10-118. - Reserved.  

ARTICLE IV. - WILD ANIMALS  

 

Sec. 10-119. - Rules and definitions.  

The following words, terms and phrases, when used in this article, shall have the meanings ascribed 

to them in this section, except where the context clearly indicates a different meaning:  

At large means a wild animal that is outside of its secondary enclosure, or when the wild animal is 

outside of its primary enclosure but within its secondary enclosure and not in the presence of the owner.  

Dwelling means a building or portion thereof designed or used exclusively for residential occupancy.  

Handling means feeding, manipulating, transporting, restraining, treating, training, working or 

performing any similar activity with respect to a wild animal.  

Impound means to seize and hold in legal custody.  

Livestock means a typical farm animal kept for agricultural use, pleasure or profit, including but not 

limited to horses, mules, sheep, goats, cattle, swine, fowl, rabbits and mink.  

Lot means a tract, plat or portion of a subdivision or other parcel or land intended as a unit for the 

purpose, whether immediate or future, or transfer of ownership or for the building development.  
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Owner means a person who keeps a wild animal or the parents or guardians of such a person under 18 

years of age.  

Portable primary enclosure means the portable structure used to confine a wild animal in a secure 

manner that prevents the running at large of a wild animal during transportation or temporarily confining 

such an animal during handling.  

Primary enclosure means an individual, partnership, firm, joint stock company, corporation, 

association, unincorporated association of individuals, trust, estate, or other entity.  

Restraint means the portable structure used to confine a wild animal in a secure manner that prevents 

the running at large of a wild animal during transportation or temporarily confining such an animal during 

handling.  

Secondary enclosure means a structure such as a fence, wall or building, which entirely encloses the 

area in which the primary enclosures, exercise facilities and training facilities are located and all handling 

activities occur. Such secondary enclosure serves to contain a wild animal from running at large and to 

prevent any unauthorized public access.  

Structure means anything constructed or erected, the use of which requires a permanent location on 

the ground or attachment to something having a permanent location on the ground, such as a fence, wall, 

or building.  

The keeping of wild animals means possessing and handling of wild animals on any property and 

providing such an animal with the necessities of life such as feeding and sheltering. The keeping of wild 

animals may include animals being used or intended to be used for research, training, breeding, boarding, 

as a personal pet, or for agricultural purposes. The keeping of a wild animal may also include wild animals 

intended to be used for exhibition providing that such animals are not exhibited within the city, such as in 

the case of a public showing, circus or zoo.  

Wild animal.  

(1) The term "wild animal" means a mammal, large or poisonous reptile and birdlarge or dangerous 

species that, in their uncaptured wild state, have the physical capacity to be dangerous to the 

safety and welfare of any person or property. Examples of such wild animals are (but not limited 

to these examples) bears, lions, wolves, coyotes, cougars, bison, tigers, panthers, monkeys, apes, 

large alligators and crocodiles (greater than four feet in length), large snakes (greater than six 

feet), and poisonous snakes, excluding dogs, cats, other traditional house pets and livestock.  

(2) Reducing such mammals, reptiles and birds to captivity, whether trained, raised or bred in 

captivity or otherwise considered domesticated in any manner, shall not remove such wild 

animals from these requirements and regulations.  

(Code 1978, § 5.09.06, subd. 2; Ord. No. 87-08)  

Sec. 10-120. - Penalty.  

A person who fails to comply with or violates provisions of this Code or the restrictions of a conditional 

use permit, wild animal license or variance shall be guilty of a misdemeanor. Appropriate actions and 

proceedings may be taken by law or inequity to prevent a violation of this article of the conditions or 

restrictions of a conditional use permit, wild animal license or variance, to prevent unlawful construction, 

to recover damages, to restrain, correct or abate a violation, and to prevent illegal use of a lot; these remedies 

shall be in addition to the penalties described in this section.  

(Code 1978, § 5.09.06, subd. 10; Ord. No. 87-08)  

Sec. 10-121. - Purpose and intent.  
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It is the intent of this article to establish regulations that will allow as a conditional use the keeping of 

wild animals, with a wild animal licenseconditional use permit in certain zoning districts. The city 

recognizes that wild animals require special handling to ensure that the health, safety and welfare of the 

public is protected and all land use conflicts are minimized.  

(Code 1978, § 5.09.06, subd. 1; Ord. No. 87-08)  

Sec. 10-122. - Enforcement.  

(a) Impoundment. In addition to the penalties imposed in section 10-120, a person in violation of this 

article may be subject to having the wild animals in question impounded, or destroyed. Owners in 

violation of this article will have ten days to correct the violation and redeem a wild animal. The owner 

is responsible for all costs incurred by the city to capture, keep and/or destroy a wild animal. If a wild 

animal is not redeemed, the city will dispose of such wild animal in any manner it deems necessary 

such as, but not limited to, selling, destroying, or donating to an appropriate organization or agency.  

(b) Rabies. A wild animal capable of transmitting rabies which has been known to have bitten a person 

shall be quarantined and observed for rabies under the direction of a licensed veterinarian for a period 

of time and in facilities determined to be adequate by that veterinarian and the city. If a wild animal is 

proven to be rabid, the wild animal shall be destroyed. If a wild animal is proven to not be rabid by a 

licensed veterinarian, it will be returned to the owner.  

(c) Enforcement authority. Enforcement officers shall have the right to destroy a wild animal posing an 

immediate threat of serious harm to any person, livestock or house pet.  

(Code 1978, § 5.09.06, subd. 9; Ord. No. 87-08)  

Sec. 10-123. - Inspection and revocation of licenses or variancesconditional use permit.  

The city may at any time inspect the lot and structures where a wild animal is kept to determine if the 

license and/or varianceconditional use permit, and the conditions and restrictions of that license or 

varianceconditional use permit are being strictly adhered to. The city may require an inspection upon 

renewal of a wild animal licensereasonable request and shall reserve the right to have said inspection 

performed by an approved and qualified consultant.  

(Code 1978, § 5.09.06, subd. 7; Ord. No. 87-08)  

Sec. 10-124. - Nonconforming uses.  

A person lawfully keeping wild animals within the city upon the effective date of the adoption of the 

ordinance from which this article is derived, who does not conform to the provisions of this article, shall be 

given 30 days to comply or submit application for the necessary variancespermits.  

