CITY OF SHOREVIEW
AGENDA
REGULAR CITY COUNCIL MEETING
AUGUST 20, 2012
7:00 P.M.

CALL TO ORDER

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

ROLL CALL

APPROVAL OF AGENDA
PROCLAMATIONS AND RECOGNITIONS

CITIZENS COMMENTS - Individuals may address the City Council about any item
not included on the regular agenda. Specific procedures that are used for Citizens
Comments are available on notecards located in the rack near the entrance to the
Council Chambers. Speakers are requested to come to the podium, state their name and
address for the clerk's record, and limit their remarks to three minutes. Generally, the
City Council will not take official action on items discussed at this time, but may typically
refer the matter to staff for a future report or direct that the matter be scheduled on an
upcoming agenda.

COUNCIL COMMENTS

CONSENT AGENDA - These items are considered routine and will be enacted by one
motion. There will be no separate discussion of these items unless a Councilmember so
requests, in which event the item will be removed from the Consent Agenda and placed
elsewhere on the agenda.

1. August 6, 2012 City Council Meeting Minutes
2. Monthly Reports
--Administration
--Community Development
--Finance
--Public Works
--Park and Recreation
3. Verified Claims
4. Purchases

5. Acceptance of Gifts—Slice of Shoreview



8.

9.

Developer Escrow Reduction

Receive Assessment Roll and Order Public Hearing—Buffalo Lane Reconstruction,
CP 11-09

Accept Quote for Concrete Pavement Rehabilitation

Approval of Application for Exempt Permit—Retrieve A Golden of Minnesota, Inc.

10. Acceptance of Vision Internet Proposal for Website Redesign and Hosting

PUBLIC HEARING

11. Modification of Municipal Development District No. 2 and Establishment of Tax

Increment Financing District No. 8 (A Redevelopment District), and Adoption of a
Tax Increment Financing Plan—Muidland Plaza Redevelopment/Lakeview Terrace
Apartment Project

GENERAL BUSINESS

12. Preliminary Plat/Comprehensive Plan Amendment/Rezoning/Planned Unit

Development-Development Stage—Lakeview Terrace, 3588 Owasso Street

13. Proposed Name Change of County Road F West of Hodgson Road

STAFF AND CONSULTANT REPORTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS

ADJOURNMENT



CITY OF SHOREVIEW
MINUTES
REGULAR CITY COUNCIL MEETING
August 6, 2012

CALL TO ORDER

Mayor Martin called the regular meeting of the Shoreview City Council to order at 7:00
p.m. on August 6, 2012.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The meeting opened with the Pledge of Allegiance.
ROLL CALL

The following members were present: Mayor Martin; Councilmembers Quigley,
Wickstrom and Withhart.

Councilmember Huffman arrived late.

APPROVAL OF AGENDA

MOTION: by Councilmember Wickstrom, seconded by Councilmember Withhart to
approve the August 6, 2012 agenda as submitted.

VOTE: Ayes - 4 Nays - 0

PROCLAMATIONS AND RECOGNITIONS

There were none.

CITIZEN COMMENTS

There were none

COUNCIL COMMENTS

Mayor Martin:

Announced that the Jim Tones will perform at the Concert in the Commons at 7:00 p.m.
on Wednesday, August 8th at the Haffeman Pavilion.

On Friday, August 10, 2012, there will be Friday Night Flix with a movie in the park for
the whole family, The Muppets. On August 24, the movie will be Shrek Forever After.
Thank you to the Shoreview Northern Lights Variety Band and the Sister City
Association for the wonderful welcome they gave to the Musikcorp Band and visitors
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10. Declaration of Intent to Bond for Project Costs

11. Extension of Review Period for Lakeview Terrace - 3588 Owasso Street

12. Award of Quote - Pool Heater Replacement

13. Resolution Calling for a Public Hearing on the Proposed Modification of Municipal
Development District No. 2 and the Establishment of Tax Increment Financing
District No. 9 and the Proposed Adoption of a Tax Increment Financing Plan (TSI
Incorporated Expansion Project)

14. Renewal of Transit Bench License - U.S. Bench

VOTE: Ayes - 4 Nays - 0

MOTION: by Councilmember Quigley, seconded by Councilmember Wickstrom to
approve the July 9, 2012 City Council Workshop Minutes.

VOTE: Ayes - 3 Nays - 0 Abstain - 1 (Withhart)
Councilmember Withhart abstained as he was not present at the July 9th meeting.

PUBLIC HEARINGS

There were none.

GENERAL BUSINESS

AUTHORIZATION TO INITIATE CONDEMNATION ACTON FOR PROPERTY AT
3339 VICTORIA STREET

Presentation by Asst. City Manager/Community Development Director Tom
Simonson

Councilmember Huffman arrived at this time.

The property located at 3339 Victoria Street has been blighted for a long time with
property maintenance and public nuisance issues. The purpose of recommending
condemnation action is to remove unsafe, hazardous and blighted conditions both to the
home and the property.

The City has repeatedly had code enforcement and legal actions against this property
for over 20 years. The City has taken three separate abatement actions for cleanup in
1999, 2007 and 2009.

The property owner entered into a Confession of Judgment with Ramsey County to
avoid forfeiture of the property. The County executed a payment plan for the property
owner to pay for past cleanup costs and property taxes. Payments have been made,
but approximately $20,000 is still owed. The property owner is also delinquent on City
utility fees, which have been assessed to his property taxes.

On July 10, 2012, the City inspected the property and found accessory structures with
broken windows, deteriorated roofs, doors missing and several structures appear to be
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structurally unsound. There is also junk and debris stored outdoors in the side and rear
yards. Staff believes these conditions constitute a public nuisance and have a negative
impact on adjacent residential properties and the surrounding neighborhood.

The outside of the house was also inspected. The house appears to be hazardous and
in violation of numerous housing maintenance and building codes. This includes a
deteriorating roof, damaged/rotting siding, decaying fascia and soffits and broken
windows. A portion of the house roof has collapsed, and there is water damage.

The City received a CDBG grant from Ramsey County to assist with the purchase of
this property for redevelopment with affordable housing. Negotiations have occurred
over the past two years. The property owner is in agreement with the general
conditions of the purchase agreement, but has not signed the document. Staff believes
this action to be warranted to expedite execution of the purchase agreement or to be
able to remove conditions of blight. The property owner and legal counsel are aware of
the City’s action.

Neighbors are very frustrated with the lengthy process and are supportive of this action
to resolve the issues on this property.

Councilmember Wickstrom asked the length of time the process will take, as the
neighbors have put up with this situation too long. Mr. Simonson stated that it is hoped
this action will lead to the purchase agreement being signed. City Attorney Filla added
that should condemnation proceedings go forward, he would anticipate 20 to 40 days
for the City to take ownership. City Manager Schwerm noted that cleanup of the
property would likely take substantially longer than 40 days.

Councilmember Withhart stated that the City has been generous in treatment of Mr.
McGuire. Efforts at cleanup have been tried a number of times. Every avenue has
been tried to address the situation. He noted that this action is not taken lightly and is
being done as a last resort.

Councilmember Huffman asked what affordable housing might be in this situation. Mr.
Simonson explained that it could be a median priced home in the $240,000 range. It
could be targeted for first-time homebuyers. There are a number of options.
Councilmember Huffman emphasized that an affordable house could well be one similar
to any home.

Mayor Martin stated that condemnation is difficult, but safety is a big issue in this
instance. Rather than spending more money on court proceedings, it is her hope also
that that this action will be the catalyst for execution of the purchase agreement.

MOTION: by Councilmember Wickstrom, seconded by Councilmember Withhart to
authorize the commencement of condemnation action for the public
purpose of eliminating blight and removal of a public nuisance on property
located at 3339 Victoria Street, if a negotiated purchase agreement cannot
be reached with the property owner.
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ROLL CALL: Ayes: Huffman, Quigley, Wickstrom, Withhart, Martin
Nays: None

GRASS/WEED ABATEMENTS: 5870 Ridge Creek Road and 628 Lake Pine Drive

Presentation by Asst. City Manager/Community Development Director Tom
Simonson

Staff is requesting an order to address vegetative growth abatement at 5870 Ridge
Creek Road. The request for abatement at 628 Lake Pine Drive is no longer necessary,
as the vegetation was cut earlier in the day.

Section 211.060, Property Maintenance, requires that all properties be kept free of
noxious weeds, and grass and lawns cannot exceed 9 inches in height. Although
vegetation was cut at 5870 Ridge Creek Road, the property is vacant and is in tax
forfeiture. The City is recommending proceeding with abatement for future
maintenance. This action will enable the City to monitor the property for the remainder
of 2012 and for 2013.

MOTION: by Councilmember Quigley, seconded by Councilmember Huffman to
adopt Resolution No. 12-66, pursuant to Section 210.020(A), approving
the abatement of vegetative growth for the property located at 5870 Ridge
Creek Road, and to charge the property owner for the cost of the
abatement, including administrative costs. The City Manager is
authorized to monitor the property throughout the 2012 and 2013 growing
seasons and to abate any vegetative growth on the property that does not
comply with City regulations.

ROLL CALL: Ayes: Quigley, Wickstrom, Withhart, Huffman, Martin
Nays: None

ADJOURNMENT

MOTION: by Councilmember Quigley, seconded by Councilmember Withhart to
adjourn the meeting at 7:33 p.m.

VOTE: Ayes - 5 Nays - 0
Mayor Martin declared the meeting adjourned.

THESE MINUTES APPROVED BY COUNCIL ON THE __ DAY OF
2012.

Terry C. Schwerm
City Manager















A negotiated purchase is still the goal of the City, but staff is hopeful that action by the City
Council authorizing the start of condemnation proceedings will assist the efforts to acquire the
property.

Rental Licensing. To date, a record 501 General Dwelling Unit (GDU) rental licenses and all 7
Multi-Family Dwelling Unit (MFU) rental licenses have been issued. New GDU license
applications are expected throughout the year as properties are converted and the owners
apply for licenses. Staff will also remain active in identifying rental properties that have not
been licensed.

The 2012 inspections have commenced, with a total of about 250 GDU and 420 MFU units
scheduled for inspection during 2012. So far, 407 MFU inspections have been conducted and
the remaining 13 are scheduled at a MFU complex in September. The GDU inspections have
also started and approximately 110 have been conducted so far. Overall, MFU management has
been very prepared for our inspections and responsive to required repairs.

Code Enforcement. There have been 16 new code enforcement cases opened in the past
month. The following table summarizes the code enforcement activity this past year and this
year to date:

Year Total Cases Cases Open ' | Cases Closed
2011 200 13 187
2012 121 38 83

Citation Issued — One citation issued in 2011 remains pending which involves barking dogs and
a trial date has now been moved to September. A citation that was issued for refuse in
February of 2012 has been continued until September to give the defendant another
opportunity to work with the City to bring the property into compliance.

Garbage/Clutter Houses — Staff conducted two follow-up inspections with two homeowners
who were previously notified of property maintenance, housing and fire code violations in 2010
and 2011. Per our agreements with these homeowners, the City and Lake Johanna Fire
Department staff has the authority to conduct follow-up inspections to ensure compliance to
the City's ordinances and Fire Code. One of these contracts with the homeowners has expired
and staff is planning on renewing the contract with the homeowners this week.

The recent cases whereby City staff was made aware of through Ramsey County Social Services
and emergency medical staff were both re-inspected for compliance last week. The rental
property has since been brought into compliance and the other case is almost in compliance
with the exception of two interior property maintenance violations. Staff is working to find
resources to assist the property owner with these last violations.

SHINE. Staff is currently following-up with approximately five homeowners who have not
complied with housing maintenance requirements found during this spring's SHINE
neighborhood inspection. A part of the Metro Paint-A-Thon, a team from Land-O-Lakes painted
the entire exterior and deck of an elderly property owner's home that was referred to the
program by the City.
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City Property Taxes — The City portion of property taxes on a median home ($168,400 value in 2002
and $235,700 value in 2012) has dropped one rank position in comparison to the year 2002.

e Shoreview ranks 6" lowest in 2002 (26.7% below average)

e Shoreview ranks 5™ lowest in 2012 (23.9% below average)

e The highest City tax occurs in Rosemount in 2002 and in Brooklyn Center in 2012

e  White Bear Lake and Chaska rank the lowest two cities in both years

City Tax on Median Home
Rank 2002 2012

1 [Rosemount S 1,003 |Brooklyn Center S 1,625
2 |Hastings 988 |Hastings 1,558
3  Brooklyn Center 972 |Richfield 1,433
4 New Hope 906 |Golden Valley 1,315
5 |lino Lakes 894 iNew Hope 1,299
6 [Richfield 871 (Crystal 1,247
7 |Golden Valley 867 |Savage 1,245
8 | Cottage Grove 798 |Apple Valley 1,144
9 |Apple Valley 774 |Elk River 1,122
10 (Inver Grove Hgts 762 [Rosemount 1,108
11 Elk River 734 IMaplewood 1,090
12 |Crystal 730 {Inver Grove Hgts 1,069
13 |Savage 720 |Ramsey 1,041
14 Champlin 713 | St Louis Park 1,034
15 [Oakdale 709 |Andover 1,016
16 Ramsey 700 [Lino Lakes 1,011
17 (Prior Lake 672 {New Brighton 977
18 (New Brighton 655 | Cottage Grove 973
19 St. Louis Park 642 |Champlin 971
20 |Chanhassen 636 |Fridley 969
21 [Maplewood 597 Oakdale 925
22 iShakopee 572 Shakopee 873
23 Andover 560 [Roseville 841

24 Shoreview , ‘Prior Lake

25 |Fridley 505 |Shoreview
26 Roseville 495 {Chanhassen 700
27 |Edina 468 |Edina 635
28 White Bear Lake 461 [Chaska 601
29 Chaska 334 | White Bear Lake 470
Average S 698 | Average $ 1,031
Median S 709 | Median S 1,016
Shoreview to Avg  -26.7%, Shoreview to Avg -23.9%










LGA - Shoreview receives no local government aid (LGA) to help support the cost of City services. The
table below presents the amount of LGA received by each comparison city in 2012.

e Crystalreceiv:s the highest LGA LGA Per
er capita at $65.69 . . .

® \F;\/hiteFl)Bear Lake receives the City Population LGA Capita
second highest LGA at $64.40 Crystal 22,151  1,455066 S  65.69
® Most cities receive no LGA White Bear Lake 23,797 1,532,448 $  64.40
Richfield 35,228 1,218,346 S 34.58

Fridley 27,208 759,414 § 27.91

Brooklyn Center 30,104 411,378 § 13.67

New Hope 20,339 41,843 S 2.06

Chaska 23,770 37,441 § 1.58

Apple Valley 49,084 0S -

Edina 47,941 0S -

St Louis Park 45,250 0§ -

Maplewood 38,018 0S$ -

Shakopee 37,076 0§ -

Cottage Grove 34,589 0S$ -

Inver Grove Heights 33,880 0S -

Roseville 33,660 0S -

Andover 30,598 0S$ -

Oakdale 27,378 0S$ -

Savage 26,911 0§ -

Shoreview 25,043 0S$ -

Ramsey 23,668 0S -

Champlin 23,089 0S -

Elk River 22,974 0S$ -

Chanhassen 22,952 0S$ -

Prior Lake 22,796 0S$ -

Hastings 22,172 0Ss -

Rosemount 21,874 0S -

New Brighton 21,456 0S -

Golden Valley 20,371 0S -

Lino Lakes 20,216 (S -




Tax Rates — Comparisons of tax rates are useful because the tax rate measures both the change in
levies and values (the levy is divided by the taxable value to compute the tax rate). Shoreview’s City
tax rate has remained relatively constant in the last 10 years, ranking 6™ lowest in 2002 and 2012.

City Tax Rate
Rank 2002 2012

1 [Rosemount 59.550% Hastings 66.080%
2 |Hastings 58.660%; Brooklyn Center 64.360%
3 |Brooklyn Center 57.710%Richfield 60.810%
4 {New Hope 53.790%! Golden Valley 55.800%
5 |Lino Lakes 53.080% New Hope 55.110%
6 |Richfield 51.720%| Crystal 51.340%
7 |Golden Valley 51.490% Savage 51.120%
8 |Cottage Grove 47.410% Elk River 47.590%
9 |Apple Valley 45.940%} Rosemount 46.990%
10 iInver Grove Hgts 45.230% Inver Grove Hgts 45.360%
11 |Elk River 43.600%; Ramsey 44.170%
12 |Crystal 43.360%; Apple Valley 44.110%
13 |Champlin 42.360%| Maplewood 44.060%
14 Oakdale 42.090%| St Louis Park 43.870%
15 {Ramsey 41.580%Lino Lakes 42.890%
16 |Prior Lake 39.890%; Andover 42.260%
17 [New Brighton 38.900%i New Brighton 41.430%
18 |St Louis Park 38.130%| Cottage Grove 41.290%
19 |Chanhassen 37.770%{Champlin 41.200%
20 Maplewood 35.440% Fridley 39.620%
21 Savage 34.110%| Oakdale 39.250%
22 Shakopee 33.980%; Shakopee 36.660%
23 |Andover 33.270%  Roseville 33.450%
24 |Shoreview Shoreview
25 [Fridley 29.990% Prior Lake 29.740%
26 [Roseville 29.410% Chanhassen 28.520%
27 iEdina 27.810% Edina 26.250%
28 White Bear Lake 27.370%;Chaska 25.490%
29 |Chaska 19.840% White Bear Lake 19.940%

Average 41.168%; Average 42.828%

Median 41.580%; Median 42.890%

Shoreview to Avg -26.2%| Shoreview to Avg -22.4%
















Page: 1
General Fund
For Year 2012 Through The Month Of July

Percent YTD

Budget Actual Variance This Yr Last Yr
REVENUES
Property Taxes 6,467,060 3,241,865 3,225,195 50.13 52.28
Licenses & Permits 292,750 323,833 ~-31,083 110.62 84.97
Intergovernmental 183,002 175,197 7,805 95.74 89.47
Charges for Services 1,164,450 984,777 179,673 84 .57 81.53
Fines & Forfeits 62,000 20,593 41,407 33.21 27.66
Interest Earnings 45,000 45,000
Miscellaneous 35,160 26,905 8,255 76.52 74.90
TOTAL REVENUES 8,249,422 4,773,171 3,476,251 57.86 57.93
EXPENDITURES
General Government
Administration 537,154 305,146 232,008 56.81 56.07
Communications 171,288 68,756 102,532 40.14 54.03
Council & commiss 140,231 86,014 54,217 61.34 57.83
Elections 34,453 269 34,184 .78
Finance/accounting 541,508 308,790 232,718 57.02 56.85
Human Resources 248,382 118,519 129,863 47 .72 51.16
Information systems 312,594 176,594 136,000 56.49 55.66
Legal 100,000 41,0098 58,902 41.10 32.05
Total General Government 2,085,610 1,105,185 980,425 52.99 54.19
Public Safety
Emergency services 7,333 3,645 3,688 49.71 77.45
Fire 854,900 861,068 -6,168 100.72 99.90
Police 1,858,994 1,014,575 844,419 54 .58 53.65
Total Public Safety 2,721,227 1,879,288 841,939 69.06 67.92
Public Works
Forestry/nursery 75,596 34,745 40,851 45 .96 28.01
Pub Works Adm/Engin 433,056 243,561 189,495 56.24 57.74
Streets 769,973 500,562 269,411 65.01 68.02
Trail mgmt 121,384 83,790 37,594 69.03 53.84
Total Public Works 1,400,009 862,657 537,352 61.62 61.30
Parks and Recreation
Municipal buildings 126,119 114,136 11,983 90.50 89.96
Park Maintenance 1,117,133 736,061 381,072 65.89 67.58
Park/Recreation Adm 345,201 196,793 148,408 57.01 58.67
Total Parks and Recreation 1,588,453 1,046,989 541,464 65.91 66.79
Community Develop
Building Inspection 151,486 99,602 51,884 65.75 56.54
Planning/zoning adm 382,837 191,300 191,537 49.97 51.36

Total Community Develop 534,323 290,902 243,421 54 .44 52.82



General Fund
For Year 2012 Through The Month Of July

Page:

Percent YTD

Budget Actual Variance This Yr Last Yr
TOTAL EXPENDITURES 8,329,622 5,185,022 3,144,600 62.25 62.29
OTHER
Transfers In 481,000 434,750 46,250 90.38 86.59
Transfers Out -400,800 -306,250 -94,550 76.41 76.30
TOTAL OTHER 80,200 128,500 -48,300 160.22 186.62
Net change in fund equity -283,351 472,451
Fund equity, beginning 3,976,412
Fund equity, ending 3,693,061
Less invested in capital assets
Net available fund equity 3,693,061

2



Recycling
For Year 2012 Through The Month Of July

Page:

Percent YTD

Budget Actual Variance This Yr Last Yr
REVENUES
Intergovernmental 69,000 51,883 17,117 75.19 106.01
Charges for Services 451,300 232,323 218,977 51.48 55.21
TOTAL REVENUES 520,300 284,206 236,094 54.62 61.79
EXPENDITURES
Public Works
Recycling 489,474 268,535 220,939 54 .86 58.27
Total Public Works 489,474 268,535 220,939 54.86 58.27
TOTAL EXPENDITURES 489,474 268,535 220,939 54.86 58.27
Net change in fund equity 30,826 15,671 15,155
Fund equity, beginning _ 114,960
Fund equity, ending 130,631
Less invested in capital assets
Net available fund equity 130,631
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STD Self Insurance
For Year 2012 Through The Month 0f July

Page:

Percent YTD

Budget Actual Variance This Yr Last Yr
REVENUES
Charges for Services 7,500 4,404 3,096 58.72 57.71
Interest Earnings 600 600
TOTAL REVENUES 8,100 4,404 3,696 54.37 50.92
EXPENDITURES
Miscellaneous
Short-term Disab 8,000 8,415 -415 105.19 118.08
Total Miscellaneous 8,000 8,415 -415 105.19 118.08
TOTAL: EXPENDITURES 8,000 8,415 -415 105.19 118.08
Net change in fund equity 100 -4,011 4,111
Fund equity, beginning 41,503
Fund equity, ending 37,492
Less invested in capital assets
Net available fund equity 37,492
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REVENUES
Charges for Services
Interest Earnings
Miscellaneous
TOTAL REVENUES
EXPENDITURES
Parks and Recreation
Community center

Total Parks and Recreation

Capital Outlay
Community center

Total Capital Outlay

TOTAL EXPENDITURES

OTHER
Transfers In

TOTAL OTHER
Net change in fund equity
Fund equity, beginning

Fund equity, ending

Community Center
For Year 2012 Through The Month Of July

Page:

Percent YTD

Less invested in capital assets

Net available fund equity

Budget Actual Variance This Yr Last Yr
2,269,985 1,351,314 918,671 59.53 62.12
8,000 8,000
20 ~20
2,277,985 1,351,334 926,651 59.32 61.79
2,445,989 1,376,888 1,069,101 56.29 55.14
2,445,989 1,376,888 1,069,101 56.29 55.14
12,930 12,930
12,930 12,930
2,458,919 1,376,888 1,082,031 56.00 55.14
300,000 175,000 125,000 58.33 58.33
300,000 175,000 125,000 58.33 58.33
119,066 149,446 -30,380
828,287
977,733
977,733
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Page: 6
Recreation Programs
For Year 2012 Through The Month Of July

Percent YTD

Budget Actual Variance This Yr Last Yr
REVENUES
Charges for Services 1,277,740 842,500 435,240 65.94 66.77
Interest Earnings 4,600 4,600
Miscellaneous 723 -723
TOTAL REVENUES 1,282,340 843,222 439,118 65.76 66.50
EXPENDITURES
Parks and Recreation
Adult & youth sports 109,238 63,529 45,709 58.16 59.68
Aquatics 129,694 85,414 44,280 65.86 56.86
Community programs 99,102 70,132 28,970 70.77 54.03
Drop-in Child Care 67,409 35,171 32,238 52.18 69.57
Fitness Programs 198,987 115,357 83,630 57.97 57.44
Park/Recreation Adm 331,258 174,458 156,800 52.67 47.20
Preschool Programs 73,656 41,233 32,423 55.98 55.02
Summer Discovery 167,245 100,586 66,659 60.14 57.18
Youth/Teen 70,213 32,794 37,419 46.71 41.68
Total Parks and Recreation 1,246,802 718,676 528,126 57.64 54.09
TOTAL EXPENDITURES 1,246,802 718,676 528,126 57.64 54.09
OTHER
Transfers In 65,000 65,000 100.00 100.00
Transfers Out -75,000 -43,750 -31,250 58.33 58.33
TOTAL OTHER -10,000 21,250 -31,250 -212.50 -483.33
Net change in fund equity 25,538 145,797 -57,759
Fund equity, beginning _ 545,206 ————————

Fund equity, ending 691,003
Less invested in capital assets

Net available fund equity 691,003



REVENUES
Charges for Services
Interest Earnings
Miscellaneous
TOTAL REVENUES
EXPENDITURES
General Govermment
Cable television

Total General Government

TOTAL EXPENDITURES

OTHER
Transfers Out

TOTAL OTHER
Net change in fund equity
Fund equity, beginning

Fund equity, ending

Cable Television
For Year 2012 Through The Month Of July

Page:

Percent YTD

Less invested in capital assets

Net available fund equity

Budget Actual Variance Thig Yr Last Yr
280,000 148,024 131,976 52.87 25.83
1,800 1,800
1,200 700 500 58.33 35.00
283,000 148,724 134,276 52 .55 25.61
165,095 122,411 42,684 74.15 81.95
165,095 122,411 42,684 74.15 81.95
165,095 122,411 42,684 74.15 81.95
-121,950 -64,750 -57,200 53.10 46.04
-121,950 ~64,750 -57,200 53.10 46.04
-4,045 -38,437 148,792
215,665
177,228
177,228
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Econ Devel Auth/EDA

For Year 2012 Through The Month Of July

Page:

Percent YTD

Budget Actual Variance This Yr Last Yr
REVENUES
Property Taxes 55,000 27,686 27,314 50.34 52.67
TOTAL REVENUES 55,000 27,686 27,314 50.34 52.67
EXPENDITURES
Community Develop
Econ Development-HRA 49,783 26,905 22,878 54.04 57.05
Total Community Develop 49,783 26,905 22,878 54.04 57.05
TOTAL EXPENDITURES 49,783 26,905 22,878 54.04 57.05
Net change in fund equity 5,217 781 4,436
Fund equity, beginning ———— 185,524

Fund equity, ending 186,305

Less invested in capital assets

Net available fund equity 186,305
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HRA Programs of EDA

For Year 2012 Through The Month Of July

Page:

Percent YTD

Budget Actual Variance This Yr Last Yr
REVENUES
Property Taxes 70,000 35,071 34,929 50.10 50.92
TOTAL REVENUES 70,000 35,071 34,929 50.10 50.92
EXPENDITURES
Community Develop
Housing Programs-HRA 53,726 32,206 21,520 59.95 62.44
Total Community Develop 53,726 32,206 21,520 59.95 62.44
TOTAL EXPENDITURES 53,726 32,206 21,520 59.95 62.44
Net change in fund equity 16,274 2,865 13,409
Fund equity, beginning 35,700
Fund equity, ending 38,565
Less invested in capital assets
Net available fund equity 38,565
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Liability Claims
For Year 2012 Through The Month Of July

Page:

Percent YTD

Budget Actual Variance This Yr Last Yr
REVENUES
Interest Earnings 2,200 2,200
Miscellaneous 20,000 7,506 12,494 37.53 16.30
TOTAL REVENUES 22,200 7,506 14,694 33.81 14.30
EXPENDITURES
Miscellaneous
Insurance Claims 32,000 22,478 9,522 70.24 52.82
Total Miscellaneous 32,000 22,478 9,522 70.24 52.82
TOTAL EXPENDITURES 32,000 22,478 9,522 70.24 52.82
Net change in fund equity ~-9,800 -14,971 5,171
Fund equity, beginning 192,054
Fund equity, ending 177,083
Less invested in capital assets
Net available fund equity 177,083
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REVENUES
Charges for Services
Miscellaneous
TOTAL REVENUES
EXPENDITURES
General Government

Slice of Shoreview

Total General Government

TOTAL EXPENDITURES

OTHER ,
Transfers In

TOTAL OTHER

Net change in fund equity

Fund equity, beginning

Fund equity, ending

Slice SV Event
For Year 2012 Through The Month Of July

Page:

Percent YTD

Less invested in capital assets

Net available fund equity

Budget Actual Variance This Yr Last Yr
22,000 23,795 -1,795 108.16 124.67
25,000 29,420 -4,420 117.68 127.48
47,000 53,215 -6,215 113.22 126.20
57,200 45,624 11,576 79.76 76.94
57,200 45,624 11,576 79.76 76.94
57,200 45,624 11,576 79.76 76.94
10,000 10,000 100.00 100.00
10,000 10,000 100.00 100.00

-200 17,591 -17,791
52,558
70,149
70,149
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REVENUES
Special Assessments
Intergovernmental
Utility Charges
Late fees
Water meters
Othexr prop charges
Interest Earnings

TOTAL REVENUES
EXPENDITURES
Proprietary

Water Operations

Total Proprietary

TOTAL EXPENDITURES

OTHER
Depreciation
Transfers Out
GO Revenue Bonds

TOTAL OTHER

Net change in fund equity

Fund equity, beginning

Fund equity, ending

Water Fund

Page:

Less invested in capital assets

For Year 2012 Through The Month Of July
Percent YTD
Budget Actual Variance This Yr Last Yr
948 -948
13,200 13,274 ~-74 100.56
2,464,000 1,220,945 1,243,055 49.55 40.27
19,313 -19,313
2,800 6,060 -3,260 216.44 49.58
2,000 8,075 -6,075 403.74 95.12
55,000 37 54,963 .07
2,537,000 1,268,652 1,268,348 50.01 40.21
1,455,461 943,740 511,721 64 .84 60.80
1,455,461 943,740 511,721 64.84 60.80
1,455,461 943,740 511,721 64.84 60.80
-630,000 -367,500 -262,500 58.33 58.33
-240,000 -175,000 -65,000 72.92 98.34
-184,287 -189,555 5,268 102.86 101.70
-1,054,287 ~-732,055 -322,232 69.44 75.36
27,252 -407,143 1,078,860
12,445,554
12,038,411
9,427,325
2,611,086

Net available fund equity
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REVENUES
Special Assessments
Intergovernmental

Charges for Services

Utility Charges
Late fees
Facility/area chgs
Other prop charges
Interest Earnings

TOTAL REVENUES
EXPENDITURES
Proprietary

Sewer Operations

Total Proprietary

TOTAL EXPENDITURES

OTHER
Depreciation
Transfers Out
GO Revenue Bonds

TOTAL OTHER

Net change in fund equity
beginning

Fund equity,

Fund equity, ending

Sewer Fund
For Year 2012 Through The Month Of July

Page:

Percent YTD

Less invested in capital assets

Net available fund equity

Budget Actual Variance This Yr Last Yr
328 -328
10,515 10,577 -62 100.59
200 284 -84 141.90 66.90
3,500,000 1,990,970 1,509,030 56.88 55.96
37,716 ~-37,716
4,000 2,863 1,137 71.57 97.42
2,500 5,850 ~-3,350 234.00 337.88
25,000 30 24,970 .12
3,542,215 2,048,618 1,493,597 57.83 56.68
2,942,296 2,038,186 904,110 69.27 69.28
2,942,296 2,038,186 904,110 69.27 69.28
2,942,296 2,038,186 904,110 69.27 69.28
-300,000 -175,000 -125,000 58.33 58.33
-188,000 ~123,000 -65,000 65.43 98.01
~-72,843 -73,832 989 101.36 101.37
-560,843 -371,832 -189,011 66.30 76.82
39,076 -361,401 778,498
7,284,108
6,922,707
4,725,848
2,196,859
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Surface Water Mgmt

For Year 2012 Through The Month Of July

REVENUES

Special Assessments
Intergovernmental
Utility Charges
Late fees

Lake Impr Dist chgs
Other prop charges
Interest Earnings

TOTAL REVENUES

EXPENDITURES
Proprietary

Snail Lake Aug.
Surface Water Oper

Total Proprietary

TOTAL EXPENDITURES

OTHER

Contributed Assets
Depreciation
Transfers Out

GO Revenue Bonds

TOTAL OTHER

Net change in fund equity

Fund equity, beginning

Fund equity,
Less invested in capital assets

Net available fund equity

ending

Page:

Percent YTD

Budget Actual Variance This Yr Last Yr
65 -65
3,815 3,837 -22 100.57
1,056,000 603,482 452,518 57.15 57.09
8,968 -8,968
48,462 16,113 32,349 33.25 64 .33
5,000 5,494 -494 109.88 80.60
24,000 11 23,989 .05
1,137,277 637,970 499,307 56.10 57.03
33,367 8,689 24,678 26.04 13.18
726,866 496,249 230,617 68.27 74.13
760,233 504,938 255,295 66.42 71.24
760,233 504,938 255,295 66.42 71.24
20,231 -20,231
~218,000 -127,162 -90,838 58.33 58.33
-107,000 -60,000 ~-47,000 56.07 100.00
-85,602 -86,382 780 100.91 97.84
-410,602 -253,313 -157,289 61.69 77 .65
-33,558 -120,281 360,840
7,384,772
7,264,491
6,135,855
1,128,636
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Street Light Utility

For Year 2012 Through The Month Of July

REVENUES
Special Assessments
Utility Charges
Late fees
Interest Earnings
Miscellaneous

TOTAL REVENUES
EXPENDITURES
Proprietary
Street lighting

Total Proprietary

Capital Outlay
Capital Projects

Total Capital Outlay

TOTAL EXPENDITURES
OTHER
Depreciation

Transfers Out

TOTAL OTHER

Net change in fund equity

Fund equity, beginning

Fund equity, ending

Less invested in capital assets

Net available fund equity

Page:

Percent YTD

Budget Actual Variance This Yr Last Yr
30 -30
456,000 260,635 195,365 57.16 57.41
3,923 -3,923
2,500 2,500
500 500
459,000 264,588 194,412 57.64 57.85
251,740 141,832 109,908 56.34 63.68
251,740 141,832 109,908 56.34 63.68
3,036 -3,036
3,036 -3,036
251,740 144,868 106,872 57.55 63.94
-40,000 -23,331 -16,669 58.33 58.33
-15,600 -12,000 -3,600 76.92 100.00
-55,600 -35,331 -20,269 63.54 67.29
151,660 84,390 107,808
749,937
834,327
432,561
401,766
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Page: 16
Central Garage Fund
For Year 2012 Through The Month Of July

Percent YTD

Budget Actual Variance This Yr Last Yr
REVENUES
Property Taxes 216,000 108,732 107,268 50.34 52.67
Intergovernmental 120,715 86,531 34,184 71.68
Cent Garage chgs 1,137,680 1,135,494 2,186 99.81 98.35
Interest Earnings 22,000 225 21,775 1.02
TOTAL REVENUES 1,496,395 1,330,983 165,412 88.95 99.73
EXPENDITURES
Proprietary
Central Garage Oper 576,564 304,464 272,100 52.81 54 .33
Total Proprietary 576,564 304,464 272,100 52.81 54 .33
Miscellaneous
Other Expenses 8,000 8,000
Total Miscellaneous 8,000 8,000
Capital Outlay
Central Garage Oper 168,060 -168,060
Total Capital Outlay 168,060 -168,060
TOTAL EXPENDITURES 584,564 472,524 112,040 80.83 100.57
OTHER
Sale of Asset 20,000 1,643 18,358 8.21 157.13
Transfers In 180,600 180,600 100.00
Depreciation -673,000 -392,581 -280,419 58.33 58.33
GO CIP BRonds -247,157 -247,658 501 100.20 139.06
TOTAL OTHER -719,557 -638,596 -80,961 88.75 72.31
Net change in fund equity 192,274 219,862 532,249
Fund equity, beginning 3,713,231
Fund equity, ending 3,933,093
Less invested in capital assets 3,228,575
Net available fund equity 704,518



IMS: INVESTMENT_SCHEDULE: 08-08-12  13:11:20

INVESTMENT SCHEDULE BY SECURITY TYPE
AS OF 07-31-12

Seq# Institution Type Term Purchased Matures Principal Yield

CERTIFICATE DEPOSIT

1,143 Morgan Stanley Smith Barney LLC cD 549 02~24-12 08-26-13 121,000.00 .548000
1,146 Morgan Stanley Smith Barney LLC cD 550 03-02-12 09-03-13 128,000.00 .550000
1,145 Morgan Stanley Smith Barney LLC cD 730 02-29-12 02-28-14 249,000.00 .550000
1,147 Morgan Stanley Smith Barney LLC cD 730 03-07-12 03-07-14 249,000.00 .500000
1,148 Morgan Stanley Smith Barney LLC cD 731 03~-09-12 03-10-14 249,000.00 .650000
1,150 Morgan Stanley Smith Barney LLC cD 730 03~28-12 03-28-14 249,000.00 .650000
1,141 Morgan Stanley Smith Barney LLC cD 1,097 02-08-12 02-09-15 150,000.00 1.000000
1,163 Dain Rauscher Investment Services cb 1,095 07-09-12 07-09-15 248,000.00 1.000000
1,164 Dain Rauscher Investment Services ¢b 1,097 07-11-12 07-13-15 248,000.00 1.150000
1,140 Morgan Stanley Smith Barney LLC cD 1,461 02-08-12 02-08-16 248,000.00 1.150000
1,142 Morgan Stanley Smith Barney LLC cD 1,461 02-08-12 02-08-16 248,000.00 1.300000
1,155 Morgan Stanley Smith Barney LLC b 1,461 05-16-12 05-16-16 98,000.00 1.250000
1,165 Dain Rauscher Investment Services cD 1,462 07-17-12 07-18-16 248,000.00  1.250000
1,154 Morgan Stanley Smith Barney LLC D 1,645 05-16-12 11-16-16 248,000.00 1.300000
1,161 Dain Rauscher Investment Services cb 1,826 07-06-12 07-06-17 247,000.00  1.800000
1,162 Dain Rauscher Investment Services cD 1,826 07-06-12 07-06-17 247,000.00  1.800000
1,169 Morgan Stanley Smith Barney LLC cD 1,826 07-25-12 07-25-17 248,000.00 1.550000
1,172 Morgan Stanley Smith Barney LLC cD 1,826 07-26-12 07-26-17 247,000.00 1.700000
1,168 Dain Rauscher Investment Services Cb 3,652 07-25-12 07-25-2022 249,000.00 2.425000
1,167 Dain Rauscher Investment Services CD 5,478 07-19-12 07-19-2027 238,000.00 3.416200
1,174 DPain Rauscher Investment Services cD 5,477 07-31-12 07-30-2027 246,000.00 3.183400
Total Number Of Investments: 21 4,703,000.00

FEDERAL HOME LN BK

1,156 Morgan Stanley Smith Barney LLC FH 3,652 06-07-12 06-07-2022 500,000.00 2.786000
1,159 Dain Rauscher Investment Services FH 3,647 07-03-12 06-28-2022 600,000.00 2.789800
1,160 Dain Rauscher Investment Services FH 3,647 07-03-12 06~28-2022 405,000.00 2.789800
1,166 Dain Rauscher Investment Services FH 32,66 07-18-12 07-18-2022 600,000.00 2.998400
1,171 Morgan Stanley Smith Barney LLC FH 3,652 07-26-12 07-26-2022 600,000.00 2.761000
Total Number Of Investments: 5 2,705,000.00

FEDERAL NATL MTG

1,098 Wells Fargo Brokerage Services FN 1,826 08-10-10 08-10-15 500,000.00 1.998900
1,122 Wells Fargo Brokerage Services FN 1,607 03-17-11 08-10-15 462,000.00 2.044200
1,144 Dain Rauscher Investment Services FN 1,782 02-24-12 01-10-17 501,423.23  2.688300
1,152 Dain Rauscher Investment Services FN 5,478 04-12-12 04-12-2027 1,000,000.00 4.231000
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IMS:INVESTMENT_SCHEDULE: 08-08-12 13:11:20 Page: 2

INVESTMENT SCHEDULE BY SECURITY TYPE
AS OF 07-31-12

Seq# Institution Type Term  Purchased Matures Principal Yield
1,158 Dain Rauscher Investment Services FN 5,478 06-28-12 06-28-2027 600,000.00 3.664700
1,170 Dain Rauscher Investment Services FN 5,475 07-26-12 07-23-2027 1,007,513.67 3.399500
1,173 Dain Rauscher Investment Services FN 5,478 07-30-12 07-30-2027 600,000.00 3.498100
1,151 Dain Rauscher Investment Services FN 7,305 03-29-12 03-29-2032 500,000.00 4.746800
1,157 Dain Rauscher Investment Services FN 7,305 06-21-12 06-21-2032 500,000.00 4.247100

Total Number Of Investments: 9 5,670,936.90

FED HM MORTG POOL

1,149 Morgan Stanley Smith Barney LLC HP 3,197 03-22-12 12~-22-2020 550,000.00 2.583100
1,127 Dain Rauscher Investment Services HP 3,653 07-29-11 07-29-2021 500,000.00 3.996700
1,153 Morgan Stanley Smith Barney LLC HP 32,59 05-10-12 02-28-2022 500,000.00 3.006800
Total Number Of Investments: 3 1,550,000.00

Sub-Total Of Investments: 14,628,936.90

4M Municipal Money Mkt Fund 8,082,206.76

2011 COP Debt Service Reserve 359,627.70

GMHC Savings Acct USBank 33,358.24

4M Fund — Hockey Escrow 117.12

Western Asset Govt MM Fund 1,418,371.63

GRAND TOTAL OF CASH & INVESTMENTS: 24,522,618.35



TO: MAYOR, CITY COUNCIL AND CITY MANAGER

FROM: MARK J. MALONEY, PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR
DATE: AUGUST 16, 2012
SUBJ: PUBLIC WORKS MONTHLY REPORT

ADMINISTRATIVE ACTIVITIES

Preparations are being made for the public infrastructure improvements required by the proposed
Lakeview Terrace redevelopment. The proposed staging and sequencing for the roadway and
railway crossing improvements reflects the property owner’s revised schedule which assumes
City approval of the redevelopment and financing plans in August. The improvements are
planned for construction beginning in 2013.

