City of Ramsey
Agenda
Regular City Council
Tuesday, October 26, 2021
7:00 pm
Council Chambers, 7550 Sunwood Drive NW

Remote Attendance available at www.cityoframsey.com/meetings. To maximize social distancing due to the
COVID-19 Pandemic, those that can join remotely are encouraged to do so. Those joining remotely
and requesting to speak are asked to use a webcam when speaking.

1. Call to Order
2. Presentation
1. Proclamation Declaring November 27, 2021, as Small Business Saturday in the City of Ramsey.

Women Impacting Public Policy (WIPP) and the Small Business Saturday Coalition have asked Mayor
Kuzma for his support for Small Business Saturday® in the City of Ramsey. This is an effort to drive
consumers to shop at local independently owned businesses on the Saturday after Thanksgiving,
November 27, 2021.

Small Business Saturday falls between Black Friday and Cyber Monday, Small Business Saturday is
essential to the preservation of the neighborhoods that compose the landscape of your local economy
and enrich its unique culture.

3. Citizen Input
4. Approve Agenda
5. Consent Agenda
1. Receive September 2021 Financial Reports - General Fund and Enterprise Funds
2. Consider Hiring an IT Support Technician Backfilling a Vacant Position
3. Consider Hiring an Administrative Assistant Backfilling a Pending Vacancy
4. Approve the Following Meeting Minutes:

1. City Council Work Session dated 10/12/2021
2. City Council Regular Session dated 10/12/2021

5. Approve Business Licenses

6. Approve Rental Licenses

Our Mission: To work together to responsibly grow our community, and to provide quality, cost-effective, and efficient government services
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7. Adopt Resolution #21-310 Approving Cash Disbursements Made and Authorizing Payment of
Accounts Payable Invoicing Received During the Period of October 7, 2021 through October 20, 2021

8. Adopt Resolution #21-293 Authorizing Partial Payment No. 2 to North Valley, Inc. for Improvement
Project #21-02, for Tiger Street Reconstruction.

9. Adopt Resolution #21-294, Authorizing Partial Payment No. 2 to North Valley, Inc. from Nowthen, Mn
for Improvement Project #21-12, 2021 Additional Pavement Overlay Improvement.

10. Adopt Resolution #21-295 Authorizing Final Payment to Northwest Asphalt and Maintenance of Thief
River Falls, Minnesota for Improvement Project #21-06, Crack Seal Improvements.

11. Adopt Resolution #21-297 Authorizing Partial Payment #13 to RJIM Construction for Improvement
Project 20-07 New Public Works Facility

12. Adopt Resolution #21-298 Authorizing Partial Payment No. 3 to North Valley, Inc. for Improvement
Project #21-03, for Business Park 95 Street Reconstruction.

13. Adopt Resolution #21-299 Ordering Plans and Specifications for Improvement Project #22-01,
Sunwood Drive and Waco Street Reconstruction

14. Adopt Resolution #21-300 Ordering Plans and Specifications for Improvement Project #22-02,
Autumn Heights Street Reconstructions

15. Adopt Resolution #21-301 Ordering Plans and Specifications for Improvement Project #22-03, 2022
MSA Pavement Overlay Improvements

16. Adopt Resolution #21-306 Ordering Plans and Specifications for Improvement Project #22-04, 2022
Neighborhood Pavement Overlay Improvements

17. Adopt Resolution #21-307 Ordering Plans and Specifications for Improvement Project #22-06, Wood
Pond Hills 2nd — 5th Street Reconstructions

6. Public Hearing
7. Council Business
1. Consider Resolution #21-286 to Approve a Private Kennel License for the Property Located at 14941

Limonite St NW (Project 21-137); Case of Brian Niehaus

2. Adopt Resolution #21-185 Approving Revised Cost Share Framework for Riverdale Drive and
Riverstone South and Authorizing Application to Anoka County Housing and Redevelopment
Authority (ACHRA)

3. Adopt Resolution #21-304 Authorizing Assessment Agreement Preparation and Ordering Plans and
Specifications for Improvement Project #20-05, Riverdale Drive Extension, Llama Street to Bowers
Drive

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



4. Adopt Resolution #21-305 Ordering Plans and Specifications for Improvement Project #22-05,
Riverdale Drive Trunk Utility Improvements, Llama Street to Bowers Drive

5. Adopt Resolution #21-302 Authorizing Feasibility Study for Flashing Yellow Arrow Improvements to
Signal System at Sunwood Drive and Ramsey Boulevard/CSAH 56 Intersection

6. Adopt Resolution #21-303 Approving Plans and Specifications and Authorizing Advertisements for
Bids for Improvement Project #21-08, Water Treatment Plant Trunk Watermain Improvements

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

Meeting Date:  10/26/2021

2.1.

Title:

Information

Proclamation Declaring November 27, 2021, as Small Business Saturday in the City of Ramsey.

Women Impacting Public Policy (WIPP) and the Small Business Saturday Coalition have asked Mayor Kuzma for
his support for Small Business Saturday® in the City of Ramsey. This is an effort to drive consumers to shop at
local independently owned businesses on the Saturday after Thanksgiving, November 27, 2021.

Small Business Saturday falls between Black Friday and Cyber Monday, Small Business Saturday is essential to the
preservation of the neighborhoods that compose the landscape of your local economy and enrich its unique culture.

Purpose/Background:

To proclaim November 27, 2021 as Small Business Saturday.

Mayoral Proclamation

Attachments

Inbox

Kurt Ulrich

Colleen Lasher (Originator)
Kurt Ulrich

Form Started By: Colleen Lasher
Final Approval Date: 10/21/2021

Form Review

Reviewed By
Kurt Ulrich
Colleen Lasher
Kurt Ulrich

Date

10/21/2021 03:29 PM

10/21/2021 03:56 PM

10/21/2021 04:04 PM

Started On: 10/21/2021 03:07 PM



7550 Sunwood Drive NW ¢ Ramsey, MN 55303

City Hall: 763.427.1410 ¢ Fax: 763.427.5543

o

Mayoral Proclamation Declaring November 27, 2021 as
Small Business Saturday

WHEREAS, the government of Ramsey, Minnesota, celebrates our local small
businesses and the contributions they make to our local economy and community; according
to the United States Small Business Administration, there are 31.7 million small businesses
in the United States, they represent 99.7% of firms with paid employees, and they are
responsible for 65.1% of net new jobs created from 2000 to 2019; and

WHEREAS, small businesses employ 47.1% of the employees in the private sector in the
United States, 88% of U.S. consumers feel a personal commitment to support small businesses in
the wake of the pandemic, and 92% of small business owners have pivoted the way they do
business to stay open during the pandemic; and

WHEREAS, 97% of Small Business Saturday® shoppers recognize the impact they can
make by shopping small, 85% of them also encouraged friends and family to do so, too; and

WHEREAS, 56% of shoppers reported they shopped online with a small business on
Small Business Saturday in 2020; and more than 50% of consumers who reported shopping small
endorsed a local business on social media or shopped at a local business because of a social media
recommendation; and

WHEREAS, Ramsey, Minnesota supports our local businesses that create jobs, boost our
local economy, and preserve our communities; and

WHEREAS, advocacy groups, as well as public and private organizations, across the
country have endorsed the Saturday after Thanksgiving as Small Business Saturday.

I MAYOR E. KUZMA OF THE CITY OF RAMSEY, ANOKA COUNTY, STATE
OF MINNESOTA DO HEREBY PROCLAIM:

November 27, 2021 as Small Business Saturday in Ramsey.

And urge the residents of our community, and communities across the country, to support
small businesses and merchants on Small Business Saturday and throughout the year.

Mayor

It is our mission to work together to responsibly grow our community,

and to provide quality, cost-effective, and efficient government services.




CC Regular Session 5.1.
Meeting Date:  10/26/2021
By: Diana Lund, Finance

Information
Title
Receive September 2021 Financial Reports - General Fund and Enterprise Funds

Purpose/Background:

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

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

Recommendation:

No action required. Informational only.

Action:
No action required. Informational only.

Attachments
September 2021 General Fund Financial Report - Budget to Actual
September 2021 Enterprise Funds Financial Reports - Budget to Actual

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date
Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 10/21/2021 02:28 PM
Form Started By: Diana Lund Started On: 10/19/2021 10:02 AM

Final Approval Date: 10/21/2021



CITY OF RAMSEY
FINANCIAL STATEMENT

JANUARY 1, 2021 THROUGH PERIOD ENDING: September 30, 2021

GENERAL FUND EXPENDITURES
- BY DEPARTMENT -
-CURRENT YEAR

CURRENT YTD GENERAL

Dept ADOPTED BUDGET- LEDGER

Admin (inlcd elections, legal & newsletter) 1,066,435.00 769,820.97
Building Inspections 460,744.00 375,392.81
Council/Commissions (incld charter, council contingen 293,728.00 82,371.19
Data Processing 604,570.00 484,992.95
Engineering 433,803.00 510,112.76
Finance (incld assessing) 543,705.00 531,354.45
Fire (incld Civil Defense) 1,313,025.00 724,486.22
Gen Govt Buildings 554,662.00 303,764.32
Parks 1,481,290.00 1,043,687.11
Planning & Zoning 747,219.00 550,337.52
Police (incld animal control & comm orient) 4,459,778.00 3,215,152.57
Streets (incld traffic eng & snow/ice) 2,424,389.00 1,432,977.32

Grand Total 14,383,348.00 10,024,450.19
GENERAL FUND EXPENDITURES
- BY CATEGORY -
et -CURRENT YEAR -CURRENT YTD GENERAL
ADOPTED BUDGET- LEDGER-
Capital Outlay 1,090,200.00 642,635.52
Other Services & Charges 2,639,166.00 1,532,462.12
Personal Services 9,566,381.00 7,128,592.69
Supplies 981,228.00 720,759.86
Transfers out 106,373.00 -
Grand Total 14,383,348.00 10,024,450.19

-CURRENT YEAR
ADOPTED BUDGET-

-CURRENT YTD GENERAL
LEDGER-

Taxes 11,109,848.00 5,863,941.77
Charges for Services 621,500.00 529,144.34
Business Licenses/Permits 69,900.00 64,827.09
Fines and Forfeits 45,500.00 36,232.95
Federal Intergovernmental 8,500.00 -

State Intergovernmental 425,300.00 35,923.36
Interest 100,000.00 -

Miscellaneous 20,700.00 9,260.69
Non-Business Licenses/Permits 559,900.00 643,057.53
Transfers in 1,422,200.00 -

Grand Total 14,383,348.00 7,182,387.73

This report reflects year to date revenue and expenditures as compared to annual budget.
PREPARED BY: FINANCE DEPARTMENT

It does not reflect fund balance.



JANUARY 1, 2021 THROUGH PERIOD ENDING: September 30, 2021

CITY OF RAMSEY
FINANCIAL STATEMENT

GENERAL FUND EXPENDITURES - BY DEPARTMENT

5,000,000.00
4,000,000.00
3,000,000.00
2,000,000.00
1,000,000.00 = -CURRENT YEAR ADOPTED BUDGET-
i : ) - CURRENT YTD GENERAL LEDGER
O & 0. & & NN O OO > L
< Q SRR NP RS 2 N
@ &‘\o &\\é" &(;,\ &L 0-\\& ébo 6@\0 & /\9(\\ %&0 e{”@
TP P S S NS A R
NS ¥ Qo\o &\(J @Q & Q\& ¢ \&\ 004& &&o Q;\\o @\\o
§b\ o\)o e(\ Q\'bQ o\\g kQ/Q'
& < © ]

GENERAL FUND EXPENDITURES - BY CATEGORY

12,000,000.00

10,000,000.00
8,000,000.00

6,000,000.00

mm -CURRENT YEAR ADOPTED BUDGET-

4,000,000.00
2,000,000.00 . \,I == -CURRENT YTD GENERAL LEDGER-

Capital Other Personal  Supplies  Transfers
Outlay  Services &  Services out
Charges

12,000,000.00

GENERAL FUND REVENUES

10,000,000.00

8,000,000.00
6,000,000.00

4,000,000.00

2,000,000.00

. B -CURRENT YEAR ADOPTED BUDGET-

N e====-CURRENT YTD GENERAL LEDGER-

& o g
o‘\é & & & <&@
& & NSRS
@ <@
O
AN <&
«®

This report reflects year to date
It does not reflect fund balance.

revenue and expenditures as compared to annual budget.
PREPARED BY: FINANCE DEPARTMENT



CITY OF RAMSEY
FINANCIAL STATEMENT

JANUARY 1, 2020 THROUGH PERIOD ENDING:

BUSINESS UNIT

GENERAL LEDGER ACCOUNT

September 30, 2021

REVENUES
9601

CURRENT YEAR
REQUESTED BUDGET

WATER UTILITY

CURRENT YTD GENERAL
LEDGER

-% of Budget-

4140 CREDIT CARD PROCESSING FEES (20,000.00) (15,359.81) 76.80%
4609 OTHER MISCELLANEOUS REVENUES 12,000.00 5,921.85 49.35%
4651 WATER REVENUE 982.45 0.00%
4652 WATER SALES - RESIDENTIAL 1,334,128.00 987,677.04 74.03%
4653 WATER SALES-COMMERCIAL 700,510.00 487,550.59 69.60%
4654 WATER PENALTIES 15,000.00 11,072.62 73.82%
4655 WATER METER INSTALLATION 12,000.00 20,300.00 169.17%
4656 WATER METERS 30,000.00 50,652.94 168.84%
4657 CONNECTION/RECONNECTION FEES 500.00 250.00 50.00%
4701 INTEREST ON INVESTMENTS 100,000.00 - 0.00%
4606 DEVELOPER FEES (WAC) 631,871.00 0.00%
4601 MISCELLANEOUS REVENUE 1,880.33 0.00%
6436 WATER EFFICIENCY REBATE PROG 3,166.96 0.00%
Grand Total 2,184,138.00 2,185,965.97

EXPENSES

BUSINESS UNIT 9601 WATER UTILITY
CURRENT YEAR CURRENT YTD GENERAL

GENERAL LEDGER ACCOUNT REQUESTED BUDGET LEDGER -% of Budget-
6102 F.T. REGULAR-WAGES & SALARIES 271,061.00 130,846.13 48.27%
6103 FULL TIME-REGULAR-OVERTIME 13,500.00 10,657.16 78.94%
6105 TEMPORARY-WAGES & SALARIES 19,167.00 8,030.39 41.90%
6121 PERA CONTRIBUTIONS 56,342.00 11,807.62 20.96%
6122 FICA/MEDICARE CONTRIBUTIONS 23,235.00 12,585.35 54.17%
6131 GROUP INSURANCE 36,250.00 20,955.59 57.81%
6133 WORKERS COMP INSURANCE PREMIUN 15,406.00 - 0.00%
6208 MISCELLANEOUS OFFICE SUPPLIES 600.00 (41.96) -6.99%
6223 GASOLINE 6,000.00 5,908.39 98.47%
6225 DIESEL FUEL 1,500.00 195.00 13.00%
6229 SHOP MATERIALS 600.00 152.05 25.34%
6231 UNIFORMS & TURN-OUT GEAR 2,900.00 2,175.00 75.00%
6249 MISCELLANEOUS OPERATING SUPPLY 18,000.00 10,637.03 59.09%
6257 OTHER VEHICLE PARTS 5,000.00 3,383.92 67.68%
6273 UTILITY SYSTEM MAINT SUPPLIES 95,000.00 86,093.31 90.62%
6281 SMALL TOOLS & MINOR EQUIPMENT 10,000.00 26,697.66 266.98%
6292 WATER METERS FOR RESALE 75,000.00 44,871.11 59.83%
6315 MISCELLANEOUS PROFESSIONAL SER 95,000.00 15,086.84 15.88%
6322 POSTAGE 3,000.00 1,020.57 34.02%
6323 CELLULAR PHONES 4,000.00 2,768.20 69.21%
6334 MILEAGE REIMBURSEMENT 400.00 89.60 22.40%
6335 TRAINING 4,000.00 2,406.00 60.15%
6352 GENERAL NOTICE & PUBLIC INFOR 300.00 458.68 152.89%
6361 GENERAL LIABILITY/PROPERTY INS 35,000.00 5,872.00 16.78%
6371 ELECTRIC UTILITIES 155,000.00 117,151.81 75.58%
6373 GAS 3,000.00 1,721.25 57.38%
6374 REFUSE/RECYCLING 700.00 665.14 95.02%
6381 BUILDING & STRUCTURE REPAIR 3,500.00 1,032.58 29.50%
6439 OTHER MISCELLANEOUS 67,000.00 - 0.00%
6451 MEMBERSHIP DUES 1,400.00 1,000.00 71.43%
6489 OTHER CONTRACTED SERVICES 76,000.00 61,578.97 81.02%
6722 DEPRECIATION 798,000.00 - 0.00%
6820 OPERATING TRANSFERS TO OTHER F 47,000.00 - 0.00%
6436 WATER EFFICIENCY REBATE PROG 3,166.96 0.00%
Grand Total 1,942,861.00 588,972.35

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

Business Unit: 9601

Page 1 of 5



CITY OF RAMSEY
FINANCIAL STATEMENT

JANUARY 1, 2020 THROUGH PERIOD ENDING: September 30, 2021

REVENUES
BUSINESS UNIT 9602

CURRENT YEAR

GENERAL LEDGER ACCOUNT REOUESTED BUDGET

SEWER UTILITY

CURRENT YTD GENERAL
LEDGER

-% of Budget-

4140 CREDIT CARD PROCESSING FEES (14,000.00) (10,955.66) 78.25%
4356 SEWER AVAILABILITY CHARGE-ADM 5,000.00 3,926.30 78.53%
4604 SURCHARGES 110,838.00 0.00%
4609 OTHER MISCELLANEOUS REVENUES 5,000.00 - 0.00%
4661 RESIDENTIAL-SEWER CHARGES 1,285,000.00 684,519.35 53.27%
4662 COMMERCIAL-SEWER CHARGES 361,000.00 212,911.66 58.98%
4663 SEWER PENALTIES 15,000.00 5,072.73 33.82%
4701 INTEREST ON INVESTMENTS 115,000.00 - 0.00%
4606 DEVELOPER FEES (WAC) - 144,144.00 0.00%
4601 MISCELLANEOUS REVENUE 1,975.09 0.00%
Grand Total 1,772,000.00 1,152,431.47

EXPENSES
BUSINESS UNIT 9602 SEWER UTILITY

CURRENT YEAR CURRENT YTD GENERAL

GENERAL LEDGER ACCOUNT REQUESTED BUDGET LEDGER -% of Budget-
6102 F.T. REGULAR-WAGES & SALARIES 175,965.00 64,019.31 36.38%
6103 FULL TIME-REGULAR-OVERTIME - 1,081.37 0.00%
6105 TEMPORARY-WAGES & SALARIES - 6,174.44 0.00%
6121 PERA CONTRIBUTIONS 31,197.00 5,468.50 17.53%
6122 FICA/MEDICARE CONTRIBUTIONS 13,577.00 5,735.24 42.24%
6131 GROUP INSURANCE 7,779.00 - 0.00%
6133 WORKERS COMP INSURANCE PREMIUM 9,639.00 - 0.00%
6223 GASOLINE 4,000.00 2,567.73 64.19%
6225 DIESEL FUEL 2,800.00 2,907.80 103.85%
6249 MISCELLANEOUS OPERATING SUPPLY 25,000.00 11,901.92 47.61%
6257 OTHER VEHICLE PARTS 181.08 0.00%
6275 OTHER EQUIPMENT PARTS 9,000.00 1,833.81 20.38%
6315 MISCELLANEOUS PROFESSIONAL SER 50,000.00 10,875.22 21.75%
6334 MILEAGE REIMBURSEMENT 400.00 17.92 4.48%
6335 TRAINING 2,400.00 45.00 1.88%
6361 GENERAL LIABILITY/PROPERTY INS 22,000.00 571.00 2.60%
6371 ELECTRIC UTILITIES 17,000.00 14,048.19 82.64%
6373 GAS 2,500.00 982.59 39.30%
6374 REFUSE/RECYCLING 700.00 666.11 95.16%
6377 SEWER SERVICE CHARGE 845,201.00 704,333.90 83.33%
6489 OTHER CONTRACTED SERVICES 28,000.00 22,593.10 80.69%
6722 DEPRECIATION 551,565.00 - 0.00%
6820 OPERATING TRANSFERS TO OTHER F 41,000.00 - 0.00%
Grand Total 1,839,723.00 856,004.23

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

included in the adopted budget.

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

Page 2 of 5



CITY OF RAMSEY
FINANCIAL STATEMENT

JANUARY 1, 2020 THROUGH PERIOD ENDING: September 30, 2021
REVENUES
BUSINESS UNIT 9603 STREET LIGHT UTILITY
CURRENT YEAR CURRENT YTD GENERAL o
GENERAL LEDGER ACCOUNT REQUESTED BUDGET LEDGER -% of Budget-
4140 CREDIT CARD PROCESSING FEES (3,500.00) (2,071.66) 59.19%
4681 CHARGES FOR STREET LIGHTS 157,000.00 83,477.51 53.17%
4683 STREET LIGHTING PENALTIES 2,000.00 810.29 40.51%
4701 INTEREST ON INVESTMENTS 15,000.00 - 0.00%
4684 PRIORITY STREET LIGHT 53,000.00 27,783.36 52.42%
Grand Total 223,500.00 109,999.50
EXPENSES
BUSINESS UNIT 9603 STREET LIGHT UTILITY
CURRENT YEAR CURRENT YTD GENERAL

-0, -
GENERAL LEDGER ACCOUNT REQUESTED BUDGET LEDGER % of Budget
6371 ELECTRIC UTILITIES 128,000.00 83,404.13 65.16%
6489 OTHER CONTRACTED SERVICES 14,300.00 8,675.62 60.67%
6722 DEPRECIATION 42,444.00 - 0.00%
6820 OPERATING TRANSFERS TO OTHER F 23,000.00 - 0.00%
Grand Total 207,744.00 92,079.75

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

This report reflects year to date revenue and expenditures as compared to annual budget.
It does not reflect fund balance. Business Unit: 9603 Page 3 of 5



CITY OF RAMSEY
FINANCIAL STATEMENT

JANUARY 1, 2020 THROUGH PERIOD ENDING: September 30, 2021

REVENUES

BUSINESS UNIT 9604
CURRENT YEAR REQUESTED

GENERAL LEDGER ACCOUNT BUDGET

RECYCLING UTILITY

CURRENT YTD GENERAL
LEDGER

-% of Budget-

4140 CREDIT CARD PROCESSING FEES (4,000.00) (2,989.53) 74.74%
4287 OTHER LOCAL GOVERNMENT GRANTS 77,566.00 - 0.00%
4609 OTHER MISCELLANEOUS REVENUES - 686.80 0.00%
4671 RECYCLING CHARGES 430,283.00 219,736.40 51.07%
4672 RECYCLING PENALTIES 8,000.00 1,590.21 19.88%
4701 INTEREST ON INVESTMENTS 3,500.00 - 0.00%
Grand Total 515,349.00 219,023.88

EXPENSES

BUSINESS UNIT 9604

GENERAL LEDGER ACCOUNT CURRENT YEAR REQUESTED

RECYCLING UTILITY

CURRENT YTD GENERAL

-% of Budget-

BUDGET

LEDGER

6102 F.T. REGULAR-WAGES & SALARIES 23,000.00 10,292.23 44.75%
6103 FULL TIME-REGULAR-OVERTIME - 625.13 0.00%
6121 PERA CONTRIBUTIONS 2,725.00 813.89 29.87%
6122 FICA/MEDICARE CONTRIBUTIONS 1,661.00 762.57 45.91%
6131 GROUP INSURANCE 3,589.00 - 0.00%
6133 WORKERS COMP INSURANCE PREMIUM 386.00 - 0.00%
6249 MISCELLANEOUS OPERATING SUPPLY 32,000.00 17,867.79 55.84%
6322 POSTAGE 300.00 - 0.00%
6489 OTHER CONTRACTED SERVICES 445,000.00 337,958.62 75.95%
Grand Total 508,661.00 368,320.23

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

included in the adopted budget.

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

Page 4 of 5



CITY OF RAMSEY
FINANCIAL STATEMENT

JANUARY 1, 2020 THROUGH PERIOD ENDING: September 30, 2021

REVENUES
BUSINESS UNIT 9605 STORM WATER UTILITY

CURRENT YEAR REQUESTED CURRENT YTD GENERAL r )

GENERAL LEDGER ACCOUNT BUDGET LEDGER % of Budget
4140 CREDIT CARD PROCESSING FEES (6,500.00) (5,006.47) 77.02%
4693 STORM WATER-RESIDENTIAL 570,000.00 294,749.00 51.71%
4694 STORM WATER-COMMERCIAL 585,000.00 304,465.88 52.05%
4695 STORM WATER-PENALTIES 10,000.00 2,678.72 26.79%
4701 INTEREST ON INVESTMENTS 12,000.00 - 0.00%
Grand Total 1,170,500.00 596,887.13

EXPENSES

BUSINESS UNIT 9605

CURRENT YEAR REQUESTED
BUDGET

GENERAL LEDGER ACCOUNT

STORM WATER UTILITY

CURRENT YTD GENERAL
LEDGER

-% of Budget-

6102 F.T. REGULAR-WAGES & SALARIES 185,400.00 34,952.75 18.85%
6105 TEMPORARY-WAGES & SALARIES - 2,739.71 0.00%
6121 PERA CONTRIBUTIONS 27,955.00 2,836.01 10.14%
6122 FICA/MEDICARE CONTRIBUTIONS 15,450.00 2,933.93 18.99%
6131 GROUP INSURANCE 21,130.00 - 0.00%
6133 WORKERS COMP INSURANCE PREMIUM 7,985.00 - 0.00%
6225 DIESEL FUEL 5,500.00 4,579.58 83.27%
6249 MISCELLANEOUS OPERATING SUPPLY 12,000.00 (4,012.17) -33.43%
6257 OTHER VEHICLE PARTS 7,500.00 2,493.17 33.24%
6315 MISCELLANEOUS PROFESSIONAL SER 100,000.00 8,809.19 8.81%
6334 MILEAGE REIMBURSEMENT 17.92 0.00%
6361 GENERAL LIABILITY/PROPERTY INS 9,240.00 - 0.00%
6371 ELECTRIC UTILITIES 3,000.00 2,520.87 84.03%
6373 GAS 2,500.00 982.57 39.30%
6374 REFUSE/RECYCLING 700.00 666.12 95.16%
6451 MEMBERSHIP DUES 26,000.00 23,132.00 88.97%
6489 OTHER CONTRACTED SERVICES 30,000.00 27,253.42 90.84%
6722 DEPRECIATION 335,374.00 - 0.00%
6820 OPERATING TRANSFERS TO OTHER F 36,000.00 - 0.00%
Grand Total 825,734.00 109,905.07

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

included in the adopted budget.

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

Page 5 of 5



CC Regular Session 5.2.
Meeting Date:  10/26/2021
By: Katie Schmidt, Administrative Services

Information
Title:
Consider Hiring an IT Support Technician Backfilling a Vacant Position

Purpose/Background:
The purpose of this case is to authorize filling the vacant full-time IT Support Technician position.

In August, the IT Support Technician resigned, which created a vacancy in the IT Division. Staff conducted a
recruitment process which included first and second interviews. Mr. Christopher Bruneau was selected for the
position and has passed the City's pre-employment testing. The City extended a contingent job offer which is
pending City Council approval. If hired, Mr. Bruneau will be subject to a six-month probationary period, the
personnel policy and the AFSCME labor agreement.

The IT Support Technician position responsibilities include assisting the Information Technology Division (IT)
with all matters of Information Technology, such as: desktop computers, mobile devices, desktop peripherals,
server, network security/infrastructure, telephone systems, audio/visual equipment, door access and document
imaging. In general, the IT division's role is to maintain computers, software and systems, which allow staff to
perform effectively and citizens to have access to up-to-date City conference room space, website information, etc.;
as well as to improve current technologies and to add new technology in order to facilitate efficient and effective
government services.

Funding Source:
The funding for back-filling this position is included in the 2021 budget.

Recommendation:

To hire Mr. Christopher Bruneau as a full-time IT Support Technician, effective on or near November 15, 2021, at
$25.87 per hour which is step 1 of the 2021 wage scale.

Outcome/Action:

Motion to hire Mr. Christopher Bruneau as a full-time IT Support Technician, effective on or near November 15,
2021, at $25.87 per hour, which is step 1 of the 2021 wage scale.
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IT Support

TeChniCian Class Code:
13008

Bargaining Unit: AFSCME

CITY OF RAMSEY
Established Date: Jul 27, 2021
Revision Date: Aug 11, 2021

SALARY RANGE

$25.87 Hourly

PRIMARY OBJECTIVE OF POSITION:

To assist the Information Technology Department (IT) with all matters of Information
Technology: desktop computers, mobile devices, desktop peripherals, server, network
security/infrastructure, telephone systems, audio/visual equipment, door access and
document imaging.

**NOTE -- This is an AFSCME union position**

2021 Wage Scale:
Step 1 - $25.874/hr -- Step 2 - $27.168/hr -- Step 3 - $28.461/hr -- Step 4 - $29.755/hr -- Step
5-%$31.049/hr -- Step 6 - $32.342/hr

MINIMUM QUALIFICATIONS:

Must be 18 years of age or older

Must have a high school diploma or equivalent

Must have a valid state driver's license with good driving record

Must have at least an Associates Degree in Applied Science focusing on computer
networking, information technology or a closely related field; or completion of a post-
secondary certificated program in IT education and experience will be considered
Must have experience with Windows operating systems

Must have experience in setting up and installing personal computers, operating
systems, printers and wireless devices in a network environment

Must have basic experience with Local Area Network (LAN) set-up and support, as well
as an understanding of wireless networks and devices

Desired Qualifications:

Bachelor's Degree in Computer Science or closely related field




Two or more years of closely related experience or one plus years of public sector
experience

Previous experience with Cisco networking is highly preferred

Previous experience in virtualized server environments

Previous experience working with Laserfiche Record Retention Software

Previous experience working for a municipality or county

ESSENTIAL JOB FUNCTIONS:

Assist in the planning and implementation of additions, removals, and major
modifications to the supporting infrastructure

Oversee and maintain computer equipment and software for the City's staff, meeting
rooms, training programs, and vehicles

Interact with internal staff, both on premise and remotely, to help resolve IT-related
issues and provide answers and solutions in a timely manner

Work with different departments to assess technology needs and opportunities, and
help implement solutions seamlessly into the City's network environment

Work with other IT staff to ensure that City assets and records are maintained
responsibly _ '

Document important information such as diagrams, licenses, training material, ticket
documentation, various logs, and device inventory

Back-up to the IT Manager, as needed :
Perform a wide range of tasks (within the ability and resources.of the IT Support
Technician) at the verbal or written direction of the IT Manager or their designee

KNOWLEDGE, SKILLS AND ABILITIES:

Knowledge of personal computer hardware, software, mobile devices, printers, multi-
function devices and networking best practices

Knowledge of viruses, malware, and preventative measures for both

Knowledge of HTML and web content management systems (CMS)

Considerable skill and superior understanding of Windows desktop environment and
troubleshooting methods

Considerable skill and understanding of Windows Server environment and roles (AD,
DNS, Exchange)

Ability to provide superior customer service to staff members

Ability to maintain an attitude of continuous feaming, decisive problem-solving, and
self-motivation

Ability to communicate clearly and effectively verbally, both in-person and aver the
phone, and with written communications/documentation

Ability to keep clear and concise records (tickets, updates, purchases, etc.)

Ability to organize and prioritize the needs of staff members

Ability to perform web or graphic design work or audio/visual editing

Ability to work independently and as a member of a team

Ability to work with a wide range or types of people




JOB ACTIVITY REQUIREMENTS:

The following are the physical activities that are associated with this position:
+ Standing
= Sitting
« Walking
» Lifting
» Handling Objects
+ Stationary desk or bench work

This position requires employees to be able to lift and carry up to 50 pounds without
assistance.

The following are the working conditions of this position:
« Working indoors
+ Operating motor vehicles
« Driving a City vehicle or personal vehicle
« Driving is an essential function of this job




CC Regular Session 5.3.
Meeting Date:  10/26/2021
By: Katie Schmidt, Administrative Services

Information
Title:
Consider Hiring an Administrative Assistant Backfilling a Pending Vacancy

Purpose/Background:
The purpose of this case is to authorize filling the soon to be vacant part-time Administrative Assistant position.

In early November, the Community Development Assistant is retiring, which will create a vacancy in the
Community Development Division.

Previously, staff and the City Council discussed eliminating the 16-hour per week Community Development
Assistant position and filling it with a 20-hour per week Administrative Assistant. The City Council agreed by
consensus and directed staff to recruit for the Administrative Assistant position.

Staff conducted an internal recruitment process and interviewed two candidates. Ms. Nicole Laubach was selected
for the position and has passed the City's pre-employment testing. The City extended a contingent job offer which is
pending City Council approval. If hired, Ms. Laubach will be subject to a six-month probationary period, the
personnel policy and the AFSCME labor agreement.

The Administrative Assistant position provides a variety of responsible administrative support functions for the
Community Development Department, specifically the Planning Division. Position responsibilities include
providing excellent customer service to residents, contractors, staff and others; routing phone calls, attending city
events, scheduling meetings, writing business letters and documents, and counter help at the Community
Development / Economic Development windows.

This is a part-time twenty (20) hours per week position; working Monday - Friday 8:00 am to 12:00 pm.

As the Council is aware, Ms. Laubach has been working in the Building Division to help cover for a leave of
absence. If Ms. Labach is hired as the Planning Divisions Administrative Assistant, she will continue to cover the
leave of absence in the Building Division until the employee on leave returns, which is expected to be November
10, 2021.

Funding Source:

The funding for this position is included in the 2021 budget and represents a savings over the original amount
budgeted for the Community Development Assistant position.

Recommendation:

To hire Ms. Nicole Laubach as a part-time Administrative Assistant, effective on or near October 27, 2021, at
$22.59 per hour which is step 1 of the 2021 wage scale.

Outcome/Action:

Motion to hire Ms. Nicole Laubach as a part-time Administrative Assistant, effective on or near October 27, 2021,
at $22.59 per hour, which is step 1 of the 2021 wage scale.
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Planning
Administrative
= Class Code:
Assistant 11019

Bargaining Unit: AFSCME

CITY OF RAMSEY
Established Date: Jun 22, 2021
Revision Date: Oct 6, 2021

SALARY RANGE

$22.59 - $24.84 Hourly

PRIMARY OBJECTIVE OF POSITION:

The primary objective of this position is to provide a variety of responsible administrative
support functions for the Community Development Department, specifically the Planning
Division. This may include, but is not limited to: providing excellent customer service to
residents, contractors, staff and others; routing phone calls, attending city events, scheduling
meetings, writing business letters and documents, and counter help at the Community
Development / Economic Development windows.

This is a part-time twenty (20) hours per week position; working Monday - Friday 8:00 am to
12:00 pm. Paid leave benefits are pro-rated based on hours worked per week (vacation, sick
& holiday time).

**NOTE - This is an AFSCME union position**
Hiring Range - $22.585 to $24.843/hour / DOQ
Full 2021 Salary Range -$22.585 to $28.231/hour

MINIMUM QUALIFICATIONS:

Must be 18 years of age or older

Must have a high school diploma or equivalent

Must have a valid state driver's license with a good driving record

Must have at least three (3) years of related experience in a responsible administrative
support position, a combination of experience and education will be considered

Must have intermediate to advanced Microsoft Office knowledge and skills

Must be able to accurately type at least forty (40) words per minute

Must have data entry and data base management experience

Must have excellent written and verbal communication skills




» Must have the ability to provide excellent Customer Service

**Equivalent combination of education and experience will be considered**

Desired Qualifications:
» Previous experience working for a county or municipality
+ Associates Degree in Business or Business, Industry & Technology
» Previous experience with Laserfiche Records Management software
» Previous experience coordinating Zoom Video Conferencing
+ Previous experience with customer or resident service (dealing with the public)

ESSENTIAL JOB FUNCTIONS:

Provides in-person administrative support to the Planning Division of the Community
Development Department; this includes Planning Technicians, Zoning Code
Enforcement Officers and City Planners

Serve as the depariment receptionist and provide effective customer service in a
courteous and helpful manner

Maintain department records and files in an orderly and acceptable manner

Compile commission agendas and reports for the Planning Commission, Environmental
Policy Board, Development Review and inter-department meetings

Use routine features of word processing, spreadsheet, and other software applications
Administer property identification numbers

Manage addresses for new developments and address changes

Manage iand use applications

Manage City resolutions

Administer landuse signs

Back-up to other Community Development Administrative Assistant positions, as
needed

Perform a wide range of tasks (within the ability and resources of the Planning
Administrative Assistant) at the verbal or written direction of the Senior Planner or their
designee

KNOWLEDGE, SKILLS AND ABILITIES:

Knowledge of city government

Skilled at effective communication, both in-person and over-the-phone, as well as
business writing

Considerable ability to keep an organized schedule, follow-through, handle details
accurately and meet deadlines

Ability to learn and utilize basic software systems and keep up with advancing
technology

Ability to establish effective working relationships with City staff, elected officials and
the general public

Ability to work independently and as a member of a team




JOB ACTIVITY REQUIREMENTS:

The following are the physical activities that are associated with this paosition:
+ Standing

Sitting

Walking

Reaching

Handling objects

Repetitive hand motion

Use of Arm Muscles over extended periods

Use of Leg Muscles over extended pericds

Stationary desk or bench work

This position requires employees to be able to lift and carry up to 24 pounds without
assistance.

The following are the working conditions of this position:
« Working indoors
» Working outdoors
+ Driving a City vehicle or personal vehicle




CC Regular Session
Meeting Date:  10/26/2021
By: Katie Schmidt, Administrative Services

5.4.

Information
Title
Approve the Following Meeting Minutes:

1. City Council Work Session dated 10/12/2021
2. City Council Regular Session dated 10/12/2021

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 10/12/2021
2. City Council Regular Session dated 10/12/2021

Attachments
10-12-2021 CCWS
10-12-2021 Mtg

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date
Colleen Lasher Colleen Lasher 10/21/2021 09:37 AM
Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 10/21/2021 02:21 PM

Form Started By: Katie Schmidt Started On: 10/19/2021 12:08 PM
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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, October 12, 2021,
at the Ramsey Municipal Center, 7550 Sunwood Drive NW, Ramsey, Minnesota.

Members Present: Mayor Mark Kuzma
Councilmember Ryan Heineman
Councilmember Chelsee Howell
Councilmember Debra Musgrove
Councilmember Chris Riley
Councilmember Dan Specht
Councilmember Matt Woestehoff

Also Present: City Administrator Kurtis Ulrich
Building Maintenance Supervisor Dan Bray
Administrative Services Director Colleen Lasher
Public Works Superintendent Grant Riemer
City Engineer Bruce Westby
Police Chief Jeff Katers
Zoning Code Enforcement Officer Bria Raines
Building Official Jesse Szykulski

1. CALL TO ORDER

Mayor Kuzma called the City Council Work Session to order at 5:31 p.m.
2. TOPICS FOR DISCUSSION

2.01: NW Metro River Crossing Presentation

City Administrator Ulrich introduced Sarah Barnes and Jennifer Wiltgen from MnDOT and Paul
Morris from SRF Consulting. He also mentioned that Councilmember Musgrove was the City
representative on the Study Committee and City Engineer Westby was also involved. City
Administrator Ulrich stated Anoka County Commissioner Matt Look and Representative John
Heinrich were also in attendance.

Jennifer Wiltgen, MnDOT, stated she will be presenting the Northwest Metro River Crossing
Feasibility Analysis, which was completed in July, including findings, study conclusions, and
potential next steps. She provided project background and overview, noting in 2019, the
Minnesota Legislature commissioned a study to look at river crossings in the northwest metro area.
The analysis looked at population growth and resulting regional traffic demand to understand
mobility on the system and within the region and help guide future investment in the area.
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Ms. Wiltgen stated they wanted to look at previous studies, such as the 2002 Origin Destination
Study and 2004 Scoping Decision document that looked at a river crossing and location. Since
then, there has been population growth and changes in the system so they wanted to update what
has been learned and reengage cities and counties on the processes. Ms. Wiltgen reviewed goals
and expectations of the study, noting it was a fact-finding investigation, and technical analysis to
look at mobility and river crossing capacity needs in the region. This is the first of several steps if
any of the improvements are to move forward and are feasible for further consideration. She
explained that because they are not in a decision-making context, it does not include
recommendations and any future phases, should improvements be warranted to consider further,
it would require a greater analysis, including a technical and safety analysis, as well as
environmental review and more community engagement. Ms. Wiltgen reviewed a list of
participating agencies, counties and cities in the study.

Paul Morris, SRF Consulting, reiterated that this was a fact- finding investigation to determine the
issues and challenges which would guide solutions. He reviewed the context analysis, origin-
destination analysis, and a congestion analysis.

Mr. Morris stated with the context analysis they reviewed all of the City Comprehensive Plans and
Transportation Plans in the area to understand what the different cities were envisioning with their
growth over the next 20 years. There are a lot of growth projected in these areas on both sides of
the river, with 30% more population and 20% more jobs. This is anticipated to put a lot more
pressure on the highway system. Mr. Motris agreed with Ms. Wiltgen that a lot of the highways
surrounding the study area either have had improvements or are expected to in the coming years,
including 1-94, Highway 101, Highway 610, and Highway 10. Mr. Morris explained there is going
to be a need to make improvements on local roads as well to help move the traffic. He continued
that a lot of commercial and retail growth and on the employment side, are clustered around the
highway corridors. This makes sense because that’s where the people and businesses are, which
has pros and cons when it comes to planning for transportation. On the plus side, the facilities are
there and can serve the freight needs of the developments and on the downside, it puts a lot more
pressure on the roadway system. This is why the analysis looked 20 years out.

Mr. Morris explained the Origin Destination Analysis, looked at where trips are coming from,
where they are going, how are they getting there, and impact on the roadways. They used modern
technology including GPS information to understand the movements of trips through the study
area. Some of the key findings were that Highway 610 carries the most traffic, Highway 101 sees
about one-half of that, and Highway 169 serves a smaller amount of traffic when compared to the
other two. In this analysis, they wanted to understand which communities rely on the current river
crossings.

Mr. Morris stated the analysis found that Highway 101 serves regional trips which are longer, with
people from outstate coming to the Metro area. Highway 610 showed patterns of commuter type
trips because there are a lot of employment and population on both the Anoka County and
Hennepin County side. With Highway 169 there were shorter trips, which may be used for
shopping or other activities. Another finding looked at Fridays before summer holidays and found
the Highway 101 crossing had four times as many trips and much longer trips which leads to
congestion during these times. The analysis looked at rush hour times and how balanced the
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northbound and southbound traffic is as it crosses the river. If the traffic is balanced, over the
course of a day the bridge can carry a lot more traffic. However, if the traffic is heavier in one
direction, it creates more pressure and congestion. Mr. Morris stated the analysis found that
Highway 101 had the most unbalanced traffic pattern with the heaviest volume in the morning
going southbound and the reverse in the afternoon. The other two highways were more balanced.

Mr. Morris stated that the Congestion Analysis looked for three things: the severity of how slow
traffic gets, the duration of how long congestion lasts, and the extent or how far back the que
extends from the congestion. These are conditions the average commuter experiences. The
analysis found that in the morning, there was major congestion on Highway 169 in Elk River,
Highway 101 in Rogers, 1-94 heading towards the city, and most of Highway 169 between
Highway 10 across the river and to Highway 610. The causes of this congestion included issues
with merging, traffic capacity, and traffic signals. In the afternoon, the reverse is true as it relates
to congestion. Mr. Morris described the highway projects coming up in the next few years that
may help with congestion. He provided a summary, noting most of the major highways in this
area have some degree of congestion and explained that by identifying bottleneck areas, it will
give a target of where to look for solutions and make improvements.

Mr. Morris stated when addressing solutions, they considered improvements already in the
pipeline or programmed in the next few years. He presented a list of solutions generated to
alleviate congestion, noting one of the first solutions is to address traffic signals. He explained they
separated solutions with merit from those not feasible to more forward and looked at each through
several lenses. The considerations were whether the solution improved traffic across the river,
were consistent with local planning, and residential and community impacts in terms of already
developed areas and natural resource impacts. He stated the list of solutions they will carry
forward for more analysis include improvements to Highway 10 going west in Ramsey to Elk
River, Highway 10 in Coon Rapids, Highway 101 in Rogers, and Highway 610.

Mr. Morris noted they packaged the solutions into several concepts: Concept 1 includes project
areas on Highway 10 and Highway 101 in Rogers; Concept 2 adds the additional segment of
Highway 610; and Concepts 3 and 4 focus on the addition of a new river crossing between
Highways 101 and 169. They looked at a four-lane, 45 mph-type of road with traffic signals every
one-quarter mile versus an expressway in Concept 4 that is a highway design of 55 mph with
farther spacing between signals. They evaluated that with a benefit-cost analysis that showed the
total benefits including societal benefit to save time, savings in crashes, and vehicle operating costs
by reducing total miles traveled. Mr. Morris explained the present value of costs is a rough
indication of capital costs required to construct each alternative; however, it only looks to a 20-
year horizon.

Councilmember Riley asked about a four-lane expressway and if 1-94 would connect with
Zanzibar.

Mr. Motris answered yes, and as far as the analysis it roughly aligns with Zanzibar and ties in with
Highway 1-94 at the Dayton Parkway interchange. He noted this is one alignment that has already
been studied but these are illustrative concepts and if the corridor moved it would not have a big
bearing on the economics.
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Councilmember Riley stated there were some concerns about a new river crossing with the
exception of the Zanzibar alignment.

Mr. Morris answered there are other river crossing alignment concepts that might come across at
Sunfish or Ramsey Boulevards and tie into Dayton River Road and funnel down to Highway 169.
They also looked at locations east of Highway 169 and are interested in the impacts as the areas in
Champlin and Dayton are fully developed so they did not make sense. That is why there were
concerns, because the community impacts would be high.

Mr. Morris stated the key takeaway is that in a benefit/cost analysis, they are looking for a 1.0 or
greater, meaning the benefit to society is at least worth the cost of investing the improvement. He
noted they all meet that threshold, suggesting they are feasible improvements or at least merit
further investigation. Mr. Morris summarized that the four concepts all produced a cost/benefit
ratio that is feasible but before advancing the concepts further, more detailed analysis would be
needed.

Ms. Wiltgen explained that from conversations with agencies, they found a common understanding
of the opportunities and challenges to implement improvements considered in the analysis.
Conversations around next steps included identifying a leader with the next phase of analysis and
there was a general openness to participating in a corridor coalition which could start with casual
conversations between elected officials, making presentations, and provide a venue to prioritize
improvements and identify next steps. She stated there was a recognition that a new river crossing
is a long-term endeavor that could span years or even decades to move forward. In addition, any
improvements need to address local activities, development patterns, local roadway
improvements, community context, and follow land use development and regional traffic growth.

Ms. Wiltgen stated this analysis was a good first step but further analysis and community input
would be needed. She stated that next steps would include identifying local leadership, a corridor
coalition, and adopting a vision to determine improvements that align with local goals from a
mobility standpoint, whether a river crossing or system needs. Ms. Wiltgen stated they need to
look at it through a regional context, understand local needs, goals, and desires, and then establish
a prioritization plan to implement those projects within that vision. She addressed facilitating
public involvement to incorporate additional voices including businesses and freight, and building
consensus on next steps.

City Administrator Ulrich asked for an update on the meeting with the City of Dayton about this
topic and Dayton’s position on the project.

Ms. Wiltgen answered they did a presentation and there is some interest to make sure it aligns with
local goals and development. In those conversations, there was an understanding in all
communities that this will be a challenging endeavor, it will be long-term, and require a lot of
consensus building. She thinks Dayton has a long-term plan for growth and that is the main point
she heard, that a river crossing needs to align with local growth.
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City Administrator Ulrich stated he spoke with the Dayton City Administrator who indicated they
do not want to be a champion of the effort, but are willing to be part of a corridor coalition and
continue the discussion.

Councilmember Musgrove thanked those who presented tonight and asked about the Zanzibar and
Armstrong alignment and if Dayton does not have it in their CIP or long-term planning.

Ms. Wiltgen answered that it is in Dayton’s Comprehensive Plan.

Councilmember Musgrove stated that is good to hear. She asked in regard to the projections, what
things are the Highway 10 Coalition working and focusing on.

Ms. Wiltgen answered there are active community members with the Highway 10 projects and the
grade separation at Ramsey and Sunfish Boulevards is moving forward. To the west of there, a
planning study is being conducted on Highway 10 up to the Highway 169 interchange and some
of the long-term improvements identified were focused on building out the grade separated vision
for Highway 10 up to Highway 169. She stated there was an understanding that that would require
a lot of effort and funding so they are looking at some mid-term implementation solutions and
have a technical advisory meeting coming up.

Councilmember Musgrove stated that she thought it was a good idea to get a coalition together to
keep this topic going. She heard from a member of the Dayton community who said they would
definitely appreciate a bridge as it takes them longer to get to the Ramsey side for family events.
She asked about discussion with cities that have been presented to already related to a timeframe.

Ms. Wiltgen answered she hasn’t heard any timeframes.

Mr. Morris agreed and added that conversations have been at the city staff level and with a few
elected officials.

Councilmember Woestehoff asked about the large differential in the cost/benefit analysis, noting
a cost of $89 million for the bridge was mentioned but the packet information indicates a range of
$140 million to $200 million.

Mr. Morris stated the benefit/cost analysis uses a 20-year horizon and all the improvements have
a lifespan, depending on what it is. He noted bridges have a 75-year lifespan so 20 years is only a
small portion of that and with purchase of right-of-way, they use 100 years. He explained that
when you reach the end of the 20-year calculation period, you get a credit for the remaining life of
that asset, which reduces the present value of costs as shown on the slides presented tonight. Mr.
Morris explained the dollar numbers shown in the meeting packet are the sticker price and that is
the cost to construct.

Representative John Heinrich asked if a threat analysis had been done on delaying a decision and
ending up with a corridor that is no longer available noting that occurred in Champlin where some
areas are no longer available because of development. He asked when that would happen here.
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Ms. Wiltgen answered they didn’t do that kind of analysis but as she mentioned, this study was to
illuminate the needs, address what river crossing capacity means, and brainstorm ideas and
determine if they are technically feasible for further consideration. She stated when holding one-
on-one conversations, they wanted to learn where the different stakeholders were coming from,
their different needs and perspectives. Ms. Wiltgen noted that with a large project like a river
crossing, there needs to be a lot of consensus building and this may be a point where local
stakeholders come together and start the long process of consensus building.

City Administrator Ulrich asked if analysis was done on collector roads farther north and what
happens to traffic on Armstrong Boulevard and roads north of Highway 10.

Mr. Morris referenced the illustration in the meeting packet that shows travel patterns and
projected trips to use a new bridge, noting that once they cross the river, many go east or west
along Highway 10, a much smaller portion would continue along Armstrong Boulevard, and by
the time you are a mile north of Highway 10, traffic dissipates.

Anoka County Commissioner Matt Look commented that his observations would suppose that
MnDOT is supportive of Concept 1 and 2 or a variation and that Ramsey and significant users of
the Highway 169 Champlin bridge are supporters of Concepts 3 or 4. He assumes that Anoka
County would be supportive of this project but it has to be understood that Highway 65 is the
County’s top priority right now, that it is well underway with the studies, grants, and funding.
Commissioner Look stated having this project drafting a concept behind Highway 65 might be
well positioned for the next project in line. He noted it will take some time to tell the story, express
the need, and gather support with the legislators that will help to fund the project at the State and
federal levels.

Commissioner Look stated he reached out to Senator Robbins and suggested getting together with
Representatives Lazzaro and Heinrich to discuss opposition. As it relates to the Highway 10
Coalition, he found members have been very helpful in advancing the Highway 10 projects but
may not be as enthusiastic about advancing this river crossing project. He noted Coon Rapids and
Andover may not show interest, but Anoka and Ramsey would be interested because it impacts
people coming through their areas. He stated assuming that Ramsey is supportive of this project,
if funding is traditionally the way it has been with MnDOT, the locals will need to take control,
get together with those across the river, and determine a time frame.

Commission Look pointed out that about every 14 years, project costs double. He estimated that
time to design, find project costs, pay for it, and construction time will use 10 years at least so time
is of the essence. He stated it depends on when Ramsey wants to push as funding is the key. He
stated again that Anoka County would be supportive and willing to be a champion with the
understanding that Highway 65 is next in line.

Councilmember Riley asked Commissioner Look about the County priorities with Highway 65
being next in line and asked if a third lane on Highway 10 is also high on their list of priorities as
most could get behind that project.
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Commissioner Look answered that a third lane on Highway 65 made sense to address before
getting Highway 10 started but that will not happen now and they don’t want to do the Highway
10 work and add a third lane on Highway 65 at the same time because it will cause even more
congestion. He explained the third lane on Highway 65 would be a post Highway 10 project with
completion around 2026. He noted these roadways are not functioning very well under today’s
conditions but they need to be done and account for the increased growth. He noted every city to
the north of us has a main revenue source in selling permits and building homes, so there is a
guarantee that more traffic will be coming into the system and we have to respond to that situation.

Representative Heinrich stated the third lane project on Highway 65 seemed to be the most shovel-
ready project they have discussed because room is there and the bridges were built originally to
accommodate a third lane. He noted it would help if MnDOT could help get that project done
before starting other projects. Representative Heinrich stated next year, the County Road
47/Highway 10 interchange, the Rum River Bridge, is slated for spring of 2022. Then Fair Oak/
Thurston/Sunfish/Ramsey Boulevards is scheduled so that is a long time to then come back to a
lower cost project that is shovel ready. He asked if the third lane project on Highway 65 could be
put in front of these others projects.

Ms. Barnes answered there was zero chance of that happening because construction on Rum River
and Fair Oak/Thurston start in the spring. With regard to the funding that Commissioner Look
spoke of, she explained it was for creating final plans for the third lane project so once they are
through the final plans phase, it could be more shovel ready at that point. She explained it is
moving towards being completely ready but right now they don’t have final plans.

Representative Heinrich asked if not during the timeframe of Fair Oak/Thurston, could a third lane
project be considered in Sunfish/Ramsey timeframe or at the same time.

Ms. Barnes answered that the impact to Highway 10 traffic during the Ramsey/Sunfish
construction will be much less than with Fair Oak/Thurston which will be very impactful, which
is a big difference in construction impact.

Ms. Barnes asked to respond to Commissioner Look’s comments about the river crossing,
Mn/DOT’s stance on priorities, and preferred alternatives. She stated Mn/DOT does not have a
position on it and this study was in response to a request from the Legislature. The priority of
Mn/DOT is maintenance of our pavement and bridges. She stated through this analysis, they found
with the spacing and amount of traffic on this road, it very likely will not be a Mn/DOT or State
roadway and possible it could be a City or County roadway. She wanted to clarify that they are
happy to start talking about it but they wouldn’t be the lead or champion on the bridge.

Councilmember Musgrove asked if bridges are typically the responsibility of City, County or State.

Ms. Barnes answered that bridges are State owned, County owned, or City owned depending on
whose road it is and sometimes it will involve interstate ownership.

Councilmember Musgrove asked in this case, where there are two cities and two counties, where
the ownership would fall.
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Ms. Barnes answered, as with Minneapolis and St. Paul, sometimes the cities or the counties have
to come together. When going across State lines, as in the Stillwater area, half the bridge belongs
to MnDOT, half belongs to Wisconsin, and they share the maintenance costs.

Mayor Kuzma thanked Ms. Wiltgen and Mr. Morris for the informative presentation.
2.02: Discuss Maintenance of the New Public Works Facility

Administrative Services Director Lasher reviewed the staff report including options for cleaning
and maintaining the new Public Works Facility. She noted that during 2021 budget discussions,
staff was asked to put on hold the hiring of a part-time Building Maintenance Worker. Staff
researched options and found the cost to outsource the work was a greater cost and not fulfill needs.
At this time, current staff does not have the capacity to do this work, so staff recommends adding
15 hours a week to part-time Maintenance Worker Benson. She noted Mr. Benson is a high
performing employee and in need of full-time employment. The cost from now until the end of
the year is $6,960 which would be funded by the significant savings incurred from an unanticipated
unpaid leave in the department. Administrative Services Director Lasher recommended Mr.
Benson remain full time through the 2022 budget.

Public Works Superintendent Riemer added that the cleaning isn’t the biggest issue, it is the
maintenance of the heating and air conditioning ventilation systems along with regular monitoring
and inspection of the boiler system.

Building Maintenance Supervisor Bray explained that the boilers, under State standards, have to
be logged every day in addition to logging any work done on the boiler. He supported the
recommendation of Administrative Services Director Lasher.

Public Works Superintendent Riemer added that another task is on the roof to check the belts and
heating and cooling units that are inspected once a month.

Building Maintenance Supervisor Bray continued that this position also includes HVAC
maintenance, snow removal around the gate areas and sidewalks, building security, cleaning five
days a week, checking the boilers, and setting up for meetings.

Councilmember Heineman asked about Mr. Benson’s currently scheduled hours and whether 25
hours a week means he is there 5 days a week and 5 hours a day.

Public Works Superintendent Riemer confirmed this is correct.

Councilmember Heineman asked if Mr. Benson currently has time to check the boilers daily, log
the belts and timers, and do some of the tasks but needs additional time for cleaning.

Building Maintenance Supervisor Bray answered that cleaning is for a separate huge building and
that would be the first stop before anyone is in the building. This is something he is not currently
doing.
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Councilmember Heineman asked who is currently doing the cleaning.

Building Maintenance Supervisor Bray answered this is a new task and no one was currently
assigned to these tasks.

Councilmember Musgrove asked if the cost indicated includes benefits and wages, or just wages.

Administrative Service Director Lasher answered the amount is the total budget impact for
everything to bring Mr. Benson to full time including health insurance for November and
December, plus the additional PERA and additional hours.

Councilmember Musgrove asked about maintenance by the maintenance crew versus the duties
listed as staff duties and if there is some overlap. She asked how they determine which
maintenance tasks are covered by the different departments.

Building Maintenance Supervisor Bray answered that inside the building, he would be responsible
for cleaning the offices and restrooms. In the summer, they do the mowing and irrigation duties.
Mr. Benson’s main duties would be cleaning, taking care of the boilers and the heating and air
conditioning.

Councilmember Musgrove asked about other duties listed including landscape maintenance, snow
removal, and a wide range of tasks.

Building Maintenance Supervisor Bray answered that was not necessarily at the new Public Works
facility.

Administrative Services Director Lasher commented that the job description included was a
general job description that all building maintenance workers do and not necessarily specific to

Mr. Benson.

Councilmember Specht stated staff recommendation makes sense to him because the he is a high
performing employee who is looking for more hours so he supports it.

Mayor Kuzma asked if this cost is covered in next year’s budget.
Administrative Services Director Lasher answered if this was approved, the Finance Director
would make an adjustment as it would impact 2022 but would not be considered a new change for

2022 if it were approved now.

Councilmember Musgrove referenced the unanticipated unpaid time off for a staff member and
asked what step Mr. Benson would be at if his hours were increased to full time.

Building Maintenance Supervisor Bray answered Step 1 or 2.

Councilmember Musgrove asked if that would be the same for 2022.
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Administrative Services Director Lasher answered that going from part time to full time would not
impact Mr. Benson’s pay scale or anniversary date.

Councilmember Musgrove commented that she is supportive of this because it is in the budget for
this year, there are specific tasks to do, and Mr. Benson has a good work ethic. She stated if this
will help alleviate some of the other needs for maintenance staff at other facilities, she thinks that
is a benefit.

The consensus of the Council was to approve maintenance worker, Mr. Erick Benson, moving to
full-time employment.

2.03: Discuss 8106 Alpine Drive NW

City Administrator Ulrich stated this property started with complaints about garbage and cat feces
and bags piled 15 feet high in the yard, which was taken care of but the property continued to be
an issue. At this time, staff may have found a resolution, which will be presented.

Zoning Code Enforcement Officer Raines reviewed the staff report updating the Council on the
efforts by staff to resolve State Building Code, Property Maintenance Code, and Ramsey City
Code violations at 8106 Alpine Drive NW. This case started with an inspection with the police
and focus on the welfare of the cats and public nuisance violations. The current issues with the
property include not having running water, an electrical hazard, and water intrusion into the
structure. These are safety hazards that renders the structure uninhabitable. On October 1, 2021,
the Building Official posted a notice on the property and on October 7, 2021, the property owner
came in with a signed contract to have a well installed and applied for and was issued an electrical
permit.

Mayor Kuzma asked about the status of the dwelling and if considered uninhabitable, if the resident
is staying at the property.

Building Official Szykulski answered the resident has been staying there. He explained this item
was brought to the work session because staff was surprised that during the October 7, 2021
meeting the owner presented a signed contract for a well to be installed. Up to then, he was going
to issue an order to vacate on November 1, 2021. Because of that, this report is more of an update
than ordering the property owner to vacate. Staff is hoping the well contractor will get started on
October 18, 2021 to put in the well, the line to the house, and get running water to the faucet. After
that staff will determine how the septic system reacts. During the October 7 meeting, the resident
insisted on doing the electrical work himself and a permit for that work was pulled that day.

Building Official Szykulski stated he talked to the lead inspector for electrical and he will meet
with City staff at the property on October 13, 2021, at 9 a.m. to determine what needs to be done
and talk with the homeowner. He explained by November 1, 2021, there is running water, the
septic system has been inspected, and the electrical system has been improved to prevent a fire
hazard. After that, the leak in the roof needs to be addressed before moving on to numerous code
violations. He stated this is a better outcome than had been expected.
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Councilmember Riley commented that the resident is cooperating and City staff are working with
the resident. He stated that no one wants to see anyone get kicked out of their home but it is
understood that safety and sanitation are issues that need to be addressed. He appreciated
everything he has been hearing and the flexibility shown on the part of staff.

Building Official Szykulski answered that Zoning Code Enforcement Officer Raines has been
trying to find loans for this homeowner, there has been discussion about splitting the property and
selling two lots. Staff has spent time motivating the homeowner to make improvements.

Councilmember Riley commented that the carpet has been on the roof for at least five years.

Councilmember Heineman asked if the homeowner plans to drill a new well, the cost of the well,
and how the homeowner will get a loan.

Building Official Szykulski confirmed there will be a new well, which will cost around $18,000.

Councilmember Musgrove asked if the homeowner was aware that he could be spending a lot of
money on a home that may not be a solid dwelling.

Building Official Szykulski answered that the homeowner is aware of the cost and estimated that
to get to the house up to code could be close to $50,000 to $60,000, plus the cost for electrical and
to fix the roof.

Councilmember Musgrove asked about the issue with water intrusion and if the frame and floor
are solid.

Building Official Szykulski answered that the water intrusion is in a makeshift workspace that is
separate from the main house, noting the main house is small, about 800 square feet.

Councilmember Musgrove stated she wanted the resident aware of the investment into a house
deemed uninhabitable and asked again about the habitability of the home and the condition of the
structure. She stated she is glad the resident is able to stay in his home, noting each have a different
concept of a home.

Mayor Kuzma asked if staff needs anything from the Council tonight.

Building Official Szykulski answered this case is more of an update due to the turn of events and
if the improvements are made with the well and electrical work, they can address the other issues.
He explained the home remains uninhabitable until the water intrusion issue is addressed but the
City would not issue an order to vacate as the property owner is making progress.

City Administrator Ulrich added that when the meeting was originally scheduled, staff anticipated
having to issue an order to vacate but things have changed
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Councilmember Heineman asked if the resident is actually living in the house or in any of the other
structures on the property.

Zoning Code Enforcement Officer Raines answered that staff asked that question during an
inspection because the other structures were full of items and there is no way he could be living in
any of those structures.

Building Official Szykulski stated the resident was invited to the meeting but staft did not receive
a confirmation that he would attend.

Mayor Kuzma thanked staff for the update.

3. TOPICS FOR FUTURE DISCUSSION

3.01: Review Future Topics/ Calendar

City Administrator Ulrich added the next work session will include budget discussions.
Councilmember Musgrove noted the November 9, 2021, meeting topics includes discussion of the
10-year Capital Improvements Projects (CIP) but she thinks it would be helpful to have that
information prior to budget discussions. She noted there is a CIP to look at but there have been
changes so she wanted to bring it up to get feedback.

City Administrator Ulrich answered the CIP would be presented for additional discussion prior to
the budget in that case. He noted the levy for next year is only impacted by the first year of the
CIP so at least for the budget, staff wants to focus on the first year, what the impacts are, and then
take a look at the long term.

Councilmember Musgrove asked if there were significant changes to the 2022 CIP information.

City Administrator Ulrich answered they made significant changes, there may be additional
changes, and they could look at it during the next work session.

Councilmember Musgrove stated that would be helpful for budget discussions.

Councilmember Musgrove asked for information about road funding, noting the franchise fee had
the $1.9 million and $50,000 for pay back of assessments. She would like to the City to keep that
program going and asked where the $1.9 million fell with the levy request and reserves.

Councilmember Specht noted it would be hard to know how much to rebate back if just based on
the percentage of tax increase based on house value.

City Administrator Ulrich commented that it is worth a discussion, that the process would have to
change, and that is a policy matter whether the people assessed for roads in the last 5 years should
be paying for roads for the next 20 years or should they get a portion of that assessment rebated.
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He agreed that every property tax is different so it is not quite as clean as it would be with a
franchise fee.

Councilmember Heineman clarified the Council was asking Finance Director Lund to troubleshoot
a few mechanisms to see what it looks like and bring forward potential options.

Councilmember Musgrove asked for staff input on continued reductions for additional savings.
She added that having the CIP would be helpful for knowing planned expenses for projects.

City Administrator Ulrich answered that staff is following the Council’s direction to make the
budget as lean as possible while still achieving the goals they have.

4. MAYOR / COUNCIL / STAFF INPUT

None.

5. ADJOURNMENT

The Work Session of the City Council was adjourned at 6:20 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Kurtis G. Ulrich
City Administrator

ATTEST:

Katie M. Schmidt
Deputy City Clerk

Drafted by Joni Helmeke
TimeSaver Off Site Secretarial, Inc.

City Council Work Session / October 12, 2021
Page 13 of 13



N —

Nownhkw

o >

CALL TO ORDER ..........
PRESENTATION............

TABLE OF CONTENTS

2.01: Presentation Regarding Ramsey’s Historic Town Hall / School Survey..........c.c..c........

CITIZEN INPUT .............
APPROVE AGENDA.......
CONSENT AGENDA......
PUBLIC HEARING.........
COUNCIL BUSINESS ....

7.01:  Adopt Resolution #21-291 Designating Cartway Route and Ordering Public Hearing
for Petitioned Cartway Access to Thorn Lake Property (PID #04-32-25-31-0001); Case of

Thomas and Pattiann Kurak
7.02: Consider Hiring an |

T Support Technician Backfilling a Vacant Position ....................

MAYOR, COUNCIL AND STAFF INPUT ......ccocoiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieecee e

ADJOURNMENT............

City Council / October 12, 2021
Page 1 of 7



CITY COUNCIL
CITY OF RAMSEY
ANOKA COUNTY

STATE OF MINNESOTA

The Ramsey City Council conducted a regular meeting on Tuesday, October 12, 2021, at the
Ramsey Municipal Center, 7550 Sunwood Drive NW, Ramsey, Minnesota.

Members Present: Mayor Mark Kuzma
Councilmember Ryan Heineman
Councilmember Chelsee Howell
Councilmember Debra Musgrove
Councilmember Chris Riley
Councilmember Dan Specht
Councilmember Matt Woestehoff

Members Absent: None

Also Present: City Administrator Kurtis Ulrich
City Engineer Bruce Westby

1. CALL TO ORDER

Mayor Kuzma 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 Kuzma.

2. PRESENTATION

2.01: Presentation Regarding Ramsey’s Historic Town Hall / School Survey

City Administrator Ulrich introduced Ms. Erickson, a resident who has been interested for years
in Ramsey’s historic Town Hall. He explained the City has invested enough to keep the building
properly maintained and repaired and recently there has been interest from private businesses.
Staff estimated costs for rehabilitation but in the current construction environment, it was
determined to not be feasible to move forward. City Administrator Ulrich stated Ms. Erickson
organized a resident survey relating to Ramsey’s historic Town Hall and is present tonight to share
those findings.

Betty Erickson, 5500 164" Lane, stated she has lived in Ramsey for 35 years and thanked the City
for its efforts in preserving the old Ramsey School House/Town Hall. She noted this brick building
on Highway 47 is listed on the National Registry of Historic Places. Ms. Erickson shared the
findings from an informal resident survey she conducted during Ramsey’s Happy Days, noting of
the five suggestions received, three came out on top: a teen/senior center, a multi-purpose
community center, and an arts venue. Ms. Erickson explained this survey is a brief snapshot of
what Ramsey residents were thinking on that one particular day but she thinks it shows a clear
interest in opening the doors to a renovated historic building.

City Council / October 12, 2021
Page 2 of 7



Ms. Erickson asked whether the City could conduct a broader survey to gain more data and publish
the findings in the City’s newsletter. She also asked whether the City, as the owner of the building,
can apply for a Conditions Assessment Grant or Reuse Study Grant to obtain funds from the
Legacy Amendment.

Ms. Erickson stated City Administrator Ulrich has the list of five suggestions: teen center, multi-
purpose community center, arts venue, pub for craft brewery, and a We-Work site. There was also
one suggestion for a playground drop-in daycare, which is popular with young mothers. She felt
there was a growing interest amongst residents to preserve this building.

Mayor Kuzma thanked Ms. Erickson for her presentation.

City Administrator Ullrich stated the Community Development Manager will continue to look for
businesses that may be interested in rehabbing this building and staff will also explore grant
opportunities.

3. CITIZEN INPUT

None.

4. APPROVE AGENDA

Mayor Kuzma announced the following agenda change:
-Agenda Item 7.2, Consider Hiring an IT Support Technician Backfilling a Vacant
Position, be removed from the agenda

Motion by Councilmember Musgrove, seconded by Councilmember Howell, to approve the
agenda as amended.

Motion carried. Voting Yes: Mayor Kuzma, Councilmembers Musgrove, Howell, Heineman,
Riley, Specht, and Woestehoff. Voting No: None.

S. CONSENT AGENDA

Councilmember Musgrove requested a correction to the September 14, 2021 City Council Work
Session minutes, Page 6, seventh paragraph, first line, to change the expiration of Mr.
Tinklenberg’s contract from September 2021 to December 2021.

Motion by Councilmember Musgrove, seconded by Councilmember Specht, to approve the
following items on the Consent Agenda:

5.01: Receive Cash & Investments for Period Ending September 30, 2021

5.02: Approve the following Meeting Minutes:
1) City Council Work Session dated September 14, 2021, as corrected above
2) City Council Regular dated September 14, 2021
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3) City Council Special Work Session dated September 23, 2021
4) City Council Work Session dated September 28, 2021
5) City Council Regular Session dated September 28, 2021

5.03: Approve Business Licenses

5.04:  Approve Rental Licenses

5.05: Approve Request to Declare Surplus Property

5.06: Adopt Resolution #21-290 Approving Cash Disbursements Made and Authorizing
Payment of Accounts Payable Invoicing Received During the Period of September 23,
2021 through October 6, 2021

5.07: Adopt Resolution #21-289 Approving to Enter into a Residential Recycling Program
Agreement with Anoka County

Motion carried. Voting Yes: Mayor Kuzma, Councilmembers Musgrove Specht, Heineman,
Howell, Riley, and Woestehoff. Voting No: None.

6. PUBLIC HEARING

None.
7. COUNCIL BUSINESS

7.01: Adopt Resolution #21-291 Designating Cartway Route and Ordering Public Hearing
for Petitioned Cartway Access to Thorn Lake Property (PID #04-32-25-31-0001);
Case of Thomas and Pattiann Kurak

City Engineer Westby reviewed the request of Thomas and Pattiann Kurak to designate an official
cartway route to the northeast corner of the site to provide access to their 40-acre landlocked
property north of 175™ Avenue, east of Chameleon Street, and south of 178" Lane. He explained
there are two options to consider: the route location proposed by the petitioner; and, the route
proposed by staff that provides greater public benefit and less impacts to private property owners.
City Engineer Westby stated the petitioner reviewed the case and agreed the route recommended
by staff through Shawn Acres Park as a better route.

City Engineer Westby described the process involved to request and consider a cartway and
explained that legislation was passed in 2006 that gives authority to cities to take easement from a
private property for the benefit of another private property on a petitioned request. He reviewed
the history of this petition and displayed a site map of the subject property that is wetland and may
need to be delineated.

City Engineer Westby noted the two cartway statutes governing this consideration were included
in the meeting packet. He explained the Council must hold a public hearing to receive input on
the cartway petition request and staff recommends it be scheduled on December 12, 2021 as a 60-
day notice to the Minnesota Department of Natural Resources (MnDNR) is required. The
petitioner is required to provide notice to the MnDNR via certified mail and serve notice by hand
to any affected landowners which, in this case, includes the City and one private property owner.
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City Engineer Westby stated after tonight’s meeting, he will notify the petitioner of the Council’s
decision and provide a copy of the executed resolution so they can serve the required notice. He
explained that if the petitioner does not provide the required notice, it may result in delaying the
public hearing to a future date.

City Engineer Westby stated the petitioner is responsible for any damages, including costs for
professional services and purchase of the easement, if required, prior to opening the cartway. He
noted the draft resolution requires the petitioner to provide a $20,000 cash escrow to the City prior
to holding the public hearing. Any unused escrow would be returned to the petitioner.

City Engineer Westby displayed a map depicting cartway route alternatives, reviewed rationale
for staff’s recommendation through Shawn Acres Park, and the wetland boundary mapping from
the Anoka Conversation District. He stated the petitioners have indicated they understand all of
the requirements, cost obligations, requirement to serve notice, and do not object to staff’s
recommendation.

City Engineer Westby presented revisions to the draft resolution as recommended by the City
Attorney to delete paragraph four and add wording to the first sentence of paragraph six to say the
judicial review is related to damages, needs, and purpose if the cartway is established. He reviewed
the actions before the Council.

Councilmember Musgrove inquired about the request of funds and if the City will incur any costs.

City Engineer Westby explained all of the costs associated with this cartway petition, including
what staff has put forth thus far, can be charged to the petitioner. This is why the up-front $20,000
escrow is recommended.

Councilmember Riley noted the petitioner had petitioned specifically for a cartway but staff is
suggesting an alternate route, to which the petitioner has agreed. He asked whether the petitioner
needs to submit a revised petition.

City Engineer Westby stated they do not need to re-petition as it is within the City’s right to choose
a different route if in the public’s best interest.

Councilmember Riley pointed out that the resolution lists two different routes.
City Engineer Westby explained the action before the Council is to adopt the resolution with the
two routes listed, notice will be served to impacted property owners, the public hearing will be

held, and after that the Council will be asked to approve a cartway route.

Councilmember Woestehoff asked if only affected property owners receive notice or all those
within 200 feet.

City Engineer Westby stated the City Attorney’s direction to staff was that the only order to be
served by the petitioner is to affected land owners, which would be for property the cartway would
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secure easements over. In this case, there are two land owners that the petitioner needs to serve
notice.

Motion by Councilmember Musgrove, seconded by Councilmember Riley, to Adopt Amended
Resolution #21-291 Designating Cartway Route and Ordering Public Hearing for Petitioned
Cartway Access to Thorn Lake Property (PID #04-32-25-31-0001); Case of Thomas and Pattiann
Kurak, using the alternate route through Shawn Acres Park with the amended resolution as stated.

Further discussion: Councilmember Musgrove thanked staff and residents for working together
and bringing forward an alternate route, noting it shows a good working relationship.

Motion carried. Voting Yes: Mayor Kuzma, Councilmembers Musgrove, Riley, Heineman,
Howell, Specht, and Woestehoff. Voting No: None.

7.02: Consider Hiring an IT Support Technician Backfilling a Vacant Position

This item was removed upon adoption of the agenda.

8. MAYOR, COUNCIL AND STAFF INPUT

City Administrator Ulrich announced the upcoming EDA sponsored Ramsey Business Expo on
Saturday, October 16, 10 a.m. to 2 p.m., at the Adrenaline Sports Center.

City Administrator Ulrich stated the Public Works Department will be hosting an Open House at
the new Public Works facility on October 16, 2021, from 2 p.m. to 4 p.m.

City Administrator Ulrich stated the Public Works Committee will meet on Tuesday, October 19,
2021 and the next City Council meeting is on Tuesday, October 26, 2021.

City Administrator Ulrich announced that the newly hired attorney and Community Development
Director/Deputy City Administrator will begin work on November 1, 2021.

Councilmember Musgrove thanked the Fire Department for holding two Open Houses this week,
noting they did a great job of representing the Department and engaging residents. She sent
pictures of the event to staff and encouraged residents to also share their pictures. Councilmember
Musgrove stated the new fire truck is impressive.

City Administrator Ulrich reported that the Fire Chief estimated over 300 people attended the two
open houses.

9. ADJOURNMENT

Motion by Councilmember Musgrove, seconded by Councilmember Howell, to adjourn the
meeting.

Motion carried.
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The regular meeting of the City Council adjourned at 7:29 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Kurtis G. Ulrich
City Administrator

ATTEST:

Katie M. Schmidt
Deputy City Clerk

Drafted by Carla Wirth
TimeSaver Off Site Secretarial, Inc.
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CC Regular Session
Meeting Date:  10/26/2021

Submitted For: Sean Sullivan, Community Development

By: Wendy Schlueter, Community Development

5.5.

Title

Approve Business Licenses

Purpose/Background:
Purpose:

Information

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.

Business License Applications

Attachments

Inbox

Sean Sullivan

Bruce Westby

Kurt Ulrich

Form Started By: Wendy Schlueter
Final Approval Date: 10/21/2021

Reviewed By
Sean Sullivan
Bruce Westby
Kurt Ulrich

Form Review

Date

10/19/2021 10:57 AM

10/20/2021 01:35 PM

10/21/2021 02:17 PM

Started On: 10/19/2021 10:32 AM



Report Name: License Report - License Types
Council Dates: 10/26/2021 to 10/26/2021

Status: Active, Inactive

License Type(s): 3.2 Beer Off-Sale, 3.2 Beer On-Sale
Temporary, Liquor 2 A.M. Closing, Liquor Off-Sale,
Liquor On-Sale, Liquor On-Sale Sunday, Temporary
Intoxicating, Wine On-Sale, Amusement Center,

City of Ramsey

Printed: 10/19/2021
Page: 1

License Report - License

Types

Amusement Devices/Billiard Tables, Business License-1st

Year, Business License-Renewal, Garbage Haulers,
Pawnbroker, Multi-Family Rental, Second Hand Goods
Dealer, Special Events, Temporary
Amusement/Carnival/Circus, Therapeutic Massage
Establishment, Therapeutic Massage Therapist, Tobacco,
Transient Merchant/Peddler/Solicitor

Company Applicant
Special Events

Jason Jacob/Winter
Expo

Adrenaline Sports Center

Transient Merchant/Peddler/Solicitor

Custom Remodelers Inc Boriette D Pradel

Custom Remodelers Inc Tristun E W Trudeau
Custom Remodelers Inc Chris Lee Kearns
Custom Remodelers Inc Zeke A Trudeau
Custom Remodelers Inc Jared J Fromm
Custom Remodelers Inc Hunter R Konkler

Location

8310 147th La NW

Council

Complex Exp. Date Date Status

Adrenaline Sports C 11/1/2021  10/26/2021 A

Special Events License Count: 1

12/31/2021 10/26/2021
12/31/2021 10/26/2021
12/31/2021 10/26/2021
12/31/2021 10/26/2021
12/31/2021 10/26/2021
12/31/2021 10/26/2021

B A

Transient Merchant/Peddler/Solicitor License Count: 6

Total Licenses: 7



CC Regular Session 5. 6.
Meeting Date:  10/26/2021

By: Brian McCann, Community
Development

Information
Title
Approve Rental Licenses

Purpose/Background:
Purpose: The purpose of this case is to approve rental license requests for 2021.

