
CITY OF SHOREVIEW 
AGENDA 

REGULAR CITY COUNCIL MEETING 
April 7, 2014 

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 or 
citizen so requests, in which event the item will be removed from the Consent Agenda and 
placed elsewhere on the agenda. 
 
1. March 3, 2014 City Council Meeting Minutes 

 
2. March 3, 2014 City Council Workshop Meeting Minutes 

 
3. March 10, 2014 City Council Workshop Meeting Minutes 

 
4. March 17, 2014 City Council Meeting Minutes 
 
5. Receipt of Committee/Commission Minutes— 

--Economic Development Commission, February 18, 2014 
--Planning Commission, February 25, 2014 
--Human Rights Commission, February 26, 2014 
--Park and Recreation Commission, February 27, 2014 
--Environmental Quality Committee, March 24, 2014 
 



6. Verified Claims 
 
7. Purchases 

 
8. License Applications 

 
9. Approve Plans and Specifications and Order Taking of Bids—Hanson/Oakridge 

Neighborhood Reconstruction, CP 14-01 
 

10. Approve Maintenance Agreement between the City and Rice Creek Watershed 
District for Stormwater Infrastructure—Autumn Meadows Development, CP 14-06 

 
11. 2014 Consultation Services with Greater Metropolitan Housing Corporation - 

Housing Resource Center 
 
PUBLIC HEARING 
 
12. Public Hearing—Final Plat and Vacation—St. Odilia Catholic Community, 3495 

Victoria Street 
 

GENERAL BUSINESS 
 
13. Site and Building Plan Review—City and County Credit Union, 1001 Red Fox Road 

 
14. Site and Building Plan Review/Comprehensive Sign Plan—Cities Edge Architects 

LLC/Forstrom & Torgerson LLP, 1000 Gramsie Road 
 

15. Text Amendment—Housing Code 
 

16. Resolution of Support for TCAAP Road Improvements 
 
STAFF AND CONSULTANT REPORTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS  
 
SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
* Denotes items that require four votes of the City Council. 



CITY OF SHOREVIEW 
MINUTES 

REGULAR CITY COUNCIL MEETING 
March 3, 2014 

 
 

CALL TO ORDER 
 
Mayor Martin called the regular meeting of the Shoreview City Council to order at 7:00 p.m. on 
March 3, 2014. 
 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
 
The meeting opened with the Pledge of Allegiance. 
 
ROLL CALL 
 
The following members were present:  Mayor Martin; Councilmembers Johnson, Quigley, 
Wickstrom and Withhart. 
 
APPROVAL OF AGENDA 
 
MOTION: by Councilmember Wickstrom, seconded by Councilmember Johnson to approve 

the March 3, 2014 agenda as submitted. 
 
VOTE:   Ayes - 5  Nays - 0 
 
PROCLAMATIONS AND RECOGNITIONS 
 
Eagle Scouts 
 
Mayor Martin, on behalf of the City Council and community, recognized Samuel Mastenbrook 
and Matthew Ray for their achievement in becoming Eagle Scouts. 
 
Samuel Mastenbrook described his project to renovate landscaping around the church that hosts 
the troop meetings.  He supervised 20 other volunteer scouts in replacing materials.  The church 
did not have funds for this work, and he is pleased to be able to have given this service. 
 
Matthew Ray stated that his project was to build three benches around the Tamarack Nature 
Center outer trail.  The DNR approved the design of the benches that are built to last.  He 
supervised the volunteers at all three work sites. 
 
Lego League Teams 
 
Councilmember Wickstrom stated that she has attended the recent Lego League Team 
competition at the state level.  Of the 66 teams competing this year, she was very pleased to see 
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that 5 were from the Shoreview area.  She introduced Mr. Norton Lamb, who is one of the 
coaches for the Pony Tail Posse Team.   
 
Mr. Lamb stated that Lego League Team is a program for youth aged 9 to 14.  A team is formed 
and one aspect of the program is to work on a robot and program the robots. A second element of 
the competition is project related. The project theme this year was on natural disasters.  
Participants do research on the topic and choose a problem and develop a solution.  At the 
competition, a presentation is given on the problem chosen and the solution.   
 
