
           

City of Ramsey
Agenda

Regular City Council
Tuesday, January 23, 2018

7:00 pm
Council Chambers, 7550 Sunwood Drive NW

             

1. Call to Order
 

2. Presentation
 

1.   2018 State of the City 
Introduction of Recruit Firefighters
Heart Safe Award
Resilient Communities Partnership Update
State of the City Mayor's Address

 

3. Citizen Input

 

4. Consent Agenda
 

1.   Approve the Following Meeting Minutes: 
1. City Council Work Session dated 1/09/2018
2. City Council Regular dated 1/09/2018

 

2.   Adopt Resolution # 18-021 Approving Cash Disbursements Made and Authorizing Payment of Accounts
Payable Invoicing Received During the Period of January 4, 2018 through January 17, 2018

 

3.   Adopt Resolution #18-020 Authorizing Final Payment to Sauter and Sons for Demolition of Former
Sunfish Lake Gas Station

 

4.   Adopt Resolution #18-025 Approving Partial Payment to Douglas-Kerr Underground, LLC for IP 17-10
Puma Street Utility Improvements

 

5.   Adopt Resolution #18-026 Approving Partial Payment to North Valley, Inc. for IP 14-27 Mississippi
River Trail Phase II

 

6.   Adopt Resolution #18-017 Directing Staff to Submit the 2018 Pay Equity Report
 

7.   Adopt Resolution #18-030 to Accept the City Administrator's Annual Performance Evaluation and
Professional Development Plan

 

8.   Adopt Resolution 18-031 to Hire a Part-time Engineering Administrative Assistant
 

5. Approve Agenda
 

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

  



6. Public Hearing
 

7. Council Business
 

1.   Adopt Resolution #18-027 Approving Plans and Specifications and Authorizing Advertisements for
Bids for 2018 Crackseal and Sealcoat Improvements, Improvement Project #18-04

 

2.   Introduce Ordinance #18-06 Vacating Drainage and Utility Easements and Trail Easement within Outlot
A Brookfield Second Addition; Case of Brookfield Land, LLC

 

3.   Affinity Apartment Project: Public Infrastructure Memorandum of Understanding
 

4.   Adopt Resolution #18-029 Approving Participation in Metropolitan Council Water Efficiency Potential
Project

 

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: 01/23/2018  

Information
Title:
2018 State of the City 

Introduction of Recruit Firefighters
Heart Safe Award
Resilient Communities Partnership Update
State of the City Mayor's Address

Purpose/Background:

Introduction of Recruit Firefighters
Chief Kohner will be introducing the Recruit Firefighters who have successfully completed the required one-year
probationary period and necessary training to be retained as regular, paid on call Firefighters. 

Heart Safe Award
A little over a week ago, a life was saved at a business in Ramsey thanks to an Automated External Defibrillator
(AED) and bystander CPR. The City of Ramsey would like to recognize and thank the persons involved in the life
saving, the Heart Safe program, and The Ramsey Lions for Donation of the AED.

Resilient Communities Partnership Update
Community Development Director Tim Gladhill will provide a mid-academic year update on RCP. In 2017, the
City was selected as this year's Community Partner for the University of Minnesota's Resilient Communities
Project (RCP). RCP matches community projects with resources at the University of Minnesota to complete a wide
variety of topics. The partnership is helping advance twenty-two (22) existing policy projects that have been
identified in the City's Strategic Plan and Comprehensive Plan. These projects include, but are not limited to
Community Identity and Engagement, Land Use and Transportation, Environmental Stewardship, Housing and
Economic Development, and Administration. Earlier this evening, the City hosted a mid-academic year Open
House. These materials will soon be uploaded to www.cityoframsey.com/rcp. The Fall Semester focused on setting
the stage with data collection and policy analysis. The Spring Semester will have a heavier focus on execution. The
partnership supplements City resources to accomplish these projects and is seen as an innovative and cost-effective
approach to getting these projects off the ground.

State of the City Mayor's Address
Annually, the Mayor provides a 'State of the City' presentation to Ramsey residents, property owners and
businesses during a regular City Council meeting. The purpose of this presentation is to provide a recap of City
operations, updates and news from the past year, as well as a look ahead at what is to come in the new year.

Attachments
No file(s) attached.

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Jeff Katers Jeff Katers 01/17/2018 02:01 PM
Tim Gladhill Tim Gladhill 01/17/2018 02:35 PM
Jeff Katers Jeff Katers 01/17/2018 02:58 PM
Tim Gladhill Tim Gladhill 01/18/2018 07:32 AM



Tim Gladhill Tim Gladhill 01/18/2018 07:32 AM
Nichole Wenberg (Originator) Nichole Wenberg 01/18/2018 08:38 AM
Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 01/18/2018 01:37 PM
Form Started By: Nichole Wenberg Started On: 01/16/2018 04:38 PM
Final Approval Date: 01/18/2018 



   
CC Regular Session   4. 1.           
Meeting Date: 01/23/2018  
By: Jo Thieling, Administrative Services

Information
Title
Approve the Following Meeting Minutes: 

1. City Council Work Session dated 1/09/2018
2. City Council Regular dated 1/09/2018

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 1/09/2018
2. City Council Regular dated 1/09/2018

Attachments
CCWS Mts
CC Mts

Form Review
Form Started By: Jo Thieling Started On: 01/18/2018 01:44 PM
Final Approval Date: 01/18/2018 
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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, January 9, 2018, 

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 (arrived at 5:37 p.m.) 

 

Also Present:  City Administrator Kurtis Ulrich 

   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 

   Information Technology Manager Jason Fredrickson 

 

 

1. CALL TO ORDER 

 

Mayor Strommen called the City Council Work Session to order at 5:30 p.m. 

 

2. TOPICS FOR DISCUSSION 

 

2.01: Discuss Council Organization 

 

City Administrator Ulrich reviewed the staff report. 

 

Mayor Strommen noted that this item will move forward to the consent agenda at tonight’s 

regular meeting and therefore any desired changes should be discussed. 

 

Councilmember Riley stated that the Union has been the official newspaper of the City and is no 

longer available for free online.  He stated that therefore the newspaper of the City is no longer 

available for free to Ramsey residents.  He noted that he did call to complain, as a Ramsey 

resident, but is unsure that there is another alternative. 

 

Mayor Strommen asked if the legal notices of the City are still available outside of subscription.  

She stated that she is also not satisfied with that change. 
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City Administrator Ulrich stated that he could write a formal letter from the City on the issue. 

 

Councilmember LeTourneau stated that perhaps verbiage be included in the letter to address the 

comment from the Mayor regarding the access to legal notices. 

 

The consensus of the Council was to move the appointments forward as recommended.   

 

2.02: Rum River Hills Development Proposal 

 

Asst. City Administrator/Economic Development Manager Brama reviewed the staff report. 

 

Councilmember Shryock arrived at 5:37 p.m. 

 

Tom Gamec, Rum River Hills, stated that the residents near the 167th node are appreciative of 

what the golf course is attempting to do.  He stated that the golf course renovations would occur 

first with the housing project to follow.  He stated that Tom Anderson is working with the bank 

regarding financing as well as the details for the development of housing.  He stated that the 

housing products would vary from multiple family housing to single-family housing.  He noted 

that over the years the business has left the 167th node and the residents in that area are happy 

with the possibilities that this additional housing could bring to the retail node.   

 

Councilmember Kuzma noted that in the past a contention was the sewer line, which has been 

resolved.  He noted that the underpass is also a hot topic and asked why the City should pay the 

entire cost of that item. 

 

Mr. Gamec replied that the underpass would be used not just for golf traffic, but for pedestrians 

to cross the roadway as well.   

 

Councilmember Kuzma stated that he believes that is a cost that should be considered by the 

developers as he is not sure that he could agree to the City funding that element 100 percent. 

 

Councilmember Riley noted that the EDA recognized that exact point and would want to see the 

cost shared.  He noted that a cost share analysis was also recommended to see the ratio of benefit 

that would be provided to all residents in that area outside of just the golf course. 

 

Councilmember LeTourneau stated that he is thrilled to see the changes the plan has made over 

the years and the opportunity that could bring.  He stated that he would also want to see the cost 

benefit analysis to determine if the City could contribute towards a cost-share or subsidy.  He 

stated that he would also want to see the benefit that would be provided to the golf course to 

determine if incentives would be appropriate.  He stated that he would be in favor of completing 

the cost benefit analysis to move forward. 

 

Mr. Gamec replied that the cost for the underpass is estimated at $600,000 and it would be 

difficult to move forward on that element without contribution from the City. 
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Councilmember LeTourneau stated that it would be hard to make that decision without seeing 

the cost benefit analysis. 

 

Mayor Strommen agreed that the cost benefit analysis would be the next step.   

 

Asst. City Administrator/Economic Development Manager Brama agreed that the cost benefit 

analysis would look beyond tax dollars earned versus spent to look at the big picture elements as 

well.   

 

Councilmember Riley asked if this would be considered a business subsidy. 

 

Asst. City Administrator/Economic Development Manager Brama stated that the City works 

with developers on trunk sewer lines and therefore that would not be a subsidy.  He stated that 

the underpass cost-share may not be a subsidy because park funds were used for Elm Crest.  He 

stated that road costs are also negotiated with developers and therefore these discussions may 

occur outside of a typical business subsidy.  He stated that the developer has been made aware 

that the City would want to review finances in the same manner that would be done for a 

business subsidy, even if a traditional business subsidy is not used.   

 

Mayor Strommen noted that the cost benefit analysis will provide more details on who will 

benefit from the infrastructure and therefore will determine whether a business subsidy would be 

appropriate.   

 

Asst. City Administrator/Economic Development Manager Brama noted that the financials of the 

golf course could be reviewed at this stage in the process, rather than later, if the Council desires. 

 

Councilmember LeTourneau commented that if the review is going to occur eventually, perhaps 

it would be best to do that element now.  He asked if there is a current timing for the project. 

 

Mr. Gamec replied that Mr. Anderson is working with developers.  He noted that the tunnel is a 

main cost element that puts the project on a tipping point of interest. 

 

Councilmember LeTourneau stated that he wanted to ensure that the golf course is aware of the 

length of time that would be needed to review all elements of the request in the manner 

discussed. 

 

Mr. Gamec confirmed that he is aware of the time that would be needed.   

 

Mayor Strommen noted the land use item within the staff report, noting that the traffic study is 

not listed in the cost estimates.  She asked who would be responsible for intersection 

improvements, should those be necessary.   

 

Mr. Gamec stated that the 167th node has been concerned with the traffic and possible stop light.  

He stated that comments have been made that it is a danger in crossing that roadway, even 

currently.  He noted that he has spoken with the current businesses in the 167th node and some 
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have even mentioned that they would be willing to share in the cost because of the benefit that 

would be provided to them as well.   

 

The consensus of the Council was to move forward with a cost benefit analysis and review of the 

financials of the golf course. 

 

2.03: New City Website Project Update – Structural Elements 

 

Asst. City Administrator/Economic Development Manager Brama reviewed the staff report. 

 

Councilmember Kuzma stated that this is an improvement from the last review.  He stated that 

he struggles with the search bar in the middle of the photograph as he feels that detracts from the 

first impression people get.  He stated that he would rather see the logo in one top corner and the 

search bar in the other top corner, but noted that has been recommended against. 

 

Information Technology Manager Fredrickson confirmed that the consultant recommended 

placing the search bar in the middle or top right. 

 

Councilmember Shryock noted that she likes the option with the logo in the middle, except for 

the photograph being greyed out.  She asked and received confirmation that the search bar will 

follow on each page. 

 

Information Technology Manager Fredrickson replied that the search bar can be placed on the 

top menu bar on the furthest right position. 

 

Councilmember LeTourneau asked for more detail on the recommendation to place the search 

bar in the middle of the photo. 

 

Information Technology Manager Fredrickson stated that the reason for the placement of the 

search bar in the middle is to mimic a Google search page, which people are familiar with.  He 

noted that the intent is to make the initial visit of someone easier as they could search for the 

item they are looking for easily. 

 

Councilmember Shryock asked if options would be returned on an initial search or whether it 

would bring the person to that page.  It was noted that options would be provided.  

Councilmember Shryock stated that could be confusing and therefore she would not in favor of 

placing the search bar in the middle. 

 

Mayor Strommen noted that she first looks at the dropdown menus to see if the item she is 

looking for is listed, and if not, she then goes to the right to the search bar.  She stated that she 

likes the search bar to be in the top right, to make it easily accessible and easy to find with the 

rest of the menu options. 

 

Councilmember Johns suggested that information on the specific photo be provided in a hover 

over option or with text, rather than bringing you directly to a photo gallery. 
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Councilmember Riley asked if there is a count of what people currently view on the website and 

if these are the most used buttons. 

 

Information Technology Manager Fredrickson stated that these are the buttons recommended by 

staff.  He noted that once the site goes live, they will have analytics and can adjust the buttons if 

needed. 

 

Councilmember Shryock agreed that staff would be a good resource for the likely most used 

features. 

 

Councilmember Kuzma stated that there seems to be consensus to move the search bar.  He 

stated that perhaps a tagline be added under the City of Ramsey logo.   

 

Councilmember Riley noted that a tagline would be a whole different discussion. 

 

City Administrator Ulrich noted that the City does not currently have a tagline and therefore it 

would require some careful thought.  He stated that element could be added in the future.   

 

Information Technology Manager Fredrickson stated that the logo and text for the City name 

would need to be shadowed in order for viewers to be able to clearly see the text, and to remain 

ADA compliant.  He noted that it would not be a dark picture when viewing the image live.   

 

Councilmember Shryock asked if the screen could be placed just behind the text and logo rather 

than the entire photo.   

 

Councilmember Johns stated that she prefers to not have the City name and logo in the middle of 

the photo.  She suggested a larger border on the top of the page with the City name and logo and 

just leave the photo without text.   

 

Mayor Strommen suggested that staff take the comments made and determine the best options. 

 

Asst. City Administrator/Economic Development Manager Brama summarized the consensus of 

the Council to move the search bar to the top right of the top menu bar and to review the options 

for the logo.  He noted that if the logo box only could be shadowed, the Council would be 

comfortable with placement in the middle of the photo, but if the entire photo would have to be 

shadowed, the logo should be moved to the top. 

 

City Administrator Ulrich asked if the Council is comfortable that this can continue to move 

forward with the consultant’s timeline. 

 

Asst. City Administrator/Economic Development Manager Brama stated that the deadline for the 

big picture design is the 28th.  He suggested that the comments be incorporated into a mockup 

and then sent to the Council via email for consensus to determine if this can move forward on the 

timeline. 
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Councilmember Shryock asked if there would be extra expenses if the project moves outside of 

the timeline. 

 

Information Technology Manager Fredrickson stated that there is an agreed upon timeline in the 

contract and therefore any delay in the timeline would cause additional costs. 

 

Councilmember Riley stated that he cannot believe that this process has taken this long already.  

He stated that it is ridiculous that the City could incur additional costs and staff should avoid 

additional costs.   

 

City Administrator Ulrich stated that he wanted to raise the point that the group needs to make a 

decision in order to move forward.  He noted that the website will be much improved and will be 

similar to what many other cities have.  He agreed that he did not want to cause any unnecessary 

delays.  He stated that at some point staff may want the discretion to move forward and not 

continue to come back to the Council to make changes. 

 

Mayor Strommen stated that this is only the second time the Council has looked at this and the 

last time they could not get a real sense of the mockup.  She stated that there were changes that 

needed to be made.  She stated that the Council has weighed in on appropriate items and 

therefore it could be up to staff to work out those details.  She stated that the initial reaction that 

people will get from visiting the website should be a concern of the Council.  She noted that once 

the elements the Council should provide input on are worked out, staff could then work out the 

remaining details with the consultant. 

 

Councilmember Johns noted an inconsistency between the use of Ramsey and City of Ramsey on 

different parts of the website and suggested that one be chosen over the other.   

 

2.04: Discussion Regarding the Annual Performance Review of the City Administrator, 

an Individual who is Subject to the City Council’s Authority – May be Closed to the 

Public 

 

Human Resources Manager Lasher reviewed the staff report. 

 

Motion by Councilmember LeTourneau, seconded by Councilmember Kuzma, to close the 

regular portion of the meeting to closed session at 6:30 p.m. 

 

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

Riley and Shryock.  Voting No:  None 

 

The meeting returned to open session at 6:48 p.m. 

 

3. TOPICS FOR FUTURE DISCUSSION 

 

3.01:  Review Future Topics/ Calendar 

 

Noted. 
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4. MAYOR / COUNCIL / STAFF INPUT 

 

None. 

 

5. ADJOURNMENT 

 

The Work Session of the City Council was adjourned at 6:53 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, January 9, 2018, 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 

 

Members Absent: None 

 

Also Present:  City Administrator Kurtis Ulrich 

   Police Chief Jeff Katers  

Finance Director Diana Lund 

   Parks and Assistant Public Works Superintendent Mark Riverblood 

   Public Works Superintendent Grant Riemer 

Community Development Director Timothy Gladhill 

City Engineer Bruce Westby 

   Asst. City Administrator/Economic Development Manager Patrick Brama 

1. CALL TO ORDER 

 

Mayor Strommen called the regular meeting of the Ramsey City Council to order at 7:05 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 Johns, seconded by Councilmember Shryock, to approve the 

following items on the Consent Agenda: 

 

4.01: Receive Cash and Investments for Period Ending December 31, 2017 
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4.02: Receive November 2017 Financial Reports – General Fund and Enterprise Funds 

4.03: Note the Following Boards and Commissions Meeting Minutes: 

 Planning Commission Meeting Minutes dated November 2, 2017 

 Economic Development Authority Meeting Minutes dated November 9, 2017 

 Environmental Policy Board Meeting Minutes dated November 13, 2017 

4.04: Approve Licenses 

4.05: Approve Rental Licenses 

4.06: Approve Amending City Council Meeting Schedule for 2018 

4.07: Approve the following Meeting Minutes: 

1) City Council Work Session dated December 12, 2017 

2) City Council Regular dated December 12, 2017 

4.08: Approve Request to Declare Surplus Property 

4.09: Approve Greenway Terrace Right of Entry Agreement 

4.10: Adopt Resolution #18-011 Approving Cash Disbursements Made and Authorizing 

Payment of Accounts Payable Invoicing Received During the Period of December 7, 

2017 through December 28, 2017 

4.11: Adopt Resolution #18-015 Approving Cash Disbursements Made and Authorizing 

Payment of Accounts Payable Invoicing Received During the Period of December 29, 

2017 through January 3, 2018 

4.12: Adopt Resolution #18-001 for 2018 Council Organization; Resolution #18-006 

Designating Financial Institutions as Official Depositories of City Funds for 2018; 

Resolution #18-008 Designating Bank of the West as the Official Financial Institution for 

the City of Ramsey Banking Services for the Year of 2018; and Resolution #18-007 

Authorizing Signatures for Financial Transactions 

4.13: Adopt Resolution #18-009 Approving the City of Ramsey’s 2019 Budget Calendar 

4.14: Adopt Resolution #18-014 Adopting 2018 Enterprise Fund Budgets 

4.15: Adopt Resolution #18-003 Approving Partial Payment to Douglas-Kerr Underground 

LLC for IP 16-20 Riverdale Drive Extension from Traprock Street to Ramsey Boulevard 

4.16: Adopt Resolution #18-002 Approving Partial Payment to Douglas-Kerr Underground, 

LLC for IP 17-10, Puma Street Utility Improvements 

4.17: Adopt Resolution #18-013 Rescinding Award of Contract for Improvement Project #17-

13, Potassium Street Cul-De-Sac Improvements 

4.18: Adopt Resolution #18-019 Approving the Conveyance of a Permanent Ingress Egress 

Easement Across Lot 1, Block 1, COR Stone Brook Academy Plat 

4.19: Adopt Resolution #18-018 Appointing Election Judges for the Special Primary Election 

on February 13, 2018 

 

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

LeTourneau, and Riley.  Voting No: None. 

5. APPROVE AGENDA 

 

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

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

Riley, and Shryock.  Voting No: None. 

6. PUBLIC HEARING 

6.01: Public Hearing to Consider Adoption of Resolution #18-012 Accepting Feasibility 

Report and Ordering Plans and Specifications for Improvement Project #18-03, 

2018 Street Overlay Improvements 

 

Presentation 

 

City Engineer Westby reviewed the staff report and recommendation to adopt Resolution #18-

012 accepting Feasibility Report and ordering Plans and Specifications for Improvement Project 

#18-03, 2018 Street Overlay Improvements.  He noted that this would allow these public streets 

to be most cost-effectively maintained.  He stated that two revisions were made to the Feasibility 

Report, adding a parcel that was included on the map but missing from the assessment roll and to 

update the project schedule. 

 

Councilmember Riley asked if it is possible that there is one half inch of blacktop on a road. 

 

City Engineer Westby replied that it is possible as some of the roads were built in 1974.  He 

stated that sometimes potholes develop and perhaps that depth was within a pothole or in an area 

where patching was previously done. 

 

Public Hearing 

 

Mayor Strommen called the public hearing to order at 7:21 p.m. 

 

Citizen Input 

 

Tom Olson, 15811 Okapi Street NW, stated that he is not in support of the project.  He noted that 

he has lived in his home since 1990 and does not believe the road condition is poor.  He stated 

that there was patching and crack sealing the previous year.  He noted that he walks the road 

daily and there is not much traffic on the roadway.  He stated that perhaps the overlay is an 

unnecessary measure and therefore action could be delayed. 

 

Motion by Councilmember Johns, seconded by Councilmember LeTourneau, to close the public 

hearing. 

 

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

Riley, and Shryock.  Voting No: None. 

 

The public hearing was closed at 7:23 p.m. 

 

Council Business 
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Mayor Strommen referenced the resident comment and asked the rating of the roadway 

mentioned. 

 

City Engineer Westby replied that the rating is a four, noting the year of construction and the one 

sealcoat that took place.  He reviewed the preferred schedule of maintenance. 

 

Councilmember LeTourneau asked for additional input on how a resident can appeal or the other 

options a resident may have that objects a project. 

 

City Engineer Westby stated that the City Charter allows residents to petition against a Council 

initiated project, if they are able to gather signatures from 60 percent of the impacted properties.  

He stated that if that is completed, the petition could be presented to the Council/City 

Administrator and would cancel the project for up to a period of one year or more.  He stated that 

the street has a rating of four and therefore pushing the overlay off for a period of several years 

could result in the City having to reconstruct the roadway rather than complete an overlay, which 

would have a much heavier cost. 

 

Mayor Strommen stated that the City is attempting to complete necessary maintenance to protect 

roads from having to be reconstructed. 

 

City Engineer Westby noted that a petition would need to be submitted within 60 days of the 

closing of this public hearing. 

 

Motion by Councilmember LeTourneau. seconded by Councilmember Riley, to Adopt 

Resolution #18-012 Accepting Feasibility Report and Ordering Plans and Specifications for 

Improvement Project #18-03, 2018 Street Overlay Improvements. 

 

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

Kuzma, and Shryock.  Voting No: None. 

6.02: Public Hearing to Consider Adoption of Resolution #18-010 Adopting the City of 

Ramsey’s 2018-2027 Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) 

 

Presentation 

 

Finance Director Lund reviewed the staff report and recommendation to adopt the 2018-2027 

Capital Improvement Plan, noting that this is a forecasting tool and not actual, committed 

projects and expenditures. 

 

Councilmember Riley stated that it is daunting to look at the CIP as a whole.  He noted that it is 

easy to focus on some of the larger amounts, which focus on infrastructure or desires/needs for 

the future.  He explained that some of the identified needs for the future have funding that is not 

yet available and therefore these elements are just an outline and there is not an obligation 

financially.  He stated that this has been discussed at length, with justification from department 

heads on equipment replacement.  He believed that the Council and staff have done a great job 

with this tool for the future. 
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Public Hearing 

 

Mayor Strommen called the public hearing to order at 7:36 p.m. 

 

Citizen Input 

 

There was none. 

 

Motion by Councilmember Kuzma, seconded by Councilmember LeTourneau, to close the 

public hearing. 

 

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

Riley, and Shryock.  Voting No: None. 

 

The public hearing was closed at 7:36 p.m. 

 

Council Business 

 

Motion by Councilmember Riley, seconded by Councilmember Shryock, to Adopt Resolution 

#18-010 Adopting the 2018-2027 Capital Improvement Plan (CIP). 

 

Further discussion:  Councilmember LeTourneau stated that he supports the comments by 

Councilmember Riley, noting that there is a lot of activity within the document.  He stated that 

the Council has asked for a prioritization of the CIP, which has been coded and is available on 

the City website.  He welcomed input from residents on the prioritization of the elements within 

the document.  Finance Director Lund stated that the priority codes are on page 14 of the 

document and the codes then follow throughout the document. 

 

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

Kuzma, and LeTourneau.  Voting No: None. 

7. COUNCIL BUSINESS 

7.01: Consider Approving Plans and Specifications and Advertise for Bids: Trott Brook 

Boardwalk  

 

Parks and Assistant Public Works Superintendent Riverblood reviewed the staff report and 

recommendation from the Park Commission and staff to approve the Plans and Specifications 

and proceed to advertise for bids to construct the Trott Brook Boardwalk. 

 

Councilmember Riley asked the lifespan of a boardwalk. 

 

Parks and Assistant Public Works Superintendent Riverblood stated that they are using wider 

decking and increasing the fasteners size/strength, which will help to extend the lifespan.  He 

noted that the existing boardwalk was built in 1994/1995.  He explained that maintenance 

activity has included replacement of boards and noted that the bridge on the existing boardwalk 
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is now being replaced, therefore that boardwalk had a lifespan of over 20 years.  He noted that 

the material is treated and therefore does not decay and will not be in contact with the water 

because of the elevated surface. 

 

Councilmember Shryock stated that she believes trails to be an asset to the community.  She 

stated that it has always been told to the residents in the area that these are unbuildable areas and 

asked how the City is then able to build a boardwalk. 

 

Parks and Assistant Public Works Superintendent Riverblood explained that building within and 

filling of wetland has different impacts than building a boardwalk, which will not have impact to 

the wetland.  He stated that the boardwalk is 12-24 inches above the water and therefore allows 

for animals and water to travel underneath the boardwalk.  He stated that the City has applied to 

the Army Corps of Engineers and anticipates a no impact reply. 

 

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

Plans and Specification and Authorize the Advertisement for Bids for the Trott Brook 

Boardwalk. 

 

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

Riley, and Shryock.  Voting No: None. 

7.02: Consider Introducing Ordinance #18-04 Establishing E-3 Employment Zoning 

District 

 

Community Development Director Gladhill reviewed the staff report and noted that the Planning 

Commission recommends adoption of Ordinance #18-04 establishing the proposed E-3 Zoning 

District within the City of Ramsey.  He noted that the E-3 District is intended to govern general 

industrial and commercial activity within the City’s new industrial park. 

 

Councilmember LeTourneau stated that it sounds like the E-3 District would require screening of 

outdoor storage. 

 

Community Development Director Gladhill stated that at the request of the Planning 

Commission, additional language was added addressing outdoor storage limitations and 

prescriptive descriptions of screening that would be required.   

 

Motion by Councilmember Kuzma, seconded by Councilmember Shryock, to introduce 

Ordinance #18-04 Establishing the E-3 Employment District within the City of Ramsey. 

 

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

LeTourneau, and Riley.  Voting No: None. 

7.03: Consider Introducing Ordinance #18-05 Rezoning of Subject Properties to R-3 

Employment District 
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Community Development Director Gladhill reviewed the staff report and noted that the Planning 

Commission recommends adoption of Ordinance #18-05 rezoning identified properties to E-3 

Employment District. 

 

Mary Groothousen, 14915 Puma Street, stated that with the development that has gone on across 

the street, it has been a nightmare.  She stated that their foundation is cracking, and the developer 

has not been sticking to the allowed hours for construction.  She noted that her home has been 

shaking and her dog has been shaking from the noise.  She stated that she does not feel that 

rezoning that area to commercial is a good thing.  She explained that they have been at their 

home for 24 years and they cannot see staying in their home if that continues to become 

commercial.  She provided an example of a Comcast representative installing on their roadway 

and swearing loudly, to the point where she could hear it inside her home.   

 

Councilmember Riley stated that it sounds like there are multiple issues at hand.  He stated that 

the issue of this case is separate from the concerns that were brought forward.  He noted that the 

resident’s property is currently zoned for multi-family residential but advised that the 

homeowner would still be allowed to continue as a single-family home. 

 

Kevin Groothousen stated that the property value will change.  He stated that currently 

townhomes or apartments could be constructed rather than commercial uses. 

 

Councilmember Riley stated that the property owners will still be able to remain as a lawful non-

conforming property. 

 

Mayor Strommen noted that the issue brought forward by the residents seem to be complaints 

about the construction activity and therefore she will ask staff to follow up on those concerns.  

She stated that she is unsure that there is data to say that high density residential on the subject 

property would be of a higher value than employment.  She stated that the employment district 

will create a great value to the community as a whole.  She stated that she would question the 

value of one pocket of high density residential in an area surrounded by commercial 

development. 

 

Community Development Director Gladhill noted that there have been five instances of 

complaints being made and stated that staff has followed up with the activity outside of the hours 

of construction.  He stated that staff will continue to work proactively with the developer and 

will continue to follow up on the work occurring outside of the hours of allowed construction. 

 

Councilmember Riley thanked staff and noted that his comment was not intended to brush off 

the comment from the residents but to explain that the comments do not apply to the action 

before the Council tonight. 

 

Councilmember LeTourneau recognized that the development around the resident’s home is 

changing, as well as the planning for development that is occurring compared to what was 

previously planned.  He stated that the residents are using the property for their home and seem 

to also be supplementing the property for use by their business as well.  He noted that his 

concern regarding screening was that it would apply to this property and their outdoor storage.  
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He stated that he was pleased to hear that the legal non-conforming status would exempt the 

property from the screening requirements for their outdoor storage.  

 

Community Development Director Gladhill asked if the Council would like to keep the existing 

zoning of the property owner that spoke or whether that property should be changed to the E-3 

district. 

 

Mayor Strommen asked if the property owner has a preference.  She noted that the existing use 

could continue, regardless of the change in zoning. 

 

Mr. Groothousen stated that the zoning of his property does matter to him as it provides options 

for what could occur on his land in the future.  He stated that he does not believe that the land 

would be worth as much if zoned commercial and would prefer to keep the multi-family housing 

zoning for his property. 

 

Community Development Director Gladhill noted that with the designated zoning, that parcel 

would require an apartment building and advised that there are a lot of design standards with 

setbacks.  He stated that it would be very slim that the existing home could remain, and an 

apartment building could be constructed on the property as there is very limited subdivision 

options with the existing home.  He noted that he is providing this information for the benefit of 

the homeowner. 

 

Councilmember LeTourneau acknowledged that the property owner may be hearing a lot of 

information right now and therefore may not be able to digest the information fully at this time.  

He stated that perhaps this action be tabled tonight to provide an opportunity for the property 

owner to further digest the information they have received tonight and speak with staff.  He 

explained that from what he had heard tonight, he is unsure that leaving the property as R-3 

would provide the most flexibility to the resident. 

 

Community Development Director Gladhill suggested that the zoning move forward with the 

exception of the subject property. 

 

Mayor Strommen agreed that the action tonight could be amended to exclude the residential 

parcel, which would allow more time for discussion with that property owner. 

 

Motion by Councilmember LeTourneau, seconded by Councilmember Johns, to introduce 

Ordinance #18-05 Rezoning Identified Properties to R-3 Employment District, excluding parcel 

14915 Puma Street. 

 

Further discussion: Mayor Strommen explained that this action would rezone the property as 

proposed with the exception of the residential property located at 14915 Puma Street, which will 

allow that property owner additional time to digest the options and speak with staff. 

 

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

Riley, and Shryock.  Voting No: None. 
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7.04: Consider Adopting Resolution #18-016 Approving Sketch Plan for Affinity at 

Ramsey (Project #17-142); Case of Inland Group 

 

Community Development Director Gladhill reviewed the staff report and noted that the 

developer is requesting confirmation that the City agrees to the footprint of the building before 

they complete additional design.  He noted that the Planning Commission reviewed the request at 

their January 4th meeting and provided a highlight of their comments.  

 

Councilmember LeTourneau asked the location of Sunwood Drive compared to the footprint 

sketch displayed.   

 

Community Development Director Gladhill highlighted the different aspects of the sketch 

including the location of Sunwood Drive, the park area, and a developable parcel that would 

remain along Sunwood Drive.   

 

Councilmember LeTourneau commented on the orientation of the courtyard. 

 

Community Development Director Gladhill provided additional details on the different 

elevations and which direction they would face (Ramsey Parkway, the new future street, 

Sunwood Drive, and the municipal park).  He noted that the pool area would face the municipal 

park area.   He noted that if there are significant items the Council would like changed, that 

should be brought forward. 

 

Councilmember LeTourneau referenced the brown colored floor that goes around the building on 

the ground level.  He asked and received confirmation that the floor level would be the parking 

level.  He asked for information on the landscaping that would be done as that material seems to 

be more stark and cold feeling. 

 

Community Development Director Gladhill provided information on the proposed screening that 

would occur, with trees and shrubbery.  He stated that there are windows proposed on that 

ground level and advised that aspect could be increased if desired.  He noted that the developer 

has a similar project in Eagan and noted that staff could obtain more information and 

photographs from that project.   

 

Councilmember LeTourneau stated that is a very visible area and therefore they should ensure 

that they create the best experience possible in terms of design. 

 

Mayor Strommen confirmed the consensus of the Council in support of the comments made by 

Councilmember LeTourneau.   

 

Motion by Councilmember Shryock, seconded by Councilmember LeTourneau, to Adopt 

Resolution #18-016 Approving Sketch Plan for Affinity at Ramsey and Directing Developer to 

Proceed with Preliminary Plat. 

 

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

Kuzma, and Riley.  Voting No: None. 
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8. MAYOR, COUNCIL AND STAFF INPUT 

8.01: Request from Youth First: Proposed Basketball Court on City Owned Land  

 

Asst. City Administrator/Economic Development Manager Brama reviewed the staff report and 

noted that staff believes the proposed use is generally consistent with the existing use of the 

green-field area and is comfortable supporting the request.  He highlighted some items to keep in 

mind and the next steps. 

 

Mayor Strommen asked for the general comfort level of the Council.  She noted that if the 

Council is not comfortable, the item should come back as an agenda item. 

