
           

City of Ramsey
Agenda

Regular City Council
Monday, August 10, 2020

7:00 pm
Council Chambers, 7550 Sunwood Drive NW

The City reserves the right to limit attendance inside the Council Chambers to maintain social distancing
requirements due to the COVID-19 Pandemic. If you can join remotely, you should join remotely. 

Join us via computer at www.cityoframsey.com/meetings.

             

1. Call to Order
 

2. Presentation
 

1.   Present Certificate of Appreciation to Myhers Construction, LLC and Home Depot for Accessible
Entrance Project at Local Ramsey Residence

 

2.   Receive Update on Anoka County Highway Projects
 

3. Citizen Input
 

4. Approve Agenda
 

5. Consent Agenda
 

1.   Receive Cash & Investments for Period Ending July 31, 2020
 

2.   Approve the Following Meeting Minutes:

1. City Council Work Session dated 7/14//2020 
2. City Council Regular Session dated 7/14/2020
3. City Council Special Work Session dated 7/21/2020

 

3.   Approve Business Licenses
 

4.   Approve Rental Licenses
 

5.   Adopt Resolution #20-166 Approving Cash Disbursements Made and Authorizing Payment of Accounts
Payable Invoicing Received During the Period of July 23, 2020 through August 5, 2020

 

6.   Adopt Resolution #20-165 Approving Change Order #1 for Variolite Street Reconstruction,
Improvement Project 20-01.

 

7.   Adopt Resolution #20-167 Approving Petition and Waiver Agreement for Municipal Water and Sanitary
Sewer Connection to 7600 163rd Lane NW.

 

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

  

http://www.cityoframsey.com/meetings


6. Public Hearing
 

7. Council Business
 

1.   Adopt Ordinance #20-09: Revisions to Section 117-349 related to Accessory Uses and Structures
 

2.   Consider Safe Housing, Safe Neighborhoods Policy
 

3.   Adopt Resolution #20-170 Accepting Quotes and Awarding Contract for Municipal Plaza Park Fill,
Improvement Project #20-10

 

4.   Adopt Resolution #20-169 Approving Temporary Fencing and Play Area for PACT Charter School
 

5.   Resolution #20-163 Demonstrating Values of Kindness and Respect During Unprecedented Times 
 

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: 08/10/2020  
By: Tim Gladhill, Community Development

Information
Title:
Present Certificate of Appreciation to Myhers Construction, LLC and Home Depot for Accessible Entrance Project
at Local Ramsey Residence

Purpose/Background:
Through a recent Building Permit, Staff became aware of a project that required a new accessible entrance for a
local Ramsey Resident. Through our normal plan review inspection process, Staff observed a local contractor, also
a local Ramsey Business, work through a project that allowed a local Ramsey Resident return to their home after a
motor vehicle accident. Staff would like to recognize the Contractor, Myhers Construction and material supplier,
Home Depot for supplying the materials and working with the City to advance this home improvement project on a
quick timeframe. 

Recommendation:
No action necessary. 

Action:
No action necessary. 

Attachments
No file(s) attached.

Form Review
Form Started By: Tim Gladhill Started On: 08/10/2020 02:18 PM
Final Approval Date: 08/10/2020 



   
CC Regular Session   2. 2.           
Meeting Date: 08/10/2020  

Information
Title:
Receive Update on Anoka County Highway Projects

Purpose/Background:
Representatives from Anoka County will provide an update on various Anoka County Highway Projects. 

Highway 10
Highway 47/Bunker Lake Boulevard

Anoka County will be represented by: 

Commissioner Look
County Engineer Joe MacPherson
Assistant County Engineer Jerry Auge
Project Manager Jason Orcutt

Attachments
No file(s) attached.

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Kurt Ulrich Kathy Schmitz 08/06/2020 02:19 PM
Form Started By: Tim Gladhill Started On: 08/06/2020 01:21 PM
Final Approval Date: 08/06/2020 



   
CC Regular Session   5. 1.           
Meeting Date: 08/10/2020  
By: Diana Lund, Finance

Information
Title
Receive Cash & Investments for Period Ending July 31, 2020

Purpose/Background:
Purpose: Receive reports of the city's cash and investments for the period ending July 31, 2020.

Cash and investment report shows the monthly cash flow - receipts and expenditures through July 31, 2020 with the
current listing of the city's investment portfolio.

Recommendation:
No action required. Informational only.

Action:
No action required. Informational only.

Attachments
Cash & Investments for Period Ending July 31, 2020

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Kurt Ulrich Kathy Schmitz 08/06/2020 11:42 AM
Tim Gladhill Tim Gladhill 08/06/2020 12:19 PM
Form Started By: Diana Lund Started On: 07/28/2020 10:56 AM
Final Approval Date: 08/06/2020 















   
CC Regular Session   5. 2.           
Meeting Date: 08/10/2020  
By: Katie Schmidt, Administrative Services

Information
Title
Approve the Following Meeting Minutes:

1. City Council Work Session dated 7/14//2020 
2. City Council Regular Session dated 7/14/2020
3. City Council Special Work Session dated 7/21/2020

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.

Recommendation:
Approve the meeting minutes.

Action:
Motion to approve the following Council meeting minutes:

1. City Council Work Session dated 7/14//2020 
2. City Council Regular Session dated 7/14/2020
3. City Council Special Work Session dated 7/21/2020

Attachments
7-14-2020 CCWS Minutes 
7-14-2020 CC Minutes
7-21-2020 CCWS Minutes

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Colleen Lasher Colleen Lasher 08/06/2020 02:30 PM



Tim Gladhill Tim Gladhill 08/06/2020 03:00 PM
Kurt Ulrich Kathy Schmitz 08/06/2020 03:02 PM
Form Started By: Katie Schmidt Started On: 07/29/2020 01:22 PM
Final Approval Date: 08/06/2020 
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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, July 14, 2020, at 

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

 

Members Present: Mayor John LeTourneau  

Councilmember Mark Kuzma 

Councilmember Jeff Menth  

Councilmember Debra Musgrove 

Councilmember Chris Riley 

Councilmember Dan Specht 

 

Also Present:  City Administrator Kurtis Ulrich 

Finance Director Diana Lund 

Police Chief Jeff Katers 

   Parks and Assistant Public Works Superintendent Mark Riverblood 

   Public Works Superintendent Grant Riemer 

   Administrative Services Director Colleen Lasher 

Deputy City Administrator Timothy Gladhill 

 

1. CALL TO ORDER 

 

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

 

2. TOPICS FOR DISCUSSION 

 

2.01: Preliminary 2021 General Fund Budget/Levy Review 

 

City Administrator Ulrich noted that this is the first opportunity for the Council to review the draft 

2021 budget and the impacts to the tax levy. 

 

Finance Director Lund reviewed the staff report. 

 

City Administrator Ulrich thanked Finance Director Lund and the department heads for putting 

together this information.  He provided additional details on personnel.   

 

Mayor LeTourneau thanked staff for the presentation and their work on the draft budget. 

 

Councilmember Riley asked if the 2.75 COLA is an open item and whether that has been 

negotiated through the contracts or whether a different number could be used in the budget. 

 

Finance Director Lund confirmed that the COLA and health insurance are not yet in the contracts. 
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City Administrator Ulrich stated that typically they begin negotiations around this time.  He stated 

that typically they are two-year contracts but perhaps this would be a circumstance where a one-

year contract is negotiated.   

 

Administrative Services Director Lasher stated that all four notices of desire to negotiate have been 

received from the unions and meetings are setup beginning in late August.   

 

Councilmember Musgrove asked if that is the normal timeframe for the negotiation process. 

 

Administrative Services Director Lasher confirmed that is the normal process.  She explained that 

it is labor intensive with multiple meetings throughout the three to four-month process. 

 

Councilmember Musgrove asked if Ramsey is behind other cities. 

 

Administrative Services Director Lasher stated that Ramsey is not behind.  She stated that other 

cities may have had a different two-year period which expires in 2021, whereas Ramsey’s contracts 

expire in 2020.   

 

Councilmember Musgrove commented that it would make it easier to look at the remainder of the 

budget if that figure were already known.   

 

Mayor LeTourneau recognized that there are many moving parts in this process, and this is just 

the beginning where general direction is given, and more specific details are worked out as the 

process moves along. 

 

Councilmember Specht thanked staff for their work on the draft budget.  He asked for details on 

how capital equipment purchases are decided upon, using the example of the police administration 

vehicle. 

 

Finance Director Lund replied that the City falls under the State contract for police vehicles and 

therefore they review what is available under that contract.   

 

Police Chief Katers stated that there is a fleet service and each of the vehicles is on a rotation 

schedule, along with input from the mechanic.  He stated that they purchase all vehicles on the 

State contract that is negotiated with specific vendors at predetermined prices.  He stated that there 

can be some variation between the different brands.  He noted that there is typically also a police 

package, although that can be different for administrative vehicles. 

 

Finance Director Lund provided additional details on the State contract and how the State 

negotiates in place of the cities. 

 

Councilmember Riley referenced the body cameras.  He asked if there is outside funding or grants 

available for that equipment. 

 

Police Chief Katers stated that there has been a lot of discussion on that topic, noting that the State 

is in the process of negotiating with vendors and then the City would purchase on the State contract.  
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He replied that there are some grants available and the legislature is scheduled to discuss that topic 

as well.  He stated that at this point the counties and cities have to purchase the equipment on their 

own.  He stated that the personnel request is related to the body camera, in order to redact, manage 

and process the body camera footage and other evidence.  He stated that Ramsey has had cameras 

in the squad cars since 2006, with the footage used as evidence in criminal cases.  He explained 

that now there are requests from the public for footage, which requires the footage to be redacted.   

 

Councilmember Riley stated that he would like to have a bigger discussion on that topic in the 

future.  He stated that in the past there was a consensus that the City should not move forward with 

body cameras.  He asked if the recommendation from Police Chief Katers would be to have the 

body cameras as it was included in the budget. 

 

Police Chief Katers confirmed that the officers want body cameras, based on recent incidents, to 

have that as a layer of protection.  He acknowledged that there was discussion in the past but recent 

unrest in other communities drive this request. 

 

Councilmember Kuzma agreed that it has gotten to the point where that equipment is needed.  He 

asked about storage and whether additional storage would be needed. 

 

Police Chief Katers stated that the cost estimate for the body cameras includes some storage.  He 

noted that there are options to have onsite storage or storage through the vendor.  He noted that 

there are also options for shared storage between cities.   

 

Councilmember Musgrove asked if the police officer request was pushed off from the previous 

year or whether it is a new request. 

 

Police Chief Katers replied that it is a new request based off the service calculations.  He stated 

that there are currently 27 officers.  He stated that the calculation is based off population, calls for 

service, and administrative services. 

 

Councilmember Musgrove stated that she has concerns with 12-hour shifts and whether 27 officers 

cover those staffing needs and whether there is adequate staffing to cover vacation shifts.  She 

asked if it would be better, or possible, to have 10-hour shifts. 

 

Police Chief Katers stated that there is a lot of input from officers as well as what provides the best 

amount of coverage.  He stated that currently there is not enough equipment to have 10-hour shifts.  

He stated that the consensus from the officers is that they like the 12 hours shift model, noting that 

they made the change to 12-hour shifts about six or seven years ago. 

 

Councilmember Musgrove stated that she believed that there was a past discussion that the line 

item for the storage system came in under budget. 

 

Finance Director Lund replied that was to setup the system, which was a capital item, which 

occurred in a previous budget.  She stated that the capital was funded through the equipment fund 

and therefore the savings remained in that fund.  She explained that this service would be 

considered operational and therefore would come from the general fund. 
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Councilmember Musgrove asked if she could receive paper copies of the information. 

 

Councilmember Riley commented that if there is a six percent growth in the tax base, he would 

not want to see more than six percent increase to the levy.  He stated that would include the increase 

in debt.   

 

Mayor LeTourneau stated that he likes the idea to provide a target as this is the first review.  He 

stated that this is the first review and will not be the final adopted budget.  He stated that he likes 

the idea of having a target but that comes with a focus.  He stated that the Council would need to 

give direction to staff on what should be changed in the budget at the next review of the budget.   

 

Councilmember Specht referenced the cost of living for this next year and stated that he would 

like to see that lower for this year.  He stated that perhaps this could be a one-year contract due to 

COVID.  He noted that many have lost their jobs or have had lessened wages and therefore he 

would like to see that lower for this year.  He asked for more information on the need for the 

additional parks maintenance person. 

 

Parks and Assistant Public Works Superintendent Riverblood stated that prior to the recession 

there were a number of dedicated parks maintenance workers.  He noted that since 2006 two 

maintenance workers have been lost and Council previously chose not to replace them.  He stated 

that since that time the City has expanded its parks and road system which add maintenance needs.  

He stated that staff feels that there is not enough manpower to cover the maintenance needs.   

 

Councilmember Specht asked for examples of maintenance needs that could not be completed if 

this additional person is not hired. 

 

Parks and Assistant Public Works Superintendent Riverblood stated that some work has been 

contracted out when possible.  He stated that residents have noticed the reduction in service that 

occurred when staffing was cut.  He stated that since that time the parks facilities and public works 

needs have expanded as the City continues to grow which increases the demand on staff.  He stated 

that a thorough analysis has been done in terms of contracted services and noted that could be 

shared again with the Council.  He stated that public works has about 40 different contractors that 

they work with to provide different services.  He stated that maintenance workers have a certain 

level of expertise which provides flexibility in being able to adjust and change with the weather 

and/or priorities.   

 

Mayor LeTourneau summarized that the City is in the customer service business with residents 

being the customers.  He stated that it appears that staff is hearing quite a bit from residents when 

the level of service is decreased. 

 

Parks and Assistant Public Works Superintendent Riverblood stated that when residents reach out 

to staff related to a request, they expect the City to address that request.  He noted that when time 

is taken out to address the request, that interrupts the flow and efficiency of staff to complete other 

tasks.  He stated that they have been as judicious as possible in making personnel requests, but 

staff feels that this request is warranted at this time. 
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Councilmember Musgrove stated that she is surprised to hear that there are contracted services and 

would like additional discussion.  She stated that an additional public works staff member seems 

to be a large ask this year.  She stated that they are currently underway with the new public works 

facility which is meant to increase efficiency and asked for input from public works on that topic.  

She asked the number of employees between parks and public works. 

 

Parks and Assistant Public Works Superintendent Riverblood replied that perhaps a follow up 

could occur on the contracted services in a future worksession.  He provided examples of 

contracted work such as irrigation, electrical services, etc.  He stated that the new public works 

facility will not be completed for some time but provided examples of efficiencies that will occur 

with the new facility.   

 

Public Works Superintendent Riemer stated that the park department handles the cul-de-sac, trails 

and sidewalk plowing and snow clearing.  He noted that it has also been difficult to find temporary 

seasonal help.  He reviewed the number of employees and their dedicated responsibilities.  He 

stated that the department is running as lean as possible. 

 

Administrative Services Director Lasher stated that she agrees that public works and parks is a 

tight ship in terms of staffing. 

 

Councilmember Musgrove refenced the rate of salary for the position and asked if someone could 

come in at a lower rate. 

 

Administrative Services Director Lasher stated that these positions are somewhat skilled and 

reviewed some of the requirements for the position.  She stated that this is within the range of what 

other cities hire at and noted that the pay in the private sector would be even higher. 

 

Finance Director Lund confirmed that staff has received adequate input for this first budget 

discussion. 

 

Councilmember Riley stated that $1,893,000 was decided as a need for road funding.  He stated 

that based on the total budget of last year $12,000,509, if road funding were added to the levy that 

would be an additional 15 percent increase just for that item. 

 

Councilmember Musgrove stated that was if the total package were added to the levy and there are 

options to go with a lesser amount.   

 

Councilmember Riley agreed that anything could be done.  He stated that if that were put on the 

levy that would be a large increase to the levy.  He stated that the Council has agreed that eight 

percent is too high and therefore a 23 percent increase would also be too high. 

 

Councilmember Specht commented that currently the City is paying 75 percent of the road cost 

through bonding and therefore it would seem to only be the additional 25 percent that would be 

added. 
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Finance Director Lund explained how the bonding is done, which is levied over 20 years. 

 

Councilmember Riley stated that if the road funding were fully funded by the City, that would 

need to be added to the levy fully.   

 

Mayor LeTourneau clarified that if the road financing were fully added to the levy that would be 

a significant increase to the levy.  He noted that additional discussion on road financing can occur 

at the regular Council meeting tonight as that item is on the agenda.   

 

2.02: Review CARES Act Funding Allocations 

 

City Administrator Ulrich reviewed the staff report. 

 

Finance Director Lund provided clarification on the eligible City expenses in terms of public safety 

staffing.   

 

Councilmember Riley requested that the City is able to track how the funds are spent and where 

funds have been saved.  He stated that he will listen and provide the Council direction to the EDA. 

 

Councilmember Musgrove stated that she would want to ensure that the businesses that could 

receive assistance have not received assistance through another program already. 

 

City Administrator Ulrich asked if there are guidelines that state that the funds cannot be doubled 

up with PPP funds. 

 

Deputy City Administrator Gladhill stated that there are strict parameters for businesses and 

guidance has been provided through the U.S. Treasury.  He stated that additional follow up and 

documentation will need to occur to ensure that a business is eligible.  He noted that some 

communities are offering 10 percent of their funds to businesses, while some are choosing to offer 

more or less.  He stated that if a business has received funds through the County or DEED, they 

would not be eligible for these funds.   

 

Finance Director Lund stated that the City would be subject to State law and provided additional 

details. 

 

Mayor LeTourneau clarified that the Council will have access to the line items and how these 

funds are spent moving forward. 

 

3. TOPICS FOR FUTURE DISCUSSION 

 

3.01:  Review Future Topics/ Calendar 

 

Councilmember Riley requested that a COVID update be provided on City staffing and how the 

City is being affected.   
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City Administrator Ulrich provided an update on City operations and COVID case information in 

Anoka County and within Ramsey.  He stated that while there are still members of staff working 

remotely, City Hall is operating at full capacity.     

 

4. MAYOR / COUNCIL / STAFF INPUT 

 

None. 

 

5. ADJOURNMENT 

 

The Work Session of the City Council was adjourned at 6:48 p.m. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

_________________________________ 

Kurtis G. Ulrich 

City Administrator 

 

 

ATTEST: 

  

  

__________________________________ 

Katie M. Schmidt 

Administrative Assistant 

 

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, July 14, 2020, at the Ramsey 

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

 

Members Present: Mayor John LeTourneau 

   Councilmember Mark Kuzma 

   Councilmember Jeff Menth 

   Councilmember Debra Musgrove 

Councilmember Chris Riley 

Councilmember Dan Specht 

 

Members Absent: None 

 

Also Present:  City Administrator Kurtis Ulrich 

Finance Director Diana Lund 

Police Chief Jeff Katers 

Deputy City Administrator Timothy Gladhill 

Communications and Events Coordinator Megan Thorstad (attended 

remotely) 

   City Attorney Joe Langel 

1. CALL TO ORDER 

 

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

followed by the Pledge of Allegiance led by Mayor LeTourneau. 

 

City Administrator Ulrich stated that all members of the Council are attending in person, but 

members of the public are invited to participate in person (in limited capacity) and virtually due to 

the COVID-19 pandemic.   

2. PRESENTATION 

 

None. 

3. CITIZEN INPUT 

 

Scott Newman, 16411 Dysprosium St NW, stated that he is present to speak about the ongoing 

code violations at 5431 164th Lane NW.  He stated that he went around the neighborhood the 

previous day to speak with the neighbors and their concerns related to this property.  He stated that 

there are vehicles, trash, a number of barking dogs, and other issues that have existed since 2012.  

He stated that the Council adopted a Resolution #19-187 last August in attempt to resolve the 

situation.  He noted that a follow-up Resolution #20-025 was adopted by the Council in January.  
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He stated that has not done anything either.  He stated that the neighbors repeatedly call staff and 

he has yet to see even one day of compliance.  He noted that one day there were 12 vehicles/trailers 

on the property.  He stated that the neighbors are very frustrated that there has not been any 

progress on this property.  He noted that sometimes there are a few days when the number of 

vehicles is reduced to six, but the number of vehicles simply goes back up after a few days.  He 

stated that staff has decided that eight vehicles could now be on the property due to the number of 

licensed drivers and yet the property still remains out of compliance.  He stated that the neighbors 

are concerned that some of these issues could cause other problems, using the example of rodents 

coming because of the trash on the property or groundwater issues that could arise from the 

vehicles on the property.  He stated that after two Resolutions adopted by the Council there is still 

no progress being made and the neighborhood simply wanted to express concern that it is still not 

being addressed.   

 

Mayor LeTourneau thanked the resident for providing this input.  He stated that this input is an 

important step for the nuisance case and noted that staff can work with the resident in another way.  

He recognized that there are cases in the City that continue to have Code violations and require 

more work. 

 

Deputy City Administrator Gladhill stated that he can speak to the vehicles and items allowed, but 

not the barking dogs.  He stated that he was told that the owner obtained the necessary licensure 

for the animals.  He confirmed that there was a major issue with the vehicles and storage on the 

property, which was more noticeable when Community Development took on the case.  He stated 

that there was more junk and debris in the backyard.  He noted that the resident is a senior citizen 

and does not have much family in town, therefore staff was willing to work with the resident to 

provide additional time.  He stated that there is an active abatement notice that was sent earlier this 

week with a ten-day compliance period.  He noted that action would bring the total number of 

vehicles under the number of six.  He provided an update on the fines and future abatement that 

could continue to occur for the property. 