(Code 1978, § 5.09.06, subd. 8; Ord. No. 87-08)  

Sec. 10-125. - Variances.  

(a) Variance and review criteria. Where the city finds that extraordinary hardships or practical difficulties 

may result from strict compliance with the provisions of this article, and the purposes of this article 

may be served to the same or greater extent by an alternative proposal, the city may approve variances 

to this article so that substantial justice may be done and the public interest secured, provided that:  

(1) Such a variance shall not have the effect of nullifying the intent and purpose of this article; and  

(2) The city shall not approve variances unless, based upon the evidence presented to it, it finds that:  
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a. The granting of the variance would not be detrimental to the public safety, health, or welfare 

or injurious to property.  

b. The conditions that a variance would be based upon are unique to that application for which 

the variance is sought and are not applicable generally to other applications.  

c. The strict enforcement of this article would result in unreasonable and unnecessary 

requirements or restrictions because a particular hardship would result, as distinguished from 

an inconvenience.  

d. The variance would not in any manner vary the provisions of the Ramsey Comprehensive 

Plan.  

(b) Application and review.  

(1) The application procedure for a variance from this article shall be the same as for a wild animal 

license, section 10-128(b) through (d).  

(2) Variances may be reviewed concurrently with an application for a wild animal licenseconditional 

use permit. 

(c) Conditions of approval. In approving an application for a variance, the city may attach conditions and 

restrictions as it finds necessary.  

(Code 1978, § 5.09.06, subd. 5; Ord. No. 87-08)  

Sec. 10-126. - Fees.  

The applicant for a wild animal licenseconditional use permit and/or variance shall pay an application 

fee as per ordinance. The applicant shall also pay for any costs or expenses incurred by the city during the 

processing and reviewing of the application, which exceed the application fee. Such expenses shall include, 

but are not limited to, consultants and other professionals and the cost of printing, mailing, and supplies. 

Such fees shall become due and payable immediately upon notification by the city. The city shall provide 

upon the request of the applicant, a breakdown of the various expenses incurred by the city. The city may 

withhold any final action on an application for a wild animal licenseconditional use permit or variance 

and/or rescind prior actions until all fees are fully paid. The city may require additional deposits, above and 

beyond the application fee, if found necessary.  

(Code 1978, § 5.09.06, subd. 6; Ord. No. 87-08)  

Sec. 10-127. - General regulations.  

(a) Prohibition. No person shall keep a wild animal unless such a use is specifically permitted by this 

article and all regulations are satisfied.  

(b) Regulations.  

(1) Enclosures. 

a. A wild animal shall be confined, sheltered and led in a primary enclosure contained entirely 

within a secondary enclosure.  

b. All primary and secondary enclosures shall meet minimum requirements of structural 

soundness and security as deemed satisfactory by the city. All primary and secondary 

enclosures;  

1. Shall be constructed of steel bar, link, wire or other suitable material of sufficient 

strength to contain the proposed animal;  
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2. Shall be adequately braced and securely anchored at ground level; 

3. Shall be constructed such as to prevent a wild animal from digging out from under the 

enclosure;  

4. Shall be key or combination locked to prevent unauthorized entrance; 

5. Shall be located so that all access to primary enclosures must be from within the 

secondary enclosure;  

6. Shall be adequately signed to notify the public of the presence of wild animals and the 

danger that exists.  

(2) The transportation of a wild animal outside of the secondary enclosure shall be in a vehicle 

specially equipped for the transportation of wild animals and a portable primary enclosure as 

approved by the city.  

(3) Running at large. 

a. It shall be prohibited for a wild animal to run at large. 

b. A wild animal shall be under the restraint of its owner. 

c. Tools for capturing wild animals shall be readily accessible, such as traps, firearms, 

tranquilizing guns and nets.  

(4) Sanitation and health. 

a. The lot on which a wild animal is kept shall be maintained in a clean, sanitary and neat 

manner in accordance with the conditions of the permit.  

b. A wild animal shall be maintained in a healthy state so as to prevent the transmittal of disease 

to other animals or persons.  

c. All animal waste shall be properly and timely disposed of in accordance with the conditions 

of the permit.  

(5) Zoning and lot requirements. 

a. All zoning code regulations shall be complied with. 

b. Additional regulations shall be as follows: 

1. The keeping of wild animals shall be allowed only as a conditional use in any zoning 

district of the city.  

2. The lot on which a wild animal as defined herein is kept shall be at least 2½ acres in 

size.  

3. The structures, primary and secondary enclosures and all uses associated with the 

handling of wild animals, shall be set back a minimum of 100 feet front yard; 30 feet 

side yard and 50 feet rear yard.  

4. The structures, primary and secondary enclosures and all areas in which a wild animal 

is handled shall be located a minimum of 300 feet from all dwellings other than that of 

the owner.  

5. The activity areas in which a wild animal is handled shall be screened or landscaped in 

such a manner as to prevent them from being visible at any time of the year from the 

road right-of-way, and public properties.  

(Code 1978, § 5.09.06, subd. 3; Ord. No. 87-08)  
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Sec. 10-128. -– LicenseConditional Use Permit for wild animals.  

(a) Prohibition. No person shall keep a wild animal unless a wild animal licenseconditional use permit 

has been approved by the city for that person and that activity, in accordance with this article.  

(b) Submittal of application. Complete application for a wild animal licenseconditional use permit shall 

include the following:  

(1) Ten copiesOne (1) copy of the completed application form. 

(2) Ten copiesOne (1) copy of a letter explaining in detail the proposed use and addressing 

regulations in section 10-127, and review criteria in this section.  

(3) Ten copiesOne (1) copy of an accurate site plan (drawn to scale) or survey of the lot on which the 

proposed use would occur and the adjacent lots showing:  

a. Lot dimensions; 

b. Location, size and configuration of the area proposed to be used for the keeping of wild 

animals, including all existing and proposed buildings, structures, and enclosures;  

c. Setbacks from front lot line, side lot lines, and rear lot line, and distances from neighboring 

dwellings, pastures, barns, and corrals;  

d. Vegetation and terrain features such as steep slopes, wetlands, woods and any natural and 

proposed screening or landscaping;  

e. Driveways, public and private roadways, parking and loading areas; 

f. Easements for roads, access, open space, views, and utilities; and 

g. Location of well and septic. 