Another part of the program is about core values in that what is learned is more important than 
winning.  The Mounds View School District was represented this year by 16 teams:  5 from 
Island Lake, 3 from Turtle Lake and 8 from Chippewa.  Five went to the state competition.   
 
Councilmember Wickstrom added that of the 5 teams that went to the state competition, two 
were in the top two places.  One team will go to the national tournament and one will go to the 
international tournament.   Mr. Lamb stated that the Height Differential came in first and will 
attend the International Open Competition in Toronto.  The Pony Tail Posse Team took second 
place and will attend the North American Open competition at Legoland in California. 
 
Each team explained their project to the Council.  The Imaginative Orange Pi Guys did a 
project based on nature’s fury.  A wristband was designed to help locate people who are lost or 
in trouble.  This team won the Core Values Award at the regional competition and the Inspiration 
Award at the state tournament. 
 
The Masters of Disasters Team stated that they were able to go to the state tournament.  They 
won a Robot Performance Award, Robot Design Award, and took second place for the Head to 
Head competition at the regional level.  They also won an Innovation and Strategy Award at the 
state level.  Their project was a Smart Wristband for families to reunite after a disaster.  The 
wristband allows the wearer to indicate needing help or the person is okay. 
 
The Fantastic Five Team stated that they won the Judges Award at the regional competition.  
Their project was to get the word out for wearing helmets during tornadoes, which is done often 
in the South.  
 
The Pony Tail Posse Team stated that they worked on the problem of flooding.  The team 
designed an app for disaster assessor workers from the Red Cross who assess damage of property 
after floods.  The app also helps get aid to flood victims faster.  They won the Second 
Champion’s Award, the Teamwork Award and the Programming Award at the state competition. 
 
The Height Differential Team focused their project on flooding.  Their solution is the Ikito 
Flood Bag that consists of four parts:  1) water bladder, 2) air bladder, 3) plywood board; and 4) 
a flap.  When the water bladder overflows, it presses against the air bladder moving air and 
making the board become erect.  The stronger the force of the water, the stronger the board 
becomes.  Ikito is a marshal arts term that uses the force of the opponent against the opponent.  
This device uses the force of the flood water against the flood.  They won First Place Overall, 
first place for Robot Performance and first for Robot Head to Head.  The team worked with the 
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chief hydrologist in Fargo, North Dakota to focus on the Red River Valley.  The team is excited 
to have the opportunity to attend the international competition in Toronto and represent the State 
of Minnesota.  The team has applied for a utility patent for their product and have applied for 
LLC. 
 
Mayor Martin expressed special thanks to coaches and parents who give a lot to support these 
youth efforts. 
 
CITIZEN COMMENTS 
 
There were none. 
 
COUNCIL COMMENTS 
 
Councilmember Withhart: 
With the severe winter, some residents are experiencing frozen water lines.  A notice has been 
sent to residents requesting they take the temperature of cold water.  If it is under 40 degrees, 
allow a faucet to run a small stream to keep lines from freezing.  If a line freezes, please call the 
Public Works Department. 
 
March 15th is the last night that Kozlak’s will be open.  It is hoped that another location can be 
found in Shoreview, as Kozlak’s has been an excellent business that has supported many 
community projects over many years. 
 
The Environmental Quality Committee (EQC) will hold a seminar on Wednesday, March 19, 
2014, on We All Live on Waterfront Property.  The program is for everyone to learn about lakes 
and wetlands. 
 
Councilmember Wickstrom: 
The annual tree sale is now available and orders can be made through the City website.  This 
program is being promoted to replace ash trees that have been taken out due to emerald ash 
borer.   
 
Councilmember Johnson: 
March 31, 2014 is the deadline for grant requests to the Shoreview Community Foundation.  It is 
a good opportunity for residents to seek added funding for community projects. 
 
Mayor Martin: 
Even after the weather begins to warm, there will still be a problem with freezing lines due to the 
frost depth.  Public Works Director Mark Maloney stated that frost stays in the ground longer 
than surface melting.  Residents are advised to continue to monitor lines and run a small trickle if 
necessary through March and into April. 
 