 

Mayor LeTourneau summarized that there was a period of time in which the property came into 

compliance and therefore that case was closed out.  He noted that when the property had additional 

violations, that triggered a new enforcement case, which started the clock over again but now that 

the abatement process has begun, enforcement can continue on a more swift schedule.   

 

Mr. Newman stated that he disagrees that the property came into compliance at any time during 

that period.  He noted that the number of trailers continues to not be counted in the total number 

of items allowed on the property.  He stated that there are five pitbulls on the property and if a 

kennel license was going to be issued, that would require a public hearing.   

 

Greg Drahosh, 5451 164th Lane NW, stated that he is the neighbor to the west of the property in 

discussion.  He asked if the dog licensure mentioned by staff was a kennel license.  He stated that 

he was informed that a kennel license would require a public hearing and he would be notified of 

such action.  He stated that he has yet to be notified of that request.  He stated that the dogs bark 

at all times of the day and night and is a nuisance.  He stated that this has been a frustrating issue 

that this property has not come into compliance.   
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Mayor LeTourneau encouraged the residents to call to voice their issues with the dogs in order to 

have those issues documented. 

 

Deputy City Administrator Gladhill stated that he has yet to hear the dogs bark when he is on the 

site.  He stated that there was flexibility given through the winter and due to COVID, but noted 

that enforcement will happen more quickly and aggressively going forward. 

4. APPROVE AGENDA 

 

Mayor LeTourneau noted that it has been requested to move Item 5.10 from the Consent Agenda 

to the regular Council Business for discussion. 

 

Motion by Councilmember Riley, seconded by Councilmember Musgrove, to approve the agenda 

as presented.  

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes:  Mayor LeTourneau, Councilmembers Riley, Musgrove, Kuzma, 

Menth, and Specht.  Voting No: None. 

5. CONSENT AGENDA 

 

Motion by Councilmember Menth, seconded by Councilmember Kuzma, to approve the following 

items on the Consent Agenda: 

 

5.01: Approve the following Meeting Minutes: 

1) City Council Work Session dated June 23, 2020 

2) City Council Regular dated June 23, 2020 

5.02: Approve Business Licenses 

5.03: Approve Rental Licenses 

5.04: Approve Revisions to the Staff Allocation in Building Inspections 

5.05: Adopt Resolution #20-145 Approving Cash Disbursements Made and Authorizing 

Payment of Accounts Payable Invoicing Received During the Period of June 18, 2020 

through July 8, 2020 

5.06: Adopt Resolution #20-139 Approving Corrections to the Plat Known as Pearson Place 

(Project No. 16-31a); Case of Otto Associates 

5.07: Adopt Resolution #20-140 Appointing Election Judges for the Primary Election on 

August 11, 2020 

5.08: Adopt Resolution #20-141 Authorizing Use of Anoka County Housing and Redevelopment 

Authority Funds for Puma Street Improvements, Improvement Project #20-04 

5.09: Adopt Resolution #20-142 Authorizing Requests for Quotes to Relocate Sand Stockpiled 

on The COR Infiltration Basin Site to Municipal Plaza Park 

5.10: Adopt Resolution #20-143 Approving Second Addendum to Lease with Youth First 

Community of Promise for Use of Outdoor Areas This item was removed from the Consent 

Agenda and considered as Item 7.06 

5.11: Adopt Resolution #20-147 Approving Expansion of Lawful, Non-Conforming Driveway 

at 15710 Saint Francis Boulevard NW 
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5.12: Adopt Resolution #20-148 Authorizing Bid Letting for Public Works Facility Project #20-

07 

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes:  Mayor LeTourneau, Councilmembers Menth, Kuzma, Musgrove, 

Riley, and Specht.  Voting No: None. 

6. PUBLIC HEARING 

6.01: Public Hearing: Introduce Proposed Ordinance #20-11 Implementing a Gas 

Franchise Fee on Centerpoint Energy for Providing Gas Service Within the City of 

Ramsey, Introduce Proposed Ordinance #20-12 Implementing an Electric Franchise 

Fee on Connexus Energy for Providing Electric Service Within the City of Ramsey 

and Introduce Proposed Ordinance #20-13 Implementing an Electric Franchise Fee 

on the City of Anoka Electric for Providing Electric Service Within the City of 

Ramsey 

 

Presentation  

 

City Administrator Ulrich introduced the case related to implementation of a franchise fee which 

would be used for pavement management.  He provided details on the pavement management 

program in Ramsey and a summary of the details of the 2015 through 2019 pavement management 

summary which used the assessment method.  He reviewed the funding options identified in the 

staff report.   

 

Finance Director Lund reviewed the remainder of the staff report and recommendation to introduce 

the respective ordinances related to implementing a franchise fee on said utilities.   

 

Councilmember Musgrove asked for clarification on the administrative fee and the change from 

five to ten percent. 

 

Finance Director Lund explained that the ten percent includes all administrative costs associated 

with staff time and the public hearings. 

 

Public Hearing 

 

Mayor LeTourneau called the public hearing to order at 7:37 p.m. 

 

Citizen Input 

 

Jim Benson, 14131 Junkite St NW, stated that he is a member of the Charter Commission and 

therefore has a special interest in this.  He stated that in his opinion, a franchise fee is the wrong 

form of road funding as it is a regressive tax that charges people that do not own property.  He 

stated that residents that have gas or electric service will be charged, whether or not they own 

property or use the roads.  He stated that people would pay less through funding the road 

improvements through the tax levy.  He reviewed two different calculations that he used to 

determine how the City could fund roads through property taxes.  He reviewed language within 

Chapter 8 in the Charter, which he believes is being corrupted.  He believed that the only people 
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that would benefit from this change in funding would be properties with values over $301,000.  He 

stated that property taxes are deductible, but franchise fees are not.   

 

Brian Walker, 17289 Variolite St NW, asked for clarification on the line items within the 

$1,900,000. 

 

Finance Director Lund explained the items that added together equate to the $1,900,000.   

 

Ken Madden, 6021 145th Ln NE, stated that he is against the whole idea of franchise fees.  He 

stated that inevitably it will never be enough.  He stated that this does not make sense.  He stated 

that although there is a five-year sunset, the membership of the Council could be different in five 

years and the choice could be made to increase the franchise fee.  He stated that $14 per month 

will not hurt him, it will hurt others in the community that perhaps do not have a car and would 

receive no benefit from this.  He stated that an excise tax could be used as that would be based of 

those that have a driver’s license.  He asked that other methods be reviewed. 

 

City Administrator Ulrich stated that an excise tax in not available in Minnesota.  He confirmed 

that the Statute would need to be changed at the State level in order to make those other funding 

mechanisms available to cities. 

 

Mayor LeTourneau noted that the Council has discussed many other options over the years, as 

these discussions have occurred on a Council level since 2013.  He stated that everyone agrees that 

the roads need to be fixed and that a method needs to be chosen to fund that improvement.   

 

Dede Larson, 14990 Waco St NW, commended the Council for the years when she did not pay 

attention because things were going well.  She stated that Waco Street was repaired with the 

exception of one block.  She stated that her road segment is not scheduled to be repaired until 

2029.  She stated that she does not support the franchise fee as that is a tax.  She stated that 

government is meant to protect the people and provide roads and believes that is what her tax 

dollars should be spent on.  She questioned why the budget in Ramsey is not sufficient to provide 

for the roads.  She recognized that the method of assessment is tough.  She asked what is included 

in the budget that should not be, noting that roads should be included. 

 

Councilmember Riley stated that the Council and Public Works is aware of that section of road on 

Waco, noting that he has complained about that segment in the past. 

 

Mr. Benson stated that he has been engaged in discussions on this topic on social media, noting 

that one comment was made that senior citizens have difficulty paying assessments compared to 

the franchise fee method.  He asked if assessments can be spread out over time for repayment. 

 

Finance Director Lund replied that reconstructions can be spread over 20 years and an overlay can 

be spread over ten years. 

 

Mr. Benson commented that seems like a long time to be able to spread the cost of an assessment.  

He noted that if an assessment could be spread over ten or 20 years, that should be less than the 

franchise fees.  He stated that utilities have nothing to do with the roads and therefore the property 



 

City Council / July 14, 2020 

Page 7 of 18 

taxes should be the method to fund the improvement.  He stated that the benefit by the roads is 

realized by those that own property. 

 

Mr. Madden commented that he previously lived in Andover and received an assessment of 

$4,000, which was spread over ten years and he believed to be a reasonable cost.  He stated that 

he did go to the City Council to complain about that assessment but still believed that an 

assessment would be a more reasonable method of funding.   

 

Mayor LeTourneau stated that there seems to be a concern about what the franchise fee is called.  

He recognized that franchise fees are a tax and the Council agrees with that point.  He stated that 

funds have to be collected in one way or another and it is a tax.  He stated that of the options 

available, none are perfect and therefore they are trying to find the best method for the community.   

 

Mr. Walker stated that he is glad to hear the Council admit that this would be a tax on the residents.  

He stated that the Minnesota Supreme Court has already ruled on the fees that cities are charging 

and are calling it a tax.  He cautioned against collecting fees that could need to be paid back.  He 

stated that he believes that the Council will approve this, no matter the comments made tonight.  

He believed that a five-year trial period is too long, as many of the members of the Council may 

not be here in five years which means that there would not be accountability.  He commented that 

those that support this should need to be accountable.  He stated that transparency is lost in 

budgeting by using these types of fees and therefore people are not held accountable for the 

decisions they make for the residents. 

 

Mayor LeTourneau commented that the ordinance could be introduced and passed by the Council.  

He asked if the Council would have the power to rescind the ordinance during that five-year period. 

 

City Administrator Ulrich commented that as with any ordinance adopted by the Council, the 

Council can change or modify the ordinance at any time.  He explained that the reason for the five-

year review is to keep the accountability. 

 

Mayor LeTourneau commented that the assessment policy was done in the same manner, with a 

five-year trial period.  He stated that the Council will continue to state that this is a transparent tax 

that will be used as dedicated funding for roads.  He stated that he would be open to having a 

discussion of how that could be made better. 

 

Chelsea Howell, 5250 156th Ln NW, stated that she agrees with the comments made thus far that 

a franchise fee is a regressive tax.  She did not believe now is the time to burden people with 

additional taxes.  She stated that she is concerned for the residents that have already paid 

assessments and asked for details on how those residents would be impacted. 

 

Finance Director Lund provided additional clarification on what those residents would be eligible 

for. 

 

Ms. Howell stated that she does not feel it is fair to double tax people.  She stated that the majority 

of what residents want should be taken into consideration and noted that everyone tonight has 

spoken against this idea.   
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Josh Fuerick, 14573 Bowers Drive, stated that at the end of the day, this is the cheapest way for 

residents to fund the road improvements needed.  He stated that this is the most efficient way of 

funding.  He noted that even though an assessment can be paid over years, interest is charged, and 

the City is bonding which adds additional cost.  He noted that time is also wasted by people 

complaining about the assessments and petitioning against road projects.  He commented that each 

person is charged the same amount, regardless of property value.  He stated that the City should 

look to spend the least amount of money to fix the roads and move on.  He stated that the people 

that have been charged assessments most likely support the $14 monthly payment over the $6,000 

assessment they were charged.   

 

Mr. Benson reviewed the language related to Chapter 8 of the City Charter related to special 

assessments.  He stated that this language was developed prior to the idea of franchise fees even 

being thought of.  He stated that if the City wants to use franchise fees there should be a City 

referendum to remove the special assessment section from the City Charter.   

 

Troy Cooper, 15160 Cobalt St NW, stated that when high density housing was added to Ramsey, 

the idea was that housing product would add to the tax base.  He asked where those funds went as 

they did not require additional roads for those structures.  He asked the protections that would be 

in place to prevent tax increases as franchise fees would be outside of that cap.  He commented 

that from 2019 to 2020 his property taxes increased 4.5 percent and the franchise fee would be 

another six percent per year.  He stated that he is also a business owner in Ramsey so would be 

paying twice. 

 

City Administrator Ulrich stated that the additional tax base is reflecting in the annual budget and 

levy, therefore the value of the apartments is shown and offset the levy.  He stated that if the rates 

in the ordinance were changed, the same process would need to be followed with public hearings.  

He stated that currently there is not a property tax cap on the levy.  He stated that there have been 

levy limits in the past, set by the State, but the State has not placed a limit in the past several years.   

 

Finance Director Lund stated that a property tax amount would be based off the area of the City 

the property is located in.  She provided further clarification on the TIF District and the funds 

collected through that method.  She explained that for the development that occurs within The 

COR, the value of those improvements has to stay within the TIF District for a set period of time. 

 

Mayor LeTourneau commented that the TIF Districts are meant to help development and attract 

different uses within those TIF Districts based on planning.   

 

Finance Director Lund explained that the property tax dollars for those developments have 

restrictions on what they can be used for during that set period. 

 

Mr. Benson asked if property tax dollars within The COR could not be used for road improvements 

outside of that area. 

 

Finance Director Lund stated that properties built within that tax increment district would have 

restrictions.  She noted that the property taxes generated by the land value itself would go into the 
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general fund.  She provided additional clarification on tax increment districts and financing and 

how those funds could be used. 

 

Deputy City Administrator Gladhill read aloud an email received earlier today from the property 

owners at 14431 Wolfram St NW that was distributed to the Council which supports the franchise 

fee.   

 

Matt Look, 2614 Wingfield in Anoka, stated that the Council has a tough job.  He noted that his 

first vote as a Councilmember in Ramsey was a $1,500,000 road project in Ramsey.  He stated that 

after a while perhaps the members of the Council become numb to the cost of road projects.  He 

stated that Anoka County is the second fastest growing County and Ramsey is one of the fastest 

growing communities.  He stated that the concept of previous Councils kicking the can down the 

road on road projects is true as many Councils did not want to tackle that issue.  He stated that 

when he was on the Council, $1,500,000 was allocated for roads.  He stated that decisions have to 

be made on how funds will be spent, such as the $20,000,000 City Hall building.  He noted that a 

fire station was torn down and a $5,000,000 fire station was constructed in its place.  He stated 

that tonight the Council will consider a Public Works Facility, which is a priority.  He noted that 

roads are a priority but have not been identified as a priority in the budget.  He stated that there are 

certain jobs that the government is required to do, such as roads and unfortunately this becomes 

an issue of needs and wants.  He stated that the need in Ramsey is roads and has been for a long 

time.  He asked the Council to consider what the current budget is being spent on and whether 

those are needs or wants.   

 

Mayor LeTourneau stated that it is difficult to make tough decisions such as this, noting that he 

has not yet felt numb to any of those decisions.  He appreciated the acknowledgement of the 

difficulty in making these decisions.  He stated that it is unfortunate that a sustainable road funding 

could not have been found when Mr. Look was on the Council or prior to his time on the Council.  

He stated that they have learned from those past examples that dedicated funding is needed.  He 

stated that Ramsey is a community that is growing and therefore something cannot be ignored to 

fix something else and therefore they try to do the best job of managing all the needs of the 

community. 

 

Deputy City Administrator read aloud a written comment from the residents at 6040 Radium Circle 

NW which states that they support the franchise fee method as over a 30-year period the $14 per 

month would be cheaper than the assessment they would receive if their upcoming road project 

were assessed. 

 

City Administrator Ulrich advised of an online survey available for residents, noting that written 

copies are also available at City Hall.   

 

Mr. Madden stated that he does not see a guarantee that the fee would remain $14 per month in 

perpetuity.  He stated that he likes that this would be dedicated funding but does not like the lack 

of transparency in how the fee could be increased.   

 

Mayor LeTourneau commented that the amount of the fee would be set in ordinance and therefore 

for that amount to change, the ordinance itself would need to change. 
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Motion by Councilmember Kuzma, seconded by Councilmember Musgrove, to close the public 

hearing. 

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes:  Mayor LeTourneau, Councilmembers Kuzma, Musgrove, Menth, 

Riley, and Specht.  Voting No: None. 

 

The public hearing was closed at 8:27 p.m. 

 

Council Business 

 

Councilmember Specht thanked everyone that has taken time to provide input.  He stated that 

everyone agrees that the roads need to be fixed.  He stated that City services are offered through 

the property tax and therefore he believes roads should be done in the same manner.  He 

commented that people would be assessed based on the value of their home, as they are with the 

other City services.  He stated that franchise fees would tax those in apartments and non-profits 

which serve people in the community. 

 

Councilmember Riley stated that the Council has discussed this many times over the past several 

years and a lot of information has been reviewed and debated.  He agreed that this is a tax.  He 

stated that properties assessed for road improvements are not the only ones that benefit from the 

improvement and provided examples of Jarvis, Andre, and Sunwood in which the few properties 

on the road were assessed but many others benefit.  He noted that the assessment process has an 

additional administrative cost of ten percent and the debt portion has become a problem for the 

City.  He stated that everyone uses the roads, regardless of whether they own a vehicle.  He stated 

that this franchise fee has been planned to fully account for the road needs of the community.  He 

stated that in the past up to $6,636 has been assessed for a road project, which equates to 40 years 

of franchise fees.  He stated that many neighboring cities use franchise fees.  He stated that the 

other choice would be to place the road improvements on the tax levy.  He stated that if the City 

were to levy the amount of money needed for streets that would equate to a 15 percent increase in 

taxes.  He stated that levies are not based on income, but rather property value.  He stated that 

while there may be some correlation between income and property value, that is not always the 

case.  He stated that in the last few years about 10 percent of those that file taxes itemize their tax 

return, which goes towards the argument that property taxes can be itemized.  He stated that this 

Council is accountable every time there is an election.   

 

Councilmember Musgrove stated that there has been a lot of discussion about this topic in 

worksessions.  She stated that she appreciates the input from the residents today and the majority 

of residents would prefer to have roads funded through assessments or the levy.  She commented 

that roads have not been a priority in Ramsey for a long time.  She commented that the $500,000 

included in the budget for roads is laughable.  She stated that the comments from residents tonight 

support the comments she has made throughout this discussion.  She stated that residents can 

receive a property tax refund, whether they rent or own.  She commented that franchise fees have 

to be paid and do not go away.  She stated that there is no guarantee that taxes will not increase if 

this franchise fee is passed.  She stated that she will not support this ordinance.   

 



 

City Council / July 14, 2020 

Page 11 of 18 

Mayor LeTourneau asked how debt is carried for the road debt.   

 

Finance Director Lund explained how the road bonds are carried as debt and included in budgets.  

She stated that currently the City has four bonds for road debt, which are carried over 20 years. 

 

Mayor LeTourneau stated that in addition to the $500,000 that is annually budgeted for roads, the 

City also has the road bonds included in the budget as debt.   

 

Councilmember Kuzma stated that the Council considers the roads very important as he was a part 

of the team that enacted the assessment process.  He stated that the roads are rated annually, and 

they attempt to address the worst roads each year.  He stated that the City has done radar 

penetrating throughout the City and has found that roads built 25 years ago did not meet the 

requirements for bituminous, therefore there is not enough road to complete a mill and overlay and 

a reconstruction is needed.  He stated that this has become a huge problem that will not go away.  

He stated that the franchise fee will provide that dedicated funding in order to really tackle this 

problem in a fair manner.  He stated that if the roads are put on the tax levy, the taxes will increase.  

He stated that he supports this action. 

 

Councilmember Menth stated that each year the City was taking out debt to fix roads, noting that 

there are four road bonds.  He stated that each year the City pays interest on that debt and if the 

City continues with the program of borrowing the money and assessing the residents, by 2029 the 

City would be paying $2,300,000 on interest and debt.   

 

Mayor LeTourneau stated that they need to monitor how the money is spent for the City for the 

best interest of the community.  He stated that the reality of accumulating that much debt and 

paying that much in interest does not feel fiscally responsible.  He stated that the franchise fee is a 

much more fiscally responsible way to collect the funds and use the money.  He stated that 

ultimately this will save the City millions of dollars. 

 

Councilmember Musgrove stated that she is not for debt and would want to see a line item in the 

budget.  She stated that her concern is that the Councils in the past have not done the job necessary 

for the City in terms of roads.  She stated that she will not support this action.   

 

Motion by Councilmember Musgrove, seconded by Councilmember Specht, that Ramsey fund its 

roads through a byline budget of a number between $1,000,000 to $1,300,000 with a 25 percent 

assessment or 100 percent levy. 

 

Further discussion:  Councilmember Specht stated that he believes including the funding through 

the budget would be the best idea.  He stated that he is unsure of the exact figures included in the 

motion and believe that the funds needed should be allocated.  He stated that including the item in 

the budget is the most transparent method.  Councilmember Kuzma stated that he would oppose 

this as that would equate to a 15 percent increase in the budget along with other road debt, which 

would be a 20 percent increase in taxes and would make Ramsey less attractive for businesses.  

Mayor LeTourneau stated that there were many comments related to controlling and managing 

this.  He stated that he likes that this would do that through ordinance.  He noted that a previous 

Council set aside funding for roads which was reversed by a later Council.  He stated that there 
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was a discussion of the levy increasing by 15 percent in the worksession earlier tonight, which 

related to then budgeting less amounts for roads.  He explained that is how the can gets kicked 

down the road and there would not be enough control and guidelines.  Councilmember Specht 

stated that this would add a whole new tax, which is still an increase.   