 

Mayor Strommen confirmed that the Council was comfortable moving forward with the request 

as described by staff. 

8.02: Other 

 

Mayor Strommen noted that the Council met in closed session prior to the regular meeting 

tonight to discuss the annual performance of the City Administrator.  She noted that no formal 

action was taken and advised that formal action on the performance review will come back to the 

Council at a future Council meeting. 

 

City Administrator Ulrich announced upcoming meetings and events. 

 

Councilmember Shryock stated that the Youth First Prayer Breakfast is scheduled for Friday, 

March 23rd at 7:00 a.m. 

9. ADJOURNMENT 

 

Motion by Councilmember LeTourneau, seconded by Councilmember Johns, to adjourn the 

meeting. 

 

Motion carried. 

 

The regular meeting of the City Council adjourned at 8:47 p.m. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

 

_____________________________ 

Kurtis G. Ulrich 

City Administrator  

 

ATTEST: 
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______________________________ 

Jo Ann M. Thieling 

City Clerk 

 

Drafted by Amanda Staple 

TimeSaver Off Site Secretarial, Inc. 
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Councilmember introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption: 

 

RESOLUTION #18-021 

 

RESOLUTION APPROVING CASH DISBURSEMENTS MADE AND AUTHORIZING 

PAYMENT OF ACCOUNTS PAYABLE INVOICING RECEIVED DURING THE 

PERIOD OF JANUARY 4, 2018 THROUGH JANUARY 17, 2018. 

 

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

received accounts payable invoicing during the period of January 4, 2018, through January 17, 

2018, in the amount of $1,128,589.98 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 January 4, 2018, through January 17, 2018, in the amount of $ 

1,125,589.98. 

 

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 23rd day of January, 2018. 

 

      __________________________________________ 

      Mayor  

 

ATTEST: 
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City Clerk 
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Title
Adopt Resolution #18-020 Authorizing Final Payment to Sauter and Sons for Demolition of Former Sunfish Lake
Gas Station

Purpose/Background:
Purpose/Background:
6401 Highway 10 was purchased by the City of Ramsey via the State R.O.W. Acquisition Loan Fund (RALF
Program) in June 2017. The City purchased 6401 Highway 10 with the intent to demolish the existing blighted
building and to clean up the site.

The City hired Hakanson Anderson to develop plans and specs for this project, and to manage the demolition
process. Hakanson Anderson completed plans and specs, and obtained quotes from contractors in September 2017.

A contract was awarded to Sauter and Son's to demolish and clean up the site in October 2017. Demolition and
clean up was completed in November 2017. The purpose of this case is to make payment to Sauter and Son for
their work.

The next step in this process is to lay asphalt over the former building pad location (currently gravel). That work
will occur in the early summer 2018. Staff is working with Hakanson Anderson now to develop plans and go out
for quotes.

For detailed background information, please reference the attached previous cases (CCRS October 2016, CCRS
January 2017, CCRS April 2017, CCRS July 2017, CCWS August 2017, October 2017 CCRS).

Observations/Alternatives:
Issuing final payment is contingent on receipt of the following items from the prime and sub-contractors; 

IC 134’s (Contractor’s Withholding Affidavit showing compliance with the provisions of Minnesota Statute
290.92 requiring withholding state income tax);
Waiver of Mechanic’s Lien Rights (Affidavits that all claims against the prime contractor by reasons of the
contract have been fully paid or satisfactorily secured; and
Consent of Surety to Final Payment (Certification from the prime contractor’s surety).

Staff has received copies of these items so final payment may be issued upon Council approval.

Funding Source:
RALF Fund and MN RALF Program

Recommendation:
See attached recommendation from Hakanson Anderson. The engineer's estimation was $75,000, the approved
project budget was $52,300, the original contract award was $44,800, and the final payment is $51,302.10.

Action:
Motion to:



Motion to:
Adopt Resolution #18-020 authorizing final payment to Sauter and Son's for the demolition of the former Sunfish
Lake Gas Station.
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Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Kurt Ulrich Kathy Schmitz 01/17/2018 03:38 PM
Patrick Brama (Originator) Patrick Brama 01/17/2018 03:46 PM
Bruce Westby Bruce Westby 01/18/2018 10:31 AM
Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 01/18/2018 01:39 PM
Form Started By: Patrick Brama Started On: 01/16/2018 09:39 PM
Final Approval Date: 01/18/2018 



Councilmember introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption: 

 

RESOLUTION #18-020 

 

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING FINAL PAYMENT TO SAUTER AND SONS FOR 

DEMOLITION OF FORMER SUNFISH LAKE GAS STATION 

 

 WHEREAS, pursuant to a motion from the City Council on July 25, 2017, the City Council 

authorized Hakanson Anderson to develop final plans and specifications and authorized 

advertisement for quotes for said demolition project; and 

 

WHEREAS, Hakanson Anderson’s estimated cost for said demolition project was 

$75,000; and 

 

 WHEREAS, pursuant to a motion of the City Council adopted on October 10, 2017 the 

quote of Sauter and Son’s in the amount of $44,800.00 for the total quote is the lowest responsible 

quote; and 

 

 WHEREAS, pursuant to a motion of the City Council adopted on October 10, 2017 a 

contract for said project was authorized to Sauter and Son’s in the amount of $44,800.00, and a 

$7,500 project contingency was authorized, for a total project budget amount of $52,300; and 

 

 WHEREAS, Field Change #1, in the amount of $4,998.00 covered the cost for 

unanticipated fill due to foundation pieces larger than shown in plans; and 

 

 WHEREAS, Field Change #2, in the amount of $1,054.10 covered the cost for disposing 

of sludge; and 

 

WHEREAS, Field Changes totaled $6,052.10, increasing the total Sauter and Son’s 

Contract to $51,302.10; and 

 

 WHEREAS, as of January 9, 2018 zero payments have been made; and 

 

 WHEREAS, the Hakanson Anderson has inspected the completed work and recommends 

final payment to Sauter and Son in the amount of $51,302.10. 

 

 

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 authorizes final payment to Sauter and Sons for the demolition 

of the former Sunfish Lake Gas Station in the amount of $51,302.10. 

 

2) That the City Council hereby accepts the project and authorizes the Mayor or City 

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

bills for the date January 23, 2018. 

 

4) That the City of Ramsey Finance Department will be provided a signed copy of this 

resolution. 

 

The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Councilmember 

Kuzma and upon vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor thereof: 

 

 TBD 

 

and the following voted against the same:  

 

 TBD 

 

and the following abstained: 

 

 TBD 

 

and the following were absent: 

 

 TBD 

 

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

the 23rd day of January, 2018. 

 

 

Mayor 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

City Clerk 

 



 Main Office: 
3601 Thurston Avenue, Anoka, MN 55303 

Phone:  763/427-5860   Fax:  763/427-0520 
www.haa-inc.com 

 
 
December 22, 2017 
 
Patrick Brama 
City of Ramsey 
7550 Sunwod Drive 
Ramsey, MN  55303 
 
RE: Sunfish Lake Gas Station Demolition Project 
 
Dear Mr. Brama: 
 
Please find attached the final payment application for the Sunfish Lake Gas Station Demolition 
project.  The project is now complete and went well.  There were two field change directives issued 
for the project due to unforeseen conditions, described below. 
 
During demolition, it was learned that the concrete footings for the pump canopy were significantly 
larger than depicted in the original building plans.  Therefore, when the concrete footings were 
removed there was a significant void to be filled.  The Contractor imported and placed sand fill at an 
additional cost of $4,998.00 to fill the void. 
 
The other field change directive was related to the removal of sludge from the one of the underground 
tanks in the car wash.  The sludge was not identified in the Pre-Demolition Report prepared by others, 
but it appeared somewhat nasty and therefore was assumed to be hazardous waste.  Rather than pay 
additional testing costs and possible delay charges, there was a field decision to haul the sludge to a 
landfill that would accept the material for an additional cost of $1,054.10.  
   
Therefore, we recommend final payment in the amount of $51,302.10 to Sauter & Sons, Inc.  Please 
contact me if you have any questions and thank you for the opportunity to work with the City of 
Ramsey on this project.   
 
Sincerely, 
Hakanson Anderson  
 
 
________________________________ 
Shane M. Nelson, Project Engineer 
 
SMN:dmb 
 
Attachment 
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6401 Hwy 10

Demolition & Site Clean Up

Project Budget, 10/06/2017

Demolition and Site Clean Up 44,800.00$  

Project Contingency (10% of Engineer's Estimate) 7,500.00$    

Total 52,300.00$  



DOCUMENT 00 5100

NOTICE OF AWARD

Date of Issuance:    October 12, 2017

Owner: City of Ramsey Owner' s Contract No.:

Engineer:     Shane M. Nelson Engineer' s Project No.:   RA955

Project: Sunfish Lake Gas Station Demolition Contract Name:

Quoter: Sauter& Sons

Quoter' s Address:   6651 141st Avenue N. W., Ramsey, MN 55303

TO QUOTER:

You are notified that Owner has accepted your Quote dated October 5, 2017 for the above Contract, and that

you are the Successful Quoter and are awarded a Contract for:

Demolition of convenience store/ gas station, hauling and placing Class 5 surfacing, and associated sediment
control and traffic control.

The Contract Price of the awarded Contract is: $ 44,800.00

3] unexecuted counterparts of the Agreement accompany this Notice of Award, and one copy of the
Contract Documents accompanies this Notice of Award, or has been transmitted or made available to

Quoter electronically.

n a set of the Drawings will be delivered separately from the other Contract Documents.

You must comply with the following conditions precedent within 15 days of the date of receipt of this Notice
of Award:

1.   Deliver to Owner[ 3] counterparts of the Agreement, fully executed by Quoter.

2.   Deliver with the executed Agreement(s) the Contract security[ e.g., performance and payment bonds]
and insurance documentation as specified in the Instructions to Quoters and General Conditions,

Articles 2 and 6.

3.   Other conditions precedent( if any):

Failure to comply with these conditions within the time specified will entitle Owner to consider you in default,

annul this Notice of Award, and declare your Quote security forfeited.

Within ten days after you comply with the above conditions, Owner will return to you one fully executed
counterpart of the Agreement, together with any additional copies of the Contract Documents as requested by
the Contractor and as indicated in Paragraph 2. 02 of the General Conditions.

Signature)

By: Shane M. Nelson, P. E.

Title:      Project Engineer

Notice of Award

00 5100-1



DOCUMENT 00 52 00
STANDARD FORM OF AGREEMENT

THIS AGREEMENT is by and between City of Ramsey (" Owner") and Sauter & Sons, Inc (" Contractor").   Owner and

Contractor hereby agree as follows:

ARTICLE 1— WORK

1. 01 Contractor shall complete all Work as specified or indicated in the Contract Documents. The Work is generally
described as follows:

Demolition of convenience store/ gas station, hauling and placing Class 5 surfacing, and associated sediment
control and traffic control.

ARTICLE 2— THE PROJECT

2. 01 The Project, of which the Work under the Contract Documents is a part, is generally described as follows:

Sunfish Lake Gas Station Demolition.

ARTICLE 3— ENGINEER

3. 01 The Project has been designed by Hakanson Anderson.

3. 02 The Owner has retained Hakanson Anderson (" Engineer") to act as Owner' s representative, assume all duties and

responsibilities, and have the rights and authority assigned to Engineer in the Contract Documents in connection
with the completion of the Work in accordance with the Contract Documents.

ARTICLE 4— CONTRACT TIMES

4.01 Time of the Essence

A.   All time limits for Milestones, if any, Substantial Completion, and completion and readiness for final payment
as stated in the Contract Documents are of the essence of the Contract.

4.02 Contract Times: Dates

A.    Demolition and removal of building and all of its components, demolition and removal of canopy, demolition
and removal of signs and foundations. All Work including Bituminous Pavement Removal, Concrete Removal,
Removals, Grading, Construction of Aggregate Surfacing, Erosion Control and Restoration will be substantially
completed on or before November 22, 2017, and completed and ready for final payment in accordance with
Paragraph 15. 06 of the General Conditions on or before November 22, 2017.

4. 03 Liquidated Damages

A.    Contractor and Owner recognize that time is of the essence as stated in Paragraph 4.01 above and that

Owner will suffer financial and other losses if the Work is not completed and Milestones not achieved within

the times specified in Paragraph 4.02 above, plus any extensions thereof allowed in accordance with the

Standard Form of Agreement
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Contract. The parties also recognize the delays, expense, and difficulties involved in proving in a legal or
arbitration proceeding the actual loss suffered by Owner if the Work is not completed on time. Accordingly,
instead of requiring any such proof, Owner and Contractor agree that as liquidated damages for delay ( but
not as a penalty):

1.    Substantial Completion: Contractor shall pay Owner $ 300 for each day that expires after the time (as
duly adjusted pursuant to the Contract) specified in Paragraph 4.02.A above for Substantial Completion
until the Work is substantially complete.

2.    Completion of Remaining Work: After Substantial Completion, if Contractor shall neglect, refuse, or fail

to complete the remaining Work within the Contract Time ( as duly adjusted pursuant to the Contract)
for completion and readiness for final payment, Contractor shall pay Owner $ 300 for each day that
expires after such until the Work is completed and ready for final payment.

3.    Liquidated damages for failing to timely attain Substantial Completion and final completion are not
additive and will not be imposed concurrently.

4.04 Special Damages

A.    In addition to the amount provided for liquidated damages, Contractor shall reimburse Owner ( 1) for any
fines or penalties imposed on Owner as a direct result of the Contractor' s failure to attain Substantial

Completion according to the Contract Times, and ( 2) for the actual costs reasonably incurred by Owner for
engineering,  construction observation,  inspection, and administrative services needed after the time

specified in Paragraph 4. 02 for Substantial Completion ( as duly adjusted pursuant to the Contract), until the
Work is substantially complete.

B.    After Contractor achieves Substantial Completion, if Contractor shall neglect, refuse, or fail to complete the

remaining Work within the Contract Times, Contractor shall reimburse Owner for the actual costs reasonably
incurred by Owner for engineering, construction observation, inspection, and administrative services needed

after the time specified in Paragraph 4.02 for Work to be completed and ready for final payment ( as duly
adjusted pursuant to the Contract), until the Work is completed and ready for final payment.

ARTICLE 5— CONTRACT PRICE

5. 01 Owner shall pay Contractor for completion of the Work in accordance with the Contract Documents the amounts
that follow, subject to adjustment under the Contract:

A.    For all Unit Price Work, an amount equal to the sum of the extended prices ( established for each separately
identified item of Unit Price Work by multiplying the unit price times the actual quantity of that item).

B.    The extended prices for Unit Price Work set forth as the Effective Date of the Contract are based on

estimated quantities. As provided in Paragraph 13. 03 of the General Conditions, estimated quantities are not

guaranteed, and determinations of the actual quantities and classifications are to made by Engineer.

C.    Contractor' s Quote is attached hereto as an exhibit.

Standard Form of Agreement
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ARTICLE 6— PAYMENT PROCEDURES

6. 01 Submittal and Processing of Payments

A.    Contractor shall submit Applications for Payment in accordance with Article 15 of the General Conditions.

Applications for Payment will indicate the amount of Contractor' s fee then payable. Applications for Payment

will be processed by Engineer as provided in the General Conditions.

6. 02 Progress Payments; Retainage

A.    Owner shall make progress payments on account of the Contract Price on the basis of Contractor' s

Applications for Payment as recommended by Engineer on or about the 2nd Tuesday of each month during
construction as provided in Paragraphs 6. 02.A. 1 and 6. 02. A. 2 below, provided that such Applications for

Payment have been submitted in a timely manner and otherwise meet the requirements of the Contract. All
such payments will be measured by the Schedule of Values established as provided in the General Conditions
and in the case of Unit Price Work based on the number of units completed) or, in the event there is no

Schedule of Values, as provided elsewhere in the Contract.

1.    For Cost of the Work: Progress payments on account of the Cost of the Work will be made:  -

a.    Prior to Substantial Completion, progress payments will be made in an amount equal to the

percentage indicated below but, in each case, less the aggregate of payments previously made and
less such amounts as Owner may withhold, including but not limited to liquidated damages, in
accordance with the Contract:

1)    95 percent Cost of Work completed (with the balance being retainage). If the Work has been
50 percent completed as determined by Engineer, and if the character and progress of the
Work have been satisfactory to Owner and Engineer, then as long as the character and
progress of the Work remain satisfactory to Owner and Engineer, there will be no additional
retainage; and

2)    75 percent of cost of materials and equipment not incorporated in the Work ( with the

balance being retainage).

b.    Upon Substantial Completion, Owner shall pay an amount sufficient to increase total payments to
Contractor to 95 percent of the Work completed, less such amounts set off by Owner pursuant to
Paragraph 15. 01. E of the General Conditions, and less 100 percent of Engineer' s estimate of the

value of Work to be completed or corrected as shown on the punch list of items to be completed

or corrected prior to final payment.

6.03 Final Payment

A.    Upon final completion and acceptance of the Work in accordance with Paragraph 15.06 of the General

Conditions, Owner shall pay the remainder of the Contract Price as recommended by Engineer as provided in
said Paragraph.

ARTICLE 7— INTEREST

7. 01 Not used.

Standard Form of Agreement
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ARTICLE 8— CONTRACTOR' S REPRESENTATIONS

8. 01 In order to induce Owner to enter into this Contract, Contractor makes the following representations:

A.    Contractor has examined and carefully studied the Contract Documents, and data and reference items
identified in the Contract Documents.

B.    Contractor has visited the Site, conducted a thorough, alert visual examination of the Site and adjacent areas,

and become familiar with and is satisfied as to the general, local, and Site conditions that may affect cost,
progress, and performance of the Work.

C.    Contractor is familiar with and is satisfied as to all Laws and Regulations that may affect cost, progress, and
performance of the Work.

D.   Contractor has carefully studied all: ( 1) reports of explorations and tests of subsurface conditions at or

adjacent to the Site and all drawings of physical conditions relating to existing surface or subsurface
structures at the Site, if any, that have been identified in the Supplementary Conditions, especially with
respect to Technical Data in such reports and drawings, and ( 2) reports and drawings relating to Hazardous
Environmental Conditions, if any, at or adjacent to the Site that have been identified in the Supplementary
Conditions, especially with respect to any Technical Data in such reports and drawings.

E.    Contractor has considered the information known to Contractor itself; information commonly known to
contractors doing business in the locality of the Site; information and observations obtained from visits to the
Site; the Contract Documents; and the Site- related reports and drawings identified in the Contract

Documents, with respect to the effect of such information, observations, and documents on ( 1) the cost,

progress, and performance of the Work; ( 2) the means, methods, techniques, sequences, and procedures of

construction to be employed by Contractor,; and( 3) Contractor' s safety precautions and programs.

F.    Based on the information and observations referred to in the preceding paragraph, Contractor agrees that no
further examinations, investigations, explorations, tests, studies, or data are necessary for the performance
of the Work at the Contract Price, within the Contract Times, and in accordance with the other terms and

conditions of the Contract.

G.   Contractor is aware of the general nature of work to be performed by Owner and others at the Site that
relates to the Work as indicated in the Contract Documents.

H.   Contractor has given Engineer written notice of all conflicts, errors, ambiguities, or discrepancies that

Contractor has discovered in the Contract Documents, and the written resolution thereof by Engineer is
acceptable to Contractor.

I.    The Contract Documents are generally sufficient to indicate and convey understanding of all terms and
conditions for performance and furnishing of the Work.

J.    Contractor' s entry into this Contract constitutes an incontrovertible representation by Contractor that
without exception all prices in the Agreement are premised upon performing and furnishing the Work
required by the Contract Documents.

Standard Form of Agreement
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ARTICLE 9— CONTRACT DOCUMENTS

9. 01 Contents

A.   The Contract Documents consist of the following:

1.    This Agreement( pages 1 to 7, inclusive).

2.    Performance bond ( pages 1 to 5, inclusive).

3.    Payment bond (pages 1 to 5, inclusive).

4.    General Conditions( pages 1 to 72, inclusive).

5.    Supplementary Conditions( pages 1 to 8, inclusive).

6.    Specifications as listed in the table of contents of the Project Manual.

7.    Drawings ( not attached but incorporated by reference) consisting of 5 sheets with each sheet bearing
the following general title: Sunfish Lake Gas Station Demolition.

8.    Addenda( number 1, inclusive).

9.    Exhibits to this Agreement( enumerated as follows):

a.    Contractor' s Quote( pages 1 to 15, inclusive).

10.  The following which may be delivered or issued on or after the Effective Date of the Contract and are
not attached hereto:

a.    Notice to Proceed.

b.    Work Change Directives.

c.    Change Orders.

d.    Field Orders.

B.    The documents listed in Paragraph 9.01. A are attached to this Agreement ( except as expressly noted
otherwise above).

C.    There are no Contract Documents other than those listed above in this Article 9.

D.    The Contract Documents may only be amended, modified, or supplemented as provided in the General
Conditions.

Standard Form of Agreement
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ARTICLE 10— MISCELLANEOUS

10. 01 Terms

A.   Terms used in this Agreement will have the meanings stated in the General Conditions and the
Supplementary Conditions.

10.02 Assignment of Contract

A.    Unless expressly agreed to elsewhere in the Contract, no assignment by a party hereto of any rights under or
interests in the Contract will be binding on another party hereto without the written consent of the party
sought to be bound; and, specifically but without limitation, money that may become due and money that is
due may not be assigned without such consent( except to the extent that the effect of this restriction may be
limited by law), and unless specifically stated to the contrary in any written consent to an assignment, no
assignment will release or discharge the assignor from any duty or responsibility under the Contract
Documents.

10.03 Successors and Assigns

A.    Owner and Contractor each binds itself, its successors, assigns, and legal representatives to the other party
hereto, its successors, assigns, and legal representatives in respect to all covenants, agreements, and
obligations contained in the Contract Documents.

10.04 Severability

A.   Any provision or part of the Contract Documents held to be void or unenforceable under any Law or
Regulation shall be deemed stricken, and all remaining provisions shall continue to be valid and binding upon
Owner and Contractor, who agree that the Contract Documents shall be reformed to replace such stricken

provision or part thereof with a valid and enforceable provision that comes as close as possible to expressing
the intention of the stricken provision.

10. 05 Contractor's Certifications

A.    Contractor certifies that it has not engaged in corrupt, fraudulent, collusive or coercive practices in competing
for or in executing the Contract. For the purposes of this Paragraph 10. 05:

1.    " corrupt practice" means the offering, giving, receiving or soliciting of any thing of value to influence the

action of a public official in the quoting process or in the Contract execution;

2.    " fraudulent practice" means an intentional misrepresentation of facts made( a) to influence the quoting
process or the execution of the Contract to the detriment of Owner, ( b) to establish Quote prices at

artificial non- competitive levels, or( c) to deprive Owner of the benefits of free and open competition;

3.    " collusive practice" means a scheme or arrangement between two or more Quoters, with or without the

knowledge of Owner, a purpose of which is to establish Quote prices at artificial, non- competitive levels;
and

4.    " coercive practice" means harming or threatening to harm, directly or indirectly, persons or their
property to influence their participation in the quoting process or affect the execution of the Contract.

Standard Form of Agreement
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10. 06 Other Provisions

A.    Owner stipulates that if the General Conditions that are made a part of this Contract are based on EJCDC° C-

700, Standard General Conditions for the Construction Contract, published by the Engineers Joint Contract
Documents Committee®, and if Owner is the party that has furnished said General Conditions, then Owner

has plainly shown all modifications to the standard wording of such published document to the Contractor,
through a process such as highlighting or " track changes" ( redline/ strikeout), or in the Supplementary
Conditions.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Owner and Contractor have signed this Agreement.

This Agreement will be effective on 101141 (which is the Effective Date of the Contract).

OWNER:    CONTRACTOR:

City of Ramsey Sauter& Sons, Inc.

By: Q By:

Title: N'lA  (., lf'"   Title: S• e..P
If Contractor is a corporation, a partnership, or a joint

venture, attach evidence of authority to sign.)

Attestr     M ` tot k     ,    L       '  Attest:

Title:      L   -, -  \ vt ;t 1C Title:

Address for giving notices: Address for giving notices:

City of Ramsey Sauter& Sons, Inc.

7550 Sunwood Drive 6651 141' Avenue N. W.

Ramsey, MN 55303 Ramsey, MN 55303

KATHLEEN A SCHMITZ   
t Notary Public License No.:

Minnesota where applicable)

ion Ex ' res Jan 31, 2021  

If Owner is a corporation, attach evidence of authority Use in those states or other jurisdictions where
to sign. If Owner is a public body, attach evidence of applicable or required.

authority to sign and resolution or other documents

authorizing execution of this Agreement.)

Standard Form of Agreement
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DOCUMENT 00 41 00

QUOTE FORM

ARTICLE 1— QUOTE RECIPIENT

1.01 This Quote is submitted to:

City of Ramsey
7550 Sunwood Drive

Ramsey, MN 55303

1.02 The undersigned Quoter proposes and agrees, if this Quote is accepted, to enter into an Agreement with Owner in
the form included in the Quoting Documents to perform all Work as specified or indicated in the Quoting
Documents for the prices and within the times indicated in this Quote and in accordance with the other terms and
conditions of the Quoting Documents.

ARTICLE 2-- QUOTER' S ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

2.01 Quoter accepts all of the terms and conditions of the Instructions to Quoters, including without limitation those
dealing with the disposition of Quote security, This Quote will remain subject to acceptance for 60 days after the
Quote opening, or for such longer period of time that Quoter may agree to in writing upon request of Owner.

ARTICLE 3— QUOTER' S REPRESENTATIONS

3. 01 In submitting this Quote, Quoter represents that:

A.   Quoter has examined and carefully studied the Quoting Documents, and any data and reference items
identified in the Quoting Documents, and hereby acknowledges receipt of the following Addenda:

Addendum No. Addendum, Date

1 9/ 29/2017

B.   Quoter has visited the Site, conducted a thorough, alert visual examination of the Site and adjacent areas,

and become familiar with and satisfied itself as to the general, local, and Site conditions that may affect cost,
progress, and performance of the Work.

C.   Quoter is familiar with and has satisfied itself as to all Laws and Regulations that may affect cost, progress,
and performance of the Work.

Quote Form
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D.   Quoter has carefully studied all: ( 1) reports of explorations and tests of subsurface conditions at or adjacent
to the Site and all drawings of physical conditions relating to existing surface or subsurface structures at the

Site that have been identified in the Supplementary Conditions, especially with respect to Technical Data in
such reports and drawings, and ( 2) reports and drawings relating to Hazardous Environmental Conditions, If
any, at or adjacent to the Site that have been identified in the Supplementary Conditions, especially with
respect to Technical Data in such reports and drawings.

E.   Quoter has considered the information known to Quoter itself; information commonly known to contractors

doing business in the locality of the Site; information and observations obtained from visits to the Site; the
Quoting Documents; and any Site- related reports and drawings identified in the Quoting Documents, with
respect to the effect of such information, observations, and documents on ( 1) the cost, progress, and

performance of the Work;( 2) the means, methods, techniques, sequences, and procedures of construction to

be employed by Quoter; and( 3) Quoter's safety precautions and programs.

F.    Quoter agrees, based on the information and observations referred to in the preceding paragraph, that no
further examinations, investigations, explorations, tests, studies, or data are necessary for the determination
of this Quote for performance of the Work at the price quote and within the times required, and in

accordance with the other terms and conditions of the Quoting Documents.

G.   Quoter is aware of the general nature of work to be performed by Owner and others at the Site that relates
to the Work as indicated in the Quoting Documents.

H.   Quoter has given Engineer written notice of all conflicts, errors, ambiguities, or discrepancies that Quoter has

discovered in the Quoting Documents, and confirms that the written resolution thereof by Engineer is
acceptable to Quoter.

I.    The Quoting Documents are generally sufficient to indicate and convey understanding of all terms and
conditions for the performance and furnishing of the Work.

J,    The submission of this Quote constitutes an incontrovertible representation by Quoter that Quoter has
complied with every requirement of this Article, and that without exception the Quote and all prices in the
Quote are premised upon performing and furnishing the Work required by the Quoting Documents.

ARTICLE 4—QUOTER' S CERTIFICATION

4. 01 Quoter certifies that:

A.   This Quote is genuine and not made in the interest of or on behalf of any undisclosed individual or entity and

is not submitted in conformity with any collusive agreement or rules of any group, association, organization,
or corporation;

B.   Quoter has not directly or indirectly induced or solicited any other Quoter to submit a false or sham Quote;

C.   Quoter has not solicited or induced any individual or entity to refrain from quoting; and

D.   Quoter has not engaged in corrupt, fraudulent, collusive, or coercive practices in competing for the Contract.
For the purposes of this Paragraph 4,01.D:

1.    " corrupt practice" means the offering, giving, receiving, or soliciting of anything of value likely to
influence the action of a public official in the quoting process;

Quote Form
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2.    " fraudulent practice" means an intentional misrepresentation of facts made( a) to influence the quoting
process to the detriment of Owner, (b) to establish quote prices at artificial non-competitive levels, or

c) to deprive Owner of the benefits of free and open competition;

3.    " collusive practice" means a scheme or arrangement between two or more Quoters, with or without the

knowledge of Owner, a purpose of which is to establish quote prices at artificial, non-competitive levels;
and

4.    " coercive practice" means harming or threatening to harm, directly or indirectly, persons or their
property to influence their participation in the quoting process or affect the a execution of the Contract.

ARTICLE 5— BASIS OF QUOTE

5.01 Quoter will complete the Work in accordance with the Contract Documents for price(s) shown on the Quote

Proposal.

5.02 Quoter acknowledges that( 1) each Quote Unit Price includes an amount considered by Quoter to be adequate to
cover Contractor' s overhead and profit for each separately identified item, and ( 2) estimated quantities are not
guaranteed, and are solely for the purpose of comparison of Quotes, and final payment for all unit price Quote
Items will be based on actual quantities, determined as provided in the Contract Documents.

ARTICLE 6— TIME OF COMPLETION

6.01 Quoter agrees that the Work will be substantially complete and will be completed and ready for final payment in
accordance with Paragraph 15.06 of the General Conditions on or before the dates or within the number of

calendar days Indicated in the Agreement.

6.02 Quoter accepts the provisions of the Agreement as to liquidated damages.

ARTICLE 7— ATTACHMENTS TO THIS QUOTE

7.01 The following documents are submitted with and made a condition of this Quote:

A.   Required Quote security in the form of certified check, cashier' s check, cash deposit or Quote bond;

B.    Document 00 45 00— Affidavit of Non- Collusion.

C.    Document 00 4514—Responsible Contractor Certificate.

ARTICLE S— DEFINED TERMS

8. 01 The terms used in this Quote with initial capital letters have the meanings stated in the Instructions to Quoters, the

General Conditions, and the Supplementary Conditions.

Quote Form
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QUOTE PROPOSAL
CITY OF RAMSEY

Sunfish Lake Gas Station Demolition

Quoter agrees to perform all the work described in the Contract Documents for the following unit prices and/or lump sums, which include sales tax
and other applicable taxes and fees.

Quote Schedule

ITEM ESTIMATED
NO.  ITEM DESCRIPTION QUANTITY UNIT UNIT PRICE EXTENSION

1 BUILDING DEMOLITION AND REMOVAL 1 LUMP SUM 30,000.00 30, 000.00

2 COMMON EXCAVATION( P)       100 0 00 0$. 00

3 SUBGRADE PREPARATION 1 LUMP SU 3 000.00 3, 000.00

4 PLACING AGGREGATE SURFACING CLASS 5 MODIFIED 750 CU YD 10. 00 7, 500.00

5 INLET PROTECTION 3 EAC 100.00      _     300.00

B EROSION CONTROL 1 LUMP SUM 2, 000.00 2, 000.00

7 _ TRAFFICCONTROL 1 LUMP sum 1, 500.00 1, 500.00

Total Quotation 44, 800.00

Quote Form
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ARTICLE 9— QUOTE SUBMITTAL

QUOTER:( Indicate correct name ofquoting entity]

By:  SAUTER& SONS, INC.

Signature]

4,t-44q 1A-(.1t7C7k,
Printed name]

GREGORY F. SAUTER
VICE PRESIDENT

IfQuoter is a corporation, a limited liability company, a partnership, or a joint venture, attach evidence ofauthority to
sign.)

Attest

Signature]

Printed name]
Thomas C. Sauter

Title:   
President

Submittal Date:       
10/5/2017

Address for giving notices:

6651 141ST AVENUE N.W.; RAMSEY, MN 55303

Telephone Number:  763.421. 7919

Fax Number:   
763.421. 0797

Contact Name and e- mail address:  
CASSANDRA GREEN

SAUTERANDSONS@GMAIL. COM

Quoter' s License No.:  
NA

where applicable)

Quote Form
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DOCUMENT 00 43 33

TABULATION OF SUPPLIERS

NAME
VONCO II

TELEPHONE NO.      
763) 262-8662

ADDRESS
15301 SHERBURNE AVE

TYPE OF MATERIAL WASTE DISPOSAL

CITY BECKER, MN 55308

NAME TELEPHONE NO.

ADDRESS TYPE OF MATERIAL

CITY

NAME TELEPHONE NO.

ADDRESS TYPE OF MATERIAL

CITY

NAME TELEPHONE NO.

ADDRESS TYPE OF MATERIAL

CITY

NAME TELEPHONE NO.

ADDRESS TYPE OF MATERIAL

CITY

NAME TELEPHONE NO.

ADDRESS TYPE OF MATERIAL

CITY

Tabulation of Suppliers
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DOCUMENT 00 43 36

TABULATION OF SUBCONTRACTORS

NAME TELEPHONE NO.

ADDRESS TYPE OF CONSTRUCTION

CITY

NAME TELEPHONE NO.

ADDRESS TYPE OF CONSTRUCTION

CITY

NAME TELEPHONE NO.

ADDRESS TYPE OF CONSTRUCTION

CITY

NAME TELEPHONE NO.

ADDRESS TYPE OF CONSTRUCTION

CITY

NAME TELEPHONE NO.

ADDRESS TYPE OF CONSTRUCTION

CITY

NAME TELEPHONE NO.