MnDOT’s work on 1-694 continues but is slightly behind schedule. Adjustments have been
made in the project schedule because of weather conditions at critical phases of the project as
well as a result in traffic control requirements. MnDOT is exploring ways to both speed up the
project and potentially save costs associated with this and the future project scheduled for [-35E
into St. Paul. Staff will report on details as they become available.

Environmental Services —

Approximately 8 sites are currently under construction requiring inspections for erosion and
sediment control. When applying for a building/grading permit, each contractor signs an erosion
control agreement that requires the use of best management practices according to Municipal
code. If the site falls out of compliance and is not corrected after giving written notice, the City
can issue a Stop work order or utilize an escrow to remedy the situation. Due to non-compliance,
one stop work order was issued on a residential property and the site was brought into
compliance within 24 hours. All other sites are being properly maintained after inspection
reports are received.

Staff remains busy with tree inspections and managing oak wilt across the City. There have been
fewer ash tree inspections than in the spring, and the Emerald ash borer injection treatments are
on hold due to high temperatures. The label on the product states not to use when above 90
degrees — so there is a backlog of trees around the City waiting for cooler days.

Staff is also working with volunteers to replant the Milton Street infiltration basins. The
Department of Corrections crew will be responsible for the plantings and the City will be
watering the basins and cleaning out the catch basins until established. A simpler, easier to
maintain planting scheme is being utilized.

The Environmental Quality Committee had a successtul booth at the Slice of Shoreview. The
most popular question asked by visitors was about rain gardens! EQC members used the prize
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wheel from Ramsey County to ask visitors a recycling question to win a pencil made from

recycled money or older Earth Day shirts. The EQC also held a drawing to win 2 compost bins at
the booth.

MAINTENANCE ACTIVITIES

Public Works Maintenance-

All public works crews participated in the preparation, set up, staffing and clean up during the
Slice of Shoreview weekend. Crews also constructed a sign post and installed the post and Texas
Motor Oil sign at the Guerin Gas Station site.

Street Maintenance —

Street crews will be sweeping streets, mowing boulevards and mowing maintenance strips along
trails throughout the growing season. They completed crack filling and milling and patching
streets in next year’s proposed seal coat areas. They also completed a number of segments of the
trail system with milling and patching. They are now spot patching and patching manholes and
gate valves that have been repaired by the utility crews.

Pavement markings, including crosswalks and turn arrows, have been repainted for the year.
Sign maintenance continues. New parking signs were made for the upcoming election season.
Speed trailers and traffic counters are placed in different locations each week.

Street crews have also been trimming and removing trees along boulevards as needed. They are
inspecting and repairing storm sewer catch basins. They have been jetting/cleaning storm sewer
pipe as necessary.

Utilities Maintenance —

Utility Crews spend time each day inspecting and performing routine maintenance of all wells,
lift stations, booster stations and the towers. They have been mowing and trimming at each site
and will continue to do so throughout the growing season. Location requests come in daily and
crews respond by marking utilities within proposed excavation areas. Meters are tested, repaired
or replaced as needed.

Crews have been inspecting and repairing manholes and exercising and repairing gate valves.
They also continue to repair curb boxes as time permits. Crews are jetting and flushing the
sanitary sewer system as part of the regularly scheduled annual maintenance. Utility crews
annually participate in the set up and take down and storage of election equipment.
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DOC Crews —

Crews are scheduled to clean at the Maintenance Facility each day. They have been working
with the Parks Maintenance Department on routine summer maintenance. They continue to weed
and clean up the rain garden and the surrounding grounds at the Maintenance Center.

The following chart shows historic water production for the month of July in 2010, 2011 and
2012.

Historic Water Demand for July
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PROJECT UPDATES

Tanglewood/Victoria Street Rehabilitation, Project 11-08

The Contractor has been working to complete punch list items that remain, and is expected to be
complete by the end of the month. City crews installed the crosswalks on Victoria and at the
entrance to the City Hall/Community Center campus.
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Floral/Demar/County Road F Neighborhood Reconstruction, Project 12-01

All utility work and curb construction has been completed on Demar Ave. and County Rd. F.
The contractor is working on sanitary sewer services on Floral Dr. The temporary watermain has

been set up on Floral Dr. and connections to the houses will be completed the week of August
20™,

Red Fox Road Reconstruction, Project 12-04

City staff met with representatives from Target to discuss the proposed street improvements,
acquisition of right-of-way, and storm water infrastructure. The meeting was positive and Target
was going to have some internal discussions concerning the information that was provided at the
meeting. City staff will meet again with the Target representatives to review the feasibility study
when it is nearing completion and receive comments. Staff will also meet with the other business
along Red Fox Road in the next few weeks to discuss the project. Staff continues to work on the
preparation of the feasibility study.

2012 Street Light Replacement, Project 12-06

The project has been awarded to Q3 Contracting who also completed last year’s project. The
LED fixtures have been received. Poles are scheduled to ship in late August. Installation should
begin in early September.

County Road D and Cottage Place Reconstruction, Project 13-01

City staff, in cooperation with staff from the City of Roseville, held an informational meeting
concerning the proposed project for the resident along County Road D on August 7, 2012. The
meeting is part of the information gathering process used in the preparation of the feasibility
study. The proposed improvements are scheduled for construction in 2013.

Metro Count Traffic Paterns

City staff created a four year plan for gathering traffic data on the majority of residential streets
in Shoreview. This will help staff respond more effectively with resident requests for traffic
concerns. Currently the data collection is ahead of schedule; we will share this as well as other
traffic study information on the website in the future.

REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING
AUGUST 20, 2012

t:/monthly/monthlyreport2012



TO: MAYOR AND COUNCILMEMBERS

FROM: TERRY SCHWERM, CITY MANAGER
DATE: AUGUST 14, 2012

RE: MONTHLY REPORT

DEPARTMENT ACTIVITY

The Buildings and Grounds Superintendant and aquatic staff continue to prepare for this year’s
pool maintenance shutdown that is scheduled from Tuesday September 4™ through Friday,
September 21*. This years shutdown is one week longer than usual because the entire pool
needs to be re-grouted. In addition, the pool filtration system and pool heater will be replaced,
the waterslide is scheduled for refurbishing and the waterslide stairs will be repaired. In
addition, all of the routine annual maintenance of the pool’s mechanical system and cleaning of
the pool area will occur during this time.

Staff will be meeting next week with Brauer and Associates to review the plan for the renovation
of Bucher Park. An updated master plan has been reviewed and accepted by the Parks and
Recreation Commission and City Council. City staff will be reviewing whether it is still feasible
to bid this project for construction this fall, or whether it may be better to wait until next spring.
The park plans have been submitted to the Rice Creek Watershed District for approval.

It is anticipated that our contractor will be painting lines on the tennis courts at Shamrock and
Commons Parks to allow for Pickelball within the next few weeks. Staff is excited to be adding

this offering to our recreation facilities for the fall season.

MAINTENANCE

The month of July was very busy for the Parks Maintenance crew. For three weekends Sitzer
and Wilson Parks hosted the district playoffs for Little League. In addition, McCullough and
Bucher Parks hosted the 14-15 year old Babe Ruth state tournament the last weekend in July.
Rice Creek Fields hosted tournaments on three consecutive weekends with the last being the 16U
national fastpitch tournament. Lastly, the crew hosted the Wet-n-Wild waterslide at the Slice of
Shoreview as well as twice at Commons Park. The last weekend in July had so many activities
and events that the entire crew, including supervisors were working.

The additional work at the special events came at a time when the grass was growing very fast
and our large 580D mower quit working. This meant that there were several days where every
available employee and mower was out cutting grass somewhere in the park system and we had
to sweep to pick up the grass at several parks during this time just to keep up. The crew was able
to spray the flowerbeds along Highway 96 for weeds and the DOC crew pulled weeds as well.
The flowerbeds at Rice Creek Fields, Sitzer and Wilson Parks have been mulched. The wind
blew down a tree at Shamrock Park and several large branches from trees at Bucher, Rice Creek
Fields, Bobby Theisen and Wilson Parks and the crew spent two days cleaning up the debris.



Irrigation repairs were made at the following locations: Commons, Shamrock, Community
Center and Highway 96.

The crew continues to drag and line up to fourteen ballfields each day but that will end soon. For
fall leagues the number of fields that need to be dragged on a daily basis will be reduced by half.
It is also the time of year when we start repairs to the infields, batter boxes and pitching mounds.
The crew continues to cut and paint lines on two full sized soccer fields, nine modified size
soccer fields and one lacrosse field.

The crew completed another park and playground inspection and all minor repairs are complete
at this time. Any repairs which require parts will be completed as the parts arrive. The crew
cleaned up graffiti at Commons, Ponds and Wilson Parks. Repairs were made to the building
lights at McCullough and Sitzer Parks.

The crew continues to pick up trash on a daily basis at the Community Center, library and parks.
The trash receptacles are dumped on an as needed basis. The trash receptacles have needed to be
dumped a lot over the past month with all the tournaments and picnic shelter rentals. The crew
continues to clean the restrooms on a daily basis at the Haffeman Pavilion and Rice Creek Fields.
The pavilion gets cleaned twice a day because Summer Discovery eats lunch there daily.

COMMUNITY CENTER/CITY HALL MAINTENANCE ACTIVITIES

The custodial crew continues to keep the building on its cleaning schedule as much as possible
but it has been a challenge with the high usage in the last month. Although it isn’t the best time
of year they had to clean some carpeting and rugs. We are in the process of getting everything set
up for pool shutdown and we also have a few in house projects to work on during this time.

RECREATION PROGRAMS

It has been a very successful summer for recreation programs. Swim lesson registration has
topped more than 1,200 participants with one session still remaining. This number exceeds last
year’s total by over 60 participants. The final session of swim lessons is primarily private
lessons to wind down the season as children get ready for school and staff prepare for pool
shutdown. A new program, Discover SCUBA, was a very popular class this summer and we are
offering another one on September 20th at the Chippewa Middle School pool. The Discover
SCUBA class was full with 10 participants.

The Adventure Quest Summer Playground program had a great summer with over 300 children
participating in the traditional playground program, Friday Funday activities, and specialty
academy classes. Some of the popular theme classes included Mission Impossible, Tie-Dying,
Amazing Artists, and Water Olympics. A popular addition to the program included offering
Friday Funday water themed classes in the afternoons when Wet & Wild was not offered.

In spite of the incredible heat, the Puppet Wagon had another great season in Shoreview's parks.
Shows were performed at local parks on Monday afternoons and evenings for an audience of 15-



100 young children and parents attending. Overall the Puppet Wagon performed for over 500
people this summer.

Thirty-four Shoreliners enjoyed an evening with dinner at Running Aces in Columbus Township
to watch the horse races on August 15th. Their next event is September 17th with a catered
lunch and dance show by Rhythmic Feet at the Shoreview Community Center.

The Shoreview Farmer’s Market is in full swing with a wide variety of fresh vegetables, fruits,
meats, oils, breads and so much more. Tuesday, August 21st is Bike to Market Day and those
who ride a bike to the market will receive a FREE Shoreview Farmer’s Market water bottle and
tote. In September, the famous Salsa Contest returns. The contest is open to the public and those
who would like to enter should drop off their salsa by 4:00 p.m. on Tuesday, September 4th at
the Market Manager’s tent. The winner will receive a bountiful basket stuffed with ingredients
to make great salsa!

The summer concert series will end on Wednesday, August 15th with a band favorite from last
year, R-Factor. A crowd of more than 250 people attended this final concert of the year.

Friday Night Flix kicked off the movie season with “The Muppets” on Friday, August 10th. The
weather was perfect as nearly 400 audience members enjoyed the movie. Before the movie,
children personalized their own craft foam license plate and received a free glow necklace. The
final movie, “Shrek Forever After”, will be shown on Friday, August 24th.

The Fall ShoreViews were mailed to residents the week of August 6th. Fall registration began
on August 14th for residents. Annual Community Center members can register beginning
August 17th and on August 21st registration will be available for all those wishing to register.

Event Schedule:

August 21 Bike to the Market

August 24 Friday Night Flix: “Shrek Forever After”
September 13 8" Annual 500 Tournament

September 29 Kids Garage Sale and Touch a Truck

COMMUNITY CENTER

The Tropics Indoor Waterpark remained busy during the hot summer weather. However, many
customers did take advantage of outdoor facilities which contributed to our decline in daily
passes compared to last year. The number of pool groups that booked outings this month was
similar to July 2011, however the group sizes were smaller than last year. There was a “buy one
daily pass get one free” promotion in the newspaper during the Slice of Shoreview. A total of 20
promotional passes were purchased and more than 500 various other coupons were redeemed for
the month. These coupons include redemptions from purchased coupon books and “Experience
Us” coupon books given to new members.

The fitness center remained steady with members and guests getting in their daily workout. The
equipment usage was nearly identical to July 2011. There were 20 new member equipment
orientations given this month and 80 personal training sessions redeemed. A total of 762 group



fitness participants are registered in our 75 fitness classes offered this summer. Last summer
there were 77 classes offered with a total of 739 registered participants. Fitness staff is
researching some possibilities of virtual audio visual equipment that can be utilized in some
group fitness classes to further enhance the experience of the participants.

Member usage continues to increase with a 9% increase in member daily visits compared to last
year. Members are taking advantage of their guest passes with over 376 guest passes redeemed
the month of July. There were 20 more memberships in July compared to last year. Staff is
planning on adding a corporate membership category this fall and will be contacting companies
in the Shoreview area to encourage participation.

The SilverSneakers membership pass has been a popular program for our senior members. This
pass has been available for nearly a year. There were over 800 visits from this membership
category. Payments are made to the Community Center from Silver Sneakers for $3.00 per visit
up to $30.00 per person, per month. Payments made to the Community Center average $2,400.00
per month. The fitness classes that have been offered to the SilverSneakers participants have
been well attended. There are currently 10 SilverSneakers classes offered. There is a wide variety
of class offerings including Zumba, Aqua, strength training, and yoga.



Community Center Activity Year-to-date
Through July Each Year

2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Number of Users:
Daily users 67,381 56,898 58,453 63,210 50,754
Members 155,391 171,816 186,408 201,515 200,303
Rentals 58,710 72,818 138,140 156,595 152,359
Total Users 281,482 301,532 383,001 421,320 403,416
Revenue:
Admissions $ 330,761 $ 351,752 § 347,560 $ 398,331 § 373,662
Memberships-annual 248,682 344,084 438,986 499,518 517,029
Memberships-seasonal 92,633 75,174 61,943 62,486 62,346
Room rentals 126,391 117,396 138,866 153,130 149,608
Wave Café 98,255 100,912 112,643 129,704 118,455
Commissions 2,233 3,132 5,321 5,618 7,405
Locker/vending/video 21,824 17,761 19,022 17,639 13,116
Merchandise 4,495 6,102 6,945 9,176 9,485
Other miscellaneous 1,021 172 681 933 233
Building charge 88,000 94,000 93,000 97,000 100,000
Transfers in 110,831 179,200 180,838 173,250 175,000
Total Revenue 1,125,126 1,289,685 1,405,805 1,546,785 1,526,339
Expenditures:
Personal services 669,472 732,877 745,217 757,779 789,174
Supplies 240,639 216,537 218,012 249,291 266,373
Contractual 234,153 268,297 251,554 299,684 321,341
Total Expenditures 1,144,264 1,217,711 1,214,783 1,306,754 1,376,888
Rev less Exp Year-to-date $ (19,138) $ 71,974 § 191,022 § 240,031 §$ 149,451

]
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MOVED BY COUNCILMEMBER

MOTION SHEET

SECONDED BY COUNCILMEMBER

To approve the following payment of bills as presented by the finance department.

Date Description Amount
07/16/12  Accounts payable $ 16,612.02
07/19/12  Accounts payable $ 117,094.02
07/20/12  Accounts payable $ 3,177.56
07/24/12  Accounts payable $ 93,710.00
08/07/12  Accounts payable $ 423,539.86
08/09/12  Accounts payable $ 1,358,383.48
08/13/12  Accounts payable $ 38,035.76
08/16/12  Accounts payable $ 148,698.48
08/20/12  Accounts payable $ 219,441.55

Sub-total Accounts Payable $ 2,418,692.73
Payroll 124368 to 124415 958143 to $189,041.21
Sub-total Payroll $ 189,041.21
TOTAL $ 2,607,733.94
ROLL CALL: AYES | NAYS
Huffman
Quigley
Wickstrom
Withhart
Martin

08/20/12




RAPID:COUNCIL_REPORT: 08-07-12

Vendor Name

ACE SOLID WASTE

AMERICAN MESSAGING
CLASSIC CATERING/PICNIC PLEASE
COMMUNITY REINVESTMENT FUND
CORBO, JAMES

FLUID INTERIORS, LLC
INTERNATIONAL CODE COUNCIL, IN
JEWELL, TED W.

JEWELL, TED W.

KREBSBACH, JAQUELINE
MALIKOWSKI, RODNEY P.
MALIKOWSKI, RODNEY P.

MCHUGH, DAN

METROPOLITAN COUNCIL ENVIRONME
MIKE’S PRO SHOP INC

MINNESOTA DEPT LABOR AND INDUS

MPL SPECIALTIES

MRPA

PEARSON BROS INC

PECK, BARTON J.

PMA FINANCIAL NETWORK, INC
PORTER, DANIEL

PORTER, DANIEL

RAMSEY COUNTY TREASURER

SAARION, CARL

STAR TRIBUNE

TAHO SPORTSWEAR, INC.
TROOP 65

11:50:27

COUNCIL REPORT

Description

DUMPSTER SERVICE CC AND PARKS

LOCK BOX PAGER
EMPLOYEE EVENT

GMHC ADMIN FEES/JULY STMT/11 @ $6
SOFTBALL UMPIRE JULY 24

REPAIR SUPPLIES CC

MEMBERSHIP

SOFTBALL UMPIRE JULY 18,19,26
SOFTBALL UMPIRE AUG 2

CONTRACT PYMT FOR SLICE CHAIRMAN
SOFTBALL UMPIRE JULY 19 & 26
SOFTBALL UMPIRE AUG 2

GOLF CAMP (JULY 30-AUG 3) - 10 KIDS
SEWER SERVICE-SEPTEMBER 2012
SOFTBALL PLAQUE - ST PAUL SALOON
BUILDING SURCHARGE REPORT: JULY

TROPHIES FOR SLICE

ATTN: GERRY TURNBERG - FALL SOFTBALL REG
2012 SEALCOAT PAYMENT 1 PROJECT 12-05
SOFTBALL UMPIRE JULY 24

JUNE 2012 BANK FEES

SOFTBALL UMPIRE JULY 19 & 26

SOFTBALL UMPIRE AUG

LIFE INSURANCE: AUGUST 2012

SOFTBALL UMPIRE JULY 31

GERMAN BAND/ADVERTISEMENT

SHIRTS FOR SLICE COMMITTEE

FOOD FOR THE SHOREVIEW BAND DURING SLICE

AA CC

4890
3190
3190
3190
4890
3190
3190

3190

4890
4890

002

001
001

001
001
003
001
001
012

001

004

001

001

004

001

001

001

003
003

Line Amount

$690.
$141,589.
$26.
$1,792.
-$35,
$352.
$315.
$260,805.
$46.
$143.
$92.

$46.
$2,719.
$200.
$46.
$1,500.
$228.
$390.

12

Total of all invoices:

Page: 1

Invoice Amt

$1,625.43

$4.26
$1,089.36
$66.00
$46.00
$2,730.76
$125.00
$122.00
$46.00
$6,600.00
$92.00
$46.00
$690.00
$141,589.12

$1,756.53

$315.00
$260,805.07
$46.00
$143.26
$92.00
$46.00
$2,919.57



RAPID:COUNCIL_REPORT: 08-09-12

Vendor Name
ACE SOLID WASTE
ACT ASPHALT SPECIALTIES

ALLIED WASTE SERVICES #899
ALLIED WASTE SERVICES #899
AMERICAN ENGINEERING TESTING,

ARTHUR, DAVE
BEISSWENGERS HARDWARE
BEISSWENGERS HARDWARE
BEISSWENGERS HARDWARE

BIES, TYLER

C W HOULE INC.

CARDTRONICS

COMMISSIONER OF REVENUE- WH TA
CULLIGAN

DAHL, JENNIFER

DOLL, JON

DORNAN, CARLYE

DPS-SHOREVIEW LLC

EXCEPTIONAL HOMES

EXCEPTIONAL HOMES
EXCEPTIONAL HOMES
EXCEPTIONAL HOMES

EXCEPTIONAL HOMES

FAST, TIM
FOX, LINDA

GALAS, BEATA

GERMAN, MARY PAT

GRAINGER, INC.

HAMERNICK DECORATING, INC
HENGSTLER, ANNIE

HIEBERT, JIM

HORIZON COMMERCIAL POOL SUPPLY
I1CMA/VANTAGEPOINT TRANSFER-300
1CMA/VANTAGEPOINT TRANSFER-705
KILLMER ELECTRIC COMPANY, INC
LEE HOMES INC

LEE-EICHENWALD, SCOTT
LETOURNEAU LANDSCAPING INC
LIPPERT, ROBERT

MCCAREN DESIGNS INC
METROPOLITAN COUNCIL ENVIRONME

MIDWEST LOCK & SAFE INC
MINNESOTA CHILD SUPPORT PAYMEN
MINNESOTA DEPARTMENT OF REV -

11:13:52

Description
MAINT CENTER SOLID WASTE PICKUP
DRIVEWAY PERMIT REFUND 2012-00587

JULY ALLIED WASTE SERVICES
JULY ALLIED WASTE SERVICES
CO RD D AND COTTAGE PLACE RECONSTRUCTION

SOFTBALL (WED MEN’S)

GUERIN PROJECT

SHORT PAID ORIGINAL REPAIR SUPPLIES CC
CLEANING SUPPLIES CC

FACILITY REFUND

FLORAL/DEMAR CP12-01 PAYMENT NO. 2
THERMAL PAPER FOR ATM

WITHHOLDING TAX -
IRON FILTER RENTAL FOR POOL

SAND VOLLEYBALL CAMP

SOFTBALL (TUE MEN’S)

SAND VOLLEYBALL CAMP

TIF REIMBURSEMENT PHASE 1 COMPLETION
EROS,GRADING, TRAIL 1347 MEADOW RES 12-63

EROSION REL 4822 HODGSON CONN RES 12-63
EROSION REL 3394 OWASSO ST RES 12-63

EROS & GRAD CERT 534 LAKERIDGE RES 12-63
EROS & GRAD CERT 530 LAKERIDGE RES 12-63

FARMERS MARKET ENTERTAINMENT

FACILITY REFUND

ED INBOROUGH&THEWORKS

SAFETY - LIFEGUARD T

REPAIR SUPPLIES CC @& 6.875% TAX
ELECTRO STATIC PAINTING

FACILITY REFUND

SOFTBALL (TUE MEN’S)

LED POOL LIGHTS PROJECT DOWNPAYMENT
EMPLOYEE CONTRIBUTION PYPRD END:08-03-12
ROTH CONTRIBUTIONS: PAYDATE 08/10/12
FINAL PAYMENT LIFT STATION PROJ #10-02
GRADING CERT REL 5799 ROBIN RES 12-63

FACILITY REFUND

EROSION RED 5917 BIRCHWOOD RES 12-63
REFUND DUPLICATE PYMT-4395 SNAIL LK CT E
SEPTEMBER HORTICULTURE SERVICES FOR POOL
SAC CHARGES FOR JULY 2012

POOL DOOR REPAIRS
PAYDATE: 08-10-12
ON ROAD DIESEL FUEL TAX:

COUNCIL REPORT

PAYDATE 08/10/12

00 AA

cC

3190
3190
5910
5910
5200
2240
2110

5900
2010 001

3950

4890

3174

2240
3810

3810

5900

3190

3810

2120

001

001
007

004

003

Line Amount

$116.60
$1.83
$28,376.42
$46.37
$2,740.00
$1,415.00
$350.00
$9.14

$.18

$2.85
$250.00
$251,441.27
$38.93
$10,049.03
$94.27
$84.00
$150.00
$8%.00
$845,000.00
$2,000.00
$1,000.00
$1,500.00
$500.00
$500.00
$2,000.00
$1,000.00
$2,000.00
$1,000.00
$125.00
$50.00
$20.00
$200.00
$133.13
$775.00
$50.00
$150.00
$5,000.00
$4,666.01
$265.00
$46,316.44
$1,000.00
$50.00
$500.00
$93.26
$1,278.23
$33,110.00
-$331.10
$1,781.11
$217.50
$326.61

Page: 1

Invoice Amt

$28,376.42
$46.37
$4,155.00

$350.00
$9.14

$2.85
$250.00
$251,441.27
$38.93
$10,049.03
$94.27
$84.00
$150.00
$89.00
$845,000.00
$4,500.00

$500.00
$3,000.00

$3,000.00

$50.00
$20.00
$200.00
$133.13
$775.00
$50.00
$150.00
$5,000.00
$4,666.01
$265.00
$46,316.44
$1,000.00
$50.00
$500.00
$93.26

$32,778.90
$1,781.11

$217.50
$326.61



RAPID:COUNCIL_REPORT: 08-09-12

Vendor Name

11:13:52

Description

COUNCIL REPORT

MINNESOTA DEPARTMENT OF REVENU SALES USE TAX:

MOWRY, CHRISTINA AND RON
MULLIGAN, MELONIE

MWOA

PEARSON BRQS INC
PETRA MARQUART AND ASSOCIATES

PHENEGER, LYDIA

PRESS PUBLICATIONS
PUBLIC EMPLOYEES RETIREMENT AS

REYES, HECTOR

ROSSBACH CONSTRUCTION

SONKOWSKY, DAN

SOUTHVIEW DESIGN
STOUT, CHRISTINE

T-MOBILE

TREASURY, DEPARTMENT OF

VANNESTE, DONNA

VELOCITY PROPERTIES
VOORHEES, GRETCHEN

WILLIAMS, JULIE
XCEL ENERGY
XCEL ENERGY

YALE MECHANICAL INC
YALE MECHANICAL INC

JULY 2012

REFUND CLOSING OVRPYMT-675 SCHIFSKY RD

ROBOTICS-DROIDS

MEMBERSHIP DUES:CURLEY/DUNN/CHMIELEWSKI
TRAP SAND 2012 SEALCOAT PROJ 12-05

EE TRAINING

SOFTBALL (MON COREC)
MARKETING FOR COMMUNITY CENTER

FACILITY REFUND

“EMPL/EMPLOYER CONTRIBUTIONS: 08/10/12

EROSION RED 3301 OWASSO HTS RES 12-63
SOFTBALL (THU COREC)
EROSION RED 3210 OWASSO BLVD RES 12-63

SAND VOLLEYBALL
SERVICE 6/27 -

CAMP
7/26/12

FEDERAL WITHHOLDING TAX: 8/10/12

SOCCER GRADE 3&4
REFUND DUPLICATE PYMT - 5545 ASBURY ST
SOCCER GRADE 3&4

SAFETY - LIFEGUARD T

ELECTRIC: TRAFF

IC SIGNAL

ELECTRIC: TRAFFIC SIGNAL SHARED W/N OAKS

BOILER REPAIR

PROPERTY SUBSCRIPTION RENEWAL

101
101
101
101
101
101
220
220
220
225
225
225
603
603
701

601
220
602
404
101
101
220
220
101
220
101
220
101
220
601
101
101
101
220
601
220
220
101
101
220
220

2120

2010
2180
4350
2010
2180
3860
2240
3890
3960
2170
2170
2175
2180
2400
2220

4500
3190
3190
4350

3190

3190

3610
3610
3810
3810

CC  Line Amount

$20.
$128.

002 $75.
$233.

010 $3,500.
$120.

$150.

004 $693.
$28, 853.

$200.

$500.

$150.

$1,000.

$84.

$63.

$23,136.
$26,823.
$7,479.

$40.

$84.

$50.

$200.

$38.

001 $42.
003 $1,886.
003 $1,200.

$10,183.
$231.
$2,520.
$26.
$12.
$10.
$7.
$20.
$20.
$72.
$41.
$146.
$2.
$499.
$51.
-$14.
$37.
$7.

34
00
00
23
00
00
00
47
80
00
00
00
00
00
12
08
21
50
00
07
00
00
47
31
18
00

Total of all invoices:

Page: 2

Invoice Amt

$13,878.00

$128.00
$75.00

$3,620.00

$150.00

$28,853.80
$200.00
$500.00
$150.00
$1,000.00
$84.00
$63.12
$57,438.79

$40.00
$84.07
$50.00
$200.00

$1,358,383.48



RAPID:COUNCIL_REPORT: 08-13-12

Vendor Name
AICPA DUES PROCESSING
AMAZON .COM
AQUATIC RECREATION COMPANY LLC
AVTECH SOFTWARE
BACK 2 BASICS LEARNING
BOB’S GARAGE LLC
CASCADE BAY - CITY OF EAGAN
CENTURY COLLEGE
CHANHASSEN DINNER THEATERS
CLASSIC COLLISION CENTER
COMCAST.COM 5
COMCAST.COM
COMCAST. COM
COMMUNITY HEALTH CHARITIES - M
CONSTANT CONTACT.COM

DAVANNI’S
DONE RIGHT FOOD SERVICES, INC

DYNAMEX DELIVERS NOW/ROADRUNNE

DYNAMIX MUSIC

FACTORY MOTOR PARTS COMPANY
FACTORY MOTOR PARTS COMPANY
FACTORY MOTOR PARTS COMPANY
FENSKE, CHRISTINE

FIRST STUDENT, INC

GAS PLUS INC.

GAS PLUS INC.
GOPHER

GRAND SLAM
GRANDMA’S BAKERY
GRANDMA’S BAKERY
GRANDMA’S BAKERY
GRANDMA’S BAKERY
GRANDMA’S BAKERY
GRANDMA’S BAKERY
GRANDMA’S BAKERY
GRANDMA’S BAKERY
GRANDMA’S BAKERY
HAWKINS, INC.
HAWKINS, INC.
HICKS, E JEAN

HOME DEPOT, THE
HOMETECH SOLUTIONS
HOPPE, JERRY
INTERNATIONAL CITY/CO MGMT ASS
LAMERE, ALLAN
LUCAS PETERSON

M & N INTERNATIONAL

11:38:04
COUNCIL REPORT

Description
AICPA MEMBERSHIP 12 MONTH: ESPE
SD ENCRICHMENT-PIANO/GUITAR BOOKS
REPLACEMENT WHEEL ZERO DEPTH PLAYFEATURE
ELECTRICAL CLOSET MONITORS
CAMPS WEEK OF AUGUST 6
GUERIN GAS STATION PROJECT / PUMP
SUMMER DISCOVERY FIELD TRIP
MICROSOFT WORD 07 REFERENCE BOOKS
DEPOSIT: BYE BYE BIRDIE 11/28/12
PREMIUM FUEL
COMPLEX STAFF INTERNET SERVICES:JULY 12
MODEM 2 INTERNET CHARGES
COMPLEX STAFF INTERNET SERVICES: AUGUST
EMPLOYEE CONTRIBUTIONS: 08-10-12
EMAIL MARKETING SERVICE: JULY 12

ADVENTURE QUEST CARNIVAL STAFF LUNCH
SUMMER DISCOVERY LUNCH/MILK

DELIVERY TO EAGAN POST OFFICE - 7-27-12

SUMMER 12 DYNAMIX MUSIC

BATTERIES FOR ARROW TRAILER

BATTERY FOR UNIT 206

BATTERIES FOR UNIT 603

REFUND CLOSING OVRPYMT - 3409 NANCY PL
AUGUST 3 & AUGUST 8 FIELD TRIP BUS COST

PREMIUM FUEL

PREMIUM FUEL

AGILITY LADDER & JUMP ROPES
SUMMER DISCOVERY FIELD TRIP
BAKERY FOR RESALE/LESS CREDIT
BAKERY FOR RESALE

BAKERY FOR RESALE

BAKERY FOR RESALE

BAKERY FOR RESALE

BAKERY FOR RESALE

BAKERY FOR RESALE

BAKERY FOR RESALE

BAKERY FOR RESALE

POOL & WHIRLPOOL CHEMICALS

POOL & WHIRLPOOL CHEMICALS
REFUND CLOSING OVRPYMT - 1151 LOIS COURT
REFRIGERATOR-PARK/REC LUNCHROOM
ENCLOSURE FOR POOL SLIDE CABLING
REIMBURSEMENT CLASS B LICENSE RENEWAL
ICMA BASE REGISTRATION: SCHWERM
YOUTH SOCCER REF AUG 6

PLANNING CASE REFUND

STAGE SUPPLIES FOR SLICE EVENT

AA

cC

40500
43535
43800
40550
43580
40800
43535
46500
43590
46500
40900
40900
40900
20420
43800
43400
43590
43535
43535
45050
45550
43530
46500
46500
46500
36190
43590
43535
46500
46500
43510
43535
43800
43800
43800
43800
43800
43800
43800
43800
43800
43800
43800
36190
40800
40550
42200
40200
43510
34830
40250

418

001

004
003

001
004
002

003
002
001
001

002
003
002
002
006
001
001
001
001
001
001
001
001
001
001
001
001

001

001
007

Line Amount

.00
.00
.16
.00
.85
.00
.49
.81
.90
.81
.25
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.79
.79
.95
.26
.01
.04
.13
.25
.00
.04
.01
.02
.00
.95
.43
.99
.31
.37
.69
.69
.49
.34
.51
.78
.70
.53
.52
.00
.00
.00
.00
.96

Page: 1

Invoice Amt
$220.00
$148.95
$160.31

$2,212.00
$1,807.00
$3,291.16
$81.00
$89.85
$250.00
$73.49
$75.81
$126.90
$75.81
$103.25
$80.00

$7,406.00

$41.58
$46.95

$93.01
$488.04
$88.13
$1,271.25

$100.04
$114.01
$105.02
$975.00
$8.95
$15.43
$19.99
$16.31
$16.37
$150.69
$150.69
$134.49
$134.34
$1,355.51
$347.78
$10.70
$534 .53
$20.52

" $11.00
$680.00
$30.00
$200.00
$106.96



RAPID:COUNCIL_REPORT: 08-13-12

Vendor Name
MATHESONFTRI-GAS INC
MATHESON TRI-GAS INC

MCHUGH, DAN

MENARDS CASHWAY LUMBER *MAPLEW
MINNESOTA ENVIRONMENTAL FUND
MINNESOTA GFOA.COM

MINNESOTA GFOA.COM

MINNESOTA HISTORICAL SOCIETY
MULVANEY, JAMES

MY CABLE MART

NORTHERN TOOL AND EQUIPMENT CO
PANINO’S

PETERSENS HYDRAULIC JACK INC.
PIONEER PRESS-VISA CARD TRANSA
PURE BLUE SWIM SHOP

RAINBOW FOODS

RECREATION SUPPLY COMPANY
RYSGAARD, KATHLEEN

SAM’S CLUB DIRECT

SEA LIFE MINNESOTA AQUARIUM
TARGET COMMERCIAL INVOICE
TARGET COMMERCIAL INVOICE
TESTOUT CORPORATION

TOKLE INSPECTIONS INC

UNITED PARCEL SERVICE

UNITED WAY - GREATER TWIN CITI
WABASHA STREET CAVES

WATSON COMPANY

WATSON COMPANY

WATSON COMPANY

11:38:04
COUNCIL REPORT

Description
OXYGEN TANK RENTAL
CO2 AND FIRST AID OXYGEN

FOOTBALL & GAME (AUG 6-10);20 KIDS

SIGN SUPPLIES

EMPLOYEE CONTRIBUTIONS: 08-10-12

MN GFOA ANNUAL CONFERENCE:MALONEY

MN GFOA ANNUAL CONFERENCE:ESPE

SUMMER DISCOVERY FIELD TRIP ADMISSIONS
REFUND CLOSING OVRPYMT-4863 HODGSON CT
USB TO CAT 5 REPEATER CABLE, SERIAL CABL
SMALL TOOLS :

EDA MEETING SUPPLIES

FLOOR JACK REPAIR

AD SHOREVIEW NORTHERN LIGHTS/GERMAN BAND
SWIM SUITS

GERMAN DINNER SUPPLIES

REPLACEMENT FLOATS & ROPE

REFUND OVRPYMT AT CLOSING-4440 CHURCHILL
SUMMER DISCOVERY SNACKS

FIELD TRIP ADMISSIONS

SUMMER DISCOVERY SUPPLIES

SUMMER DISCOVERY SUPPLIES

LIBRARY OF IT CERTIFICATION TRAINING
INSPECTION SERVICES AUGUST 2012

DELIVERY CHARGE FOR PETERSONS HYDRAULIC
EMPLOYEE CONTRIBUTIONS: 08-10-12

DOWN IN HISTORY TOUR DEPOSIT

FOOD FOR RESALE

FOOD FOR RESALE

FOOD FOR RESALE

00 AA CC

2200 001
2160 002
2200 001
3190 012
2180 003
4500 005
4500 005
3190 001
2010 001
2400

2180 001
3190

2200 002
4890

2200 004
2170 004
3175 002
2170 001
2170 002
4500 005
3090

3220

3174 002
2590 001
2590 001
- 2590 001

Line Amount

$1,308.00
$7.78
$27.00
$225.00
$225.00
$150.00
$19.50
$117.86
$26.77
$132.60
$270.00
$1,000.00
$299.82
$94.55
$283.34
$155.48
$534.06
$1,503.16
$14.00
$31.65
$595.00
$4,634.40
$53.69
$99.00
$250.00
$1,697.86
$438.57
$43.97

Total of all invoices:

Page: 2

Invoice Amt
$15.67
$113.95

$1,308.00
$7.78
$27.00
$225.00
$225.00
$150.00
$19.50
$117.86
$26.77
$132.60
$270.00
$1,000.00

$94.55
$283.34
$155.48
$534.06
$1,503.16
$14.00
$31.65
$595.00
$4,634.40
$53.69
$99.00
$250.00
$1,697.86
$438.57
$43.97



RAPID:COUNCIL_REPORT: 08-16-12

Vendor Name
ARTHUR, DAVE
ALCA CORPORATION
AMARO, LORA
AMSAN BRISSMAN KENNEDY
AMSAN BRISSMAN KENNEDY
AMSAN BRISSMAN KENNEDY
AMSAN BRISSMAN KENNEDY
AMSAN BRISSMAN KENNEDY
AMSAN BRISSMAN KENNEDY
ANCHOR PAPER
ARTHUR, DAVE
ASSURANT ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE
BAKER, KYLE
BEISSWENGERS HARDWARE
CENTRAL RESTAURANT PRODUCTS
DBA MIDWEST RADIO RENTA
FIRST STUDENT, INC
FSH COMMUNICATIONS LLC
GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC

GENESIS EMPLOYEE BENEFITS, INC

GRANDMA’S BAKERY
GRANDMA’S BAKERY
GRANDMA’S BAKERY
GRANDMA’S BAKERY
GRANDMA’S BAKERY
GRANDMA’S BAKERY
GRANDMA’S BAKERY
HADI, SHABANA
HAMERSMA, MICHELE
HEALTH PARTNERS

HERMES, KELLIE
HORIZON COMMERCIAL POOL SUPPLY
IDENTISYS

JEWELL, TED W.

KANYUGI, MARY

KOBOLD, PATRICK

KREBSBACH, JAQUELINE

LEAGUE OF MN CITIES INS TRUST

12:30: 11

COUNCIL REPORT

Description
SOFTBALL (WED MEN’S)
MACHINE 4 PLATES
PASS REFUND
VACUUM CLEANER
CLEANING SUPPLIES CC TOWELS
CLEANING SUPPLIES CC SOAP
CLEANING SUPPLIES CC
CLEANING SUPPLIES CC
CLEANING SUPPLIES CC/LESS CREDIT
COPY PAPER/COLORED PAPER
SOFTBALL (WED MEN’S)
LONG TERM DISABILITY: JULY 2012
REFUND COMMERCIAL BOOTH FOR SLICE
TAPE
COFFEE POTS FOR COFFEE SERVICES
RADIO RENTAL FOR SLICE
AUGUST 10 FIELD TRIP BUS COST
PAYPHONE TELEPHONE
FLEX - MED/DEPENDENT CARE 08-10-12

FLEX - MED/DEPENDENT CARE 08-17-12

BAKERY FOR RESALE

BAKERY FOR RESALE

BAKERY FOR RESALE

BAKERY FOR RESALE

BAKERY FOR RESALE

BAKERY FOR RESALE

BAKERY FOR RESALE

AQUATICS - LEVEL 3

FACILITY REFUND

HEALTH INSURANCE: SEPTEMBER 2012

PASS REFUND

VALVE REPLACEMENT

CC MEMBERSHIP CARDS/PRINTER RIBBON
SOFTBALL UMPIRE AUGUST 9

FACILITY REFUND

PASS REFUND

REIMBURSEMENT FOR PHOTO BOOTH AT SLICE
PROPERTY/LIABILITY 4TH INSTALLMENT

220
220
220
220
101
101
220
220
220
225
220
220
270
101
101
101
101
101
101
210
220
225
230
601

2400
2110
2110
2110
2110
2110
2010 001

308
2110
2590 002
3950 008
3175 002
3210 001

2590 001
2590 001
2590 001
2590 001
2590 001
2590 001
2590 001

2240 003
2180 002
3190 001

3950
3410
3410
3410
3410
3410
3410
3410
3410
3410
3410
3410

Line Amount

$1,001

$1,305
$939

$15

.30
42
41
.00
.92
.00
.76
A2
.72
.50
3
.00
.30
.58
.33
.53
.99
41
.39
.56
.54
.54
$39.
$300.
$45,450.
.79
$100.
49
A2
$46.
$250.
.00
$322.
$9,324.
$409.
$284.
$219.
$276.
$5,209.
$134.
$4,092.
$1,277.
$61.
$3,420.