The city reserves the right to require a certificate of survey.  

(4) Two copiesOne (1) copy of all permits required from the state department of natural resources, 

United States Department of Agriculture, United States Fish and Wildlife, and other 

governmental agency.  

(5) Two copiesOne (1) copy of the owner's qualifications, list of professional references and any 

other background materials as required by the zoning administrator.  

(6) Payment of application fee and miscellaneous fees as established by ordinance. 

(7) Two copiesOne (1) copy of building plans for primary and secondary enclosures. 

(8) Any additional information found necessary by the city zoning administrator. 

(c) Application deadline. A completed application for a wild animal licenseconditional use permit shall 

be submitted no later than 19 thirty (30) days before the next regularly scheduled planning commission 

meeting.  

(d) Review of council and planning commission.  

(1) Upon submittal of a completed application, the zoning administrator shall schedule a public 

hearing at the next planning commission meeting. The police chief shall receive a copy of the 

application and forward any recommendations to the zoning administrator who shall then review 

the application and police comments and may make recommendations to the planning 

commission. The planning commission shall consider the application for a wild animal 

licenseconditional use permit and thereafter make recommendations to the council. The council 

shall then approve, with modifications, or deny the application for a wild animal 
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licenseconditional use permit by resolution that shall set forth in detail any conditions and 

restrictions to which the approval is subject or reasons for denial.  

(2) If a renewal of a wild animal license is being applied for with no changes from the wild animal 

license issued by the city for the previous year, the zoning administrator may place the application 

for the renewal of a wild animal license on the agenda of the next council meeting and may waive 

the need for a public hearing or review by the planning commission.  

(e) Review criteria. In acting upon an application for a wild animal licenseconditional use permit, the city 

shall consider the following criteria:  

(1) Surrounding land uses. 

(2) Structural soundness and security of all primary and secondary enclosures. 

(3) Design, size, location and configuration of all primary and secondary enclosures. 

(4) Maintenance of the primary and secondary enclosures and all other structures and areas used in 

relation to the keeping of any wild animal.  

(5) Nuisances such as noise and odors. 

(6) Aesthetics, including the appearance of the lot and structure where a wild animal is kept.  

(7) Compliance with all sections of this Code. 

(8) Regulations of the state department of natural resources, United States Department of Agriculture, 

United States Fish and Wildlife, or any other governmental agency.  

(9) Nature and characteristics of each type of animal being proposed such as its size, strength, 

disposition, and its ability to harm a person or property.  

(10) Other criteria found relevant by the city. 

The applicant shall prove that the use as proposed in the wild animal licenseconditional use permit 

application would not result in any detrimental effects as per the criteria listed in this subsection (e).  

(f) Conditions of approval. In approving an application for a wild animal licenseconditional use permit, 

the city may attach conditions and restrictions as it finds necessary, including but not limited to the 

following:  

(1) Restrictions on the number and type of animals. 

(2) Setbacks greater than those required in section 10-127  

(3) Minimum and/or maximum distance between primary and secondary enclosures. 

(4) Minimum height of enclosures. 

(5) Size of the enclosures. 

(g) Expiration. A conditional use permit shall remain in effect as long as the conditions agreed upon are 

observed and the permit holder is in compliance with all other regulations or standards of this 

chapter.The wild animal license shall expire 12 months from the date of issuance.  

(h) Renewal of license. Application for renewal of a wild animal license with any changes shall be made 

a minimum of 19 days before the next regularly scheduled planning commission meeting. Application 

for renewal with no changes shall be made 14 days before the next regularly scheduled council meeting 

providing that the public hearing and review before the planning commission has been waived. The 

city may require an inspection upon renewal of a wild animal license and shall reserve the right to have 

said inspection performed by an approved qualified consultant.  
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(Code 1978, § 5.09.06, subd. 4; Ord. No. 87-08)  

 

Section 117-111 is amended to revise the following language (added language underlined, deleted 

language strike-through): 

 

(c) Uses permitted by conditional use permit.  

(1) Religious institutions. 

(2) Commercial horse boarding. 

(3) Private dog kennels. 

(43) Commercial dog kennels. 

(54) Oversizing of accessory structure size. 

(65) Two-story accessory buildings. 

(76) Cemeteries. 

(87) Essential services. 

(98) Cell towers in Tower Overlay District. 

(109) Commercial garden nurseries or greenhouses with buildings. 

(1110) Micro-scale WECS. 

 

SECTION 3. SUMMARY 

The following is the official summary of Ordinance #15-12, which has been approved by the City Council 

of the City of Ramsey as clearly informing the public of the intent and effect of the Ordinance. 

 

It is the intent and effect of Ordinance #15-12 to amend Ramsey, Minnesota City Code Chapters 10 & 117 

to replace the conditional use permit process for four (4) or more dogs, beekeeping, and other non-

traditional domestic animals with a license process and eliminate the need for a conditional use permit to 

maintain horses on 1.5 to 2.99 acres. The intent is to reduce the time and the costs to owners to obtain these 

approvals while still providing for public comment where necessary. 

SECTION 4. EFFECTIVE DATE 

 

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

Charter Section 5.07. 

 

 Adopted by the Ramsey City Council the ___ day of __________, 2015. 

 

 

             

     _____________________________________________ 

     Mayor 

 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

_______________________________________ 

City Clerk 
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CC Regular Session   7. 6.           
Meeting Date: 07/14/2015  
By: Chris Anderson, Community

Development

Information
Title:
Review Recent Feedback Concerning Buildable Area on Parcels with Floodplains and Wetlands

Purpose/Background:
The purpose of this case is to review resident feedback regarding the amount of remaining buildable area on certain
residential parcels after areas of wetlands and floodplains are subtracted. Staff notes an increase in the number of
concerns raised by residents most notably in the Brookfield and Sweetbay Ridge developments, but
communitywide as well. This policy issue can also be seen in some high water times when primary structures are in
close proximity to floodplains and wetlands.