ADDRESS TYPE OF CONSTRUCTION

CITY

Tabulation of Subcontractors
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DOCUMENT 00 45 00

AFFIDAVIT OF NON- COLLUSION

STATE OF MINNESOTA

COUNTY OF ANOKA

I hereby swear( or affirm) under the penalty of perjury:

1.       That 1 am the Quoter ( if the Quoter is an individual), a partner in the Quoter ( if the Quoter is a

partnership) or an officer or employee of the Quoter corporation having authority to sign on its behalf( if
the Quoter Is a corporation);

2.       That the attached quote or quotes have been arrived at by the Quoter individually and have been
submitted without collusion with, and without any agreement, understanding or planned common course

of action designed to limit individual quoting or competition with any other prospective Quoter or vendor
of any materials, supplies, equipment or services described in the invitation to quote;

3.       That the contents of the quote or quotes have not been communicated by the Quoter or its employees or
agents to any person not an employee or agent of the Quoter or its Surety on any bond furnished with the
quote or quotes, and will not be communicated to any such person, prior to any official opening of the
quote or quotes; and

4.       That I have fully informed myself regarding the accuracy of the statements made in this affidavit.

Subscribed and sworn to before me
GREGORY F. SAUTER

Quoter)

this
3RD

day of
OCTOBER    ,

2017.

SAUTER& SONS, INC VICE PRESIDENT

Firm making quote or quotes)   Official Title

Affidavit of Non-Collusion

00 45 00-1



DOCUMENT 00 45 14

RESPONSIBLE CONTRACTOR VERIFICATION AND

CERTIFICATION OF COMPLIANCE

PROJECT: SUNFISH LAKE GAS STATION DEMOLITION

Minn. Stat. § 16C.285, Subd. 7. IMPLEMENTATION. ... any prime contractor or subcontractor that does not meet the

minimum criteria in subdivision 3 or fails to verify that it meets those criteria is not a responsible contractor and Is not
eligible to be awarded a construction contract for the project or to perform work on the project.,.

Minn. Stat. § 16C.285, Subd. 3. RESPONSIBLE CONTRACTOR, MINIMUM CRITERIA. " Responsible contractor" means a

contractor that conforms to the responsibility requirements in the solicitation document for its portion of the work on
the project and verifies that it meets the following minimum criteria:

1)   The Contractor:

I) is in compliance with workers' compensation and unemployment insurance requirements;

ii) is currently registered with the Department of Revenue and the Department of Employment and Economic
Development if it has employees;

iii) has a valid federal tax Identification number or a valid Social Security number if an individual; and

iv) has filed a certificate of authority to transact business in Minnesota with the Secretary of State if a foreign
corporation or cooperative.

2)   The contractor or related entity is in compliance with and, during the three-year period before submitting the
verification, has not violated section 177.24, 177.25, 177.41 to 177.44, 181.13, 181.14, or 181.722, and has not
violated United States Code, title 29, sections 201 to 219, or United States Code, title 40, sections 3141 to 3148. For

purposes of this clause, a violation occurs when a contractor or related entity:

i) repeatedly fails to pay statutorily required wages or penalties on one or more separate projects for a total
underpayment of$ 25,000 or more within the three-year period;

ii) has been issued an order to comply by the commissioner of Labor and industry that has become final;

iii) has been issued at least two determination letters within the three-year period by the Department of
Transportation finding an underpayment by the contractor or related entity to its own employees;

iv) has been found by the commissioner of Labor and Industry to have repeatedly or willfully violated any of the
sections referenced in this clause pursuant to section 177. 27;

v) has been issued a ruling or findings of underpayment by the administrator of the Wage and Hour Division of the
United States Department of Labor that have become final or have been upheld by an administrative law judge or
the Administrative Review Board; or

vi) has been found liable for underpayment of wages or penalties or misrepresenting a construction worker as an
independent contractor in an action brought in a court having jurisdiction. Provided that, If the contractor or
related entity contests a determination of underpayment by the Department of Transportation in a contested case
proceeding, a violation does not occur until the contested case proceeding has concluded with a determination that
the contractor or related entity underpaid wages or penalties;*

Responsible Contractor Certificate
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3)   The contractor or related entity Is In compliance with and, during the three-year period before submitting the
verification, has not violated section 181.723 or chapter 32613. For purposes of this clause, a violation occurs when

a contractor or related entity has been issued a final administrative or licensing order;*

4)   The contractor or related entity has not, more than twice during the three-year period before submitting the
verification, had a certificate of compliance under section 363A.36 revoked or suspended based on the provisions

of section 363A.36, with the revocation or suspension becoming final because it was upheld by the Office of
Administrative Hearings or was not appealed to the office;*

5)   The contractor or related entity has not received a final determination assessing a monetary sanction from the
Department of Administration or Transportation for failure to meet targeted group business, disadvantaged
business enterprise, or veteran-owned business goals, due to a lack of good faith effort, more than once during the
three-year period before submitting the verification;*

Any violations, suspensions, revocations, or sanctions, as defined in clauses ( 2) to ( 5), occurring prior to July 1,
2014, shall not be considered in determining whether a contractor or related entity meets the minimum criteria.

6)   The contractor or related entity is not currently suspended or debarred by the federal government or the state of
Minnesota or any of its departments, commissions, agencies, or political subdivisions; and

7)   All subcontractors that the contractor intends to use to perform project work have verified to the contractor
through a signed statement under oath by an owner or officer that they meet the minimum criteria listed in clauses
1) to( 6).

Minn. Stat.§ 16C.285, Subd. 5. SUBCONTRACTOR VERIFICATION.

A prime contractor or subcontractor shall include in its verification of compliance under subdivision 4 a list of ail of its
first-tier subcontractors that it intends to retain for work on the project.

If a prime contractor or any subcontractor retains additional subcontractors on the project after submitting Its
verification of compliance, the prime contractor or subcontractor shall obtain verifications of compliance from each

additional subcontractor with which it has a direct contractual relationship and shall submit a supplemental
verification confirming compliance with subdivision 3, clause ( 7), within 14 days of retaining the additional
subcontractors.

A prime contractor shall submit to the contracting authority upon request copies of the signed verifications of
compliance from all subcontractors of any tier pursuant to subdivision 3, clause ( 7). A prime contractor and

subcontractors shall not be responsible for the false statements of any subcontractor with which they do not have a
direct contractual relationship. A prime contractor and subcontractors shall be responsible for false statements by
their first-tier subcontractors with which they have a direct contractual relationship only if they accept the
verification of compliance with actual knowledge that it contains a false statement.

Responsible Contractor Certificate

00 45 14- 2



Minn. Stat.§ 16C.285, Subd. 4. VERIFICATION OF COMPLIANCE.

A contractor responding to a solicitation document of a contracting authority shall submit to the contracting authority a
signed statement under oath by an owner or officer verifying compliance with each of the minimum criteria in
subdivision 3 at the time that it responds to the solicitation document.

A contracting authority may accept a sworn statement as sufficient to demonstrate that a contractor is a responsible
contractor and shall not be held liable for awarding a contract in reasonable reliance on that statement. Failure to verify
compliance with any one of the minimum criteria or a false statement under oath in a verification of compliance shall
render the prime contractor or subcontractor that makes the false statement ineligible to be awarded a construction
contract on the project for which the verification was submitted.

A false statement under oath verifying compliance with any of the minimum criteria may result in termination of a
construction contract that has already been awarded to a prime contractor or subcontractor that submits a false
statement. A contracting authority shall not be liable for declining to award a contract or terminating a contract based on
a reasonable determination that the contractor failed to verify compliance with the minimum criteria or falsely stated
that it meets the minimum criteria.

CERTIFICATION

By signing this document I certify that I am an owner or officer of the company, and I swear under oath that:

1) My company meets each of the Minimum Criteria to be a responsible contractor as defined herein and is in
compliance with Minn. Stat.§ 16C.285,

2) I have included a First Tier Subcontractors List with my company' s solicitation response, and

3) if my company is awarded a contract, I will also submit the Additional Subcontractors List as required.

Authorized Signature of Owner or Officer: Printed Name:

GREGORY F. SAUTER
s LvLvl

Title:  Date:

VICE PRESIDENT 10/ 3/ 2017

Company Name:

SAUTER& SONS, INC

Sworn to and subscribed before me this
3RD day of OCTOBER       , 20 17 ,       

THOMAS CHARLES SAUTER

NO
I.

Iii yVt.°.iC1
A

Mr r,,. ti :>
i or i   / 2080

Notary Public

Responsible contractor Certificate

004514-3



My Commission Expires:    01/ 31/ 2020

NOTE: Minn. Stat,§ 16C. 285, Subd, 2, ( c) If only one prime contractor responds to a solicitation document, a contracting
authority may award a construction contract to the responding prime contractor even if the minimum criteria in
subdivision 3 are not met.

Responsible Contractor Certificate

004514-4



FIRST-TIER SUBCONTRACTORS LIST

SUBMIT WITH PRIME CONTRACTOR PROPOSAL

PROJECT: SUNFISH LAKE GAS STATION DEMOLITION

Minn. Stat. § 16C.285, Subd. 5. A prime contractor or subcontractor shall include in its verification of compliance under

subdivision 4 a list of all of its first-tier subcontractors that It intends to retain for work on the project.

FIRST TIER SUBCONTRACTOR NAMES Name of city where company home
Legal name of company as registered with the Secretary of State)  office is located

VONCO II; LLC.   BECKER, MN

Responsible Contractor Certificate

00 4514-5



DOCUMENT 00 45 15

ADDITIONAL SUBCONTRACTORS LIST

PRIME CONTRACTOR TO SUBMIT AS SUBCONTRACTORS ARE

ADDED TO THE PROJECT

PROJECT: SUNFISH LAKE GAS STATION DEMOLITION

This form must be submitted to the Owner as identified in the solicitation document.  Minn. Stat.§ 16C.285, Subd. 5.... If a

prime contractor or any subcontractor retains additional subcontractors on the project after submitting its verification of
compliance, the prime contractor or subcontractor shall obtain verifications of compliance from each additional

subcontractor with which it has a direct contractual relationship and shall submit a supplemental verification confirming
compliance with subdivision 3, clause( 7), within 14 days of retaining the additional subcontractors.

ADDITIONAL SUBCONTRACTOR NAMES Name of city where company home
Legal name of company as registered with the Secretary of State)  office is located

Additional Subcontractors List

00 45 I5-1



ADDITIONAL SUBCONTRACTOR NAMES Name of city where company home
Legal name of company as registered with the Secretary of State)  office is located

SUPPLEMENTAL CERTIFICATION

By signing this document I certify that I am an owner or officer of the company, and I swear under oath that:

All additional subcontractors listed on Additional Subcontractors List have verified through a signed statement under
oath by an owner or officer that they meet the minimum criteria to be a responsible contractor as defined in Minn. Stat.

16C.285.

Authorized Signature of Owner or Officer:     Printed Name:

f2.4 GREGORY F. SAUTER
Title:       

Date:

VICE PRESIDENT 10/3/2017

Company Name:

SAUTER& SONS, INC

Additional Subcontractors List

00 4515.2



   
CC Regular Session   4. 4.           
Meeting Date: 01/23/2018  
Submitted For: Bruce Westby, Engineering/Public Works 
By: MaryJo Warner, Engineering/Public Works

Information
Title
Adopt Resolution #18-025 Approving Partial Payment to Douglas-Kerr Underground, LLC for IP 17-10 Puma
Street Utility Improvements

Purpose/Background:
Resolution and Payment Request attached.

Recommendation:
The Senior Engineering Technician has inspected the completed work and recommends partial payment to
Douglas-Kerr Underground, LLC for IP 17-10 Puma Street Utility Improvements in the amount of $399,706.23.

Action:
Motion to adopt Resolution #18-025 approving partial payment to Douglas-Kerr Underground, LLC for IP 17-10
Puma Street Utility Improvements in the amount of $399,706.23.

Attachments
Resolution
Pay Request

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Bruce Westby Bruce Westby 01/18/2018 10:38 AM
Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 01/18/2018 01:46 PM
Form Started By: MaryJo Warner Started On: 01/17/2018 10:27 AM
Final Approval Date: 01/18/2018 



Councilmember introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption: 

 

RESOLUTION #18-025 

 
RESOLUTION APPROVING PARTIAL PAYMENT TO DOUGLAS-KERR 

UNDERGROUND, LLC FOR IMPROVEMENT PROJECT #17-10, PUMA STREET 

UTILITY IMPROVEMENTS 

 
WHEREAS, in 2006, Bunker Lake Boulevard was extended west of Armstrong Boulevard 

and Puma Street was constructed between Bunker Lake Boulevard and Alpine Drive; and 

 

WHEREAS, public utilities (sanitary sewer and watermain) were not constructed along 

the west end of Bunker Lake Boulevard, east of its intersection with Puma Street, or under Puma 

Street north of Bunker Lake Boulevard; and 

 

WHEREAS, current and future developments along these streets will require public 

utilities to serve the developments; and 

 

WHEREAS, the Riverstone Development proposes to construct numerous residential 

properties in the fall of 2017 requiring utility services to be extended along Puma Street, north of 

Bunker Lake Boulevard; and 

 

WHEREAS, pursuant to a motion of the Ramsey City Council on July 25, 2017, the City 

Administrator was authorized to execute a contract with Bolton & Menk, Inc. to prepare plans and 

specifications for the making of such improvements per their proposal dated June 20, 2017; and 

 

WHEREAS, pursuant to a motion of the Ramsey City Council on September 12, 2017, 

final Plans and Specifications were approved and advertisements for bids were authorized; and 

 

WHEREAS, an Assessment Agreement exists to help pay for 40% of the project costs to 

extend utilities along Puma Street; and 

 

 WHEREAS, pursuant to Resolution #17-10-254 adopted the 10th Day of October, 2017 

the bid of Douglas-Kerr Underground, LLC of Mora, Minnesota, in the amount of $727,667.07 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; and. 

WHEREAS, as of January 23, 2018 $219,340.06 has been paid to date; and 

 

 WHEREAS, the Senior Engineering Technician has inspected the completed work and 

recommends partial payment to Douglas-Kerr Underground, LLC in the amount of $399,706.23.  

 

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

RAMSEY, ANOKA COUNTY, STATE OF MINNESOTA, as follows: 

 



Resolution #18-025 

Page 2of 2 

 

1) That the City Council hereby authorizes partial payment to Douglas-Kerr Underground, LLC 

for Improvement Project #17-10, Douglas-Kerr Underground, LLC in the amount of 

$399,706.23. 

 

2) That the City Council hereby accepts the project and authorizes the Mayor or City 

Administrator to sign the release form for this payment. 

 

3) That the total amount of this payment is not included in resolutions approving payment of 

bills for the date of January 23, 2018. 

 

4) That the City of Ramsey Finance Department will be provided a signed copy of this resolution 

 

The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Councilmember, 

and upon vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor thereof: 

 

and the following voted against the same: 

 

and the following abstained: 

 

and the following were absent: 

 

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

the 23rd day of January 2018. 

 

              

       Mayor  

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

       

City Clerk 
 

 

 

 





   
CC Regular Session   4. 5.           
Meeting Date: 01/23/2018  
Submitted For: Bruce Westby, Engineering/Public Works 
By: MaryJo Warner, Engineering/Public Works

Information
Title
Adopt Resolution #18-026 Approving Partial Payment to North Valley, Inc. for IP 14-27 Mississippi River Trail
Phase II

Purpose/Background:
Resolution and Pay Request attached. This Pay Request reduces the retained percentage from 5% to 2%. The next
pay request will be for final payment. No work remains to be completed on this project. The only thing preventing
final payment from being requested at this time is the processing of final documentation, which should be complete
within the next few weeks.

Recommendation:
The Senior Engineering Technician has inspected the completed work and recommends partial payment to North
Valley, Inc. for IP 14-27 Mississippi River Trail Phase II.

Action:
Motion to adopt Resolution #18-026 approving partial payment to North Valley, Inc., for IP 14-27 Mississippi River
Trail II in the amount of $8,155.41. 

Attachments
Resolution
Pay Request

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Bruce Westby Bruce Westby 01/18/2018 10:44 AM
Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 01/18/2018 01:48 PM
Form Started By: MaryJo Warner Started On: 01/17/2018 03:47 PM
Final Approval Date: 01/18/2018 



RESOLUTION #18-026 

Page 1 of 2  

Councilmember introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption: 

 

RESOLUTION #18-026 

 

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING PARTIAL PAYMENT TO NORTH VALLEY INC FOR 

IMPROVEMENT PROJECT NO. 14-27; MISSISSIPPI RIVER TRAIL – RIVERDALE 

DRIVE TO ARMSTRONG BOULEVARD 

 
WHEREAS, on March 25th, 2014, the City Council approved proceeding with advance 

construction for portions of the Mississippi River Trail through the City of Ramsey; and 

 
WHEREAS, on June 24th, 2014, the City Council approved continuing to proceed with 

advance construction of the portion of the Mississippi River Trail through the Riverdale Drive 

Extension/Reconstruction project. 

 

WHEREAS, the bid of North Valley Inc. in the amount of $183,272.52 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, as of January 23, 2018 $165,144.05 has been paid to date; and 

 

WHEREAS, the Senior Engineering Technician has inspected the completed work and 

recommends partial payment to North Valley, Inc. in the amount of $8,155.41. 

 

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 authorizes partial payment to North Valley, Inc. for 

Improvement Project 14-27; Mississippi River Trail Phase 2 in the amount of $8,155.41. 

 

2) That the City Council hereby accepts the project and authorizes the Mayor or City 

Administrator to sign the release form for this payment. 

 

3) That the total amount of this payment is not included in resolutions approving payment of 

bills for the date of January 23, 2018. 

 

4) That the City of Ramsey Finance Department will be provided a signed copy of this 

resolution.  

 
The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Councilmember 

and upon vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor thereof: 

 

and the following voted against the same: 

 
and the following abstained: 



RESOLUTION #18-026 

Page 2 of 2  

 
and the following were absent: 

 

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

the 23rd day of January 2018. 
 
 

             

       Mayor 

ATTEST: 

 

      

City Clerk 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 





   
CC Regular Session   4. 6.           
Meeting Date: 01/23/2018  
By: Colleen Lasher, Administrative

Services

Information
Title
Adopt Resolution #18-017 Directing Staff to Submit the 2018 Pay Equity Report

Purpose/Background:
The purpose of this case is to seek direction from the City Council to submit the 2018 Pay Equity Report. The
Local Government Pay Equity Act and Minnesota Rules require all public jurisdictions such as cities, counties, and
school districts to eliminate any sex-based wage inequities in compensation. Pay Equity is a method of eliminating
discrimination against women who are paid less than men for jobs requiring comparable levels of expertise. A
policy to establish pay equity usually means: 1) that all jobs will be evaluated and given points according to the
level of knowledge and responsibility required to do the job; and 2) that salary adjustments will be made if it is
discovered that women are consistently paid less than men for jobs with similar points.

Attached is the City’s 2018 pay equity report which shows that the City is in compliance with the Local
Government Pay Equity Act. The compliance report includes four tests: the completeness and accuracy test, the
statistical analysis test, the salary range test and exceptional service pay test. 

The completeness and accuracy test determines whether jurisdictions have filed reports on time, included correct
data and supplied all required information. Staff believes the information provided is complete and accurate;
however, with submission of the report, the state will determine whether Ramsey has passed the completeness and
accuracy test. 

The statistical analysis test compares salary data to determine if female-dominated classes are paid consistently
below male-dominated classes that are of comparable value or job points. The minimum requirement to pass the
statistical analysis test is an underpayment ratio of 80%. Ramsey has an underpayment ratio of 115.71% which
means we are in compliance. The T-test results are not considered because the City passed the primary test, the
statistical analysis test.

The salary range test measures whether male classes are reaching the top of their salary range faster than female
classes. This result must be above 80 to be found in compliance. The result of the salary range test for the City is
97.14 , which is above 80 and indicates that Ramsey has passed this test.

The exceptional service pay test analyzes whether there is a larger percentage of male classes receiving longevity
or performance pay than female classes. For this test the result must either be 0 if less than 25% of male classes
receive exceptional service pay or above 80. There are no male classes in Ramsey currently receiving exceptional
service pay, therefore the  result is 0 and indicates that the Ramsey also passes this test.

Predicted pay is the average pay of male classes at any given point value. It is calculated by averaging the
maximum monthly salaries for male classes in the City. Although predicted pay is the state’s standard for
comparing how males and females are compensated, it is not necessarily the salary that should be paid at any
particular point value. Compensation is typically set by establishing job value points and analyzing internal and
external markets without regard for sex; therefore, using the Predicted Pay Report to set wages is discouraged. 

Included with the Pay Equity Compliance Report you will also find Job Class Data Entry Verification List,
which shows the data that has been entered for computation, and a graph that shows how male and female classes



which shows the data that has been entered for computation, and a graph that shows how male and female classes
cluster around the predicted pay line at various point values.

As required by state law, the Pay Equity Compliance Report must be approved by the City Council.

Funding Source:
There is no cost associated with approving and submitting this report. 

Recommendation:
Direct staff to submit the 2018 Pay Equity Report.

Action:
Motion to adopt resolution #18-017 Directing Staff to Submit the 2018 Pay Equity Report

Attachments
2018_Pay_Equity_Reports
Resolution_18-017

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 01/18/2018 04:29 PM
Form Started By: Colleen Lasher Started On: 01/03/2018 12:09 PM
Final Approval Date: 01/18/2018 
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Council Member       introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption: 
 

RESOLUTION #18-017    
 

RESOLUTION DIRECTING STAFF TO SUBMIT THE 2018 PAY EQUITY 
REPORT 
  
 WHEREAS, the State of Minnesota requires submission of a pay equity 
compliance report every three years; and  

 
WHEREAS, the City of Ramsey is committed to ensuring that all jobs will be 

evaluated and given points according to the level of knowledge and responsibility 
required to do the job , and 

 
WHEREAS, the computer evaluation shows that the City of Ramsey has passed 

the 2018 pay equity compliance requirement.   
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 
CITY OF RAMSEY, ANOKA COUNTY, STATE OF MINNESOTA,  
 

1) Motion to adopt resolution #18-017 directing Staff to submit the 2018 Pay 
Equity Report 

 
The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Council 
Member,        , and upon vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor thereof: 
 
 
and the following voted against the same: 
 
 
 
and the following abstained: 
 
 
 
 
and the following were absent: 
 
 
Whereupon said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted by the Ramsey City 
Council this the 23rd Day of January 2018. 
 



   
CC Regular Session   4. 7.           
Meeting Date: 01/23/2018  
By: Colleen Lasher, Administrative

Services

Information
Title
Adopt Resolution #18-030 to Accept the City Administrator's Annual Performance Evaluation and Professional
Development Plan

Purpose/Background:
The purpose of this case is to accept the City Administrator's annual performance evaluation and professional
development plan.

As part of the annual 360 degree performance evaluation for the City Administrator, direct reports, members of the
City Council and City Administrator Kurt Ulrich completed their portion of the performance evaluation.
Subsequently, the results were compiled and the Mayor and City Administrator met to discuss the results of the
evaluation.

At the January 9, 2018, City Council work-session, the Council met in a closed session to conduct the annual
performance evaluation of City Administrator Ulrich, as required by his employment agreement. The session was
closed pursuant to Minnesota Statutes § 13D.05, subdivision 3(a) which states, in part “A public body may close a
meeting to evaluate the performance of an individual who is subject to its authority. At its next open meeting, the
public body shall summarize its conclusions regarding the evaluation, and this was done at the regular meeting on
January 9. At the closed meeting, ” The City Council concluded, by consensus, that Mr. Ulrich’s performance
meets expectations and that his annual performance evaluation, along with his 2018 professional development plan
would be accepted and formally adopted at the January 23, 2018, City Council meeting. 

Notification:
Attached 

Resolution1.
2018 professional development plan2.
State statute3.

Observations/Alternatives:
Staff does not recommend any alternatives.

Funding Source:
Not applicable.

Recommendation:
To accept Mr. Kurt Ulrich's annual performance evaluation and 2018 professional development plan.

Action:
Motion to adopt resolution #18-030 accepting Mr. Kurt Ulrich's annual performance evaluation and 2018
professional development plan.



Attachments
Resolution_18-030
Prof_Dev_Plan
Statute

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 01/18/2018 01:51 PM
Form Started By: Colleen Lasher Started On: 01/17/2018 08:18 PM
Final Approval Date: 01/18/2018 



Councilmember       introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption: 
 

RESOLUTION # 18-030 
 

RESOLUTION TO ACCEPT THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR’S ANNUAL 
PERFORMANCE EVALUATION AND PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN 

 
 WHEREAS, the annual 360 degree Performance Evaluation was completed for the City 
Administrator; and  

 
WHEREAS, the results were compiled and the Mayor and City Administrator met to 

discuss the results of the evaluation; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City Council and the City Administrator discussed the City 

Administrator’s performance in closed session on January 9, 2018; and  
 
WHEREAS, the City Council concluded, by consensus, that Mr. Ulrich’s performance 

meets expectations; and   
 

 WHEREAS, it was the consensus of the City Council to accept Mr. Ulrich’s 
Performance Evaluation and 2018 Professional Development Plan. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
RAMSEY, ANOKA COUNTY, STATE OF MINNESOTA, as follows: 
 

1) Motion to adopt Resolution #18-030 accepting Mr. Kurt Ulrich's annual Performance 
Evaluation and 2018 Professional Development Plan. 

 
 
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 23rd day of January, 2018 
 
 
 



 
City Administrator 
Professional Development Plan 2018 
 
 
 

Areas of Focus 
 
The following areas of focus reflect specific areas of development identified in the CheckPoint 
360 assessment feedback tool.  The individual development plan below identifies specific 
challenges that I, as City Administrator, can undertake to address those issues. 

 
 
Leadership 

 Seek leadership positions in regional, state, and national organizations 
 Seek and implement innovative solutions 
 Recognize and celebrate employees that demonstrate the organization’s core values 
 Work with management team to implement and communicate personal development 

plan goals 
 
Communicating Effectively 

 Communicate in a straightforward manner  
 Improve City’s communication with residents via social media, newsletter, cable TV, 

and personal outreach 
 Provide regular Strategic Plan updates to City Council 
 Continue to provide regular and timely updates to the City Council (“before it hits the 

news” standard), and to provide effective back-up communication during absences 
 

Providing Direction 
 Expectations for performance shall be clearly communicated to staff 
 Seek feedback from staff regarding understanding of direction 
 Establish clear accountability 
 Establish a manageable and equitable workload for staff 
 Accomplish long-tern objectives by planning incremental steps 
 Focus on the overall mission while implementing details 

 
 
 

Reviewed by City Council January 23, 2018 

 
 



13D.05 MEETINGS HAVING DATA CLASSIFIED AS NOT PUBLIC.

Subdivision 1. General principles. (a) Except as provided in this chapter, meetings may not be closed
to discuss data that are not public data.

(b) Data that are not public data may be discussed at a meeting subject to this chapter without liability
or penalty, if the disclosure relates to a matter within the scope of the public body's authority and is reasonably
necessary to conduct the business or agenda item before the public body.

(c) Data discussed at an open meeting retain the data's original classification; however, a record of the
meeting, regardless of form, shall be public.

(d) All closed meetings, except those closed as permitted by the attorney-client privilege, must be
electronically recorded at the expense of the public body. Unless otherwise provided by law, the recordings
must be preserved for at least three years after the date of the meeting.

Subd. 2.When meeting must be closed. (a) Any portion of a meeting must be closed if expressly
required by other law or if the following types of data are discussed:

(1) data that would identify alleged victims or reporters of criminal sexual conduct, domestic abuse, or
maltreatment of minors or vulnerable adults;

(2) active investigative data as defined in section 13.82, subdivision 7, or internal affairs data relating
to allegations of law enforcement personnel misconduct collected or created by a state agency, statewide
system, or political subdivision;

(3) educational data, health data, medical data, welfare data, or mental health data that are not public
data under section 13.32, 13.3805, subdivision 1, 13.384, or 13.46, subdivision 2 or 7; or

(4) an individual's medical records governed by sections 144.291 to 144.298.

(b) A public body shall close one or more meetings for preliminary consideration of allegations or
charges against an individual subject to its authority. If the members conclude that discipline of any nature
may be warranted as a result of those specific charges or allegations, further meetings or hearings relating
to those specific charges or allegations held after that conclusion is reached must be open. A meeting must
also be open at the request of the individual who is the subject of the meeting.

Subd. 3.What meetings may be closed. (a) A public body may close a meeting to evaluate the
performance of an individual who is subject to its authority. The public body shall identify the individual
to be evaluated prior to closing a meeting. At its next open meeting, the public body shall summarize its
conclusions regarding the evaluation. A meeting must be open at the request of the individual who is the
subject of the meeting.

(b) Meetings may be closed if the closure is expressly authorized by statute or permitted by the
attorney-client privilege.

(c) A public body may close a meeting:

(1) to determine the asking price for real or personal property to be sold by the government entity;

(2) to review confidential or protected nonpublic appraisal data under section 13.44, subdivision 3; and

(3) to develop or consider offers or counteroffers for the purchase or sale of real or personal property.

Copyright © 2017 by the Revisor of Statutes, State of Minnesota. All Rights Reserved.
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Before holding a closed meeting under this paragraph, the public body must identify on the record the
particular real or personal property that is the subject of the closed meeting. The proceedings of a meeting
closed under this paragraph must be tape recorded at the expense of the public body. The recording must
be preserved for eight years after the date of the meeting and made available to the public after all real or
personal property discussed at the meeting has been purchased or sold or the governing body has abandoned
the purchase or sale. The real or personal property that is the subject of the closedmeetingmust be specifically
identified on the tape. A list of members and all other persons present at the closed meeting must be made
available to the public after the closed meeting. If an action is brought claiming that public business other
than discussions allowed under this paragraph was transacted at a closed meeting held under this paragraph
during the time when the tape is not available to the public, section 13D.03, subdivision 3, applies.

An agreement reached that is based on an offer considered at a closed meeting is contingent on approval of
the public body at an open meeting. The actual purchase or sale must be approved at an open meeting after
the notice period required by statute or the governing body's internal procedures, and the purchase price or
sale price is public data.

(d) Meetings may be closed to receive security briefings and reports, to discuss issues related to security
systems, to discuss emergency response procedures and to discuss security deficiencies in or recommendations
regarding public services, infrastructure and facilities, if disclosure of the information discussed would pose
a danger to public safety or compromise security procedures or responses. Financial issues related to security
matters must be discussed and all related financial decisions must be made at an open meeting. Before
closing a meeting under this paragraph, the public body, in describing the subject to be discussed, must refer
to the facilities, systems, procedures, services, or infrastructures to be considered during the closed meeting.
A closed meeting must be tape recorded at the expense of the governing body, and the recording must be
preserved for at least four years.

History: 1957 c 773 s 1; 1967 c 462 s 1; 1973 c 123 art 5 s 7; 1973 c 654 s 15; 1973 c 680 s 1,3; 1975
c 271 s 6; 1981 c 174 s 1; 1983 c 137 s 1; 1983 c 274 s 18; 1984 c 462 s 27; 1987 c 313 s 1; 1990 c 550 s
2,3; 1991 c 292 art 8 s 12; 1991 c 319 s 22; 1994 c 618 art 1 s 39; 1997 c 154 s 2; 1999 c 227 s 22; 2002
c 379 art 1 s 5; 2004 c 276 s 1; 2004 c 290 s 18; 2007 c 110 s 2; 2007 c 147 art 10 s 15; 2008 c 335 s 1;
2010 c 365 art 1 s 8

Copyright © 2017 by the Revisor of Statutes, State of Minnesota. All Rights Reserved.
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CC Regular Session   4. 8.           
Meeting Date: 01/23/2018  
By: Colleen Lasher, Administrative

Services

Information
Title
Adopt Resolution 18-031 to Hire a Part-time Engineering Administrative Assistant

Purpose/Background:
The Purpose of this case is to request authorization to hire a part-time Engineering Administrative Assistant.

The Engineering Administrative Assistant will assist with various administrative duties. Duties will include website
administration and updates; preparation and mailing of letters, memos and notices; Asset Management Program
administration; Special Assessments program administration; meeting minutes; document filing and scanning; and
back-up coverage for administrative assistants from other departments.

This position was approved as part of the 2018 budgeting process. As a result, an internal, followed by an external
recruitment process was conducted. Staff received 43 applications, 16 first interviews were held and included the
City Engineer, the Park & Recreation Administrative Assistant and the Human Resources Administrative Assistant.
Six second interviews were held and included the Human Resources Manager and the City Engineer. Finalists
participated in a typing test and letter composition exercise, which were administered by the Human Resources
Administrative Assistant. Two candidates completed an online customer service assessment and were
back-grounded . 

Staff has is recommending the top candidate, Ms. Marsha Weidner, be hired as a Part-time Engineering
Administrative Assistant at $20.66 per hour, effective on or near February 7, 2018. Ms. Weidner will be subject to
a 6-month probationary period and all Personnel Policies and/or employment contracts will apply.

Funding Source:
The 2018 funding for this position has been accounted for within the 2018 budget at $22,898.

Recommendation:
To hire Ms. Marsha Weidner as a part-time Engineering Administrative Assistant, effective on or near February 7,
2018, at $20.66 per hour which is step 1 of the 2018 wage scale.

Action:
Motion to adopt resolution #18-031 to hire Ms. Marsha Weidner as a part-time Engineering Administrative
Assistant, effective on or near February 7, 2018, at $20.66 per hour which is step 1 of the 2018 wage scale.

Attachments
Resolution_18-031

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 01/18/2018 01:53 PM
Form Started By: Colleen Lasher Started On: 01/18/2018 08:27 AM
Final Approval Date: 01/18/2018 



Final Approval Date: 01/18/2018 



Councilmember        introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption: 
 

RESOLUTION #18-031 
 
RESOLUTION TO HIRE A PART-TIME ENGINEERING ADMINISTRATIVE 
ASSISTANT 
 

WHEREAS, as per the strategic plan, staff conducted a recruitment for a part-time 
Engineering Administrative Assistant; and 
 
 WHEREAS, an internal and external recruitment process was conducted; and 
 

WHEREAS, Ms. Marsha Weidner has been selected as the top candidate for the 
position; and  
 

WHEREAS, staff has completed the necessary background checks and is recommending 
that Ms. Weidner be hired as a Part-time Engineering Administrative Assistant at $20.66 per 
hour effective on or near February 7, 2018; and   
 

WHEREAS Ms. Weidner will be subject to a 6-month probationary period and all other 
Personnel Policies and/or employment contracts will apply.   
 