00
00
95

00

00
00

17
67
25
00
75
00
25
11
28
25

54

Page:

1

Invoice Amt

$643.

$19.
$16.
$16.
$138.
$138.
$15.
$39.
$300.
$46,452.

$100.
$1,305.
$939.

$250.
.00

$322.
$32,398.

$15

91

99
41
39
56
54
54
00
00
74

00
49
12

00

17
50



RAPID:COUNCIL_REPORT: 08-16-12

Vendor Name

MAGADANZ, RONALD
MARTINDALE, EDITH

MELVIN, TESSIA

MENARDS CASHWAY LUMBER **FRIDL
MENARDS CASHWAY LUMBER **FRIDL
MENARDS CASHWAY LUMBER *MAPLEW
MIDWEST SPECIAL SERVICES, INC
MINNESOTA STREET SUPERINTENDEN
PATANKAR, NEHA

PLUG’N PAY TECHNOLOGIES INC.

PLUG’N PAY TECHNOLOGIES INC.

PRECISION DYNAMICS CORPORATION
PRECISION SIGNS & LABELS, INC
PURE BLUE SWIM SHOP

R. JOHNSON AND SONS INC

RICOH AMERICAS CORPORATION
RUD, ERNIE

SAARION, CARL

SCHNELL, APRIL

SEIDE, JOHANNE

SIGNATURE LIGHTING INC
SONKOWSKY, DAN

TAHO SPORTSWEAR, INC.

TARGET COMMERCIAL INVOICE

TDS METROCOM

U S BANK/REVTRAK

UPPER CUT TREE SERVICES
UPPER CUT TREE SERVICES
VICTORY CORPS

WALLY’S UPHOLSTERY

XCEL ENERGY

XCEL ENERGY

XCEL ENERGY

XCEL ENERGY

XCEL ENERGY

XCEL ENERGY

12:30:11

COUNCIL REPORT

Description

PASS REFUND

PASS REFUND
REIMBURSEMENT/ELECTIONS SUPPLIES
WOOD FOR PARK BENCH REPAIR
CONCRETE SUPPLIES

BALLAST FOR SHOP LIGHT

CLEANING FOR JULY

MSSA MEMBERSHIP FEES/DUNN & CURLEY
FACILITY REFUND

JULY/ECOMM/CC FEES

JULY/RETAIL/CC FEES

COMMUNITY CENTER WRISTBANDS FOR RESALE
EQC GREEN COMMUNITY AWARD STAKES
SWIM GOGGLES FOR RESALE

GENERATOR FOR THE SLICE

LEASE CITY HALL COPIERS

FACILITY REFUND

SOFTBALL UMPIRE AUGUST 9

SEMI PRIVATE LESSONS

FACILITY REFUND

ST LIGHT REPAIR BRIDGE CT/BRIDGE ST
SOFTBALL (THU COREC)

TOUR DE TRAILS T-SHIRTS

FALL SOCCER SUPPLIES

TELEPHONE SERVICES

JULY 2012 CREDIT CARD FEES

PRIVATE TREE REMOVAL

PRIVATE TREE REMOVAL

FLAGS FOR CC

BANQUET CHAIR RECOVER PROJECT
ELECTRIC: SIRENS

ELECTRIC: LIFT STATIONS
ELECTRIC: STREET LIGHTS
ELECTRIC: SURFACE WATER
ELECTRIC: SURFACE WATER
ELECTRIC/GAS: MAINTENANCE CENTER

101
101
101
701
220
101
220
220
225
220
225
220
101
220
270
101
220
225
220
220
604
220
101
225
101
101
601
101
101
220
225
601
602
101
101
220
405
101
603
604
603
603
701
701

2180
2240
2180
2183
3190
4330

4890
4890
4890
4890
3390
2010
2591
3950
3930

3190

3810

3390
2170
3210
3210
3210
4890
4890
4890
4890
4890
4890
3190
3190
2240
2180
3610
4890
3610
3610
3610
3610
2140

001
001
002
001

002

002

002

002

005

002

001

002

007
003

008
002

003
003
003
003
001

003

Line Amount

$100.
$300.
$1,149.
$150.
$626.
$31.
$1,137.
$252.
$35.
$453.
$149.
$2,298.
$3,204.
$1,384.
$1,384.
$719.
$659.
$712.
$13,080.
$59.
$146.
$13,545.
$45.
$45.
$2,384.
$63.

.42

.55

66

37
36
88
89
69
N
44
36
42
58
59
51
03

Page:

2

Invoice Amt

$40.
$20.

$11.
$40.
$37.
$216.
$100.
$50.
$30.

$311

$1,979.

$872.
.00
$2,199.
$50.
$30.
$100.
$300.
$1,149.
$150.
$626.
.34
.25

$2,245

$31
$1,425

$8,873.

$659.
$712.
$13,080.
$59.
$146.
42
.58
.59

$13,545
$45
$45

$2,447.

00
00

19
51
97
42
00
00
45

.02

86

08

88
00
00
00
00

00
25

89
69
91
44
36

54



RAPID:COUNCIL_REPORT: 08-16-12  12:30:11 Page: 3

COUNCIL REPORT

Vendor Name Description FF GG 00 AA CC Line Amount Invoice Amt

YALE MECHANICAL INC OIL SAMPLES FOR POOL AHU 220 43800 3810 007 $608.50 $608.50

Total of all invoices: $148,698.48



RAPID:COUNCIL_REPORT: 08-16-12

Vendor Name
A & L SUPERIOR SOD, INC
A & L SUPERIOR SOD, INC
A-1 HYDRAULICS SALES & SERVICE
ABBOTT PAINT & CARPET
ABM EQUIPMENT & SUPPLY INC
ALLEN, DEANNE
AMERI PRIDE LINEN & APPAREL SE
AMERI PRIDE LINEN & APPAREL SE
AMERI PRIDE LINEN & APPAREL SE
AMERI PRIDE LINEN & APPAREL SE
AMERI PRIDE LINEN & APPAREL SE
AMERI PRIDE LINEN & APPAREL SE
AMERI PRIDE LINEN & APPAREL SE
AMERI PRIDE LINEN & APPAREL SE
AMERI PRIDE LINEN & APPAREL SE
AMERI PRIDE LINEN & APPAREL SE
AMERI PRIDE LINEN & APPAREL SE

AMERI PRIDE LINEN & APPAREL SE

ARAMARK REFRESHMENT SERVICES
BAUER BUILT TIRE AND BATTERY I
BAUER BUILT TIRE AND BATTERY I
BEISSWENGERS HARDWARE
BEISSWENGERS HARDWARE
BEISSWENGERS HARDWARE
BEISSWENGERS HARDWARE

BOYER TRUCK PARTS INC.

BOYER TRUCK PARTS INC.

BRADLEY & DEIKE, PA

BRADLEY & DEIKE, PA

BRAKE & EQUIPMENT WAREHOUSE

C & E HARDWARE

C & E HARDWARE

C & E HARDWARE

C & E HARDWARE

CDW GOVERNMENT, INC

CDW GOVERNMENT, INC
COMMERCIAL ASPHALT CO
COMPLETE HEALTH, ENVIRONMENTAL
COORDINATED BUSINESS SYSTEMS
CREATIVE WATER SOLUTIONS, LLC
DAVE’S SPORT SHOP

DAVE’S SPORT SHOP

09:31:49

COUNCIL REPORT

Description
SOD FOR WOODBRIDGE LIFT STATION
SOD
HOSE FOR S-1 SWEEPER
HOCKEY RINK PAINT AND PAINTING SUPPLIES
PARTS FOR VAC-CON
MINUTES - 7/9 CC, 7/16 CC
UNIFORM RENTAL PARKS
UNIFORM RENTAL PARKS
UNIFORM RENTAL PARKS
UNIFORM RENTAL PARKS
UNIFORM RENTAL PARKS
UNIFORM RENTAL CC
UNIFORM RENTAL CC
UNIFORM RENTAL CC
UNIFORM RENTAL CC
UNIFORM RENTAL CC
UNIFORM RENTALS - MAINTENANCE CENTER

UNIFORM RENTALS - MAINTENANCE CENTER

COFFEE & SUPPLIES MAINTENANCE CENTER
TIRES FOR TORO #1

TIRE FOR CUSHMAN #3

LEAF RAKES

SCREWS TO ANCHOR BATTING MAT.

WASP AND HORNET KILLER

PARTS FOR EASMENT JETTER

PARTS FOR 215

PARTS FOR UNIT 207/LESS CREDIT
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES - MIDLAND PLAZA
EQUIPMENT PARTS & SUPPLIES

ELECTION SUPPLIES

GARBAGE BAGS FOR SLICE OF sV
PARTS FOR S-1 WATER PUMP

ANCHORS

USB ADAPTER

PC REPLACEMENTS

ASPHALT FOR STREET REPAIRS

MTCE PLAN JULY 2012

MITA LASER MAINTENANCE

6 MONTH MOSS SUPPLY POOL & WHIRL POOL
HOME PLATES AND PITCHING RUBBERS
BASKETBALL NETS

AA CC

003
002
002

002
001
001

002
001

002
001
001

002
007

003

Line Amount

$120.
$271.
$119.
$952.
$137.
$45.
$104.
$29.
$16.
$1.
$56.
$1,459.
$4,505.
$610.
$233.
$4,476.
$192.
$19.

Page:

1

Invoice Amt

$59.
$59.
$63.
$59.
$59.
$48.
$48.
$48.
$48.
$48.
.24

$181

$182.

$156.
$45.
$84.

$14.
$1.
$120.
.71
$119.
$952.

$271

$183.
$104.
$29.
$16.

$54.
$1,459.
$4,505.
$610.
$233.
$4,476.
$192.
$19.

91
91
31
91
91
32
32
32
32
32

94

29
74
39

50
17
02

00
00

18
25
88
34

00
75
23
00
63
06

22



RAPID:COUNCIL_REPORT: 08-16-12

Vendor Name
DIAMOND VOGEL PAINT
DIAMOND VOGEL PAINT
DIAMOND VOGEL PAINT
DIAMOND VOGEL PAINT
DIAMOND VOGEL PAINT
DIAMOND VOGEL PAINT
DUKE’S ROOT CONTROL, INC.

FACTORY MOTOR PARTS COMPANY
FERGUSON WATERWORKS
FLEETPRIDE

FLEETPRIDE

GOPHER STATE ONE-CALL

GRAINGER, INC.

GREEN MILL

HD SUPPLY WATERWORKS, LTD
HEWLETT -PACKARD COMPANY
HILLCREST ANIMAL HOSPITAL
HIRSHFIELDS

HIRSHFIELDS

HUDSON, SCOTT

INSTRUMENTAL RESEARCH INC
INSTRUMENTAL RESEARCH INC

JEFF ELLIS & ASSOCIATES, INC

L T G POWER EQUIPMENT

L T G POWER EQUIPMENT

LEAGUE OF MINNESOTA CITIES
LILLIE SUBURBAN NEWSPAPERS INC
LILLIE SUBURBAN NEWSPAPERS INC
LINDERS GREENHOUSE ***LAKE ELM
MOTION INDUSTRIES

MULTICARE ASSOCIATES TWIN CITI
NAPA AUTO PARTS

NAPA AUTO PARTS

NAPA AUTQO PARTS

NAPA AUTQO PARTS

NAPA AUTO PARTS

NORM’S TIRE SALES

O’DAY EQUIPMENT, LLC

OFFICE DEPOT

OFFICE DEPOT

OFFICE DEPOT

09:31:49

COUNCIL REPORT

Description
PAINT FOR BOOSTER
WHITE TRAFFIC PAINT AND BEADS
PUMP REBUILD KIT FOR STRIPER
SPRAY TIP FOR CROSSWALKS
25 GAL WHITE TRAFFIC PAINT
25 GAL WHITE TRAFFIC PAINT
SEWER PIPE ROOT CONTROL

BRAKE PADS FOR UNIT 212
LOCATOR REPAIR

PARTS FOR UNIT 610

PARTS FOR UNIT 306
GOPHER ONE LOCATE CHARGE

FLAG POLE LIGHT BULBS

PIZZA - SLICE OF sV

I&] BARRIERS FOR MANHOLES

PC REPLACEMENTS

SERVICES FOR JULY 2012

FIELD MARKING PAINT

PAINT FOR LIFT STATION

RASH GUARD FOR STAFF

WELL SAMPLE BIANNUAL

MONTHLY SAMPLES/DEMAR/FLORAL
AUGUST AQUATIC SAFETY AUDIT
PARTS FOR EASEMENT JETTER

PARTS FOR WEED WHIPS

2012 REGIONAL MEETING-WICKSTROM
PRESCHOOL TEACHER 1 WEEK RUN/LESS CREDIT
LEGAL NOTICE

LANDSCAPE DESIGN FEE

WATER VALVE FOR UNIT 306

EE TESTING

J B WELD

PARTS FOR AIR COMP #1

SMALL ENGINE OIL

FLOOR DRY

OIL FILTER FOR 105

ALIGN UNIT 212

AIM IT FUELING SUPPLIES

DEPOSIT BAGS LESS CREDIT 618694935001

OFFICE SUPPLIES LESS CREDIT 618695053001

GENERAL OFFICE SUPPLIES

43400
40210
40500
40300

001
001
001
001

001
002
003
004
007
002
002

001
001

002

001
002
001
001
001
001
001

008

Line Amount

.43

.86
.45
.45
.04
.23
.18
.14
.88
.93
.78
.78
.78
.76
.62
.86
.34
.63
.50
.53
.36
.95
.00
.50
.00
.66
.65
.00
.00
.13
.00
.48
.00
47
.03
.35
.12
.26
.95
74
.37
.37
.36
.37
.98
.83
.23
.49
.55

Page:

2

Invoice Amt

$97.
$148.
.34

$1,395

$833.
$619.

$121

$816.
$262.
$850.
.66

$31

$105.
$40.
$246.
$437.
$1,000.
$112.
.00
$7.
$64.
$38.
$17.
$4.
$89.
$370.
$85.

$81

$188.

.27

.18
14
.88
.93
.10

62
86

63
50

.36

00
50
00

65
00
00

00
48

47
03
35
12
26
95
74
47

27



RAPID:COUNCIL_REPORT: 08-16-12

Vendor Name

OFFICE DEPOT

OFFICE DEPOT

OFFICE DEPOT

OFFICE DEPOT
OFFICE DEPOT

ON SITE SANITATION INC

OPTUMHEALTH FINANCIAL SERVICES
ORKIN EXTERMINATING CO., INC.
ORKIN EXTERMINATING CO., INC.
PIONEER RIM & WHEEL CO.

POWER MUSIC, INC

PRESS PUBLICATIONS

PRESS PUBLICATIONS

QUEST SOFTWARE INC

RAMSEY COUNTY

RAMSEY COUNTY

REHBEIN’S BLACK DIRT
SCHELEN-GRAY AUTO ELECTRIC
SCHINDLER ELEVATOR CORPORATION
SCHREIBER MULLANEY CONSTRCT CO
SMITH, JEFF LLC

STAR TRIBUNE

TARGET COMMERCIAL INVOICE

TCC MATERIALS

TESSMAN SEED CO

TOUSLEY FORD, INC

TWIN SOURCE SUPPLY

TWIN SOURCE SUPPLY
UPPER CUT TREE SERVICES
VAN PAPER COMPANY

VOICE + DATA NETWORKS
W.D.LARSON COMPANIES LTD, INC.
WALLY’S UPHOLSTERY

WSB & ASSOCIATES, INC.
YOCUM OIL COMPANY INC.
YOCUM OIL COMPANY INC.
YOCUM OIL COMPANY INC.

09:31:49

COUNCIL REPORT

Description

GENERAL OFFICE SUPPLIES

GENERAL OFFICE SUPPLIES

GENERAL OFFICE SUPPLIES

GENERAL OFFICE SUPPLIES
GENERAL OFFICE SUPPLIES

SANITATION FOR SLICE

JULY COBRA- RETIREES/GENERAL NOTICE
LARSON HOUSE PEST CONTROL

PEST CONTROL SERVICE - AUGUST, 2012
TAIL LIGHT CONVERTER FOR 610

FALL 2012 GRP FIT MUSIC ORDER 1

FALL BULLET LIST

ACCESS SHOREVIEW - JULY 2012

NETWORK BACKUP SOFTWARE MAINTENANCE
REPAIR EMER PREEMPT ON SIGNALS JAN-JUN
LAW ENFORCEMENT-AUGUST 2012

BLACK DIRT FOR PARKS

REBUILD ALT FOR UNIT 603

MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT QUARTERLY BILLING
REPAIRS TO HAFFEMAN PAVILION

SUMMER2012 TAEKWONDO SESS.B CNTRCTR EES
SUBSCRIPTION - 8/20-11/19/12

SUMMER EVENT

SPECIAL MORTAR MIX FOR MANHOLES

WEED KILLER

REPAIR OF UNIT 304 4X4

MAINT CENTER SUPPLIES

HAND TOWELS

REMOVE TWO WILLOW TREES FROM WILSON PARK
TRASH BAGS FOR PARKS

HEADSET REPLACEMENT

FILTERS FOR STOCK

FINAL PAYMENT BANQUET CHAIR PROJECT
WELLHEAD PLAN PART 2 - CONSULTING FEES
OFF RD FUEL

ON RD FUEL

UNLEADED GAS

00 AA CC
2170 002
2180

2170 003
2010 001
2170 002
2170 003
2170 007
2010 002
2010 002
2170 007
2010 002
2180

3950 004
3950 004
3190 003
3190

3190

2220 001
2170 003
3360 001
3390 003
3860 on
3190 003
3190

2260

2220 001
3196 002
3810

3190

4890 001
4890 002
2280 003
2180 001
2220 001
3190 001
2183 004
2183 004
3190

2110

2180 001
2180 001
2180

4890

2120 003
2120 002
2120 001

Line Amount

$162.
.00
$159.
$296.
$270.
$2,566.
$299,
$153,395.
$60.
$170.
$390.
$5,192.
$858.
$32.

$20.
$292.
$219.
$104.
$115.

.61

$71

$401

$134.
$1,526.
$169.
$277.
$52.
$1,296.
$256.
$1,905,
$2,858.
$4,534.

.62
.57
.83
.63
.53
.06
.24
.84
Wb
.20

15

60
00
30
56
53
28
92
99
00
00
65
50
04
01
36
51
50

78
18
25
48
54
48
00
78
99
50

Total of all invoices:

Page:

3

Invoice Amt

$205

$175

$3,279.

$57.
$76.
$162.

$159.
$296.
$270.
$2,566.
$299.
.28
$60.
$170.

$153,395

$5,192.
$858.
$32.
$20.
$292.
$219.
$220.

$401

.65

.30

28

20

15

60
00
30
56
53

92
99

00
65
50
04
01
36
01

.61

.18
.25
.48
.54
.48
.00

.99



Purchase Voucher
City of Shoreview

4600 Victoria Street North
Shoreview MN 55126

2012

SAC CHARGES FOR JULY 2012 07/2012 $32,778.90

THIS IS AN EARLY CHECK, PLACE VOUCHER IN BARLY CHECK FILE

This Purchase Voucher ig more than
$25,000.00; was the state’s

cooperative venture congidered Account Coding Amount
before purchasing through another

602 20840 $33,110.00
602 34060 -$331.10

source?

[ ] Purchagse was made through the
gtate’s cooperative purchasing

venture.

[ ] Purchase was made through

another source. The state’s

cooperative purchaging venture
was considered.

[X] Cooperative purchasing venture
congideration requirement does

not apply.
Not Taxable

- Reviewed by:
(signature required

Approved by: / A \
(signature required) Ter Schwerm -

Two quotes musgt be attached to purchase voucher
for all purchases between $£10,000 and $50,000«
If no quote is received, explain below:




Purchase Voucher
City of Shoreview

4600 Victoria Street North
Shoreview MN 55126

29,350 RETURN CHECK TO TOM H

00544 1 : . 2012

PEARSON BROS INC

11079 LAMONT AVENUE NE
HANOVER, MN 55341-4063

08-02-12 2012 SEALCOAT PAYMENT 1 PROJECT 12-05 12-05-01 $260,805.07

THIS IS AN EARLY CHECK, PLACE VOUCHER IN BARLY CHECK FILE

Thig Purchase Voucher 1ls more than
£25,000.00; was the gtate’s

cooperative venture congidered Account Coding Amount
before purchasing through another

404 42200 3190 $260,805.07

source?

[ ] Purchase was made through.t.he

gtate’g cooperative purchasing

venture.

[ ] Purchage was made through

another spource. The state’s

cooperative purchasing venture
was congidered.

[X]) Cooperative purchasing venture
consideration requirement does

not apply.

Not Taxable
s

Reviewed by: féq %&4 ?/2//]\2/

(signature required) Tom Hammitt

e
Approved by: A L

(signature required) Terry Schwexrm .

Two quotes must be attached to purchase voucher
for all purchases between $10,000 and $50,000.
If no quote is received, explain below:




Purchase Voucher
City of Shoreview

4600 Victoria Street North
Shoreview MN 55126

29,391
01901 1 2012
ALLIED WASTE SERVICES #899

PO BOX 9001154
LOUISVILLE, KY 40290-1154

07-25-12 JULY ALLIED WASTE SERVICES 0899-002103223~ $28,376.42

THIS IS AN EARLY CHECK, PLACE VOUCHER IN EARLY CHECK FILE

This Purchase Voucher 1s more than
£25,000.00; was the state’s
cooperative venture considered Account Coding Amount

before purchasing through another
210 42750 3190 $28,376.42

source?

[ ] Purchase was made through the
state’s cooperative purchasing

venture.

[ ] Purchase was made through
another source. The state’s

cooperative purchasing venture

was considered.

[X] Cooperative purchasing venture
congideration requirement does

not apply.
Not Taxable

Reviewed by:
(signature requireg

—
Approved by: ,Cd::Z:——"'——“

(signature required) Teréﬁ Schwerm

Two quotes must be attached to purchase voucher
for all purchases between $10,000 and $50,000.
If no quote is received, explain below:




Purchase Voucher
City of Shoreview

4600 Victoria Street North
Shoreview MN 55126

29,401
00311 1

C W HOULE INC.

1300 COUNTY ROAD I WEST
ST. PAUL MN 55126

08-07-12 FLORAL/DEMAR CP12-01 PAYMENT NO. 2 0 $251,441.27

THIS IS AN EARLY CHECK, PLACE VOUCHER IN EARLY CHECK FILE
&len

This Purchage Voucher is more than

$25,000.00; was the state’s

cooperative venture considered Account Coding Amount
before purchasing through another

570 47000 5900 $251,441.27

source?

[ ] Purchagse was made through the
state’s cooperative purchasing

venture.

[ ] Purchase was made through

another source. The gtate’s

cooperative purchasing venture

was congidered.

[X] Cooperative purchasing venture
consideration regquirement does

not apply.
Not Taxable

$
Reviewed by: d % % ‘
(signature required) ‘@len Hoffard

—————
Approved by: : / P D
(signature required) TerrywSchwerm

=

4

Two quotes must be attached to purchase voucher
for all purchases between 510,000 and $50,000.
If no guote is received, explain below:




Purchase Voucher
City of Shoreview

4600 Victoria Street North
Shoreview MN 55126

29,480

2012

DPS-SHOREVIEW LLC

6007 CULLIGAN WAY
MINNETONKA MN 55345

TIF REIMBURSEMENT PHASE 1 COMPLETION -9- | $845,000.00

THIS IS AN EARLY CHECK, PLACE VOUCHER IN EARLY CHECK FILE

This Purchase Voucher is more than
$25,000.00; was the state's . )
cooperative venture considered . Account Coding Amount
before purchasing through another

416 44100 4890 $845,000.00

source?

[ ] Purchase was made through the E E p E Eq
state's cooperative purchasing
[ ] Purchase was made through )
' another source. The state’'s . . R E C
cooperative purchasing veature | .- \

wag considered.

venture.

[X] Cooperative purchasing venture
consideration requirement does

not apply.
Not Taxable

Reviewed by: //,.2/(,0( W

|(signature requlred) 'I‘err1 Hoffard (/U

-’-"‘—'_—-’
Approved by: L/ ,@&
{signature required) Ter:!:y/ Schwerm

Two quotes must be attached to purchase voucher
for all purchases between $10,000 and $50,000.
If no quote is received, explain below:




Purchase Voucher
City of sShoreview

4600 Victoria Street North
Shoreview MN 55126

29,437 Council approved 08-06-2012

00300 1 , 2012

KILLMER ELECTRIC COMPANY, INC

5141 LAKELAND AVENUE N
CRYSTAL, MN 55429

08-08-12 FINAL PAYMENT LIFT STATION PROJ #10-02 07312012 $46,316.44

~
THIS IS AN EARLY CHECK, PLACE VOUCHER IN EARLY CHECK FILE

This Purchase Voucher 1s more than - -
$25,000.00; was the state's
cooperative venture comsidered Account Coding Amount

before purchasing through another
441 47000 5900 $46,316.44

source?

[ ] Purchase was made through the

state's cooperative purchasing

venture.

[ ] Purchase was made through

another source. The state's

cooperative purchasing venture

wag considered.

[X] Cooperative purchasing venture

consideration regquirement does

not apply. .
Included

$

Reviewed by: | @jp pﬂ /) .

(signature required) Dan Cur]ﬁ"

P
Approved by: i ;
(signature required) Ter Schwerm .

Two quotes must be attached to purchase voucher
for all purchases between $10,000 and $50,000.
If no quote ig received, explain below:




Purchase Voucher
City of Shoreview

4600 Victoria Street North
Shoreview MN 55126

2012

08-06-12 SAC CHARGES FOR JULY 2012 $32,778.90

07/2012

THIS IS AN EARLY CHECK, PLACE VOUCHER IN EARLY CHECK FILE

Thig Purchase Voucher is more than
$25,000.00; was the state’s

cooperative venture comsidered Account Co ding Amount

before purchasing through another

source? - 602 20840 $33,110.00
602 34060 -5$331.10

{ ] Purchase was made through the

gtate’s cooperative purchasing

venture.

[ ] Purchase was made through

another source. The sgtate’s

cooperative purchasing venture

was congidered.

{X] Cooperative purchasing venture
congideration requirement does

not apply. .
Not Taxable

Reviewed by:
(signature required

_—————?
Approved by: /A \
(signature required) Ter Schwerm -
Two quotes mugt be attached to purchase voucher

for all purchases between $10,000 and $50,000¢
If no quote ig received, explain below:




Purchase Voucher
City of Shoreview

4600 Victoria Street North
Shoreview MN 55126

29,604

01276 1

2012

HEALTH PARTNERS

NW 3600
PO BOX 1450

MPLS MN 55485-3600

08-14-12 HEALTH INSURANCE:

SEPTEMBER 2012

41024238/41024239 $46,452.74

This Purchase Voucher is more than
$25,000.00; was the state’s
cooperative venture comsidered
before purchasing through another

source?

[ ] Purchase was made through the
state’s cooperative purchasing

venture.

[ ] Purchase was made through
another sgource. The state’s
cooperative purchasing venture

was congidered.

[X] Cooperative purchasing venture
congideration regquirement does

not apply.

THIS IS AN EARLY CHECK,

PLACE VOUCHER IN EARLY CHECK FILE

Account Coding Amount
101 20410 $45,450.95
101 20411 $1,001.79

Not Taxable

$

Reviewed by: Q)ﬁd// %MW s

(signature required) ee Kuschel
Approved by: Y| 43 .~

(signature required) Terry>§chwerm

Two quotes must be attached to purchase voucher
for all purchases between $10,000 and $50,000.
If no gquote is received, explain below:




-

Purchase Voucher
City of Shoreview

4600 Victoria Street North
Shoreview MN 55126

00373 3 : _ 2012

LEAGUE OF MN CITIES INS TRUST

C/0 BERKLEY RISK ADMINISTRATORS LLC
PO BOX 581517
MINNEAPOLIS MN 55458-1517

07-30-12

PROPERTY/LIABILITY 4TH INSTALLMENT 41126 W 1

THIS IS AN EARLY CHECK, PLACE VOUCHER IN EARLY CHECK FILE

Account Coding Amount
101 40500 3410 - $9,324.67
101 40800 3410 $409.25
101 41200 3410 $284.00
101 4I500 3210 $219.75
10T 43450 3210 5276.00
I0T 23710 3210 $5,209.25
2I0 32750 3210 $I32.11
220 23800 3210 5%,092.28
Not Taxable

| $

Ay
Reviewed by: Q%éiz;?ééééﬁﬂ ~

7

(signature required) Fred Espe

‘-,’—'T
Approved by: 77 Z.
(signature required) Terxy Schwerm

Two quotes must be attached to purchase voucher
for all purchases between $10,000 and $50,000.
If no quote is received, explain below:




Purchase Voucher
City of Shoreview

4600 Victoria Street North
Shoreview MN 55126

2012

RAMSEY COUNTY

90 PLATO BLVD W.
PO BOX 64097
ST. PAUL MN 55164-0097

source?

[ ] Purchase was made through the
state's cooperative purchasing

venture.

[ ] Purchase was made through
another source. The state's
cooperative purchasing venture

was considered.

[X] Cooperative purchasing venture
consideration requirement does

not apply.

08~07-12 LAW ENFORCEMENT-AUGUST 2012 SHRFL-001154 $153,395.28
This Purchase Voucher is more than
$25,000.00; was the state's
cooperative venture considered Account Coding Amount
before purchasing through another
101 41100 3190 $153,395.28

Not Taxable

$

Reviewed by:
(signature required) Terri Hoffard U

79 50

Approved by:

/Zﬁu'%§%auun

(signature required) Terf%/Schwerm

Two quotes must be attached to purchase voucher
for all purchases between $10,000 and $£50,000.

If no quote is received, explain below:




PROPOSED MOTION

MOVED BY COUNCILMEMBER

SECONDED BY COUNCILMEMBER

To approve resolution 12-70, accepting gifts/donations for the 2012 Slice of
Shoreview event and expressing appreciation to all the generous sponsors and
donors.
ROLL CALL: AYES NAYS
HUFFMAN
QUIGLEY
WICKTROM

WITHHART

MARTIN

Regular City Council Meeting
August 20, 2012



TO: MAYOR AND COUNCILMEMBERS

FROM: TESSIA MELVIN
ASSISTANT TO THE CITY MANAGER

DATE: AUGUST 20, 2012

SUBJECT: ACCEPTANCE OF AND APPRECIATION FOR SPONSORSHIPS
AND DONATIONS FOR THE SLICE OF SHOREVIEW 2012

INTRODUCTION

The City of Shoreview may accept gifts for the benefit of its citizens in accordance with the
terms prescribed by the donor. Minnesota Statute 465.03 requires that the City Council
accept these gifts by resolution.

BACKGROUND

The Slice of Shoreview is an annual festival celebrating the quality of life in
Shoreview. The three-day event takes place over the fourth weekend of July at Island Lake
Park and incorporates a wide variety of family-oriented activities including a carnival,
parade, art and craft fair, food vendors, displays and demonstrations, talent show, bike ride,
music and entertainment, fireworks and a lot more.

All aspects of the Slice of Shoreview are financed by contributions from area businesses and
individuals, as well as the City of Shoreview. Admission to the event is free for everyone
and free parking is also provided. Within the past two years the Slice Committee has been
able to build a healthy budget reserve, which allows them to pay in advance for
entertainment and contracts. '

All businesses that contribute to the Slice of Shoreview receive recognition through the local
papers, the City’s newsletter, Slice website and Channel 16.

ACCEPTANCE OF GIFTS/DONATIONS

The Slice of Shoreview was a success event this year in raising nearly $30,000 in
sponsorships and collecting nearly another $11,000 in donations for the prize drawing.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the City Council adopt resolution 12-70, accepting gifts/donations for
the 2012 Slice of Shoreview event and expressing appreciation to all the sponsors and
organizations that donated prizes for the event.



EXTRACT OF MINUTES OF MEETING OF THE
CITY COUNCIL OF SHOREVIEW, MINNESOTA
HELD AUGUST 20, 2012

* * * * * * * * * * * * *

Pursuant to due call and notice thereof, a meeting of the City Council of the City of
Shoreview, Minnesota was duly called and held at the Shoreview City Hall in said City on
August 20, 2012, at 7:00 p.m.

The following members were present:

And the following members were absent:

Member introduced the following resolution and moved its adoption.

RESOLUTION NO. 12-70

A RESOLUTION EXPRESSING ACCEPTANCE OF AND APPRECIATION FOR
SPONSORSHIPS FOR THE 2012 SLICE OF SHOREVIEW

WHEREAS, the City of Shoreview has received the following monetary donations
(see attached list) from area businesses for the 2012 Slice of Shoreview.

WHEREAS, the City Council is appreciative of the donations.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the City Council of the City of

Shoreview, acknowledges and accepts the donations on the attached list, with gratitude and
that the donations will be appropriated to the 2012 Slice of Shoreview.

The motion of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Member and upon a vote
being taken thereon, the following voted in favor thereof:
And the following voted against the same:

WHEREUPON, said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted the 20™ day
of August, 2012

STATE OF MINNESOTA)
COUNTY OF RAMSEY )

CITY OF SHOREVIEW )



I, the undersigned, being the duly qualified City Manager of the City of Shoreview of
Ramsey County, Minnesota, do hereby certify that I have carefully compared the attached
and foregoing extract of minutes of a meeting of said City Council on the 20th day of
August, 2012, with the original thereof on file in my office and the same is full, true
and complete transcript therefrom insofar as the same relates to the acceptance of and
appreciation for gifts for the 2012 Slice of Shoreview.

WITNESS MY HAND officially as such City Manager and the corporate seal of

the City of Shoreview, Minnesota this 21st day of August, 2012.

Terry C. Schwerm, City Manager



Business Name 2012[In kind Value [Notes

Agents of Edina Realty S 1,050.00

Allied Waste/Republic Services $500 |discount

Anchor Bank S 500.00

Association Maintenance S 300.00

Boston Scientific $ 2,500.00

Carlson Clinic of White Bear Lake S 500.00

Century Link $ 500.00

Culvers S 500.00

CW Houle S 300.00

Deluxe Corp $ 2,500.00

Edina Realty $ 1,500.00

Enrich S 500.00

Exterior Renovation Specialists $ 500.00 $1,000 |Bottles of water

Furey Dental Group S 500.00

Generations Women's Health $ 500.00

Green Mill of Shoreview $1,500 | staff, meeting space, gift certificates
Hilton Garden Inn & Hampton Inn $638 |4 one night stays

Home Depot $671 |Sponsor Row Carpet

Island Lake Golf Course $140 }4 rounds of golf and range bucket
John Traeger Agency, Inc $ 1,500.00

Kinderberry Hill/New Horizon Academy $ 300.00

Kozlaks $1,500 |Sponsor Reception/Committee Meeting
Land O'Lakes $ 1,000.00

Lee's Champion Taekwondo S 200.00

Lexington Floral $150 |Floral Arrangement for sponsor reception
Mead Metals, Inc S 300.00

Medtronic S 5,500.00 Grant

MN Helicopters $150 |Helicopter ride for two

North Suburban BP S 250.00

Northview Dental S 500.00

Oak Hill Montessori $ 1,500.00

Omega Events $500 |Discount

PaR Nuclear

$ 500.00




PaR Systems, Inc S 200.00

Scandia Shores S 500.00

Schroder Concessions S 500.00

Sentry Insurance S 500.00

SESCA $150 |Basket/Gift Certificate
Shoreview Community Center $350 |Seasonal Family Membership, 2 fitness punch cards, playground coupon book
Shoreview Exxon $750 |Gift Certificates
Shoreview Press $1,000 {Advertising

TCF S 500.00

The Goodprinter $500 |Printing Services

Twin Cities Gateway $ 4,000.00

Twin Cities Public Television $500 | TPT Mascots
Ultimate Events $500 |Discount




PROPOSED MOTION

MOVED BY COUNCILMEMBER

SECONDED BY COUNCILMEMBER

to approve Resolution No. 12-72 reducing the following escrows:

Erosion Control and Development Cash Deposits for the following properties
in the amounts listed:

3370 Chandler Rd Frederick Quant $ 1,000.00
5230 Oxford St MEZCO Inc $ 3,000.00
3495 Victoria St N St Odilia Church $ 500.00

ROLL CALL: AYES NAYS

HUFFMAN
QUIGLEY
WICKSTROM
WITHHART
MARTIN

REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING
AUGUST 20, 2012

t:/development/erosion_general/erosion082012



TO: MAYOR, CITY COUNCIL, CITY MANAGER

FROM: THOMAS L. HAMMITT
SENIOR ENGINEERING TECHNICIAN

DATE: AUGUST 15, 2012
SUBJECT: DEVELOPER ESCROW REDUCTIONS

INTRODUCTION

The following escrow reductions have been prepared and are presented to the City Council
for approval.

BACKGROUND

The property owners/builders listed below have completed all or portions of the erosion
control and turf establishment, landscaping or other construction in the right of way as
required in the development contracts or building permits.

3370 Chandler Dr Erosion Control completed

5230 Oxford St Erosion Control Trees completed

3495 Victoria St N Erosion Control completed
RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that the City Council approve releasing all or portions of the escrows
for the following properties in the amounts listed below:

3370 Chandler Rd  Frederick Quant $ 1,000.00
5230 Oxford St MEZCO Inc $ 3,000.00
3495 Victoria St N St Odilia Church $ 500.00



*PROPOSED*
EXTRACT OF MINUTES OF MEETING OF THE
CITY COUNCIL OF SHOREVIEW, MINNESOTA
HELD AUGUST 20, 2012

* * * * * * * * % * * * *

Pursuant to due call and notice thereof, a meeting of the City Council of the City of
Shoreview, Minnesota was duly called and held at the Shoreview City Hall in said City on
August 20,2012 at 7:00 p.m. The following members were present:

and the following members were absent:
Member introduced the following resolution and moved its adoption.
RESOLUTION NO. 12-72

RESOLUTION ORDERING ESCROW REDUCTIONS
AT VARIOUS LOCATIONS IN THE CITY

WHEREAS, various builders and developers have submitted cash escrows for
erosion control, grading certificates, landscaping and other improvements, and

WHEREAS, City staff have reviewed the sites and developments and is
recommending the escrows be returned.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of Shoreview,
Minnesota, as follows:

The Shoreview Finance Department is authorized to reduce the cash

deposit in the amounts listed below:

3370 Chandler Rd  Frederick Quant $ 1,000.00
5230 Oxford St MEZCO Inc $ 3,000.00
3495 Victoria StN St Odilia Church $ 500.00

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

and the following voted against the same:

WHEREUPON, said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted this 20™ day
of August, 2012.



RESOLUTION NO. 12-72
PAGE TWO

STATE OF MINNESOTA

COUNTY OF RAMSEY

N’ N’ N N’ N’

CITY OF SHOREVIEW

I, the undersigned, being the duly qualified and acting Manager of the City of
Shoreview of Ramsey County, Minnesota, do hereby certify that I have carefully compared
the attached and foregoing extract of minutes of a meeting of said City Council held on the
20 day of August, 2012 with the original thereof on file in my office and the same is a
full, true and complete transcript therefrom insofar as the same relates reducing various

CSCrows.

WITNESS MY HAND officially as such Manager and the corporate seal of the
City of Shoreview, Minnesota, this 2157 day of August, 2012.

Terry C. Schwerm
City Manager

SEAL



PROPOSED MOTION

MOVED BY COUNCILMEMBER

SECONDED BY COUNCILMEMBER

to approve Resolution No. 12-71 receiving the assessment roll and ordering
that the Public Hearing be held at the Shoreview City Hall on September 17,
2012 at the following time:

7:00 P.M. — Buffalo Lane Reconstruction — Project 11-09

ROLL CALL: AYES NAYS

HUFFMAN
QUIGLEY
WICKSTROM
WITHHART
MARTIN

REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING
AUGUST 20, 2012

#11-09

t:/assess/council/assrophi2



TO: MAYOR, CITY COUNCIL, CITY MANAGER

FROM: THOMAS L. HAMMITT
SENIOR ENGINEERING TECHNICIAN

DATE: AUGUST 15, 2012
SUBJECT: 2012 ASSESSMENTS
BUFFALO LANE RECONSTRUCTION

RECEIVE THE ASSESSMENT ROLLS AND CALL FOR PUBLIC
HEARING

INTRODUCTION

The City Council has declared the costs and ordered the preparation of the assessment rolls
for the following projects:

Buffalo Lane Reconstruction — Project 11-09
The assessment rolls have been completed and are attached along with the project cost
worksheet. Council action is required to call for a public hearing on the proposed

assessments. The assessments are proposed to be spread over 10 or 15 years with an
interest rate 3.00%.

BACKGROUND

A brief discussion of the project and the proposed assessments are listed below:

BUFFALO LANE - RECONSTRUCTION PROJECT 11-09

This project reconstructed Buffalo Lane from Lexington Avenue to the South end. The
street was constructed with asphalt pavement and surmountable curb and gutter. Sanitary
sewer, water main and storm sewer were constructed as part of the project. The four
homes on septic systems have all connected to City sewer as required by code.

As in past projects assessment amounts less than $5,000 are spread over 10 years and
amounts $5,000.00 and over are spread out over 15 years.

The unit street assessment is proposed in the amount of $1,594.00. This amount is $56 less
than reported in the feasibility report. The water and sanitary sewer are the same as
presented in the feasibility report. The storm sewer lot assessments are prepared per City
policy and will be the same as presented at the public improvement hearing.