 

Motion failed.  Voting Yes:  Councilmembers Musgrove and Specht.  Voting No: Mayor 

LeTourneau, Councilmembers Kuzma, Menth and Riley. 

 

Motion by Councilmember Kuzma, seconded by Councilmember Riley, to Introduce Proposed 

Ordinance #20-11 Implementing a Gas Franchise Fee on Centerpoint Energy for Providing Gas 

Service Within the City of Ramsey, Introduce Proposed Ordinance #20-12 Implementing an 

Electric Franchise Fee on Connexus Energy for Providing Electric Service Within the City of 

Ramsey, and Introduce Proposed Ordinance #20-13 Implementing an Electric Franchise Fee on 

the City of Anoka Electric for Providing Electric Service Within the City of Ramsey. 

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes:  Mayor LeTourneau, Councilmembers Kuzma, Riley, and Menth.  

Voting No: Councilmembers Musgrove and Specht. 

 

Mayor LeTourneau briefly recessed the meeting. 

 

Mayor LeTourneau reconvened the meeting. 

7. COUNCIL BUSINESS 

7.01: Approve a Professional Services Contract Extension for the Tinklenberg Group 

 

City Administrator Ulrich reviewed the staff report and recommendation to approve the contract 

extension as outlined in the proposal. 

 

Allen Tinklenberg, The Tinklenberg Group, provided an update on the special session that should 

begin the following week and highlighted the main topics of discussion.  He stated that he feels 

good about the additional funding opportunities for Ramsey and the Highway 10 project.  He stated 

that the only issue will be whether the discussion on other issues can come together to pass a 

bonding bill.  He stated that with the issues that everyone is facing because of COVID, the City 

has not been able to take more of a victory lap for the $40,000,000 that was awarded to the 

community for the project.  He reviewed some of the discussions that laid the groundwork for the 

grant to be awarded and noted that it is a huge success.  He stated that the grant has a deadline, 

which is good and puts the pressure on other entities to help this project move forward.   

 

Councilmember Specht commented that Mr. Tinklenberg is great at what he does.   

 

Motion by Councilmember Menth, seconded by Councilmember Kuzma, to approve a 12-month 

extension to the contract with The Tinklenberg Group. 

 

Further discussion: Councilmember Musgrove asked for details on the Highway 10 workgroup 

and how often that group is meeting during the recent times.  Mr. Tinklenberg stated that there 

have not been regular meetings because of COVID, noting that the group last met in January to 
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ensure the entities were coordinating in terms of effort and moving forward.  He noted that the 

proposed legislation was written and agreed upon at that time.  Councilmember Musgrove asked 

if Mr. Tinklenberg could come back to the August 26th Council meeting to provide an update.  

Deputy City Administrator Gladhill stated that there have been some meetings of the Highway 10 

coalition, just on a smaller scale and noted that Mr. Tinklenberg has also participated in other 

meetings on behalf of the City. 

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes:  Mayor LeTourneau, Councilmembers Menth, Kuzma, Musgrove, 

Riley, and Specht.  Voting No: None. 

7.02: Introduce Ordinance #20-10 Amending Bulk Standards in the R-1 Residential 

District 

 

Deputy City Administrator Gladhill reviewed the staff report and recommendation to introduce 

Ordinance #20-10 amending the bulk standards in the R-1 Residential District. 

 

Motion by Councilmember Riley, seconded by Councilmember Musgrove, to Introduce Ordinance 

#20-10 Amending Bulk Standards in the R-1 Residential District. 

 

Further discussion: Mayor LeTourneau expressed appreciation to staff and the Planning 

Commission for the input they provide. 

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes:  Mayor LeTourneau, Councilmembers Riley, Musgrove, Kuzma, 

Menth, and Specht.  Voting No: None. 

7.03: Adopt Resolution #20-149 Formally Canceling the 2020 Happy Days Festival 

 

Communications and Events Coordinator Thorstad reviewed the staff report and recommendation 

to formally cancel the 2020 Happy Days Festival and continue preparations for a series of smaller, 

socially distant activities referred to as Happy Daze.  In addition, staff recommends entering into 

negotiations with Hello! Booking Inc. to reschedule the Happy Days Main Stage Entertainment 

performance by G.B. Leighton. 

 

Councilmember Specht thanked staff for their work on this case.  He asked if the fireworks would 

occur. 

 

Communications and Events Coordinator Thorstad stated that was on a draft schedule with a cost 

between $5,000 to $8,000.  She explained that was removed because it was the most expensive 

activity.  She noted that could be added back if interested. 

 

Councilmember Riley stated that he would be supportive of looking into a fireworks show.  He 

stated that the car show is shown as its own event and asked if it could be combined to occur with 

the other activities. 

 

Communications and Events Coordinator Thorstad confirmed that the event time could be changed 

to better align with the other activities. 
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Motion by Councilmember Menth, seconded by Councilmember Musgrove, to Adopt Resolution 

#20-149 Formally Canceling the 2020 Happy Days Festival. 

 

Further discussion: Councilmember Specht stated that he respects and understands the need to do 

this, but personally does not like the idea of canceling the event.  He stated that he does support 

the other activities occurring but noted that he will not be supporting this motion.  Mayor 

LeTourneau appreciated the effort of staff to provide some type of community celebration during 

this time of COVID.  He recognized that staff time is at a premium right now and encouraged staff 

to come forward if there are issues planning for the alternate activities.   

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes:  Mayor LeTourneau, Councilmembers Menth, Musgrove, Kuzma, 

and Riley.  Voting No: Councilmember Specht. 

7.04: Introduce Ordinance #20-15 Approving an Addition to Chapter 54 of the City Code: 

Traffic and Vehicles (Municipal Parking Ramp Regulations) 

 

City Administrator Ulrich reviewed the staff report and recommendation to introduce and finally 

adopt the ordinance to establish governing the use of the Ramsey Parking Ramp. 

 

Motion by Councilmember Menth, seconded by Councilmember Riley, to Introduce Ordinance 

#20-15 Adding to Chapter 54 of the City Code: Traffic and Vehicles. 

 

Further discussion: Councilmember Specht thanked staff for their work on this, noting that he has 

received multiple complaints from residents related to this topic and is happy the City is able to 

address the issue.  Councilmember Musgrove commented that this will make it easier for staff to 

enforce the issue and appreciated the work of staff. 

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes:  Mayor LeTourneau, Councilmembers Menth, Riley, Kuzma, 

Musgrove, and Specht.  Voting No: None. 

7.05: Motion to Update the Remote Attendance Policy 

 

City Administrator Ulrich reviewed the staff report and recommendation to approve the updated 

Remote Attendance Policy. 

 

Councilmember Riley asked if this is based on State law or the interpretation of the City, 

specifically related to the unlimited number of times this could be done. 

 

City Administrator Ulrich stated that the State law does not limit the number of times a 

Councilmember could remotely attend a meeting and the previous pilot policy of Ramsey was 

more restrictive.   

 

Councilmember Riley stated that he supports the changes to the policy with the exception of the 

unlimited number of times for a member to attend remotely. 
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Mayor LeTourneau stated that he is interpreting that language to be flexible enough to allow 

someone that may have been exposed to the virus to not attend, or perhaps a member that did not 

feel safe about attending.  He stated that placing a restriction on that would restrict someone’s 

ability to make a decision based on their health.  He stated that if COVID were to go away, the 

restriction could be put back in place if desired.   

 

Councilmember Menth stated that he agrees with Mayor LeTourneau as it is unknown as to what 

will occur with COVID in the next year and therefore does not support putting a number on the 

number of times someone can participate remotely. 

 

Councilmember Musgrove stated that she would support putting a limitation on the ability to attend 

remotely.  She stated that if there is a government mandate, the City could operate remotely under 

that provision.  She suggested placing a limit of three times per year for remote attendance.   

 

City Administrator Ulrich stated that a government mandate would supersede the policy, as would 

an emergency declaration. 

 

Mayor LeTourneau stated that his wife is very susceptible to the virus and he struggles with the 

decision to attend the meetings every time because he is scared to bring the virus home.  He stated 

that if a limit of three is put on the policy, he is unsure he would be able to fully participate.   

 

Councilmember Specht stated that perhaps this could be revaluated in six months and a limit could 

be placed on the policy at that time if the COVID challenges have decreased.   

 

Motion by Councilmember Kuzma, seconded by Councilmember Menth, to approve an updated 

Remote Attendance Policy. 

 

Motion failed.  Voting Yes:  Mayor LeTourneau, Councilmembers Kuzma, and Menth.  Voting 

No: Councilmembers Musgrove, Riley, and Specht. 

 

Motion by Councilmember Specht, seconded by Councilmember Riley, to approve an updated 

Remote Attendance Policy, with direction for this item to be reviewed by the Council in six 

months. 

 

Further discussion: Councilmember Musgrove stated that she believes the only part of the policy 

that would need to be revisited would be related to the number of times a member could attend 

remotely and asked if the motion should be adjusted to only consider that.  Councilmembers Specht 

and Riley confirmed that additional language could be included. 

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes:  Mayor LeTourneau, Councilmembers Specht, Riley, Menth, and 

Musgrove.  Voting No: Councilmember Kuzma. 

7.06: Adopt Resolution #20-143 Approving Second Addendum to Lease with Youth First 

Community of Promise for Use of Outdoor Areas 
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Deputy City Administrator Gladhill reviewed the staff report and recommendation to approve the 

addendum to the lease with Youth First Community of Promise for use of outdoor areas. 

 

Councilmember Kuzma asked why this item was pulled from the Consent Agenda. 

 

City Administrator Ulrich stated that Councilmember Musgrove requested that the item be pulled 

from the Consent Agenda on Monday, which did not meet the deadline to change the agenda. 

 

Councilmember Kuzma stated that he would appreciate if the Councilmembers would follow the 

deadline of submitting their request to pull an item from the Consent Agenda in order to provide 

the other members of the Council time to review the case in more depth. 

 

Councilmember Musgrove commented that she had additional questions when reviewing the case 

and therefore asked it to be pulled.  She referenced the rent for the second part, which is $1, and 

noted that the land is not being charged for.  She stated that she would not want to set the precedent 

that the City would not charge for things because it is a vacant City owned lot.  

 

Deputy City Administrator Gladhill confirmed that as part of the City’s contribution to the non-

profit organization, the City does not charge rent.   

 

Councilmember Musgrove stated that in the original discussion only additional inside office space 

was mentioned and not the outside yard area.  She asked if insurance requirements would change 

for this use. 

 

Deputy City Administrator Gladhill stated that there would not be an additional cost to the City.  

He explained that the City holds insurance as the property owner and the non-profit holds its own 

insurance for the use.   

 

Councilmember Musgrove commented that even though this is an open lot, it is on the market for 

sale. 

 

Deputy City Administrator Gladhill stated that the lot is not listed for sale. 

 

Councilmember Musgrove stated that she wants the public to be aware that this is a lease and not 

just a group using vacant City owned land.   

 

Mayor LeTourneau stated that the Council reviews things on a case by cases basis, taking into 

consideration all elements of the case and therefore does not believe that precedent is ever set by 

taking action.   

 

Deputy City Administrator Gladhill stated that it was the intent of staff to allow the organization 

to use the outdoor space, it just was not included in the lease, which is why it was included in this 

addendum.   

 

Councilmember Riley stated that this is for Youth First, which is a non-profit that helps youth in 

the community.  He stated that the City works with the organization and provides a low rent as a 
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form of contribution to the non-profit.  He stated that it is unlikely that this parcel would be leased 

to another business or entity because it was purchased for the Highway 10 project.  

 

Deputy City Administrator Gladhill commented that Ramsey is a part of the Board of the non-

profit.    

 

Motion by Councilmember Riley, seconded by Councilmember Kuzma, to Adopt Resolution #20-

143 Approving Second Addendum to Lease with Youth First Community of Promise.  

 

Motion carried.  Voting Yes:  Mayor LeTourneau, Councilmembers Riley, Kuzma, Menth, 

Musgrove, and Specht.  Voting No: None. 

8. MAYOR, COUNCIL AND STAFF INPUT 

 

City Administrator Ulrich presented Deputy City Administrator Gladhill an award for his 

assistance with remote meeting attendance and facilitating those meetings during the past few 

months.  He thanked Deputy City Administrator Gladhill for all of the work and coordination he 

completed in order to help the City continue to meet during these past few months. 

 

City Administrator Ulrich announced upcoming meetings and events. 

 

Councilmember Musgrove provided a brief update on the work the Lower Rum River Water 

Management Organization is doing related to watershed based implementation funding. 

 

Mayor LeTourneau stated that he visited the City of Andover with Councilmember Kuzma and 

many staff members continuing to explore the issue of water quality and drinking water 

management.  He thanked Andover staff for hosting the City and sharing information. 

9. ADJOURNMENT 

 

Motion by Councilmember Menth, seconded by Councilmember Kuzma, to adjourn the meeting. 

 

Motion carried. 

 

The regular meeting of the City Council adjourned at 9:53 p.m. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

 

_____________________________ 

Kurtis G. Ulrich 

City Administrator  

 

ATTEST: 
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__________________________________ 

Katie M. Schmidt 

Administrative Assistant 

 

Drafted by Amanda Staple 

TimeSaver Off Site Secretarial, Inc. 

 

 

A recording of this meeting is available for viewing online at  www.qctv.org 

<http://www.qctv.org>.  Recordings are available for 36 months after the date of the meeting. 

http://www.qctv.org/
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CITY COUNCIL SPECIAL WORK SESSION 

CITY OF RAMSEY 

ANOKA COUNTY 

STATE OF MINNESOTA 

 

The Ramsey City Council conducted a City Council Work Session on Tuesday, July 21, 2020, at 

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

 

Members Present: Mayor John LeTourneau  

Councilmember Mark Kuzma 

Councilmember Jeff Menth  

Councilmember Debra Musgrove 

Councilmember Chris Riley 

Councilmember Dan Specht 

 

Also Present:  City Administrator Kurtis Ulrich 

John Nelson Utilities Supervisor  

   Public Works Superintendent Grant Riemer 

Deputy City Administrator Timothy Gladhill 

City Engineer Bruce Westby  

 

1. CALL TO ORDER 

 

Mayor LeTourneau called the City Council Work Session to order at 5:50 p.m. 

 

2. TOPICS FOR DISCUSSION 

 

2.01: Review Draft Feasibility Study for Centralized Water Treatment Facility 

 

Chris Larson, Water Treatment Manager with SEH, introduced himself and thanked the Council 

for the ability to work on the project.  He reviewed details of the existing infrastructure of the 

City’s water supply and the current treatment that is provided.  He explained how the modeling 

was developed in order to make future projections.   

 

Mayor LeTourneau commented that he is a bit concerned that two of the wells on the east side of 

the city are potentially not a part of this and asked how they would plan for that. 

 

Mr. Larson replied that those could be left as backups and would not be capped.  He stated that the 

City has already decided not to use one of those wells and therefore it would only be one additional 

that would not be used in this model.  He reviewed the distribution model with the existing 

demands and provided details on the different PSI levels and provided similar information for the 

projected needs in 2040.  He moved to the issue of water quality noting that manganese is the 

overriding factor in this instance.  He reviewed the Department of Health guidelines for manganese 

and stated that out of the eight production wells, four of the seven remaining wells have manganese 

levels of .2 to .4.  He stated that the other wells have ranges between .02 and .05.   

 



City Council Work Session / July 21, 2020 

Page 2 of 5 

Mayor LeTourneau commented that the City has continued to monitor manganese and the rates 

have remained consistent and have not continued to increase.  He stated that this is a driving issue 

around this effort and the City is bumping up against challenges on the mixing side but has been 

able to maintain the standards and demand.   

 

Utilities Supervisor Nelson provided details on the mixing that is done and the order in which the 

City wells are brought online during high demand use times. 

 

Councilmember Musgrove asked the dates the information was collected, specifically whether it 

was the first quarter of the year or from last year.   

 

Mr. Larson commented that these numbers are coming right from the well where it comes out of 

the ground.  He was unsure of the date the data was collected but noted that the numbers do not 

tend to fluctuate.   

 

Councilmember Musgrove stated that she would assume then that the numbers are not going up or 

down.   

 

City Engineer Westby stated that this issue first came forward in spring of 2019 and therefore the 

data could be a little over one year old. 

 

Mayor LeTourneau commented that he recognizes that the Council had been given results at a 

certain amount of time and asked if the wells continue to be tested individually or whether the mix 

is tested. 

 

Utilities Supervisor Nelson replied that the mix is tested.  He stated that he takes 15 samples each 

month, noting that he has focused on businesses throughout the community due to COVID.   

 

Mayor LeTourneau commented that it would seem that provides an average, or mean, and if the 

numbers jump up, samples could be taken from individual wells. 

 

Utilities Supervisor Nelson stated that they have found that the samples tend to be close to the 

original level.  He noted that readings from 1985 have been close to the readings in 2019 and have 

not been found to change much over time. 

 

Councilmember Menth stated that Ramsey has been testing for manganese for a long time then 

and asked if the Department of Health changed the rules during that time. 

 

Mr. Larson confirmed that the Department of Health issued an advisory several years ago, but it 

takes some time for the Department of Health to get around to reviewing each municipality and 

issuing notices.  He confirmed that the manganese level for Ramsey has remained consistent over 

those years but was recently triggered by the Department of Health.  He stated that through the 

mixing the City does, 98 percent of the time Ramsey is under the range.   

 

Mayor LeTourneau stated that Ramsey is at a place where it now needs to fall within the guidelines.   
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Councilmember Kuzma stated that it appears that the City’s mix tested above the guided range and 

asked if an alert needs to go out related to that. 

 

Mr. Larson explained that it is an advisory but there would not need to be a warning that the water 

should not be drank. 

 

Utilities Supervisor Nelson replied that the mapping of the manganese testing is posted on the City 

website and shared with the Department of Health.   

 

Mr. Larson stated that another constituent that causes complaints is iron and reviewed the ranges 

the City falls under.  He noted that most cities that fall under the range Ramsey does would 

consider removing the iron.  He stated that the other issue would be hardness and reviewed the 

range of Ramsey.  He stated that residents have an option to have a home softener to resolve the 

issue of hardness.  He reviewed unregulated contaminates and how those items could be regulated 

in the future, noting that most of those are manmade and would not be a concern for Ramsey. 

 

Councilmember Menth referenced the scrapyard in Anoka, with close proximity to Ramsey, and 

asked if the water flow from that area goes towards Ramsey. 

 

Mr. Larson stated that would most likely flow to the river.  He stated that the bigger concern for 

Ramsey would be the landfill site but noted that there are typically barriers in place to prevent that 

from entering the groundwater.  He noted that his report has more details on groundwater and 

sensitivity from surface pollution.  He provided details on the current water demand, noting that is 

an average throughout the year.   

 

Utilities Supervisor Nelson provided the record high demand the City has seen on one given day. 

 

Mr. Larson stated that information was used to develop the projection for 2040 and reviewed those 

projections.  He reviewed the additional infrastructure that would be needed for wells if a water 

treatment plant were developed.  He provided details on the aquafers that are available to the City 

and the different requirements related to use of those aquafers.  He stated that they think that there 

is sufficient groundwater in Ramsey to install future wells, based on the modeling, and to supply 

drinking water. 

 

Councilmember Musgrove asked if this information places the City in a good position to request 

additional wells. 

 

Mr. Larson commented that he does not see why the DNR would not grant Ramsey additional 

appropriations.  He stated that by 2040 the City would need three additional wells to support the 

projected capacity and reviewed potential locations for those wells.  He confirmed that the 

potential locations are not listed in a priority order and explained it would be a matter of 

opportunity and convenience.  He stated that one method to remove the iron and manganese would 

be to treat the water, noting that most common treatment would be a sand filter.  He stated that in 

order to remove the hardness, softening would need to occur.  He stated that they did not spend 

much time on softening because of the cost.  He stated that they did some pilot testing using a sand 

filter and were able to remove the manganese and iron through that method.   
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Councilmember Menth asked for details on the sand filter. 

 

Mr. Larson provided a brief summary of how the sand filter works.  He noted that the building size 

itself would be fairly significant.  He provided additional details on water treatment plant options.   

 

Mayor LeTourneau shared comments from Andover staff related to a water treatment plant option 

that is more expensive on the front end but provides a definite time and cost savings after that.   

 

Councilmember Musgrove asked the staff that would be needed to manage a water treatment plant. 

 

Mr. Larson stated that he is unsure on the exact demands but commented that the process is fairly 

automated and would not require a huge staffing demand.  He identified a potential location for a 

water treatment plant near the fire station.   

 

Councilmember Musgrove stated that she would prefer function over architecture in terms of 

design and project cost. 

 

Mr. Larson reviewed the estimated costs between the two different treatment plant options 

including lifecycle costs.  He also provided information related to the impact on water rates that a 

water treatment plant could have, noting that the City has most of the funds set aside already and 

should be commended for that.   

 

Mayor LeTourneau stated that this presentation included great information. 

 

Councilmember Musgrove stated that in the future she would like to hear input from public works 

staff on the different options. 

 

City Administrator Ulrich asked if the remaining Councilmembers that were not able to attend 

tours would be interested in attending a tour. 

 

Mr. Larson confirmed that an additional tour could occur at Andover for those interested. 

 

3. ADJOURNMENT 

 

The Work Session of the City Council was adjourned at 7:18 p.m. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

_________________________________ 

Kurtis G. Ulrich 

City Administrator 

 

 

ATTEST: 
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__________________________________ 

Katie M. Schmidt 

Administrative Assistant 

 

Drafted by Amanda Staple 

TimeSaver Off Site Secretarial, Inc. 