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.) are subject to the license and inspection program as required by code.

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

Bruce Westby Bruce Westby 10/20/2021 01:49 PM

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 10/21/2021 02:04 PM

Form Started By: Brian McCann Started On: 10/14/2021 03:27 PM

Final Approval Date: 10/21/2021



Report Name: License Report - License Types
Council Dates: 10/26/2021 to 10/26/2021
Status: Active, Inactive

License Type(s): Multi-Family Rental, Rental

Company Applicant
Rental

Jordan & Karly Mathey

HPA USI1, LLC

Ramsey Simons

City of Ramsey
License Report - License
Types
Location Complex

14629 Peridot St NW
15477 Sodium St NW
14210 Xenon St NW #12

Exp. Date

10/22/2024
10/22/2024
10/22/2024

Printed: 10/15/2021
Page: 1

Council
Date Status

10/26/2021 A
10/26/2021 A
10/26/2021 A

Rental License Count: 3

Total Licenses: 3



CC Regular Session 5.7.
Meeting Date:  10/26/2021
By: Tammy Oakes, Finance

Information
Title

Adopt Resolution #21-310 Approving Cash Disbursements Made and Authorizing Payment of Accounts Payable
Invoicing Received During the Period of October 7, 2021 through October 20, 2021

Purpose/Background:

Adopt Resolution #21-310 Approving Cash Disbursements Made and Authorizing Payment of Accounts Payable
Invoicing Received During the Period of October 7, 2021 through October 20, 2021

Recommendation:

Staff Recommends to Adopt Resolution #21-310 Approving Cash Disbursements Made and Authorizing Payment
of Accounts Payable Invoicing Received During the Period of October 7, 2021 through October 20, 2021

Action:

Motion to Adopt Resolution #21-310 Approving Cash Disbursements Made and Authorizing Payment of Accounts
Payable Invoicing Received During the Period of October 7, 2021 through October 20, 2021

Attachments
Bills List 10/26/2021
Resolution 21-310

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Diana Lund Diana Lund 10/21/2021 07:54 AM

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 10/21/2021 02:56 PM

Form Started By: Tammy Oakes Started On: 10/20/2021 04:11 PM

Final Approval Date: 10/21/2021



CITY OF RAMSEY - FINANCE OFFICE Printed 10/20/2021

RAMSEY CITY COUNCIL MEETING

10/26/2021

BILLS LIST

DISBURSEMENTS TO BE APPROVED THIS MEETING:

SUBMITTED
FOR
DISBURSEMENT TYPE: APPROVAL
Purchase Journal:
Prepaids 10/7/2021-10/20/2021 421,465.79
Accounts Payable 10/7/2021-10/20/2021 625,349.08
Payroll 10/15/2021 204,461.57
Pay Estimates- Projects ' 1,355,101.61
TOTAL SUBMITTED FOR APPROVAL THIS MEETING
(Invoices Available for Reviewal) B 2,606,378.05 |
APPROVED 2021
. ‘ PREV. MTG Y.T.D.
DISBURSEMENTS PREVIOUSLY APPROVED AND PAID:
NET PAYROLL TOTAL $ 191,604.38 - $  4,003,243.00
- CORRECTION TO PAYROLL
PREPAIDS 613,113.94 9,416,889.44
- PREPAID ADJUSTMENTS
WIRE TRANSFERS FOR DEBT SERVICE 412,455.64
- CORRECTION TO D.S.
ACCOUNTS PAYABLE INVOICING - PREVIOUS MEETING:
- BILLS LIST SUBMITTED ‘ 200,444.16 6,186,461.97
ADD (DELETE) BILLS LIST SUBMITTED .
PAY ESTIMATE(S) 13,569,849.05

TOTAL CASH DISBURSEMENTS PREVIOUSLY APPROVED [$ 1,005,162.48 ] [$

33,588,899.10 |




R55CKR2  LOGIS100 CITY OF RAMSEY
Council Check Register by GL

Council Check Register and Summary

10/7/2021 — 1213112021
Check # Date Amount  Supplier / Explanation PO # Doc No Inv No Account No Subledger Account Description
113570 10/7/2021 110734 GITY OF RAMSEY T T
139.96 UTILITY ACCOUNT 730125 109561 10072021 9601.4651 WATER REVENUE
757.15  UTILITY ACCOUNT 725205 109561 10072021 9601.4651 WATER REVENUE
84,69 UTILITY ACCOUNT 730017 108561 10072021 9601.4651 WATER REVENUE
981.80
113571 10/7/2021 100111 COMMERCIAL ASPHALT COMPANY
12.04- DISCOUNT ASPHALT 109556 210930 0311.6265 ASPHALT
641.79 ASPHALT 109556 210830 0311.6265 ASPHALT
629.75
113572 10/712021 100116 CONNEXUS ENERGY
1,044.98 TRAFFIC SIGNALS 109546 759126-303100 0260.6371 ELECTRIC UTILITIES
SEPT 2021
1,710.84 ELECTRIC/SEPTEMBER 109547 759126-303106 0311.6371 ELECTRIC UTILITIES
SEPT 2021
2,844.93 ELECTRIC/SEPTEMBER 109547 759126-303106 0452.6371 ELECTRIC UTILITIES
SEPT 2021
570.28 ELECTRIC/SEPTEMBER 109547 759126-303106 9601.6371 ELECTRIC UTILITIES
SEPT 2021
570.28 ELECTRIC/SEPTEMBER 109547 759126-303106 9602.6371 ELECTRIC UTILITIES
SEPT 2021
570.28 ELECTRIC/SEPTEMBER 109547 759126-303106 9605.6371 ELECTRIC UTILITIES
SEPT 2021
85.00 ELECTRIC FOR SIRENS 109548 759126-303095 0250.6371 ELECTRIC UTILITIES
SEPT 2021
10,309.89  759126-303101 AUG/SEPT 109549 759126-303101 9603.6371 ELECTRIC UTILITIES
SEPT 2021
22,346.76 ELECTRIC FOR WATER UTILITY 109550 759126-303102 9601.6371 ELECTRIC UTILITIES
SEPT 2021 ’
1,266.98 ELECTRIC FOR SEWER UTILITY 109550 759126-303102 9602.6371 ELECTRIC UTILITIES
SEPT 2021
344,70  759126-303107 AUGUST 2021 109551 759126-303107 0194.6371 ELECTRIC UTILITIES
SEPT 2021
14,172.21  759126-303107 AUGUST 2021 109551 759126-303107 0194.6371 ELECTRIC UTILITIES
SEPT 2021
1,352.90 759126-303107 AUGUST 2021 109551 759126-303107 0220.6371 ELECTRIC UTILITIES
SEPT 2021
74.88 759126-303107 AUGUST 2021 109551 759126-303107 9230.6249 MISCELLANEOUS OPER!
’ ' SEPT 2021
3,472.26 759126-303107 AUGUST 2021 108551 759126-303107 9240.6371 ELECTRIC UTILITIES
SEPT 2021
525.24  759126-303107 AUGUST 2021 109551 759126-303107 9410.6371 00041012 ELECTRIC UTILITIES
SEPT 2021
28.84 759126-303107 AUGUST 2021 109551 759126-303107 9410.6371 00041018 ELECTRIC UTILITIES
SEPT 2021
61,291.25
113573 10/7/2021 107733 CONNEXUS ENERGY
155.00  21-13 MOVE POLE PARKING STALLS 109554 ATC0021900 9214.6530 00202113  IMPROVEMENTS OTHER
155.00
113574 10/7/2021 110569 [INDY LIFT, INC.
303.00 LIFT FOR BUILDING REPAIR 109543 45395 0194.6381 BUILDING & STRUCTURE

303.00



R55CKR2  LOGIS100 CITY OF RAMSEY

Council Check Register by GL
Councit Check Register and Summary

10/7/2021 —  12/31/2021
Check # Date Amount  Supplier / Explanation PO # Doc No Inv No Account No Subledger Account Description
113575 10/7/2021 100351 NCPERS GROUP LIFE INS Continued.
416.00 OCT 2021 PREMIUMS 109552 704800102021 9101.2170 DENTAL/DISABILITY/LIFE
OCT 2021
416.00
113576 10/7/2021 118924 OLEK, THERESA
119.52 UB REF 14538 WACO ST NW 109562 10052021 9601.4651 WATER REVENUE
119.52
113577 10/7/2021 118321 RINGOLD, JAMES B
35.00 2020 FRANCHISE FEE REBATE 109563 10052021 9435.6433 REFUNDS
35.00
113616 10/14/2021 100012 ACE SOLID WASTE INC
493.02 WASTE SERVICES 109601 7223442 0452.6374 REFUSE/RECYCLING
22993 WASTE SERVICES 109601 7223442 0194.6374 REFUSE/RECYCLING
142,92 WASTE SERVICES 109601 7223442 0311.6374 REFUSE/RECYCLING
142,93 WASTE SERVICES 109601 7223442 9601.6374 REFUSE/RECYCLING
142.92 WASTE SERVICES 109601 7223442 9602.6374 REFUSE/RECYCLING
458.35 WASTE SERVICES 109601 7223442 9604.6249 MISCELLANEQUS OPER/
142.92 WASTE SERVICES 109601 7223442 9605.6374 REFUSE/RECYCLING
36,639.88 OCTOBER RECYCLING 109602 7223431 9604.6489 OTHER CONTRACTED St
118.93 OCT REFUSE FOR FIRE STATIONS 109604 7230017 0220.6374 REFUSE/RECYCLING
38,511.80
113617 10/14/2021 115915 BROST, C. ANTHONY
280.00 HAPPY DAYS CAR SHOW DJ 109608 091121 0296.6249 MISCELLANEOUS OPER/
280.00
113618 10/14/2021 100096 BRYAN ROCK PRODUCTS INC
658.22 PW LANDSCAPING 109609 48786 9438.6269 00202007 LANDSCAPE MATERIALS
658.22
113619 10/14/2021 107724 COMCAST
6.99 OCT-DECFIRE ST 1 109605 877210504012970 0220.6489 OTHER CONTRACTED St
8 OCT 2021
6.99
113620 10/14/2021 115607 DVS
14,25 REG TABS-FIRE SQUAD 573 109611 10122021 0220.6257 OTHER VEHICLE PARTS
14.25
113621 10/14/2021 118925 HENRICKSEN PSG
77,732.05 FURNITURE 109603 21030350 9438.6520 00202007 BUILDINGS & STRUCTUR
77,732.05
113622 10/14/2021 118928 MINNESOTA WILD RICE COMPANY LLC
200.00 DRAW SEED 108600 09102021 0452.6269 LANDSCAPE MATERIALS
200.00
1003040 10/8/2021 117418 ANDERSON, DEREK
25,03 REIMB FOR TRAINING MEALS 109560 10052021 0211.6331 TRAVEL & LODGING
25.03
1003041 10/8/2021 100647 BOLTON AND MENK INC

1,395.50 CONSTRUCTION STAKING IP 21-00 109557 0275749 9402,6530 00202100 IMPROVEMENTS OTHER




R55CKR2  LOGIS100

Check # Date Amount

Supplier / Explanation PO #

1003041 10/8/2021

2,275.00

3,670.50

1003042 10/8/2021
’ 4,500.00

1,500.00

1,500.00

1,500.00

6,000.00

1003043 10/8/2021
83.85

68.85
27.95
35.90
889.01
1,105.56

1003083 10/15/2021
28,57
15.95
44.52

1003084 10/15/2021
1,500.00
1,500.00
3,000.00

1003085 10/15/2021
44,730.00
447.30-

44,282.70

1003086 10/15/2021
20.00
20.00

1003087 10/20/2021
889.00
889.00

1,778.00

1003088 10/20/2021
498.56
498.37
996.93

96101521 10/15/2021

1,611.10

1,611.10

100647 BOLTON AND MENK INC
CONSTRUCTION STAKING IP 21-02

112663 CAPSTONE HOMES INC
REF EROS ESCR 8682 152ND AVE
REF EROS ESCR 8714 152ND AVE
REF EROS ESCR 8948 151ST LANW
REF EROS ESC 8973 151ST LANW

CITY OF RAMSEY

Council Check Register by GL

Council Check Register and Summary

Doc No

108558

109544
109545
108553
109555

10/7/2021 —~

Inv No

0275752

093021A
093021B
100521

100521B

111137 WRIGHT HENNEPIN COOPERATIVE ELECTRIC

C/H FIRE MONITORING

7650 SUNWOOD DR

5650 ALPINE DR FIRE STATION #2

7550 SUNWOOD DR

EQUIP/PARTS, SECURITY INSTALL

113929 BAGNE, JAMES
REIMB FOR TRAINING MEALS
REIMB FOR TRAINING MEALS

112663 CAPSTONE HOMES INC
REF EROS ESC 8772 151ST AVE NW
REF EROS ESC 15225 TIGER ST NW

100291 MET COUNCIL SAC
SEPT SAC REMITTANCE
SEPT SAC REMITTANCE-DISCOUNT

116813 SCHMIDT, KATIE
NOTARY RECORDING WITH COUNTY

108559

109564

109565

108566

109567

108610
109610

108606
108607

108612
109612

108613

100257 LAW ENFORCEMENT LABOR SRV INC

;

100298 MN AFSCME COUNCIL 5

109369
109591

109370
109592

107962 TOTAL ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICE CORP

109586

150-1681-6340
OCT 2021
150-1681-4280
OCT 2021
150-1691-2206
OCT 2021
150-1693-4968
OCT 2021
150-1696-8702
OCT 2021

10122021
10122021

101321A
101321B

10142021
10142021

10062021

0930211054452
101421822012

0930211054453
101421822013

1014218220110

1213172021

Account No

9435.6530

9804.6433
9804.6433
9804.6433
9804.6433

0194.6489

9240.6315

0220.6489

0194.6489

9438.6520

0211.6331
0211.6331

9804.6433
9804.6433

9602,2083
9602.4356

0130.6451

9101.2177
9101.2177

9101.2177
9101.2177

9101.2176

Subledger Account Description
Continued.
00202102 IMPROVEMENTS OTHER
00118567 REFUNDS
00118619 REFUNDS
00118615 REFUNDS
00118447 REFUNDS
OTHER CONTRACTED St
MISCELLANEOUS PROFE
OTHER CONTRACTED St
OTHER CONTRACTED Sl
00202007 BUILDINGS & STRUCTUF
TRAVEL & LODGING
TRAVEL & LODGING
00118545 REFUNDS
00118620 REFUNDS
SAC CHARGES

SEWER AVAILABILITY CH

MEMBERSHIP DUES

UNION DUES
UNION DUES

UNION DUES
UNION DUES

LIFE/HEALTH-EMPLOYEE



R55CKR2  LOGIS100

Check # Date
96101521 10/15/2021

97101521 10/15/2021

287.08

98101521 10/15/2021

Amount

Supplier / Explanation

287.08

4,564.37

99101321 10/14/2021

99101421 10/14/2021

99101521 10/15/2021

4,564.37

93.68
223.93
317.61

86.43
5.72
1.43

.39
333.03
427.00
747.95

1,253.63
185.42

255,86

48.28
250,00

75.00
375.00
375.00

55.34

35.87
250.00
332.24

13.29-
576.57
271.57

336.89

PO# Doc No

CITY OF RAMSEY

Council Check Register by GL
Council Check Register and Summary

10/7/2021 —

Inv No

107962 TOTAL ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICE CORP

118579 ND CHILD SUPPORT DIVISION

115568 ALERUS FINANGIAL NA

109590 1014218220114

109589 1014218220113

100219 HOME DEPOT COMMERCIAL ACCT PROGRAM

SEPT 2021 PURCHASES
SEPT 2021 PURCHASES

100629 MN DEPT OF REV SALES TX
Sept Sales/Use Tax
Sept Sales/Use Tax
Sept Sales/Use Tax
Sept Sales/Use Tax
Sept Sales/Use Tax

108768 COMDATA NETWORK INC
COMDATA SEPT GASOLINE
COMBDATA SEPT TRUCK FUEL
COMDATA SEPT TRUCK DIESEL FUEL
COMDATA FUEL STAFF VEHICLES

WALMART-CITY COUNCIL BEVERAGES
BCA - SCHANTZEN TRAINING

TRANSUNION - INVEST TOOL

BCA - ANDERSON TRAINING

BCA - ENGLAND TRAINING

ANOKA COUNTY DMV - TITLE

ANOKA COUNTY DMV - TITLE

EB FBI NAA NORTHWEST-TRAINING
RADISSON HOTEL FARGO-3 NIGHTS
MC HOTEL NETWORK RB EASYSAVING
COMDATA GAS UTILITY VEHICLES
COMDATA GAS UTILITY VEHICLES

COMDATA GAS FOR INSP VEHICLES

! 109599 09282021

109599 09282021

109584 09302021
109584 09302021
109584 09302021
109584 09302021
109584 09302021

109615 SEPT 2021
STREET FUEL

108616 SEPT 2021 FIRE
FUEL

109617 SEPT 2021 FIRE
FUEL2

109618 SEPT 2021 BLDG
FUEL

108619 SEPT 2021 BRAY

108620 SEPT 2021
FRANKFURTH

109620 SEPT 2021
FRANKFURTH

109620 SEPT 2021
FRANKFURTH

109620 SEPT 2021
FRANKFURTH

109620 SEPT 2021
FRANKFURTH

109620 SEPT 2021
FRANKFURTH

109621 SEPT 2021

KATERS

SEPT 2021

KATERS

109621 SEPT 2021
KATERS

108621

109622 SEPT 2021 WATER

FUEL

109623 SEPT 2021 SEWER

FUEL
108624 SEPT 2021

12/31/2021
Account No Subledger Account Description
Continued.

9101.2185 GARNISHMENTS/SUPFO
9101.2176 LIFE/HEALTH-EMPLOYEE
0194.6259 BUILDING MAINT/REPAIR
0194.6259 BUILDING MAINT/REPAIR
9101.4305 RENTAL FEES
9101.4328 ACCIDENT REPORTS
9101.4308 SALES OF MAPS & PUBL
9101.4609 OTHER MISCELLANEOUS
9601.2082 SALES/USE TAX PAYABLE
0311.6223 GASOLINE
0220.6223 GASOLINE
0220.6225 DIESEL FUEL
0194.6223 GASOLINE
0111.6249 MISCELLANEOUS OPER¢
0211.6335 TRAINING
0211.6315 MISCELLANEOUS PROFE
0211.6335 TRAINING
0211.6335 TRAINING
0243.6249 MISCELLANEOUS OPER/
0243.6249 MISCELLANEOUS OPER/
0211.6335 TRAINING
0211.6331 TRAVEL & LODGING
0211.6331 TRAVEL & LLODGING
9601.6223 GASOLINE
9602.6223 GASOLINE
0240.6223 GASOLINE



R55CKR2  LOGIS100

CITY OF RAMSEY

Council Check Register by GL
Council Check Register and Summary

10/7/2021 - 12/31/2021
Check # Date Amount  Supplier / Explanation PO# Doc No Inv No Account No
99101521 10/15/2021 108768 COMDATA NETWORK INC
' INSPECT FUEL
6,756.97 COMDATA SEPT VEH FUEL 109625 SEPT 2021 PD 0211.6223
FUEL
1,621.00 COMDATA SEPT PARKS FUEL 109626 SEPT 2021 PARKS 04526223
FUEL
55431 COMDATA GAS ENGINEER VEHICLES 109627 SEPT 2021 ENG 0301.6223
FUEL
26.53 COBORNS - BEV. FOR REC. EVENT 109628 SEPT 2021 9604.6249
ANDERSON
9.22 RECYCLE TECHNOLOGIES-INK RECYC 109628 SEPT 2021 9604.6249
ANDERSON
31.75 SUPPLIES SHOP-W2&1099 ENVELOPE 109629 SEPT 2021 LUND 0153.6204
28.99 CUB-CAKE JACKIE'S LAST DAY 109629 SEPT 2021 LUND 0130.6249
142,71 HILTON GARDEN INN - TRAIN, LOD 109630 SEPT 2021 0130.6331
LASHER
99.58 MAMA DELUCAS PIZZA - CC MEALS 109630 SEPT 2021 0111.6249
. LASHER
1405 NATL STUDENT CLEARINGHSE-HAGEN 109630 SEPT 2021 0130.6306
LASHER
8596 COBORNS-BADGE PINNING CAKE 109631 SEPT 2021 02206249
SCHIFERLI
89.23 CASEY'S - 9/11-HD VOL FOOD 109632 SEPT 2021 0111.6249
SCHMITZ
106.29 ACAPULCO - 9/28-CC MEALS 109632 SEPT 2021 01116249
SCHMITZ
87.89 COBORNS - 9/14-CC MEALS 109632 SEPT 2021 0111.6249
SCHMITZ
22.45 COBORNS - 9/11-HD BAND COOLER 109632 SEPT 2021 0296.6249
SCHMITZ
17.80 COBORNS - 9/11 - HD BAND FOOD 109632 SEPT 2021 0296.6249
SCHMITZ '
167.47 SUBWAY - 9/11 - HD VOLUN FOOD 109632 SEPT 2021 0296.6249
SCHMITZ
163.96 COBORNS - 9/10 - HD VOLUN FOOD 109632 SEPT 2021 0296.6249
SCHMITZ
28.47 AMZN MKTP-3KEYBOARD WRIST PADS 109633 SEPT 2021 0211.6208
TORSETH
1874  AMZN MKTP-PACKAGING TAPE 109633 SEPT 2021 0211.6208
TORSETH
32.99  AMZN MKTP-STAPLER 109633 SEPT 2021 0211.6208
TORSETH
26.67 AMZN MKTP-FLASH DRIVES 109633 SEPT 2021 0211.6206
TORSETH
1324 AMZN MKTP-TAPE & SWINGLINE FIN 109633 SEPT 2021 0211.6208
’ TORSETH
12000 SECRETARY OF ST-HEDBURG NOTARY 109633 SEPT 2021 0211.6451
TORSETH
20.00 SENSIBLE LAND COALITION-TRAING 109634 SEPT 2021 0130.6335
ULRICH
409.48 CANAL PARK INN LODGING 109634 SEPT 2021 0130.6331
ULRICH
307.11  4IMPRINT - PW OPEN HOUSE SWAG 109635 SEPT 2021 0311.6249
THORSTAD
4098 AMAZON - PW OPEN HOUSE 109635 SEPT 2021 0311.6249

Subledger

Account Description

Continued,
GASOLINE
GASOLINE
GASOLINE
MISCELLANEOUS OPER/

MISCELLANEOUS OPER/
STATIONERY, ENVELOPE
MISCELLANEOUS OPER/
TRAVEL & LODGING
MISCELLANEOUS OPER/
PERSONNEL TESTING &
MISCELLANEOUS OPER/
MISCELLANEOUS OPER/
MISCELLANEOQUS OPER/
MISCELLANEOUS OPER/
MISCELLANEQUS OPER!/
MISCELLANEOUS OPER/
MISCELLANEOUS OPER/
MISCELLANEOUS OPER/
MISCELLANEOUS OFFICI
MISCELLANEOUS OFFICI
MISCELLANEOUS OFFICI
FILM, MICROFILM, TAPES
MISCELLANEQUS OFFICI
MEMBERSHIP DUES
TRAINING

TRAVEL & LODGING
MISCELLANEOUS OPER/

MISCELLANEOUS OPER/



R85CKR2  LOGIS100
Check # Bajg Amount  Supplier / Explanation lfgf Doc No
99101521 10/15/2021 108768 COMDATA NETWORK INC
152.82 COBORNS - HD VOLUNTEER MEALS 109635
9.12  WALMART - HD DOG SHOW SUPPLIES 109635
10.99 COBORN'S - HD COMMITTEE TREATS 109635
2,980.51 USA INFLATABLES - HD REMAINING 109635
1,675.00 MFSCB-RECERTIFICATIONS ‘ 109636
539.93 AMAZON- CERT FRAMES 109636
718.55 NOWTHEN-GEAR GRID 109636
225.00- MSFCB- RECERT REFUND 109636
725.00 EXPRESS SIGN-BIZ EXPO SIGNS 109637
207.02 FALLLINE- ROLLER 109638
75.00 UM- TRAINING 109638
290.00 MN FALL MAINT EXP-PLOW TRINING 109638
189.00 AMAZON- FRIDGE 109638
240.00 DIVERSIFIED-TOOLS FOR UTIL DEP 109639
195.09 HOME DEPOT-TOOLS FOR UTIL DEP 109639
80.00 BLACK BEAR LODGE - 4 MEALS 109640
132.00 SQ RAZOR-CAMP RIPLEY-MEALS 109640
73.28 MAIN GATE BAR AND GRILL-MEALS 109640
198.38 MARATHON PETROL RICE- UNIT319 109640
583.00 APAMN MEMBERSHIP 109641
100.00 APA MN MEMBERSHIP 109641
95.00 UM- WATER RESOURCES CONFERENCE 109642
25,400.76
99101821 10/18/2021 107885 DEPARTMENT OF LABOR AND INDUSTRY
2,477.35 Sept Bldg Surcharges 109614
50.57- Sept Bldg Surcharges 109614
242678
99184295 10/15/2021 114790 GREAT WEST LIFE AND ANNUITY INS CO
10,612.48 109587

10,512.48

CITY OF RAMSEY

Council Check Register by GL
Council Check Register and Summary

10/7/2021 -
Inv No

THORSTAD
SEPT 2021
THORSTAD
SEPT 2021
THORSTAD
SEPT 2021
THORSTAD
SEPT 2021
THORSTAD
SEPT 2021
KOHNER
SEPT 2021
KOHNER
SEPT 2021
KOHNER
SEPT 2021
KOHNER
SEPT 2021
SULLIVAN
SEPT 2021
RIEMER
SEPT 2021
RIEMER
SEPT 2021
RIEMER
SEPT 2021
RIEMER
SEPT 2021
NELSON
SEPT 2021
NELSON
SEPT 2021
CURTIS
SEPT 2021
CURTIS
SEPT 2021
CURTIS
SEPT 2021
CURTIS
SEPT 2021
MCGUIRE-BRIGL
SEPT 2021
MCGUIRE-BRIGL
SEPT 2021
WESTBY

09302021
09302021

1014218220111

12/31/2021

Account No

0296.6249

0296.6249

0296.6249

0296.6249

0220.6335

0220.6249

0220.6249

0220.6335

9230,6246

0311.6257

0311.6335

0311.6335

9438.6520

9601.6281

9601.6281

0211,6331

0211.6331

0211.6331

0211.6223

0191.6451

0191.6451

0301.6335

9101.2081
9101.4604

9101.2175

Subledger

Account Description

00923001

00202007

Continued,
MISCELLANEOUS OPER/
MISCELLANEOUS OPER/
MISCELLANEOUS OPER/
MISCELLANEOUS OPER!/
TRAINING
MISCELLANEOUS OPER/
MISCELLANEOUS OPER/
TRAINING
MARKETING & PROMOTI
OTHER VEHICLE PARTS
TRAINING
TRAINING
BUILDINGS & STRUCTUFR
SMALL TOOLS & MINOR |
SMALL TOOLS & MINOR |
TRAVEL & LODGING
TRAVEL & LODGING
TRAVEL &‘LODGING
GASOLINE
MEMBERSHIP DUES
MEMBERSHIP DUES

TRAINING

SURCHARGES-PERMITS
SURCHARGES

DEFERRED COMPENSAT



R55CKR2  LOGIS100 CITY OF RAMSEY

Council Check Register by GL
Council Check Register and Summary

10/7/2021 - 12/31/2021
Check # Date Amount  Supplier / Explanation PO # Doc No Inv No Account No Subledger Account Description
99184295 10/15/2021 114790 GREAT WEST LIFE AND ANNUITY INS CO Continued,
99186098 10/15/2021 114790 GREAT WEST LIFE AND ANNUITY INS CO )
3,776.60 109588 1014218220112 9101.2176 LIFE/HEALTH-EMPLOYEE
3,776.60
99194176 10/15/2021 101306 IRS
210.63 109574 101221845212 9101.2171 FEDERAL WITHHOLDING
1,246.44 109575 101221845213 9101.2173 FICA & MEDICARE-EMPL!
1,246.44 109576 101221845214 9101.2182 FICA & MEDICARE-EMPL!
375.00 109580 1012211123434 9101.2171 FEDERAL WITHHOLDING
260.24 109581 1012211123435 9101.2173 FICA & MEDICARE-EMPL
260.24 ' 109582 1012211123436 9101.2182 FICA & MEDICARE-EMPL:
25,186.12 109596 101421822017 9101.2171 FEDERAL WITHHOLDING
14,504.27 109597 101421822018 9101.2173 FICA & MEDICARE-EMPL!
14,504.27 109598 101421822019 9101.2182 FICA & MEDICARE-EMPL!
57,793.65
99624320 10/15/2021 100398 PUBLIC EMPLOYEES RETIREMENT ASSN _
108.33 108577 1012211123431 9101.2174 PERA-EMPLOYEE
108.33 109578 1012211123432 9101.2183 PERA-EMPLOYER
24,631.24 109593 101421822014 9101.2174 PERA-EMPLOYEE
33,176.95 109594 101421822015 9101.2183 PERA-EMPLOYER
58,024.85
99625554 10/15/2021 100223 [CMA RETIREMENT TRUST 457
1,870.85 109585 101421822011 9101.2175 DEFERRED COMPENSAT
1,870.85
99923680 10/15/2021 100601 MN DEPT OF REV WH .
158.13 109573 101221845211 9101.2172 STATE WITHHOLDING
50.00 109579 1012211123433 9101.2172 STATE WITHHOLDING
11,986.66 109595 101421822016 9101.2172 STATE WITHHOLDING
12,194.79
421,465.79  Grand Total Payment Instrument Totals
Checks 181,334.63
EFT Payments 179,207.92
AJP ACH Payment 60,923.24

Total Payments 421,465.79




R04570

CITY OF RAMSEY
Create Payment Control Groups

Payment Group Control Number 3297
Bank Account 999.1010 CASH IN BANK 00002224
Version LOGIS004V
Originator TOAKES
Payment Instrument Check Payment
Pay Through Date 1213172021
........ Payee . .. ... ... ... .. Stub . .Document. . ... .. Due Invoice Payment
Number Name / Mailing Address Message Ty Number Itm Co. Date Number Amount
118854 AMERICAN DRAPERY PAY APP 2 PW CAMPUS PV 109728 001 09438 10/20/2021 10202021 902.28
SYSTEMS, INC
AMERICAN DRAPERY SYSTEMS, INC Summary Total 902.28
676 MENDELSSOHN AVE N
GOLDEN VALLEY MN 55427
Payment Amount 902.28
100063 ASPEN MILLS PV 109663 001 00999  10/1/2021 281470 107.90
ASPEN MILLS Summary Total 107.90
8201 C CENTRAL AVE NE PV 109680 001 00999 10/5/2021 281617 306.34
SPRING LAKE PARK MN 55432 Summary Total 306.34
CUST ID 55303RPD / PV 109687 001 00999  10/6/2021 281753 219.00
$.0. 8019
Summary Total 219.00
PV 109688 001 00999  10/6/2021 281712 306.34
Summary Total 306.34
Payment Amount 939.58
118203 ATOMIC ARCHITECTURAL PAY APP 7 PW CAMPUS PV 109720 001 09438 10/20/2021 10202021 1,255.90
SHEET METAL INC
ATOMIC ARCHITECTURAL SHEET METAL INC Summary Total 1,255.90
3207 LABORE ROAD
VADNAIS HEIGHTS MN 55110
Payment Amount 1.255.90
118685 BREDEMUS HARDWARE PAY APP 4 PW CAMPUS PV 108722 001 09438 10/20/2021 10202021 2,155.86
COMPANY INC
BREDEMUS HARDWARE COMPANY INC Summary Total 2,155.86
1285 SYLVAN STREET
ST PAUL MN 85117
Payment Amount 2 155.86
118401 BROTHERS FIRE PAY APP 6 PW CAMPUS PV 109730 001 09438 10/20/2021 10202021 5,845.07
PROTECTION
BROTHERS FIRE PROTECTION Summary Total 5,845.07
9950 EAST HIGHWAY 10
ELK RIVER MN 55330
Payment Amount 5 845.07



CITY OF RAMSEY

R04570
Create Payment Control Groups
Payment Group Control Number 3297
Bank Account 999.1010 CASH IN BANK 00002224
Version LOGIS004V
Originator TOAKES
Payment Instrument Check Payment
Pay Through Date 12/31/2021
oo Payee Lo oo . .Document. . ... .. Due Invoice Payment
Number Name / Mailing Address Ty Number Itm Co Date Number Amount
100306 BUREAU OF CRIMINAL CUST #13171 PV 109698 001 00939  9/30/2021 00000674128 390.00
APPREHENSION
BUREAU OF CRIMINAL APPREHENSION Summary Total 390.00
BUSINESS SHARED SERVICES
1430 MARYLAND AVENUE EAST
ST PAUL MN 55106
Payment Amount 390.00
118550 CBIZ INVESTMENT PV 109707 001 00999  9/30/2021 13945 50.15
ADVISORY SERVICES LLC
CBIZ INVESTMENT ADVISORY SERVICES LLC Summary Total 50.15
P O BOX 645547
CINCINNATI OH 45264-5547
' Payment Amount 50.15
115600 CENTRAL MINNESOTA Stories Foundation PV 109669 001 00999  9/30/2021 09302021 1,000.00
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY SAC WAC
CENTRAL MINNESOTA DEVELOPMENT COMPANY Summary Total 1,000.00
1885 STATION PARKWAY SUITE A
ANDOVER MN 55304
Payment Amount 1,000.00
100167 CORNERSTONE FORD PV 108701 001 00999 10/11/2021 15349484 21.24
CORNERSTONE FORD Summary Total 21.24
17219 HIGHWAY 10 NW PV 108764 001 00999  10/8/2021 16341360/1 817.27
PO BOX 304 Summary Total 817.27
ELK RIVER MN 55330
Payment Amount 838.51
112275 DESTINY SOFTWARE INC PV 109739001 00999  10/1/2021 4651 3,500.00
DESTINY SOFTWARE INC Summary Total 3,500.00
P OBOX 817
LA CONNER WA 98257-0817
Payment Amount 3.500.00
118926 DMC HOME INSPECTIONS PV 109746 001 00999  9/28/2021 000266 675.00
675.00

DMC HOME INSPECTIONS
7425 RIVER SHORE LANE
CHAMPLIN MN 55316

Summary Total



R04570

CITY OF RAMSEY
Create Payment Control Groups

Payment Group Control Number 3297
Bank Account 998.1010 CASH IN BANK 00002224
Version LOGIS004V
Originator TOAKES
Payment Instrument Check Payment
Pay Through Date 12/31/2021
........ Payee . ... .......... Stub . . Document. . .. ... Due Invoice Payment
Number Name / Mailing Address Message Ty Number Itm Co Date Number Amount
Payment Amount 675.00
118780 DONLAR CONSTRUCTION PAY APP 3 PW CAMPUS PV 109718 001 09438 10/20/2021 10202021 27,366.65
DONLAR CONSTRUCTION Summary Total 27,366.65
550 SHOREVIEW PARK ROAD
SHOREVIEW MN 55126
Payment Amount 97 366.85
100684 EBERT CONSTRUCTION PAY APP 7 PW CAMPUS PV 109719001 09438 10/20/2021 10202021 7,163.06
EBERT CONSTRUCTION Summary Total 7,163.06
23350 COUNTY ROAD 10
CORCORAN MN 55357
Payment Amount 7.163.06
106624 EHLERS AND ASSOCIATES, TIF 14 Admin PV 109761 001 00999 10/11/2021 88520 1,012.50
INC
EHLERS & ASSOCIATES, INC Summary Total 1,012.50
3060 CENTRE POINTE TIF 18 Public PV 109762 001 00999 10/11/2021 88521 405,00
DRIVE Hearing IFL
ROSEVILLE MN 55113-1105 Summary Total 405.00
Payment Amount 1.417.50
104267 ELITE SANITATION PV 109709 001 00999  10/6/2021 28175 92.00
ELITE SANITATION Summary Total 92.00
PO BOX 526
ELK RIVER MN 55330
Payment Amount 92.00
118778 EMANUELSON PODAS INC Comissioning PV 109647 001 00999  9/30/2021 019799 3,637.70
EMANUELSON PODAS INC Summary Total 3,637.70
7705 BUSH LAKE ROAD
EDINA MN 55439
Payment Amount 3.637.70
104205 EXPRESS SIGNS INC PV 109671 001 00999  10/1/2021 INV-6263 260.00
260.00

EXPRESS SIGNS I‘NC
PO BOX 475
ANOKA MN 55303

Summary Total

Payment Amount



R04570 CITY OF RAMSEY
Create Payment Control Groups
Payment Group Control Number 3297
Bank Account 999,1010 CASH IN BANK 00002224
Version LOGIS004V
Originator TOAKES
Payment Instrument Check Payment
Pay Through Date 12/31/2021
........ Payee . . ... ......... Stub . .Document. . ... .. Due Invoice Payment
Number Name / Mailing Address Message Ty Number km Co Date Number Amount
260.00
100143 FERGUSON WATERWORKS # PV 109648 001 00999  9/30/2021 0483625 3,145.02
2516
FERGUSON WATERWORKS 2516 Summary Total 3,145,02
P O BOX 802817 PV 109652 001 00999  10/6/2021 0484054 1,209.75
CHICAGO IL 60680-2817 Summary Total 1,209.75.
Payment Amount 4.354.77
118461 GRANITE CITY ROOFING PAY APP 4 PW CAMPUS PV 109721 001 09438 10/20/2021 10202021 2,411.10
INC
GRANITE CITY ROOFING ING Summary Total 2,411.10
P O BOX 1482
ST CLOUD MN 56302
Payment Amount 2.411.10
118922 HAUGO GEO TECHNICAL PV 109660 001 00999  10/1/2021 10616 4,920.00
SERVICES, LLC
HAUGO GEO TECHNICAL SERVICES, LLC Summary Total 4,920.00
13570 GROVE DRIVE #278 PV 109661 001 00999  10/1/2021 10618 7,520.00
MAPLE GROVE MN 55311 Summary Total 7,520.00
PV 109665001 00899 10/1/2021 10617 11,900.00
Summary Total 11,800.00
Payment Amount 24.340.00
117332 HEARTLAND TIRE INC PV 109765 001 00999 10/15/2021 9023697 68.02
HEARTLAND TIRE INC Summary Total 68.02
7151 RIVERDALE DRIVE NW
RAMSEY MN 55303
Payment Amount 68.02
118930 HENDERSON U.S.A. PV 109679 001 00999  9/14/2021 206480 162.15
RECREATION EQUIPMENT LI
HENDERSON U.S.A. RECREATION EQUIPMENT LI Summary Total 162.15
11 GILBERTSON DRIVE PO BOX 68
SIMCOE ON N3Y4K8
Payment Amount 162.15



CITY OF RAMSEY

R04570
Create Payment Control Groups
Payment Group Control Number 3297
Bank Account 999.1010 CASH IN BANK 00002224
Version LOGIS004V
Originator " TOAKES
Payment instrument Check Payment
Pay Through Date 12/31/2021
........ Payee . .. ... ... ... .. Stub . .Document. . ... .. Due Invoice Payment
Number Name / Mailing Address Message Ty Number Itm Co Date Number Amount
113985 HYDRO KLEAN CUST ID#100560 PV 109646 001 00999  9/27/2021 075617 15,354.13
HYDRO KLEAN Summary Total 15,354.13
333 NW 49TH PLACE
DES MOINES 1A 50313
Payment Amount 15.354.13
106324 INSPECTRON ING PV 109748 001 00099  10/7/2021 2021-162 8,150.00
INSPECTRON INC Summary Total 8,150.00
CODE COMPLIANCE INSPECTIONS
15120 CHIPPENDALE AVE SUITE 202
ROSEMOUNT MN 55068
Payment Amount 8.150.00
118923 INTERNATIONAL CODE PV 109643 001 00999  9/24/2021 1001402682 171.00
COUNCIL, INC
INTERNATIONAL CODE COUNCIL Summary Total 171.00
25442 NETWORK PLACE
CHICAGO IL 60673-1254
Payment Amount 171.00
107712 KLAMM MECHANICAL PAY APP 9 PW CAMPUS PV 109731001 09438 10/20/2021 10202021 64,290.27
CONTRACTORS
KLAMM MECHANICAL CONTRACTORS Summary Total 64,290.27
12409 COUNTY ROAD 11
BURNSVILLE MN 55337
Payment Amount 64.290.27
100722 LATOUR VINYL 4 HELMET NAMES PV 109706 001 00999  9/20/2021 09202021 28.00
LATOUR VINYL Summary Total 28.00
7747 158TH AVENUE NW
RAMSEY MN 55303 ’
Payment Amount 28.00
100259 LEAGUE OF MN CITIES INV 18022 & 18033 PV 109760 001 00999  10/1/2021 1001389 OCT 2021 1,010.30
INS TRUST
LEAGUE OF MN CITIES INS TRUST Summary Total 1,010.30
C/O BERKLEY RISK SERVICES INC
P O BOX 581517
MINNEAPOLIS MN 55458-1517
Payment Amount 1.010.30



R04570

CITY OF RAMSEY
Create Payment Control Groups

Payment Group Control Number 3297
Bank Account 999.1010 CASH IN BANK 00002224
Version LOGIS004V
Originator TOAKES
Payment Instrument Check Payment
Pay Through Date 12/31/2021
........ Payee . . ............ . .Document. . .. ... Due Invoice Payment
Number Name / Mailing Address .Ty Number Itm Co Date Number Amount
108208 METRO PRODUCTS INC 109700 001 00999  10/7/2021 162477 314.04
METRO PRODUCTS INC Summary Total 314.04
7401 CENTRAL AVENUE NE
FRIDLEY MN 55432
Payment Amount 314.04
100293 MIDC ENTERPRISES 109694 001 00999  10/4/2021 10048022 220.87
MIDC ENTERPRISES Summary Total 220.87
1450 WEST COUNTY ROAD C
ROSEVILLE MN 55113
Payment Amount 290.87
118689 MIDWEST LIFT WORKS LLC PAY APP 2 PW CAMPUS 109729 001 09438 10/20/2021 10202021 176,879.27
MIDWEST LIFT WORKS LLC Summary Total 176,879.27
614 BROADWAY ST NORTH
JORDAN MN 55352
Payment Amount 176.879.27
100313 MN RECREATION AND PARK 109759 001 00999 10/7/2021 10255 75.00
ASSN
MN RECREATION AND PARK ASSN Summary Total 75.00
200 CHARLES STREET NE
FRIDLEY MN 55432
Payment Amount 75.00
100345 NAPAAUTO PARTS ELK 109572 001 00999  9/28/2021 131277 3.59
RIVER
NAPA AUTO PARTS ELKRIVER Summary Total 3.59
17137 YALE STREET NW
P O BOX 1041
ELK RIVER MN 55330
Payment Amount 3.59
117184 NELSON SANITATION AND 109697 001 00988  10/5/2021  INV/2021/4582 1,350.00
RENTAL INC
Summary Total 1,350.00

- NELSON SANITATION AND RENTAL INC

P O BOX85
1376 105TH ST NW



R04570

CITY OF RAMSEY

Create Payment Contro! Groups

Payment Group Control Number 3297
Bank Account 999.1010 CASH IN BANK 00002224
Version LOGIS004V
Originator TOAKES
Payment Instrument Check Payment
Pay Through Date 1213172021
........ Payee . ... .......... Stub . .Document. . ... .. Due Invoice Payment
Number Name / Mailing Address Message Ty Number itm Co Date Number Amount
RICE MN 56367
Payment Amount 1.350.00
118516 NORTHLAND PAVING LLC PAY APP 3 PW CAMPUS PV 109734 001 09438 10/20/2021 10202021 168,491.97
NORTHLAND PAVING LLC Summary Total 168,491.97
12450 BEARD AVENUE SOUTH
BURNSVILLE MN 55337
Payment Amount 168,491.97
117236 NORTHWEST ASPHALT AND PAY APP 2 FINAL PV 109715001 09101 10/20/2021 10202021 5,959.83
MAINTENANCE CRACK SEAL IMP
NORTHWEST ASPHALT AND MAINTENANCE Summary Total 5,959.83
11560 190TH STREET NE
THIEF RIVER FALLS MN 56701
Payment Amount 5959.83
118202 OLYMPUS LOCKERS AND PAY APP 2 PW CAMPUS PV 109727 001 09438 10/20/2021 10202021 47,582.65
STORAGE
OLYMPUS LOCKERS AND STORAGE Summary Total 47,582.65
6560 EDENVALE B
EDEN MN 55346
Payment Amount 47 582.65
118688 PETERSON COMPANIES INC PAY APP 3 PW CAMPUS PV 109736 001 09438 10/20/2021 10202021 55,272.11
PETERSON COMPANIES INC Summary Total 55,272.11
8326 WYOMING TRAIL
CHISAGO CITY MN 55013
Payment Amount 55.972.11
100393 PRAIRIE RESTORATIONS PV 109755001 00999 10/12/2021 #31320 272,12
INC
PRAIRIE RESTORATIONS INC Summary Total 27212
31646 128TH STREET
PRINCETON MN 55371
Payment Amount 272.12
118927 PREFERRED STRIPING LLC PV 109693 001 00999  10/6/2021 3857 300.00



R04570

CITY OF RAMSEY
Create Payment Control Groups

Payment Group Control Number 3297
Bank Account 999.1010 CASH IN BANK 00002224
Version LOGIS004V
Originator TOAKES
Payment Instrument Check Payment
Pay Through Date 12/31/2021
......... Payee . .. ........... Stub . .Document. . ... .. Due Invoice Payment
Number Name / Mailing Address Message Ty Number Em Co Date Number Amount
PREFERRED STRIPING LLC Summary Total 300.00
3683 144TH STREET NW
MONTICELLO MN 55362
Payment Amount 300.00
112959 PREMIUM WATERS INC ACCT 621331 PV 109711 001 00999  9/30/2021 318374099 16.59
PREMIUM WATERS INC Summary Total 16.59
P O BOX 9128 INV PV 109712 001 00999  9/30/2021 318374113 65.29
318386291/318374113
MINNEAPOLIS MN 55480-9128 Summary Total 65.29
Payment Amount 81.88
117956 RJM CONSTRUCTION LLC PAY APP 13 PW CAMPUS PV 109737 001 09438 10/20/2021 10202021 104,647.64
RJM CONSTRUCTION LLC Summary Total 104,647.64
830 BOONE AVENUE NORTH
GOLDEN VALLEY MN 55427
Payment Amount 104.647.64
118164 RTL CONSTRUCTION INC PAY APP 9 PW CAMPUS PV 109725001 09438 10/20/2021 10202021 6,270.38
RTL CONSTRUCTION INC Summary Total 6,270.38
290 SARAZIN STREET
SHAKOPEE MN 65379
Payment Amount 6.270.38
116043 SAFETY SIGNS LLC PV 109710 001 00998  9/30/2021 21003498 1,050.00
SAFETY SIGNS LLC Summary Total 1,050.00
19784 KENRICK AVENUE
LAKEVILLE MN 55044
Payment Amount 1.050.00
117307 SEWER SERVICES PV 108740 001 00999 10/14/2021 18493 487.46
SEWER SERVICES Summary Total 487.46
25648 200TH STREET
BELLE PLAINE MN 56011
Payment Amount 487.46
100440 SHORT ELLIOT PV 109749 001 00999 10/13/2021 413794 1,786.69
HENDRICKSON INC
1,786.69

SHORT ELLIOT HENDRICKSON INC

Summary Total



R04570

CITY OF RAMSEY
Create Payment Control Groups

Payment Group Control Number 3297
Bank Account 999.1010 CASH IN BANK 00002224
Version LOGIS004V
QOriginator TOAKES
Payment Instrument Check Payment
Pay Through Date 12/31/2021
........ Payee . ... .......... Stub . .Document. . .. ... Due Invoice Payment
Number Name / Mailing Address Message Ty Number [tm Co Date Number Amount
P O BOX 64780 PV 109757 001 00999 10/11/2021 413337 4,184.10
ST PAUL MN 55164-0780 Summary Total 4,184.10
Payment Amount 5970.79
118690 STAPF CONCRETE PAY APP 5 PW CAMPUS PV 109735001 09438 10/20/2021 10202021 4,967.55
CONSTRUGTION INC
STAPF CONCRETE CONSTRUCTION INC Summary Total 4,967.55
201 W TRAVELERS TRAIL SUITE 210
BURNSVILLE MN 55337
Payment Amount 4.967.55
118686 SWANSON AND YOUNGDALE PAY APP 4 PW CAMPUS PV 109726 001 09438 10/20/2021 10202021 10,526.95
INC
SWANSON AND YOUNGDALE INC Summary Total 10,526.95
6565 WEST 23RD STREET
MINNEAPOLIS MN 55426
Payment Amount 10.526.95
117957 TARGET SOLUTIONS PV 109704 001 00999  10/2/2021 #INV34641 7,710.14
LEARNING LLC
TARGET SOLUTIONS LEARNING LLC Summary Total 7,710.14
4890 W KENNEDY BLVD SUITE 300
TAMPA FL 33609
Payment Amount 7.710.14
118112 THE EARPHONE CONNECTION PV 109692 001 00999  10/4/2021 279720 243.45
THE EARPHONE CONNECGTION Summary Total 243.45
25139 AVE STANFORD
VALENCIA CA 91355
Payment Amount 243.45
118163 TOP LITE CONTRACT PAY APP 7 PW CAMPUS PV 109724 001 09438 10/20/2021 10202021 1,596.00
GLAZING INC
TOP LITE CONTRACT GLAZING INC Summary Total 1,596.00
15548 260TH STREET
LINDSTROM MN 55045
Payment Amount 1.596.00



R04570 CITY OF RAMSEY
Create Payment Control Groups
Payment Group Control Number 3297
Bank Account 999.1010 CASH IN BANK 00002224
Version LOGIS004V
Originator TOAKES
Payment Instrument Check Payment
Pay Through Date 12/31/2021
........ Payee . .. ........... Stub . . Document. . ... .. Due Invoice Payment
Number Name / Mailing Address Message Ty Number Itm Co Date Number Amount
116648 WATER CONSERVATION PV 109743 001 00999  10/4/2021 11671 870.00
SERVICES, INC
WATER CONSERVATION SERVICES, INC Summary Total 870.00
6251 WEST SHADOW LAKE DR
LINO LAKES MN 55014
Payment Amount 870.00
100529 WENDELL'S INC SALES ORD #454022 PV 109684 001 00999  10/5/2021 2599526 23.36
WENDELL'S INC Summary Total 23.36
6601 BUNKER LAKE BLVD
PO BOX 458
RAMSEY MN 5§5303-0458
Payment Amount 23.36
118166 WOLF RIVER ELECTRIC PAY APP 8 PW CAMPUS PV 109732 001 09438 10/20/2021 10202021 58,206.26
WOLF RIVER ELECTRIC Summary Total 58,206.26
101 ISANTI PARKWAY NE # PAY APP 9 PW CAMPUS PV 109733 001 09438 10/20/2021 102020218 66,524.24
G
ISANT! MN 55040 Summary Total 66,524.24
Payment Amount 124.730.50
118781 WON DOOR CORPORATION PAY APP 2 PW CAMPUS PV 109723 001 09438 10/20/2021 10202021 770.45
WON DOOR CORPORATION Summary Total 770.45
1865 S 3480 W
SALT LAKE CITY UT 84104
Payment Amount 770.45 '
Total Amount to be Processed 904,497.00
Total Number of Payments to be Processed 55




CITY OF RAMSEY

R04570
Create Payment Control Groups
Payment Group Control Number 3298
Bank Account 999.1010 CASH IN BANK 00002224
Version LOGIS004V
Qriginator TOAKES
Payment Instrument T . A/P ACH Payment
Pay Through Date 12/31/2021
........ Payee . . ... ......... Stub . .Document. . ... .. Due Invoice Payment
Number Name / Mailing Address Message Ty Number Itm Co Date Number Amount
107867 ABM EQUIPMENT LLC CUST #0150549 PV 109745001 00999  9/20/2021 0168685-IN 24.60
ABM EQUIPMENT LLC Summary Total 24.60
333 2ND STREET NE
HOPKINS MN 55343
Payment Amount 24.60
110402 ADVANCE AUTO PARTS SEPT 2021 PURCHASES PV 109738 001 09101  9/30/2021 09302021 1,284.01
ADVANGCE AUTO PARTS SEPT 2021 PURCHASES PV 109738 002 09101  9/30/2021 09302021 4,95
AAP FINANCIAL SERVICES Summary Total 1,288.96
P O BOX 742063
ATLANTA GA 30374-2063
Payment Amount 1.288.96
100017 AIRGAS USA, LLC PAYER #2030987 PV 109658 001 00999  9/30/2021 9982701933 32.52
AIRGAS USALLC Summary Total 32.52
P O BOX 734445
CHICAGO IL 60673-4445
Payment Amount 32.52
117343 AMAZON CAPITAL SERVICES PV 109568 001 00999  10/4/2021 1777-JGQL-177X 250,72
INC
AMAZON CAPITAL SERVICES INC Summary Total 250.72
PO BOX 035184 Acct ABVYUQ4FSATYMN PV 109659 001 00999  10/4/2021 1W67-JQVK-YONH 65.61
SEATTLE WA 98124-5184 Summary Total 65.61
Payment Amount 316.33
110553 ANCHOR PAPER COMPANY CUST #5000787 PV 109686 001 00999  10/6/2021 10667129-00 2,174.00
ANCHOR PAPER COMPANY Summary Total 2,174.00
480 BROADWAY STREET
ST PAUL MN 55101
’ Payment Amount 2.174.00
100029 ANOKA AREA CHAMBER OF Inv #28641 PV 109649 001 00999  10/1/2021 28641 410.00
COMMERCE
ANOKA AREA CHAMBER OF COMMERCE Summary Total 410.00
12 BRIDGE SQUARE
ANOKA MN 55303
Payment Amount 410.00



CITY OF RAMSEY

R04570
Create Payment Control Groups
Payment Group Control Number 3298
Bank Account 999.1010 CASH IN BANK 00002224
Version LOGIS004V
Qriginator TOAKES
Payment instrument T A/P ACH Payment
Pay Through Date 12/31/2021
........ Payee . .. ... ... .. Stub . .Document. . ... .. Due Invoice Payment
Number Name / Mailing Address Message Ty Number Itm Co Date Number Amount
100043 ANOKA COUNTY PROPERTY DOC #2336154.006 PV 109741 001 00899  9/30/2021 #21-66154 486.00
RECORDS TAXATION
ANOKA COUNTY PROPERTY RECORDS TAXATION Summary Total 46.00
2100 - 3RD AVENUE
ANOKA MN 55303
Payment Amount 46.00
116848 BAYCOM INC CUST ID 40676 PV 109742 001 00999 10/12/2021 EQUIPINV_034885 2,872.00
BAYCOM INC Summary Total 2,872.00
PO BOX 88013
MILWAUKEE WI 53288-8013
Payment Amount 2.872.00
100647 BOLTON AND MENK INC PROJ 0R1.124780 PV 109747 001 00999 10/11/2021 0277513 680.00
BOLTON AND MENK INC Summary Total 680.00
1960 PREMIER DRIVE
MANKATO MN 56001-5900
Payment Amount 680.00
103641 BOYER TRUCKS ROGERS PV 109651 001 00899  10/7/2021 003P11278 929.86
BOYER TRUCKS Summary Total 929.86
P O BOX 18338
MINNEAPOLIS MN 55418
Payment Amount 920.86
116845 CADY BUSINESS ACCT #16985 PV 109654 001 00999  10/2/2021 IN-80010728934 39.00
TECHNOLOGIES INC
CADY BUS!NESS‘TECHNOLOGIES INC Summary Total 39.00
3030 HARBOR LANE SUITE 104
PLYMOUTH MN 55447
Payment Amount 39.00
114549 CHETS SHOES INC PV 109705001 00999  10/1/2021 51284 150,00
CHETS SHOES INC Summary Total 150.00
8870 RENDOVA STREET NE
CIRCLE PINES MN 55014
Payment Amount 150.00



CITY OF RAMSEY

R04570
Create Payment Control Groups
Payment Group Control Number 3298
Bank Account 999.1010 CASH IN BANK 00002224
Version LOGIS004V
Originator TOAKES
Payment Instrument T A/P ACH Payment
Pay Through Date 12/31/2021
....... Payee . .. ........... Stub . .Document. . ... .. Due Invoice Payment
Number Name / Mailing Address Message Ty Number Itm Co Date Number Amount
116197 CINTAS CORPORATION PAYER #12455017 PV 109673 001 00999  10/6/2021 4097952396 61.62
CINTAS CORPORATION Summary Total 61.62
CINTAS LOC #4K PV 109752 001 00999 10/13/2021 4098621863 53.28
P O BOX 650838 Summary Total 53.28
DALLAS TX 75265-0838
Payment Amount 144.90
100120 CONTINENTAL RESEARCH PV 109751 001 00999 10/14/2021 0030409 218.00
CORP
CONTINENTAL RESEARCH CORP Summary Total 218.00
PO BOX 15204
ST LOUIS MO 63110
Payment Amount 218.00
111818 DEANO'S COLLISION Case # 21160936 PV 108763 001 00999 10/11/2021 60978 6,911.91
SPECIALISTS INC
DEANOQ'S COLLISION SPECIALISTS INC Summary Total 6,911.91
11063 173RD AVENUE
ELK RIVER MN 55330
Payment Amount 6.911.91
100144 DEHN Ol COMPANY PV 109677 001 00999  10/5/2021 86455 1,582.50
DEHN OIL COMPANY Summary Total 1,682.50
6735 141ST AVENUE NW
RAMSEY MN 55303
Payment Amount 1.582.50
101185 DO ALL PRINTING COM INC PV 109766 001 00999 10/14/2021 52888 288.00
DO ALL PRINTING COM INC Summary Total 288.00
6360 HIGHWAY 10 NW
RAMSEY MN 55303
Payment Amount 288.00
116175 ECKBERG LAMMERS PV 109664 001 00999  9/30/2021 09 2021 6,093.65
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
6,093.65

ECKBERG LAMMERS ATTORNEYS AT LAW
1809 NORTHWESTERN AVENUE
STILLWATER MN 55082

Summary Total

Payment Amount



R04570 CITY OF RAMSEY
Create Payment Control Groups
Payment Group Control Number 3298
Bank Account 999.1010 CASH IN BANK 00002224
Version LOGIS004V
QOriginator TOAKES
Payment Instrument ‘ T A/P ACH Payment
Pay Through Date 12/31/2021
........ Payee . ... .......... Stub . .Document. . ... .. Due Involce Payment
Number Name / Mailing Address Message Ty Number Itm Co Date Number Amount
6,093.65
100158 ECM PUBLISHERS INC AD #1170827 PV 109668 001 00999 10/1/2021 856376 80.63
ECM PUBLISHERS INC Summary Total 80.63
4095 COON RAPIDS BLVD PV 109695 001 00999  9/30/2021 22525 15.00
COON RAPIDS MN 55433 Summary Total 15.00
ACCT 370702 PV 109713 001 00999  10/8/2021 857349 64.50
Summary Total 64.50
PV 108758 001 00999 10/10/2021 857633 237.00
Summary Total 237.00
Payment Amount 397.13
108737 EMERGENCY AUTOMOTIVE Case # 21013814 PV 109571 001 00999 9/30/2021 DLO05252121P 919.88
TECHNOLOGY INC
EMERGENCY AUTOMOTIVE TECHNOLOGY INC Summary Total 919.88
2755 GENEVAAVE N Case # 21120755 PV 108672 001 00999 10/6/2021 DL06242120C 1,683.80
OAKDALE MN 55128 Summary Total 1,683.80
Case # 21013814 PV 109674 001 00999  10/6/2021 DL081921-20 168.20
Summary Total 168.20
Case # 21120755 PV 109702 001 00999  10/8/2021 DL100821-23 420.39
Summary Total 420.39
Payment Amount 3.192.97
100200 GOPHER STATE ONE CALL ACCT MN00633 PV 109662 001 00999  9/30/2021 1090689 437.40
INC
GOPHER STATE ONE CALL Summary Total 437.40
7223 PARKWAY DRIVE SUITE 210
HANOVER MD 21076-1317
Payment Amount 437.40
100650 GRAINGER ACCT 806511127 PV 109657 001 00999  10/1/2021 9073104243 179.12
GRAINGER INC Summary Total 179.12
DEPT. 806511127 ACCT 806511127 PV 109753 001 00989 10/14/2021 9086443273 428.40
PALATINE IL 60038-0001 Summary Total 428.40
ACCT 806511127 PV 109754 001 00999 10/14/2021 9086443265 195.92
Summary Total 195.92
Payment Amount 803.44



R04570

CITY OF RAMSEY

Create Payment Control Groups

Payment Group Control Number 3298
Bank Account 999.1010 CASH IN BANK 00002224
Version LOGIS004V
Originator TOAKES
Payment Instrument T AJP ACH Payment
Pay Through Date 1213172021
....... Payee . . ............ Stub . . Document. . ... .. Due Invoice Payment
Number Name / Mailing Address Message Ty Number m Co Date Number Amount
108628 GROVE NURSERY PV 109644 001 00999 9/23/2021 31556603 5,708.50
GROVE NURSERY Summary Total 5,708.50
9650 TRAIL HAVEN ROAD PV 109645001 00999  9/17/2021 31556602 7,906.04
CORCORAN MN 55340 Summary Total 7,906.04
Payment Amount 13.614.54
100211 HAWKINS ING PV 109703 001 00999  10/5/2021 6039841 5,126.02
HAWKINS INC Summary Total 5,126.02
P O BOX 860263
MINNEAPOLIS MN 55486-0263
Payment Amount 5.126.02
112475 INNOVATIVE OFFICE S$27569 PV 109691 001 00999  10/7/2021 IN3513101 47,75
SOLUTIONS
INNOVATIVE OFFICE SOLUTIONS Summary Total 47.75
P O BOX 860627
MINNEAPOLIS MN 55486-0001
Payment Amount 47.75
100266 LOGIS PV 108583 001 00998  9/30/2021 51040 62.50
LOCAL GOVERNMENT INFORMATION SYSTEMS ASS Summary Total 62.50
5750 DULUTH STREET
GOLDEN VALLEY MN 55422-4036
Payment Amount 62.50
113658 MARCO PV 109569 001 00999  10/1/2021 INV9190426 60.00
MARCO Summary Total 60.00
NW 7128 PO BOX 1450 PV 109676 001 00999  10/6/2021 INV9207298 996.34
MINNEAPOLIS MN 55485-7128 Summary Total 996.34
Payment Amount 1.056.34
100283 MENARDS COON RAPIDS PV 109682 001 00999  10/7/2021 60283 36.63
MENARDS COON RAPIDS Summary Total 36.63
3045 MAIN STREET PV 109683 001 00899  10/7/2021 60231 663.87
COON RAPIDS MN 55433 Summary Total 663.87
Payment Amount 700.50
100285 MET COUNCIL inv #0001130601 PV 108667 001 00999 10/5/2021 0001130601 70,433.39



R04570

CITY OF RAMSEY
Create Payment Controf Groups

Payment Group Controf Number 3298
Bank Account 999.1010 CASH IN BANK 00002224
Version LOGIS004V
Qriginator TOAKES
Payment Instrument T AJP ACH Payment
Pay Through Date 12/31/2021
........ Payee . ... ..... ... Stub . . Document. . .. ... Due Invoice Payment
Number Name / Mailing Address Message Ty Number Itm Co Date Number Amount
ENVIRONMENTAL SRV
MET COUNCGIL ENVIRONMENTAL SRV Summary Total 70,433.39
P O BOX 856513
MINNEAPOLIS MN 55485-6513
Payment Amount 70.433.39
100289 METRO SALES INC PV 109570 001 00999  10/4/2021 INV1902456 2,230.60
METRO SALES INC Summary Total 2,230.60
1620 EAST 78TH STEET
MINNEAPOLIS MN 55423
Payment Amount 2 230.60
115376 MUTT MITT PV 109689 001 00989  10/6/2021 440008 1,359.83
MUTT MITT Summary Total 1,359.83
12316 WORLD TRADE DRIVE SUITE 102
SAN DIEGO CA 92128
Payment Amount 1.350.83
115167 NET TRANSCRIPTS INC PV 109690 001 00999  9/30/2021 #NT6297 30.14
NET TRANSCRIPTS INC Summary Total 30.14
20 E THOMAS RD #220
PHOENIX AZ 85012
Payment Amount 30.14
101234 NORTH VALLEY, INC PAY APP 2 ADDITIONAL " PV 109714 001 09435 10/20/2021 10202021A 476,829.45
PVMT OVRL
NORTH VALLEY, INC Summary Total 476,829.45
20015 IGUANA STREET NW PAY APP 3 BUSINESS PV 109716 001 09435 10/20/2021 10202021B 33,990.06
PARK 95 REC
NOWTHEN MN 55330 Summary Total 33,990.06
PAY APP 2 TIGER PV 109717 001 09435 10/20/2021 10202021C 25,196.61
STREET RECON
Summary Total 25,196.61
Payment Amount 536,016.12
100363 NORTHERN SANITARY PV 109678 001 00999  10/6/2021 202715 1,500.33
SUPPLY CO
NORTHERN SANITARY SUPPLY CO Summary Total 1,500.33
PV 109708 001 00999 10/13/2021 202761 549.65

341 COON RAPIDS BLVD



R04570 CITY OF RAMSEY
Create Payment Control Groups
Payment Group Contro] Number 3298
Bank Account 999.1010 CASH IN BANK 00002224
Version LOGIS004V
Originator TOAKES
Payment Instrument T A/P ACH Payment
Pay Through Date 12/31/2021
........ Payee . .. ........... Stub . .Document. . ... .. Due Invoice Payment
Number Name / Mailing Address Message Ty Number Itm Co Date Number Amount
MINNEAPOLIS MN 55433 Summary Total 549.65
Payment Amount 2.049.98
115071 NORTHLAND OCCUPATIONAL PV 109696 001 00999 10/11/2021 12406 50.00
HEALTH
NORTHLAND OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH Summary Total 50.00
7533 SUNWOOD DRIVE NW SUITE 212
RAMSEY MN 55303
Payment Amount 50.00
110547 NORTHWEST LIGHTING PV 109653 001 00999 10/6/2021 122504 459.00
SYSTEMS CO.
NORTHWEST LIGHTING SYSTEMS CO. Summary Total 459.00
736 CRAIG AVENUE
TRACY MN 56175
Payment Amount 459.00
117474 OERTEL ARCHITECTS LTD PV 109670 001 00999  10/5/2021 #17 10,044.80
OERTEL ARCHITECTS LTD Summary Total 10,044.80
1795 ST CLAIR AVENUE
ST PAUL MN 55105
Payment Amount 10.044.80
110480 OPUS 21 MANAGEMENT PV 109699 001 00899 10/12/2021 210955 593.75
SOLUTIONS
OPUS 21 MANAGEMENT SOLUTIONS Summary Total 593.756
680 COMMERCE DRIVE SUITE 160
WOODBURY MN 55125
Payment Amount 593.75
112421 PERRILL PV 109666 001 00999  10/1/2021 255607 200.00
PERRIL Summary Total 200.00
110 CHESHIRE LANE SUITE 105
MINNETONKA MN 55305
Payment Amount 200.00
111488 POPP.COM INC PV 109650 001 00999  9/30/2021 992696868 894.49
POPP.COM INC Summary Total 894.49




R04570

CITY OF RAMSEY
Create Payment Control Groups

Payment Group Control Number 3298
Bank Account 999.1010 CASH IN BANK 00002224
Version LOGIS004V
Originator TOAKES
Payment Instrument T AJP ACH Payment
Pay Through Date 12/31/2021
........ Payee . . ... ... ...... Stub . .Document. . ... .. Due Invoice Payment
Number Name / Mailing Address Message Ty Number Itm Co Date Number Amount
620 MENDELSSOHN AVE NO SUITE 101
GOLDEN VALLEY MN 55427
Payment Amount 894.49
116092 ROADKILL ANIMAL CONTROL SEPT 2021 PV 109656 001 00998  9/30/2021 09302021 93.00
ROADKILL ANIMAL CONTROL Summary Total 93.00
520 HAROLD DRIVE
BURNSVILLE MN 55337
Payment Amount 93.00
113499 ROSENBAUER MINNESOTA CUST ID #101168 PV 109681 001 00999 9/28/2021 67914 387,191.00
LLC
ROSENBAUER MINNESOTALLC Summary Total 387,191.00
P O BOX 549
5181 260TH STREET
WYOMING MN 55092
Payment Amount 387.191.00
100431 SAFETY KLEEN PV 109756 001 00999  10/6/2021 CN13624941 110,97
CORPORATION
SAFETY KLEEN CORPORATION Summary Total 110.97
PO BOX 975201
DALLAS TX 75397-5201
Payment Amount 110.97
110313 SUMMIT FIRE PROTECTION PV 109675001 00999 10/6/2021 130028385 20.00
SUMMIT FIRE PROTECTION Summary Total 20.00
P O BOX 6205
CAROL STREAM IL 60197-6205
Payment Amount 20.00
112079 TOKLE INSPECTIONS INC PV 109750 001 00999  10/5/2021 10052021 9,765.00
TOKLE INSPECTIONS INC Summary Total 9,765.00
1748 123RD AVENUE NW
COON RAPIDS MN 55448
Payment Amount 9,765.00




R04570

CITY OF RAMSEY
Create Payment Control Groups

Payment Group Control Number 3298
Bank Account 999.1010 CASH IN BANK 00002224
Version LOGIS004V
Originator TOAKES
Payment Instrument T AIP ACH Payment
Pay Through Date 12/31/2021
........ Payee . ... .......... Stub . .Document. . .. ... Due Invoice . Payment
Number Name / Mailing Address Message Ty Number [tm Co Date Number Amount
117767 TROULLIER, MARY PV 109685001 00899  9/30/2021 #2 180.00
MARY TROULLIER Summary Total 180.00
2721 DELAWARE ST SE
MINNEAPOLIS MN 55414
Payment Amount 180.00
106351 WATER LABORATORIES, INC PV 109655 001 00999  10/2/2021 8733 710.00
WATER LABORATORIES, INC Summary Total 710.00
333 EAST MAIN STREET
PO BOX 388
ELK RIVER MN 55330
Payment Amount 710.00
112515 WSB AND ASSOCIATES INC EAW Trott Brook PV 109744 001 00999  10/6/2021 R-017243-000-5 3,911.50
WSB AND ASSOCIATES INC Summary Total 3,911.50
701 XENIA AVENUE SOUTH SUITE 300
MINNEAPOLIS MN 55416
Payment Amount 3.911.50
Total Amount to be Processed 1,075,953.69

Total Number of Payments to be Processed 48




Councilmember introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption:

RESOLUTION #21-310
RESOLUTION APPROVING CASH DISBURSEMENTS MADE AND AUTHORIZING
PAYMENT OF ACCOUNTS PAYABLE INVOICING RECEIVED DURING THE
PERIOD OF OCTOBER 7, 2021 THROUGH OCTOBER 20, 2021
WHEREAS, the City of Ramsey Finance Department has made cash disbursements and
received accounts payable invoicing during the period of October 7, 2021, through October 20,
2021, in the amount of $2,606,378.05 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 October 7, 2021, through October 20, 2021, in the amount of $2,606,378.05.

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
26th day of October, 2021.

Mayor

ATTEST:

City Clerk



CC Regular Session 5.8.
Meeting Date:  10/26/2021

Submitted For: Bruce Westby, Engineering/Public Works

By: Marsha Weidner, Engineering/Public Works

Information
Title

Adopt Resolution #21-293 Authorizing Partial Payment No. 2 to North Valley, Inc. for Improvement Project
#21-02, for Tiger Street Reconstruction.

Purpose/Background:
Resolution and Pay Request (Attached).

Funding Source:
This work is being funded through the Pavement Management Fund.

Recommendation:

The Engineer Technician IV has inspected the completed work and recommends partial payment No. 2 to North Valley, Inc.
of Nowthen, Minnesota for Improvement Project #21-02, Tiger Street Reconstruction, in the amount of $25,196.61.

Action:

Motion to adopt Resolution #21-293 authorizing partial payment No. 2 to North Valley, Inc. of Nowthen,
Minnesota for Improvement Project #21-02, Tiger Street Reconstruction, in the amount of $25,196.61.

Attachments
Resolution
Pay Request
Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Bruce Westby Bruce Westby 10/16/2021 02:14 PM
Bruce Westby Bruce Westby 10/20/2021 01:35 PM
Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 10/21/2021 02:10 PM
Form Started By: Marsha Weidner Started On: 10/15/2021 01:36 PM

Final Approval Date: 10/21/2021



Councilmember introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption:

RESOLUTION #21-293

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING PARTIAL PAYMENT NO. 2 TO NORTH VALLEY, INC., FOR
IMPROVEMENT PROJECT #21-02, TIGER STREET RECONSTRUCTION

WHEREAS, the City of Ramsey proposes to reconstruct Tiger Street between Armstrong
Boulevard and 173" Avenue in 2021 as identified in the 2021-2030 Capital Improvement Program; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Ramsey City Council resolution #20-259, adopted November 10, 2020, the City
Council accepted the quotes of Bolton & Menk, Inc. to provide topographic survey services, and Chosen
Valley Testing for the geotechnical evaluation services required to design and prepare plans and
specifications for said improvements; and

WHEREAS, City Staff has received the topographic survey and geotechnical evaluations and has
the capacity to prepare plans and specifications for improvement project #21-02, Tiger Street
Reconstruction; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Ramsey City Council resolution #21-009, adopted January 12, 2021, the
City Engineer has prepared plans and specifications for the purpose of advertising for bids for the same
improvements; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Ramsey City Council resolution #21-085, adopted April 13, 2021, the
City Council approved final plans and specifications as prepared by the City Engineer and authorized
advertisement for bids for said improvements; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Ramsey City Council resolution #21-139, adopted May 25, 2021, the bid
of North Valley, Inc., of Nowthen, Minnesota, in the amount of $224,552.19, for the construction of said
improvements was accepted; the Mayor and City Administrator were 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, and the City Administrator was hereby authorized to execute the proposal from Bolton & Menk,
Inc. to provide construction staking services for said improvements in a total not-to-exceed amount of
$4,680 for the project; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Ramsey City Council Resolution #21-246 adopted Change Order No.1
in the amount of $50,638.69 allowing the removal of 1,093 cubic yards of unsuitable materials from the
road core which were discovered during construction and placement of 1,093 cubic yards of select
granular material. The quantities of which were significantly greater than the approved plans and
specifications accounted for; and

WHEREAS, as of October 26, 2021 $214,486.53 has been paid to date; and

WHEREAS, the Engineer Technician IV has inspected the completed work and recommends
partial payment No. 2 to North Valley, Inc. of Nowthen, Minnesota for Improvement Project #21-02,
Tiger Street Reconstruction, in the amount of $25,196.61.



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

1) That the City Council hereby authorizes partial payment No.2 to North Valley, Inc. of Nowthen

Minnesota for Improvement Project #21-02, Tiger Street Reconstruction, in the total amount of
$25,196.61.

2) The City Council authorizes the Mayor and City Administrator to sign and release form
for this payment.

3) The total amount of this payment is not included in resolutions approving payment of
bills for the date of October 26, 2021.

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

The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Councilmember ,
and upon vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor thereof:

and the following voted against the same:

and the following abstained:

and the following were absent:

Whereupon said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted by the Ramsey City Council this the 26%
day of October, 2021.

Mayor

ATTEST:

City Clerk

Resolution #21-293
Page 2 of 2



Pay Estimate Summary Sheet

Estimate Number; 2 Partial

Project Number:  21-02

Project Name; Tiger Street Reconstruction

Period Ending September 30, 2021

Contractor: North Valley, Inc.
Address: 20015 Iguana Street NW, Suite 100 Nowthen, MN 55330
1 Original Contract Amount $ 224,552.19
2  Change Order(s) No. ___1 ThruNo. 1 $ 41,039.00
3  Total Funds Encumbered $ | 265,591.19
4 Value of Work Completed $ 252 298.04
Value of Work Remaining 13,293.15
Percent Complete 95%
5 Retainage  _ 5 % 12,614.90
6  Previous Payment(s) 214,486.53
7 Deductions or Charges
8 Total Retaihage, Payments & Deductions (Lines 5+6+7) $ 227,101.43
Payment Due (Lihes 4-8) $ 25,196.61

North Valley, Inc.

Certification of Partial Payment
| hereby certify that, to the best of my knowledge and belief, all items, quantities and prices of work and material shown on
this Estimate are correct and that all work has been performed in full accordance with the terms and conditions of the
Contract for this project between owner and the undersigned Contractor, and as amended by any authorized changes and
the foregoing is a true and correct statement of the contract amount for the period covered by this estimate.

Timothy P. Erickson

Contractor Name Print Name P
o
Secretary/Treasurer / 7////74? é C.
Title Signature
October 14, 2021
Date
City of Ramsey Approval
I ;/% j; | g - 7 i (
Sigpéture (PI'OJeCt Engineer) Date
&WWW» 1 (“T‘,‘;:Zz {
Signature (City Engineer) _ ) Date

Pay Estimate Page 1 of 2
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CC Regular Session 5.9.
Meeting Date:  10/26/2021

Submitted For: Bruce Westby, Engineering/Public Works

By: Marsha Weidner, Engineering/Public Works

Information
Title

Adopt Resolution #21-294, Authorizing Partial Payment No. 2 to North Valley, Inc. from Nowthen, Mn for
Improvement Project #21-12, 2021 Additional Pavement Overlay Improvement.

Purpose/Background:
Resolution and Pay Request Attached.

Funding Source:
This work is being funded through the Pavement Management Fund and the Storm Sewer Utility Fund.

Recommendation:

The Engineer Technician IV has inspected the completed work and recommends partial payment No. 2 to North
Valley, Inc. from Nowthen, Minnesota for Improvement Project #21-12, 2021 Additional Pavement Overlay
Improvements, in the amount of $476,829.45.

Action:

Motion to adopt Resolution #21-294 authorizing partial payment No. 2 to North Valley, Inc. from Nowthen,
Minnesota for Improvement Project #21-12, 2021 Additional Pavement Overlay Improvements, in the amount of
$476,829.45.

Attachments
Resolution

Pay Estimate

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Bruce Westby Bruce Westby 10/16/2021 01:14 PM

Bruce Westby Bruce Westby 10/20/2021 01:36 PM

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 10/21/2021 02:05 PM

Form Started By: Marsha Weidner Started On: 10/15/2021 10:45 AM

Final Approval Date: 10/21/2021



Councilmember introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption:

RESOLUTION #21-294

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING PARTIAL PAYMENT NO. 2 TO NORTH VALLEY,
INC. FOR IMPROVEMENT PROJECT #21-12, 2021 ADDITIONAL PAVEMENT
OVERLAY IMPROVEMENTS

WHEREAS, the City of Ramsey proposes to overlay the pavement on numerous street
segments in 2021 as identified within the 2021 — 2030 Capital Improvement Program and in the
City of Ramsey 2021 — 2030 Capital Improvement Program included $1,878,700 Pavement
Management Funds for 2021 street improvement projects including Improvement Projects 21-02,
21-03, 21-04, and 21-05; and

WHEREAS, the awarded bids for the 2021 street improvement projects will draw
$1,313,831.08 from the Pavement Management Fund; and

WHEREAS, Staff proposes to expend an additional estimated $671,000 on pavement
overlay improvements in 2021 to utilize the entire 2021 Pavement Management Fund budget;
and

WHEREAS, Staff proposes to overlay an additional 2.58 miles of street segments in
2021 as identified within the 2021 — 2030 Capital Improvement Program for 2022 pavement
overlay improvements; and

WHEREAS, funding for this improvement is proposed to come from the Pavement
Management Fund and Stormwater Utility Fund with a total estimated project cost of $694,000;
and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Ramsey City Council resolution #21-159 adopted June 8, 2021,
the City Engineer has prepared plans and specifications for the purpose of advertising for bids
for the same improvements; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Ramsey City Council resolution #21-180, adopted June 22,
2021, the City Council approved final plans and specifications as prepared by the City Engineer
and authorized advertisement for bids for said improvements; and

WHEREAS, Six (6) bids were received, opened, and tabulated on July 19, 2021, and the
following bids were found to comply with the approved plans and specifications and
advertisements for bids; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Ramsey City Council Resolution #21-200 adopted July 27, 2021 the
bid of North Valley, Inc. of Nowthen, Minnesota in the amount of $563,416.59, for the
construction of said improvements was accepted, the Mayor and City Administrator were
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, and the City Administrator was
authorized to execute the proposal from Bolton & Menk, Inc. to provide construction staking
services for said improvements in a total not-to-exceed amount of $1,560 for the project; and



WHEREAS, as of October 26, 2021 $58,521.29 has been paid to date; and
WHEREAS, the Engineer Technician IV has inspected the completed work and

recommends partial payment No. 2 to North Valley, Inc. of Nowthen, Minnesota, for Improvement
Project #21-12, 2021 Additional Pavement Overlay Improvements, in the amount of $476,829.45.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
RAMSEY, ANOKA COUNTY, STATE OF MINNESOTA, as follows:

1.) That the City Council hereby authorizes partial payment No. 2 to North Valley, Inc. of
Nowthen, Minnesota for Improvement Project #21-12, 2021 Additional Pavement Overlay
Improvements, in the amount of $476,829.45.