Receive Assessment Rolls — 2012 Assessments |
Page 2

RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that the City Council approve Resolution No. 12-71 receiving the
assessment rolls and order the assessment hearings for the 2012 Assessments to be held on
Monday, September 17, 2012 at the following times:

7:00 P.M.- Buffalo Lane Reconstruction - Project 11-09

tlh
#11-09
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ASSESSMENTS - STREET PROJECT 11-09

PROJECT COSTS PROJECT 11-09
BUFFALO LANE

Prime Contractor — C. W. Houle $ 331,886.36
Design & Construction Eng. (City) $ 69,399.15
Legal & Easements $ 298.00
Bonding $ -
Administration - Other, Misc. $ 18,612.40

Total Project Cost $ 420,195.91
ASSESSMENTS
Total Water Assessment $ 23,100.00
Total Sanitary Sewer Asssessment $ 24,000.00
Total Street Assessment $ 9,564.00
Total Storm Sewer Assessment $ 5,333.72

Total Assessments $ 61,997.72

Non-Assessable $ 358,198.19
Number of Assessable Units for Street 6
Feasibility Actual Difference
Street Assessment per unit $1,650.00 $1,594.00 $56.00
Water and Sanitary Sewer Per Feasibility Report.
Storm Sewer Rate - Residential - Per Policy - Direct $ 0.07/0.035 per S.F.
- Indirect $ 0.035/0.0175 per S.F.

( Maximum 19,000 SF)

#11-09
TLH 7/30/12 Revised 8/15/12

t:/assess/wksh1109



- PROPOSED -
EXTRACT OF MINUTES OF MEETING OF THE
CITY COUNCIL OF SHOREVIEW, MINNESOTA

HELD AUGUST 20,2012

* * * * * * * * * * * *

Pursuant to due call and notice thereof, a meeting of the City Council of the City of
Shoreview, Minnesota was duly called and held at the Shoreview City Hall in said City on
August 20, 2012, at 7:00 p.m. The following members were present:

and the following members were absent:

Member introduced the following resolution and moved its adoption.
RESOLUTION NO. 12-71

RESOLUTION RECEIVING ASSESSMENT ROLL
AND ORDERING ASSESSMENT HEARING FOR
BUFFALO LANE RECONSTRUCTION - PROJECT 11-09

WHEREAS, by resolution passed by the City Council, the City Engineer was
directed to prepare a proposed assessment roll for the 2012 assessment projects, and

WHEREAS, the City Manager has notified the City Council that such proposed
assessment rolls have been completed and are filed at the City Offices for inspection.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of Shoreview,
Minnesota, as follows:

1. The Council shall meet on the 17" day of September, 2012, at 7:00 p.m., in
the City Council Chambers, 4600 Victoria Street North, in the City of
Shoreview, for the purpose of holding a public hearing to hear, consider and
pass upon any and all written and oral objections which may be offered with
respect to the proposed special assessments for Buffalo Lane
Reconstruction, Project 11-09.



RESOLUTION NO. 12-71
Page Two

2. The Public Hearing notices shall be published by the City Manager in the
official newspaper at least two weeks prior to the hearing and mailed notice
shall be sent to the owners of each parcel described in the assessment roll.

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

and the following voted against the same:

WHEREUPON, said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted this 20" day
of August, 2012.



RESOLUTION NO. 12-71
Page Three

STATE OF MINNESOTA)

)
COUNTY OF RAMSEY )

CITY OF SHOREVIEW ;

I, the undersigned, being the duly qualified and acting Manager of the City of
Shoreview of Ramsey County, Minnesota, do hereby certify that I have carefully compared
the attached and foregoing extract of minutes of a meeting of said City Council held on the
20" day of August, 2012 with the original thercof on file in my office and the same is a

full, true and complete transcript therefrom insofar as the same relates to receiving the

assessment rolls and ordering the public hearings for Project 11-09.

WITNESS MY HAND officially as such Manager and the corporate seal of the City

of Shoreview, Minnesota, this 21 day of August, 2012,

Terry C. Schwerm
City Manager

SEAL



PROPOSED MOTION

MOVED BY

SECONDED BY

to accept the quote from Diamond Surface, Inc. in the amount of $32,274.00 for
concrete pavement rehabilitation for streets in the Demar/Rustic/Hawes area.

ROLL CALL: AYES NAYS

HUFFMAN
QUIGLEY
WICKSTROM
WITHHART
MARTIN

REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING
AUGUST 20, 2012



TO: MAYOR, CITY COUNCIL, AND CITY MANAGER

FROM: MARK J. MALONEY, PE
DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS
DATE: AUGUST 17,2012
SUBI: ACCEPTING QUOTE FOR CONCRETE PAVEMENT REHABILITATION

DEMAR/RUSTIC/HAWES AREA

INTRODUCTION

The City has received quotes for a concrete rehabilitation for streets in the Demar/Rustic/Hawes
Neighborhood. Staff has reviewed the quotes and is requesting authorization to accept the low
quote submitted by Diamond Surface, Inc.

BACKGROUND

City staff and the City Council were previously made aware of concerns for noise resulting from
the joints in the concrete pavements that were placed in the Demar/Rustic/Hawes Neighborhood.
The deformation of the concrete caused during the formation of the joints has led to noticeable
tire noise in various locations in the neighborhood. City staff members met with residents this
summer to review the situation, and at City Council direction, a survey concerning pavement
noise was mailed to the neighborhood. Based on the results of that survey it was determined that
a concrete pavement rehabilitation method referred to as “diamond grinding” would be
beneficial.

Staff received the following quotes (copies attached) from qualified contractors in the area for
the concrete rehabilitation:

Diamond Surface, Inc. $32,274.00
Penhall Company $42,900.00

Staff recommends acceptance of the quote submitted by Diamond Surface, Inc. The firm has
extensive experience both local and national with removing irregularities from concrete
pavements. Diamond Surface, Inc. indicates that the work would occur yet this fall and take
approximately 5 working days to complete. Upon authorization to accept this quote, City staff
will be notifying the neighborhood of the planned maintenance.

It is proposed to fund this expenditure from the Street Renewal Fund similar to expenses the City
incurs for various asphalt pavement rehabilitation activities.

RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that the City Council authorize acceptance of the quote from Diamond
Surface, Inc.



21025 CONMMERCE BINVD), SUITE 800, ROGERS MNSE37T4 FAX (163) 420-8029 (7634205008

SUBJECT STATE OF MINNESOTA
LOCATION “CITY OF SHOREVIEW
PROJECT Grinding City Streets - Demar, Hawes and Rustic
BiD DATE Monday, June 11,2012
REQUESTED Form Wesolowski 651-490:4852
Cell 651-332-1611

DIAMOND S8URFACE,ING. submits the following proposal for the above referenced project:

DESCRIPTION QUANTITY UNIT PRICE BIDAMOUNT
1 Diamond Grinding 8YS 8,300 $3.27 $30.411.00
2 Mobiiization 1S 1 $1,863.00 $1,863.00
Total Bid $32,274.00

Notes:

1 This gugte to become the prevalling part of our subcontract by inserting an exact copy intothe suliconiract.
2 D8 is nonsunion and has no addiiohal costs included for union requirements;

3 We estimate 5 working days to-compliete ouwr work.

4 D8I wilf haul and-dispose-of grinding slurry i our approved pit.

Owner to Provide:
1 Secure staging area for D8I equipment.
2-Water.at-a city hydrant located on the project.
3 Traffic cantrol,

DIAMOND SURFACE INC.
Terance L. Kraemer
President

763-458-2308 Cell

B RTUNEPY ERFLAOYER



14045 Northdale Blvd
POBox310
Rogers. MN 55374

Phone:763-428-2244 Fax:763-428-2245

To: CITY OF SHOREVIEW Contact: TOM WESOLOWSKI
Address: 4600 VICTORIA ST. N Phone: 651-490-4600
SHOREVIEW, MN 55126 Fax:
Project Name: MN 06.04.12 City Of Shoreview Bid Number:
Project Location:  Shoreview, MN Bid Date:
[Line # Ttem # Item Description Estimated Quantity Unit Unit Price Total Price]

2021501/00010 MOBILIZATION 1.00 LS $3,000.000 $3,000.00
2301604/00080 CONCRETE GRINDING 8,400.00 SY $4.750 $39,900.00

Total Bid Price: $42,900.00

Notes:
« Includes one mobilization, additional mobilizations will be invoiced at actual cost both to the project and leaving the project.

« PRICING EXCLUDES: ALL TRAFFIC CONTROL REQUIREMENTS, ALL JOINT SEALING WORK, BOND, WATER SOURCE/SUPPLY, ALL TEMPORARY
PAVEMENT MARKING REQUIREMENTS, REMOVAL AND REPLACEMENT OF PAVEMENT MARKERS, ANY SWEEPING OR FLUSHING OF ROADWAY,
LAYOUT AND ENGINEERING; DUST, NOISE, VIBRATION CONTROL AND/OR MONITORING, REMOVAL OF HAZARDOUS MATERIALS AND RELATED
IMPACTS; LOCATE, CUT, CAP, RELOCATE, SHORE AND PROTECT ALL UTILITIES.

« Pricing based on all work being done under limited traffic during daytime hours.
« Thirty working days notice required to proceed with any work.

« All quantities are approximate. Field measurement will be quantity paid.

« Grinding inside 20" of any vertical obstruction is excluded.

« City of Shoreview to provide a water source at no cost to Penhall Company.

ACCEPTED: CONFIRMED:
The above prices, specifications and conditions are satisfactory and PENHALL COMPANY CONCRETE PAVEMENT
are hereby accepted. PRESERVATION DIVISION
Buyer:
Signature: Authorized Signature:
Date of Acceptance: Estimator: Dan Lobello
(612) 802-7122 diobellow@penhall.com

6/5/2012 1:15:46 PM Page 1 of 1



PROPOSED MOTION

MOVED BY COUNCILMEMBER

SECONDED BY COUNCILMEMBER

to approve the request from Retrieve A Golden of Minnesota to conduct a
raffle at Island Lake Park on September 22, 2012.

ROLL CALL: AYES NAYS
HUFFMAN

QUIGLEY

WICKSTROM

WITHHART

MARTIN

Regular City Council Meeting
August 20, 2012



TO: MAYOR AND COUNCILMEMBERS

FROM: TERRI HOFFARD
DEPUTY CLERK
DATE: AUGUST 17,2012

SUBJECT: REQUEST TO CONDUCT A RAFFLE—RETRIEVE A GOLDEN
OF MINNESOTA, INC.

Attached is an application from Retrieve A Golden of Minnesota to conduct a raffle at
Island Lake Park on September 22, 2012. The event is an annual fund-raiser for the
Retrieve A Golden of Minnesota, Inc. (RAGOM), which is a registered 501¢3 nonprofit
organization devoted to rescuing and rehoming Golden Retrievers who are no longer able
to remain in their current environment. They would like to conduct a fund raising raffle
in conjunction with Goldzilla 2012, a Golden Retriever Fun Fair and Walk for Rescue
event that is taking place at Island Lake Park.

All gambling requests need to be approved by the City prior to approval by the Minnesota
Gambling Control Board.

It is recommended that the City Council approve this request from the Retrieve A Golden
of Minnesota to conduct a raffle at Island Lake Park on September 22, 2012.



MINNESOTA LAWFUL GAMBLING 6/12 Page 1 of 2
LG220 Application for Exempt Permit

An exempt permit may be issued to a nonprofit organization that: Ap\phcatrlon fee

- conducts Tawful gambling on five or fewer days, and F i no: ived:

- awards less than $50,000 in prizes during a calendar year. less than 30 days more than 30 days
If total prize value for the year will be $1,500 or less, contact before the event - before the event
the licensing specialist assigned to your county. $100 $50

ORGANIZATION INFORMATION

Organization name Previous gambling permit number
Retrieve a Golden of Minnasota, Inc. 35848
Minnesota tax ID number, if any Federal employer ID number (FEIN}, if any
ES 37548 41-1856124
pe of nonprofit erganization. Check one.
h Fraternal Religious ,Dv-e'?cferans ,’Other nonprofit organization
Mailing address City State Zip code County
5800 Baker Road, Suite 120 Minnhetonka MN 55345 Hennepin
Name of chief executive officar [CEO] . Daytime phone number E-mall address
Louise T. Dobbe £51-295-6596 louise.dobbe@optum.com

NONPROFIT STATUS

Attach a copy of ONE of the following for proof of nonprofit status.

Nonprofit Articles of Incorporation OR a current Certificate of Good Standing.
Don’t have a copy? This certificate must be obtained each year from:
Setretary of State, Business Services Div., 60 Empire Drive, Suite 100, St. Paul, MN 55103
Phone: 651-256-2803

_ IRS income tax exemption [501{c)] letter in your organization’s name.
Don’t have a copy? To obtain a copy of your federal income tax exempt letter, have an organization officer contact
the IRS at 877-829-5500.

IRS - Affiliate of national, statewide, or international parent nenprofit organization [charter]
If your organization falls under a parent organization, attach copies of both of the following:
a. IRS letter showing your parent organization is a nonprofit 501{¢) organization with a group ruling, and
b. the charter or letter from your parent organization recognizing your organization as a subordinate.

GAMBLING PREMISES INFORMATION

Name of premises where the gambling event will be conducked. For raffies, list the site where the drawing will take place.

island Lake Shelter, Ramsey County Park

Address [do not use PO box] City or township Zip code County
3611 N. Victoria St. Shoreview 55126 Ramssy

Datels] of activity. For raffles, indicate the date of the drawing.

September 22, 2012

Check each type of gambling activity that your organization will conduct.
Bingo>* X _ Raffle _ Paddiewheels* _ Pull-tabs* _ Tipboards*
*Gambling equipment for bingo paper, paddiewheels, pull-tabs, and tipboards must be obtained from a distributor

ficansad by the Minnesota Garnbling Conirol Board. EXCEPTION: Bingo hard cards and bingo number selection devices
may be borrowed from another organization authorized to conduct bingo.

To find a licensed distributor, go to www.gcb.state.mn.us and dick on Distributors under
the WHO'S WHO? LIST OF LTCENSEES, or call 651-639-4000.




LG220 Application 'fozr Exempt Permit

6/12 Page 2 of 2

LOCAL UNIT OF GOVERNMENT ACKNOWLEDGMENT

CITY APPROVAL
for a gambling premises
located within city limits

The application is acknowledged with no waiting period.

The application is acknowledged with a 30 day waiting
period, and allows the Board %o issue a permit after 30 days
[60 days for a 1st class city].

The application is denied.

Print city name

Signature of ¢ty personnel

Title Date

COUNTY APPROVAL
for a gambling premises
located in a township

The application is acknowledged with no waiting period.

The application is acknowledged with a 30 day waiting
period, and allows the Board to issue a permit after 30
days.

The application is denied.

Print county name

Signature of county personne!

Title Date

TOWNSHIP -If required by county. On behalf of the township,
1 acknowledge that the organization is applying for exempted
gambling activity within the township limits.

[A township has no statutory authority to approve or deny an
application, per Minnesota Statutes 349.166.]

Print township name

Signature of township officer

Tithe Date

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S SIGNATURE

The information provided in this application is completea and accurate to the best of my knowledge. 1 acknowledge that the financial

report will be completed and returned to t] within 30 day ‘iiﬁ
. i,
"Chi-e‘f executive officer's signature / Y, e Na S / LW,

———

Print name L\O urse (.

qloé_,

REQUIREMENTS

Reset form

Complete a separate application for:
- all gambling conducted on two or more tonsecutive days, or
~ ali gambling conducted on one day.
Only one application is required if one or more raffle
drawings are conducted on the same day.

Send application with:
___acopy of your proof of nonprofit status, and

__ application fee. Make check payable to "State of Minnesota.”

Financial report and recordkeeping required

A financial report form and instructions will be sent with your
permit, or use the online fill-in form available at
www.gcb.state.mn.us,

Within 30 days of the event date, complete and return
the financial report form to the Gambling Control Board.

Questions?
Call the Licensing Section of the Gambling Control Board

To: Gambling Control Board
1711 West County Road B, Suite 300 South
Roseville, MN 55113

at 651-635-4000.

This form will be made available in alternative format {i.=. large print, Braille)

upon reguest.

Data privacy notice: The information requested on this
form {and any attachments) will be used by the Gambling
Control Board {Board) to deteiming your organization’s
qualifications to be involved in lawful gambling activitles in
Minnesota. Your organization has the right to refuse to
supply the inforration; hewever, if your organization
refuses to supply this information, the Board may not be
able to determine your organization’s qualifications and,
as a consequence, may refuse to issue 2 permit. If yowr
organization supplies the information requested, the Board
will be able to process the application. Your srganization’s
name and addiress will be public information when received
by the Board.

Al other information provided will be pri-
vate data about your organization untif the
Board issues the permit. When the Board
jssues the permit, all information provided
will become public. If the Board does not
issue a permil, all information provided
remains private, with the exception of your
organization’s name and address which will
remain public. Private data about your
organization are available to: Board mem-
bers, Board staff whose work requires
actess to the information; Minnesota’s
Department of Public Safety; Attorney

General; Commissioners of Administration,
Minnesota Management & Budget, and
Revenue; Legislative Auditor, national and
international gambling regulatory agencies;
anyone pursuant to court order; other indi-
viduals and agencies spedifically authorized
by state or federal faw to have access to
the information; individuals and agencies
Tor which law or legal order authorizes a
new use or sharing of information after this
notice was given; and anyone with your
written consent.




PROPOSED MOTION

MOVED BY COUNCILMEMBER

SECONDED BY COUNCILMEMBER

To accept the proposal by Vision Internet for website redesign and hosting of the
City and Community Center websites in the amount of $54,780.

ROLL CALL:  AYES  NAYS
HUFFMAN
QUIGLEY
WICKSTROM
WITHHART

MARTIN

Regular Council Meeting
August 20, 2012






TO: MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL

FROM: TESSIA MELVIN
ASSISTANT TO CITY MANAGER

DATE: MONDAY, AUGUST 20

SUBJECT: ACCEPTANCE VISION INTERNET PROPOSAL FOR WEBSITE
REDESIGN AND HOSTING

INTRODUCTION

The City and Community Center last redesigned their websites in 2010. While making some
significant improvements, staff has received several requests for updated technology, improved
navigation and an increase in access to social media.

Our 2010 Community Survey found that 68% of residents use the City’s website, and this
number has increased in the last two years. In addition, Parks and Recreation has experienced a
large increase to online registration. As a result the City and Community Center websites have
become our most important method of communicating information to residents, businesses and
customers.

The Council is being asked to accept a proposal from Vision Internet for website redesign and
hosting.

BACKGROUND

Prior to the launch of websites in 2010, both the City and Community center websites were
under one URL: www.ci.shoreview.mn.us and they received 161,239 visitors per year with
356,526 page views. In 2011, the City and Community Center combined had 611,197 visitors
and 1,064,656 page views.

During the past several months, City staff has been researching whether we should continue to
internally host and maintain the website or consider using an outside vendor. Staff found that
several Minnesota cities recently redesigned their websites, including Plymouth, Arden Hills,
Woodbury, Eden Prairie, Rogers, Roseville, Chanhassen and St. Louis Park. Of the eight cities,
only St. Louis Park decided to host their website and administration internally. Based on this
nitial review, staff decided to solicit proposals from outside firms for website design and
hosting.

After reviewing proposals from CivicPlus, Vision Internet, Gov Office and Designwrite Studios,
staff invited Vision Internet and CivicPlus for an interview. Both companies offered innovative



website design and had substantial government website experience. Both companies have also
received numerous awards for their design work.

Following the interviews, staff determined that having an outside vendor for website design and
hosting is best alternative for improving and updating the City’s website. Although both of the
firms that were interviewed had excellent government website design and hosting experience,
staff involved in the interview process felt that proposal from Vision Internet was a better choice
for the City. Their website design and programs included a better content management system
and interface with social media.

Staff reviewed the Vision Internet proposal for updating the City’s website with the Council at
the August 13 workshop meeting. The Council concurred with the staff recommendation of
outsourcing the website design and hosting. In making the decision to use an outside vendor, the
Council noted their support of Vision Internet for its content management system, mobile
applications and website design.

The onetime cost of the website design by Vision Internet is $54,780 and we would be paid from
the 2012 operating budget. The ongoing annual maintenance cost will be $8,700 per year and
includes future upgrades to website applications, hosting fees and a complete website redesign
every four years. The website redesign process is expected to take 7-8 months to complete.
Attached is the formal proposal by Vision Internet.

RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that the City Council approve the proposal for Vision Internet in the amount '
of $54,780 with an ongoing yearly maintenance of $8,700.



















































Proposed Motion

MOVED BY COUNCILMEMBER
SECONDED BY COUNCILMEMBER

To close the public hearing in consideration of the establishment of Tax Increment
District No. 8 relating to the Midland Plaza Redevelopment — Lakeview Terrace Project.

VOTE: AYES: NAYS:

Huffman
Quigley
Wickstrom
Withhart
Martin

City Council Meeting
August 20, 2012



Proposed Motion

MOVED BY COUNCILMEMBER
SECONDED BY COUNCILMEMBER

To adopt Resolution No. 12-69, approving the modification to Municipal Development
District No. 2 and Tax Increment Financing Plan for the creation of a new Tax Increment
District No. 8 and;

To adopt Resolution No. 12-73, approving and authorizing the execution of a Tax
Increment Financing Development Agreement for the Midland Plaza Redevelopment —
Lakeview Terrace Project, subject to minor changes as approved by the City Manager
and City’s legal counsel.

VOTE: AYES: NAYS:

Huffman
Quigley
Wickstrom
Withhart
Martin

City Council Meeting
August 20, 2012
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— The project financing proposes the creation of a new 25-year TIF Redevelopment
District to support the public improvements and a portion of the eligible private
improvements

— The City will take an inter-fund loan from TIF District No. 1 in the amount of
approximately $1,087,000 to be repaid using 33% of the annual tax increment
generated from the new TIF District No. 8 to cover a portion of the public road
improvements ‘

— The developer will receive from the City a “pay-as-you-go” TIF note at 5% interest, in
the amount of $2 million, payable from 67% of the annual tax increment from TIF
District No. 8

— The developer will accept and the City will issue a $1 million assessment bond to assist
with financing the public improvements

— The assessment is payable by the developer to the City over 20 years and the City will
charge .5% over the costs of borrowing with the developer covering all issuance and
closing costs (costs will be rolled into the actual bond for issuance)

The cost of the public improvements relating to the Owasso Street realignment necessary for
the redevelopment project is currently estimated to be $2,987,000. The City intends to
finance the public improvements using the following funding sources:

e $360,000 in funds contributed by the Ramsey County;

e $540,000 in Livable Communities Demonstration Account grant funds made available
by the Metropolitan Council (LCDA Grant);

e 51,087,000 in a loan made by the City from its Tax Increment District No. 1, to be
repaid from a portion of the tax increment generated from the development project;
and,

e 51,000,000 in net proceeds of special assessment bonds to be issued by the City and
assessed to the property

While there are always some risks associated with any public financing for a private
development, the proposed TIF Development Agreement incorporates a number of provisions
that strongly protect the City, including:

- Waiver of assessment (no appeal) by the developer for annual payments for 20-
years to cover the improvement bonds issued by the City for the road
improvements

_ Assessment agreement by the developer establishing a minimum market value to
ensure the cash flow of the projected tax increment

- Letter of credit required from the developer in the amount of $1,627,000 that
would be awarded to the City in the event the developer did not proceed with the
project after the City has undertaken the public infrastructure improvements

- Developer would be responsible for covering any shortfall in tax increment due to
change in property tax regulation that would impact repayment of the City’s inter-
fund loan from TIF District No. 1



While there has been strong support for the redevelopment project that would remove an
aging and blighted strip center, construct new high end market rental apartments and provide
traffic and safety improvements, there was also concern about limiting the City’s flexibility to
assist other economic development goals. The City has had recent discussions with PaR
Systems, Westinghouse and TSI, Incorporated about planned expansions and TIF District No. 1
will be a likely funding source to assist with these business growth and job creation projects.

The revised financing plan as outlined still provides the same level of financing to the
developer to make the project feasible but lessens the amount obligated from TIF District No.
1 by $1 million, enabling the City to use for these dollars for other high priority economic
development projects.

Recommendation

The Economic Development Authority unanimously voted to recommend to the City Council as
a whole the approval of the proposed tax increment financing assistance for this project. Staff
also recommends adoption of Resolution No. 12-69, approving the modification to Municipal
Development District No. 2 and Tax Increment Financing Plan for the creation of a new Tax
Increment District No. 8, and Resolution No. 12-73, approving and authorizing the execution of
a Tax Increment Financing Development Agreement for the Midland Plaza Redevelopment —
Lakeview Terrace Project. Copies of the draft resolutions are included with this report.



CITY OF SHOREVIEW
RAMSEY COUNTY
STATE OF MINNESOTA

Council member introduced the following resolution and moved its
adoption:

RESOLUTION NO. 12-69

RESOLUTION ADOPTING A MODIFICATION TO THE DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM FOR
MUNICIPAL DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT NO. 2; AND ESTABLISHING TAX INCREMENT
FINANCING DISTRICT NO. 8 THEREIN, AND ADOPTING A TAX INCREMENT FINANCING
PLAN THEREFOR.

BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Shoreview, Minnesota, as follows:
Section 1. Recitals.

1.01. The City Council (the "Council") of the City of Shoreview (the "City") has heretofore
established Municipal Development District No. 2 and adopted the Development Program therefor. It
has been proposed that the City adopt a Modification to the Development Program (the "Development
Program Modification") for Municipal Development District No. 2 (the "Project Area") and establish Tax
Increment Financing District No. 8 (the "District") therein and adopt a Tax Increment Financing Plan (the
“TIF Plan") therefor (the Development Program Modification and the TIF Plan are referred to collectively
herein as the "Program Modification and TIF Plan"); all pursuant to and in conformity with applicable
law, including Minnesota Statutes, Sections 469.124 to 469.134 and Sections 469.174 to 469.1799, all
inclusive, as amended, (the "Act") all as reflected in the Program Modification and TIF Plan, and
presented for the Council's consideration.

1.02. The City has investigated the facts relating to the Program Modification and TIF Plan and
has caused the Program Modification and TIF Plan to be prepared.

1.03. The City has performed all actions required by law to be performed prior to the
establishment of the District and the adoption and approval of the proposed Program Maodification and
TIF Plan, including, but not limited to, notification of Ramsey County and Independent School District
No. 621 having taxing jurisdiction over the property to be included in the District, a review of and
written comment on the Program Modification and TIF Plan by the City Planning Commission, and the
holding of a public hearing upon published notice as required by law.

1.04. Certain written reports (the "Reports") relating to the Program Modification and TIF
Plan and to the activities contemplated therein have heretofore been prepared by staff and consultants
and submitted to the Council and/or made a part of the City files and proceedings on the Program
Modification and TIF Plan. The Reports include data, information and/or substantiation constituting or
relating to the basis for the other findings and determinations made in this resolution. The Council
hereby confirms, ratifies and adopts the Reports, which are hereby incorporated into and made as fully
a part of this resolution to the same extent as if set forth in full herein.



Section 2. Findings for the Adoption and Approval of the Program Modification and TIF Plan.

2.01. The Council hereby finds that the Program Modification and TIF Plan are intended and,
in the judgment of this Council, the effect of such actions will be, to provide an impetus for development
in the public purpose and accomplish certain objectives as specified in the Program Modification and TIF
Plan, which are hereby incorporated herein.

Section 3. Findings for the Establishment of Tax Increment Financing District No 8.

3.01. The Council hereby finds that the District is in the public interest and is a
"redevelopment district" under Minnesota Statutes, Section 469.174, Subd. 10 of the Act.

3.02. The Council further finds that the proposed development would not occur solely
through private investment within the reasonably foreseeable future and that the increased market
value of the site that could reasonably be expected to occur without the use of tax increment financing
would be less than the increase in the market value estimated to result from the proposed development
after subtracting the present value of the projected tax increments for the maximum duration of the
District permitted by the Tax Increment Financing Plan, that the Program Modification and TIF Plan
conform to the general plan for the development or redevelopment of the City as a whole; and that the
Program Modification and TIF Plan will afford maximum opportunity consistent with the sound needs of
the City as a whole, for the redevelopment or development of the District by private enterprise.

3.03. The Council further finds, declares and determines that the City made the above
findings stated in this Section and has set forth the reasons and supporting facts for each determination
in writing, attached hereto as Exhibit A.

Section 4. Public Purpose.

4.01. The adoption of the Program Modification and TIF Plan conforms in all respects to the
requirements of the Act and will help redevelop a blighted site, improve traffic safety, and provide for
additional housing opportunities within the community. For the reasons described in Exhibit A, the City
believes these benefits directly derive from the tax increment assistance provided under the TIF Plan. A
private developer will receive only the assistance needed to make this development financially feasible.
As such, any private benefits received by a developer are incidental and do not outweigh the primary
public benefits.

Section 5. Approval and Adoption of the Program Modification and TIF Plan.

5.01. The Program Moaodification and TIF Plan, as presented to the Council on this date,
including without limitation the findings and statements of objectives contained therein, are hereby
approved, ratified, established, and adopted and shall be placed on file in the office of the City Manager.

5.02. The staff of the City, the City's advisors and legal counsel are authorized and directed to
proceed with the implementation of the Program Modification and TIF Plan and to negotiate, draft,
prepare and present to this Council for its consideration all further plans, resolutions, documents and
contracts necessary for this purpose.



5.03  The Auditor of Ramsey County is requested to certify the original net tax capacity of the
District, as described in the Program Modification and TIF Plan, and to certify in each year thereafter the
amount by which the original net tax capacity has increased or decreased; and the City is authorized and
directed to forthwith transmit this request to the County Auditor in such form and content as the
Auditor may specify, together with a list of all properties within the District, for which building permits
have been issued during the 18 months immediately preceding the adoption of this resolution.

5.04. The City Manager is further authorized and directed to file a copy of the Program
Modification and TIF Plan with the Commissioner of Revenue and the Office of the State Auditor
pursuant to Minnesota Statutes 469.175, Subd. 4a.

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

and the following voted against the same:

Dated: August 20, 2012

ATTEST:

Sandy Martin, Mayor Terry Schwerm, City Manager

(Seal)



EXHIBIT A
RESOLUTICN NO. 12-69

The reasons and facts supporting the findings for the adoption of the Tax increment Financing Plan for
Tax Increment Financing District #8 as required pursuant to M.S., Section 469.175, Subd. 3 are as
follows:

1. Finding that the Tax Increment Financing District No. 8 is a redevelopment district as defined in
M.S., Section 469.174, Subd. 10.

Tax Increment Financing District No. 8 is a contiguous geographic area comprised of portions of
four parcels within the City's Municipal Development District No. 2, delineated in the TIF Plan, for
the purpose of financing redevelopment in the City through the use of tax increment.

The parcels, consisting of 70 percent of the area of the district are occupied by buildings, streets,
utilities, paved or gravel parking lots, or other similar structures and more than 50 percent of the
buildings, not including outbuildings, are structurally substandard to a degree requiring substantial
renovation or clearance;

The District is in the public interest because it will facilitate the demolition of an existing retail strip
center; realign Owasso Street, Victoria Street and County Road E; upgrade the railroad crossing and
signalization; and construct a 104 unit- six story market rate luxury apartment building in the City of
Shoreview. Additionally, it will increase construction employment in the state, and preserve and
enhance the tax base of the state.

2. Finding that the proposed development, in the opinion of the City Council, would not reasonably be
expected to occur solely through private investment within the reasonably foreseeable future and
that the increased market value of the site that could reasonably be expected to occur without the
use of tax increment financing would be less than the increase in the market value estimated to
result from the proposed development after subtracting the present value of the projected tax
increments for the maximum duration of Tax Increment Financing District No. 8 permitted by the TIF
Plan.

The proposed development, in the opinion of the City, would not reasonably be expected to occur
solely through private investment within the reasonably foreseeable future: It is the City’s finding
that the road project would not occur if the apartment building was not being constructed.
Conversely, the apartment building cannot be built without the road improvement taking place. it
is necessary to reconstruct Owasso Street prior to the apartment building construction in order to
provide a building pad. The $2.9 million road reconstruction is prohibitive for one developer to
assume. The City, without tax increment assistance, would not have the resources to make the
required public improvements as prescribed by Ramsey County and CP Rail.

The increased market value of the site that could reasonably be expected to occur without the use
of tax increment financing would be less than the increase in market value estimated to result from
the proposed development after subtracting the present value of the projected tax increments for
the maximum duration of the TIF District permitted by the TIF Plan: The City supported this finding
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on the grounds that the approximate cost of $2.9 million in public improvements (road
reconstruction and realignment of Owasso Street, Victoria Street and County Road E) and the
improvements required to by CP Rail for their crossing add to the total development, making the
proposed development not economically feasible if paid completely by the developer. The City
reasonably determines that no other development of similar scope is anticipated on this site
without substantially similar assistance being provided to the development.

Therefore, the City concludes as follows:

a. The City's estimate of the amount by which the market value of the entire District will
increase without the use of tax increment financing is $0.

b. If the proposed development occurs, the total increase in market value will be $10,653,200
(see Appendix D and E of the TIF Plan)

¢. The present value of tax increments from the District for the maximum duration of the
district permitted by the TIF Plan is estimated to be $2,880,000 (see Appendix D and E of the
TIF Plan).

d. Evenif some development other than the proposed development were to occur, the Council
finds that no alternative would occur that would produce a market value increase greater
than $7,773,200 (the amount in clause b less the amount in clause c) without tax increment
assistance.

Finding that the TIF Plan for Tax Increment Financing District No. 8 conforms to the general plan
for the development or redevelopment of the municipality as a whole.

The Planning Commission reviewed the TIF Plan and found that the TIF Plan conforms to the
general development plan of the City.

Finding that the Tax Increment Financing Plan for Tax Increment Financing District No. 8 will
afford maximum opportunity, consistent with the sound needs of the City as a whole, for the
development of Municipal Development District No. 2 by private enterprise.

The project to be assisted by the District will result in redevelopment of blighted site in the City
and the State of Minnesota, increased tax base of the State, and add a high quality development
to the City.



CITY OF SHOREVIEW
RAMSEY COUNTY
STATE OF MINNESOTA

Council member introduced the following resolution and moved its adoption:

RESOLUTION NO. 12-73

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTION OF A DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT WITH LAKEVIEW
TERRACE, LLC, AND THE EXECUTION OF A TAX INCREMENT REVENUE NOTE IN CONNECTION THEREWITH

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SHOREVIEW (the "City") AS FOLLOWS:

WHEREAS, the City of Shoreview, Minnesota (the "City") has approved the establishment of Tax
Increment Financing District No. 8 (the "District”), a redevelopment district, pursuant to the Minnesota Tax
Increment Financing Law, Minnesota Statutes, sections 469.174-469.1799 (the “Tax Increment Act”); and

WHEREAS, the City has received a proposal from Lakeview Terrace, LLC (the “Developer”} pursuant
to which the Developer would redevelop certain real property in the City through the construction of a
rental housing development (the “Improvements”); and

WHEREAS, the Developer has also proposed that the City provide financial assistance to the
-Developer using tax increment revenues from the District; and.

WHEREAS, the City has determined that construction of the Improvements is in the best interests of
the City and the state of Minnesota, will result in the redevelopment of property that currently is
underutilized and contains structurally substandard buildings and improvements, and will result in the
construction of necessary rental housing in the City; and

WHEREAS, there has been presented to the City Council of the City a proposed Development
Agreement (the “Contract”) between the City and the Developer setting forth the terms of the City’s
provision of financial assistance to the Developer in connection with the construction of the Improvements.

NOW, THEREFORE, be it hereby resolved by the City Council of the City as follows:

1.02. Execution of Contract and Issuance of the Note. The appropriate officers of the City are hereby
authorized to execute the Contract in substantially the form presented to the City Council, subject to such
changes as may be approved by the City Manager and the City’s legal counsel, to execute the Note at the
time stated in the Contract and to issue and deliver the Note described therein at the time provided in the
Contract.

Section 2. Form of Note. The Note shall be substantially in the form contained in the Contract, with
the blanks properly filled in.



Section 3. Terms, Execution and Delivery.

3.01. Dates; Interest Payment Dates. The Note shall be dated as of the date it is issued. Principal of
and interest on the Note shall be payable to the owner of record thereof as of the close of business on the
fifteenth day of the month preceding each Scheduled Payment Date, whether or not such day is a business
day.

3.02. Registration. The City appoints the City Treasurer and Finance Director as Note Registrar. The
effect of registration and the rights and duties of the City and the Registrar with respect thereto shall be as
follows:

(a) Register. The Registrar shall keep at his/her principal office a Note register in which the
Registrar shall provide for the registration of ownership of the Note and the registration of transfers or
exchanges of the Note.

(b) Transfer of Note. Upon surrender for transfer of the Note duly endorsed by the registered
owner thereof or accompanied by a written instrument of transfer, in form satisfactory to the Registrar,
duly executed by the registered owner thereof or by an attorney duly authorized by the registered owner in
writing, the Registrar shall authenticate and deliver, in the name of the designated transferee or
transferees, a new Note of a like aggregate principal amount and maturity, as requested by the transferor.
The Registrar may close the books for registration of any transfer after the fifteenth day of the month
preceding each interest payment date and until such interest payment date. The Note shall not be
transferred to any person other than an affiliate or other related entity of the Developer, unless the City
has been provided with an opinion of counsel, acceptable to the City, that such transfer is exempt from
registration and prospectus delivery requirements of federal and applicable state securities laws.

(c) Cancellation. The Note surrendered upon any transfer shall be promptly canceled by the
Registrar and thereafter disposed of as directed by the City.

(d) Improper or Unauthorized Transfer. When the Note is presented to the Registrar for
transfer, the Registrar may refuse to transfer the same until it is satisfied that the endorsement on the
Note or separate instrument of transfer is valid and genuine and the requested transfer is legally
authorized. The Registrar shall incur no liability for its refusal, in good faith, to make transfers which it, in
its judgment, deems improper or unauthorized.

(e) Persons Deemed Owners. The City and the Registrar may treat the person in whose name
the Note is at any time registered in the Note register as the absolute owner of the Note, whether the Note
shall be overdue or not, for the purpose of receiving payment of, or on account of, the principal of or
interest on the Note and for all other purposes, and all such payments so made to any such registered
owner or upon the owner's order shall be valid and effectual to satisfy and discharge the liability of the City
upon the Note to the extent of the sum or sums so paid.

{f) Taxes, Fees and Charges. For every transfer or exchange of the Note, the Registrar may
impose a charge upon the owner thereof sufficient to reimburse the Registrar for any tax, fee, or other
governmental charge required to be paid with respect to such transfer or exchange and reasonable legal
fees and other costs incurred in connection therewith.




(g) Mutilated, Lost, Stolen or Destroyed Note. In case the Note shall become mutilated or be
lost, stolen, or destroyed, the Registrar shall deliver a new Note of like amount, maturity dates and tenor in
exchange and substitution for and upon cancellation of such mutilated Note or in lieu of and in substitution
for such Note lost, stolen, or destroyed, upon the payment of the reasonable expenses and charges of the
Registrar in connection therewith; and, in the case of a Note lost, stolen, or destroyed, upon filing with the
Registrar of evidence satisfactory to it that such Note was lost, stolen or destroyed, and of the ownership
thereof, and upon furnishing to the Registrar of an appropriate indemnity in form, substance, and amount
satisfactory to it, in which both the City and the Registrar shall be named as obligees. Any Note so
surrendered to the Registrar shall be canceled by it and evidence of such cancellation shall be given to the
City. If the mutilated, lost, stolen, or destroyed Note has already matured or been called for redemption in
accordance with its terms, it shall not be necessary to issue a new Note prior to payment.

3.03. Preparation and Delivery. The Note shall be prepared under the direction of the City Manager
of the City and shall be executed on behalf of the City by the manual signatures of its Mayor and the City
Manager. In case any officer whose signature, or a facsimile of whose signature, shall appear on the Note
shall cease to be such officer before the delivery of the Note, such signature or facsimile shall nevertheless
be valid and sufficient for all purposes, the same as if such officer had remained in office until delivery.
Notwithstanding such execution, the Note shall not be valid or obligatory for any purpose or entitled to any
security or benefit under this Resolution unless and until a certificate of authentication on such Note has
been duly executed by the manual signature of an authorized representative of the Registrar. The
executed certificate of authentication on the Note shall be conclusive evidence it has been authenticated
and delivered under this resolution. When the Note have been so executed and authenticated, it shall be
delivered by the City Manager to the Developer.

Section 4. Pledge of Available Tax Increment. The City hereby pledges to the payment of the principal
of and interest on the Note Available Tax Increment, as defined in the Contract.

Section 5. County Auditor Registration; Certification of Proceedings.

5.01 County Auditor Registration. The City Manager is hereby authorized and directed to file a
certified copy of this Resolution with the County Auditor of Ramsey County, together with such other
information as such County Auditor shall require, and to obtain from said County Auditor a certificate that
the Note has been entered on his/her bond register.

5.02. Certification of Proceedings. The officers of the City are hereby authorized and directed to
prepare and furnish to the purchaser of the Note certified copies of all proceedings and records of the City,
and such other affidavits, certificates, and information as may be required to show the facts relating to the
legality and marketability of the Note as the same appear from the books and records under their custody
and control or as otherwise known to them, and all such certified copies, certificates and affidavits,
including any heretofore furnished, shall be deemed representations of the City as to the facts recited
therein.




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

and the following voted against the same:

Dated: August 20, 2012

ATTEST:

Sandy Martin, Mayor Terry Schwerm, City Manager

(Seal)
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SCOPE OF WORK ,
The proposed TIF District consists of three (3) parcels with two (2) structures.