 



   
CC Regular Session   5. 3.           
Meeting Date: 08/10/2020  
By: Wendy Schlueter, Community

Development

Information
Title
Approve Business Licenses

Purpose/Background:
Purpose:
To obtain City Council approval of various license requests.

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

Recommendation:
Staff recommends approval of business license applications contingent upon completion of background checks.

Action:
Motion to approve the attached business license applications contingent upon completion of background checks.

Attachments
Business Lic

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Sean Sullivan Sean Sullivan 08/05/2020 04:40 PM
Tim Gladhill Tim Gladhill 08/06/2020 12:15 PM
Kurt Ulrich Kathy Schmitz 08/06/2020 01:43 PM
Form Started By: Wendy Schlueter Started On: 07/23/2020 03:22 PM
Final Approval Date: 08/06/2020 



Report Name: License Report - License Types

Council Dates:  8/11/2020 to 8/11/2020

Status:  Active, Inactive

License Type(s):  Therapeutic Massage Establishment, 

Therapeutic Massage Therapist, Transient 

Merchant/Peddler/Solicitor

License Report - License 

Types

Page:  1

Printed:  8/7/2020City of Ramsey

Company Exp. DateLocation Complex

Council

Date Status

Therapeutic Massage Therapist

6957 Highway 10 NW #102 12/31/2020Travis Story Elysium Massage 8/11/2020 A

Therapeutic Massage Therapist License Count:  1

Transient Merchant/Peddler/Solicitor

  10/12/2020Smokin J's BBQ 8/11/2020 A

  12/31/2020Ecoshield Pest Control 8/11/2020 A

Transient Merchant/Peddler/Solicitor License Count:  2

Total Licenses:  3



   
CC Regular Session   5. 4.           
Meeting Date: 08/10/2020  
By: JoAnn Shaw, Community Development

Information
Title
Approve Rental Licenses

Purpose/Background:
Purpose: The purpose of this case is to approve rental license requests for 2020.

Background: Detached Single-Family Homes and Attached Single-Family Homes (townhomes, duplexes, etc.) are
required to obtain a license (registration), but are not subject to inspections (unless the City has sufficient evidence
of a violation of City Code). 

Multi-Family Units (apartments, condos, etc.) will continue to be subject to the license and inspection program as
required today, but the inspection frequency will be reduced.

License application requests are attached for Council approval.

Recommendation:
Staff recommends approval of license applications.

Action:
Motion to approve rental license applications.

Attachments
Rental License Applications

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Tim Gladhill Tim Gladhill 08/06/2020 12:19 PM
Kurt Ulrich Kathy Schmitz 08/06/2020 01:43 PM
Form Started By: JoAnn Shaw Started On: 07/30/2020 08:19 AM
Final Approval Date: 08/06/2020 



Report Name: License Report - License Types

Council Dates:  8/10/2020 to 8/10/2020

Status:  Active, Inactive

License Type(s):  Rental

License Report - License 

Types

Page:  1

Printed:  8/5/2020City of Ramsey

Company Exp. DateLocation Complex

Council

Date Status

Rental

7055 139th Ave NW 7/11/2023James and Karen Sandquist 8/10/2020 A

7030 147th Ave NW 7/11/2023Rhonda Grooms 8/10/2020 A

7368 147th La NW 7/11/2023Chris Dietsch 8/10/2020 A

5692 154th Ave NW 7/25/2023Chaun Jia 8/10/2020 A

5581 154th La NW 7/11/2023Three C Properties, LLC 8/10/2020 A

5589 154th La NW 7/11/2023Three C Properties, LLC 8/10/2020 A

7005 156th Ave NW 7/11/2023Michael Hoeschen 8/10/2020 A

5623 157th Ave NW 7/11/2023LuAnn Nelson 8/10/2020 A

8221 159th La NW 6/13/2023HNW Donnay 8/10/2020 A

16611 Dolomite St NW 8/22/2023Doug Anderson 8/10/2020 A

7277 E Ramsey Pkwy 8/22/2023Angela E Heida 8/10/2020 A

15276 Fluorine St NW 7/25/2023Christopher Rasinski 8/10/2020 A

14520 Nowthen Blvd NW 8/22/2023Michael Moriarty 8/10/2020 A

14569 Olivine Way NW 6/27/2023Angela Halek Reed 8/10/2020 A

16300 Ramsey Blvd NW 6/27/2023William and Elizabeth Erhart 8/10/2020 A

14683 Sodium St NW 7/25/2023Blake Fisher 8/10/2020 A

15547 Sodium Way NW 7/11/2023Michael Horner 8/10/2020 A

14860 Zuni St NW 8/22/2023Chau Nguyen 8/10/2020 A

Rental License Count:  18

Total Licenses:  18



   
CC Regular Session   5. 5.           
Meeting Date: 08/10/2020  
By: Jackie Lipski, Finance

Information
Title
Adopt Resolution #20-166 Approving Cash Disbursements Made and Authorizing Payment of Accounts Payable
Invoicing Received During the Period of July 23, 2020 through August 5, 2020

Purpose/Background:
Adopt Resolution #20-166 Approving Cash Disbursements Made and Authorizing Payment of Accounts Payable
Invoicing Received During the Period of July 23, 2020 through August 5, 2020

Recommendation:
Staff Recommends to Adopt Resolution #20-166 Approving Cash Disbursements Made and Authorizing Payment
of Accounts Payable Invoicing Received During the Period of July 23, 2020 through August 5, 2020.

Action:
Motion to Adopt Resolution #20-166 Approving Cash Disbursements Made and Authorizing Payment of Accounts
Payable Invoicing Received During the Period of July 23, 2020 through August 5, 2020.

Attachments
Bills List 08/10/2020
Resolution 8/10/2020

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Diana Lund Diana Lund 08/05/2020 11:39 AM
Kurt Ulrich Kathy Schmitz 08/06/2020 11:42 AM
Tim Gladhill Tim Gladhill 08/06/2020 12:18 PM
Form Started By: Jackie Lipski Started On: 08/05/2020 11:29 AM
Final Approval Date: 08/06/2020 

























































Councilmember  introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption: 

 

RESOLUTION #20-166 

 

RESOLUTION APPROVING CASH DISBURSEMENTS MADE AND AUTHORIZING 

PAYMENT OF ACCOUNTS PAYABLE INVOICING RECEIVED DURING THE 

PERIOD OF JULY 23, 2020 THROUGH AUGUST 5, 2020 

 

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

received accounts payable invoicing during the period of July 23, 2020, through August 5, 2020, 

in the amount of $ 1,034,807.58 and 

 

 WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Ramsey is required to authorize payment for 

all disbursement transactions. 

 

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

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

 

1) That the Ramsey City Council hereby approves the cash disbursements made and 

authorizes payment of the accounts payable invoices as detailed in the attached Bills List 

for the period July 23, 2020, through August 5, 2020, in the amount of $ 1,034,807.58. 

 

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: 

 

 Acting Mayor  

 Councilmember  

 Councilmember  

 Councilmember  

 Councilmember  

 Councilmember  

 

and the following voted against the same: 

 

 None 

 

and the following abstained: 

 

 None 

 

and the following were absent: 
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Whereupon said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted by the Ramsey City Council this 

the 10th day of August, 2020. 

 

              

       Mayor  

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

       

City Clerk  

 

 
 



   
CC Regular Session   5. 6.           
Meeting Date: 08/10/2020  
Submitted For: Joe Feriancek, Engineering/Public Works 
By: Joe Feriancek, Engineering/Public Works

Information
Title
Adopt Resolution #20-165 Approving Change Order #1 for Variolite Street Reconstruction, Improvement Project
20-01.

Purpose/Background:
Purpose:
The purpose of this case is to adopt Resolution #20-165 approving Change Order #1 for Variolite Street
Reconstruction, Improvement Project 20-01.

Background:
Included in the Variolite Street Reconstruction project is the replacement of existing 10” force main trunk sanitary
sewer with 21” PVC gravity trunk sanitary sewer along Variolite Street between 163rd Avenue and 166th Avenue,
a distance of approximately 2,360 feet.

The new trunk sanitary sewer is proposed to allow for future expansion of the sanitary sewer system to the north.
After staking the proposed end of line stub, City Staff found that installing the sanitary sewer stub as proposed
would impact existing trees, landscaping and existing high pressure gas mains, and that future connections made to
the sanitary sewer stub would require several hundred feet of Variolite Street to be reconstructed. To avoid such
existing and future impacts, this change order proposes to extend the 21” PVC sanitary sewer 160 lineal feet and to
add an additional manhole to the north. The sanitary sewer stub out of the last manhole is directed into the east
ditch, beyond the tree impact area, far enough off Variolite Street to avoid future impacts to the street and existing
gas mains, which would cost significantly more than extending the sanitary sewer 160 feet to the north.

In addition, after award of the contract, City Staff was contacted by the residents at 7600 163rd Lane with an
inquiry to connect to city sewer and water. This change order includes the necessary work to extend 1” water
service and 4” sanitary sewer service lines to the right of way at 7600 163 rd Lane NW, which the property owner
can then connect to.

Park Construction plans to begin installing sanitary sewer on Wednesday, August 12, 2020. The work required to
provide City utility service lines for 7600 163rd Lane NW are near the beginning point of sanitary sewer
construction, therefore approval of Change Order #1 must occur before August 12th in order to ensure that Council
approval is received before work associated with Change Order #1 begins. Whenever possible, Staff requests
Council approval of Change Orders prior to authorizing any associated work.

A petition and waiver agreement for the connection to City sewer and water services is considered under a separate
case on the consent agenda.

Notification:
No notifications are required.

Observations/Alternatives:
Observations:



Observations:
If the improvements proposed under Change Order #1 had been contemplated earlier and included in the plans, the
bid prices would have reflected a commensurate increase in construction costs.

Alternatives:
Alternative #1 – Motion to adopt Resolution #20-165 approving Change Order #1 for Variolite Street
Reconstruction, Improvement Project 20-01.

Funding Source:
Payment for the work covered by Change Order #1 will be funded partly by sewer and water funds, and partly by
the property owner of 7600 163rd Lane NW in an amount up to $14,409 as outlined under the separate consent
agenda case requesting Council approval of a petition and waiver agreement allowing these costs to be assessed
against this property.

Recommendation:
City Staff recommends Alternative #1.

Action:
Motion to adopt Resolution #20-165 Approving Change Order #1 for Variolite Street Reconstruction, Improvement
Project 20-01.

Attachments
Change Order #1
Resolution 20-165
Plans
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   STATE AID FOR LOCAL TRANSPORTATION             Rev. February 2018 
              CHANGE ORDER          
  
 

 
SP/SAP(s) 199-101-012 MN Project No.:  Change Order No. #1 

  

Page 1 of 1 
 

Project Location Variolite Street   
Local Agency  City of Ramsey Local Project No. 20-01 
Contractor Park Construction Company Contract No. #20-01 
Address/City/State/Zip 1481 – 81st Avenue NE, Minneapolis, MN 55432 
Total Change Order Amount $ 43,410.80 

Estimate Of Cost:  (Include any increases or decreases in contract items, any negotiated or force account items.) 
**Group/
funding 

Category 
Item No. Description Unit Unit Price + or – 

Quantity 
+ or – 

Amount $ 

 2105.601 DEWATERING LS 11,985.00 1 11,985.00 

 2503.503 21” PVC PIPE SEWER (SDR 26) LF 88.70 160 14,192.00 

 2503.503 4” PVC SANITARY SEWER SERVICE PIPE (SDR 26) LF 42.00 58 2,436.00 

 2503.602 21”X4” PVC WYE (SDR 26) EA 2,292.00 1 2,292.00 

 2503.602 4” PVC CAP EA 50.00 1 50.00 

 2503.603 
CLEAN AND VIDEO TAPE PIPE SEWER 
(SANITARY) LF 1.40 160 224.00 

 2504.602 1” CORPORATION STOP EA 787.00 1 787.00 

 2504.602 1” CURB STOP AND BOX EA 768.00 1 768.00 

 2504.603 1” COPPER PIPE TYPE K LF 43.00 75 3,225.00 

 2506.502 CASTING ASSEMBLY (SANITARY) EA 801.00 1 801.00 

 2506.502 ADJUST FRAME AND RING CASTING EA 439.00 1 439.00 

 2506.503 
CONSTRUCT SANITARY STRUCTURE DESIGN 48-
4007 LF 306.00 20.3 6,211.80 

Net Change this Change Order  43,410.80 

**Group/funding category is required for federal aid projects 

Due to this change, the contract time: (check one) 
(  X )  Is NOT changed (   )  May be revised as provided in MnDOT Specification 1806 
(   )  Is Increased by _____ Working Days 
(   )  Is Decreased by _____ Working Days 

(   )  Is Increased by _____ Calendar Days 
(   )  Is Decreased by _____ Calendar Days 

 
Approved by Project Engineer: ______________      Date: 8/4/2020         
Print Name: Joe Feriancek           Phone: (763) 433-9893         
 
Approved by Contractor: ___________________________________   Date: _____________ 
Print Name: _______________________________________   Phone: __________________ 
 
 
 
 
 
 

DSAE Portion:  The State of Minnesota is not a participant in this contract.  Signature by the 
District State Aid Engineer is for FUNDING PURPOSES ONLY and for compliance with State 
and Federal Aid Rules/Policy.  Eligibility does not guarantee funds will be available. 
 

This work is eligible for:   ___ Federal Funding         ___ State Aid Funding           ___ Local funds 
 
District State Aid Engineer:  _________________________________ Date: ____________ 

8/5/2020

Chad Grady (651) 303-5654



Resolution #20-165 
Page 1 of 2 

 

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

RESOLUTION #20-165 
 
RESOLUTION ACCEPTING CHANGE ORDER #1 FOR VARIOLITE STREET 
RECONSTRUCTION, IMPROVEMENT PROJECT #20-01 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Ramsey proposes to reconstruct Variolite Street between Alpine 
Drive and 173rd Avenue in 2020; and 
 
 WHEREAS, pursuant to Ramsey City Council Resolution #19-219 adopted September 
10, 2019, the City Council approved and authorized Staff to execute proposals from Hakanson 
Anderson and Associates for required topographic survey in the amount of $12,800, and from 
Northern Technologies Inc. for required geotechnical work in the amount of $29,750; and 
 
 WHEREAS, pursuant to Ramsey City Council Resolution #19-285 adopted December 
10, 2019, the City Council ordered the City Engineer to prepare a Feasibility Report for 
Improvement Project #20-01, Variolite Street Reconstruction; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Ramsey Public Works Committee directed Staff to explore options for 
reducing speeds and improving pedestrian accommodations along Variolite Street; and 
 
 WHEREAS, one of the primary purposes of a Feasibility Report is to explore alternative 
design options and provide recommendations on which options to construct; and 
 
 WHEREAS, pursuant to Ramsey City Council Resolution #20-071 adopted April 14, 
2020, the City Council accepted the Feasibility Report and ordered the City Engineer to prepare 
plans and specifications for Improvement Project #20-01, Variolite Street Reconstruction; and 
 
 WHEREAS, pursuant to Ramsey City Council Resolution #20-089 adopted May 12, 
2020, the City Council approved plans and specifications and authorized advertisements for bids 
for said improvements; and 
 
 WHEREAS, bids were advertised in the Anoka Union Herald and in Finance and 
Commerce on May 15 and May 22, 2020; and 
 
 WHEREAS, bids were received, opened, and tabulated on June 5, 2020, and the 
following bids were found to comply with the advertisement for bids; and 

 
WHEREAS, pursuant to Ramsey City Council Resolution #20-124 adopted June 9, 

2020, Park Construction Company of Minneapolis, Minnesota, was awarded the construction 
contract in the amount of $2,811,859.49 for said improvements in accordance with the approved 
plans and specifications and advertisement for bids, including Alternate Bid A and Alternate Bid 
B; and 

 



Resolution #20-165 
Page 2 of 2 

 

WHEREAS, Change Order #1 in the amount of $43,410.80 will prevent impacts to 
existing trees, landscaping, and private utilities, and will prevent the need to reconstruct a portion 
of Variolite Street in the future by extending trunk sanitary sewer 160 linear feet to the north, and 
will allow for the connection to City sewer and water services as requested by the residents at 
7600 163rd Lane NW. 
 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 
CITY OF RAMSEY, ANOKA COUNTY, STATE OF MINNESOTA, as follows: 
 
1) That the City Council hereby approves Change Order #1 in the total amount of 

$43,410.80 for Park Construction Company to extend trunk sanitary sewer 160 linear feet 
to the north, and to add sanitary sewer and water service lines to allow connection to 
municipal utilities at 7600 163rd Lane NW. 
 

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 10th day of August, 2020.  
 
 
              
       Mayor  
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
       
City Clerk  
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CC Regular Session   5. 7.           
Meeting Date: 08/10/2020  
By: Bruce Westby, Engineering/Public

Works

Information
Title
Adopt Resolution #20-167 Approving Petition and Waiver Agreement for Municipal Water and Sanitary Sewer
Connection to 7600 163rd Lane NW.

Purpose/Background:
The owner of real property at 7600 163rd Lane NW recently requested to connect to municipal water supply and
sanitary sewer due to significant costs required to repair their failing private septic system. Trunk fees for this
connection are $14,409. The property owner desires to assess the entire amount. The City considers this to be
acceptable based on current policies and regulations.

Notification:
Notification is not required.

Observations/Alternatives:
In order to allow costs to be assessed against the property, the property owner must enter into the attached Petition
and Waiver Agreement, thereby waiving any rights to appeal the assessment. The attached Agreement was
reviewed and approved by the City Attorney and Finance Director.

The assessed amount will be spread over ten (10) years and will be charged interest in the amount of 2% over the
rate at which the city sells bonds, or 2% over the 10-year treasury rate if the city does not bond for funding. 

Funding Source:
The property owner is responsible for all costs associated with this request.

Recommendation:
Staff recommends approval of the Petition and Waiver Agreement for 7600 163rd Lane NW.

Action:
Motion to adopt Resolution #20-167 approving the Petition and Waiver Agreement for municipal water and
sanitary sewer connections to 7600 163rd Lane NW. 

Attachments
Resolution 20-167
Petition and Waiver Agreement

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Kurt Ulrich Kathy Schmitz 08/06/2020 03:02 PM
Tim Gladhill Tim Gladhill 08/06/2020 03:30 PM
Form Started By: Bruce Westby Started On: 08/04/2020 11:57 AM
Final Approval Date: 08/06/2020 
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Councilmember _____ introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption: 
 

RESOLUTION #20-167 
 

RESOLUTION APPROVING PETITION AND WAIVER AGREEMENT FOR 
MUNICIPAL WATER AND SANITARY SEWER CONNECTION TO 7600 163RD LANE 

NW 
 
 WHEREAS, the City is reconstructing Variolite Street between Alpine Drive and 173rd 
Avenue in 2020; and 
 

WHEREAS, Change Order #1 for Variolite Street includes sanitary sewer and water 
supply service line improvements needed to facilitate water supply and sanitary sewer 
connections to the property at 7600 163rd Lane NW as requested by the property owner; and 

 
WHEREAS, the property owner agrees to be assessed for the necessary sewer and water 

service line improvements at a cost up to $14,409, plus interest, using a petition and waiver 
agreement; and 

 
WHEREAS, the City is willing to levy such costs to the aforementioned property. 

 
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 the assessment of up to $14,409.00, plus interest, as 
detailed within the Petition and Waiver Agreement, contingent upon the property owner 
entering into said Petition and Waiver Agreement. 
 

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: 
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Whereupon said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted by the Ramsey City Council this 
the 10th day of August, 2020.  
 
 
              
       Mayor  
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
       
City Clerk  
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(reserved for recording) 
 

PETITION AND WAIVER AGREEMENT 
 
This agreement made this _____ day of _______________, 2020, by and between the City of Ramsey, a 
Minnesota municipal corporation (“City”), and Kristi L. Haight, owner of real property located at 7600 
163rd Lane NW, Ramsey, Minnesota 55303, PID 16-32-25-21-0016, (“Owner”). 
 
 WITNESSETH: 
  
 WHEREAS, the Owner is the fee owner of the real property described as follows; LOT 3, BLOCK 
3, CAROL-ROSE ACRES, ANOKA COUNTY, MINNESOTA. (the “Subject Property”); and 
  
 WHEREAS, the Owner desires to have the City construct public utility (sanitary sewer and water 
supply) services to serve the Subject Property (hereinafter referred to as the “Improvement Project”); and 
  
 WHEREAS, the Owner wishes the City to construct the Improvement Project without notice of 
hearing or hearing on the special assessments levied to finance the Improvement Project, and to levy up to 
$14,409 of the cost of the Improvement Project against the Subject Property; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City is willing to construct the Improvement Project without certain notices or 
hearings, provided the assurances and covenants stated below are made by the Owner to ensure that the 
City will have valid and collectable special assessments as they relate to the Subject Property to finance all 
of the costs of the Improvement Project, at no cost to the City; and 
 
 WHEREAS, were it not for the assurances and covenants hereinafter provided, the City would not 
construct the Improvement Project. 
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NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY AGREED BY AND BETWEEN THE PARTIES AS FOLLOWS: 
 

1. The Owner hereby petitions the City for construction of the Improvement Project. 
 

2. The Owner represents and warrants that she is the owner of 100 percent of the Subject Property, 
that she has full legal power and authority to encumber the Subject Property as herein provided, 
and that as of the date hereof, she has fee simple absolute title in the Subject Property, which is not 
subject to any liens, interests or encumbrances. 
 