Potential outcomes of the policy discussion range from taking no further action to amend City Code to making
certain amendments to City Code to ensure a minimum amount of buildable area to the benefit of the ultimate home
owner. Staff believes that this policy issue has risen beyond just a small number of isolated incidents to at least a
level to bring to the attention of the City Council. This policy issue is especially evident in Sweetbay Ridge, and to
a slightly lesser extent in Brookfield, where it appears there is a high number of wetland encroachments in rear
yards. This issue has also surfaced at time of sale due to proximity to floodplain boundaries and potential wetland
impacts during due diligence periods.

Staff acknowledges the previous wetland protection ordinance of the City Code repealed circa 2009 and notes that
none of the alternatives noted below include these previous restrictions. Staff is not suggesting that any policy
change needs to be made. However, Staff believes it is relevant to bring the topic to the City Council's attention.
The intent of the direction of this case would be to simply direct Staff to work with the Environmental Policy Board
(EPB) and Planning Commission to brainstorm 1) if policy changes are needed and 2) if so, ideas of potential policy
changes.

Notification:
No notification is required at this time as this is for discussion purposes only.

Observations/Alternatives:
The policy issue appears to arise after the initial construction of the home with the expectation of the ultimate
resident that future improvements, such as a deck and/or detached accessory building, could be added to a property.
The initial, principal structure meets all current and applicable bulk standards. However, the presence of
floodplains, wetlands, and/or storm sewer infrastructure can greatly restrict the actual buildable area of a lot for
future improvements and rear yards. The builder has met all minimum requirements to obtain a Building Permit.
However, the ultimate home owner is not able to utilize the rear yard as expected due to non-developable portions
of the lot. The City has a number of examples where the actual lot size is approximately one (1) acre in size, but the
developable area is less than a quarter (1/4) acre in size.



The issues are primarily with the proximity of the rear of the home to the boundary of a wetland or floodplain. The
issues are primarily 1) lack of space to construct a rear yard deck; and 2) lack of rear yard area to place fill and
manage vegetation without additional restriction (what a typical home owner would traditionally consider a back
yard). In certain circumstances, the limits of developable area behind the rear of the home is within a few feet of the
back of the home, which does not leave a large amount of area for decks, patios, or the ability to grade and
landscape the yard.

Presently, City Code does not specify specify a minimum buildable area or any setback from any of the elements
noted above, just gross (total) lot size and minimum lot width in addition to traditional setbacks to property lines.
Based on the increasing frequency of requests for encroachments within these elements or easements that encumber
these elements, this discussion topic has been created. Also, due to previous policy discussions circa 2008/2009,
Staff desires to discuss the matter with City Council before forwarding the discussion topic to EPB and Planning
Commission.

As can be seen in the attached examples, sometimes there is little to no room between a proposed home and a
wetland, floodplain, or storm sewer pipe (and their associated easement). As part of the Building Permit review
process, Staff reviews the Permit for compliance with bulk standards such as setbacks and structure height, but also
looks at location of patio/sliding glass door in relation to these features and comments on possible future conflicts.
However, without any standard in City Code, Staff cannot withhold approving the permit if it complies with all
other bulk standards. There is not a City Code provision that allows Staff to prohibit the utilization of a patio door,
even if it is evident that the rear yard will not sustain an improvement. This has proven to be a significant issue with
certain lots.

A significant reason for bringing this to the attention of the City Council is to also inform the City Council of the
increasing amount of Staff time used to administer these standards and work with Property Owners through the
process of approval for these challenging lots and the frustration it is causing amongst multiple property owners.
The issue seems to magnify with each subsequent sale as the distance between original builder and current owner
expands. Staff does acknowledge that part of the reason for an increase in these requests and complaints is also a
result of a declining lot inventory with more challenging and/or less desirable lots remaining.

Goals of Policy Discussion
Minimize common conflicts for future property owner after initial construction.1.
Ensure sufficient area for future rear decks, a common improvement.2.
Ensure sufficient area for back yard (as interpreted by average resident).3.
Provide language that is easily interpreted with minimal 'if, then' or contingent scenarios.4.
Do not create new issues by solving current issues.5.
Ensure that any policy amendment is not confused with the City's previous wetland protection ordinance
(buffer). In other words, Staff would not suggest including a vegetative buffer requirement, but would
support discussions on principal structure setbacks while still allowing for vegetative management up to
delineated boundaries.

6.

It is noted that it is unlikely that a single ordinance amendment will eliminate all requests for encroachments to
wetlands, floodplains, and easements; however, a simple policy adjustment may significantly reduce the number of
special requests to the City. There is still likely to be certain circumstances that are so unique, that the City will need
to apply available tools to review, such as encroachment agreements or 'no loss exemptions' (through the
LRRWMO).

Alternatives

Option #1. Direct Staff to work with the EPB to consider possible ideas/solutions to this matter and present them to
the Planning Commission for consideration. Staff supports this option, as it focuses on answering the question as to
whether an issue exists that warrants a policy change. Potential ideas include, but are not limited minimum
buildable area standards and/or primary structure setbacks with open air decks and detached accessory structures
exempt.



Option #2. Do not direct Staff to proceed with any ordinance amendment and continue to try and work with
builders to site and design a home such that a deck (or other reasonable improvements) can be installed without
conflicting with these features. Staff will continue to review Building Permits for compliance with bulk standards as
well as where a patio/sliding glass door is located on a structure to try and avoid a future conflict. However,
without the standard in City Code, Staff could not prevent or prohibit issuance of a Building Permit for a home
even if it has the appearance to have a high potential for future conflict (as shown on the attached examples). The
City Council would be acknowledging the cost and timeframe involved in approving encroachments where allowed.
This does not solve the concern of lack of back yard when a home is sited close to certain boundaries, especially
wetlands.

Funding Source:
This is being handled under normal Staff duties.

Recommendation:
Staff recommends beginning discussion with the Environmental Policy Board (EPB) and Planning Commission to
develop possible ideas to protect a homeowner from potential future issues for common and reasonable
improvements, especially in the rear yard of a lot. The intent would be to ensure the City has the proper tools during
plat/subdivision review to ensure proper buildable area.

Action:
Motion to direct Staff to begin working with the Environmental Policy Board (EPB) and Planning Commission on
developing ideas to resolve, or at least reduce, issues some homeowners are encountering as a result of the
proximity of the principal structure to a wetland, floodplain, and/or storm sewer pipe.