Two buildings received an on-site interior and exterior inspection on May 26, 2011. Building
code and Condition Deficiency reports are located in Appendix B.

CONCLUSION

After inspecting and evaluating the properties within the proposed TIF District and applying
current statutory criteria for a Redevelopment District under Minnesota Statutes, Section
469.174, Subdivision 10, it is our professional opinion that the proposed TIF District qualifies as
a Redevelopment District because:

e The proposed TIF District has a coverage calculation of 100 percent which is above the
70 percent requirement.

e 100 percent of the buildings are structurally substandard which is above the 50 percent
requirement.

e The substandard buildings are reasonably distributed throughout the geographic area of
the proposed TIF District.

The remainder of this report describes our process and findings in detail.

PART 2 - MINNESOTA STATUTE 469.174, SUBDIVISION 10 REQUIREMENTS

The properties were inspected in accordance with the following requirements under Minnesota
Statutes, Section 469.174, Subdivision 10(c), which states:

Interior Inspection
“The municipality may not make such determination [that the building is structurally
substandard] without an interior inspection of the property...”

Exterior Inspection and Other Means

“An interior inspection of the property is not required, if the municipality finds that
(1) the municipality or authority is unable to gain access to the property after using its best
efforts to obtain permission from the party that owns or controls the property; and
(2) the evidence otherwise supports a reasonable conclusion that the building is structurally
substandard.”

Documentation

“Written documentation of the findings and reasons why an interior inspection was not
conducted must be made and retained under section 469.175, subdivision 3(1).”
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Qualification Requirements
Minnesota Statutes, Section 469.174, Subdivision 10 (a) (I) requires two tests for occupied

parcels:

A. Coverage Test
...“parcels consisting of 70 percent of the area of the district are occupied by buildings,
streets, utilities, or paved or gravel parking lots”

The coverage required by the parcel to be considered occupied is defined under
Minnesota Statutes, Section 469.174, Subdivision 10(e), which states: “For purposes of
this subdivision, a parcel is not occupied by buildings, streets, utilities, or paved or gravel
parking lots unless 15 percent of the area of the parcel contains building, streets, utilities,
or paved or gravel parking lots.”

B. Condition of Buildings Test
...“and more than 50 percent of the buildings, not including outbuildings, are structurally
substandard to a degree requiring substantial renovation or clearance;”

1.

Structurally substandard is defined under Minnesota Statutes, Section 469.174,
Subdivision 10(b), which states: “For purposes of this subdivision, ‘structurally
substandard’ shall mean containing defects in structural elements or a combination of
deficiencies in essential utilities and facilities, light and ventilation, fire protection
including adequate egress, layout and condition of interior partitions, or similar
factors, which defects or deficiencies are of sufficient total significance to justify
substantial renovation or clearance.”

a. We do not count energy code deficiencies toward the thresholds required by
Minnesota Statutes, Section 469.174, Subdivision 10(b)) defined as “structurally
substandard”, due to concerns expressed by the State of Minnesota Court of
Appeals in the Walser Auto Sales, Inc. vs. City of Richfield case filed November
13,2001.

Buildings are not eligible to be considered structurally substandard unless they meet
certain additional criteria, as set forth in Subdivision 10(¢c) which states:

“A building is not structurally substandard if it is in compliance with the building
code applicable to new buildings or could be modified to satisfy the building code at a
cost of less than 15 percent of the cost of constructing a new structure of the same
square footage and type on the site. The municipality may find that a building is not
disqualified as structurally substandard under the preceding sentence on the basis of
reasonably available evidence, such as the size, type, and age of the building, the
average cost of plumbing, electrical, or structural repairs, or other similar reliable
evidence.”
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“Items of evidence that support such a conclusion [that the building is not
disqualified] include recent fire or police inspections, on-site property appraisals or
housing inspections, exterior evidence of deterioration, or other similar reliable
evidence.”

LHB counts energy code deficiencies toward the 15 percent code threshold required
by Minnesota Statutes, Section 469.174, Subdivision 10(c)) for the following reasons:

The Minnesota energy code is one of ten building code areas highlighted by
the Minnesota Department of Labor and Industry website where minimum
construction standards are required by law.

The index page of the 2007 Minnesota Building Code lists the Minnesota
Energy Code as a “Required Enforcement™ area compared to an additional
list of “Optional Enforcement” chapters.

The Senior Building Code Representative for the Construction Codes and
Licensing Division of the Minnesota Department of Labor and Industry
confirmed that the Minnesota Energy Code is being enforced throughout the
State of Minnesota.

In a January 2002 report to the Minnesota Legislature, the Management
Analysis Division of the Minnesota Department of Administration confirmed
that the construction cost of new buildings complying with the Minnesota
Energy Code is higher than buildings built prior to the enactment of the code.
Proper TIF analysis requires a comparison between the replacement value of
a new building built under current code standards with the repairs that would
be necessary to bring the existing building up to current code standards. In
order for an equal comparison to be made, all applicable code chapters should
be applied to both scenarios. Since current construction estimating software
automatically applies the construction cost of complying with the Minnesota
Energy Code, energy code deficiencies should also be identified in the
existing structures.

PART 3 - PROCEDURES FOLLOWED

LHB was able to schedule interior and exterior inspections for the two buildings on May 26,
2011, and made the following findings:

PART 4 — FINDINGS

A. Coverage Test

I.

The total square foot area of each parcel in the proposed TIF District was obtained
from City records, GIS mapping and site verification.
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B. Condition of Building Test

1. Building Inspection
The first step in the evaluation process is the building inspection. After an initial
walk-thru, the inspector makes a judgment whether or not a building “appears™ to
have enough defects or deficiencies of sufficient total significance to justify
substantial renovation or clearance. If it does, the inspector documents with notes and
photographs code and non-code deficiencies in the building.

2. Replacement Cost
The second step in evaluating a building to determine if it is substandard to a degree
requiring substantial renovation or clearance is to determine its replacement cost.
This is the cost of constructing a new structure of the same square footage and type on
site. Replacement costs were researched using R.S. Means Cost Works square foot
models for 2011.

A replacement cost was calculated by first establishing building use (office, retail,
residential, etc.), building construction type (wood, concrete, masonry, etc.), and
building size to obtain the appropriate median replacement cost, which factors in the
costs of construction in Shoreview, Minnesota.

Replacement cost includes labor, materials, and the contractor’s overhead and profit.
Replacement costs do not include architectural fees, legal fees or other “soft” costs
not directly related to construction activities. Replacement cost for each building is
tabulated in Appendix A.

3. Code Deficiencies
The next step in evaluating a building is to determine what code deficiencies exist
with respect to such building. Code deficiencies are those conditions for a building
which are not in compliance with current building codes applicable to new buildings
in the State of Minnesota.

Minnesota Statutes, Section 469.174, Subdivision 10(c), specifically provides that a
building cannot be considered structurally substandard if its code deficiencies are not
at least 15 percent of the replacement cost of the building. As a result, it was
necessary to determine the extent of code deficiencies for each building in the
proposed TIF District.

The evaluation was made by reviewing all available information with respect to such
buildings contained in City Building Inspection records and making interior and
exterior inspections of the buildings. LHB utilizes the current Minnesota State
Building Code as the official code for our evaluations. The Minnesota State Building
Code is actually a series of provisional codes written specifically for Minnesota only
requirements, adoption of several international codes, and amendments to the adopted
international codes.
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After identifying the code deficiencies in each building, we used R.S. Means Cost
Works 2011; Unit and Assembly Costs to determine the cost of correcting the
identified deficiencies. We were than able to compare the correction costs with the
replacement cost of each building to determine if the costs for correcting code
deficiencies meet the required 15 percent threshold.

Finding:

Two (2) out of two (2) buildings (100 percent) in the proposed TIF District contained
code deficiencies exceeding the 15 percent threshold required by Minnesota Statutes,
Section 469.174, Subdivision 10(c). A complete Building Code and Condition
Deficiency report for each building in the proposed TIF District can be found in
Appendix B of this report.

System Condition Deficiencies

If a building meets the minimum code deficiency threshold under Minnesota Statutes,
Section 469.174, Subdivision 10(c), then in order for such building to be “structurally
substandard” under Minnesota Statutes, Section 469.174, Subdivision 10(b), the
building’s defects or deficiencies should be of sufficient total significance to justify
“substantial renovation or clearance.” Based on this definition, LHB re-evaluated
each of the buildings that met the code deficiency threshold under Minnesota Statutes,
Section 469.174, Subdivision 10(c), to determine if the total deficiencies warranted
“substantial renovation or clearance” based on the criteria we outlined above.

System condition deficiencies are a measurement of defects or substantial
deterioration in site elements, structure, exterior envelope, mechanical and electrical
components, fire protection and emergency systems, interior partitions, ceilings,
floors and doors.

The evaluation of system condition deficiencies was made by reviewing all available
information contained in City records, and making interior and exterior inspections of
the buildings. LHB only identified system condition deficiencies that were visible
upon our inspection of the building or contained in City records. We did not consider
the amount of “service life” used up for a particular component unless it was an
obvious part of that component’s deficiencies.

After identifying the system condition deficiencies in each building, we used our
professional judgment to determine if the list of defects or deficiencies are of
sufficient total significance to justify “substantial renovation or clearance.”

Finding:

In our professional opinion, two (2) out of two (2) buildings (100 percent) in the
proposed TIF District are structurally substandard to a degree requiring substantial
renovation or clearance, because of defects in structural elements or a combination of
deficiencies in essential utilities and facilities, light and ventilation, fire protection
including adequate egress, layout and condition of interior partitions, or similar
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PART 5 - TEAM CREDENTIALS

Michael A. Fischer, AIA LEED AP - Project Principal/TIF Analyst

Michael has twenty-four years of architectural experience as project principal, project manager,
project designer and project architect on municipal planning, educational, commercial and
governmental projects.  He is a Senior Vice President at LHB and currently leads the
Minneapolis office. Michael completed a two-year Bush Fellowship at the Massachusetts
Institute of Technology in 1999, earning Masters Degrees in City Planning and Real Estate
Development. Michael has served on over 35 committees, boards and community task forces,
including a term as City Council President and Chair of the Duluth/Superior Metropolitan
Planning organization. He is currently a member of the Planning Commission in Edina,
Minnesota. He was one of four architects in the country to receive the National "Young
Architects Citation" from the American Institute of Architects in 1997.

Ben Trousdale, AIA - Project Manager/Inspector

Ben is a project architect in LHB’s Minneapolis office with 20 years of experience working on a
variety of multi-family housing and commercial projects. He has extensive skills in creating
quality construction documents that convey a building’s fundamentals and unique design
details. His responsibilities include project management, code analysis, and overseeing
document production. Ben is a licensed architect in Minnesota and is involved with AIA
activities including Search for Shelter charrettes.

Lydia Major, MLA, ASLA — GIS/Mapping

Lydia brings a passion for design that benefits the client, the community, and the environment.
Her experience includes designing and drafting commercial and residential properties at a
variety of scales. Lydia integrates her skills with AutoCAD, ArcGIS, and the Adobe Creative
Suite to produce plans, color renderings, booklets, and other presentation materials.
Communication is a critical component in all projects, and Lydia’s uses her education as a
writer to create compelling project documents, including proposals, requests for variance, and
other public-relations materials.
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APPENDIX A

Property Condition Assessment Summary Sheet
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APPENDIX B

Building Code and Condition Deficiencies Reports



MIDLAND PLAZA TIF DISTRICT
CODE/CONDITION DEFICIENCY REPORT

July 27,2012

Map No. & Building Name: 3A - Midland Plaza
Inspection Date & Time: May 26, 2011, 8:30 AM
Inspection Type: Interior/Exterior

Summary of Deficiencies: It is our professional opinion that this building is Substandard because:
- Building Code deficiencies total more than 15% of replacement cost.
- Substantial renovation is required to correct Conditions found.

Estimated Replacement Cost: $ 1,110,550
Estimated Cost to Correct Building Code Deficiencies: ) 281,689
Percentage of Replacement Cost: 25.4%

Description of Condition Deficiencies

Minnesota Statutes, Section 469.174, Subdivision 10, states that a building is Structurally Substandard if it
contains “defects in structural elements or a combination of deficiencies in essential utilities and facilities, light
and ventilation, fire protection including adequate egress, layout and condition of interior partitions, or similar
factors, which defects or deficiencies are of sufficient total significance to justify substantial renovation or
clearance.”

A. Defects in Structural Elements
1. Inadequate roof slope less than V4”/foot (2%) MN1305.1507.10.1 to 1305.1507.15.1; Remove existing
roof and install new tapered insulation and roofing.
2. Hole with temporary patch in wall at the west end of the building.
3. Temporary non-watertight patch at abandoned duct roof penetration.
4. Stress cracks in CMU wall at north side.

B. Combination of Deficiencies
1. Essential Utilities and Facilities
Entrance doors do not meet accessibility code. Thresholds are higher than 1/2". v
Three of nine retail entrance doors do not have adequate clearance to meet accessibility code.
HVAC distribution system is in disrepair in west retail space.
Pealing paint at north CMU wall
Separating and settled sidewalk at north side.
Dried and missing sealant between storefront and adjacent areas.
Occupancy separation between former pizza restuarant and adjacent M occupancy missing fire
stopping at the roof deck.

e oo o

2. Light and Ventilation

Ceiling light fixtures have been removed from west retail space (former C-store).
Ventilation supply system is damaged and in disrepair in west retail bay.
Missing diffuser in former dog grooming business.

Light fixtures do not meet energy code — existing fixtures are T-12.

Gas space heater in one retail space storage area is disconnected.

Kitchen ventilation system in former Chinese restaurant is quite filthy.

Damaged light difussers in office suite.

©@me e o

3. Fire Protection/Adequate Egress
a. Step down at all service doors - no stoops.




4. Layout and Condition of Interior Partitions/Materials

a. Interior finishes (floors, ceilings walls) in un-occupied spaces are worn, dirty and/or missing.

b. Gypsum board has been removed from floor to 2 feet above floor at west retail space (former C-
store) and the west wall of the adjacent retail space.

c. Slop sink in former pet grooming business does not have water resistant wall surfaces (unpainted, not
taped or sanded) gypsum board).

d. Water-damaged acoustical ceiling tiles in office suite.

5. Exterior Construction

Exterior service doors show signs of rust. Some are hard to operate due to excessive rust.
Hole with temporary patch in wall at the west end of the building
Storefront is single pane, non-insulated glass.
Sealant degradation between storefront and adjacent structure
Pealing paint at north CMU wall
Missing paint above storefront where signage has been removed
Sidewalk settlement at north wall
Temporary non-watertight patch at abandoned duct roof penetration
Cooking grease has spread beyond protection layer at range exhaust fan on roof.
Abandoned and decaying HVAC equipment of roof
Two damaged and cracked spandrel panels at storefront
Damage trash enclosure on west end
. East and west trash enclosure doors are missing.
Water damage because of excess spill at downspouts and splashblocks

PE AT SR ™Mo a0 o

Description of Code Deficiencies

1.

0@ N Y AW N

17.

Accessible parking spaces and accessible route not located on shortest accessible route to business
entrances.

Entrance doors do not meet accessibility code. Thresholds are higher than 1/2".

Three of nine retail entrance doors do not have adequate clearance to meet accessibility code.

Step down at service door - no stoop.

Hole with temporary patch in wall at the west end of the building

Roof slope is less than 1/4" per foot.

There are no overflow scuppers or drains.

Temporary non-watertight patch at abandoned duct roof penetration.

Electrical panel at west retail bay: No breakers in panel - twisted pairs with caps only behind empty
breaker plate.

. Receptical at food service sink and restroom lavatory in former C-store are not GFCIL.

. Receptical at hand sink in office suite is not GFCI.

. Several restroom bathroom floor finishes not impervious to water penetration.

. Several restrooms do not have exhaust fans.

. Nine of eleven restrooms do not have adequate floor area to make restroom accessible.

. Eleven of eleven restrooms have no accessibility features except one has non-compliant grab bars.

. One restroom in former pizza restaurant is missing a watercloset and urinal and the other is missing a

lavatory.
Exposed twisted pair wire ends extending from FMC out of electrical panel in office suite.

M:\11Proj\110238\400 Design\406 Reports\Midland Plaza Code and Condition Deficiency Report.doc



MIDLAND PLAZA TIF DISTRICT
CODE/CONDITION DEFICIENCY REPORT

July 27, 2012

Map No. & Building Name: 3B - 12 Stall Garage
Inspection Date & Time: May 26, 2011, 10:30 AM
Inspection Type: Interior/Exterior

Summary of Deficiencies: It is our professional opinion that this building is Substandard because:
- Building Code deficiencies total more than 15% of replacement cost.
- Substantial renovation is required to correct Conditions found.

Estimated Replacement Cost: h 113,655
Estimated Cost to Correct Building Code Deficiencies: h 41,747
Percentage of Replacement Cost: 36.7%

Description of Condition Deficiencies

Minnesota Statutes, Section 469.174, Subdivision 10, states that a building is Structurally Substandard if it
contains “defects in structural elements or a combination of deficiencies in essential utilities and facilities, light
and ventilation, fire protection including adequate egress, layout and condition of interior partitions, or similar
factors, which defects or deficiencies are of sufficient total significance to justify substantial renovation or
clearance.”

A. Defects in Structural Elements
1. Inadequate roof slope less than Y4”/foot (2%) MN1305.1507.10.1 to 1305.1507.15.1; Remove existing
roof and install new tapered insulation and roofing.
2. Water is ponding on the roof, along with a build-up of debris.

B. Combination of Deficiencies
1. Essential Utilities and Facilities

2. Light and Ventilation

3. Fire Protection/Adequate Egress

4. Layout and Condition of Interior Partitions/Materials

a. Floors are stained from oil leaks, fuel leaks, etc.
b. Interior wall surfaces are damaged from too much moisture in the building.

W

. Exterior Construction
a. Overhead doors mis-matched.
b. Columns between overhead doors require new paint.
c. Overhead doors are dented, scraped and generally damaged.
d. Earth is piling up on wood wall causing deterioration, rear of building.
e. Dedar shakes on front elevation are damaged.

Description of Code Deficiencies
1. Inadequate roof slope less than ¥4”/foot (2%) MN1305.1507.10.1 to 1305.1507.15.1; Remove existing
roof and install new tapered insulation and roofing.




2. No accessible garage stall per IBC 1106.1. Demolish 2 stalls and construct a single stall garage meeting
accessibility requirements.

Energy Code

In addition to the building code deficiencies listed above, the existing building does not comply with the current
energy code. These deficiencies are not included in the estimated costs to correct code deficiencies and are not
considered in determining whether or not the building is substandard.

M:\11Proj\110238\400 Design\406 Reports\Midland Plaza Garage Building Code and Condition Deficiency Report.doc
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Shoreview, Minnesota Proposed Midland Plaza TIF
Project No. 110238
P..D. 35.30.23.12.0012

Unit
Code Related Cost ltems Unit Cost Units Quantity Total
Handicap ltems
Accessible Restroom
Replace toilets to provide handicap access for each sex
Build (2) new acccessible toilet rooms W/ compliant number of accessories and fixtures
Remove exisitng toilet rooms $ 1,750.00 Lump 8 $ 14,000.00
Water closets $ 2,500.00 each 9 $ 22,500.00
Lavatories $ 1,750.00 each 9 % 15,750.00
Urinal $ 1,750.00 each - $ -
Sets of grab bars $ 400.00 each 9 $ 3,600.00
Sets toilet room accessories $ 500.00 each 9 $ 4,500.00
Interior room reconstruction {doors, partitions,finishes) $ 60.00 SF 540 $ 32,400.00
Reinstall toilet Room Ventilation System $ 500.00 each 9 $ 4,500.00
Accessible Parking
Provide 1 handicapped parking space
Add striping at main entry door and existing bituminous parking area $ 50.00 lump 200 $ 100.00
Parking requires signage MN 1341.0428 $ 150.00 lump 200 $ 300.00
Modify Existing Toilet Rooms
MN 1341.0442 - Provide adequate manuvering space at Men's and Women's 1st floor toilet room doors
Men - move conflicting toilet partition and water closet
Modify conflicting toilet partition $ 690.00 Each 200 $ 1,380.00
Relocate existing water closet drain pipe, sawcut slab $ 65.00 HR 8.00 $ 520.00
Relocate water piping $ 65.00 HR 200 $ 130.00
Patch flooring $ 14.00 SF 800 $ 112.00
Accessible Entrance and Egress
Replace non-accessible storefront entrance doors
IBC 1105.1 and MN 1341.0011
Demolish existing doors & sidewalks - 10 thus $60 HR 2000 $ 1,200.00
Concrete stoop foundations 5' x 4' - 8 thus LF - Ea. 13.00
Excavation/Backfill
Strip Footings 12" x 18" $ 400.00 cY 6.00 $ 2,400.00
8" CMU foundation walls grout solid $ 7.00 SF 520.00 $ 3,640.00
Concrete stoop slab $ 250.00 CY 8.00 $ 2,000.00
New rough opening and patching $ 60.00 HR 2400 $ 1,440.00
New 3'0 x 7'0 aluminum storefront door and frame and frame with hardwa $ 1,250.00 Each 8.00 $ 10,000.00
Fire Seperation ltems
Exiting
Add panic exit devices at 5 door locations $ 500.00 Each 2 % 1,000.00
Provide additional electric illuminated exit signs and emergency lighting $ 400.00 Each 2 % 800.00
MN 1003.2.10 and 1003.2.11
Fire Protection
Roof Construction
Roof Drainage
Remove and reinstall roof providing adequate sloped drainage
MN1305.1507.10.1 to 1305.1507.15.1
Remove existing roof $2.50 SF 13,168 $ 32,920.00
Install new roofing system with 6" rigid insulation minimum with taper. $8.00 SF 13,168 $ 105,344.00
Add additional wood blocking $5.00 LF 595 $ 2,975.00
Install overflow drainage system at buildings 11 and 7 { 13,700 SF)
4 roof drains $ 500.00 Each - $ -
3" piping @ 300 feet $ 21.00 LF - $ -
Overflow Scuppers $ 140.00 Each 4 % 560.00
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Shoreview, Minnesota Proposed Midland Plaza TIF
Project No. 110238
P.I.D. 35.30.23.12.0012

Unit
Code Related Cost items Unit Cost Units Quantity Total
Wall Construction
Walls provide weather resistive barrier
Repair damage wall
IBC
Demo damaged wall $ 60.00 HR 12 3 720.00
Provide and install new exterior wall (excluding metal cladding) $ 18.00 SF 150 $ 2,700.00
Provide and install new metal cladding to match existing $ 15.00 SF 150 $ 2,250.00
Mechanical- Electrical
Separation of plumbing over electrical panels
Provide additional ventilation to comply with current code for fresh air
Provide ships ladder access to roof to service mechanical equipment
MN 1346.0306
Demo existing ladder and roof scuttle $ 60.00 HR 2 $ 120.00
Saw cut and demo CMU walls necessary to provide space for $ 60.00 HR 8 480.00
ships ladder
Saw cut floor for footings for new CMU wall $ 65.00 HR 8 % 520.00
Strip footings for CMU walf 12" x 18" $  400.00 CY 6 $ 2,400.00
New 8" CMU walls $ 8.70 SF 240 $ 2,088.00
Concrete slab-on-grade floor patch $ 400.00 cY 1 9 400.00
14 foot ships ladder $  300.00 Riser 13 % 3,900.00
New roof scuttle $ 1,650.00 EA 13 1,650.00
Patch adjacent ceilings $ 6.50 SF 60 $ 390.00
Total Code Improvements $ 281,689.00
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Shoreview, Minnesota Proposed Midiand Plaza GarageTIF

Project No. 110238

Unit
Code Related Cost Items Unit Cost Units Quantity Total
Handicap items
Accessible Garage Stall
Remove 2 garage bays and provide accessible garage bay
IBC 1106
Demolish 2 garage bays $60 HR 12.00 $ 720.00
Excavation/Backfill
Strip Footings 12" x 18" $  300.00 CcY 400 $ 1,200.00
8" CMU foundation walls grout solid $ 6.00 SF 520.00 $ 3,120.00
Concrete slab-on-grade floor $ 225.00 cY 15.00 $ 3,375.00
Walls - wood studs, sheathing, weather barrier and siding $ 8.00 SF 360.00 $ 2,880.00
Roof Trusses & Sheathing $ 4.80 SF 400.00 $ 1,920.00
Roofing $ 5.50 SF 400.00 $ 2,200.00
Garage Door & Opener $ 1,400.00 EA 1.00 $ 1,400.00
Electrical Service $ 1,000.00 ALLOW 1.00 $ 1,000.00
Exiting
Fire Protection
Roof Construction
Roof Drainage
Remove and reinstall roof providing adequate sloped drainage
MN1305.1507.10.1 to 1305.1507.15.1
Remove existing roof $2.50 SF 2,844 $ 7,110.00
Install new roofing system with rigid tapered insulation. $5.50 SF 2,844 3 15,642.00
Add additional wood blocking $5.00 LF 180 §$ 900.00
Install overflow drainage system at buildings 11 and 7 { 13,700 SF)
4 roof drains $ 500.00 Each - $ -
3" piping @ 300 feet $ 21.00 LF - $ -
Overflow Scuppers $ 140.00 Each 2 % 280.00
Mechanical- Electrical
Separation of plumbing over electrical panels
Provide additional ventilation to comply with current code for fresh air
Total Code Improvements $ 41,747.00
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DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT

THIS AGREEMENT, made on or as of the day of , 2012, by and
between the City of Shoreview, a statutory city under the laws of the State of Minnesota
(hereinafter referred to as the "City"), and having its principal office at City Hall, 4600 North
Victoria Street, Shoreview, Minnesota 55126, and Lakeview Terrace, LLC, a Minnesota limited
liability company (hereinafter referred to as the "Developer"), having its principal office at

WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, The City is a municipal corporation organized and existing pursuant to the
Constitution and laws of the State of Minnesota and is governed by the Council of the City (the
"Council"); and

WHEREAS, the City has established within the City its Municipal Development District
No. 2 pursuant to Minnesota Statutes, Sections 469.124 - 469.134, providing for the development
and redevelopment of certain areas located within the City (which development district is
hereinafter referred to as the "Project"); and

WHEREAS, the City has further established its: Tax Increment Fihancing District No. 8
within the Project pursuant to Minnesota Statutes, Sections 469.174-469.1799 (which tax
increment financing district is hereinafter referred to as the "Tax Increment District"); and

WHEREAS, the Tax Increme‘n’[- District is a redevelopment tax increment financing
district created pursuant to Minnesota Statutes, Section 469.176, subd. 10; and :

WHEREAS, pursuant to Minnesota Statutes, Section 469.176, subdivision 4, tax
increment derived from the Tax Increment District may be used in accordance with the tax
increment financing plan created in connection with the establishment of the Tax Increment
District to pay the capital and administration costs of the Project; and

WHEREAS, the Developer is the owner of certain real property located within the Tax
Increment District (which real property is hereinafter referred to as the “Property” and is more
particularly described in Schedule A annexed hereto and made a part hereof); and

WHEREAS, the Developer has presented to the City a proposal under which the
Developer would construct on the Property approximately 104 units of residential rental housing
and related improvements; and

WHEREAS, the Developer has as part of its proposal requested that the City use tax
increment generated from the Tax Increment District to provide certain financial assistance to aid
in its development, without which assistance such development would not be feasible; and

WHEREAS, City believes that the redevelopment of the Property and the provision of the
housing as proposed by the Developer is in the best interest of the City and its residents and in



accord with the public purposes and provisions of applicable federal, state and local laws under
which the Project is being undertaken and assisted;

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the premises and the mutual obligations of the
parties hereto, each of them does hereby covenant and agree with the other as follows:



ARTICLE I

Definitions

Section 1.1. Definitions. In this Agreement, unless a different meaning clearly appears
from the context:

"Act" means Minnesota Statutes, Sections 469.124-469.134, as amended.

"Agreement" means this Agreement, as the same may be from time to time modified,
amended, or supplemented.

“Assessments” means the special assessments levied or to be levied against the Property
as described in Section 4.4 of this Agreement.

“Available Tax Increment” means with respect to each Scheduled Payment Date under
the Note the Tax Increment received by the City in the six (6) month period preceding the
Scheduled Payment Date but only after deducting: (i) first, ten percent (10%) of the Tax
Increment to be retained by the City for administrative costs; and (ii) second, the amount set
forth on the payment schedule attached as Schedule D to this Agreement to be applied to the
payment of the City Loan. After the City Loan is paid in full, “Available Tax Increment” shall
mean ninety percent (90%) of the Tax Increment.

"City" means the City of Shoreview, or its successors or assigns.

“City Loan” means the loan in the approximate amount of $1,087,000, together with
interest thereon at the rate of two and three quarters percent (2.75%) per year, from the City’s
Tax Increment District No. 1 to the Tax Increment District the proceeds of which will be used by
the City to pay a portion of the cost of constructing the Public Improvements.

"Construction Plans" means the site plan, utility plan, grading and drainage plan,
landscape plan, elevations drawings, materials list and related documents on the construction
work to be performed by the Developer on the Property which have been submitted to and
approved by the City Council of the City, together with any conditions imposed by the City
Council in connection with its approval.

"County" means Ramsey County, Minnesota.

"Developer" means Lakeview Terrace, LLC, a Minnesota limited liability company, its
permitted successors and assigns.

“Developer Public Improvements” means the portion of the Public Improvements being
constructed solely as a result of the Developer’s construction of the Improvements as described
in Section 4.4 of this Agreement.



"Event of Default" means an action by the Developer listed in Article IX of this
Agreement.

"Improvements" means the improvements to be constructed by the Developer on the
Property, consisting of approximately one hundred and four (104) units of residential rental
housing in a six story building and related improvements in accordance with the approved
Construction Plans.

“Note” means the Taxable Limited Revenue Tax Increment Note to be issued by the City
pursuant to Section 3.3 of this Agreement, which Note shall be substantially in the form of the
Note attached to this Agreement as Schedule B.

"Project" means the City's Municipal Development District No. 2.

"Project Area" means the real property located within the boundaries of the Project.

"Project Plan" means the plan and development program adopted in connection with
creation of the Project.

“Property” means the real property described as such on the attached Schedule A.

“Public Improvements” means the street and utility improvements to be undertaken by
the City as described in Section 4.4 of this Agreement.

“Reimbursable Costs” means the portion of the costs to be incurred by the Developer in
constructing the Improvements to be reimbursed by the City through the issuance and payment
of the Note as described in Article IIT of this Agreement, which costs are described on Schedule
C to this Agreement. -

"State" means the State of Minnesota.
"Tax Increment" means that portion of the real property taxes paid with respect to the
Property and Improvements that is remitted to and actually received by the City as tax increment

pursuant to the Tax Increment Act.

"Tax Increment Act" means the Tax Increment Financing Act, Minnesota Statutes,
Sections 469.174-469.1799, as amended and as it may be further amended from time to time.

"Tax Increment District" means the Tax Increment Financing District No. 8 created by
the City within the Project Area.

“Tax Increment Plan” means the tax increment financing plan adopted by the City in
connection with its creation of the Tax Increment District, which plan together with the
information and findings contained therein is hereby incorporated herein and made a part hereof
by reference.



"Termination Date" means the earlier of: (a) the date that the Tax Increment District
terminates, which by law will be twenty six (26) years after the date that the City receives the
first Tax Increment from the Tax Increment District; or (b) the date that the City’s payment
obligations under the Note have been satisfied or terminated pursuant to this Agreement and the
Note.

"Unavoidable Delays" means delays which are the direct result of acts of God,
unforeseen adverse weather conditions, strikes, other labor troubles, fire or other casualty to the
Improvements, litigation commenced by third parties which, by injunction or other similar
judicial action, directly results in delays, or acts of any federal, state or local governmental unit,
and which directly results in delays.



ARTICLE IT

Representations

Section 2.1. Representations by the City. The City makes the following representations as
the basis for the undertaking on its part herein contained:

(a) The City is a statutory city under the laws of the State. Under the laws of the State,
the City has the power to enter into this Agreement and to perform its obligations hereunder.

(b) The City has received no notice or communication from any local, state or federal
official that the activities of the Developer or the City in the Project Area may be or will be in
violation of any environmental law or regulation. The City is aware of no facts the existence of
which would cause it to be in violation of any local, state or federal environmental law,
regulation or review procedure.

Section 2.2. Representations by the Developer. The Developer represents that:

(a) The Developer is a Minnesota limited liability company duly organized and
authorized to transact business in the State, is not in violation of any provisions of its articles of
organization or member control agreement or the laws of the State, has power to enter into this
Agreement and has duly authorized the execution, delivery and performance of this Agreement
by proper action of its members. ' '

(b) The Developer will construct the Improvements in accordance with the terms of
this Agreement and all local, state and federal laws and regulations (including, but not limited to,
environmental, zoning, building code and public health laws and regulations), except for
variances necessary to construct the improvements contemplated in the Construction Plans
approved by the City.

(©) The Improvements will be constructed at a cost not less than the amount necessary
to produce Improvements with a market value for tax purposes equal to or greater than the
minimum market value specified in Section 6.4..

(d) The Developer has received no notice or communication from any local, state or
federal official that the activities of the Developer or the City in the Project Area may be or will
be in violation of any environmental law or regulation. The Developer is aware of no facts the
existence of which would cause it to be in violation of any local, state or federal environmental
law, regulation or review procedure. In the event that it is necessary to take any action to obtain
any necessary permits or approvals with respect to the Property under any local, state or federal
environmental law or regulation, the Developer will be responsible for taking such action.

(e) The Developer will obtain, in a timely manner, all required permits, licenses and
approvals, and will meet, in a timely manner, all requirements of all applicable local, state and
federal laws and regulations which must be obtained or met before the Improvements may be
lawfully constructed.



) Neither the execution and delivery of this Agreement, the consummation of the
transactions contemplated hereby, nor the fulfillment of or compliance with the terms and
conditions of this Agreement is prevented, limited by or conflicts with or results in a breach of,
the terms, conditions or provisions of any restriction or any evidences of indebtedness,
agreement or instrument of whatever nature to which the Developer is now a party or by which it
is bound, or constitutes a default under any of the foregoing.

(2) The Developer would not construct the Improvements without the City’s provision
of the financial assistance contemplated by this Agreement.



ARTICLE III

Development Proposal; Issuance of Note

Section 3.1. Development Proposal. The Developer owns the Property. The Developer
has proposed to undertake site work on the Property to prepare the Property for the construction
of the Improvements and to construct the Improvements. The Developer has demonstrated to the
City that current lending requirements, the cost of demolishing the improvements currently
located on the Property and the cost of installing public improvements to serve the Property and
Improvements renders development of the Improvements infeasible without financial assistance.
Therefore, the City has agreed to construct certain road and utility improvements made necessary
due to the proposed construction of the Improvements and to offset a portion of the cost of
construction of the Improvements and related improvements using a portion of the Tax
Increment generated from the Improvements on a pay as you go basis through the issuance and
payment of the Note.

Section 3.2. Reimbursable Costs. (a) The City agrees that it will reimburse the Developer
for its payment of certain costs of developing the Improvements. Such costs are referred to
herein as the “Reimbursable Costs” and are described on the attached Schedule C. The City’s
reimbursement of the Developer shall be accomplished through the City’s issuance and payment
of the Note. The principal amount of the Reimbursable Costs to be reimbursed by the City
through the issuance of the Note shall be $2,000,000.00, subject to the Developer’s
documentation of such costs. : '

(b) The Developer shall be solely responsible for initial payment of the Reimbursable
Costs and all construction work related thereto. The City’s sole obligation in such regard shall
be to issue the Note at the time stated in this Agreement and to pay the Note in accordance with
its terms. Subject to Section 3.4, the City agrees that it will issue the Note at such time as the
Developer provides to the City invoices and certifications in such form as the City may
reasonably require, demonstrating that the Improvements have been completed, that the
Developer has paid the Reimbursable Costs, and that the Reimbursable Costs equal or exceed
$2,000,000.00, or if the Reimbursable Costs are less than $2,000,000.00, then the amount of the
Reimbursable Costs that have been incurred, which amount shall be the principal amount of the
Note.

: Section 3.3. Issuance of Note. The City's reimbursement of the Developer for the

Reimbursable Costs shall be through the issuance of the Note which shall occur at the time stated
in Section 3.2 of this Agreement. The Note shall be substantially in the form of the Note
attached to this Agreement as Schedule B, with all blanks properly filled in. The Note shall be
dated as of the date of its issuance and shall be payable together with simple non-compounding
interest at the rate of five and one half percent (5.5%) per year from the date of the issuance of
the Note until the Note is paid in full or terminated.

Section 3.4. Conditions Precedent to Issuance of Note. Notwithstanding anything to the
contrary contained herein, the City's obligation to issue the Note shall be subject to satisfaction,
or waiver in writing by the City, of all of the following conditions precedent:




(a) the Developer shall not be in default under the terms of this Agreement;

(b) the Developer shall have provided to the City the certifications, invoices and
evidence specified in Section 3.2; and

(c) the Developer shall have completed construction of the Improvements.

Section 3.5. City Costs. The Developer has deposited with the City the sum of $7,500.
The City will draw upon such deposit to pay its legal and consulting fees associated with the
creation of the Tax Increment District and the negotiation and preparation of this Agreement, and
related documents. To the extent that such costs exceed $7,500 the Developer will pay to the
City the amount of such excess costs within ten (10) days after demand by the City.



ARTICLE IV

Construction of Improvements: Public Improvements

Section 4.1. Construction of Improvements. The Developer agrees that it will construct
the Improvements on the Property in accordance with the approved Construction Plans and at all
times prior to the Termination Date will operate the Improvements as a residential rental housing
facility and will maintain, preserve and keep the Improvements or cause the Improvements to be
maintained, preserved and kept with the appurtenances and every part and parcel thereof, in good
repair and condition.

Section 4.2. Construction Plans. (a) Previously, the Developer submitted and the
City approved Construction Plans for the Improvements. Said approval constitutes a conclusive
determination that the Construction Plans (and the Improvements, if constructed in accordance
with said plans) comply to the City's satisfaction with the provisions of this Agreement relating
thereto. :

(b) If the Developer desires to make any material change or changes in any
Construction Plans after their approval by the City, the Developer shall submit the proposed
change or changes to the City for its approval. For purposes of this Agreement, a “material
change” shall mean a change that alters the quality of materials used in constructing the
Improvements, the exterior appearance of the Improvements, the market value upon completion
of the Improvements or the general nature of the Improvements. If the Construction Plans, as
modified by the proposed change or changes, are acceptable to the City, the City shall approve
the proposed change or changes and notify the Developer in writing of its approval. Any
requested change or changes in the Construction Plans shall, in any event, be deemed approved
by the City unless rejected, in whole or in part, by written notice by the City to the Developer,
setting forth in detail the reasons therefor. Such rejection shall be made within ten (10) days after
receipt of the notice of such change or changes.

(c) Nothing in this Agreement shall be deemed to excuse the Developer from
complying with the City’s normal zoning and construction permitting process as it relates to the
development of the Improvements.

Section 4.3. Commencement and Completion of Construction. (a) Subject to
Unavoidable Delays, the Developer shall commence construction of the Improvements by
September 1, 2013, and shall complete the construction of the Improvements by September 1,
2014.  All work with respect to the Improvements to be constructed or provided by the
Developer on the Property shall be in conformity with the Construction Plans as submitted by the
Developer and approved by the City as well as any changes to the Construction Plans approved
by the City in accordance with Section 4.2(b) of this Article IV.

(b) Until construction of the Improvements has been completed the Developer shall
make construction progress reports, at such times as may reasonably be requested by the City,
but not more than once a month, as to the actual progress of the Developer with respect to such
construction.
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Section 4.4. Public Improvements. (a) Construction of the Improvements will require
substantial upgrading of certain adjacent and nearby roadways that will serve the Property and
Improvements. Such construction work is described on Schedule E to this Agreement and is
referred to in this Agreement as the “Public Improvements”. The City agrees that it will, subject
to Unavoidable Delays, construct or cause to be constructed the Public Improvements in
accordance with the construction schedule contained on Schedule E to this Agreement. The
Public Improvements will be constructed in accordance with City and County standards for such
work.

(b) The cost of the Public Improvements is currently estimated to be $2,987,000. The
City intends to finance such cost using the following sources of funds:

(i) $360,000 in funds contributed by the County;

(i1) $540,000 in Livable Communities Demonstration Account grant funds
made available by the Metropolitan Council (the “LCDA Grant”);

(iti)  $1,087,000 in a loan made by the City from its Tax Increment District No.
1, which loan is the City Loan and is intended to be repaid from a portion
of the Tax Increment generated from the Property and completed
Improvements; and

(iv)  $1,000,000 in net proceeds of special assessment bonds to be issued by the
City to finance the Developer Public Improvements as described below.

The $2,987,000 of Public Improvements costs is a current estimate only. The actual cost of the
Public Improvements will be determined when all costs are known. To the extent that the actual
cost of the Public Improvements exceeds $2,987,000, 100% of the excess costs will be added to
the amount described in (iv) above.

The Developer acknowledges that the City’s construction of the Public Improvements will be
undertaken in reliance on the Developer’s agreement that it will construct the Improvements. If
the Developer fails to construct the Improvements, the LCDA Grant will be immediately
repayable by the City to the Metropolitan Council. Also, a failure by the Developer to construct
the Improvements will result in no Tax Increment being generated to be used to repay the
$1,087,000 loan described in (iii) above. Therefore, in order to induce the City to undertake the
construction of the Public Improvements the Developer agrees that prior to and as a condition to
the City’s commencement of the Public Improvements the Developer will provide to the City an
irrevocable bank letter of credit in the amount of $1,627,000 available to be drawn upon by the
City to repay $1,627,000 of the costs of the Public Improvements in the event that the Developer
fails to construct the Improvements in accordance with the terms of this Agreement. The letter
of credit shall be in a form, contain terms, and from a financial institution, all acceptable to the
City, in its sole discretion.