3. The Owner requests that up to $14,409 of the cost of the Improvement Project be assessed against 
the Subject Property. The parties agree and understand that the principal amount to be assessed for 
the Improvement Project will not exceed $14,409. 
 

4. The Owner waives notice of hearing and hearing pursuant to Minn. Stat. section 429.031, on the 
Improvement Project, notice of hearing and hearing on the special assessments levied to finance 
the Improvement Project pursuant to Minn. Stat. section 429.061, and any notice of hearing or 
procedure specified under the City Charter, and specifically requests that the Improvement Project 
be constructed and special assessments be levied against the Subject Property without hearings. 
 

5. The Owner waives the right to appeal the levy of the special assessments in accordance with this 
Agreement pursuant to Minnesota Statutes section 429.081, or reapportionment thereof upon land 
division pursuant to Minnesota Statutes section 429.071, subdivision 3, or otherwise, and further 
specifically agrees with respect to such special assessments against the Subject Property or 
reapportionment that: 
 

a. Any requirements of Minnesota Statutes chapter 429 or the City Charter with which the 
City does not comply are hereby waived by the Owner; 
 

b. The increase in fair market value of the Subject Property resulting from construction of the 
Improvement Project will be at least equal to the amount specified in paragraph 3, and that 
such increase in fair market value is a special benefit to the Subject Property; 

 
c. Assessment of the above-specified cost of the Improvement Project against the Subject 

Property is reasonable, fair and equitable and there are no other properties against which 
such cost should be assessed; and 

 
d. The Owner further specifically waives notice and right to appeal reapportionment of such 

special assessments upon land division pursuant to Minnesota Statutes section 429.071, 
subdivision 3. 

 
6. The Owner understands and agrees that the City may provide for the payment of such special 

assessments in installments over a period of ten (10) years bearing an interest rate set at 2% over 
the rate at which the city sells bonds, or 2% over the 10-year treasury rate if the city does not bond 
for funding the Improvement Project. However, the decision regarding the period of time over 
which the special assessments may be paid and the interest rate to be applied is in the absolute and 
sole discretion of the city council, subject only to limitations imposed by law. 

 
7. The Owner represents and warrants that the Subject Property is not so classified for tax purposes 

as to result in deferral of the obligation to pay special assessments, and Owner agrees that it will 
take no action to secure such tax status for the Subject Property during the term of this Agreement. 
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8. The covenants, waivers and agreements contained in this Agreements shall bind the successors and 
assigns of the Owner and shall run with the Subject Property and bind all successors in interest 
thereof. It is the intent of the parties hereto that this Agreement be in a form that is recordable 
among the land records of Anoka County, Minnesota, and they agree to make any changes in this 
Agreement which may be necessary to effect the recording and filing of this Agreement against the 
title of the Subject Property. 
 

9. This Agreement shall terminate upon the final payment of all special assessments levied against 
the Subject Property regarding the Improvement Project, and the City shall thereupon execute and 
deliver such documents, in recordable form, as are necessary to extinguish its rights hereunder. 
 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have set their hands the day and year first written above. 
 
  
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

(left blank intentionally; signature pages to follow) 
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CITY OF RAMSEY 
 
By: __________________________________ 
Its: Mayor 
 
ATTEST 
 
By: _________________________________ 
Its: City Administrator 
 
 
 
STATE OF MINNESOTA ) 
    ) ss. 
COUNTY OF ANOKA ) 
 
 The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this ____ day of _______________, 
2020, by John LeTourneau and Kurtis G. Ulrich, the Mayor and City Administrator, respectively, of City 
of Ramsey, a Minnesota municipal corporation pursuant to the authority granted by its City Council. 
 
      ___________________________________ 
      Notary Public 
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PROPERTY OWNER 
 
By: __________________________________ 
 Kristi L. Haight 
 
 
 
STATE OF MINNESOTA    ) 

 ) SS. 
COUNTY OF __________________ ) 
 
 

  
 The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this _______ day of _______________, 
2020, by Kristi L. Haight. 
 
 
 
 
_________________________________ 
Notary Public 
 
 
 
This instrument drafted by: 
City of Ramsey 
7550 Sunwood Drive N.W. 
(763) 427-1410 
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Meeting Date: 08/10/2020  
Submitted For: Chloe McGuire Brigl, Community Development 
By: Eric Maass, Community Development

Information
Title:
Adopt Ordinance #20-09: Revisions to Section 117-349 related to Accessory Uses and Structures

Purpose/Background:
The purpose of this case is for the City Council to review proposed updates to the Accessory Uses section of the
City's ordinances. Proposed updates have been drafted by Staff based on experience in implementing the current
ordinance and feedback provided to Staff by city residents applying for various permits related to accessory uses on
their property. The Planning Commission considered this proposed ordinance amendment at their meeting on July
9, 2020. The planning commission voted unanimously to forward the ordinance as drafted to the City Council.

The City Council introduced this ordinance at its meeting on July 28, 2020 and it is now available for adoption.

Notification:
Staff published the Notice of Public Hearing in the Anoka County UnionHerald. The public hearing was not
specific to a single address and as a result individual mailers regarding this public hearing have not been sent to
individual residences.

Observations/Alternatives:
Observations
City Staff have been tracking areas of the City's zoning ordinance which require review and consideration for
updating. One of those sections is the Accessory Uses portion of the zoning ordinance (Section 117-349). This
sections outlines standards for uses such as decks, sheds, pools, and driveways. Each year City Staff receive dozens
of permits related to these types of property improvements and as a result the current ordinance has been
thoroughly tested by both Staff and residents in its current form and Staff have identified a number of areas within
the current ordinance that are recommended to be updated. The updates that are proposed are meant to reduce
redundancies as well as react to common resident requests related to the ordinance itself. Staff has attached the draft
ordinance that was reviewed by the Planning Commission and is now ready for review by the City Council. Staff
will walk through each of the proposed revisions with the City Council and members of the public in attendance.

Proposed Revision Summary 

Relocation of language regarding pools. Currently ordinance language related to pools is in three different
locations within the ordinance. Staff is proposing to condense that information under the accessory uses
section 117-349.
Removal of the requirement that property owners site accessory buildings in a location that would still allow
for future re-subdivison of the property. 
Revising the process for a resident to request a taller accessory building from a variance request to a
conditional use permit. A variance carries with it certain statutory requirements whereas a conditional use
permit requirements are specific to the City.
Removal of language related to accessory building architectural requirements if the building is in the front
yard. Staff has found requiring three of the four (minimum of three complimentary colors, minimum 35%
brick on street facing side, one hundred percent vegetative screening agreement recorded against the
property, and 10% window coverage on street facing and common property lines) to be unrealistic when
administering the code. City staff have revised the code to buildings in the front yard requiring that the



exterior material match the principal building which achieves the original intent of that part of the ordinance
that is proposed to be deleted.
Combining the accessory building size restricts table into a single table. Currently there are two tables, one
each for the R-1 Rural Developing and the R-1 MUSA, however both tables have the same information. 

Alternatives
Alternative 1: Adopt Ordinance #20-09 as presented and introduced previously by the City Council. Staff supports
this alternative.

Alternative 2: Table Adoption of Ordinance #20-09 and provide staff with specific direction on revisions to the
proposed ordinance. 

Funding Source:
Staff is handling this case as part of their regularly scheduled duties.

Recommendation:
Staff recommends that the City Council adopt Ordinance #20-09.

Action:
Motion to adopt Ordinance #20-09 amending City Code section 117-349 related to Accessory Uses.

Roll Call Vote

Council Member Musgrove
Council Member Specht
Council Member Kuzma
Council Member Menth
Council Member Riley
Mayor LeTourneau

Attachments
Ordinance 20-09 Accessory Uses Section 117-349
Neighboring Communities Accessory Building Guidelines
Current Ordinance Analysis
Draft Planning Commission Minutes

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Tim Gladhill Tim Gladhill 08/06/2020 12:18 PM
Form Started By: Eric Maass Started On: 08/06/2020 09:27 AM
Final Approval Date: 08/06/2020 



ORDINANCE #20-09 

 

CITY OF RAMSEY 

ANOKA COUNTY 

STATE OF MINNESOTA 

 

AN AMENDMENT TO CHAPTER 117 SECTION 349 WHICH IS KNOWN AS THE 

ACCESSORY USES AND BUILDINGS SECTION OF THE CITY CODE OF 

RAMSEY, MINNESOTA. 

 

SECTION 1. AMENDMENT 

The following stricken language is hereby removed from Chapter 117 Section 349 and the following 

underlined words are to be added to Chapter 117 Section 349. 

 

Sec. 117-349. – Accessory uses and buildings 
(a)  Sport courts and other impervious surfaces must meet the minimum setbacks established for accessory 

buildings in section 117-111 unless otherwise specified by this Code. 

(b)  Every commercial fishing pond shall be enclosed by a fence or wall not less than four feet high to prevent 
uncontrolled access by small children. 

(c) Swimming pools and spas (also see chapter 105, article III). 

(1) Setback requirements. 

a. Swimming pools and spas shall be set back a minimum of ten feet from all adjoining lots. For 
corner lots, swimming pools and spas shall meet the required side yard setback for buildings 
in the applicable zoning district (section 117-1101(d)). Swimming pools and spas may not 
extend closer to the front lot line of the parcel than the principal structure located on said parcel, 
except that on residential parcels of one acre or more in size, a swimming pool or spa may be 
constructed closer to the front lot line than the principal structure, provided that such swimming 
pool or spa can maintain a 200-foot setback from the property line. 

b. A swimming pool or spa may not be located closer than four feet to the principal structure 
located on the parcel where the swimming pool or spa is to be constructed. 

c.b. No swimming pool or spa may be constructed within 20 feet of any portion of an on-site sewer 
system or any private water well. 

d.c. No person shall build, construct, locate or install a swimming pool and walkway or spa within 
any easement. 

(2) Fencing. 

a. Temporary fencing. During the construction of any in-ground swimming pool or spa, the 
construction area must be secured with a portable fence which is not less than four feet in 
height. 

1. Temporary fencing shall be flush with the ground and securely anchored. 

2. Supportive posts shall be placed no more than eight feet apart. 

b. Permanent fencing. 

1. All aboveground swimming pools that have a minimum side-wall height of four feet need 
not be fenced, but shall have removable steps, which steps shall be removed when the 
swimming pool is unattended. In the event that an accessory deck to the swimming pool 
is constructed, which is adjacent to any part of the swimming pool, said deck shall include, 
on its entire outside perimeter, a 36-inch-high guard rail. The guard rail shall be 
constructed so that no open space within it is wider than six inches. 



2. All in ground swimming pools shall require that the area be secured by a permanent fence 
at least four feet in height. 

23.  All outdoor spas shall have either a fence as described in subsection (c)(2)b.1 of this 
section, or a secured cover. 

4. All permanent fencing shall have self-closing and self-latching gates. 

(3) Noise. 

a. The swimming pool or spa shall be designed, constructed and sited in such a way as to limit 
noise generated by its mechanical equipment, so as not to create a nuisance and/or affect the 
reasonable use and enjoyment of adjacent property owners. 

b. The swimming pool and/or spa shall be sited on the parcel so that its mechanical equipment, 
including heating and filtering equipment, is located at least 30 feet from the inhabited portion 
of neighboring residential structures. 

(4) Pool walkway deck and deck drains. Unobstructed deck areas not less than 48 inches wide shall be 
provided to extend entirely around each in-ground swimming pool. Swimming pool decks shall be 
constructed above, but not more than nine inches above, the normal water line. The required deck 
area shall be constructed of impervious material. The deck shall have a pitch of at least one-fourth 
inch to the foot, designed so as to prevent back drainage into the pool. If deck drains are provided, 
drain pipe lines shall be at least two inches in diameter; drain openings shall have an open area of 
at least four times the cross sectional area of the drain pipe. Deck drains shall not be connected to 
the re-circulation system pipe. 

(5) Swimming pool drainage. To the extent feasible, back flush water or water from pool drainage shall 
be on the owner's property or into approved public drainage ways. Water shall not drain onto 
adjacent or nearby private land. 

(6) Lighting. Lights used in conjunction with a swimming pool and/or spa shall be located and constructed 
so as to deflect away from adjacent property and in such a manner that they do not create a nuisance 
or affect the reasonable use and enjoyment of adjacent property. 

(7) Administration and Permits. Swimming pools or spas that are less than 5,000 gallons shall be allowed 
without the issuance of a building permit; however, a zoning permit must be obtained prior to the 
swimming pool or spa being constructed, installed, or moved onto a property. 

(a) Application for a pool/spa permit shall be made on a form supplied by the city, and shall 

contain all information as stated on the application, including, but not limited to, the following:  

(1) Legal description and the fee owner of the parcel on which swimming pool/spa is 

proposed to be constructed.  

(2) Proposed location of swimming pool or spa on the parcel. 

(3) Parcel dimensions.  

(4) Location of any on-site sewage disposal system and/or location of any private water well. 

(5) Side, front and rear yard setbacks.  

(6) All easements.  

(b) All site plans showing the information listed in subsection (a) of this section shall be drawn 

to scale, and shall be signed by the parcel's fee owner.  

 

(8) Construction Methods. Due precautions shall be taken during the construction of a swimming pool 

or spa to avoid damage, hazards, or inconvenience to adjacent or nearby property, and to ensure  

that proper care is taken in stock piling excavated material in order to avoid erosion, dust, or other 

infringement onto adjacent property. 

 

(d) Accessory buildings. 

(1)  Future re-subdivision. Any proposed accessory building should be located on the parcel of land so 
as to allow for orderly future re-subdivision of a parcel on which the building is to be located.  



(12) Principal building required. No accessory building shall be constructed on any lot prior to the time of 
construction of the principal building. 

(23) Permits. A permit is required prior to constructing or moving an accessory building on to a property. 

a. Zoning permit. Detached accessory buildings not addressed by Minnesota State Building Code 
shall require the issuance of a zoning permit prior to the building being constructed or moved 
onto a property and shall comply with all required setbacks and zoning regulations. 

b. Building permit. Detached accessory buildings addressed by Minnesota State Building Code 
shall require the issuance of a building permit prior to being constructed or moved onto a 
property and shall comply with all applicable building codes and zoning regulations. 

(34) Agricultural buildings. Agricultural buildings, as defined in Minn. Stats. § 326B.103, subd. 3, shall 
require a zoning permit prior to the building being constructed or moved onto a property and shall 
comply with all other zoning regulations. 

(45) Accessory building height. 

a.  The height of detached accessory buildings located on properties zoned as R-1 Rural 
Developing or R-1 MUSA shall not exceed 22 feet in height. on parcels two acres (87,120 
square feet) or greater in size. Accessory buildings on properties zoned R-1 Detached Villa 
shall not exceed 16 feet in height. 

b. The height of detached accessory buildings shall not exceed 16 feet on parcels less than two 
acres (87,120 square feet) in size. On parcels less than two acres, the height of side walls shall 
not exceed 14 feet.  

bc. The height of attached accessory buildings shall not exceed the height of the principal structure. 

cd. A variance conditional use permit will be required to exceed the established height restrictions 
for accessory buildings. The variance conditional use permit shall be processed in accordance 
with the procedures established in section 117-513. Criteria governing consideration of a 
variance request to exceed height restrictions on accessory buildings shall include, but not be 
limited to the following:  

1. Whether the variance will impair an adequate supply of light and air to adjacent property.  

2. Whether the variance will have the effect of allowing a use that is prohibited in the applicable 
zoning district.  

3. Whether the variance will impair established property values within the neighborhood.  

4. Whether the increased height will be compatible with the principal building on the same parcel. 

5. Whether the increased height will be compatible with existing development in the immediate 
neighborhood.  

6. Whether the variance requested is the minimum variance necessary to accomplish the intended 
purpose of the applicant.  

(6) Architectural and exterior standards for accessory buildings. 

a. Exterior building materials for detached accessory buildings not addressed by Minnesota State 
Building Code shall be generally consistent with the exterior finish of the principal building andor 
finished with hardboard lap siding, vinyl lap siding, aluminum or metal siding, metal panels, 
textured wood (painted) and/or masonry. Prefabricated molded plastic storage sheds shall be 
permissible. 

b. Properties zoned R-1 Residential (MUSA) or R-1 Residential Detached Villa shall   (i) 

Exterior building materials for detached accessory buildings addressed by  
Minnesota State Building Code shall be the same general design and materials in 
the home and have soffit, fascia, eave overhang to match the home. 

c. Properties zoned R-1 Residential Rural Developing shall 

(i) Exterior building materials for detached accessory buildings addressed by 
Minnesota State Building Code shall be the same general design and materials in 
the home or color compatible metal panels and have soffit, fascia, eave overhang to 
match the home. 



 

a.d. Gambrel roofs (barn style) are permitted. 

b.e. Where provided, accessory buildings with metal panel exterior finish must include the following: 

1. If located in the front yard, shall include at least three of the following:  

(i) Minimum of three complimentary colors.  

(ii) Minimum of 35 percent brick on front (street facing) façade.  

(iii) One hundred percent vegetative screening. Use of vegetative screening shall 
require an agreement, recorded against the property with the Anoka County 
Recorder, specifying replacement standards, species, size of plantings, and other 
items as required by the zoning administrator.  

(iv)  Ten percent window coverage on front (street facing) façade and common property 
lines.  

(7) Driveways. 

a. Attached accessory buildings. A driveway shall be required for all attached accessory buildings 
with a doorway opening meeting or exceeding eight feet wide by seven feet tall. The driveway 
must meet underlying zoning district standards in which the property is located. 

b. Detached accessory buildings. A driveway is not required to service a detached accessory 
building unless said detached accessory building serves as the primary garage. If the detached 
accessory building serves as the primary garage, a driveway shall be installed meeting the 
underlying zoning district standards in which the property is located. 

1. If a detached accessory building does not serve as the primary garage, class V gravel 
shall be permitted as an extension of an existing driveway for the sole purpose of 
accessing the detached accessory building if the existing driveway is in compliance with 
current zoning standards. 

2. If a driveway is not installed to service a detached accessory building, there shall be no 
off-street parking unless in accordance with City Code section 117-355. 

(8)  Detached accessory buildings shall be prohibited from containing complete independent living 
facilities (accessory apartments). For the purposes of this ordinance, an independent living facility 
would contain three or more of the following criteria: living, sleeping, eating, and sanitation spaces. 
, which would include permanent provisions for living, sleeping, eating, and sanitation. Independent 
living facilities shall be considered those which meet three or more of the criteria in subsection (6)d 
of this section and have provisions for separating the living space.  

(9) Two-story accessory buildings shall be permitted on properties under the following conditions: 

a. Within MUSA with the issuance of a conditional use permit in accordance with City Code section 
117-51. 

b. Outside the MUSA on parcels less than two acres in size with the issuance of a conditional use 
permit in accordance with City Code section 117-51. 

c. Outside the MUSA on parcels two acres in size or greater. 

(10)  No part of an accessory building shall extend into a drainage and utility easement or any required 
setback. 

(11)  Any accessory building proposed to be within five feet, overhang to overhang, of the principal 
building shall either be made structurally a part of the principal building or the wall and soffit area of 
the accessory building that is within five feet of the principal building shall be constructed to a one- 
hour fire rating. 

(12) Accessory building location. 

a. On lots two acres (87,120 square feet) or greater in size, the detached accessory building may 
be located nearer the front property line than the principal building provided the following criteria 
are met: 

1. The placement of the detached accessory building maintains compliance with the standard 
front yard structure setback requirement for the respective zoning district; 



2. The exterior materials used on the detached accessory building match those of the 
principal building on the subject property unless otherwise provided for in this section; 

3. The accessory building is designed with soffit, fascia and eave overhang; and 



4. The accessory building does not exceed the height of the principal building or 22 feet, 
whichever is less. 

b. On lots less than two acres (87,120 square feet) in size, the accessory building shall be located 
in the side or rear yard and shall not be located nearer the front property line than the principal 
building on that lot, unless a variance is obtained. This provision shall not apply to attached 
garages that maintain compliance with the applicable front yard setback requirement. 

c. Front, side and rear yard accessorybuilding setback requirements are outlined in section 117- 
111(d). 

d. Detached accessory buildings may be located in the front (street facing) yard when located 
riparian lots in the wild and scenic, critical area, or shoreland overlay districts, provided the 
structure meets the underlying front yard setback and cannot exceed the height of the principal 
structure. Detached accessory buildings located nearer the front property line than that of the 
principal structure must meet the same general design and materials as the principal structure. 

(13)  All accessory buildings, with the exception of attached garages, shall be included when calculating 
the maximum square footage of accessory building space allowed on a property. All accessory 
buildings, excluding attached garages, shall be included when determining the total number of 
accessory buildings on a property. 

(14) R-1 Residential (Rural Developing), R-1 Residential (MUSA), and R-1 Residential Villa, Accessory 
building size restrictions. Size restrictions and the number of and performance standards for 
accessory buildings in residential districts shall be as follows: 

a. R-1 Residential (MUSA).  
 

 
 
 

Parcel Size (sq. 

ft. and acres) 

(excl. road 

right-of-way) 

 
 
 

Maximum Square 

Footage Allowed 

for Accessory 

Buildings 1 

 
 
 

Maximum # 

of Acc. 