Attachments
Examples of Sites where Issues have been Encountered

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Tim Gladhill Tim Gladhill 07/08/2015 03:54 PM
Chris Anderson (Originator) Chris Anderson 07/08/2015 04:47 PM
Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 07/09/2015 01:31 PM
Form Started By: Chris Anderson Started On: 07/08/2015 08:42 AM
Final Approval Date: 07/09/2015 
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= Drainage/Utility Easement

= Storm Sewer Line
= Existing Patio Door location

= House/Garage





   
CC Regular Session   7. 7.           
Meeting Date: 07/14/2015  
Submitted For: Patrick Brama, Administrative Services 
By: Patrick Brama, Administrative Services

Information
Title:
Continue Discussion Related to Dominium Development & Acquisitions, LLC's Potential Purchase of City Owned
Property (portions may be closed to the public)

Purpose/Background:
PURPOSE:
Continue discussion related to Dominium Development & Acquisitions, LLC's potential purchase of City owned
property located within The COR. Specifically, consider a counter proposal from Dominium. Representatives from
Dominium will be at this meeting to introduce themselves, provide background on their proposal, and answer
questions.

BACKGROUND:
Please see City Council regular session case dated June 09, 2015 for detailed background information on
Dominium, the proposed project, the draft Letter of Intent (LOI), and background on this case. At the June 09, 2015
City Council meeting staff was provided the following general direction/ counter offer to Dominium:

1. City assistance request needs to be in-line/ more consistent with other comparable projects before the City
considers executing a LOI. Generally, the Council would like to limit TIF to about 15 years max. 

2. The Council would like to see the project location slightly shifted to the northeast, to the COR-1 zoning
district.

3. The Council will need to see equity in the project; not including other forms of government assistance.

4. The Council desires to see a mix of uses; which could include office, retail, etc. 
Since the June 09 Council meeting, Staff has had multiple discussions/ meetings with Dominium representatives.
Below is Staff summarized feedback from Dominium on each of the Council requests:

1. Dominium is willing to adjust the LOI to include a request for 15 years of TIF; and then let Ehler's
underwrite the project and determine a recommendation for Council/ Dominium consideration. Dominium
would offer $4.50 per square foot ($5.00 per square foot asking price).

2. Working with City staff, and various consultants, Dominium did spend considerable time reviewing
alternative locations (within The COR-1 zoning district). At this point in time, Dominium is not comfortable
with a project located in the COR-1 zoning district. Dominium feels it is a priority to be located within
walking distance to Coborn's and to have visibility from U.S. Highway 10. Dominium has adjusted their
original offer in an attempt to compromise/ meet-half-way. Please see attached. In summary, Dominium is
proposing to utilize the originally targeted lot. However, they would only use half (about 2.5-3 acres of the 5
acre lot), to be located further away from Coborn's, and to leave the remaining portion of land for
commercial development. 



3. Dominium is aware of the City's request; and has indicated they would be willing to add owner equity to
the project. Dominium is aware of the City's policy for 10% owner equity.

4. Dominum has indicated they have tried to meet the request for a mixed use building in the past, in other
communities. Unfortunately, they've repeatedly had bad experiences with this practice. Dominium is not
comfortable with including this request in their model. Dominium has noted, if the Council accepted the
request in item 2 above, a mix of uses would naturally occur within a specific block. If the desire of the
Council is to require a mixed-use building if financial assistance is granted, than the Developer should focus
on parcels within the COR-4c district which allows for the desired density, but has a vision of exclusive
residential uses (not a primary vision of a vertically mixed-use building).

Observations/Alternatives:
Attached to this case is the original Letter of Intent (LOI). With the original LOI in mind, consideration of the June
09 Council counter-offer outlined in the background section of this case, and the Dominium responses outlined in
the background section of this case, Staff is seeking direction from the City Council on how to proceed with
negotiations. Listed below are alternatives:

1. Generally accept the Dominium offer, direct Dominium to draft an updated LOI
(+) sale of City owned land, $4.50 per square foot, tax exempt property back on the tax rolls
(+) roof tops, moderate level of discretionary income, drive retail and development momentum
(+) quality building, quality architecture
(+) hidden structured parking (first investor to-date to provide, helps meet original vision of The COR)
(+) #1 priority in City's Housing Subsidy Policy, provides senior independent (not assisted living) specific housing
within The COR
(+) quality developer, quality long-term property manager, good references/ reputation
(+) helps achieve density and rooftops guided for The COR/ Ramsey Station
(+/-) compromise regarding location, still allows for mix of uses (see attached concept), COR-2 Zoning currently
(can/ needs to be amended)
(-) requires assistance (about 15 years of TIF)
(-) low/moderate income project in close proximity to similar product The COR (senior independent living), where
the City's housing goals desire to better mix income levels versus concentrate in single location

2. Generally oppose the Dominium offer, don't direct Dominium to draft an updated LOI
Benefits and drawbacks are opposite as outlined above.

3. Develop a counter offer
Council may wish to develop a counter offer. Please see background section for discussion points.

Funding Source:
NA

Recommendation:
Please see alternatives section. Based on discussions with Dominium, the Council and the EDA, Staff believes the
major remaining discussion point on this project is the location. Staff desires discussion, based on this previous
feedback, if the proposed compromise that would allow a portion of the undeveloped lot to develop as retail in the
future is an acceptable approach.

Action:
Provide staff general direction:



Provide staff general direction:
1. Generally accept the Dominium offer, direct Dominium to draft an updated LOI
2. Generally oppose the Dominium offer, don't direct Dominium to draft an updated LOI
3. Direct Staff to develop a counter offer

Attachments
Case Report 06092015
Original LOI
Ramsey Site

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Tim Gladhill Tim Gladhill 07/08/2015 04:48 PM
Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 07/09/2015 01:29 PM
Form Started By: Patrick Brama Started On: 07/07/2015 05:13 PM
Final Approval Date: 07/09/2015 



   
CC Regular Session   7. 5.           
Meeting Date: 06/09/2015  
Submitted For: Patrick Brama, Administrative Services 
By: Patrick Brama, Administrative Services

Information
Title:
Consider Dominium Development & Acquisitions, LLC Letter of Intent (portions may be closed to the public)

Purpose/Background:
PURPOSE
Consider attached Letter of Intent (LOI) from Dominium Development & Acquisitions, LLC.