2) The City Council authorizes the Mayor and City Administrator to sign and release form
for this payment.

3) The total amount of this payment is not included in resolutions approving payment of
bills for the date of October 26, 2021.

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

The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Councilmember
, and upon vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor thereof:

and the following voted against the same:

and the following abstained:

and the following were absent:

RESOLUTION #21-294
20f3



Whereupon said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted by the Ramsey City Council
this the 26th day of October, 2021.

Mayor

ATTEST:

City Clerk

RESOLUTION #21-294
3o0f3



Pay Estimate Summary Sheet

Estimate Number: 2 Partial

Project Number: 21-12

Project Name: 2021 Additional Pavement Overlay Improvements

Period Ending September 30, 2021

Contractor: North Valley, Inc.

Address: 20015 lgruana Street NW, Suite 100, Nowthen, MN 55330

1 Original Contract Amount ‘ $ 563,416.59

2  Change Order(s) No. __ ThruNo. __

3 Total Funds Encumbered $ 563,416.59

4 Value of Work Completed o 3 563,527.10
Value of Work Remaining 3 (110.51)
Percent Complete 100%

5 Retainage _5 % b$ 28,176.36

6  Previous Payment(s) 3 58,521.29

7  Deductions or Charges

8  Total Retainage, Payments & Deductions (Lines 5+6+7) $ 86,697.65
Payment Due (Lines 4-8) $ 476,829.45

Certification of Partial Payment

| hereby certify that to the hest of my knowledge and belief, all items, quantities and prices of work and material shown on
this Estimate are correct and that all work has been performed in full accordance with the terms and conditions of the
Contract for this project between owner and the undersigned Contractor, and as amended by any authorized changes and
ithe foregoing is a true and correct statement of the contract amount for the period covered by this estimate.

North Valley, Inc. Leslie A. Bloom

Contractor Name Print Name
Vice President //%%\—\

Title Signature —
' October 11, 2021
Date
City of Ramsey Approval
Slgﬁature (Pro;ectAEngmeer) Date
e, ‘ N Y Sy
B (o s (12 (2
Signature (City Engineer) Date

Pay Estimate Page 1 of 2
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CC Regular Session

Meeting Date:  10/26/2021
Submitted For: Bruce Westby, Engineering/Public Works
By: Marsha Weidner, Engineering/Public Works

5. 10.

Title

Information

Adopt Resolution #21-295 Authorizing Final Payment to Northwest Asphalt and Maintenance of Thief River Falls,
Minnesota for Improvement Project #21-06, Crack Seal Improvements.

Purpose/Background:

Resolution and Pay Request Attached.

Observations/Alternatives:

Issuing final payment will be contingent on receipt of the following items from Northwest Asphalt and

Maintenance:

1. IC 134 (Contractor’s Withholding Affidavit showing compliance with the provisions of Minnesota Statute 290.92
requiring withholding state income tax)
2. Waiver of Mechanic’s Lien Rights (Affidavits that all claims against Northwest Asphalt and Maintenance by
reasons of the contract have been fully paid or satisfactorily secured)

3. Consent of Surety to Final Payment (Certification from the contractor’s surety)

Following receipt of these items, final payment will be issued.

Recommendation:

The Engineer Technician IV has inspected the completed work and recommends final payment to Northwest Asphalt &
Maintenance of Thief River Falls, Minnesota for Improvement Project #21-06, 2021 Crack Seal Improvements, in the amount

of $5,959.83.

Action:

Motion to adopt Resolution #21-295 authorizing final payment to Northwest Asphalt & Maintenance of Thief River
Falls, Minnesota for Improvement Project #21-06, 2021 Crack Seal Improvements, in the amount of $5,959.83.

Form Started By: Marsha Weidner

Attachments
Resolution
Pay Request
Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Kurt Ulrich Marsha Weidner 10/15/2021 11:41 AM
Kurt Ulrich Megan Thorstad 10/15/2021 11:49 AM
Bruce Westby Bruce Westby 10/16/2021 01:24 PM
Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 10/21/2021 02:06 PM
Bruce Westby Bruce Westby 10/21/2021 02:24 PM

Started On: 10/15/2021 11:21 AM



Final Approval Date: 10/21/2021



Councilmember introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption:
RESOLUTION #21-295

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING FINAL PAYMENT TO NORTHWEST ASPHALT AND
MAINTENANCE, FOR IMPROVEMENT PROJECT #21-06, 2021 CRACK SEAL
IMPROVEMENTS

WHEREAS, the City of Ramsey can most cost-effectively maximize the life of the bituminous
pavement on public streets by sealing cracks on an annual basis; and

WHEREAS, the City of Ramsey adopted a budget for 2021 including $200,000 to crack seal the
bituminous pavement on numerous public street segments in support of the City’s Pavement Management
Program; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to adoption of Resolution #21-023 on January 26, 2021, the City Council
approved final plans and specifications as prepared by the City Engineer and authorized advertisements for
bids said improvements; and

WHEREAS, bids were advertised in the Anoka Union Herald, Finance and Commerce on January
29, and February 5%, 2021; and

WHEREAS, seven (7) bids were received, opened, and tabulated on March 2, 2021, and the
following bids were found to comply with the approved plans and specifications and advertisements for
bids, and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Ramsey City Council resolution #21-056, adopted March 9,
2021, the bid of Northwest Asphalt & Maintenance of Thief River Falls, Minnesota, in the amount of
$110,428.07, for the construction of said improvements was accepted; and the Mayor and City
Administrator were 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; and

WHEREAS, as of October 26, 2021 $113,236.67 has been paid to date; and

WHEREAS, the Engineer Technician IV has inspected the completed work and recommends final
payment to Northwest Asphalt & Maintenance of Thief River Falls, Minnesota for Improvement Project
#21-06, 2021 Crack Seal Improvements, in the amount of $5,959.83.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
RAMSEY, ANOKA COUNTY, STATE OF MINNESOTA, as follows:

1) That the City Council hereby authorizes final payment to Northwest Asphalt & Maintenance of
Thief River Falls, Minnesota for Improvement Project #21-06, 2021 Crack Seal Improvements, in
the amount of $5,959.83

2) The City Council hereby accepts the project and authorizes the Mayor and City Administrator to
sign and release form for this payment.

3) The total amount of this payment is not included in resolutions approving payment of bills for the
date of October 26, 2021.



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

The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Councilmember , and
upon vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor thereof:

and the following voted against the same:

and the following abstained:

and the following were absent:

Whereupon said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted by the Ramsey City Council this the 26th
day of October, 2021.

Mayor

ATTEST:

City Clerk

Resolution #21-295
Page 2 of 2



Pay Estimate Summary Sheet

Estimate Number: 2 Final

Project Number: 21-06

Project Name: 2021 Crack Seal Improvements

Period Ending September 30, 2021

Contractor: Northwest Asphalt and Maintenance

Address: 11560 190th Street NE, Thief River Falls, MN 56701

1 Original Contract Amount $ 110,428.07

2  Change Order(s) - No. Thru No. .

3 Total Funds Encumbered $  110,428.07

4 Value of Work Completed ’ $ 119,196.50
Value of Work Remaining . $ (8,768.43)
Percent Complete v1 00%

5 Retainage 0 % $ -

6  Previous Payment(s) _ $ 113,236.67

7  Deductions or Charges '

8 Total Retainage, Payments & Deductions (Lines 5+6+7) $ 113,236.67
Payment Due (Lines 4-8) $ 5,959.83

. Certificaiton of Final Payment

| hereby certify that, to the best of my knowledge and belief, all items, quantities and prices of work and material shown on
this Estimate are correct and that all work has been performed in full accordance with the terms and conditions of the
Contract for this project between owner and the undersigned Contractor, and as amended by any authorized changes and
the foregoing is a true and corract statement of the amount for the Final Estimate, the provisions of M.S. 290.92 have been
complied with and that all claims against me by reason of the contract have been paid or satisfactorily secured.

/\)wmweﬁ/%m /ng,mﬁ Jowedh D MHU/L

Contractor Name m
e (Nont D %ﬁ{

Title Sighature
V(=12 L
Date
City of Ramsey ApproVal
A T
?' ,Ziwe ' {/

Signature (Project Engineer)

/}
3}\?&&)\&*__. LA ,}A
Signature (City Engineer)

Pay Estimate Page 1 of 2



2021 Crack Seal Improvements

I.P. 21-06
Estimate No. 2 Final
Period
Ending September 30, 2021
CONTRACTAMOUNT COMPLETED THIS PERIOD COMPLETED TO DATE
- e . Estimated U Extended . Extended - Extended
Item No. Item Description Unit Quantity Unit Price Total Quantity Total Quantity Total
— 1 [MOBILIZATION  ___ _JLs [ 10 1§ 250000[S 250000] 00 $ - 1.0 S 2.500.00]
2. |mefficContral . T " P $~ 2,500.00| $ " 2,500.00 0 s - 1 $_2,500.00
3 Bituminous Crack Seal Material . LBS 106493 S 0.99| $ 105,428.07 0 $ - 115350 S 114,196.50
GRAND TOTALS ) $ 110,428.07 $ - - $ 119,196.50
Internal City Use Only
General Fund | | & - $ 1719.196.50
City Payment Fund Source #2 | j ]
City Payment Fund Source #3 | | |
Ciy Payment Fund Source #4 |
City PaymentFund Source #5 |

Pay Estiate Page 2 of 2



CC Regular Session 5.11.
Meeting Date:  10/26/2021

Submitted For: Grant Riemer, Engineering/Public Works

By: MaryJo Warner, Engineering/Public Works

Information
Title

Adopt Resolution #21-297 Authorizing Partial Payment #13 to RJM Construction for Improvement Project 20-07
New Public Works Facility

Purpose/Background:
Resolution and Pay Estimate #13 attached.

Observations/Alternatives:

Checks are made payable and addressed to contractors, payments will be sent to RIM Construction, LLC for
disbursement as listed in the attached Resolution #21-297.

Funding Source:
Funding for this this item was budgeted as part of the public works building project.

Recommendation:

The Public Works Superintendent has inspected the completed work and recommends approving partial payment
#13 in the amount of $813,125.66 to RIM Construction for Improvement Project #20-07, New Public Works
Facility.

Action:

Motion to adopt Resolution #21-297 authorizing partial payment #13 to RJM Construction for Improvement Project
#20-07, New Public Works Facility.

Attachments
Resolution
Pay Request
Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Grant Riemer Kathy Schmitz 10/21/2021 11:37 AM
Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 10/21/2021 02:12 PM
Form Started By: MaryJo Warner Started On: 10/18/2021 08:28 AM

Final Approval Date: 10/21/2021



Councilmember introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption:
RESOLUTION #21-297

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING PARTIAL PAYMENT #13 TO RIM CONSTRUCTION
AND ITS CONTRACTORS FOR THE NEW RAMSEY PUBLIC WORKS FACILITY,
IMPROVEMENT PROJECT #20-07

WHEREAS, the City of Ramsey has planned for a new public works facility and added it
to our Capital Improvement Plan in 2006; and

WHEREAS, the property for the new public works facility was purchased in 2008 adjacent
to the current facility and that purchase was finalized in 2013; and

WHEREAS, a third party architectural firm (BKV Group) was hired in 2015 to perform a
space needs analysis to determine the size of facility needed to serve the public works departments
needs for now and 30-50 years into the future.; and

WHEREAS, the old facility consists of three buildings and multiple off site storage
locations, the new site will contain all public works functions and equipment at one centralized
location; and

WHEREAS, on September 10" 2019 Ramsey City Council entered into a contract with
RJM Construction to provide construction management services for the new Ramsey public works
facility; and

WHEREAS, as of October 26th, 2021 $12,331,618.76 has been paid to date; which
excludes the retainage amount of $691,828.64 that has not been paid to date but was erroneously
included in paid to date amounts on previous resoultions; and

WHEREAS, the Public Works Superintendent has inspected the completed work and
recommends authorizing partial payment #13 to RIM Construction for Improvement Project #20-
07, New Ramsey Public Works Facility; and

WHEREAS, checks are made payable and addressed to contractors, payments will be sent
to RIJM Construction, LLC for disbursment as listed below:

PAY REQUEST
CONTRACTOR NP
Donlar Construction Company $27,366.65
Ebert Construction $7,163.06
Atomic Arch Sheet Metal $1,255.90
Granite City Roofing $2,411.10
Bredemus Hardware $2,155.86
Won Door Corporation $770.45
Top Lite Contract Glazing $1,596.00




RTL Construction $6,270.38
Swanson & Youngdale $10,526.95
Olympus Lockers & Storage $47,582.65
American Drapery Systems Inc 902.28
Midwest Lift Works $176,879.27
Brothers Fire Protection $5,845.07
Klamm Mechanical Contractors $64,290.27
Wolf River Electric $124,730.50
Northland Paving $168,491.97
Stapf Concrete $4,967.55
Peterson Companies $55,272.11
RJM Construction $104,647.64
Total $813,125.66

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

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

1) The City Council authorizes partial payment #13 to RJIM Construction for disbursement
for Improvement Project #20-07, New Public Works Facility, in the amount of

$813,125.66.

2) The City Council hereby authorizes the Mayor or City Administrator to sign the release

from for payment.

3) That the total amount of this payment is not included in resolutions approving payment of
bills for the date of October 26th, 2021.

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

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

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

and the following voted against the same:
and the following abstained:

and the following were absent:

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

the 26th day of October, 2021.

ATTEST:

Resolution #21-297
Page 2 of 3




City Clerk

Resolution #21-297
Page 30of 3



DocuSign Envelope ID: CEEEBIC7-C3C9-4D96-8A4A-B5D41653A8BF i oo A

PAYMENT SUMMARY
FOR PERIOD ENDING 09-30-2021
PROIJECT: City of Ramsey Public Works
Job #19520-0180

CONTRACT PAYMENTS

*Checks are to be made payable and address to the contractors. Payments should then be sent
to RIM Construction, LLC for disbhirsement.

Contractor Application # Certified Amount
Donlar Construction Company 13 27,366.65
Ebert Construction 13 7,163.06
Atomic Arch Sheet Metal 13 1,255.90
Granite City Roofing 13 2,411.10
Bredemus Hardware 13 2,155.86
Won Door Corporation . 13 770.45
Top Lite Contract Glazing 13 1,596.00
RTL Construction 13 ' 6,270.38
Swanson & Youngdale _ 13 10,526.95
Olympus Lockers & Storage 13 47,582.65
American Drapery Systems Inc 13 902.28
Midwest Lift Works 13 , 176,879.27
Brothers Fire Protection 13 5,845.07
Klamm Mechanical Contractors 13 _ 64,290.27
Wolf River Electric ' 13 ‘ _ 124,730.50
Northland Paving 13 , 168,491.97
Stapf Concrete 13 ‘ ' 4,967.55
Peterson Companies ° 13 , 55,272.11
RIM Construction ) -~ 13 . 104,647.64

Totals 813,125.66




DocuSign Envelope ID: CSEEB9C7-C3C9-4D96-8A4A-B5D41653A8BF

Please Remit Payment to: RUM Construction, LLC

APPLICATION AND CERTIFICATE FOR PAYMENT

CONSTRUCTIOR

To City of Ramsey Project: 19520-0180 City of Ramsey Public Works Invoice#:  0180-13 Distribution to :

Owner: 7550 Sunwood Drive NW ApplicationNo.: 13 1 Owner
[ Architect

3

Ramsey, MN 55303 .
Architect:

Application Date:  9/30/2021
Period From: 9/1/2021

To: 91302021

[ contractor

CONTRACTOR'S APPLICATION FOR PAYMENT

Application is made for payment, as shown below, in connection with the Contract.
Continuation Sheet is attached.

1. Original Contract Sum ....................oo..L. $16,361,624.00
2.Net Change By Change Order .................... $0.00
3.Contract SumToDate .........covvviiiiinnnn... $16,361,624.00

4, Total Completed and Stored ToDate............... $13,836,573.06
5. Retainage:
a. 500%  of Completed Work $691,828.64
b. 0.00% of Stored Material $0.00
Total Retainage ..........ccovviiiiininnnn. $691,828.64
6. Total Earned Less Retainage ...................... $13,144,744.42
7. Less Previous Certificates For Payments............ $12,331,618.76
8. Current PaymentDue ..............ccovvienn... | $813,125.66|
9. Balance To Finish, Plus Retainage ................. $3,216,879.58 '
CHANGE ORDER SUMMARY Additions . Deductions
Total ch
in o?e\gio%ggr%%ﬁ psr%\\//e wner $0.00 $0.00
Total Approved this Month $0.00 $0.00
TOTALS $0.00 $0.00
Net Changes By Change Order $0.00

The undersigned Contractor certifies that to the best of the Contractor's knowledge,

information, and belief, the work covered by this Application for Payment has been completed in
accordance with the Contract Documents. That all amounts have been paid by the Contractor for Work for
which previous Certificates for Payment were issued and payments received from the Owner, and that
current payment shown herein is now due.

CONTRACTOR: RJM Construction LLC

DoouSigned by: 10 7 2 0 2 1
State of: ) County of:
Subscribed and sworn to before me this day of
Notary Public:

My Commission expires:

In accordance with the Contract Documents, based on on-site observations and the data
comprising the above application, the Architect certifies to the Owner that to the best of the
Architect's knowledge, information, and belief, the Work has progressed as indicated,

the quality of the Work is in accordance with the Contract Documents, and the Contractor
is entitled to payment of the AMOUNT CERTIFIED.

ARCHITECT'S CERTIFICATE FOR PAYMENT
AMOUNT CERTIFIED  §$ 813,125.66

iffers from the amount applied. Initial all figures on this Application and
nged to conform with the amount certified.)

__Date:

This Certifi€ate is not negotiable. The AMOUNT CERTIFIED is payable only to the
Contractor named herein. Issuance, payment, and acceptance of payment are without
prejudice to any rights of the Owner or Contractor under this Contract.




DocuSign Envelope ID: CSEEB9C7-C3C9-4D96-8A4A-B5D41653A8BF

CONTINUATION SHEET

Page 2 of 3
Application and Certification for Payment, containing Application No. : 13
ontractor's signed certification is attached. I .
1?1 tabulgtions t?elow, amounts are stated fo the nearest dollar. Application Date ) 09130121
Use Column | on Contracts where variable retainage for line items may apply. ]  Tor 0913021
Architect's Project No.:
Invoice #: 0180413 Contract : 19520-0180 City of Ramsey Public Works
A B c D E F G H ]
Item Description of Work . Scheduled Work Completed Materials Total % Balance Retainage
No. Value From Previous This Period Presently Completed (GIC) To Finish
Application In Place Stored and Stored (C-G)
(D+E) To Date
(Not in D or E) (D+E+F)
1 City of Ramsey Public Works 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00% 0.00 0.00
1A Special Inspections 56,022.00 22,866.50 0.00 0.00 22,866.50 40.82% 33,155.50 1,143.33
1B Survey 22,160.00 22,160.00 0.00 0.00 22,160.00 100.00% 0.00 1,108.00
1C Final Cleaning 52,047.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00% 52,047.00 0.00
3A Concrete 1,368,932.50 1,361,846.50 0.00 0.00| 1,361,846.50 99.48% 7,086.00 68,092.33
3B Architectural Precast Concrete 1,534,950.00 1,508,599.00 0.00 0.00; 1,508,599.00 98.28% 26,351:.00|  75,429.95
3C Polished and Sealed Concrete 87,325.00 55,207.00 28,807.00 0.00 84,014.00 96.21% 3,311.00 4,200.70
4A Masonry 229,781.00 224,459.00 0.00 0.00 224,459.00 97.68% | 5,322.00 | 11,222.95
5A Structural Steel/Misc. Metals - 847,760.90 846,773.90 0.00 0.00 846,773.90 99.88% 987.00 42,338.70
Material
5B Structural Steel/Misc. Metals - 317,361.54 317,361.54 0.00 0.00 317,361.54 100.00% 0.00 15,868.08
Erection ’
BA Carpentry Materials and Install 154,400.00 124,762.94 7,540.06 0.00 132,303.00 85.69% 22,097.00 6,615.16
7A Waterproofing & Weatherproofing 44,000.00 39,000.00 0.00 0.00 39,000.00 88.64% 5,000.00 1,850.00
7B Architectural Metal Panels ) 221,121.72. 201,121.72 1,322.00 0.00 202,443.72 91.55% 18,678.00 10,122.19
7C EPDM Roofing 874,000.00 857,981.00 2,538.00 0.00 860,519.00 98.46% 13,481.00 43,025.95
7D Joint Sealants 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00% 0.00 0.00
8A Doors, Trames, and Hardware - 111,795.00 94,525.68 2,269.32 0.00 96,795.00 86.58% 15,000.00 4,839.75
Materials
8B Overhead Coiling Doors 21,575.00 21,575.00 1 0.00 0.00 21,575.00 100.00% 0.00 1,078.75
8C Accordian Security Doors 20,273.00 19,462.00| 811.00 0.00 20,273.00 100.00% 0.00 1,013.65
8D Sectional Overhead Doors - 207,900.00 192,900.00 0.00 0.00 192,900.00 92.78% 15,000.00 9,645.00
8E éluminum Framed Storefronts & 142,557.00 115,877.00 1,680.00 0.00 117,5657.00 82.46% 25,000.00 5,877.85
ntrances :
8F Translucent Wall Panels 84,602.00 647.00 0.00 0.00 647.00 0.76% 83,955.00 32.35
9A Gypsum Board Assemblies 251,358.80 231,944.40 6,600.40 0.00 238,544.80 94.90% 12,814.00 11,927.25
9B Tiling 35,882.00 32,180.80 0.00 0.00 32,180.80 89.69% 3,701.20 1,609.04
aC Acoustical Ceilings 32,500.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ' 0.00% 32,500.00 0.00
9D Carpet and Resilient Base 16,513.20 12,009.00 0.00 0.00 12,008.00 72.72% 4,504.20 600.45
9E Painting 166,081.00 130,000.00| - 11,081.00 |. 0.00} -  141,081.00 84.95% 25,000.00 7,054.05
10A Signage 16,431.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00% 16,431.00 0.00
10B Specialties Materials 14,868.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00% 14,868.00 0.00
10C Lockers .51,718.00 1,631.00 50,087.00 0.00 51,718.00 100.00% 0.00 2,585.90
10D Operable Partitions 19,497.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00% 19,497.00 0.00
11A Vehicle Wash Equipment 62,877.71 . 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00% 62,877.71 0.00




DocuSign Envelope ID: C5EEB9C7-C3C9-4D96-8A4A-B5D41653A8BF

CONTINUATION SHEET

Page 3 of 3
Application and Certification for Payment, containin Application No. : 13
Contractor's signed certification is attached. i Application Date :  09/30/21
In tabulations below, amounts are stat_ed to the‘nearest dplla{. To: 0913021
Use Column | on Contracts where variable retainage for line items may apply. Architect's Project No.:
Invoice #: 0180-13 Contract : 19520-0180 City of Ramsey Public Works
A B c D E F G H ]
Item Description of Work Scheduled Work Completed Materials Total % Balance Retainage
. No. Value From Previous This Period Presently Completed (GIC) To Finish
Application In Place - Stored and Stored (C-G)
(D+E) To Date
(Not in D or E) (D+E+F)
1B Vehicle Fueling System 292,572.00 213,845.71 0.00 0.00 213,845.71 73.09% 78,726.28 10,692.28
11C Loading Dock Equipment 11,695.00 11,695.00 0.00 0.00 11,695.00 100.00% 0.00 584.75
12A Window Treatments 20,531.22 19,581.23 949.77 0.00 20,531.00 100.00% 0.22 1,026.55
12B Casework Materials 57,833.00 52,833.00 0.00 0.00 52,833.00 91.35% 5,000.00 2,641.65
14A Vehicle Lifts 281,054.00 74,865.29 186,188.71 0.00 261,054.00 92.88% 20,000.00 13,052.70
21A Fire Supression Systems 158,300.00 132,147.30 6,152.70 0.00 138,300.00 87.37% 20,000.00 6,915.00
22A Plumbing Systems 1,036,900.73 938,787.85 67,673.96 0.00| 1,006,461.81 97.06% 30,438.92 50,323.09
23A HVAC Systems 1,291,985.97 1,228,183.08 0.00 0.00| 1,228,183.08 95.06% 63,802.89 61,409.12
26A Electrical Systems 891,792.09 747,529.84 131,295.25 0.00 878,825.09 98.55% 12,967.00 43,941.26
31A Earthwork 650,760.48 628,739.16 0.00 0.00 628,739.16 96.62% 22,021.32 31,436.96
32A Asphalt Paving 636,915.66 449,555.70| . 177,359.96 0.00 626,915.66 98.43% 10,000.00 31,345.78
32B Site Concrete 153,401.44 143,401.44 5,229.00 0.00 148,630.44 96.89% 4,771.00 7,431.52
32C Fences and Gates 313,330.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00% 313,330.00 0.00
32D Landscaping 67,936.77 8,564.60 58,181.17 0.00 66,745.77 98.25% 1,191.00 3,337.29
-33A Site Utilities 487,782.00 479,412.00 0.00 0.00 479,412.00 98.28% 8,370.00 23,970.60
41A Overhead Crane System 83,348.00 83,348.00 0.00 0.00 83,348.00 100.00% 0.00 4,167.40
01-00 | General Conditions & Requirements 1,070,034.49 887,227.27 96,733.36 0.00 983,960.63 91.96% 86,073.86 49,198.03
01-80 | Preconstruction 19,985.00 19,985.00 0.00 0.00 19,985.00 100.00% 0.00 999.25
90-40 | Building Permit 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00- 0.00% 0.00 0.00
90-50 | General Liability Insurance 184,462.00 184,462.00 0.00 0.00 184,462.00 100.00% 0.00 9,223.10
90-65 | Construction Contigency 1,316,272.78 0.00 0.00 0.00 "0.00 0.00% | 1,316,272.78 0.00
99-99 |Contractors Fee 268,441.00 241,598.90 .13,422.05 0.00 255,018.95 95.00% 13,422.05 12,750.92
Grand Totals 16,361,624.00 12,980,651.35 855,921.71 0.00 13,836,573.06 84.57% 2,525,050.94 691,828.64




DocuSign Envelope ID: C5EEB3C7-C3C9-4D96-8A4A-B5D41653A8BF

INVOICE

From: RJM Construction, LLC , :  Invoice: 0180413
830 Boone Avenue North . ~ nvoiceDate:  09/30/21
Golden Valley, MN 55427 DueDate:  10/30121

. : = . o L : G _ Disc Date: - = -

‘Tg’)," ‘kCikty‘of‘Ramsfkey . .
7550 Sunwood Drive N\W

~ Ramsey, MN 55303

. 5

Contract : 195200180 City of Ramsey Public Works

Polished and Sealed Concrete

SUBCONTRACTS
Donlar Construction Company Polished Concrete Inv# 19520-01803 28,807.00
Total SUBCONTRACTS T 28,807.00
Polished and Sealed Concrete Sub-Total: 28,807.00
Carpentry Materials and Install
SUBCONTRACTS ’
Ebert Construction Rough Carpentry Invi# 19520-01807 7,540.06
- Total SUBCONTRACTS T 7,540.06
Carpentry Materials and Install Sub-Total: 7,540.06
Architectural Metal Panels
SUBCONTRACTS )
Atomic Arch. Sheet Metal Inc. Metal Wall Panels Inv# 19520-01807 1,322.00
Total SUBCONTRACTS T 1,322.00
Architectural Metal Panels Sub-Total: 1,322.00
EPDM Rgoﬁng
SUBCONTRACTS
Granite City Roofing, Inc ’ Roofing : Invi# 19520-01804 2,538.00
Total SUBCONTRACTS T 2,538.00
EPDM Roofing Sub-Total: 2,538.00
Doors, Frames, and Hardware - Materials
SUBCONTRACTS
Bredemus Hardware Company Doors and Frames Invit 19520-01804 2,269.32
Total SUBCONTRACTS T 2,269.32
Doors, Frames, and Hardware - Materials Sub-Total: 2,269.32
Accordian Security Doors
SUBCONTRACTS .
Won-Door Corporation Sliding Security Doors [[4)%:2 19520-01802 811.00
Total SUBCONTRACTS T 811.00
Accordian Security Doors Sub-Total: 811.00
Aluminum Framed Storefronts & Entrances
SUBCONTRACTS
Top Lite Contract Glazing Inc. Glass Invi# 19520-01807 1,680.00
Total SUBCONTRACTS ‘ T 1,680.00
Iminum Framed Storefronts & Entrances Sub-Total: 1,680.00

Gypsum Board Assemblies




DocuSign Envelope ID: CSBEEBIC7-C3C9-4D96-8A4A-B5D41653A8BF

INVOICE

From RIM Constructlon, LLC - - . . Invo‘ii:e? ‘ 018013
830 BooneAvenue North . . . Invo:ceDate-'; 09/30/21
;Golden,vauey,MN 55427 - ... Ducbates = 10/30/21

. . D(sc Date:
'Tq:_ "Clty of Ramsey

7550 Sunwood Drlve NW
- Ramsey, MN 55303

Cohtraq:t: 19520—018‘01 Ci‘typ‘f Ramséy PublicWorké .

Gypsum Board Assemblies

SUBCONTRACTS
RTL Construction, Inc. Drywall Invi# 19520-01809 6,600.40
Total SUBCONTRACTS T 6,600.40
Gypsum Board Assemblies Sub-Total: m
Painting I
SUBCONTRACTS
Swanson & Youngdale, Inc. Painting Invi# 1 9520-01804 11,081.00
' Total SUBCONTRACTS T 11,081.00
Painting Sub-Total: —m
Lockers
SUBCONTRACTS
Olympus Lockers & Storage Lockers Inv# ~ 19520-01802 50,087.00
Total SUBCONTRACTS " 50,087.00
Lockers Sub-Total: m
Window Treatments
SUBCONTRACTS .
American Drapery Systems, Inc. Window Coverings Invit 19520-01802 949.77
' Total SUBCONTRACTS : T 94977
Window Treatments Sub-Total: 949.77
Vehicle Lifts
SUBCONTRACTS ) .
Midwest Lift Works LLC ‘ Vehicle Lifts Invi 19520-01802 186,188.71
‘ Total SUBCONTRACTS " 186,188.71
Vehicle Lifts Sub-Total: ~ 186,188.71
Fire Supression Systems
SUBCONTRACTS * . )
Brothers Fire Protection Fire Protection Invi# 19520-01806 6,152.70
Total SUBCONTRACTS T 615270
Fire Supression Systems Sub-Total: 6,152.70
Plumbing Systems
SUBCONTRACTS
Klamm Mechanical Contractors Plumbing Inv# 18520-01809 67,673.96
Total SUBCONTRACTS T e7e73%6
Plumbing Systems Sub-Total: m

Electrical Systems




DocuSign Envelope ID: C5EEBSC7-C3C9-4D96-8A4A-B5D41653A8BF

INVOICE

From RJM Constructmn LLC -
, 830 Boone Avenue North ,
Golden Valley, MN 55427 -

To: Clty of Ramsey ;
. ,7550 Sunwood Drlve NW
: 'Ramsey, MN 55303 ~

camr’ac"t;: 1952&01‘80’ 'City of Ramsay Public Works

Electrical Systems

SUBCONTRACTS
Wolf River Electric Electrical

Electrical

Asphalt Paving

SUBCONTRACTS
Northland Paving LLC ‘ Asphalt Paving

Site Concrete

SUBCONTRACTS
Stapf Concrete Construction, Inc Site Concrete

Landscaping

SUBCONTRACTS
Peterson Companies, Inc. Landscaping

General Conditions & Requirements

SUBCONTRACTS
RJM Construction, LLC General Requirements

‘ Ih‘vorfce:
Invoice Date:

_ DueDate:

Disc Date:

v 19520-01808
1952001809

Total SUBCONTRACTS
Electrical Systems Sub-Total:

v 19520-01803

Totai SUBCONTRACTS
Asphalt Paving Sub-Total:

Invé# 19520-01805

Total SUBCONTRACTS
Site Concrete Sub-Total:

Inv# 19520-01803

Total SUBCONTRACTS
Landscaping Sub-Total:

Inv# 9520018013
Total SUBCONTRACTS

General Conditions & Requirements Sub-Total:

Contractors Fee

SUBCONTRACTS
RJM Construction, LLC Contractors Fee

Contractors Fee

Inv# 9520018012
9520018013

Total SUBCONTRACTS
Contractors Fee Sub-Total:

018043
09/30/21°
10/30/21

61,269.75
70,025.50

131,295.25
131,295.25

177,359.96

177,359.96
177,359.96

5,229.00

5,229.00
5,229.00

58,181.17

58,181.17
___smeiay

96,733.36

96,733.36

___ %7333

0.00
13,422.05

~ 13,422.05

13,422.05




DocuSign Envelope 1D: C5EEBYC7-C3C9-4D96-8A4A-BED41653A8BF

INVOICE
lSummary I

INVOICE TOTAL:

1A Special Inspections
Retainage

3C Polished and Sealed Concrete
Retainage

6A Carpentry Materials and Install
Retainage

7B Architectural Metal Panels
Retainage

7C EPDM Roofing
Retainage .

855,920.92 @
855,920.92@
855,920.92@
855,929.92@

855,920.92 @

8A Doors, Frames, and Hardware - Materials

Retainage

8C Accordian Security Doors
Retainage '

855,920.92@

855,020,092 @

8E Aluminum Framed Storefronts & Entrances

Retainage

9A Gypsum Board Assemblies
Retainage

9E Painting
Retainage

10C Lockers
Retainage

12A Window Treatments
Retainage

14A Vehicle Lifts
Retainage

21A Fire Supression Systems
Retainage

22A Plumbing Systems
Retainage

26A Electrical Systems
Retainage

32A Asphalt Paving
Retainage

32B Site Concrete
Retainage

32D Landscaping

855,920.92@
855,920.92@
855,920.92 @
855,920.92 @
855,920.92@
855,020.92@
855,920.92@
855,920.92@
855,920.92@
855,920.02@

855,920.92@

5.00%

5.00%

5.00%

5.00%

5.00%

5.00%

5.00%

5.00%

5.00%

5.00%

5.00%

5.00%

5.00%

5.00%

5.00%

5.00%

5.00%

5.00%

855,921.71

0.00

28,807.00
{1,440.35)

7,540.06
(377.00)

1,322.00
(66.10)

2,538.00
(126.90)

2,269.32
(113.46)

811.00
(40.55)

1,680.00
(84.00)

6,600.40
(330.02)

11,081.00
(554.05)

50,087.00
(2,504.35)

949.77
(47.49)

186,188.71
(9,309.44)

*6,152.70
(307.63)

67,673.96
(3,383.69)

131,295.25
(6,564.75)

177,359.96
(8,867.99)

5,229,00
(261.45)

58,181.17
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INVOICE

Retainage 855,020.92@

01-00 General Conditions & Requirements
Retainage 855,920.92@

99.99 Contractors Fee
Retainage _ 855,920.92@

CURRENT DUE :

5.00%

5.00%

5.00%

(2,909.06)

96,733.36
(4,836.67)

13,422.05

(671.10)

813,125.66




CC Regular Session 5.12.
Meeting Date:  10/26/2021

Submitted For: Bruce Westby, Engineering/Public Works

By: Marsha Weidner, Engineering/Public Works

Information
Title

Adopt Resolution #21-298 Authorizing Partial Payment No. 3 to North Valley, Inc. for Improvement Project
#21-03, for Business Park 95 Street Reconstruction.

Purpose/Background:
Resolution and Pay Request (Attached).

Funding Source:
This work is being funded by Pavement Management Funds and $250,000 in reallocated 2020 general funds.

Recommendation:

The Engineer Technician IV has inspected the completed work and recommends partial payment No. 3 to North
Valley, Inc. of Nowthen, Minnesota, for Improvement Project #21-03, Business Park 95 Street Reconstruction, in
the amount of $33,990.06.

Action:

Motion to adopt Resolution #21-298 authorizing partial payment No. 3 to North Valley, Inc. of Nowthen,
Minnesota, for Improvement Project #21-03, Business Park 95 Street Reconstruction, in the amount of $33,990.06

Attachments
Resolution
Pay Request
Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Bruce Westby Bruce Westby 10/16/2021 01:34 PM
Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 10/21/2021 02:08 PM
Form Started By: Marsha Weidner Started On: 10/15/2021 12:04 PM

Final Approval Date: 10/21/2021



Councilmember introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption:
RESOLUTION #21-298

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING PARTIAL PAYMENT NO. 3 TO NORTH VALLEY,
INC. FOR IMPROVEMENT PROJECT #21-03, FOR BUSINESS PARK 95 STREET
RECONSTRUCTION

WHEREAS, the City of Ramsey proposes to reconstruct streets within the Business Park
95 subdivision including McKinley Street, Unity Street, Radium Street, and 140" Avenue in
2021 as identified in the 2021-2030 Capital Improvement Program; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Ramsey City Council resolution #20-259, adopted November
10, 2020, the City Council accepted the quotes of Bolton & Menk, Inc. to provide topographic
survey services and Chosen Valley Testing for the geotechnical evaluation services required to
design and prepare plans and specifications for said improvements; and

WHEREAS, City Staff received the topographic survey and geotechnical evaluations
and has the capacity to prepare plans and specifications for improvement project #21-03,
Business Park 95 Street Reconstructions; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Ramsey City Council resolution #21-010, adopted January 12,
2021, the City Engineer has prepared plans and specifications for the purpose of advertising for
bids for the same improvements; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Ramsey City Council resolution #21-060, adopted March 23,
2021, the City Council approved final plans and specifications as prepared by the City Engineer
and authorized advertisement for bids for said improvements; and

WHEREAS, five (5) bids were received, opened, and tabulated on April 19, 2021, and
the following bids were found to comply with the approved plans and specifications and
advertisements for bids; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Ramsey City Council Resolution #21-106 adopted April 27,
2021, the bid of North Valley, Inc., of Nowthen, Minnesota, in the amount of $942,685.58, for
the construction of said improvements was accepted, and the Mayor and City Administrator were
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; and

WHEREAS, as of October 26, 2021 $916,882.28 has been paid to date; and

WHEREAS, the Engineer Technician IV has inspected the completed work and
recommends partial payment No. 3 to North Valley, Inc. of Nowthen, Minnesota, for
Improvement Project #21-03, Business Park 95 Street Reconstruction, in the amount of

$33,990.06.



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

1) That the City Council hereby authorizes partial payment No. 3 to North Valley, Inc. of
Nowthen, Minnesota for Improvement Project #21-03, Business Park 95 Street

Reconstruction, in the amount of $33,990.06.

2) The City Council authorizes the Mayor and City Administrator to sign the release form
for this payment.

3) The total amount of this payment is not included in resolutions approving payment of
bills for the date of October 26, 2021.

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

The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Councilmember
, and upon vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor thereof:

and the following voted against the same:

and the following abstained:

and the following were absent:

Whereupon said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted by the Ramsey City Council this
the 26th day of October, 2021.

Mayor

ATTEST:

City Clerk

Resolution #21-298
Page 2 of 2



Pay Estimate Summary Sheet

Estimate Number: 3 Partial

Project Number; 21-03

Project Name; Business Park 95 Street Reconstruction

Period Ending September 30, 2021

Contractor: -North Valley, Inc.

Address: 20015 Iguana Street NW, Suite 100, Nowthen, MN 55330

1 Original Contract Amount $  942,685.58

2 Change Order(s) No. ___1 ThruNo. _1 $ ' 9,750.00

3 Total Funds Encumbered ’ $  952,435.58

4 Value of Work Completed $ 950,872.34
Value of Work Remaining = § 1,563.24
Percent Complete ‘ 100%

5 Retainage 5 % 47,543.62

6  Previous Payment(s) 869,338,66

7  Deductions or Charges

8  Total Retainage, Payments & Deductions (Lines 5+6+7) $ 916,882.28
Payment Due (Lines 4-8) $ 33,990.06

Certification of Partial Payment

North Valley, Inc. Timothy P. Erickson

| hereby certify that, to the best of my knowledge and belief, all ltems, quantities and prices of work and material shown on
this Estimate are correct and that all work has been performed in full accordance with the terms and conditions of the
Contract for this project between owner and the undersigned Contractor, and as amended by any authorized changes and
the.foregoing is a true and correct statement of the contract amount for the period covered by this estimate.

Contractor Name Print Name

Secretary/Treasurer A) Z

Title ' . Signatufe”
October 14, 2021
Date
City of Ramsey Approval
/Ay s
(g FZ ety :
Sngé’iure (Project Engineer) Date
By (i (15 (2
Signature (City Engineer) Date ,

Pay Estimate Page 1 of 4
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CC Regular Session 5.13.
Meeting Date:  10/26/2021

Submitted For: Joe Feriancek, Engineering/Public Works

By: Joe Feriancek, Engineering/Public Works

Information
Title:

Adopt Resolution #21-299 Ordering Plans and Specifications for Improvement Project #22-01, Sunwood Drive and
Waco Street Reconstruction

Purpose/Background:

Purpose:
The purpose of this case is to adopt Resolution #21-299 Ordering Plans and Specifications for Improvement Project
#22-01, Sunwood Drive and Waco Street Reconstruction.

Background:

City Improvement Project 22-01 proposes to reconstruct Sunwood Drive between Trunk Highway 47 and Waco

Street, and Waco Street between Sunwood Drive and 150th Avenue. The streets total approximately 2,500 linear
feet (0.48 miles) in length, and are 45 feet wide back of curb to back of curb. A figure showing the project scope
and a street segment summary is attached to this case.

On July 13, 2021, the Ramsey City Council ordered the City Engineer to request proposals for Topographic
Survey, Geotechnical Evaluations and Utility Testing for proposed 2022 Pavement Management Program projects,
including IP 22-01. On August 8, 2021, the Ramsey City Council awarded a proposal to Hakanson Anderson for
topographic survey, and Haugo Geotechnical Services for a geotechnical report of the project area. On August 24,
2021, the Ramsey City Council awarded a proposal to Hydro-Klean, LLC for cleaning and televising the sanitary
and storm sewer, and Water Conservation Services, Inc. for watermain leak testing of the project area.

Engineering Staff has completed an initial review of the topographic survey and geotechnical report, determining
the requirements of the proposals have been met. The initial review of the geotechnical report revealed sub-base
materials which are conducive for good compaction and suitable for both utility installation and street construction.
The report will be further consulted by Staff during project design.

Sunwood Drive and Waco Street were included in the Ground Penetrating Radar (GPR) Pavement Evaluation
performed by Braun Intertec. This data provides bituminous and aggregate base thickness information. The GPR
data is included in the street segment summary attached to this case.

Sunwood Drive and Waco Street are Municipal State Aid (MSA) streets, and must be designed to MSA standards.
Waco Street between Sunwood Drive and 150th Avenue varies from the segment widths north and south, which are
a 32-foot urban section to the south and a 24-foot rural section to the north. If parking is removed on one side of the
street, the pavement width can be reduced to between 32 and 34 feet as measured to the face of curb. Staff proposes
to compare the estimated cost of leaving Waco Street at it's current width versus the upfront, and expected life cycle
costs, to reduce the width. Staff will share this cost comparison information with the City Council at a future
meeting and will request direction on which option to move forward. If the option to reduce the width is moved
forward, a No Parking Resolution would be required prior to MSA project approval.

These streets will also be required to meet an MSA 10-ton design standard. Based off traffic counts taken by Staff
of 1,800 Average Daily Vehicles (ADT) on Sunwood Drive and 600 ADT on Waco Street, the proposed pavement
section will be approximately 9 inches thick; 5 inches new bituminous pavement and 4” aggregate base. These
numbers will be confirmed during project design, as a closer look is taken at the geotechnical report and GPR



summary. The proposed reconstruction process is to use full-depth reclamation, re-use the reclamation material as
aggregate base, place new bituminous pavement on top after removing excess reclamation material. With this
process the existing concrete curb and gutter would remain in-place and spot repairs would be performed. If the
option to narrow the street width of Waco Street is chosen, additional concrete curb and gutter removals and
driveway extensions would be required, as well as additional turf restoration.

Municipal utilities exist in the project area including water, sewer, and storm sewer systems. There are no
anticipated repairs to the sanitary sewer or watermain. The sanitary sewer was cleaned and televised, and the
watermain was leak tested, with no leaks discovered. There are two storm sewer systems within the project area. A
local system which directs stormwater runoff into catch basins along the streets and through piping into the
stormwater pond located at the northeast quadrant of Sunwood Drive and Trunk Highway 47. A trunk storm water
system takes runoff from the pond and directs it through storm manholes and larger pipe, which eventually outlets
to the Rum River, east of Waco Street. Initial review of the storm sewer televising indicates some minor pipe
repairs will be necessary. Additionally, during design Staff will evaluate the need of any improvements to the river
outlet, focusing on storm water quality controls.

Estimated project costs per the proposed 2022 — 2031 CIP are $405,000. Estimated costs include 23-percent
indirect costs for administrative, engineering, finance and legal costs. Staff proposes to create the plans and
specifications in-house as part of their normal duties.

The street improvements proposed with this project are identified in the City’s current 10-year CIP, and can be
funded using a combination of MSA Funds, and Storm Water Utility Funds. This project would best be constructed
as a stand-alone project and is necessary, feasible, and cost-effective from an engineering standpoint, and can be
constructed as proposed herein.

The proposed improvements are designated as City Improvement Project #22-01, Sunwood Drive and Waco Street
Reconstruction

Notification:
Notifications are not required for this case.

Time Frame/Observations/Alternatives:

Motion to adopt Resolution #21-299 ordering plans and specifications for improvement project #22-01, Sunwood
Drive and Waco Street Reconstruction.

Funding Source:
Funding for this improvement is proposed to come from the MSA Fund and Stormwater Utility Fund.

o (MSA) Street Project Cost $368,000
e Storm Sewer Project Cost $37,000
e Total Estimated Project Cost $405,000

Recommendation:

Staff recommends adopting Resolution #21-299 ordering plans and specifications for improvement project #22-01,
Sunwood Drive and Waco Street Reconstruction.

The Ramsey Public Works Committee reviewed this project on October 19, 2021. The committee recommended
City Council authorization ordering Staff to prepare plans and specifications. Additionally, the committee
recommends Staff bring a case forward to City Council at a later date to decide between the alternatives of reducing
the width of Waco Street or leaving the width as existing. Staff plans to present this case at a November City
Council meeting.

Outcome/Action:



Adopt Resolution #21-299 ordering plans and specifications for improvement project #22-01, Sunwood Drive and
Waco Street Reconstruction.

Attachments
22-01 Street Segment Summary

22-01 Geotechnical Report
22-01 Project Scope

22-01 Project Location
Res #21-299

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Bruce Westby Joe Feriancek 10/19/2021 07:41 AM

Bruce Westby Bruce Westby 10/21/2021 06:17 AM

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 10/21/2021 02:16 PM

Form Started By: Joe Feriancek Started On: 10/18/2021 09:30 AM

Final Approval Date: 10/21/2021



IP 22-01 Sunwood Drive & Waco Street Reconstruction

Street Segment Summary

Street Description Street History GPR Summary
. . . Avg Avg Avg
Length 202 Maint. Maint. Maint.
Street Segment Description eng Curb 020 Year Built ain ain ain HMA | Agg.Base| Section
(feet) PASER 1 2 3 . N !
(inches) | (inches) | (inches)
SC SC s¢
Sunwood Drive TH 47 / Waco Street 1,826 conc. 4 1985 1992 2006 2013 4.20 3.25 7.38
. SC
Waco Street Sunwood Drive / 150th Avenue 705 conc. 3 1992 2006 3.86 n/a* n/a*
* GPR not able to detect Agg. Base
Total Length 2,531 0.48 mi
v: Sunwood Drive (Waco St to TH47)

Depth (inches)

Depth (inches)

GPR Summary:
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October 1, 2021 Project Number: 21-0832

Ms. Marsha Weidner

City of Ramsey

City of Ramsey Municipal Center
7550 Sunwood Drive NW
Ramsey, MN 55303

RE: Geotechnical Exploration Report, IP 22-01 Sunwood Drive and Waco Street
Reconstruction, Ramsey, Minnesota
Dear Ms. Weidner:

We have completed the geotechnical exploration report for the IP 22-01 Sunwood Drive and
Waco Street Reconstruction project in Ramsey, Minnesota.

Very briefly; 6 bituminous cores and 6 soil borings were advanced along the roadway
alignments to determine existing bituminous pavement section thicknesses and to

characterize subsurface soil and groundwater conditions.

Specific details regarding our procedures, results and recommendations follow in the attached
geotechnical exploration report.

Thank you for the opportunity to assist you on this project. If you have any questions or need
additional information, please contact Lucas Mol or Paul Gionfriddo at 612-729-2959.

Sincerely,

Haugo GeoTechnical Services, LLC

oo Iml— (2t Yo

Lucas Mol Paul S. Gionfriddo, P.E.
Project Manager Senior Engineer

2825 Cedar Avenue S, Minneapolis, MN 55407



GEOTECHNICAL EXPLORATION REPORT

PROJECT:

IP 22-01 Sunwood Drive and Waco Street Reconstruction
Ramsey, Minnesota.

PREPARED FOR:

City of Ramsey
City of Ramsey Municipal Center
7550 Sunwood Drive NW
Ramsey, MN 55303

PREPARED BY:

Haugo GeoTechnical Services LLC
2825 Cedar Avenue S
Minneapolis, MN 55407

Haugo GeoTechnical Services Project: 21-0832

October 1, 2021

I hereby certify that this plan, specification, or report was prepared by me or under my
direct supervision and that I am a duly Registered Professional Engineer under the laws of
the State of Minnesota.

(2.t St

Paul Gionfriddo, P.E.
Senior Engineer
License Number: 23093




Table of Contents

1.0 INTRODUCTION
1.1 Project Description
1.2 Purpose
1.3 Site Description
1.4 Scope of Services
1.5 Documents Provided
1.6 Locations and Elevations

2.0 FIELD PROCEDURES

3.0 RESULTS
3.1 Pavement Section
3.2 Soil Conditions
3.3 Groundwater
3.4 Laboratory Tests
3.5 OSHA Soil Classification

4.0 DISCUSSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS
4.1 Proposed Construction
4.2 Discussion
4.3 Utility Recommendations
4.4 Pavement Recommendations
4.5 Materials

5.0 CONSTRUCTION CONSIDERATIONS
5.1 Excavation
5.2 Observations
5.3 Backfill and Fills
5.4 Testing
5.5 Winter Construction

6.0 PROCEDURES
6.1 Soil Classification
6.2 Groundwater Observations

7.0 GENERAL
7.1 Subsurface Variations
7.2 Review of Design
7.3 Groundwater Fluctuations
7.4 Use of Report
7.5 Level of Care

APPENDIX
Boring Location Sketch
Soil Boring Logs, SB-01 thru SB-06
Descriptive Terminology
Core Photos (6)

OOV WVWVWWYW NI UIU TR R WWW N NNR R R RE e,

e

e
o oo

N =gy
N N e ==

—_
N



1.0 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Project Description

The City of Ramsey (City) is preparing to complete roadway improvement projects within 3
general areas of the City during the 2022 construction season. These areas include; the Sunwood
Drive and Waco Street, the Autumn Heights Area and the West Pond Hills 2nd - 5th Area. To aid
in preparing design and construction documents the City solicited bids to perform a geotechnical
exploration within each of the 3 areas.

Haugo GeoTechnical Services (HGTS), was the successful bidder for the 3 projects. This report
presents the results of 6 soil borings and 6 bituminous cores obtained along Sunwood Drive and
Waco Street.

1.2 Purpose

The purpose of this geotechnical exploration was to determine existing bituminous pavement
section thicknesses, characterize subsurface soil and groundwater conditions and provide
recommendations for roadway design and construction.

1.3 Site Description

The streets slated for improvement include Sunwood Drive from its intersection with St. Francis
Boulevard (aka Highway 47) to its intersection with Waco Street and Waco Street from its
intersection with Sunwood Drive and extending north to about the intersection with 150t Avenue
NW. Total length of the alignment was estimated to be about 2,500 feet.

Sunwood Drive and Waco Street are 2-lane bituminous surfaced, residential roadways that
provide access to numerous single-family homes on the east side of St. Francis Boulevard. Because
of the fairly large number of homes in the area it is possible the roadways could be classified as
“collector” routes.

Each of the streets slated for improvement was noted to contain numerous cracks, both
longitudinal and transverse cracks as well as some “alligator” cracking. We also observed several
patched areas.

1.4 Scope of Services

Our scope of services was performed in accordance with the City of Ramey REQUEST FOR
PROPOSAL, PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT PROGRAM, 2022 PROJECTS issued on July 20, 2021.
Our scope of service for the Sunwood Drive and Waco Street project included the following tasks:

e Performing 6 standard penetration test borings each to a nominal depth of 14 V% feet.

e Coring the pavement at 6 locations to measure the thickness of the existing bituminous
and aggregate base.

e Visually/manually classifying samples recovered from the soil borings.

e Performing laboratory tests on selected samples.



e DPreparing soil boring logs describing the materials encountered and the results of
groundwater level measurements.

e Preparing an engineering report describing soil and groundwater conditions and
providing recommendations for roadway construction/reconstruction.

1.5 Documents Provided

We were provided with a 10-page Request for Proposal (RFP) prepared by the City of Ramsey.
Very briefly, the RFP included but was not limited to; a description of the project, a scope of
services, soil boring requirements, contractual requirements, schedule and a bid form. The RPF
also included soil boring location sketches. The plan sheets showed the proposed streets slated
for improvement and provided stationing at the proposed boring locations.

1.6 Locations and Elevations

The boring and core locations were selected by the City of Ramsey and marked in the field in
advance our field work. The approximate boring and associated core locations are shown on the
Figure in the appendix. The boring location sketch is the figure provided in the RFP.

HGTS obtained the GPS coordinates and ground surface elevations at the soil boring locations
using GPS technology based on the Minnesota County Coordinate System. GPS coordinates and
the ground surface elevations are shown on Figure 2 in the Appendix.

2.0 FIELD PROCEDURES

The 6 standard penetration test borings were advanced on September 13th and 14th, 2021 by HGTS
with a rotary drilling rig, using continuous flight augers to advance the boreholes. Representative
samples were obtained from the borings, using the split-barrel sampling procedures in general
accordance with ASTM Specification D-1586. In the split-barrel sampling procedure, a 2-inch O.D.
split-barrel spoon is driven into the ground with a 140-pound hammer falling 30 inches. The
number of blows required to drive the sampling spoon the last 12 inches of an 18-inch penetration
is recorded as the standard penetration resistance value, or "N" value. The results of the standard
penetration tests are indicated on the boring logs. The samples were sealed in containers and
provided to HGTS for testing and soil classification.

A field log for each boring was prepared by the HGTS drill crew. The logs contained visual
classifications of the soil materials encountered during drilling, as well as the driller's
interpretation of the subsurface conditions between samples and water observation notes. The
final boring logs included with this report represent an interpretation of the field logs and include
modifications based on visual/manual method observation of the samples.

The soil boring logs, general terminology for soil description and identification, and classification
of soils for engineering purposes are also included in the appendix. The soil boring logs identify
and describe the materials encountered, the relative density or consistency based on the Standard
Penetration resistance (N-value, “blows per foot”) and groundwater observations.



The strata changes were inferred from the changes in the samples and auger cuttings. The depths
shown as changes between strata are only approximate. The changes are likely transitions,
variations can occur beyond the location of the borings.

The bituminous cores were obtained on September 22, 2021 with a 4-inch diameter diamond
studded core barrel using wet coring techniques. Shallow hand auger borings were then advanced
through the aggregate base or possible aggregate base to aid in measuring its thickness.

3.0 RESULTS

3.1 Pavement Section

Each of the 6 soil borings were taken within an existing bituminous surfaced roadway. The
pavement sections consisted of varying thicknesses of bituminous and aggregate base or Possible
aggregate base. The observed pavement section thicknesses are summarized in Table 1 below.
Photographs of the pavement cores are included in the Appendix.

Table 1. Summary of Existing Roadway Section

Approximate Approximate
Boring Station Bituminous Aggregate Base Subgrade Soil
Number Thickness Thickness Type
(inches)t (inches)t
Sunwood Drive
SB-01 1+00 3% 6 SP
SB-02 7+00 4% 7 SP
SB-03 13+00 3% 62 SP
SB-04 18+29 5 7 SP
Waco Street
SB-05 5+00 5 51 SP
SB-06 8+85 6% 11 SP

SB = Soil Boring SP = Poorly Graded Sand

3.2 Soil Conditions

Beneath the pavement section the soil borings encountered native alluvial deposits that extended
to the termination depths of the borings. The native alluvial deposits consisted of fine to coarse
grained poorly graded sand that contained varying amounts of gravel. The sands generally
correspond to the ASTM Classification SP.

N-Values within the native sands ranged from 1 to 24 bpf. These values indicate the sands had a
very loose to medium dense relative density.



3.3 Groundwater

Groundwater was encountered in soil boring SB-2 at about 12 below the ground surface
corresponding to about elevations 855 4. Groundwater was not observed in the remaining
borings. The observed water levels are summarized in Table 2.

Table 2. Summary of Groundwater Levels

Boring Ground Surface Approximate Approximate
Number Elevation (ft) Depth to Groundwater
Groundwater (ft)* Elevation (ft)*
SB-01 874.3 NE -
SB-02 867.5 12 855 12
SB-03 871.8 NE -
SB-04 881.4 NE -
SB-05 879.6 NE -
SB-06 881.5 NE -

* = Depths and Elevations were rounded to the nearest 2 foot. NE = Not Encountered

We made water level measurements in the borings at the times and under the conditions stated
on the boring logs. The period of observation was relatively short and fluctuations in the
groundwater level may occur due to rainfall, flooding, irrigation, spring thaw, drainage, and other
seasonal and annual factors not evident at the time the observations were made. The intensity
and duration of these events or factors can significantly impact groundwater levels. In addition,
“extreme” weather events or other events, such as flooding, spring thaw, etc., could result in
groundwater levels higher than estimated or anticipated. Groundwater monitoring wells or
piezometers in conjunction with deeper borings would be required to more accurately determine
water levels.

3.4 Laboratory Tests

Six (6) laboratory moisture content tests and 6 percent passing the #200 sieve (P-200) tests were
performed on selected samples of the aggregate base or possible aggregate base materials.
Laboratory P-200 contents of the aggregate base materials ranged from about 6 %2 percent to 11
percent. It should be noted that the aggregate base materials appeared to contain very little
“gravel” and for that reason the material was described as possible aggregate base. Table 3 below
provides a summary of the laboratory testing. Laboratory moisture contents and P-200 contents
are also shown on the boring logs adjacent to the samples tested.

Table 2. Summary of Laboratory Analysis

Boring Sample Depth Moisture P-200

Number (feet) Content (%)* (%)*
SB-01 AU-1 Possible Agg Base 3% 11
SB-02 AU-8 Possible Agg Base 3 7%
SB-03 AU-15 Possible Agg Base 4 7
SB-04 AU-22 Possible Agg Base 7 6%
SB-05 AU-29 Possible Agg Base 3 7
SB-06 AU-37 Possible Agg Base 3 7

*Moisture contents and P-200 contents were rounded to the nearest %2 percent.



3.5 OSHA Soil Classification

The soil encountered in the borings consisted of poorly graded sand corresponding to the ASTM
Classifications SP. The soils identified in the boring will generally be Type C soils under
Department of Labor Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) guidelines.

An OSHA-approved qualified person should review the soil classification in the field. Excavations
must comply with the requirements of OSHA 29 CFR, Part 1926, Subpart P, “Excavations and
Trenches.” This document states excavation safety is the responsibility of the contractor. The
project specifications should reference these OSHA requirements.

4.0 DISCUSSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

4.1 Proposed Construction

This project will include improving Sunwood Drive from its intersection with St. Francis
Boulevard (aka Highway 47) to its intersection with Waco Street and Waco Street from its
intersection with Sunwood Drive and extending north to about the intersection with 150t Avenue
NW. Total length of the alignment was estimated to be about 2,500 feet.

Based correspondence with the City of Ramsey we understand that street improvements could
include completely removing and replacing the existing pavements or a full-depth reclamation.
We further understand that no sanitary sewer or watermain utilities will be installed as part of
this project. However, the city is assessing the existing sanitary sewer and storm sewer pipes for
damage and is anticipating that some repairs will likely be required. Fixes, if any, will likely be
spot fixes and not wholesale replacement of the pipe networks.

We anticipate that site grading will consist of earthwork necessary for roadway reconstruction
and we do not anticipate any significant changes in the roadway alignment or roadway grades.
Cuts or fills involving permanent grade change, if any, are assumed to be less than 1 feet. Invert
elevations or pipe burial depths for storm sewer sanitary sewer or watermain utilities are
anticipated to be on the order of 5 to 10 feet.

We were not provided any information regarding traffic volumes such as Average Annual Daily
Traffic (AADT) counts or vehicle distribution for the roadways. Information obtained from the
Minnesota Department of Transportation Traffic Mapping Application website indicates that the
2019 traffic count(s) along Sunwood Drive was 1750 vehicles per day. Information regarding
vehicle distribution was not provided. For the purposes of this evaluation, we assumed these
roadways are used mainly by automobiles, light trucks and school buses with some heavier
vehicles such as garbage trucks and UPS or FedEx type delivery vehicles. Based on an AADT of
1750 vehicles we estimate the pavement are subjected to about 265,000 to 270,000 Equivalent Single
Axle Loads (ESAL’s) over a design life of 20 years. Please note the estimated ESAL’s were based
on 2019 traffic data and have not been adjusted for any future growth.

Changes in the nature, design, or location of all or parts of this project may occur. Likewise, if the
proposed traffic volumes exceed these values we should be informed. Additional analyses and
revised recommendations may be necessary.



4.2 Discussion

Roadways Based on a brief review of historical aerial photographs available on Google Earth and
the Anoka County GIS website it appears that the streets were originally built sometime around
1990 thru about 1997 and based on that they appear to be approaching or have exceeded their
assumed 20-year design life.

Observations of the bituminous cores appears to indicate that the roadways were seal coated /chip
coated as evidence by smaller sized aggregate at the surface of the cores. It further appears that
some of the roadways may have been overlaid, especially near soil boring /core 06. The core at
SB-06 was about 6 %2 inches thick or about 1 2 inches thicker, or more, that the cores at soil borings
SB-01 thru SB-05 .

We observed longitudinal and transvers cracks with some “alligator” or fatigue cracking of the
pavement surfaces. The cracking observed could be the result of a combination of factors
including; inadequate pavement thickness, pavement age and possibly frost action/frost heave.

Longitudinal cracking are cracks parallel to the pavement centerline or laydown direction. These
can be caused by poor joint construction, reflective cracking from an underlying layer, fatigue
cracking or top-down cracking resulting from the age of the pavement or due to expansion and
contraction of the pavement surface or increased loads/ traffic on the pavements.

Transverse cracking are cracks perpendicular to the roadway centerline or laydown direction.
These are often caused by shrinkage of the pavement surface, reflective cracking from an
underlying layer or top-down cracking.

Alligator or fatigue cracking can be symptomatic of poor subgrade soils and/or inadequate
pavement thickness.

Aggregate Base An apparent aggregate base layer was observed below the pavements at each
boring location. The aggregate base appeared to contain little gravel and because of that it is
identified as Possible Aggregate Base on the boring logs. Based on our observations the aggregate
base or Possible Aggregate Base may not meet MN/DOT gradation specifications for Class 5
aggregate base. It is possible that the Possible Aggregate base was initially placed as new or virgin
Class 5 aggregate base but has degraded over time due to traffic or possibly due to frost action.

Soils The borings encountered sandy subgrade soils consisting of poorly graded sand
corresponding to the ASTM Classification SP. These soils are considered non-frost susceptible
and are also free draining materials and are well suited for pavement support and.

Where spot fixes of the utilities will occur, we anticipate that the soils excavated for utility repairs
will be reused to the greatest extent possible. The soils encountered in the borings in our opinion
is suitable for reuse. We recommend that any unsuitable materials such as buried topsoil, organic
soils and any soft or otherwise unsuitable materials, if encountered, be removed and replaced with
suitable compacted engineered fill.



Groundwater Ground water was encountered in one of the sol borings (SB-02) at about 12 feet
below the ground surface. With pipe inverts anticipated to bear about 7 to 10 feet below the
ground surface we do not anticipate that groundwater will be encountered during spot utility
repairs and do not anticipate that dewatering will be required.

4.3 Utility Recommendations

Spot utility repairs could be included in this project. We anticipate that the existing utilities bear
at depths ranging from about 5 to 10 feet below the ground surface and at these depths the pipes
likely bear on sandy alluvial soils or compacted engineered fill which in our opinion are suitable
for pipe support. We recommend removing all vegetation, topsoil, organic soils and any soft or
otherwise unsuitable soils, if any, beneath utilities prior to repair or placement.

We assume that open cut excavation techniques will be used for pipe installation. We further
assume that typical excavations depths will be on the order of 5 to 10 feet below the ground
surface. At typical 1:1 excavation backslopes, the excavation will extend about 5 to 10 feet beyond
the edges of the excavation. The excavation may extend into/onto adjacent properties posing a
risk of undermining structures on those properties. In addition, the soils could slough as they are
excavated resulting in side slopes flatter than 1:1 further increasing the horizontal limits of the
excavation. If site constraints will limit the excavation, trench boxes or temporary shoring may be
required.

Backfilling New pavements will be constructed over the top of the utility trench(s) and the soil
excavated for pipe installation will likely be placed back in the excavations, to the greatest extent
possible. As noted above, the soils encountered in the borings in our opinion is suitable for reuse.
We recommend that any buried topsoil, organic soils and any soft or otherwise unsuitable
materials, if encountered, be removed and replaced with suitable compacted engineered fill.

We recommend bedding material be thoroughly compacted around the pipes. We recommend
trench backfill above the pipes be compacted to a minimum of 95 percent beneath pavements, the
exception being within 3 feet of the proposed pavement subgrade, where 100 percent of standard
Proctor density is recommended. In landscaped areas, if any, we recommend a minimum
compaction of 90 percent.

4.4 Pavement Recommendations

The City of Ramsey may have standard plates that dictate bituminous pavement design. If so, we
assume the pavements be designed in accordance with the appropriate standard plates. The
following paragraphs provide general pavement recommendations in the absence of standard
plates.

Reconstruction In areas that will be reconstructed we recommend removing all vegetation and
topsoil, if any, and all pavements, aggregate base, organic soils and any soft or otherwise
unsuitable materials from beneath the pavement subgrade. Prior to placing the aggregate base
(Class 5) we recommend compacting the subgrade soils to provide a more uniform surface and to
identify soft, weak, loose or unstable areas that may require additional subcuts. Backfill, if needed,
to attain pavement subgrade elevation can consist of any mineral soil provided it is free of organic
material or other deleterious materials. However, we recommend additional fill, if needed, consist
of sandy soils similar to the on-site materials.



Granular fill classified as SP or SP-SM should be placed within 65 percent to 105 percent of its
optimum moisture content as determined by the standard Proctor. Other fill soils should be
placed with moisture contents within a range of 1 percentage point below and 3 percentage points
above its optimum moisture content. The upper 3 feet of fill and backfill should be compacted to
a minimum of 100 percent of its standard Proctor maximum dry density.

Full Depth Reclamation For “Full Depth Reclamation” areas there may be instances where the
recommended aggregate base thickness exceeds the existing aggregate base thickness. The
preferred method of pavement repair would be to reclaim the existing bituminous, subcut the
subgrade, replace the reclaim and add additional aggregate base as needed then construct the
bituminous pavement. Subcutting the subgrade may not be feasible or cost effective. As an
alternate it may be possible to use a thicker bituminous pavement along with the existing
aggregate base or possibly subcutting some of the existing aggregate base. Using MN/DOT
granular equivalencies, one (1) inch of bituminous is equivalent to 2.25 inches of MN/DOT Class
5 aggregate base.

R-Values Laboratory tests to determine the soils Hveem Stabilometer R-Value (R-Value) was
beyond the scope of this project. Information provided in the State of Minnesota Department of
Transportation, Geotechnical & Pavement Manual, Part II, indicates that R-Values for granular
materials meeting the ASTM Classification SP can range from 50 to 70. It is our opinion that an R-
Value of 50 can be used for pavement design.

Recommended Pavement Section Thickness

It should be noted that the pavement section presented below is not absolute. Depending on
serviceability expectations, material availability, and cost, there could be circumstances under
which alternative sections will be more practicable.

Based on an estimated R-value of 50 and a maximum of 270,000 ESAL’s we recommend a
pavement section consisting of a minimum of 4 inches of bituminous underlain by a minimum of
6 inches of Class 5 aggregate base.

4.5 Materials

We recommend aggregate base meeting MN/DOT specification 3138 for Class 5 aggregate base.
We recommend the aggregate base be compacted to 100 percent of its maximum standard Proctor
dry density.

We recommend that the bituminous wear and base courses meet the requirement of MN/DOT
specification 2360. We recommend the bituminous pavements be compacted to at least 92% of the
maximum theoretical density.

Pavement reconstruction will likely include installing concrete curb and gutter. We recommend
specifying concrete that has a minimum 28-day compressive strength of 4,000 psi. We recommend
specifying 5 to 8 percent entrained air for exposed concrete to provide resistance to freeze-thaw
deterioration. We recommend slump, air content and compressive strength test of Portland
cement concrete.



5.0 CONSTRUCTION CONSIDERATIONS

5.1 Excavation

The soil encountered in the borings consisted of poorly graded sand corresponding to the ASTM
Classifications SP. The soils identified in the boring will generally be Type C soils under
Department of Labor Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) guidelines.

Temporary excavations in Type C soils should be constructed at a minimum of 1 %2 foot horizontal
to every 1 foot vertical within excavations. Slopes constructed in this manner may still exhibit
surface sloughing. If site constraints do not allow the construction of slopes with these
dimensions, then temporary shoring may be required.

5.2 Observations

A geotechnical engineer or qualified engineering technician should observe the excavation
subgrade to evaluate if the subgrade soils are similar to those encountered in the borings and
adequate to support the proposed construction.

5.3 Backfill and Fills

Site soils that will be excavated and reused as backfill and fill appear to be below their assumed
optimum moisture content. We anticipate it may be necessary to moisture condition (wet) these
soils to achieve the recommended compaction. We recommend that fill and backfill be placed in
lifts not exceeding 4 to 12 inches, depending on the size of the compactor and materials used.

5.4 Testing

We recommend density tests of backfill and fills placed for the proposed roadway and utilities.
Samples of the proposed materials should be submitted to our laboratory prior to placement for
evaluation of their suitability and to determine their optimum moisture content and maximum
dry density (Standard Proctor).

5.5 Winter Construction

If site grading and construction is anticipated to proceed during cold weather, all snow and ice
should be removed from cut and fill areas prior to additional grading and placement of fill. No
fill should be placed on frozen soil and no frozen soil should be used as fill or backfill.

Concrete delivered to the site should meet the temperature requirements of ASTM and/or ACL.
Concrete should not be placed on frozen soil. Concrete should be protected from freezing until
the necessary strength is obtained.



6.0 PROCEDURES

6.1 Soil Classification

The drill crew chief visually and manually classified the soils encountered in the borings in general
accordance with ASTM D 2488, “Description and Identification of Soils (Visual-Manual
Procedure)”. Soil terminology notes are included in the Appendix. The samples were returned
to our laboratory for review of the field classification by a soils engineer. Samples will be retained
for a period of 30 days.

6.2 Groundwater Observations

Immediately after taking the final samples in the bottom of the borings, the holes were checked
for the presence of groundwater. Immediately after removing the augers from the borehole the
holes were once again checked and the depth to water and cave-in depths were noted.

7.0 GENERAL

7.1 Subsurface Variations

The analyses and recommendations presented in this report are based on data obtained from a
limited number of soil borings. Variations can occur away from the borings, the nature of which
may not become apparent until additional exploration work is completed or construction is
conducted. A reevaluation of the recommendations in this report should be made after
performing on-site observations during construction to note the characteristics of any variations.
The variations may result in additional foundation costs and it is suggested that a contingency be
provided for this purpose.

It is recommended that we be retained to perform the observation and testing program during
construction to evaluate whether the design is as expected, if any design changes have affected
the validity of our recommendations, and if our recommendations have been correctly interpreted
and implemented in the designs, specifications and construction methods. This will allow
correlation of the soil conditions encountered during construction to the soil borings and will
provide continuity of professional responsibility.

7.2 Review of Design

This report is based on the design of the proposed structure as related to us for preparation of this
report. It is recommended that we be retained to review the geotechnical aspects of the design
and specifications. With the review we will evaluate whether any changes have affected the
validity of the recommendations and whether our recommendations have been correctly
interpreted and implemented in the design and specifications.
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7.3 Groundwater Fluctuations

We made water level measurements in the borings at the times and under the conditions stated
on the boring logs. The data was interpreted in the text of this report. The period of observation
was relatively short and fluctuations in the groundwater level may occur due to rainfall, flooding,
irrigation, spring thaw, drainage, and other seasonal and annual factors not evident at the time
the observations were made. Design drawings and specifications and construction planning
should recognize the possibility of fluctuations.

7.4 Use of Report

This report is for the exclusive use of City of Ramsey and their design team to use to design the
proposed structure and prepare construction documents. In the absence of our written approval,
we make no representation and assume no responsibility to other parties regarding this report.
The data, analysis and recommendations may not be appropriate for other structures or purposes.
We recommend that parties contemplating other structures or purposes contact us.

7.5 Level of Care

Haugo GeoTechnical Services, LLC has used the degree of skill and care ordinarily exercised
under similar circumstance by members of the profession currently practicing in this locality. No
warranty expressed or implied is made.
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Figure 2: GPS Boring Locations

HGTS# 21-0832

. Elevation Northing Easting
Boring Number (US Survey Feet) Coordinate Coordinate
SB-01 874.3 175074.4 465325.1
SB-02 867.5 175086.0 465927.1
SB-03 871.8 175077.2 466524.4
SB-04 881.4 175093.2 467052.0
SB-05 879.6 175392.9 467068.0
SB-06 881.5 175776.6 467066.7

Referencing Minnesota County Coordinates Basis - Anoka County

2825 Cedar Avenue S, Minneapolis, MN 55407
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Bottom of borehole at 14.5 feet.



Haugo GeoTechnical Services

HAUGD 2825 Cedar Ave South
Minneapolis, MN 55407
Telephone: 612-729-2959
Fax: 763-445-2238

CLIENT _City of Ramsey

PROJECT NUMBER _21-0832

DATE STARTED _9/13/21 COMPLETED _9/13/21
DRILLING CONTRACTOR _HGTS - 120

DRILLING METHOD _Hollow Stem Auger/Split Spoon

LOGGED BY _GD CHECKED BY _JM
NOTES _18+29 Sunwood Drive

BORING NUMBER SB-04

PAGE 1 OF 1

PROJECT NAME _IP 22-01 Sunwood Drive & Waco Street Reconstruction

PROJECT LOCATION _Ramsey, MN

GROUND ELEVATION _881.4 ft
GROUND WATER LEVELS:

HOLE SIZE _3 1/4 inches

AT TIME OF DRILLING _--- Not Encountered

AT END OF DRILLING _--- Not Encountered

AFTER DRILLING _--- Not Encountered

GEOTECH BH PLOTS - GINT STD US LAB.GDT - 10/1/21 07:16 - C:\USERS\HGTS 3\DROPBOX (HGTS)\HAUGO GEOTECHNICAL SERVICES\GINT PROJECT BACKUP\PROJECTS\21-0832 IP 22-01 SUNWOOD DRIVE & WACO STREET RECON.GPJ
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o %)
< L =~ | = [JFINES CONTENT (%)
N o o
0.0 = 20 40 60 80
Approximately 5 Inches of Bituminous Asphalt : : : :
| i (No Apparent Aggregate Base) @ ||
Approximately 7 Inches of Possible Aggregate Base AU 45
] \ P-200=6.5% /el 2 O
- (SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to medium grained, trace Gravel, |§| | | | | vy
brown, moist, very loose to medium dense. (Glacial Outwash)
25 fe
SS 5-6-6
B 23 2y | Ll
5.0 T AU SO
SS 3-3-2
B 24 (5) DU TR OO SN
75 feel N
SS 2-11
B 25 @ |
10.0 F O RS S PP
SS 2-0-1 \
B 26 Q) L (PR UORORE SO AUROESUO
i sS 1-1-1 i """ Py
12.5 27 @ | i
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Bottom of borehole at 14.5 feet.



Haugo GeoTechnical Services

HAUGD 2825 Cedar Ave South
Minneapolis, MN 55407
Telephone: 612-729-2959
Fax: 763-445-2238

CLIENT _City of Ramsey

PROJECT NUMBER _21-0832

DATE STARTED _9/14/21 COMPLETED _9/14/21
DRILLING CONTRACTOR _HGTS - 120

DRILLING METHOD _Hollow Stem Auger/Split Spoon

LOGGED BY _GD CHECKED BY _JM
NOTES 5+00 Waco Street

BORING NUMBER SB-05

PAGE 1 OF 1

PROJECT NAME _IP 22-01 Sunwood Drive & Waco Street Reconstruction
PROJECT LOCATION _Ramsey, MN
GROUND ELEVATION _879.6 ft HOLE SIZE _3 1/4 inches
GROUND WATER LEVELS:

AT TIME OF DRILLING _--- Not Encountered

AT END OF DRILLING _--- Not Encountered

AFTER DRILLING _--- Not Encountered

GEOTECH BH PLOTS - GINT STD US LAB.GDT - 10/1/21 07:16 - C:\USERS\HGTS 3\DROPBOX (HGTS)\HAUGO GEOTECHNICAL SERVICES\GINT PROJECT BACKUP\PROJECTS\21-0832 IP 22-01 SUNWOOD DRIVE & WACO STREET RECON.GPJ
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I 1T '>—-§ EE ;E“é o] 8 PL MC LL
oz % o MATERIAL DESCRIPTION ws |50 O95% |8 '5 —e—A
a |z 1> |8 232 |27 2 20 40 60 80
© < |3 <2 O FINES CONTENT (%) O
0.0 = 20 40 60 80
Approximately 5 Inches of Bituminous Asphalt : : : :
B 7 Approximately 5.5 Inches of Possible Aggregate Base 3| |y
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- \ P-200=7% FRl 20 | | | | iy
| (SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to medium grained, trace Gravel, |W| | | | | i ]
brown, moist, very loose to medium dense. (Glacial Outwash)
25 P ]
SS 4-4-4
B 30 @ | | i
5.0 U ST U Y
SS 2-11
B 31 2) ISR SUUUUN S SO
75 ©eem b
SS 3-5-5
B 32 0y | LT i
10.0
SS 3-4-5
B 33 ©
i Ss 4-6-6
12.5 34 (12)
i (SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to medium grained, trace Gravel,
| brown, moist, medium dense. (Glacial Outwash)
SS 7-11-13
B 35 (24)

Bottom of borehole at 14.5 feet.