Bldgs. 

Allowed 

 
 
 
 

Exterior Finish 

Permitted  

 
 

Architectural 

Standards Required 

(for buildings 

regulated by MN 

State Building 

Code)  

Maximum 

Allowable 

Height in 

Feet 

(one story 

buildings 

permitted, 

two with 

CUP and 

2 acres) 

 
0—21,779 (0 to 

0.5 acre) 

10% of lot, or 

1,500 square feet, 

whichever is 

smaller 

 

2 

Same general 

design and 

materials as home 

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang to 

match home  

 

16  

21,780— 

43,559 (0.5 

acre to 1 acre) 

 
1,800 

 
3 

Same general 

design and 

materials as home 

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang to 

match home  

 
16  

43,560— 

65,339 (1 acre 

to 1.49 acres) 

 
2,200 

 
3 

Same general 

design and 

materials as home 

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang to 

match home  

 
16  

65,340— 

87,119 (1.5 to 

1.99 acres) 

 
2,400 

 
3 

Same general 

design and 

materials as home 

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang to 

match home  

 
16  

 
87,120— 

108,899 (2.0 to 

2.49 acres) 

 
 

2,400 

 
 

3 

Same general 

design and 

materials as home 

or color 

compatible  

 
Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang to 

match home  

 
 

22 3 



   metal panels 2   

 

108,900— 

152,459 (2.5 to 

3.49 acres) 

 

 
2,700 

 

 
3 

Same general 

design and 

materials as home 

or color 

compatible 

metal panels 2 

 

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang to 

match home  

 

 
22 3 

 
152,460— 

196,019 (3.5 to 

4.49 acres) 

 

 
3,000 

 

 
4 

Same general 

design and 

materials as home 

or color 

compatible 

metal panels 2 

 

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang to 

match home  

 

 
22 3 

 

196,020— 

239,579 (4.5 to 

5.49 acres) 

 

 
3,500 

 

 
4 

Same general 

design and 

materials as home 

or color 

compatible 

metal panels 2 

 

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang to 

match home  

 

 
22 3 

 
239,580— 

283,139 (5.5 to 

6.49 acres) 

 

 
3,900 

 

 
4 

Same general 

design and 

materials as home 

or color 

compatible 

metal panels 2 

 

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang to 

match home  

 

 
22 3 

 

283,140— 

326,699 (6.5 to 

7.49 acres) 

 

 
4,300 

 

 
5 

Same general 

design and 

materials as home 

or color 

compatible 

metal panels 2 

 

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang to 

match home  

 

 
22 3 

 
326,700— 

370,259 (7.5 to 

8.49 acres) 

 

 
4,700 

 

 
5 

Same general 

design and 

materials as home 

or color 

compatible 

metal panels 2 

 

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang to 

match home  

 

 
22 3 

 

370,260— 

413,819 (8.5 to 

9.49 acres) 

 

 
5,100 

 

 
5 

Same general 

design and 

materials as home 

or color 

compatible 

metal panels 2 

 

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang to 

match home  

 

 
22 3 

 

413,820— 

435,599 (9.5 to 

9.99 acres) 

 

 
5,500 

 

 
5 

Same general 

design and 

materials as home 

or color 

compatible 

metal panels 2 

 

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang to 

match home  

 

 
22 3 

 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

1 A portion of the square footage allowed for accessory buildings shall be utilized or reserved 
for a primary garage. The primary garage shall be at least 400 square feet in size. 

 
2 If the accessory building is closer to the front property line than the principal building, then 
the construction must have the same general design and materials as the home.  

 
3 If the accessory building is closer to the front property line than the principal building, then 
the height of the accessory building cannot exceed the height of the principal building or 22 
feet, whichever is more restrictive.  

 

b. R-1 Residential (Rural Developing) .  

 
435,600— 

871,199 (10 to 

19.99 acres) 

 

 
6,000 

 

 
6 

Same general 

design and 

materials as home 

or color 

compatible 

metal panels 2 

 

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang to 

match home  

 

 
22 3 

 

871,200— 

1,742,399 (20 

to 39.99 acres) 

 

 
8,000 

 

 
7 

Same general 

design and 

materials as home 

or color 

compatible 

metal panels 2 

 

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang to 

match home  

 

 
22 3 

 
1,472,400 plus 

(40 acres or 

more) 

 

 
12,000 

 

 
8 

Same general 

design and 

materials as home 

or color 

compatible 

metal panels 2 

 

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang to 

match home  

 

 
22 3 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
Parcel Size (sq. 

ft. and acres) 

(excl. road right- 

of-way)  

 
 

 
Maximum Square 

Footage Allowed 

for Accessory 

Buildings 1 
 

 
 

 
Maximum # 

of Acc. 

Bldgs. 

Allowed  

 
 
 

 
Exterior Finish 

Permitted  

 
 

Architectural 

Standards 

Required  

(for buildings 

regulated by MN 

State Building 

Code)  

Maximum 

Allowable 

Height in 

Feet 

(one story 

buildings 

permitted, 

two with 

CUP  

and 2 

acres) 

 

0—21,779 (0 to  

0.5 acre)  

10% of lot, or 

1,500 square feet, 

whichever is 

smaller  

 
 

   2 

Same general design 

and materials as 

home or color 

compatible metal 

panels 2 
 

 
Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang to 

match home  

 
 

16 

21,780—43,559 

(0.5 acre to 1 
1,800  3  

Same general design 

and materials as 

Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang to  
16 



acre)    home or color 

compatible metal 

panels 2 
 

match home   

 
43,560—65,339 

(1 acre to 1.49 

acres)  

 
 

2,200  

 
 

3  

Same general design 

and materials as 

home or color 

compatible metal 

panels 2 
 

 
Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang to 

match home  

 
 

16  

 
65,340—87,119 

(1.5 to 1.99 

acres)  

 
 

2,400  

 
 

3  

Same general design 

and materials as 

home or color 

compatible metal 

panels 2 
 

 
Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang to 

match home  

 
 

16  

 
87,120— 

108,899 (2.0 to  

2.49 acres)  

 
 

2,400  

 
 

3  

Same general design 

and materials as 

home or color 

compatible metal 

panels 2 
 

 
Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang to 

match home  

 
 

22 3 

 
108,900— 

152,459 (2.5 to  

3.49 acres)  

 
 

2,700  

 
 

3  

Same general design 

and materials as 

home or color 

compatible metal 

panels 2 
 

 
Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang to 

match home  

 
 

22 3 

 
152,460— 

196,019 (3.5 to  

4.49 acres)  

 
 

3,000  

 
 

4  

Same general design 

and materials as 

home or color 

compatible metal 

panels 2 
 

 
Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang to 

match home  

 
 

22 3 

 
196,020— 

239,579 (4.5 to  

5.49 acres)  

 
 

3,500  

 
 

4  

Same general design 

and materials as 

home or color 

compatible metal 

panels 2 
 

 
Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang to 

match home  

 
 

22 3 

 
239,580— 

283,139 (5.5 to  

6.49 acres)  

 
 

3,900  

 
 

4  

Same general design 

and materials as 

home or color 

compatible metal 

panels 2 
 

 
Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang to 

match home  

 
 

22 3 

 
283,140— 

326,699 (6.5 to  

7.49 acres)  

 
 

4,300  

 
 

5  

Same general design 

and materials as 

home or color 

compatible metal 

panels 2 
 

 
Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang to 

match home  

 
 

22 3 

 
326,700— 

370,259 (7.5 to  

8.49 acres)  

 
 

4,700  

 
 

5  

Same general design 

and materials as 

home or color 

compatible metal 

panels 2 
 

 
Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang to 

match home  

 
 

22 3 

 



 
370,260— 

413,819 (8.5 to  

9.49 acres)  

 
 

5,100 

 
 

5  

Same general design 

and materials as 

home or color 

compatible metal 

panels 2 
 

 
Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang to 

match home  

 
 

22 3 

 
413,820— 

435,599 (9.5 to  

9.99 acres)  

 
 

5,500 

 
 

5  

Same general design 

and materials as 

home or color 

compatible metal 

panels 2 
 

 
Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang to 

match home  

 
 

22 3 

 
435,600— 

871,199 (10 to  

19.99 acres)  

 
 

6,000 

 
 

6  

Same general design 

and materials as 

home or color 

compatible metal 

panels 2 
 

 
Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang to 

match home  

 
 

22 3 

 
871,200— 

1,742,399 (20 to 

39.99 acres)  

 
 

8,000 

 
 

7  

Same general design 

and materials as 

home or color 

compatible metal 

panels 2 
 

 
Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang to 

match home  

 
 

22 3 

 
1,472,400 plus 

(40 acres or 

more)  

 
 

12,000 

 
 

8  

Same general design 

and materials as 

home or color 

compatible metal 

panels 2 
 

 
Soffit, fascia, 

eave overhang to 

match home  

 
 

22 3 

 
 

 

1 A portion of the square footage allowed for accessory buildings shall be utilized or reserved 
for a primary garage. The primary garage shall be at least 400 square feet in size.  

 
2 If the accessory building is closer to the front property line than the principal building, then 
the construction must have the same general design and materials as the home or with metal 
panels as outlined in this section.  

 
3 If the accessory building is closer to the front property line than the principal building, then 
the height of the accessory building cannot exceed the height of the principal building or 22 
feet, whichever is more restrictive.  

 

(d) Noncommercial horse boarding. The number of horses on the property shall be limited based upon 
Chapter 10, Section 10-24. 

 

(Code 1978, § 9.11.02; Ord. No. 73-05, 5-21-1973; Ord. No. 74-08, 12-21-1974; Ord. No. 79-04, 

4-8-1979; Ord. No. 87-4, 8-10-1987; Ord. No. 91-09, 6-30-1991; Ord. No. 91-17, 12-23-1991; Ord. 

No. 92-09, 7-13-1992; Ord. No. 97-15, 12-1-1997; Ord. No. 98-04, 4-13-1998; Ord. No. 99-05, 5- 

31-1999; Ord. No. 01-11; Ord. No. 03-30, 9-15-2003; Ord. No. 03-01, 3-7-2003; Ord. No. 05-12, 

7-25-2005; Ord. No. 06-05, 3-28-2006; Ord. No. 08-18, § 2, 7-8-2008; Ord. No. 11-08, § 1, 6-14- 

2011; Ord. No. 15-06, § 2, 4-14-2015) 



 

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  day of  , 2020. 
 

 
 

Mayor 

ATTEST: 

City Clerk 



Introduction date: 

Posting dates: 

Adoption date: 

Publication date: 

Effective date: 
 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 



City of Rogers – Accessory Structure sizing 

 

 

 

City of Blaine – Accessory Structure sizing in single family residential districts 

It shall be required for all single family dwellings that there be a garage constructed of a minimum 
of four hundred (400) square feet with no dimension less than twenty (20) feet. Total garage and 
accessory building space shall not exceed one thousand (1,000) square feet and two hundred 
(200) square feet respectively unless specifically authorized by a Conditional Use Permit.  The 
architectural style and color of a garage and accessory building shall be compatible with the 
principal building. The facing material of the garage shall be compatible with the principal building. 
Garage/ accessory building doors shall not exceed ten (10) feet in height. (Ord. No. 99-1799, 
amended 6-24-1999; Ord. No. 94-1501, amended 4-21-1994) 

No accessory building, other than a garage shall be located within any yard other than the rear 
yard, except that single story accessory buildings may be permitted in the side yard with the 



approval of the Zoning Administrator only if there is a door on the same side of the single family 
dwelling that is accessible to living space. Side yard shed approval will also be based on a 
screening plan consisting of privacy fencing and or landscaping to minimize the impact to adjacent 
properties. Garages located in the rear yard must have capability of hard surface driveway access 
meeting all setback requirements. The minimum width of access drive shall be no less than eight 
(8) feet. Access can include the ability to drive through existing garage into the rear yard upon 
providing evidence that an eight-foot minimum width garage door has been installed along the rear 
of the garage and that access to rear door is not restricted by non-vehicular storage. Garages 
or accessory buildings not having driveway access capability shall be limited in door size to no 
more than five (5) feet in width to preclude storage of vehicles normally requiring driveway access. 
(Ord. No. 00-1836, amended 03-16-2000; Ord. No. 98-1705, amended 3-19-1998) 

 

City of Andover – Accessory Structure sizing 

1. Accessory Structure Area: If an accessory structure or portion thereof serves to satisfy the minimum 

garage size requirements of Section 12-3-5, then that area, whether attached or detached, will not be 

deducted from the maximum allowable area of accessory structures. The maximum allowable area of 

residential accessory structures must not exceed the area specified below:  

a. Lots In The R-4 District and Lots Less Than 1 Acre – In the R-4 District and in all other 

residential districts, on lots of less than one (1) acre the maximum allowable area of accessory 

structures shall not exceed fifty percent (50%) of the principal structure foundation area 

(excluding attached garage); and the total combined area of attached garage and accessory 

structures shall not exceed one thousand two hundred (1,200) square feet, whichever is less.  

b. Lots 1 Acre To Less Than 5 Acres -- In residential districts other than the R-4 district, on lots of 

at least one (1) acre but less than five (5) acres, the maximum allowable area of accessory 

structures shall not exceed the principal structure foundation area (excluding attached garage).  

c. Lots 5 Acres and Larger -- In residential districts other than the R-4 district, on lots of five (5) 

acres and larger, the maximum allowable area of accessory structures shall be limited only by 

the setbacks and maximum impervious land coverage requirements of this code.  

B. All Districts: Accessory structures shall not occupy more than twenty five percent (25%) of any 

required rear yard. 

  



City of Elk River – Accessory Structure sizing 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Current City of Ramsey Accessory Building Size Requirements 

Parcel Size   Percentage 

Min Max 

Sq Ft 

allowed 

% of Lot (Based on 

min parcel size) 

% of Lot (Based on 

max parcel size) 

0 0.5 1,500 n/a 6.89% 

0.5 1 1,800 8.26% 4.13% 

1 1.49 2,200 5.05% 3.39% 

1.5 1.99 2,400 3.67% 2.77% 

2 2.49 2,400 2.75% 2.21% 

2.5 3.49 2,700 2.48% 1.78% 

3.5 4.49 3,000 1.97% 1.53% 

4.5 5.49 3,500 1.79% 1.46% 

5.5 6.49 3,900 1.63% 1.38% 

6.5 7.49 4,300 1.52% 1.32% 

7.5 8.49 4,700 1.44% 1.27% 

8.5 9.49 5,100 1.38% 1.23% 

9.5 9.99 5,500 1.33% 1.26% 

10 19.99 6,000 1.38% 0.69% 

20 39.99 8,000 0.92% 0.46% 

40 n/a 12000 0.69% n/a 
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PLANNING COMMISSION 
 CITY OF RAMSEY 
 ANOKA COUNTY 
 STATE OF MINNESOTA 
 
The Ramsey Planning Commission conducted a regular meeting on Thursday, July 9, 2020, at the 
Ramsey Municipal Center, 7550 Sunwood Drive NW, Ramsey, Minnesota. 
 
Members Present:  Chairperson Randy Bauer 
    Commissioner Bruce Anderson 
    Commissioner Cheri Gengler 
    Commissioner Torrey Johnson  
    Commissioner Gary VanScoy 
    Commissioner Matt Woestehoff 
 
Members Absent:  Commissioner Eric Peters 
 
Also Present:   Senior Planner Chloe McGuire Brigl 
    Deputy City Administrator Tim Gladhill 
    City Planner Chris Anderson 
    Planning Consultant Eric Maass 
    City Council Liaison Debra Musgrove 
 
 
1. CALL TO ORDER 
 
Chairperson Bauer called the regular meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. 
 
2.   PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE  
 
Chairperson Bauer led the group in the Pledge of Allegiance. 
 
3. CITIZEN INPUT 
 
No comments. 
 
4. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 
 
Deputy City Administrator Gladhill noted that the Trott Brook North item will be removed from 
the agenda as the Commission is not interested in discussing 65-foot lots. 
 
Chairperson Bauer noted that the Commission held a worksession prior to this meeting where input 
was received by the landowner, developer, and neighbors.  He stated that there was a lengthy 
discussion and it is in the hands of the developer to come up with a plan that may meet the direction 
previously provided by the Council. 
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Motion by Commissioner Johnson, seconded by Commissioner Woestehoff, to approve the agenda 
removing Item 7.02. 
 
A roll call vote was performed: 
 
Commissioner Woestehoff aye 
Commissioner Anderson aye 
Commissioner Johnson aye 
Commissioner Gengler aye 
Commissioner VanScoy aye 
Chairperson Bauer   aye 
 
Motion Carried.   
 
5. CONSENT AGENDA 
 
5.01: Approve the June 4, 2020 Planning Commission Meeting Minutes 
5.02: Review Site Plan for New Public Works Campus; Case of City of Ramsey 
 
Motion by Commissioner Woestehoff, seconded by Commissioner Johnson, to approve the 
consent agenda as presented. 
 
A roll call vote was performed: 
 
Commissioner Johnson aye 
Commissioner Anderson aye 
Commissioner VanScoy aye 
Commissioner Gengler aye 
Commissioner Woestehoff aye 
Chairperson Bauer   aye 
 
Motion Carried.   
 
6. PUBLIC HEARINGS/COMMISSION BUSINESS 
 
6.01: Public Hearing: Consider Resolution #20-002 Approving Preliminary Plat for 

Garden View (Project 19-136) 
 
Public Hearing 
 
Chairperson Bauer called the public hearing to order at 7:03 p.m. 
 
Presentation 
 
Senior Planner McGuire Brigl presented the staff report stating that staff recommends adoption of 
Resolution #20-002 approving the Preliminary Plat for Garden View. 
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Citizen Input 
 
No comments. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Woestehoff, seconded by Commissioner Johnson, to close the public 
hearing. 
 
A roll call vote was performed: 
 
Commissioner Woestehoff aye 
Commissioner Anderson aye 
Commissioner Johnson aye 
Commissioner VanScoy aye 
Commissioner Gengler aye 
Chairperson Bauer   aye 
 
Motion Carried.   
 
Chairperson Bauer closed the public hearing closed at 7:06 p.m. 
 
Commission Business 
 
Motion by Commissioner Johnson, seconded by Commissioner Woestehoff, to recommend that 
City Council adopt Resolution #20-002 Approving the Preliminary Plat for Garden View. 
 
Further discussion 
 
Senior Planner McGuire Brigl commented that the property line on the western boundary juts out 
because of a right-of-way vacation that will be attached to the City Council case.  Councilmember 
Musgrove referenced a comment related to the mill and overlay of 147th and asked if it is the 
recommendation of staff that the improvement would be needed and whether that would be a cost 
of the developer.  Senior Planner McGuire Brigl stated that is an engineering comment to the 
developer based on the current condition of the roadway.  She noted that it would be the cost of 
the developer to complete that improvement to the current standard of the City.   
 
A roll call vote was performed: 
 
Commissioner Johnson aye 
Commissioner Anderson aye 
Commissioner Gengler aye 
Commissioner VanScoy aye 
Commissioner Woestehoff aye 
Chairperson Bauer   aye 
 
Motion Carried.   
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6.02: Public Hearing: Consider Ordinance #20-09: Revisions to Section 117-349 Related to 

Accessory Uses and Structures 
 
Public Hearing 
 
Chairperson Bauer called the public hearing to order at 7:10 p.m. 
 
Presentation 
 
Planning Consultant Maass presented the staff report stating that staff recommends that the 
Planning Commission record that Ordinance #20-09 be introduced by the City Council. 
 
Commissioner Woestehoff referenced the chart showing the parcel size and maximum allowed 
size.  He commented that in rows two and three, he would reference that it would go from .5 to .99 
acres so that it does not confuse the one-acre size. 
 
Senior Planner McGuire Brigl stated that after the Comprehensive Plan is updated, the code must 
be updated to match that.  She noted that the Commission also directed staff to reduce the amount 
of text in the code and eliminate areas of redundancy.  She stated that this process has begun, and 
the Commission will continue to review the updates as completed by staff.   
 
Commissioner VanScoy referenced the swimming pool section, section C, number three and stated 
that he would like clarification on the description of the fence as mentioned. 
 
Planning Consultant Maass provided the location where details would be found related to 
permanent fencing and provided additional clarification on the numbering.   
 
Commissioner VanScoy referenced accessory buildings and asked if the requirement would be to 
have a similar finish to the home for all accessory building.   
 
Planning Consultant Maass confirmed that the requirement would be to be architecturally 
compatible.  He stated that staff has been implementing that to ensure that the color of the 
accessory building matches the color of the home.  He stated that metal siding would be allowed 
in the R-1 Rural Developing district, but the metal siding would still need to be the same color as 
the home.  He noted that the metal paneling would not be allowed in the R-1 MUSA or R-1 Villa 
districts.   
 
Commissioner VanScoy referenced the changes related to conditional use.  He noted that there 
were items listed to consider when determining whether a variance could be issued.  He stated that 
those appear to still be valid questions when considering a conditional use permit.   
 
Planning Consultant Maass stated that staff recommended removal of those is because there is a 
specific scorecard for the approval of a variance.  He stated that if the Commission feels strongly 
that the language should be retained in the ordinance, staff could do that.  He stated staff feels that 
a conditional use permit is a stronger tool for flexibility when compared to a variance. 
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Senior Planner McGuire Brigl stated that the conditional use permit template has a findings of fact 
sheet which outlines items related to this language.  She stated that rather than be included in the 
code, the information would be included on the findings of fact sheet.   
 