Councilmember Quigley noted that a meat thermometer works well to measure the water 
temperature. 
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CONSENT AGENDA 
 
MOTION: by Councilmember Wickstrom, seconded by Councilmember Quigley to adopt the 

Consent Agenda for March 3, 2014, and all relevant resolutions for item Nos. 1 
through 4: 

 
1. February 18, 2014 City Council Meeting Minutes 
2. Receipt of Committee/Commission Minutes 

- Human Rights Commission, January 2, 2014 
- Park and Recreation Commission, January 23, 2014 
- Planning Commission, January 28, 2014 
- Economic Development Authority, February 3, 2014 
- Environmental Quality Committee, February 24, 2014 

3. Verified Claims in the Amount of $675,852.54 
4. Purchases 
 
VOTE:   Ayes - 5  Nays - 0 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
MOTION: by Councilmember Withhart, seconded by Councilmember Johnson to adjourn the 

meeting at 7:44 p.m. 
 
VOTE:   Ayes - 5  Nays - 0 
 
Mayor Martin declared the meeting adjourned. 
 
THESE MINUTES APPROVED BY COUNCIL ON THE ___ DAY OF _____ 2014. 
 
 
 
_________________________ 
Terry Schwerm 
City Manager 



CITY OF SHOREVIEW 
MINUTES 

CITY COUNCIL WORKSHOP MEETING 
IMMEDIATELY FOLLOWING REGULAR MEETING 

March 3, 2014 
 

CALL TO ORDER 
 
Immediately following the regular meeting, Mayor Martin called a special workshop meeting of 
the Shoreview City Council to order at 7:55 p.m. on March 3, 2014.  
 
ROLL CALL 
 
The following attended the meeting: 
 
City Council: Mayor Martin; Councilmembers Johnson, Quigley, Wickstrom and Withhart 
 
Staff:  Terry Schwerm, City Manager 
  Mark Maloney, Public Works Director 
 
DISCUSSION REGARDING LAKE IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT BACKGROUND 
INFORMATION 
 
Mayor Martin indicated that the City Council would be meeting with the Turtle Lake 
Homeowners’ Association (TLHA) at its March 10, 2014 workshop meeting.  It is anticipated 
that they will request that the City participate in the preparation of a feasibility study for 
augmenting the lake.  Some Councilmembers had asked to receive background information on 
how the City established a Lake Improvement District and augmentation of Snail Lake prior to 
the meeting with the TLHA. 
 
Mark Maloney reviewed the process that was used during the Snail Lake discussion that 
occurred in the early 1990’s.  He indicated that many lakes in this area were augmented, 
primarily by groundwater, for many years. In the late 1980’s, the State discontinued issuing 
permits for the use of groundwater wells to augment lakes. After the augmentation was stopped, 
it became clear that if Snail Lake was going to be more than a large wetland area, it would need 
to be augmented.  A process was started to explore the potential augmentation of Snail Lake.  
Some of the key steps in the process included: 
 

 Preparation of a feasibility study and development of a cost share arrangement with the 
homeowners 

 Reviewed results of study to determine if augmentation was feasible 
 Gain agency approvals for augmentation 
 Follow process for establishment of a Lake Improvement District (LID) 
 Hold vote and create a LID 
 Develop final plans and specifications and bid the project 
 Award bid for the project 
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 Construct the project and assess property owners 
 
He noted that the timeline for the Snail Lake process was about 2½-3 years. 
 
Mayor Martin stated that TLHA will be requesting the City to initiate a feasibility study for 
augmentation of Turtle Lake.  City Manager Schwerm stated that the estimated cost of a 
feasibility study could be as much as 10% of the project cost, which would place the cost in the 
$100,000 range. If the feasibility study demonstrates that augmentation is feasible, there would 
be a vote by all homeowners on whether or not to form a Lake Improvement District (LID).  The 
City Council will have to support creation of a LID in order for the City to build and maintain 
any infrastructure and assess both capital and future operating costs to homeowners. 
 
Mayor Martin stated that the feasibility report is an important issue because it may show that 
approvals for a project are not possible.  The question is how much the City is willing to invest in 
the feasibility report, when there are many homeowners on the lake not interested in this project.  
  