  
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
RAMSEY, ANOKA COUNTY, STATE OF MINNESOTA, as follows: 
 
1) Motion to adopt resolution #18-031 to hire Ms. Marsha Weidner as a part-time Engineering 

Administrative Assistant, effective on or near February 7, 2018, at $20.66 per hour which 
is step 1 of the 2018 wage scale. 

 
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 23rd day of January, 2018.  
 
 
 
 
 
 



   
CC Regular Session   7. 1.           
Meeting Date: 01/23/2018  
By: Bruce Westby, Engineering/Public

Works

Information
Title:
Adopt Resolution #18-027 Approving Plans and Specifications and Authorizing Advertisements for Bids for 2018
Crackseal and Sealcoat Improvements, Improvement Project #18-04

Purpose/Background:
Purpose:
The purpose of this case is to adopt Resolution #18-027 approving plans and specifications and authorizing
advertisements for bids for 2018 Crackseal and Sealcoat Improvements, Improvement Project #18-04.

Background:
Long-term Street Maintenance Program
Various city street segments receive crackseal and/or sealcoat improvements annually to maximize the life of their
pavement sections.

Cracksealing protects pavement by preventing stormwater runoff from seeping through cracks in the pavement and
joints between the pavement and concrete curb and gutter and utility castings. This reduces future pavement
damage due to wet subgrade soils, especially during freeze-thaw cycles.

Sealcoating protects pavement from the negative effects of stormwater runoff, ultraviolet rays from the sun, and
oil-based products deposited on the pavement by vehicles.

The City’s typical maintenance schedule for public streets includes: 

Crackseal 3 years after construction, reconstruction, or overlays.
Crackseal and sealcoat 7 years after construction, reconstruction, overlays, and sealcoats.
Overlay 20 years after construction, reconstruction, or overlays.
Reconstruct 60 years after construction or reconstruction.

While this is the typical maintenance schedule, it is important to note that Staff reviews the condition of all streets
annually and adjusts the schedule of maintenance operations based on actual pavement conditions.

Plans and Specifications
Plans and specifications for the 2018 Crackseal and Sealcoat Improvements were prepared in-house as part of
Staff’s normal duties. A copy of the final plans are attached to this case.

A total of 22.71 miles of public streets are proposed to receive crackseal and/or sealcoat improvements in 2018.

Approximately 7.15 miles of City streets are proposed to receive crackseal improvements in 2018. In accordance
with the City’s typical maintenance schedule, these street segments are primarily composed of streets constructed or
reconstructed 3 years ago.



reconstructed 3 years ago.

Approximately 15.56 miles of streets are proposed to receive crackseal and sealcoat improvements. Per the City’s
typical maintenance schedule, these street segments are primarily composed of streets constructed, reconstructed,
overlaid, or sealcoated 7 years ago. Street segments proposed to receive crackseal and sealcoat improvements in
2018 were selected based on their Pavement and Surface Evaluation Rating (PASER) number, age, maintenance
history, and/or location within the City relative to other street segments proposed to be sealcoated.

Dresser trap rock is again proposed for all sealcoating in lieu of granite rock chips due to anticipated project cost
savings related to decreased availability of granite rock chips.

Staff is working with City of Elk River Staff to assign maintenance responsibilities for Jarvis Street, which is
proposed to be cracksealed in 2018 as highlighted in green on the attached street data summary sheet. Staff will be
prepared to address this in more detail when Council is asked to approve a construction contract on February 27th.
In the meantime, Staff recommends bidding the project as presented with the City of Ramsey funding 100% of
crackseal improvement costs for Jarvis Street, estimated at $4,625.03. 

Bids
Staff is proposing to bid the project using a base bid plus three (3) alternate bids. This is the same approach that was
used on the 2017 Crackseal and Sealcoat Improvements project. This approach allows the City to accept a base bid
and potentially one or more alternate bids so all or most of the $500,000 budgeted for this work can be spent
without bidding a second crackseal and sealcoat project, which results in higher indirect costs.

Streets in the base bid have the lowest PASER ratings and therefore have a higher priority for maintenance. Streets
included as alternate bids are confined to areas D and E as described on the attached estimated project costs
summary sheet. Alternate bids are prioritized such that bid alternate 1 should ideally be approved first, followed by
bid alternate 2, and then bid alternate 3. This is primarily due to the proximity from other streets proposed to
receive sealcoat improvements.

Project Modifications
This year, Staff proposes to award bids and require construction to be completed earlier in the year than in recent
years. Staff believes this should reduce the amount of loose rock that occurs after the work is completed and the
streets are swept due to the increased exposure warmer temperatures, which should allow the rock to be better
imbedded within the oil before cooler temperatures set in. Per the project specifications, work may begin on or after
June 18th, crackseal and sealcoat work must be completed by August 3rd, and all sweeping and striping work must
be completed by August 31st.

Staff considered using smaller rock as well, which several cities are using now in an attempt to reduce loose rock on
the street surface following sweepings as much as practical. However, Staff would like to observe the effects of
completing construction earlier in the year before shifting to the use of smaller rock. Staff will evaluate this further
before designing next year’s crackseal and sealcoat project.

Staff also proposes to fog seal all cul-de-sacs included in the 2018 project. Numerous metro area cities fog seal over
sealcoats in cul-de-sacs due to reported benefits including that the sealcoat looks newer longer, the life of the
sealcoat is extended due to reduced loss of rock, and that fewer complaints are received regarding the amount of
rock found in garages, homes and businesses after being tracked in on tires and the bottoms of shoes.

Other metro cities now fog seal the existing pavement in cul-de-sacs without sealcoating first. Staff also proposes to
try this on up to three cul-de-sacs in this year’s project and to monitor the results to see if this approach is more
cost-effective then fog sealing over new sealcoats in the long-term. 

Staff is not proposing to fog seal any linear street segments in 2018. This is because no benefits were observed by
Staff upon fog sealing over newly sealcoated streets in Ramsey Meadows 2nd Addition and the parking lot of Fire
Station 1 in 2016, or in 2015 when fog seal was applied over several newly sealcoated street segments. Based on
continued monitoring of these streets and the parking lot at Fire Station 1, Staff believes that the benefits for fog



sealing linear street segments do not justify the cost.

The final modification Staff is proposing this year is to require the contractor to provide a third sweeping of all
sealcoated streets before striping. This will remove more loose rock before striping, and will potentially reduce one
round of sweeping that City Staff completes following the project. During the last couple of years, Staff has swept
sealcoated streets two to three times to remove loose rock upon receiving complaints from the public.

Notification:
No notifications were required for this case.

Observations/Alternatives:
Observations:
If Council approves plans and specifications and authorizes advertisements for bids, the bid advertisements will be
published in the Anoka Union Herald and in Finance and Commerce on January 26th and February 2nd. Bids will
then be opened publicly on February 20th, and Council will be asked to accept bids and award a contract for
construction on February 27th.

Alternatives:
Alternative #1 - Motion to adopt Resolution #18-027 approving plans and specifications and authorizing
advertisements for bids for 2018 Crackseal and Sealcoat Improvements, Improvement Project #18-04.

Alternative #2 - Motion to deny adoption of Resolution #18-027 at this time.

Funding Source:
Attached is a cost estimate for the proposed improvements. Estimated costs for the base bid plus three alternates
totals 623,169.69. This includes 14% indirect costs for administrative, engineering, legal and financing.

A total of $500,000 was budgeted for 2018 Crackseal and Sealcoat Improvements.

Staff anticipates that bid prices will be generally favorable and equivalent to 2017 project costs. Staff therefore used
average unit bid costs based on the 2017 crackseal and sealcoat project bids to estimate 2018 project costs.

No special assessments are proposed with this project.

Recommendation:
Staff recommends Alternative Action #1.

The Public Works Committee reviewed the proposed 2018 Crackseal and Sealcoat Improvement project on January
16th and recommended City Council approval of plans and specifications. 

Action:
Motion to adopt Resolution #18-027 approving plans and specifications and authorizing advertisements for bids for
2018 Crackseal and Sealcoat Improvements, Improvement Project #18-04.

Attachments
Resolution 18-027
IP 18-04 Plans
IP 18-04 Est Proj Costs
Street Segment Summary
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Councilmember _____ introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption: 

 

 

RESOLUTION #18-027 
 

RESOLUTION APPROVING PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS AND AUTHORIZING 

ADVERTISEMENTS FOR BIDS FOR 2018 CRACKSEAL AND SEALCOAT 

IMPROVEMENTS, IMPROVEMENT PROJECT #18-04 
 

 WHEREAS, the City of Ramsey adopted a budget for 2018 including $500,000 to 

crackseal and sealcoat various public streets as part of the City’s annual Street Maintenance 

Program; and 

 

 WHEREAS, the City Engineer has prepared plans and specifications for the purpose of 

advertising for bids for the same improvements. 

 

 

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

OF RAMSEY, ANOKA COUNTY, STATE OF MINNESOTA, as follows: 
 

1) The City Council hereby approves final plans and specifications as prepared by the City 

Engineer with reference to Improvement Project #18-04, 2018 Crackseal and Sealcoat 

Improvements, and authorizes the advertisement of bids for the same improvements. 

 

 

The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Councilmember 

_____, and upon vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor thereof: 

 

 

and the following voted against the same: 

 

 

and the following abstained: 

 

 

and the following were absent: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Resolution #18-027 
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Whereupon said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted by the Ramsey City Council 

this the 23rd day of January, 2018. 

 

 

              

       Mayor 

 

ATTEST: 
 

 

       

City Clerk 
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1
OVERALL MAP

2018 CRACK SEAL AND SEAL COAT PROJECT
CITY PROJECT NO. 18-04

CITY OF RAMSEY, MINNESOTA 7

NOTE: SEAL COAT - USE CRS-2 BIT MATERIAL
CUL-DE-SACS - USE CRS-2P BIT MATERIAL AND FOG SEAL

CRACK SEAL AND SEAL COAT - 2018 PROPOSED STREETS
CRACK SEAL



STRIPING - NORTHFORK ST ANDREWS

STRIPING - NORTHFORK HIGHLANDS 2ND

STRIPING - MSA ALPINE DRIVE

OF

SHEETS

SHEET

7550 SUNWOOD DRIVE

RAMSEY, MN 55303

(763) 427-1410 FAX (763) 433-9898

2DETAIL MAP
AREA A

2018 CRACK SEAL AND SEAL COAT PROJECT
CITY PROJECT NO. 18-04

CITY OF RAMSEY, MINNESOTA 7

AREA A STRIPING SUMMARY
SUBDIVISION SEGMENT DESCRIPTION ITEM DESCRIPTION UNIT QUANTITY

NORTHFORK HIGHLANDS
2ND INVERNESS LANE CROSSWALK MARKINGS SF 120

NORTHFORK ST
ANDREWS ST ANDREWS LANE CROSSWALK MARKINGS SF 150

MSA
ALPINE DRIVE - 400' W OF CR 83
/ CR 83 4" SOLID LINE WHITE LF 1230

4" DOUBLE SOLID LINE YELLOW LF 615
CROSSWALK MARKINGS SF 144

CRACK SEAL AND SEAL COAT - 2018 PROPOSED STREETS
CRACK SEAL

NOTE: SEAL COAT - USE CRS-2 BIT MATERIAL
CUL-DE-SACS - USE CRS-2P BIT MATERIAL AND FOG SEAL
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OF

SHEETS

SHEET

7550 SUNWOOD DRIVE

RAMSEY, MN 55303

(763) 427-1410 FAX (763) 433-9898

3DETAIL MAP
AREA B

2018 CRACK SEAL AND SEAL COAT PROJECT
CITY PROJECT NO. 18-04

CITY OF RAMSEY, MINNESOTA 7

CRACK SEAL AND SEAL COAT - 2018 PROPOSED STREETS
CRACK SEAL

NOTE: SEAL COAT - USE CRS-2 BIT MATERIAL
CUL-DE-SACS - USE CRS-2P BIT MATERIAL AND FOG SEAL



STRIPING - RUM RIVER HILLS

OF

SHEETS

SHEET

7550 SUNWOOD DRIVE

RAMSEY, MN 55303

(763) 427-1410 FAX (763) 433-9898

4DETAIL MAP
AREA C

2018 CRACK SEAL AND SEAL COAT PROJECT
CITY PROJECT NO. 18-04

CITY OF RAMSEY, MINNESOTA 7

AREA C STRIPING SUMMARY
SUBDIVISION SEGMENT DESCRIPTION ITEM DESCRIPTION UNIT QUANTITY

RUM RIVER HILLS 169TH AVENUE CROSSWALK MARKINGS SF 90
IODINE STREET CROSSWALK MARKINGS SF 108

CRACK SEAL AND SEAL COAT - 2018 PROPOSED STREETS
CRACK SEAL

NOTE: SEAL COAT - USE CRS-2 BIT MATERIAL
CUL-DE-SACS - USE CRS-2P BIT MATERIAL AND FOG SEAL



STRIPING - MSA SUNWOOD DRIVE

OF

SHEETS

SHEET

7550 SUNWOOD DRIVE

RAMSEY, MN 55303

(763) 427-1410 FAX (763) 433-9898

5DETAIL MAP
AREA D

2018 CRACK SEAL AND SEAL COAT PROJECT
CITY PROJECT NO. 18-04

CITY OF RAMSEY, MINNESOTA 7

AREA D STRIPING SUMMARY
SUBDIVISION SEGMENT DESCRIPTION ITEM DESCRIPTION UNIT QUANTITY

MSA SUNWOOD DRIVE - ERKIUM ST /
TH 47 4" SOLID LINE WHITE LF 2,695

4" DOUBLE SOLID LINE YELLOW LF 1,485
24" SOLID LINE YELLOW LF 30
PVT MSSG (LT TURN ARROW) EA 2
CROSSWALK MARKINGS SF 198

CRACK SEAL AND SEAL COAT - 2018 PROPOSED STREETS
CRACK SEAL

NOTE: SEAL COAT - USE CRS-2 BIT MATERIAL
CUL-DE-SACS - USE CRS-2P BIT MATERIAL AND FOG SEAL



OF

SHEETS

SHEET

7550 SUNWOOD DRIVE

RAMSEY, MN 55303

(763) 427-1410 FAX (763) 433-9898

6DETAIL MAP
AREA E

2018 CRACK SEAL AND SEAL COAT PROJECT
CITY PROJECT NO. 18-04

CITY OF RAMSEY, MINNESOTA 7
CRACK SEAL AND SEAL COAT - 2018 PROPOSED STREETS
CRACK SEAL

NOTE: SEAL COAT - USE CRS-2 BIT MATERIAL
CUL-DE-SACS - USE CRS-2P BIT MATERIAL AND FOG SEAL



STRIPING - MSA RHINESTONE STREET

STRIPING - GATEWAY INDUSTRIAL / SECTION 27
143RD AVENUE

STRIPING - MSA RIVERDALE DRIVE

OF

SHEETS

SHEET

7550 SUNWOOD DRIVE

RAMSEY, MN 55303

(763) 427-1410 FAX (763) 433-9898

7DETAIL MAP
AREA F

2018 CRACK SEAL AND SEAL COAT PROJECT
CITY PROJECT NO. 18-04

CITY OF RAMSEY, MINNESOTA 7

AREA F STRIPING SUMMARY
SUBDIVISION SEGMENT DESCRIPTION ITEM DESCRIPTION UNIT QUANTITY

MSA
RHINESTONE STREET - EAST
RAMSEY PKWY WB / CR 116 4" SOLID LINE WHITE LF 85

4" DOUBLE SOLID LINE YELLOW LF 275
4" BROKEN LINE YELLOW LF 120
24" SOLID LINE WHITE LF 27
24" SOLID LINE YELLOW LF 25
PVT MSSG (LT TURN ARROW) EA 1
CROSSWALK MARKINGS SF 216

MSA
RIVERDALE DRIVE - RAMSEY BLVD
/ GARNET ST 4" SOLID LINE WHITE LF 5646

4" DOUBLE SOLID LINE YELLOW LF 2745
CROSSWALK MARKINGS SF 150

GATEWAY NORTH
INDUSTRIAL PARK 143RD AVENUE 4" SOLID LINE WHITE LF 1595

4" DOUBLE SOLID LINE YELLOW LF 795
SECTION 27 UNPLATTED 143RD AVENUE 4" SOLID LINE WHITE LF 4895

4" DOUBLE SOLID LINE YELLOW LF 2465
CRACK SEAL AND SEAL COAT - 2018 PROPOSED STREETS
CRACK SEAL

NOTE: SEAL COAT - USE CRS-2 BIT MATERIAL
CUL-DE-SACS - USE CRS-2P BIT MATERIAL AND FOG SEAL



Area Map Total Miles Total Cost

A 5.25  $                 127,784.06 

B 0.22  $                     1,146.45 

C 6.54  $                 158,182.36 

D 5.99  $                 154,506.09 

E 1.16  $                   46,585.57 

F 3.55  $                 134,965.15 

Project Total 22.71  $                623,169.69 

Bid Type Total Miles Total Cost

BASE AREA 18.64  $                 447,330.63 

ALT 1                                               

(HIGHLANDS 1ST - 4TH)
1.61  $                   69,725.50 

ALT 2                                                   

(SUNWOOD DRIVE / SUNNY 

PONDS / RAMSEY 

COMMONS 2ND / SECTION 

24 UNPLATTED)

1.30  $                   59,527.99 

ALT 3                                        

(THE PONDS OF RAMSEY)
1.16  $                   46,585.57 

PROJECT TOTAL 22.71  $                623,169.69 

2018 Seal Coat and Crack Seal Improvements                       Project 

Costs Summary

2018 Seal Coat and Crack Seal Preliminary Estimate

Note: ALT 1 & ALT 2 are located in Map Area D.  ALT 3 is located in Map Area 

E.



Subdivision Street Curb Length (feet)
Length 

(miles)
2017 Rating Program Year Built Maintenance 1 Maintenance 2 Maintenance 3 Maintenance 4

Menkveld's Pine Hills North Iguana Street - Menkveld Pine Hills North CDS Bit 164 0.03 6 SC 1982 SC 1 - 1987 SC 2 - 2008

MSA - ALPINE DRIVE Alpine Drive - Pt 400 ft w/oCR 83 / CR 83 Concrete 645 0.12 6 SC 2001 SC 1 - 2007

MSA JARVIS STREET
Jarvis Street - N Section Line / N Line Parcel 18-32-

0002
Concrete 4578 0.87 10 CS 2015

Northfork Highlands Inverness Lane - Turnberry Turn / E EOP Bit 638 0.12 10 CS 1994 SC 1 - 1999 OL - 2015

Inverness Lane - Turnberry Turn / W EOP Bit 457 0.09 10 CS 1994 SC 1 - 1999 OL - 2015

Turnberry Court - Turnberry Turn / CDS Bit 236 0.04 10 CS 1994 SC 1 - 1999 OL - 2015

Turnberry Turn - Inverness Ln / Turnberry Court Bit 362 0.07 10 CS 1994 SC 1 - 1999 OL - 2015

Turnberry Turn - Turnberry Crt / CDS Bit 682 0.13 10 CS 1994 SC 1 - 1999 OL - 2015

Northfork Highlands 2nd Inverness Lane - Jarvis St / E EOP Bit 1326 0.25 5 SC 2000 SC 1 - 2008

Northfork Itasca Point 159th Lane - Andrie St / CDS Bit 1051 0.20 7 SC 1999 SC 1 - 2008

Northfork Links 2nd St Andrews Lane - Andrie St / W EOP Bit 655 0.12 6 SC 1993 SC 1 - 1999

Northfork Oaks 160th Lane - 160th Court / W EOP Bit 445 0.08 10 CS 1994 SC 1 - 1999 OL - 2015

Northfork Point 160th Lane - York Cir / E EOP Bit 1008 0.19 10 CS 1991 SC 1 - 1999 OL - 2015

160th Lane - Andrie St / York Cir Bit 1367 0.26 10 CS 1991 SC 1 - 1999 OL - 2015

York Circle - 160th Ln / CDS Bit 772 0.15 10 CS 1991 SC 1 - 1999 OL - 2015

Northfork St Andrews St Andrews Lane - Inverness Lane / SE EOP Bit 400 0.08 10 CS 2001 SC 1 - 2008 OL - 2015

Inverness Court - Inverness Ln / CDS Bit 313 0.06 4 SC 2001 SC 1 - 2008

St Andrews Court - St Andrews Ln / CDS Bit 474 0.09 7 SC 2001 SC 1 - 2008

St Andrews Lane - Inverness Ln / St Andrews Crt Bit 816 0.15 6 SC 2001 SC 1 - 2008

St Andrews Lane - St Andrews Crt / SE EOP Bit 2454 0.46 7 SC 2001 SC 1 - 2008

Whispering Pine Estates Plat 2 151st Lane - Kangaroo St / E EOP N/A 1752 0.33 5 SC 1980 SC 1 - 1987 SC 2 - 2008

152nd Avenue - Hedgehog St / E EOP N/A 422 0.08 5 SC 1994 SC 1 - 2001 SC 2 - 2008

Hedgehog Street - 151st Ln / 153rd Ave N/A 1055 0.20 5 SC 1994 SC 1 - 2001 SC 2 - 2008

Iguana Street - 151st Ln / 153rd Ave N/A 1055 0.20 6 SC 1998 SC 1 - 2007 SC 2 - 2007

Iguana Street - S EOP / 151st Ln N/A 238 0.05 6 SC 1980 SC 1 - 1987 SC 2 - 2008

Jackel Street - 151st Ln / 153rd Ave N/A 1055 0.20 7 SC 1998 SC 1 - 2007 SC 2 - 2007

Kangaroo Street - 151st Ln / 1533rd Ave N/A 1054 0.20 6 SC 1980 SC 1 - 1987 SC 2 - 2008

Whispering Pines Estates Plat 

4
153rd Lane - W EOP / Eland St Bit 440 0.08 4 SC 1978 SC 1 - 1984 SC 2 - 1992 OL - 2003 SC 3 - 2008

154th Avenue - W EOP / Eland St Bit 392 0.07 4 SC 1978 SC 1 - 1984 SC 2 - 1992 OL - 2003 SC 3 - 2008

154th Lane - Eland St / CR 83 Bit 208 0.04 4 SC 1978 SC 1 - 1984 SC 2 - 1992 OL - 2003 SC 3 - 2008

154th Lane - W EOP / Eland St Bit 405 0.08 4 SC 1978 SC 1 - 1984 SC 2 - 1992 OL - 2003 SC 3 - 2008

Eland Street - 154th Ave / 154th Ln Bit 400 0.08 6 SC 1978 SC 1 - 1984 SC 2 - 1992 OL - 2003 SC 3 - 2008

Eland Street - 153rd Ln / 154th Ave Bit 402 0.08 6 SC 1978 SC 1 - 1984 SC 2 - 1992 OL - 2003 SC 3 - 2008

Subdivision Street Curb Length (feet)
Length 

(miles)
2017 Rating Program Year Built Maintenance 1 Maintenance 2 Maintenance 3 Maintenance 4

Rabbit Meadow 171st Ave - W EOP / E EOP N/A 316 0.06 10 CS 2015

Tall Pine Ridge 180th Avenue - CSAH 5 / E EOP N/A 831 0.16 10 CS 2015

18-04 SEAL COAT AND CRACK SEAL IMPROVEMENTS

STREET SEGMENT SUMMARIES

MAP AREA A

MAP AREA B
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Subdivision Street Curb Length (feet)
Length 

(miles)
2017 Rating Program Year Built Maintenance 1 Maintenance 2 Maintenance 3 Maintenance 4

Rum River Hills 169th Avenue - 170th Ln / Iodine St Bit 1403 0.27 7 SC 1986 SC 1 - 1992 OL - 2004 SC 2 - 2009

Iodine Street - Helium St / CDS Bit 1728 0.33 8 SC 1986 SC 1 - 1992 OL - 2004 SC 2 - 2009

Section 15 Unplatted 159th Lane - Jaspar St / Ironstone St Bit 396 0.08 6 SC 1985 SC 1 - 1987 SC 2 - 1993 OL - 2000 SC 3 - 2007

159th Lane - W Sec Line / Ramsey Blvd Bit 1919 0.36 8 SC 1985 SC 1 - 1987 SC 2 - 1993 OL - 2000 SC 3 - 2007

160th Lane - Jaspar St / Ironstrone St Bit 396 0.08 6 SC 1985 SC 1 - 1987 SC 2 - 1993 OL - 2000 SC 3 - 2007

161st Lane - W Section Line / Jaspar St Bit 1748 0.33 5 SC 1985 SC 1 - 1987 SC 2 - 1993 OL - 2000 SC 3 - 2007

162nd Lane - Jaspar St / Ramsey Blvd Bit 1042 0.20 6 SC 1985 SC 1 - 1987 SC 2 - 1993 OL - 2000 SC 3 - 2007

163rd Avenue - W Section Line / Jaspar St Bit 1352 0.26 7 SC 1985 SC 1 - 1987 SC 2 - 1993 OL - 2000 SC 3 - 2007

164th Avenue - NE PC Marble St / Jaspar St Bit 963 0.18 7 SC 1985 SC 1 - 1987 SC 2 - 1993 OL - 2000 SC 3 - 2007

164th Lane - Termini / Nowthen Blvd Bit 891 0.17 4 SC 1994 SC 1 - 2001

Ironstone Street - 159th Ln / 160th Ln Bit 735 0.14 6 SC 1985 SC 1 - 1987 SC 2 - 1993 OL - 2000 SC 3 - 2007

Jaspar Street - 160th Ln / 161st Ln Bit 691 0.13 6 SC 1985 SC 1 - 1987 SC 2 - 1993 OL - 2000 SC 3 - 2007

Jaspar Street - 161st Ln / 166th Ave Bit 3206 0.61 6 SC 1985 SC 1 - 1987 SC 2 - 1993 OL - 2000 SC 3 - 2007

Kamacite Street - 163rd Ave / 161st Ln Bit 975 0.18 5 SC 1985 SC 1 - 1987 SC 2 - 1993 OL - 2000 SC 3 - 2007

Marble Street - 161st Lan / NE PC 164th Ave Bit 1586 0.30 6 SC 1985 SC 1 - 1987 SC 2 - 1993 OL - 2000 SC 3 - 2007

Section 16 Unplatted 161st Lane - Olivine St / E Section Line Bit 258 0.05 6 SC 1985 SC 1 - 1987 SC 2 - 1993 OL - 2000 SC 3 - 2007

162nd Lane - CDS / Olivine St Bit 545 0.10 6 SC 1985 SC 1 - 1987 SC 2 - 1993 OL - 2000 SC 3 - 2007

163rd Avenue - Olivine St / E Section Line Bit 263 0.05 7 SC 1985 SC 1 - 1987 SC 2 - 1993 OL - 2000 SC 3 - 2007

163rd Lane - Quartz St / Olivine St Bit 512 0.10 5 SC 1985 SC 1 - 1987 SC 2 - 1993 OL - 2000 SC 3 - 2007

164th Avenue - Quartz / Pt 285 ft E of Sapphire St Bit 517 0.10 6 SC 1985 SC 1 - 1987 SC 2 - 1993 OL - 2000 SC 3 - 2007

164th Lane - Quartz St / Olivine St Bit 477 0.09 7 SC 1985 SC 1 - 1987 SC 2 - 1993 OL - 2000 SC 3 - 2007

Olivine Street - 164th Ln / 161st Ln Bit 2058 0.39 6 SC 1985 SC 1 - 1987 SC 2 - 1993 OL - 2000 SC 3 - 2007

Quartz Street - N Section Line / 163rd Ln Bit 1098 0.21 6 SC 1985 SC 1 - 1987 SC 2 - 1993 OL - 2000 SC 3 - 2007

Brookfield Feldspar Street - CDS Concrete 115 0.02 9 CS 2015

Brookfield 6th 168th Avenue - Marble St / E EOP Concrete 860 0.16 10 CS 2015

Now and Then Estates 168th Avenue - W EOP / Garnet St Concrete 675 0.13 10 CS 2015

Garnet Street - 167th Ave / N EOP Concrete 1368 0.26 10 CS 2015

Rolling Green
165th Lane - NW PC Ebony & 165th Ln / Conquina 

St
Bit 643 0.12 10 CS 1984 SC 1 - 1990 OL - 1998 SC 2 - 2004 OL 2 - 2015

165th Lane - Nowthen Blvd / Ebony St Bit 241 0.05 10 CS 1984 SC 1 - 1990 OL - 1998 SC 2 - 2004 OL 2 - 2015

166th Lane - SW PC Ebony & 166th Ln / Dolomite 

St
Bit 402 0.08 10 CS 1984 SC 1 - 1990 OL - 1998 SC 2 - 2004 OL 2 - 2015

Conquina Street - S EOP / 167th Ave Bit 1320 0.25 10 CS 1984 SC 1 - 1990 OL - 1998 SC 2 - 2004 OL 2 - 2015

Dolomite Street - 165th Ln / 167th Ave Bit 1086 0.21 10 CS 1984 SC 1 - 1990 OL - 1998 SC 2 - 2004 OL 2 - 2015

Ebony Street - NW PC @ 165th / SW PC @ 166th Bit 653 0.12 10 CS 1984 SC 1 - 1990 OL - 1998 SC 2 - 2004 OL 2 - 2015

MSA - 160TH LANE 160th Lane - W Section Line / Jaspar St Bit 1372 0.26 6 SC 1985 SC 1 - 1987 SC 2 - 1993 OL - 2000 SC 3 - 2007

MSA - JASPAR STREET Jaspar Street - Ramsey Blvd / 160th Ln Bit 1038 0.20 7 SC 1985 SC 1 - 1987 SC 2 - 1993 OL - 2000 SC 3 - 2007

MAP AREA C
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Subdivision Street Curb Length (feet)
Length 

(miles)
2017 Rating Program Year Built Maintenance 1 Maintenance 2 Maintenance 3 Maintenance 4

Highlands at River Park 155th Lane - Yakima Crt / EOP Concrete 164 0.03 8 SC 2002 SC 1 - 2008

Yakima Street - 155th Ln / N EOP Concrete 726 0.14 8 SC 2002 SC 1 - 2008

Yakima Street - Alpine Dr / 155th Ln Concrete 1514 0.29 8 SC 2002 SC 1 - 2008

155th Lane - W EOP / Yakima Crt Concrete 710 0.13 8 SC 2002 SC 1 - 2008

South Yakima Court - 155th Ln / CDS Concrete 459 0.09 8 SC 2002 SC 1 - 2008

Highlands at River Park 2nd Yakima Court - 155th Ln / N EOP Concrete 458 0.09 8 SC 2003 SC 1 - 2008

Waco Court - Xkimo St / CDS Concrete 427 0.08 8 SC 2003 SC 1 - 2008

Xkimo Street - Waco Crt / 155th Ln Concrete 924 0.18 8 SC 2003 SC 1 - 2008

Xkimo Street - Alpine Dr / Waco Crt Concrete 845 0.16 8 SC 2003 SC 1 - 2008

155th Lane - E EOP / W EOP Concrete 407 0.08 8 SC 2003 SC 1 - 2008

Highlands at River Park 3rd Waco Street - 155th Ln / N EOP Concrete 350 0.07 8 SC 2003 SC 1 - 2008

Xkimo Street - 155th Ln / CDS Concrete 332 0.06 8 SC 2003 SC 1 - 2008

155th Lane - Waco St / CDS Concrete 613 0.12 8 SC 2003 SC 1 - 2008

155th Lane - Waco St / E EOP Concrete 172 0.03 8 SC 2003 SC 1 - 2008

Highlands at River Park 4th Zuni Court - Yakima St / CDS Concrete 413 0.08 8 SC 2004 SC 1 - 2008

MSA Sunwood Drive Sunwood Drive - Erkium St / TH 47 Concrete 1333 0.25 8 SC 2000 SC 1 - 2006

Harvest Estates 152nd Court - Helium St / CDS Concrete 701 0.13 10 CS 2015

152nd Lane - Helium St / W EOP Concrete 585 0.11 10 CS 2015

152nd Terrace - 152nd Ct / CDS Concrete 134 0.03 10 CS 2015

MSA 156TH LANE 156th Lane - E EOP / TH 47 Bit 2583 0.49 10 CS 1974 SC 1 - 1981 OL - 1990 SC 2 - 1996 OL 2 - 2015

Pondvale Estates 149th Lane - E EOP / CDS Concrete 278 0.05 10 CS 1993 SC 1 - 1998 SC 2 - 2005 OL - 2015

150th Lane - CSAH 5 / E EOP Bit 300 0.06 10 CS 1984 SC 1 - 1992 SC 2 - 2005 OL - 2015

Pondvale Estates 2nd 150th Lane - W EOP / Helium St Bit 7587 1.44 10 CS 1984 SC 1 - 1992 SC 2 - 2005 OL - 2015

150th Lane - Helium St / E EOP Bit 441 0.08 10 CS 1984 SC 1 - 1992 SC 2 - 2005 OL - 2015

Helium Street - 150th Ln / N EOP Bit 401 0.08 10 CS 1984 SC 1 - 1992 SC 2 - 2005 OL - 2015

Section 23 Unplatted - Crack 

Fill Only
Old Hwy 5 - Hwy 5 / Hwy 5 Bit 1295 0.25 9 CS 1974 SC 1 - 1984 SC 2 - 1992 OL - 2010

Alpine Woods 154th Court - Vanadium St / CDS Concrete 229 0.04 8 SC 2004 SC 1 - 2010

155th Avenue - CR 57 / Uranium St Concrete 140 0.03 8 SC 2004 SC 1 - 2010

Uranimite Street - 155th Ave / N EOP Concrete 183 0.03 8 SC 2004 SC 1 - 2010

Vanadium Street - 153rd Ln / 155th Ave Concrete 1377 0.26 8 SC 2004 SC 1 - 2010

Ramsey Commons 2nd 148th Lane - E EOP / CDS Concrete 402 0.08 7 SC 1993 SC 1 - 1998 SC 2 - 2005

Section 24 Unplatted 151st Avenue - NW PC Fluorine St / Service Rd Bit 670 0.13 10 SC 2010 CS 1 - 2014

152nd Avenue - Service Rd / Termini Bit 1330 0.25 10 SC 2010 CS 1 - 2014

Fluorine Street - 152nd Ave / 151st Ave Bit 413 0.08 10 SC 2010 CS 1 - 2014

Service Road - NW EOP Gorhams / SE EOP Bit 792 0.15 6 SC 1996 SC 1 - 2006

Sunny Ponds 148th Lane - Germanium St / W EOP Concrete 111 0.02 7 SC 1993 SC 1 - 1998 SC 2 - 2005