Haugo GeoTechnical Services

HAUGD 2825 Cedar Ave South
Minneapolis, MN 55407
Telephone: 612-729-2959
Fax: 763-445-2238

CLIENT _City of Ramsey

PROJECT NUMBER _21-0832

DATE STARTED _9/14/21 COMPLETED _9/14/21
DRILLING CONTRACTOR _HGTS - 120

DRILLING METHOD _Hollow Stem Auger/Split Spoon
LOGGED BY _GD CHECKED BY _JM
NOTES _8+85 Waco Drive

PROJECT NAME
PROJECT LOCATION _Ramsey, MN
GROUND ELEVATION _881.5 ft
GROUND WATER LEVELS:
AT TIME OF DRILLING

BORING NUMBER SB-06

PAGE 1 OF 1

IP 22-01 Sunwood Drive & Waco Street Reconstruction

HOLE SIZE _3 1/4 inches

--- Not Encountered

AT END OF DRILLING _--- Not Encountered

AFTER DRILLING _--- Not Encountered

A SPT N VALUE A
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Approximately 5 Inches of Bituminous Asphalt : : : :
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- — 3 .......................................
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N moist, medium dense. (Glacial Outwash) ~ \@l || |||l
25 pre
SS 4-7-5
N 37 2)y | T
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Bottom of borehole at 14.5 feet.



HAUGO

Descriptive Terminology of Soil

Standard D 2487 - 00
Classification of Soils for Engineering Purposes

R T ii i e e <
mremaronne. (UNified Soil Classification System)

i i i Particle Size ldentification
Criteria for Assigning Group Symbols and Gl L ”
Group Names Using Laboratory Tests ? Group Boulders ..o over 12
Symboll Group Name ® Cobbles ... 371012
s Gravels Clean Gravels C,zdand1=C < 3°¢ GW | Well-graded gravel® Grsgei S
w s
&5 More than 50% of 5% or less fines © Z 3 carse ...l R - (o]
8 g . SOArSE: raation C,<4andlor1>C>3 GP Poorlygraded gravel® |  Fine ... _No. 4 to 3/4"
= g > retained on Gravels with Fines Fines classify as ML or MH GM Silty gravet ¢'¢
2oy ; g - : f (67 111 e s No. 4to No. 10
e No. 4 sieve More than 12% fines ® | Fines classify as CL or CH C Cl fer )
=g £ . = < ayey grave MBI wnsmsnsas No. 10 to No. 40
D N . Sands ] Clean Sands C,=26and1<C <3 Sw Well-graded sand " Fine ... ... No. 40 10 No. 200
h=2 50% or more, of 5% or less fines ' C,<6andlor1>C_>3°¢ spP Poorly graded sand " Silt - <No. 200, PI<4 or
e = coarse fraction F_" Erssity 35 WL or MM M ] s below A" line
o @ ith Fi ines classify as ML or i fah
S5 passes S;“dst:‘“”t“fz'g‘ef - , - iy sapd e CIaY oo <No. 200, PI> 4 and
£ No. 4 sieve + More than 12% ines classify as CL or SC Clayey sand '¢" T~
o g Pl > 7 and plots on or above “A” line CL Lean clay *'"
= a;
= Sil cl Inorganic - i :
25 His and Ciays Pl < 4 or plots below *A” line’ ML Sig* ' m ielatee Density of
oD @ Liquid limit ol - e Cohesionl Soil
223 l6ss than 50 Organic | Laud fimit - oven dried . OL | Crganicclay "™ * onhesioniess soils
E g ;’ Liguid limit - not dried oL Organic silt * 1 ™ © Very loose ... 0to 4 BPF
®o&a ] .| Pl plots on or above “A” line CH |Fatgay*' ™ Loose ... 5t0 10 BPF
BE | Siteandclays | Inorganc (o Lt eiow AT fine MH | Elasticsit* ' @ DA I b < 111030 BOF
o 52 Liquid limit Coe g Ll L Dense ... . 3110 50 BPF
i "S 50 cr more Organic ML HDE GVEn eTiE < 075 OH Organfc c!ay Very dense .. over 50 BPF
B Liguid limit - not dried OH Organic sift® '™ @
Highly Organic Soils Primarily organic matter, dark in color and organic odor PT Peat Consistency of Cohesive Soils
a Based onthe material passing the 3-in {75mm) sieve NSO somezrsonesmamvmnn: (GO HBRR
b. ¥ field sampie contained cobbies or boulders, or both. add “with cobbles or boulders or both’™ to group name. Soft ... ~- 2103 BPF
e €, 3 DgiDy G ={DuF Rather soft . 4t0 5 BPF
v bR i=Tol 1) . 5to 8 BPF
B 30 80 H
d f scil contains>15% sand, add “with sand" to group name: . gﬁ?‘er = g,.:). 1'3{:3;;}:
e Gravels with 5 to 12% fines require dual symbols: i =4 < 1310
GW-GM weil-graded grave! with silt Very stiff oo 17 io 30 BPF
Hard ... over30BPF

GW-GC well-graded grave! with clay
GP-GM  poorly graded gravel with silt
GP-GC  poorly graded gravel with' Blay

i iffines classify as CL-ML, use dual symbol GC-GM or SC-SM.
a. iffines are organic. add "with organicfines” to group name.
h. if soit contains = 15% gravel, add “with gravel” to group name.

L Sandswith 5 to 12% fines require dual symbols:
SW-SM well-graded sand with silt
SW-SC well-graded sand with clay
SP-SM  poorly graded sand with silt
SP-SC  poorly graded sand with clay

If Atterberg limits plot in hatched area, soil is a CL-ML. sitty clay.

i
& If soil contains 1010 29% pius No. 200, add “with sand” or “with gravel” whichever is predominant
I If soitcontains > 30% plus No. 200, predominantly sand. add “sandy” to group name
m If soil contains> 30% plus No. 200 predominantly gravel, add “gravelly” to group name.
7. Pt 2 4 and plots on or above “A” line.
o. Pl <4 or plots below "A” line
p. Piplots on or above "A" line.
q. Plplots below "A” line
60
y
ra
50 el
Ry /
— RN W
E P ‘?‘ Y
-— 40 z @) :
* 7 N
[] # Q‘ ©
o e 9
£ 304 #
= o7
o “
= 20} - o~ A
o bt [e)
T L7 MH or OH
10 =
Tt 4 CL - ,ML ML or OL
4 // 2l
o ¥ L
0 10 16 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110
Liquid Limit (LL)
L.aboratory Tests
[#18] Dry density, pcf ocC Organic content, %
WD Wet density, pcf s Percent of saturation, %
MC Natural moisture content, % 8G Specific gravity
(5 Ligiuid limit, % C Cohesion, psf
PL Plastic timit, % @ Angle of internal friction
Pl Plasticity index, % qu Unconfined compressive strength, psf
P200 % passing 200 sieve qp Pocket penetrometer strength, {sf

Drilling Notes

Standard penetration test borings were advanced by 3 1/4" or 6 1/4”
ID hollow-stem augers unless noted otherwise, Jetting water was used
to clean out auger prior to sampling only where indicated on logs.
Standard penetration test borings are designated by the prefix “ST”
(Split Tube). All samples were taken with the standard 27 OD split-tube
sampler, except where noted.

Power auger borings were advanced by 4" or 6” diameter continuous-
flight, solid-stem augers. Scil classifications and strata depths were in-
ferred from disturbed samples augered to the surface and are, therefore,
somewhat approximate. Power auger borings are designated by the
prefix “B.”

Hand auger borings were advanced manuéily with a 1 1/2" or 3 1/4"
diameter auger and were limited to the depth from which the auger could
be manually withdrawn. Hand auger borings are indicated by the prefix
"H.” i

BPF: Numbers indicate blows per foot recorded in standard penetration
test, also known as “N” value. The sampler was set 6" into undisturbed
sail below the hollow-stem auger. Driving resistances were then counted
for second and third 8" increments and added to get BPF. Where they
differed significantly, they are reported in the following form: 2/12 for the
second and third 8" increments, respectively.

WH: WH indicates the sampler penetrated soil under weight of hammer
and rods alone; driving not reguired.

WR: WR indicates the sampler penetrated soil under weight of rods
alone; hammer weight and driving not required.

TW indicates thin-walled {undisturbed) tube sample.

Note: All tests were run in general accordance with applicable ASTM
standards.

Rev 7/07



1P 22-01 Sunwood Drive

1P 22-01 Sunwood Drive and Waco Street

and Waco Street Reconstruction
Reconstruction

Photo # 1. Core SB-01, 1+00 Sunwood Drive. Photo # 2. Core SB-02, 7+00 Sunwood Drive.

IP 22-01 Sunwood Drive
and Waco Street
Reconstruction

IP 22-01 Sunwood Drive
and Waco Street
Reconstruction

Photo # 3. Core SB-03, 13+00 Sunwood Drive. Photo # 4. Core SB-04, 18+29 Sunwood Drive.
Haugo GeoTechnical Services Sunwood Drive % Waco Street Reconstruction Core Photos
2825 Cedar Avenue South Ramsey, Minnesota

Minneapolis, MN 55407 HGTS Project No. 21-0832



1P 22-01 Sunwood Drive
and Waco Street
Reconstruction

1P 22-01 Sunwood Drive
and Waco Street
Reconstruction

Photo # 5. Core SB-05, 5+00 Waco Street. Photo # 6. Core SB-06, 8+85 Waco Street.
Haugo GeoTechnical Services Sunwood Drive % Waco Street Reconstruction Core Photos
2825 Cedar Avenue South Ramsey, Minnesota

Minneapolis, MN 55407 HGTS Project No. 21-0832
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Councilmember introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption:
RESOLUTION #21-299

RESOLUTION ORDERING PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
#22-01, SUNWOOD DRIVE AND WACO STREET RECONSTRUCTION.

WHEREAS, the City of Ramsey proposes to reconstruct Sunwood Drive between Trunk
Highway 47 and Waco Street, and Waco Street between Sunwood Drive and 150" Avenue; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Ramsey City Council resolution #21-194, adopted July 13, 2021, the
City Council ordered the City Engineer to request proposals for Topographic Survey, Geotechnical
Evaluations and Utility Testing for proposed 2022 Pavement Management Program projects, including IP
22-01; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Ramsey City Council Resolution #21-224, adopted August 8", 2021,
the City Council awarded a proposal to Hakanson Anderson for Topographic Survey, and Haugo
Geotechnical Services for a geotechnical report of the project area; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Ramsey City Council Resolution #21-240 adopted August 24, 2021, the
City Council awarded a proposal to Hydro-Klean, LLC for cleaning and televising the sanitary and storm
sewer, and Water Conservation Services, Inc. for watermain leak testing of the project area; and

WHEREAS, City staff has received and reviewed the Topographic Survey, Geotechnical
Evaluations and Utility Testing, Sewer Televising and Water Leak Testing and has the capacity to prepare
plans and specifications for improvement project #22-01, Sunwood Drive and Waco Street
Reconstruction.

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

1) The Ramsey City Council hereby orders the City Engineer to prepare plans and specifications for
improvement project #22-01, Sunwood Drive and Waco Street Reconstruction.

The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Councilmember
, and upon vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor thereof:

and the following voted against the same:

and the following abstained:

and the following were absent:



Whereupon said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted by the Ramsey City Council this the 26th
day of October, 2021.

Mayor

ATTEST:

City Clerk

Resolution #21-299
Page 2 of 2



CC Regular Session 5. 14.
Meeting Date:  10/26/2021

Submitted For: Joe Feriancek, Engineering/Public Works

By: Joe Feriancek, Engineering/Public Works

Information
Title:

Adopt Resolution #21-300 Ordering Plans and Specifications for Improvement Project #22-02, Autumn Heights
Street Reconstructions

Purpose/Background:

Purpose:
The purpose of this case is to adopt Resolution #21-300 Ordering Plans and Specifications for Improvement Project
#22-02, Autumn Heights Street Reconstructions.

Background:

City Improvement Project 22-02 proposes to reconstruct the streets within the Autumn Heights subdivision,
generally located in the northwest region of Ramsey, along either side of Armstrong Boulevard. The streets total
approximately 8,500 linear feet (1.61 miles) in length, and are 24 foot wide rural sections. A figure showing the
project scope and a street segment summary is attached to this case.

On July 13, 2021, the Ramsey City Council ordered the City Engineer to request proposals for Topographic
Survey, Geotechnical Evaluations and Utility Testing for proposed 2022 Pavement Management Program (PMP)
projects, including IP 22-02. On August 8, 2021, the Ramsey City Council awarded a proposal to Hakanson
Anderson for topographic survey, and Haugo Geotechnical Services for a geotechnical report of the project area.

Engineering Staff has completed an initial review of the topographic survey and geotechnical report, determining
the requirements of the proposals have been met. The initial review of the geotechnical report revealed sub-bas
materials consisting primarily of poorly-graded sand and poorly graded sand with silt. These materials are generally
well suited for street construction, though silty materials can be susceptible to frost-heave, particularly when the
soils are unable to drain. Staff has done field visits of the site and the existing pavement appears not to have been
negatively impacted by the silty materials for the majority of the project, though 168th Lane southeast of 167th
Lane may require some corrections. The geotechnical report revealed groundwater approximately 5 feet below the
pavement surface at the time of the soil boring. These wet, less drainable soils are likely a factor in the pavement
appearing to rut, which is differential settling across the pavement surface. The report and any proposed
improvements will be explored further during project design.

The streets within Autumn Heights subdivision were included in the Ground Penetrating Radar (GPR) Pavement
Evaluation performed by Braun Intertec. This data provides bituminous and aggregate base thickness information.
The GPR data is included in the street segment summary attached to this case.

The streets within Autumn Heights are 24 feet wide, rural section streets. These streets are proposed to be
reconstructed to the City’s current standard residential street design, with a minimum 4 inches aggregate base and
3.5 inches new bituminous pavement. Due to the underlying soils, Staff is proposing to use the full-depth
reclamation process, remove excess reclamation material leaving a minimum of 4 inches to be re-used as aggregate
base, and place 3.5 inches of new bituminous pavement on top. The proposed street alignment and profile will
generally be unchanged.

Municipal sanitary sewer and watermain do not exist within the project area, and are not proposed to be extended
with this project. Stormwater runoff is handled through the existing drainage swales along both sides of the streets,



with street crossing culverts connecting the ditches. Storm water is generally carried south towards Trott Brook.
Staff is unaware of drainage issues or concerns with the existing drainage swales which would require re-grading.
Beyond touch up work required due to replacing the street crossing culverts, grade changes to the swales are not
proposed, however, this will be reviewed during project design.

This project presents two right of way concerns which will be explored during project design. 169th Avenue west of
Rabbit Street terminates without a turn-around. This street segment is 640 lineal feet long, 24-feet wide, and
currently lacks enough right of way to build a cul-de-sac or hammer head turn-around. 168th Avenue terminates in
a 66 foot diameter cul-de-sac. This cul-de-sac sits within the existing right-of-way, but is below the City standard
100 foot diameter. In both cases any improvements would require additional right of way. Staff is proposing to
bring improvement options to a future Public Works Committee meeting for discussion, once impacts can be
explored during project design.

Estimated project costs per the proposed 2022 — 2031 CIP are $984,000. Estimated costs include 23-percent
indirect costs for administrative, engineering, finance and legal costs. Staff proposes to create the plans and
specifications in-house as part of their normal duties.

The street improvements proposed with this project are identified in the City’s 10-year CIP, and can be funded
using a combination of Pavement Management Funds and Storm Water Utility Funds. This project would best be
constructed as a stand-alone project and is necessary, feasible, and cost-effective from an engineering standpoint,
and can be constructed as proposed herein.

The proposed improvements are designated as City Improvement Project #22-02, Autumn Height Street
Reconstructions.

Notification:
Notifications are not required for this case.

Time Frame/Observations/Alternatives:

Motion to adopt Resolution #21-300 ordering plans and specifications for improvement project #22-02, Autumn
Heights Street Reconstructions.

Funding Source:

Funding for this improvement is proposed to come from the Pavement Management Fund and Storm Water Utility
Fund.

¢ (PMP) Street Project Cost $895,000
¢ Storm Sewer Project Cost $89,000
o Total Estimated Project Cost $984,000

Recommendation:

Staff recommends adopting Resolution #21-300 ordering plans and specifications for improvement project #22-02,
Autumn Heights Street Reconstruction.

The Ramsey Public Works Committee reviewed this project on October 19, 2021. The committee recommended
City Council authorization ordering Staff to prepare plans and specifications.

Outcome/Action:

Adopt Resolution #21-300, ordering plans and specifications for improvement project #22-02, Autumn Heights
Street Reconstruction.

Attachments



Res #21-300

22-02 Street Segment Summary

22-02 Project Scope
22-02 Project Location
22-02 Geotech Report

Inbox

Bruce Westby

Bruce Westby

Kurt Ulrich

Form Started By: Joe Feriancek
Final Approval Date: 10/21/2021

Reviewed By
Joe Feriancek
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Kurt Ulrich

Form Review

Date

10/19/2021 07:41 AM

10/21/2021 06:30 AM

10/21/2021 02:27 PM
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Councilmember introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption:
RESOLUTION #21-300

RESOLUTION ORDERING PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
#22-02, AUTUMN HEIGHTS STREET RECONSTRUCTIONS

WHEREAS, the City of Ramsey proposes to reconstruct Autumn Heights Subdivision; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Ramsey City Council resolution #21-194, adopted July 13, 2021, the
City Council ordered the City Engineer to request proposals for Topographic Survey, Geotechnical
Evaluations and Utility Testing for proposed 2022 Pavement Management Program projects, including IP
22-02 Autumn Heights Subdivision; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Ramsey City Council Resolution #21-224, adopted August 8", 2021,
the City Council awarded a proposal to Hakanson Anderson for Topographic Survey, and Haugo
Geotechnical Services for a geotechnical report of the project area; and

WHEREAS, City staff has received and reviewed the Topographic Survey, Geotechnical
Evaluations and has the capacity to prepare plans and specifications for improvement project #22-02,
Autumn Heights Street Reconstruction.

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

1) The Ramsey City Council hereby orders the City Engineer to prepare plans and specifications for
improvement project #22-02, Autumn Heights Street Reconstructions.

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

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

and the following voted against the same:

and the following abstained:

and the following were absent:



Whereupon said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted by the Ramsey City Council this the 26th
day of October, 2021.

Mayor

ATTEST:

City Clerk

Resolution #21-300
Page 2 of 2



IP 22-02 Autumn Heights Street Reconstructions
Street Segment Summary

Street Description Street History GPR Summary
Secti A A A
Lo Length ection 2020 . Maint. Maint. Maint. Maint. Ve Ve v'g
Street Segment Description (Urban / Year Built HMA | Agg.Base | Section
(feet) PASER 1 2 3 a4 . - .
Rural) (inches) @ (inches) @ (inches)
SC oL SC SC
167th Lane Armstrong Boulevard / 168th Lane 1494 Rural 2 1984 1991 1998 1997 2004 3.5 3.5 7.0
SC oL SC SC
167th Lane Puma Street / Armstrong Boulevard 919 Rural 2 1977 1983 1990 1997 2004 3.5 3.7 7.2
SC oL SC SC
167th Lane W EOP / Puma Street 1191 Rural 2 1983 1990 1997 1997 2004 3.9 4.0 7.9
SC oL SC SC
168th Avenue Puma Street / CDS 331 Rural 2 1985 1992 1999 1997 5004 3.5 3.4 6.9
. SC oL SC SC
168th Avenue Rabbit Street / CDS 386 Rural 2 1981 1988 1995 1997 5004 3.5 3.4 6.9
. SC oL SC SC
168th Avenue Rabbit Street / Puma Street 457 Rural 2 1980 1987 1994 1997 5004 3.5 3.4 6.9
SC oL SC SC
168th Lane 167th Lane / N EOP 1387 Rural 2 1978 1985 1992 1997 5004 3.6 3.1 6.7
. SC oL SC SC
168th Lane Nutria Street / 167th Lane 355 Rural 2 1979 1986 1993 1997 5004 3.6 3.1 6.7
SC oL SC SC
. * %k * %k * %k
169th Avenue W EOP / Rabbit Street 640 Rural 2 1977 1984 1991 1997 5004 3.5 3.4 6.9
SC oL SC SC
H * *
Nutria Street 168th Lane / CDS 401 Rural 3 1986 1993 2000 1997 2004 3.4 n/a n/a
SC oL SC SC
H * *
Nutria Street N EOP / 168th Lane 242 Rural 3 1982 1989 1996 1997 2004 3.4 n/a n/a
SC oL SC SC
* *
Puma Street 167th Lane / 168th Avenue 226 Rural 2 1987 1994 5001 1997 2004 3.9 n/a n/a
SC oL SC SC
Rabbit Street 168th A A t Boul d 473 Rural 2 1988 3.3 3.1 6.4
abbit Stree venue / Armstrong Boulevar ura 1995 2002 1997 2004
* GPR not able to detect Agg. Base
Total Length 8,502 1.61 mi. ** Estimated Depths, GPR not available
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September 27, 2021 Project Number: 21-0833

Ms. Marsha Weidner

City of Ramsey

City of Ramsey Municipal Center
7550 Sunwood Drive NW
Ramsey, MN 55303

RE: Geotechnical Exploration Report, IP 22-02 Autumn Heights Street Reconstructions
Ramsey, Minnesota
Dear Ms. Weidner:

We have completed the geotechnical exploration report for the IP 22-02 Autumn Heights
Street Reconstruction project in Ramsey, Minnesota.

Very briefly; 31 soil borings were advanced along the various roadway alignments to
determine existing bituminous pavement section thicknesses and to characterize subsurface

soil and groundwater conditions.

Specific details regarding our procedures, results and recommendations follow in the attached
geotechnical exploration report.

Thank you for the opportunity to assist you on this project. If you have any questions or need
additional information, please contact Lucas Mol or Paul Gionfriddo at 612-729-2959.

Sincerely,

Haugo GeoTechnical Services, LLC

Lucas Mol Paul S. Gionfriddo, P.E.
Project Manager Senior Engineer

2825 Cedar Avenue S, Minneapolis, MN 55407
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I hereby certify that this plan, specification, or report was prepared by me or under my
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Project Description

The City of Ramsey (City) is preparing to complete roadway improvement projects within 3
general areas of the City during the 2022 construction season. These areas included; the Sunwood
Drive and Waco Street Area, the Autumn Heights Area and the Wood Pond Hills 2nd - 5th Area.
To aid in preparing design and construction documents the City solicited bids to perform a
geotechnical exploration within each of the 3 areas.

Haugo GeoTechnical Services (HGTS), was the successful bidder for the 3 projects. This report
presents the results of the 31 soil borings advanced along the various roadway alignments within
the Autumn Heights area.

1.2 Purpose

The purpose of this geotechnical exploration was to determine existing bituminous pavement
section thicknesses, characterize subsurface soil and groundwater conditions and provide
recommendations for roadway design and construction.

1.3 Site Description

The streets with the Autumn Heights area are located on both sides of Armstrong Boulevard NW
and are generally located between Tiger Street NW and Jackal Street NW. The streets slated for
improvements included; 167t Lane NW, 168th Lane, Nutria Street, 168t Avenue NW, Rabbit Street
and 169t Avenue NW. Each street is a 2-lane bituminous surfaced, rural residential roadway that
provides access to single family homes.

Each of the streets slated for improvement was noted to contain numerous cracks, both
longitudinal and transverse cracks as well as some “alligator” cracking. We also observed several
patched areas.

1.4 Scope of Services

Our scope of services was performed in accordance with the City of Ramey REQUEST FOR
PROPOSAL, PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT PROGRAM, 2022 PROJECTS issued on July 20, 2021.
Our scope of service for the Autumn Heights project included the following tasks:

e Performing 31 standard penetration test borings each to a nominal depth of 10 feet.

e Coring the pavement at 31 locations to measure the thickness of the existing bituminous
and aggregate base.

e Visually/manually classifying samples recovered from the soil borings.

e Performing laboratory tests on selected samples.

e DPreparing soil boring logs describing the materials encountered and the results of
groundwater level measurements.



e DPreparing an engineering report describing soil and groundwater conditions and
providing recommendations for roadway construction/reconstruction.

1.5 Documents Provided

We were provided with a 10-page Request for Proposal (RFP) prepared by the City of Ramsey.
Very briefly, the RFP included but was not limited to; a description of the project, a scope of
services, soil boring requirements, contractual requirements, schedule and a bid form. The RPF
also included soil boring location sketches. The plan sheets showed the proposed streets slated
for improvement and provided stationing at the proposed boring locations.

We were also provided 1-page document titled “IP 22-02 Autumn Heights Street Reconstructions
Street Segment Summary”. In general, the document provided a summary of street maintenance
activities within the Autumn Heights area.

1.6 Locations and Elevations

The boring and core locations were selected by the City of Ramsey and marked in the field in
advance our field work. The approximate boring and associated core locations are shown on the
Figure in the appendix. This Figure was prepared and provided by the City of Ramsey.

HGTS obtained the GPS coordinates and ground surface elevations at the soil boring locations
using GPS technology based on the Minnesota County Coordinate System. GPS coordinates and
the ground surface elevations are shown on Figure 2 in the Appendix.

2.0 FIELD PROCEDURES

The 31 standard penetration test borings were advanced on August 31st thru September 2nd, 2021
by HGTS with a rotary drilling rig, using continuous flight augers to advance the boreholes.
Representative samples were obtained from the borings, using the split-barrel sampling
procedures in general accordance with ASTM Specification D-1586. In the split-barrel sampling
procedure, a 2-inch O.D. split-barrel spoon is driven into the ground with a 140-pound hammer
falling 30 inches. The number of blows required to drive the sampling spoon the last 12 inches of
an 18-inch penetration is recorded as the standard penetration resistance value, or "N" value. The
results of the standard penetration tests are indicated on the boring logs. The samples were sealed
in containers and provided to HGTS for testing and soil classification.

A field log for each boring was prepared by the HGTS drill crew. The logs contained visual
classifications of the soil materials encountered during drilling, as well as the driller's
interpretation of the subsurface conditions between samples and water observation notes. The
final boring logs included with this report represent an interpretation of the field logs and include
modifications based on visual/manual method observation of the samples.

The soil boring logs, general terminology for soil description and identification, and classification
of soils for engineering purposes are also included in the appendix. The soil boring logs identify
and describe the materials encountered, the relative density or consistency based on the Standard
Penetration resistance (N-value, “blows per foot”) and groundwater observations.



The strata changes were inferred from the changes in the samples and auger cuttings. The depths
shown as changes between strata are only approximate. The changes are likely transitions,
variations can occur beyond the location of the borings.

The bituminous cores were obtained on September 22, 2021 with a 4-inch diameter diamind core
barrel using wet coring techniques.

3.0 RESULTS

3.1 Soil Conditions

The subsurface soils encountered at this site generally consist of three main stratigraphic units: (1)
pavements (2) fill and buried topsoil (3) native alluvial deposits.

Each of the 31 soil borings and cores were taken within an existing bituminous surfaced roadway.
The pavement sections consisted of varying thicknesses of bituminous and possible aggregate
base. The observed pavement section thicknesses are summarized in Table 1 below.

Table 1. Summary of Existing Roadway Section

Approximate Approximate
Boring Station Bituminous Aggregate Base Subgrade Soil
Number Thickness Thickness Type
(inches)t (inches)t
167th Lane NW
SB-01 4+00 5 5 SM
SB-02 7+50 37 3 SP-SM
SB-03 10+00 3 3 SP
SB-04 12+50 3% 3 SP
SB-05 15+40 4 3% SP
SB-06 19+00 4% 3 SP-SM
SB-07 21+50 4 4 SP
SB-08 24+00 3% 4 SP
SB-09 25+50 3 4 SP
SB-10 28+00 4 4 SP
SB-11 30+50 3 3% SP-SM
SB-12 33+00 3% 37 SP-SM
SB-13 35+50 7 62 SP
SB-14 38+00 3 3 SP-SM
SB-15 39+67 4% 3 SP-SM
168th Lane NW

SB-16 6+50 4 3 SP-SM
SB-17 9+00 4% 2% SP
SB-18 11450 2 3 SP-SM
SB-19 14+00 3% 37 SP
SB-20 16+50 4, 3 SP




Nutria Street
SB-21 0+45 4 2 SP
SB-22 3+00 3 3 SP
SB-23 5+70 4 4 SP
168th Avenue
SB-24 0+50 6 4 SP
SB-25 3+75 3V 3V SP
SB-26 6+00 3% 3% SP
SB-27 8+50 415 3V SP
SB-28 11+30 41 3% SP
Rabbit Street
SB-29 | 3425 | 3 | 3 SP
169th Avenue
SB-30 3 +50 3V 3 SP
SB-31 0+25 3% 3 SP

SB = Soil Boring SP = Poorly Graded Sand SP-SM = Poorly Graded Sand with Silt
Fill

Below the pavement section soil borings SB-06, SB-09, SB-11, SB-12, and SB-15 encountered
previously placed Fill that extended to depths ranging from 4 %2 to 9 2 feet below the ground
surface.

The Fill consisted of poorly graded sand, poorly graded sand with silt, silty sand and silty clayey
sand that was brown, dark brown or black in color.

N-Values in the previously placed Fill ranged from 10 to 29 bpf. These values indicate the Fill had
a loose to medium dense relative density.

Buried Topsoil

Soil boring SB-09 encountered an apparent buried topsoil layer at about 9 2 feet below the ground
surface. The apparent buried topsoil was composed of silty sand. Soil boring SB-12 encountered
relatively thin layers of black silty sand or silty clayey sand at about 2 feet and 7 feet below the
pavement surface which appears to be layer(s) of buried topsoil. Buried topsoil or other organic
soil were not encountered in the remaining borings.

Native Alluvium

Beneath the pavement section or Fill the soil borings encountered alluvial deposits that extended
to the termination depths of the borings. The native alluvial deposits consisted predominantly of;
poorly graded sand with silt, poorly graded sand and silty sand corresponding the ASTM
Classifications SP-SM, SP and SM, respectively. Lesser amounts of clayey sand (SC) were
encountered in soil borings SB-15 and SB-20. The clayey sand at soil boring SB-15 was encountered
at about 9 V2 feet below the ground surface and extended to the termination depth of the boring.
The clayey sand at boring SB-20 was about %2 foot thick and was noted at about 7 feet below the
ground surface.



N-Values within the native sands ranged from 2 to 35 bpf. However, most of the values ranged
from about 2 to 15 bpf. These values indicate the sands had a very loose to dense relative density
but were generally very loose to medium dense. The higher N-Values (greater than about 30 bpf)
were likely due to gravel or cobbles.

3.3 Groundwater

Groundwater was encountered in some of the borings while drilling and sampling or after
removing the augers form the boreholes at depths ranging from about 5 to 10 %2 below the ground
surface corresponding to elevations ranging from about 868 to 873. The observed water levels are
summarized in Table 2.

Table 2. Summa

of Groundwater Levels

Boring Ground Surface Approximate Approximate
Number Elevation (ft) Depth to Groundwater
Groundwater (ft)* Elevation (ft)*
167th Lane NW
SB-01 905.6 NE -
SB-02 903.7 NE -
SB-03 903.4 NE -
SB-04 904.5 NE -
SB-05 902.6 NE -
SB-06 880.3 1072 870
SB-07 876.3 7% 869
SB-08 879.8 NE -
SB-09 879.6 NE -
SB-10 876.3 7 869 12
SB-11 875.5 7% 868
SB-12 876.3 NE -
SB-13 877.5 NE -
SB-14 878.6 7% 871
SB-15 880.6 7% 873
168th Lane NW
SB-16 877.7 5 872
SB-17 877.7 7% 870
SB-18 876.6 5 871 2
SB-19 875.7 5 870 14
SB-20 877.3 5 872
Nutria Street NW
SB-21 898.5 NE -
SB-22 889.0 NE -
SB-23 889.9 NE -
168t Avenue NW
SB-24 906.9 NE -
SB-25 906.6 NE -
SB-26 906.7 NE -
SB-27 906.1 NE -
SB-28 909.8 NE -




Rabbit Street NW

SB-29 | 908.6 | NE -
169th Avenue NW

SB-30 908.3 NE -

SB-31 904.3 NE -

* = Depths and Elevations were rounded to the nearest %2 foot. NE = Not Encountered

We made water level measurements in the borings at the times and under the conditions stated
on the boring logs. The period of observation was relatively short and fluctuations in the
groundwater level may occur due to rainfall, flooding, irrigation, spring thaw, drainage, and other
seasonal and annual factors not evident at the time the observations were made. The intensity
and duration of these events or factors can significantly impact groundwater levels. In addition,
“extreme” weather events or other events, such as flooding, spring thaw, etc., could result in
groundwater levels higher than estimated or anticipated.

Groundwater monitoring wells or piezometers in conjunction with deeper borings would be
required to more accurately determine water levels.

3.4 Laboratory Tests

Thirty-one (31) laboratory moisture content tests and 31 percent passing the #200 sieve (P-200)
tests were performed on selected samples of the aggregate base or possible aggregate base
materials. Table 3 below provides a summary of the laboratory testing. Laboratory moisture
contents are also shown on the boring logs adjacent to the samples tested.

Laboratory P-200 contents of the aggregate base materials ranged from about 2 %2 percent to 13 2
percent with most of the P-200 contents between 5 and 12 percent. It should be noted that very
little “gravel” was observed in the soil samples.

Table 3. Summary of Laboratory Analysis
Boring Sample Depth l\ég:ftt:;f P-200
Number (feet) (%0)* (%)*
167th Lane NW
SB-01 AU-151 Possible Agg Base 4 10
SB-02 AU-101 Possible Agg Base 4% 9%
SB-03 AU-96 Possible Agg Base 4 7
SB-04 AU-91 Possible Agg Base 67 1372
SB-05 AU-76 Possible Agg Base 6 2%
SB-06 AU-71 Possible Agg Base 8 8
SB-07 AU-66 Possible Agg Base 4 8
SB-08 AU-61 Possible Agg Base 3% 7%
SB-09 AU-1 Possible Agg Base 3 4
SB-10 AU-6 Possible Agg Base 37 672
SB-11 AU-11 Possible Agg Base 5% 6
SB-12 AU-16 Possible Agg Base 4 7
SB-13 AU-21 Possible Agg Base 6 5
SB-14 AU-26 Possible Agg Base 5% 6




SB-15 | AU-31 | Possible Agg Base | 4% | 62
168th Lane NW

SB-16 AU-36 Possible Agg Base 6 9

SB-17 AU-41 Possible Agg Base 4% 4

SB-18 AU-46 Possible Agg Base 4 7Y%

SB-19 AU-51 Possible Agg Base 10 6

SB-20 AU-56 Possible Agg Base 4% 415
Nutria Street NW

SB-21 AU-141 Possible Agg Base 6% 8

SB-22 AU-136 Possible Agg Base 4% 672

SB-23 AU-146 Possible Agg Base 5 9
168th Avenue NW

SB-24 AU-116 Possible Agg Base 12 14

SB-25 AU-111 Possible Agg Base 5% 11

SB-26 AU-106 Possible Agg Base 6 13 %

SB-27 AU-81 Possible Agg Base 62 10 2

SB-28 AU-86 Possible Agg Base 6 41
Rabbit Street NW

SB-29 | AU-121 |  Possible AggBase | 5% | 9
169t Avenue NW

SB-30 AU-126 Possible Agg Base 5% 11

SB-31 AU-131 Possible Agg Base 5 812

*Moisture contents and P-200 contents were rounded to the nearest 2 percent

3.4 OSHA Soil Classification

The soil encountered in the borings consisted of granular soil composed of silty sand, poorly
graded sand with silt or poorly graded sand corresponding to the ASTM Classifications SM, SP-
SM or SP, respectively. The soils identified in the boring will generally be Type C soils under
Department of Labor Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) guidelines.

An OSHA-approved qualified person should review the soil classification in the field. Excavations
must comply with the requirements of OSHA 29 CFR, Part 1926, Subpart P, “Excavations and
Trenches.” This document states excavation safety is the responsibility of the contractor. The
project specifications should reference these OSHA requirements.



4.0 DISCUSSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

4.1 Proposed Construction

This project will include improving the following streets within the Autumn Height area within
the City of Ramsey; 167th Lane NW, 168th Lane NW, Nutria Street NW, 168t Avenue NW, Rabbit
Street NW and 169t Avenue NW.

Based correspondence with the City of Ramsey we understand that street improvements could
include completely removing and replacing the existing pavements or a full-depth reclamation.
We further understand that no sanitary sewer or watermain utilities will be installed as part of
this project. However, culvert and/or storm sewer installation or replacement will likely be
included in the project.

We anticipate that site grading will consist of earthwork necessary for roadway reconstruction
and we do not anticipate any significant changes in the roadway alignment or roadway grades.
Cuts or fills involving permanent grade change, if any, are assumed to be less than 1 feet. Invert
elevations or pipe burial depths for any storm sewer and/or culvert installation are anticipated to
be on the order of 5 feet.

We were not provided any information regarding traffic volumes such as Average Annual Daily
Traffic (AADT) counts or vehicle distribution for the roadways. We assumed these roadways will
be utilized mainly by automobiles, light trucks and school buses with weekly use by heavier
vehicles such as garbage trucks and UPS or FedEx type delivery vehicles. Based on the number
of homes along the roadways we estimate the pavement will be subjected to less than 50,000
Equivalent Single Axle Loads (EASL’s) over a design life of 20 years. The ESAL'’s estimated above
have not been adjusted for any future growth.

Changes in the nature, design, or location of all or parts of this project may occur. Likewise, if the
proposed traffic volumes exceed these values we should be informed. Additional analyses and
revised recommendations may be necessary.

4.2 Discussion

Pavements Based on the maintenance history provided it appears that the pavements were
initially constructed in the late 1970’s thru the late 1980’s. A maintenance program including seal
coating and bituminous overlays occurred in the 1980’s thru to about 2004. The roadways appear
to be in excess of 30 years old but given their age they appear to have generally performed as
designed and based on an assumed 20-year service life, the pavements have likely significantly
exceeded their design life.

We observed longitudinal and transvers cracks with some “alligator” or fatigue cracking of the
pavement surfaces. The cracking observed could be the result of a combination of factors
including; inadequate pavement thickness, pavement age and possibly frost action/frost heave.

Longitudinal cracking are cracks parallel to the pavement centerline or laydown direction. These
can be caused by poor joint construction, reflective cracking from an underlying layer, fatigue
cracking or top-down cracking resulting from the age of the pavement or due to expansion and
contraction of the pavement surface or increased loads/traffic on the pavements. Transverse



cracking are cracks perpendicular to the roadway centerline or laydown direction. These are often
caused by shrinkage of the pavement surface, reflective cracking from an underlying layer or top-
down cracking. Alligator or fatigue cracking can be symptomatic of poor subgrade soils and/or
inadequate pavement thickness.

Photographs of the bituminous cores are presented in the Appendix.

Aggregate Base An apparent aggregate base layer was observed below the pavements at each
boring location. The apparent aggregate base appeared to contain little gravel and because of that
it is identified as Possible Aggregate Base on the boring logs. Based on our observations the
aggregate base or Possible Aggregate Base may not meet MN/DOT gradation specifications for
Class 5 aggregate base. It is possible that the Possible Aggregate base was initially placed as new
or virgin Class 5 aggregate base but has degraded over time.

Subgrade Soils The borings generally encountered sandy subgrade soils including; poorly graded
sand, poorly grades sand with silt and silty sand which correspond to the ASTM Classifications
SP, SP-SM, SM, respectively. The sand soils (SP, SP-SM, SM) encountered in the borings are
generally well suited for pavement and/or pipe support and the soil classified as SP and SP-SM
are generally considered non-frost susceptible soils and are also free draining materials. The soil
classified as SM can be moderately to highly frost susceptible. Frost susceptibility or frost heave
refers to the soils ability to heave when frozen. Heave results from frost penetration and the
formation of ice lenses within the soil. Heave can result in cracks in the pavement and reduced
pavement life. The amount of heave depends, in-part on the available moisture in the subgrade
and the subgrade soil type. Silt and clay rich soil are more likely to form ice lenses because of their
high capillarity which enables them to draw up moisture. These soils are also slow draining
materials and retain moisture. The frozen soil can also experience detrimental strength loss and
settlement when they thaw.

Soil borings SB-09 and SB-12 encountered buried topsoil and/or relatively thin layers of buried
topsoil. The “buried topsoil” is generally a poor-quality soil for pavement support and typically
do not recommend supporting pavements on topsoil, buried topsoil or other organic soils.

The “buried topsoil” at soil boring SB-09 was encountered at a depth of about 9 V2 feet below the
ground surface and the laboratory organic content test yielded an organic content of 1 percent.
Organic contents less that 2 percent are generally considered non-organic. Based on the organic
content result and the depth below the pavement surface, it our opinion that the buried topsoil
need not necessarily be removed.

The apparent buried topsoil encountered near the surface in soil boring SB-12 may not necessarily
need to be removed. However, if new storm sewer utilities will be installed in this area, we
anticipate that the buried topsoil will be removed incidental to pipe installation. We do not
recommend that the buried topsoil be reused as fill or backfill.

Groundwater Ground water was encountered in 11 of the soil borings at depths ranging from
about 5 to 10 2 feet below the ground surface. Groundwater was not encountered in the
remaining borings while drilling and sampling or after removing the augers from the boreholes.

We generally do not anticipate that groundwater will be encountered during shallow utility
construction or reconstruction and generally do not anticipate that dewatering will be required.



4.3 Utility Recommendations

We anticipate that new utilities will be installed as part of this project. We further anticipate that
new utilities will bear at depths about 5 feet below the ground surface. At these depths, we
anticipate that the pipes will bear on sandy alluvial soils or compacted engineered fill which in
our opinion are suitable for pipe support. We recommend removing all vegetation, topsoil and
any soft or otherwise unsuitable soils, if any, beneath utilities prior to placement.

We assume that open cut excavation techniques will be used for pipe installation. We further
assume that typical excavations depths will be on the order of 5 feet below the ground surface. At
typical 1:1 excavation backslopes, the excavation will extend about 5 feet beyond the edge of the
excavation. The excavation may extend into/onto adjacent properties or the adjacent roadways
posing a risk of undermining structures on those properties or roadways. In addition, the soils
could slough as they are excavated resulting in side slopes flatter than 1:1 further increasing the
horizontal limits of the excavation. If site constraints will limit the excavation, trench boxes or
temporary shoring may be required.

Backfilling We understand that in most cases new pavements will be constructed over the top
of the utility trench(s) and that soil excavated for pipe installation will be placed back in the
excavations, to the greatest extent possible. We do not recommend re-using topsoil, buried
topsoil, organic soils or soils that are black in color for pipe support or for fill or backfill below
roadways. It may be possible to re-use these materials in “green areas” such as landscaping berms,
if any.

We recommend bedding material be thoroughly compacted around the pipes. We recommend
trench backfill above the pipes be compacted to a minimum of 95 percent beneath pavements, the
exception being within 3 feet of the proposed pavement subgrade, where 100 percent of standard
Proctor density is required. In landscaped areas we recommend a minimum compaction of 90
percent.

4.4 Pavement Recommendations

The City of Ramsey may have standard plates that dictate bituminous pavement design. If so, we
assume the pavements be designed in accordance with the appropriate standard plates. The
following paragraphs provide general pavement recommendations in the absence of standard
plates.

Reconstruction In areas that will be reconstructed we recommend removing all vegetation and
topsoil, if any, and all pavements, aggregate base, organic soils and any soft or otherwise
unsuitable materials from beneath the pavement subgrade. Prior to placing the aggregate base
(Class 5) we recommend compacting the subgrade soils to provide a more uniform surface and to
identify soft, weak, loose or unstable areas that may require additional subcuts. Backfill, if needed,
to attain pavement subgrade elevation can consist of any mineral soil provided it is free of organic
material or other deleterious materials but recommend additional fill, if needed, consist of sandy
soils similar to the on-site materials.

Granular fill classified as SP or SP-SM should be placed within 65 percent to 105 percent of its

optimum moisture content as determined by the standard Proctor. Other fill soils should be
placed with moisture contents within a range of 1 percentage point below and 3 percentage points
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above its optimum moisture content. The upper 3 feet of fill and backfill should be compacted to
a minimum of 100 percent of its standard Proctor maximum dry density.

Full Depth Reclamation For “Full Depth Reclamation” areas there may be instances where the
recommended aggregate base thickness exceeds the existing aggregate base thickness. The
preferred method of pavement repair would be to reclaim the existing bituminous, subcut the
subgrade, replace the reclaim and add additional aggregate base as needed then construct the
bituminous pavement. Subcutting the subgrade may not be feasible or cost effective. As an
alternate it may be possible to use a thicker bituminous pavement along with the existing
aggregate base or possibly subcutting some of the exiting aggregate base. Using MN/DOT
granular equivalencies, one (1) inch of bituminous is equivalent to 2.25 inches of MN/DOT
aggregate base.

R-Values Laboratory tests to determine the soils Hveem Stabilometer R-Value (R-Value) was
beyond the scope of this project. Information provided in the State of Minnesota Department of
Transportation, Geotechnical & Pavement Manual, Part II, indicates that R-Values for granular
materials meeting the ASTM Classification SM, SP-SM and/ or SP can range from 30 to 70. In areas
where the subgrade soils consist of silty sand (SM) it is our opinion that an R-Value of 30 can be
used for pavement design. In areas where the subgrade soils consist of poorly graded sand (SP)
or poorly graded sand with silt (SP-SM) it is our opinion that an R-Value of 50 can be used for
pavement design.

Recommended Pavement Section Thickness

It should be noted that the pavement sections presented below are not absolutes. Depending on
serviceability expectations, material availability, and cost, there could be circumstances under
which alternative sections will be more practicable.

Subgrade R-Value of 30 Based on an estimated R-value of 30 and a maximum of 50,000 ESAL’s
we recommend a pavement section consisting of a minimum of 4 inches of bituminous underlain
by a minimum of 9 inches of Class 5 aggregate base.

Subgrade R-Value of 50 Based on an estimated R-value of 50 and a maximum of 50,000 ESAL’s
we recommend a pavement section consisting of a minimum of 4 inches of bituminous underlain
by a minimum of 6 inches of Class 5 aggregate base.

4.4 Materials

We recommend aggregate base meeting MN/DOT specification 3138 for Class 5 aggregate base.
We recommend the aggregate base be compacted to 100 percent of its maximum standard Proctor
dry density.

We recommend that the bituminous wear and base courses meet the requirement of MN/DOT
specification 2360. We recommend the bituminous pavements be compacted to at least 92% of the
maximum theoretical density.

Pavement reconstruction could include installing concrete curb and gutter. We recommend

specifying concrete that has a minimum 28-day compressive strength of 4,000 psi. We recommend
specifying 5 to 8 percent entrained air for exposed concrete to provide resistance to freeze-thaw
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deterioration. We recommend slump, air content and compressive strength test of Portland
cement concrete.

5.0 CONSTRUCTION CONSIDERATIONS

5.1 Excavation

The soil encountered in the borings consisted of granular soil composed of silty sand, poorly
graded sand with silt or poorly graded sand corresponding to the ASTM Classifications SM, SP-
SM or SP, respectively. The soils identified in the boring will generally be Type C soils under
Department of Labor Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) guidelines.
Temporary excavations in Type C soils should be constructed at a minimum of 1 %2 foot horizontal
to every 1 foot vertical within excavations. Slopes constructed in this manner may still exhibit
surface sloughing. If site constraints do not allow the construction of slopes with these
dimensions, then temporary shoring may be required.

5.2 Observations

A geotechnical engineer or qualified engineering technician should observe the excavation
subgrade to evaluate if the subgrade soils are similar to those encountered in the borings and
adequate to support the proposed construction.

5.3 Backfill and Fills

Site soils that will be excavated and reused as backfill and fill appear to be below their assumed
optimum moisture content. We anticipate it may be necessary to moisture condition (wet) these
soils to achieve the recommended compaction. We recommend that fill and backfill be placed in
lifts not exceeding 4 to 12 inches, depending on the size of the compactor and materials used.

5.4 Testing

We recommend density tests of backfill and fills placed for the proposed roadway and utilities.
Samples of the proposed materials should be submitted to our laboratory prior to placement for
evaluation of their suitability and to determine their optimum moisture content and maximum
dry density (Standard Proctor).

5.5 Winter Construction

If site grading and construction is anticipated to proceed during cold weather, all snow and ice
should be removed from cut and fill areas prior to additional grading and placement of fill. No
fill should be placed on frozen soil and no frozen soil should be used as fill or backfill.

Concrete delivered to the site should meet the temperature requirements of ASTM and/or ACL.

Concrete should not be placed on frozen soil. Concrete should be protected from freezing until
the necessary strength is obtained.
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6.0 PROCEDURES

6.1 Soil Classification

The drill crew chief visually and manually classified the soils encountered in the borings in general
accordance with ASTM D 2488, “Description and Identification of Soils (Visual-Manual
Procedure)”. Soil terminology notes are included in the Appendix. The samples were returned
to our laboratory for review of the field classification by a soils engineer. Samples will be retained
for a period of 30 days.

6.2 Groundwater Observations

Immediately after taking the final samples in the bottom of the borings, the holes were checked
for the presence of groundwater. Immediately after removing the augers from the borehole the
holes were once again checked and the depth to water and cave-in depths were noted.

7.0 GENERAL

7.1 Subsurface Variations

The analyses and recommendations presented in this report are based on data obtained from a
limited number of soil borings. Variations can occur away from the borings, the nature of which
may not become apparent until additional exploration work is completed or construction is
conducted. A reevaluation of the recommendations in this report should be made after
performing on-site observations during construction to note the characteristics of any variations.
The variations may result in additional foundation costs and it is suggested that a contingency be
provided for this purpose.

It is recommended that we be retained to perform the observation and testing program during
construction to evaluate whether the design is as expected, if any design changes have affected
the validity of our recommendations, and if our recommendations have been correctly interpreted
and implemented in the designs, specifications and construction methods. This will allow
correlation of the soil conditions encountered during construction to the soil borings and will
provide continuity of professional responsibility.

7.2 Review of Design

This report is based on the design of the proposed structure as related to us for preparation of this
report. It is recommended that we be retained to review the geotechnical aspects of the design
and specifications. With the review we will evaluate whether any changes have affected the
validity of the recommendations and whether our recommendations have been correctly
interpreted and implemented in the design and specifications.

13



7.3 Groundwater Fluctuations

We made water level measurements in the borings at the times and under the conditions stated
on the boring logs. The data was interpreted in the text of this report. The period of observation
was relatively short and fluctuations in the groundwater level may occur due to rainfall, flooding,
irrigation, spring thaw, drainage, and other seasonal and annual factors not evident at the time
the observations were made. Design drawings and specifications and construction planning
should recognize the possibility of fluctuations.

7.4 Use of Report

This report is for the exclusive use of City of Ramsey and their design team to use to design the
proposed structure and prepare construction documents. In the absence of our written approval,
we make no representation and assume no responsibility to other parties regarding this report.
The data, analysis and recommendations may not be appropriate for other structures or purposes.
We recommend that parties contemplating other structures or purposes contact us.

7.5 Level of Care

Haugo GeoTechnical Services, LLC has used the degree of skill and care ordinarily exercised
under similar circumstance by members of the profession currently practicing in this locality. No
warranty expressed or implied is made.
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Figure 2: GPS Boring Locations

HGTS# 21-0833

. Elevation Northing Easting
Boring Number (US Survey Feet) Coordinate Coordinate

SB-01 905.6 187386.1 442350
SB-02 903.7 187368.1 442700.7
SB-03 903.4 187408.1 442941.3
SB-04 904.5 187502.6 443170.8
SB-05 902.6 187668.6 443420.8
SB-06 880.3 187355.7 443578.7
SB-07 876.3 187268.9 443804
SB-08 879.8 187270.9 444047.9
SB-09 879.6 187317.4 444191.4
SB-10 876.3 187367.2 444437.2
SB-11 875.5 187489.1 444645.8
SB-12 876.3 187671.6 444821.6
SB-13 877.5 187891.3 444864
SB-14 878.6 188018.6 444650.2
SB-15 880.6 188180.3 444600.9
SB-16 877.7 188210.2 444873.5
SB-17 877.7 188135.3 445106.2
SB-18 876.6 188120 445354.3
SB-19 875.7 188131 445605.8
SB-20 877.3 188289.1 445750.3
SB-21 898.5 187803.9 444231.6
SB-22 889.0 188059 444230.7
SB-23 889.6 188328.1 444239.5
SB-24 906.9 187922.2 442577.7
SB-25 906.6 187899 442901.5
SB-26 906.7 187903.4 443126.6
SB-27 906.1 187874.4 443377.2
SB-28 909.8 187762.6 443633.4
SB-29 908.6 188233.3 442934.3
SB-30 908.3 188366.6 442647.9
SB-31 904.3 188419.5 442339

Referencing Minnesota County Coordinates Basis - Anoka County

2825 Cedar Avenue S, Minneapolis, MN 55407



Haugo GeoTechnical Services
2825 Cedar Ave South
Minneapolis, MN 55407
Telephone: 612-729-2959
Fax: 763-445-2238

CLIENT _City of Ramsey

HAUGO

PROJECT NUMBER _21-0833

DATE STARTED _9/26/21 COMPLETED _9/26/21

BORING NUMBER SB-01

PROJECT NAME

PAGE 1 OF 1

IP 22-02 Autumn Heights Street Recon

PROJECT LOCATION _Ramsey, MN

GROUND ELEVATION _905.6 ft

HOLE SIZE _3 1/4 inches

GEOTECH BH PLOTS - GINT STD US LAB.GDT - 9/29/21 11:08 - C:\USERS\HGTS 3\DROPBOX (HGTS)\HAUGO GEOTECHNICAL SERVICES\GINT PROJECT BACKUP\PROJECTS\21-0833 IP 22-02 AUTUMN HEIGHTS STREET RECON.GPJ

DRILLING CONTRACTOR HGTS - 120 GROUND WATER LEVELS:
DRILLING METHOD _Hollow Stem Auger/Split Spoon AT TIME OF DRILLING _--- Not Encountered
LOGGED BY _MS CHECKED BY PG AT END OF DRILLING ---
NOTES 4+00 167th Lane NW AFTER DRILLING _--- Not Encountered with Cave-In Depth of 3 Feet
wo | % A SPTN VALUE A
O > | > ol (o 20 40 60 80
I 1T Fu Rl 2ES || @ PL MC LL
o= & (e} MATERIAL DESCRIPTION ws |50 9 5 (8 '5 ——e—A1
g x - % g 8 Xl @ 8 ; E > 20 40 60 80
© < |3 <2 O FINES CONTENT (%) O
0.0 = 20 40 60 80
Approximately 5 inches of Bituminous Asphalt : : : :
B n Approximately 5 Inches of Possible Aggregate Base A5 1
P-200=10%
B (SM) Silty Sand, fine grained, dark brown to about 5 Feet then AU [ e
brown, moist, loose. (Alluvium) 151
25 o
SS 3-4-5
152 9)
50 [ EE R R R S S SRR
SS 2-2-3
153 (5)
i (SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to medium grained, trace Gravel, [y
75 brown, moist, loose. (Alluvium)
ss 234 | | |l ¢
154 @ 4
10.0 [~ e
SS 3-3-4
155 @ A

Bottom of borehole at 11.0 feet.



HAUGO

Haugo GeoTechnical Services
2825 Cedar Ave South
Minneapolis, MN 55407
Telephone: 612-729-2959
Fax: 763-445-2238

CLIENT _City of Ramsey
PROJECT NUMBER 21-0833

DATE STARTED _9/1/21

DRILLING CONTRACTOR _HGTS - 120

DRILLING METHOD _Hollow Stem Auger/Split Spoon
LOGGED BY _GD

COMPLETED _9/1/21

NOTES _7+50 167th Lane NW

CHECKED BY _PG

PROJECT NAME

BORING NUMBER SB-02

PAGE 1 OF 1

IP 22-02 Autumn Heights Street Recon

PROJECT LOCATION _Ramsey, MN
GROUND ELEVATION _903.7 ft
GROUND WATER LEVELS:

AT TIME OF DRILLING

HOLE SIZE _3 1/4 inches

--- Not Encountered

AT END OF DRILLING _--- Not Encountered
AFTER DRILLING _--- Not Encountered with Cave-In Depth of 4 Feet

A SPT N VALUE A

GEOTECH BH PLOTS - GINT STD US LAB.GDT - 9/29/21 11:08 - C:\USERS\HGTS 3\DROPBOX (HGTS)\HAUGO GEOTECHNICAL SERVICES\GINT PROJECT BACKUP\PROJECTS\21-0833 IP 22-02 AUTUMN HEIGHTS STREET RECON.GPJ

T z
T (2, i EE =25 19| @ T
hE|Z3 MATERIAL DESCRIPTION we |29| 552 |zg| 5 ——e——I
bz L3 QL @3z 27| 2 20 40 60 80
© == | =g O FINES CONTENT (%) O
0.0 = 20 40 60 80
Approximately 3.5 Inches of Bituminous Asphalt : : : :
| | Approximately 3 Inches of Possible Aggregate Base 4.5 |
\ P-200=9.5% /]
(SP-SM) Poorly Graded Sand with Silt, fine grained, brown, moist, AU
- medium dense. (Alluvium) 1011 | | | T
25 ooy
Ss 5-6-5 A
102 (11) r :
i (SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to medium grianed, trace Gravel, | | | [ | | [ ¢ i
brown, moist, loose. (Alluvium)
5.0 B TR R R RTE R R T RPN SRR
SS 6-4-5
103 ) 4
7.5 Joe ]
SS 2-3-6
104 ©) T
100 [~ ]
SS 3-4-6 :
105 (10) A

Bottom of borehole at 11.0 feet.



HAUGO

PROJECT NUMBER _21-0833

Haugo GeoTechnical Services
2825 Cedar Ave South
Minneapolis, MN 55407
Telephone: 612-729-2959
Fax: 763-445-2238

CLIENT _City of Ramsey

DATE STARTED _9/1/21
DRILLING CONTRACTOR _HGTS - 120

DRILLING METHOD _Hollow Stem Auger/Split Spoon
LOGGED BY _GD

NOTES _10+00 16th Lane NW

COMPLETED _9/1/21

CHECKED BY _PG

PROJECT NAME

BORING NUMBER SB-03

PAGE 1 OF 1

IP 22-02 Autumn Heights Street Recon

PROJECT LOCATION _Ramsey, MN
GROUND ELEVATION _903.4 ft
GROUND WATER LEVELS:

AT TIME OF DRILLING

HOLE SIZE _3 1/4 inches

--- Not Encountered

AT END OF DRILLING _---

AFTER DRILLING _--- Not Encountered

A SPT N VALUE A

GEOTECH BH PLOTS - GINT STD US LAB.GDT - 9/29/21 11:08 - C:\USERS\HGTS 3\DROPBOX (HGTS)\HAUGO GEOTECHNICAL SERVICES\GINT PROJECT BACKUP\PROJECTS\21-0833 IP 22-02 AUTUMN HEIGHTS STREET RECON.GPJ

T z
= %@ i EE EEUBJ ol @ 2|03|_ 40M060 LEO
o E % o MATERIAL DESCRIPTION w g >0 952 | '5 —e—A
U= - L5 Qg m8; 27 8 20 40 60 80
© =< |0 <2 O FINES CONTENT (%) OJ
0.0 = 20 40 60 80
Approximately 3 Inches of Bituminous Asphalt : : : :
Approximately 3 Inches of Possible Aggregate Base. 4
B \ P-200=7% Vol | N T B e e et S
(SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to medium grained, trace Gravel,
S brown, moist, loose to medium dense. (Alluvium) 'gg ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
25 pnn
SS 4-4-4
97 ®) 4
50 I P I D LY
SS 2-4-5
98 ©) 4
7.5 ]
SS 2-4-7 :
99 (11) ¢
10.0 0 O AU SORURO SOV S
SS 2-4-5 Jk §
100 9) :

Bottom of borehole at 11.0 feet.



Haugo GeoTechnical Services
2825 Cedar Ave South
Minneapolis, MN 55407
Telephone: 612-729-2959
Fax: 763-445-2238

CLIENT _City of Ramsey

HAUGO

PROJECT NUMBER _21-0833

DATE STARTED _9/1/21 COMPLETED _9/1/21
DRILLING CONTRACTOR _HGTS - 120

DRILLING METHOD _Hollow Stem Auger/Split Spoon

LOGGED BY _GD CHECKED BY _PG
NOTES _12+50 167th Lane NW

BORING NUMBER SB-04

PAGE 1 OF 1

PROJECT NAME _IP 22-02 Autumn Heights Street Recon
PROJECT LOCATION _Ramsey, MN
GROUND ELEVATION _904.5 ft
GROUND WATER LEVELS:
AT TIME OF DRILLING
AT END OF DRILLING _---
AFTER DRILLING _--- Not Encountered

HOLE SIZE _3 1/4 inches

--- Not Encountered

GEOTECH BH PLOTS - GINT STD US LAB.GDT - 9/29/21 11:08 - C:\USERS\HGTS 3\DROPBOX (HGTS)\HAUGO GEOTECHNICAL SERVICES\GINT PROJECT BACKUP\PROJECTS\21-0833 IP 22-02 AUTUMN HEIGHTS STREET RECON.GPJ

wo | = A SPTN VALUE A
—~ | O
®) > 20 40 60 80
I 1T '>—-§ rs ;E“é o] 8 PL MC LL
oz % o MATERIAL DESCRIPTION WS |[>8| 953 (xR '5 —e—A
a |z 1> |8 232 |27 2 20 40 60 80
o %)
< w =~ | = [JFINES CONTENT (%)
N o o
0.0 = 20 40 60 80
% Approximately 3.25 Inches of Bituminous Asphalt : : : :
| Approximately 3 Inches of Possible Aggregate Base 6.5 | |l
\ P-200 13.5% [
(SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to medium grained, brown, moist, AU
B very loose to medium dense. (Alluvium) o1 | ||| ey
25 bl b
SS 3-5-6
92 (11)
50 R R R L L R R RIS SUPP
SS 2-2-4
| 93 ® | | |7
7.5 U ST U Y
SS 1-1-2
! % ® XIS O
i (SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to medium grained, trace Gravel, |\ | | | | | || iR
10.0 brown, moist, loose. (Alluvium)
SS 2-2-4
95 6) A

Bottom of borehole at 11.0 feet.



Haugo GeoTechnical Services
2825 Cedar Ave South
Minneapolis, MN 55407
Telephone: 612-729-2959
Fax: 763-445-2238

CLIENT _City of Ramsey

HAUGO

PROJECT NUMBER _21-0833

DATE STARTED _9/1/21 COMPLETED _9/1/21
DRILLING CONTRACTOR _HGTS - 120

DRILLING METHOD _Hollow Stem Auger/Split Spoon

LOGGED BY _GD CHECKED BY _PG
NOTES _15+40 167th Lane NW

BORING NUMBER SB-05

PAGE 1 OF 1

PROJECT NAME _IP 22-02 Autumn Heights Street Recon
PROJECT LOCATION _Ramsey, MN
GROUND ELEVATION _902.6 ft
GROUND WATER LEVELS:
AT TIME OF DRILLING
AT END OF DRILLING _---
AFTER DRILLING _--- Not Encountered

HOLE SIZE _3 1/4 inches

--- Not Encountered

GEOTECH BH PLOTS - GINT STD US LAB.GDT - 9/29/21 11:08 - C:\USERS\HGTS 3\DROPBOX (HGTS)\HAUGO GEOTECHNICAL SERVICES\GINT PROJECT BACKUP\PROJECTS\21-0833 IP 22-02 AUTUMN HEIGHTS STREET RECON.GPJ

W | = A SPTN VALUE A
o ° —~ | O
= %(9 A EE EEUBJ o] 8 2IODL 40M060 LEO
oE & @) MATERIAL DESCRIPTION w g >0 952 | 5 —eo—1
a |z~ 15 8% @32 |2 | 2| 20 40 60 80
© 7 |8 = |38 O FINES CONTENT (%) O
= 20 40 60 80
Approximately 4 Inches of Bituminous Asphalt : : : :
B Approximately 3.5 Inches of Possible Aggregate Base 6 | |
P-200=2.5%
B Poorly Graded Sand, dark brown, moist. (Fill) AUl | e
76
i (SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to medium grained, brown, moist, | | | | | | | i iU
very loose to medium dense. (Alluvium)
SS 6-7-8
77 (15)
SS 1-1-1
78 (2)
SS 1-1-2 T
X 79 ®) I
ss ST S I O R
X 80 @) A

Bottom of borehole at 11.0 feet.



Haugo GeoTechnical Services

HAUGD 2825 Cedar Ave South
Minneapolis, MN 55407
Telephone: 612-729-2959
Fax: 763-445-2238

CLIENT _City of Ramsey

PROJECT NUMBER _21-0833

DATE STARTED _9/1/21 COMPLETED _9/1/21
DRILLING CONTRACTOR _HGTS - 120

DRILLING METHOD _Hollow Stem Auger/Split Spoon

LOGGED BY _GD CHECKED BY _PG
NOTES _19+00 167th Lane NW

BORING NUMBER SB-06

PAGE 1 OF 1
PROJECT NAME _IP 22-02 Autumn Heights Street Recon
PROJECT LOCATION _Ramsey, MN
GROUND ELEVATION _880.3 ft HOLE SIZE _3 1/4 inches
GROUND WATER LEVELS:
AT TIME OF DRILLING _--- Not Encountered
AT END OF DRILLING _---

Y AFTER DRILLING _10.50 ft / Elev 869.80 ft

GEOTECH BH PLOTS - GINT STD US LAB.GDT - 9/29/21 11:08 - C:\USERS\HGTS 3\DROPBOX (HGTS)\HAUGO GEOTECHNICAL SERVICES\GINT PROJECT BACKUP\PROJECTS\21-0833 IP 22-02 AUTUMN HEIGHTS STREET RECON.GPJ

W e 2 A SPT N VALUE A
o ° —~ | O
S) xr |> 20 40 60 80
I 1T ,t% rs ;E“é o] 8 PL MC LL
ox % (e} MATERIAL DESCRIPTION ws |50 9 S5< xR 5 —e—1
A |x- 1> |8 232 |27 2 20 40 60 80
© g g = g O FINES CONTENT (%) 0
0.0 = 20 40 60 80
% Approximately 4.5 Inches of Bituminious Asphalt : : : :
B 7 Approximately 3 Inches of Possible Aggregate Base 8 | |
oI\ P-200=8% [
B (SP-SM) Poorly Graded Sand with Silt, dark brown, moist. (Fill) %’ .......................................
25
SS 7-8-7
72 (15)
i (SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to medium grained, brown, moist to
50 waterbearing, loose to medium dense. (Alluvium)
SS 2-2-4
73 (6)
7.5
SS 7-6-7
74 (13)
10.0
SS 3-3-4
4 75 (7)

Bottom of borehole at 11.0 feet.



Haugo GeoTechnical Services BOR'NG NUMBER SB-07

HAUGD 2825 Cedar Ave South
Minneapolis, MN 55407 PAGE 1 OF 1
Telephone: 612-729-2959
Fax: 763-445-2238

GEOTECH BH PLOTS - GINT STD US LAB.GDT - 9/29/21 11:08 - C:\USERS\HGTS 3\DROPBOX (HGTS)\HAUGO GEOTECHNICAL SERVICES\GINT PROJECT BACKUP\PROJECTS\21-0833 IP 22-02 AUTUMN HEIGHTS STREET RECON.GPJ

CLIENT _City of Ramsey PROJECT NAME _IP 22-02 Autumn Heights Street Recon
PROJECT NUMBER _21-0833 PROJECT LOCATION _Ramsey, MN
DATE STARTED _9/1/21 COMPLETED _9/1/21 GROUND ELEVATION _876.3 ft HOLE SIZE _3 1/4 inches
DRILLING CONTRACTOR _HGTS - 120 GROUND WATER LEVELS:
DRILLING METHOD _Hollow Stem Auger/Split Spoon AT TIME OF DRILLING _--- Not Encountered
LOGGED BY _GD CHECKED BY _PG AT END OF DRILLING _---
NOTES _21-50 167th Lane NW Y AFTERDRILLING _7.50 ft / Elev 868.80 ft
W e 2 A SPT N VALUE A
o ° —~ | O
Q > | > ow |5 20 40 60 80
I 1T Fu Rl 2ES || @ PL MC LL
oz & @) MATERIAL DESCRIPTION ws |50 O95% |8 '5 —e—A
g x - % g 8 Xl @ 8 ; E > 20 40 60 80
© < |3 <2 O FINES CONTENT (%) O
0.0 = 20 40 60 80
Approxiately 4 Inches of Bituminous Asphalt : : : :
B i Approximately 4 Inches of Possible Aggregate Base 4 | e
< P-200=8%
(SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to medium grained, trace Gravel, AU
B brown, moist, medium dense. (Alluvium) e6 | | | | o
25
SS 6-13-13
67 (26)
5.0
SS 6-8-8
68 (16)
i (SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to coarse grained, trace Gravel,
75 brown, waterbearing, very loose. (Alluvium)
SS 1-2-2
69 (4)
i (SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to medium grained, brown, |\ [ | | | | || S S S S
100 waterbearing, very loose. (Alluvium)
Ss 1-1-1 l : : : :
70 (2) : : : :

Bottom of borehole at 11.0 feet.



Haugo GeoTechnical Services
2825 Cedar Ave South
Minneapolis, MN 55407
Telephone: 612-729-2959
Fax: 763-445-2238

CLIENT _City of Ramsey

HAUGO

PROJECT NUMBER _21-0833

DATE STARTED _9/1/21 COMPLETED _9/1/21
DRILLING CONTRACTOR _HGTS - 120

DRILLING METHOD _Hollow Stem Auger/Split Spoon

LOGGED BY _GD CHECKED BY _PG
NOTES _24+00 167th Lane NW

BORING NUMBER SB-08

PAGE 1 OF 1

PROJECT NAME _IP 22-02 Autumn Heights Street Recon
PROJECT LOCATION _Ramsey, MN
GROUND ELEVATION _879.8 ft
GROUND WATER LEVELS:
AT TIME OF DRILLING
AT END OF DRILLING _---
AFTER DRILLING _--- Not Encountered

HOLE SIZE _3 1/4 inches

--- Not Encountered

GEOTECH BH PLOTS - GINT STD US LAB.GDT - 9/29/21 11:08 - C:\USERS\HGTS 3\DROPBOX (HGTS)\HAUGO GEOTECHNICAL SERVICES\GINT PROJECT BACKUP\PROJECTS\21-0833 IP 22-02 AUTUMN HEIGHTS STREET RECON.GPJ

L N E A SPT N VALUE A
o ° —~ | O
®) > 20 40 60 80
I 1T '>—-§ rs ;E“é o] 8 PL MC LL
ox & 0] MATERIAL DESCRIPTION WS |[>8| 953 (xR 5 —e—
A |x- 1> |8 232 |27 2 20 40 60 80
© g g = g O FINES CONTENT (%) 0
0.0 = 20 40 60 80
Approximately 3.5 Inches of Bituminous Asphalt : : : :
i 1 Approximately 4 Inches of Possible Aggregate Base 35| | i s
o\ P-200=7.5% []
S (SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to medium grained, brown, moist, AU
medium dense. (Alluvium) 61
25
SS 5-9-11
62 (20)
5.0
SS 4-8-8
63 (16)
i (SP-SM) Poorly Graded Sand with Silt, fine to medium grained,
75 brown and gray, moist, medium dense. (Alluvium)
SS 7-10-10
64 (20) : : :
i (SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to coarse grained, trace Gravel, |\ | | | | | |1 ioEor
100 gray, moist, medium dense. (Alluvium)
SS 6-10-11 p
65 21) A

Bottom of borehole at 11.0 feet.



Haugo GeoTechnical Services

HAUGO

2825 Cedar Ave South

Minneapolis, MN 55407
Telephone: 612-729-2959
Fax: 763-445-2238

CLIENT _City of Ramsey

PROJECT NUMBER _21-0833

DATE STARTED _8/31/21

COMPLETED _8/31/21

PROJECT NAME

BORING NUMBER SB-09

PAGE 1 OF 1

IP 22-02 Autumn Heights Street Recon

PROJECT LOCATION _Ramsey, MN
GROUND ELEVATION _879.6 ft

HOLE SIZE _3 1/4 inches

GEOTECH BH PLOTS - GINT STD US LAB.GDT - 9/29/21 11:08 - C:\USERS\HGTS 3\DROPBOX (HGTS)\HAUGO GEOTECHNICAL SERVICES\GINT PROJECT BACKUP\PROJECTS\21-0833 IP 22-02 AUTUMN HEIGHTS STREET RECON.GPJ

DRILLING CONTRACTOR _HGTS - 120 GROUND WATER LEVELS:
DRILLING METHOD _Hollow Stem Auger/Split Spoon AT TIME OF DRILLING _--- Not Encountered
LOGGED BY _GD CHECKED BY _PG AT END OF DRILLING _---
NOTES _25+50 167th Lane NW AFTER DRILLING _--- Not Encountered
wo | % A SPTN VALUE A
Q > (> ol (o 20 40 60 80
I 1T Fu Rl 2ES || @ PL MC LL
oz & o MATERIAL DESCRIPTION ws |50 O95% |8 '5 —e—A
g % | % g 8 Xl @ 8 ; E > 20 40 60 80
g g = g O FINES CONTENT (%) 0
0.0 = 20 40 60 80
Approximately 3 Inches of Bituminous Asphalt : : : :
i 1 Approxiately 4 Inches of Possible Aggregate Base 3 | i
-\ P-200=4% []
- B Poorly Graded Sand, brown, moist. (Fill) A1U .......................................
25 KXXX¥ T
SS 3-5-7 A
2 (12) r ;
i ] Poorly Graded Sand with Silt, dark brown, moist. (Fill) ..............................
5.0 IO OO IUUORE UUURPE Y
SS 2-5-5 J‘ :
3 (10) :
B _ Pooy GradedSad bom ol G111 ———1 | |1 ....... i
75 L S S SO N
SS 6-9-8 A :
4 (17) r :
i 2% Silty Sand, black, moist. (FillBuried Topsoly ——— \ [ | [ | | | | C
100 ¥ = Organic Content=1% 1220 | PP P PTS TPTR
: SS 6-7-8 JLE
5 (15) :
Y

Bottom of borehole at 11.0 feet.



Haugo GeoTechnical Services
2825 Cedar Ave South
Minneapolis, MN 55407
Telephone: 612-729-2959
Fax: 763-445-2238

CLIENT _City of Ramsey

HAUGO

PROJECT NUMBER _21-0833

DATE STARTED _8/31/21 COMPLETED _8/31/21

BORING NUMBER SB-10

PAGE 1 OF 1

PROJECT NAME _IP 22-02 Autumn Heights Street Recon
PROJECT LOCATION Ramsey, MN
GROUND ELEVATION 876.3 ft

HOLE SIZE _3 1/4 inches

GEOTECH BH PLOTS - GINT STD US LAB.GDT - 9/29/21 11:08 - C:\USERS\HGTS 3\DROPBOX (HGTS)\HAUGO GEOTECHNICAL SERVICES\GINT PROJECT BACKUP\PROJECTS\21-0833 IP 22-02 AUTUMN HEIGHTS STREET RECON.GPJ

DRILLING CONTRACTOR _HGTS - 120 GROUND WATER LEVELS:
DRILLING METHOD _Hollow Stem Auger/Split Spoon AT TIME OF DRILLING _--- Not Encountered
LOGGED BY _GD CHECKED BY _PG AT END OF DRILLING _---
NOTES _28+00 167th Lane NW Y AFTERDRILLING _7.00 ft / Elev 869.30 ft
wo | % A SPT N VALUE A
Q > | > ol (o 20 40 60 80
I 1T Fu Rl 2ES || @ PL MC LL
oz & o MATERIAL DESCRIPTION ws |50 O95% |8 5
a & L3 8¢ @32 27| = 20 40 60 80
g g = g O FINES CONTENT (%) 0
0.0 = 20 40 60 80
Approxiately 4 Inches of Bituminous Asphalt : : : :
B n Approximately 4 Inches of Possible Aggregate Base 35 ...............................
P-200=6.5%
| | (SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to medium grained, brown, moist, AU T T
medium dense. (Alluvium) 6 :
25 b ]
SS 3-9-10 N
7 (19) 4
i (SP-SM) Poorly Graded Sand with Silt, brown, moist, medium | | | | | | | F UL
dense. (Alluvium)
5.0
SS 6-9-10
8 (19)
L L
(SP-SM) Poorly Graded Sand with Silt, gray, moist, medium
dense. (Alluvium)
7.5
SS 6-13-13
9 (26)
i (SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to coarse grained, trace Gravel,
10.0 gray, waterbearing, medium dense. (Alluvuim)
SS 5-6-7
10 (13)

Bottom of borehole at 11.0 feet.



Haugo GeoTechnical Services

HAUGD 2825 Cedar Ave South
Minneapolis, MN 55407
Telephone: 612-729-2959
Fax: 763-445-2238

CLIENT _City of Ramsey

PROJECT NUMBER _21-0833

DATE STARTED _8/31/21 COMPLETED _8/31/21
DRILLING CONTRACTOR _HGTS - 120

DRILLING METHOD _Hollow Stem Auger/Split Spoon

LOGGED BY _GD CHECKED BY _PG
NOTES _30+50 167th Lane NW

BORING NUMBER SB-11

PAGE 1 OF 1
PROJECT NAME _IP 22-02 Autumn Heights Street Recon
PROJECT LOCATION _Ramsey, MN
GROUND ELEVATION _875.5 ft HOLE SIZE _3 1/4 inches
GROUND WATER LEVELS:
AT TIME OF DRILLING _--- Not Encountered
AT END OF DRILLING _---

Y AFTER DRILLING _7.50 ft / Elev 868.00 ft

MATERIAL DESCRIPTION

DEPTH
(ft)
GRAPHIC
LOG

A SPT N VALUE A
20 40 60 80

PL MC LL
—e—
20 40 60 80

NUMBER
RECOVERY %
(RQD)
BLOW
COUNTS
(N VALUE)

O FINES CONTENT (%) O

MOISTURE CONT.
(%)
NOTES

Appoximately 3 Inches of Bituminous Base

20 40 60 80

O

Approximately 3.5 Inches of Possible Aggregate Base

_\ P-200=6%

R
P

o
3

-

5
KRS
RS

1
BERKX
RS

Peelelelele
SRRLKKS

2.5

RIS

1
XK
D020 202020 20202020 20 %%

5.0

9000000 0.0.0.9.9.9.0.0.0:0.0:0.9. 0099,
00,0 0010 0 00,0 0000 000 0 000 0 00 0 000 0 00 0 0000,

0.0.0.0.0.90.0:09.9.9:9.9.9.0.9.9.0.0.0.0.0.0099.0:0.9:9.9.9.0:9

$9:0.0.0:0:0.9:9.0.9.9.9.9.9:0.9.9:9.0.0.0.9.

X
::’000000000000000000000

T
X

909699
R

CIREKL

Poorly Graded Sand with Silt, dark brown and brown, moist. (Fill)

AU
11

Ss 4-11-12
12 (23)

ss 10-13-14
13 27)

75 brown, waterbearing, very loose to loose. (Alluvium)

10.0

GEOTECH BH PLOTS - GINT STD US LAB.GDT - 9/29/21 11:08 - C:\USERS\HGTS 3\DROPBOX (HGTS)\HAUGO GEOTECHNICAL SERVICES\GINT PROJECT BACKUP\PROJECTS\21-0833 IP 22-02 AUTUMN HEIGHTS STREET RECON.GPJ

(SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to coarse grained, trace Gravel,

SS 5-7-7
14 (14)

Ss 1-1-1
15 )

e ——
>< >< >< >< SAMPLE TYPE

Bottom of borehole at 11.0 feet.