(©) A portion of the Public Improvements, the Developer Public Improvements, is
being constructed only because such improvements are necessary to enable the development and
operation of the Improvements and only benefit the Property. As is the case with the Public
Improvements, the City would not undertake construction of the Developer Public Improvements
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if the Developer had not agreed to construct the Improvements. Therefore, if the Developer fails
to construct the Improvements, for any reason, in accordance with the terms of this Agreement,
the Developer shall be obligated to pay to the City the cost of the Developer Public
Improvements. The Developer Public Improvements are described on Schedule E and the cost
of the Developer Public Improvements is currently estimated to be $1,000,000.00 but is subject
to adjustment as described in (b) above. If the Developer fails to commence or complete
construction of the Improvements by the times stated in this Agreement, the City shall be entitled
to demand that the Developer pay to the City all costs incurred by the City in constructing the
Developer Public Improvements and such costs shall be due and payable within thirty (30) days
after demand by the City.

(d) The City intends to pay the cost of constructing the Developer Public
Improvements using the net proceeds of special assessment bonds issued by the City. The
principal amount of such bonds will equal the cost of constructing the Developer Public
Improvements plus the costs of issuing the bonds including capitalized interest, if applicable. If
the Developer constructs the Improvements, the Developer will be required to repay to the City
the cost of the Developer Public Improvements but may do so over a period of time. In order to
secure the Developer’s obligation to pay to the City the cost of the Developer Public
Improvements, the City shall be entitled at any time to assess the cost thereof as special
assessments against the Property (the “Assessments”) having the same effect as a special
assessment described in Minnesota Statutes, Chapter 429. The principal amount of the
Assessments shall equal the principal amount -of the City’s bonds issued to finance the
construction of the Developer Public Improvements. The Assessments shall be payable over a
twenty (20) year period. The principal amount of the Assessments shall accrue interest at the
rate of one half percent (.50%) in excess of the average interest rate on the bonds issued by the
City to finance the Developer Public Improvements. The Assessments shall not be prepayable
by the Developer without the prior written consent of the City.

The Developer intends that this Agreement constitutes a petition within the meaning of
Minnesota Statutes, section 429.031, subd. 3. The Developer hereby waives any and all rights it
may have to challenge or contest the legality or validity of the assessments, or the amount
thereof, on any grounds, including, without limitation, statutory, procedural, or constitutional
grounds. Without limiting the foregoing, the Developer waives any argument that not all of the
properties that may be benefited by the Developer Public Improvements will be assessed. If the
City constructs the Developer Public Improvements such construction will be done in express
reliance on the Developer’s agreements contained herein. If the Developer fails to construct the
Improvements and fails to repay the City for the costs of constructing the Developer Public
Improvements as required in (c) above, the City may also assess the cost of the Developer Public
Improvements against the Property but the full amount of the Assessments shall be payable with
the property taxes due in the calendar year following the assessment of the costs.
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ARTICLE V

Insurance and Condemnation

Section 5.1. Insurance.

(a) The Developer will provide and maintain or cause to be provided and maintained
at all times during the process of constructing the Improvements and, from time to time at the
request of the City, furnish the City with proof of payment of premiums on:

(1) Builder's risk insurance, written on the so-called "Builder's Risk --
Completed Value Basis," in an amount equal to one hundred percent (100%) of the
insurable value of the Improvements at the date of completion, and with coverage available
in nonreporting form on the so called "all risk" form of policy.

(i)  General liability insurance (including operations, contingent liability,
operations of subcontractors, completed operations, Broadening Endorsement including
contractual liability insurance) together with an Owner's Contractor's Policy with limits
against bodily injury and property damage of not less than $2,000,000 for each occurrence
(to accomplish the above-required limits, an umbrella excess liability policy may be used);
and

(iii))  Worker's compensation insurance, with statutory coverage and employer's
liability protection. :

The policies of insurance required pursuant to clauses (i) and (ii) above shall be in form and
content satisfactory to the City and shall be placed with financially sound and reputable insurers
licensed to transact business in the State, the liability insurer to be rated A or better in Best's
Insurance Guide, shall name the City as an additional insured, and shall contain an agreement of
the insurer to give not less than thirty (30) days' advance written notice to the City in the event of
cancellation of such policy or change affecting the coverage thercunder.

(b) Upon completion of construction of the Improvements and prior to the Termination
Date, the Developer shall maintain, or cause to be maintained, at its cost and expense, and from
time to time at the request of the City shall furnish proof of the payment of premiums on,
insurance as follows:

(1) Insurance against loss and/or damage to the Improvements under a policy or
policies covering such risks as are ordinarily insured against by similar businesses,
including (without limiting the generality of the foregoing) fire, extended coverage, all risk
vandalism and malicious mischief, boiler explosion, water damage, demolition cost, debris
removal, and collapse in an amount not less than the full insurable replacement value of the
Improvements, but any such policy may have a deductible amount of not more than
$25,000. No policy of insurance shall be so written that the proceeds thereof will produce
less than the minimum coverage required by the preceding sentence, by reason of co-
insurance provisions or otherwise, without the prior consent thereto in writing by the City.
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The term "full insurable replacement value" shall mean the actual replacement cost of the
Improvements (excluding foundation and excavation costs and costs of underground flues,
pipes, drains and other uninsurable items) and equipment, and shall be determined from
time to time at the request of the City, but not more frequently than once every three years,
by an insurance consultant or insurer, selected and paid for by the Developer and approved
by the City.

(i))  Comprehensive general public liability insurance, including personal injury
liability (with employee exclusion deleted), and automobile insurance, including owned,
non-owned and hired automobiles, against liability for injuries to persons and/or property,
in the minimum amount for each occurrence and for each year of $2,000,000.00.

(ii1)  Such other insurance, including worker's compensation insurance respecting
all employees of the Developer, in such amount as is customarily carried by like
organizations engaged in like activities of comparable size and liability exposure; provided
that the Developer may be self-insured with respect to all or any part of its liability for
worker's compensation.

(c) All insurance required in Article V of this Agreement shall be taken out and
maintained in responsible insurance companies selected by the Developer which are authorized
under the laws of the State to assume the risks covered thereby. The policies of insurance
required in (a)(ii) and (b)(ii) above shall name the City as an additional named insured.

(d) The Developer agrees to notify the City immediately in the case of damage
exceeding $25,000 in amount to, or destruction of, the Improvements or any portion thercof
resulting from fire or other casualty. In the event of any such damage, the Developer will
forthwith repair, reconstruct and restore the Improvements to substantially the same or an
improved condition or value as existed prior to the event causing such damage and, to the extent
necessary to accomplish such repair, reconstruction and restoration, the Developer will apply the
proceeds of any insurance relating to such damage received by the Developer to the payment or
reimbursement of the costs thereof.

The Developer shall complete the repair, reconstruction and restoration of the Improvements,
whether or not the Net Proceeds of insurance received by the Developer for such purposes are
sufficient to pay for the same. Any proceeds remaining after completion of such repairs,
construction and restoration shall be remitted to the Developer.

(e) If the Developer defaults with respect to its obligations to repair, reconstruct or
restore the Improvements as required in subsection (d) above, the City, as a result thereof, shall
be entitled to suspend and ultimately terminate its payment obligations under the Note, subject to
Section 9.2 of this Agreement.

® The City agrees that any interest on its part by virtue of this Agreement in the
application or receipt of any proceeds of insurance under the policies required by subsections
(a)(i) or (b)(i) above shall be subordinate to the interest of the Developer’s lender of financing
for the construction of the Improvements and to any lender of permanent financing.

14



Section 5.2. Condemnation. In the event that title to and possession of the Improvements or
any material part thereof shall be taken in condemnation or by the exercise of the power of
eminent domain by any governmental body or other person prior to the Termination Date, the
Developer shall, with reasonable promptness after such taking, notify the City as to the nature
and extent of such taking. Upon receipt of any condemnation award, the Developer shall elect to
either: (a) use the entire condemnation award to reconstruct the Improvements (or, in the event
only a part of Improvements have been taken, then to reconstruct such part) within the Tax
Increment District; or (b) retain the condemnation award whereupon in the event that a
substantial portion of the Property and Improvements have been taken, the City's obligations
under this Agreement and the Note shall terminate.
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ARTICLE VI

Taxes; Tax Increment

Section 6.1. Real Property Taxes. The Developer shall pay all real property taxes
payable with respect to the Property and Improvements in a timely manner and prior to
imposition of penalty.

Section 6.2. Tax Increment. Subject to the limitations contained in the Note, the City
hereby pledges to the payment of the Note the Available Tax Increment generated from the
Property and completed Improvements. The Developer acknowledges that the City has made no
warranties or representations to the Developer as to the amounts of Tax Increment that will be
generated or that the Available Tax Increment will be sufficient to pay the Note in whole or in
part. All estimates of Available Tax Increment prepared by or on behalf of the City were
prepared for the City’s use only and were not intended to be relied upon by the Developer. Nor
is the City warranting that it will have throughout the term of this Agreement and the Note the
continuing legal ability under State law to apply Available Tax Increment to the payment of the
Note, which continued legal ability is a condition precedent to the City’s obligations under the
Note. Tax Increment received by the City in any year in amounts in excess of Available Tax
Increment shall be the City’s property and the City shall be free to use such excess Tax
Increment for any purpose for which such Tax Increment may be used under the Tax Increment
Act. The Developer further understands that no payments will be made under the Note unless
and until the City Loan, together will all accrued interest, has been paid in full.

Section 6.3. Tax Increment Guarantee. It is the intention of the City that the City
Loan will be repaid using a portion of the Tax Increment which will be generated from the
Property and the completed Improvements. Therefore, the Developer agrees to guarantee that the
annual Tax Increment generated by the Property and Improvements, commencing in calendar
year 2016 and continuing until the City Loan and all accrued interest on the City Loan has been
paid in full, will equal or exceed one hundred and ten percent (110%) of the amounts set forth on
the City Loan payment schedule contained on Schedule D to this Agreement. In the event that
the Tax Increment generated by the Property and Improvements in any year is less than the
amount guaranteed in this section, the City shall provide notice to the Developer of such fact and
the amount of the deficiency in Tax Increment. Thirty (30) days after receipt of such notice the
Developer shall be liable for and shall pay to the City the amount of such deficiency. The City
may make demand for such payment as of May 15 and October 15 of each year, or on such later
date as the City determines the amount of such deficiency in Tax Increment, with the amount
payable as of such dates being equal to the amount of the Tax Increment deficiency attributable
to the tax payment due as of such date. The obligation of the Developer to make the payments as
provided in this Section 6.1 of this Agreement shall be absolute and unconditional irrespective of
any defense or any rights of setoff, recoupment or counterclaim it might otherwise have against
the City or any other government body or other person. The Developer shall not fail to make any
required payments for any cause or circumstances whatsoever including the failure or refusal of a
bank to honor a demand under a letter of credit, any change in law, or any other event even if
beyond the control of the Developer. If the Developer fails to make any guarantee payment
required under this Section, the City may declare the aggregate of all payments required to be
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made by the Developer under this Section immediately due and payable, upon which the
Developer shall be liable for such payments. Any amount paid by the Developer as a result of
the City’s acceleration of the guarantee payments pursuant to the previous sentence shall be
added to the principal amount of the Note.
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ARTICLE VII

Mortegage Financing

Section 7.1. Mortgage Financing. (a) On or before , 2012, the Developer
shall provide to the City evidence of a commitment for mortgage financing sufficient for
construction of the Improvements. If the City finds that the mortgage financing is sufficiently
committed, adequate in amount to provide for the construction of the Improvements, and subject
only to such conditions as the City approves, then the City shall notify the Developer in writing
of its approval. Such approval shall not be unreasonably withheld and either approval or
rejection shall be given within fourteen (14) days from the date when the City is provided the
evidence of mortgage financing. If the City rejects the evidence of mortgage financing as
inadequate, it shall do so in writing specifying the basis for the rejection. In any event, the
Developer shall submit adequate evidence of mortgage financing within thirty (30) days after
such rejection.

(b) The City agrees that if requested it will enter into an agreement with the
Developer’s lender of financing for the acquisition and construction of the Improvements
allowing such lender, its successors and assigns, to cure defaults by the Developer under this
Agreement and to continue to receive payments under the Note so long as there is compliance
with all provisions of this Agreement.
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ARTICLE VIII

Prohibitions Against Assisnment and Transfer, Indemnification

Section 8.1. Prohibition Against Transfer of Property and Assignment of Agreement. The
Developer represents and agrees that prior to completion of the Improvements, the Developer
will not make or create, or suffer to be made or created, any total or partial sale, assignment,
conveyance, or lease (other than leases to residential tenants), or any trust or power, or transfer in
any other mode or form of or with respect to this Agreement or the Property or any part thereof
or any interest herein or therein, or any contract or agreement to do any of the same, without the
prior written approval of the City. Following completion of the Improvements the Developer
may transfer the Property and Improvements but shall remain obligated under all of the terms of
this Agreement unless the City approves the transfer, including the identity and financial
qualifications of the transferee, and the City and the transferee enter into an agreement in a form
prescribed by the City by which the transferee assumes and agrees to perform all of the
Developer’s obligations under this Agreement.

Section 8.2. Release and Indemnification Covenants.

(a) The Developer releases from and covenants and agrees that the City and the
governing body members, officers, agents, servants and employees thereof shall not be liable for
and agrees to indemnify and hold harmless the City and the governing body members, officers,
agents, servants and employees thereof against any loss or damage to property or any injury to or
death of any person occurring at or about or resulting from any defect in the Improvements.

(b) Except for any willful misrepresentation or any willful or wanton misconduct of the
following named parties, the Developer agrees to protect and defend the City and the governing
body members, officers, agents, servants and employees thereof, now or forever, and further
agrees to hold the aforesaid harmless from any claim, demand, suit, action or other proceeding
whatsoever by any person or entity whatsoever arising or purportedly arising from this
Agreement, or the transactions contemplated hereby or the acquisition, construction, installation,
ownership, and operation of the Improvements.

(c) The City and the governing body members, officers, agents, servants and
employees thereof shall not be liable for any damage or injury to the persons or property of the
company or its officers, agents, servants or employees or any other person who may be about the
Property or Improvements due to any act of negligence of any person.

(d) All covenants, stipulations, promises, agreements and obligations of the City
contained herein shall be deemed to be the covenants, stipulations, promises, agreements and
obligations of the City and not of any governing body member, officer, agent, servant or
employee of the City in the individual capacity thereof.
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ARTICLE IX

Events of Default

Section 9.1. Events of Default Defined. The term "Event of Default" shall mean, whenever
it is used in this Agreement (unless the context otherwise provides), any failure by Developer to
substantially observe or perform any material covenant, condition, obligation or agreement on its
part to be observed or performed hereunder.

Section 9.2. City's Remedies on Default. Whenever any Event of Default by Developer
referred to in Section 9.1 of this Agreement occurs, the City may immediately suspend its
performance under this Agreement and the Note until it receives assurances from the Developer,
deemed adequate by the City, that the Developer will cure its default and continue its
performance under this Agreement and may take any one or more of the following actions after
providing thirty (30) days written notice to the Developer of the Event of Default, but only if the
Event of Default has not been cured within said thirty (30) days, provided, however, that if such
Event of Default is by its nature incapable of cure within thirty (30) days if the Developer
provides to the City evidence, reasonably acceptable to the City, that the Event of Default will be
cured and will be cured as soon as reasonably possible, then the Developer shall have such
additional time as is reasonably necessary to cure such Event of Default but only so long as the
Developer is diligently pursuing such cure:

(a) Terminate this Agreement and/or the Note; and/or

(b) Take whatever action, including legal, equitable or administrative action, which
may appear necessary or desirable to the City to collect any payments due under this Agreement,
or to enforce performance and observance of any obligation, agreement, or covenant of the
Developer under this Agreement.

Section 9.3. No Remedy Exclusive. No remedy herein conferred upon or reserved to the
City or Developer is intended to be exclusive of any other available remedy or remedies, but
each and every such remedy shall be cumulative and shall be in addition to every other remedy
given under this Agreement or now or hereafter existing at law or in equity or by statute. No
delay or omission to exercise any right or power accruing upon any default shall impair any such
right or power or shall be construed to be a waiver thereof, but any such right and power may be
exercised from time to time and as often as may be deemed expedient. In order to entitle the City
or the Developer to exercise any remedy reserved to it, it shall not be necessary to give notice,
other than such notice as may be required in this Article IX.

Section 9.4. No Additional Waiver Implied by One Waiver. In the event any agreement
contained in this Agreement should be breached by either party and thereafter waived by the
other party, such waiver shall be limited to the particular breach so waived and shall not be
deemed to waive any other concurrent, previous or subsequent breach hereunder.

Section 9.5. Costs of Enforcement. Whenever any Event of Default occurs and the City
shall employ attorneys or incur other expenses for the collection of payments due or to become
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due or for the enforcement of performance or observance of any obligation or agreement on the
part of the Developer under this Agreement, the Developer agrees that it shall be liable for the
reasonable fees of such attorneys and such other expenses so incurred by the City.
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ARTICLE X

Additional Provisions

Section 10.1. Representatives Not Individually Liable. (a) No member, official, or
employee of the City shall be personally liable to the Developer, or any successor in interest, in
the event of any default or breach or for any amount which may become due to Developer or its
successor or on any obligations under the terms of the Agreement.

(b) No member, official, or employee of the Developer shall be personally liable to the
City, or any successor in interest, in the event of any default or breach by the Developer or for
any amount which may become due to the City or its successor by the Developer on account of
any obligations under the terms of the Agreement.

Section 10.2. Restrictions on Use. The Developer agrees for itself, and its successors and
assigns, and every successor in interest to the Property, or any part thereof, that the Developer,
and such successors and assigns, shall devote the Property to, and only to and in accordance
with, the uses specified in this Agreement.

Section 10.3. Titles of Articles and Sections. Any titles of the several parts, Articles, and
Sections of the Agreement are inserted for convenience of reference only and shall be
disregarded in construing or interpreting any of its provisions.

Section 10.4. Notices and Demands. Except as otherwise expressly provided in this
Agreement, a notice, demand, or other communication under the Agreement by either party to
the other shall be sufficiently given or delivered if it is dispatched by registered or certified mail,
postage prepaid, return receipt requested, or delivered personally; and

(a) in the case of the Developer, is addressed to or delivered personally to the
Developer at , with a copy to James Christoffel at
Christoffel & Elliott, P.A., 444 Cedar Street UBS Plaza Suite 1111, Saint Paul, MN 55101; and

(b) in the case of the City, is addressed to or delivered personally to the City at City
Hall, 4600 North Victoria Street, Shoreview, MN 55126.

or at such other address with respect to either such party as that party may, from time to time,
designate in writing and forward to the other as provided in this Section.

Section 10.5. Disclaimer of Relationships. Nothing contained in this Agreement nor any
act by the City or the Developer shall be deemed or construed by any person to create any
relationship of third-party beneficiary, principal and agent, limited or general partner, or joint
venture among the City, the Developer, and/or any third party.

Section 10.6. Modifications. This Agreement may be modified solely through written
amendments hereto executed by the Developer and the City.
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Section 10.7. Counterparts. This Agreement may be executed in any number of
counterparts, each of which shall constitute one and the same instrument.

Section 10.8. Judicial Interpretation. Should any provision of this Agreement require
judicial interpretation, the court interpreting or construing the same shall not apply a presumption
that the terms hereof shall be more strictly construed against one party by reason of the rule of
construction that a document is to be construed more strictly against the party who itself or
through its agent or attorney prepared the same, it being agreed that the agents and attorneys of
both parties have participated in the preparation hereof.




IN WITNESS WHEREQF, the City has caused this Agreement to be duly executed in its
name and behalf and the Developer has caused this Agreement to be duly executed in its name
and behalf on or as of the date first above written.

CITY OF SHOREVIEW

By

By

LAKEVIEW TERRACE, LLC

By
By
STATE OF MINNESOTA )
) SS.
COUNTY OF )
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this day of ,
2012, by and , the Mayor and City Manager of

the City of Shoreview, a statutory City, on behalf of the City.

Notary Public
STATE OF MINNESOTA )
) SS.
COUNTY OF )
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this day
of , 2012, by and , the
and of Lakeview Terrace, LLC, a Minnesota

limited liability company, on behalf of the company.

Notary Public
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SCHEDULE A

Description of Property



SCHEDULE B
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
STATE OF MINNESOTA
COUNTY OF RAMSEY
CITY OF SHOREVIEW

TAXABLE LIMITED REVENUE TAX INCREMENT NOTE
(LAKEVIEW TERRACE PROJECT)

The City of Shoreview, Minnesota (the "City"), hereby acknowledges itself to be
indebted and, for value received, promises to pay to the order of Lakeview Terrace, LLC, a
Minnesota limited liability company, or its permitted assigns (the "Owner"), solely from the
source, to the extent and in the manner hereinafter provided, the principal amount of this Note,
being Two Million Dollars ($2,000,000.00) (the "Principal Amount"), together with interest as
hereinafter described, on July 31 and December 31 of each year commencing on July 31, 2016,
and continuing to and including December 31, 20 (the "Scheduled Payment Dates"). This
Note is the Note defined in that certain Development Agreement dated as of ,
2012, between the City and the Owner (the “Contract”). Interest at the rate of five and one half
percent (5.5%) per annum (the “Rate”) shall accrue from the date of this Note until the earlier of
the date that this Note is paid in full or the termination of the City’s Tax Increment Financing
District No. 8 (the “District). Interest shall be computed on the basis of a 360-day year of twelve
(12) 30-day months.

Each payment on this Note is payable in any coin or currency of the United States of
America which on the date of such payment is legal tender for public and private debts and shall
be made by check or draft made payable to the Owner and mailed to the Owner at its postal
address within the United States which shall be designated from time to time by the Owner.

The Note is a special and limited obligation and not a general obligation of the City, which
has been issued by the City pursuant to and in full conformity with the Constitution and laws of
the State of Minnesota, including Minnesota Statutes, Section 469.178, subdivision 4, to aid in
financing a "project”, as therein defined, of the City consisting generally of defraying certain
capital and administrative costs incurred and to be incurred by the City within and for the benefit
of its Municipal Development District No. 2 (the "Project").

THIS NOTE IS SPECIAL AND LIMITED AND NOT A GENERAL
OBLIGATION OF THE CITY PAYABLE SOLELY OUT OF AVAILABLE TAX
INCREMENT, AS DEFINED BELOW, AND NEITHER THE STATE NOR ANY
POLITICAL SUBDIVISION THEREOF SHALIL BE LIABLE ON THIS NOTE, NOR
SHALL THIS NOTE BE PAYABLE OUT OF ANY FUNDS OR PROPERTIES OTHER
THAN AVAILABLE TAX INCREMENT.

The Scheduled Payment of this Note due on any Scheduled Payment Date is payable
solely from and only to the extent that the City shall have received in the six (6) month period
preceding such Scheduled Payment Date "Available Tax Increment". For purposes of this Note,
Available Tax Increment with respect to any Scheduled Payment Date shall have the meaning set
forth in the Contract. Available Tax Increment constitutes a portion of the tax increment



generated in the calendar year of the Scheduled Payment Date with respect to that certain real
property described on the attached Exhibit A (hereinafter referred to as the "Property").

The City shall pay on each Scheduled Payment Date to the Owner the Available Tax
Increment received by the City in the six (6) month period preceding such Scheduled Payment
Date. To the extent that on the earlier of December 31, 20 (after making the Scheduled
Payment to be made on such date), or the date that the City’s Tax Increment Financing District
Number 8 terminates, the City has not paid the entire Principal Amount and interest due under
this Note, this Note shall nonetheless terminate and the City shall have no further obligations
hereunder. All payments made by the City under this Note shall be first applied to accrued
interest and then to the Principal Amount.

The City’s obligations herein are subject to the terms and conditions of the Contract.
Subject to Section 9.2 of the Contract, the City’s payment obligations hereunder shall be
suspended until an Event of Default arising under the Contract has been cured and/or this Note
may be terminated under certain circumstances by the City upon the occurrence of an Event of
Default as provided in Sections 9.1 and 9.2 of the Contract, which Contract is incorporated
herein and made a part hereof by reference. Upon such termination, the City's obligations to
make further payments hereunder shall be discharged. Such termination may be accomplished
by the City's giving of written notice to the then registered owner of this Note, as shown on the
books of the City.

This Note shall not be payable from or constitute a charge upon any funds of the City,
and the City shall not be subject to any liability hereon or be deemed to have obligated itself to
pay hereon from any funds except Available Tax Increment, and then only to the extent and in
the manner herein specified. The Owner shall never have or be deemed to have the right to
scompel any exercise of any taxing power of the City or of any other public body, and neither the
City nor any director, commissioner, council member, board member, officer, employee or agent
of the City, nor any person executing or registering this Note shall be liable personally hereon by
reason of the issuance or registration hereof or otherwise.

This Note shall not be transferable or assignable, in whole or in part, by the Owner
without the prior written consent of the City, which consent shall not be unreasonably withheld
or denied. This Note is issued pursuant to Resolution of the City and is entitled to
the benefits thereof, which resolution is incorporated herein by reference.

IT IS HEREBY CERTIFIED AND RECITED that all acts, conditions, and things
required by the Constitution and laws of the State of Minnesota to be done, to have happened,
and to be performed precedent to and in the issuance of this Note have been done, have
happened, and have been performed in regular and due form, time, and manner as required by
law; and that this Note, together with all other indebtedness of the City outstanding on the date
hereof and on the date of its actual issuance and delivery, does not cause the indebtedness of the
City to exceed any constitutional or statutory limitation thereon.



IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the City of Shoreview, by its City Council, has caused this
Note to be executed by the manual signatures of the and the of
the City and has caused this Note to be dated ,201




EXHIBIT A TO NOTE

Description of Property



SCHEDULE C
Reimbursable Costs

The following costs to be incurred by the Developer shall constitute the Reimbursable
Costs:



SCHEDULE D

City Loan Repayment Schedule



SCHEDULE E

Description of Public Improvements and Developer Public Improvements and
Construction Schedule



MOTION

MOVED BY COUNCIL MEMBER:

SECONDED BY COUNCIL MEMBER:

To adopt Resolution #12-34 amending the Comprehensive Plan and Ordinance
#894 changing the zoning and approve the preliminary plat and PUD-Development
Stage requests submitted by Lakeview Terrace/Tycon Co. for the redevelopment of
Midland Plaza, 3588 Owasso Street with a 104 unit apartment building subject to
the following conditions.

Comprehensive Plan Amendment*

1. The planned land use of the property changing the existing C, Commercial land
use designation to RH, High Density Residential.

2. Review and approval of the amendment by the Metropolitan Council.

3. The amendment will not be effective until the City grants approval of the Final
Plat and PUD - Final Stage requests and the development agreements are
executed.

Rezoning*

1. This approval rezones the property from C1, Retail Service and R3, Multi-
Dwelling Residential to PUD, Planned Unit Development.

2. The underlying zoning district for this PUD is R3, Multi-Dwelling Residential

3. Rezoning is not effective until approvals are received for the Final Plat, PUD -
Final Stage and development agreements executed.

Preliminary Plat

1. A public use dedication fee shall be submitted as required by ordinance prior to
release of the final plat by the City.

2. The final plat shall include drainage and utility easements along the property
lines. Drainage and utility easements along the roadways shall be 10° wide and
along the side lot lines these easements shall be 5’ wide and as required by the
Public Works Director.

3. Private agreements shall be secured between the parcels in the subdivision and
the adjoining Midland Terrace Apartment complex regarding joint driveway,
parking and maintenance agreements. Said agreements shall be submitted to
the City Attorney for review and approval prior to the City’s release of the Final
Plat.

4. The developer shall submit an application to vacate Owasso Street with the
Final Plat application.
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5.

The Final Plat shall be submitted to the City for approval with the Final Stage
PUD application.

Planned Unit Development — Development Stage™

l.

This approval permits the redevelopment of 3588 Owasso Street parcels with a
104 unit 6-story tall apartment building as depicted in the plans submitted as
part of this application.

Private agreements shall be secured between the parcels in this PUD and the
adjoining Midland Terrace Apartment Complex regarding joint driveway,
parking and maintenance agreements. Said agreements shall be submitted to
the City Attorney for review and approval prior to the City’s review of the Final
Stage PUD plans and Final Plat.

. Access to the proposed development is prohibited from Victoria Street. Access

to the site shall be provided via the driveways off of Owasso Street as indicated
in the approved plans.

Revisions may be required to the tree preservation plan that addresses the
replacement of trees along the existing Owasso Street. A revised plan, if
required, shall be submitted with the Final Stage PUD and Final Plat
applications. Replacement trees shall be planted in accordance with the City’s
Woodlands and Vegetation Ordinance.

Approval of the final grading, drainage, utility, and erosion control plans by the
Public Works Director is required, prior to submittal to the City of applications
for Final Plat and PUD — Final Stage. Final plans shall identify site
construction limits and the treatment of work (i.e. driveways, parking areas,
grading, etc.) at the periphery of these construction limits.

. The proposed apartment housing structure shall be of a 6-story design as

depicted on the plans submitted with this application. Said building shall
include the architectural enhancements and high-quality building materials as
identified. The structure shall not exceed the height, 78.5” as identified in this
report and on the submitted plans. The applicant is encouraged to explore
options that will reduce the building height, provided the architectural quality
and appearance of the building is not compromised.

. Additional landscaping may be required along the south side of the building to

soften the structure’s appearance when viewed from the adjacent single-family
residential neighborhood.

. The applicant is required to enter into a Site Development Agreement and

Erosion Control Agreement with the City. Said agreements shall be executed
prior to the issuance of any permits for this project. The Development
Agreement shall address:



a. Construction management and nuisances that may occur during the
construction process, including parking for contractors. No parking is
permitted on Victoria Street.

b. Best Management Practices for Water Quality improvement

c. Landscape maintenance

d. Maintenance of stormwater management facilities, including the filtration
basins

9. This approval shall expire after two months if the Planned Unit Development -

Final Stage application has not been submitted for City review and approval, as
per Section 203.060 (C)(6).

This approval is based on the following findings:

1) The proposed redevelopment plan supports the policies stated in the
Comprehensive Plan related to land use, housing and redevelopment.

2) The proposed redevelopment plan carries out the recommendations as set forth
in the Housing Action Plan

3) The proposed redevelopment plan will not adversely impact the planned land
use of the surrounding property.

4) The proposed deviations permit this site to be redeveloped with a use that
expands life-cycle and affordable housing, including housing choice in the city.
The plan also results in a public road improvement project that will improve
traffic flow and safety.

5) Sustainable design features will be incorporated into the building and site
design.

*4/5 majority vote required for approval

ROLL CALL: AYES NAYS

Huffman
Quigley
Wickstrom
Withhart
Martin

Regular City Council Meeting
August 20, 2012

t:\2012pcf/2446-12-09lmidland/ccmotion



TO: Mayor, City Council and City Manager
FROM: Kathleen Nordine, City Planner
DATE: August 16, 2012

SUBJECT: Case File 2446-12-09, Comprehensive Plan Amendment, Preliminary Plat,
Rezoning and Planned Unit Development — Development Stage — Lakeview
Terrace/Tycon Companies — 3588 Owasso Street (Midland Terrace)

Introduction

In March, the City Council reviewed conceptual stage plans for a planned unit development to
redevelop the Midland Plaza retail center, 3588 Owasso Street, with an upscale market rate rental
apartment building. Midland Plaza is located on the northeast corner of Victoria Street and
Owasso Street. The applicant, Lakeview Terrace/Tycon Companies, submitted the following
applications which were considered by the Planning Commission and recommended approval to
the City Council in April, however, the project was delayed enabling the applicant to re-evaluate
the building and site design. The site design has changed slightly by increasing the proposed
building setback from the wetland/pond area. The applications include:

1) Comprehensive Plan Amendment changing the designated land use from C, Commercial
to RH, High-Density Residential

2) Preliminary Plat — to plat the property for development

3) Rezoning — Rezoning the property from C1, Retail Service and R3, Multi-family
residential to PUD, Planned Unit Development, Development Stage

4) PUD, Planned Unit Development, Development Stage — to develop the property with a
104 unit apartment building.

The redevelopment plan includes demolishing the old retail center, reconstructing part of
Owasso Street north to align it with the County Road E/Victoria intersection thereby creating a
development parcel adjacent to the lake/wetland area. This parcel would then be developed with
an upscale, high-density 6-story apartment building that has approximately 104 apartment units;
which is a reduction from the 120 units proposed with the Concept Plan. Other related site
improvements include both an underground parking garage, surface parking lot, stormwater
management and landscaping. Please see the attached plans.

Owasso Street Realignment

Again, this redevelopment project includes a public infrastructure improvement which is being
managed by the City to relocate Owasso Street north, adjacent to the rail tracks. The adjacent
road system is unique (dictated by a railroad line and natural features) and includes: Owasso
Street, a local collector street, Victoria Street and County Road E, both Ramsey County
roadways. This new road segment would align with the west leg of County Road E at Victoria
Street. The existing County Road E/Victoria Street/Owasso Street is planned to be improved
with new traffic signalization, additional traffic lanes (including turn lanes) and sidewalk/trail
improvements. The existing public sewer and water utilities in Owasso Street would be
abandoned and relocated in the new section of Owasso Street.




Project Summary

Midland Terrace is a 420-unit apartment complex constructed in 1969/1970 and includes a
13,000 square foot retail center that is currently vacant. The overall condition of the center is
dilapidated with some of the leasable space unoccupiable. The redevelopment plan includes
demolishing the retail center, a detached garage for a nearby apartment building, realigning part
of Owasso Street, and creating a waterfront redevelopment parcel on which a high-density
apartment building would be constructed. This higher-end general occupancy apartment product
currently is not available in the affordable Midland Terrace complex or other Shoreview rental
apartment complexes. The proposed apartment building remains 6-stories but has been
redesigned based on comments received during the concept stage review and right of way needs
for the realigned Owasso Street. The number of units proposed has been decreased from 120 to
104.

Parking will be provided in a surface parking lot and a below grade parking structure that
exceeds the footprint of the apartment building. Access will be provided off Owasso Street.
Modifications will be made to the parking lot of the adjacent apartment building at 3585 Owasso
Street to accommodate the proposed development.

Comprehensive Plan Amendment

The Comprehensive Plan designates the majority of this property as C, Commercial and a small
portion of the property as RH, High Density Residential. The proposal does require an
amendment to the Comprehensive Plan changing the C designation to RH. In the RH
designation, the density range permitted is 8 — 20 units per acre. The remaining portion of the
Midland Terrace complex is designated as RH.

Adjoining planned land uses include: West and Northwest - I, Institutional and P, Park, North -
RR, Railroad, BPK, Business Park and I, Institutional, East - LT-I, Industrial, South - RL, Low
density residential.

Chapter 4, Land Use and Chapter 7, Housing of the Comprehensive Plan include goals that
address redevelopment and housing. The redevelopment of the obsolete retail center with a high
density apartment complex supports the goals and policies of the Plan. The proposed project will
redevelop an under-utilized property and expand housing options within the community,
specifically relating to rental occupancy.

Shoreview’s Housing Action Plan also identifies this project as a key housing effort to meet our
housing goals.

In staff’s opinion, this proposal supports the policies of the Comprehensive Plan.
Preliminary Plat

The property is currently described with a metes and bounds description. The proposed
preliminary plat, Lakeview Terrace, dedicates the property needed for the Owasso Street right-




of-way and creates two parcels for the proposed development. Lot 1 will include the vacated
right-of-way for the existing Owasso Street and is the parcel designated for the apartment
building development. This parcel complies with the minimum standards for the R3, High
Density residential district.

Outlot A is a separate parcel that will be improved with parking area for the apartment building
located immediately to the east.

The required drainage and utility easements will be dedicated along the property lines and over
drainage areas. Other easements will be required for driveway and parking areas.

Rezoning
The applicant is requesting the property be rezoned from C1, Retail Service and R3, Multi-

Family Residential to PUD, Planned Unit Development. When reviewing a rezoning request, the
following criteria need to be considered:

1) That the proposed rezoning is consistent with the policies of the Comprehensive Plan and
with the general purpose and intent of the development regulations.

2) That the development facilitated by the proposed rezoning will not significantly and
adversely impact the planned use of the surrounding property.

3) That the applicant is willing to enter into a development agreement as a condition of the
rezoning approval.

In Staff’s opinion, the proposal meets these criteria. The rezoning supports the Comprehensive
Plan policies related land use, housing and redevelopment. The proposed development will not
have a significant and adverse impact on the surrounding land uses. These land uses include
railway, business park, high-density residential, low density residential, institutional and park
uses. While there is a low-density single-family residential neighborhood south of the
development, a wetland/pond provides a separation buffer between the two uses.

Planned Unit Development

Development of this site is being reviewed via the Planned Unit Development process. Planned
Unit Development (PUD) process is used to encourage or provide flexibility, creativity, and
innovation in the planning and design of development to achieve a variety of objectives related
to the Development Code and the City’s land use and housing goals.

Lakeview Terrace has submitted materials for Development Stage review of the Planned Unit
Development. At this stage, detailed development plans are submitted to the City and reviewed
in accordance with the adopted Code criteria. Approval requires 4/5" majority vote of the
Council. The next stage is the Final Stage in which the final plans are submitted and reviewed
for compliance with the previous approvals, and obligations and conditions that were previously
set forth by the City are executed in the form of development agreements to ensure the project
will be constructed in the manner in which it was approved.

The following flexibility from the City’s development standards is being sought with for the
PUD:



1. Building Setbacks from Owasso Street and Victoria Street and the interior side lot line for
both the above grade and below grade structures

2. Building height

Parking lot design, including the number of stalls provided on-site, parking lot setbacks

from Owasso Street and Victoria Street and the exclusion of landscape islands

[O8)

Planned Unit Development Review Criteria
The proposed development needs to satisfy certain objectives in order to be approved through the
PUD process. In staff’s opinion, the proposed development satisfies the following objectives:

1. Complies with the Comprehensive Plan

2. Uses architectural enhancements in the building design that exceed the City’s design
standards — full masonry brick exterior, varying building fagade/planes,

3. Enhancement of public infrastructure — improves traffic flow and safety through the
realignment of Owasso Street with the west leg of County Road E, streetscaping,
sidewalk and trail connections

4. Use of innovative materials and techniques to manage storm water run-off and enhance
water quality — rain gardens, infiltration basins

5. Green building techniques will be incorporated into the overall building design — white
roof, low maintenance brick exterior, energy efficiency

6. Expands housing choice in the community by providing a higher-end general occupancy

apartment units which are not currently available

Eliminates a blighted structure

Development via the PUD process is desirable to insure compatibility with adjoining land

uses

9. The plan incorporates techniques to preserve, enhance and protect the wetland/pond area

% =

Comprehensive Plan Consistency

The applicant is seeking an amendment to the Comprehensive Plan land use designation for this
property changing it from C, Commercial to RH, High Density Residential. This change in
designation supports the City’s policies regarding land use, redevelopment and housing.

General Land Use Compatibility
The planned land use of adjoining property as identified above is consistent with how the
adjacent land area is zoned and currently used. To the west and northwest is St. Odilia
Church/School, Island Lake Elementary School, the Lake Johanna Fire Station and Island Lake
County Park, all zoned R1, Detached Residential. These uses are allowed in the R1 zoning
district. North of County Road E is the Deluxe Business Campus and other business park uses
which are zoned PUD and BPK, Business Park. East of Midland Terrace the land is developed
- with light industrial uses and zoned I, Industrial. Detached single family uses are developed to
the south of the wetland/pond and zoned R1, Detached Residential.

In staff’s opinion, the proposed use of the property as high density residential is compatible with
the adjoining land uses and will not have an adverse impact on the neighborhood. While there is
an established low density single-family residential neighborhood to the south, these uses are



south of the existing wetland/ponding area. This waterbody creates a natural separation between
the uses with the closest single-family residential structure being approximately 580 feet from
the development site. However, staff recognizes that the proposed development will have a
visual impact due to the proposed height of the structure. This will be addressed later on in the
report.

Land Use and Development Issues _
The land use and development issues identified during the review of the conceptual plans for this
development. The key issues raised during this process are addressed below.

Building Placement

The structure’s location on the property is influenced by the wetland/pond, parking needs and the
right-of-way needed for Owasso Street and Victoria Street. Although the parking garage is below
grade, it is considered a structure and is subject to the City’s setback standards. The following
table identifies the required and proposed structure setbacks.

Code Code Apartment Below Grade
Requirement Requirement  — | Building Setback | Parking Structure
with  Increased Setback
Height
Front — Owasso St. | 30 ¢ 75° 73.49° Building | 26.35°
49.86° Canopy
Side — Victoria St. | 40° 85 66.21° 55.87°
Side - Interior 30 75 33.18° 20.64°

There was some discussion during the concept stage review regarding the placement of the
structure from Victoria Street and the wetland/pond. The conceptual plans identified the
apartment building being setback 25 from Victoria Street and 50” from the wetland pond area.
In response to comments received, the setback from the Victoria Street right-of-way has been
increased to 66.21 feet. The increase in setback was achieved by shifting the structure to the east
and reducing the building footprint. The structure setback from the wetland/pond area is now
23.2> which is an increase from the 18.2° as previously identified and reviewed by the Planning
Commission. This setback exceeds the minimum required wetland buffer width of 16.5°. The
proposed building setback is impacted by the right-of-way needed for Owasso Street and area
needed for both the surface and underground parking area.

Building Height

The proposed apartment building is designed as a 6-story building, approximately 78.5 in
height. In the R-3 district, the maximum building height permitted is 35 feet. This height,
however, can be exceeded provided: 1) It does not exceed the firefighting capabilities of the Fire
Department and 2) An additional 1-foot of setback is provided for every additional foot in height
over 35°.