BACKGROUND
Dominium is a national affordable housing development and management company (click here for a link to
Dominium website: http://www.dominiumapartments.com/about-dominium.html). Dominium is considered by
many within the real estate industry to be a quality/ respected development company with a solid track record of
quality projects; including property management services long term.

Over the past 30-45 days, staff has discussed the opportunity of a potential senior independent living project located
in The COR with Dominium. On April 27, 2015 Dominium submitted a LOI for 4.94 acres of City owned land
located between Coborn's and the future Common Bond Project. Dominium is offering the City's asking price
($5.00 per square foot). The proposed project is valued by Dominum at $24.1M, includes 124 units, and is
anticipated to look similar to a recently completed senior independent living project in Saint Anthony Village
(http://www.landingsatsilverlakevillage.com/). Staff has reviewed COR development standards with Dominium;
and, the concept plan Dominium has outlined appears to generally comply with site layout standards at this point.
Below is additional discussion on permitted uses for the site and a recommendation for further Planning
Commission review.

After the original LOI was submitted on April 27, it was reviewed by Staff within the context of the City's adopted
Policy for the Sale of City of Land. Comments were submitted to Dominium; attached is an amended and updated
LOI. It is Staff's opinion, the major topic of discussion for the EDA and City Council is the requested City financial
assistance.

Notification:
NA

Observations/Alternatives:
OBSERVATIONS



OBSERVATIONS
Based on the attached and adopted City Housing Assistance Policy (and Policy for the Sale of City Owned Land),
below are the next steps in this process:

1. Council consider project concept and willingness to conceptually provide financial assistance to the
project. This step would require that the City would sign the LOI with Dominium. NOTE: this would not
legally obligate the City to any specific level of assistance. With this step, staff will also recommend review
of a concept plan by the Planning Commission.

2. Dominium submits a formal business subsidy/housing assistance application for detailed review and
underwriting by Ehlers. A formal recommendation for the actual "required/ needed" level of financial
assistance is provided by Ehlers. NOTE: this could be different than what was agreed upon in the LOI.

3. Both Dominium and the City review the formal recommendation provided by Ehlers. Both parties consider
if they would like to move forward with a Purchase Agreement (PA) based on the suggested level of City
assistance. A PA would lock in both parties to certain performance items (i.e. a specific City Financial
Assistance number).

It should be noted, Dominium is willing/ interested in applying for Metropolitan Council and Anoka County HRA
funding. However, it is their position, a commitment from the City is needed before a PA is executed; and before
they apply for other funds. Dominium is interested in a 2016 project if their identified financing gap can be
addressed. However, if Metropolitan Council funding is needed for this project, it may be pushed to 2017 (due to
application and award timing).

ALTERNATIVES
Staff is looking for direction on two general items:
1. Does the general project concept fit the property/ is the overall development concept acceptable?
2. What level of financial assistance is the City Council comfortable with considering from a preliminary/
conceptual perspective?

Below are alternatives for item #2
(A) Counter offer Dominium before moving forward with step 1 above--staff recommendation (see next
section for details). Staff would like the City assistance request to be adjusted within the LOI to comparable
projects within the Twin Cities market. If the City's requested adjustment is made by Dominium, staff would
bring this case back to the Council for consideration of executing the LOI.

(B) Accept the LOI as presented and move forward with step 1.

(C) Do not accept offer and end negotiations.

Funding Source:
NA

Recommendation:
STAFF:
Staff has reviewed this project and process with Ehlers. Staff has asked that Ehlers provide recommended
guidelines for "maximum" City participation in a housing project. Please see attached. Ehlers was in attendance at
the EDA meeting to discuss this MEMO. This recommendation is based on review/ comparison of several other
projects located within the Twin Cities market; including Dominium projects.

Based on the attached MEMO, it is Staff's perspective that the City should counter offer Dominium before moving
to "Step 1." In other words, Staff believes the Dominium proposal for City financial assistance is currently too high
($2.2M - $2.6M, or 9.12% to 10.77% of total project costs from the City). Staff supports using 15 years of TIF as a
maximum threshold as outlined by Ehlers; and/or potentially discussing the sale price of land. NOTE: depending
on how the number is calculated, 15 years of TIF is expected to range from $850,00-$1.2M in present value terms.
Attached is a breakdown of the Dominium offer/ request and the Staff suggested "maximum" City assistance.



Attached is a breakdown of the Dominium offer/ request and the Staff suggested "maximum" City assistance.

EDA:
The EDA reviewed this case on June 04. The EDA did not make a specific motion on this case. However, they did
reach the following consensus:

(A) General support of the project concept and Dominium (124 unit affordable senior independent living
apartment complex located on the subject property). More discussion needs to occur regarding how this
project fits within the City's Zoning districts and The COR Master Plan.

(B) The City financial assistance request made by Dominium should be reduced to a level that is similar with
other comparable projects. The current request is too high. Staff should utilize Ehlers to help determine a
specific counter offer. The Ehlers MEMO included in this case generally outlines where Ehlers/Staff will
land. If Dominium is willing to reduce their financial assistance request, the EDA would like to bring this
case back for consideration.

Listed below are two questions asked by the EDA:
Why is assistance needed/ is it common?
This project is a "affordable" senior independent living apartment complex. Dominium would utilize LIHTC
(low income housing tax credits) to help fund the project. As a result of using LIHTC, restrictions exist on
rent rates for Dominium. Commonly, in order to deliver a quality product, and meet the rent LIHTC
restrictions, developers seek additional financial assistance (County, City, other). This scenario is common
for LIHTC senior independent living apartment complexes.

Ehlers, the City's financial consultant, completed a analysis/ comparison of similar deals completed in our
region. Please see attached. This document provides a good reference point of "what's common on similar
deals?"

Dominium has provided staff with market analysis data; which indicates the demand for senior independent
living in Ramsey. Based on the Dominium information, a strong market/ demand exists in Ramsey for the
proposed product. However, in comparison to other recently completed Dominium projects, the Ramsey
market is slightly softer and will require a somewhat larger "capture rate." Meaning, the percentage (%) of
prospect residents they would need to capture in Ramsey is slightly above recently completed projects.
Dominium has indicated said this discrepancy (increased risk) is another reason they are seeking assistance.