Haugo GeoTechnical Services

HAUGD 2825 Cedar Ave South
Minneapolis, MN 55407
Telephone: 612-729-2959
Fax: 763-445-2238

CLIENT _City of Ramsey

PROJECT NUMBER _21-0833

DATE STARTED _8/31/21 COMPLETED _8/31/21
DRILLING CONTRACTOR _HGTS - 120

DRILLING METHOD _Hollow Stem Auger/Split Spoon

LOGGED BY _GD CHECKED BY _PG
NOTES _33+00 167th Lane NW

BORING NUMBER SB-12

PAGE 1 OF 1
PROJECT NAME _IP 22-02 Autumn Heights Street Recon
PROJECT LOCATION _Ramsey, MN
GROUND ELEVATION _876.3 ft HOLE SIZE _3 1/4 inches
GROUND WATER LEVELS:
AT TIME OF DRILLING _--- Not Encountered
AT END OF DRILLING _---

AFTER DRILLING _--- Not Encountered

MATERIAL DESCRIPTION

DEPTH
(ft)
GRAPHIC
LOG

A SPT N VALUE A

20 40 60 80
PL MC LL

—e—1
20 40 60 80
O FINES CONTENT (%) O

NUMBER
RECOVERY %
(RQD)
BLOW
COUNTS
(N VALUE)
MOISTURE CONT.
(%)
NOTES

Approximately 3.25 Inches of Bituminous Asphalt

20 40 60 80

Approximately 3.5 Inches of Possible Aggregate Base
_\ P-200=7%

N

Poorly Graded Sand with Silt, brown, moist. (Fill)

T
000009,
90000000 00.0.0,0.9:9:0:9
CRRXKKLY XK

T

QR
0%

P
KL

AU
16

Silty Sand, black, moist. (Fill)
25

Poorly Graded Sand, moist. (Fill)

RRRAK
SRS

K

SRS

5.0

0000000000 09.0.0.0:0.0.0:0.0.0.0:9,

P

0202020 0 20 20 2020220 e e 20 20202020 %0 0 2o 02

<
<R
R
<Q
Q
<R
<
<R
<R
<
<
<R
R
<Q
Q
<R
<
<R
<R
<
<
<R
R
<Q
<
<

RIS

<R
e
R
2R
R

Ss 7-12-17
17 (29)

ss 10-12-17
18 (29)

Silty Clayey Sand, black, moist. (Fill)
7.5

brown and gray, loost to medium dense. (Alluvium)

10.0

GEOTECH BH PLOTS - GINT STD US LAB.GDT - 9/29/21 11:08 - C:\USERS\HGTS 3\DROPBOX (HGTS)\HAUGO GEOTECHNICAL SERVICES\GINT PROJECT BACKUP\PROJECTS\21-0833 IP 22-02 AUTUMN HEIGHTS STREET RECON.GPJ

(SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to medium grained, trace Gravel,

ss 3-3-4
19 @)

SS 4-5-6
20 (11)

———— e — — [

Bottom of borehole at 11.0 feet.



Haugo GeoTechnical Services
2825 Cedar Ave South
Minneapolis, MN 55407
Telephone: 612-729-2959
Fax: 763-445-2238

CLIENT _City of Ramsey

HAUGO

PROJECT NUMBER _21-0833

DATE STARTED _8/31/21 COMPLETED _8/31/21
DRILLING CONTRACTOR _HGTS - 120

DRILLING METHOD _Hollow Stem Auger/Split Spoon

LOGGED BY _GD CHECKED BY _PG
NOTES _35+50 167th Lane NW

BORING NUMBER SB-13

PAGE 1 OF 1

PROJECT NAME _IP 22-02 Autumn Heights Street Recon
PROJECT LOCATION _Ramsey, MN
GROUND ELEVATION _877.5 ft
GROUND WATER LEVELS:

HOLE SIZE _3 1/4 inches

AT TIME OF DRILLING _--- Not Encountered
AT END OF DRILLING ---
AFTER DRILLING _--- Not Encountered

GEOTECH BH PLOTS - GINT STD US LAB.GDT - 9/29/21 11:08 - C:\USERS\HGTS 3\DROPBOX (HGTS)\HAUGO GEOTECHNICAL SERVICES\GINT PROJECT BACKUP\PROJECTS\21-0833 IP 22-02 AUTUMN HEIGHTS STREET RECON.GPJ

wo | = A SPT N VALUE A
—~ | O
T (2, i EE =25 19| @ T
hE|Z3 MATERIAL DESCRIPTION we |29| 552 |zg| 5 ——e——I
u x - %:) 8&‘, mO> |2 > 20 40 60 80
O E: “ | = 2 O FINES CONTENT (%) O
= 20 40 60 80
Approximately 7 Inches of Bituminous Asphalt : : : :
| Approximately 6.5 Inches of Possible Aggregate Base @+ | (| | | 00
P-200=5% 6
B AU LT
(SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to medium grained, brown, moist, 21
B medium dense. (Alluvium) IR
25 p W e
SS 3-5-8 :
22 (13) 4
50 I R RS S N SRR Y.
SS 3-7-7 :
23 (14) 4
i (SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to coarse grained, trace Gravel, B A
75 gray, waterbearing, loose. (Alluvium)
SS 2-3-3
- 24 (6) deoeoatercrcestosrsrereossssrstocesesd
10.0 L O AU SORPRO SOV S
Ss 2-3-5 ‘L §
25 (8) :

Bottom of borehole at 11.0 feet.



Haugo GeoTechnical Services
2825 Cedar Ave South
Minneapolis, MN 55407
Telephone: 612-729-2959
Fax: 763-445-2238

CLIENT _City of Ramsey

HAUGO

PROJECT NUMBER _21-0833

DATE STARTED _8/31/21 COMPLETED _8/31/21

BORING NUMBER SB-14

PROJECT NAME

PAGE 1 OF 1

IP 22-02 Autumn Heights Street Recon

PROJECT LOCATION _Ramsey, MN

GROUND ELEVATION _878.6 ft

HOLE SIZE _3 1/4 inches

GEOTECH BH PLOTS - GINT STD US LAB.GDT - 9/29/21 11:08 - C:\USERS\HGTS 3\DROPBOX (HGTS)\HAUGO GEOTECHNICAL SERVICES\GINT PROJECT BACKUP\PROJECTS\21-0833 IP 22-02 AUTUMN HEIGHTS STREET RECON.GPJ

DRILLING CONTRACTOR HGTS - 120 GROUND WATER LEVELS:
DRILLING METHOD _Hollow Stem Auger/Split Spoon AT TIME OF DRILLING _--- Not Encountered
LOGGED BY _GD CHECKED BY PG AT END OF DRILLING ---
NOTES _38+00 167th Lane NW Y AFTER DRILLING 7.50 ft / Elev 871.10 ft
wo | % A SPTN VALUE A
O > (> ol (o 20 40 60 80
I 1T Fu Rl 2ES || @ PL MC LL
o= & (e} MATERIAL DESCRIPTION ws |50 9 5 (8 '5 ——e—A1
a |z 1> |8 232 |27 2 20 40 60 80
© < |3 <2 O FINES CONTENT (%) O
0.0 = 20 40 60 80
Approximately 3 Inches of Bituminous Asphalt : : : :
i Approximately 3 Inches of Possible Aggregate Base 55| | i oooioorn
\ P-200=6% /7
- (SP-SM) Poorly Graded Sand with Silt, fine to medium grained, AU |
brown, moist, medium dense. (Alluvium) 26
25 pl L
SS 6-7-6 :
27 (13) 4
50 R R I I SRR XY
SS 4-5-7 ®
28 (12) :
i (SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to coarse grained, trace Gravel, B A A
75 brown, waterbearing, loose. (Alluvium)
ss 1266 | | [T
29 ®) 4
10.0 b
SS 2-4-6 ‘L :
30 (10) :

Bottom of borehole at 11.0 feet.



Haugo GeoTechnical Services
2825 Cedar Ave South
Minneapolis, MN 55407
Telephone: 612-729-2959
Fax: 763-445-2238

CLIENT _City of Ramsey

HAUGO

PROJECT NUMBER _21-0833

DATE STARTED _8/31/21 COMPLETED _8/31/21
DRILLING CONTRACTOR _HGTS - 120

DRILLING METHOD _Hollow Stem Auger/Split Spoon

LOGGED BY _GD CHECKED BY _PG
NOTES _39+67 167th Lane

PROJECT NAME

IP 22-02 Autumn Heights Street Recon

BORING NUMBER SB-15

PAGE 1 OF 1

PROJECT LOCATION _Ramsey, MN
GROUND ELEVATION _880.6 ft
GROUND WATER LEVELS:

AT TIME OF DRILLING

HOLE SIZE _3 1/4 inches

--- Not Encountered

AT END OF DRILLING _---

Y AFTER DRILLING _7.50 ft / Elev 873.10 ft

A SPT N VALUE A

GEOTECH BH PLOTS - GINT STD US LAB.GDT - 9/29/21 11:08 - C:\USERS\HGTS 3\DROPBOX (HGTS)\HAUGO GEOTECHNICAL SERVICES\GINT PROJECT BACKUP\PROJECTS\21-0833 IP 22-02 AUTUMN HEIGHTS STREET RECON.GPJ

g | z
Q > | > ol (o o 20 40 60 80
Lo e |ha 253 jug| w PL MC LL
Le | ZO MATERIAL DESCRIPTION 5= |>9| 95 | 5 —eo—1
A |x- 1> |8 232 |27 2 20 40 60 80
© g g = g O FINES CONTENT (%) 0
0.0 = 20 40 60 80
Approximately 4.5 Inches of Bituminous Asphalt : : : :
- - Approximately 3 Inches of Possible Aggregate Base 45 | e
| i _\ P-200=6.5% /_ Aavl| e
Poorly Graded Sand with Silt, brown and dark brown, moist. (Fill) 31
25
SS 9-12-9
32 (21)
i (SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to coarse grained, trace Gravel,
50 brown, waterbearing, very loose to medium dense. (Alluvium)
SS 4-1-6
| 33 (7)
7.5 L R T
SS 3-2-2
34 @) 4
i L (SC) Clayey Sand, fine to medium grained, brown, wet, loose. | | | | | | || Do
10.0 955 (Alluvium)
2 ss 3.3-3 ‘L §

35

(6)

Bottom of borehole at 11.0 feet.



HAUGO

CLIENT _City of Ramsey
PROJECT NUMBER 21-0833
DATE STARTED 8/31/21

Haugo GeoTechnical Services
2825 Cedar Ave South
Minneapolis, MN 55407
Telephone: 612-729-2959
Fax: 763-445-2238

COMPLETED _8/31/21

PROJECT NAME
PROJECT LOCATION _Ramsey, MN
GROUND ELEVATION _877.7 ft

BORING NUMBER SB-16

PAGE 1 OF 1

IP 22-02 Autumn Heights Street Recon

HOLE SIZE _3 1/4 inches

--- Not Encountered

DRILLING CONTRACTOR _HGTS - 120 GROUND WATER LEVELS:
DRILLING METHOD _Hollow Stem Auger/Split Spoon AT TIME OF DRILLING
LOGGED BY _GD CHECKED BY _PG AT END OF DRILLING _---

NOTES _6+50 168th Lane

Y AFTER DRILLING _5.00 ft / Elev 872.70 ft

A SPT N VALUE A

GEOTECH BH PLOTS - GINT STD US LAB.GDT - 9/29/21 11:08 - C:\USERS\HGTS 3\DROPBOX (HGTS)\HAUGO GEOTECHNICAL SERVICES\GINT PROJECT BACKUP\PROJECTS\21-0833 IP 22-02 AUTUMN HEIGHTS STREET RECON.GPJ

T z
S) > [y 20 40 60 80
I 1T '>—-§ rs ;E“é o] 8 PL MC LL
oz & @) MATERIAL DESCRIPTION ws |50 O95% |8 5
a |z 1> |8 232 |27 2 20 40 60 80
] ]
< w =~ | = [JFINES CONTENT (%)
N o o
0.0 = 20 40 60 80
Approxiately 4 Inches of Bituminous Asphalt : : : :
B n Approximately 3 Inches of Possible Aggregate Base 6 | i
\ P-200=9% /7 AU
B (SP-SM) Poorly Graded Sand with Silt, fine to medium grained, ¢ | | | e
brown, moist, loose. (Alluvium)
25 B
SS 4-5-4
= 37 (9) ....................................
i (SP-SM) Poorly Graded Sand with Silt, fine to medium grained, | | | | | | [ i U
50 gray, waterbearing, very loose. (Alluvuim)
ss 1-1-1 S
| 38 @ 1 N
i (SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to coarse grained, trace Gravel, I
75 gray, waterbearing, loose to medium dense. (Alluvium)
SS 4-5-6
39 (11) : : : :
10.0 oW
SS 3-3-4
40 (7)

Bottom of borehole at 11.0 feet.



HAUGO

CLIENT _City of Ramsey

Haugo GeoTechnical Services
2825 Cedar Ave South
Minneapolis, MN 55407
Telephone: 612-729-2959
Fax: 763-445-2238

PROJECT NUMBER _21-0833
DATE STARTED _8/31/21

COMPLETED _8/31/21

PROJECT NAME
PROJECT LOCATION _Ramsey, MN
GROUND ELEVATION _877.7 ft

BORING NUMBER SB-17

PAGE 1 OF 1

IP 22-02 Autumn Heights Street Recon

HOLE SIZE _3 1/4 inches

GEOTECH BH PLOTS - GINT STD US LAB.GDT - 9/29/21 11:08 - C:\USERS\HGTS 3\DROPBOX (HGTS)\HAUGO GEOTECHNICAL SERVICES\GINT PROJECT BACKUP\PROJECTS\21-0833 IP 22-02 AUTUMN HEIGHTS STREET RECON.GPJ

DRILLING CONTRACTOR _HGTS - 120 GROUND WATER LEVELS:
DRILLING METHOD _Hollow Stem Auger/Split Spoon AT TIME OF DRILLING _--- Not Encountered
LOGGED BY _GD CHECKED BY _PG AT END OF DRILLING _---
NOTES _9+00 168th Lane Y AFTERDRILLING _7.50 ft / Elev 870.20 ft
W e 2 A SPT N VALUE A
o ° —~ | O
Q > | > ow |5 20 40 60 80
I 1T Fu Rl 2ES || @ PL MC LL
oz & o MATERIAL DESCRIPTION ws |50 O95% |8 '5 —e—A
g x - % g 8 Xl @ 8 ; E > 20 40 60 80
© < |3 <2 O FINES CONTENT (%) O
0.0 = 20 40 60 80
% Approximately 4.5 Inches of Bituminous Asphalt : : : :
B LXK Approximately 2.5 Inches of Possible Aggregate Base 45 | |
| | P-200=4% /7 AU
(SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine grained, trace Gravel, brown, 41
moist, medium dense. (Alluvium)
25 o b
SS 3-5-6
42 (11)
i ] (SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to coarse grained, trace Gravel, | | | | | | || i iU
50 brown, waterbearing, very losoe to loose. (Alluvium)
ss 122 R
43 4)
7.5 ]
SS 1-1-1
44 (2)
10.0 bW
SS 3-3-3
45 (6)

Bottom of borehole at 11.0 feet.



Haugo GeoTechnical Services

HAUGD 2825 Cedar Ave South
Minneapolis, MN 55407
Telephone: 612-729-2959
Fax: 763-445-2238

CLIENT _City of Ramsey

PROJECT NUMBER _21-0833

DATE STARTED _8/31/21 COMPLETED _8/31/21
DRILLING CONTRACTOR _HGTS - 120

DRILLING METHOD _Hollow Stem Auger/Split Spoon

LOGGED BY _GD CHECKED BY _PG
NOTES _11+50 168 Lane

PROJECT NAME

BORING NUMBER SB-18

PAGE 1 OF 1

IP 22-02 Autumn Heights Street Recon

PROJECT LOCATION _Ramsey, MN
GROUND ELEVATION _876.6 ft
GROUND WATER LEVELS:

AT TIME OF DRILLING

HOLE SIZE _3 1/4 inches

--- Not Encountered

AT END OF DRILLING _---
Y AFTER DRILLING _5.00 ft / Elev 871.60 ft

A SPT N VALUE A

GEOTECH BH PLOTS - GINT STD US LAB.GDT - 9/29/21 11:08 - C:\USERS\HGTS 3\DROPBOX (HGTS)\HAUGO GEOTECHNICAL SERVICES\GINT PROJECT BACKUP\PROJECTS\21-0833 IP 22-02 AUTUMN HEIGHTS STREET RECON.GPJ

T z
®) > [y 20 40 60 80
I 1T '>—-§ rs ;E“é o] 8 PL MC LL
oz & o MATERIAL DESCRIPTION ws |50 O95% |8 '5 —e—A
8 |x- 5 |Q%| @g=> |27 & 20 40 60 80
o =z |O oz |5
(</(J g ~ 3 [JFINES CONTENT (%)
0.0 = 20 40 60 80
Approximately 2 Inches of Bituminous Asphalt : : : :
Approximately 3 Inches of Possible Aggregate Base 4
P-200=7.5% /7
5 (SP-SM) Poorly Graded Sand with Silt, fine to medium grained, AU e
trace Gravel, brown and gray, moist, loose. (Alluvium) 46
25 o
SS 3-4-5
47 9)
i (SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to coarse grained, trace Gravel, | | | | | | || i U
50 brown, waterbearing, very loose. (Alluvium)
ss 2-2-2 R
48 4)
75 [l b S S SO N
SS 1-1-1 l :
49 (2) : : :
10.0 yny T ]
SS 1-1-1
50 @) p

Bottom of borehole at 11.0 feet.



Haugo GeoTechnical Services

HAUGD 2825 Cedar Ave South
Minneapolis, MN 55407
Telephone: 612-729-2959
Fax: 763-445-2238

CLIENT _City of Ramsey

PROJECT NUMBER _21-0833

DATE STARTED _8/31/21 COMPLETED _8/31/21
DRILLING CONTRACTOR _HGTS - 120

DRILLING METHOD _Hollow Stem Auger/Split Spoon

LOGGED BY _GD CHECKED BY _PG
NOTES _14+00 168th Lane

BORING NUMBER SB-19

PAGE 1 OF 1
PROJECT NAME _IP 22-02 Autumn Heights Street Recon
PROJECT LOCATION _Ramsey, MN
GROUND ELEVATION _875.7 ft HOLE SIZE _3 1/4 inches
GROUND WATER LEVELS:
AT TIME OF DRILLING _--- Not Encountered
AT END OF DRILLING _---

Y AFTER DRILLING _5.00 ft / Elev 870.70 ft

GEOTECH BH PLOTS - GINT STD US LAB.GDT - 9/29/21 11:08 - C:\USERS\HGTS 3\DROPBOX (HGTS)\HAUGO GEOTECHNICAL SERVICES\GINT PROJECT BACKUP\PROJECTS\21-0833 IP 22-02 AUTUMN HEIGHTS STREET RECON.GPJ

wo | = A SPTN VALUE A
—~ | O
z %o A EE =25 0. 2 2|03|_ 40M060 LEO
oE % o MATERIAL DESCRIPTION w g >0 952 | 5 —e—A
a |z~ 5 |8%| @3> 27| S |20 40 60 80
© % “ | ce 2 O FINES CONTENT (%) O
0.0 = 20 40 60 80
Approximately 3.25 Inches of Bituminous Asphalt : : : :
i 1 Approximately 3.5 Inches of Possible Aggregate Base oI S S
\ P-200=6% []
- (SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to medium grained, trace Gravel, AU [ |
gray and brown, moist to waterbearing, loose. (Alluvium) 51
25 [
SS 5-5-5 :
52 (10) 4
50 1 B I R R R S A SRR R XY
SS 3-4-5
| 53 ® | | |\ T
i (SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to coarse grained, trace Gravel, [
75 brown, waterbearing, very loose. (Alluvium)
ss 1 || L
= 54 (2) R TR E Y N e R XY
10.0 p-=f T ]
SS 3-11
55 @) p

Bottom of borehole at 11.0 feet.



Haugo GeoTechnical Services BOR'NG NUMBER SB-20

HAUGD 2825 Cedar Ave South
Minneapolis, MN 55407 PAGE 1 OF 1
Telephone: 612-729-2959
Fax: 763-445-2238

GEOTECH BH PLOTS - GINT STD US LAB.GDT - 9/29/21 11:08 - C:\USERS\HGTS 3\DROPBOX (HGTS)\HAUGO GEOTECHNICAL SERVICES\GINT PROJECT BACKUP\PROJECTS\21-0833 IP 22-02 AUTUMN HEIGHTS STREET RECON.GPJ

CLIENT _City of Ramsey PROJECT NAME _IP 22-02 Autumn Heights Street Recon
PROJECT NUMBER _21-0833 PROJECT LOCATION _Ramsey, MN
DATE STARTED _8/31/21 COMPLETED _8/31/21 GROUND ELEVATION _877.3 ft HOLE SIZE _3 1/4 inches
DRILLING CONTRACTOR _HGTS - 120 GROUND WATER LEVELS:
DRILLING METHOD _Hollow Stem Auger/Split Spoon AT TIME OF DRILLING _--- Not Encountered
LOGGED BY _GD CHECKED BY _PG AT END OF DRILLING _---
NOTES _16+50 168th Lane Y AFTERDRILLING _5.00 ft / Elev 872.30 ft
W e 2 A SPT N VALUE A
o ° —~ | O
Q > | > ow |5 20 40 60 80
I 1T Fu Rl 2ES || @ PL MC LL
oz & o MATERIAL DESCRIPTION WS |[>8| 953 (xR '5 —e—A
g x - % g 8 Xl @ 8 ; E > 20 40 60 80
© < |3 <2 O FINES CONTENT (%) OJ
0.0 = 20 40 60 80
Approximately 4.25 Inches of Bituminous Asphalt : : : :
i Approximately 3 Inches of Possible Aggregate Base 45| | ioor s
\ P-200=4.5% /7
- (SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to medium grained, trace Gravel, AU [ |
brown, moist to waterbearing, loose. (Alluvium) 56
ss sss | | | S S
X 57 (10) 4.
SS 1-3-4
58 (7)
i (SC) Clayey Sand, fine to medium grained, trace Gravel, gray,
waterbearing, medium dense. (Alluvium)
(SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to coarse grained, trace Gravel, sSS 9-10-6
gray, waterbearing, medium dense. (Alluvium) 59 (16)
SS 3-5-8 ...............................
X 60 (13) N

Bottom of borehole at 11.0 feet.



Haugo GeoTechnical Services BOR'NG NUMBER SB-21

HAUGD 2825 Cedar Ave South
Minneapolis, MN 55407 PAGE 1 OF 1
Telephone: 612-729-2959
Fax: 763-445-2238

GEOTECH BH PLOTS - GINT STD US LAB.GDT - 9/29/21 11:08 - C:\USERS\HGTS 3\DROPBOX (HGTS)\HAUGO GEOTECHNICAL SERVICES\GINT PROJECT BACKUP\PROJECTS\21-0833 IP 22-02 AUTUMN HEIGHTS STREET RECON.GPJ

CLIENT _City of Ramsey PROJECT NAME _IP 22-02 Autumn Heights Street Recon
PROJECT NUMBER _21-0833 PROJECT LOCATION _Ramsey, MN
DATE STARTED _9/2/21 COMPLETED _9/2/21 GROUND ELEVATION _898.5 ft HOLE SIZE _3 1/4 inches
DRILLING CONTRACTOR _HGTS - 120 GROUND WATER LEVELS:
DRILLING METHOD _Hollow Stem Auger/Split Spoon AT TIME OF DRILLING _--- Not Encountered
LOGGED BY _GD CHECKED BY _PG AT END OF DRILLING _---
NOTES _0+45 Nutria Street AFTER DRILLING _--- Not Encountered
W e 2 A SPT N VALUE A
o ° —~ | O
Q > | > ow |5 20 40 60 80
I 1T Fu Rl 2ES || @ PL MC LL
oz & o MATERIAL DESCRIPTION ws |50 O95% |8 '5 —e—A
a |z 1> |8 232 |27 2 20 40 60 80
© < |3 <2 O FINES CONTENT (%) O
0.0 = 20 40 60 80
Q Approximately 4 Inches of Bituminous Asphalt : : : :
B Approximately 2 Inches of Possible Aggregate Base 6.5 | |
\ P-200=8% /7 AU
B (SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to medium grained, trace Gravel, 141 | | | e
brown, moist, very loose to loose. (Alluvium)
25 fe e
SS 2-3-5
142 ®) 4
50 Y R R S O T I PP
SS 1-3-4
143 (7)
7.5 U ST U Y
SS 1-1-1
144 (2)
10.0 Lo
Ss 1-1-3 ‘L : : : :
145 4) : : : :

Bottom of borehole at 11.0 feet.



Haugo GeoTechnical Services

HAUGD 2825 Cedar Ave South
Minneapolis, MN 55407
Telephone: 612-729-2959
Fax: 763-445-2238

CLIENT _City of Ramsey

PROJECT NUMBER _21-0833

DATE STARTED _9/2/21 COMPLETED _9/2/21
DRILLING CONTRACTOR _HGTS - 120

DRILLING METHOD _Hollow Stem Auger/Split Spoon

LOGGED BY _GD CHECKED BY PG
NOTES _3+00 Nutria Street

BORING NUMBER SB-22

PAGE 1 OF 1
PROJECT NAME _IP 22-02 Autumn Heights Street Recon
PROJECT LOCATION _Ramsey, MN
GROUND ELEVATION _889 ft HOLE SIZE _3 1/4 inches
GROUND WATER LEVELS:
AT TIME OF DRILLING _--- Not Encountered
AT END OF DRILLING _---

AFTER DRILLING _--- Not Encountered

GEOTECH BH PLOTS - GINT STD US LAB.GDT - 9/29/21 11:08 - C:\USERS\HGTS 3\DROPBOX (HGTS)\HAUGO GEOTECHNICAL SERVICES\GINT PROJECT BACKUP\PROJECTS\21-0833 IP 22-02 AUTUMN HEIGHTS STREET RECON.GPJ

W e 2 A SPT N VALUE A
o ° —~ | O
®) > 20 40 60 80
I 1T '>—-§ rs ;E“é o] 8 PL MC LL
oz & o MATERIAL DESCRIPTION WS |[>8| 953 (xR '5 —e—A
8 |x- 5 |Q%| @g=> |27 & 20 40 60 80
o =z |O oz |5
<</(J g ~ 3 [JFINES CONTENT (%)
0.0 = 20 40 60 80
Approximately 3 Inches of Bituminous Asphalt : : : :
i Approximately 3 Inches of Possible Aggregate Base 45| | oo
\ P-200=6.5% /7
- (SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine grained, trace Gravel, brown, AU L
moist, loose to dense. (Alluvium) 136
25 bl b
SS 3-6-6
137 (12)
50 B IR R L L R R RIS SN
SS 2-34
138 (7)
7.5
SS 1-2-3
139 (5)
10.0
SS 5-25-10
140 (35)

Bottom of borehole at 11.0 feet.



Haugo GeoTechnical Services
2825 Cedar Ave South
Minneapolis, MN 55407
Telephone: 612-729-2959
Fax: 763-445-2238

CLIENT _City of Ramsey

HAUGO

PROJECT NUMBER _21-0833

DATE STARTED _9/2/21 COMPLETED _9/2/21
DRILLING CONTRACTOR _HGTS - 120

DRILLING METHOD _Hollow Stem Auger/Split Spoon

LOGGED BY _GD CHECKED BY PG
NOTES 5+70 Nutria Street

BORING NUMBER SB-23

PAGE 1 OF 1

PROJECT NAME _IP 22-02 Autumn Heights Street Recon
PROJECT LOCATION _Ramsey, MN
GROUND ELEVATION _889.6 ft
GROUND WATER LEVELS:

AT TIME OF DRILLING _--- Not Encountered

AT END OF DRILLING _---

AFTER DRILLING _--- Not Encountered

HOLE SIZE _3 1/4 inches

GEOTECH BH PLOTS - GINT STD US LAB.GDT - 9/29/21 11:08 - C:\USERS\HGTS 3\DROPBOX (HGTS)\HAUGO GEOTECHNICAL SERVICES\GINT PROJECT BACKUP\PROJECTS\21-0833 IP 22-02 AUTUMN HEIGHTS STREET RECON.GPJ

wo | = A SPTN VALUE A
—~ | O
z %o A EE =23 |9 @ 2|03|_ 40M060 LEO
oE & o MATERIAL DESCRIPTION w g >0 952 | '5 —e—A
a |z~ 5 |8%| @3> 27| S |20 40 60 80
© % “ | ce 2 O FINES CONTENT (%) O
0.0 = 20 40 60 80
Approximately 4 Inches of Bituminous Asphalt : : : :
B i Approximately 4 Inches of Aggregate Base 5 | |
\ P-200=9% IR au
B (SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to medium grained, trace Gravel, 146 | | | |Twramr
brown, moist, loose to medium dense. (Alluvium)
25 Lhsl I
SS 2-6-6
147 (12)
50 B R I TR TR TR TR
SS 1-2-3
i 148 (O R N T T
7.5 T AU SO
SS 1-2-4
= 149 (6) I P A R R R T I S rappuypy JyApapRPRPPN
10.0 [-=xnd s ]
SS 2-4-7
150 (11)

Bottom of borehole at 11.0 feet.



Haugo GeoTechnical Services

HAUGD 2825 Cedar Ave South
Minneapolis, MN 55407
Telephone: 612-729-2959
Fax: 763-445-2238

CLIENT _City of Ramsey

PROJECT NUMBER _21-0833

DATE STARTED _9/2/21 COMPLETED _9/2/21
DRILLING CONTRACTOR _HGTS - 120

DRILLING METHOD _Hollow Stem Auger/Split Spoon

LOGGED BY _GD CHECKED BY PG
NOTES _0+50 168th Avenue

BORING NUMBER SB-24

PAGE 1 OF 1
PROJECT NAME _IP 22-02 Autumn Heights Street Recon
PROJECT LOCATION _Ramsey, MN
GROUND ELEVATION _906.9 ft HOLE SIZE _3 1/4 inches
GROUND WATER LEVELS:
AT TIME OF DRILLING _--- Not Encountered
AT END OF DRILLING _---

AFTER DRILLING _--- Not Encountered

GEOTECH BH PLOTS - GINT STD US LAB.GDT - 9/29/21 11:08 - C:\USERS\HGTS 3\DROPBOX (HGTS)\HAUGO GEOTECHNICAL SERVICES\GINT PROJECT BACKUP\PROJECTS\21-0833 IP 22-02 AUTUMN HEIGHTS STREET RECON.GPJ

W e 2 A SPT N VALUE A
o ° —~ | O
T %@ FE|Es| 225 o~ @ 2|03|_ 40M060 LEO
oE & o MATERIAL DESCRIPTION w g ¢ 9 % 2 | X '5 —e—A
a |z 1> |8 232 |27 2 20 40 60 80
© < |3 <2 O FINES CONTENT (%) O
0.0 = 20 40 60 80
Approximately 6 Inches of Bituminous Asphalt : : : :
i Approximately 4 Inches of Possible Aggregate Base PP
a \ P-200=14% [] AL
(SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine grained, brown, moist, loose.
B (Alluvium) - e
25 Pt b
SS 3-3-5
117 8) 4
i (SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to medium grained, trace Gravel, | | | | | | | | UL
50 brown, moist, loose to medium dense. (Alluvium)
ss pb ........
118 (11) 4
7.5
SS 1-2-7
119 9)
10.0
SS 3-8-9
120 17)

Bottom of borehole at 11.0 feet.



Haugo GeoTechnical Services

HAUGD 2825 Cedar Ave South
Minneapolis, MN 55407
Telephone: 612-729-2959
Fax: 763-445-2238

CLIENT _City of Ramsey

PROJECT NUMBER _21-0833

DATE STARTED _9/2/21 COMPLETED _9/2/21
DRILLING CONTRACTOR _HGTS - 120

DRILLING METHOD _Hollow Stem Auger/Split Spoon

LOGGED BY _GD CHECKED BY PG
NOTES _3+75 168th Avenue

BORING NUMBER SB-25

PAGE 1 OF 1
PROJECT NAME _IP 22-02 Autumn Heights Street Recon
PROJECT LOCATION _Ramsey, MN
GROUND ELEVATION _906.6 ft HOLE SIZE _3 1/4 inches
GROUND WATER LEVELS:
AT TIME OF DRILLING _--- Not Encountered
AT END OF DRILLING _---

AFTER DRILLING _--- Not Encountered

GEOTECH BH PLOTS - GINT STD US LAB.GDT - 9/29/21 11:08 - C:\USERS\HGTS 3\DROPBOX (HGTS)\HAUGO GEOTECHNICAL SERVICES\GINT PROJECT BACKUP\PROJECTS\21-0833 IP 22-02 AUTUMN HEIGHTS STREET RECON.GPJ

wo | = A SPTN VALUE A
—~ | O
I %o A EE =23 |9 @ T
oE % o MATERIAL DESCRIPTION w g >0 952 | '5 —e—A
a |z~ 5 |8%| @3> 27| S |20 40 60 80
© % “ | ce 2 O FINES CONTENT (%) O
0.0 = 20 40 60 80
Approximately 3.5 Inches of Bituminous Asphalt : : : :
I Approximately 3.5 Inches of Possible Aggregate Base 55| Ll
\ P-200=11.4 /_ AU
B (SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine grained, brown, moist, medium PN T I A S A
dense. (Alluvium)
25
SS 3-6-7
112 (13)
i (SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to medium grained, trace Gravel,
50 brown, moist, very loose to loose. (Alluvium)
SS 2-3-4
i 113 (7)
7.5
SS 1-1-3
i 114 4)
10.0
SS 3-5-5
115 (10)

Bottom of borehole at 11.0 feet.



HAUGO

CLIENT _City of Ramsey

Haugo GeoTechnical Services
2825 Cedar Ave South
Minneapolis, MN 55407
Telephone: 612-729-2959
Fax: 763-445-2238

PROJECT NUMBER _21-0833
DATE STARTED _9/2/21

COMPLETED _9/2/21

PROJECT NAME
PROJECT LOCATION _Ramsey, MN
GROUND ELEVATION _906.7 ft

BORING NUMBER SB-26

PAGE 1 OF 1

IP 22-02 Autumn Heights Street Recon

HOLE SIZE _3 1/4 inches

--- Not Encountered

DRILLING CONTRACTOR _HGTS - 120 GROUND WATER LEVELS:
DRILLING METHOD _Hollow Stem Auger/Split Spoon AT TIME OF DRILLING
LOGGED BY _GD CHECKED BY _PG AT END OF DRILLING _---

NOTES _6+00 168th Avenue

AFTER DRILLING _--- Not Encountered

GEOTECH BH PLOTS - GINT STD US LAB.GDT - 9/29/21 11:08 - C:\USERS\HGTS 3\DROPBOX (HGTS)\HAUGO GEOTECHNICAL SERVICES\GINT PROJECT BACKUP\PROJECTS\21-0833 IP 22-02 AUTUMN HEIGHTS STREET RECON.GPJ

W | 2 A SPTN VALUE A
o ° —~ | O
T %O FE|Es| 225 o~ @ 2|03|_ 40M060 LEO
hE(Z3 MATERIAL DESCRIPTION we |59l 952 |z&| §
bz L3 QL @3z 27| 2 20 40 60 80
© == | =g O FINES CONTENT (%) O
0.0 = 20 40 60 80
Approximately 3.5 Inches of Bituminous Asphalt : : : :
| 1 Approximately 3.5 Inches of Possible Aggregate Base 6 | |
s\ P-200=13.5% []
= - (SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine grained, brown, moist, loose. AUTL L ]
(Alluvium) 106
25 o e
SS 3-3-3
107 (6)
50 B R R E AT TR
SS 2-4-5
108 9)
i ] (SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to medium grained, trace Gravel, R
75 brown, moist, very loose to loose. (Alluvium)
SS 3-2-3
109 (5) : : : :
100 ¢= 0
SS 1-1-3
110 @) A

Bottom of borehole at 11.0 feet.



Haugo GeoTechnical Services

HAUGD 2825 Cedar Ave South
Minneapolis, MN 55407
Telephone: 612-729-2959
Fax: 763-445-2238

CLIENT _City of Ramsey

PROJECT NUMBER _21-0833

DATE STARTED _9/1/21 COMPLETED _9/1/21
DRILLING CONTRACTOR _HGTS - 120

DRILLING METHOD _Hollow Stem Auger/Split Spoon

LOGGED BY _GD CHECKED BY PG
NOTES _8+50 168th Avenue

PROJECT NAME

BORING NUMBER SB-27

PAGE 1 OF 1

IP 22-02 Autumn Heights Street Recon

PROJECT LOCATION _Ramsey, MN
GROUND ELEVATION _906.1 ft
GROUND WATER LEVELS:

AT TIME OF DRILLING

HOLE SIZE _3 1/4 inches

--- Not Encountered

AT END OF DRILLING _---

AFTER DRILLING _--- Not Encountered

A SPT N VALUE A

GEOTECH BH PLOTS - GINT STD US LAB.GDT - 9/29/21 11:08 - C:\USERS\HGTS 3\DROPBOX (HGTS)\HAUGO GEOTECHNICAL SERVICES\GINT PROJECT BACKUP\PROJECTS\21-0833 IP 22-02 AUTUMN HEIGHTS STREET RECON.GPJ

T z
T (2, i EE =25 19| @ T
hE|Z3 MATERIAL DESCRIPTION we |29| 552 |zg| 5 ——e——I
bz L3 QL @3z 27| 2 20 40 60 80
© == | =g O FINES CONTENT (%) O
0.0 = 20 40 60 80
Approximately 4.5 Inches of Bituminous Asphalt : : : :
- — Approximately 3.5 Inches of Possible Aggregate Base 6.5 | |
i ' \ P-200=10.5% /_ AUl s
(SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to medium grained, trace Gravel, 81
brown, moist, loose to medium dense. (Alluvium)
2.5 i
SS 3-5-6
82 (11)
5.0 R R R L L R R RIS SUPP
SS 3-3-3
83 (6)
7.5 B S U SR
SS 3-3-3
84 (6) R
10.0 ) USROS SRR SRS
Ss 3-35 ‘L §
85 (8) :

Bottom of borehole at 11.0 feet.



HAUGO

CLIENT _City of Ramsey
PROJECT NUMBER 21-0833
DATE STARTED 9/1/21

Haugo GeoTechnical Services
2825 Cedar Ave South
Minneapolis, MN 55407
Telephone: 612-729-2959
Fax: 763-445-2238

COMPLETED _9/1/21

PROJECT NAME
PROJECT LOCATION _Ramsey, MN
GROUND ELEVATION _909.8 ft

BORING NUMBER SB-28

PAGE 1 OF 1

IP 22-02 Autumn Heights Street Recon

HOLE SIZE _3 1/4 inches

--- Not Encountered

DRILLING CONTRACTOR _HGTS - 120 GROUND WATER LEVELS:
DRILLING METHOD _Hollow Stem Auger/Split Spoon AT TIME OF DRILLING
LOGGED BY _GD CHECKED BY _PG AT END OF DRILLING _---

NOTES _11+30 168th Avenue

AFTER DRILLING _--- Not Encountered

A SPT N VALUE A

GEOTECH BH PLOTS - GINT STD US LAB.GDT - 9/29/21 11:08 - C:\USERS\HGTS 3\DROPBOX (HGTS)\HAUGO GEOTECHNICAL SERVICES\GINT PROJECT BACKUP\PROJECTS\21-0833 IP 22-02 AUTUMN HEIGHTS STREET RECON.GPJ

T z
®) > [y 20 40 60 80
I 1T '>—-§ rs ;E“é o] 8 PL MC LL
oz & o MATERIAL DESCRIPTION WS |[>8| 953 (xR 5
a |z~ 5 |8%| @3> 27| S |20 40 60 80
© % “ | ce 2 O FINES CONTENT (%) O
0.0 = 20 40 60 80
Approximately 4.5 Inches of Bituminous Asphalt : : : :
B i Approximately 3.5 Inches of Possible Aggregate Base 6 | |
\ P-200=4.5% IR au
B (SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine grained, brown, moist, loose. se | | | | o
(Alluvium)
25 Lhsl I
SS 1-3-3
87 ©6) A
50 Y A I TR TR TR
SS 2-3-4
88 @ 4
i (SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to medium grained, trace Gravel, [y
75 brown, moist, loose. (Alluvium)
ss 134 || [
89 ) T
10.0 =y s ]
SS 2-3-3
91 ) A

Bottom of borehole at 11.0 feet.



Haugo GeoTechnical Services
2825 Cedar Ave South
Minneapolis, MN 55407
Telephone: 612-729-2959
Fax: 763-445-2238

CLIENT _City of Ramsey

HAUGO

PROJECT NUMBER _21-0833

DATE STARTED _9/2/21 COMPLETED _9/2/21
DRILLING CONTRACTOR _HGTS - 120

DRILLING METHOD _Hollow Stem Auger/Split Spoon

LOGGED BY _GD CHECKED BY _PG
NOTES _3+25 Rabbit Street

BORING NUMBER SB-29

PAGE 1 OF 1

PROJECT NAME _IP 22-02 Autumn Heights Street Recon
PROJECT LOCATION _Ramsey, MN
GROUND ELEVATION _908.6 ft
GROUND WATER LEVELS:
AT TIME OF DRILLING
AT END OF DRILLING _---
AFTER DRILLING _--- Not Encountered

HOLE SIZE _3 1/4 inches

--- Not Encountered

GEOTECH BH PLOTS - GINT STD US LAB.GDT - 9/29/21 11:08 - C:\USERS\HGTS 3\DROPBOX (HGTS)\HAUGO GEOTECHNICAL SERVICES\GINT PROJECT BACKUP\PROJECTS\21-0833 IP 22-02 AUTUMN HEIGHTS STREET RECON.GPJ

W e 2 A SPT N VALUE A
o ° —~ | O
®) > 20 40 60 80
I 1T '>—-§ rs ;E“é o] 8 PL MC LL
oz % o MATERIAL DESCRIPTION WS |[>8| 953 (xR '5 —e—A
8 |x- 5 |Q%| @g=> |27 & 20 40 60 80
o =z |O oz |5
<</(J & ~ 3 [JFINES CONTENT (%)
0.0 = 20 40 60 80
Approximately 3 Inches of Bituminous Asphalt : : : :
i Approximately 3 Inches of Possible Aggregate Base 55| | iooioii
\ P-200=9% /7
- (SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine grained, brown, moist, medium AU L
dense. (Aliuvium) 121
25
SS 4-8-5
122 (13)
i (SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to medium grained, trace Gravel,
50 brown, moist, very loose to medium dense. (Alluvium)
SS 2-3-5
123 (8)
7.5 0 O U ST AU SO
SS 2-1-8
124 9)
10.0 [ ]
SS 1-2-1
125 (3)

Bottom of borehole at 11.0 feet.



Haugo GeoTechnical Services

HAUGO

2825 Cedar Ave South

Minneapolis, MN 55407
Telephone: 612-729-2959
Fax: 763-445-2238

CLIENT _City of Ramsey

PROJECT NUMBER _21-0833

DATE STARTED _9/2/21

COMPLETED _9/2/21

DRILLING CONTRACTOR _HGTS - 120

DRILLING METHOD _Hollow Stem Auger/Split Spoon

LOGGED BY _GD

CHECKED BY _PG

NOTES _3+50 169th Avenue

PROJECT NAME

BORING NUMBER SB-30

PAGE 1 OF 1

IP 22-02 Autumn Heights Street Recon

PROJECT LOCATION _Ramsey, MN
GROUND ELEVATION _908.3 ft
GROUND WATER LEVELS:

AT TIME OF DRILLING

HOLE SIZE _3 1/4 inches

--- Not Encountered

AT END OF DRILLING _---

AFTER DRILLING _--- Not Encountered

A SPT N VALUE A

GEOTECH BH PLOTS - GINT STD US LAB.GDT - 9/29/21 11:08 - C:\USERS\HGTS 3\DROPBOX (HGTS)\HAUGO GEOTECHNICAL SERVICES\GINT PROJECT BACKUP\PROJECTS\21-0833 IP 22-02 AUTUMN HEIGHTS STREET RECON.GPJ

T z
o [y 20 40 60 80
I 1T '>—-§ EE ;E“é o] 8 PL MC LL
Lg (Lo MATERIAL DESCRIPTION WS |59 953 || k& —e—
w= <3 L5 |0%| @o> |2 2 20 40 60 80
o o ==z |© oz '(7) z
s g 15 O FINES CONTENT (%) O
0.0 = 20 40 60 80
Approximately 3.5 Inches of Bituminous Asphalt : : : :
| Approximate 3 Inches of Possible Aggreagte Base S5 | |
\ P-200=11% /7
= (SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to medium grained, trace Gravel, AUTL ] ]
brown, moist, loose. (Alluvium) 126
25 pesy W
SS 3-4-5
127 ) A
50 I R A I R I Y
SS 1-4-4
128 ®) 4
7.5 B SO UT S
SS 2-2-4
129 (6) : : : :
i (SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to coarse grained, trace Gravel, | | | | | | || i
10.0 brown, moist, very loose. (Alluvium)
SS 1-1-1
130 (2)

Bottom of borehole at 11.0 feet.



Haugo GeoTechnical Services
2825 Cedar Ave South
Minneapolis, MN 55407
Telephone: 612-729-2959
Fax: 763-445-2238

CLIENT _City of Ramsey

HAUGO

PROJECT NUMBER _21-0833

DATE STARTED _9/2/21 COMPLETED _9/2/21

BORING NUMBER SB-31

PROJECT NAME

PAGE 1 OF 1

IP 22-02 Autumn Heights Street Recon

PROJECT LOCATION _Ramsey, MN

GROUND ELEVATION _904.3 ft

HOLE SIZE _3 1/4 inches

--- Not Encountered

DRILLING CONTRACTOR _HGTS - 120 GROUND WATER LEVELS:
DRILLING METHOD _Hollow Stem Auger/Split Spoon AT TIME OF DRILLING
LOGGED BY _GD CHECKED BY _PG AT END OF DRILLING _---

NOTES _0+25 169th Avenue

AFTER DRILLING _--- Not Encountered

A SPT N VALUE A

GEOTECH BH PLOTS - GINT STD US LAB.GDT - 9/29/21 11:08 - C:\USERS\HGTS 3\DROPBOX (HGTS)\HAUGO GEOTECHNICAL SERVICES\GINT PROJECT BACKUP\PROJECTS\21-0833 IP 22-02 AUTUMN HEIGHTS STREET RECON.GPJ

T z
T (2, i EE =25 19| @ T
hE|Z3 MATERIAL DESCRIPTION we |29| 552 |zg| 5
bz L3 QL @3z 27| 2 20 40 60 80
© == | =g O FINES CONTENT (%) O
0.0 = 20 40 60 80
Approxiately 3.75 Inches of Bituminous Asphalt : : : :
| 1 Approximately 3 Inches of Possible Aggregate Base 5 | |
ol | p200=8.5% []
= (SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine grained, trace Gravel, brown, AU
moist, loose. (Alluvium) 131
25 o e
SS 1-2-3
132 (5) A
5.0 R L L R R RIS SUPR
SS 2-2-4
133 ®) 4
i (SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to medium grained, trace Gravel, B A
75 brown, moist, loose. (Alluvium)
SS 3-4-5
134 9) : : : :
100 p-=of T
Ss 1-1-4
135 (5)

Bottom of borehole at 11.0 feet.



1P 22-02 Autumn Heights
Street Reconstruction

Photo # 1. Core SB-01, 4+00 167th Lane NW Photo # 2. Core SB-02, 7+50 167th Lane NW

Photo # 3. Core SB-03, 10+00 67 Lane NW Photo # 4. Core SB-04, 12+50 167th Lane NW
Haugo GeoTechnical Services Autumn Heights Street Reconstruction Core Photos
2825 Cedar Avenue South Ramsey, Minnesota

Minneapolis, MN 55407 HGTS Project No. 21-0833



1P 22-02 Autumn Heights

Street Reconstruction

TP 22-02 Autumn Heights
Street Reconstruction

Photo # 5. Core SB-05, 15+40 167th Lane NW. Photo # 6. Core SB-06, 19+00 167th Lane NW.

1P 22-02 Autumn Heights
Street Reconstruction

1P 22-02 Autumn Heights
Street Reconstruction

Photo # 7. Core SB-07, 21+50 167th Lane NW. Photo # 8. Core SB-08, 24+00 167th Lane NW.
Haugo GeoTechnical Services Autumn Heights Street Reconstruction Core Photos
2825 Cedar Avenue South Ramsey, Minnesota

Minneapolis, MN 55407 HGTS Project No. 21-0833



1P 22-02 Autumn Heights
Street Reconstruction

1P 22-02 Autumn Heights
Street Reconstruction

Photo # 9. Core SB-09, 25+50 167th Lane NW. Photo # 10. Core SB-10, 28+00 167th Lane NW.

HCTS ISR

1P 22-02 Autumn Heights
Street Reconstruction 1P 22-02 Autumn Heights

Street Reconstruction

Photo # 11. Core SB-11, 30+50 167th Lane NW. Photo # 12. Core SB-12, 33+00 167th Lane NW.
Haugo GeoTechnical Services Autumn Heights Street Reconstruction Core Photos
2825 Cedar Avenue South Ramsey, Minnesota

Minneapolis, MN 55407 HGTS Project No. 21-0833



1P 22-02 Autumn Heights
Street Reconstruction

Photo # 13. Core SB-13, 35+50 167th Lane NW. Photo # 14. Core SB-14 38+00 167th Lane NW.

HTSe s

1P 22-02 Autumn Heights
1P 22-02 Autumn Heights Street Reconstruction

Street Reconstruction

Photo # 15. Core SB-15, 39+67 167t Lane NW. Photo # 16. Core SB-16, 6+50 168th Lane.
Haugo GeoTechnical Services Autumn Heights Street Reconstruction Core Photos
2825 Cedar Avenue South Ramsey, Minnesota

Minneapolis, MN 55407 HGTS Project No. 21-0833



1P 22-02 Autumn Heights
Street Reconstruction

Photo # 17. Core SB-17, 9+00 168th Lane. Photo # 18. Core SB-18, 11+50 168t Lane.

Photo # 19. Core SB-19, 14+00 168th Lane. Photo # 20. Core SB-20, 16+50 168t Lane.
Haugo GeoTechnical Services Autumn Heights Street Reconstruction Core Photos
2825 Cedar Avenue South Ramsey, Minnesota

Minneapolis, MN 55407 HGTS Project No. 21-0833



Photo # 21. Core SB-21, 0+42 Nutria Street.

1P 22-02 Autumn Heights
Street Reconstruction

1P 22-02 Autumn Heights
Street Reconstruction

Photo # 23. Core SB-23, 5+70 Nutria Street. Photo # 24. Core SB-24, 0+50th Avenue.
Haugo GeoTechnical Services Autumn Heights Street Reconstruction Core Photos
2825 Cedar Avenue South Ramsey, Minnesota

Minneapolis, MN 55407 HGTS Project No. 21-0833



Photo # 25. Core SB-25, 3+75 168th Avenue. Photo # 26. Core SB-26, 6+00 _168“‘ Avenue.

1P 22-02 Autumn Heights
Street Reconstruction

Photo # 27. Core SB-27, 8+50 168t Avenue. Photo # 28. Core SB-28, 11+30 168th Avenue .
Haugo GeoTechnical Services Autumn Heights Street Reconstruction Core Photos
2825 Cedar Avenue South Ramsey, Minnesota

Minneapolis, MN 55407 HGTS Project No. 21-0833



Photo # 29. Core S
T

B-29, 3+25 Rbbit Street. Photo # 30. Core SB-30, 3+50 169th Avenue.

)

Photo # 31. Core SB-31, 0+25 169t Avenue.

Haugo GeoTechnical Services Autumn Heights Street Reconstruction Core Photos
2825 Cedar Avenue South Ramsey, Minnesota
Minneapolis, MN 55407 HGTS Project No. 21-0833
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Descriptive Terminology of Soil

Standard D 2487 - 00
Classification of Soils for Engineering Purposes

R T ii i e e <
mremaronne. (UNified Soil Classification System)

i i i Particle Size ldentification
Criteria for Assigning Group Symbols and Gl L ”
Group Names Using Laboratory Tests ? Group Boulders ..o over 12
Symboll Group Name ® Cobbles ... 371012
s Gravels Clean Gravels C,zdand1=C < 3°¢ GW | Well-graded gravel® Grsgei S
w s
&5 More than 50% of 5% or less fines © Z 3 carse ...l R - (o]
8 g . SOArSE: raation C,<4andlor1>C>3 GP Poorlygraded gravel® |  Fine ... _No. 4 to 3/4"
= g > retained on Gravels with Fines Fines classify as ML or MH GM Silty gravet ¢'¢
2oy ; g - : f (67 111 e s No. 4to No. 10
e No. 4 sieve More than 12% fines ® | Fines classify as CL or CH C Cl fer )
=g £ . = < ayey grave MBI wnsmsnsas No. 10 to No. 40
D N . Sands ] Clean Sands C,=26and1<C <3 Sw Well-graded sand " Fine ... ... No. 40 10 No. 200
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= a;
= Sil cl Inorganic - i :
25 His and Ciays Pl < 4 or plots below *A” line’ ML Sig* ' m ielatee Density of
oD @ Liquid limit ol - e Cohesionl Soil
223 l6ss than 50 Organic | Laud fimit - oven dried . OL | Crganicclay "™ * onhesioniess soils
E g ;’ Liguid limit - not dried oL Organic silt * 1 ™ © Very loose ... 0to 4 BPF
®o&a ] .| Pl plots on or above “A” line CH |Fatgay*' ™ Loose ... 5t0 10 BPF
BE | Siteandclays | Inorganc (o Lt eiow AT fine MH | Elasticsit* ' @ DA I b < 111030 BOF
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Highly Organic Soils Primarily organic matter, dark in color and organic odor PT Peat Consistency of Cohesive Soils
a Based onthe material passing the 3-in {75mm) sieve NSO somezrsonesmamvmnn: (GO HBRR
b. ¥ field sampie contained cobbies or boulders, or both. add “with cobbles or boulders or both’™ to group name. Soft ... ~- 2103 BPF
e €, 3 DgiDy G ={DuF Rather soft . 4t0 5 BPF
v bR i=Tol 1) . 5to 8 BPF
B 30 80 H
d f scil contains>15% sand, add “with sand" to group name: . gﬁ?‘er = g,.:). 1'3{:3;;}:
e Gravels with 5 to 12% fines require dual symbols: i =4 < 1310
GW-GM weil-graded grave! with silt Very stiff oo 17 io 30 BPF
Hard ... over30BPF

GW-GC well-graded grave! with clay
GP-GM  poorly graded gravel with silt
GP-GC  poorly graded gravel with' Blay

i iffines classify as CL-ML, use dual symbol GC-GM or SC-SM.
a. iffines are organic. add "with organicfines” to group name.
h. if soit contains = 15% gravel, add “with gravel” to group name.

L Sandswith 5 to 12% fines require dual symbols:
SW-SM well-graded sand with silt
SW-SC well-graded sand with clay
SP-SM  poorly graded sand with silt
SP-SC  poorly graded sand with clay

If Atterberg limits plot in hatched area, soil is a CL-ML. sitty clay.

i
& If soil contains 1010 29% pius No. 200, add “with sand” or “with gravel” whichever is predominant
I If soitcontains > 30% plus No. 200, predominantly sand. add “sandy” to group name
m If soil contains> 30% plus No. 200 predominantly gravel, add “gravelly” to group name.
7. Pt 2 4 and plots on or above “A” line.
o. Pl <4 or plots below "A” line
p. Piplots on or above "A" line.
q. Plplots below "A” line
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Liquid Limit (LL)
L.aboratory Tests
[#18] Dry density, pcf ocC Organic content, %
WD Wet density, pcf s Percent of saturation, %
MC Natural moisture content, % 8G Specific gravity
(5 Ligiuid limit, % C Cohesion, psf
PL Plastic timit, % @ Angle of internal friction
Pl Plasticity index, % qu Unconfined compressive strength, psf
P200 % passing 200 sieve qp Pocket penetrometer strength, {sf

Drilling Notes

Standard penetration test borings were advanced by 3 1/4" or 6 1/4”
ID hollow-stem augers unless noted otherwise, Jetting water was used
to clean out auger prior to sampling only where indicated on logs.
Standard penetration test borings are designated by the prefix “ST”
(Split Tube). All samples were taken with the standard 27 OD split-tube
sampler, except where noted.

Power auger borings were advanced by 4" or 6” diameter continuous-
flight, solid-stem augers. Scil classifications and strata depths were in-
ferred from disturbed samples augered to the surface and are, therefore,
somewhat approximate. Power auger borings are designated by the
prefix “B.”

Hand auger borings were advanced manuéily with a 1 1/2" or 3 1/4"
diameter auger and were limited to the depth from which the auger could
be manually withdrawn. Hand auger borings are indicated by the prefix
"H.” i

BPF: Numbers indicate blows per foot recorded in standard penetration
test, also known as “N” value. The sampler was set 6" into undisturbed
sail below the hollow-stem auger. Driving resistances were then counted
for second and third 8" increments and added to get BPF. Where they
differed significantly, they are reported in the following form: 2/12 for the
second and third 8" increments, respectively.

WH: WH indicates the sampler penetrated soil under weight of hammer
and rods alone; driving not reguired.

WR: WR indicates the sampler penetrated soil under weight of rods
alone; hammer weight and driving not required.

TW indicates thin-walled {undisturbed) tube sample.

Note: All tests were run in general accordance with applicable ASTM
standards.

Rev 7/07



CC Regular Session 5. 15.
Meeting Date:  10/26/2021

Submitted For: Joe Feriancek, Engineering/Public Works

By: Joe Feriancek, Engineering/Public Works

Information
Title:

Adopt Resolution #21-301 Ordering Plans and Specifications for Improvement Project #22-03, 2022 MSA
Pavement Overlay Improvements

Purpose/Background:

Purpose:
The purpose of this case is to adopt Resolution #21-301 Ordering Plans and Specifications for Improvement Project
#22-03, 2022 MSA Pavement Overlay Improvements.

Background:
Overlaying the MSA streets identified within the 2021 — 2030 Capital Improvement Program for 2022 will allow
the City to maintain these streets in the most cost-effective manner throughout the serviceable life of the streets.

The street segment proposed to receive bituminous pavement overlay improvements in 2022 is Riverdale Drive
between the Armstrong Boulevard Interchange and Llama Street.

A street segment summary is attached, the proposed project is 0.24 miles in total length. It should be noted that the
western project limit is anticipated to shift east of Llama Street to accommodate the proposed Riverdale Drive
extension to Bowers Street, which is currently proposed to be constructed in 2022.

City sewer and water utilities exist in the project area, no repairs are proposed with this project. However, the
utilities are proposed to be extended to the west as part of the Riverdale Drive extension project. Minor storm sewer
improvements, generally including re-grouting of the catch basins, is proposed with this project.

Estimated project costs per the proposed 2022 — 2031 CIP are $69,000. Estimated costs include 23-percent indirect
costs for administrative, engineering, finance and legal costs. Staff proposes to create the plans and specifications
in-house as part of their normal duties.

The proposed improvements are designated as City Improvement Project #22-03, 2022 MSA Pavement Overlay
Improvements

Notification:
No notifications are required with this case.

Time Frame/Observations/Alternatives:

Motion to adopt Resolution #21-301 ordering plans and specifications for improvement project #22-03, 2022 MSA
Pavement Overlay Improvements.

Funding Source:



Funding for this improvement is proposed to come from the MSA Fund and Stormwater Utility Fund.

e (MSA)Street Project Cost $63,000
e Storm Sewer Project Cost $6,000
e Total Estimated Project Cost $69,000

Recommendation:

Staff recommends adopting Resolution #21-301 ordering plans and specifications for improvement project #22-03,
2022 MSA Pavement Overlay Improvements.

The Ramsey Public Works Committee reviewed this project on October 19, 2021. The committee recommended
City Council authorization ordering Staff to prepare plans and specifications.

Outcome/Action:

Adopt Resolution #21-301 ordering plans and specifications for improvement project #22-03, 2022 MSA Pavement
Overlay Improvements.

Attachments
Res 21-301
22-03 Street Summary
2022 Proposed PMP Project Map

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Bruce Westby Bruce Westby 10/21/2021 06:35 AM

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 10/21/2021 02:47 PM

Form Started By: Joe Feriancek Started On: 10/18/2021 09:33 AM

Final Approval Date: 10/21/2021



Councilmember introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption:
RESOLUTION #21-301

RESOLUTION ORDERING PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
#22-03, 2022 MSA PAVEMENT OVERLAY IMPROVEMENTS

WHEREAS, the City of Ramsey proposes to overlay the pavement on Municipal State Aid
(MSA) street segments in 2022 as identified within the 2021 — 2030 Capital Improvement Program; and

WHEREAS, funding for this improvement is proposed to come from the MSA Fund and
Stormwater Utility Fund with a total estimated project cost of $69,000; and

WHEREAS, City staff has the capacity to prepare plans and specifications for improvement
project #22-03, 2022 MSA Pavement Overlay Improvements.

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

1) The Ramsey City Council hereby orders the City Engineer to prepare plans and specifications for
improvement project #22-03, 2022 MSA Pavement Overlay Improvements.

The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Councilmember
, and upon vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor thereof:

and the following voted against the same:

and the following abstained:

and the following were absent:



Whereupon said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted by the Ramsey City Council this the 26th
day of October, 2021.

Mayor

ATTEST:

City Clerk

Resolution #21-301
Page 2 of 2



IP 22-03 2022 MSA Pavement Overlay Improvements
Street Segment Summary

Street Description Street History GPR Summary
Secti A A A
Lo Length ection 2020 . Maint. Maint. Maint. Maint. Ve Ve v'g
Street Segment Description (Urban / Year Built HMA | Agg.Base | Section
(feet) PASER 1 2 3 4 . ; ]
Rural) (inches) @ (inches) @ (inches)
Riverdale Drive W PC / Llama Street 1279 Urban 6 1997 SC SC 3.6 4.8 8.4
2002 2012 ) ' )
* GPR not able to detect Agg. Base
Total Length 1,279 0.24 mi. ** Estimated Depths, GPR not available
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CC Regular Session 5. 16.
Meeting Date:  10/26/2021

Submitted For: Joe Feriancek, Engineering/Public Works

By: Joe Feriancek, Engineering/Public Works

Information
Title:

Adopt Resolution #21-306 Ordering Plans and Specifications for Improvement Project #22-04, 2022 Neighborhood
Pavement Overlay Improvements

Purpose/Background:

Purpose:
The purpose of this case is to adopt Resolution 21-306 Ordering Plans and Specifications for Improvement Project
#22-04, 2022 Neighborhood Pavement Overlay Improvements.

Background:

City Improvement Project 21-12, 2021 Additional Pavement Overlay Improvements took advantage of a favorable
bidding environment, allowing the City to overlay 2.58 miles of City streets in 2021 which were identified as 2022
overlay improvements within the current 2021 — 2030 Capital Improvement Program (CIP). Additionally, the
design of the new water treatment facility will have impacts to additional street segments near Jaspar and 143rd
Avenue. The proposed 2022 — 2031 Capital Improvement Program has adjusted to these impacts.

The attached Proposed 2022 Pavement Management Program Projects Map shows the specific neighborhood street
segments proposed to receive bituminous pavement overlay improvements in 2022. These street segments are
located in the following developments:

o Sunfish Lake Business Park 2nd
¢ Sunflower Ridge

o Tiger Meadows

e The Ponds of Ramsey

A street segment summary is attached. The proposed project is 2.69 miles in total length.

City sewer and water utilities exist within all of the subdivisions except Tiger Meadows. No repairs are proposed
with this project. Minor storm sewer improvements, generally including re-grouting the catch basins, is proposed
with this project.

Spot concrete curb and gutter repairs, as well as ADA compliant pedestrian ramp improvements, are proposed with
this project. Pedestrian ramp improvements will occur within the Sunflower Ridge and The Ponds of Ramsey
subdivisions.

Estimated project costs per the proposed 2022 — 2031 CIP are $624,000. Estimated costs include 23-percent
indirect costs for administrative, engineering, finance and legal costs. Staff proposes to create the plans and

specifications in-house as part of their normal duties.

The proposed improvements are designated as City Improvement Project #22-04, 2022 Neighborhood Pavement
Overlay Improvements.

Notification:



No notifications are required with this case.

Time Frame/Observations/Alternatives:

Motion to adopt Resolution #21-306 ordering plans and specifications for improvement project #22-04, 2022
Neighborhood Pavement Overlay Improvements.

Funding Source:

Funding for this improvement is proposed to come from the Pavement Management Fund and Stormwater Utility
Fund.

Staff has completed an estimate based on anticipated 2022 construction cost, with a total estimated project cost of
$624,000.

e Street Project Cost $567,000
e Storm Sewer Project Cost $57,000
¢ Total Estimated Project Cost $624,000

Recommendation:

Staff recommends adopting Resolution #21-306 ordering plans and specifications for improvement project #22-04,
2022 Neighborhood Pavement Overlay Improvements.

The Ramsey Public Works Committee reviewed this project on October 19, 2021. The committee recommended
City Council authorization ordering Staff to prepare plans and specifications.

Outcome/Action:

Adopt Resolution #21-306 Ordering Plans and Specifications for Improvement Project #22-04, 2022 Neighborhood
Pavement Overlay Improvements.

Attachments
Res 21-306
22-04 Street Summary
2022 PMP Project Map

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Bruce Westby Bruce Westby 10/21/2021 06:52 AM

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 10/21/2021 02:49 PM

Form Started By: Joe Feriancek Started On: 10/18/2021 09:50 AM

Final Approval Date: 10/21/2021



Councilmember introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption:
RESOLUTION #21-306

RESOLUTION ORDERING PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
#22-04, 2022 NEIGHBORHOOD PAVEMENT OVERLAY IMPROVEMENTS

WHEREAS, the City of Ramsey proposes to overlay the pavement on numerous street segments
in 2022 as identified within the proposed 2022 — 2031 Capital Improvement Program; and.

WHEREAS, funding for this improvement is proposed to come from the Pavement Management
Fund and Stormwater Utility Fund with a total estimated project cost of $624,000 and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Ramsey City Council resolution #21-194, adopted July 13, 2021, the
City Council ordered the City Engineer to request proposals for Topographic Survey for proposed 2022
Pavement Management Program projects, including improvement project #22-04, 2022 Neighborhood
Pavement Overlay Improvements; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Ramsey City Council Resolution #21-224, adopted August 8", 2021,

the City Council awarded a proposal to Hakanson Anderson for Topographic Survey of the project area;
and

WHEREAS, City staff has received and reviewed the Topographic Survey and has the capacity
to prepare plans and specifications for improvement project #22-04, 2022 Neighborhood Pavement
Overlay Improvements.

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

1) The Ramsey City Council hereby orders the City Engineer to prepare plans and specifications for
improvement project #22-04, 2022 Neighborhood Pavement Overlay Improvements.

The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Councilmember
, and upon vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor thereof:
and the following voted against the same:

and the following abstained:

and the following were absent:



Whereupon said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted by the Ramsey City Council this the 26th
day of October, 2021.

Mayor

ATTEST:

City Clerk

Resolution #21-306
Page 2 of 2



IP 22-04 2022 Neighborhood Pavement Overlay Improvements
Street Segment Summary
Street Description Street History GPR Summary
Section Curb . . . . . Avg Avg Avg
Subdivision Street Segment Description Length (Urban/ | (Bit/ 2020 Year Built Maint. Maint. Maint. Maint. Maint. HMA | Agg.Base| Section
(feet) PASER 1 2 3 4 5 . : >
Rural) Conc.) (inches) | (inches) | (inches)
. . . SC SC
Sunfish Lake Azurite Street Bunker Lake Boulevard / Sunwood Drive 2123 Urban Conc. 8 2002 2009 2016 3.5% 6.0* 9.5%
Business Park 2nd . - -
Sunfish Lake Business Park 2nd Total 2123 0.4 mi.
. SC SC
154th Avenue lodine Street / W EOP 305 Urban Conc. 8 2003 2008 2017 3.9 5.4 9.3
154th Lane lodine Street / E EOP 488 Urban Conc. 8 2007 SC SC 3.7 5.3 9.0
2008 2017
Sunflower Ridge Germanium Street | lodine Street / E EOP 434 Urban Conc. 8 2003 SC SC 3.9 45 8.4
2008 2017
lodine Street Alpine Drive / 155th Lane 1613 Urban Conc. 8 2003 SC SC 3.8 5.7 9.5
2008 2017
Sunflower Ridge Total 2840 0.54 mi.
5 . SC SC
Rabbit Street 170th Avenue / Nutria Street 1230 Urban Conc. 8 2003 2008 2017 4.2 3.6 7.8
. Rabbit Street 170th Avenue / N EOP 409 Urban Conc. 8 2003 SC SC 4.2 3.6 7.8
Tiger Meadows 2008 2017
170th Avenue Tiger Street / Rabbit Street 1240 Urban Conc. 8 2003 SC SC 4.2 4.4 8.6
2008 2017
Tiger Meadows Total 2879 0.55 mi. *GPR not available, depth based off asbuilts

Page 1 of 2



IP 22-04 2022 Neighborhood Pavement Overlay Improvements
Street Segment Summary
Street Description Street History GPR Summary
Section Curb . . . . . Avg Avg Avg
Subdivision Street Segment Description Length (Urban/ | (Bit/ 2020 Year Built Maint. Maint. Maint. Maint. Maint. HMA | Agg.Base| Section
(feet) PASER 1 2 3 4 5 . : >
Rural) Conc.) (inches) | (inches) | (inches)
144th Avenue lodine Street / CDS 210 Urban Conc. 7 2002 SC SC SC 2.5% 4.0*% 6.5*
2007 2013 2018
144th Avenue lodine Street / Fluorine Street 731 Urban Conc. 7 2002 SC SC 2.5% 4.0* 6.5*
2007 2018
144th Avenue lodine Street E / Fluorine Street 203 Urban Conc. 7 2002 SC SC 2.5* 4.0* 6.5*
2007 2018
144th Court 144th Avenue / CDS 223 Urban Conc. 7 2002 SC SC 2.5* 4.0* 6.5*
2007 2018
144th Way lodine Street N / lodine Street S 806 Urban Conc. 7 2002 SC SC 2.5* 4.0* 6.5*
2007 2018
145th Avenue Fluorine Street / CDS 157 Urban Conc. 7 2002 SC SC 2.5* 4.0* 6.5*
2007 2018
145th Avenue lodine Street / Fluorine Street 615 Urban Conc. 7 2002 SC SC 2.5* 4.0* 6.5*
The Ponds of Ramsey 2007 2018
, sc sC . . .
Fluorine Court 145th Avenue / 144th Avenue 486 Urban Conc. 7 2002 2007 2018 2.5 4.0 6.5
. SC SC
lodine Street 144th Avenue E / 144th Avenue W 1769 Urban Conc. 7 2002 2.5% 4.0*% 6.5*
2007 2018
lodine Street 144th Avenue W / W EOP 313 Urban Conc. 7 2002 SC SC 2.5* 4.0* 6.5*
2007 2018
lodine Street 144th Way S / 144th Way E 258 Urban Conc. 7 2002 SC SC 2.5% 4.0* 6.5%
2007 2018
lodine Street 145th Avenue / 144th Way 327 Urban Conc. 7 2002 SC SC 2.5* 4.0* 6.5*
2007 2018
lodine Street Nowthen Boulevard / 145th Avenue 242 Urban Conc. 7 2002 SC SC 2.5% 4.0* 6.5*
2007 2018
The Ponds of Ramsey Total Length 6340 1.2 mi. *GPR not available, depth based off asbuilts

Page 2 of 2
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CC Regular Session 5.17.
Meeting Date:  10/26/2021

Submitted For: Joe Feriancek, Engineering/Public Works

By: Joe Feriancek, Engineering/Public Works

Information
Title:

Adopt Resolution #21-307 Ordering Plans and Specifications for Improvement Project #22-06, Wood Pond Hills
2nd — 5th Street Reconstructions

Purpose/Background:

Purpose:
The purpose of this case is to adopt Resolution #21-307 Ordering Plans and Specifications for Improvement Project
#22-06, Wood Pond Hills 2nd — 5th Street Reconstructions.

Background:

The current 2021 — 2030 Capital Improvement Program (CIP) identifies Wood Pond Hills 2nd — 5th Additions for
street reconstruction improvements in 2026. The pavement condition has noticeably declined over the last several
years, which has caused Staff to receive numerous comments from residents. Public Works Staff has been required
to spend several days in the spring patching these streets. The condition of the pavement has gone beyond what is
reasonably maintainable with only patching and this project was moved forward to 2022 within the proposed 2022
—2031 CIP.

City Improvement Project 22-06 proposes to reconstruct the streets within the Wood Pond Hills 2nd, 3rd, 4th, and
5th subdivision, generally located southwest of Sunwood Drive and Nowthen Boulevard. The streets total
approximately 4,600 linear feet (0.88 miles) in length, and are 31 feet wide urban section with surmountable
concrete curb and gutter. A figure showing the project scope and a street segment summary is attached to this case.

On July 13, 2021, the Ramsey City Council ordered the City Engineer to request proposals for topographic survey,
geotechnical evaluations and utility testing for proposed 2022 Pavement Management Program (PMP) projects,
including IP 22-06. On August 8, 2021, the Ramsey City Council awarded a proposal to Hakanson Anderson for
topographic survey, and Haugo Geotechnical Services for a geotechnical report of the project area. On August 24,
2021, the Ramsey City Council awarded a proposal to Hydro-Klean, LLC for cleaning and televising the sanitary
and storm sewer, and Water Conservation Services, Inc. for watermain leak testing of the project area.

Engineering Staff has completed an initial review of the topographic survey and geotechnical report, determining
the requirements of the proposals have been met. The initial review of the geotechnical report revealed sub-base
materials which are generally well suited for utility installation and street construction. The report will be further
consulted by Staff during project design.

The streets within Wood Pond Hills 2nd — 5th Additions were included in the Ground Penetrating Radar (GPR)
Pavement Evaluation performed by Braun Intertec. This data provides bituminous and aggregate base thickness
information. The GPR data is included in the street segment summary attached to this case.

The streets within the project area are 31 feet wide, urban section streets, and are proposed to be reconstructed to
the City’s current standard residential street design. This includes a minimum 4 inches aggregate base and 3.5
inches of new bituminous pavement. Staff is proposing to use the full-depth reclamation process, reclaiming the
existing bituminous pavement and underlying aggregate base, removing excess reclamation material, re-using the
remaining material as the new aggregate base, and placing 3.5 inches of new bituminous pavement on top. The
existing concrete curb and gutter is proposed to remain, with spot repairs to damaged curb and gutter being



performed. Minimal impacts to private driveways and lawns is expected, though any impacts would be within the
City-owned right of way.

City Staff is aware of more severe curb and gutter damage within the Junkite Street cul-de-sac, south of 145th
Court, due to failing slopes behind the curb and will determine the most appropriate treatment during project design.

Municipal utilities exist in the project area including water, sewer, and storm sewer systems. The watermain was
leak tested, and no leaks were discovered. The sanitary and storm sewer was cleaned and televised. No repairs to
the sanitary or storm sewer pipes are anticipated with this project, however further review of the televising needs to
be performed before this can be confirmed. Any required repairs discovered from the review of the sewer are not
included in the current estimated cost.

Estimated project costs per the proposed 2022 — 2031 CIP are $550,000. Estimated costs include 23-percent
indirect costs for administrative, engineering, finance and legal costs. Staff proposes to create the plans and
specifications in-house as part of their normal duties.

The street improvement proposed with this project are identified as a 2026 project in the City’s current 10-year CIP,
and as a 2022 project within the proposed 2022 — 2031 CIP, and can be funded using a combination of Pavement
Management Funds and Storm Water Utility Funds. If repairs are required to be made to the sanitary sewer those
improvements can be funded using the Sewer Utility Funds, though they are not proposed within the current
estimate. This project would best be constructed as a stand-alone project and is necessary, feasible, and
cost-effective from an engineering standpoint, and can be constructed as proposed herein.

The proposed improvements are designated as City Improvement Project #22-06, Wood Pond Hills 2nd — 5th Street
Reconstructions.

Notification:
Notifications are not required for this case.

Time Frame/Observations/Alternatives:

Motion to adopt Resolution #21-307 Ordering Plans and Specifications for Improvement Project #22-06, Wood
Pond Hills 2nd — 5th Street Reconstructions.

Funding Source:

Funding for this improvement is proposed to come from the Pavement Management Fund and Stormwater Utility
Fund.

¢ (PMP) Street Project Cost $500,000
¢ Storm Sewer Project Cost $50,000
e Total Estimated Project Cost $550,000

Recommendation:

Staff recommends adopting Resolution #21-307 Ordering Plans and Specifications for Improvement Project
#22-06, Wood Pond Hills 2nd — 5th Street Reconstructions.

The Ramsey Public Works Committee reviewed this project on October 19, 2021. The committee recommended
City Council authorization ordering Staff to prepare plans and specifications.

Outcome/Action:

Adopt Resolution #21-307 Ordering Plans and Specifications for Improvement Project #22-06, Wood Pond Hills
2nd — 5th Street Reconstructions.
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Councilmember introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption:
RESOLUTION #21-307

RESOLUTION ORDERING PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
#22-06, WOOD POND HILLS 2"P - 5™ STREET RECONSTRUCTIONS

WHEREAS, the City of Ramsey proposes to reconstruct Wood Pond Hills 2™, 37, 4" and 5™
Subdivisions; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Ramsey City Council resolution #21-194, adopted July 13, 2021, the
City Council ordered the City Engineer to request proposals for Topographic Survey, Geotechnical
Evaluations and Utility Testing for proposed 2022 Pavement Management Program projects, including IP
22-06; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Ramsey City Council Resolution #21-224, adopted August 8", 2021,
the City Council awarded a proposal to Hakanson Anderson for Topographic Survey, and Haugo
Geotechnical Services for a geotechnical report of the project area; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Ramsey City Council Resolution #21-240 adopted August 24, 2021, the
City Council awarded a proposal to Hydro-Klean, LLC for cleaning and televising the sanitary and storm
sewer, and Water Conservation Services, Inc. for watermain leak testing of the project area; and

WHEREAS, City staff has received and reviewed the Topographic Survey, Geotechnical
Evaluations and Utility Testing, Sewer Televising and Water Leak Testing and has the capacity to prepare
plans and specifications for improvement project #22-06, Wood Pond Hills 2™ - 5" Street
Reconstructions.

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

1) The Ramsey City Council hereby orders the City Engineer to prepare plans and specifications for
improvement project #22-06, Wood Pond Hills 2™ - 51" Street Reconstructions.

The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Councilmember
, and upon vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor thereof:

and the following voted against the same:

and the following abstained:

and the following were absent:



Whereupon said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted by the Ramsey City Council this the 26th
day of October, 2021.

Mayor

ATTEST:

City Clerk

Resolution #21-307
Page 2 of 2
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September 30, 2021 Project Number: 21-0834

Ms. Marsha Weidner

City of Ramsey

City of Ramsey Municipal Center
7550 Sunwood Drive NW
Ramsey, MN 55303

RE: Geotechnical Exploration Report, IP 22-06 Wood Pond Hills 2nd - 5th Street
Reconstructions, Ramsey, Minnesota

Dear Ms. Weidner:

We have completed the geotechnical exploration report for the IP 22-06 Wood Pond Hills 2nd

- 5th Street Reconstructions in Ramsey, Minnesota. Very briefly; 13 soil borings were advanced

along the various roadway alignments to determine existing bituminous pavement section

thicknesses and to characterize subsurface soil and groundwater conditions.

Specific details regarding our procedures, results and recommendations follow in the attached
geotechnical exploration report.

Thank you for the opportunity to assist you on this project. If you have any questions or need
additional information, please contact Lucas Mol or Paul Gionfriddo at 612-729-2959.

Sincerely,

Haugo GeoTechnical Services, LLC

Lucas Mol Paul S. Gionfriddo, P.E.
Project Manager Senior Engineer

2825 Cedar Avenue S, Minneapolis, MN 55407



GEOTECHNICAL EXPLORATION REPORT

PROJECT:

IP 22-06 Wood Pond Hills 2nd — 5th Street Reconstruction
Ramsey, Minnesota.