Commissioner Anderson referenced section 12, accessory building location, noting that lots 
greater than two acres are mentioned that could have a building height of 22 feet.  He noted the 
section D then talks about lots less than two acres but does not specify a maximum height.  He 
believed that 16 feet or the height of the principle building should be specified.  He stated that he 
would not want to see a multi-story house with a multi-story accessory building.   
 
Planning Consultant Maass stated that for lots under two acres, the height limit for accessory 
buildings would be found in the specific zoning district.  He noted that those heights are limited to 
16 feet, the language is simply found in another location of the code.   
 
Commissioner Anderson stated that he would want to ensure that the height limit is included for 
lots under two acres at 16 feet or the height of the principle dwelling unit, whichever is less.  He 
asked for details on a requirement related to accessory buildings and potential future subdivisions. 
 
Planning Consultant Maass provided additional clarification on the code requirement language.  
He stated that staff has found the rule to not be practical to implement on residents and therefore 
is requesting to remove the language.   
 
Commissioner Anderson stated that he would simply want to ensure that residents are informed 
that if they want to subdivide in the future and the accessory building is located on the area 
proposed to be split, the structure would need to be removed. 
 
Commissioner Woestehoff stated that perhaps an information sheet could be developed that would 
include that information for applicants to consider and agreed that the requirement should be 
removed from code.   
 
Councilmember Musgrove asked for clarification on certain items and it was confirmed those 
language changes were proposed to reduce redundancy as the information is found in other areas 
of the code.  She commented that as someone that is not fully knowledgeable in this area, she finds 
the charts/graphs easier to understand.   
 
Commissioner Anderson stated that perhaps in the future, the Commission could consider allowing 
an accessory structure to remain after subdivision for a length of time.  He stated that would allow 
someone to keep the accessory building while building a home, rather than requiring the building 
to be torn down only to rebuild. 
 
Commissioner Woestehoff commented that there are tools in the City code which would allow for 
that activity and provided an example the Commission recently considered.   
 
Citizen Input 
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No comments. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Woestehoff, seconded by Commissioner Johnson, to close the public 
hearing. 
 
A roll call vote was performed: 
 
Commissioner Anderson aye 
Commissioner Woestehoff aye 
Commissioner Johnson aye 
Commissioner Gengler aye 
Commissioner VanScoy aye 
Chairperson Bauer   aye 
 
Motion Carried.   
 
Chairperson Bauer closed the public hearing closed at 7:47 p.m. 
 
Commission Business 
 
Planning Consultant Maass stated that staff would like general direction from the Commission 
related to the amount of allowed accessory building size.  He noted that a chart was provided 
comparing the requirements of Ramsey to other similar communities and asked if the Commission 
feels the size allowance is adequate, too restrictive, or should be more restrictive. 
 
Commissioner Woestehoff stated that he does not have concern with size of accessory structures, 
but more with the number of allowed accessory structures on larger lots.   
 
Commissioner VanScoy stated that it seems Ramsey falls in the middle and he is generally fine 
with the allowed size.  He stated that the intent is that the larger lots are typically farms or hobby 
farms and the accessory buildings would be used to support that activity.   
 
Commissioner Anderson echoed the comments of Commissioner VanScoy. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Anderson, seconded by Commissioner Woestehoff, to recommend that 
City Council introduce Ordinance #20-09 amending City Code Section 117-349 Related to 
Accessory Uses. 
 
A roll call vote was performed: 
 
Commissioner Gengler aye 
Commissioner VanScoy aye 
Commissioner Johnson aye 
Commissioner Anderson aye 
Commissioner Woestehoff aye 
Chairperson Bauer   aye 
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Motion Carried.   
 
7. COMMISSION BUSINESS 
 
7.01: Review Sketch Plan for Ramsey Villas North (Project 20-117) 
 
Presentation 
 
Senior Planner McGuire Brigl presented the Staff Report and asked that the Commission provide 
the applicant with input on the revised sketch plan.  This could include, but is not limited to, 
identifying any red flags, noting any potential concerns, and providing the application direction to 
invest in a Preliminary Plat. 
 
Commission Business 
 
Commissioner VanScoy asked if the current zoning is R-2 and whether the four units would meet 
the requirements for density and lot width. 
 
Senior Planner McGuire Brigl confirmed that it appears the four lots would meet the standards of 
the zoning district. 
 
Commissioner VanScoy asked if the issue of fitting into the neighborhood would be due to the 
wetland delineation. 
 
Senior Planner McGuire Brigl stated that the site would be required to meet density transitioning.  
She commented that three lots would meet the requirements of density transitioning much better 
than four lots.  She stated that a wetland delineation would be part of the preliminary plat process 
if the project moves forward. 
 
Commissioner Woestehoff asked the zoning of the homes across the street. 
 
Senior Planner McGuire Brigl commented that the existing homes across the street are R-1 MUSA 
homes, with 80-foot-wide lots.  She confirmed that the proposed lots in this development would 
be 50 feet in width.   
 
Chairperson Bauer welcomed the developer to provide any input or ask any questions.   
 
The Applicant reviewed projects that he has been involved with in Ramsey.  He stated that they 
are looking for any feedback that would be used to develop a successful plan.  He stated that they 
are not opposed to reducing the lot count from four to three as suggested by staff. 
 
Commissioner Woestehoff stated that four lots made him nervous and appreciated that the 
applicant was open to three lots. 
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Councilmember Musgrove refenced a barrier for noise reduction and asked how that could impact 
sightlines near the corner lot.  She asked how far into the corner lot the noise barrier could go 
before the delineation boundary would be reached.   
 
Senior Planner McGuire Brigl provided details on the wetland buffer.  She stated that the sound 
wall would need to be located on the property.  She stated that Anoka County would also be 
reviewing this requirement.  
 
Staff reviewed the available options for noise mitigation. 
 
Councilmember Musgrove stated that she would be concerned that trees are used and whether 
there would a condition that prevents the trees from being removed by future homeowners. 
 
Senior Planner McGuire Brigl stated that they are not far enough into the process to get into that 
level of detail but noted that she would keep that comment in mind as this moves forward.   
 
Commissioner Anderson commented that there are 80-foot-wide lots across the street, and he 
would like to see lots wider than 50 feet. 
 
Chairperson Bauer noted that the property is already zoned for 50-foot lots.  He stated that if three 
lots were chosen, instead of four lots the widths would increase.  It was confirmed that three lots 
would have widths near 70 feet.   
 
Rick Bailey, 5021 Xkimo Court NW, thanked staff for its presentation, which answered many of 
his questions. He stated that he would support the noise barrier as there is a lot of noise in that area 
from traffic.  He commented that the existing trees on the property are the only buffer the existing 
homes have and asked that be considered when noise barriers are discussed.  He asked for details 
on the traffic study that would be completed. 
 
Senior Planner McGuire Brigl provided details on the information that would be completed in the 
next step to ensure there is sufficient space for stacking and within the cul-de-sac.   
 
7.02: Consider Trott Brook North Small Area Planning Framework 
 
This item was removed from the agenda. 
 
8. COMMISSION / STAFF INPUT 
 
Senior Planner McGuire Brigl stated that the City Council approved the Cobblestone Hotel project 
at its last meeting.  She stated that there has been interest in subdivisions and home improvement 
projects.   
 
9. ADJOURNMENT 
 
Motion by Commissioner Anderson, seconded by Commissioner Johnson, to adjourn the meeting. 
 



 
Planning Commission/ July 9, 2020 

Page 9 of 9 

A roll call vote was performed: 
 
Commissioner Anderson aye 
Commissioner Johnson aye 
Commissioner VanScoy aye 
Commissioner Gengler aye 
Commissioner Woestehoff aye 
Chairperson Bauer   aye 
 
Motion Carried.   
 
The regular meeting of the Planning Commission adjourned at 8:13 p.m. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
_________________________________ 
Chloe McGuire Brigl 
Senior Planner 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
__________________________________ 
JoAnn Shaw 
Community Development Assistant 
 
Drafted by Amanda Staple 
TimeSaver Off Site Secretarial, Inc. 



   
CC Regular Session   7. 2.           
Meeting Date: 08/10/2020  
By: Jeff Katers, Police

Information
Title:
Consider Safe Housing, Safe Neighborhoods Policy

Purpose/Background:
In previous city council work sessions, the City Council asked Staff to look into the Crime Free Multi-Housing
(CFMH) program or similar programs that other MN cities have. Staff conducted research and will provide an
update to city council on how similar cities have implemented CFMH and other programs. Staff will also discuss
the feedback from other cities and recommended resources needed for a program to be successful. CFMH is a
national framework that is sponsored by the MN Crime Prevention Association.

The City could adopt this program as outlined, or adopt it's own policy using this as a framework. For consistency
with the City's Strategic Plan, Staff would recommend naming any policy or program with a focus on Safe
Housing, Safe Neighborhoods. 

Recommendation:
No staff recommendation at this time. Looking for council direction on implementing a CFMH or similar program.

Action:
None at this time.

Attachments
Other Cities.pdf
CFMHBrochure

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Kurt Ulrich Kathy Schmitz 08/06/2020 04:06 PM
Tim Gladhill Tim Gladhill 08/06/2020 04:09 PM
Form Started By: Jeff Katers Started On: 08/06/2020 03:12 PM
Final Approval Date: 08/06/2020 



VOLUNTARY  -or- POLICE   -or- ENFORCEMENT
MANDATORY CODE ENFORCEMENT  Dept WITH APPEAL PROCESS POLICE OFFICER CODE ENFORCEMENT POLICE TECH CRIME PREVENTION

Reserve 
Officer 

Ocassionaly

1 Officer: 70% CFMH 30% Other 50 % CFMH 
1 Officer: 40% CFMH 60% Other 50 % Other

1 Officer:  1 Code Enforcement Officer
30% CFMH 75% Inspections 
70% other 25 % Enforcement

30% CFMH 70% CFMH 
30% Crime Prevention

5%Crime Prevention 

Yes

Yes

No, wishes they did

N/A

STAFFING

N/A

CITY ORDINANCECITY CFMH Program 

1
Voluntary Police Reserve Officer No No

2
Mandatory Police Yes Yes

3
Mandatory Code Enforcement Phase 1 Mgt Training Yes

4
Mandatory Police Yes Yes

5
Voluntary Police No No





   
CC Regular Session   7. 3.           
Meeting Date: 08/10/2020  
By: Bruce Westby, Engineering/Public

Works

Information
Title
Adopt Resolution #20-170 Accepting Quotes and Awarding Contract for Municipal Plaza Park Fill, Improvement
Project #20-10

Purpose/Background:
Purpose:
The purpose of this case is to adopt Resolution #20-170 accepting quotes and awarding a construction contract for
Municipal Plaza Park Fill, Improvement Project #20-10. 

Background:
The COR Infiltration Basin Improvements produced approximately 8,000 cubic yards of excess sand, which is
stockpiled north of the infiltration basins. Plans to relocate this sand stockpile to the Municipal Plaza park property
located north of Sunwood Drive and west of Center Street have been discussed with the Public Works Committee.
The consensus of the Committee was to use this sand for filling Municipal Plaza park as soon as practical.

Final plans for The COR Infiltration Basin Improvements determined that 35,000 cubic yards of excess sand would
be generated from the project. Less than half the excess sand was to be used to fill in two low-lying City-owned
properties in The COR including the property east of Zeolite Street between Veteran’s Drive and Sunwood Drive,
as well as the Municipal Plaza park property. The remaining sand was to be stockpiled on the City-owned property
to the north where the current stockpile is located.

Excess sand was never placed on the Municipal Plaza park property due to two issues that arose early in the project.
First, an unmarked fiber optic line needed to be relocated, which delayed construction for a few weeks. Second, a
deep topsoil vein was discovered which further delayed construction and reduced the volume of excavated sand.
The delays in construction and reduction of excess sand resulted in a decision to haul and place any excess sand on
the property east of Zeolite Street first. There simply was not enough time to establish new turf on the Municipal
Plaza park property to ensure it could handle the heavy foot and vehicle traffic generated by the Happy Days
festival, including all of the site preparation activities that occur a week or two before the festival itself.

Upon completion of The COR Infiltration Basin Improvements, Staff surveyed the excess sand that was stockpiled
on the City-owned property north of the basins and found the volume to be just under 8,000 cubic yards. Based on
grading plans completed by Bolton and Menk, approximately 8,000 cubic yards will be needed to fill the Municipal
Plaza park property.

Below is a summary of the work required to relocate the sand stockpile from the City-owned property north of The
COR infiltration basins (denoted as site A in the figure included in the attached Request for Quotes) to the
Municipal Plaza park property (denoted as site B). First, the existing topsoil on site B will be stripped down to the
underlying granular base material and the topsoil will be stockpiled on the City-owned property to the west
(denoted as site C). The base material will then be tested and documented by Northern Technologies, Inc. to ensure
no undocumented fill exists when the work is done. The stockpiled sand on site A will then be hauled to site B,
where it will be dumped, leveled and compacted in one-foot thick layers. The stockpiled topsoil will then be spread
evenly across the top of the compacted sand, then the site will be hydroseeded. Lastly, site A will be leveled out
and seed and mulch will be applied over the existing topsoil.

The Municipal Plaza park site will be graded with a generally flat surface that will sheet-flow all stormwater runoff



The Municipal Plaza park site will be graded with a generally flat surface that will sheet-flow all stormwater runoff
onto the adjacent streets. Stormwater runoff from site C will continue to pond in low lying areas on site C for short
periods of time before infiltrating into the ground.

A quote for the work contemplated with this case was requested this spring from the project contractor, Northern
Lines Contracting. They responded that they were not interested in completing the work. Staff then obtained verbal
quotes for this work from other contractors and those quotes generally ranged between $55,000 and $63,000.

Following Council approval on July 14th, Staff submitted Requests for Quotes for this work to local contractors
and received a total of five (5) quotes on August 5th. A summary of the 5 quotes received is included in the
attached resolution. The four lowest quotes were competitive. The highest quote was an outlier at over 3 times
higher than the lowest quote.

Reshetar Systems of Anoka, Minnesota, submitted the lowest quote in the amount of $60,959.00 in accordance with
the Request for Quotes, which falls in the middle of the range or verbal quotes previously received for this work. 

Notification:
Notifications are not required.

Observations/Alternatives:
Observations:
The 8,000 cubic yard sand stockpile is currently situated on the City-owned property north of the new infiltration
basins, which is currently marketed for sale. Relocating the sand to the Municipal Plaza park site will allow for
more timely development of the Municipal Plaza park, remove the stockpile from the City-owned property
marketed for sale, and reduce the amount of fill ultimately needed to develop The COR. It is currently estimated
that The COR will require over 300,000 cubic yards of clean fill to fully develop.

Alternatives:
Motion to adopt Resolution #20-170 accepting quotes and awarding a construction contract to Reshetar Systems in
the amount of $60,959 for Municipal Plaza Park Fill, Improvement Project #20-10. 

Funding Source:
As previously discussed, this work was originally proposed to be completed through the COR Infiltration Basin
Improvements project, which is being funded by Stormwater funds. Since this work must now be completed outside
of that contract, Staff proposes to use a combination of Stormwater funds and Park Dedication funds as identified
below.

Stormwater funds are proposed to pay for all work required to load and haul the sand to the Municipal Plaza park
property (site B), and to establish new turf on the current stockpile site (site A).

Park Dedication funds are proposed to pay for all work required to fill the Municipal Plaza park property (site B)
including stripping and stockpiling topsoil; unloading, leveling and compacting the sand in one-foot layers; then
re-spreading topsoil and establishing turf. NTI’s testing services, which are estimated to cost $3,763 per the
attached cost estimate, will also be funded from Park Dedication funds. 

Recommendation:
Staff recommends Alternative #1 for reasons noted herein.

On June 16, 2020, the Public Works Committee unanimously adopted a motion to recommend City Council
approval to solicit quotes to relocate the sand stockpile from the COR Infiltration Basin site to Municipal Plaza
park. A draft copy of the meetings are attached for reference.

Though the Public Works Committee meeting minutes provide direction to complete the work after Happy Days
events are over, based on recent discussions with Council it is Staff’s understanding that the Municipal Plaza park



property will not be used for Happy Days activities so this work can be completed at any time. Based on
conversations with Reshetar Systems, work may begin as soon as the construction contract is executed and a Notice
to Proceed is issued. 

Action:
Motion to adopt Resolution #20-170 accepting quotes and awarding a construction contract to Reshetar Systems in
the amount of $60,959 for Municipal Plaza Park Fill, Improvement Project #20-10. 

Attachments
Resolution 20-170
PWC minutes 061620
NTI estimate
RFQ IP2010

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Kurt Ulrich Kathy Schmitz 08/07/2020 11:56 AM
Form Started By: Bruce Westby Started On: 08/06/2020 02:49 PM
Final Approval Date: 08/07/2020 
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Councilmember _____ introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption: 
 

RESOLUTION #20-170 
 
RESOLUTION ACCEPTING QUOTES AND AWARDING CONTRACT FOR 
MUNICIPAL PLAZA PARK FILL, IMPROVEMENT PROJECT #20-10 
 
 WHEREAS, pursuant to Ramsey City Council Resolution #19-165, adopted June 11, 
2019, the low bid of Northern Lines Contracting, Inc. of Bloomington, Minnesota, was accepted 
in the amount of $607,136.11 for the total bid for construction of The COR Infiltration Basin 
Improvements, Improvement Project #18-09, in accordance with the approved plans and 
specifications and advertisement for bids, and a Contract for construction was awarded to said 
bidder; and 
 
 WHEREAS, approximately 8,000 cubic yards of excess sand was generated from said 
improvements, is City property, and is stockpiled north of the infiltration basins on City-owned 
land; and  
 
 WHEREAS, on June 16, 2020, the Public Works Committee unanimously adopted a 
motion to recommend City Council approval to solicit quotes to relocate the sand stockpile from 
the COR Infiltration Basin site to Municipal Plaza park; and 
 
 WHEREAS, on July 14, 2020, following City Council approval Staff submitted Request 
for Quotes for this work to local contractors and a total of five (5) quotes were received, opened, 
and tabulated on August 5th. The following quotes were found to comply with the Request for 
Quotes; and 
 

Contractor Total Quote 
Reshetar Systems  $                                              60,959.00*  
Sauter & Sons, Inc  $                                              63,695.00  
Dryden Excavating, Inc.  $                                              70,765.82*  
North Pine Aggregate, Inc.  $                                              74,996.50  
J.P. Premier Excavating Inc.   $                                            203,696.49  

* Pricing reflects a corrected summation of the unit prices bid multiplied by estimated quantities shown on     
   Bid Form 

 
WHEREAS, the quote of Reshetar Systems of Anoka, Minnesota, in the amount of 

$60,959.00 is in accordance with the approved Request for Quotes, is the lowest responsible 
bidder and their quote shall be and hereby is accepted. 
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NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 
CITY OF RAMSEY, ANOKA COUNTY, STATE OF MINNESOTA, as follows: 
 

1) The Mayor and City Administrator are hereby authorized and directed to enter into a 
contract with said bidder for the construction of said improvements for and on behalf of 
the City of Ramsey. 

 
The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Councilmember 
_____, and upon vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor thereof: 
 
 
and the following voted against the same: 
 
 
and the following abstained: 
 
 
and the following were absent: 
 
 
 
Whereupon said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted by the Ramsey City Council 
this the 14th day of July, 2020. 
 
 
              
        Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
      
City Clerk 
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5.01: Provide City Council Recommendation to Relocate Sand Stockpiled on COR 
Infiltration Basin Site 

 
City Engineer Westby reviewed the staff report and recommendation that the Committee 
recommend City Council approval to solicit quotes to relocate the sand stockpile from the COR 
Infiltration Basin site to use as fill on the Municipal Plaza park property.  He stated that a mix of 
stormwater funds and park dedication funds could be used for this purpose.   
 
Councilmember Riley stated that the City has trucks and a loader and asked if staff could complete 
this. 
 
Public Works Superintendent Riemer replied that would be a large project for the public works 
staff and would take time away from their regular duties. 
 
Councilmember Menth asked if the land would be placed for sale. 
 
City Engineer Westby confirmed that parcel is listed for sale.  He confirmed that the City does 
have the topsoil to place on the site.   
 
Councilmember Riley asked the timeframe. 
 
City Engineer Westby stated that the City can dictate the timeframe. 
 
Councilmember Riley stated that he would like to see the pile of sand moved but would not want 
it to interfere with Happy Days and would like to see the work completed after that time.  He asked 
if the City would need to go for bid. 
 
City Engineer Westby replied that the City could solicit quotes because of the lower cost. 
 
Motion by Councilmember Riley, seconded by Councilmember Menth, to recommend City 
Council approval to solicit quotes to relocate the sand stockpile from the COR Infiltration Basin 
site to Municipal Plaza park.   
 
Motion carried.  Voting Yes:  Chairperson Kuzma, Councilmembers Riley and Menth.  Voting 
No: None. 
 
Councilmember Riley asked for an update on the infiltration basin. 
 
City Engineer Westby stated that the contractor wired the drives backwards, therefore when the 
switch was powered it fried the drives and new drives are needed.  He stated that the City requested 
a three-month extension from the Lower Rum River Water Management Organization 
(LRRWMO).  He stated that all the work is completed with the exception of that control panel.  
He confirmed that it was a contractor error and will have no additional cost to the City.   
 