Lastly, Staff would like to note, Dominium is proposing first floor structured parking on this project with very
little surface parking. This approach on parking fits in-line with the City's original vision for The COR.
However, the proposed strategy for parking does increase costs to the project. 
How does this project fit with The COR Master Plan and city zoning regulations?
The project site is located within The COR District on the Official Zoning Map. Within the Design
Framework, The COR Zoning District is further divided into sub-districts.This site is located within The
COR-2 Sub-District, which is focused on retail type uses. The City Council, after review by the Planning
Commission, would amend the Development Plan for The COR. This does not require an official, traditional
Comprehensive Plan nor Zoning Amendment. The Future Land Use Map and Zoning Map are already guided
in the appropriate manner. The Zoning Code for The COR was developed as a 'hybrid' form based code that
focuses more on layout and design and less on uses than a traditional zoning code. The proposed layout and
density is consistent with the vision for residential uses in this area in close proximity to the transit station.

Action:
Staff is looking for direction on two general items:
1. Does the project concept fit the property/ is the overall development concept acceptable?
2. What level of financial assistance is the City Council comfortable with considering from a preliminary/
conceptual perspective?

Staff recommendation: the City financial assistance request made by Dominium be adjusted to a level similar to



comparable projects within the Twin Cities market before an LOI is considered for execution.
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May 13, 2015 

 

 

Mr. Patrick Brama 

The City of Ramsey 

7550 Sunwood Drive SW 

Ramsey, MN 55303 

 

RE: City Parcel #47 at the COR in Ramsey, MN 

 

Dear Patrick: 

 

Dominium Development & Acquisitions, LLC (“Buyer”) is interested in purchasing from the City of 

Ramsey (“Seller”) the site described below, located in Ramsey, Minnesota.   

 

Dominium plans to construct an approximately 124 unit senior, affordable, independent living property 

on the site using the Section 42 LIHTC program.  Equity for the Project will be generated through the sale 

of 4% Low Income Housing Tax Credits allocated by MHFA.  Tax-Exempt housing revenue bonds 

issued by the City of Ramsey will finance the first mortgage on the Project.  The proposed development 

will feature urban architecture in line with the design standards of the COR and fits well in the context of 

the COR Master Plan and vision.  Furthermore, an affordable, senior independent living apartment 

complex meets the top priorities of the City’s Housing Assistance policy. 

 

Financing Gap:  The proposed development currently has a financing gap of approximately $2,600,000.  

In order to move forward with the potential development, Dominium will need a commitment from the 

City of Ramsey to fund $2,200,000 of this gap.  Funding could be in the form of TIF, development fee 

waivers, a land write down, or other sources of funds for the Project.  Dominium will take on the risk of 

filling the remaining $400,000 gap through Anoka County or MetCouncil funds.  If funding for the 

Project from Anoka County and MetCouncil exceeds the remaining $400,000 gap, the funds will be 

credited toward the $2,200,000 from the City of Ramsey to reduce the City’s commitment. 

 

This letter is intended to outline the terms and conditions of the purchase of the property by Buyer from 

Seller.  Please consider the following proposed terms and conditions: 

 

1.  PROPERTY:  Approximately 4.94 acres, or 215,186 sf, in Ramsey, MN located at the 

corner of Sunwood Drive and Zeolite Street NW, Property ID: 28-32-25-23-

0010.  

     

2.  SELLER:  The City of Ramsey 

     

3.  BUYER:  Dominium Acquisition, LLC, or an applicable affiliated entity. 
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4.  PURCHASE 

PRICE: 

 $1,000,000 cash at closing 

 

 

5.  EARNEST 

MONEY: 

 $30,000 earnest money shall be deposited into escrow upon the signing of a 

Purchase Agreement. Earnest money shall become non-refundable at the rate 

of 25% per month, if the Purchase Agreement is extended by Dominium. 

     

6.  TITLE:  The Seller shall promptly deliver to Buyer full and complete copies of all 

title commitments, encumbrance documents and surveys currently in 

Seller’s possession.  Buyer may obtain a Commitment for Owner’s Title 

Insurance from a title insurance agent and a current ALTA survey of the 

Property, at Buyer’s expense.  By no later than 120 days before Closing, the 

Buyer shall notify the Seller of any objections to title (“Objections”) based 

on Buyer’s review of the title commitments, encumbrance documents and 

Survey received by Buyer.  Seller shall in good faith and with reasonable 

diligence attempt to correct Buyer’s Objections.  If the Objections are not 

cured by 60 days prior to Closing, the Buyer may by giving written notice 

to the Seller (i) terminate the Purchase Agreement, or (ii) waive the 

Objections and proceed to Closing. 

 

     

     

7.  CONTINGENCY  

FINANCING 

PERIOD: 

 Dominium will work with the City of Ramsey to satisfy the 

contingency items listed in Section 8, including seeking County of 

Anoka and MetCouncil funds to close the financing gap. If by June 

15, 2017 funding has not been secured for the financing gap, 

Dominium has the right to cancel the agreement and to the refund of 

all earnest money. 

 

 

8.  CONTINGENCY:   A commitment to provide $2,200,000 through TIF, a land 

write down, fee waivers, or other sources will need to be 

provided by the city before Dominium will enter into a 

Purchase Agreement. 

 

 Buyer must be able to negotiate a Development 

Agreement with the City of Ramsey. 

 Buyer must be able to receive a commitment for Tax 

Credits from MHFA by the Second quarter of 2017. 

 Title and zoning satisfactory to Buyer. 

 Available financing acceptable to Buyer. 

 

     

9.  CLOSING:  No later than June 15, 2017 or after the above contingencies 

have been satisfied. 

     

 

10. 

  

PURCHASE 

AGREEMENT: 

  

Within thirty (30) business days after the City of Ramsey 

approves TIF, a land write down, fee waivers or other funding 

which provides no less than $2,200,000 in total benefit to the 

sources of the project, Buyer will deliver to Seller a proposed 

Purchase Agreement. 
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12.   ATTORNEY’S FEES:  Each party will pay its own attorney’s and any other consultant 

fees.  Fees associated with a business subsidy request will be 

the responsibility of Dominium. 

     

13.  BROKER’S FEE:  Buyer will not be responsible for payment of any broker’s 

fees. 