Erkium Street - Sunfish Lake Dr / S End CDS Concrete 307 0.06 7 SC 1993 SC 1 - 1998 SC 2 - 2005

Fluorine Street - Sunfish Lake Dr / N End CDS Concrete 223 0.04 7 SC 1993 SC 1 - 1998 SC 2 - 2005

Germanium Street - Sunfish Lake Dr / 148th Ln Concrete 747 0.14 7 SC 1993 SC 1 - 1998 SC 2 - 2005

Germanium Street - Sunfish Lake Dr / S End CDS Concrete 402 0.08 7 SC 1993 SC 1 - 1998 SC 2 - 2005

Germanium Street - 148th Ln / N EOP Concrete 127 0.02 7 SC 1993 SC 1 - 1998 SC 2 - 2005

MAP AREA D
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Subdivision Street Curb Length (feet)
Length 

(miles)
2017 Rating Program Year Built Maintenance 1 Maintenance 2 Maintenance 3 Maintenance 4

The Ponds of Ramsey 144th Avenue - Iodine St / CDS Concrete 182 0.03 8 SC 2002 SC 1 - 2007

144th Avenue - Iodine St / Fluorine St Concrete 713 0.14 8 SC 2002 SC 1 - 2007

144th Avenue - Iodine St E / Fluorine St Concrete 192 0.04 8 SC 2002 SC 1 - 2007

144th Court - 144th Ave / CDS Concrete 200 0.04 8 SC 2002 SC 1 - 2007

144th Way - Iodine St N / Iodine St S Concrete 744 0.14 8 SC 2002 SC 1 - 2007

145th Avenue - Fluorine St / CDS Concrete 204 0.04 8 SC 2002 SC 1 - 2007

145th Avenue - Iodine St / Fluorine St Concrete 603 0.11 8 SC 2002 SC 1 - 2007

Fluorine Street - 145th Ave / 144th Ave Concrete 457 0.09 8 SC 2002 SC 1 - 2007

Iodine Street - 144th Ave W / W EOP Concrete 304 0.06 8 SC 2002 SC 1 - 2007

Iodine Street - 144th Ave E / 144th Ave W Concrete 1768 0.33 8 SC 2002 SC 1 - 2007

Iodine Street - 145th Ave / 144th Way Concrete 254 0.05 8 SC 2002 SC 1 - 2007

Iodine Street - CSAH 5 / 145th Ave Concrete 200 0.04 8 SC 2002 SC 1 - 2007

Iodine Street - 144th Way S / 144th Way E Concrete 319 0.06 8 SC 2002 SC 1 - 2007

Subdivision Street Curb Length (feet)
Length 

(miles)
2017 Rating Program Year Built Maintenance 1 Maintenance 2 Maintenance 3 Maintenance 4

MSA Rhinestone Street
Rhinestone Street - East Ramsey Pkwy WB / CR 

116
Concrete 936 0.18 9 SC 2007

MSA Riverdale Drive (East of 

Ramsey)

Riverdale Drive - Ramsey Blvd - 183' East of CL / 

Garnet St
Concrete 2493 0.47 7 SC 2003 SC 1 - 2003

Riverdale Drive - Feldspar St / Garnet St Concrete 566 0.11 7 SC 1992 SC 1 - 1999

Rivenwick Village 139th Avenue - Hematite St / Jaspar St Concrete 531 0.10 8 SC 2004 SC 1 - 2009

139th Avenue - Riverdale Dr / Hematite St Concrete 890 0.17 8 SC 2004 SC 1 - 2009

Hematite Street - Riverdale Dr / 139th Ave Concrete 256 0.05 8 SC 2004 SC 1 - 2009

Jaspar Street - Riverdale Dr / 19th Ave Concrete 386 0.07 8 SC 2004 SC 1 - 2009

MSA - Riverdale Drive (West 

of Traprock)
Riverdale Drive - Alpaca St / E EOP Concrete 2582 0.49 10 CS 2015

Riverdale Drive - Armstrong Blvd / Alpaca St Concrete 1234 0.23 10 CS 2015

Ramsey Town Center Center Street - Sunwood Drive / 145th Ave Concrete 393 0.07 10 CS 2015

Center Street - 145th Ave / E Ramsey Parkway Concrete 377 0.07 10 CS 2015

Center Street Pump House Parking / Road Concrete 295 0.06 10 CS 2015

Riverside West Dolomite Street - S ROW TH 10 / Riverdale Dr Concrete 294 0.06 10 CS 2015

Ebony Ebony Street - 141st St / Mckinley St Concrete 392 0.07 9 SC 2007 SC 1 - 2012

Gateway Industrial Park 143rd Avenue - Jaspar St / CR 56 Concrete 928 0.18 6 SC 2000 SC 1 - 2006

MSA - McKINLEY STREET McKinley Street - Ebony St / W EOP Concrete 763 0.14 8 SC 2007 SC 1 - 2012

Section 22 Unplatted 149th Avenue - Ramsey Blvd / Limonite St Bit 412 0.08 7 SC 1981 SC 1 - 1987 SC 2 - 1996 OL - 2005 SC 3 - 2010

Section 27 Unplatted 141st Avenue - Basalt St / Ebony St Concrete 1144 0.22 8 SC 2001 SC 1 - 2006

143rd Avenue - Ebony St / CR 116 Concrete 938 0.18 8 SC 2001 SC 1 - 2006

143rd Avenue - Jaspar St / Ebony St Concrete 1639 0.31 8 SC 2001 SC 1 - 2006

Ebony Street - 141st Ave / 143rd Ave Concrete 1312 0.25 8 SC 2001 SC 1 - 2006

MAP AREA E
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CC Regular Session   7. 2.           
Meeting Date: 01/23/2018  
By: Chris Anderson, Community

Development

Information
Title
Introduce Ordinance #18-06 Vacating Drainage and Utility Easements and Trail Easement within Outlot A
Brookfield Second Addition; Case of Brookfield Land, LLC

Purpose/Background:
In May of 2017, the City Council adopted Resolution #17-05-111, which among other things, approved vacating
existing, underlying drainage and utility easements and a temporary trail easement encumbering outlots associated
with the first and second additions of Brookfield. The approved resolution apparently was not specific enough in
describing the underlying easements to be vacated as Brookfield Land LLC's title company has verified that they
still exist (even after the recording of the approved resolution).

The purpose of this case is to reprocess the vacation of the underlying drainage and utility easements dedicated on
the recorded plats of Brookfield First Addition and Brookfield Second Addition, which lie within Outlot A,
Brookfield Second Addition, as well as the temporary trail easement described in Document Numbers 2013477.002
and 2013477.003. 

Notification:
A Public Hearing will be scheduled when the Ordinance is considered for adoption. As part of the Public Hearing
notification process and in accordance with State statute, Staff will attempt to notify property owners within 350
feet of the subject property of the public hearing via Standard US Mail. The Public Hearing will also be noticed in
the Anoka County Union Herald, the City's official newsletter for public notices.

Observations/Alternatives:
As previously noted, in May of 2017, the City Council adopted Resolution #17-05-111, which in addition to
approving the Final Plat for Brookfield 8th Addition, also approved the vacation of these underlying easements. The
plat of Brookfield 8th Addition (already recorded) dedicated new drainage and utility easements as required by City
Code. Furthermore, a new Trail Easement was provided that connects the new sidewalk to the Trott Brook Trail, so
the public still has full access to that amenity. This action will simply clean up and confirm the easement vacations
that City Council had previously approved via Resolution #17-05-111.

Funding Source:
All costs associated with this request are the responsibility of the Applicant.

Recommendation:
Staff recommends adopting Ordinance #18-06 to vacate the existing, underlying drainage and utility easements on
the recorded plats of Brookfield First Addition and Brookfield Second Addition, which lie within Outlot A,
Brookfield Second Addition, along with the temporary trail easement within Outlot A, Brookfield Second Addition,
created in Document Numbers 2013477.002 and 2013477.003.

Action:
Motion to introduce Ordinance #18-06 to vacate the existing, underlying drainage and utility easements on the



Motion to introduce Ordinance #18-06 to vacate the existing, underlying drainage and utility easements on the
recorded plats of Brookfield First Addition and Brookfield Second Addition, which lie within Outlot A, Brookfield
Second Addition, along with the temporary trail easement within Outlot A, Brookfield Second Addition, created in
Document Numbers 2013477.002 and 2013477.003.

Attachments
Site Location Map
Approved Resolution #17-05-111 (executed and recorded)
Legal Description and Exhibit for D/U Easements to be Vacated
Legal Description and Exhibit for Trail Easement to be Vacated
Ordinance #18-06

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Tim Gladhill Tim Gladhill 01/18/2018 07:47 AM
Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 01/18/2018 01:45 PM
Form Started By: Chris Anderson Started On: 01/17/2018 08:08 AM
Final Approval Date: 01/18/2018 
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CouncilmemberKuzmaintroducedthefollowingresolutionandmovedforitsadoption:  

RESOLUTION #17-05-111

RESOLUTIONGRANTINGAPPROVALOFFINALPLAT, EASEMENTVACATIONS,  
THEASEMENTACCEPTANCE, ANDAGREEMENTSRELATEDTOBROOKFIELD8

ADDITION

WHEREAS,  BrookfieldLand, LLC, hereafterreferredtoas “Developer”, properlyapplied
forfinalplatapprovalofthefollowingdescribedpropertylocatedintheCityofRamsey:  

ndOutlotA, Brookfield2Addition

AND

TRACTA:  

ThatpartoftheNorth200feetoftheSouth677.6feet (asmeasuredalongtheWestline)  
oftheSoutheastQuarteroftheSoutheastQuarterofSection9, Township32, Range25,  
lyingWestoftheEast933feet (asmeasuredalongtheNorthline) oftheSoutheastQuarter
oftheSoutheastQuarterthereof, AnokaCounty, Minnesota.  

AND

ThatpartoftheSoutheastQuarteroftheSoutheastQuarterofSection9, Township32,  
Range25, AnokaCounty, Minnesota, lyingWestoftheEast933feet (asmeasuredalong
theNorthlineofsaidSoutheastQuarteroftheSoutheastQuarter) thereofandlyingNorth
oftheSouth677.6feet, asmeasuredalongtheWestlineofsaidSoutheastQuarterofthe
SoutheastQuarter, thereof.  

EXCEPTTHEFOLLOWINGTHREEPARCELS:  

EXCEPTION1: Theeast33.00feetofTractA.  

EXCEPTION2: An80.00footstripoflandover, underandacrossTractA. Thecenter
lineofsaidstripoflandisdescribedasfollows: Commencingatthesouthwestcornerof
saidTractA; thenceNorth00degrees25minutes01secondsEast, assumedbearing, along
thewestlineofsaidTractA, adistanceof203.11feettothepointofbeginningofsaid
centerline; thenceSouth89degrees01minutes26secondsEastadistanceof87.41feet;  
thencesoutheasterlyadistanceof222.37feetalongatangentialcurveconcavetothe
southwest having acentral angleof39degrees 48 minutes 52seconds andaradiusof
320.00feet; thenceSouth49degrees12minutes34secondsEast, tangenttolastdescribed
curve, adistanceof30.56feet; thencesoutheasterlyadistanceof40.03feetalonga
tangentialcurveconcavetothenortheasthavingacentralangleof07degrees10minutes
01secondsandaradiusof320.00feettothewestlineoftheeast33.00feetofsaidTract
Aandthereterminating.  



Thesidelinesofsaidstripoflandareprolongedorshortenedtoterminateonsaidwestline
ofTractAandsaidwestlineoftheeast33.00feetofTractA.  

EXCEPTION3: ThatpartofTractAlyingsoutherlyofthesoutherlyboundaryof
Exception2.  

oruponrecording-  

THLots1-9, Block1 (inclusive) andLots1-16, Block2 (inclusive) BROOKFIELD8
ADDITION

the ‘SubjectProperty’);  

thWHEREAS,  theCityofRamseyreceivedasketchplanforBrookfield8Additionfrom
BrookfieldLandLLConJune14, 2016; and

WHEREAS thePlanningCommissionreviewedthesketchplanonJuly21, 2016; and;  

WHEREAS,  onOctober6, 2016, theRamseyPlanningCommissionconductedapublic
hearingregardingtheproposedpreliminaryplat; and

WHEREAS,  theRamseyEnvironmentalPolicyBoard (EPB) consideredtreepreservation,  
landscapeplan, andpotentialwetlandimpactspertainingtothepreliminaryplatonSeptember19,  
2016; and

WHEREAS onOctober25, 2016, theCityCouncilreviewedthepreliminaryplat; and

WHEREAS,  onJanuary27, 2017, theCityofRamseyreceivedanapplicationandfinal
platplansforBrookfield8thAdditionfromCapstoneHomes; and

WHEREAS onJanuary27, 2017, theCityofRamseyreceivedanapplicationandplans
forthevacationofanexistingtraileasementandthevacationofanexistingdrainageandutility
easementlocatedonthesubjectproperty; and

thWHEREAS Brookfield8AdditionwasacontinuationoftheBrookfieldAddition; and

WHEREAS onFebruary28, 2017, theCityCouncilconductedapublichearing
regardingtheproposedeasementvacations; and

WHEREAS onFebruary28, 2017, theCityCouncilreviewedthefinalplatandeasement
vacationapplicationsandtabledactionontherequestsuntilthecontingenciesregardingthe
ComprehensivePlanAmendmentandthewatermainloopcost-sharewereresolved; and

WHEREAS onMarch21, 2017, thePublicWorksCommitteereviewedtherequestfor
ththeCity’sparticipationinacostsharetocompletealoopingofthewatermainto166AveNW;  

and

RESOLUTION #17-05-111
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WHEREAS onApril17, 2017, theEnvironmentalPolicyBoardreviewedtheOakWilt
ManagementPlan; and

WHEREAS onMay9, 2017, theCityCouncilreviewedthefinalplatandeasement
vacationapplications, aswellastheOakWiltManagementPlan, DevelopmentAgreement, and
TreeClearingandGradingAgreement.  

NOWTHEREFORE, BEITRESOLVEDBYTHECITYCOUNCILOFTHECITYOF
RAMSEY, ANOKACOUNTY , STATEOFMINNESOTA, asfollows:  

1. ThattheRamseyCityCouncilherebyapprovesthevacationofanexistingtraileasement
anddrainageandutilityeasementinaccordancewiththeplanssubmittedtotheCitybythe
ApplicantdatedJanuary27, 2017, revisedApril13, 2017, contingentuponrecordingof

THtheFinalPlatofBROOKFIELD8ADDITION.  
2. ThattheRamseyCityCouncilherebyacceptsthePedestrianandBicycleTrailEasement.  

TH3. ThattheRamseyCityCouncilherebygrantsfinalplatapprovaltoBROOKFIELD8
ADDITIONinaccordancewithrelevantCityCodescontingentuponcompliancewiththe
CityStaffReviewLetterdatedFebruary24, 2017, revisedMay5, 2017, contingenton
approvaloftheCityEngineer.  

4. ThattheRamseyCityCouncilherebyapprovestheGradingandTreeClearingAgreement
THforBROOKFIELD8ADDITIONandauthorizestheMayorandCityAdministratorto

signonbehalfoftheCity.  
5. ThattheRamseyCityCouncilherebyapprovestheDevelopmentAgreementfor

THBROOKFIELD8ADDITIONandauthorizestheMayorandCityAdministratortosign
onbehalfoftheCity.  

Themotionfortheadoptionoftheforegoingresolution was dulysecondedbyCouncilmember
Johns, anduponvotebeingtakenthereon, thefollowingvotedinfavorthereof: andthefollowing
votedagainstthesame:  

MayorStrommen
CouncilmemberKuzma
CouncilmemberJohns
CouncilmemberRiley
CouncilmemberShryock
CouncilmemberWilliams

andthefollowingvotedagainstthesame:  

None

andthefollowingabstained:  

None
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andthefollowingwereabsent:  

CouncilmemberLeTourneau

WhereuponsaidresolutionwasdeclareddulypassedandadoptedbytheRamseyCityCouncilthis
ththe9 dayofMay, 2017.  

Mayor

ATTEST:  

CityClerk
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ORDINANCE #18-06 

 

CITY OF RAMSEY 

ANOKA COUNTY 

STATE OF MINNESOTA 
 

AN ORDINANCE VACATING DRAINAGE AND UTILITY EASEMENTS AND TRAIL EASEMENT 

WITHIN OUTLOT A BROOKFIELD SECOND ADDITION. 
 

 

SECTION 1. AUTHORITY 
 

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

City of Ramsey, Section 12.06 and Minnesota Statutes 412.851. 

 

SECTION 2. VACATION 

 

The following described drainage and utility easements, as indicated by Exhibit A attached hereto, are hereby 

vacated, to-wit: 

 

All of the drainage and utility easements as dedicated on the recorded plats of BROOKFIELD 

FIRST ADDITION AND BROOKFIELD SECOND ADDITION, which lie within Outlot A, 

BROOKFIELD SECOND ADDITION, Anoka County, Minnesota. 

 

-and- 

 

The following described trail easement within Outlot A, BROOKFIELD SECOND ADDITION, Anoka County, 

Minnesota, as indicated by Exhibit B attached hereto and established by Document Numbers 2013477.002 and 

2013477.003, is hereby vacated, to-wit: 

 

Commencing at the Northeast corner of said Outlot A; thence on an assumed bearing of South 04 

degrees 00 minutes 47 seconds East, along the east line of said Outlot A, a distance of 614.81 feet 

to the point of beginning of said centerline; thence South 76 degrees 49 minutes 09 seconds West 

a distance of 317,13 feet; thence South 26 degrees 39 minutes 39 seconds West a distance of 184.12 

feet; thence South 50 degrees 05 minutes 58 seconds West a distance of 21-31 feet; thence South 

71 degrees 42 minutes 25 seconds West a distance of 102-42 feet; thence South 57 degrees 10 

minutes 25 seconds West a distance of 168,14 feet; thence South 53 degrees 31 minutes 29 seconds 

West a distance of 80,28 feet; thence North 76 degrees 38 minutes 08 seconds West a distance of 

83,49 feet; thence North 75 degrees 18 minutes 44 seconds West a distance of 30.00 feet; and said 

centerline terminating.  

The side lines are prolonged or shortened to terminate on the east line of Outlot A, BROOKFIELD 

SECOND ADDITION. 

 

SECTION 3. EFFECTIVE DATE 
 

This ordinance becomes effective 30 days after its passage and publication, subject to City Charter Section 5.04. 

 

 

 

 



PASSED by the City Council of the City of Ramsey, Minnesota the 13th day of February, 2018. 

 

 

              

       Mayor 

 

ATTEST: 

 

       

City Clerk 

 

Introduction date:  

Posting dates:   

Adoption date:   

Publication date:  

Effective date:   

 

 

  



Exhibit A 

Legal Description and Exhibit for Drainage and Utility Easements Vacation 

 

All of the drainage and utility easements as dedicated on the recorded plats of BROOKFIELD 

FIRST ADDITION AND BROOKFIELD SECOND ADDITION, which lie within Outlot A, 

BROOKFIELD SECOND ADDITION, Anoka County, Minnesota. 
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Exhibit B 

Legal Description and Exhibit for Trail Easement Vacation  

(Easement created by Document Numbers 2013477.002 and 2013477.003) 

 

Commencing at the Northeast corner of said Outlot A; thence on an assumed bearing of South 04 

degrees 00 minutes 47 seconds East, along the east line of said Outlot A, a distance of 614.81 feet 

to the point of beginning of said centerline; thence South 76 degrees 49 minutes 09 seconds West 

a distance of 317,13 feet; thence South 26 degrees 39 minutes 39 seconds West a distance of 184.12 

feet; thence South 50 degrees 05 minutes 58 seconds West a distance of 21-31 feet; thence South 

71 degrees 42 minutes 25 seconds West a distance of 102-42 feet; thence South 57 degrees 10 

minutes 25 seconds West a distance of 168,14 feet; thence South 53 degrees 31 minutes 29 seconds 

West a distance of 80,28 feet; thence North 76 degrees 38 minutes 08 seconds West a distance of 

83,49 feet; thence North 75 degrees 18 minutes 44 seconds West a distance of 30.00 feet; and said 

centerline terminating.  

 

The side lines are prolonged or shortened to terminate on the east line of Outlot A, BROOKFIELD 

SECOND ADDITION. 

 

 



   
CC Regular Session   7. 3.           
Meeting Date: 01/23/2018  
Submitted For: Patrick Brama, Administrative Services 
By: Patrick Brama, Administrative Services

Information
Title:
Affinity Apartment Project: Public Infrastructure Memorandum of Understanding

Purpose/Background:
PURPOSE
The purpose of this case is to consider approving the attached Public Infrastructure Memorandum of
Understanding (MOU) for the proposed Affinity Living apartment project located in The COR.

BACKGROUND, Project
CAP Acquisitions LLC entered into a purchase agreement with the City of Ramsey for a roughly 4.2 acre piece of
city-owned land located in The COR on September 26, 2017. CAP Acquisitions is proposing a new 172-unit,
senior, independent living, market rate, high amenity, apartment complex called Affinity Living. Attached is the
purchase agreement. Please reference the 01/09/2018 City Council Regular Session meeting for details on the
proposed site layout. Affinity Living is proposed to begin construction in July 2018.

BACKGROUND, Infrastructure Improvements
The proposed Affinity Living project will trigger the construction of new public infrastructure. Please see attached
Bolton & Menk Infrastructure Study for details on public infrastructure located near the proposed Affinity project
(reference page 8 and Figure 2). NOTE: not all of the infrastructure shown in the Bolton & Menk report will be
constructed as a result of this project. It's staff's recommendation, that Road Segments A1, C1, and C2 be
constructed as a result of this project. It is also staff's recommendation that Affinity be responsible for paying a
share of Road Segments C1, A1, and B--as these road segments are located adjacent to their site.

BACKGROUND, Cost Share for Infrastructure
The attached purchase agreement with CAP Acquisitions indicates that the developer will pay for 40% of all public
infrastructure costs. If the developer is only located on one side of a new road, they would pay for half of the 40%
share, or 20% (see paragraph 31). This arrangement is consistent with past practice in Ramsey and recent projects
(Bunker Lake Industrial Park, Stone Brook). The purchase agreement indicated this item would be formalized in
the future between the buyer and seller--and that future arrangement could include a reimbursement agreement. 

BACKGROUND, MOU
The purpose of the attached MOU is to establish a preliminary understanding of the scope of public infrastructure
work that needs to be completed, the estimated cost of said work, who is responsible for what portion of costs, how
the public infrastructure will be financed, and how public infrastructure construction planning/ engineering/ and
administration will occur. 

Staff is recommending Affinity pay 100% of all public infrastructure costs upfront (including the city's portion), for
Affinity design/ plan the public infrastructure work, and for Affinity administer the construction of said work. In
return, staff is recommending the city pay back Affinity over time, via The COR TIF District. It's expected the
repayment period would be about eight years (i.e. the city would pay back their portion of public infrastructure



costs over the course of about eight years via TIF). This arrangement is ideal for the city as it eliminates the risk of
issuing a bond or upfront financing, and is paid on performance (i.e. we only pay TIF after property taxes are
collected).

BUSINESS SUBSIDY?
Based on discussions with the city's financial advisor, Ehlers, this arrangement is not considered a formal business
subsidy. This cost share arrangement is based on past practice and informal city policy (i.e. the 60/40 split). TIF is
being used to fund the city's portion of costs only--not the developers portion. Attached is the city's business
subsidy policy for reference. As outlined in Section E on page 5, items #2, #3, and #7 apply here. This means this
project (i.e. TIF Agreement) doesn't require a formal public hearing, formal underwriting (i.e. reviewing the
developers pro-forma), and no formal application from the developer (i.e. no fee). However, Ehlers is
recommending the city still complete a "But-For Test" for this project. This will be important for public
transparency and to formally document that TIF is justified.

TIF AGREEMENT, Next Step
The attached MOU is an informal agreement. The next step in the process is to complete a formal and detailed TIF
Agreement for this project. The TIF Agreement will include a note, payable to Affinity. This agreement will be
recorded at the closing of the land transaction.

Notification:

Observations/Alternatives:
NA

Funding Source:
TIF District #14

Recommendation:
STAFF
The attached MOU is generally consistent with past direction provided by the City Council and the EDA via the
attached purchase agreement (i.e. the 60/40 cost-share). The MOU is also consistent with previous staff input to the
Council and EDA, that TIF District #14 would be staff's targeted funding source for the city's share of
infrastructure.

What's new for the City Council and EDA is this agreement identifies the specific financing arrangement: 100%
developer upfront, then repayment of only city's portion of costs via TIF District #14, over the course of eight
years. Structuring TIF as a reimbursement tool, rather than requiring the city to provide upfront funding or
financing (i.e. TIF Bonding) is good for the city--as it eliminates risk/ liability.

The attached MOU has been reviewed by the City Attorney and Ehlers. Both the City Attorney and Ehlers
recommended/ preferred the financing arrangement outlined in this MOU, versus other methods (i.e. using upfront
funding, or bonding, inner-fund loans, etc.).

EDA
The EDA reviewed the attached agreement on 01/11, please see attached minutes. The EDA was generally
supportive of the agreement, and felt it was consistent with the purchase agreement and past direction.

UPDATES
Staff did not receive final formal review comments from the developer until after EDA review. Listed below is a
log of changes since EDA review. The attached MOU highlights these change areas in yellow. Most of the changes
are not substantive. These changes were also reviewed and generally approved by the City Attorney, Ehlers, and



are not substantive. These changes were also reviewed and generally approved by the City Attorney, Ehlers, and
our staff development team. 

Accepted developers request to include “and/ or assigns” in the opening statement.1.
Accepted developers request to use the “Public Infrastructure” terminology in the fourth whereas section
rather than “Phase I and II Improvements.”

2.

Updated Section 2 to reflect the developer’s language preference, related to receiving a “credit” rather than a
“payment.”

3.

RE Section 3. Per a phone call between staff, Ehlers, and the developer -- staff reaffirmed the city's position
on the 4.5% interest within the TIF run. The developer wishes to be paid a higher rate of interest—but, it
appears they will accept the 4.5%. 

4.

RE Section 3. As requested by the developer, staff adjusted the TIF admin fee rate within the TIF run from
15% to 10%. This change doesn't effect the amount of TIF the city will receive from this project over the life
of the TIF District.

5.

Per the developer’s request, we added Section 4. Staff is comfortable with this timeline.6.

Action:
Motion to:
Approve the attached public infrastructure MOU with CAP Acquisitions.

Attachments
MOU
CAP Acquisitions Purchase Agreement
Bolton & Menk Infrastructure Study
Subsidy Policy
EDA Minutes
TIF Run

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 01/18/2018 01:43 PM
Form Started By: Patrick Brama Started On: 01/11/2018 01:43 PM
Final Approval Date: 01/18/2018 
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MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING 

 

This Memorandum of Understanding (“MOU”) is entered into between the City of Ramsey, 

Minnesota, a Minnesota municipal corporation, (“City”) and CAP Acquisitions, LLC, a 

Washington limited liability company, and/or assigns (“CAP Acquisitions”). 

 

WHEREAS, over 150-acres of green-field land is available for development within The 

COR, a downtown, mixed use, transit oriented development located off U.S. Highway 10 

and Armstrong Boulevard in the City of Ramsey, Minnesota (“The COR”); and 

 

WHEREAS, CAP Acquisitions has interest in pursuing the development of a new 172-

unit, senior, independent living, market rate, apartment complex located on City-owned 

land within The COR (the “Proposed Development”); and   

 

WHEREAS, CAP Acquisitions entered into a purchase agreement for roughly 4.2 acres 

of City-owned land on September 26, 2017 (the “Purchase Agreement”); and 

 

WHEREAS, the Proposed Development will require various improvements to public 

infrastructure in The COR.  Public infrastructure improvements include water line 

extensions, sewer line extensions, trail extensions, new roads, street lights, and storm 

sewer as sort forth on Appendix A (“Public Infrastructure”); and, 

 

WHEREAS, Bolton & Menk, Inc. completed a conceptual feasibility analysis for 

required public infrastructure within The COR in December 2017 (“Infrastructure 

Study”); and 

 

WHEREAS, the Purchase Agreement between CAP Acquisitions and the City indicated 

the buyer would be responsible for 20% of all public infrastructure costs on roads located 

adjacent to the Proposed Development; and 

 

WHEREAS, the Purchase Agreement between CAP Acquisitions and the City indicated 

a formal cost-share agreement, or developer reimbursement agreement, for the 

construction of public infrastructure, would be drafted and executed before the Purchase 

Agreement inspection period expired (April 1, 2018); and 

 

WHEREAS, in order for CAP Acquisitions to move forward with the Proposed 

Development, a detailed mutual understanding of how public infrastructure 

improvements will be designed, constructed, and paid for is needed. 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Page 2 of 7 
 

NOW THEREFORE, CAP Acquisitions agrees to the following: 

 

SECTION 1  
For the following road segments outlined in Appendix A and B, CAP Acquisitions shall 

design, prepare plans/ specifications, construct, and provide upfront financing.   

 

SEGMENT: A-1, C-1, C-2  

Bolton & Menk estimated costs: $766,000, $481,000, $190,000 = $1,437,000. 

 

Construction of Public Infrastructure shall be completed before a certificate of 

occupancy for the Proposed Development is issued by the City of Ramsey.   

 

SECTION 2 
For the following road segments outlined in Appendix A and B, CAP Acquisitions shall 

pay the City 20% of the total estimated costs.   

 

SEGMENT: B 

Bolton & Menk estimated cost: 290,000 x 20% = $58,000 payment to the City. 

 

This payment shall be credited against the future TIF Agreement/ TIF Note 

outlined in Section 3 below.  This shall be a onetime credit.  Construction of road 

segment B will occur at an undetermined time in the future.   

 

NOW THEREFORE, the City agrees to the following: 

 

SECTION 3 

For the following road segments outlined in Appendix A and B, the City will enter into a 

Tax Increment Financing (TIF) Agreement, and reimburse CAP Acquisitions certain 

costs to design, prepare plans/ specifications, and construct.   

 

SEGMENT: A-1, C-1 (80% reimbursement) 

Bolton & Menk estimated costs: $766,000, 481,000 x 80% = $977,600 

reimbursement 

 

SEGMENT: C2 (100% reimbursement) 

Bolton & Menk estimated costs: $190,000 x 100% = $190,000 reimbursement 

 

The TIF Agreement shall be drafted, executed, and recorded before closing on the 

Purchase Agreement.  The TIF Agreement shall include 4.5% interest charges 

paid to CAP Acquisitions from the City, in addition to principal payments.  The 

TIF Agreement shall allow a 10% administrative fee.  The TIF Agreement will be 

structured as a PAY-GO TIF note.  Based on current property tax projections, the 

TIF Note will be paid back in 8 years.  The TIF Agreement will include a 

minimum assessment provision. 
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NOW THEREFORE, the CAP Acquisitions and the City agrees to the following: 

 

SECTION 4 
All parties shall work together in good-faith to draft and approve a TIF Agreement, based 

on this MOU, within 60 days after this MOU is executed. 

 

SECTION 5 

All parties understand this MOU includes preliminary costs estimations for Public 

Infrastructure, and preliminary payback forecasts for TIF.  Actual final Public 

Infrastructure costs and actual final TIF payback periods may change.  All parties agree 

in principle to this non-binding agreement. 
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THE CITY: City of Ramsey, Minnesota, a Minnesota Municipal Corporation 
 

 

By: ________________________________  Dated ____________________, 2018 

Sarah Strommen, Mayor 

 

 

By: ________________________________ 

Kurt Ulrich, City Administrator 
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BUYER: CAP Acquisitions, LLC, a Washington Limited Liability Company. 

 

 

By: ____________________________  Dated: ___________________, 2018 

 Scott Morris, Manager 
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Appendix A 
Bolton & Menk Public Infrastructure Study: Section VII, Cost Considerations 

2018 Cost Estimations by Road Segment 
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Appendix B 
Bolton & Menk Public Infrastructure Study: Figure 2 

Road Segment Reference Map 
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Center Street Area Analysis ǀ R16.114929  

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
The Ramsey City Council and Ramsey Economic Development Authority (EDA) have identified the need 

to prepare for further development of the COR.  The City has identified an area of publicly owned land 

located west of Center Street NW for a potential apartment complex and City park. The area is generally 

located north of Sunwood Drive NW, east of Xenolith Street NW, South of Ramsey Parkway and west of 

Center Street NW.  

This analysis included examining the feasibility of constructing the required supporting public 

infrastructure, and developing preliminary design layout plans in this area of the COR. 

A portion of the public improvements adjacent to the area were completed in 2004 along Sunwood Drive 

NW and in 2014 along Center Street NW. The street and utility improvements completed include 

construction of a 30-inch trunk sanitary sewer main in Sunwood Drive, an extension of 12-inch sanitary 

sewer in Center Street, and an extension of 12-inch watermain in Center Street. 

Future improvements required to serve the study area include:  

• Construction of Ramsey Parkway west from Center Street NW to Xenolith Street NW,  

• Construction of Ramsey Parkway west from Xenolith Street NW to Zeolite Street, 

• Expansion of Center Street NW north to Ramsey Parkway, 

• Construction of Xenolith Street NW, 

• Construction of Yolite Street NW between Ramsey Parkway and Sunwood Drive, 

• Extension of an 8-inch sanitary sewer line along Xenolith Street NW, 

• Looping an 8-inch water main along Xenolith Street and Ramsey Parkway, 

• Relocation of a 15-inch trunk sanitary sewer line along Ramsey Parkway, 

• Use of a regional rate control basin to maintain existing storm water flow rates in the COR, 

• Construction of a 30-inch regional pond outlet pipe along Yolite Street NW, 

• Installation of street lighting, trails/sidewalks, and landscaping consistent with City Policy, and 

• Obtaining of ROW required for improvements during the platting process. 

The total for the roadway, trail, sidewalk, street lighting, lateral sanitary sewer and water main 

improvements is estimated at $3,652,000. 

The total trunk related improvements for sanitary sewer and storm sewer is estimated at $215,000. 

The total landscaping improvements along Sunwood Drive from Zeolite Street to Sapphire Lane is 

estimated at $691,000. 

The costs are considered project costs and include 30% contingencies and project development costs 

(administrative, engineering, and fiscal). 