Councilmember Menth asked the name of the electrical contractor. 
 

bwestby
Draft
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City Engineer Westby was unsure. 
 
Councilmember Menth commented that he has installed many drives and typically that part is 
available on the shelf.  He asked staff to follow up and provide him with those details.   
 
5.02: Provide City Council Recommendation to Reallocate Excess 2020 Crackseal 

Improvement Funds  
 
City Engineer Westby reviewed the staff report and asked the Committee for input on reallocation 
of excess 2020 Crack Sealing Improvement funds.   
 
Chairperson Kuzma commented that he would not be opposed to holding the funds for the next 
year. 
 
Councilmember Riley stated that it is a tough position because there is an ongoing concern with 
deteriorating road conditions but then this is a situation where there are funds available to be used. 
 
Public Works Superintendent Riemer commented that some funds could be allocated to the spray 
patching contract but did not believe the full amount could be utilized this year.   
 
Councilmember Riley commented that he would be okay with allocating some additional funds to 
spray patching. 
 
City Engineer Westby stated that staff is working on the performance measurements.  He stated 
that staff reviewed the average PASER ratings today and there has been a gradual decline in the 
average City-wide PASER ratings since 2015.  He reviewed the reallocation of funds from the 
annual crack seal and sealcoat funds that was previously directed by Council.  He stated that 
$250,000 was reallocated for a mill and overlay project for Business Park 95.  He stated that there 
was not a follow up discussion as to whether the project should include assessments, either in 
whole or in part based on the timing of the improvements.  He stated that staff did not move 
forward on that project since most streets in Business Park 95 would not support a mill and overlay 
project and had concentrated their efforts on Variolite Street during the pandemic.  He stated that 
significant patching has occurred on Business Park 95 and perhaps it would make more sense to 
delay that project to allow additional discussions on Pavement Management Program funding 
options to take place.   
 
Chairperson Kuzma noted that if franchise fees move forward, there will not be a need for 
assessments.   
 
City Engineer Westby stated that once the GPR data is received, the City may identify other 
projects more in need for 2021, other than Business Park 95.   
 
Councilmember Menth asked if core drills have been completed on Business Park 95 to determine 
if mill and overlay would work. 
 

bwestby
Draft



Excavation Observations and Testing Services for Earthwork Construction 
Excavation Observations ‐ Proposed New Building Construction
Project Engineer ‐ Soils (Assumes 2 Visits) 3 $130.00 per hour $390.00
Engineering Assistant ‐ Soils   $80.00 per hour
Earthwork Testing and Observations ‐ Assumes 8000CY of Material and Small Amount to get to Native for Building
Project Engineer   $130.00 per hour
Engineering Technician ‐ Soils (Assumes 10 Visits) 15 $65.00 per hour $975.00
Density Test Nuclear Method (ASTM D6938) 60 $20.00 per test $1,200.00
Standard Proctor (ASTM D698) 2 $135.00 per test $270.00
Mechanical Analysis: 1‐1/2" to #200 & wash Cohesive/Granular Soils (ASTM C136/C117) 2 $125.00 per test $250.00
Moisture Content (ASTM D2216) $25.00 per test
Organic Content of Soil (ASTM D2974) $45.00 per test
Topsoil Testing (All Inclusive) $260.00 per sample

Vehicle Mileage ‐ 12 Total Visits 60 $0.80 per mile $48.00
Section Total Subtotal $3,133.00

Services for Engineering Consulting, Construction Meetings, and Project Management
Engineering Assistant 3 $80.00 per hour $240.00
Engineer/Project Manager 3 $130.00 per hour $390.00
Principal Engineer $195.00 per hour

Senior Engineer $155.00 per hour
Assistant Project Management $55.00 per hour

Section Total Subtotal $630.00

Summary of Services
Excavation Observations and Testing Services for Earthwork Construction  $3,133.00

Services for Engineering Consulting, Construction Meetings, and Project Management $630.00

ESTIMATED PROJECT FEES $3,763.00

Table 1 ‐ Estimate of Fees

Ramsey Municipal Plaza

Ramsey, Minnesota 

Estimated FeeEstimated Units Unit Cost



 
 

REQUEST FOR QUOTE 
 
 
 

CITY IMPROVEMENT PROJECT #20-10 
 

MUNICIPAL PLAZA PARK FILL 
 
 

 
 
 
 

ISSUE DATE:  
July 24, 2020 

 
 

QUOTE SUBMITTAL DEADLINE:  
2:00 P.M. Wednesday, August 5, 2020 

 
SUBMIT QUOTE TO:  

City of Ramsey Municipal Center 
7550 Sunwood Drive NW 

Ramsey, MN 55303 
Attn: Aaron Madsen 

amadsen@cityoframsey.com 
Cell: 763-286-2579 
Fax: 763-433-9898 
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 RFQ - MUNICIPAL PLAZA PARK FILL 
 CITY IMPROVEMENT PROJECT #20-10 

PROJECT LOCATION:  The City of Ramsey (City) is requesting quotes from Contractors 

(Contractor) to relocate 8,000 cubic yards of clean fill (sand) from Site A to Site B as described in 

the project scope section of this Request for Quotes (RFQ).  All sites are owned by the City.  Sites 

A and B are located approximately one-half mile apart.  The enclosed exhibit shows the general 

location of each project site. 

PROJECT SCOPE:  The overall scope of this work includes salvaging and stockpiling existing 

topsoil for each site (salvaged topsoil from Site A to be stockpiled on Site A, salvaged topsoil from 

Site B to be stockpiled on Site C); loading and hauling 8,000 cubic yards of clean fill (sand) from 

Site A to Site B; unloading, placing and compacting the fill on Site B in uniform one-foot thick 

lifts; spreading the salvaged topsoil uniformly across each site; and establishing turf on each site.  

Finished side slopes must be 1:6 or flatter. The existing clean fill stockpile on Site A was placed 

on existing topsoil and turf, therefore after the clean fill is hauled off Site A the underlying topsoil 

must be scarified and leveled before establishing turf, which will be considered incidental to 

construction. The City will inspect all construction, and will coordinate the required compaction 

testing with the City’s geotechnical consultant prior to and during placement of all fill.  All work 

must be completed per the direction of and to the satisfaction of the City. Once work has 

commenced, the Contractor shall continuously pursue completion until work is complete. 

DELIVERABLES:  

• Signature Page – The enclosed Signature Page must be completed in its entirety and 

submitted, including signature(s). 

• Quote Form - The enclosed Quote Form must be completed in its entirety and submitted. 

COMMUNICATION WITH CITY:  If any requirements of this RFQ are not clearly understood, 

Contractor is responsible for promptly contacting City for further clarification.  Responses to 

inquiries that substantially modify or clarify the RFQ will be forwarded by addenda. 

SUBMISSION OF QUOTE:  A signed copy of the attached quote form must be submitted to the 

City by 2:00 P.M. Wednesday August 5, 2020.  Deliver to the Ramsey Municipal Center, 7550 

Sunwood Drive NW, Ramsey, MN 55303 to the attention of Aaron Madsen, Engineering 

Technician IV.  Quotes received by the submittal deadline via fax or e-mail will be accepted. 
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 RFQ - MUNICIPAL PLAZA PARK FILL 
 CITY IMPROVEMENT PROJECT #20-10 

PROPOSAL UNDERSTANDING:  By submitting a quote, Contractor agrees to be bound to the 

terms and conditions herein. 

COSTS OF PREPARATION:  Under no conditions will any costs for preparation of the quote 

be reimbursed by the City.  

LICENSE AND INSURANCE:  By submitting a quote, Contractor affirms they shall maintain 

the following minimum insurance coverage while completing their work as related to this RFQ in 

the following amounts: Commercial General Liability $1,000,000 per occurrence (written on an 

occurrence-based form bodily injury and property damage); automobile liability $1,000,000 per 

occurrence (including hired & non-owned bodily injury and property damage). The City of 

Ramsey shall be named as an additional insured on the Commercial General Liability insurance. 

Certificates of Insurance for all of the above insurance shall be filed with the City prior to the 

work.  Contractor also affirms they shall be licensed to perform the work in the State of Minnesota, 

and the work shall comply with all state and local laws. 

WORKING HOURS:  The work shall be carried out during normal working hours so as not to 

cause any unreasonable nuisance to affected residents and businesses.  Under emergency 

conditions, this limitation may be waived in writing by the Engineer in conjunction with qualified 

local authority.  Normal working hours for this work are considered to be from 7:00 a.m. to 7:00 

p.m., Monday through Friday. 

WORK AND STAGING AREAS:  Contractor shall confine their work activities within the right 

of way at all times.  No equipment shall be left on city streets outside normal working hours. 

TRAFFIC CONTROL: Contractor will be required to follow the most current edition of the 

Temporary Traffic Control Zone Layout Manual.  

SPECIFICATION REFERENCES: Contractor shall conduct all work in conformance with the 

specifications set forth herein and in accordance with the most current edition of the Minnesota 

Department of Transportation Standard Specifications for Construction, which is incorporated by 

reference to these specifications. 
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 RFQ - MUNICIPAL PLAZA PARK FILL 
 CITY IMPROVEMENT PROJECT #20-10 

PAYMENT: Partial and final payments will be made upon submittal of each pay request to the 

City on a net 30 day basis following City acceptance of all work items included on the pay request. 

An IC 134 form will be required prior to final payment. 

BASIS OF PAYMENT:  Payment shall be made for all components of the work as specified in 

this RFQ.  The cost of any additional equipment, labor, materials, permits, tools and supplies which 

have not been specifically identified in this RFQ for payment, but are required to complete the 

work, shall be considered incidental to the project. 
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 RFQ - MUNICIPAL PLAZA PARK FILL 
 CITY IMPROVEMENT PROJECT #20-10 

SIGNATURE PAGE 

 

Contractor accepts the terms and conditions described herein and agrees to complete all work for 
the total project quote of $_________________ no later than Friday, September 25, 2020.  
Contractor acknowledges that the final amount paid for all work may be more or less than the 
quoted amount based on final line item quantities after construction is complete. 

All information below must be provided, including signatures(s).    

Contractor Name _______________________________________________________ 

Owner/Representative _______________________________________________________ 

Phone _______________________________________________________ 

Fax _______________________________________________________ 

E-mail _______________________________________________________ 

Signature _______________________________________________________ 

Date _______________________________________________________ 

  

 



20-10 Municipal Plaza Park Fill
Quote Form

Item 
No.

Description Unit
Estimated 
Quantity

Unit Cost 
Quote

Quoted Cost 
Extension

Site A

1 Mobilization LS 1

2 Salvage, Stockpile and Respread Topsoil ACRE 1.50

3 Load and Haul Clean Fill CY 8,000

4 Sweeping LS 1

5
Seed / Mulch / Disk Anchor
Seed Mixture MnDOT 25-131 (220 lb/Ac)
Fertilizer Type III (300 lb/Ac)

ACRE 2.50

Site A Quote Subtotal =

Sites B & C

6 Mobilization LS 1

7 Salvage, Stockpile and Respread Topsoil ACRE 3.80

8 Unload, Place and Compact Clean Fill CY 8,000

9 Sweeping LS 1

10

Hydroseeding
Seed Mixture MnDOT 25-131 (220 lb/Ac)
Fertilizer Type III (300 lb/Ac)
Hydro Mulch (4000 lb/Ac)

ACRE 3.80

Site B Quote Subtotal =

Project Quote Total =

RFQ - MUNICIPAL PLAZA PARK FILL
CITY IMPROVEMENT PROJECT #20-10

6





   
CC Regular Session   7. 4.           
Meeting Date: 08/10/2020  
By: Chloe McGuire Brigl, Community

Development

Information
Title
Adopt Resolution #20-169 Approving Temporary Fencing and Play Area for PACT Charter School

Purpose/Background:
The purpose of this case is to review a request from PACT Charter School (the "Applicant") to allow for temporary
fencing and a temporary play area to allow for additional social distancing measures related to Covid-19.
Additionally, the Applicant has requested that they put up orange safety cones at the start of each school day and
remove them at the end of each school day. Temporary fencing, specifically the orange snow fencing, that the
Applicant is proposing is not allowed under our fencing standards, especially in the COR. However, given the
unique situation facing schools with Covid-19 and the temporary situation, Staff is supportive of the request.

Notification:
No notification required.

Funding Source:
Staff is handling this request as part of normal duties.

Recommendation:
Staff recommends approval.

Action:
Motion to Adopt Resolution #20-169 Approving Temporary Fencing and Play Area for PACT Charter School.

Attachments
Resolution 20-169

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Tim Gladhill Tim Gladhill 08/07/2020 11:39 AM
Kurt Ulrich Kathy Schmitz 08/07/2020 11:56 AM
Form Started By: Chloe McGuire Brigl Started On: 08/06/2020 03:54 PM
Final Approval Date: 08/07/2020 



 

 

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

RESOLUTION #20-169 

 

RESOLUTION APPROVING TEMPORARY FENCING AND PLAY AREA 

FOR PACT CHARTER SCHOOL 

 

 WHEREAS, PACT Charter School, hereafter referred to as “Applicant”, has requested approval from 
the City for temporary fencing and a play area, as well as daily cones to support student social distancing, at the 

property generally known as 7250 E Ramsey Pkwy, on the land legally described as 

 
Lot 1, Block 1 Ramsey Town Center Addition, Anoka County, Minnesota  (the ‘Subject Property’); and 

 

 WHEREAS, the Subject Property is approximately 5.34 acres in size; and 

 

WHEREAS, the Applicant has requested temporary fencing to allow for a larger play area outside and to 

ensure that items from said play are kept off Ramsey Blvd; and  
 

WHEREAS, the Applicant is attempting to allow for more room for social distancing and promote safety 

of student’s wellbeing given current state of Covid-19; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Applicant has proposed to put out orange safety cones at the start of each school day 

and remove them at the end of each school day; and 

 
WHEREAS, the City Council reviewed and approved the requested on August 10, 2020.  

 

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 grants approval for the proposal with the following conditions 

a. Approval sunsets at end of 2020-2021 school year or at end of pandemic guidance related to 

Covid-19. 

b. Tied to site plan seen in Exhibit A. 

 
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 #20-161 

Page 2 of 3 

 
whereupon said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted by the Ramsey City Council this 10th day of 

August, 2020. 

 

              
       Mayor 

 

ATTEST: 
 

 

       
City Clerk



 

 

Exhibit A 
 

 

 



   
CC Regular Session   7. 5.           
Meeting Date: 08/10/2020  
Submitted For: Kurt Ulrich, Administrative Services 
By: Kathy Schmitz, Administrative Services

Information
Title:
Resolution #20-163 Demonstrating Values of Kindness and Respect During Unprecedented Times 

Purpose/Background:
The attached resolution has been offered to the Council by Council Members Musgrove and Specht for Council
consideration.

Observations/Alternatives:
The content of this resolution was authored by the proposing Council Members.

Funding Source:
N/A

Recommendation:
This resolution may be approved, modified, postponed, or rejected by the Council motion.

Action:
Motion in regard to the proposed Resolution #20-163

Attachments
Resolution #20-163

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Kurt Ulrich Kathy Schmitz 08/07/2020 11:56 AM
Form Started By: Tim Gladhill Started On: 08/07/2020 09:27 AM
Final Approval Date: 08/07/2020 



Councilmember     introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption: 
 

RESOLUTION #20-163 
 
DEMONSTRATING VALUES OF KINDNESS AND RESPECT DURING 
UNPRECEDENTED TIMES 
 

 WHEREAS, SARS-CoV-2 is novel strain of coronavirus that had not been previously identified 
in humans and causes COVID-19 (coronavirus 2019) a respiratory/vascular disease that is mild with no 
symptoms for most people but results in serious illness or death for others, and 
 

WHEREAS, the SARS-CoV-2 virus is thought to spread easily when individuals are in close 
contact with each other (within three to six feet) through respiratory droplets or aerosolization of the tiny 
0.125 micron virus. (Experts say people may get COVID-19 by simply breathing the air or by touching a 
contaminated surface or object and then touching their own mouth, nose, or eyes); and 
 

WHEREAS, on January 30, 2020, the World Health Organization (WHO) declared the outbreak 
of COVID-19 a public health emergency of international concern (PHEIC); and 
 

WHEREAS, the Governor’s Executive Order 20-01 declared a State of Emergency for the entire 
State of Minnesota and urged all citizens to heed the advice of the Minnesota Department of Health to 
protect their health and safety; and also provided education to local governments and residents including 
social distancing, hand washing, and quarantining when symptomatic; and  
 

WHEREAS, the CDC has advised those with possible or confirmed COVID-19 to stay home from 
work, school, and away from other public places; and   
 

WHEREAS, a local and statewide State of Emergency continues to exist with limits on mass 
gatherings and requirements of physical distancing; and   
 

WHEREAS, the WHO states in their interim guidance on masks: “At present, there is no direct 
evidence (from studies on COVID-19 and in healthy people in the community) on the effectiveness of 
universal masking of healthy people in the community to prevent infection with respiratory viruses, 
including COVID-19” (and noted harms such as difficulty breathing, skin rashes, and the dangers of self-
contamination by failure to use, wash, handle or dispose of masks correctly); and 
 

WHEREAS, the National Academy of Science wrote in April: “There are no studies of individuals 
wearing homemade fabric masks in the course of their typical activities” and added, “The current level of 
benefit, if any, is not possible to assess”; and  
  

WHEREAS, two respiratory protection professors at the University of Illinois at Chicago wrote 
on April 1: “Sweeping mask recommendations—as many have proposed—will not reduce SARS-CoV-2 
transmission, as evidenced by the widespread practice of wearing such masks in Hubei province, China, 
before and during its mass COVID-19 transmission experience earlier this year. Our review of relevant 
studies indicates that cloth masks will be ineffective at preventing SARS-CoV-2 transmission, whether 
worn as source control [protecting others] or as PPE [protecting self],” and 
 

WHEREAS, a primary concern of former CDC interim director epidemiologist Michael 
Osterholm, PhD (who said, “if you don’t have an N95 [mask] you’re not protected”) is that those at risk of 

https://www.who.int/news-room/detail/30-01-2020-statement-on-the-second-meeting-of-the-international-health-regulations-(2005)-emergency-committee-regarding-the-outbreak-of-novel-coronavirus-(2019-ncov)
https://mn.gov/governor/assets/EO%2020-01_tcm1055-422957.pdf
https://bit.ly/2CPweuU
https://www.nap.edu/read/25776/chapter/1
https://www.cidrap.umn.edu/news-perspective/2020/04/commentary-masks-all-covid-19-not-based-sound-data
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=3CglBhn0znM


Resolution #20-163 
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severe COVID disease will assume the mask gives them a level of protection they don’t have (due to 
leakage and penetration) and thereby put themselves in harm’s way; and 
 

WHEREAS, the number of cases continues to rise as they are discovered through increased 
testing, and this increase is necessary for herd immunity, and the numbers of Minnesota deaths (single 
digits since July 3), ICU admissions and hospitalizations continue to decline, which Gov. Walz noted on 
July 13 makes it “hard to make a case for masks”; and   
 

WHEREAS, on July 22, Governor Walz’s Executive Order 20-81 to unilaterally mandate face 
masks contains five types of exemptions (including three governmental exemptions), which include the 
inability to wear a mask because it “compromises their ability to breathe”; and 
 

WHEREAS, Governor Walz‘s EO 20-81 contains penalties for failure to wear or mandate the 
wearing of masks for employees/customers that were not adopted by the representatives of the people of 
Minnesota (state legislators) and will create financial hardships for individuals and businesses; and 
 

WHEREAS, businesses in Ramsey have struggled under continuing Covid-19 restrictions, and 
the new mask regulations may mean turning away customers unable to wear a mask;  
 

 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
RAMSEY, ANOKA COUNTY, STATE OF MINNESOTA, as follows: 
 
1) That Ramsey continues its focus on education of individuals and businesses for the safety 

of all residents, including social distancing, hand washing, and quarantining when 
experiencing symptoms or receiving a COVID-19 diagnosis. 

 
2) That we encourage Governor Walz to lift his masking mandate (E.O. 20-81) due to its 

detriment to Ramsey businesses, its imposition without legislative authority, and its 
violation of individual rights to breathe and speak freely. 

 
3) That businesses in Ramsey be allowed to post the following declaration to protect all 

business customers who are not able to wear a mask: 
  

The City of Ramsey values kindness and respects the rights of all and treats all 
residents equally. No person who is unable to wear a mask for medical reasons 
shall be discriminated against and due to the requirements of Governor Walz’s 
Executive Order 20-81 (15 (c)) cannot be asked to explain or provide proof about 
their medical condition. 

 
4) That the City of Ramsey values kindness and respects the rights of all and treats all 

residents equally. No person who is unable to wear a mask for medical reasons shall be 
discriminated against and due to the requirements of Governor Walz’s Executive Order 20-
81 (15 (c)) cannot be asked to explain or provide proof about their medical condition.  

 
5) That all persons within the area of the City of Ramsey limits are encouraged to be 

considerate by maintaining a physical distance of at least six feet of separation from non-
group members, and by regularly sanitizing and/or washing their hands.. 

https://twitter.com/thauserkstp/status/1283122583114854401?s=20
https://www.leg.state.mn.us/archive/execorders/20-81.pdf
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The motion of 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 28th day of July, 2020. 
 
 
              
       Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
       
City Clerk 
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