PREPARED FOR:

City of Ramsey
City of Ramsey Municipal Center
7550 Sunwood Drive NW
Ramsey, MN 55303

PREPARED BY:

Haugo GeoTechnical Services LLC
2825 Cedar Avenue S
Minneapolis, MN 55407

Haugo GeoTechnical Services Project: 21-0833

September 30, 2021

I hereby certify that this plan, specification, or report was prepared by me or under my
direct supervision and that I am a duly Registered Professional Engineer under the laws of
the State of Minnesota.

Paul Gionfriddo, P.E.

Senior Engineer
License Number: 23093 gy
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Project Description

The City of Ramsey (City) is preparing to complete roadway improvement projects within 3
general areas of the City during the 2022 construction season. These areas included; the Sunwood
Drive and Waco Street Area, the Autumn Heights Area and the Wood Pond Hills 2nd - 5th Area.
To aid in preparing design and construction documents the City solicited bids to perform a
geotechnical exploration within each of the 3 areas.

Haugo GeoTechnical Services (HGTS), was the successful bidder for the 3 projects. This report
presents the results of 13 soil borings advanced along the various roadway alignments within the
Wood Pond Hills 2nd - 5th area.

1.2 Purpose

The purpose of this geotechnical exploration was to determine existing bituminous pavement
section thicknesses, characterize subsurface soil and groundwater conditions and provide
recommendations for roadway design and construction.

1.3 Site Description

The streets with the Wood Pond Hills 2nd - 5th area (Wood Pond Hills) are located on the west side
of Nowthen Boulevard NW (aka County Road 5) and generally located between Sunwood Drive
NW and Iodine Street NW. The streets slated for improvements include; Krypton Court, Iodine
Court, Junkite Street, 146th Circle, 145th Court, Helium Court, lodine Street and 145t Circle. Each
street is a 2-lane bituminous surfaced residential roadway that provides access to single family
homes. The roadways were estimated to be about 30 feet wide and included concrete curb &
gutter. Each of the streets slated for improvement was noted to contain numerous cracks, both
longitudinal and transverse cracks as well as some “alligator” cracking. We also observed
multiple patched areas.

1.4 Scope of Services

Our scope of services was performed in accordance with the City of Ramey REQUEST FOR
PROPOSAL, PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT PROGRAM, 2022 PROJECTS issued on July 20, 2021.
Our scope of service for the Wood Pond Hill project included the following tasks:

e Performing 13 standard penetration test borings each to a nominal depth of 10 feet.

e Coring the pavement at 13 locations to measure the thickness of the existing bituminous
and aggregate base.

e Visually/manually classifying samples recovered from the soil borings.

e Performing laboratory tests on selected samples.

e DPreparing soil boring logs describing the materials encountered and the results of
groundwater level measurements.

e DPreparing an engineering report describing soil and groundwater conditions and
providing recommendations for roadway construction/reconstruction.



1.5 Documents Provided

We were provided with a 10-page Request for Proposal (RFP) prepared by the City of Ramsey.
Very briefly, the RFP included but was not limited to; a description of the project, a scope of
services, soil boring requirements, contractual requirements, schedule and a bid form. The RPF
also included soil boring location sheets. The soil boring location sheets showed the proposed
streets slated for improvement and provided stationing at the proposed boring locations.

Based on correspondence with the City of Ramsey we understand that no new utilities will be
installed as part of this project. However, the City is assessing the existing sanitary sewer and
storm sewer pipes for damage and is anticipating that some repairs will likely be required. Fixes,
if any, will likely be spot fixes and not wholesale replacement of the pipe networks.

1.6 Locations and Elevations

The boring and core locations were selected by the City of Ramsey and marked in the field in
advance our field work. The approximate boring and associated core locations are shown on the
Figure in the appendix.

HGTS obtained the GPS coordinates and ground surface elevations at the soil boring locations
using GPS technology based on the Minnesota County Coordinate System. GPS coordinates and
the ground surface elevations are shown on Figure 2 in the Appendix.

2.0 FIELD PROCEDURES

The 13 standard penetration test borings were advanced on September 9th and 14th, 2021 by HGTS
with a rotary drilling rig, using continuous flight augers to advance the boreholes. Representative
samples were obtained from the borings, using the split-barrel sampling procedures in general
accordance with ASTM Specification D-1586. In the split-barrel sampling procedure, a 2-inch O.D.
split-barrel spoon is driven into the ground with a 140-pound hammer falling 30 inches. The
number of blows required to drive the sampling spoon the last 12 inches of an 18-inch penetration
is recorded as the standard penetration resistance value, or "N" value. The results of the standard
penetration tests are indicated on the boring logs. The samples were sealed in containers and
provided to HGTS for testing and soil classification.

A field log for each boring was prepared by the HGTS drill crew. The logs contained visual
classifications of the soil materials encountered during drilling, as well as the driller's
interpretation of the subsurface conditions between samples and water observation notes. The
final boring logs included with this report represent an interpretation of the field logs and include
modifications based on visual/manual method observation of the samples.

The soil boring logs, general terminology for soil description and identification, and classification
of soils for engineering purposes are also included in the appendix. The soil boring logs identify
and describe the materials encountered, the relative density or consistency based on the Standard
Penetration resistance (N-value, “blows per foot”) and groundwater observations.



The strata changes were inferred from the changes in the samples and auger cuttings. The depths
shown as changes between strata are only approximate. The changes are likely transitions,
variations can occur beyond the location of the borings.

The bituminous cores were obtained on September 27, 2021 with a 4-inch diameter diamond core
barrel using wet coring techniques.

3.0 RESULTS

3.1 Pavement Section

Each of the 13 soil borings were taken within an existing bituminous surfaced roadway and
encountered varying thicknesses of bituminous and aggregate base or possible aggregate base.
The observed pavement section thicknesses are summarized in Table 1 below.

Table 1. Summary of Existing Roadway Section

Approximate Approximate
Boring Station Bituminous Aggregate Base Subgrade Soil
Number Thickness Thickness Type
(inches)* (inches)*
Krypton Court
SB-01 | 2+50 | 21 | 9 | SP
Iodine Court
SB-02 0+50 1% 10 SP
SB-03 4+00 3 5 SP
Junkite Street
SB-04 0+50 4% 37 SP-SM
SB-05 5+00 3% 3 SP
SB-06 12+00 2% 4 SP-SM
146t Circle
SB-07 | 1+00 | 3 | 51 | SP-SM
145t Court
SB-08 0+50 3 Y 5 SP-SM
SB-09 6+00 2 3 SP-SM
Helium Court
SB-10 | 1+25 | 2 | 3 | SP-SM
Iodine Street
SB-11 28+50 3% 6 SM (Topsoil)
SB-12 33+00 3% 5% SP
145t Circle
SB-13 | 1450 | 2 | 51 | SP-SM

* = measured to the nearest %4 inch. SB = Soil Boring SP = Poorly Graded Sand SP-SM = Poorly Graded Sand
with Silt SM = Silty Sand



3.2 Soil Conditions

Buried Topsoil Soil boring SB-11 encountered an approximate 2-inch layer of black silty sand
directly below the aggregate base or possible aggregate base which appears to be buried topsoil.
Buried topsoil or other organic soil were not encountered in the remaining borings.

Fill Below the pavement section soil borings SB-04, SB-08, SB-09, SB-10 and SB-13 encountered
previously placed Fill that extended to depths ranging from about 4 to 9 feet below the ground
surface. The remaining borings did not appear to encounter Fill below the pavement section.

The Fill consisted of poorly graded sand, poorly graded sand with silt and silty sand that was
brown or dark brown in color.

N-Values, shown as blows per foot (bpf) on the boring logs within the previously placed Fill
ranged from 5 to 23 bpf. These values indicate the Fill had a loose to medium dense relative
density.

Native Alluvium Beneath the pavement section or Fill the soil borings encountered native alluvial
deposits that extended to the termination depths of the borings. The native alluvial deposits
consisted of fine to coarse grained poorly graded sand and fine to coarse grained poorly graded
sand with silt that contained varying amounts of gravel. These soils generally correspond to the
ASTM Classifications SP and SP-SM, respectively.

N-Values within the sands ranged from 3 to 26 bpf. These values indicate the sands had a very
loose to medium dense relative density.

3.3 Groundwater

Groundwater was encountered in some of the borings while drilling and sampling or after
removing the augers form the boreholes at depths ranging from about 8 2 to 14 feet below the
ground surface corresponding to elevations ranging from about 851 %2 to 856 feet. The observed
water levels are summarized in Table 2.

Table 2. Summary of Groundwater Levels

Boring Ground Surface Approximate Approximate
Number Elevation (ft) Depth to Groundwater
Groundwater (ft)* Elevation (ft)*
Krypton Court
SB-01 | 874.6 | NE | -
Iodine Court
SB-02 884.7 NE -
SB-03 871.6 NE -
Junkite Street
SB-04 866.2 12 854
SB-05 864.5 81 856
SB-06 870.2 14 856
146t Circle
SB-07 | 876.3 | NE -




145th Court

SB-08 866 (estimated) 1474 851 1%

SB-09 866.6 12 854
Helium Court

SB-10 | 882.2 | NE -
Iodine Street

SB-11 879.9 NE -

SB-12 878.2 NE -

145t Circle
SB-13 | 879.1 | NE | -

* = Depths and Elevations were rounded to the nearest 2 foot. NE = Not Encountered

We made water level measurements in the borings at the times and under the conditions stated
on the boring logs. The period of observation was relatively short and fluctuations in the
groundwater level may occur due to rainfall, flooding, irrigation, spring thaw, drainage, and other
seasonal and annual factors not evident at the time the observations were made. The intensity
and duration of these events or factors can significantly impact groundwater levels. In addition,
“extreme” weather events or other events, such as flooding, spring thaw, etc., could result in
groundwater levels higher than estimated or anticipated.

Groundwater monitoring wells or piezometers in conjunction with deeper borings would be
required to more accurately determine water levels.

3.4 Laboratory Tests

Twelve (12) laboratory moisture content tests and 12 percent passing the #200 sieve (P-200) tests
were performed on selected samples of the aggregate base or possible aggregate base materials.
Table 3 below provides a summary of the laboratory testing. Laboratory moisture contents are
also shown on the boring logs adjacent to the samples tested.

Laboratory P-200 contents of the aggregate base materials ranged from about 5 to 8 percent. It
should be noted that the aggregate base materials appeared to contain very little “gravel” and for
that reason the material was described as possible aggregate base.

Table 3. Summary of Laboratory Analysis
Boring Sample Depth I\ég;f:e“;f P-200
Number (feet) (%)* (%)*
Krypton Court
SB-01 | AU-1 | Possible Agg Base | 4% | 672
Iodine Court
SB-02 AU-8 Possible Agg Base 5% 7
SB-03 AU-15 Possible Agg Base 4 5
Junkite Court
SB-04 AU-29 Possible Agg Base 3% 5
SB-05 AU-22 Possible Agg Base 4 8
SB-06 AU-43 Possible Agg Base 4 8




146t Circle
SB-07 | AU-36 | Possible Agg Base | 3 | 6
145t Court
SB-08 AU-57 Possible Agg Base 37 62
SB-09 AU-50 Possible Agg Base 3% 7
Helium Court
SB-10 | AU-85 | Possible Agg Base | 3% | 672
Iodine Street
SB-11 AU-79 Possible Agg Base 2% 6
SB-12 AU-64 Possible Agg Base 2 5%
145t Circle
SB-13 | AUT71 | Possible Agg Base | - | -

*Moisture contents and P-200 contents were rounded to the nearest %2 percent

3.5 OSHA Soil Classification

The soil encountered in the borings consisted of granular soil composed of poorly graded sand
with silt and poorly graded sand corresponding to the ASTM Classifications SP-SM and SP,
respectively. The soils identified in the boring will generally be Type C soils under Department
of Labor Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) guidelines.

An OSHA-approved qualified person should review the soil classification in the field. Excavations
must comply with the requirements of OSHA 29 CFR, Part 1926, Subpart P, “Excavations and
Trenches.” This document states excavation safety is the responsibility of the contractor. The
project specifications should reference these OSHA requirements.

4.0 DISCUSSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

4.1 Proposed Construction

This project will include improving streets located within the Wood Pond Hill area within the City
of Ramsey and include; Krypton Court, Iodine Court, Junkite Street, 146t Circle, 145t Court,
Helium Court, Iodine Street and 145th Circle.

Based correspondence with the City of Ramsey we understand that street improvements could
include completely removing and replacing the existing pavements or a full-depth reclamation.
We further understand that no new utilities will be installed as part of the project. However, the
city is assessing the existing sanitary sewer and storm sewer pipes for damage and is anticipating
that some repairs will likely be required. Fixes, if any, will likely be spot fixes and not wholesale
replacement of the pipe networks.

We anticipate that site grading will consist of earthwork necessary for roadway reconstruction
and we do not anticipate any significant changes in the roadway alignment or roadway grades.
Cuts or fills involving permanent grade change, if any, are assumed to be less than 1 feet. Invert
elevations or pipe burial depths for any utility fixes are anticipated to be on the order of 5 to 10
feet.



We were not provided any information regarding traffic volumes such as Average Annual Daily
Traffic (AADT) counts or vehicle distribution for the roadways. We assumed these roadways will
be utilized mainly by automobiles, light trucks and school buses with some heavier vehicles such
as garbage trucks and UPS or FedEx type delivery vehicles. For the purposes of this evaluation,
we assume the street will generally be classified or described as a “typical urban street” and
estimate the pavement will be designed for a maximum of 100,000 Equivalent Single Axle Loads
(EASL’s) over a design life of 20 years. The ESAL’s have not been adjusted for any future growth.

Changes in the nature, design, or location of all or parts of this project may occur. Likewise, if the
proposed traffic volumes exceed these values we should be informed. Additional analyses and
revised recommendations may be necessary.

4.2 Discussion

Roadways/pavements Based on a brief review of historical aerial photographs available on
Google Earth and the Anoka County GIS website it appears that the streets were originally built
around 1997 and appear to be approaching or have exceeded their assumed 20-year design life.

It appears some, or all, of the streets were subject to some periodic maintenance that included seal
coating/chip coating. Evidence of fairly recent seal coating/chip coating was visible on cores 3,
4, 5 and 7 obtained from lodine Court, Junkite Street and 146th Circle. Evidence of recent seal
coating/chip coating was not readily apparent at the remaining locations.

We observed longitudinal and transvers cracks with some “alligator” or fatigue cracking of the
pavement surfaces. The cracking observed could be the result of a combination of factors
including; inadequate pavement thickness, pavement age and/or possibly frost action/frost
heave.

Longitudinal cracking are cracks parallel to the pavement centerline or laydown direction. These
can be caused by poor joint construction, reflective cracking from an underlying layer, fatigue
cracking or top-down cracking resulting from the age of the pavement or due to expansion and
contraction of the pavement surface or increased traffic loads on the pavements.

Transverse cracking are cracks perpendicular to the roadway centerline or laydown direction.
These are often caused by shrinkage of the pavement surface, reflective cracking from an
underlying layer or top-down cracking.

Alligator or fatigue cracking can be symptomatic of poor subgrade soils and/or inadequate
pavement thickness.

Aggregate Base An apparent aggregate base layer was observed below the pavements at each
boring location. The aggregate base appeared to contain little gravel and because of that it was
identified as Possible Aggregate Base on the boring logs. Based on our observations the aggregate
base or Possible Aggregate Base may not meet MN/DOT gradation specifications for Class 5
aggregate base. It is possible that the Possible Aggregate base was initially placed as new or virgin
Class 5 aggregate base but has degraded over time due to traffic and possibly frost action.

Soils The borings encountered sandy subgrade soils including; poorly graded sand and poorly
graded sand with silt which correspond to the ASTM Classifications SP and SP-SM, respectively.



These are well suited for pavement support and are considered non-frost susceptible and are also
free draining materials.

The origin of the Fill encountered in the borings is unknown but is likely associated with roadway
construction and/or any existing underground sanitary sewer, storm sewer or watermain utilities.
The Fill was also composed of poorly graded sand and poorly graded sand with silt and is
generally well suited for utility and pavement support.

Where spot fixes of the utilities will occur, we anticipate that the soils excavated for utility repairs
will be reused to the greatest extent possible. The Fill encountered in the borings in our opinion
is suitable for reuse. We recommend that any buried topsoil, organic soils and any soft or
otherwise unsuitable materials, if encountered, be removed and replaced with suitable compacted
engineered fill.

Groundwater Ground water was encountered in 5 of the soil borings at depths of about 8 Y2 to 14
feet below the ground surface. With pipe inverts anticipated to bear about 7 to 10 feet below the
ground surface there is the potential that groundwater could be encountered during spot utility
repairs and dewatering could be required.

4.3 Utility Recommendations

Spot utility repairs could be included in this project. The existing utilities are anticipated bear at
depths ranging from about 5 to 10 feet below the ground surface. At these depths, the existing
pipes likely bear on sandy alluvial soils or compacted engineered fill which in our opinion are
suitable for pipe support. We recommend removing all vegetation, topsoil, organic soils and any
soft or otherwise unsuitable soils, if any, beneath utilities prior to repair or placement.

We assume that open cut excavation techniques will be used for pipe installation. We further
assume that typical excavations depths will be on the order of 5 to 10 feet below the ground
surface. At typical 1:1 excavation backslopes, the excavation will extend about 5 to 10 feet beyond
the edges of the excavation. The excavation may extend into/onto adjacent properties posing a
risk of undermining structures on those properties. In addition, the soils could slough as they are
excavated resulting in side slopes flatter than 1:1 further increasing the horizontal limits of the
excavation. If site constraints will limit the excavation, trench boxes or temporary shoring may be
required.

Backfilling New pavements will be constructed over the top of the utility trench(s) and the soil
excavated for pipe installation will likely be placed back in the excavations, to the greatest extent
possible. As noted above, the Fill encountered in the borings in our opinion is generally suitable
for reuse. We recommend that any buried topsoil, organic soils and any soft or otherwise
unsuitable materials, if encountered, be removed and replaced with suitable compacted
engineered fill.

We recommend bedding material be thoroughly compacted around the pipes. We recommend
trench backfill above the pipes be compacted to a minimum of 95 percent beneath pavements, the
exception being within 3 feet of the proposed pavement subgrade, where 100 percent of standard
Proctor density is recommended. In landscaped areas, if any, we recommend a minimum
compaction of 90 percent.



Dewatering Ground water was encountered in 5 of the soil borings at depths of about 8 72 to 14
feet below the ground surface. With pipe inverts anticipated to bear about 7 to 10 feet below the
ground surface there is the potential that groundwater could be encountered during spot utility
repairs and dewatering could be required.

Where dewatering is required, we recommend the groundwater level be temporarily lowered to
a minimum of 2 feet below the lowest anticipated excavation elevation to allow for construction.
In sand soils we do not recommend attempting to dewater from within the excavation. Upward
seepage will loosen and disturb the excavation, resulting in a “quick condition”. Rather, we
recommend groundwater be drawn down below the anticipated excavation bottom.

4.4 Pavement Recommendations

The City of Ramsey may have standard plates that dictate bituminous pavement design. If so, we
assume the pavements be designed in accordance with the appropriate standard plates. The
following paragraphs provide general pavement recommendations in the absence of standard
plates.

Reconstruction In areas that will be reconstructed we recommend removing all vegetation and
topsoil, if any, and all pavements, aggregate base, organic soils and any soft or otherwise
unsuitable materials from beneath the pavement subgrade. Prior to placing the aggregate base
(Class 5) we recommend compacting the subgrade soils to provide a more uniform surface and to
identify soft, weak, loose or unstable areas that may require additional subcuts. Backfill, if needed,
to attain pavement subgrade elevation can consist of any mineral soil provided it is free of organic
material or other deleterious materials but recommend additional fill, if needed, consist of sandy
soils similar to the on-site materials.

Granular fill classified as SP or SP-SM should be placed within 65 percent to 105 percent of its
optimum moisture content as determined by the standard Proctor. Other fill soils should be
placed with moisture contents within a range of 1 percentage point below and 3 percentage points
above its optimum moisture content. The upper 3 feet of fill and backfill should be compacted to
a minimum of 100 percent of its standard Proctor maximum dry density.

Full Depth Reclamation For “Full Depth Reclamation” areas there may be instances where the
recommended aggregate base thickness exceeds the existing aggregate base thickness. The
preferred method of pavement repair would be to reclaim the existing bituminous, subcut the
subgrade, replace the reclaim and add additional aggregate base as needed then construct the
bituminous pavement. Subcutting the subgrade may not be feasible or cost effective. As an
alternate it may be possible to use a thicker bituminous pavement along with the existing
aggregate base or possibly subcutting some of the existing aggregate base. Using MN/DOT
granular equivalencies, one (1) inch of bituminous is equivalent to 2.25 inches of MN/DOT Class
5 aggregate base.

R-Values Laboratory tests to determine the soils Hveem Stabilometer R-Value (R-Value) was
beyond the scope of this project. Information provided in the State of Minnesota Department of
Transportation, Geotechnical & Pavement Manual, Part II, indicates that R-Values for granular
materials meeting the ASTM Classification SP or SP-SM can range from 50 to 70. It is our opinion
that an R-Value of 50 can be used for pavement design.



Recommended Pavement Section Thickness

It should be noted that the pavement section presented below is not absolute. Depending on
serviceability expectations, material availability, and cost, there could be circumstances under
which alternative sections will be more practicable.

Based on an estimated R-value of 50 and a maximum of 100,000 ESAL’s we recommend a
pavement section consisting of a minimum of 4 inches of bituminous underlain by a minimum of
6 inches of Class 5 aggregate base.

4.5 Materials

We recommend aggregate base meeting MN/DOT specification 3138 for Class 5 aggregate base.
We recommend the aggregate base be compacted to 100 percent of its maximum standard Proctor
dry density.

We recommend that the bituminous wear and base courses meet the requirement of MN/DOT
specification 2360. We recommend the bituminous pavements be compacted to at least 92% of the
maximum theoretical density.

Pavement reconstruction will likely include installing concrete curb and gutter. We recommend
specifying concrete that has a minimum 28-day compressive strength of 4,000 psi. We recommend
specifying 5 to 8 percent entrained air for exposed concrete to provide resistance to freeze-thaw
deterioration. We recommend slump, air content and compressive strength test of Portland
cement concrete.

5.0 CONSTRUCTION CONSIDERATIONS

5.1 Excavation

The soil encountered in the borings consisted of granular soil composed of poorly graded sand
with silt and poorly graded sand corresponding to the ASTM Classifications SP-SM and SP,
respectively. The soils identified in the boring will generally be Type C soils under Department
of Labor Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) guidelines.

Temporary excavations in Type C soils should be constructed at a minimum of 1 %2 foot horizontal
to every 1 foot vertical within excavations. Slopes constructed in this manner may still exhibit
surface sloughing. If site constraints do not allow the construction of slopes with these
dimensions, then temporary shoring may be required.

5.2 Observations

A geotechnical engineer or qualified engineering technician should observe the excavation
subgrade to evaluate if the subgrade soils are similar to those encountered in the borings and
adequate to support the proposed construction.
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5.3 Backfill and Fills

Site soils that will be excavated and reused as backfill and fill appear to be below their assumed
optimum moisture content. We anticipate it may be necessary to moisture condition (wet) these
soils to achieve the recommended compaction. We recommend that fill and backfill be placed in
lifts not exceeding 4 to 12 inches, depending on the size of the compactor and materials used.

5.4 Testing

We recommend density tests of backfill and fills placed for the proposed roadway and utilities.
Samples of the proposed materials should be submitted to our laboratory prior to placement for
evaluation of their suitability and to determine their optimum moisture content and maximum
dry density (Standard Proctor).

5.5 Winter Construction

If site grading and construction is anticipated to proceed during cold weather, all snow and ice
should be removed from cut and fill areas prior to additional grading and placement of fill. No
fill should be placed on frozen soil and no frozen soil should be used as fill or backfill.

Concrete delivered to the site should meet the temperature requirements of ASTM and/or ACL
Concrete should not be placed on frozen soil. Concrete should be protected from freezing until
the necessary strength is obtained.

6.0 PROCEDURES

6.1 Soil Classification

The drill crew chief visually and manually classified the soils encountered in the borings in general
accordance with ASTM D 2488, “Description and Identification of Soils (Visual-Manual
Procedure)”. Soil terminology notes are included in the Appendix. The samples were returned
to our laboratory for review of the field classification by a soils engineer. Samples will be retained
for a period of 30 days.

6.2 Groundwater Observations

Immediately after taking the final samples in the bottom of the borings, the holes were checked
for the presence of groundwater. Immediately after removing the augers from the borehole the
holes were once again checked and the depth to water and cave-in depths were noted.

7.0 GENERAL

7.1 Subsurface Variations

The analyses and recommendations presented in this report are based on data obtained from a
limited number of soil borings. Variations can occur away from the borings, the nature of which
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may not become apparent until additional exploration work is completed or construction is
conducted. A reevaluation of the recommendations in this report should be made after
performing on-site observations during construction to note the characteristics of any variations.
The variations may result in additional foundation costs and it is suggested that a contingency be
provided for this purpose.

It is recommended that we be retained to perform the observation and testing program during
construction to evaluate whether the design is as expected, if any design changes have affected
the validity of our recommendations, and if our recommendations have been correctly interpreted
and implemented in the designs, specifications and construction methods. This will allow
correlation of the soil conditions encountered during construction to the soil borings and will
provide continuity of professional responsibility.

7.2 Review of Design

This report is based on the design of the proposed structure as related to us for preparation of this
report. It is recommended that we be retained to review the geotechnical aspects of the design
and specifications. With the review we will evaluate whether any changes have affected the
validity of the recommendations and whether our recommendations have been correctly
interpreted and implemented in the design and specifications.

7.3 Groundwater Fluctuations

We made water level measurements in the borings at the times and under the conditions stated
on the boring logs. The data was interpreted in the text of this report. The period of observation
was relatively short and fluctuations in the groundwater level may occur due to rainfall, flooding,
irrigation, spring thaw, drainage, and other seasonal and annual factors not evident at the time
the observations were made. Design drawings and specifications and construction planning
should recognize the possibility of fluctuations.

7.4 Use of Report

This report is for the exclusive use of City of Ramsey and their design team to use to design the
proposed structure and prepare construction documents. In the absence of our written approval,
we make no representation and assume no responsibility to other parties regarding this report.
The data, analysis and recommendations may not be appropriate for other structures or purposes.
We recommend that parties contemplating other structures or purposes contact us.

7.5 Level of Care

Haugo GeoTechnical Services, LLC has used the degree of skill and care ordinarily exercised
under similar circumstance by members of the profession currently practicing in this locality. No
warranty expressed or implied is made.
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Figure 2: GPS Boring Locations

HGTS# 21-0834

. Elevation Northing Easting
Boring Number (US Survey Feet) Coordinate Coordinate

SB-1 874.6 263020 492569.7
SB-2 884.7 262428.1 493259.8
SB-3 871.6 262752.6 493118.6
SB-4 866.2 261666.8 492999.5
SB-5 864.5 262053 492782.5
SB-6 870.2 262714 492792.5
SB-7 875.6 262399.7 492849.2
SB-8 866 (estimated) - -
SB-9 866.6 261638.7 492694.7
SB-10 882.2 262039.3 493608.2
SB-11 879.9 261485.5 493510.8
SB-12 878.2 261876.7 493299.6
SB-13 879.1 261645 493741.9

Referencing Minnesota County Coordinates Basis - Anoka County

2825 Cedar Avenue S, Minneapolis, MN 55407
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LOGGED BY _GD
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Bottom of borehole at 14.5 feet.
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Bottom of borehole at 14.5 feet.




HAUGO

PROJECT NUMBER _21-0834

Haugo GeoTechnical Services
2825 Cedar Ave South
Minneapolis, MN 55407
Telephone: 612-729-2959
Fax: 763-445-2238

CLIENT _City of Ramsey

PROJECT NAME
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PAGE 1 OF 1
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Bottom of borehole at 14.5 feet.
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Bottom of borehole at 14.5 feet.
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10.0 |-exaef N
SS 4-7-8
B 47 (8) | |
i Ss 233 | | T
12.5 48 6) | | ]
i Ss 124 | | Ly
B ¥ >< 49 (6) I TR S
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Bottom of borehole at 14.5 feet.




Haugo GeoTechnical Services

HAUGD 2825 Cedar Ave South
Minneapolis, MN 55407
Telephone: 612-729-2959
Fax: 763-445-2238

CLIENT _City of Ramsey

PROJECT NUMBER _21-0834

DATE STARTED _9/14/21 COMPLETED _9/14/21
DRILLING CONTRACTOR _HGTS - 120

DRILLING METHOD _Hollow Stem Auger/Split Spoon

LOGGED BY _GD CHECKED BY _PG
NOTES _1+00 146th Circle

BORING NUMBER SB-07

PAGE 1 OF 1

PROJECT NAME _IP 22-06 Wood Pond Hills 2nd-5th Reconstruction
PROJECT LOCATION _Ramsey, MN
GROUND ELEVATION _875.6 ft HOLE SIZE _3 1/4 inches
GROUND WATER LEVELS:

AT TIME OF DRILLING _--- Not Encountered

AT END OF DRILLING _--- Not Encountered

AFTER DRILLING _--- Not Encountered

wo | = A SPT N VALUE A
—~ | O
z %o A EE =25 0. 2 2|03|_ 40M060 LEO
oE % (@) MATERIAL DESCRIPTION w g >0 952 | 5 —e—1
A |x- L5 (QE| @9= 27| 2 20 40 60 80
© % < g ce g O FINES CONTENT (%) 0
0.0 = 20 40 60 80
Approximately 3 Inches of Bituminous Asphalt : : : :
B - Approximately 5.5 Inches of possible Aggreaget Base 3 | e
ST\ po200 = 6% [] - N B /IS SIS
(SP-SM) Poorly Graded Sand with Silt, fine to medium grained,
trace Gravel, brown, moist. (PossibleFilty (@& | | | | [y
SS 6-7-4
37 (11)
SS 4-4-5 ) G
38 O | L
SS 479 | | Ly
39 (16) T BT ST AT S
(SP) Poorly Graded Sand with Silt, fine to medium grained, trace | | | | | |y Ui
Gravel, brown, moist, loose to medium grained. (Alluvium) | [ [ 1| | ]
SS 333 | | ey
40 ®) || ]
SS 344 | | LTy
41 @ | | L
SS 346 | | Ly
42 (10) T T AT S
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Bottom of borehole at 14.5 feet.




Haugo GeoTechnical Services
2825 Cedar Ave South
Minneapolis, MN 55407
Telephone: 612-729-2959
Fax: 763-445-2238

CLIENT _City of Ramsey
PROJECT NUMBER 21-0834
DATE STARTED 9/14/21

HAUGO

COMPLETED _9/14/21

BORING NUMBER SB-08

PAGE 1 OF 1

PROJECT NAME _IP 22-06 Wood Pond Hills 2nd-5th Reconstruction
PROJECT LOCATION Ramsey, MN
GROUND ELEVATION 866 ft

HOLE SIZE _3 1/4 inches

DRILLING CONTRACTOR _HGTS - 120 GROUND WATER LEVELS:
DRILLING METHOD _Hollow Stem Auger/Split Spoon AT TIME OF DRILLING _---
LOGGED BY _GD CHECKED BY _PG ¥ AT END OF DRILLING _14.50 ft / Elev 851.50 t
NOTES _0+50 145th Court Ground Surface Elevation Estimated AFTER DRILLING _---
wo | % A SPT N VALUE A
Q > | > ol (o 20 40 60 80
I 1T Fu Rl 2ES || @ PL MC LL
oz & o MATERIAL DESCRIPTION ws |50 O95% |8 5
g x - % g 8 Xl @ 8 ; E > 20 40 60 80
© < |3 <2 O FINES CONTENT (%) O
0.0 = 20 40 60 80
Approximately 3.25 Inches of Bituminous Asphalt : : : :
= - Approximately 5 Inches of Possible Aggreage Base 3.5 | e
L _\ P-200 = 6.5% /_ v (RN RN SN0 TSR0 SUROS VOO0 MO
Poorly Graded Sand with Silt, fine to medium grained, trace
B 7] Gravel, brown, moist, loose. (Filly) @ | | | | vy
25 R
SS 7-6-4
| 58 (10) A
5.0 | T SO ST S
(SP-SM) Poorly Graded Sand with Silt, fine to medium grained, S8 6-7-5 A
B trace Gravel, brown, moist. (Possible Fill) 59 (12) R RORESURRRR ORI
i (SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to medium grained, trace Gravel, |\ | | | | | | ]i iU
7.5 brown, moist to about 14.5 feet then waterbearing, loose. ~ |\/| | | | | L]
(Alluvium) SS 5-5-6
B 60 (11) ]
100y ]
SS 2-4-3
B 61 0 | L
i Ss 2-3-3 A
12.5 62 ®) || T
i Ss 324 | | LT
i >< 63 (6) A i
v
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Bottom of borehole at 14.5 feet.




Haugo GeoTechnical Services

HAUGD 2825 Cedar Ave South
Minneapolis, MN 55407
Telephone: 612-729-2959
Fax: 763-445-2238

CLIENT _City of Ramsey

PROJECT NAME

PROJECT NUMBER _21-0834

DATE STARTED _9/14/21 COMPLETED _9/14/21
DRILLING CONTRACTOR _HGTS - 120

DRILLING METHOD _Hollow Stem Auger/Split Spoon

LOGGED BY _GD CHECKED BY _PG
NOTES _6+00 145th Court

BORING NUMBER SB-09

IP 22-06 Wood Pond Hills 2nd-5th Reconstruction

PAGE 1 OF 1

PROJECT LOCATION _Ramsey, MN

GROUND ELEVATION _866.6 ft
GROUND WATER LEVELS:
V. AT TIME OF DRILLING _12.50 ft / Elev 854.10 ft

HOLE SIZE _3 1/4 inches

¥ AT END OF DRILLING _12.20 ft / Elev 854.40 ft

AFTER DRILLING _---

W e 2 A SPT N VALUE A
o ° —~ | O
®) xr |> 20 40 60 80
I 1T ,t% rs ;E“é o] 8 PL MC LL
oz & o MATERIAL DESCRIPTION ws |50 95T || & —e—A
8 |x- 5 (0% @g> (27| 2 20 40 60 80
e 16 ==z |O oz |5 z
(</(J g ~ 5 [JFINES CONTENT (%)
0.0 = 20 40 60 80
Approximately 2 Inches of Bituminous Asphalt 35 : : : :
= E :: Approximately 3 Inches of possible Aggregate Base T
L ‘\ P-200 = 7% /7 v 20 I I I R S Shidis ettt
Poorly Graded Sand with Silt, fine to medium grained, trace
B 7 Gravel, brown, moist, loose. (Possible Fiy |\ ®#{ (| | | |vvuouirwrri
25
SS 4-5-5
B | 51 (10)
i (SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine grained, trace Gravel, brown, | | | | | | |77 Ui
B i moist, medium dense. (Alluvium) L | L]
5.0 ]
SS 7-4-7
A 52 an 1 L]
75 [wo N
SS 6-10-12
B | 53 (22) ]
i ] (SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to medium grained, gray, moistto | | | | | | F UiUUTTUTRE
B _ about 12 feet then waterbearing, loose. (Alluvium) | | L F | ]
10.0 p===0 e ]
SS 5-8-8
B | 54 (16) | ||
] h 4 SS 435 | | |4
12.5 \vA 55 B) || L]
] SS 235 | | ey
A 56 (8) U SRR S
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Bottom of borehole at 14.5 feet.




Haugo GeoTechnical Services

HAUGD 2825 Cedar Ave South
Minneapolis, MN 55407
Telephone: 612-729-2959
Fax: 763-445-2238

CLIENT _City of Ramsey

PROJECT NUMBER _21-0834

DATE STARTED _9/14/21 COMPLETED _9/14/21
DRILLING CONTRACTOR _HGTS - 120

DRILLING METHOD _Hollow Stem Auger/Split Spoon

LOGGED BY _GD CHECKED BY PG
NOTES _1+25 Helium Court

BORING NUMBER SB-10

PAGE 1 OF 1

PROJECT NAME _IP 22-06 Wood Pond Hills 2nd-5th Reconstruction
PROJECT LOCATION _Ramsey, MN
GROUND ELEVATION _882.2 ft HOLE SIZE _3 1/4 inches
GROUND WATER LEVELS:

AT TIME OF DRILLING _--- Not Encountered

AT END OF DRILLING _--- Not Encountered

AFTER DRILLING _--- Not Encountered

W e 2 A SPT N VALUE A
o ° —~ | O
®) xr |> 20 40 60 80
I 1T ,t% rs ;E“é o] 8 PL MC LL
oz & o MATERIAL DESCRIPTION ws |50 O95% |8 '5 —e—A
A |x- 5 Q% @o=> |27 & 20 40 60 80
o =z |O oz |5
(</(J g ~ 3 [JFINES CONTENT (%)
0.0 = 20 40 60 80
Approximately 2 Inches of Bituminous Asphalt 35 : : : :
= E : Approximately 3 Inches of possible Aggregate Base T
L ‘\ P-200 = 6.5% /7 g2 TR ZEN0% PR SRS ST MAe
Poorly Graded Sand with Silt, fine to medium grained, trace
B 7] Gravel, brown, moist. (Possible Fily @& | | | | vy
25 KN
SS 6-6-6
B | 86 (12) | | s
XK
n e e e [ e T e T T EEE TE TETEETS POTERRE FEPPPN FRPRRS
e
5 B0 Y A PRPE P Prt PPPREPF R PPRE PRPRERS
KRR
CRAL
n [ s | O L O PP P PPPE Ppppee
XKL
5.0 XXX N SO SO S A
gtg:: Ss 5.5.7
[ RS 87 12 | T
KK
KRR
B % . O O O S S OO SOOI
SRR
KK
N %% e e T O SRRt R SO
KL
CRKL
L R b
KK
KL
75 &S WV b o e
SS 2-2-3
A 88 (5) U SR SR S
i (SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to coarse grained, trace Gravel, | | | | | ||y iU
brown, moist, loose to very loose. (Alluvium) | L 1| ]
Ss < N Y
89 B) || LT
Ss 322 | | [T
90 @ |
Ss 223 | | [y
91 (5) L]
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Bottom of borehole at 14.5 feet.




Haugo GeoTechnical Services
2825 Cedar Ave South
Minneapolis, MN 55407
Telephone: 612-729-2959
Fax: 763-445-2238

CLIENT _City of Ramsey

HAUGO

BORING NUMBER SB-11

PAGE 1 OF 1

PROJECT NUMBER _21-0834

DATE STARTED _9/14/21 COMPLETED _9/14/21
DRILLING CONTRACTOR _HGTS - 120

DRILLING METHOD _Hollow Stem Auger/Split Spoon

LOGGED BY _GD CHECKED BY PG
NOTES 28+50 lodine Street

PROJECT NAME _IP 22-06 Wood Pond Hills 2nd-5th Reconstruction

PROJECT LOCATION _Ramsey, MN

GROUND ELEVATION _879.9 ft HOLE SIZE _3 1/4 inches

GROUND WATER LEVELS:

AT TIME OF DRILLING _--- Not Encountered

AT END OF DRILLING _--- Not Encountered

AFTER DRILLING _--- Not Encountered

wo | = A SPTN VALUE A
—~ | O
S) > 20 40 60 80
I 1T '>—-§ rs ;E“é o] 8 PL MC LL
oz % @) MATERIAL DESCRIPTION ws |50 O95% |8 5
a |z 1> |8 232 |27 2 20 40 60 80
] ]
< w ~ = [JFINES CONTENT (%)
N o o
0.0 = 20 40 60 80
Approximately 3.75 Inches of Bituminous Asphalt : : : :
- - Approximately 6 Inches of Possible Aggregate Base 25 | e
- S\ P-200 = 6% AV | | | i
Approximately 2 Inches of Silty Sand, black, moist. (Buried
B 7] Topsoil) R
B i (SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to medium grained, trace Gravel, U RS SO RS SO
05 brown, moist, very loose to medium dense. (Alluvium)
' ss 478 || T
B | 79 (8) ||
5.0 I U ST U S
SS 3-4-4
I 80 @ || T
75 oo N
SS 1-21
I 81 3) b
100 -
SS 2-4-4
I 82 @ || N
] Ss 241313 | | | UEY T
12.5 83 (26) | |
] Ss 345 | | | T
I 84 9) T SO SUUURUESURRUUESURRRI
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Bottom of borehole at 14.5 feet.




Haugo GeoTechnical Services

HAUGO

2825 Cedar Ave South

Minneapolis, MN 55407
Telephone: 612-729-2959
Fax: 763-445-2238

CLIENT _City of Ramsey

PROJECT NUMBER _21-0834

DATE STARTED _9/14/21

COMPLETED _9/14/21

DRILLING CONTRACTOR _HGTS - 120

DRILLING METHOD _Hollow Stem Auger/Split Spoon

LOGGED BY _GD

CHECKED BY _PG

NOTES _33+00 lodine Street

PROJECT NAME

BORING NUMBER SB-12

PAGE 1 OF 1

IP 22-06 Wood Pond Hills 2nd-5th Reconstruction

PROJECT LOCATION _Ramsey, MN
GROUND ELEVATION _878.2 ft
GROUND WATER LEVELS:

AT TIME OF DRILLING

HOLE SIZE _3 1/4 inches

--- Not Encountered

AT END OF DRILLING _--- Not Encountered

AFTER DRILLING _--- Not Encountered

A SPT N VALUE A

T z
®) > [y 20 40 60 80
I 1T '>—-§ rs ;E“é o] 8 PL MC LL
oz & o MATERIAL DESCRIPTION ws |50 O95% |8 '5 —e—A
a |z~ 5 |8%| @3> 27| S |20 40 60 80
© % “ | ce 2 O FINES CONTENT (%) O
0.0 = 20 40 60 80
Approximately 3.5 Inches of Bituminous Asphalt : : : :
= E Approximately 5.5 Inches of possible Aggregate Base 2 | e
. ]\ P-200 = 5.5% [ G| | | | i
(SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to medium grained, trace Gravel,
B brown, moist, loose to medium dense. (Alluvium) | Q| | | | | v
25 e ]
SS 6-8-8
B 65 (16) | ||
5.0 N O U ST AU SO
SS 3-34
B 66 0 | L
7.5 I SO U U AU SO
SS 3-3-5
i 67 (®) R R SR
10.0 pp N ]
SS 3-34
i 68 (7) ]
i Ss 4-4-3 | | |4
12.5 69 (4 N N s VO SO
i Ss 57-8 | | | N\
B 70 (15) ]
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Bottom of borehole at 14.5 feet.




Haugo GeoTechnical Services

HAUGD 2825 Cedar Ave South
Minneapolis, MN 55407
Telephone: 612-729-2959
Fax: 763-445-2238

CLIENT _City of Ramsey

PROJECT NUMBER _21-0834

DATE STARTED _9/14/21 COMPLETED _9/14/21
DRILLING CONTRACTOR _HGTS - 120

DRILLING METHOD _Hollow Stem Auger/Split Spoon
LOGGED BY _GD CHECKED BY _PG
NOTES _1+50 145th Circle

PROJECT NAME
PROJECT LOCATION _Ramsey, MN
GROUND ELEVATION _879.1 ft
GROUND WATER LEVELS:
AT TIME OF DRILLING

BORING NUMBER SB-13

PAGE 1 OF 1

IP 22-06 Wood Pond Hills 2nd-5th Reconstruction

HOLE SIZE _3 1/4 inches

--- Not Encountered

AT END OF DRILLING _--- Not Encountered

AFTER DRILLING _--- Not Encountered

A SPT N VALUE A

T z
S) xr |> [y 20 40 60 80
I 1T ,t% rs ;E“é o] 8 PL MC LL
oz & @) MATERIAL DESCRIPTION ws |50 95T || & —e—A
A |x- 5 (0% @g> (27| 2 20 40 60 80
e 16 ==z |O oz |5 z
(</(J g ~ 5 [JFINES CONTENT (%)
0.0 = 20 40 60 80
Approximately 2 Inches of Bituminous Asphalt : : : :
= LS Approximately 5.5 Inches of possible Aggregate Base [ H| | | | | iy
Poorly Graded Sand with Silt, fine to medium grained, trace AU
B 7] Gravel, brown and dark brown, moist. (Fill) T I Y N N At
25 KN
SS 5-6-8
B | 72 (14) | |
XK
n W e
e
S % X Y A I (NN FRPY FRREPRERPY ERPPEPTPPERRE SRRRRRS
KRR
KK
n KRR b L
AR
5.0 XXX I O SO SO U
gtg:: Ss 4-4-3
[ RS 73 (€4 N N B OO U SRR UOUPORE SN
R
KRR
B % A e L T O S s SO SRS SO
KR
CRR
N %% e Y D SRRt RN SO
KA
KL
B %% % I R T T S .
R (SP) Poorly Graded Sand, fine to medium grained, trace Gravel,
7.5 brown, moist, very loose to medium dense. (Alluvium |\ /| | | || Ll
SS 3-2-2
B 74 (4) 1 U SRR S
10.0 t-mp
SS 2-4-5
B 75 @ | L
i Ss 2-6-10 | | | LT
12.5 76 (16) | |
i SS 556 | | | QT
B 77 (11) ]
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Bottom of borehole at 14.5 feet.




HAUGO

Descriptive Terminology of Soil

Standard D 2487 - 00
Classification of Soils for Engineering Purposes

R T ii i e e <
mremaronne. (UNified Soil Classification System)

i i i Particle Size ldentification
Criteria for Assigning Group Symbols and Gl L ”
Group Names Using Laboratory Tests ? Group Boulders ..o over 12
Symboll Group Name ® Cobbles ... 371012
s Gravels Clean Gravels C,zdand1=C < 3°¢ GW | Well-graded gravel® Grsgei S
w s
&5 More than 50% of 5% or less fines © Z 3 carse ...l R - (o]
8 g . SOArSE: raation C,<4andlor1>C>3 GP Poorlygraded gravel® |  Fine ... _No. 4 to 3/4"
= g > retained on Gravels with Fines Fines classify as ML or MH GM Silty gravet ¢'¢
2oy ; g - : f (67 111 e s No. 4to No. 10
e No. 4 sieve More than 12% fines ® | Fines classify as CL or CH C Cl fer )
=g £ . = < ayey grave MBI wnsmsnsas No. 10 to No. 40
D N . Sands ] Clean Sands C,=26and1<C <3 Sw Well-graded sand " Fine ... ... No. 40 10 No. 200
h=2 50% or more, of 5% or less fines ' C,<6andlor1>C_>3°¢ spP Poorly graded sand " Silt - <No. 200, PI<4 or
e = coarse fraction F_" Erssity 35 WL or MM M ] s below A" line
o @ ith Fi ines classify as ML or i fah
S5 passes S;“dst:‘“”t“fz'g‘ef - , - iy sapd e CIaY oo <No. 200, PI> 4 and
£ No. 4 sieve + More than 12% ines classify as CL or SC Clayey sand '¢" T~
o g Pl > 7 and plots on or above “A” line CL Lean clay *'"
= a;
= Sil cl Inorganic - i :
25 His and Ciays Pl < 4 or plots below *A” line’ ML Sig* ' m ielatee Density of
oD @ Liquid limit ol - e Cohesionl Soil
223 l6ss than 50 Organic | Laud fimit - oven dried . OL | Crganicclay "™ * onhesioniess soils
E g ;’ Liguid limit - not dried oL Organic silt * 1 ™ © Very loose ... 0to 4 BPF
®o&a ] .| Pl plots on or above “A” line CH |Fatgay*' ™ Loose ... 5t0 10 BPF
BE | Siteandclays | Inorganc (o Lt eiow AT fine MH | Elasticsit* ' @ DA I b < 111030 BOF
o 52 Liquid limit Coe g Ll L Dense ... . 3110 50 BPF
i "S 50 cr more Organic ML HDE GVEn eTiE < 075 OH Organfc c!ay Very dense .. over 50 BPF
B Liguid limit - not dried OH Organic sift® '™ @
Highly Organic Soils Primarily organic matter, dark in color and organic odor PT Peat Consistency of Cohesive Soils
a Based onthe material passing the 3-in {75mm) sieve NSO somezrsonesmamvmnn: (GO HBRR
b. ¥ field sampie contained cobbies or boulders, or both. add “with cobbles or boulders or both’™ to group name. Soft ... ~- 2103 BPF
e €, 3 DgiDy G ={DuF Rather soft . 4t0 5 BPF
v bR i=Tol 1) . 5to 8 BPF
B 30 80 H
d f scil contains>15% sand, add “with sand" to group name: . gﬁ?‘er = g,.:). 1'3{:3;;}:
e Gravels with 5 to 12% fines require dual symbols: i =4 < 1310
GW-GM weil-graded grave! with silt Very stiff oo 17 io 30 BPF
Hard ... over30BPF

GW-GC well-graded grave! with clay
GP-GM  poorly graded gravel with silt
GP-GC  poorly graded gravel with' Blay

i iffines classify as CL-ML, use dual symbol GC-GM or SC-SM.
a. iffines are organic. add "with organicfines” to group name.
h. if soit contains = 15% gravel, add “with gravel” to group name.

L Sandswith 5 to 12% fines require dual symbols:
SW-SM well-graded sand with silt
SW-SC well-graded sand with clay
SP-SM  poorly graded sand with silt
SP-SC  poorly graded sand with clay

If Atterberg limits plot in hatched area, soil is a CL-ML. sitty clay.

i
& If soil contains 1010 29% pius No. 200, add “with sand” or “with gravel” whichever is predominant
I If soitcontains > 30% plus No. 200, predominantly sand. add “sandy” to group name
m If soil contains> 30% plus No. 200 predominantly gravel, add “gravelly” to group name.
7. Pt 2 4 and plots on or above “A” line.
o. Pl <4 or plots below "A” line
p. Piplots on or above "A" line.
q. Plplots below "A” line
60
y
ra
50 el
Ry /
— RN W
E P ‘?‘ Y
-— 40 z @) :
* 7 N
[] # Q‘ ©
o e 9
£ 304 #
= o7
o “
= 20} - o~ A
o bt [e)
T L7 MH or OH
10 =
Tt 4 CL - ,ML ML or OL
4 // 2l
o ¥ L
0 10 16 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110
Liquid Limit (LL)
L.aboratory Tests
[#18] Dry density, pcf ocC Organic content, %
WD Wet density, pcf s Percent of saturation, %
MC Natural moisture content, % 8G Specific gravity
(5 Ligiuid limit, % C Cohesion, psf
PL Plastic timit, % @ Angle of internal friction
Pl Plasticity index, % qu Unconfined compressive strength, psf
P200 % passing 200 sieve qp Pocket penetrometer strength, {sf

Drilling Notes

Standard penetration test borings were advanced by 3 1/4" or 6 1/4”
ID hollow-stem augers unless noted otherwise, Jetting water was used
to clean out auger prior to sampling only where indicated on logs.
Standard penetration test borings are designated by the prefix “ST”
(Split Tube). All samples were taken with the standard 27 OD split-tube
sampler, except where noted.

Power auger borings were advanced by 4" or 6” diameter continuous-
flight, solid-stem augers. Scil classifications and strata depths were in-
ferred from disturbed samples augered to the surface and are, therefore,
somewhat approximate. Power auger borings are designated by the
prefix “B.”

Hand auger borings were advanced manuéily with a 1 1/2" or 3 1/4"
diameter auger and were limited to the depth from which the auger could
be manually withdrawn. Hand auger borings are indicated by the prefix
"H.” i

BPF: Numbers indicate blows per foot recorded in standard penetration
test, also known as “N” value. The sampler was set 6" into undisturbed
sail below the hollow-stem auger. Driving resistances were then counted
for second and third 8" increments and added to get BPF. Where they
differed significantly, they are reported in the following form: 2/12 for the
second and third 8" increments, respectively.

WH: WH indicates the sampler penetrated soil under weight of hammer
and rods alone; driving not reguired.

WR: WR indicates the sampler penetrated soil under weight of rods
alone; hammer weight and driving not required.

TW indicates thin-walled {undisturbed) tube sample.

Note: All tests were run in general accordance with applicable ASTM
standards.

Rev 7/07



1P 22-06 Wood Pond Hills
IP 22-06 Wood Pond Hills Street Reconstruction
Street Reconstruction

Photo # 1. Core SB-01, 2+50 Krypton Court Photo # 2. Core SB-02, 0+50 lodine Court

1P 22-06 Wood Pond Hills

1P 22-06 Wood Pond Hills Street Reconstruction

Street Reconstruction

Photo # 3. Core SB-03, 4+00 Iodine Court Photo # 4. Core SB-04, 0+50 Junkite Street
Haugo GeoTechnical Services Wood Pond Hills Street Reconstruction Core Photos
2825 Cedar Avenue South Ramsey, Minnesota

Minneapolis, MN 55407 HGTS Project No. 21-0834



1P 22-06 Wood Pond Hills
Street Reconstruction

1P 22-06 Wood Pond Hills
Street Reconstruction

Photo # 5. Core SB-05, 5+00 167th Junkite Street. Photo # 6. Core SB-06, 12+00 Junkite Street.

IP 22-06 Wood Pond Hills
1P 22-06 Wood Pond Hills Street Reconstruction

Street Reconstruction

Photo # 7. Core SB-07, 1+00 146t Circle. Photo # 8. Core SB-08, 0+50 145t Court.
Haugo GeoTechnical Services Wood Pond Hills Street Reconstruction Core Photos
2825 Cedar Avenue South Ramsey, Minnesota

Minneapolis, MN 55407 HGTS Project No. 21-0834



1P 22-06 Wood Pond Hills IP 22-06 Wood Pond Hills

Street Reconstruction Street Reconstruction

Photo # 9. Core SB-09, 6+00 145th Court. Photo # 10. Core SB-10, 1+25 Helium Court.

IP 22-06 Wood Pond Hills

- d Pond Hill:
1P 22-06 Wood Pon s Street Reconstruction

Street Reconstruction

Photo # 11. Core SB-11, 28+50 Iodine Street. Photo # 12. Core SB-12, 33+00 Iodine Street.
Haugo GeoTechnical Services Wood Pond Hills Street Reconstruction Core Photos
2825 Cedar Avenue South Ramsey, Minnesota

Minneapolis, MN 55407 HGTS Project No. 21-0834



Photo # 13. Core SB-13, 1+50 145t Circle.

Haugo GeoTechnical Services Wood Pond Hills Street Reconstruction Core Photos
2825 Cedar Avenue South Ramsey, Minnesota
Minneapolis, MN 55407 HGTS Project No. 21-0834



Wood Pond Hills 2nd, 3rd, 4th & 5th Street Reconstructions
Street Segment Summary

Street Description Street History GPR Summary
Section . . . . Avg Avg Avg
Street Segment Description Length (Urban / 2020 Year Built Maint. Maint. Maint. Maint. HMA | Agg.Base Section
(feet) PASER 1 2 3 4 . : ”
Rural) (inches) | (inches) | (inches)
) . SC Ne Ne
145th Circle lodine Street / CDS 425 Urban 5 1996 1998 2005 2013 2.4 5.3 7.4
. SC Ne Ne
145th Court Junkite Street / W EOP 625 Urban 5 1994 1998 2005 2013 2.7 3.6 6.3
146th Circle Junkite Street / CDS 226 Urban 3 1993 sC sc 4.0 3.0 7.0
1998 2005 ) ) )
. SC Ne Ne
Helium Court 146th Avenue / CDS 301 Urban 7 1996 1998 2005 2013 2.0 5.7 7.7
. . SC SC SC
lodine Street 145th Circle / S EOP 92 Urban 7 1996 1998 2005 2013 2.0 3.6 5.6
lodine Street 146th Avenue / 145th Circle 569 Urban 7 1996 sC SC SC 3.1 3.6 6.7
1998 2005 2013 ) ) )
lodine Street Sunwood Drive / CDS 612 Urban 3 1992 sC SC 3.1 4.4 7.5
1998 2005 ) ) )
Junkite Street 145th Court / 146th Avenue 164 Urban 3 1994 sC SC 2.8 4.4 7.2
1998 2005 ) ) )
. SC SC SC
Junkite Street 145th Court / CDS 197 Urban 3 1994 1998 2005 2013 2.8 4.4 7.2
. SC SC oL
Junkite Street 146th Avenue / S EOP 39 Urban 3 1993 1998 2005 2012 2.8 4.4 7.2
Junkite Street 146th Circle / 146th Avenue 521 Urban 3 1993 sC SC 2.8 4.4 7.2
1998 2005 ) ) )
Junkite Street Sunwood Drive / 146th Avenue 406 Urban 3 1993 sC SC 2.8 4.4 7.2
1998 2005 ) ) )
Krypton Court Sunwood Drive / CDS 466 Urban 3 1993 sC SC 3.2 5.9 9.1
P 1998 | 2005 ' : '
* GPR not able to detect Agg. Base
Total Length 4,643 0.88 mi. ** Estimated Depths, GPR not available




CC Regular Session 7. 1.
Meeting Date:  10/26/2021

By: Brian McCann, Community
Development

Information
Title:

Consider Resolution #21-286 to Approve a Private Kennel License for the Property Located at 14941 Limonite St
NW (Project 21-137); Case of Brian Nichaus

Purpose/Background:

Ramsey City Code Chapter 10 (Animals) Article III (Dogs) states that a Private Kennel License shall be required
for a dog owner to maintain four (4) or more dogs on a residential parcel. The City received an application from
Brian Niehaus (the "Applicant") and Brieanna Evans (the "Property Owner") to maintain four (4) dogs on the
property located at 14941 Limonite St NW (the "Subject Property"). The Applicant and Property Owner currently
own and maintain three (3) dogs on the Subject Property. They are interested in housing another dog to bring the
total to four (4), which prompted the application for a Private Kennel License.

Notification:
A notice of public comment period was mailed to property owners within 350 feet of the Subject Property.

Time Frame/Observations/Alternatives:

Summary
The Subject Property is roughly 0.84 acres in size and is zoned R-1 Residential (Rural Developing). The

surrounding properties are all approximately the same size as the Subject Property and are also zoned R-1
Residential (Rural Developing). Two (2) of the boundaries of the Subject Property (south and west) are fairly well
screened with vegetation and the entire side and a portion of the yard is enclosed with a four (4") foot fence.

The three (3) dogs owned and maintained by the Applicant include two (2) minpins (small breed, less than 20
pounds each) and one (1) black lab (medium breed, approximately 60 pounds). The one (1) 'new' dogs that would
also be maintained on the Subject Property is a mixed breed (another medium sized dog, approximately 30 pounds).
The two minpins are not neutered, and the Applicants plan to have a litter before spaying and neutering them. The
dogs are generally indoor dogs that are let outside to go to the bathroom and for exercise purposes.

As previously noted, there is a four (4') foot fence that encloses a large portion (approximately 0.5 acres) of the the
side/rear yards of the property. The Applicant has also noted the locations of a large shed, a fire ring, and a fence
on the property. Staff also attempted to notify surrounding property owners up to 350 feet of this request. At the
time of writing this case, the City has not received any comments back.

Current Dog Information:

Black lab - 5 years old - Molly (girl), spayed

Minpin - newest, roughly 8 months old - Sugar (girl), not spayed
Minpin - newest, roughly 8 months old - Westly (boy), not neutered

Alternatives

Alternative #1: Adopt Resolution #21-286 Granting a Private Kennel License to specifically maintain the four (4)
dogs indicated on the application. There have been no nuisance complaints of any sort on the Subject Property.
There is four (4') foot fencing that encloses approximately half an acre of the side/rear yard and there is also some
vegetative screening in place. Staff supports this alternative.



Alternative #2: Deny the Private Kennel License. This action would require the Applicant to maintain no more than
three (3) dogs one the Subject Property. Staff does not recommend this alternative.

Funding Source:
This case is being handled as part of Staff's regular duties.

Recommendation:

Staff recommends approving the request for a Private Kennel License.

Outcome/Action:

Motion to adopt Resolution #21-286 granting a Private Kennel License to maintain the four (4) dogs on the Subject
Property.

Attachments
Site Location Map
Site Plan
Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Bruce Westby Bruce Westby 10/20/2021 01:48 PM
Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 10/21/2021 02:02 PM
Form Started By: Brian McCann Started On: 09/28/2021 09:52 AM

Final Approval Date: 10/21/2021
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PROPERTY LINE

FENCE
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(APPROX .5 ACRE)
FENCED IN AREA

b o

LIMONITE ST NW

PROPERTY LINE

NORTH

PROPERTY LINE

Address:
14941 Limonite St. NW
Ramsey, MN 55303

Home Owner:
Brieanna Evans

Property ID:
22-32-25-33-0006

Current Dogs:
1 Black Lab (approx 60 Ibs)
2 Minpins (approx 7 lbs ea.

Estimated Acres:
.84

Proposed Dog:
1 mixed pup(approx 30 Ibs)




CC Regular Session 7.2.
Meeting Date:  10/26/2021

Submitted For: Sean Sullivan, Community Development

By: Sean Sullivan, Community Development

Information
Title:

Adopt Resolution #21-185 Approving Revised Cost Share Framework for Riverdale Drive and Riverstone South
and Authorizing Application to Anoka County Housing and Redevelopment Authority (ACHRA)

Purpose/Background:

The Purpose of this case is to consider adoption of Resolution #21-185 Approving Revised Cost Share Framework
for Riverdale Drive and Riverstone South and Authorizing Application to Anoka County Housing and
Redevelopment Authority (ACHRA)

The need for this project is being driven by a development proposal known as Riverstone South by Capstone
Homes located on property owned by Pearson Properties of Ramsey on the south side of Highway 10. The City has
been working with the Developer and Landowner for over two years to negotiate an agreement that will bring this
project to fruition. That being said, the project has a broader benefit for Highway 10 Safety/Congestion and the
Bowers Drive Neighborhood.

This topic was discussed in January 2021 by the Public Works Committee and City Council. Direction was to refine
project costs and to explore grant opportunities and other funding sources to help fund the City portion of the
Riverdale Drive project and the $350,000 tree preservation credit to Capstone Homes. The Ramsey HRA fund is a
viable fund for Riverdale Drive project but cannot be used for the tree preservation credit.

Former Deputy City Administrator Gladhill explored potential grant opportunities to help with the tree preservation
credit and was unable to find a viable grant for the tree preservation credit. The City of Ramsey did not receive the
$1.25M MnDOT Local Road Improvement Program (LRIP) grant for Riverdale Drive it applied for under the
framework approved in January 2021. However, the City did apply for a MnDOT Local Partnership Program
(LPP) Grant of $710K and was awarded $612K which can only be used for the construction of Riverdale Drive;
not the tree preservation credit.

Below is a summary of topics and new information for discussion as part of the revised framework attached.
Additional detail is included in the attachments.

e Developer/Owner object to contributing to the construction of off-site improvements (County Parcel, Bowers
Drive) and PWC and City Council agreed to this in the past framework

e Acquisition/repayment of previous funding for the County Parcel (RALF and Anoka County) will be
required for ROW purchase

¢ Planning Level Layout has been adjusted slightly and continues to be adjusted slightly to maximize
development potential.

o Construction cost estimate for Riverdale Drive and related improvements have been updated and is
$1,706,000

e The estimated cost for acquisition of the ROW needed for Riverdale Drive from Anoka County has been
reduced from $950K to $283K.

¢ Estimated City of Ramsey total Contribution for Riverdale Drive and Tree Preservation is reduced from
$1,025,520 to $1,021,486

¢ The City was unsuccessful in receiving the MnDOT LRIP Grant ($1.25M)

e The City applied for a MnDOT LPP Grant ($710K) and received a $612K award



e A solution for payment of the tree preservation credit of $350K to Capstone includes roughly a combination
of HRA ($240K) and PIR Funds ($110K)

o Staff is proposing an application to the ACHRA in the amount of 950K to cover the City contribution of costs
associated with the construction of Riverdale Drive.

Notification:
N/A

Time Frame/Observations/Alternatives:
Assessment Method

All parties involved have verbally agreed to a split of the assessment between Capstone's residential development
and the Pearson's future commercial/industrial development along Highway 10. The assumption is that all parties
will agree to these terms in a future Assessment Agreement that eliminates any risk and/or liability from deviating
from the 'net developable acreage' method of assessment used on Puma Street on the north side of Highway 10.
Capstone and Pearson's have a separate agreement to allocate special assessments that is based on lineal front
footage along each property (outlined on Revised Cost Share Framework).

City Contribution to Collector Road

The January 26, 2021 approved framework is attached along with minutes from Public Works Committee and City
Council for additional detail.

A key component to the success of this project is obtaining grant money and identifying eligible funding sources
for the City contribution to this project. Resolution #21-101 directed staff to explore grant opportunities and other
funding sources to reduce the City contribution to the project. The MnDOT LPP Grant, City of Ramsey HRA
Funds, MSA Funds and City of Ramsey PIR Funds are eligible funding sources for the City contribution to this
project. This project is listed in MnDOT and Anoka County's 2014 Highway 10 Access Planning Study, and the
City's 2019 Ramsey Gateway Study.

A portion of the full Riverdale Drive project is located on real property owned by Anoka County. This corridor was
originally planned for a river crossing across the Mississippi River to the City of Dayton. At this time, Anoka
County does not have funding available to contribute to this project (Riverdale Drive Extension). As such, Anoka
County has offered that the City can purchase the ROW needed for the construction of Riverdale Drive. This would
not be a County Road - it would be a local City Street. The cost for this ROW is estimated to be approximately
$283K.

As a sidebar, the City still desires to plan for a river crossing, the alignment simply has changed to coincide with
Armstrong Boulevard. MnDOT is currently leading a study on the feasibility of this river crossing.

Total Assessment Amount and Preliminary Assessment Amount

Attached to this case is a detailed breakdown of the proposed Revised Cost Share Framework.

Timelines

Capstone Homes has their schedule for subdivision approval for Riverstone South by the end of 2021 with
construction to commence in 2022. If the City Council is comfortable with the proposed revised cost share
agreement, this timeframe is feasible. The City Council could consider a higher contribution with traditional funds
or introducing an eligible Tax Increment Financing (TIF) economic development project on the

commercial/industrial parcels along Highway 10. This would extend the desired timeframe.

At the end of the day, the City is not obligated to contribute to any portion of this project at any given time,
although there would be value in doing so. Staff has negotiated with Capstone and the Pearson's and has presented a



viable funding solution.
Future Discussions

This case is intended to provide a recommendation to City Council for policy direction. Next steps including, but
not limited to, approval of Assessment Agreement(s), authorization to prepare plans and specifications, approval of
plans and specifications, and award of construction contracts, all of which will provide additional levels of detail.
The intent of this step is to confirm the revised Cost Share Framework or to develop another course of action.

Alternatives

Alternative 1 - Recommend that the City Council approve the REVISED Cost Share Framework including Tree
Preservation, including the City contribution to the County Property, updating planned grant fund revenue and
ROW acquisition cost.

Alternative 2 - Recommend that the City Council approve the REVISED Cost Share Framework w/o Tree
Preservation, including the City contribution to the County Property, updating planned grant fund revenue and
ROW acquisition cost.

Alternative 3 - Direct Staff, the Pearson's and Capstone to continue negotiations.
Alternative 4 - Something else.

Funding Source:

The proposed funding for this project is proposed to be a combination of City Contributions (HRA and PIR), Grant
Funds and Developer Assessments as outlined in the Revised Framework. The funding solution presented by staff
uses a combination of HRA Funds and PIR funds to satisfy the $350K tree preservation credit to Capstone. As it
pertains to the City's Cost Share (Municipal Contribution to Collector Road + Assessment Amount for Ownership
of Real Property), several funding sources are available below if a different structure is desired.

1. City's Public Improvement Revolving (PIR) Fund (generated from local property tax revenue)

2. Anoka County Redevelopment Authority (ACHRA)

3. State of Minnesota Municipal State Aid (MSA) Account

4, MnDOT LPP Grant ($612K received)

5. Tax Increment Financing (for qualifying projects in the Commercial/Industrial District) (could delay project)

If ACHRA funds are to be used a Resolution requesting the use of funds will need to be submitted to the ACHRA.
The proposed HRA funding request is $950,000.

Recommendation:

Staff has worked hard to bring forward a creative solution to fund the Riverdale Drive Extension and tree
preservation credit that utilizes MnDOT Grants, Ramsey HRA funds and PIR funds. This project will open up more
land for residential and commercial/industrial development and increase safety for existing and future Ramsey
residents and businesses.

The Public Works Committee met on October 19, 2021 and unanimously recommended adoption of Resolution
#21-185 - Alternative 1 -REVISED Cost Share Framework including Tree Preservation, including the City
contribution to the County Property, updating planned grant fund revenue and ROW acquisition cost;

and:

The Public Works Committee feels that a contribution to a collector road has a broader public benefit and that the
revised cost share framework is close to the original framework originally approved (non-binding) by the City
Council which is incorporated into Resolution #21-185.



Outcome/Action:

Motion to adopt Resolution #21-185 Approving Revised Cost Share Framework for Riverdale Drive and Riverstone
South and Authorizing Application to Anoka County Housing and Redevelopment Authority (ACHRA) -
Alternative 1

Attachments
ACTION - Resolution #21-185
Riverdale Drive Layout May 2021
Riverstone South Sketch (Detail)
Riverstone South Sketch (Density)
Riverstone South Plat
ACTION - Revised Cost Share Framework 10.19.21
HISTORY - 1.26.21 Approved Framework and Revised Framework w/o Tree Preservation

History - Talking Points and Project Benefits

HISTORY - Resolution #21-101 (Staff direction to work on funding sources)
PWC Minutes 1.19.21

CC Minutes 1.26.21

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date

Bruce Westby Bruce Westby 10/21/2021 02:23 PM

Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 10/21/2021 02:55 PM

Form Started By: Sean Sullivan Started On: 10/19/2021 02:41 PM

Final Approval Date: 10/21/2021



Councilmember introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption:

RESOLUTION #21-185

RESOLUTION APPROVING REVISED COST SHARE FRAMEWORK FOR RIVERDALE DRIVE
AND RIVERSTONE SOUTH AND AUTHORIZING APPLICATION TO ANOKA COUNTY
HOUSING AND REDEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY

WHEREAS, Riverstone Development LLC, hereafter referred to as “Developer”, properly applied for
Preliminary Plat approval of the following described property located in the City of Ramsey:

That part of Northwest Quarter of Northwest Quarter, Section 29, Township 32, Range 25 lying
northeaster of northeasterly right of way line of Burlington Northern Rail Road and lying westerly and
southerly of the north 60 feet of east 40 feet of said Quarter Quarter, except road subject to easement of
record, Anoka County, Minnesota

-and-

The Northwest Quarter of Southwest Quarter of Section 20, township 32, Range 25 except east 40 feet
of said Quarter Quarter lying southerly of southerly right of way line of Alpine Drive NW and except
north 40 feet of south 100 feet of west 40 feet of east 80 feet of said Quarter Quarter, except road subject
to easement of record, Anoka County, Minnesota

-and-

The Southwest Quarter of Southwest Quarter of Section 20, Township 32, Range 25 lying west of east
40 feet thereof, except road subject to easement of record, Anoka County, Minnesota

(the ‘Subject Property’);

WHEREAS, the City and Developer have been working on a long-range land use plan for the Subject
Property since the end of 2019; and

WHEREAS, the City approved a cost share framework in concept for the extension of Riverdale Drive
on March 24, 2020; and

WHEREAS, the City approved a revised cost share framework for the extension of Riverdale Drive on
January 26, 2021; and

WHEREAS, the City adopted Resolution #21-101 directing staff to identify and seek outside funding
sources assist with the cost of Riverdale Drive Extension and the Tree Preservation Credit; and

WHEREAS, the City applied for and received a grant award of $612,000 from the MnDOT Local
Partnership Program (LPP) which can only be used for construction costs for Riverdale Drive (not for tree
preservation); and

WHEREAS, the City has identified the ACHRA Fund as a viable source for city contribution costs
associated with the construction of Riverdale Drive (not for tree preservation); and

RESOLUTION #21-185
Page 1 of 4



WHEREAS, the City has been unsuccessful in obtaining additional funding for Riverdale Drive and
preservation of 7 Acres of Forest.

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 a revised Cost Share Framework for the construction of
Riverdale Drive and Riverstone South attached hereto as Exhibit A generally as follows:

a. Riverdale Drive — Developer and Property Owner’s contribution towards the Riverdale Drive
Extension Project is currently estimated at $352,757 for each party before a private assessment
agreement allocation; subject to change based on final construction costs and associated lineal
footage.

i. Detailed Cost Share Framework, including the private assessment agreement allocation
agreed to by the developer and land owner is outlined on Exhibit A.

b. Tree Preservation — Developer shall convey a 7 acre parcel to preserve a portion of the existing
forest as indicated on the Preliminary Plat.

i. The City will work credit $350,000 towards Capstone’s contribution to Riverdale Drive
in exchange for this conveyance. (ACHRA - $239,875 and PIR $110,125); subject to
change based on final construction costs and associated lineal footage

ii. The City continues to not support an additional credit to Park Dedication Fees to fund
this $350,000 tree preservation expenditure.

2. That the Ramsey City Council hereby approves a funding request to the Anoka County Housing and
Redevelopment Authority in the amount of $950,000 towards the City’s contribution to Riverdale Drive
Construction Project.

3. That the Ramsey City hereby approves the use of the PIR Fund to fund a portion of the tree preservation
credit in an amount not to exceed $150,000.

4. The City council Agrees that a city contribution to a collector road has broader public benefit and that
the revised cost share framework attached hereto as Exhibit A is close to the (non-binding) framework
approved by the City Council on January 26, 2021.

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 #21-185
Page 2 of 4



whereupon said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted by the Ramsey City Council this 26th day of
October, 2021.

Mayor
ATTEST:

City Clerk

RESOLUTION #21-185
Page 3 of 4



Exhibit A
Revised Cost Share Framework

10.19.21 PWC Presentation Solving for 350K Tree Preservation with HRA and PIR Funding

City/Grant Fully Funding County Parcel Project Costs (including ROW)

Area Description Cost Allocation  Lineal Footage % City % Capstone % Pearson%
County Parcel $612,226 1532 35.89% 100% 0 0
County ROW DRAFT $283,000 0 0 100%

Pearson Parcel $979,881 2452 57.44% 52.5% 0.0% 47.5%
Bowers Drive Modifications $113,893 285  6.68% 100% 0 0
Total $1,989,000 4269 100.00%

**Note: utilities not included - paid for by Trunk Fees**

Sources of Funds

County Parcel Pearson Parcel % Bowers Drive Total Project %
MnDOT Grant $612,000 50 $612,000 30.8%
City Contribution (HRA) $283,226 $514,242 52.5% | 5113,893 $911,361 45.8%
Pearson Contribution $465,639 47.5% $465,639 23.4%
Capstone Contribution S0 0.0% S0 0.0%
5895,226 5979,881 100.0% 51,989,000 100.0%
Portion of Overall Project 35.9% 57.4% 6.7% 100.0%
Road, Trail, Storm $612,226 $979,881 $113,893 51,706,000
ROW $283,000 $283,000
$895,226 $979,881 $113,893 51,989,000
1/3 of funding
County Parcel + ROW = $895,226 gap
Funding Gap $0 50.00

Public vs. Private Dollars

Private (Capstone + Pearson) $465,639 23%

Public (City + MnDOT) 51,523,361 77%
51,989,000

Capstone / Pearson Agreement® Party Assessment Amt %

Private Pearson Parcel Total Capstone $239,875 34%

$465,639 Pearson $465,639 66%

* Assessment amounts based on lineal footage along Riverdale Drive Pearson and Capstone

Capstone Tree Preservation Credit (Pearson) S 239,875 HRA Pay for Capstone Assessment (above)
Additional City Contribution (to Capstone) S 110,125 PIR Payment to Capstone
Tree Preservation Reconcilliation S 350,000

Difference from 1.26.21

Total City Contribution** S 911,361 $235,841
Total Grant Contribution s 612,000 $ (638,000)
ROW Cost Estimate S 283,000 $ {667,000}
Project Costs Less County ROW s 1,706,000 $ 31,000
** This includes 350 K Tree Preservation

Page 4 of 4
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LEGAL DESCRIPTION

PARCEL DESCRIPTION: (Per Schedule A of Title Commitment File No.
2651, with a commitment date of October 17, 2019 at 7:00 am,
prepared Twin City Title Company, LLC as issuing agent for Old
Republic National Title Insurance Company)

Parcel A:  Outlot B, Pearson Place, Anoka County, Minnesota.

Parcel B: That part of the Northwest Quarter of the Northwest
Quarter of Section 29, Township 32, Range 25, Anoka County,
Minnesota, lying southerly of U.S. Highway 10 and 169.

Parcel C: Lot 2, Block 3, Pearson Place, Anoka County, Minnesota.

Parcel D: Lot 1, Block 3, Pearson Place, Anoka County, Minnesota.

(abstract property)
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10.19.21 PWC Presentation Solving for 350K Tree Preservation with HRA and PIR Funding

City/Grant Fully Funding County Parcel Project Costs (including ROW)

Area Description Cost Allocation Lineal Footage % City % Capstone % Pearson%
County Parcel $612,226 1532 35.89% 100% 0 0
County ROW DRAFT $283,000 0 0 100%

Pearson Parcel $979,881 2452 57.44% 52.5% 0.0% 47.5%
Bowers Drive Modifications $113,893 285  6.68% 100% 0 0
Total $1,989,000 4269 100.00%

**Note: utilities not included - paid for by Trunk Fees**

Sources of Funds

County Parcel Pearson Parcel % Bowers Drive Total Project %
MnDOT Grant $612,000 SO $612,000 30.8%
City Contribution (HRA) $283,226 $514,242 52.5% $113,893 $911,361 45.8%
Pearson Contribution $465,639 47.5% $465,639 23.4%
Capstone Contribution S0 0.0% S0 0.0%
$895,226 $979,881 100.0% $1,989,000 100.0%
Portion of Overall Project 35.9% 57.4% 6.7% 100.0%
Road, Trail, Storm $612,226 $979,881 $113,393 | $1,706,000
ROW $283,000 $283,000
$895,226 $979,881 $113,893 | $1,989,000
1/3 of funding
County Parcel + ROW = $895,226 gap
Funding Gap S0 s0.00

Public vs. Private Dollars

Private (Capstone + Pearson) $465,639 23%

Public (City + MnDOT) $1,523,361 77%
$1,989,000

Capstone / Pearson Agreement* Party Assessment Amt %

Private Pearson Parcel Total Capstone $239,875 34%

$465,639 Pearson $465,639 66%

* Assessment amounts based on lineal footage along Riverdale Drive Pearson and Capstone

Capstone Tree Preservation Credit (Pearson) S 239,875 HRA Pay for Capstone Assessment (above)
Additional City Contribution (to Capstone) S 110,125 PIR Payment to Capstone
Tree Preservation Reconcilliation S 350,000

Difference from 1.26.21

Total City Contribution** S 911,361 $235,841
Total Grant Contribution S 612,000 $ (638,000)
ROW Cost Estimate S 283,000 $ (667,000)
Project Costs Less County ROW S 1,706,000 $ 31,000

** This includes 350 K Tree Preservation



PWC and CC Approved Framework (6a Approved via motion on 1/26/21 by CC)
City/Grant Fully Funding County Parc( Project Costs (including ROW)
Area Description Cost Allocation

County Parcel $628,125
County ROW Estimate $950,000
Pearson Parcel $971,500
Bowers Drive Modifications $75,375

Total 525625000

**Note: utilities not included - paid for by Trunk Fees**

Sources of Funds

County Parcel Pearson Parcel % Bowers Drive Total Project %
MnDOT Grant $1,250,000 S0 $1,250,000 47.6%
City Contribution $328,125 $272,020 28.0% $75,375 $675,520 25.7%
Pearson Contribution $349,740 36.0% $349,740 13.3%
Capstone Contribution $349,740 36.0% $349,740 13.3%
$1,578,125 $971,500 100.0% 100.0%
Uses (Project Costs)
Portion of Overall Project 37.5% 58.0% 4.5% 100.0%
Road, Trail, Storm $628,125 $971,500 $75,375 $1,675,000
ROW $950,000 $950,000
51,578,125 $971,500 $75,375
1/3 of funding
County Parcel + ROW = $1,578,125 gap
Funding Gap SO0 $0.00
Public vs. Private Dollars
Private (Capstone + Pearson) $699,480 27%
Public (City + MnDOT) $1,925,520 73%
| $2,625000 |
Capstone / Pearson Agreement * Party Assessment Amt %
Private Pearson Parcel Total Capstone $237,823 34%
$699,480 Pearson $461,657 66%

* Assessment amounts based onlineal footage along Riverdale Drive Pearson and Capstone

Talking Points

But for this development, the City would wait until other funding sources closed the gap.