Lake Johanna Fire Department has reviewed the proposed plans and indicated that the proposed
height is not of concern because the Department has trained staff and the equipment needed to
respond to a fire in a taller building. The building is also required to have a fire suppression
system.




As identified above, flexibility for the structure will be needed from the minimum building
setbacks required. The primary issue related to a structure of this height pertains to the visual
impact, specifically on those single-family residential uses south and southwest of the
development site. The applicant has indicated a willingness to review options that may result in
a slight reduction in height which include utilizing different construction method for the mansard
roof or reducing the interior ceiling heights in a portion of the units.

The Council should note that the proposed first floor elevation will be about 3 to 4° above the
existing grade elevation of 956°. In accordance with the City’s Surface Water Management Plan
and the minimum recommended building elevation for the lowest floor is 948.8°, which is 2-feet
above the 100 year flood elevation. The lowest floor, the parking garage, is set at this elevation.
The first floor elevation is proposed at 959.8°.

While the structure will be visible from the nearby single-family residential properties, the
distance of the development site and separation between the low density and high density
residential uses due to the wetland/pond area mitigates these impacts. The visual impact is also
mitigated through the architectural design which utilizes high-quality exterior (brick) finish
materials, and incorporates varying wall planes and architectural elements along the south
building wall. Staff is recommending additional vegetation be placed on the south side of the
building to soften the appearance of the structure, to the extent possible.

Density
In the RH land use designation, a density of 8 to 20 units per acre is permitted. Density is
calculated by using the gross site area of the property.

The property will need to be platted with the redevelopment. The proposed plat consists of right-
of-way for Owasso Street, and two parcels. The parcel on which the apartment building is
proposed to be constructed has a lot area of 6.28 acres with 2.4 acres above the waterline of the
wetland/pond area. The density of the development is calculated using the gross site area and
will be 16.6 units per acre, complying with the maximum 20 units permitted per the
Comprehensive Plan.

As proposed, the density is consistent with the RH land use designation and the R-3 zoning
district.

Parking

Access to the apartment building is proposed off of Owasso Street. Off-street parking is planned
in a surface parking lot as well as a below grade parking structure. Approximately 65 parking
stalls will be located in the surface parking lot and about 115 stalls will be in the below grade
parking structure for a total of 180 stalls. This is less than the minimum 2.5 stalls per unit as
required in the R-3 zoning district (260 stalls).

The parking lot for the adjacent building will also be reconfigured providing 59 parking stalls.
Currently, there are 47 surface stalls provided for this building and a detached garage with 12
stalls.



The Development Code does provide some flexibility with respect to parking standards. The
number of parking stalls constructed may be reduced to a number less than the minimum
provided parking management techniques are used. These may include shared parking or proof
of parking. Since the proposed building will be managed by the same entity that manages the
adjoining Midland Terrace complex, parking can be shared when needed.

The minimum setback of a parking area from a street right-of-way is 20° to provide area for
landscaping and screening and 5° from an interior side lot line. From Victoria Street, the surface
parking lot will be setback 16* and from Owasso Street a 6.5 setback is proposed. The landscape
plan provides screening along the west side of the parking area, adjacent to Victoria Street. In
addition, a small amount of green space along Owasso Street will be provided for streetscaping.

Traffic
The traffic generated by the proposed complex is anticipated to be approximately 693 vehicle

trips per day, slighter higher than traffic previously generated by the Midland Plaza shopping
center at full capacity (530). In staff’s opinion, traffic generated by the development should have
minimal impact on the nearby residential neighborhood to the south. While the Midland Plaza
development was designed as a neighborhood shopping center that resulted in some trips through
the adjoining neighborhoods, the distribution of traffic from the proposed apartment building is
not expected to move through these neighborhoods. Residents within this building are expected
to use Victoria Street and County Road E as traffic routes to get to destinations outside of the
neighborhood.

The project does include a public road improvement realigning Owasso Street with the west leg
of County Road E. As described earlier, proposed road improvements include adding through
lanes and turn lanes to the County Road and Local Road system, improving traffic signalization,
and providing sidewalk and trail facilities. While these improvements will not resolve all the
issues associated with the traffic in this area, they are intended to improve traffic safety and flow
through the intersection. The additional traffic generated by the proposed apartment complex
has been considered with these improvements.

Stormwater Management

Improvements will be made to the public stormwater management system and a stormwater
management plan will be created for the private site development. Regarding the public
stormwater management system, there are two stormwater inlets into the wetland/pond with
direct discharge. To address water quality issues, the City will be installing a grit chamber to
manage the discharge entering the wetland/ponding area from the public road system, thereby
eliminating a direct discharge. The direct discharge near the east side of the wetland/pond will
be eliminated by the installation of a treatment structure in 2015.

Stormwater management for the private development will rely on some of the public
infrastructure being installed for the street reconstruction project but also use private
infrastructure. The proposed impervious surface coverage is 1.53 acres and is slightly higher
than the existing impervious surface coverage. This is 24% of the gross lot area (6.36 acres) and



63% of the lot area (2.41 acres) above the shoreline. A maximum of 70% impervious surface
coverage is permitted in the R3 zoning district.

The private stormwater infrastructure proposed includes two vegetated filtration basins located
southeast and southwest of the apartment building. These basins will reduce the velocity of
stormwater runoff and allow sediment to settle. Stormwater from the roof will be collected and
channeled directly into the wetland/ponding area.

Tree Replacement and Landscaping

Existing trees will be removed from the site, including those along the bank of the wetland/pond
area. This is due to the extent of grading and land disturbance required for the below grade
parking structure. Thirteen landmark trees on the property will be removed and replaced in
accordance with the City’s standards. Further discussion is needed with regards to the trees
along Owasso Street and who the responsible party is for their replacement.

The landscape plan identifies landscaping along Victoria Street which serves as a buffer for the
building but is also designed as a gathering space for residents. This landscaping will soften the
appearance of the structure when viewed from Victoria.

The plan also includes landscaping on the south side of the building adjacent to the wetland/pond
area. A native shoreland vegetative buffer is proposed between the building and the wetland
edge and is intended to reduce stormwater runoff by increasing stormwater infiltration into soil
and lessening the amount of nutrients and pollutants entering the water.

Landscaping along the wetland/pond area will soften the appearance of the structure from view
of the single-family residential neighborhood. Within the shoreland vegetative buffer a variety
of shrubs and trees will be planted. Additional trees would aid in mitigating the visual impact -
from the properties to south. Further discussion with the applicant is needed to review the
feasibility of providing more trees south of the building.

Public and Agency Comment

Property owners near the development site were notified of the request. Due to the potential
impacts of the project, the notification radius was expanded beyond the minimum 350 feet
required. In addition, a development notification sign was placed on the property.

The City has received comments from property owners potentially affected by the proposed
development. While some residents support the road re-alignment, most residents have concerns
regarding the proposed development relating to: density, structure height/visual impact, use,
neighborhood compatibility, parking, traffic and impact on the wetland/pond water quality.
These comments are attached.

Comments from the Fire Marshal are also attached.
Environmental Quality Committee Review

At their April 23" meeting, the EQC reviewed the application and plans for the Lakeview
Terrace Apartments, specifically regarding stormwater management and the tree and site




restoration plan. The Committee is supportive of the stromwater management plan, water
quality initiatives and shoreland restoration, however, they suggested that stormwater runoff
from the roof be collected and re-used on the property.

Planning Commission Recommendation

The Planning Commission reviewed these requests at their April 24th meeting and recommended
approval with a 5 to 1 vote. In general, the Commission is supportive of the project because the
proposed redevelopment supports the community’s land use, housing and redevelopment goals.
The proposed apartment project will diversify housing choice within the community by
providing an upscale rental housing option. The Commission was also appreciative of the
applicant’s response to comments raised during the concept stage review and supported the
increased setback from Victoria Street. The primary concern that remains is the height and the
visual impact the structure may have on the adjacent single-family residential homes to the
south. Commission members indicated that a structure of this height is acceptable at this
particular location due to the proximity to the regional transportation system, retail service and
employment areas and nature of adjoining land uses. The separation provided by the
wetland/pond area also mitigates the impacts along with the use of high quality exterior building
materials. The Commission did ask the application to provide additional landscaping south of
the building to soften the visual impact.

Recommendation

The submitted plans were reviewed in accordance with the City’s development standards and
previous direction received from the Commission and Council. The staff believes the proposed
development is consistent with Shoreview’s land use and housing policies and meets the criteria
for the Comprehensive Plan amendment, Rezoning and PUD. The proposed development
provides the City with the opportunity to improve the road and trail network with the
realignment of Owasso Street. In addition, the proposed apartment product will fill a gap in the
City’s rental housing stock by providing area residents with a higher end, new rental option.

The developer is seeking approvals for the comprehensive guide plan amendment, rezoning,
preliminary plat; and planned unit - development stage plans for the development. The submittal
package does address the concerns raised during the conceptual stage review, therefore, the Staff
is recommending the City Council approve the requests, including the adoption of Resolution
#12-34 amending the comprehensive plan and Ordinance #894 amending the zoning. The
following conditions should be attached to the approval.

Comprehensive Plan Amendment*

1. The planned land use of the property changing the existing C, Commercial land use
designation to RH, High Density Residential.

2. Review and approval of the amendment by the Metropolitan Council.

3. The amendment will not be effective until the City grants approval of the Final Plat and PUD
- Final Stage requests and the development agreements are executed.

Rezoning*

1. This approval rezones the property from C1, Retail Service and R3, Multi-Dwelling
Residential to PUD, Planned Unit Development.

2. The underlying zoning district for this PUD is R3, Multi-Dwelling Residential



3. Rezoning is not effective until approvals are received for the Final Plat, PUD - Final Stage
and development agreements executed.

Preliminary Plat

1. A public use dedication fee shall be submitted as required by ordinance prior to release of the
final plat by the City.

2. The final plat shall include drainage and utility easements along the property lines. Drainage
and utility easements along the roadways shall be 10’ wide and along the side lot lines these
easements shall be 5° wide and as required by the Public Works Director.

3. Private agreements shall be secured between the parcels in the subdivision and the adjoining
Midland Terrace Apartment complex regarding joint driveway, parking and maintenance
agreements. Said agreements shall be submitted to the City Attorney for review and
approval prior to the City’s release of the Final Plat.

4. The developer shall submit an application to vacate Owasso Street with the Final Plat
application.

5. The Final Plat shall be submitted to the City for approval with the Final Stage PUD

application.

Planned Unit Development — Development Stage*

1.

2.

This approval permits the redevelopment of 3588 Owasso Street parcels with a 104 unit 6-
story tall apartment building as depicted in the plans submitted as part of this application.
Private agreements shall be secured between the parcels in this PUD and the adjoining
Midland Terrace Apartment Complex regarding joint driveway, parking and maintenance
agreements. Said agreements shall be submitted to the City Attorney for review and
approval prior to the City’s review of the Final Stage PUD plans and Final Plat.

. Access to the proposed development is prohibited from Victoria Street. Access to the site

shall be provided via the driveways off of Owasso Street as indicated in the approved plans.
Revisions may be required to the tree preservation plan that addresses the replacement of
trees along the existing Owasso Street. A revised plan, if required, shall be submitted with
the Final Stage PUD and Final Plat applications. Replacement trees shall be planted in
accordance with the City’s Woodlands and Vegetation Ordinance.

Approval of the final grading, drainage, utility, and erosion control plans by the Public
Works Director is required, prior to submittal to the City of applications for Final Plat and
PUD - Final Stage. Final plans shall identify site construction limits and the treatment of
work (i.e. driveways, parking areas, grading, etc.) at the periphery of these construction
limits.

The proposed apartment housing structure shall be of a 6-story design as depicted on the
plans submitted with this application. Said building shall include the architectural
enhancements and high-quality building materials as identified. The structure shall not
exceed the height, 78.5’ as identified in this report and on the submitted plans. The applicant
is encouraged to explore options that will reduce the building height, provided the
architectural quality and appearance of the building is not compromised.

Additional landscaping may be required along the south side of the building to soften the
structure’s appearance when viewed from the adjacent single-family residential
neighborhood.
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8. The applicant is required to enter into a Site Development Agreement and Erosion Control
Agreement with the City. Said agreements shall be executed prior to the issuance of any
permits for this project. The Development Agreement shall address:

a. Construction management and nuisances that may occur during the construction
process, including parking for contractors. No parking is permitted on Victoria
Street.

b. Best Management Practices for Water Quality improvement

c. Landscape maintenance

d. Maintenance of stormwater management facilities, including the filtration basins

9. This approval shall expire after two months if the Planned Unit Development - Final Stage
application has not been submitted for City review and approval, as per Section 203.060

(C)(6).
*4/5 majority vote required

Attachments:

Resolution #12-34
Ordinance #894
April 18" Email, City Engineer Tom Wesolowski
April 19" Email, City Engineer Tom Wesolowski
February 28™and April 22™ Planning Commission minutes
March 5™ City Council minutes
Location Map
Planned Land Use Map
Zoning Map

. Submitted Statement and Plans

. Agency Comments

. Request for Comments

. Motion
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EXTRACT OF MINUTES OF MEETING OF THE
CITY COUNCIL OF SHOREVIEW, MINNESOTA
HELD AUGSUT 20, 2012

* * * * * * * * * * * * *

Pursuant to due call and notice thereof, a meeting of the City Council of the City of
Shoreview, Minnesota was duly called and held at the Shoreview City Hall 4600 North
Victoria St. in said City at 7:00 PM.

The following members were present:
And the following members were absent:

Member introduced the following resolution and moved its adoption.

RESOLUTION NO. 12-34

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL
OF THE CITY OF SHOREVIEW FOR
A COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT

WHEREAS, Tycon Companies/Lakeview Terrace initiated a Comprehensive Plan
Amendment for property located at 3588 Owasso Street; and,

WHEREAS, the Comprehensive Plan Amendment changes the land use designation for
the property at 3588 Owasso Street from C, Commercial to RH, High Density
Residential; and,

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission acting in accordance with the provisions of
Municipal Code Section 203, held a public hearing and reviewed the Amendment at their
April 22, 2012 meeting and recommended approval; and,

WHEREAS, the City Council considered the proposal at a regular meeting on August
20, 2012 and approved the Comprehensive Plan Amendment based on the following
findings:

1. That the proposed land use designation of RH, High Density Residential will not
facilitate development, which would have a significant adverse impact on the
planned land use of the surrounding property. The property is adjacent to the
regional transportation network and employment centers.



2. The following elements were considered relative to the site and the characteristics of
the adjoining planned land uses: development pattern, traffic generation, building
mass difference and buffering potential, area and carrying capacity of
the site, environmental constraints, and the location relative to surrounding land
uses.

3. The proposed land use designatioﬁ will facilitate development that supports the
City’s policies pertaining to land use, housing and redevelopment.

WHEREAS, the Comprehensive Plan Amendment is not effective until the City grants
approval of the Final Plat and PUD - Final Stage requests; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Comprehensive Plan is hereby
amended changing the land use designation from C, Commercial to RH, , High Density
Residential for the proposed Lakeview Terrace Plat.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this amendment shall not
become effective until this approval is subject to review and approval by the
Metropolitan Council.

The motion was duly seconded by Member and upon a vote being taken thereon, the
following voted in favor thereof:

and the following voted against the same:

WHEREUPON, this resolution was declared duly passed and adopted the 20th day of
August 2012

STATE OF MINNESOTA)
COUNTY OF RAMSEY)
CITY OF SHOREVIEW)

I, the undersigned, being the duly qualified City Manager of the City of Shoreview of
Ramsey County, Minnesota, do hereby certify that I have carefully compared the attached
and foregoing extract of minutes of a meeting of said City Council on the 7th day of
May, with the original thereof on file in my office and the same is full, true

and complete transcript therefrom insofar as the same relates to the Comprehensive

Plan Amendment for 3588 Owasso Street in the City of Shoreview in Ramsey County,
Minnesota.

WITNESS MY HAND officially as such City Manager and the corporate seal of the
City of Shoreview, Minnesota this 20th day of August 2012.

Terry C. Schwerm, City Manager
SEAL



STATE OF MINNESOTA
COUNTY OF RAMSEY
CITY OF SHOREVIEW

ORDINANCE NO. 834

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE CITY OF SHOREVIEW OFFICIAL ZONING MAP
REGARDING PROPERTY LOCATED AT 3588 OWASSO STREET

The Shoreview City Council ordains that the Official Zoning Map adopted April 16, 2001
and effective May 9, 2001 are hereby amended as follows:

SECTION 1. Tycon Companies/Lakeview Terrace initiated a rezoning from C1, Retail Service
to PUD, Planned Unit Development, for the following legally described properties:

See Attachment A

(This property is commonly known as 3588 Owasso Street, which when platted will be
known as Lakeview Terrace).

SECTION 2. The procedural history of this rezoning is as follows:

1. This rezoning was initiated pursuant to Section 203.052 of the Shoreview Development
Ordinance adopted April 16, 2001 and effective May 9, 2001.

2. The Shoreview Planning Commission held a public hearing on April 22, 2012. Notice
therefore was published and mailed pursuant to law. All persons present at said meeting
were given an opportunity to be heard and present written statements. The Commission also
considered the recommendation of the City Staff recommending to the City Council that this
rezoning be approved.

3. This rezoning was considered and approved by the Shoreview City Council on May 7, 2012.

SECTION 3. Section 205.010(A)(1) of the Shoreview Development Ordinance adopted April
16,2001 and effective May 9, 2001 is hereby amended to add the following Subsection (a).

(a) Zoning Map Revision The Shoreview Zoning Map, adopted on April 16, 2001, is hereby
revised to indicate that the above-described properties have been rezoned from C1, Retail
Service to PUD, Planned Unit Development, zoning classification pursuant to Shoreview
Ordinance . The underlying zoning for this PUD shall be R3, Multi-family residential.

SECTION 4. Approval of zoning amendment is on the basis of the following findings of fact:



1. That the proposed zoning is consistent with the policies of the Comprehensive Guide Plan
and the general purpose and intent of the Development Ordinance;

2. Development facilitated by the proposed rezoning will not significantly and adversely impact
the planned land use of the surrounding property.

3. The applicant will enter into a development agreement with the City.

Adoption Date. Passed by the City Council of the City of Shoreview on the 20™ day of August,
2012.

Effective Date. This ordinance shall become effective the day following its publication in the
City’s official newspaper.

Publication Date. Published on the 29th of August, 2012.

Sandra C. Martin, Mayor

SEAL

t\2012pcf\2446-12-09midlandterrace\ord



PROPERTY DESCRIPTION

That part of Lots 15 and 16, and that part of vacated Emmett Street, OWASSO
PARK, according to the recorded plat thereof on file and of record in the
office of the Ramsey County Recorder and that part of the North Half of the
Northwest Quarter of the Northeast Quarter of Section 35, Township 30 North,
Range 23 West, Ramsey County, Minnesota, described as follows:

Commencing at the northeast corner of said Section 35; thence on an assumed
bearing of South 89 degrees 29 minutes 29 seconds West, along the north line of
the Northeast Quarter of said Section 35, a distance of 1000.69 feet; thence
South 00 degrees 43 minutes 47 seconds West, a distance of 56.70 feet to the
southerly right of way line of the Minneapolis, St. Paul and Sault Ste. Marie
Railroad, being a line that is parallel with and distant 75 feet southerly, as
measured at right angles, from the centerline of the southerly railroad track,
being the point of beginning of the land to be described; thence continue South
00 degrees 43 minutes 47 seconds West, a distance of 51.00 feet; thence South
65 degrees 10 minutes 39 seconds West, a distance of 251.69 feet; thence South
00 degrees 32 minutes 33 seconds East, a distance of 447.66 feet to the
easterly extension of the southerly line of said North Half of the Northwest
Quarter of the Northeast Quarter; thence South 89 degrees 29 minutes 28 seconds
West, along said extension, and along said south line of the North Half of the
Northwest Quarter of the Northeast Quarter, a distance of 581.83 feet to the
centerline of Victoria Street, as it was located prior to it's realignment;
thence northeasterly a distance of 101.32 feet, along said centerline of
Victoria Street, being a curve not tangent with the last described line, said
curve 1is concave to the east, has a radius of 262.04 feet, and a central angle
of 22 degrees 09 minutes 11 seconds, the chord of said curve bears North 00
degrees 34 minutes 14 seconds East, and has a chord distance of 100.69 feet;
thence North 11 degrees 38 minutes 49 seconds East, along said centerline,
tangent to said curve, a distance of 554.03 feet to the southerly right of way
line of said Minneapolis, St. Paul and Sault Ste. Marie Railroad, being a line
parallel with and distant 50 feet southerly, as measured at right angles, from
the centerline of the southerly railroad track; thence South 89 degrees 16
minutes 13 seconds East, along said southerly railroad right of way line, a
distance of 378.16 feet to the east line of the North Half of the Northwest
Quarter of the Northeast Quarter of said Section 35; thence South 00 degrees 32
minutes 33 seconds East, along said east line, a distance of 25.01 feet to said
southerly railroad right of way line being a line parallel with and distant 75
feet southerly, as measured at right angles, from the centerline of said
southerly railroad track; thence South 89 degrees 16 minutes 13 seconds East,
along said southerly railroad right of way line, a distance of 315.46 feet to
the point of beginning.

Containing 8.29 acres more or less.
Subject to all easements and restrictions of record.



4/20/12 Shoreviewmn.gov Mail - Lakeview Terrace Application PUD

Lakeview Terrace Application PUD

Tom Wesolowski <twesolowski@shoreviewmn.gov> Wed, Apr 18, 2012 at 12:24 PM
To: "NORDINE, KATHLEEN" <knordine@shoreviewmn.gov>

Kathleen,

I have reviewed the preliminary plans submitted with the application, the updated stormwater summary, and the e-
mail correspondence from Daniel Tilsen to date.

[ do notsee anyissues with the preliminary grading, utility, and erosion controls plans. Daniel Tilsen, the engineer
working on the site plan, has been coordinating with SEH, the engineering firm working on the Owasso St. re-aligment, to
make sure the grading around the building will match the road.

The updated stormwater summary meets the requirements of the City's Surface Water Management Plan. Stormwater
run-off from the newly developed site will be similar to the amount of run-off from the existing site and the runofffrom the
paved areas will be treated to remove sediment and nutrients before discharging to Lake Shoreview. The runoff from the
roof of the building is considered non-polluted stormwater and will be discharge directlyinto Lake Shoreview.

Please contact me if you have any questions or require additional information.

Tom Wesolowski

City Engineer

City of Shoreview
twesolowski@shoreviewmn.gov
Direct Tel: 651-490-4652

Fax: 651-490-4696

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=28&ik=43afe91074&view=pt&search=inbox&msg=136¢c67c0bbch164e
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Shoreview

Lakeview Terrace Application PUD

Tom Wesolowski <twesolowski@shoreviewmn.gov> Thu, Apr 19, 2012 at 12:58 PM
To: Kathleen Nordine <knordine@shoreviewmn.gov>

Kathleen,

The stormwater system installed as part of the Owasso re-alignment will include an underground treatment chamber
that will remove suspended solids and nutrients from the stormwater before it is discharged into the westend of
Shoreview Lake. This will be a major improvement over the current stormwater collection system, which does not provide
treatment for stormwater run-off and discharges directlyinto Shoreview Lake. The stormwater run-off from the west half of
the development will be directed into the new Owasso St. system and will also be treated before discharging into
Shoreview Lake.

The stormwater run-off from the east part of the development will be directed into the existing stormwater collection
system on Owasso Street, which discharges directly into the east end of Lake Shoreview. The City's Capital Improvement
Plan includes a stormwater projectin 2015 to install a treatment structure, which will remove sediments and nutrients
and eliminate the direct discharge.

Let me know if you need anything else.

Thanks,

Tom W.
[Quoted text hidden]

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=43afe910748&view=pt&search=inbox&msg=136cbc18d8b458ba
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5/2/12 Shoreviewmn.gov Mail - EQC Comments - Lakeview Terrace Application

Shoreview

EQC Comments - Lakeview Terrace Application

Tom Wesolowski <twes olowski@shoreviewmn.gov> Tue, Apr 24,2012 at 3:20 AM
To: "NORDINE, KATHLEEN" <knordine@shoreviewmn.gov>
Cc: "SCHAUM, JESSICA" <jschaum @shoreviewmn.gov>

Kathleen,

Attheir meeting last night the EQC reviewed the application and plans for the Lakeview Terrace Apartments with
an emphasis placed on stormwater management and the tree and site restoration plan.

The Committee had the following comments:

They understand that stormwater management for the development would meet the requirements of the City's Surface
Water Management plan, but felt this would be a good opportunity for the developer to think outside the box for
stormwater management. The Committee is recommending thatinstead of discharging the runoff from the roof directly
into Shoreview Lake the developer look at collecting and storing the runoff for reuse, which could be used for irrigation or
wash water similar to what was installed in the City's Maintenance Center as part of the remodel.

Supportthe developer working with Blue Water Senvices to determine what steps could be taken to improve the water
quality of the lake.

Support the planting of native vegetation along the shoreline.

During construction of the project the contractor should be encourage to use compost blankets for erosion control on the
site. The use of compost for erosion control has been approved by MNDOT.

If you have any questions or need additional information please contact Jessica Schaum or myself.

Thank you,

Tom Wesolowski

City Engineer

City of Shoreview
twesolowski@shoreviewmn.gov
Direct Tel: 651-490-4652

Fax: 651-490-4696

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=43afe91074&view=pt&qg=twesolowski%40shoreviewmn.gov...
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Aper) 24 MinuTES

PUBLIC HEARING - PRELIMINARY PLAT/ COMPREHENSIVE PLAN
AMENDMENT REZONING/ PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT - DEVELOPMENT
STAGE

FILE NO: 2446-12-9
APPLICANT: LAKEVIEW TERRACE, LLC
LOCATION: 3588 OWASSO STREET

Commissioner Proud recused himself from consideration of this matter.
Presentation by City Planner Kathleen Nordine

This application is to demolish a 13,000 square foot retail center in order to build a high density
apartment complex consisting of 104 units. The project includes realigning Owasso Street with
County Road E at the Victoria Street intersection. Owasso Street would be relocated to the north
to align with the west leg of County Road E at Victoria. This will involve relocation of public
utilities and replacement of a sidewalk. A new trail will be added along the west leg of County
Road E. There will also be signal improvements and medians added. Traffic is anticipated to be
somewhat higher by 143 trips per day than the Midland Plaza retail center, but the distribution
pattern will be different with a residential use. The road improvements are intended to improve
traffic flow in this area.

Land uses abutting this property include low density residential to the south, a church and park to
the west, and railroad and business park to the north. The proposed use should not adversely
impact surrounding land uses. The wetland pond on the site provides separation from the low
density, single-family residential neighborhood to the south.

This redevelopment would replace an underutilized property with housing that supports the
City’s goals by expanding housing choices and provide a rental option not currently available in
the City. This good reinvestment of developed property that the City encourages.

Four applications have been submitted:

1) Comprehensive Plan Amendment to change Commercial zoning to RH, High Density
Residential of 8 to 20 units per acre. The proposed land use (RH) Adjacent Midland
Terrace is zoned RH. This proposed density for this development is 16.6 units per acre.

2) The preliminary plat would be created to divide the property into two parcels--one for the
apartment building and one for an adjacent parking are for the apartment building. The
dedication for Owasso Street right-of-way would also be platted.

3) Rezoning from C1, Retail Service and R3, Multi-family Residential to a PUD, Planned
Unit Development. Flexibility is requested for setback requirements from Owasso Street
and Victoria Street, height of the building, and the number of parking lot stalls and setback
for the parking lot.

4) PUD redevelopment of the property with a 104 unit apartment building.



At the Planning Commission meeting on February 28, 2012, concern was expressed about
setbacks, the height of the building and water quality in the wetland area. The building
placement is a result of the width of Owasso Street, which is wider than the developer thought.
This has shifted the building further south closer to the wetland and reduced the footprint of the
building further reducing the number of units to 104. The proposed building setbacks would be
73.49 feet from Owasso Street, 66.21 feet from Victoria Street and 18.2 feet from the wetland.
The wetland setback does meet the 16.5 foot required buffer.

The permitted height is 35 feet; the developer proposes 78.5 feet. However, the building height
can be exceeded when there is no impact to firefighting capabilities, and the Lake Johanna Fire
Department has reviewed the plan and indicated no concerns. Further, increased height can be
allowed when for every foot of increased height, there is an additional foot of increased setback.
Deviations from the setback requirements are proposed

The visual impact of the building to the single-family neighborhood is mitigated by the
wetland/pond separation. A reduction in height would not have a significant effect. The
distance of the structure from the neighborhood reduces the impact of the actual height.

Parking stalls proposed are 167, or 1.7 stalls per unit. City code requires 2.5 stalls per unit. The
number of parking stalls may be reduced when shared parking is available or proof of parking is
shown. As the building is adjacent to Midland Terrace, that parking lot can accommodate any
overflow parking needs.

Storm water management for the site includes an underground treatment chamber for water
quality before discharge into the wetland/pond. A filtration basin will treat runoff from the
southwest part of the building before it is discharged into the wetland. Roof drainage is directed
into the wetland. The developer is working with a consultant to further identify ways to improve
water quality in the pond area.

The Environmental Quality Committee (EQC) reviewed the application at its April 23, 2012
meeting and supports the water quality work proposed and a shoreland vegetative buffer. The
EQC requested collection of roof water runoff for reuse.

Notices were sent to properties beyond 350 feet, and a development sign is posted on the
property. Comments received indicate some support for the road realignment. However, there is
opposition to the density of development, the height of the building and its visual impact.
Residents state that this development is not compatible with the neighborhood and expressed
further concerns about traffic and water quality.

Staff believes the proposal supports City goals and policies related to land use, housing and
redevelopment. The change in land use will not significantly impact adjacent land uses. The
visual impact of the structure is mitigated by the wetland/pond, the distance from the low density
residential neighborhood, and architectural design. Realignment of the road will improve traffic
flow and safety. Staff is recommending that the Planning Commission recommend approval to
the City Council, subject to the conditions and findings listed in the staff report. Staff has
requested the developer to work further with the City on landscaping to soften the visual impact



of the building and tree replacement along Owasso Street, as well as consider the
recommendations of the EQC.

Commission Discussion

Commissioner Wenner asked if the roof is white. Ms. Nordine explained that the roof is a
mansard style which shields the flat roof on the structure. The flat roof would have a white
membrane to reflect the sun rather than absorbing. This cannot be seen since it is behind the
mansard roof.

Commissioner Ferrington noted the median planned on Victoria near the intersection with
Owasso Street. She asked if there would be a cross walk there, so that pedestrians, especially
children going to school, could cross one direction of traffic at a time, since the street will be
wider and it is a busy intersection. However, if it is not close enough to the intersection signal
lights, that may not be possible. Ms. Nordine stated that she will discuss the issue further with
the Public Works Director.

Commissioner McCool stated that provided parking would be 147 stalls fewer than what are
required. Although shared parking is shown with 51 additional spaces, that still does not reach
the number required. Ms. Nordine responded that she looks at the apartment complex as a
whole, which has about 875 stalls.

Chair Solomonson asked if there would be a problem with snow sliding from the roof. Ms.
Nordine stated that the roof is a standard seam and can be designed with snow breaks.

Chair Solomonson called a five-minute recess after which he reconvened the meeting.

City Attorney Filla stated that the required notices have been published and provided for this
public hearing.

Chair Solomonson declared the public hearing open.

Mrs. Murt Seltz, Owasso Heights Road, stated there are a lot of children in the neighborhood.
The building will be an eyesore and a big six-story building is like fitting a square peg into a
round hole. Itis too big. She is not sure if tax money is being used. She does not believe that
“Building it they will come.” Big projects get built that do not work out as planned, such as
Galtier Plaza and River Place. Luxury apartments and trains do not belong in the same sentence.
People who can afford luxury apartments will have choices and will not want to hear trains. In
the last week, two trains went through backing up traffic during school dropoff time. On many
levels this plan does not work. The last thing she would want is a huge economic dinosaur on
that corner that compromises safety.

Ms. Carrie Lemay, 530 Lake Cove Court, asked if the school district has addressed the capacity
of the school and the traffic at that corner. As a parent of children in Island Lake School, it is
bursting at the seams. She is very concerned about the added number of children that may attend
that school. The school is tearing down walls and trying to find new spaces to be made into
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classrooms because it is at capacity. Also, she asked if the gathering space planned in the
landscaping would become a smoking lounge, if there is no smoking in the building. That area
would be located right across the street from the elementary school where children would
observe what is going on. She would like to know the purpose of that space.

Ms. Patricia Gunderson, 390 Harriet Avenue, agreed with what the first speaker said. If the
roof shown is not accurate, is something else not accurate. The six-story building does not fit in
the neighborhood. She is also concerned about traffic.

Mr. Rolly Seltz, stated that he is a volunteer in the Island Lake School. At 8:15 and 8:30, when
children arrive traffic is already a mess with little children climbing out of cars with one and two
back packs. This would add to the problem of traffic and children. In the afternoon, it is even
worse.

Mr. Noah Bly, Urban Works Architecture, introduced the development team, Max Segler and
Alan Menning from Tycon and Civil Engineer Dan Tilson from G-Cubed. He stated that the
height is intrinsic to making this project work. A larger setback has been created from Victoria
with a buffer area where there will be a gazebo and area for grills. It is not perceived as an arca
for smokers. The building will be smoke free. The building was also moved further south. This
allowed a green buffer between the flat lot parking and the building, which will make the units
on that side more attractive. There is also a buffer between the new sidewalk and the road.
Native plantings will be used on the south side. The underground parking will be structured so
that fire trucks can use the space on top. Every unit has a screened porch. The storm water will
be treated before reaching Lake Shoreview. The only water that will be directly discharged into
the lake is clean water from the roof.

Although those who spoke at this meeting are opposed to the building, there is also community
support, as some have asked to be on the waiting list to get into the building.

Commissioner Ferrington asked the reason it is necessary to have a building of six stories. Mr.
Bly stated that it is hard to convey the quality of the building on the exterior and interior. To
make it work economically, it is a challenge to make it work without a certain scale. It has been
reduced from 120 units to 104 units. If the building were five levels with wood construction, it
would be almost the same height. The design of the roof will mitigate some of the impact.

Commissioner Thompson asked about the adequacy of the parking and market demand.

Mr. Bly responded that the parking is based on covering resident needs. There is a substantial
amount of enclosed parking, which is what the market is interested in. The building has 138
bedrooms. The ratio used is 1.27 stalls per bedroom and 1.7 stalls per unit. Chances are the
building needs fewer than 1.7. But the developer has chosen to increase that number to make
sure to meet resident needs. There 124 enclosed stalls, which is more than the number of units
plus the excess stalls and plus there are excess stalls around them. As for demand, there is low
vacancy at this time for multi-family because there has been so little construction. There is a
seismic shift in how people rent. Money that could be used to buy a house will be used for rent
for a product of this type.
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Chair Solomonson asked if there are common areas in the building and if there is adequate
parking for a big party. He also asked for further information about the roof. Mr. Bly stated that
there are plenty of stalls for those coming as guests plus many stalls in Midland. The roof is a
mansard roof with standard metal seam. The flat portion is on the concrete deck behind the
mansard roof. As for ice and snow, the roof will have pleats to stop snow and ice. There will be
a canopy over the entrance so there would be no chance of snow falling on people.

Chair Solomonson asked Mr. Bly to address traffic issues. Mr. Bly stated that a traffic study
was done. Ms. Nordine added that traffic generation for the existing land uses as well as the
proposed development has been taken into consideration with the redesign of the roadways.

Commissioner McCool asked if the adjacent parking lot consists of 51 spaces. Mr. Bly
answered that it will be reconfigured to have 51 spaces and will serve the adjacent building as
well as serve as overflow to the proposed building. There is also parking around the adjacent
building in addition to that lot.

Commissioner Ferrington asked if the EQC recommendations will be considered. Mr. Bly
stated that they have just been received. They will certainly be studied and considered, but he
does not know if they will be implemented.

Mr. Bly stated that the funding for the project is private. Part of the financing is with tax
increment financing, which means taxes are used to pay for part of the development costs.

Ms. Patricia Gunderson, 390 Harriet Avenue, expressed concern about the occupancy rate.

She asked if there has been a study in Shoreview of the need for this type of housing. What is
the demand for rental? What is the occupancy rate for rental now? What will the rent be? Also,
she 1s concerned that it will become low income housing because she is not sure people will want
a luxury apartment across from two schools and a train with a busy intersection. There is enough
low income housing. She does not agree that there is enough parking and still does not support a
six-story building.

Mrs. Murt Seltz, Owasso Heights Road, asked who owns the pond and expressed her concern
for water quality. For luxury apartments, she would guess there may be two vehicles per
apartment so she is very concerned about parking. She does not understand why the building has
to be so tall to be profitable. If so many variances are needed, perhaps this is not the best plan
for this property. It may be too big and too high. The school is bulging at the seams. The
principal has concern about how many more students can be absorbed. There are often 200 cars
in passing trains, s long train.

Mr. Bly responded that Midland Terrace is currently at 98% occupancy. With turnover, that is
approaching the maximum. There is a significant demand for rental units. The rental rates will
be higher, perhaps $1300 for a one bedroom apartment, which is not affordable housing. He
does not have estimates on how many children there might be.
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Ms. Nordine explained that lot lines to extend into the wetland area. Tycon Companies is the
underlying owner of wetland/pond. The City uses if to manage stormwater runoff from the
adjacent roadways.

Commissioner Ferrington asked the repercussions if this plan were not approved. Is the road
linked to the development. Ms. Nordine stated that without the road realignment, the property
cannot be redeveloped.

Commissioner Wenner asked if there will be recreational use of the water. Mr. Bly stated that
the preference is for recreation. At this time, a dock is not in the plans because of the difficulty
of handicapped access. The developer is interested, but a plan has not been developed.

MOTION: by Commissioner Schumer, seconded by Commissioner Wenner to close
the public hearing.
VOTE: Ayes -7 Nays -0

Commissioner McCool asked for further information about the tax increment financing (TIF) of
this project. Ms. Nordine stated that she is not familiar with those details. The developer has
been working with Community Development staff. An application for TIF assistance has been
submitted, which will be considered by the City Council at the June 18th meeting.

Commissioner Wenner asked if there have been discussions with the school district regarding
traffic and whether it would be possible for traffic to get to the school on the other side of it. Ms.
Nordine stated that discussions have occurred regarding the roadway improvements. There has
not been specific discussions about the apartment land use. There are constraints to the Island
Lake School site in regard to traffic flow, recreation needs and what can be done to resolve
issues with the dropoff and pickup of children at that school. The back of the school is used by
buses. That has eased the issue, but she does not know if there could be access in back for
parents.

Chair Solomonson stated that the benefits of this project include a housing opportunity
Shoreview does not have, a road realignment, storm water system, but the negative is the height
of the building. With a lake on one side, a railroad and 500 feet from the nearest residential area
this is a unique area. He still has a concern about parking, but he likes where the building has
been moved. The benefits outweigh the negative of the building height. He will support the
proposal as presented.

s

Commissioner Ferrington stated that she does not want the City to lose the money captured for
the road realignment, which will be a big improvement. The changes made have improved the
development. She can support the proposal, even though she also does not like the height of the
building.

Commissioner McCool stated that there are many positives and it does bring something that

Shoreview does not have. He still has concerns about parking and is not satisfied that parking
can be solved by pushing it into Midland Terrace because there is no legal right for that use.
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Using Midland Terrace could be shut off at any time. The adjacent building will be losing
parking. It is not excess parking but will create a problem for that building. The scale is needed
for the quality. TIF will subsidize the cost in the long term. The City is spending money to be
recaptured with tax increment. There is too much building on this site. Density is figured on a
6-acre site that is two-thirds water. The building far exceeds height limitations, and the
development is 100 parking spaces short. There could be a better use of the site.

Commissioner Schumer stated that he is pleased to see the setback from Victoria and is not so
concerned about the height. The positives outweigh the negatives, and he supports this project.

MOTION: by Commissioner Schumer, seconded by Commissioner Wenner to recommend
the City Council approve the following requests submitted by Lakeview Terrace/Tycon Co. for
the redevelopment of Midland Plaza, 3588 Owasso Street with a 104 unit apartment building.
Said recommendation for approval is subject to the following conditions.

Comprehensive Guide Plan Amendment

1. The planned land use of the property changing the existing C, Commercial land use
designation to RH, High Density Residential.

2. Review and approval of the amendment by the Metropolitan Council.

3. The amendment will not be effective until the City grants approval of the Final Plat and PUD
- Final Stage requests and the development agreements are executed.

Rezoning

1. This approval rezones the property from C1, Retail Service and R3, Multi-Dwelling
Residential to PUD, Planned Unit Development.
The underlying zoning district for this PUD is R3, Multi-Dwelling Residential

3. Rezoning is not effective until approvals are received for the Final Plat, PUD - Final Stage
and development agreements executed.

Preliminary Plat

1. A public use dedication fee shall be submitted as required by ordinance prior to release of the
final plat by the City.

2. The final plat shall include drainage and utility easements along the property lines. Drainage
and utility easements along the roadways shall be 10” wide and along the side lot lines these
easements shall be 5° wide and as required by the Public Works Director.

3. Private agreements shall be secured between the parcels in the subdivision and the adjoining
Midland Terrace Apartment complex regarding joint driveway, parking and maintenance
agreements. Said agreements shall be submitted to the City Attorney for review and
approval prior to the City’s release of the Final Plat.