     

     

 

 

This letter is non-binding, but states the general terms of a purchase agreement to be drafted which 

the parties hereto agree to negotiate expeditiously and in good faith. 
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It is expressly understood and agreed that this letter provides the framework for further 

negotiations between Seller and Buyer and does not create any binding obligation or liability on the 

part of either party.  As such, neither party shall be liable to the other party for any claims, losses, 

liabilities, damages, costs or expenses in the event of a failure of either party, for any reason 

whatsoever or for no reason, to execute and deliver the purchase agreement contemplated herein. 

 

If the terms of this letter are acceptable, please acknowledge by signing below and returning a signed 

copy of this letter to me. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Buyer:       Seller: 

Dominium Development & Acquisitions, LLC The City of Ramsey 

  

  

By:_______________________________  By:________________________________ 

 

Its:_____Managing Partner ________  Its:________________________________ 

 

Date:_____4/27/2015_________________  Date:_______________________________ 

 

 

        

 





   
CC Regular Session   7. 8.           
Meeting Date: 07/14/2015  
Submitted For: Colleen Lasher, Administrative Services 
By: Kathy Schmitz, Administrative Services

Information
Title:
Adopt Resolution #15-07-182 Appointing City Administrator as Deputy City Clerk in Addition to the City
Administrator’s Existing Duties per Minnesota Statute 412.151 in the Event of the Absence of the City Clerk.

Purpose/Background:
The purpose of this case is to formally appoint a Deputy City Clerk to act on behalf of the City Clerk during times
of the City Clerk’s absence. Per the attached statute, certain duties are defined as “DUTIES OF CLERK”. 

Per the statute, “In the case of the clerk’s absence from the city or disability, the council may appoint a deputy
clerk, if there is none, to serve during such absence or disability.” At this time, City Clerk Jo Thieling is unavailable
and there is a need for the City Clerk (or the Deputy City Clerk’s) signature. 

In order to act on the City Clerk’s behalf during her absence, City Administrator Ulrich is requesting the City
Council formally appoint him as the Deputy City Clerk, in addition to his existing duties.

Resolution and statute are attached.

Funding Source:
There is no funding required for this action.

Recommendation:
To appoint City Administrator Ulrich as the Deputy City Clerk for purposes of granting him the authority to carry
out the duties of the City Clerk as defined under Minnesota Statute 412.151.

Action:
Motion to Adopt Resolution #15-07-182 that the City Council hereby consents to the appointment of the City
Administrator to serve as the Deputy City Clerk and carry out the duties and powers afforded to the City Clerk per
Minnesota Statute.

Attachments
MN SS Duties of Clerk
Res Appoint Deputy City Clerk
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412. 151 DUTIES OF CLERK. 

MINNESOTA STATUTES 2014 412. 151

Subdivision 1. Listed; fees; deputy; absence. The clerk shall give the required notice of each regular
and special election, record the proceedings thereof, notify officials of their election or appointment to

office, certify to the county auditor all appointments and the results ofall city elections. The clerk shall keep , 
1) a minute book, noting therein all proceedings of the council; ( 2) an ordinance book to record at length

all ordinances passed by the council; and ( 3) an account book to enter all money transactions of the city
including the dates and amounts of all receipts and the person from whom the money was received and all
orders drawn upon the treasurer with their payee and object. Ordinances, resolutions, and claims considered

by the council need not be given in full in the minute book if they appear in other permanent records of the
clerk and can be accurately identified from the description given in the minutes. The clerk shall act as the
clerk and bookkeeper of the city, shall be the custodian of its seal and records, shall sign its official papers, 
shall post and publish such notices, ordinances and resolutions as may be required and shall perform such
other appropriate duties as may be imposed by the council. For certified copies, and for filing and entering, 
when required, papers not relating to city business, the clerk shall receive the fees allowed by law to town
clerks; but the council may require the clerk to pay such fees into the city treasury. With the consent of the
council, the clerk may appoint a deputy for whose acts the clerk shall be responsible and whom the clerk
may remove at pleasure. In case ofthe clerk's absence from the city or disability, the council may appoint a
deputy clerk, if there is none, to serve during such absence or disability. The deputy may discharge any of
the duties ofthe clerk, except that deputy shall not be a member of the council. 

Subd. 2. Delegation; audit. The council by ordinance may delegate all or part ofthe clerk's bookkeeping
duties to another officer or employee. The officer or employee who by ordinance is made responsible for the
clerk's bookkeeping duties shall furnish a fidelity bond conditioned for the faithful exercise of duties. The
council may provide for the payment from city funds ofthe premium on the official bond. Ifthe bookkeeping
functions of the clerk are delegated to the city treasurer, the council shall provide for an annual audit of the • 
city's fmancial affairs in accordance with the minimum procedures prescribed by the state auditor. A copy
of the ordinance shall be provided to the state auditor. 

History: 1949 c 119 s 18; 1951 c' 378 s 6; 1953 c 735 s 3; 1973 c 123 art 2 s 1 subd 2; 1984 c 384
s l; 1986 c 444

Copyright © 2014 by the Revisor of Statutes, State ofMinnesota. All Right Reserved. 



Councilmember   introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption: 
 

RESOLUTION #15-07-182 
 
RESOLUTION APPOINTING CITY ADMINISTRATOR AS DEPUTY CITY CLERK IN 
ADDITION TO THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR’S EXISTING DUTIES PER 
MINNESOTA STATUTE CHAPTER 412.151 IN THE EVENT OF THE ABSENCE OF 
THE CITY CLERK 
 
 WHEREAS, the City Clerk has certain statutory duties per Minnesota Statutes; and 
 
 WHEREAS, during the absence of the City Clerk, said statutory duties must still be 
carried out by the City; and 
 
 WHEREAS, pursuant to Minnesota Statute 412.151, in the case of the clerk’s absence 
from the city or disability, the council may appoint a deputy clerk, if there is none, to serve 
during such absence or disability; and     

 
WHEREAS, currently, the City does not have anyone appointed to the role of Deputy 

City Clerk.   
 
  
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
RAMSEY, ANOKA COUNTY, STATE OF MINNESOTA: 
 
1) That the City Council hereby consents to the appointment of the City Administrator to 

serve as the Deputy City Clerk and carry out the duties and powers afforded to the City 
Clerk per Minnesota Statutes.  

 
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 14th day of July, 2015. 
 
              
       Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
       
City Clerk 
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