The information presented in this report is intended to allow for discussions with property owners and 

developers, as well as allow the City to begin considering funding options 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

The Ramsey City Council and Ramsey Economic Development Authority (EDA) have identified the need 

to prepare for further development of the COR. The City has identified an area of publicly owned green 

space located west of Center Street NW for a potential apartment complex and City park. Appendix A 

includes the COR Development Plan 6.0 (05.15.2012). Appendix B includes figures referenced 

throughout this study, Figure 1 depicts the general location of the study area associated with this analysis. 

Figure 2 depicts the individual street segments analyzed. 

The Center Street study area is one component (approximately 22 acres) of a larger green-field area ready 

for development (approximately 87 acres). The larger area includes property designated for traditional 

retail/commercial development, along with high-density residential uses. The City anticipates a portion of 

the Center Street study area to be developed into a City park area (See Figure 3).  

The primary roadway system serving this area of the COR is Bunker Lake Boulevard to the north and 

Sunwood Drive NW to the south. This analysis includes examining the feasibility of constructing 

supporting public infrastructure in, and adjacent to, the study area.  

II. STUDY CONTENT 

The purpose of this analysis is to determine the necessary public infrastructure and associated costs 

required to allow land within the study area to develop. Roadways included in the study are as follows: 

• Ramsey Parkway from Center Street NW to Zeolite Street NW,  

• Center Street NW from the existing developed section north to Ramsey Parkway, 

• Xenolith Street NW from Sunwood Drive to Ramsey Parkway, and 

• Yolite Street NW from Sunwood Drive to Ramsey Parkway. 

 

Figure 2 in Appendix B depicts the roadway segments included in this analysis.  

Our analysis consists of four separate components that, when combined, provide an overview of the study 

area needs: 

• Preliminary Design Layout – Provides a graphical depiction of the public roadways and 

utilities, 

• Regional Storm Water Analysis – Defines conceptual storm water ponding needs and building 

pad elevations, 

• Preliminary Project Cost Estimates – Provides a baseline for fiscal planning of the 

improvements, and 

• Final Report – Describes required infrastructure improvements, layouts and costs.  

III. BASE DATA AND GUIDANCE 

Prior to initiating the study, the City of Ramsey provided record drawings, plan drawings and GIS 

information for use in creating an existing infrastructure base map. Additionally, the following 

information and guidance was given by the City for completing the study.
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• The City is not requesting a master-planning effort for this analysis. It is unknown where internal 

driveways, and related curb-cuts, will be needed.   

• Providing service lines for sewer and water utilities should be considered along all future 

roadways. While the precise locations of the service lines is unknown, costs associated with the 

improvements should be considered in the report.   

• Cost estimations and design should include: roadways, trails/sidewalks, storm water management 

features, street lighting, trunk water mains and trunk sanitary sewer mains.  

• The City has adopted Comprehensive Sanitary Sewer and Water Plans. These plans should be 

reviewed and consulted as forecasting and design work is completed.  

• Regional storm water considerations should be included in the study 

IV. GENERAL DISCUSSION 

While the primary focus of the analysis is related to identifying the public infrastructure required to serve 

development, additional considerations can influence decision-making. The following items were 

considered throughout the course of the analysis. 

Right-of-Way Requirements 

The COR was originally platted as Ramsey Town Center in 2003, with roadway rights-of-way (ROW) 

being established over a portion of the area. Future improvements within the COR will be primarily 

development driven, and ROW secured through the platting process. Understanding and documenting 

potential ROW needs will allow the City to plan in advance for acquisitions. Additionally, platted ROW 

can be vacated during the development process, allowing for larger areas of development. 

Figure 4 shows the existing ROW that does not follow the master plan roadway alignments, and also 

shows new ROW required for future public improvements. 

National Wetland Inventory 

The National Wetland Inventory (NWI) shows three wetland areas within the study area. These areas are 

shown in Figure 5 in Appendix B.  

The City has planned in advance for wetland impacts that may occur within a portion of the COR. In 2003 

the City delineated these wetlands and completed a wetland mitigation strategy for replacement of 

impacted wetlands.   

The mitigation plan was titled “On-Site Wetland Mitigation and Replacement Plan” and provided for the 

construction of four replacement wetlands. We anticipate the City will provide that documentation to 

developers as they begin to consider development options.  

Segment Improvements 

While there is a general understanding of the total public improvements required to serve the area, 

sequencing of the improvements will allow for planning and fiscal responsibility. Our understanding of 

the most likely individual segments to be developed initially are shown in Figure 2 in the Appendix, and 

include:
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• Segment A-1:  

o Extension of Ramsey Parkway from Center Street NW to Xenolith Street NW. 

� Extend the existing typical section from the east (Figures 10 & 16). 

o Extension of sanitary sewer, storm sewer and watermain. 

• Segment A-2:  

o Extension of Ramsey Parkway from Xenolith Street NW to Zeolite Street NW. 

� Extend the existing typical section from the east (Figures 11 & 16). 

o Extension of sanitary sewer, storm sewer and watermain. 

� Reroute existing 15-inch sanitary sewer to new alignment. 

• Segment B: 

o Extension of Center Street NW to Ramsey Parkway. 

� Extend the existing typical section from the south (Figures 12 & 16). 

o Extension of storm sewer as needed for roadway drainage. 

• Segments C1 and C2: 

o Construction of Xenolith Street NW from Sunwood Drive to Ramsey Parkway. 

� 36-foot roadway with two 6-foot sidewalks on either side (Figures 13 & 17). 

o Extension of sanitary sewer, storm sewer and watermain. 

• Segments D1, D2, D3 and D4: 

o Construction of sidewalk and plantings along the north side of Sunwood Drive. 

� Extend the existing boulevard layout used east of Sapphire Street NW (Figures 14 & 17). 

o Extension of irrigation for planting areas. 

• Segment E: 

o Construction of Yolite Street NW from Sunwood Drive to Ramsey Parkway. 

� 36-foot roadway with two 6-foot sidewalks on either side (Figures 15 & 17) 

o Extension of watermain. 

o Extension of storm sewer for regional pond outlet. 

Estimated project costs for each segment were developed to allow for the City to plan for the sequenced 

implementation of the improvements and are summarized later in this report. 

Jurisdictional Authority/Approvals/Permits 

As the project moves from the planning stages to design and construction, permits will be required from 

various agencies. Understanding and planning for requirements associated with obtaining permits and 

approvals at this time will be critical to the ultimate success of the process. The following agencies will 

be permitting entities for considered improvements: 

• Minnesota Department of Transportation State Aid: Sunwood Drive NW is a State Aid route, 

• Minnesota Pollution Control Agency: NPDES Storm Water Permit, 

• Minnesota Pollution Control Agency: Sanitary Sewer Extension Permit, 

• Minnesota Department of Health (MDH): Watermain Extension, 

• Department of Natural Resources (DNR): Dewatering, 

• Lower Rum River Watershed Management Organization: Storm Water.
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Recent Improvements 

Improvements to the area were completed in 2004, 2005 & 2014. The street and utility improvements 

completed at that time included: 

• 2004:  Construction of a 30-inch sanitary sewer trunk main and the installation of a 12-inch 

watermain along Sunwood Drive NW. 

• 2005:  Extension of 18-inch sanitary sewer along the anticipated West Ramsey Parkway 

alignment from Zeolite Street to Yolite Street NW, then along Yolite Street to Sunwood 

Drive. 

• 2014:  Extension of 12-inch watermain along Center Street from Sunwood Drive to Ramsey 

Parkway.  A 12-inch sanitary sewer main was also installed along Center Street from 

Sunwood Drive to 145th Avenue NW. 

All of the improvements completed at the time were consistent with the City’s Sanitary Sewer and Water 

System Comprehensive Plans. 

V. UNDERSTANDING PREVIOUS IMPROVEMENTS 

Significant planning was completed prior to completion of the improvements constructed in 2004, 2005, 

and 2014. Understanding the thoughts behind previous improvements can help avoid omissions when 

considering future improvements.  

Street and Trail Improvements 

Sunwood Drive NW 

The improvements completed in 2004 provided a fully developed concrete roadway adjacent to the study 

area. The boulevard was designed to allow for future widening and expansion as development and other 

improvements occur.  

Center Street NW 

Improvements to Center Street NW were completed in 2014 and included construction of a 36-foot wide 

bituminous street with a 10 foot concrete sidewalk, angled parking along the west side, and parallel 

parking stalls along the east side of the street. 

The extension of the full Center Street typical section was completed to 100-feet north of 145th Avenue 

NW. The remaining roadway was then constructed as a temporary street section with bituminous curb and 

a bituminous trail for a distance of approximately 220-feet to Ramsey Parkway.  

Zeolite Street NW 

Zeolite Street was constructed as a temporary rural section with bituminous surface in 2005 from 

Sunwood Drive to Bunker Lake Boulevard. 

Bituminous Trails 

A 10-foot wide bituminous trail was constructed in the wide median of Ramsey Parkway east of Center 

Street. A continuation of the trail was also constructed along the west side of Center Street to allow for a 

connection to the 10-foot concrete walk near 145th Avenue NW. 
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Sanitary Sewer Improvements 

In 2004, a 30-inch trunk sanitary sewer was extended along Sunwood Drive to serve the COR.  In 2005, 

15-inch and 18-inch sanitary sewer was installed from Bunker Lake Boulevard to Sunwood Drive. This 

main was installed in Zeolite Street from Bunker Lake Boulevard to the currently platted Ramsey 

Parkway. This main then followed the un-platted Yolite Street alignment to Sunwood Drive.  

The segment of sanitary sewer main that follows the platted Ramsey Parkway does not follow the revised 

2012 master plan alignment of Ramsey Parkway. This main may need to be realigned when this segment 

of Ramsey Parkway is constructed.  

The existing sanitary sewer trunk mains adjacent to the study area have capacity to provide service to the 

study area. 

Water Distribution and Supply Improvements 

12-inch Watermain has been installed in all three streets adjacent to the study area (Sunwood Drive, 

Center Street, and Zeolite Street). All of the trunk mains installed included provisions for service to the 

study area in the form of 8-inch lateral watermain services.   

The elevated storage for the City of Ramsey is adequate to provide fire flow to the study area. The 

distribution system was also found to be adequate to serve the study area. 

Storm Water Management 

A storm sewer system was previously constructed in Sunwood Drive and Center Street NW. The system 

directed roadway runoff to regional ponds located to the east and south of the study area. 

A storm sewer system comprised of 33-inch to 42-inch has been installed directly north of the study area 

in what was previously named West Town Center Drive. The planned roadway alignment was revised in 

the 2012 COR master plan, and a portion of the constructed storm sewer system lies within the 

boundaries of the regional pond. When the pond is constructed, a portion of this storm sewer will most 

likely be removed. 

Drainage for the study area is planned to flow north from Sunwood Drive and west from Center Street to 

a regional pond located north of Ramsey Parkway and west of Center Street. The outlet for the regional 

pond currently discharges to an open area located on the south side of the future Ramsey Parkway. The 

storm water then flows overland to a pipe near the Sunwood Drive and Yolite Street intersection. The 

pond outlet is anticipated to ultimately include a discharge pipe from the regional pond to the Sunwood 

Drive storm sewer. This pipe will most likely be extended along the future Yolite Street. 

We assume the regional pond will be constructed in phases as properties develop. No cost analysis was 

performed related to construction of the pond.
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VI. ADDITIONAL ANALYSIS 

As a portion of this analysis, we reviewed City Comprehensive Plans for sanitary sewer and water main 

needs for the study area and completed a rough site grading review of the City park area. The following is 

a summary of results for the various analyses and reviews. 

Sanitary Sewer and Water Main 

The segment of trunk sanitary sewer main following the currently platted Ramsey Parkway does not 

follow the revised 2012 master plan alignment. This main may need to be realigned when this segment of 

Ramsey Parkway is constructed.  

An 8-inch gravity sanitary sewer main will be adequate to convey flows from the area. For this analysis, 

we included an allowance for 8-inch service lines to be extended to properties along the corridor.  

All existing streets include provisions to extend 8-inch watermain into the study area. Future roadway 

construction should include 8-inch watermain to complete looping in the study area. In the case that a 

high water user plans to develop within the project area, additional flow analysis should be performed to 

verify they will have adequate flow and pressure for their individual needs. 

Figure 6 in Appendix B depicts sanitary sewer and Figure 7 depicts the water main improvements within 

the study area. 

Storm Water Management 

Storm water management concepts were developed to maintain existing drainage patterns and preserve 

the conveyance and flood storage capacity of the existing site.  

Storm water runoff within the study area is planned to flow north from Sunwood Drive and west from 

Center Street NW to a large future regional pond proposed on the north side of Ramsey Parkway. The 

outlet for this regional pond will most likely to be extended along the future Yolite Street, where an 

existing 30-inch arch pipe has been extended into the study area from Sunwood Drive. 

In the interim condition, a swale should be constructed from the pond to the Sunwood Drive storm sewer 

pipe. The pipe should be uncovered and an apron installed until such time as the final pond outlet pipe is 

fully constructed.  

The existing hydraulic model was refined, and detail added, to allow for the analysis of storm water 

within the entire COR area. Preliminary storm water management conditions and requirements where 

then developed to determine the elevations required for building pads in the area. 

The sub-watersheds were modeled using future land use conditions to generally size the regional storm 

water basin. The basin was sized to ensure proposed discharge rates were equal to existing flow rates. The 

pond was also reviewed with respect to potential storm sewer depths and potential aesthetic park function. 

The pond footprint used in the analysis is as shown in the 2012 COR master plan. The normal water level 

was determined by using the elevation of the outlet pipe located near Sunwood Drive. Additional design 

parameters and regional storm water management planning should be further refined as the areas begin to 

develop. Figure 8 shows the general shape and location of the pond used in the analysis.
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After reviewing record drawings and ALTA surveys, it was found that there is no emergency overflow 

(EOF) for the study area or for the proposed regional pond. Because of this, a back-to-back 100-year 

storm event was modeled to determine the anticipated elevation water could reach if the outlet should 

ever clog. 

Cost estimates were not developed for the regional pond construction or private site storm sewer 

conveyance. 

Site Grading 

Existing hydraulic modeling was refined, and detail added, to analyze storm water conditions for future 

development scenarios. The regional pond elevation will be used to determine the minimum elevations 

required for building pads in the area. 

The results of the modeling indicate the regional pond could reach an elevation of 865.5 during a 100-

year back-to-back storm event. This should be considered a preliminary result at this time, as the actual 

pond size and shape could be revised based upon other studies occurring at the City.  

The Lower Rum River Watershed Management Organization requires the lowest building pad elevation 

be a minimum of 1-foot above the high water level. Based on that requirement, the minimum building 

elevation should be 866.5.  

Figure 9 depicts the average existing lot elevations, the proposed minimum lot elevations required, and an 

approximate fill volume required to raise each of the sites to the minimum elevation. Each site requires an 

average of approximately 1 foot of fill to meet minimum elevations required. 

A new City park, located directly adjacent to Center Street NW, is in the planning stages at the City. The 

costs associated with importing fill for this parcel have been included in the alternate cost analysis section 

of this report.  

Street Lighting 

The costs included for street lighting were derived from recent projects within the City of Ramsey and are 

considered to be reasonable costs associated with providing street and pedestrian lighting along the 

corridors. Costs include conduit, wiring and the actual light fixtures to be installed. The density of the 

lighting fixtures is similar to the level provided along Riverdale Drive, east of Armstrong Boulevard. The 

costs provided are considered conservative and may be reduced depending upon the types of 

developments proposed and the density of lighting required. 

Trails/Sidewalks 

Trails were previously constructed along the center of the Ramsey Parkway median east of Center Street. 

Cost estimates were prepared which include a 10-foot bituminous trail along the extension of Ramsey 

Parkway to Zeolite Street. 

A 10-foot concrete sidewalk is proposed along the west side of Center Street. All other roadways are 

proposed to include a 6-foot concrete sidewalk on either side of the road segment. Figures 10-17 in the 

Appendix show these layouts and typical sections.
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Landscaping  

The base project includes a very utilitarian approach to landscaping for the area. Bituminous trails and 

lighting were included, but other features, such as trees, shrubs, decorative features and monuments are 

not included in the estimated project costs. The exception to this is Sunwood Drive NW, where the 

boulevard costs include continuing the landscaping along the north side of Sunwood Drive as it exists east 

of Sapphire Street. 

An alternative was also reviewed in the Ramsey Parkway median. A bio-retention basin was considered 

along the entire median to provide pre-treatment to the storm water prior to discharging into the regional 

pond. The base cost for Ramsey Parkway includes a 10-foot bituminous trail in the median with an 

alternative cost calculated for the cost difference between the two median options. 

Right of Way and Easements 

Locations of right of way needs are depicted on the figures based on roadway and trail sections. The exact 

areas will need to be determined during the platting process. We assumed that the right of ways would be 

dedicated as a portion of the development process and no costs are included in the project costs for 

acquisitions. Vacation of the existing platted right of ways that are no longer needed are also not included 

in the project costs. 

Anoka County Regional Trail 

The Central Anoka County Regional Trail follows Bunker Lake Boulevard, and currently terminates at 

Ramsey Boulevard. The trail had been proposed to follow Ramsey Boulevard to the south, crossing TH 

10 and connecting to the Anoka County’s Mississippi West Regional Park. A new alignment is now being 

proposed, which ultimately takes advantage of the proposed Mississippi Skyway for crossing TH 10. The 

new alignment follows Bunker Lake Boulevard further to the west, before turning south at Center Street. 

The trail then follows Center Street through much of the COR, connecting to the transit station on the 

north side of TH 10. 

Timing of Improvements 

While the improvements discussed and depicted in the figures will be required to support the area, timing 

of the improvements will most likely be dependent upon each proposed development.  

As individual developments are considered, the public infrastructure will need to be reviewed and 

determinations made as to its adequacy to serve the properties. As upgrades, extensions and 

improvements are determined to be necessary, funding strategies will need to be developed which may 

include full or partial assessments to benefitting properties. 

VII. COST CONSIDERATIONS 

Costs estimates were developed for each improvement type. These estimates are based on past bid pricing 

and similar projects completed previously. The segments are depicted on Figure 2 in Appendix B. All 

costs presented in the following pages are 2018 costs.  
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Improvement  Segment A-1 Segment A-2  Segment B Segment C-1 

Roadway      $  361,000  $    713,000 $  150,000 $     171,000 

Trails/Sidewalks     $    32,000      $      64,000 $    35,000 $       75,000 

Street Lighting       $    22,000  $      43,000 $    13,000 $       17,000 

Storm Sewer      $  118,000      $    234,000 $    35,000 $       43,000 

Trunk Storm Sewer   $    43,000      $               0 $       0 $           0 

Watermain     $  122,000  $    241,000 $    57,000 $       98,000 

Sanitary Sewer       $    78,000  $      47,000        $             0 $       77,000 

Trunk San Sewer   $      0  $    172,000 $       0 $      0 

Total Costs     $  776,000  $ 1,514,000 $  290,000 $     481,000 

Improvement   Segment C-2  Segment E 

Roadway   $     67,000 $    223,000 

Trails/Sidewalks $     30,000 $      98,000 

Street Lighting  $       7,000 $      22,000 

Storm Sewer   $     17,000 $    119,000 

Trunk Storm Sewer $              0 $               0 

Watermain   $     38,000 $    127,000 

Sanitary Sewer         $     31,000 $      27,000 

Trunk San Sewer $              0 $               0 

Total Costs   $   190,000 $    616,000 

Segments D-1, D-2, D-3 and D-4 include trails, sidewalks and miscellaneous street scape improvements 

along Sunwood Drive. The Segments, and associated costs, are presented in the following table. 

Segment Location    Estimated Cost 

    D-1 Zeolite Street to Yolite Street     $   204,000 

    D-2 Yolite Street to Xenolith Street     $   198,000 

    D-3 Xenolith Street to Center Street     $   176,000 

    D-4 Center Street to Sapphire Street     $   113,000 

Total         $   691,000 

The above costs are considered project costs and include 30% contingencies and project development 

costs. Project development costs include administrative, engineering, and fiscal related costs. 

Summary of Costs 

The total for the roadway, trail, sidewalk, street lighting, lateral sanitary sewer and water main 

improvements is estimated at $3,652,000. 

The total trunk related improvements for sanitary sewer and storm sewer is estimated at $215,000. 

The total landscaping improvements along Sunwood Drive from Zeolite Street to Sapphire Lane is 

estimated at $691,000. 
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General Cost Estimating Assumptions 

• Dewatering needed for sewer and water installation. 

• Fill required for all roadways. 

• Borrow material cost does not assume use of regional pond excavation. 

• Aggregate base cost does not assume use of City stockpile. 

Segment A-1 Assumptions 

• Removal of existing 42-inch storm sewer included in trunk storm sewer cost.   

• Sanitary assumed to extend to midpoint of last parcels serviced by sewer line. 

Segment A-2 Assumptions 

• Relocation of 18-inch trunk sanitary sewer into future Ramsey Parkway alignment included in 

trunk sanitary sewer cost. 

• Sanitary assumed to extend to midpoint of last parcels serviced by sewer line. 

Segment E Assumptions 

• 30-inch regional pond outlet pipe included in storm sewer cost. 

• Extension of sanitary sewer laterals to the right of way included in sanitary sewer cost. 

Additional Assumptions 

• No costs associated with construction of individual storm water ponds, as it is anticipated the 

regional pond will address all storm water runoff requirements. We assumed the region pond 

would be constructed incrementally, as individual parcels develop. The regional pond will be 

sized to address all impervious surfaces within the developable area including the public 

improvements and all individual site development within the study area. 

• Park Fill is the estimated cost to grade the proposed City park parcel, fill the site to an elevation 

equal to the adjacent streets, place 4 inches of topsoil and seed and mulch the entire site. The 

estimated project cost to fill the site, topsoil, seed, and hydromulch is approximately $231,000. 

Alternatives Analysis 

An alternate cost analysis was performed to determine the difference in cost if a bioretention basin was 

constructed along the median in Ramsey Parkway, in lieu of the bituminous trail currently being 

considered. The bio-retention basin is not required to meet water quality volume requirements, but instead 

to perform pre-treatment and create a native plantings and landscaping feature.  

It is estimated that creating a swale along the median with landscaping would result in a cost savings of 

approximately $10 per foot when compared to the installation of a 10-foot bituminous trail and sod.  

VIII. COST ALLOCATION ALTERNATIVES 

The costs, or a portion of the costs, of the improvements are typically allocated back to adjacent 

properties through the use of assessments, fees and other methods. The costs are typically allocated in a 

way that is equitable to the properties benefitting from the improvements. Public improvements that will 

become City owned and maintained are typically constructed through a public process, while secondary 

improvements are constructed by the property owner. For our analysis, we assumed the following items 
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would be constructed through the public process: 

• Roadways, including storm water conveyance systems, 

• Water System Facilities, 

• Sanitary Sewer Facilities, 

• Trails, 

• Street Lighting, and 

• City Parks 

While the street lights will most likely be installed by a private utility and the trails could potentially be 

constructed by the property owner, we have included these items as public improvements. 

Other improvements were considered secondary and are typically the property owner’s responsibility: 

• Sanitary Sewer Service Extensions, 

• Water Service Extensions, 

• Natural Gas Lines to Buildings, 

• Telephone Service to Buildings, 

• Electric Service to Buildings, 

• Site Grading, 

• Site Landscaping, 

• Site Storm Water Conveyance, and 

• Easement Dedication. 

These types of improvements are typically inspected by the City for conformity with applicable codes and 

standards, but are constructed by the property owner. 
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1. City and EDA of Ramsey Business Subsidy Policy  

The following business subsidy criteria are intended to satisfy the requirements 

of Minnesota Statutes, §§116J.993 through 116J.995 (the "Act"). The term 

"City" means the City of Ramsey.  The term "project" means the property with 

respect to which the business subsidy is provided. 

 

A. MANDATORY CRITERIA 

 

All projects must comply with the following criteria: 

 

1. But For Test. There is a substantial likelihood that the project would 

not go forward without the business subsidy.  

2. Wage Policy. If the project results in the creation of any jobs, the wage 

for each part-time and full-time job created must be, within two years 

of the date assistance is received (as defined in the Act), at least equal 

to 70% of the most recent median wage figure for the Twin City 7 

County Metro County as published by the Minnesota Department of 

Employment and Economic Development or such greater amount as the 

City may require for a specific project.  

3. Economic Feasibility. The recipient must demonstrate to the 

satisfaction of the City that it has adequate financing for the project and 

that the project will be completed in a timely fashion. 

4. Compliance with Act. The business subsidy from the City must satisfy 

all requirements of the Act. 

5. Minimum Subsidy Amount:  Financial assistance in the form of a 

business subsidy of $25,000 or more; and business loans and 

guarantees of $75,000, must be reported to the Department of 

Employment and Economic Development.  A public hearing is only 

required if the business subsidy is greater than $150,000. 

 

B. POLICY 

1. The City recognizes that the creation of good paying jobs is a desirable 

goal which benefits the community. Nevertheless, not all projects 

assisted with subsidies derive their public purposes and importance 

solely by virtue of job creation. In addition, the imposition of high job 

creation requirements and high wage level requirements may be 

unrealistic and counter-productive in the face of larger economic forces 

of influence and the financial and competitive circumstances of an 

individual business. In determining the requirements for a project under 

consideration for a business subsidy, the determination of the number 

of jobs to be created and the wage levels therefore will be guided by the 

following principles and criteria: 
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a. The evaluation of projects will take into consideration the project's 

importance in and benefit to the community from all perspectives, 

including created or retained jobs. 

b. If a particular project does not involve the creation of jobs, but is 

nonetheless found to be worthy of support and subsidy, assistance 

may be approved without any specific job or wage goals if permitted 

by applicable law. 

c. In cases where the objective is the retention of existing jobs, the 

recipient of the subsidy will be required to provide evidence which 

demonstrates that the loss of those jobs is specific and 

demonstrable. 

d. The setting of wage and job goals will be informed by (i) prevailing 

wage rates, (ii) local economic conditions, (iii) external economic 

forces over which neither the City nor the recipient of the subsidy 

has control, (iv) the financial resources of the recipient and (v) the 

competitive environment in which the recipient's business exists. 

 

2. Because it is not possible to anticipate all the needs and requirements of 

every type of project and the ever-changing needs of the community 

and in order to retain the flexibility necessary to respond to all 

proposed projects, the City retains the right to approve projects and 

business subsidies which may vary from the principles and criteria set 

forth herein. 

 

C. PROJECT EVALUATION CRITERIA 

The project review and evaluation criteria are the following: 

 

1. Jobs and Wages 

 

a. New Jobs. The minimum net number of direct full time equivalent 

jobs to be created or retained by the proposed project for a period 

of at least two years from the estimated benefit date. 

b. Payroll. The minimum annual net payroll (including employer 

contributions for health benefits) to be generated at the end of the 

second anniversary date of the estimated benefit date. 

 

2. Tax Base 

 

a. Increase in Tax Base. The net increase in property taxes 

estimated to be generated by the project in the second full year  

of operation.  

 



City and EDA of Ramsey Business Subsidy Policy  3 

   

 The Economic Development Authority and City of Ramsey, Minnesota. Policies.  

 

3. Land Use 

a. Compliance with Comprehensive or Other Plans. Whether, apart 

from any needed services to the community described in section 

5 below, the project is compatible with the comprehensive plan 

and permitted uses for the property.  

 

b. Marginal Property. Whether the project is located on property 

which needs but is not likely to be developed or redeveloped 

because of blight or other adverse conditions of the property. For 

example property may be so blighted that the cost of making land 

ready for redevelopment exceeds the property's fair market value. 

 

c. Design and/or Other Amenities. Whether, as a result of the business 

subsidy, the project will include design and/or amenity features not 

otherwise required by law. For example, the project may, at the 

request of the City, include landscaping, open space, public trails, 

employee work out facilities or day care facilities which serve a 

public purpose but are not required by law. 

 

4. Impact on Existing and Future Public Investment 

 

a. Utilization of Existing Infrastructure Investment. Whether and to 

what extent (a) the project will utilize existing public infrastructure 

capacity and (b) the project will require additional publicly funded 

infrastructure investments. 

 

b. Direct Monetary Return on Public Investment. Arrangements made 

or to be made for the City to receive a direct monetary return on its 

investment in the project. For example, the business subsidy may 

be in the form of an interest bearing loan or may involve a project 

sharing arrangement. 

 

5. Economic Development 

 

a. Leveraged Funds. For every dollar of business subsidy to be 

provided for the project, the minimum amount of private funds 

which will be applied towards the capital cost of the project. 

 

b. Spin Off Development. The dollar amount of non-subsidized 

development the project is expected to generate in the surrounding 

area and the need for and likelihood of such spin off development. 
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c. Growth Potential. Based on recipient's market studies and plans for 

expansion, whether and to what extent the project is expected 

within five years of its completion, be expanded to produce a net 

increase of full time equivalent jobs and of payroll, over and above 

the minimum net increase in jobs and payroll described in section 1 

above. 

 

6. Quality of Life 

 

a. Community Services. Whether the project will provide services in 

the community and the need for such services. For example, the 

project may provide health services, retail convenience services 

such as a nearby grocery store, or social services needed in the 

community. 

 

b. Natural Environment. Whether the project will add to, or detract 

from, the environment.    It is a reflection of what is important to 

the community - clean air and water, beautiful scenery, recreational 

opportunities, and a strong desire to pass along these attributes to 

future generations.   

 

7. Other 

 

a. Other Factors. Depending on the nature of the project, such other 

factors as the City may deem relevant in evaluating the project and 

the business subsidy proposed for it. 

 

D. ADDITIONAL CONSIDERATIONS 

The City will give consideration to one or more of the issues listed below in 

determining whether to provide financial or other assistance to a project as 

a business subsidy:   

 

1. The City may consider the requirements of any other business subsidy 

received, or to be received, from a grantor other than the City. 

2. If the business subsidy is a guaranty, the amount of the business 

subsidy may be valued at the principal amount of the guaranteed 

payment obligation. 

3. If the business subsidy is real or personal property, the amount of the 

subsidy will be the fair market value of the property as determined by 

the City. 
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4. If the business subsidy is received over time, the City may value the 

subsidy at its present value using a discount rate equal to an interest 

rate which the City determines is fair and reasonable under the 

circumstances. 

 

As used herein "benefit date" means the date the business subsidy is 

received. If the business subsidy involves the purchase, lease, or donation 

of physical equipment, then the benefit date occurs when the recipient puts 

the equipment into service. If the business subsidy is for improvements to 

property, then the benefit date refers to the earliest date of either: when the 

improvements are finished for the entire project, or when a business 

occupies the property. 

 

E. FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE NOT CONSIDERED A BUSINESS 

SUBSIDY 

The following forms of financial assistance are not a business subsidy as 

per Minnesota Statutes, §§116J.993, Subd.3 and therefore do not require a 

public hearing: 

 

1. A business subsidy of less than $150,000; 

2. Assistance that is generally available to all  businesses or to a general 

class of similar businesses, such as  a line of business, size, location, or 

similar general criteria;  

3. Public improvements to buildings or lands owned by the state or local 

government that serve a public purpose and do not  principally benefit a 

single business or defined group of  businesses at the time the 

improvements are made;  

4. Redevelopment property polluted by contaminants as  defined in 

section 116J.552, subdivision 3;  

5. Assistance provided for the sole purpose of renovating  old or decaying 

building stock or bringing it up to code and  assistance provided for 

designated historic preservation  districts, provided that the assistance 

is equal to or less than  50 percent of the total cost;  

6. Assistance to provide job readiness and training  services if the sole 

purpose of the assistance is to provide  those services;  

7. Assistance for housing;  

8. Assistance for pollution control or abatement,  including assistance for 

a tax increment financing hazardous substance subdistrict as defined 

under section 469.174,  subdivision 23;  

9. Assistance for energy conservation;  

10. Tax reductions resulting from conformity with federal  tax law;  

http://www.revisor.leg.state.mn.us/stats/116J/552.html
http://www.revisor.leg.state.mn.us/stats/469/174.html
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11. Workers' compensation and unemployment insurance;  

12. Benefits derived from regulation;  

13. Indirect benefits derived from assistance to  educational institutions;  

14. Funds from bonds allocated under chapter 474A, bonds issued to 

refund outstanding bonds, and bonds issued for the  benefit of an 

organization described in section 501(c)(3) of the Internal Revenue 

Code of 1986, as amended through December 31, 1999;  

15. Assistance for a collaboration between a Minnesota  higher education 

institution and a business;  

16. Assistance for a tax increment financing soils  condition district as 

defined under section 469.174, subdivision  19;  

17. Redevelopment when the recipient's investment in the purchase of the 

site and in site preparation is 70 percent or  more of the assessor's 

current year's estimated market value;  

18. General changes in tax increment financing law and other general tax 

law changes of a principally technical nature;  

19. Federal assistance until the assistance has been repaid to, and 

reinvested by, the state or local government  agency;  

20. Funds from dock and wharf bonds issued by a seaway port authority;  

21. Business loans and loan guarantees of $150,000 or less; and  

22. Federal loan funds provided through the United States Department of 

Commerce, Economic Development Administration; and 

23. Property tax abatements granted under section 469.1813 to property 

that is subject to valuation under Minnesota Rules, chapter 8100. 

 

      Adopted by: Ramsey EDA / City Council 

 

      Date of Adoption: 11-13-08/1-13-09 

 

       Date of Public Hearing:    1-13-09 

 

http://www.revisor.leg.state.mn.us/stats/469/174.html
http://www.revisor.leg.state.mn.us/bin/getpub.php?type=s&num=469.1813&year=2006
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2. City and EDA of Ramsey Tax Abatement and Tax Increment Financing Policy 

A. PURPOSE 

The purpose of this policy is to establish the City's position relative to the 

use of Tax Abatement (§§469.1812 through §§469.1815) and Tax 

Increment Financing (§§469.174 through §§469.1799) (TIF), also referred 

to in this document as the business assistance programs, or business 

assistance.  This policy shall be used as a guide in the processing and 

review of applications requesting the use of Tax Abatement and Tax 

Increment Financing.  It is the expressed intent of the City to minimize the 

risk and amount of business assistance to a project and to leverage its 

public dollars to maximize private sector funding. 

 

The City is granted the power to utilize the business assistance programs by 

Minnesota Statutes 2008 as cited.  The fundamental purpose of the business 

assistance programs is to encourage desirable private development or 

redevelopment within the City that would not occur but for the assistance 

provided.  Further information related to the States business assistance 

programs and links to State Statutes can be found at www.state.mn.us. 