4. The developer shall submit an application to vacate Owasso Street with the Final Plat
application.

5. The Final Plat shall be submitted to the City for approval with the Final Stage PUD
application.

Planned Unit Development — Development Stage
1. This approval permits the redevelopment of 3588 Owasso Street parcels with a 104 unit 6-
story tall apartment building as depicted in the plans submitted as part of this application.
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Private agreements shall be secured between the parcels in this PUD and the adjoining
Midland Terrace Apartment Complex regarding joint driveway, parking and maintenance
agreements. Said agreements shall be submitted to the City Attorney for review and
approval prior to the City’s review of the Final Stage PUD plans and Final Plat.

Access to the proposed development is prohibited from Victoria Street. Access to the site
shall be provided via the driveways off of Owasso Street as indicated in the approved plans.
Revisions may be required to the tree preservation plan that addresses the replacement of
trees along the existing Owasso Street. A revised plan, if required, shall be submitted with
the Final Stage PUD and Final Plat applications. Replacement trees shall be planted in
accordance with the City’s Woodlands and Vegetation Ordinance.

Approval of the final grading, drainage, utility, and erosion control plans by the Public
Works Director is required, prior to submittal to the City of applications for Final Plat and
PUD — Final Stage. Final plans shall identify site construction limits and the treatment of
work (i.e. driveways, parking areas, grading, etc.) at the periphery of these construction
limits.

The proposed apartment housing structure shall be of a 6-story design as depicted on the
plans submitted with this application. Said building shall include the architectural
enhancements and high-quality building materials as identified. The structure shall not
exceed the height, 78.5” as identified in this report and on the submitted plans.

. Additional landscaping may be required along the south side of the building to soften the

structure’s appearance when viewed from the adjacent single-family residential
neighborhood.

The applicant is required to enter into a Site Development Agreement and Erosion Control
Agreement with the City. Said agreements shall be executed prior to the issuance of any
permits for this project. The Development Agreement shall address:

a. Construction management and nuisances that may occur during the construction
process, including parking for contractors. No parking is permitted on Victoria
Street.

b. Best Management Practices for Water Quality improvement

c. Landscape maintenance

d. Maintenance of stormwater management facilities, including the filtration basins

This approval shall expire after two months if the Planned Unit Development - Final Stage
application has not been submitted for City review and approval, as per Section 203.060

(©)(©).

This approval is based on the following findings:

1Y)
2)
3)

4)
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The proposed redevelopment plan supports the policies stated in the Comprehensive Plan
related to land use, housing and redevelopment.

The proposed redevelopment plan carries out the recommendations as set forth in the
Housing Action Plan

The proposed redevelopment plan will not adversely impact the planned land use of the
surrounding property.

The proposed deviations permit this site to be redeveloped with a use that expands life-cycle
and affordable housing, including housing choice in the city. The plan also results in a public
road improvement project that will improve traffic flow and safety.



5) Sustainable design features will be incorporated into the building and site design.
6) Certain conditions as detailed in the Development Ordinance exist.

VOTE: Ayes -5 Nays - 1 (McCool)

MISCELLANEQOUS
City Council Meetings

Commissioners McCool and Schumer will respectively attend the May 7, and May 21, 2012 City
Council meetings.

Planning Commission Workshop

The Planning Commission will meet in a workshop session immediately prior to the regular May
22, 2012 meeting, at 6:00 p.m.

Text Amendment - Temporary Signs

Ms. Nordine reported that the proposed amendment is in response to the City Council requesting
staff to review the ordinance on temporary signs. The main issues of enforcement relate to
temporary signs and message center signs. Further, the amendment would streamline the review
process for applicants. The maximum sign area would be increased for larger buildings, such as
Target; increasing the number of times per year temporary signs can be used; and increasing the
time of display for temporary signs from 7 to 14 days.

The need for a Comprehensive Sign Plan would be eliminated, if signs are in compliance with
the City’s development code. A Comprehensive Sign Plan would be required when there is
deviation from the ordinance.

Chair Solomonson asked Commissioners for general comments in response to more leniency
with temporary signs and use of message centers. He commended staff for incorporating
previous Planning Commission feedback. In regard to using the message centers to alleviate the
need for temporary signs, his concern would be that the message center is readable from the
road.

Commissioner Proud stated that he strongly disagrees with broadening the use of message center
signs. He has seen no evidence or statistics that would show that it would add value to the
business community. They do detract from the aesthetics of the community. Further, he stated
that there is no ability to measure the brightness of the message center signs. He would not want
to liberalize their use without the ability to measure brightness and enforce code regulations. He
would like to see this matter brought to a workshop discussion.

Commissioner Wenner noted that in the City there is a proliferation of banners and sign boards
that are in violation of the current ordinance. There is an issue of enforcement of standards,
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PUD — CONCEPT STAGE

File No.: 2442-12-05
Applicant: Lakeview Terrace LLC/Tycon Companies
Location: 3588 Owasso Street

Presentation by City Planner Kathleen Nordine

A Planned Unit Development Concept Stage application has been submitted by Tycon
Companies for redevelopment of Midland Plaza. The project proposes a high density
apartment complex of 120 units. The project includes a public road improvement with
the realignment of Owasso Street and improvements to the intersection of Owasso
Street, County Road E and Victoria Street.

Midland Plaza was owned and managed by the same owners as 400+ unit Midland
Terrace. As part of a pilot program under the Urban Land Institute and Regional
Council of Mayors, this site was identified as a redevelopment project to diversify rental
opportunities in the City. In 2011, the Metropolitan Council awarded a grant to the City
in the amount of $655,000 to offset road improvement and redevelopment costs.

The redevelopment project would demolish Midland Plaza and a detached garage.
Owasso Street would be realigned with the west leg of County Road E. A waterfront
parcel would be developed with higher end apartment units. Included would be
relocation of utilities, replacement of the sidewalk and a new trail. Engineering and
construction management will be handled by SEH. The design for the final roadway is
in process. The main building would consist of 120 one-, two- and three-bedroom units;
a surface parking lot and underground parking garage. The exterior is shown as brick
with a standing seam metal mensard roof. The applicant is seeking flexibility from
building height regulations.

Staff found that the proposal satisfies criteria for a PUD relating to architectural and site
design, sustainability and redevelopment. The property is currently zoned C,
Commercial and RH, High Density Residential, which is 8 to 20 units per acre. The
project supports the designated land use and City housing goals with redevelopment of
an underutilized parcel, a high quality development proposal, and expands housing
choices in Shoreview. It is also located near regional transportation system and
employment being located just south of the 1694 interchange. The City’s Housing
Action Plan identifies this site as a key redevelopment site in the City.

Land uses abutting this property include low denisty residential to the south, a school,
church and park to the west, and railroad and business park to the north. The proposed
use should not adversely impact surrounding land uses. The wetland pond on the site
provides separation from the low density, single-family residential neighborhood to the
south.
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Placement of the building is determined by the wetland pond area, road right-of-way
and parking. The applicants will seek flexibility for structure setbacks from Owasso and
Victoria Streets and the interior side property line. Setbacks increase with increased
height. The minimum front setback is 30 feet; with increased height, the setback should
be 75 feet. The applicant is requesting 25 feet. The below grade parking structure is at
the property line. Adjacent to Victoria, the setback requirement is 40 feet; with
increased height, the setback would be 85 feet. Again, the applicant is requesting 25
feet. The interior side property line requirement is 30 feet; 75 feet with increased height.
The request is a setback of 40 feet. These setbacks may fluctuate in succeeding
stages.

The wetland pond area has a setback of 50 feet, which exceeds the City standard by
16.5 feet. The maximum height allowed is 35 feet. Additional height may be allowed if
it does not exceed firefighting capabilities of the Lake Johanna Fire Department, and an
additional foot of setback is provided for every foot height increases. One concern is
the impact of the proposed height of 80 feet on the low density residential neighborhood
to the south. However, staff believes that the separation distance of over 500 feet
mitigates the impact. Exterior design and materials will also mitigate the wall of the
building.

The density is 19 units per acre. Surface parking will have 91 stalls. Below grade
parking will have 146 stalls, which is 1.97 stalls per unit and a total of 237 stalls. City
Code requires 300 parking stalls, or 2.5 stalls per unit. The number of parking stalls
may be reduced if shared or proof of parking is shown. An additional parking area will
be built adjacent to the building where the detached garage is torn down.

Traffic is estimated to be slightly higher than Midland Plaza. However, distribution will
be different with residents mostly using County Road E and Victoria. There will be no
retail plaza which draws traffic from the neighborhoods.

The Fire Department has reviewed the proposal and has no concerns.

Commissioner Wenner asked what would be done to accommodate the the need for
retail services, which will be closed. Ms. Nordine stated that there is one tenant in the
current retail space and is more than 50% vacant. No commercial development is
proposed. The City does not see this area as a vital commercial corner, as retail
services have developed on Lexington.

Commissioner Proud recused himself from this discussion because his firm is a
subcontractor with SEH. City Attorney Filla stated that there would be no conflict of
interest for Commissioner Proud to participate in the discussion. Commissioner Proud
stated that he would prefer not to participate.

Commissioner Ferrington clarified that the existing 420 units will not be demolished
when the new units are built. Secondly, she noted that the site does not accommodate
City Code setback regulations requiring an added one foot of setback for every



additional foot of height. The height must be within firefighting capabilities, and she
asked if it would not be a fire hazard to be flexible with the setbacks. Ms. Nordine
stated that the minimum setback from Owasso Street would be 30 feet. The intent is to
minimize the height impact on neighboring properties. Itis not a fire hazard.

Chair Solomonson asked the current setback of Midland Plaza. Ms. Nordine answered,
approximately 35 feet. Chair Solomonson noted the request is for a 25-foot setback.
He further asked how the height request of 80 feet compares to other structures in
Shoreview. Ms. Nordine stated that the south water tower on County Road E is 160 to
165 feet. The Hilton Garden Inn is 59 feet to the peak. Country Inn Suites is 56 feet to
the peak. PaR Systems is 49 feet. A new billboard recently installed is 75 feet.

Commissioner Solomonson expressed concern about the magnitude of the requested
height variation in comparison to other structures in the ‘City.

Commissioner McCool asked if right-of-way is calculated in the density calculation. Ms.
Nordine stated that the right-of-way is not included in the density calculation. He further
asked if additional turn lanes would impact the number of units proposed and if there
has been discussion about moving the building further east to increase setbacks along
Owasso and Victoria. Ms. Nordine stated that acreage of the site is consistent with the
current density plans. There may be a slight change if increased right-of-way is needed
for Victoria Street. Commissioner McCool asked if there has been discussion can be
made for moving the building further east to meet setback requirements. Ms. Nordine
stated that adequate space is needed for the parking area, but there may be room for
some changes.

Commissioner Wenner asked if there would be any confusion for traffic trying to connect
from the west leg of County Road E to the east leg and crossing through residential
development. Ms. Nordine stated that design features are being considered to address
that issue. '

Commissioner Ferrington expressed concern about the expected increased traffic. Ms.
Nordine stated that traffic calculation is based on Midland Plaza being fully occupied.
Staff does not believe the impact will be significant, as Victoria and County Road E, are
two arterial streets. The concern is how the traffic is distributed. She would not expect
increased traffic on Owasso to Harriet. Commissioner Ferrington stated that her
concern is how this increased traffic will impact traffic of the nearby school. Ms. Nordine
stated that with the realignment will mitigate some of the traffic conflict with the school
drop off and pickup times. It will be safer, but not all conflicts will be solved.

Mr. Noah Bly, Urban Works Architecture, 901 N. 3rd, Minneapolis, Project Architect,
introduced Max Segler from Tycon; Al Menning and Dan Tilson from GQ who is the civil
engineer. This will be an upscale housing product. The building is concrete frame and
fully clad in brick. Work continues for the proposed building to fit the SEH road design.
The units are 15% larger than what is currently being built. Features include a high
efficiency mechanical system and low maintenance building. Parking outside is on top



of the underground parking and not included in the footprint. Parking is adequate at
almost a 2 to 1 ratio for each unit. If more parking is needed, there are adjacent surface
stalls. The owner does not want to build parking that will not be used. Between the
building and parking is a green area to keep cars away from the building making ground
floor units very attractive. The building will sit higher than the surrounding grade.
Amenities include a club room, exercise room, oversize windows, stone counters.
Storm water treatment will include rain gardens and a facility to catch water from paved
areas. This will be a significant improvement for the lake. A dock and patio area will be
near the lake. The height relates to quality. The project would not be economically
viable without the height for the proposed density. Setback flexibility is requested to fit
the building on the site. Setbacks are required to protect adjoining land uses. In this
instance, the adjoining use is owned by the same owner.

Commissioner McCool asked how the proposed building will compare to other market
rate products in the City and how it will be priced. Mr. Bly responded that this building is
unusual with a concrete frame and full brick exterior. The unit sizes average 1100
square feet; other urban products average 900 square feet. To cover capital costs,
rentals will be significantly higher. This is an upgrade rental product There is a shift
from home ownership to higher end rentals.

Commissioner McCool requested that information be provided as to the number of
excess parking spaces are available on the adjoining property and that a parking
agreement be executed. Mr. Bly stated that the applicant’s preference is to receive
approval of the project based on the PUD with parking requirements as an amendment.

Commissioner Ferrington asked the height of interior ceilings and whether there would
be an opportunity there to lower the height. Mr. Bly answered that interior ceilings are 9
feet. The advantages of the architecture need to be considered with the height.

Commissioner Wenner asked if the owner owns the land under Lake Shoreview and if
s0, are there plans for an association to protect that lake? Mr. Bly responded that the
site includes the lake. Improving water quality is important to the project, but specific
measures are beyond the proposed project. Commissioner Wenner asked if the
planned trails will be public. Mr. Bly stated that the trails will be for the enjoyment of the
site residents; it will not be public.

Chair Solomonson opened the discussion to public comment.

Mr. Jim Purcell, 675 Harriet, stated he has no qualms with the apartment complex.
They are good neighbors. He referred Commissioners to the written statement he and
his wife submitted. The biggest problem is the height. The building was originally
proposed as a five-story building. It was a surprise to find that it is being proposed as a
six-story building. He referred to the Southview Senior Living building was required to
reduce its height. It will be difficult to reject anything after this project that is higher than
35 feet. It seems that the goals of the City’s Housing Action Plan take precedence over
City Code. He and his wife have never complained about any development in the City.



They gave up an additional lot when Owasso Street was improved. This building does
not fit in the neighborhood.

There were no further public comments or questions.
Final Comments of Commissioners Re: Concept Stage PUD

Commissioner Ferrington stated that there is a lot to like--redevelopment for the City,
grant award for the road realignment, high quality materials, water improvements. The
problem for her is the height. While understanding the economy of scale, that is not
considered in the City’s decision. The building does not fit in the neighborhood being so
close to the road. She does not have a problem with the flexibility requirements, except
for height. Also, there is no talk of upgrading the existing units. It was her
understanding that Midland Terrace would also be improved. She thanked the
developers for the opportunity to provide input at the Concept Stage.

Commissioner Schumer stated that he would like to see the building further from the
water to give residents more room in the back yard. His main concern is also the
height. The setback flexibility is a result of the height. It looks to be a very nice
development, but his concern is the height.

Commissioner McCool stated that this is an expensive product. The height is also a
concern but not a project stopper for him. He encouraged further consideration of how
height can be reduced or why it does not work to reduce the height.

Commissioner Wenner echoed others’ comments. The question is what is the City
getting for the PUD? It is apparent there will be a high quality building. The owner has
been in the City a long time and came to the City early with this proposal. The quality
details are far above the minimum. It fits into the larger City plan for life cycle housing
and supports the project. However, he is concerned about the height and the fact that
neighbors have brought the same concern to the Commission’s attention.

Commissioner Thompson expressed her appreciation to review the project at the
Concept Stage. ltis a beautiful high quality building. She noted consideration of a first
level retail services and stated that including that element may make this development
more attractive to the neighborhood. She has some concern about traffic because of
the two elementary schools on Victoria.

Chair Solomonson stated that although the height is daunting, the high density in the
area, the nearby water tower, the proximity to the lake makes this site suitable for this
proposal. He does not believe a big adverse impact from the height. It is his
understanding that the owner has a plan to slowly replace buildings, and this is the
beginning. This would be a nice gateway to the apartment complex. His only concern
is proximity to Victoria Street and would like to see the setback closer to 35 feet, not 25
feet as proposed. Considering the zoning and location, he is comfortable with the
proposal as presented.



City Planner Nordine noted that this item will go to the City Council on March 5, 2012.
Anyone wishing to attend that meeting is welcome.

PUBLIC HEARING

TEXT AMENDMENT - CHAPTER 209 - ENVIRONMENTAL STANDARDS

FILE NO.: 2439-12-02
APPLICANT: CITY OF SHOREVIEW
LOCATION: CITY WIDE

Presentation by Environmental Officer Jessica Scham

The amendments address water quality and shade tree management issues in Sections
202, Definitions; 209, Environmental Standards; 210, Nuisances; 211, Property
Maintenance; of the City Code. A draft text was previously reviewed by the Planning
Commission, Environmental Quality Committee and City Council. Feedback from those
meetings have been incorporated.

The regulations proposed would regulate illicit discharge pollutants to the storm
drainage system by any user. The proposed amendments are consistent with City
permit requirements and are required by federal and state law. The amendments also
establish violations penalties in Section 101.040.

There will be a 14-day deadline to establish permanent vegetation after construction to
prevent excess soil erosion. This is a change from six months. Construction done in
the winter will have a deadline of May 15th. Extensions may be granted, if needed.

A shade tree is defined as any woody perennial. All disease or plant pests are defined
by the Department of Agriculture and DNR. The proposed amendments update the City
Code in response to the arrival of the Emerald Ash Borer. Inspection and diagnosis of
trees to be done by tree inspectors consistent with current field methodologies.
Outdated laboratory testing will be removed. Diseased wood will be removed according
to the quarantine area and City Management Plan. Enforcement of nuisances is
strengthened to include any living or dead standing tree(s), firewood, or stumps infected
to any degree by a shade tree disease or plant pest.

These amendments qualify the City to apply for grand funding opportunities. The
changes also prepare the City to be able to address the next pest that appears.

Notice of the public hearing was published February 15th. No comments have been
received. Staff recommends that the amendments be forwarded to the City Council for
approval.
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1. February 13, 2012 City Council Workshop Meeting Minutes
. February 21, 2012 City Council Meeting Minutes, as corrected
3. Receipt of Committee/Commission Minutes
- Planning Commission, January 24, 2012
4. Verified Claims in the Amount of $575,246.69
5. Purchases
6. License Applications

VOTE: Ayes - 4 Nays - 0
PUBLIC HEARINGS

There were none.

GENERAL BUSINESS

PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT CONCEPT STAGE - LAKEVIEW
TERRACE/TYCON COMPANIES, MIDLAND PLAZA, 3588 OWASSO STREET

Presentation by City Planner Kathleen Nordine

A Planned Unit Development Concept Stage application has been submitted by Tycon
Companies for redevelopment of Midland Plaza. The project proposes a high density
apartment complex of 120 units. The project includes a public road improvement with
the realignment of Owasso Street with the west leg of County Road E. Public utilities
will be relocated, the sidewalk will be replaced, and a new trail will be built. The final
design has not been completed, which may impact the layout of the plan.

The main building would consist of 120 apartment units (1-3 bedrooms); a surface
parking lot and underground parking garage. The applicant is seeking flexibility from
building height, setback regulations and parking design standards. The exterior is brick
with a mansard seam roof. Staff finds that the proposal satisfies criteria for a PUD
relating to architectural and site design, sustainability and redevelopment. It also
complies with the Development Code, land use and housing policies.

The Planning Commission held a review on this project and does support the overall
project. The Commission was particularly impressed with the high quality of the building
and the developer’s willingness to use a sustainable design. Commissioners’ concerns
were expressed about the height of the building and the need for six stories. There is
also concern about the impact of the building with its proximity to Victoria Street and
whether parking is adequate. Commissioners suggested the setback from Victoria be
increased by shifting the building further east.  There are 237 parking stalls proposed,
which is 1.97 stalls per unit. Overflow parking could be at Midland Terrace, if needed.
Other comments were in regard to the traffic generated by adjoining land uses--two
schools--as well as the possibility of integrating a commercial element on the first floor
of the building.
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The R-3 Multi-Family Residential District allows a maximum height of 35 feet and 80
feet is proposed. Additional height can be considered if it does not exceed firefighting
capabilities. The Lake Johanna Fire Department has indicated there are no concerns
with this proposal. The Code requires that for every foot of additional height, an
additional foot of setback would be provided. Staff believes the visual impact from the
adjoining single-family neighborhood to the south is mitigated somewhat by the
structure design and 580-foot distance to the nearest single family property across the
lake. Staff does not believe that a reduction in height would have a significant effect
because of the distance between the two land uses. Traffic is expected to be slightly
higher than Midland Terrace, but the distribution pattern will be different. The apartment
complex will be a destination point for residents only as opposed to Midland Plaza being
a destination point for the neighborhood. The new intersection design takes school
traffic into consideration.

The Owasso Street realignment includes storm water improvements to the wetland
pond area. The developer is exploring storm water improvements throughout the
Midland Terrace complex.

Notices were sent to property owners within 350 feet of the project. There is support for
the road realignment. Opposition focuses on the density, height, visual impact,
neighborhood compatibility, wetland water quality and traffic.

Mr. Noah Bly, Urban Works Architecture, 901 N. 3rd Street, Minneapolis, introduced
Max Segler and Alan Menning, Midland Companies; and Dan Tilson who is the civil
engineer on the project. The road turned out to be a little wider, which means the
building will need to shift somewhat from the concept plan shown. The building has 120
units. The size of the units is unique. The one-bedroom is 950 square feet. It is
upscale units not found elsewhere in Shoreview. The developer is making a significant
investment with a high quality building. There is a concrete deck buffer between the
parking area and building to make the ground-floor units more desirable. Rain gardens
and infiltration will be on the east and west ends of the building. The LEED process will
be used for sustainability features, such as possible geothermal heat and storm water
improvements to improve the water quality of the pond.

The timeline for development approvals is based on the road reconstruction plans. The
developer plans to return to the Council this spring for the Development Stage Review.

Councilmember Withhart stated that he believes the building setback from Victoria is
difficult with a building this size. Mr. Bly stated that there is not much room to shift the
building to the east, but it can be moved slightly.

Councilmember Wickstrom asked for further clarification about the concrete deck with
grass growing on top. Mr. Bly stated that it is essentially a green roof. The soil depth
will be approximately 18 inches with the concrete underneath. Underground parking will
be under the concrete deck.
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Councilmember Withhart expressed some concern that grass will not grow on that north
side of the building. Native plants may need to be used.

Planning Commissioner Brian McCool stated that there is a lot of excitement about the
quality of this project and a new housing option in the City. The main focus of question
for the Planning Commission was the height of the proposed building.

Mayor Martin stated that the original apartments were built in the early 1970s, which
have been well maintained, but the Council is pleased to see this upgrade to make sure
the units do not deteriorate. The strip mall is no longer viable. There are traffic issues
on County Road E that will be improved with the road realignment. The developer is
eager to reinvest in the complex. This type of housing is needed in today’s market.

Mayor Martin opened the discussion to public comment.

Mr. Gene Purcell stated that he and his wife live at 675 Harriet Avenue. He spoke at
the Planning Commission meeting. After that meeting, he reviewed comments from
neighbors and found that in most instances other comments correlated with his own.
The biggest complaint is the height. The information submitted by the Hoff family, who
live on Victoria and will be the most impacted, covers the issue well. He can
understand the gains for the City, but a lot of development is being given up for those
gains. Almost every building code is being violated. It is a question as to whether the
building fits the land mass, or the land mass is being changed to fit the building.
Another issue is the future. Once this building is completed, the developer will begin to
redevelop existing units. Neighbors are concerned that additional buildings of this size
will be proposed. The height nonconformity to building codes are the main problems.
He asked if the Housing Action Plan takes precedence over Building Code regulations,
and if so, will there be other such instances where the Building Code is set aside? The
long-term vision for the complex is not described, and neighbors are worried that it
means more six-story buildings.

Mr. Greg Berl, 625 Harriet Avenue, thanked City Planner Nordine for her excellent
responses to communication. His concern, too, is the height of the building. He asked
if it is shorter than the water tower and taller than the new billboard on 1-694. It is hard
to envision how tall it is in that small area. It is a beautiful building, but it is too much in
too small a space. Increased traffic in an area where traffic is already a problem is also
a concern.

Mayor Martin explained that Building Codes must be met, but development regulations
are handled differently with a Planned Unit Development (PUD) zoning request. Ms.
Nordine added that the PUD process has flexibility from the development regulation
process. In exchange, the City looks at what benefits will be received from the
development. The benefits gained from this project are architectural and site design,
sustainability, and expanding housing choice and life-cycle housing in the community. If
the Council determines that this development will benefit the community, then flexibility
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can be granted through the PUD process. The Development Code regulates how land
can be developed. The Housing Action Plan is an implementation plan which guides
meeting housing goals, policies and participation in the Metropolitan Council Livable
Communities Program. This project is one that enables the City to meet those goals.

Mayor Martin further stated that especially with infill and redevelopment, the PUD
process is used because there are extenuating circumstances when development has
already occurred. The issue is to look at what requirements can be made flexible for a
greater good. As for future redevelopment, the City would look very differently on a
similar sized building to be redeveloped adjacent to single-family homes. Part of the
reason this building is proposed in the current location is its distance from the residential
neighborhood.

Mr. Bly stated that the developer’s focus is on this project at this time. There is interest
in improvements to the entire site, but there are no overall plans for review.

Councilmember Withhart stated that the strip mall and intersection were not viable. The
City’s Economic Development Authority has been working on this project for a number
of years to bring improvement to this area rather than see it become blighted. He
understands the concerns about height, but he believes the 580-foot distance between
the building and neighbors will make a difference. This project will retain housing
values and keep Shoreview fresh and new. The pond is actually Lake Shoreview, and
the project includes improvements to water quality. There is an economic stake in
making that happen.

To put the height in perspective, City Manager Schwerm stated that the water tower is
double the height of the proposed building. The new billboard is 75 feet in helght Also
the cell tower in Sitzer Park is 75 feet tall.

Councilmember Wickstrom stated that she would like to see quality trees, not
necessarily the fastest growing trees, which will provide additional buffer. She
understands the reasons for the height of the building, and the trees will soften the view.
She would not support this size building on the south side of the site. She asked for
more details about storm water runoff improvements.

Mayor Martin responded that there will be an inlet at the intersection of County Road E,
which will be a great improvement, as runoff now flows directly into the lake. [t is not
known at this time what additional measures will be included. City Manager Schwerm
stated that improving water quality is a concern of the developer. He expects to see
more detail on water quality as the proposal moves forward. He added that another
issue that was raised was traffic. The majority of traffic from this apartment complex will
use County Road E/Owasso Street/Victoria intersection. With the road improvements
planned, he believes traffic and pedestrian safety will be better.
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Councilmember Wickstrom noted that one concern raised in a written statement is the
high vacancy rate of apartments. Staff has checked this information and found that
occupancy in the area are in the 90% range.

Mayor Martin stated that although the building is large, it will break up the unattractive
view of the empty strip mall and water tower. She is not sure much is gained by
lowering the building one level because some architectural amenities would be lost, and
there is not much difference in the view from 580 feet away. She asked the developer
to describe the benefits being received for the height required.

Mr. Bly stated that with the proposed scale of the building, the developer has more
opportunity to provide attractive features and amenities. With this height, the full height
of the building will be brick. A wood building would be limited to three stories because
the brick can only be 35 feet. A smaller wood frame building might appear to be the
same height as what is proposed because the space in between the doors would be as
much as two feet. The concrete building has 8 inches between units. Largely, it is the
tradeoff in quality and durability. The setbacks are to create buffers, but this site is
unique in that it is adjacent to a road, a railroad, a lake, and a water tower. The location
is suitable for this building. Sometimes the impact of what is seen is greater than
building height. What will be seen is a quality, attractive building.

In regard to setbacks, Mayor Martin asked if there would be any consideration given to
replacing the building to the east and have two buildings that would comply with the
setback requirement, or move the proposed building further to the east to increase the
proposed setback. Mr. Bly stated that replacing a second building would make the
project much bigger and more complicated. The building to the east is occupied.
Some changes will be possible.

It was the consensus of the Council that it would be preferable to increase the setback
from Victoria, even if it means moving the proposed new building closer to the building
to the east.

Mayor Martin expressed the Council’s appreciation for the discussion and input.

APPOINTMENT TO PARKS AND RECREATION COMMISSION AND PUBLIC
SAFETY COMMITTEE

City Manager Schwerm stated that there is one vacancy on the Parks and Recreation
Commission. One application was received and reviewed, and it is recommended that
Desaree Crane be appointed. :

City Manager Schwerm reported receipt of three applications for the two vacancies on
the Public Safety Committee. All are well qualified. It was recommended that Mary Ann
Johnson and Gil Schroepfer be appointed.
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MOUNTED AREA LIGHT WALL MTD. | MH TRAPEZOIDAL SHAPE, PAINT COLOR | MAGNETIC
(COATED) FINISH TBD, FLAT BOTTOM LENS,
FULL CUTOFF LIGHT
DISTRIBUTION
FF TRELLIS DOWNLIGHT LED SURFACE <1> 8W WFL | 4100K, FIXTURE BODY MACHINED UNWVY BK LTG. EL CAPITAN EC-LED | 2, 4, 5, 6
FLOOD FROM SDLID ALUMINUM, FINISH OR ARTI-STAR SM-AR-LED
TED, SELECTION TBD
FFL TREE UPLIGHT FLOOD LED GRADE <1) 8¥ WFL | 4100k, FIXTURE BODY MACHINED UNWY BK LTG. NITE STAR NS-LED | 2, 4, 5
MOUNTED FROM SOLID ALUMINUM, FINISH DR DENALI DE-LED SERIES
TBD SELECTION TBD
HA GAZEBO PENDANT INCAN | PENDANT <1) MEDIUM | PREMIER, 4- FIN, UNVY BOYD E20425 3,4
BASE TO
IgEETRD'ITTE SITE
D VITH. LIGHTING
PLAN WITH
NOTES:
PHOTOMETRICS

1. PROVIDE CONCRETE BASE FOR POLES (24" DIAMETER~ VERIFY> AND BOLLARDS <16‘ DIAMETER- VERIFY)>, NOT LESS THAN 42° DEEP AND EQUAL TO 1/5 THE HEIGHT OF THE POLE,
CONDUIT SHALL BE A MINIMUM OF 24° BELOW GRADE, SEE POLEBASE OR BOLLARD BASE DETAIL ON DRAWINGS, SIZE POLE FOR 100 MPH VIND LOADING, UNLESS OTHERWISE
NOTED., FOR PARKING RAMP APPLICATIONS, CONSIDER HEIGHT OF RAMP PLUS POLE HEIGHT WHEN SIZING POLE. PROVIDE 3' TALL CONCRETE BASE.

2, PROVIDE REMOTELY LOCATED DRIVER/POWER SUPPLY FOR FIXTURES. ACCESSIBLE LOCATION TO BE DETERMINED.

3. PROVIDE WATER-RESISTANT WET-LOCATION LISTED JUNCTION BOX MDUNTED FLUSH VITH GRADE OF PLANTER. ANCHOR BOX AND UPLIGHT WITH CONCRETE BASE. E_L_S
4. PROVIDE UL WET LOCATIDON LISTING, -

5. FINISH TO BE SELECTED: BRONZE, BLACK, GLOSS WHITE, ALUMINUM DR VERDE ¢GREEN), OR PREMIUM FINSIHES -- SEE CATALOG FOR EXTENSIVE SELECTION. MOUNTING TO BE b
SELECTED: CANDOPY, POWER CANDPY, REMOTE TRANSFORMER TO BE SELECTED: TR OR UPHMRM SERIES.

6. SELECT SURFACE MDUNTING: TOP MOUNTED <ARTI-STAR SERIES) OR MOUNTING TO VERTICAL SURFACE OF TRELLIS STRUCTURE CEL CAPITAN SERIES). Copyright © 2010 by UrbanWorks Archtecure LLC.
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FW: Plan

Kathleen Nordine <knordine@shoreviewmn.gov> Fri, Aug 17, 2012 at 7:52 AM
To: Tom Simonson <tsimonson@shoreviewmn,gov>, Cecy LUKOSKIE
<clukoskie@shoreviewmn.gov>, ROBERT WARWICK
<rwarwick@shoreviewmn.gov:>

She asked rob to pass this on to council cecy, please copy and give to Terri. Thanks
Sent from my Windows Phone

From: Murt Selz

Sent: 8/17/2012 12:01 AM
To: Kathleen Nordine
Subject: Plan

Hi Kathleen,

Thank you for sending me the revised plan of the proposed expanded
development of Midland Terrace. | received the revised plan and it seems to me
the only change is five feet of setback, which isn't much - or am | reading the plan
incorrectly.

| have some questions and concerns, but would like to know the extent of the
revisions first, in case my questions have already been addressed.

1. How many city variances are being given to this project, re: parking, setbacks,
impervious surface, water quality from runoff, whatever. 17?7 2? More? |am
assuming that building codes and zoning regulations are put in place for the
benefit of all of the citizens, and the compliance is monitored by the Planning
Commission with due diligence.

2. Where are the planned walkways and bike paths going to be - there is a
walkway now along Lake Shoreview on the northside, for students and foot traffic
walking eastward from Victoria. | know there are Island Lake students from the
other section of the Tycon properties who use the route to go to and from school
and home. They are within the walking distance limits set by District 621. The

Ipsi/mall.google, com/mal/uj0/2ui=28&ik = aarado3ce DBy iew =ptésearch=Inboxéith= 1393424034 f9ela
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situation for the children living in the developer's apartments, and the location of
the school, has not changed geographically. | don't seem to find a walkway from
the school to the existing apartments owned by Midland Terrace. The builder built
a lot of units to the east of the propsed site with a pathway being the access for
the children. 1hope that need has not been forgotten and | would also hope they
still have the same safe access. |am sensitive about that having lost a child on
foot in a traffic accident. That is my reality, not an unfounded fear.

3. |happened to be at the DNR checking to see what | could use eon our
lakeshore for weed control. While there | checked about what separates a
wetland from a lake in definition regarding setbacks and ownership of property.
The man told me a) the name of the body of water, and whether is it named "a
lake", and b) whether the body of water has plant growth in the middle that
appears in times of lower water tevels that temporarily rise and fall with rainfall. A
"lake" does not have plants appearing in the middle, even though levels go up and
down. |don't ever remember seeing plant growth in the middle of Lake
Shoreview in the 35 years we have lived in this area. We live on Lake Owasso -
and the body of water considered a lake, at least for a 50' setback we needed for
a 6'X8' playhouse, even though the south side of the lake is definately a wetland
due to pfant growth and bird habitat in the middle of the area.

4. |haven't addressed the height of the building and how it might not esthetically
fit in the area due to the surrounding structures, We own rental property in both
Richfield and Minneapolis and | do know that in both cities we would not be able
to resurrect an apartment that didn't seem to fit format the nearby neighborhood
and buildings. One of the buildings we own is a four-plex and it is 100% brick on
the exterior, We have had the building for years and are able to make a
reasonable profit with rents, even though we do not have high density apartments
on the footprint. -

Please forward my email to the members of the Planning Commission for
review. | have hesitated in writing sconer because | did not have the time to
study the revised plan for changes. Upon doing so, 1 only seem to find one,

Thank you for your consideration.

Murt Seltz

ps:ffmail.google. com/mailfu 0/ fui = 2&ik = aafedGIce0By iew = ptsearch=inboxikih=13934a403b4f=0a



PROPOSED MOTION

MOVED BY COUNCILMEMBER

SECONDED BY COUNCILMEMBER

to adopt Ordinance No. 896 changing the name of the segment of County Road F
West between Demar Avenue east and the cul-de-sac to Virginia Court or Demar
Court.

ROLL CALL: AYES NAYS

HUFFMAN
QUIGLEY
WICKSTROM
WITHHART
MARTIN

REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING
AUGUST 20, 2012



TO: MAYOR, CITY COUNCIL, AND CITY MANAGER
FROM: TOM WESOLOWSKI — CITY ENGINEER

DATE: AUGUST 15,2012

SUBJECT: STREET NAME CHANGE

COUNTY ROAD F WEST — DEMAR AVENUE EAST TO CUL-DE-SAC

INTRODUCTION

In June 2012 City staff received a request from the Lake Johanna Fire Chief to consider renaming
County Road F West that runs from Demar Avenue west to the cul-de-sac. See the attached map
showing the location of the street. The Fire Chief stated that the name change would distinguish
the street from the County Road F that is located on the east side of Hodgson Road and aid
emergency response services in determining the most direct route to the street.

As part of the reconstruction project this summer the access from County Road F West to
Hodgson Road was removed and a cul-de-sac was installed on County Road F West. The two
roads that provide access to County Road F West are Demar Avenue and Virginia Avenue.

DISCUSSION

There are a total of eight properties that would be affected by a name change. Seven properties
are located on County Road F West and one property is located on the corner and has a Hodgson
Road address. With the construction of the cul-de-sac, the property with the Hodgson address
will have their driveway access off County Road F West and will need to have their address
changed regardless. See the attached map showing the affected properties.

A letter was mailed to the affected properties on July 3, 2012 informing them of the proposed
name change. The letter proposed two possible names - Virginia Court or Demar Court, and
requested comments. A total of three responses were received by staff. One supported changing
the name to Virginia Court, one was adamantly opposed to the name change, and the third
suggested a different name. The two responses that were received by e-mail are attached at the
end of this report.

A second letter was sent out on August 1, 2012 informing the property owners that the Council
would be considering the name change at the August 20, 2012 meeting. Residents were
encouraged to attend the meeting if they had an opinion concerning the name change. To date
staff has not received any additional comments from affected residents concerning the proposed
name change.

If the name change is approved all pertinent governmental agencies and emergency response
services would be notified of the address change. -



Street Name Change - County Rd. F
Page Two

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the City Council adopt ordinance 896 changing the name of County Road
F West from Demar Avenue east to the cul-de-sac, to Virginia Court or Demar Court, effective
upon recording said resolution with Ramsey County.

Upon recording said name change ordinance, the following address changes shall become
effective:

1. 236 County Road F West to 236 Virginia/Demar Court
2. 244 County Road F West to 244 Virginia/Demar Court
3. 252 County Road F West to 252 Virginia/Demar Court
4. 253 County Road F West to 253 Virginia/Demar Court
5. 259 County Road F West to 259 Virginia/Demar Court
6. 267 County Road F West to 267 Virginia/Demar Court
7. 286 County Road F West to 286 Virginia/Demar Court

8. 4087 Hodgson Road to 245 Virginia/Demar Court



CITY OF SHOREVIEW

ORDINANCE NO. 896
AN ORDINANCE CHANGING THE NAME

OF COUNTY ROAD F WEST
FROM DEMAR AVENUE EAST TO THE CUL-DE-SAC

THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SHOREVIEW ORDAINS:

Section 1. The street “County Road F West” from Demar Avenue east to the cul-de-sac is
changed to “ ”?

Section 2. This ordinance shall become effective one day after publication.

Sandra C. Martin, Mayor

Adopted August 20, 2012
Published
Effective
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Proposed County Road F Name Change

Walter Sohn <waltergsohn@yahoo.com> Wed, Jul 18, 2012 at 4:48 PM
To: twesolowski@shoreviewmn.gov
Cc: s757s@comcast.net

Hello Tom-

We are writing in response to your request for comments regarding the proposed name change for County Road
FW.

It would represent an extreme burden on us to rename our road. We have been residents at this address since
1973. We have determined that we would need to notify over 500, possibly over 1000, entities that use our .current
address. This group includes government agencies, financial institutions, companies, employers, friends,
relatives and other individuals. There are a number of examples where we would be obligated to report the
address change within a short time period such as 30 days or face legal action.

There are also situations such as applying for credit where it is necessary to state the years you hawe lived at
your current address. It would be very difficult to explain that our street is simply being renamed, and that the
address change does not represent a move. I'm guessing that the formula that computes credit scores would
result in harm to us, and would require countless hours on the phone and registered letters to correct, if at all
possible.

I also have conditions related to my employment that | cannot describe to you further that would be impacted
significantly by the proposed street name change.

I believe that a total of 6 households are directly affected by this issue. Two of the households are in the process
of selling their homes and the third house is vacant. 'm concerned that you will not receive comments regarding
the proposed name change from these households and view it as indication that there is no objection.

We also believe that the emergency response issue that you mention in your letter may not be as significant as
is thought. We worry more about having a new street name that is not present in a responder database than any
confusion caused by the not having direct access from Hodgson to County Road F W. If any emergency
responder attempts to enter the neighborhood via the old Hodgson connection, they will immediately see that
they can enter via Virginia or Demar.

There are numerous examples in Shoreview of streets that comprise multiple segments. Virginia is an example
that starts and stops. The existing County Road F W is also an example. It should not be difficult to reflect the
new street termination without changing the name.

We hope we have given enough reasonable and logical reasons why the street should not be renamed. The
conwersion of County Road F W to a cul-de-sac will trmendously increase our quality of life (at least, after the
construction has been completed).

Please do not change the street name.

Thank you very much.

-Joan and Stephen Sohn
252 County Road F W

https://mail.google.com/mail/?ui=2&ik=ddd8f08fe 7 &view=pt&search=inbox&th=1389¢10ca02fc0a7 1/2
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Shoreview

County Road F name change

April Alfuth <aalfuth@me.com> Mon, Jul 23, 2012 at 5:36 PM
To: twesolowski@shoreviewmn.gov

Tom,

We are not happy about having to change our address, but understand that it is going to happen. We suggest
the name be changed to Hanska Court.

Hanska is the Dakota name for the slough at the end of the street. It is also the name on the first survey maps.
Thank you,

April Alfuth

Kent Bergh

259 County Road F West
Shoreview, MN

https://mail.google.com/mail/?ui=2&ik=ddd8f08fe7 &view=pt&search=inbox&th=138b5fce30ab106b iVl
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