If the Developer desires to accelerate the schedule, the Developer should bring additional dollars to the table.

This project derives a direct benefit to the connection to Highway 10 and associated improvements.

While not technically the Developer's responsibility, the Development relies on a connection through the County Property.

It is not feasible to phase the project.

If the Developer desires to not contribute to off site improvements, the City has less dollars to allocate to the Pearson Frontage.
Minnesota Statute allows the City to assess costs for off-site improvements that are necessary due to development impacts.

C ideri tribution-to-Riverdale-Drive+gcauisition-for-cpenso e Citv-showld-review-Ffi i
g Al 7 P P P ety 7

Public Works recommended that review of financials (above) is not necessary.

Total City Contribution S 675,520
Total Grant Contribution S 1,250,000
ROW Cost Estimate S 950,000
Project Costs Less County ROW S 1,675,000



10.19.21 PWC New Baseline Information 36%, 36%, 28% - No Tree Preservation

City/Grant Fully Fund County Parcel Project Costs (including ROW)

Area Description Cost Allocation Lineal Footage % City % Capstone % Pearson%
County Parecel $612,226 1532 35.89% 100% 0 0
County ROW DRAFT $283,000 0 0 100%

Pearson Parcel $979,881 2452 57.44% 28.0% 36.0% 36.0%
Bowers Drive Modifications $113,893 285 6.68% 100% 0 0
Total $1,989,000 4269 100.00%

**Note: utilities not included - paid for by Trunk Fees**

Sources of Funds

County Parcel Pearson Parcel % Bowers Drive Total Project %

MnDOT Grant $612,000 S0 $612,000 30.8%
City Contribution (HRA) $283,226 $274,367 28.0% $113,893 $671,486 33.8%
Pearson Contribution $352,757 36.0% $352,757 17.7%
Capstone Contribution $352,757 36.0% $352,757 17.7%
$895,226 $979,881 100.0% $1,989,000( 100.0%

Uses (Project Costs)

Portion of Overall Project 35.9% 57.4% 6.7% 100.0%
Road, Trail, Storm $612,226 $979,881 $113,893 $1,706,000
ROW $283;000 $283,000
$895,226 $979,881 $113,893 $1,989,000
1/3 of funding
County Parcel + ROW = $895,226 gap
Funding Gap S0 $0.00
Public vs. Private Dollars
Private (Capstone + Pearson) $705,514 35%
Public (City + MnDOT) $1,283,486 65%
$1,989,000
Capstone / Pearson Agreement * Party Assessment Amt %
Private Pearson Parcel Total Capstone $239,875 34%
$705,514 Pearson $465,639 66%

* Assessment amounts based on lineal footage along Riverdale Drive Pearson and Capstone

Difference from 1.26.21

Total City Contribution S 671,486 ($4,034)
Total Grant Contribution $ 612,000 S (638,000)
ROW Cost Estimate $ 283,000 S (667,000)
Project Costs Less County ROW S 1,706,000 S 31,000



Assessment' Amount Lineal Footage % Cost

Roadway S 1,186,000 1,532 35.89% S 612,226 County Parcel By % of linear foot
Storm S 211,000 2,452 57.44% S 979,881 Pearson Parcel

Interim Sanitary S 121,000 285 6.68% S 113,893 Bowers Drive/Trunk Highway Improvements
TH 10 Access S 188,000 4,269 100% $ 1,706,000

Total S 1,706,000

Trunk Sewer and Water Costs not included

High-level, non-scientific planning level division of costs.



Talking Points 9.29.21

History: In November of 2019 Capstone Homes approached City Staff to discuss the interest level to
develop a residential development to be known as Riverstone South. The City Staff recommended and
supported to move forward with the planning process South of Hwy 10.

City Council approved, by motion, Cost Share Framework (6a) on January 26, 2021. 6a Framework has
project costs of $2,625,000 and 1.25M in MNDOT Grant.

Development west of Llama St NW relies on the Extension of Riverdale Drive and utilities through the
Anoka County parcel.

With the development of the Pearson Farm property and the extension of Riverdale Drive the city has the
opportunity for more businesses to locate along Hwy 10 between Armstrong Blvd and Bowers Drive.

The development of the Pearson Farm property and the extension Riverdale Drive will allow the Anoka
County remaining land parcels to be marketable.

With this development, the City and County Road infrastructure would improve the connections to Hwy
10 and reduce safety concerns south of Hwy 10.

With this development, it allows the City to Master Plan surrounding properties for future development
and re-development of existing neighborhoods to provide water / sewer extensions and other road

improvements.

The reduction of the MNDOT LPP Grant of $638,000 and revised project costs results in additional
public/private funds needed to complete the project.

City of Ramsey HRA funds are an eligible funding source for the City contribution to the Riverdale Drive
Road Project. They cannot be used for Tree Preservation.

If the Developer desires to not contribute to off site improvements, the City has less dollars to allocate to
the Pearson Frontage.

Minnesota Statute allows the City to assess costs for off-site improvements that are necessary due to
development impacts.

It is not financially feasible/responsible to build Riverdale Drive in two phases.

With this development, it provides a connection through the Anoka County property to complete the
City’s network road system to Armstrong Blvd.

Riverstone South will bring 244 units of residential development improving demographics for retail and
provides for future workforce.

With this development, the City can seek funding sources to improve this area of town that would solve
many infrastructure issues and provide additional Economic Development opportunities.

Review of Financials from Developer is not needed - PWC Recommendation.



Councilmember Specht introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption:
RESOLUTION #21-101

RESOLUTION DETERMINING THAT AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT (EIS)
IS NOT NECESSARY AND GRANTING PRELIMINARY PLAT FOR RIVERSTONE SOUTH
ADDITION

WHEREAS, Riverstone Development LLC, hereafter referred to as “Developer”, properly
applied for Preliminary Plat approval of the following described property located in the City of Ramsey:

That part of Northwest Quarter of Northwest Quarter, Section 29, Township 32, Range 25 lying
northeaster of northeasterly right of way line of Burlington Northern Rail Road and lying
westerly and southerly of the north 60 feet of east 40 feet of said Quarter Quarter, except road
subject to easement of record, Anoka County, Minnesota

-and-

The Northwest Quarter of Southwest Quarter of Section 20, township 32, Range 25 except east
40 feet of said Quarter Quarter lying southerly of southerly right of way line of Alpine Drive
NW and except north 40 feet of south 100 feet of west 40 feet of east 80 feet of said Quarter
Quarter, except road subject to easement of record, Anoka County, Minnesota

-and-

The Southwest Quarter of Southwest Quarter of Section 20, Township 32, Range 25 lying west
of east 40 feet thereof, except road subject to easement of record, Anoka County, Minnesota

(the ‘Subject Property’);

WHEREAS, the City and Developer have been working on a long-range land use plan for the
Subject Property since the end of 2019; and

WHEREAS, the City approved a cost share framework in concept for the extension of Riverdale
Drive on March 24, 2020; and

WHEREAS, the City approved a planning framework for the Subject Property on June 23, 2020;
and

WHEREAS, the City reviewed the Sketch Plan for the project on August 6, 2020; and

WHEREAS, the City received an Application for Preliminary Plat Approval for Riverstone
South Addition on December 3, 2020, which includes 243 detached single-family homes; and

WHEREAS, Minnesota Rules 4410.4300, Subp. 19.C, requires that an EAW be prepared for
this project as the project requires a Comprehensive Plan Amendment; and



WHEREAS, by February 9, 2021, copies of the EAW were distributed to all persons and
agencies on the official Environmental Quality Board (EQB) distribution list and other interested parties;
and

WHEREAS, on February 9, 2021, the EAW was publicly noticed in the EQB Monitor,
commencing the 30-day public comment period; and

WHEREAS, a press release and public notice for the EAW was submitted to the Anoka County
Union Herald and published on February 5, 2021, announcing the completion of the EAW, its availability
to interested parties, and the process for submitting comments on the EAW; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission held a Public Hearing and reviewed the Preliminary Plat
on January 7, 2021; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission denied a Variance to change the street name for Unicorn
Street.

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 preliminary plat contingent approval of Riverstone
South Addition in accordance with relevant City Codes, contingent upon the following
conditions:

a. Plat/Subdivision - Plans subject to current Staff Review Comments and final approval by
City Engineer
b. Riverdale Drive - City Approval of a contract for the Riverdale Drive Extension along
with Cost Share Agreement consistent with previous City Council Direction
i. Current cost share agreement is based on current estimates. Final cost share
agreement is subject to final costs based on an awarded contract for construction.
it. Must also include an Assessment/Petition and Waiver Agreement to assess the
Property Owner and Developer shares back to benefiting properties.
iii. In lieu of a Petition and Waiver Agreement/Assessment Agreement, the City may
consider an assessment project consistent with Minnesota Statutes Chapter 429.
c. Park Dedication — Park Dedication shall be satistied through a combination of 1 Acre
Land Dedication and a Park Dedication Fee of $350,000.
d. Tree Preservation — Developer shall convey a 7 acre parcel to preserve a portion of the
existing forest as indicated on the Preliminary Plat.
i. The City will work to secure $350,000 from an outside funding source for the
acquisition of the Tree Preservation Area.
1. The City Council authorizes Staff to submit a funding request to the Anoka
County Housing and Redevelopment Authority (ACHRA) for this
purpose.
2. The City Council directs Staff to find a City funding source for this
purpose if the ACHRA request is unsuccessful.
it. The City does not support an additional credit to Park Dedication Fees to fund
this $350,000 expenditure.

Resolution #21-101
Page 2 of 4



e. Street Name Change — the City Council establishes for this area only.
i. Quintana Street NW in lieu of Quagga Street NW
it. Snowy Owl Street NW in lieu Sloth Street NW
iii. Pearson Street NW in lieu of Unicorn Street NW
f. Eave Overhangs in Easements — except as otherwise agreed to, no part of any structure,
including eave overhangs, shall be located in any easement.
2. That the Ramsey City Council hereby determines that an Environmental Impact Statement is not
required for the Riverstone South Addition based on the following.

a. The EAW was prepared in compliance with the procedures of the Minnesota
Environmental Policy Act and Minnesota Rules, Parts 4410.1000 to 4410.1700 (2015),

b. The EAW satisfactorily addressed the environmental issues for which existing
information could have been reasonably obtained,

c. Based on the criteria established in Minnesota Rules 4410.1700, the project does not have
the potential for significant environmental effects,

d. The City makes a “Negative Declaration,”

e. The City adopts the Response to Comments, Findings of Fact, and Record of Decision
for Riverstone Addition Environmental Assessment Worksheet (Record of Decision) and
directs the Community Development Director to maintain the Record of Decision and to
distribute it in accordance with the EQB rules.

The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Councilmember Howell,
and upon vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor thereof:

Mayor Kuzma
Councilmember Musgrove
Councilmember Woestehoff
Councilmember Heineman
Councilmember Howell
Councilmember Riley
Councilmember Specht

and the following voted against the same:
None

and the following abstained:
None

and the following were absent:

None

Resolution #21-101
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whereupon said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted by the Ramsey City Council this13th

day of April, 2021.

Mayor T / 0

ARTEST:

Al Tkt

City Clerk

Resolution #21-101
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PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE
CITY OF RAMSEY
ANOKA COUNTY

STATE OF MINNESOTA

The Public Works Committee conducted a regular meeting on Tuesday, January 19, 2021, at the
Ramsey Municipal Center, 7550 Sunwood Drive NW, Ramsey, Minnesota.

Members Present:  Chairperson Chris Riley
Councilmember Debra Musgrove
Councilmember Matt Woestehoff

Also Present: City Engineer Bruce Westby
Deputy City Administrator Tim Gladhill
Councilmember Chelsea Howell

1. CALL TO ORDER

Acting Chairperson Riley called the regular meeting of the Public Works Committee to order at
5:30 p.m.

2. CITIZEN INPUT
There was none.
3, APPROVE AGENDA

Motion by Councilmember Woestehoff, seconded by Councilmember Musgrove, to approve the
agenda, as presented.

Motion carried. Voting Yes: Acting Chairperson Riley, Councilmembers Woestehoff and
Musgrove. Voting No: None.

4. APPROVE MINUTES
4.01: Approve November 17, 2020, Meeting Minutes

Acting Chairperson Riley acknowledged that the other members were not present at the meeting
but commented that the minutes accurately reflect the discussion.

Councilmember Musgrove was unsure that the motion could be passed as the members not present
would need to abstain.

Deputy City Administrator Gladhill confirmed that the group could approve the minutes even
though not present.

Public Works Committee / January 19, 2021
Page 1 of 14



Motion by Acting Chairperson Riley, seconded by Councilmember Woestehoff, to approve the
following minutes:

Regular Meeting Minutes dated November 17, 2020.

Motion carried. Voting Yes: Acting Chairperson Riley and Councilmembers Woestehoff. Voting
No: None. Abstain: Councilmember Musgrove.

S. COMMITTEE BUSINESS
5.01: Appoint Chair and Vice Chair of the Public Works Committee
City Engineer Westby noted that a Chairperson and Vice Chairperson would need to be elected.

Acting Chairperson Riley recommended appointing the Chair and Vice Chair at the first Public
Works Committee meeting of the year in future years.

Motion by Councilmember Woestehoff, seconded by Councilmember Musgrove, to appoint
Councilmember Riley as Chairperson and Councilmember Musgrove as Vice Chairperson of the
Public Works Committee.

Motion carried. Voting Yes: Acting Chairperson Riley, Councilmembers Woestehoff and
Musgrove. Voting No: None.

5.02: Receive Update on Cost Share Alternatives for Riverdale Drive Extension
Improvement Project Related to Riverstone South; Case of Capstone Homes and
Pearson Properties of Ramsey

Deputy City Administrator Gladhill provided an update on a potential cost share framework for
the Riverdale Drive Extension Improvement Project.

Councilmember Musgrove asked for additional input on the timeframe planned for Riverdale
Drive and the projected funding sources.

Deputy City Administrator Gladhill stated that the original study from MnDOT and Anoka County
for Highway 10 and the corridor had Riverdale Drive labeled as an opportunity or development
driven project with no specific timeframe, therefore it would move forward when development
occurred, or funding was available. He noted that if the project were not development driven the
extension would be linked to grant funding, similar to the other phases of Riverdale Drive, which
would have estimated that about five or ten years out. He provided additional details on grant
funding, noting that typically a project of this scope would have a five-year planning process in
order to successfully obtain grants.

Councilmember Musgrove asked for more clarity related to the developer and assurance that the
contribution of the City for this project would not financially benefit the developer’s project.

Public Works Committee / January 19, 2021
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Deputy City Administrator Gladhill explained that the City looks at the project as a whole and the
benefit that it provides. He noted that all contributions to the project are valid, but the City is
concerned that its contribution could be considered above industry standards and therefore it would
make sense to have underwriting done.

Councilmember Musgrove asked if the $350,000 would not be paid in addition to the preserve
land.

Deputy City Administrator Gladhill provided background information on the park dedication for
the Riverstone South property, noting that park dedication focused on the one acre of park and
cash contribution of $350,000. He noted that the City will look for outside funding to assist in the
price for the preserved area.

Chairperson Riley asked if the reason this has changed is related to the County parcel.

Deputy City Administrator Gladhill confirmed that is a large portion of the discussion but noted
that the developer also offered a counteroffer.

Chairperson Riley asked if the offer would be to buy the entire County parcel.

Deputy City Administrator Gladhill stated that there are three parcels that make up the property in
discussion, noting that the County purchased that in 2008 in attempt to preserve that for a future
river crossing. He stated that the parcel is split in three pieces because the County used different
funding sources to purchase the property. He noted that the City would not be purchasing the
entire County owned parcel, but the entire parcel outlined in the case.

Chairperson Riley asked and received confirmation that the road would take up about one third of
that proposed parcel.

Deputy City Administrator Gladhill believed that a user could be found for the remainder of the
parcel outside of the road.

Councilmember Woestehoff asked if there is contingency planned if the funds are not received
from MnDOT.

Deputy City Administrator Gladhill stated that the deal would not move forward without that
funding from MnDOT, therefore when action is taken on the preliminary plat, the City will be well
protected.

Tom Bakritges, Capstone Homes, commented that this has been a 13-month process thus far and
a lot of different iterations to the plan have occurred, to the good. He commented that they have
been cooperative with all the necessary parties, noting that by the time construction would begin
they would be more than two years into the planning process. He commented on the seven acres
of wooded area that will be preserved, the one acre of wooded park land, the buffering that would
occur along Riverdale Drive, and the variety of housing that would be provided through their
development. He stated that there are 15 acres of open space on the south side that provide

Public Works Committee / January 19, 2021
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buffering between the Riverstone development and adjacent Bowers Drive neighborhood. He
stated that the seven acres plus one acre equate to over 10 percent of the site which is above the
required park dedication with only land contributions. He referenced the original framework for
Riverdale Drive that used one third contributions that everyone agreed to, acknowledging that
there was a gap. He stated that they do not agree to spend their funds on a public improvement on
County property. He stated that the mechanism of the dollar amounts, and percentages do not
change by much, but they do not want to contribute to the County property. He commented that
things were added to the project which add cost and they do not want to contribute to. He stated
that staff was able to develop the new framework which they agree to. He stated that they cost-
shared on the construction of Puma with the City in Riverdale North and is an example of how this
can work. He stated that they agreed to the recommendation of staff to provide the seven acres of
wooded area, one acre of park land and a cash park dedication of $350,000 for Riverstone South
as long as the City purchases the seven acres of wooded land for $350,000. He stated that they
have not discussed about opening books throughout this process and would not agree to that. He
stated that they are not asking for TIF or anything above what is typically done for public
improvement projects. He commented that they realize that the City and County are going through
the appraisal process for the County parcel and that potential purchase would provide the City with
benefit down the road when development of that site occurs. He stated that if Capstone had to put
more dollars into this improvement, they would not move the project forward. He stated that the
goal would be for the City to have its third-party financing in order to move forward in spring of
2022 when Capstone is ready to move forward on Riverstone South. He stated that they want to
continue working with and collaborating with staff and agree to the framework but do not agree
with the underwriting component.

John Dobbs, representing the Pearson family, commented that they have had direct conversations
with staff which he appreciates. He commented that there are two things different in this
framework, than the original which split it into thirds. He stated that the land value is different
and not accounted for. He stated that if grant funds are allocated for land purchase that provides
the City with land that would be improved as it would have both right-of-way and road access and
could be sold for development, therefore he struggles with the premise that the entire cost for the
land is shown on the sheet, but the future value is not accredited to offset that. He stated that the
other difference from the original framework is the Bowers Drive extension, cul-de-sac, and access
point. He commented that the Pearson family is donating the right-of-way for Riverdale Drive
and would also be asked to provide the right-of-way and cul-de-sac area for Bowers Drive, which
is not their responsibility to donate. He stated that the associated details and costs were not shown
in the original framework and it is the opinion that the Bowers Drive right-of-way and cul-de-sac
for Bowers Drive is the responsibility of Bowers Drive residents and not the Pearson family. He
stated that the original framework agreed to each of the three parties contributing one third of the
cost, with an acknowledgement that there was a gap on the County contribution. He stated that
the new framework does not show the value of the land that the City would purchase with grant
funds and also shows the Bowers Drive requirements as a credit on the City portion. He stated
that the Pearson’s agreed to the one third split and do not agree to the Bowers Drive components.

Steve Bona, Capstone Homes, commented that the original framework included the one third split
of costs between the parties and Capstone still agrees to that. He stated that the framework then
allowed the negotiation of the park dedication and tree preservation, which was then approved.
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He noted that those two elements were approved, and Capstone proceeded with the preliminary
plat in order to reach this point. He stated that they are concerned because there is now a discussion
about underwriting and that is being used in a manner to say that if Capstone does not want to go
through underwriting, it could forego the $350,000 the City offered to pay for the tree preservation
area or could pay $272,000 for Riverdale Drive. He stated that means that the framework
originally approved as significantly changed. He noted that the initial funding gap in the original
framework for the County was $117,000.

Chairperson Riley thanked Capstone for being present as they have been a great partner and
developer in the community. He stated that it appears that Capstone agrees to the framework but
is concerned with the tree preservation dollars and the Ehlers underwriting. He stated that it
appears the Pearson family is concerned with the land value.

Mr. Dobbs commented that he understands the land value is an estimate but there is no estimate
for the potential return on investment for the City owning the land if the grant funds will all be
used for that acquisition. He noted that the Bowers Drive portion also reduces the City contribution
and was not included in the original framework.

Councilmember Musgrove commented that she feels that she understands both sides after hearing
input. She asked if there would be time to gain additional outside funds associated with the tree
preservation land.

Deputy City Administrator Gladhill stated that staff has been discussing opportunities with
different outside groups that are providing input to the City.

Councilmember Musgrove stated that it sounds like these issues were perhaps unknowns and they
are now fitting them into the framework. She stated that she would like to stick to the original
framework to the extent possible and encouraged staff to continue to look for funding with the
option of perhaps using the County HRA funds as well.

Deputy City Administrator Gladhill stated that if the road wants to be built, it has been the input
from the County that the City would need to purchase that parcel. He noted that staff continues to
have discussions with the County to investigate options that would not include purchase of the
parcel.

Councilmember Musgrove stated that it appears there is still time to move forward with the original
framework split and continue to look for funds to use for tree preservation and the County portion.
She stated that the consensus throughout this discussion has included the preserved trees and the
developer presented that plan.

Deputy City Administrator Gladhill noted that staff is attempting to stay close to the original
framework and provided details.

Councilmember Musgrove asked if a cul-de-sac is needed at the end of Bowers Drive.
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Deputy City Administrator Gladhill stated that MnDOT is not going to allow two access points
that close together and if that cul-de-sac is not provided, the $1,250,000 grant will not be provided
from MnDOT.

Councilmember Musgrove asked if the road could be stubbed rather than a cul-de-sac.

City Engineer Westby commented that a shared driveway or something of that nature could be
considered but that comes with other issues.

Deputy City Administrator Gladhill stated that a second connection to Bowers Drive was already
foregone and therefore he would find it hard to believe that public works and public safety would
agree to less than a cul-de-sac.

Councilmember Woestehoff asked the density for the County parcel.

Deputy City Administrator Gladhill stated that currently the parcel is zoned R-2, medium density
residential. He stated that part of this exercise would be to determine the highest and best use of
the parcel adjacent to the solar farm.

Chairperson Riley stated that it appears that everyone agrees to the one third split for the
framework as presented and reviewed some of the other assumptions. He stated that it appears the
consensus is to continue to look for outside funds for tree preservation purchase. He stated that
underwriting is often done for the EDA but was unsure if that was typically done for public works.

Deputy City Administrator Gladhill confirmed that it would be at the discretion of the City as to
whether to require that underwriting. He stated that the underwriting does not have to be done and
was provided as a tool.

Chairperson Riley stated that two uses of funds were identified that could remove the underwriting
recommendation.

Mr. Bakritges stated that the mention of underwriting is new. He stated that the dollars for the
approved framework and this framework are essentially the same and therefore he does not see a
need for underwriting. He stated that the County parcel was not part of the framework before and
now it is, and they agree that if funds are received the City can use them in that way. He stated
that they do not see any additional enrichment of dollars to the developer which would justify
underwriting.

Mr. Bona stated that Capstone would never open their books for private development. He stated
that the seven acres of tree preservation is something the City asked them to do. He stated that
Riverdale is a collector road and traditionally both the City and developers contribute. He stated
that they are not asking for public assistance that would justify underwriting.

Chairperson Riley stated that underwriting is typically done for the EDA and it would essentially
be the same idea but recognized that it is not typically done.
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Councilmember Musgrove commented that she does not see the developer gaining anything
differently because the City would be acquiring land in order to construct a road through that
parcel.

Deputy City Administrator Gladhill stated that underwriting is not recommended because of the
new version but more related to the more known costs.

Councilmember Musgrove commented that she does not fully understand the implications of
underwriting.

Chairperson Riley provided additional details on the underwriting process and rate of return on the
investment related to the City contribution.

Mr. Bona commented that they did two assessment projects that included City contributions,
Bunker Lake and Puma, and there was never a discussion of underwriting or Capstone opening its
books. He stated that they would like to continue to follow that process.

Councilmember Woestehoff stated that he was unsure that underwriting is the right process for
this. He acknowledged that without the County property, this project would die because the
collector road cannot go through.

Mr. Dobbs stated that when the original framework was done the required right-of-way was not
known and so they understand that more details are known at this time. He stated that he has a lot
of residential, commercial, and industrial development experience and while it makes sense to use
underwriting to show benefit on commercial development it would be unrealistic to do that for
residential development. He stated that he does not speak for Capstone but based on his experience
in development it would not make sense for Capstone to open its books for underwriting.

Motion by Councilmember Musgrove, seconded by Councilmember Woestehoff, to recommend
City Council approve the alternate cost share framework without the underwriting.

Motion carried. Voting Yes: Chairperson Riley, Councilmembers Musgrove and Woestehoff.
Voting No: None.

5.03: Consider Water Treatment Plant Site Selection Recommendation

City Engineer Westby reviewed the staff report and stated that engineering and public works staff
recommend locating the proposed water treatment plant (WTP) on the Public Works Site due to
that site having the lowest estimated construction cost; the ability to maintain control over the
cemetery access road; the ability to most cost-effectively share security infrastructure, an
emergency generator, and garage space; and significant operational efficiencies and cost savings
of the life of the WTP. Staff also recommends proceeding with the proposed WTP construction
in as timely a manner as possible to ensure the City is able to continue to provide water in
compliance with Minnesota Department of Health (MDH) health based values (HBV) for
manganese, The City has been running only two to four municipal wells to supply water to the
City since the summer of 2019, meaning these wells are constantly in operation and are not able
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to be rested or taken off-line for routine maintenance. If the City elects to move forward with
constructing a WTP in a timely manner, it could be operational by spring of 2023. On January 7™
the Planning Commission unanimously recommended City Council approval of the Public Works
Site for the proposed WTP. On January 14™ the Economic Development Authority unanimously
recommended approval of the Public Works Site for the proposed WTP.

Deputy City Administrator Gladhill stated that public works prefer the east side of the site for
access to the cemetery. He stated that in terms of EDA this is the best site for economic
development, but the economy is in a much different position than it was, and this site provides
the most overall benefit.

Councilmember Musgrove commented that this seems to be well thought out and this site seems
to be the best location. She agreed that it would make the most sense to use the public works site
because of the efficiencies identified in the report. She referenced the funding for the added project
costs and whether that could come from the same funding source even though those are ancillary
uses.

City Engineer Westby stated that this would all be part of constructing the WTP and therefore all
the funding could be used for that purpose.

Motion by Councilmember Musgrove, seconded by Councilmember Woestehoff, to recommend
City Council approval of the Public Works Site for the proposed Water Treatment Plant.

Motion carried. Voting Yes: Chairperson Riley, Councilmembers Musgrove and Woestehoff.
Voting No: None.

5.04: Consider Recommending City Council Approval of Plans and Specifications and
Authorization to Advertise for Bids for Riverdale Drive Reconstruction,
Improvement Project #21-00

City Engineer Westby reviewed the staff report and recommendation to recommend approval of
plans and specifications and authorization to advertise for bids for Riverdale Drive Reconstruction,
Improvement Project #21-00. Staff recommendations include not constructing concrete sidewalk
south of Riverdale Drive as part of this project, and not constructing the Mississippi River
observation deck as part of this project.

Councilmember Musgrove asked for additional details as it relates to the Ramsey Gateway
Highway 10 improvements.

City Engineer Westby provided additional details noting that design alternatives are being
reviewed for the Ramsey Gateway project, and identified the construction limits on the east end of

Riverdale Drive, which could then be tied into the Highway 10 project in the future.

Councilmember Musgrove commented that the Highway 10 plans are still being finalized.
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City Engineer Westby noted that the proposed termination of the road would align as closely as
possible with the Ramsey Gateway Highway 10 plans.

Councilmember Musgrove referenced the section of road for the townhome section, west of
Feldspar Street, and asked the width of that segment and whether that would match in terms of
width and lanes to the new road east of Feldspar Street.

City Engineer Westby replied that is a narrower segment and this segment would be about four
feet wider. He identified the placement of the trail and noted that the lanes would align even with
the different widths.

Chairperson Riley asked the amount of MSA funds the City has been receiving.

City Engineer Westby replied that the City received around $1,600,000 last year in total for
construction and maintenance. He confirmed that all previous loans have been paid back and
therefore any MSA funds received moving forward will be available for projects. He noted that
they are estimating less in MSA funds this year because the calculation is based on road usage and
there were less people on the road in 2020 due to the pandemic.

Chairperson Riley commented that 15 or 20 years ago the City borrowed money against future
MSA to construct specific improvements. He noted that those funds have been paid back and the
funds therefore are available for use on projects.

Councilmember Musgrove asked if the plans and specifications are typically included in cases or
only upon request.

City Engineer Westby commented that if the plans and specifications are complete they could be
included in the case, but he explained that if the plans are included in the case, they become public
and anyone can access that information. He explained that if changes are made to the plans after
that time, a contractor could then incorrectly base their bid on the plans that were included in the
case. He stated that the plans can be presented and shared with the Council once they are fully
prepared. He acknowledged that the plan development process has been hurried the past few years
so Council approvals were requested while plans were being finalized but he hoped that this would
be the last year because of the change in funding, which will allow Staff to start developing projects
earlier in the year. He noted that the most relevant plans would be included in the presentation to
the full Council when the process reaches that step.

Motion by Councilmember Musgrove, seconded by Councilmember Woestehoff, to recommend
City Council approval of plans and specifications and authorization to advertise for bids for
Riverdale Drive Reconstruction, Improvement Project #21-00.

Motion carried. Voting Yes: Chairperson Riley, Councilmembers Musgrove and Woestehoff.
Voting No: None.
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5.05: Consider Recommending City Council Approval of Plans and Specifications and
Authorization to Advertise for Bids for 2021 Crack Seal Improvements,
Improvement Project #21-06

City Engineer Westby reviewed the staff report and recommendation to recommend approval of
plans and specifications and authorization to advertise for bids for 2021 Crack Seal Improvements,
Improvement Project #21-06 as crack sealing remains the most cost-effective maintenance
operation available.

Chairperson Riley noted that it is scheduled to crack seal the rejuvenated section in Stanhope and
asked if that would be the intended process.

City Engineer Westby noted that the projects are unrelated. He explained when the rejuvenation
would typically occur and noted that once that is completed crack sealing could occur anytime.

Councilmember Musgrove stated that within the case she noticed similar lengths of area with
different materials proposed and asked if that is related to the age of the street.

City Engineer Westby replied that the pounds of the material are adjusted based on the condition
of the road. He stated that staff estimate the pounds that will be needed in order to address the
disparity of the cracking.

Councilmember Musgrove referenced areas within the Riverstone development, noting that those
are new streets and asked how those roads would already need crack sealing. She stated that when
she has driven on the roads, they look really nice and she was surprised to see them on the list.

City Engineer Westby replied that staff attempts to crack seal pavements three years after
construction and these roads were constructed in 2017. He commented that the cracking should
be minimal, but they are attempting to be proactive in maintenance.

Councilmember Musgrove asked if other areas of the City would be more in need than this newer
area.

City Engineer Westby replied that the primary focus is to be proactive with maintenance in order
to keep the good streets good. He commented that some streets in the City are past the point of
maintenance and staff will do something if they can, but the priority will remain on extending the
lifespan of the new roads.

Councilmember Howell asked how staff determines that quality work will be received from bids.

City Engineer Westby replied that experience is the best teacher, noting that typically the City
receives bids from the same contractors that they know to do a good job. He stated that if a
contractor is not known, staff reaches out for input from other municipalities to determine if there
have been past issues. He stated that very rarely does the City find a contractor they do not want
to work with. He stated that the City is typically required to award to the low bidder. He noted
that there are specifications and the minimum requirements that a low bidder must meet.
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Chairperson Riley stated that the City has become strict on inspections to ensure that road is built
to specification.

Councilmember Musgrove referenced the MSA roads included for crack seal and asked if that
would be funded through crack seal or MSA funds.

City Engineer Westby replied that crack seal funds budgeted are historically used for crack sealing,
regardless of whether a road is an MSA road. He stated that the intent is to use MSA funds for
reconstruction or overlay projects.

Councilmember Musgrove asked if additional crack seal work would be anticipated later this year
using MSA maintenance dollars.

City Engineer Westby replied that the budget for this year uses the MSA funds for reconstruction
and overlay projects.

Councilmember Musgrove asked for details on the 14 percent indirect costs associated in the case.
She also asked for details on the consortium that exists for road improvements.

City Engineer Westby replied that he could bring additional information back to the group related
to the consortium. He stated that Ramsey is not a partner city, but he is on the email list and
receives shared information. He believed there were currently 11 members in the consortium with
Coon Rapids leading the group and organized maintenance activities. He stated that Ramsey has
been watching the consortium to determine if they should join for maintenance, but thus far
Ramsey has received lower bids, including the 14 percent indirect costs which includes plan
preparation and inspection. He noted that being independent also allows for greater flexibility in
scheduling the work, which can benefit abutting property owners.

Motion by Councilmember Woestehoff, seconded by Councilmember Musgrove, to recommend
City Council approval of plans and specifications and authorization to advertise for bids for 2021
Crack Seal Improvements, Improvement Project #21-06.

Motion carried. Voting Yes: Chairperson Riley, Councilmembers Woestehoff and Musgrove.
Voting No: None.

5.06: Consider Recommending City Council Approval of Resolution Adopting Minimum
Requirements for Public Utilities Installed in Public Right-of-Ways and Easements

City Engineer Westby reviewed the staff report and recommendation to approval of a resolution
adopting minimum requirements for public utilities installed in public right-of-way and easements.

Chairperson Riley stated that he likes where this is headed. He asked if this were in place would
it be hamstringing the City and future developers.
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City Engineer Westby replied that the City prefers gravity sewer, and the Riverwalk site was too
low to make that work. He reviewed the different options that could be used and noted that the
developer chose the cheapest route with the intent of the developer maintaining that line. He stated
that if that option were chosen in a future development, one lift station would need to be created
with a pressurized system going to the gravity system. He recognized that there would be
additional cost to a developer for that.

Councilmember Woestehoff asked if this is something that should be run by EDA and the Planning
Commission before going before the Council.

Chairperson Riley commented that this is more of a policy decision.

Councilmember Woestehoff stated that there are sites that may fall into this category and as a
previous member of the Planning Commission he did not recall this being an issue when Riverwalk
was proposed.

Deputy City Administrator Gladhill explained that the core function of the EDA is business
retention and subsidy, and this level of detail is not intended to be a function of the Planning
Commission. He commented that additional feedback could be gathered from those groups, but
Public Works Committee would be the appropriate group to review this and make a
recommendation to the Council.

Councilmember Musgrove commented that as part of this draft resolution, perhaps the excluded
areas of the City should be listed. She asked if Riverwalk would be the only development of that
nature.

City Engineer Westby replied that there are numerous undeveloped parcels that would fall into
this category and require some level of a pressurized system to reach the City system.

Councilmember Musgrove clarified that she did not want to misconstrue that this action would
make the City responsible for any other systems.

Chairperson Riley stated that the language is generic in utility and trunk lines and asked if that
would accurately cover water and sewer.

City Engineer Westby replied that it is his understanding that it is the intent of the City to maintain
infrastructure under the roadway and/or right-of-way and therefore the City would want to ensure
that the pipes are adequately sized.

Chairperson Riley asked if there would be a downside.

City Engineer Westby replied that he did not notice a downside but would double check with
Public Works Superintendent Riemer before bringing this forward to Council. He noted that this
was intended to be a starting point and therefore broad language was used and confirmed that staff
would verify to ensure that the City would not be at risk.
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Councilmember Musgrove asked if a resolution is needed or whether the City simply needs to
update the policy/designs.

Deputy City Administrator Gladhill stated that having the backing of the Council through

resolution helps with developer discussions. He stated that the language is broad enough yet
specific enough for negotiations and code enforcement.

City Engineer Westby replied that the Council does not adopt the design standards per se, therefore
the resolution provides the policy direction to guide those standards.

Deputy City Administrator Gladhill explained that this direction and policy from the Council is
helpful on the front end to prevent a situation like Riverwalk from occurring.

Motion by Councilmember Musgrove, seconded by Councilmember Woestehoff, to recommend
City Council approval of a resolution adopting minimum requirements for public utilities in public
right-of-way and easements as discussed.

Further discussion: Chairperson Riley commented that if staff feels that additional language is
needed for the resolution it should be added as discussed. Councilmember Woestehoff commented

that he would be comfortable with staff making the amendments in line with the discussion.

Motion carried. Voting Yes: Chairperson Riley, Councilmembers Musgrove and Woestehoff.
Voting No: None.

6. COMMITTEE / STAFF INPUT
6.01: Staff Updates on Improvement Projects and Items of Interest

City Engineer Westby provided an update on current and proposed City, County and MnDOT
improvement projects and studies and other items of interest to the Committee.

6.02: Review Future Topics Calendar

City Engineer Westby stated that staff is doing its best to reach the topics on the list once other
projects are cleared off.

Councilmember Musgrove asked if any of the projects on the list would qualify for Watershed
Based Funding.

City Engineer Westby stated that staff will look through the CIP to determine if any of the projects
would qualify.

7. ADJOURNMENT

Motion by Councilmember Musgrove, seconded by Councilmember Woestehoff, to adjourn the
Public Works Committee meeting,.
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Motion carried.
The regular meeting of the Public Works Committee adjourned at 8:23 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Grant Riemer
Public Works Superintendent

Drafted by Amanda Staple
TimeSaver Off Site Secretarial, Inc.
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CITY COUNCIL
CITY OF RAMSEY
ANOKA COUNTY

STATE OF MINNESOTA

The Ramsey City Council conducted a regular meeting on Tuesday, January 26, 2021, at the
Ramsey Municipal Center, 7550 Sunwood Drive NW, Ramsey, Minnesota.

Members Present: ~ Mayor Mark Kuzma
Councilmember Chelsee Howell
Councilmember Debra Musgrove
Councilmember Chris Riley
Councilmember Dan Specht
Councilmember Matt Woestehoff

Members Absent: None

Also Present: City Administrator Kurtis Ulrich
Police Chief Jeff Katers
Deputy City Administrator Timothy Gladhill
City Engineer Bruce Westby
Economic Development Manager Sean Sullivan

1. CALL TO ORDER

Mayor Kuzma called the regular meeting of the Ramsey City Council to order at 7:10 p.m.,
followed by the Pledge of Allegiance led by Mayor Kuzma.

City Administrator Ulrich read a statement related to the COVID-19 pandemic and local state of
emergency. In declaring this Local State of Emergency, the City of Ramsey has determined that
in person meetings and meetings conducted under Minnesota Statutes Section 13D.02 are not
practical or prudent because of the declared health pandemic emergency.

2. PRESENTATION

There were none.

3. CITIZEN INPUT

None.

4. APPROVE AGENDA

Motion by Councilmember Riley, seconded by Councilmember Musgrove, to approve the agenda
as presented.
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Motion carried. Voting Yes: Mayor Kuzma, Councilmembers Riley, Musgrove, Howell, Specht,
and Woestehoff. Voting No: None.

S. CONSENT AGENDA

Motion by Councilmember Woestehoff, seconded by Councilmember Howell, to approve the
following items on the Consent Agenda:

5.01: Note the Following Boards, Commissions and Committee Meeting Minutes:

Planning Commission Meeting Minutes dated November 5, 2020

Planning Commission Meeting Minutes dated December 3, 2020

Economic Development Authority Meeting Minutes dated November 12, 2020

Park and Recreation Commission Meeting Minutes dated November 12, 2020

Public Works Committee Meeting Minutes dated November 17, 2020

5.02: Approve the following Meeting Minutes:
1) City Council Work Session dated January 12, 2021
2) City Council Regular dated January 12, 2021

5.03: Approve Rental Licenses

5.04: Award Sign Addition for Loral I Armstrong Delaney Ramsey Central Park

5.05: Adopt Resolution #21-033 Approving Cash Disbursements Made and Authorizing
Payment of Accounts Payable Invoicing Received During the Period of January 7, 2021
through January 20, 2021

5.06: Adopt Resolution #21-014 Approving an Interim Use Permit for Storage Containers and
Gravel Parking at 8049 146™ Avenue NW (Project 20-137); Case of JBR Ramsey, LLC
on behalf of Richard Lee

5.07: Adopt Resolution #21-024 Prohibiting Parking on Riverdale Drive between Feldspar
Street and Sunfish Lake Boulevard for Improvement Project #21-00

5.08: Adopt Resolution #21-025 Approving Second Amendment to Purchase Agreement and

Right of Re-Entry Agreement with Gigi’s Salon and Spa, Inc. (Portions of case may be closed to

the public)

5.09: Adopt Resolution #21-028 Authorizing Partial Payment #4 to RJM Construction for

Improvement Project #20-07 New Public Works Facility

5:10:  Adopt Resolution #21-029 Authorizing Final Payment to Northern Lines Contracting, Inc.

for Improvement Project #18-09, COR Infiltration Basin Improvements

5:11:  Adopt Resolution #21-032 Authorizing Partial Payment #6 to Park Construction for

Improvement Project #20-01, Variolite Street Reconstruction Project

5:12:  Adopt Resolution #21-034 to Approve the City’s 2021 Union Contracts for LELS Patrols

and LELS Sergeants

5:13:  Adopt Resolution #21-035 Directing Staff to Subject the 2021 Pay Equity Report

Motion carried. Voting Yes: Mayor Kuzma, Councilmembers Woestehoff, Howell, Musgrove,
Riley, and Specht. Voting No: None.

6. PUBLIC HEARING
There were none.
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7. COUNCIL BUSINESS

7.01: Adopt Resolution #21-027 Approving Request for Interest (RFI) for a Dynamic
Display Billboard for Retail Advertising on Highway 10 Near The COR

Economic Development Manager Sullivan reviewed the staff report and recommendation of the
EDA that the City Council begin a process seeking interest in construction of a dynamic display
billboard on Highway 10.

Councilmember Riley referenced the cost of the sign and asked if that would be funded through
private investment rather than by the City.

Economic Development Manager Sullivan confirmed that the City would ask the developer to
incur the cost.

Councilmember Woestehoff asked if the sign would meet the current requirements for average
signage if it were located on private property.

Economic Development Manager Sullivan stated that included in the RFI there is language related
to adjusting or working within the sign ordinance. He commented that he would imagine that the
City would need to potentially tweak the regulation if it makes sense.

Councilmember Musgrove stated that she believes this action would be premature. She asked if
the plan would be for this to be located on private or public land.

Economic Development Manager Sullivan commented that the City would be asking these
companies to provide suggestions as to the best placement of the sign. He stated that the goal
would be to have companies present information that the City could evaluate, and this would not
commit the City to any action.

Deputy City Administrator Gladhill stated that the design process for Highway 10 will provide a
better understanding of the right-of-way needs, which could also create opportunities. He stated
that he understands the concern but recognized that this process would take time and the right-of-
way needs should be known by that time.

Mayor Kuzma commented that he saw the presentation at the EDA meeting, and this would really
help the businesses in Ramsey to have that additional exposure opportunity and therefore he would
be interested in receiving proposals.

Councilmember Musgrove asked if it would be more favorable to change the restrictions for
business signage rather than having those businesses pay for space on a billboard. She asked if
the sign ordinance is too restrictive.

Mayor Kuzma stated that the EDA did not discuss that and instead focused on what the dynamic
sign could bring. He commented that the sign would sell to national chains but would also make
advertising available on a scale that small businesses could support. He stated that this process

City Council / January 26, 2021
Page 4 of 13



would identify opportunities that the City could review, and it would not bind the City to any
action.

Councilmember Specht stated that he likes that the RFI states that space must be reserved for City
and local advertising and asked for details on the type of advertising that the City may do.

Economic Development Manager Sullivan replied that they are open to any and all City messaging
that could enhance the message the City is attempting to spread, using the example of local events
that the City advertises. He stated that if the City is going to move forward, it would be important
to identify City input and restrictions along with the time and space that would be reserved for
Ramsey businesses. He used the example of the sign in Champlin, which identifies a minimum
amount of time and space for local Champlin businesses. He stated that the City can also prohibit
content that it does not feel appropriate through ordinance.

EDA Chairperson Steffen commented that bringing retail and restaurants to The COR has been a
long-term goal of the EDA and Council. He stated that in the past six years the City has added
rooftops and therefore he does not believe that lack of rooftops is a continued barrier that the City
once faced. He noted that the Armstrong Interchange has also not been the golden ticket in
attracting those types of businesses. He stated that the issue at this time seems to be related to
visibility and lack of exposure. He stated that RDH has contacted almost every national retailer
and restaurant in the country and continues to hear that the businesses are not interested because
of the lack of exposure. He stated that this process is simply a request for information for
something that would have zero cost to the City. He stated that many businesses do not have the
ability to have a sign on their property, if located on the interior of The COR, that could be visible
from the highway. He stated that this request for interest will answer some of the questions that
have been brought forward tonight.

Councilmember Specht stated that originally, he was not a fan of this idea based on how this would
look, but as he hears the feedback from staff, the EDA, and businesses, he would respect the idea
of gathering more information. He stated that he will support this effort to gather additional
information.

Councilmember Woestehoff stated that he agrees with the comments of Councilmembers Specht
and Musgrove. He stated that he has hesitations because of the current sign regulations which do
not allow billboards but is happy to entertain what this might look like and how it could help and
attract businesses.

Councilmember Howell stated that she was also hesitant about this idea. She asked the radius of
local businesses that would be allowed to advertise on the sign.

Economic Development Manager Sullivan commented that the sign would be available to all
Ramsey businesses and not just those within The COR. He stated that whatever the design of the
sign, it would be complimentary to the existing signage.
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Motion by Councilmember Riley, seconded by Councilmember Woestehoff, to Adopt Resolution
#21-027 Approving Request for Interest for a Dynamic Display Billboard for Retail Advertising
Along Highway 10 Near the COR.

Motion carried. Voting Yes: Mayor Kuzma, Councilmembers Riley, Woestehoff, Howell, and
Specht. Voting No: Councilmember Musgrove.

7.02: Adopt Resolution #21-022 Approving Plans and Specifications and Authorizing
Advertisement for Bids for Riverdale Drive Reconstruction, Improvement Project
#21-00

City Engineer Westby reviewed the staff report and recommendation to adopt Resolution #21-022
approving plans and specifications and authorizing advertisements for bids for Riverdale Drive
Reconstruction, Improvement Project #21-00 in accordance with the approved 2021-2030 CIP.

Councilmember Musgrove asked if it is normal to have 90 percent plans.

City Engineer Westby replied that staff would love to have 100 percent plans every time it presents
to Council, but they are trying to expedite the process. He stated that typically the best bids are
received during the winter (January/February) before contractors have filled their project slate for
the year as that relates to better pricing. He stated that if the City waits until March/April to bid
projects, it typically receives higher bids. He stated that staff is comfortable presenting these plans
tonight and will have plans 100 percent complete by the bid time.

Councilmember Riley commented that the repair crew spent about three weeks on this section of
road and about three weeks on Variolite, which has already been reconstructed. He stated that the
rest of the City will benefit by having this section of road reconstructed as well as that frees up six
weeks for patch work in other areas of the community.

Motion by Councilmember Specht, seconded by Councilmember Musgrove, to Adopt Resolution
#21-022 Approving Plans and Specifications and Authorizing Advertisements for Bids for
Riverdale Drive Reconstruction, Improvement Project #21-00.

Motion carried. Voting Yes: Mayor Kuzma, Councilmembers Specht, Musgrove, Howell, Riley,
and Woestehoff. Voting No: None.

7.03: Adopt Resolution #21-023 Approving Plans and Specifications and Authorizing
Advertisements for Bids for 2021 Crack Seal Improvements, Improvement Project
#21-06

City Engineer Westby reviewed the staff report and recommendation to adopt Resolution #21-023
approving plans and specifications and authorizing advertisements for bids for 2021 Crack Seal
Improvements, Improvement Project #21-06.
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Motion by Councilmember Howell, seconded by Councilmember Specht, to Adopt Resolution
#21-023 Approving Plans and Specifications and Authorizing Advertisements for Bid for 2021
Crack Seal Improvements, Improvement Project #21-06.

Motion carried. Voting Yes: Mayor Kuzma, Councilmembers Howell, Specht, Musgrove, Riley,
and Woestehoff. Voting No: None.

7.04: Introduce Ordinance #21-01 Amending City Code Sections 117-111 (R-1 Residential
District) and 117-112 (R-2 Residential District) Clarifying Sub-Districts Based on Lot
Size

Deputy City Administrator Gladhill reviewed the staff report and recommendation of the Planning
Commission to adopt Ordinance #21-01.

Councilmember Riley asked for additional information as this would appear to move 50 foot lots
from R-2 to R-1.

Deputy City Administrator Gladhill replied that the Council would still dictate where the
subdistrict would go through rezoning. He stated that staff was finding that the 50-foot-wide lots
were not reaching the density range in R-2 and therefore it better fits in the density allowed in R-
1. He confirmed that the Planning Commission held a public hearing on this issue and
recommended approval.

Councilmember Musgrove asked the difference between R-1-1 and R-1-3.

Deputy City Administrator Gladhill recognized that there was a typo noting that it should state
MUSA-80, MUSA-65, and MUSA-50. He stated that staff would make that correction before the
ordinance comes back for adoption. He stated that by default, R-1 would remain at 80-foot-wide
lots and if something less is requested, the developer would still need to go through a rezoning
request.

Councilmember Musgrove stated that this references residential MUSA areas and asked if there
are areas outside of that.

Deputy City Administrator Gladhill confirmed that there are other areas outside of residential
MUSA that would remain unchanged.

Councilmember Specht asked if this change would make it easier for developers to request this
smaller lot size.

Deputy City Administrator Gladhill stated that this change would not impact the City’s ability to
remain more restrictive, it simply provides another tool in the box for the City.

Councilmember Woestehoff commented that this change would clean up the zoning map and
would not change anything. He noted that R-1 would become all single family, R-2 would be
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townhomes, and R-3 would be condominiums. He commented that this would then be a cleaner
way to describe the different zones.

Motion by Councilmember Woestehoff, seconded by Councilmember Riley, to Introduce
Ordinance #21-01 Amending Article II Division 4 Section 117-89 (Districts), 117-111 (R-1
Residential District), and 117-112 (R-2 Residential District).

Further discussion: Councilmember Musgrove asked if this would be a housekeeping item to better
clarify the areas. Councilmember Woestehoft stated that he views this as updating the glossary of
terms. Deputy City Administrator Gladhill confirmed that this would not make any changes and
would simply be more tools and placing things in the right area. He confirmed that the Council
would still hold control over the ultimate land use.

Motion carried. Voting Yes: Mayor Kuzma, Councilmembers Woestehoff, Riley, Howell, and
Musgrove. Voting No: Councilmember Specht.

7.05: Introduce Ordinance #21-02 Amending City Code Section 117-148 Entitled
Mississippi River Corridor Critical Area

Deputy City Administrator Gladhill reviewed the staff report and recommendation of the Planning
Commission to adopt Ordinance #21-02.

Councilmember Riley commented that there is a whole neighborhood that was colored green and
asked if that area would become lawful nonconforming.

Deputy City Administrator Gladhill replied that the neighborhood already conforms with the rules
as it is developed under rural character. He stated that if there was a deficiency that would create
lawful nonconforming, a subdistrict would be applied.

Councilmember Riley stated that he would not be ready to move forward until there is more time
to digest the information and the ramifications of these decisions.

Councilmember Musgrove asked if the timing for this is part of the DNR timing or whether it is
needed for Riverstone South.

Deputy City Administrator Gladhill replied that the City is required to have this adopted by the
end of 2022, as he believed Ramsey is part of the second wave. He stated that the City originally
did not anticipate a project coming forward, therefore Riverstone is a driving factor. He noted that
the ordinance and development are under review by the DNR. He stated that staff is attempting to
meet the schedule of the developer.

Councilmember Musgrove stated that she would also have concerns moving forward tonight and
would like additional time to review the information and what it would mean for the City of
Ramsey and the impacted developments. She stated that she does not want to deter development
but wants to ensure the best decisions are made.
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Deputy City Administrator Gladhill confirmed that staff would welcome additional time for
review. He stated that the Council could postpone this discussion and forward this to a future
worksession.

Motion by Councilmember Riley, seconded by Councilmember Musgrove, to postpone Ordinance
#21-02 Amending City Code Section 117-148 Entitled Mississippi River Corridor Critical Area
and forward it to a future worksession.

Further discussion: Councilmember Specht asked if postponing this action would impact the
Riverstone South development. Deputy City Administrator Gladhill provided an update on the
case on tonight’s agenda and noted that action could still occur tonight. He stated that there is
additional time before the Council reviews the Preliminary Plat.

Motion carried. Voting Yes: Mayor Kuzma, Councilmembers Riley, Musgrove, Howell, and
Specht. Voting No: Councilmember Woestehoff.

7.06: Receive Request from Planning Commission to Reconsider Bowers Drive Connection

Planning Commissioner Randy Bauer reviewed the staff report and stated that upon a vote of 3-2,
the Planning Commission recommended that the City Council reconsider the connection to Bowers
Drive, at some form, for public safety reasons. He asked for input from members of public safety
and/or public works related to their concerns for not having a second access on Bowers Drive
because that was the driving force behind the Planning Commission recommendation.

Police Chief Katers replied that public safety has been consistent in their recommendations for
access. He stated that for police, two accesses are better than one and connection between
neighborhoods is good. He believed that fire also requires adequate turning radius and dedication
of fire access roads. He commented that for public works it is easier to plow a through street rather
than a dead end. He stated that he fully understands that this is a nonconforming existing
residential neighborhood and that the residents are opposed to this connection.

Councilmember Musgrove stated that she appreciates the concern from the members of the
Planning Commission, but when this previously came forward to the City Council through a public
hearing, the Council agreed that the development should move forward without that second access.
She asked how many Bowers Drive residents are aware that this is up for discussion tonight, noting
that she would hate to make a decision on this without allowing those residents to again provide
input. She commented that her position on this issue has not changed.

Deputy City Administrator Gladhill stated that the steps prior to this point have been concept
planning and setup for Preliminary Plat review. He stated that the Planning Commission held the
full public hearing and its last review of the project, therefore the Commission can make that
recommendation as they are a recommending body. He stated that staff did not choose to notify
the public for this discussion. He stated that if the decision of the Council changes, the residents
would again be notified for the next review. He stated that if the Council chooses to take no action
and move forward without that additional connection, that would be fine.
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Councilmember Specht commented that he has received phone calls with concern over a second
connection and many residents spoke at the last public meeting expressing their concerns. He
stated that his position remains unchanged.

Motion by Councilmember Specht, seconded by Councilmember Howell, to affirm the previous
direction of the Council to not require a second connection to Bowers Drive.

Motion carried. Voting Yes: Mayor Kuzma, Councilmembers Specht, Howell, Musgrove, Riley,
and Woestehoff. Voting No: None.

Deputy City Administrator Gladhill confirmed that this action reaffirms the previous direction of
the Council and would most likely satisfy the Bowers Drive residents that may be present at the
meeting tonight.

Councilmember Specht acknowledged that residents took time out of their night to attend and
welcomed any input they may wish to provide.

Carol Larson, 14480 Bowers Drive, commented that she has been a resident on Bowers Drive for
nearly 57 years and has seen many changes. She stated that adding 12 homes to Bowers Drive has
added a significant amount of traffic and many young children. She stated that she was concerned
that level of traffic and pedestrian traffic would increase significantly if Bowers Drive were
connected to Riverstone South which would create a safety issue. She was thankful that the
Council is not accommodating that connection. She thanked the Council for its continued support.

7.07: Consider Preliminary Approvals Related to Riverstone South; Case of Capstone
Homes/Riverstone Development

1. Adopt Resolution #21-015 Approving Comprehensive Plan Amendment from Low
Density Residential to Medium Density Residential for Detached Townhome Section

2. Introduce Ordinance #21-03 Approving Zoning Amendment from R-1 Residential
(MUSA - 80) District to R-1 Residential (MUSA - 65) District, R-1 Residential
(MUSA - 50) District and R-2 Residential (Detached Townhome) District

Deputy City Administrator Gladhill reviewed the staff report and recommendation of the Planning
Commission to approve the Comprehensive Plan Amendment and Zoning Amendment. For future
reference, the Planning Commission recommends approval of the Preliminary Plat at a future date
following completion of the required EAW and with the contingencies noted in the case.

Councilmember Specht commented that this is a good plan and an area that can accommodate
smaller lots, especially in the area near the solar farm. He believed that this is a good compromise
for the adjacent residents of Bowers Drive and supports the changes.

Councilmember Howell stated that she is concerned with the smaller lot sizes. She commented
that she recognizes that this is a compromise and likes the acreage that would be set aside but is
concerned with the City’s ability to maintain that and therefore is hesitant to support this.
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City Administrator Ulrich clarified that the second action would be to introduce the ordinance
rather than adopt it tonight.

Motion by Councilmember Specht, seconded by Councilmember Riley, to Introduce Ordinance
#21-03 Amending Section 117-90 “Map” of Chapter 117 of the City Code of Ramsey, Minnesota,
and Adopt Resolution #21-015 Granting Comprehensive Plan Amendment Approval, Preliminary
Plat Approval and Determining that an Environmental Impact Statement is not Necessary for
Riverstone Addition.

Further discussion: Councilmember Musgrove asked if the right action would be to introduce both
items. Deputy City Administrator Gladhill confirmed that the recommended action in the case and
as proposed is correct, to introduce the ordinance and adopt the resolution.

Motion carried. Voting Yes: Mayor Kuzma, Councilmembers Specht, Riley, Musgrove, and
Woestehoff. Voting No: Councilmember Howell.

7.08: Approve Revised Cost Share Framework for Riverdale Drive Extension
Improvement Project Related to Riverstone South; Case of Capstone Homes and
Pearson Properties of Ramsey

Deputy City Administrator Gladhill reviewed the staff report and recommendation of the Public
Works Committee to approve the revised Cost Share Framework without the need for financial
underwriting. The Public Works Committee feels that a contribution to a collector roadway has a
broader public benefit and that the revised cost share framework is close to the original framework
originally approved (non-binding) by the City Council and that additional underwriting is
unnecessary.

Councilmember Riley commented that Public Works Committee had a robust discussion on this
item. He noted that the previous concept split the cost into thirds between the three parties. He
stated that the only change is related to the County parcel, but the cost still remains close to the
one third split with the potential grant funds that could be used for that purpose. He stated that all
parties continue to support the framework split as proposed.

Councilmember Musgrove asked if the City must purchase the property rather than having a right-
of-way.

Deputy City Administrator Gladhill replied that the property was purchased through the RALF
program with the County as the lead party for the purpose of a potential river crossing. He stated
that the reaction of the County is if improvements are made to that property that aren’t related to
the river crossing those RALF dollars would need to be paid back. He stated that staff will
continue to push on that and continue discussions.

Councilmember Musgrove asked how the solar garden interplays with that. She commented that
she has a hard time with the County land being a hurdle. She recognized that if the parcel is
required to be purchased, the City could have additional revenue potential from development in
the future.
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Deputy City Administrator Gladhill replied that the solar farm is a lease, similar to City leases that
exist within properties the City purchased with RALF funds. He stated that right-of-way would
be acquisition, which is different than a lease. He stated that the County does not have funds to
contribute through its capital improvement plan and therefore their solution was that the City
purchase the land to provide that connection for the roadway.

City Administrator Ulrich noted that the draft resolution was not included in the case and the
motion would actually be to approve the revised Cost Share Framework as outlined in alternative
6A.

Councilmember Specht asked if more details for the road layout would be identified in the future.

Deputy City Administrator Gladhill confirmed that this is a conceptual higher level planning layout
and details would be determined as this continues to progress.

Motion by Councilmember Specht, seconded by Councilmember Woestehoff, to Approve the
Revised Cost Share Framework for the Riverdale Drive Extension Related to Riverstone South as

described in alternative 6A.

Motion carried. Voting Yes: Mayor Kuzma, Councilmembers Specht, Woestehoff, Musgrove,
and Riley. Voting No: Councilmember Howell.

8. MAYOR, COUNCIL AND STAFF INPUT
City Administrator Ulrich announced upcoming meetings and events.

Councilmember Specht encouraged people to try the Police Citizens Academy, noting that it is an
amazing opportunity.

9. ADJOURNMENT

Motion by Councilmember Musgrove, seconded by Councilmember Howell, to adjourn the
meeting.

Motion carried.
The regular meeting of the City Council adjourned at 9:02 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

v/ @ON

Kurtis G Ulrich

City Administrator
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ATTEST:

A

Katig M. Schmidt
Deputy City Clerk

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.qectv.org>. Recordings are available for 36 months after the date of the meeting.

City Council / January 26, 2021
Page 13 of 13



CC Regular Session 7.3.
Meeting Date:  10/26/2021

By: Bruce Westby, Engineering/Public
Works

Information
Title:

Adopt Resolution #21-304 Authorizing Assessment Agreement Preparation and Ordering Plans and Specifications
for Improvement Project #20-05, Riverdale Drive Extension, Llama Street to Bowers Drive

Purpose/Background:

Purpose:

The purpose of this case is to adopt Resolution #21-304 authorizing Assessment Agreement preparation and
ordering Plans and Specifications for Improvement Project #20-05, Riverdale Drive Extension, Llama Street to
Bowers Drive.

Background:

In September of 2014, the Cities of Ramsey and Anoka, in partnership with the Minnesota Department of
Transportation (MnDOT), the Anoka County Highway Department, and the Metropolitan Council, completed the
Highway 10 Access Planning Study. This Study included an Implementation Plan that identified 21 proposed
improvement projects along the Highway 10 corridor through Anoka and Ramsey. Each of the identified projects
were prioritized in the implementation plan as immediate, short-term, mid-term, or opportunity/ development/safety
driven projects.

On October 28, 2014, the Ramsey City Council adopted the Highway 10 Access Planning Study, thereby
supporting the mutual goals and objectives of the various agencies to improving the operations and safety of
Highway 10 in balance with local community values.

Included in the Highway 10 Access Planning Study implementation plan is project #1-1-5, which calls for
Riverdale Drive to be extended between Llama Street and Bowers Drive, south of U.S. Highway 10/169, supporting
future development in the immediate area. A copy of the Highway 10 Access Planning Study implementation plan
is included in the application attached to this case. The application also includes a figure showing the general scope
of the proposed improvements, though it is important to note that the alignment of portions of Riverdale Drive
and/or Bowers Drive may be revised during final design.

City Council authorized Staff to apply for up to $710,000 in state fiscal year 2023 grant funds through MnDOT’s
Local Partnership Program (LPP) per attached Resolution #21-149. The purpose of this grant program is to provide
funds to assist local agencies in addressing problems on the Trunk Highway system that are of concern to local
agencies but are typically not large-scale or critical enough that they are directly selected as projects in the regular
MnDOT Road Program. Selected projects must:

e Provide a clear benefit to the Trunk Highway system as well as to the local community
¢ Be developed and administered by the local agency
¢ Have preliminary design, final design, right-of-way and utility relocation costs (as appropriate) paid for by
the Local Agency
e Be designed to MnDOT Trunk Highway standards
On September 3rd MnDOT notified City Staff that the City was awarded $612,000 in LPP grant funding, which is
$98,000 less than the full amount requested.

The City has since accepted these funds via Resolution #21-267. Projects that are awarded funding must be let by
June 30, 2023.



Since LPP funds are only issued to the City at the time the project is substantially complete, the City must carry all
project costs to be paid through LPP funds until the project is considered substantially complete and payment can be
processed.

Because LPP grant funds are being utilized as source of funding these improvements, MnDOT will require a
significantly more complex plan review process that will extend the anticipated plan approval schedule to the
summer of 2022. This means these improvements may not be substantially complete until the fall of 2022.
However, this is a worse case scenario and Staff will work with MnDOT to streamline this schedule as much as
possible.

Notification:
Notifications are not required for this case.

Time Frame/Observations/Alternatives:

Observations:

The extension of Riverdale Drive between Llama Street and Bowers Drive is needed to support future development
in this area. Capstone Homes currently proposes to begin construction in 2022 on the first phase of Riverstone
South, a 244-unit residential development east of Bowers Drive and south of U.S. Highway 10/169.

Commercial development is also proposed in the area between U.S. Highway 10/169 and the proposed extension of
Riverdale Drive. These developers have preliminarily agreed to share in the costs to extend Riverdale Drive due to
the benefit they will receive from the improvements.

A cost share framework between the City and these two developers is being considered for approval earlier this
evening by the City Council. If Council approves of the cost share framework, an Assessment Agreement must be
prepared to capture the costs from one or both developers. Staff proposes to prepare the Assessment Agreement
with the assistance of the new City Attorney, and to bring the Assessment Agreement back for future Council
approval, before bids are accepted and a contract for construction is awarded.

Upon Council adoption of Resolution #21-267, Staff will submit a copy of the executed resolution to MnDOT
formally acknowledging the City’s acceptance of the awarded grant funds.

Alternatives:

Alternative #1:

Motion to adopt Resolution #21-304 authorizing Assessment Agreement preparation and ordering Plans and
Specifications for Improvement Project #20-05, Riverdale Drive Extension, Llama Street to Bowers Drive.

Alternative #2:
Motion of other.

Funding Source:

Bolton and Menk, Inc. prepared and submitted the attached proposal for preparing plans and specifications for
Improvement Project #20-05, Riverdale Drive Extension, Llama Street to Bowers Drive, at a not-to-exceed fee of
$89,024, which is included in the indirect project costs and will be shared among the project funding partners per
the approved cost share framework.

Recommendation:

On October 19, 2021, the Public Works Committee discussed this and unanimously recommended City Council
approval of the cost share framework and preparing an Assessment Agreement to capture the developer’s cost shares.

Staff recommends alternative #1.



Outcome/Action:

Adopt Resolution #21-304 authorizing Assessment Agreement preparation and ordering Plans and Specifications
for Improvement Project #20-05, Riverdale Drive Extension, Llama Street to Bowers Drive.

Attachments
ACTION: Resolution #21-304
BMI Proposal IP2005
Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 10/21/2021 03:55 PM
Form Started By: Bruce Westby Started On: 10/16/2021 02:45 PM

Final Approval Date: 10/21/2021



Councilmember introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption:

RESOLUTION #21-304

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING ASSESSMENT AGREEMENT PREPARATION AND
ORDERING PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR IMPROVEMENT PROJECT #20-05,
RIVERDALE DRIVE EXTENSION, LLAMA STREET TO BOWERS DRIVE

WHEREAS, existing Riverdale Drive between Sunfish Lake Boulevard and Armstrong
Boulevard functions as the south frontage road to U.S. Highway 10/169; and

WHEREAS, the City of Ramsey proposes to extend Riverdale Drive between Llama
Street and Bowers Drive to extend the south frontage road system south of U.S. Highway 10/169
to Bowers Drive; and

WHEREAS, this improvement project is consistent with the goals and objectives of the
Highway 10 Access Planning Study completed in 2014 in partnership between the Minnesota
Department of Transportation (MnDOT) and the Anoka County Highway Department, and
broadly supported by partnering agencies including the City of Anoka, City of Ramsey, Anoka
County, MnDOT, and the Metropolitan Council; and

WHEREAS, the City represents that the proposed extension of Riverdale Drive between
Llama Street and Bowers Drive meets the requirements of the Local Partnership Program (LPP)

thereby allowing the project to receive LPP grant funding up to the maximum award amount of
$710,000; and

WHEREAS, the City has the capability to adequately fund its local cost share for this
improvement project; and

WHEREAS, additional funding for this work is proposed to be paid by developers of
abutting private properties through a mutually agreeable Assessment Agreement; and

WHEREAS, the City agrees to comply with all applicable laws and regulations as stated
in the grant agreement; and

WHEREAS, the City has the necessary capabilities to adequately develop, implement,
manage, and maintain this public improvement project; and

WHEREAS, on September 3, 2021, MnDOT notified the City it was awarded $612,000
in funding through MnDOT’s fiscal year 2023 Metro Local Partnership Program for use in
funding a portion of the costs to extend Riverdale Drive between Llama Street and Bowers
Drive, designated as Improvement Project #20-05; and

WHEREAS, the City received a professional services proposal from Bolton & Menk,



Inc. to prepare final plans and specifications and administer bids for said improvements.

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 Bolton & Menk, Inc. for said professional services for and on behalf of
the City of Ramsey.

2. The City Engineer is hereby authorized and directed to prepare an Assessment
Agreement to be presented to the City Council for approval before the City Council
is requested to accept bids and enter into a construction contract to extend Riverdale

Drive between Llama Street and Bowers Drive under Improvement Project #20-05
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 26th day of October, 2021.

Mayor

ATTEST:

City Clerk

Resolution #21-304
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Bo LTO N 7533 Sunwood Drive NW
Suite 206
& M E N K Ramsey, MN 553(L)]1I3-851 19

Ph: (763) 433-2851
Fax: (763) 427-0833
Bolton-Menk.com

Real People. Real Solutions.

October 21, 2021

Mr. Bruce Westby, P.E.
City Engineer

City of Ramsey

7550 Sunwood Drive NW
Ramsey, Minnesota 55303

RE: Proposal for Engineering Services - Riverdale Drive Improvement Project

Dear Mr. Westby:

We appreciate the opportunity to present this scope of services for the Riverdale Drive Improvement
project. Our scope and fees were prepared based on our understanding of the project and our previous
experience in delivering Municipal Agreement and State Aid projects.

SCOPE

The City is anticipating construction of the improvements in two phases, with the public utility portion of
the project being completed prior to the roadway related improvements. This is due to the length of time
required to obtain MnDOT approvals associated with Local Partnership Program (LPP) funding. The
proposed improvements will be generally as described below:

e Riverdale Drive construction from Llama Street to Bowers Drive,

e Trails, sidewalks, landscaping and lighting improvements (to be determined),

® (Closure of the median crossing and extension of the eastbound right turn lane at Bowers Drive
could be completed to strengthen the funding application.

A figure is attached depicting the roadway improvements.

Project scope assumptions used in creating this fee proposal include the following:

e Local Partnership Program Funding: The following documents will be prepared and submitted
in accordance with funding program requirements: Quality Management Process, Transportation
Management Plan, electronic as-builts, Historical/Archeological Review Request, and Project
Schedule (following MnDOT template).

e A topographic survey: Survey will be completed during the Trunk Utility Phase of the project
and will be used for roadway design.

¢ Geotechnical: Borings will be completed during the Trunk Utility Phase of the project and will
be used for roadway design.

e Preliminary Design: Considerations will include the following:

o Roadway alignment,
o Improvements along TH 10, and
o Extent of trail, sidewalk, landscaping, and lighting improvements.

Bolton & Menk is an equal opportunity employer.
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¢ The Right-of-Way: We will continue to assist the City as needed.

e State Aid formatted plans and specifications, including plan review checklist, drainage
calculations, and pavement designs are required. The signature block will follow the Municipal
Agreement format.

¢ The anticipated roadway plan set will include the following 63 sheets:

Title (1 sheet),

Legend (1 sheet),

Estimated Quantities/Standard Plates (1 sheet),

Tabulations (2 sheets),

Alignment Plan and Tabulation (2 sheets),

Typical Sections (1 sheet),

Construction Details and Phasing (5 sheets),

MnDOT Standard Plan Sheets (16 sheets),

Intersection and Pedestrian Ramp Details (2 sheets),

Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (3 sheets),

Erosion and Sediment Control (2 sheets),

Existing Conditions & Removals (2 sheets),

Riverdale Drive Plan and Profile — Watermain and Sanitary Sewer (3 sheets),
Riverdale Drive Plan and Profile — Street and Storm Sewer (3 sheets),
Collins Drive Plan and Profile —Street and Storm Sewer (1 sheet)
Bowers Drive Plan and Profile — Street and Storm Sewer (1 sheet),
TH10 Median and Turn Lane Removals (3 sheets),

Traffic Control Plan (1 sheet),

Storm Sewer Pond Grading (1 sheet),

Signage & Striping (2 sheets), and

Cross-Sections (10 sheets).

0O 0O 0 0o 0o O o o o o o o o0 o o o0 o o o

As noted above, the roadway plans will include the utility plan sheets for reference.

The above sheet listing assumes work on TH 10 will be performed with shoulder closures per the Field
Manual for Temporary Traffic Control Zone Layouts, and no project specific traffic control layouts will
be created.

Construction related services such as staking, administration and observation are not included in this
proposal. A separate proposal can be submitted once the extent and timing of the improvements is
finalized.

SCHEDULE

We anticipate preparing both trunk utility plans and roadway plans simultaneously. We anticipate the City
utility plans to be bid allowing for construction in the spring of 2022. Roadway construction most likely
won’t occur until late summer of 2022 after MnDOT approvals have been received on the plans.

PERMITTING AND APPROVALS

The work associated with the roadway improvements will require the following permits:

Bolton & Menk is an equal opportunity employer.
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e State Aid/Municipal Agreement Approvals,
e Lower Rum River Watershed Management Organization (Stormwater and Erosion Control), and
e MPCA (NPDES - Construction Stormwater General Permit).

FEES

We have attached a fee spreadsheet depicting hours, rates, and total compensation on a per task basis.

If there are any questions related to the scope and/or fee portion of this submittal, please call me at (651)
968-7760.

Sincerely,

Bolton & Menk, Inc.

Xauwﬂ VX0l —
Kevin P. Kielb, P.E.
Project Manager

ATTACHMENTS:
- Improvements Exhibit

- Detailed Fee Spreadsheet

Bolton & Menk is an equal opportunity employer.
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CC Regular Session 7. 4.
Meeting Date:  10/26/2021

By: Bruce Westby, Engineering/Public
Works

Information
Title:

Adopt Resolution #21-305 Ordering Plans and Specifications for Improvement Project #22-05, Riverdale Drive
Trunk Utility Improvements, Llama Street to Bowers Drive

Purpose/Background:

Purpose:
The purpose of this case is to adopt Resolution #21-305 ordering Plans and Specifications for Improvement Project
#22-05, Riverdale Drive Trunk Utility Improvements, Llama Street to Bowers Drive.

Background:

The case is need to prevent the long plan review schedule required for Improvement Project #20-05, Riverdale
Drive Extension, Llama Street to Bowers Drive, as outlined in the previous case, from unnecessarily delaying
construction of the proposed Riverstone South residential development.

Since LPP funds are being utilized as source of funding for Improvement Project #20-05, MnDOT requires a
significantly more complex plan review process that will extend the anticipated plan approval schedule for that
project to the summer of 2022, meaning construction of those improvements may not occur until late summer or
fall of 2022.

To better facilitate the proposed construction schedule for Riverstone South, the trunk utilities work (Improvement
Project #22-05) is being pulled out of Improvement Project #20-05, which will prevent the trunk utility plans from
needing to run through the same MnDOT LPP plan review process, thereby allowing this work to be bid this winter
and constructed next spring/early summer.

This work is expected to take up to 8 weeks to construct, including the lift station within the Riverstone South plat.
Staff will work to properly coordinate this trunk utility work with the developers private utilities work.

Notification:
Notifications are not required for this case.

Time Frame/Observations/Alternatives:

Observations:

The extension of Riverdale Drive between Llama Street and Bowers Drive is needed to support future development
in this area. Capstone Homes currently proposes to begin construction in 2022 on the first phase of Riverstone
South, a 244-unit residential development east of Bowers Drive and south of U.S. Highway 10/169.

Commercial development is also proposed in the area between U.S. Highway 10/169 and the proposed extension of
Riverdale Drive. These developers will pay into the trunk utility fund at the time they develop, helping to replenish
the enterprise funds.

Alternatives:

Alternative #1:

Motion to adopt Resolution #21-305 ordering Plans and Specifications for Improvement Project #22-05, Riverdale
Drive Trunk Utility Improvements, Llama Street to Bowers Drive.



Alternative #2:
Motion of other.

Funding Source:

Bolton and Menk, Inc. prepared and submitted the attached proposal for preparing plans and specifications for
Improvement Project #22-05, Riverdale Drive Trunk Utility Improvements, Llama Street to Bowers Drive, at a
not-to-exceed fee of $171,205, which is included in the indirect project costs and will be paid for using utility
enterprise funds, which will be paid back through the collection of trunk utility fees at the time of development. An
alternate fee is included in BMI’s proposal to prepare plans and specifications for constructing a watermain loop
between the south and north sides of Highway 10 in the area of Puma Street at an estimated cost of $16,865. This
loop is included in the City’s Comprehensive Water Supply Plan, though it could be constructed at a different time.

Recommendation:
Staff recommends alternative #1.

Outcome/Action:

Adopt Resolution #21-305 ordering Plans and Specifications for Improvement Project #22-05, Riverdale Drive
Trunk Utility Improvements, Llama Street to Bowers Drive.

Attachments
ACTION: Resolution 21-305
BMI Proposal IP2205
Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 10/21/2021 04:22 PM
Form Started By: Bruce Westby Started On: 10/16/2021 02:46 PM

Final Approval Date: 10/21/2021



Councilmember introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption:

RESOLUTION #21-305

RESOLUTION ORDERING PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR IMPROVEMENT
PROJECT #22-05, RIVERDALE DRIVE TRUNK UTILITY IMPROVEMENTS, LLAMA
STREET TO BOWERS DRIVE

WHEREAS, existing Riverdale Drive between Sunfish Lake Boulevard and Armstrong
Boulevard functions as the south frontage road to U.S. Highway 10/169; and

WHEREAS, the City of Ramsey proposes to extend Riverdale Drive between Llama
Street and Bowers Drive to extend the south frontage road system south of U.S. Highway 10/169
to Bowers Drive; and

WHEREAS, this improvement project is consistent with the goals and objectives of the
Highway 10 Access Planning Study completed in 2014 in partnership between the Minnesota
Department of Transportation (MnDOT) and the Anoka County Highway Department, and
broadly supported by partnering agencies including the City of Anoka, City of Ramsey, Anoka
County, MnDOT, and the Metropolitan Council; and

WHEREAS, trunk utilities are proposed to be extended prior to the extension of
Riverdale Drive to serve this area of the City with municipal utilities since the land is zoned as
MUSA; and

WHEREAS, the City has the capability to adequately fund these trunk utility
improvements using utility enterprise funds; and

WHEREAS, the City received a professional services proposal from Bolton & Menk,
Inc. to prepare final plans and specifications and administer bids for said improvements.

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 Bolton & Menk, Inc. for said professional services 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 26th day of October, 2021.

Mayor

ATTEST:

City Clerk

Resolution #21-305
Page 2 of 2
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Bolton-Menk.com

October 21, 2021

Mr. Bruce Westby, P.E.
City Engineer

City of Ramsey

7550 Sunwood Drive NW
Ramsey, Minnesota 55303

RE: Proposal for Engineering Services — Riverstone South Lift Station & Riverdale Drive Trunk
Utilities Project

Dear Mr. Westby:

Bolton & Menk, Inc. appreciates the opportunity to submit this proposal for professional engineering
services related to the above referenced project. The project includes construction of a lift station, valve
vault, and forcemain within the Riverstone South Development. Additionally, sanitary sewer, watermain,
and storm sewer are proposed along the future Riverdale Drive alignment.

SCOPE

A summary of the primary project components is presented below:

Lift Station Site — The site is located within the southeast portion of the Riverstone South
development area.