 

The City will approve or reject requests for business assistance on a case by 

case basis taking into consideration established policies, project criteria, 

and the project’s demonstrated public purpose.  Meeting all policy criteria 

does not guarantee approval of the requested business assistance.  The City 

maintains its ability to approve or deny the request at its discretion. 

 

B. PUBLIC PURPOSE OBJECTIVES 

The City will consider the use of business assistance programs which 

demonstrate the achievement of one or more of the following public 

purpose objectives: 

 

1. To encourage redevelopment of priority sites within the City as 

determined by the City Council and EDA.  

2. To retain local jobs and/or increase the number and diversity of jobs 

that offer stable employment and/or attractive wages and benefits. 

3. To enhance and/or diversify the City's economic base. 

4. To encourage additional unsubsidized private (re)development. 

5. To remove blight and/or encourage (re)development of commercial 

and industrial areas. 

http://www.state.mn.us/
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6. To assist in creating environmental sustainability. 

7. To provide a diversity of family housing and alternative housing 

choices. 

8. To promote neighborhood stabilization and revitalization by the 

removal of blight and the upgrading of existing housing stock in 

residential areas. 

9. To accomplish other public policies which may be adopted such as 

the promotion of quality urban or architectural design, energy 

conservation, and decreasing capital and/or operating costs of local 

government, or any of the following: 

  Utilization of architectural and landscaping techniques 

that will enable the components of the project to blend 

with the natural environment. 

  Mitigation of project impact on the natural environment.  

C. POLICY POSITIONS 

1. Business assistance shall be provided in a form that minimizes the risk 

of public participation.   

2. Business assistance requests for up-front project financing through the 

sale of bonds or other internal sources may require personal guarantees 

of the developer.  These requests shall be addressed on a case by case 

basis. 

3. Business assistance shall not be provided for projects requiring land 

and/or building purchases at prices in excess of fair market value. 

4. Business assistance shall not be provided to developers/projects that 

cannot adequately demonstrate an ability to complete the proposed 

project on time and on budget.   

5. Assistance will be provided based on $25,000 per qualified job 

created as referenced in Section 1.A.2 in the Business Subsidy 

Policy unless a waiver is provided by the City Council. 

D. PROJECT REQUIREMENTS 

All projects requesting business assistance must demonstrate the following: 

 

1. That the project is not financially feasible but-for the use of 

Revolving Loan Fund, Tax Abatement or Tax Increment Financing. 

2. That the project will comply with all provisions set forth in 

Minnesota Statute chapters 116j.993 through 116j.995, as amended 

(Business Subsidies). 
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3. That the business assistance request complies with all provisions set 

forth in Minnesota Statutes 2008 chapters 469.1812 through 

469.1815 as amended (Tax Abatement), and chapters 469.174 

through 469.1799 as amended (Tax Increment Financing). 

4. That the project is consistent with the City’s comprehensive plan, 

land use plan, and zoning ordinances. 

 

E. APPLICATION PROCESS  

1. Applicant submits a Business Assistance Application (Exhibit A) to the 

EDA and/or City. 

2. Staff reviews the application and completes the Application Review 

Worksheet (Exhibit B). 

3. Staff uses results of the Worksheet to inform the EDA/City.  

4. EDA reviews proposal, provides comments, and makes an advisory 

recommendation to the City Council on denial or approval of the 

request within 30 days. 

5. If advisory approval is granted, staff prepares all necessary notices, 

resolutions and certificates. 

6. City Council holds public hearing(s) on the proposed project to 

consider the advisory recommendation(s). 

7. The City Council grants final approval or denies the request. 
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EXHIBIT A 

BUSINESS ASSISTANCE APPLICATION 

A. APPLICANT INFORMATION 

Name of Corporation/Partnership  

Address  

Primary Contact  

Address  

Phone  Fax  E-mail  

 
Type of business assistance requested (select one): 

 Tax Abatement     Tax Increment Financing     Revolving Loan Fund     Other 

 
Have you been, or are you currently,  involved in any bankruptcy proceedings or lawsuits related to 
other development projects with which you have been involved?  If yes, please provide an 
explanation. 

 
 Yes No 

 
On a separate sheet, please provide the following: 

 Brief description of the corporation/partnership’s business, including history, principal product 
or service, etc.  Attach as Part 1. 

 List names of officers and shareholders/partners with more than five percent (5%) interest in 
the corporation/partnership.  Attach as Part 2. 

 Brief description of the proposed project.  Attach as Part 3. 

 A but for analysis and narrative.  Attach as Part 4. 

 Completed Revolving Loan Fund Application. Attach as Part 5 if required. 

Attorney Name  

Address  

Phone  Fax  E-mail  
 

Contractor Name  

Address  

Phone  Fax  E-mail  
 

Engineer Name  

Address  

Phone  Fax  E-mail  
 

Architect Name  

Address  

Phone  Fax  E-mail  
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B. PROJECT INFORMATION 

The project will be:  (Check all that apply) 

 Industrial: ( New Construction Redevelopment/Rehab  Expansion ) 

 Office/research facility:  ( New Construction Redevelopment/Rehab Expansion ) 

 Commercial:  ( New Construction Redevelopment/Rehab Expansion ) 

 Housing:  ( New Construction Redevelopment/Rehab  Expansion ) 

 Other  
 

The project will be:   Owner Occupied   Leased Space 

 If leased space, please attach a list of names and addresses of future tenants and indicate 
the status of commitments or lease agreements.  Attach as Part 5. 

 

Project Address   

 Include Legal Description and PID number(s).  Attach as Part 6. 
 

Site Plan Attached: Yes  No 
 
 

Current Real Estate Taxes on Project Site:$ _____ 

Estimated Real Estate Taxes Upon Completion: Phase I $__________ 

Phase II $__________ 

Phase III $__________ 

Total  $__________ 

Construction Start Date:  __________________  

Construction Completion Date:  __________________ 
 

If Phased Project:  % Completed in _____years 

  % Completed in _____years 

  % Completed in _____years 
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C. PUBLIC PURPOSE OBJECTIVES 

It is the policy of the City and EDA of Ramsey that the business assistance should result in a public 
benefit as identified in items 1-10 below.  Please indicate how the proposed project will accomplish 
this by checking the appropriate boxes.  Attach additional narrative as Part 7. 
 

 1. To encourage redevelopment. 

 2. To retain local jobs and/or increase the number and diversity of jobs that offer stable 
employment and/or attractive wages and benefits. 

 3. To enhance and/or diversify the City's economic base. 

 4. To encourage additional unsubsidized private (re)development. 

 5. To remove blight and/or encourage (re)development of commercial and industrial 
areas. 

 6. To create housing opportunities. 

 7. To provide a diversity of housing. 

 8. To provide a variety of family housing ownership alternatives and housing choices. 

 9. To promote neighborhood stabilization and revitalization by the removal of blight 
and the upgrading of existing housing stock in residential areas. 

 10. To accomplish other public policies which may be adopted such as the promotion of 
quality urban or architectural design, energy conservation, and decreasing capital 
and/or operating costs of local government. 

 Utilization of architectural and landscaping techniques that will enable the 
components of the project to blend with the natural environment. 

 Mitigation of project impact on the natural environment.  

  

 
D. SOURCES & USES OF FUNDS 

Attach additional information as Part 8 
 

SOURCES  AMOUNT 

Bank Loan $  

Other Loans $  

Owner Equity $  

Fed Grant/Loan $  

State Grant/Loan $  

Industrial Development Bonds $  

Tax Increment Financing $  

Tax Abatement $  

Revolving Loan Fund $  

Other $  

TOTAL $  
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Total Amount of business assistance requested from either Revolving Loan Fund, Abatement, Tax 
Increment Financing or another source:  $_______________

USES  AMOUNT 

Land Acquisition $  

Site Development $  

Construction $  

Machinery & Equipment $  

Architectural/Engineering Fees $  

Debt Service Reserve $  

Contingencies $  

Other $  

TOTAL $  
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E. ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTATION AND CHECKLIST 
Applicants will also be required to provide the following documentation. 
All personal financial information will be kept private and confidential. 

 

 1. Written business plan or a description of the business, ownership/ management, date 
established, products and services, and future plans. 

 2. Financial statements for past two years, including profit and loss statements and 
balance sheets. 

 3. Two year financial projections.  

 4. Personal financial statements of all major shareholders (principals) including the most 
recent 2 years of tax returns. (If requested.) 

 5. Letter of commitment from other sources of financing, stating terms and conditions of 
their participation in the project. 

 6. Administrative fee of up to $5,000.  In addition to defraying the cost of staff time, the 
fee will be used to pay costs associated with processing this request for financial 
assistance such as legal, engineering and financial analysis.  The City reserves the 
right to stop the processing of the request until additional fees are paid should the 
original amount be insufficient to pay such costs.  That portion which remains unspent, 
if any, will be returned only if the project is denied approval. 

 7. Attach the following documentation: 

  Part 1 – Corporation/Partnership Description 

  Part 2 – List of Shareholders/Partners 

  Part 3 – Description of Project  

  Part 4 – But For Analysis 

  Part 5 – List of Prospective Lessees (If requested) 

  Part 6 – Legal Description, Property Identification Numbers,  
maps of the project area, and project renderings 

  Part 7 – Public Purpose Narrative 

  Part 8 – Sources & Uses of Funds – Additional Information 
 
 
 
The undersigned certifies that all information provided in this application is true and correct to the best 
of the undersigned’s knowledge.  The undersigned authorizes the City and EDA of Ramsey to check 
credit references, verify financial and other information, and share this information with other political 
subdivisions as needed.  The undersigned also agrees to provide any additional information as may be 
requested by the City after the filing of this application. 
 

Applicant Name  Date  

By  

Its  

 



 

 

EXHIBIT B 

BUSINESS ASSISTANCE REVIEW WORKSHEET 

FOR COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL PROJECTS 

TO BE COMPLETED BY APPLICANT AND CITY STAFF 
 
A. The project meets which of the following objectives as set forth in Section C of the Business 

Assistance policy: 

 1. To encourage redevelopment. 

 2. To retain local jobs and/or increase the number and diversity of jobs that offer stable 
employment and/or attractive wages and benefits. 

 3. To enhance and/or diversify the City's economic base. 

 4. To encourage additional unsubsidized private (re)development. 

 5. To remove blight and/or encourage (re)development of commercial and industrial 
areas. 

    6.   To accomplish other public policies which may be adopted such as the promotion of 
quality urban or architectural design, energy conservation, and decreasing capital 
and/or operating costs of local government. 

 Utilization of architectural and landscaping techniques that will enable the 
components of the project to blend with the natural environment. 

 Mitigation of project impact on the natural environment.  

 

 
B. Ratio of Private to Public Investment in Project: Points:  

$  Private Investment 5:1 5 
$  Public Investment 4:1 4 
  Ratio Private : Public Financing 3:1 3 
   2:1 2 
   Less than 2:1 1 

 
 
C. Job Creation: Points:  

  Net new jobs (minimum 40 hours per week) or 
fulltime equivalents 

 
50+ 

 
5 

   20+ 4 
   10+ 3 
   5+ 2 
   Less than 2 1 

 
 
D. Wage Level of jobs created: Points:  

Average hourly wage  Over $21/hour 5 
Of new  jobs    $18-21/hour 4 
  $14-17/hour 3 
  $10-13/hour 2 
  Under $10/hour 1 
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E. Ratio Of  Business Assistance To New Jobs Created: Points:  

$  Business assistance requested $5,000 or less 5 
  Number of net new jobs created $15,000 or less 4 
$  of business assist. per net new job created $25,000 or less 3 
   $50,000 or less 2 
   Over $75,000 1 

 
F. Project size: Points:  

 The project will result in the construction  75,000+ 5 
 of  square feet 50,000+ 4 
   25,000+ 3 
   10,000+ 2 
   5,000 or less 1 
     

   
G. Type of Project: Points:  

  100% Owner Occupied  5 
  Mix Owner Occupied & Investment  3 
  Investment Property  1 

 
H. Likelihood that the project will result in unsubsidized, spin-off 

development: 
 

Points: 
 

  High   5 
  Moderate   3 
  Low   1 

 
I.    

      

      

      

      

      

 
Sub-Total Points _____ of a possible 35 points. 
 
Bonus Points  Bonus Points:  

 The project will be 100% pay-as-you-go financing.  3 
 The project is a redevelopment project.  3 
 
 
Total Points:    
 

Overall project analysis: High 35 points 

 Moderate 25 points 

 Low 15 points 

 Not Eligible 5 points 
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APPENDIX I 

Business Subsidy Statute 2008



 

 

APPENDIX II 

Sample Business Subsidy Agreement



 

 

APPENDIX III 

Business Subsidy Reporting Form
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ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY (DRAFT) 

CITY OF RAMSEY 

ANOKA COUNTY 

STATE OF MINNESOTA 

 

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

Thursday, January 11, 2018, at the Ramsey Municipal Center, 7550 Sunwood Drive NW, 

Ramsey, Minnesota. 

 

Members Present: Chairperson Jim Steffen  

Member Brian Burandt 

Member Glen Hardin  

Member Jill Johns 

Member Dominic Kanaventi (left the meeting at 8:18 a.m.) 

Member Chris Riley 

Member Wayne Skaff 

 

Members Absent: Member John LeTourneau 

 

Also Present: Patrick Brama, Econ. Dev. Mgr/Assistant City Administrator 

   Kurt Ulrich, City Administrator 

 

1. CALL TO ORDER 

 

Chairperson Steffen called the Economic Development Authority meeting to order at 7:32 a.m. 

 

2. APPROVE AGENDA 

 

Motion by Member Skaff, seconded by Member Hardin, to approve the agenda. 

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes: Chairperson Steffen, Members Skaff, Hardin, Burandt, Johns, 

Kanaventi, and Riley.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Member LeTourneau.  

 

3. APPROVE MINUTES 

 

3.01: Approve Meeting Minutes Dated December 14, 2017 

 

Motion by Member Skaff, seconded by Member Hardin, to approve the December 14, 2017, 

minutes as presented. 

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes: Chairperson Steffen, Members Skaff, Hardin, Burandt, Johns, 

Kanaventi, and Riley.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Member LeTourneau.  

 

4. EDA BUSINESS 

 

4.01: Centra Homes Purchase Agreement (Portions of case may be closed to the public)  
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Economic Dev. Mgr/Assistant City Administrator Brama presented the staff report. 

 

David Patberg, Centra Homes, stated that Centra Homes is a locally owned home developer 

based out of Coon Rapids.  He provided background information on the company, noting that the 

company began with bank owned properties and has experience in Ramsey.  He stated that as the 

market has changed in the last seven years, they have changed their focus from bank owned 

properties to land development.  He noted that they have built homes all throughout the metro 

area and build about 120 homes per year.  He stated that they like the energy and activity within 

Ramsey right now and have worked with staff to incorporate their comments into these proposed 

plans.  He recognized that this is City owned land and noted that they are flexible and can adjust 

their plans to the demands of the City, while still remaining in the limits of the current market.   

 

Member Skaff asked if the product is on slab, whether it would have multiple levels, price range, 

and when the model would be available. 

 

Mr. Patberg stated that it seems the water table is high and therefore they are planning slab on 

grade, but will confirm that through engineering.  He stated that they plan to start in the mid 

$200,000’s to middle $300,00s.  He estimated a range of 1,800 to 2,300 square feet for the 

product size and noted that most units would have three bedrooms and 2.5 bathrooms with some 

units having an option for a fourth bedroom.  He stated that they would like to begin as soon as 

possible.  He believed that if everything moves forward smoothly, they could have a model ready 

by late summer, early fall as roads would need to be in before homes could be built.   

 

Member Skaff asked for information on access and whether it will be easy for visitors to find 

available parking. 

 

Mr. Patberg noted that because Bunker Lake Boulevard is a busy road and the fact that there 

would be a ditch between that roadway and the homes that face Bunker, they will tell buyers that 

they cannot park on that roadway.  He stated that there will be available parking within the site.  

He advised that each unit would have a two-car garage, with two additional parking spaces 

within the driveways.  He confirmed that this development would be managed by a home 

owners’ association.  He stated that they have provided multiple options to gain input on from 

the City which would have different street access and layout. 

 

Chairperson Steffen asked if the developer has a favorite choice. 

 

Mr. Patberg stated that his preferred choice would be exhibit C.  He noted that is the lowest price 

point because it would require the most street and utility work.  

 

Chairperson Steffen asked for information on the element that runs through the middle. 

 

Mr. Patberg replied that it is a proposed trail. 

 

The members from Centra Homes excused themselves and thanked the EDA for their time. 
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Chairperson Steffen asked if the group should go into closed session. 

 

Member Riley stated that he does not believe that the EDA would need to go into closed session. 

 

Economic Dev. Mgr./Assistant City Administrator Brama stated that he believes the offer to be 

realistic and reasonable, however he would also think it reasonable for the City to counteroffer.   

 

Chairperson Steffen agreed that would be fair.  He stated that everyone would like to see that 

parcel developed as it has remained vacant for quite some time. 

 

Member Skaff noted that the additional rooftops will also help the City to accomplish other 

goals. 

 

Member Riley stated that this is exactly the type of development that is planned for that area.  He 

stated that he prefers exhibit C, as it would have homes facing Ramsey Boulevard as well.  He 

agreed that the price seems within the realm and the City should continue negotiations.  He 

stated that this option would be a gain for the City with the additional rooftops and tax base. 

 

Chairperson Steffen stated that the developer seems flexible and willing to work with the City. 

 

Economic Dev. Mgr./Assistant City Administrator Brama confirmed that the City has experience 

with this developer that has been positive.  He noted that the developer has been great to work 

with and has been flexible. 

 

Motion by Member Skaff, seconded by Member Kanaventi, to direct staff to continue 

negotiations and recommend to City Council to approve the purchase agreement with Centra 

Homes for 4.29 acres of City owned land with a preference for exhibit C because of the 

increased number of rooftops and tax base that would be generated. 

 

Further discussion:  Member Burandt stated that he prefers exhibit C as well, as that provides the 

highest number of rooftops and increases the tax base.   

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes: Chairperson Steffen, Members Skaff, Kanaventi, Hardin, Burandt, 

Johns, and Riley.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Member LeTourneau.  

 

4.02: RCP Presentation: Community Center 

 

It was noted that the students were not present today and therefore no comments were made on 

this agenda item. 

 

4.03: Inland MOU Infrastructure 

 

Economic Dev. Mgr/Assistant City Administrator Brama presented the staff report. 

 

Chairperson Steffen asked if it is unique that the developer would pay the costs up front with the 

City to reimburse. 



Economic Development Authority/January 11, 2018 

Page 4 of 7 

 

Economic Dev. Mgr./Assistant City Administrator Brama stated that every project is different.  

He noted that some projects have a real time split, some projects the City pays the costs up front 

and assesses the cost back to the developer over time, and in this case the developer would pay 

the costs up front and the City would reimburse their portion.  He noted that this proposed case 

would be the least amount of risk for the City.  He noted that this will move forward to the City 

Council on January 23rd.  He advised that a final review would still come back before both the 

EDA and City Council for consideration of a formal TIF Agreement.   

 

Chairperson Steffen asked if there would be first floor retail or a restaurant. 

 

Economic Dev. Mgr./Assistant City Administrator Brama replied that the developer moved their 

project further away from Sunwood in order to avoid that element.  He noted that the City would 

retain ownership of the parcel along Sunwood Drive for future commercial or mixed use 

development.   

 

Motion by Member Hardin, seconded by Member Skaff, to recommend to City Council to 

approve the public infrastructure MOU with CAP Acquisitions. 

 

Further discussion:  Member Riley stated that this appears to simply be related to the short-term 

financing method as the long-term financing will come from TIF.  He stated that it appears this 

option will let the developer finance upfront, with TIF paying that back in the future.  Economic 

Dev. Mgr./Assistant City Administrator Brama confirmed that is generally correct.  Member 

Riley stated that this seems to be a good use of TIF.  Economic Dev. Mgr./Assistant City 

Administrator Brama stated that in past practice this seems to be a realistic time for payback. 

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes: Chairperson Steffen, Members Hardin, Skaff, Burandt, Johns, 

Kanaventi, and Riley.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Member LeTourneau.  

 

Member Riley stated that he does not like the street names.  He stated that they have gone away 

from the naming mechanism in the past within The COR district and therefore recommend that 

they go away from the mechanism in this case as well.   

 

Economic Dev. Mgr./Assistant City Administrator Brama stated that he will pass on the 

comments.   

 

4.04: CBRE: Pricing Strategy (Portions of this case may be closed to the public) 

 

Economic Dev. Mgr/Assistant City Administrator Brama presented the staff report. 

 

Member Kanaventi left the meeting. 

 

Recess and Reconvene  

Motion by Member Riley, seconded by Member Hardin, to recess the meeting to closed session 

at 8:18 a.m. 
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The meeting reconvened to open session at 8:43 a.m. 

 

Economic Dev. Mgr./Assistant City Administrator Brama confirmed the consensus of the Board 

with the pricing strategy as proposed.  

 

5. MEMBER / STAFF UPDATE 

 

5.01: 2017 Business Retention and Expansion Program Report 

 

Econ. Dev. Mgr/Assistant City Administrator Brama reviewed the staff report, reviewing the 

business retention and expansion program activity for 2017. 

 

Member Burandt asked if additional background information will be given to the City Council 

regarding certain comments, using Highway 10 as an example. 

 

Economic Dev. Mgr./Assistant City Administrator Brama confirmed that additional background 

information is available.   

 

Chairperson Steffen asked the official response regarding additional low-income housing. 

 

Economic Dev. Mgr./Assistant City Administrator Brama stated that there is not an official 

response.  He noted that unofficially, he has observed the City may potentially be reaching their 

limit on low income housing specifically located on City owned land within The COR.  He 

stated that on privately owned property, the City would not have control as long as the property 

owner has entitlement to the property and is not requesting City assistance. 

 

Chairperson Steffen asked if there is a list of businesses to visit in 2018. 

 

Economic Dev. Mgr./Assistant City Administrator Brama stated that the list has not yet been 

generated.   

 

Chairperson Steffen stated that he would like to see the list once generated, noting that he likes to 

attend the visits with staff. 

 

Member Skaff noted that he would also be interested. 

 

Member Riley stated that he would like to see this information presented to the City Council in a 

worksession with multiple years of data so that discussion can occur.  He asked if the comments 

regarding low-income housing are coming from the businesses and whether the businesses feel 

that is hurting their business. 

 

Economic Dev. Mgr./Assistant City Administrator Brama provided inputs that he has received.  

He noted, he was told by businesses that if there is too high of a concentration of low-income 

housing in one area, it can deteriorate the perception of the community, and it can deteriorate the 

perceived value of properties in an area, and Ramsey business owners have invested a lot in their 

properties, and have a lot of pride in their properties.  He noted that he also hears that some 
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businesses are pleased with the low-income housing because that provides workers for their 

warehouse jobs.   

 

Chairperson Steffen stated that perhaps the City should determine what the balance should be to 

determine when that market would be saturated.   

 

City Administrator Ulrich stated that there is a housing plan that encourages different types of 

housing.  He stated that the Metropolitan Council also tracks the availability of affordable 

housing and noted that some of the housing stock within Ramsey also qualifies within the 

affordable range.  He stated that there have been comments on the number of even market rate 

apartment buildings.  He noted that there has been a lot of discussion within the past year on that 

topic. 

 

5.02: Member/Staff Input 

 

The EDA reviewed the Staff Update.  

 

Economic Dev. Mgr./Assistant City Administrator Brama provided a brief update. 

 

City Administrator Ulrich provided a brief update on the recent grant funds received by the City 

of Anoka for Highway 10 improvements.  He provided additional updates on the potential 

Ramsey Boulevard rail crossing and Highway 10 Committee activity. 

 

Member Skaff asked if there are plans for the property east of Village Bank. 

 

Economic Dev. Mgr./Assistant City Administrator Brama provided an update on a land use 

application received by the City.  He also provided a brief update on other development activity 

within Ramsey.   

 

6. ADJOURNMENT 

 

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

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes: Chairperson Steffen, Members Skaff, Hardin, Burandt, Johns, and 

Riley.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  Members LeTourneau and Kanaventi.  

 

The regular meeting of the Economic Development Authority adjourned at 9:06 a.m. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

 

________________________________ 

Kurtis G. Ulrich 

City Administrator 
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ATTEST: 

 

 

__________________________________ 

Patrick Brama 

Econ. Dev. Mgr/Assistant City Administrator 

 

 

Draft by Amanda Staple 

TimeSaver Off Site Secretarial, Inc. 
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Senior Market Rate Apartments
City of Ramsey

173 Senior Rental Units

ASSUMPTIONS AND RATES

DistrictType: Redevelopment
District Name/Number: 1-14 COR
County District #: V7 Exempt Class Rate (Exempt) 0.00%
First Year Construction or Inflation on Value 2018 Commercial Industrial Preferred Class Rate (C/I Pref.)
Existing District  -  Specify No. Years Remaining 21                First $150,000 1.50%
Inflation Rate - Every Year: 0.00% Over $150,000 2.00%
Interest Rate: 4.50% Commercial  Industrial Class Rate (C/I) 2.00%
Present Value Date: 1-Aug-19 Rental Housing Class Rate (Rental) 1.25%
First Period Ending 1-Feb-20 Affordable Rental Housing Class Rate (Aff. Rental)
Tax Year District was Certified: Pay 2011 First $100,000 0.75%
Cashflow Assumes First Tax Increment For Development: 2020 Over $100,000 0.25%
Years of Tax Increment 21 Non-Homestead Residential (Non-H Res. 1 Unit)
Assumes Last Year of Tax Increment 2040 First $500,000 1.00%
Fiscal Disparities Election [Outside (A),  Inside (B), or NA] Outside(A) Over $500,000 1.25%
Incremental or Total Fiscal Disparities Incremental Homestead Residental Class Rate (Hmstd. Res.)
Fiscal Disparities Contribution Ratio 37.0320% Pay 2018 Prelim. First $500,000 1.00%
Fiscal Disparities Metro-Wide Tax Rate 145.0950% Pay 2018 Prelim. Over $500,000 1.25%
Maximum/Frozen Local Tax Rate: 110.413% Pay 2011 Agricultural Non-Homestead 1.00%
Current Local Tax Rate: (Use lesser of Current or Max.) 98.698% Pay 2018 Prelim.

State-wide Tax Rate (Comm./Ind. only used for total taxes) 45.0000% Pay 2018 Prelim.
Market Value Tax Rate (Used for total taxes) 0.21575% Pay 2018 Prelim.

Building Total Percentage Tax Year Property Current Class After
Land Market Market Of Value Used Original Original Tax Original After Conversion

Map # PID Owner Address Market Value Value Value for District Market Value Market Value Class Tax Capacity Conversion Orig. Tax Cap.
28-32-25-24-0008 City of Ramsey unassigned 1,665,300$     0 1,665,300 100.0% 1,665,300 Pay 2019 Exempt -                     Rental 20,816                    

1,665,300 0 1,665,300 1,665,300  0 20,816

Note:
1.  Base values are for pay 2019 based upon information from the County Assessor.

Area/ 
Phase

Tax Rates

 BASE VALUE INFORMATION  (Original Tax Capacity)

Prepared by Ehlers & Associates, Inc. - Estimates Only N:\Minnsota\Ramsey\Housing - Economic - Redevelopment\TIF\TIF Districts\TIF District No. 14 - COR\COR\TIF Runs\2017\TIF Run 1-17-2018 Senior Rental.xls
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Senior Market Rate Apartments
City of Ramsey

173 Senior Rental Units

Estimated Taxable Total Taxable Property Percentage Percentage Percentage Percentage First Year
Market Value Market Value Total Market Tax Project Project Tax Completed Completed Completed Completed Full Taxes

Area/Phase New Use Per Sq. Ft./Unit  Per Sq. Ft./Unit Sq. Ft./Units Value Class Tax Capacity Capacity/Unit 2018 2019 2020 2021 Payable
Apartments 120,000 120,000          173 20,760,000 Rental 259,500 1,500               35% 100% 100% 100% 2021

TOTAL 20,760,000  259,500     
Subtotal Residential 173 20,760,000  259,500     
Subtotal Commercial/Ind. 0 0  0     

Note:
1. Market values are based upon estimates from County Assessor on 6-21-2017.

Total Fiscal Local Local Fiscal State-wide Market
Tax Disparities Tax Property Disparities Property Value Total Taxes Per

New Use Capacity Tax Capacity Capacity Taxes Taxes Taxes Taxes Taxes Sq. Ft./Unit
Apartments 259,500 0 259,500 256,121 0 0 44,790 300,911 1,739.37

TOTAL 259,500 0 259,500 256,121 0 0 44,790 300,911
Note:  
1.  Taxes and tax increment will vary signficantly from year to year depending upon values, rates, state law, fiscal disparities and other factors
         which cannot be predicted.

Total Property Taxes 300,911
less State-wide Taxes 0
less Fiscal Disp. Adj. 0
less Market Value Taxes (44,790)
less Base Value Taxes (20,545)
Annual Gross TIF 235,576

 WHAT IS EXCLUDED FROM TIF?

TAX CALCULATIONS

PROJECT INFORMATION (Project Tax Capacity)

Prepared by Ehlers & Associates, Inc. - Estimates Only N:\Minnsota\Ramsey\Housing - Economic - Redevelopment\TIF\TIF Districts\TIF District No. 14 - COR\COR\TIF Runs\2017\TIF Run 1-17-2018 Senior Rental.xls
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Senior Market Rate Apartments
City of Ramsey

173 Senior Rental Units

TAX INCREMENT CASH FLOW
Project Original Fiscal Captured Local Annual Semi-Annual State Admin. Semi-Annual Semi-Annual PERIOD

% of Tax Tax Disparities Tax Tax Gross Tax Gross Tax Auditor at Net Tax Present  ENDING Tax  Payment
OTC Capacity Capacity Incremental Capacity Rate Increment Increment 0.36% 10% Increment Value Yrs. Year Date

-                     -                -                    -                    02/01/20
100% 90,825               (20,816)          -                   70,009              98.698% 69,097          34,549               (124)              (3,442)               30,982              29,633              0.5 2020 08/01/20
100% 90,825               (20,816)          -                   70,009              98.698% 69,097          34,549               (124)              (3,442)               30,982              58,615              1 2020 02/01/21
100% 259,500             (20,816)          -                   238,684            98.698% 235,576        117,788             (424)              (11,736)             105,628            155,247            1.5 2021 08/01/21
100% 259,500             (20,816)          -                   238,684            98.698% 235,576        117,788             (424)              (11,736)             105,628            249,754            2 2021 02/01/22
100% 259,500             (20,816)          -                   238,684            98.698% 235,576        117,788             (424)              (11,736)             105,628            342,180            2.5 2022 08/01/22
100% 259,500             (20,816)          -                   238,684            98.698% 235,576        117,788             (424)              (11,736)             105,628            432,573            3 2022 02/01/23
100% 259,500             (20,816)          -                   238,684            98.698% 235,576        117,788             (424)              (11,736)             105,628            520,977            3.5 2023 08/01/23
100% 259,500             (20,816)          -                   238,684            98.698% 235,576        117,788             (424)              (11,736)             105,628            607,435            4 2023 02/01/24
100% 259,500             (20,816)          -                   238,684            98.698% 235,576        117,788             (424)              (11,736)             105,628            691,991            4.5 2024 08/01/24
100% 259,500             (20,816)          -                   238,684            98.698% 235,576        117,788             (424)              (11,736)             105,628            774,687            5 2024 02/01/25
100% 259,500             (20,816)          -                   238,684            98.698% 235,576        117,788             (424)              (11,736)             105,628            855,562            5.5 2025 08/01/25
100% 259,500             (20,816)          -                   238,684            98.698% 235,576        117,788             (424)              (11,736)             105,628            934,658            6 2025 02/01/26
100% 259,500             (20,816)          -                   238,684            98.698% 235,576        117,788             (424)              (11,736)             105,628            1,012,014         6.5 2026 08/01/26
100% 259,500             (20,816)          -                   238,684            98.698% 235,576        117,788             (424)              (11,736)             105,628            1,087,667         7 2026 02/01/27
100% 259,500             (20,816)          -                   238,684            98.698% 235,576        117,788             (424)              (11,736)             105,628            1,161,656         7.5 2027 08/01/27
100% 259,500             (20,816)          -                   238,684            98.698% 235,576        117,788             (424)              (11,736)             105,628            1,234,016         8 2027 02/01/28
100% 259,500             (20,816)          -                   238,684            98.698% 235,576        117,788             (424)              (11,736)             105,628            1,304,784         8.5 2028 08/01/28
100% 259,500             (20,816)          -                   238,684            98.698% 235,576        117,788             (424)              (11,736)             105,628            1,373,995         9 2028 02/01/29
100% 259,500             (20,816)          -                   238,684            98.698% 235,576        117,788             (424)              (11,736)             105,628            1,441,683         9.5 2029 08/01/29
100% 259,500             (20,816)          -                   238,684            98.698% 235,576        117,788             (424)              (11,736)             105,628            1,507,881         10 2029 02/01/30
100% 259,500             (20,816)          -                   238,684            98.698% 235,576        117,788             (424)              (11,736)             105,628            1,572,623         10.5 2030 08/01/30
100% 259,500             (20,816)          -                   238,684            98.698% 235,576        117,788             (424)              (11,736)             105,628            1,635,940         11 2030 02/01/31
100% 259,500             (20,816)          -                   238,684            98.698% 235,576        117,788             (424)              (11,736)             105,628            1,697,864         11.5 2031 08/01/31
100% 259,500             (20,816)          -                   238,684            98.698% 235,576        117,788             (424)              (11,736)             105,628            1,758,425         12 2031 02/01/32
100% 259,500             (20,816)          -                   238,684            98.698% 235,576        117,788             (424)              (11,736)             105,628            1,817,654         12.5 2032 08/01/32
100% 259,500             (20,816)          -                   238,684            98.698% 235,576        117,788             (424)              (11,736)             105,628            1,875,579         13 2032 02/01/33
100% 259,500             (20,816)          -                   238,684            98.698% 235,576        117,788             (424)              (11,736)             105,628            1,932,230         13.5 2033 08/01/33
100% 259,500             (20,816)          -                   238,684            98.698% 235,576        117,788             (424)              (11,736)             105,628            1,987,634         14 2033 02/01/34
100% 259,500             (20,816)          -                   238,684            98.698% 235,576        117,788             (424)              (11,736)             105,628            2,041,819         14.5 2034 08/01/34

100% 259,500             (20,816)          -                   238,684            98.698% 235,576        117,788             (424)              (11,736)             105,628            2,094,811         15 2034 02/01/35

100% 259,500             (20,816)          -                   238,684            98.698% 235,576        117,788             (424)              (11,736)             105,628            2,146,638         15.5 2035 08/01/35

100% 259,500             (20,816)          -                   238,684            98.698% 235,576        117,788             (424)              (11,736)             105,628            2,197,324         16 2035 02/01/36

100% 259,500             (20,816)          -                   238,684            98.698% 235,576        117,788             (424)              (11,736)             105,628            2,246,894         16.5 2036 08/01/36

100% 259,500             (20,816)          -                   238,684            98.698% 235,576        117,788             (424)              (11,736)             105,628            2,295,374         17 2036 02/01/37

100% 259,500             (20,816)          -                   238,684            98.698% 235,576        117,788             (424)              (11,736)             105,628            2,342,787         17.5 2037 08/01/37

100% 259,500             (20,816)          -                   238,684            98.698% 235,576        117,788             (424)              (11,736)             105,628            2,389,157         18 2037 02/01/38

100% 259,500             (20,816)          -                   238,684            98.698% 235,576        117,788             (424)              (11,736)             105,628            2,434,506         18.5 2038 08/01/38

100% 259,500             (20,816)          -                   238,684            98.698% 235,576        117,788             (424)              (11,736)             105,628            2,478,858         19 2038 02/01/39

100% 259,500             (20,816)          -                   238,684            98.698% 235,576        117,788             (424)              (11,736)             105,628            2,522,233         19.5 2039 08/01/39

100% 259,500             (20,816)          -                   238,684            98.698% 235,576        117,788             (424)              (11,736)             105,628            2,564,654         20 2039 02/01/40

100% 259,500             (20,816)          -                   238,684            98.698% 235,576        117,788             (424)              (11,736)             105,628            2,606,142         20.5 2040 08/01/40

100% 259,500             (20,816)          -                   238,684            98.698% 235,576        117,788             (424)              (11,736)             105,628            2,646,717         21 2040 02/01/41

      Total 4,780,619          (17,210)         (476,341)           4,287,068         
Present Value From  08/01/2019 Present Value Rate 4.50% 2,951,421          (10,625)         (294,080)           2,646,717         
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Information
Title
Adopt Resolution #18-029 Approving Participation in Metropolitan Council Water Efficiency Potential Project

Purpose/Background:
Purpose:
The purpose of this case is to adopt Resolution #18-029 approving the City of Ramsey’s participation in the
Metropolitan Council Water Efficiency Potential Project.