Lift Station - A wet well structure will be installed to capture sanitary sewer flow from the
Riverstone South development, along with areas to the east of the lift station site. The future
sanitary sewer line to the east is estimated at approximately 30 feet deep. The bottom of the lift
station will be approximately 4 to 6 feet lower, or 34 to 36 feet deep.

Valve Vault — The structure will be placed near the lift station.

Forcemain — The proposed forcemain will be installed through the Riverstone South
development, ultimately connecting to a trunk gravity sewer main proposed in Riverdale Drive.
The estimated length of forcemain is 2,360 feet. Final sizing of the forcemain will be completed
as a portion of the project design. We will work with the developer to determine the location and
elevation of the forcemain through the development.

Site Improvements — Improvements at the site will include a paved access drive and
maintenance pad. We will work with the developer to prepare a site grading plan.

Trunk Watermain — The proposed watermain improvements are derived from the 2040
Comprehensive Plan and include extending a 12” watermain along the Future Riverdale Drive
from Llama Street to Bowers Drive.

Trunk Sanitary Sewer — The proposed trunk sanitary sewer improvements will include a
connection to the existing 18” sanitary sewer main at Llama Street. The sanitary sewer main will

Bolton & Menk is an equal opportunity employer.
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extend along the future Riverdale Drive alignment to the extent possible, with adequate depth
being the limiting factor. The remainder of Riverdale Drive sanitary sewer main will be installed
to Bowers Drive and will connect to the sewer main in the Riverstone South Addition.

Storm Water Improvements — The below-ground storm water improvements will be installed to
complete the utility portion of the improvements. The design will meet State-Aid drainage
calculation requirements. The design will be based upon storm water ponding sites currently
being coordinated with developers of the adjacent sites. The storm water ponds will be
constructed as a portion of the Riverdale Drive roadway improvements.

A summary of the design alternate is presented below:

¢ Trunk Watermain Loop— The proposed watermain loop improvements are also derived from
the 2040 Comprehensive Plan, connecting the Riverdale Drive trunk watermain to the Bunker
Lake Boulevard trunk watermain. The work consists of directionally drilling and jacking
underneath TH 10 and the Burlington Northern (BN) Railway.

A figure is attached that generally depicts the lift station and trunk utility improvement locations.
WORK PLAN & ASSUMPTIONS

Our Work Plan includes all services required to deliver the project and is based on the best information
available and accounts for minor scope revisions as the project moves forward. Our services are
anticipated to include:

Task 1: Project Management, Meetings and Procedural

Agency Coordination Meetings (2 Meetings)

Meetings are anticipated as described below:
City of Ramsey (Two Meetings)

Two meetings are anticipated with City of Ramsey staff. These meetings will discuss findings,
issues, needs, and schedule to keep the project progressing.

Lower Rum River Watershed Management Organization (Telephone and Email
Communications)

We will communicate with representatives of the Lower Rum River Watershed Management
Organization to discuss the project scope and determine permitting requirements.

Developer / Developer’s Engineer

We will coordinate as needed to allow for seamless integration of the lift station and forcemain
with proposed improvements by the developer. We will keep the City appraised of all
communications with the developer.

Task 2: Data Collection, Analysis and Review

Topographical Survey

The topographic survey includes the proposed corridor from Llama Street to Bowers Drive. We have also
assumed that a survey of a potential ponding area will be required, along with survey of the TH 10
median(s), right turn lane(s) in anticipation of the of the Riverdale Drive Roadway Improvements. We
have assumed both existing ground data, along with proposed grading information will be provided to us

Bolton & Menk is an equal opportunity employer.
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by the developer within the proposed development. We will review the information and use it to add to
our base drawing for the project.

¢ Trunk watermain loop area from Riverdale Drive to Bunker Lake Boulevard is included as an
alternate.

We will work with the City to complete the Right-of-Way acquisitions as needed.

Geotechnical Exploration

We will work with American Engineering Testing (AET) to complete borings along Riverdale drive and
one deep boring in the area of the proposed lift station. The deep soil bring will be used to determine soil
types, groundwater elevation and structural capacity of the soils. As a portion of their services, AET will:

® Provide utility clearance,

® Drill one deep boring (exact depth to be determined),
¢  Drill 4-6 medium depth borings along Riverdale Drive
e Provide laboratory testing services, and

® Provide a geotechnical report.

Trunk watermain loop borings from Riverdale Drive to Bunker Lake Boulevard are included as an
alternate.
Task 3: Preliminary Design Alternatives

We will prepare a design layout for review and consideration. Benefits and impacts of the layout
developed will be presented for review and consideration. The layout will include access drive, lift
station, valve vault, maintenance pad, generator pad, and construction limits.

Pump and Forcemain Sizing

We will complete a pump design and forcemain sizing during the preliminary design phase of the project.
Once the pump and forcemain design has been completed, we will proceed to design the lift station wet
well and valve vault for the site.

Utility Coordination

We will contact private utility companies whose facilities may be impacted by construction. This will
include sending preliminary layout drawings and final construction plans to the utility companies. We
will also contact power suppliers to determine requirements for providing service to the site. Coordination
with developers and the City related to the storm water pond will also be required.

Preliminary Cost Estimates
The preliminary cost estimates will be completed to verify the construction estimates for the work.
Task 4: Construction Documents, Permitting and Approvals

Construction Plans and Specifications

Bolton & Menk will provide the City of Ramsey with final review construction plans and specifications.
Bolton & Menk will incorporate all City of Ramsey comments prior to completing final plans and
specifications for bidding.

Bolton & Menk is an equal opportunity employer.
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Lift Station and Trunk Utility Plans

Our team will develop plans based upon the preliminary design. Plans will include approximately
31 sheets:

Title (1 sheet),

Legend (1 sheet),

Estimated Quantities/Standard Plates (1 sheet),

Tabulations (1 sheet),

Typical Sections (1 sheet),

Construction Details (2 sheets),

Lift Station Details (1 sheet),

Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (3 sheets),

Erosion and Sediment Control (3 sheets),

Existing Conditions & Removals (3 sheets),

Lift Station Plan & Profile (1 sheet),

Lift Station Grading Plan (1 sheet),

Lift Station Electrical and Controls (2 sheets),

Forcemain Plan and Profile (1 sheet),

Riverdale Drive Plan and Profile — Watermain and Sanitary Sewer (3 sheets),
Riverdale Drive Plan and Profile — Storm Sewer (3 sheets),

Collins Drive Plan and Profile — Watermain and Sanitary Sewer (1 sheet),
Collins Drive Plan and Profile —Storm Sewer (1 sheet), and

Storm Sewer Leads (1 sheet).

O o0 0 oo 0o O o0 o o o o o o0 o o o0 o

Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP)

Our team will design a stormwater management plan that adequately manages the runoff from
and through the project area.

Plans will be prepared and included in the plan set, as well as submitted to the permitting
agencies upon completion of this effort.

Final Cost Estimate

An updated engineer’s cost estimate will be prepared upon completion of final design.

Task 5: Bidding Phase Services

The improvements are proposed to be bid via the public bidding process. We will advertise in the
appropriate publications and facilitate the bid opening in coordination with the City.

PERMITTING AND APPROVALS

The work associated with the trunk utility improvements will require the following permits:
e Lower Rum River Watershed Management Organization (Stormwater and Erosion Control)
e MPCA (NPDES — Construction Stormwater General Permit)
e MPCA (Sanitary Sewer Extension Permit)
e MDH (Watermain Installation Permit)
e  MnDOT utility permit (Design Alternate Watermain Loop)

Bolton & Menk is an equal opportunity employer.
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¢ BN Railroad permit (Design Alternate Watermain Loop)

SCHEDULE AND COMPENSATION
Project Schedule

We will begin our work immediately after authorization. We will work with the City of Ramsey to
advance the schedule to allow for bidding in the winter of 2021/2022. Construction is anticipated to begin
in early summer of 2022. Some items such as controls, pumps, and generator have longer lead times,
meaning final completion may not occur until the end of 2022.

Compensation

We have prepared an estimate of time and included not-to-exceed fees associated with completing the
tasks described in this letter. The estimate is attached to this letter for review and concurrence.

Design Alternate

Fees associated with the design alternate trunk watermain loop are broken out within the attached
spreadsheet. Additional work associated with the design alternate include additional topographic survey,
geotechnical exploration, construction documents permitting, and approvals.

If there are any questions related to this proposal, please call me at (651) 968-7760.

Sincerely,

Bolton & Menk, Inc.

X%«wﬂ / /\Ddéé/
Kevin P. Kielb, P.E.
Project Manager

ATTACHMENTS

Fee Spreadsheet
Utility Improvements Graphic

Bolton & Menk is an equal opportunity employer.



Fee Proposal

CLIENT: City of Ramsey

. . . i BOLTON & MENK, INC.
PROJECT: Riverstone South Lift Station & Trunk Utilities

E E’ﬂ ] E E §~ i Total
WORK TASK DESCRIPTION S & ICRRE0 20 g = Cost
& g 2 g g é g Hours
Topographic Survey, Final Design and Bidding
1.0 Topographical Surveying 2 6 0 84 2 94 $14,880
2.0 Preliminary Design 8 16 40 0 2 66 $9,340
3.0 Roadway Design 4 65 120 0 0 189 $26,045
4.0 Utility Design (Lift Station & Forcemain) 4 80 60 0 4 148 $20,660
5.0 Utility Design (Sanitary Sewer and Watermain) 4 24 80 0 0 108 $14,820
6.0 Storm Water Management and Storm Sewer Design 8 44 120 0 8 180 $24,500
7.0 Tables, Details, Estimate and Submittal Materials 6 32 80 0 4 122 $16,730
8.0 Specifications 2 24 0 0 4 30 $4,230
9.0 Reviews and Approvals 4 16 32 0 2 54 $7,504
10.0 Permitting 4 32 40 0 4 80 $11,060
11.0 Bidding Services 4 12 8 0 4 28 $3,936
Subtotal Bolton & Menk 50 351 580 84 34 1099 $153,705
SUBCONSULTANT - American Engineering Testing $8,500
SUBCONSULTANT - Electrical & Controls $9,000
TOTAL for Design through Bidding $171,205
Design Alternate - Trunk Watermain Loop
1.0 Topographical Surveying 0 2 0 20 0 22 $3,490
2.0 Preliminary Design 1 4 8 0 0 13 $1,831
3.0 Utility Design (Trunk Watermain Loop) 2 4 24 0 2 32 $4,318
4.0 Tables, Details, Estimate and Submittal Materials 1 2 4 0 0 7 $1,013
5.0 Specifications 0 2 0 0 0 2 $290
6.0 Reviews and Approvals 1 2 4 0 2 9 $1,193
7.0 Permitting 2 8 10 0 4 24 $3,230
8.0 Bidding Services 0 0 0 0 0 0 S0
Subtotal Bolton & Menk 7 24 50 20 8 109 $15,365
SUBCONSULTANT - American Engineering Testing $1,500
TOTAL for Design through Bidding $16,865
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CC Regular Session 7.5.
Meeting Date:  10/26/2021

By: Bruce Westby, Engineering/Public
Works

Information
Title:

Adopt Resolution #21-302 Authorizing Feasibility Study for Flashing Yellow Arrow Improvements to Signal
System at Sunwood Drive and Ramsey Boulevard/CSAH 56 Intersection

Purpose/Background:

Purpose:
The purpose of this case is to adopt Resolution #21-302 authorizing a Feasibility Study for Flashing Yellow Arrow
Improvements to the signal system at the intersection of Sunwood Drive and Ramsey Boulevard/CSAH 56.

Background:

In December 2009, after extensive testing, the Federal Highway Administration authorized use of flashing yellow
arrows nationwide. A study conducted by the National Cooperative Highway Research Program determined that
drivers had fewer crashes with flashing yellow left-turn arrows than with traditional yield-on-green signal
configurations.

Flashing yellow arrow traffic signals feature a flashing yellow arrow in addition to the standard red, yellow and
green arrows. When illuminated, the flashing yellow arrow allows waiting motorists to make a left-hand turn after
yielding to all oncoming traffic and to any pedestrians in the crosswalk. Oncoming traffic has a green light. Drivers
must wait for a safe gap in oncoming traffic before turning. When not illuminated, signals with flashing yellow
arrows work the same as traditional signals.

Flashing yellow arrows offer more opportunities to make a left turn than with the traditional three-arrow, red,
yellow and green indications. They also provide traffic engineers with more options to handle variable traffic
volumes. A flashing yellow arrow signal has the same meaning it always has: left turns may proceed with caution
after yielding to oncoming traffic. In the past, flashing yellow arrows in Minnesota were only used when the entire
traffic signal was in flash-mode. Use of the flashing yellow arrow has been shown to have several benefits
including minimizing delays and enhancing safety by reducing driver errors.

The majority of newly installed traffic signals are constructed to allow flashing yellow arrow operations, though
sometimes the flashing yellow arrow heads are not immediately installed. The flashing yellow arrow may be used
at any intersection at any time but the most typical use will be at intersections and times-of-day that have lower
volumes, lower speeds and other favorable conditions. Retrofitting existing signals to include flashing yellow
arrows can be costly and are typically only done on a limited basis, when necessary.

Attached is two-page brochure produced by the Minnesota Department of Transportation with additional
information on flashing yellow arrows.

2022 Proposed Anoka County Flashing Yellow Arrow (FYA) Upgrades

Anoka County typically budgets up to $200,000 each year to add flashing yellow arrow operations to their 200+
existing signal systems across the County, most of which were not constructed to accommodate FY A operations
since they were constructed before FY A operations existed.

In 2022, Anoka County proposes to construct FY A improvements to their signal systems at 14 intersections in the
City of Coon Rapids as follows;



* CSAH 52/109th

* CSAH 52/Quail Creek
* CSAH 78/113th

* CSAH 18/131st

* CSAH 18/133rd

* CSAH 116/Rose St.

* CSAH 116/Heather St.
* CSAH 116/CR 18

* CSAH 116/Jay St.

* CSAH 51/91st

* CSAH 51/101st

* CSAH 51/Egret Blvd.
* CSAH 51/105th

* CSAH 51/109th

Anoka County is employing SEH, Inc. to prepare feasibility studies to evaluate the use of FY A operations at each
of these intersections, including estimating costs to modify each signal system to include FY A operations, and to
prepare plans and specifications for constructing the required FY A improvements. Anoka County expects to receive
final studies for each intersection in early 2022 to allow construction to occur in the summer/fall of 2022.

Anoka County is not proposing to complete FY A improvements to any signal systems in the City of Ramsey in
2022.

FYA Improvements at Sunwood Drive & Ramsey Boulevard/CSAH 56

During the regular City Council meeting on September 22, 2020, the City Council received a request from a
resident to install FYA’s at the intersection of Sunwood Drive & Ramsey Boulevard/CSAH 56. The resident stated
that he frequently waits at this signal system to turn left when no vehicles are approaching from the other direction.

In 2017, the City of Ramsey worked with Anoka County to install FYA improvements at the intersection of
Armstrong Boulevard/CSAH 83 and Sunwood Drive/147th Avenue. To start this process, Anoka County instructed
the City to hire SEH, Inc. to complete a feasibility study for modifying the signal system to include FYA
operations, including estimating costs to modify the signal system to include FY A operations and to prepare plans
and specifications for constructing the FY A improvements. The cost for this study was $1,700. The current
estimated cost to complete a feasibility study for one intersection is around $1,800 if counts are available, and
$3,500 if SEH, Inc. must collect traffic counts. Staff can provide traffic counts so the $1,800 estimate is valid.

If Council directs Staff to pursue this, Staff will direct SEH to submit a proposal to study the feasibility of
modifying the signal system at the intersection of Sunwood Drive and Ramsey Boulevard/CSAH 56 to add flashing
yellow arrow operations. If the proposal states they can complete the work at a not-to-exceed cost of $1,800 Staff
will direct SEH to begin the work and begin working with Anoka County to add this work to Anoka County’s 2022
FY A improvement projects, pending all required future City Council approvals.

Notification:
No notifications are required for this case.

Time Frame/Observations/Alternatives:
Alternative #1 — Motion to adopt Resolution #21-302 authorizing SEH, Inc. to complete a Feasibility Study for

Flashing Yellow Arrow Improvements to the signal system at the intersection of Sunwood Drive and Ramsey
Boulevard/CSAH 56.
Alternative #2 — Motion of other.

Funding Source:



The final construction cost for the FY A modifications to the signal system at Armstrong Boulevard & Sunwood
Drive/147th Avenue was $29,760. The estimated average cost to modify an existing signal system to include FYA
operations is $20,000 to $50,000.

Plans and specifications would be required to advertise for bids for construction of any FY A modifications, which
would require future City Council approval. Costs to prepare plans and specifications for the FYA improvements at
Armstrong Boulevard & Sunwood Drive/147th Avenue were around $6,500.

Traffic volumes and patterns will likely change after the grade separation improvements occur at CSAH 56/Ramsey
Boulevard & Highway 10 in 2024/2025, and after a signal system is installed at CSAH 116/Bunker Lake
Boulevard and Sunwood Drive this fall/winter. These improvements will also likely have an impact on FYA
operations at Sunwood Drive & CSAH 56/Ramsey Boulevard, which may result in a future Anoka County request
to modify the FY A improvements. This will be addressed as part of the study.

The estimated cost for studying the feasibility of adding FY A operations to this intersection is $1,800 if the City
provides traffic counts. The Public Improvement Revolving Fund is proposed to fund the study, and any
improvements approved by the City Council in the future.

Recommendation:

The Public Works Committee discussed this at their regular meeting on October 19, 2021, and recommended City
Council approval to authorize a feasibility study for flashing yellow arrow improvements at the intersection of
Sunwood Drive and Ramsey Boulevard/CSAH 56. They also recommended working to upgrade one signal system
with legs on a City street per year to include FY A operations until all systems have FYA’s.

Staff recommends alternative #1.

Outcome/Action:

Adopt Resolution #21-302 authorizing SEH, Inc. to complete a Feasibility Study for Flashing Yellow Arrow
Improvements to the signal system at the intersection of Sunwood Drive and Ramsey Boulevard/CSAH 56.

Attachments
Resolution 21-302
MnDOT FYA brochure
SEH Proposal IP1708
SEH Feas Study IP1708
Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 10/21/2021 02:38 PM
Form Started By: Bruce Westby Started On: 10/16/2021 02:22 PM

Final Approval Date: 10/21/2021



Councilmember introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption:
RESOLUTION #21-302

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING FEASIBILITY STUDY FOR FLASHING YELLOW
ARROW IMPROVEMENTS TO SIGNAL SYSTEM AT SUNWOOD DRIVE AND
RAMSEY BOULEVARD/CSAH 56

WHEREAS, Anoka County proposes to implement FYA improvements at numerous
signal systems within Anoka County in 2022; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to a request from a resident of the City of Ramsey, the City of
Ramsey wishes to study the feasibility of improving the signal system at Sunwood Drive and
Ramsey Boulevard/CSAH 56 to incorporate FY A operations; and

WHEREAS, Anoka County requires the City of Ramsey to use SEH, Inc. to study the
feasibility of improving the signal system at Sunwood Drive and Ramsey Boulevard/CSAH 56 to
incorporate FY A operations; and

WHEREAS, SEH, Inc. proposes to complete a feasibility study for the City of Ramsey for
the proposed FYA modifications for the signal system at Sunwood Drive and Ramsey
Boulevard/CSAH 56 at a not-to-exceed cost of $1,800; and

WHEREAS, on October 19, 2021, the Public Works Committee recommended City
Council approval to authorize a feasibility study for flashing yellow arrow improvements at the
intersection of Sunwood Drive and Ramsey Boulevard/CSAH 56.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
RAMSEY, ANOKA COUNTY, STATE OF MINNESOTA, as follows:

1) The City Engineer is hereby authorized and directed to enlist SEH, Inc. to preare a
feasibility study for flashing yellow arrow improvements at the intersection of Sunwood
Drive and Ramsey Boulevard/CSAH 56 for and on behalf of the City of Ramsey at a not
too exceed .

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 #21-302
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Whereupon said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted by the Ramsey City Council this
the 26™ day of October, 2021.

Mayor

ATTEST:

City Clerk

Resolution #21-302
Page 2 of 2



A safer, more efficient r 5
left-turn signal

Safer

A national study demonstrated that drivers found
flashing yellow left-turn arrows more understand-
able than traditional yield-on-green indications
(individual traffic signal lights).

Less delay

There are more opportunities to make a left turn
with the flashing yellow left-turn arrow than with
the traditional three-arrow, red, yellow and green
indications.

More flexibility

The new traffic signals provide traffic engineers
with more options to handle variable traffic
volumes..

Minnesota Department of Transportation
Office of Traffic, Safety and Technology

1500 West County Road B2

Roseville, MN 55113

Jerry Kotzenmacher

Phone: 651-234-7054

E-mail: jerry.kotzenmacher@state.mn.us

A safer,
more
efficient
left-turn
signal




What the arrows mean

Solid red arrow:

Drivers intending to turn left
must stop and wait. They should
not enter an intersection to turn
when a solid red arrow is being
displayed.

Solid yellow arrow:

The left-turn signal is about to
change to red and drivers
should prepare to stop or
prepare to complete a left turn
if they are legally within the
intersection and there is no
conflicting traffic present.

Flashing yellow arrow:
Drivers are allowed to turn left
after yielding to all oncoming
traffic and to any pedestrians in
the crosswalk. Oncoming traffic
has a green light. Drivers must
wait for a safe gap in oncoming
traffic before turning.

Solid green arrow:
Left turns have the right of way.
Oncoming traffic has a red light.

Flashing yellow arrow benefits

A flashing yellow arrow signal has the same
meaning it always has: left turns may proceed
with caution after yielding to oncoming traffic.

In the past, flashing yellow arrows in Minnesota
were only used when the entire traffic signal was
in flash-mode. Use of the flashing yellow arrow
has been shown to have several benefits includ-
ing minimizing delays and enhancing safety by
reducing driver errors. Flashing yellow arrow
signals have been approved for widespread use
by the Federal Highway Administration..

Where will the flashing yellow
arrow be used?

The majority of newly installed MnDOT traffic

signals will have the flashing yellow arrow option.

The flashing yellow arrow may be used at any
intersection at any time but the most typical use
will be at intersections and times-of-day that
have lower volumes, lower speeds and other
favorable conditions.

HYour Destination...Our Driovity

A better left-
turn signal

Flashing yellow arrow
signals have been shown
to help drivers make
fewer mistakes. They keep
motorists safer during
heavy traffic and reduce
delays when traffic is light.
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Building a Better Worid Y:
DBeddh¥fed 6, 2016 RE: Ramsey, lamnesota
Flashing Yellow Arrow Analysis
Armstrong Boulevard (CSAH 83) at
Sunwood Drive/147% Avenue
SEH No. RAMSY0000.00

Mr. Bruce Westby, PE
City Engineer

City of Ramsey

7550 Sunwood Drive NW
Ramsey, Minnesota 55303

Dear Mr. Westby:

Short Elliott Hendrickson Inc. (SEH®) appreciates the opportunity to submit this letter proposal to the City of
Ramsey for up-front analysis of the existing signal system at Armstrong Boulevard (CSAH 83) and Sunwood Drive
NW-147h Avenue NW with respect to potential implementation of flashing yellow left tuwrn arrow operations.

Work required for this project will include a detailed site review of the signal system, review of existing signal plans
to determine costs and ability to convert the signal system to flashing yéllow left turn arrow operations for each
approach, and final report preparation that will include the findings of our analysis as well as preliminary
construction costs to implement flashing yellow arrow operations.

For your information, SEH has significant experience in all aspects relating to traffic signals. This experience
includes study and analysis of the need for traffic signals, writing ICE-signal justification reports, design of new
traffic signal systems, modifications of existing traffic signal systems, Emergency Vehicle Preemption (EVP)
design, traffic signal timing and coordination, preparation of bid documents and construction inspection. Since 1978,
SEH staff members have designed more than 900 traffic signals and more than 300 additional EVP system designs.
A number of these designs have been within Anoka County and the City of Ramsey (including past design services
for traffic signal and EVP systems along CSAH 5, CSAH 57 and CSAH 116). SEH has also completed several
similar projects to address the potential for flashing yellow arrow operations, including for the Cities of Apple
Valley, Burnsville, Golden Valley and Woodbury and for Anoka and Washington Counties.

This letter proposal can be the basis for an agreement for the work on this project and all subsequent services. As
part of the project, we have put together the following work program for performing the services of this project. The
work program is fairly well defined based on anticipated cooperative efforts of SEH, the City of Ramsey, and the
Anoka County Highway Department for the complete project. The work program does, however, provide flexibility
to make the most efficient use of SEH and City staff.

Background

With the recent opening of the new Armstrong Boulevard bridge to the north (over Trunk Highway 10), area traffic
patterns will change signiﬁcantly. With these changes, the City wishes to consider changes in the operation of the
signal system at Sunwood Drive NW-147% Avenue NW with respect to left turn phasing. This signal system is
located just south of the new Trunk Highway 10 East Ramps intersection and currently operates with protected left

Engineers | Architects | Planners | Scientists
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turn phasing (left turns allowed on green arrow only) for all intersection approaches. In order to provide more
efficient operations for these left turning movements (especially during non-peak traffic periods), the City is
interested in considering modifications to this signal system to incorporate flashing yellow arrow operations on a
time of day basis. The implementation of flashing yellow arrow operations generally allows for greater flexibility in
how the left turn movements are operated throughout the day.

In order to analyze the potential for utilizing flashing yellow‘arrow operations, the City has requested that a qualified
signal design consultant complete a comprehensive review of the signal system. This will help to determine if the
signal system and corresponding left turn movements should be retrofitted with flashing yellow arrow operations or
if the signal system should not be modified due to operational, geometric, or safety concerns (such as sight distance
issues, crash history, intersection geometrics, etc.).

Items recommended to be considered in this analysis include:

e Review of intersection signal components (controller and cabinet equipment, signal head placement,
vehicular detection, etc.) to determine what components will require upgrading to allow for flashing yellow
arrow operations.

e Review of intersection geometrics to determine if there are conditions (such as dual left turn movements at
highly traveled intersections, sight distance concerns, lack of dedicated left turn lanes, etc.) that might
preclude the upgrading to flashing yellow arrow operations.

e  Review of recent crash history at this intersection to determine if there are right angle crash histories that
may preclude changes to the operation of the signal system.

e Review of recent traffic approach volumes to determine limitations of flashing yellow arrow operations and
time of day operations.

SEH has previously completed analysis of flashing yellow arrow operations at several locations and has provided
agencies such as the Anoka County Highway Department with a detailed memorandum listing criteria for
consideration of flashing yellow arrow operations. These criteria are based on current State standards and guidelines
along with consideration of specific intersection issues.

SEH will provide the City of Ramsey with analysis and review services needed for the City to be able to consider
budgeting and scheduling for future flashing yellow arrow upgrades to this signal system. The City and County will
be included in the ongoing analysis to ensure that the City and County are in agreement with this analysis and are
able to provide input into proposed future budgeting and implementation recommendations.

Scope of Work

Field Review of Intersection

Using existing signal plans to be provided by the City or County, SEH will perform a brief site visit of this signal
system to determine existing signal components, controller and cabinet capabilities, requirements for signal
construction work needed to upgrade each left turn movement to FYA operations, and overall limitations on being
able to implement FYA operations for any applicable intersection movement.
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Analysis

Upon completion of the field review, SEH will compile crash history information for the most recent 5 years of
available data (through the City and County and also through the State of Minnesota’s crash website). SEH has
already performed an updated AM and PM peak hour traffic count (7-9 am and 4-6 pm) at the intersection as part of
nearby flashing yellow arrow analysis for the County and will use this information in order to determine current
traffic patterns and peak hour intersection usage.

Using existing signal plans, site review information, and data compiled for this intersection, SEH will perform a
brief but detailed analysis of the signal system to determine which movements are able to be upgraded to flashing
yellow arrow operations. A preliminary cost estimate will also be prepared for the City to determine estimated costs
to upgrade the individual signal system to have flashing yellow arrow operations. Equipment required to be
upgraded will be briefly listed for City information and consideration.

A letter report will be prepared for City (and County) review and consideration that will include:

e Analysis of traffic counts to determine potential time of day implementation of flashing yellow arrow
operations,

o Work recommended to be completed at this intersection,
¢ Limitations on implementation of flashing yellow arrow operations,
e Overall intersection estimated costs to upgrade to flashing yellow arrow operations,

Final FYA Design

As part of this analysis, no final design services for signal modifications are included in the proposed scope of work.
If requested, SEH can provide the City with estimated design and construction administration costs for construction
of FYA improvements for City consideration and budgeting. SEH can also provide the City with a separate
proposal which would include all design, bidding, and construction observation services needed to fully implement
the construction of these improvements,

Schedule

SEH proposes to begin work afier a Notice-To-Proceed is issued by the City. We will complete a field review of the
intersection in January-February 2017 and provide the City and County with our analysis findings by March 1, 2017.

Compensation

The proposed work program includes a detailed field review of the signal system, analysis and report preparation.
We propose to be paid for the work we do on an hourly basis based on direct labor costs, plus the actual cost of
reimbursable expenses.

The field review, intersection analysis, and report preparation work, as defined above, will be done on an hourly
basis (plus reimbursable expenses) for a cost-not-to-exceed of $1,700. These costs will not be exceeded except as
otherwise approved by the City.

Any additional tasks added to or deleted from this project (due to significant changes in the general scope of the
project or its design including, but not limited to, changes in size, complexity of character or type of construction)
shall be by written amendment to the contract signed by both parties.
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This Agreement for Professional Engineering Services between SEH and the City of Ramsey may be terminated by
either party upon seven (7) days written notice should the other party fail substantially to perform in accordance
with its terms through no fault of the party initiating the termination. In the event of termination, SEH shall be
compensated for services performed to termination date, including expenses and equipment costs then due and all
terminal expenses. SEH will provide the City with reproducible copies of any plan, specification, or documents
already completed at the time of termination.

We appreciate the opportunity to provide the City of Ramsey with a letter proposal for these services, and look
forward to hopefully being able to work with you and the City on this project. Feel free to contact John Gray at
651.490.2073 if you have any questions or comments regarding any of the above mentioned information.

Sincerely,
SHORT ELLIOTT HENDRICKSON INC,

oA

John M. Gray, PE
Project Manager




SEH

Building a Better World

for All of Us®
March 21, 2017 RE: Ramsey, Minnesota
| CSAH 83 at Sunwood Drive/147®
Avenue NW Signal System
Flashing Yellow Arrow
Considerations

SEH No. RAMSY 141224

Mr. Bruce Westby, PE

City Engineer

City of Ramsey

7550 Sunwood Drive Northwest
Ramsey, Minnesota 55303

Dear Mr. Westby:

As requested, we reviewed the intersection of CSAH 83 (Armstrong Boulevard) and Sunwood
Drive/147% Avenue Northwest with regards to proposed modification of the existing intersection
traffic signal left turn operations. Recently, the City has received requests to have flashing
yellow arrow operation installed and activated at this intersection. In response to these requests,
the City had SEH perform an analysis of the intersection to determine if flashing yellow arrow
operation can be utilized here. The analysis would include review of the feasibility, cost, and
safety of the intersection for flashing yellow arrow operations. Following is the results of our
analysis.

This 4-legged intersection was signalized in January 2013 (prior to when the adjacent Trunk
Highway 10-CSAH 83 intersection was reconstructed with an interchange), with protected left
turn phasing installed for all approaches. The posted speed limit on CSAH 83 is 55 mph, while

both Sunwood Drive and 147™ Avenue Northwest are posted at 30 mph. The northbound and {
southbound CSAH 83 approaches and the eastbound 147™ Avenue Northwest approaches each |
have a single left turn lane, while the westbound Sunwood Drive approach has a dual left turn |

lane. Single through lanes and separate right turn lanes exist on the side street approaches, while
each CSAH 83 approach has two separate through lanes and a separate right turn lane
approaching the intersection. The intersection is located approximately %4 mile east of the Trunk
Highway 10/CSAH 83 interchange area, with a significant east-to-south horizontal curve for
northbound CSAH 83 traffic from the interchange area to where a full left turn lane exists for
traffic approaching Sunwood Drive/147™ Avenue Northwest.

SEH obtained peak hour turning movement traffic counts on September 29, 2016, several
months after the Trunk Highway 10-CSAH 83 interchange area was opened and area traffic
patterns were able to stabilize, in order to properly analyze existing traffic conditions. SEH

Engineers | Architects | Planners | Scientists

Short Elliott Hendrickson Inc., 3535 Vadnais Center Drive, St. Paul, MN 55110-5196
SEH is 100% employee-owned | sehinc.com | 651.490.2000 | 800.325.2055 | 888.908.8166 fax




Mr. Bruce Westby, PE
March 21, 2017
Page 2

performed AM peak hour (6-9 am), mid-day (11-1 pm), and PM peak hour (3-7 pm) turning
movement traffic counts to determine typical weekday traffic patterns at this intersection.

SEH also obtained crash data for the intersection for the 5 year period of 2011-2015 from the
State’s crash website. SEH then completed a brief field review of the signal system to confirm
that the existing traffic signal plans correspond to the current installation of the signal system and
take into account the current intersection geometrics. SEH also reviewed traffic signal cabinet
components to determine if additional electrical equipment would be required to be provided in
order to allow for flashing yellow arrow operation to be used.

As part of the signal system installation, each intersection approach was set up to operate with
protected left turn phasing (3-section RLA-YLA-GLA signals).  The intersection has a newer
Econolite ASC-3 controller unit and Reno MMU-1600-GE conflict monitor, both of which are
fully compatible with upgraded left turn (i.e. flashing yellow arrow) operations. The controller
cabinet has sufficient load switch bays available to accommodate flashing yellow arrow
operations. Thus, the existing controller and cabinet have the capacity and capability to
accommodate future flashing yellow arrow operations for all four intersection approaches
without requiring this equipment to be significantly upgraded or revised.

As part of our analysis, SEH utilized the Minnesota Department of Transportation’s (MnDOT)
flashing yellow arrow installation criteria from their “Traffic Signal Timing and Coordination
Manual” to analyze extended usage of flashing yellow arrow operations for each intersection
approach. A copy of this criteria is attached for your information. Based on comparison of
available data with the MnDOT criteria, the following can be inferred:

The design of this signal system included the initial recommendation of protected left
turn phasing for each intersection approach due to the higher posted speed limit of 55
mph on CSAH 83 (as is typical Anoka County practice) and the presence of a dual left
turn lane for the westbound Sunwood Drive approach.

With regards to utilizing Flashing Yellow Arrow operations for each left turn movement,
the following should be noted:

e According to the current edition of the A4SHTO Geometric Design of Highways
and Streets manual, left-turning drivers “need sufficient sight distance to decide
when it is safe to turn left across the lanes used by opposing traffic.” This
stopping sight distance along CSAH 83 for the design/posted speed of 55 mph is
at least 495 feet of clear sight distance to the north and south. For both Sunwood
Drive and 147" Avenue Northwest, the recommended stopping sight distance at
30 mph is as least 200 feet to the east and west. Based on a field review of
intersection geometrics, the southbound, eastbound, and westbound intersection
approaches are straight for several hundred feet in each direction with no
impediments to the sight distance (other than possible sun issues for eastbound
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traffic in the AM peak hour and for westbound traffic in the PM peak hour during
fall-winter months).

For northbound CSAH 83, sight distance is somewhat limited due to a sweeping
north-to-west horizontal curve that begins approximately 300 feet north of the
intersection. However, there are no impediments to sight distance in the median
area and no trees or other topography exist to the north on either side of the
roadway that limit sight distance for northbound left turning traffic at the
intersection (northbound left turning traffic can see oncoming traffic clearly for at
least the minimum stopping sight distance required at the posted 55 mph speed
limit).

Based on this information, available stopping sight distance meets this criteria
for each intersection approach.

Based on the recent crash history at this intersection, no crashes were reported on
the State of Minnesota’s crash web site between 2011 and 2015. Thus, there
does not appear to be a safety concern at this intersection with the presence
of signalized operation.

One of the recommendations from the MnDOT Traffic Signal Timing and
Coordination Manual is to utilize protected left turn phasing only either for
situations where the posted speed limit exceeds 45 mph and the peak hour left
turning volume is greater than 240 vehicles per hour, or for when the cross
product between left turning traffic volume and opposing through traffic volume
exceeds 80,000. With regards to the most recent available traffic counts:

a. Between the hours of 4:00 pm-5:00 pm of the most recent traffic counts,
westbound Sunwood Drive left turn volumes were near 130 vehicles per hour.
No other intersection approach exceeded 65 left turning vehicles per hour
during the PM peak period.

b. For the midday and AM peak hour counts, no intersection approach had left
turning traffic volumes that exceeded 70 vehicles per hour.

c. The cross product between left turn traffic volumes and opposing through
traffic volumes never exceeded 25,000 for any hour counted in 2016.

Following up against the flashing yellow arrow criteria from the MnDOT Traffic Signal Timing
and Coordination Manual:

1. Left turn lanes line up well for each intersection approach with sufficient turning
room in the intersection so that left turn paths were not conflicting. This was
observed specifically for the westbound dual left turn lane/eastbound single left turn
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movement, where protected left turn phasing was run together for these movements
with no conflicts between either direction’s left turn movements. Left turn
movements are offset far enough such that no conflicts in left turn paths are
occurring.

2. As mentioned, the westbound approach has two left turn lanes. For this approach, the
MnDOT Manual suggests that protected operation be utilized during the higher
volume periods of the day with Engineering judgment being used to determine if
flashing yellow operation could be used for all other times of the day.

3. There are less than 3 opposing lanes of through traffic facing each intersection
approach.

4. The intersection does not have a high crash rate and there is no significant history of
right angle crashes involving left turning traffic.

In summary, as there is no significant crash history for left turning traffic and traffic volumes are
likely lower for the entire intersection (outside of the peak traffic periods), the City should be
able to consider using Flashing Yellow Arrow operations at this intersection throughout much of
a typical weekday and throughout the weekend. In addition, any changes to the operation of the
left turn signal phases are not anticipated to impact overall operations of the intersection in a
negative way (and delays for left turning traffic will decrease with flashing yellow arrow
operations which will improve the overall operation of the intersection). For peak traffic periods
though (and for when sun becomes an issue for eastbound and westbound traffic), protected left
turn operation is strongly recommended to be implemented.

Some modifications to the existing signal system installation will be required to revise the
operation of this signal system and add flashing yellow arrows for each intersection approach.
Both overhead end mounted and far left pole mounted left turn signals for each intersection
approach will required having 3-section RLA-YLA-GLA signal heads replaced with 4-section
RLA-YLA-FYLA-GLA signal heads. For the westbound approach (due to the dual left turn
lane), a 5-foot extension will be required to be added to the mast arm facing this approach so that
two 4-section overhead signals can be installed and centered on each left turn lane (requirement
that each approaching left turn lane have its own flashing yellow arrow signal centered on each
left turn lane). No additional through signal heads will be required to be installed facing any of
the four approaches, as there are already separate through (RYG) signal heads centered on each
through lane. Some additional cabling (6/c#14) will be required to be installed to operate new
flashing yellow arrow signal heads on all four intersection approaches based on a review of the
field wiring diagram. No new conduit will be required to be installed to accommodate
installation of these new cables.

With regards to left turn lane detection, the MuDOT Traffic Control Signal Design Manual
recommends that either four loop detectors be installed for proper detection (at 5°, 20 35° and
50’ from the stop bar or crosswalk) or that two separately wired loop detectors be installed for
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existing signal system retrofits at 10” and 40’ from the stop bar or crosswalk. Recent County
practice has been to have the four separate loop detectors installed in each left turn lane in order
to be able to operate the left turn lanes on non-lock operation. For this signal system, left turn
lane detection was installed at 10° and 40’ from the stop bar for the northbound, southbound, and
westbound approaches (each wired separately), while the eastbound approach has four loop
detectors installed in the left turn lane. To meet current County practice, additional loop
detectors will be required to be furnished and installed 25 feet and 55 feet from the stop bar in
the northbound and southbound left turn lanes as well as in both westbound left turn lanes (for a
total of 8 new loop detectors). No additional 2/c#14 cables or controller cabinet loop detector
cards will be required to operate these new loop detectors since existing loop detectors are
already wired separately in each left turn lane.

To allow for flashing yellow arrow operation, we estimate that these modifications (completed
by an electrical signal contractor) will cost approximately $40,000. A detailed preliminary
engineer’s estimate of costs is attached to this letter for your information.

Overall, we do not see any issues with installation and operation of flashing yellow arrows for
each intersection approach. However, should the City and County implement flashing yellow
arrow modifications to this signal system, we recommend that the signal system initially
operate with protected left turns during both the AM peak period (6:00-9:00 am) and the
PM peak period (3:00-7:00 pm) due to higher traffic volumes, higher posted speeds, and
the presence of dual left turn lanes through this area. For all other hours of the day and for
all weekend hours, the City and County should be able to consider using flashing yellow arrow
operations.

Note that any changes in the operation of this signal system should be monitored by the City and
County, including annual review of crash data to ensure that crash frequency does not increase
due to modified left turn signal operations.

Please review our analysis and feel free to contact me at 651.490.2073 with any questions or
concerns that you may have related to our analysis.

We hope that this information provides you with insight needed to help evaluate and implement
the appropriate left turn operations for this intersection.

Sincerely,
SHORT ELLIOTT HENDRICKSON INC.

John M. Gray, Pé’_\
Project Engineer

Enclosures
c¢: Jane Rose, Anoka County Highway Department
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Estimated Costs and Quantities

Revise Signal System (FYA Modifications)
CSAH 83 at Sunwood Drive/147th Avenue NW
Prepared by JMG (SEH) on March 21, 2017

ltem

Remove 3-Section Signals
4-Section Signals (with LED)
5-Foot Extension

Strap-on Mid Mast Arm Mount
R10-X12 Sign Panels

Controller Cabinet Modifications
6 x 6 NMC Loop Detectors
6/c#14 Cable (to poles 1, 2, 3, 4)
EVP detector madifications
Traffic Control

Sub Total
Miscellaneous

Total Estimated Revise Signal System Costs

Estimated
Quantity

(0]
__\_\ga)_x.[;_x_\(om

approx. 15%

Estimated
Unit Cost

$300
$900
$2,500
$1,000
$500
$2,000
$1,500
$2
$500
$2,500

Estimated
Total Cost

$2,400
$8,100
$2,500
$1,000
$2,000
$2,000
$12,000
$1,600
$500
$2,500

$34,600
$5,400

$40,000




€€ [A44 0 0 0s 0 L9l |6% 0 0 0 8'G 44 (4 gee 0 L'y 0 L'l g8l 0 0 €c gl £'¢ee | SONIL %
14} 14 0 0 5 0 L 8¢ 0 0 0 9l 4% L L 0 S 0 L *1% Q ¢] 14 [0]% l SHONIL
196 8°LL 0 0 0S 00l €€8 | 196 0 0 00l Zv6 8G6 |6°96 299 0 €66 001 €86 |86 0 0 /'/6 G686 L[99 |+SIED %
veal L 0 0 L l I°] LvS 0 0 cl 89¢ |24 291 Z 0 10l [4 LS 28 ¢} 0 cll 099 Z + Sied
90 0 0 1’0 10 7’0 6°GE 0 0 80 Ll gLl (L0L 20 Q L9 1’0 L'e 6°¢S 0 0 1'LL 9Ly 20 % [ej0L
0 0 FArA/ T % A °°] 0 0 1T 8y L6¥ 8l 0 .29 Tl o 4% 0 0 |24 L'8L ¥0 % Yolddy
9861 6 0 0 Z L 9 699 0 0 clL v.2 £8¢ 691 € 0 901 C 89 6€8 0 0 9Ll 099 € [ejol puelp
Ly 14 0 Q L 3 14 991 0 0 G 9L S8 LL L 0 154 3 [4 o144 0 0 99 891 3 [ejoL
gil 0 0 0 0 0 0 K] 0 0 Z (014 6¢ 9l 0 0 L [4] 6 oF 0 0 1% €e 0 WY G+:80
e 0 0 0 0 0 0 (014 0 0 l ¥4 8l 1z L 0 4% I L 19 0 0 Sl 9y 0 NV 0€:80
ocl C 0 0 I l 0 €e 0 0 14 Ll i 6l 0 0 4% 0 8 99 4] 0 6 pA] 0 NV G1:80
LLL 4 0 0 0 0 4 r44 0 0 0 212 ¥ 12 0 0 el 0 8 28 0 0 6l r4 4 NV 00:80
619 14 0 0 l 0 £ |24 0 0 14 (44 avl 1G L 0 12 0 9l £6¢ Q 0 9 12¢ 4 [ejol
09l l 0 0 2 0 0 69 0 0 L 0¢ 8¢ 145 0 0 (A 0 € 9L 0 0 gl 1S 2 NV S¥:L0
891 0 0 0 0 0 0 g6 0 0 0 %14 VA4 6 0 0 S 0 14 9 0 0 gl 14 l WY 0€:20
291 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 0 0 0 i 24 4i4 1% L 0 6 0 ] €8 0 0 81 g9 0 NV G1:L0
6CL € 0 0 0 0 € [%4 0 0 € (014 0c €l 0 0 6 0 14 0L 0 0 el 19 0 NV 00:20
g6¥ L 0 Q 0 Q L cel 0 0 € 9L €3G 44 L 0 62 L 0l Lze 0 0 99 S92 0 |eJoL
8cl 0 0 0 0 0 0 09 0 0 € 14 [44 Sl I 0 3 0 [ [ 0 0 44 [¢F] 0 NV S+:90
yxA% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0¢ 0 0 0 1z 6 8 0 0 S l 4 68 0 0 cl LL 0 NV 0€:90
Sl I 0 0 0 0 I 1€ 0 0 0 61 4% 8 0 0 9 0 < SL Q 0 |31 9 0 WV G1:90
Gl 0 0 0 0 0 0 ¥4 0 0 0 L 012 o] 0 0 L 0 € 8 0 0 0l 125 0 AV 00:90
2 A VI Hex
{0l Wi [ Bl ddy [sped  [win [we1  [mur by | oL ddy [sped Juun Jwe1  [rnur  Jwe | @ol-ddy [spod  [uun [wel [rus  [wory |0l ddy [spad Julln [¥e1  [muL [bry | Wl Helg
1SS\ Woid Ujfiog woid 1583 Woi UUON Woig
1991S U1/¥ L pAlg Buonsuwiy SALQ UMOPUNG pAlg Buosswiy
SSPNIL - + SIES -pajulld SANoi5
L. ON abed NIN ‘Aeswey
910¢/6¢2/6 - *ked MHels Jyead NV
: °poQ S 1S Ys/#1/4Q umopuns je pAlg Buonsuy
4SSV INV6-INV9 SNUSAY Yl 1L 8AlIg Umopuns je (pAg Buosswly) €8 HYSO-L : SweN 94 sjuno) Ajuno) exouy 9102

$01.f0 11V 40f priog 4a119g v Suipjng
011595 ‘NIN ‘Ined 1S
SALI( JBUSY) SIeUpBA GESE
.0(._ COmv—nv_L-UCW—l_ vao___m ..-LOf_w .7



9°¢ 0 0 0 0 0 0 g€ 0 0 L 4 8'¢C 8T 0 0 8¢ 4] 6l 'y 0 0 £l eg [*14 SHONIL %
1€ 0 0 Q 0 0 0 i 0 0 4 8 ] 9 0 0 ¥ 0 4 1l 0 0 3 6 l syonl L
'96 00} 0 Q 001 00} 00} 96 0 001 688 6G6 <¢'L6 |6 Q0L 0 2’96 001 1’86 | 9°G6 0 0 1’86 L¥6 §.L +SIed %
ve8 el 0 0 € 14 9 LLE 0 4 3 981 9Ll 374 L 0 20} € 0] 6€C 0 0 Gl 191 4 + SIed
gl 0 0 €0 g0 L0 X724 0 10 L 2 602 |1'GC 10 0 €¢l €0 v'cl | 6°8¢C 0 0 88 L6l G0 % IejoL

0 0 '€ 80€ <9 0 €0 €2 Y0s Ly S0 0 88y ¥l [95)4 Q 0 '0€ 89 9L % Yoiddy
G98 €L 0 0 € 14 9 Gq8¢e 0 L 6 v6l 181 yARA l 0 0l g 201 0s2 ¢} 0 9L 0Ll 14 [ejoL puel
(744 6 0 0 € I 14 61¢C 0 0 L Ll 101 LLL 0 Q 3] [4 09 [s14% Q 0 YA 06 4 [ejoL
€Ll 4 0 0 0 0 Z 0s 0 0 0 8¢ 44 yk4 0 0 L 0 1% e 0 0 3 44 l Nd S¥:Cl
8Ll € 0 0 Z L 0 9g 0 0 g 8L €e 9C 0 0 Gl 0 L €e 0 0 6 e 0 INd 0€-CL
8cl 14 0 0 L 4 Z 09 0 0 4 e ¥ 0i4 0 0 9l Z f44 vZ 0 0 Q9 Ll 2 Nd SL:2)
GLL 0 0 9] 0 0 0 €9 0 0 0 A r44 i 4 0 0 Zl 0 cl 8¢ 0 0 |31 L 0 Nd 0021
16€ 4 0 0 0 4 14 991 0 L 4 €8 08 00l L 0 LG l Ly Lcl 0 0 6¢€ 08 4 [ejoL
a8 X 0 0 0 L 0 LE 0 0 l 9l 0c 61 0 0 8 0 32 8¢ 0 0 ¢l 9l 0 NV S¥-LL
0l L 0 0 0 I 0 14 0 0 0 8¢ Ll 8¢C L 0 Sl 0 cl 0e 0 0 8 [44 0 WV 0g: L1
0l I 0 0 0 0 L 124 0 0 2 61 i 24 8c 0 0 JAR L 0oL A% 0 0 L 6l L v GL:LL
86 1 0 0 0 0 L (4 0 L (¢} [or4 61 14 0 0 L 0 142 Ze 0 0 g €T L NV 00:L1

AV Der
[1oL Wl [BoLddy [spad  Jwin [we1 [l [wory [=olddy [sped Jwin Jwel  [nuL [ [0l ddy [spag [ uun [wn [rur [wby | el ddy [spad [ulln J¥e1 [niuL [ybry | SWIL Hels
1SS/ Woig (INoS Woig 1€ Woid (3ION Wolg
9818 il pAlg Buossuy SNl umopunsg pAlg Buosisuury

SPNIL - + SIE)) -pajulld SAnoiD

[

910¢/6¢/6 -

4SY' WAL~V L L 9NUSAY Uil ©AuQ umopuns je (pAjg Buossuly) €8 HYSO-Z :

ON obed
9je(d HElS
9poY 8IS
SwieN 9|l

51 Jo 11y 40 plioy 42132g p Suipjing
0L1GS ‘NIN ‘Ined 1S
9AlQ Jojue) sleupep GESE
.va-— uo wV—O_L_UC.Q—I_ ....vo___u phop\_m

NIN ‘Asswey
Yead Aed-pIN

1S UiZpL/AQ umopuns je pajg Buonsuiy
sjuno Ajuno) exouy 9102



rAr4 8 001 0 0 0 0 L2 0s 0 0s Ve £ 9L @..vw 0 90 0 20 12 00l 0 €l gL 0 SNONUL %
0L 3 l 0 0 0 0 YA 3 0 14 ¥4 Ll 142 31 0 Z ¢} L 8l 14 0 € LL 0 SYOoNI L
8°.6 2’66 0 0 001l 0 00} £.L6 0s 00L 0s 9/6 L.6 |¥'86 6L 0 ¥'66 001 8’66 |6°.6 0 0 .86 286 001 + SIeD 9%
050¢ 02 0 Q 9 0 142 [0) 449 L 6 14 998 09% 098 4 0 6EC l 8089 0v8 0 0 £ET 209 g + sked
L0 0 0 20 0 0 [N%74 10 €0 €0 '8¢ LGl |L'/C 0 0 60L O €9l |92 1’0 0 9L 96l <0 % lejoL
8 0 98¢ O 199 10 L0 90 v'v9 TYE gl 0 gee 10 6'89 S0 0 glz VviL 90 % youddy
ozie 12 L 0 9 0 147 LLEL Z 6 8 188 [9A4 98 el 0 ¥ l 609 868 14 0 9€e €19 g [ejo] puel
G0L 4 0 0 4 0 L 162 0 4 L 181 L0} 661 6 0 0L 0 ocl €le 14 0 09 6yl 0 |Ee10L
acl 0 0 0 0 [¢] 0 LS 0 0 0 1€ 9C 8¢ 0 0 €l 0 *14 R4 0 0 Ll e 0 Nd $¥:90
9Ll L 0 0 0 0 l L 0 0 0 VA4 14 9y I°] 0 12 0 (014 LS 14 0 cl A4 0 Nd 0£:90
68l 0 0 0 0 0 0 6L 0 4 Q ¥e 4 99 € 0 6l 0 e S 0 0 91 8¢ 0 Nd G1:90
0T 1 0 0 l 0 0 £8 0 A l 6% pA 65 l 0 Ll 0 A4 19 0 0 Gl 9y 0 Nd 00:90
288 8 0 ¢} € 0 g S6¢ 0 € e 192 8¢l 61T € 0 L 0 124> 0ec 9] 0 LS 0Ll € 1ejo]
161 14 0 ¢} 4 0 0 20l 0 4 I 89 A% ve l 0 L 0 9C (1] 4] 0 j 4" 8¢ l Nd §¥-S0
q02 4 0 0 L 0 } 8 0 0 Z 9g T4 9g 4 0 [or4 0 ve €9 0 0 14" 6y 0 INd 0€:590
€1z 0 0 0 0 0 0 00} 0 0 0 ¥9 Qe 69 0 0 44 0 JA% 1€ 0 0 6 [*14 0 Nd §1:G0
1524 14 0 0 0 0 4 601 0 l 6] €L Gge 0L 0 Q0 €2 0 Ly 09 0 0 0c 8¢ Z INd 00:G0
698 € 0 0 4 Q Z CLE L 1 l 0S¢ 6L 74 0 0 6cl 2 arl 6l¢ Q 0 LS Q9L 4 |ejoL
12c L 0 0 0 0 [ 901 0 0 L €L 43 29 0 0 6¢ l [ 4] 0 0 gl £e X Nd S¥-+0
VAZ4 I 0 0 0 0 l 86 L l 0 g9 A 98 0 0 A4 0 14 29 0 0 0L 4] 0 Nd 0€%0
c0¢ l 0 0 L 0 0 18 0 0 0 89 6c 29 0 0 514 0 £e ¢S 0 0 [44 6¢ l Nd G1:%0
661 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 0 Q0 Q s LT g9 0 0 oe 0 qe €g Q 0 L *)4 0 Nd 00:%0
769 8 L 0 L 0 9 61¢ l e € g6l Ll Ll l 0 0L 0 00l 961 [¢] 0 29 el 0 [Ejol
L8 4 0 0 L 0 L 96 0 4 0 €9 R4 9¢ 0 0 [\ 0 9¢ €S 0 0 6l e 0 INd g+:€0
802 L l 0 0 0 0 06 2 0 4 LS 0] €9 0 0 f44 0 1€ 9 0 0 Ll Ly 0 Nd 0€:€0
8G1 o 0 4] 0 o] I°] 19 0 0 L [5i4 Ll 144 0 0 4 0 0c [44 0 0 9l 9z 0 Nd G1:€0
24" 0 0 4] 0 9] 0 99 0 L [¢] 9€ 62 8¢ L 0 14’ 0 €2 JAS 0 0 oL 12 0 INd 00:€0
2 AV e
[0l Wl [®0LddY [spag  [uun [we1  [nwl by | oL ddy [sped [uwin [ye1 [rur [wo [ELdd [speg Juin  [wel [rur [wery [EoLddv[spad [ulln (191 [yl Jwbpy | SWIL HElS
1SS WoI] Jnos woiq JSET Woid ION Woi]
199118 Y ¥l pAjg Buonsuy SAQ UMOPUNS paig Buossuuy
SSPNIL - + 518 -pajulg sdnoio
- £
L. ON obed NIN ‘Aeswey
9102/62/6 © 2)e HelS yead Nd
© ®poY /S 1S Uiy 1L/1Q umopuns je pAld Buossuly
4SVY'INdZL-INJE PNUaAY Ui/ f] SALQ umopung e (pAlg Buossuwly) €8 HYSD-E : dweN 3ji sjuno) Aunod exouy 9102

S[2 0 117 10f P10y 42112g b Sulppng
0L1GS ‘NI ‘Ined 1S

BAN( JoJUBY SIBUPBA GEGE

.nvr._ uo mv-nv_(._"vr.m_.n_ n..—o_:m ..—LOIm



ga ' CHAPTER 4. DETECTION

TR

Exhibit 4-6 Protected Permissive and FYA Left Turn — Separate Left Turn Lane

LOOP DETECTOR PLACEMENT

PROTECTED/PERMISSIVE AND

FLASHING YELLOW LEFT TURN
SEPARATE LEFT TURN LANE

/V’Di- / 2.7m (9" - TYP. FOR PRESENCE DETECTION

AR
ﬁmgmgrﬁ
N

L.

LOOP DETECTOR FUNCTIONS
1 = CALL AND EXTEND

NUMBER | FUNCTION SIZE LOCATION
Di-1 1 2-1.7x1.7m (6 X6 | 6m (20" & 15m (509
Di1-2 1 2-1.7x1.7m (6 X6 | 1.5m (5" & 11m (359

LOCATION = DISTANCE FROM STOP BAR TO LOOP DETECTOR

NOTES:
1) CONTROLLER PHASE AND DETECTOR FUNCTION SHALL BE NON-LOCK MEMORY WITH NO RECALL.

2) USE BACK UP PROTECTION TO PREVENT LEFT TURN TRAP IF THERE ARE OPPOSING LEFT TURNS.

3) DESIGN SPEED IS 25 MPH.

4) EACH NUMBERED LOOP DETECT! OR SHALL HAVE A SEPARATE LEAD-IN CABLE AND SEPARATE
AMPLIFIER

5) IF USING NMC LOOPS, A SINGLE LARGER LOOP CAN REPLACE THE DUALS.
6) DETECTOR CROSS SWlTCHING MAY BE USED.

7) USE THIS FIGURE IF INSTALLING A FLASHING YELLOW ARROW (FYA).

FIGURE 5

MnDOT Traffic Control Signal Design Manual " 4-31 .June 2014
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Infersections

Metric US Customary
Intersection sight Intersection sight
. distance distance
Design  Stopping Passenger cars Design Stopping _  Passenger cars
speed sight Calculated  Design || speed sight  Caloulated Design
(km/h) distance (m) (m) - (m) (mph) distance () - (ft) (ft)
20 20 30.6 35 15 80 1213 125
30 35 45,9 50 20 115 161.7 165
40 50 81.2 65 . 25 155 202.1 205
50 85 76.5 80 30 200 242.6 245
60 85 91.7 a5 35 280 283.0 285
70 105 107.0 110 40 305 323.4 325
80 130 122.3 125 45 360 363.8 365
90 - 160 137.6 140 50 425 - 404.3 405
100 185 152.8 155 55 495 444.7 445
110 220 168.2 170 60 570 485.1 490
120 250 183.5 185 65 645 525.5 530
130 285 198.8 200 70 730 566.0 570
’ 75 820 606.4 610
80 910 646.8 650

Note: Intersection sight distance shown is for a passenger car making a left turn from an
undivided highway. For other conditions and design vehicles, the time gap should be

adjusted and the sight distance recalculated.

Exhibit 9-67. Tutersection Sight Distance—Case F—Left Turn from Major Road

If stopping sight distance has been provided contimously along the major road and if sight
distance for Case B (stop confrol) or Case C (yield controf) has been provided for each minor-
road approach, sight distance will generally be adequate for left turns from the major road.
Therefore, no separate check of sight distance for Case F may be needed.

However, at three-leg intersections or driveways located on or near a horizontal curve or

crest vertical curve on the major road, the availability of adequ
from the major road should be checked. In addition, the availability of sight distance for Ieft turns

from divided highways should be checked because of the possibility of sight obstructions in the
median. : '
At four-leg infersections on divided highways, opposing vehicles turning left can block a

driver’s view of oncoming traffic. Exhibit 9-98, presented lafer in this chapter, illustrates
intersection designs that can be used to offset the opposing left-turn Janes and provide left-turning

drivers with a better view of encoming traffic.

675

ate sight distance for left fums.
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Mn/DOT Traffic Signal Timing and Coordination Manual

Varying Between Protected, Protected/Parmissive, and Permissive Operation
As discussed ahove, the FYA can he considered a variable aperation signal indication. Consider the
following items:

v All FYA signals may vary operation between protected, protected/perm
operation at various times of the day and night.

issive, and permissive

¥ Each signal approach will need to be analyzed individually to determine the time-of-day FYA
operation by considering the following criteria:

a) Cross-product volumes of Jeft turns and opposing throughs at various times of day

b) Speed limit

c) Sight distance limitations

d) Number of opposing through lanes

e) Double leftturn lanes or single left turn lanes

f) Opposing left turn lane offset

g) Crossstreet or mainline approach

h) Comprehensive left turn crash analysis of approaches with similar characteristics

Test for Protected Only Operation 24 Hours per Day

~ In some cases, the left turn indication should run in the most restrictive Protected-Only mode 24 hours per
day. Refer to Exhibit 3-13 for the Protected Only Left Turn Operation Guidelines. If the answer to question
1.or 2 is "yes”, then protected operation should be used throughout the day.

Exhibit 3-13 Partl: Protected-Only Left Turn Operation 24 Hours per Day

Part 1: Protected Only Operation - 24 hrs/day Guidelines

Que§'qiop 1: Conflictjng Left Turns

" Bo'tht opposing Jeft um paths coriiet? -,

o Protected Operation 24 hour
o > Ifthe Hiswer is No,progged tothe . & ™%
. R S . " piExt guestion. ‘ |

Question 2: Limited Sight Distance ' o
5 ves Doks the Jeft turner have very limi’ceél"siighﬁ_dfistéih{:é“as oo i answer is.j_(:e{s,-.then use
; defiried in'the currént AASHTO "A Policy on Geomettic Protécted Operation.24 hours/day.
Designs of Highways and Streets"?. > If the answer Is Mo, progeed to part 2
‘ to check for FYA by TOD.

O No

If the answer is “yes” to any of the questions in Part 1, then Protected-Only operation is suggested
throughout the day. If the answer to all of the questions is “no”, then proceed to Part 2 (Exhibit 3-14) to

check for permissive FYA operation by time of day.
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Mn/DOT Traffic Signal Timing and Coordination Manual

Test for FYA Operation by Time of Day
Part 2 (Exhibit 3-14) should be performed for each time of day interval. Typically, the evaluation would be
for 4 or more intervals throughout the day (AM Peak, Mid-day Peak, PM peak and Off Peak). Other

interyals can be evaluated as warranted. .

Forthe erss-Produc’c (Question 6) use the highest hourly cross product during the interval evaluated.

Exhibit 3-14 Part 2: Permissive FYA Operation by Time of Day

Part 2: Time of Day Operation of FYA
Stari Time
End Time

Questior_\ 3: Number of Left Turn Lanes

v S lﬁ_o‘“es’,tﬁe left turn have two (2')'§Ax';1:1'1_6:(e,.lérie§;? S Pae3
‘OA N o . ::_ ~.' i N - ‘ ."'.‘ ; :‘ i g
" L. . highyolumetim .
.t fuse Engineerin Eision, - -

.+ to runFYA by
5 I the answer i ;
* | hextiuestion..” DL

2, 1

| EXS TR theJefiturn faod three (3) or more opposing through I Answe
O Y& . lres?t - T T

gue§tipn ‘.;EN‘.'“,”?E" qf Oppggipg Thyough lLanes

.
o

" . 1

< . L
! . . .

.. R S R . . R . . -
ol SRR R T R
R - LTS e T T PR

Question 5: (;r'fx_sh History
3% IS protegtét/permissive o

beration Tiiplace and fxfiére a high

AO‘.‘.YE.%‘;-‘ O - Sl rS SNPURIPE KA LY EIR IR S Py T A
7.+ nhmbél of left turn rélated colljsiois during this fimeinterval
: . . . W T s RN vely B VR LR
O N overa S-yégr"p'erfod susteptible to correction by protected

¥ . oy phas‘ing?' : e .

Qges’_cion &: Speed and Cross Prodqct

O ves | the Speed 45 MPH or greater ahd the Peak Hour left turn
®. " yplume gredter than 240 vph or is the peak hout cfoss .

"+ protiuct greater than 80,000 {100,000 if 2 opposing laneg)?

O‘ No

If the answer to all of the questions in Part 2 are “yes”, protected only operation Is suggested. Use
engineering judgment if a decision o run FYA for the evaluated time period,
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Question 6 does include a threshold volu
through volume is low, apply engineering ju

me of 240 vph for the subject left turmn. However, if the opposing
dgment to determirie if FYA operation could be used even if

the left turn volume exceeds 240 vph.

If permissive FYA operation is allowed,

protected/permissive operation may be investigated. The decision

to use protected/permissive operation should be based on a capacity analysis.

Definitions

v

v

Protected only left turn operation: signal phasing that allows left turn movements to only bhe made

on an exclusive phase (green arrow).

Conflicting Left Turn Paths: At some Jocations geometric constraints at the intersection cause the

paths of opposing left turn vehicles to cross as overlap creating a conflict. An example is an

approach that crosses a divided roadway with a wide median. In these locations, it may be necessary

to aperate the left turns in a lead-lag sequence or a split phase sequence, not allowing simultaneous

opposing left turns. This operation will require protected left turns.

Opposing through lane (conflict): The opposing through lanes are the lanes across from, and In
hicle. Multiple lanes make it difficult for a driver to evaluate gaps in

conflict with, the left turning ve
oncoming traffic. An opposing separate right turn lane will typically not be counted with opposing
through lanes unless engineering judgment indicates that the Jane configuration and number of

right turns will cause conflicts with the left turn movement,

Limited Sight Distance (Requirements): The minimum sight distance values necessary for the design
t. Distance should be calculated from the stop bar

vehicle volume to complete the turn movemen
for the mainline left turning vehicle. Measurement is based on travel path, speed, and acceleration

vehicle height. Both the sight distance for passenger vehicles and trucks should be checked using
heights and distance requirements per the AASHTO Geometric Design Guide. The current reference
at time this manual was prepared is the 2004 Guide, Chapter 9, Exhibit 9-67).

n lanes may consist of exclusive left turn lanes or a
d lanes that are shared by through and left turning traffic.
Both the dual lane and the left turn lane opposing this operation are suggested to operate with
protected phasing. Left turn lanes without opposing traffic, such as left turns off of a one- way
street, does not require protected only phasing based upon this criteria. [t might also be possible to
run the EYA in permissive mode during low volume times of the day.

Protected/permissive left turn operation: signal phasing that provides an exclusive phase (green
arrow) followed by a permissive phase (flashing yellow arrow), time during the signal cycle where
left turning traffic may make a left turn after yielding to oncoming fraffic. ,

Left Turn Related Collisions: These are Collisions that could be corrected by protected only phasing
such as those between those involving a left turning vehicle and an opposing through yehicle, At
higher speeds the accidents collisions are likely to be more severe. Therefore, a lower number of
collisions might be used as the parameter for consideration for high-speed approaches. Because of
the variations in collisions overtime, an average number of collisions per year over a 3-year period

should be used if the data Is available.

Dual Left Turn Lanes: Multiple left tur
combination of exclusive left turn lanes an

Spéed: Because It can be difficult for.a driver to accurately judge available gaps in traffic
approaching at high speeds, the engineer must exercise discretion when considering permissive or
protected permissive left turn phasing with opposing speeds of 45 MPH or above.

page | 3-30
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Use of posted speed limit is recommended. Non-arterial approaches may have lower speeds than
the posted speed limit because they are often in a stop condition upon the arrival of traffic. Grades
affect the acceleration rate of the left turner and the stopping distance and speed of the opposing
through traffic and are therefore considered in conjunction with speeds.

v Cross Product: The left turn volume multiplied by the opposing through volume. The cross product
values used are taken fror the Wisconsin Department of Transportation (WisDOT) Traffic Signal
Design Manual discussion on left turn conflicts analysis, Chapter 2, Section 3, Subject 4. Cross
product used represents a high frequency of conflicts for left turners looking for gaps in through

traffic.

FYA during Free Operation
With the variable-phasing operation of the FYA head, free operation will no longer have an assigned fixed
phasing operation. Therefore, standard free operation will need to be set up in the signal controller so
technicians can put signals guickly to EREE with a standard phasing operation desired at the specific time.

Here is an example of the standard FREE operations that will need to be set up in the signal controller:

All left turns protected
All left turns protected/permissive

All left turns permissive
Mainline protected, cross street protected permissive

Mainline protected, cross street permissive
Mainline protected/permissive, cross street protected
Mainline protected/permissive, cross street permissive

_ Mainline permissive, cross street protected
9. Mainline permissive, cross street protected/permissive Minimum Green Times

-

NOURAWLNE

Minimum Green Times

Mn/DOT currently sets the minimum gree
lefts have a 7 second minimum green an
Given the FYA head is a variable phasing operat
should be more than one minimum green value that c
minimum green should apply to all phasing operations.
se will ever run protected, the left turn minimum green
(i.e. only run protected/permissive or

n time based on the type of phasing operation where protected
d protected/permissive lefts have a 5 second minimum green.
ion head, a decision will need to be made as to if there
hanges with the phasing operation; or if a universal

If one minimum green is used, and if a left tum pha
should be set at 7 seconds. If a left turn will never run protected

perrissive), then the left turn minimum green should be setat 5 seconds.
EVP Preemption Operation under FYA

A. Protected-only Operation

v When the FYA s not allowed (protected only), the p
and the adjacent through phase. The opposing FYA wil

Exhihit 3-15).

re-emption will bring up the protected left turn
{ not be allowed during preemption (refer fo
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CC Regular Session 7. 6.
Meeting Date:  10/26/2021

By: Bruce Westby, Engineering/Public
Works

Information
Title:

Adopt Resolution #21-303 Approving Plans and Specifications and Authorizing Advertisements for Bids for
Improvement Project #21-08, Water Treatment Plant Trunk Watermain Improvements

Purpose/Background:

Purpose:
The purpose of this case is to adopt Resolution #21-303 approving Plans and Specifications and authorizing
advertisements for bids for Improvement Project #21-08, Water Treatment Plant Trunk Watermain Improvements.

Background:

On March 9, 2021, the Ramsey City Council adopted Resolution #21-061 awarding a contract to SEH Inc. to
prepare plans and specifications for Improvement Project #21-08, Water Treatment Plant Trunk Watermain
Improvements. A copy of this resolution is attached.

Plans were recently completed and are ready to be advertised for bids. Plans were prepared with a base bid and an
alternate bid as follows;

e Base bid — The base bid specifies a combination of construction techniques whereby open trenching of
watermain is specified along the south side of Bunker Lake Boulevard and the north side of 143rd Avenue,
while directional drilling of watermain is specified at intersections, through Cottonwood Park, under
Sunwood Drive, and under the stormwater pond between Hoya and Anderson Dahlen north of 143rd Avenue.

o Alternate bid — The alternate bid specifies directional drilling of watermain across as much of the project area
as feasible.

Copies of the title sheet and the general layout are attached for reference. Staff will have a full set of plans available
at the meeting to address any specific design questions Council may have. As has been stated in similar previous
cases, Staff recommends not attaching final plans to Council cases to prevent bidders from using those plans to bid
the project, which can result in bids that do not reflect plan addendums.

Notification:

Bids will be advertised in Finance and Commerce and in the Anoka Union Herald on Friday, October 29, 2021, and
on November 5, 2021. Bids will also be advertised and managed online on QuestCDN.

Time Frame/Observations/Alternatives:

Observations:

The current bidding environment for utility pipes is extremely volatile. There is currently an overall shortage of pipe
and appurtenant materials for various material types. This is due to a shortage of materials caused by supply chain
disruptions due to recent extreme weather events, a shortage of drivers, shipping lane blockages, etc. All this is
resulting in increased pipe costs and long delivery times between the time materials are ordered and the time they
are delivered. On average, pipes are not able to be delivered for 3 to 6 months or more from the time they are
ordered. Staff therefore recommends bidding this project as soon as possible, allowing an extended bidding window
(Staff recommends 2 months), and allowing bidders as much time as possible to substantially complete the work
(Staff recommends a substantial completion deadline of May 2023 to ensure the trunk watermain is in place and
operational by the time the new Water Treatment Facility is operational in the fall of 2023). All this should allow



bidders to work with materials suppliers to receive the best bid prices possible.

Alternatives:
Alternative #1 — Motion to adopt Resolution #21-303 approving Plans and Specifications and authorizing
advertisements for bids for Improvement Project #21-08, Water Treatment Plant Trunk Watermain Improvements.

Alternative #2 — Motion of other.

Funding Source:

SEH’s design services fee for designing the trunk watermain improvements and preparing plans and specifications
was $235,895, which equated to 6.89-percent of the preliminary estimated trunk watermain improvements
construction cost of $3,424,750.

Construction cost estimates based on final plans and specifications for the base and alternate bids are as follows;

¢ Base bid construction cost estimate = $4,880,000
e Alternate bid construction cost estimate = $4,900,000

The significant difference in costs between the preliminary estimate and the current estimates is due to the recent
volatile bidding environment for pipe materials. At this time, it is not known when the volatile bidding environment
related to utilities may subside.

Funding for this project is proposed to come from water enterprise funds. For almost two decades, municipal water
users have been contributing to a future water treatment plant, which includes off-site trunk watermain
improvements required to provide the plant with raw water, and to transport treated (finished) water out to the
distribution mains.

Recommendation:

On October 19, 2021, the Public Works Committee unanimously recommended City Council approval of plans and
specifications and authorizing advertisements for bids for Improvement Project #21-08, or alternative #1.

Staff also recommends approving alternative #1.

Outcome/Action:

Adopt Resolution #21-303 approving Plans and Specifications and authorizing advertisements for bids for
Improvement Project #21-08, Water Treatment Plant Trunk Watermain Improvements.

Attachments
Resolution 21-061
ACTION Resolution 21-303
Plan Title and General Layout Sheets

Form Review

Inbox Reviewed By Date
Kurt Ulrich Kurt Ulrich 10/21/2021 03:11 PM
Form Started By: Bruce Westby Started On: 10/16/2021 02:31 PM

Final Approval Date: 10/21/2021



Councilmember Musgrove introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption:
RESOLUTION #21-061

RESOLUTION ORDERING PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR IMPROVEMENT
PROJECT #21-08, WATER TREATMENT PLANT TRUNK WATERMAIN
IMPROVEMENTS

WHEREAS, pursuant to Ramsey City Council Resolution #19-248 adopted October 8§,
2019, five (5) proposals were accepted and a professional services contract was awarded to SEH,
Inc. for the purpose of analyzing the City’s municipal water supply system source water,
developing a water system model, and preparing a preliminary design report for a centralized
water treatment plant to ensure that the City’s municipal water supply system will continue to
provide adequate quantities of safe drinking water into the foreseeable future; and

WHEREAS, SEH, Inc. has completed the tasks required by the contract such that all
required off-site trunk watermain improvements needed to serve the proposed water treatment
plant have been identified well enough to complete preliminary and final design efforts; and

WHEREAS, to ensure that the required off-site trunk watermain improvements can be
constructed as cost-effectively as possible the City must complete construction of the trunk
watermain improvements along Bunker Lake Boulevard before Anoka County begins
construction of their proposed Bunker Lake Boulevard interim improvements project on or after
September 7, 2021; and

WHEREAS, at the request of City Staff, SEH, Inc. submitted a proposal for design and
construction services to allow the necessary trunk watermain improvements to be designed, bid,
and constructed in 2021; and

WHEREAS, funds required to pay for the trunk watermain improvements have been
collected from municipal water supply users and are available to fund the improvements in 2021;
and

WHEREAS, City Staff recommends accepting the professional services proposal from
SEH, Inc. based on the value the City will receive by completing construction of the trunk
watermain improvements along Bunker Lake Boulevard before Anoka County begins
construction of their proposed Bunker Lake Boulevard interim improvements project.

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 SEH for said professional services for and on behalf of the City of Ramsey.



The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Councilmember
Howell, and upon vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor thereof:

Mayor Kuzma
Councilmember Musgrove
Councilmember Howell
Councilmember Heineman
Councilmember Riley
Councilmember Specht
Councilmember Woestehoff

and the following voted against the same:
None

and the following abstained:
None

and the following were absent:

None

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

the 9th day of March, 2021. ,;

Mayor T / 0

ATTEST:
Ci(yu Clerk

Resolution #21-061
Page 2 of 2



Councilmember introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption:
RESOLUTION #21-303

RESOLUTION APPROVING PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS AND AUTHORIZING
ADVERTISEMENTS FOR BIDS FOR IMPROVEMENT PROJECT #21-08, WATER
TREATMENT PLANT TRUNK WATERMAIN IMPROVEMENTS

WHEREAS, pursuant to Ramsey City Council Resolution #19-248 adopted October 8,
2019, five (5) proposals were accepted and a professional services contract was awarded to SEH,
Inc. for the purpose of analyzing the City’s municipal water supply system source water,
developing a water system model, and preparing a preliminary design report for a centralized
water treatment plant to ensure that the City’s municipal water supply system will continue to
provide adequate quantities of safe drinking water into the foreseeable future; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Ramsey City Council Resolution #21-061 adopted March 9,
2021, a professional services contract was awarded to SEH, Inc. for all design and construction
services needed to allow the trunk watermain improvements needed to support the centralized
water treatment plant to be designed, bid, and constructed before the water treatment plant is
constructed; and

WHEREAS, funds required to pay for the trunk watermain improvements have been

collected from municipal water supply users and are available to fund the proposed
improvements, and

WHEREAS, SEH, Inc. completed plans and specifications for the purpose of advertising
for bids for the same improvements.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF RAMSEY, ANOKA COUNTY, STATE OF MINNESOTA, as follows:

1) The Ramsey City Council hereby approves the final plans and specifications prepared by
SEH, Inc. for the making of such improvements, and authorizes the advertisement of bids
for the same improvements.

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:

Resolution #21-303
Page 1 of 2



and the following were absent:

Whereupon said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted by the Ramsey City Council
this the 26th day of October, 2021.

Mayor

ATTEST:

City Clerk

Resolution #21-303
Page 2 of 2
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PROJECT LOCATION

O

NOTE:

THE SUBSURFACE UTILITY QUALITY INFORMATION IN THIS PLAN IS LEVEL D.

THIS UTILITY QUALITY LEVEL WAS DETERMINED ACCORDING TO THE

GUIDELINES OF CI/ASCE 38-02 ENTITLED "STANDARD GUIDELINES FOR THE
COLLECTION AND DEPICTION OF EXISTING SUBSURFACE UTILITY DATA."

THE CONTRACTOR SHALL CALL THE GOPHER STATE ONE CALL SYSTEM AT

811 BEFORE COMMENCING EXCAVATION.

\wr
Know what's below.
Call before you dig.

GOVERNING SPECIFICATIONS

THE 2020 EDITION OF THE MINNESOTA DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION "STANDARD SPECIFICATIONS FOR CONSTRUCTION"
SHALL GOVERN EXCEPT AS MODIFIED BY THE SPECIFICATIONS FOR THIS PROJECT.

ALL TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES SHALL CONFORM TO THE LATEST EDITION OF THE
MINNESOTA MANUAL ON UNIFORM TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES, INCLUDING THE LATEST
FIELD MANUAL FOR TEMPORARY TRAFFIC CONTROL ZONE LAYOUTS.

INDEX
SHEET NO. DESCRIPTION
1 TITLE SHEET
2 PROJECT OVERVIEW
3 CONSTRUCTION NOTES
47 DETAILS
8-15 REMOVAL PLAN
16-30 WATER MAIN PLAN AND PROFILE
31 COTTONWOOD TRAIL PLAN AND PROFILE
32-39 EROSION CONTROL AND TURF ESTABLISHMENT
40-41 SWPPP
42-44 TRAFFIC CONTROL PLAN
45 PAVEMENT MARKING AND SIGNING PLAN
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