Background:
Per the attached email from the Metropolitan Council received November 27, 2017, a Water Efficiency Potential
Project has been commissioned to assess the economic potential of whether an aggressive water conservation
program could reduce a community’s expansion of water supply to meet future residential needs.

Based on current water use data and projected population growth, Ramsey ranks #19 out of all Twin Cities metro
cities as a potential candidate community for economic analysis of potential peak water demand reduction. The
Metropolitan Council therefore believes the City of Ramsey can potentially benefit from such an analysis, and
would like to know if the City is willing to be included in the study.

The study generally seeks to answer three questions regarding residential water use: 
What overall peak reduction would a community need to achieve to avoid (or delay) installation of a new
well?

1.

What amount of total water savings could be realized, and how many years of delay for a new well (or wells)
can be achieved?

2.

What is the total cost to reduce peak demand through residential efficiency, and how does this cost compare
with the cost of a new well (or wells)? 

3.

The first step in the analysis was an exercise to determine which of the 94 metropolitan communities with
groundwater supplies and a large residential sector have the most potential to benefit from this analysis. The
Metropolitan Council considered total population growth through 2040, residential water demand, peak summer to
winter ratio, and estimated number of new wells through 2040. Based on these factors, Ramsey ranks #19 (just
breaking the top 20) of the 94 communities reviewed. See page 6 of the attached memo from CDM Smith, Met
Council’s consultant on this project, which details the analysis used to identify the communities with the greatest
potential for residential water efficiency.

There is no cost to participate in the study, but if a City agrees to participate the City must provide the following
specific information for the next part of the analysis: 

Well yield data for each well
Annual operational costs for treatment and for well operation
Description, program costs, and number of staff for current water conservation programs
Unit cost per 1,000 gallons of raw water (before treatment, if any)

This information can be generated by Staff within several hours if Council approves participation in the project.

The Metropolitan Council originally requested a response by December 8, 2017 as to whether the City of Ramsey



was willing to participate. City Staff asked for an extension to allow Staff to present this information to advisory
boards and committees before requesting City Council approval on January 23rd, 2018 to participate in the project.
The Met Council approved the extension.

On December 18, 2017, Staff provided an update on this project to the Environmental Policy Board (EPB). The
EPB provided some generalized feedback on this potential opportunity. There was general consensus supporting the
‘survey’ portion of the project, but a concern was raised regarding the results of the survey. More specifically, the
EPB raised the issue of equitable application of results. They would not want to see the results only applied to
Ramsey or the other communities that participated as this could create an unfair burden on water users in Ramsey,
such as increased water costs.

On January 16, 2018, the Public Works Committee (PWC) discussed the Metropolitan Council’s request to
participate in the Metropolitan Council Water Efficiency Potential Project, and discussed the feedback received
from the EPB. After some discussion as to whether this project would ultimately be beneficial for the City, the
PWC ultimately recommended City Council approval to participate in Metropolitan Council’s Water Efficiency
Potential Project by a vote of 2 (for) to 1 (against). However, this vote was contingent on confirmation by the
Metropolitan Council that the results of the project will not adversely impact the City of Ramsey, including its
businesses and residents.

On January 17th Staff received the following response to the concerns discussed by the EPB and the PWC via email
from Brian Davis with the Metropolitan Council;

“The Metropolitan Council has no statutory authority regarding water use restrictions or water supply capital
improvements for any municipalities. Our work is conducted under the auspices of Minnesota Statute 473.1565 (a
copy of this statute is attached to the case). We cannot impose any water use restrictions or water supply capital
improvements on any municipality. Furthermore, this project is not intended to support any such restrictions.

Many communities have raised the issue of revenue reductions resulting from water conservation. This project
assesses the economic potential of whether an aggressive water conservation program could reduce the
community’s expansion of water supply wells to meet future residential needs. The focus on “economic potential” is
a critical point. If the summer peaking factor is reduced, will the existing wells be sufficient to meet the future water
demand as population increases? If so, how much money would be saved by not having to install and maintain
additional water supply wells? Such savings could translate to lower water rates over the long run, which is a
“win” for all parties. Conversely, if the costs of an aggressive water conservation program exceed the financial
savings resulting from a reduction in the number of new wells needed, then it would not make financial sense for a
community to pursue such a program.

We recognize that communities are not all the same. Instead of a one-size-fits-all approach to water conservation, a
more practical approach is to tailor such activities to the characteristics of each community.

Our project will help growing communities make financially sound long-term decisions regarding water supply
management. The information gained from this project could be useful for a utility when deciding whether or not to
pursue an aggressive water conservation program.”

Notification:
Notifications are not required for this case.

Observations/Alternatives:
Observations:
Staff is hopeful that the response provided by Brian Davis with the Met Council will adequately address the
concerns raised by EPB and PWC members, and will allow the City Council to approve City participation in the
project. Based on the information provided to date, Staff is hopeful that the project may yield results that will allow
the City to save costs on future water supply infrastructure.

Alternatives:

tel:473.1565


Alternatives:
Alternative #1 – Motion to adopt Resolution #18-029 approving the City of Ramsey’s participation in the
Metropolitan Council Water Efficiency Potential Project.

Alternative #2 – Motion to deny adoption of Resolution #18-029 at this time.

Funding Source:
No costs are associated with this request, other than the time it will take Staff to gather and provide the requested
water supply system data.

Recommendation:
Based on the response received from the Metropolitan Council confirming that the study results will not adversely
impact the City of Ramsey, and the potential for the study to result in future cost savings for water supply
infrastructure, Staff recommends alternative #1. On January 16th, the Public Works Committee recommended City
Council approval to participate in the Metropolitan Council Water Efficiency Potential Project by a vote of 2 (for)
to 1 (against), contingent on confirmation by the Metropolitan Council that the results of the project will not
adversely impact the City of Ramsey, including its businesses and residents. As noted earlier, the consensus of the
EPB was to support the ‘survey’ portion of the project after ensuring that the results of the study would not
adversely impact the City of Ramsey by creating an unfair burden on City water users.

Action:
Motion recommending City Council approval to participate in a Metropolitan Council Water Efficiency Potential
Project.

Attachments
Met Council email
CDM Smith Memo
MSS 473.1565
Resolution
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Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 01/18/2018 04:32 PM
Form Started By: Bruce Westby Started On: 01/16/2018 08:28 AM
Final Approval Date: 01/18/2018 







Memorandum

To: Brian Davis, Metropolitan Council

From: Bill Davis, Jodi Polzin, CDM Smith

Date: November 10, 2017

Subject: Water Efficiency Project - Preliminary Community Screening 

This memo outlines the data processing steps used to screen municipal water systems 
(”communities”) to identify potential candidate communities for economic analysis of potential 
peak demand reduction.

The objective of the community screening process is to identify municipal water systems with the 
following characteristics:

 A high percentage of residential water use

 A high residential gallon per capita per day (gpcd) rate of use

 A high summer peak month to winter average water use ratio

 A high projected population growth from 2017 to 2040

 A high number of estimated new wells needed by 2040

This memorandum describes the data and process to screen communities for these five 
characteristics.

Data Sources
Four data files were provided by Metropolitan Council for use in this screening process:

1. MPARS_Inventory_20170607.xlsx – This file contains 584 records in which each record 
represents an annual report for a water system. The data fields include:

 Permit Number

 Landowner Name

 County

 Year

 Population Served
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 Maximum Day Volume

 Maximum Day Date

 Reported Water Use (total volume)

 Total Gallons Delivered

 Residential Gallons Delivered

 Residential Connections:

o Residential Metered Connections

o Resource Type (groundwater, lake, stream/river)

o Use Type (municipal/public water supply, private water supply, 
commercial/institutional water supply)

2. MPARS_Monthly_20170607.xlsx – This file contains 130,690 records in which each record 
represents an annual report for a water withdrawal point. The data fields include:

 Permit Number

 Year

 January Gallons through December Gallons

 Installation Total (annual total in million gallons)

 Major Use Category (industrial, irrigation power generation, water supply)

 Resource Type (groundwater, lake, stream/river)

 County

 Latitude & Longitude of withdrawal point

3. Thrive-MSP-2040-Forecasts-(January-2017).xlsx -  This file contains population, housing and 
employment projections for municipalities and counties within the Metropolitan Region. The 
data are for the years 2010, 2020, 2030 and 2040.

4. MDH Well database – This database consists of multiple Excel files downloaded from the 
MDH database. The two files, and the related data, used for this analysis are:

 PWS.xls – contains Name of Community and PWS ID number

 FACILITY.xls – contains the PWS ID number, Facility Code (WL for well), Availability Code 
(PRIM for primary, EMER for emergency) for each well.
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From this data, the PWS number can be identified in the PWS file for each community of interest 
and used to identify wells listed in the Facility file for the communities of interest. Well data from 
the Facility file is selected for primary wells only, excluding emergency wells, and a count of the 
number of wells per community is determined.

Screening Criteria
The screening process began with data from the Inventory file. CDM Smith added four new fields to 
the database:

 Municipal System (yes or blank)

 Groundwater (yes or blank)

 Percent Residential by Volume (residential delivered/total delivered)

 Residential GPCD (residential delivered/population served)

Only records for systems that are municipal systems were selected for further screening. The 
screening also excluded systems that relied on purchased water. Note that the City of Medina has 
three permit numbers and White Bear Township has two permit numbers. The data, by permit 
number, were merged for each of these communities. Each municipal system has from 1 to 4 
records for the years 2013 to 2016. The values for population served, total delivery volume, and 
residential delivery volume were averaged across all available years for each municipal system. The 
percent residential volume and the residential GPCD were calculated from the averages for each 
system. There are 100 municipal systems that meet the criteria of municipal systems on 
groundwater. Those that provide wholesale water to other systems were excluded leaving 94 
systems as potential communities. (A list of known interconnections among systems is included at 
the end of this memo.)

The data for these 94 systems were sorted by percent residential and residential GPCD to identify 
communities that best meet the first two selection criteria. The percent residential by volume 
ranges from 99 percent to 23 percent. The residential GPCD ranges from 124 to 27 GPCD.

The second step was to analyze the Monthly water use data. A table was created from the Inventory 
data that included the permit number and name of the 94 selected systems. This table was used as a 
lookup table to pull out the monthly water use records for these systems. 

In the prior analysis using this database with respect to water billing rates, only the data since the 
year 2000 was used. This same assumption was applied to the current analysis, which reduced the 
number of records representing water withdrawals by withdrawal point (well) for the 94 systems. 
The monthly water withdrawal volumes by withdrawal point (well) were summed for each system 
for each year. This resulted in 17 annual records for most of the systems. For the two systems with 
less than 17 years of data, both had at least eight years (2009-2016) of data available.

The water withdrawals by month were averaged by month across all available years for each 
system. From these monthly averages, the following data were calculated:
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 The maximum month volume

 The winter average volume (average of October – April)

 The ratio of maximum month volume to the winter average volume

Note that these calculations of the peak month ratio are based on a longer time period (2000-2016) 
than the time period (2013-2016) used in the computation of the percent residential volume and 
residential GPCD. A comparison calculation of the peak month ratios was conducted using only the 
2013-2016 period and found that in general the ratios were lower. Further investigation revealed 
that many of the system peak month volumes occurred during a period from about 2003 to 2008. 
Therefore, the peak month ratios from the 17-year data were used in the analysis.

The peak month to winter ratio of each system was matched to the summary data from the 
Inventory file by permit number. This information allows the 94 communities to be sorted by the 
peak month to winter ratio with respect to the third selection criteria. 

One system (the City of Lexington in Anoka County with an average population served of 2,062) has 
a peak ratio of 68. Review of the monthly withdrawal data for this system indicates that Lexington 
purchases water from Blaine and only uses its well to supplement water for higher summer 
demand. Thus, the winter average used to calculate the ratio was extremely low. With the exception 
of this one system, the peak ratios of the systems range from 4.1 to 1.3.

The third step in the process was to identify the future population growth percentage for the 94 
systems. The population data is by municipality rather than by water system. The data are 
organized by county and then municipality. Some municipalities are partially listed in two counties. 
For these municipalities, the two populations were combined to represent the entire municipality.

The municipality names in the population data were matched with the municipal water system 
names from the MPARS data. The population values for 2010 and 2040 were used to calculate the 
population growth for each of the communities. The growth ranged from 59,032 (St. Paul Regional 
Services) to -126 (City of Lakeland).

The fourth step in the process was to approximate the number of new wells each community would 
need by 2040. The MDH well data was used to derive the current number of active wells (excluding 
emergency wells). The population served by each community was divided by the number of wells 
to estimate the ratio of population served per well. The change in population from 2010 to 2040 
was divided by this ratio to estimate the number of future new wells needed for each community. 
This assumes that the ratio of population per well remains the same, and that all new water supply 
will be provided from new wells. The resulting estimate of new wells needed was rounded to the 
nearest integer. Almost a third (30) of the communities do not appear to need new wells in the 
future. Two communities (Lake Elmo and Dayton) may need as many as 9 new wells by 2040 given 
their current ratio of population per well and projected population growth.
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Ranking, Scoring, and Recommendation
Two further steps were used to rank and score the communities with respect to the five criteria. 
The list of communities was sorted for each of the criteria: percent residential use, residential 
GPCD, peak ratio, total population growth, and number of new wells. Each time the list was ranked, 
a rank order was assigned to the communities, ranging from 1 to 94.  Each time the list was sorted 
the values of the top 20 communities of that criteria was highlighted. 

Note that for most criteria, the communities were ranked in order from 1 to 94. However, for the 
number of new wells criterion, which was an integer from 0 to 9, there were multiple “ties” for each 
level. For example, the two communities with 9 new wells were both ranked “1”, then the three 
communities with 8 new wells were all ranked “3”, the communities with 7 new wells were all 
ranked “6”, etc.

The overall ranking value (score) of each community was calculated as a sum of the five ranking 
numbers. Thus, the score values have a potential range from 5 (5 x 1) to 470 (5 x 94).  A low score 
corresponds to a higher preference for assessment of water efficiency potential. The actual scores 
of the communities ranged from 67 up to 399. As currently calculated, each criterion carries the 
same weight in determining the overall score. Thought was given to the possibility of weighting the 
individual criteria in the calculation of the score. However, it was decided that any weighting 
scheme would impose some level of subjectivity into the selection process. Interestingly, a few tests 
of alternate weighting schemes resulted in only relatively minor changes in the final ranking. 
Depending upon which criterion had the most weight, one or two communities would be shifted in 
or out of the top 20 communities. The final (non-weighted) listing of communities by overall score 
is shown in Table 1.

Based on this analysis, the top 20 communities in Table 1 are recommended as candidates for 
analysis of potential benefits of implementation of a water efficiency program as compared to 
expansion of water supply to meet future growth needs. It is anticipated that up to 5 communities 
will be decline the opportunity to participate in the next phase of this study.  Therefore, the final 
analysis will be conducted on 15 of the potential 20 communities.



November 10, 2017
Page 6

Table 1. Summary of Community Rankings by Criteria and Overall Ranking by Score

Weight 1 1 1 1 1

RA
N

K

MPARS Name
Avg. 
Pop. 

Served

Avg. 
%RES 
by Vol

Rank 
%RES

Avg.  
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GPCD

Rank 
RES-

GPCD

Growth 
Rate

Change 
2010-
2040

Rank 
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Change

Peak 
Ratio

Rank 
by 

Peak

# 
New 
Wells

Rank 
by # 
New 
Wells

Weighted 
Score

1 Andover 19,572 88% 14 107.6 3 37% 11,302 24 4.11 1 3 25 67
2 Minnetrista 3,318 84% 23 99.2 5 88% 5,616 41 3.75 2 8 3 74
3 Prior Lake 24,438 93% 4 76.8 20 69% 15,394 11 2.71 22 4 17 74
4 Woodbury 66,451 82% 30 83.6 10 42% 25,839 5 3.07 13 4 17 75
5 Rosemount 23,143 80% 32 78.6 14 74% 16,126 9 3.06 14 6 11 80
6 Carver 4,219 90% 11 68.1 38 316% 11,776 20 3.01 16 8 3 88
7 Victoria 8,009 89% 12 77.3 19 110% 8,055 33 3.38 5 3 25 94
8 Eden Prairie 62,628 74% 45 80.5 12 36% 21,603 7 2.79 21 5 12 97
9 Hugo 11,380 79% 34 63.5 51 118% 15,668 10 3.24 6 7 6 107

10 Lake Elmo 3,465 77% 41 72.2 29 126% 10,139 30 3.2 8 9 1 109
11 Chanhassen 24,639 77% 40 78.4 15 62% 14,148 14 2.67 28 5 12 109
12 Maple Grove 68,279 72% 54 79.6 13 46% 28,133 3 2.69 25 4 17 112
13 Cottage Grove 34,056 83% 25 72.8 27 36% 12,411 19 2.7 24 4 17 112
14 Farmington 22,421 91% 7 69 35 54% 11,414 23 2.58 31 4 17 113
15 Rogers 9,330 65% 76 90.9 6 104% 11,603 22 3.48 4 7 6 114
16 Lakeville 59,027 85% 21 56.2 69 49% 27,546 4 2.95 19 7 6 119
17 Lino Lakes 15,517 82% 28 68.1 37 54% 10,884 26 3.13 11 4 17 119
18 Brooklyn Park 78,312 77% 37 76.1 21 29% 22,119 6 2.37 42 3 25 131
19 Ramsey 12,682 60% 85 78.2 16 47% 11,032 25 3.71 3 7 6 135
20 Apple Valley 50,450 71% 56 72.2 28 30% 14,516 12 2.66 29 5 12 137
21 Empire Twp. 2,284 87% 16 73 25 98% 2,386 56 3.23 7 2 38 142
22 St Francis 5,161 86% 19 75.5 24 75% 5,382 42 2.54 35 3 25 145
23 Plymouth 73,748 75% 43 75.8 23 18% 13,024 16 2.38 41 3 25 148
24 Shakopee 39,392 60% 84 67.8 41 44% 16,154 8 3.05 15 8 3 151
25 Blaine 62,266 67% 69 68.1 39 53% 30,114 2 2.67 27 3 25 162
26 Dayton 1,274 90% 10 64.7 48 125% 5,783 39 1.95 65 9 1 163
27 Savage 28,867 71% 55 57.8 67 53% 14,189 13 3.08 12 3 25 172
28 Shorewood 3,788 89% 13 89.4 8 4% 293 80 3.16 10 - 64 175
29 Eagan 66,398 68% 66 78 17 13% 8,094 32 2.49 36 3 25 176
30 Vadnais Hts. 12,013 93% 5 90.3 7 15% 1,798 59 2.34 43 - 64 178
31 Champlin 23,207 88% 15 82.3 11 4% 911 69 2.81 20 - 64 179
32 Coon Rapids 62,476 99% 2 43.4 88 17% 10,624 27 2.67 26 2 38 181
33 Minnetonka 51,095 67% 67 75.9 22 24% 11,766 21 2.13 56 4 17 183
34 Waconia 11,421 74% 46 61.9 56 124% 13,303 15 1.98 62 5 12 191
35 Stillwater 18,663 75% 44 77.6 18 25% 4,573 45 2.23 53 2 38 198
36 Hastings 22,509 78% 36 70 33 30% 6,628 35 2.27 51 1 48 203
37 Edina 47,941 67% 70 87 9 13% 6,459 36 2.31 45 1 48 208
38 Mntka. Beach 566 79% 33 120.6 2 -5% -29 92 3 17 - 64 208
39 Elko New Market 4,408 74% 49 46 86 190% 7,790 34 2.54 34 5 12 215
40 Medina 3,869 51% 90 55.2 71 72% 3,508 48 3.18 9 7 6 224
41 Marine St. Croix 105 99% 1 71 32 36% 251 83 1.84 71 2 38 225
42 Inver Grove Hts. 35,125 74% 47 50.1 82 38% 12,820 18 2.11 57 3 25 229
43 Forest Lake 10,513 66% 71 68.8 36 57% 10,523 28 1.78 75 3 25 235
44 Cologne 1,519 78% 35 58.1 66 157% 2,391 55 2.18 54 3 25 235
45 Fridley 27,675 74% 48 45.5 87 19% 5,292 44 3 18 2 38 235
46 Oakdale 27,976 77% 39 65.7 46 10% 2,799 51 2.24 52 1 48 236
47 Mayer 1,840 94% 3 59.1 61 69% 1,201 63 1.99 61 1 48 236
48 Tonka Bay 1,475 86% 18 72.9 26 6% 85 87 2.27 48 - 64 243
49 Mahtomedi 7,600 85% 20 72.1 30 0% 24 89 2.38 40 - 64 243
50 Randolph 322 71% 57 124.3 1 -4% -16 91 2.61 30 - 64 243
51 Wayzata 3,907 64% 78 107.1 4 26% 962 68 2.31 46 1 48 244
52 Chaska 24,100 46% 91 53.9 74 54% 12,830 17 2.39 39 3 25 246
53 Centerville 3,845 91% 8 59.1 62 7% 268 82 2.57 32 - 64 248
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54 Brooklyn Center 30,104 73% 52 64.3 50 18% 5,296 43 1.93 66 2 38 249
55 Bloomington 86,342 61% 81 69.6 34 13% 10,407 29 2.07 59 1 48 251
56 Norwood YA. 3,637 83% 26 51.2 79 159% 5,651 40 1.52 86 3 25 256
57 Circle Pines 4,974 87% 17 63.3 52 8% 382 76 2.3 47 - 64 256
58 Orono 2,970 65% 75 61.1 57 28% 2,063 57 2.56 33 2 38 260
59 Burnsville 61,027 55% 88 63.3 53 14% 8,194 31 2.18 55 2 38 265
60 Spring Lake Pk. 6,453 70% 61 67.8 40 15% 988 67 2.27 49 1 48 265
61 Anoka 17,673 62% 80 65.9 44 24% 4,058 47 2.27 50 1 48 269
62 Shoreview 27,550 73% 50 63 54 2% 557 72 2.48 37 - 64 277
63 Watertown 4,239 81% 31 54.4 72 71% 2,995 49 1.59 81 1 48 281
64 Robbinsdale 14,018 90% 9 60.4 59 10% 1,347 61 1.49 89 - 64 282
65 White Bear Lake 24,163 75% 42 63 55 8% 2,003 58 1.95 64 - 64 283
66 Mounds View 12,155 77% 38 66 43 2% 245 84 1.98 63 - 64 292
67 Greenfield 259 23% 94 26.5 94 40% 1,103 65 2.71 23 4 17 293
68 Lakeland 2,804 84% 24 55.3 70 -7% -126 94 2.33 44 - 64 296
69 Jordan 6,238 71% 58 46.3 84 81% 4,430 46 1.81 73 2 38 299
70 White Bear Twp. 13,685 70% 60 58.8 63 5% 551 74 2.41 38 - 64 299
71 St Louis Park 47,386 64% 79 60.5 58 13% 6,050 37 1.6 80 1 48 302
72 St Anthony 8,226 73% 51 65.7 45 7% 574 71 1.83 72 - 64 303
73 St Bonifacius 2,324 82% 29 64.5 49 -5% -113 93 1.89 68 - 64 303
74 Belle Plaine 6,707 65% 74 51.2 80 89% 5,939 38 1.75 76 2 38 306
75 Hopkins 18,345 70% 63 65.4 47 14% 2,509 54 1.57 82 - 64 310
76 Vermillion 923 92% 6 33.1 92 0% 1 90 2.07 58 - 64 310
77 St Paul Park 5,338 68% 65 54.2 73 50% 2,627 53 1.81 74 1 48 313
78 St Paul RWS 435,000 42% 93 32.8 93 21% 59,032 1 1.51 87 1 48 322
79 Mound 9,255 84% 22 51.9 76 4% 348 78 1.54 85 - 64 325
80 Lexington 2,062 83% 27 60.1 60 19% 381 77 68.36 99 - 64 327
81 Oak Park Hts. 4,707 54% 89 58.6 64 28% 1,255 62 1.88 69 1 48 332
82 Excelsior 2,210 67% 68 71.8 31 11% 232 85 1.54 84 - 64 332
83 New Brighton 22,093 56% 87 67.7 42 12% 2,644 52 1.31 93 - 64 338
84 North St Paul 13,266 73% 53 51.3 78 5% 540 75 1.88 70 - 64 340
85 Richfield 36,098 69% 64 51.5 77 2% 672 70 1.73 78 - 64 353
86 Loretto 650 71% 59 53.1 75 8% 50 88 1.9 67 - 64 353
87 Bayport 3,686 65% 77 43 89 34% 1,169 64 1.75 77 1 48 355
88 New Prague 7,410 66% 72 50.5 81 68% 2,920 50 2 60 94 357
89 Spring Park 1,762 66% 73 58.3 65 17% 281 81 1.57 83 - 64 366
90 Newport 3,435 61% 82 46.1 85 30% 1,015 66 1.46 90 1 48 371
91 New Germany 393 70% 62 41.1 90 88% 328 79 1.35 92 1 48 371
92 Long Lake 1,760 59% 86 56.9 68 13% 222 86 1.65 79 - 64 383
93 South St Paul 20,280 42% 92 49.3 83 8% 1,640 60 1.39 91 - 64 390
94 Maple Plain 1,984 61% 83 34.9 91 31% 552 73 1.5 88 - 64 399
XXX denotes communities with combination of groundwater and surface water supplies.
YYY denotes communities within top 20 of identified criterion
ZZZ denotes potential error in data
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Table 2 – Communities that Purchase Water

Community Purchases from
Arden Hills St. Paul
Birchwood Village White Bear Lake
Columbia Heights Minneapolis
Crystal Minneapolis
Deephaven Minnetonka and Shorewood
Falcon Heights St. Paul
Fort Snelling Minneapolis
Golden Valley Minneapolis
Greenwood Excelsior
Hilltop Minneapolis
Lake St. Croix Beach Lakeland
Lakeland Shores Lakeland
Landfall Oakdale
Lauderdale St. Paul
Lilydale St. Paul
Little Canada St. Paul
Maplewood North St. Paul and St. Paul
Mendota St. Paul
Mendota Heights St. Paul
New Hope Minneapolis
North Oaks White Bear Township
Osseo Maple Grove
Roseville St. Paul
Sunfish Lake St. Paul
West St. Paul St. Paul
Willernie Mahtomedi
Woodland Minnetonka



473.1565 METROPOLITAN AREA WATER SUPPLY PLANNING ACTIVITIES; ADVISORY
COMMITTEES.

Subdivision 1. Planning activities. (a) The Metropolitan Council must carry out planning activities
addressing the water supply needs of the metropolitan area as defined in section 473.121, subdivision 2. The
planning activities must include, at a minimum:

(1) development and maintenance of a base of technical information needed for sound water supply
decisions including surface and groundwater availability analyses, water demand projections, water withdrawal
and use impact analyses, modeling, and similar studies;

(2) development and periodic update of a metropolitan area master water supply plan, prepared in
cooperation with and subject to the approval of the policy advisory committee established in this section,
that:

(i) provides guidance for local water supply systems and future regional investments;

(ii) emphasizes conservation, interjurisdictional cooperation, and long-term sustainability; and

(iii) addresses the reliability, security, and cost-effectiveness of the metropolitan area water supply
system and its local and subregional components;

(3) recommendations for clarifying the appropriate roles and responsibilities of local, regional, and state
government in metropolitan area water supply;

(4) recommendations for streamlining and consolidatingmetropolitan area water supply decision-making
and approval processes; and

(5) recommendations for the ongoing and long-term funding of metropolitan area water supply planning
activities and capital investments.

(b) The council must carry out the planning activities in this subdivision in consultation with the
Metropolitan Area Water Supply Policy and Technical Advisory Committees established in this section.

Subd. 2. Policy advisory committee. (a) AMetropolitan AreaWater Supply Policy Advisory Committee
is established to assist the council in its planning activities in subdivision 1. The policy advisory committee
has the following membership:

(1) the commissioner of agriculture or the commissioner's designee;

(2) the commissioner of health or the commissioner's designee;

(3) the commissioner of natural resources or the commissioner's designee;

(4) the commissioner of the Pollution Control Agency or the commissioner's designee;

(5) two officials of counties that are located in the metropolitan area, appointed by the governor, in
consultation with the Association of Minnesota Counties;

(6) five officials of noncounty local governmental units that are located in themetropolitan area, appointed
by the governor, in consultation with the Association of Metropolitan Municipalities;

(7) the chair of theMetropolitan Council or the chair's designee, who is chair of the advisory committee;
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(8) one official each from the counties of Chisago, Isanti, Sherburne, and Wright, appointed by the
governor, in consultation with the Association of Minnesota Counties and the League of Minnesota Cities;
and

(9) a representative of the Saint Paul Regional Water Services, appointed by and serving at the pleasure
of the Saint Paul Regional Water Services, and a representative of the Minneapolis Water Department,
appointed by and serving at the pleasure of the mayor of the city of Minneapolis.

A local government unit in each of the seven counties in the metropolitan area and Chisago, Isanti,
Sherburne, and Wright Counties must be represented in the 11 appointments made under clauses (5), (6),
and (8).

(b) Members of the advisory committee appointed by the governor serve at the pleasure of the governor.
Members of the advisory committee serve without compensation but may be reimbursed for their reasonable
expenses as determined by the Metropolitan Council.

(c) The council must consider the work and recommendations of the policy advisory committee when
the council is preparing its regional development framework.

Subd. 2a. Technical advisory committee. A Metropolitan Area Water Supply Technical Advisory
Committee is established to inform the policy advisory committee's work by providing scientific and
engineering expertise necessary to provide the region an adequate and sustainable water supply. The technical
advisory committee consists of 15 members appointed by the policy advisory committee, with the majority
of members representing single-city and multicity public water supply systems in the metropolitan area and
including experts in:

(1) water resources analysis and modeling;

(2) hydrology; and

(3) the engineering, planning, design, and construction of water systems or water systems finance.

Members of the technical advisory committee serve at the pleasure of the policy advisory committee, without
compensation, but may be reimbursed for their reasonable expenses as determined by the council.

Subd. 3. Reports to legislature. (a) The council must submit reports to the legislature regarding its
findings, recommendations, and continuing planning activities under subdivision 1. These reports shall be
included in the "Minnesota Water Plan" required in section 103B.151, and five-year interim reports may be
provided as necessary.

(b) By February 15, 2017, and at least every five years thereafter, the policy advisory committee shall
report to the council, the Legislative Water Commission, and the chairs and ranking minority members of
the house of representatives and senate committees and divisions with jurisdiction over environment and
natural resources with the information required under this section. The policy advisory committee's report
and recommendations must include information provided by the technical advisory committee.

History: 1Sp2005 c 1 art 2 s 147; 2007 c 131 art 1 s 79; 2008 c 258 s 4; 2008 c 363 art 5 s 27; 2010
c 361 art 2 s 1; 2013 c 19 s 1; 1Sp2015 c 4 art 4 s 130
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Councilmember _____ introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption: 

 

RESOLUTION #18-029 

 

RESOLUTION APPROVING PARTICIPATION IN METROPOLITAN COUNCIL 

WATER EFFICIENCY POTENTIAL PROJECT 

 

 WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Council has commissioned a project to assess the 

economic potential of whether an aggressive water conservation program could reduce the 

community’s expansion of water supply to meet future residential needs; and 

 

 WHEREAS, the City of Ramsey has been identified as having the potential to benefit 

from this analysis; and 

 

 WHEREAS, the City of Ramsey desires to participate in the Metropolitan Council Water 

Efficiency Potential Project, and 

 

 WHEREAS, the City of Ramsey is not required to participate in project costs. 

 

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 City of Ramsey participation in the 

Metropolitan Council Water Efficiency Potential Project. 

 

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 23rd day of January, 2018. 

 

              

       Mayor 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

       

City Clerk 
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