Councilmember Johnson asked if the TLHA understands the investment cost of a feasibility 
report and that report could determine whether or not approvals would be given for an 
augmentation project to move forward.  Mr. Maloney stated that based on his discussions with 
officers in the TLHA, he believes they understand that it may not be feasible to augment the lake 
at this time given the growing concern about water resources in the State. 
  
City Manager Schwerm stated that at the time of the creation of SLID (Snail Lake Improvement 
District), the DNR appeared to recognize that the lake level in Snail Lake could not be 
maintained without augmentation and were supportive of the project. There is significantly more 
focus on water supply issues now than there was at that time. It also noted that the water quality 
of Snail Lake is better today than before augmentation.  
 
Mr. Maloney stated that the Snail Lake process of creating a LID after the feasibility report took 
18 months of consensus building.  The City, regulating agencies and homeowners agreed on the 
cause of the problem.  There does not appear to be as high a level of consensus among 
homeowners to create a LID for Turtle Lake at this time.  
 
Councilmember Withhart asked if a legal opinion would support a project with only a majority 
voting for it.  What was done at Snail Lake should not necessarily be the guideline for this 
situation.  What was decided for Snail Lake was 25 years ago, and circumstances are very 
different with a more divided populace on Turtle Lake.  Mr. Schwerm stated that the legal vote 
to create a LID is 50% plus one.  He cautioned against requesting a certain percentage of overall 
support at this time because this situation is very different from Snail Lake.  There will not likely 
be the same level of consensus that a project is necessary for Turtle Lake as was the case for 
Snail. 
 
Mayor Martin stated that she is concerned about investing a lot of City monies into a feasibility 
report if there is not likely to be a project and it is something that a large percentage of 
homeowners do not support. 
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Mr. Maloney stated that the purpose of the meeting next Monday is to get to the starting point of 
the process of a feasibility study.  Agencies have to be on board before any project can be 
approved.  Then there is a petition process to create a LID.  Forming a LID is most likely a year 
beyond results of the feasibility report. 
 
Councilmember Withhart stated that if a project were to move forward, it would be as a result of 
the feasibility study.  Then he would want to see a cost share formula developed.  The feasibility 
study has to be done to determine whether there is a project and what kind of project with 
estimated costs.  If a LID is created, it is created with a 51% vote of property owners.   
 
Mayor Martin stated that such a project is not in the City’s CIP and has not been budgeted.   
Budgeting and planning would also have to be done to take on a project this large. 
 
OTHER ISSUES 
 
Communication Franchise Renewal 
 
Councilmember Wickstrom reported that the Council is invited to a public hearing regarding the 
franchise renewal to hear presentations from the Commission and the cable company.  It is 
tentatively scheduled for Thursday, April 17, 2014.  Detailed information about time and place 
will be forthcoming.  Each city will have to determine whether or not to support the franchise 
renewal.  She encouraged Councilmembers to attend or watch the televised meeting.   
 
Councilmember Quigley asked the main issues that need to be decided by the City.  City 
Manager Schwerm responded that there are two main issues.  One is public education and 
government access TV.  Currently approximately $4.00 per subscriber per month is charged.  
This yields approximately $1.4 million per year.  What is proposed is approximately $1.30 per 
subscriber per month, which would yield between $300,000 and $400,000.  That amount of 
decrease would dramatically change the amount of public access that could be provided.  He 
anticipates that the matter will end up in court.  FCC regulations do not require the cable 
company to provide operating support for public access; Comcast believes that is how franchise 
fees should be used.  The cable company can only be required to provide capital support for 
equipment for public access.  The City is using franchise fees for salaries for staff working on 
communications.  The City would not recommend that cut.  The second issue is providing an 
institutional network across cities to transmit meetings and by some cities to provide data to 
other cities.   
 
Councilmember Wickstrom stated that what is most disturbing is that it is the Commission that 
deals with the franchise fees (money from subscribers), and a big amount of that money is being 
spent on legal fees to resolve these issues.   
 
The meeting adjourned at 9:35 p.m. 



CITY OF SHOREVIEW 
MINUTES 

CITY COUNCIL WORKSHOP MEETING 
March 10, 2014 

 
CALL TO ORDER 
 
Mayor Martin called the workshop meeting of the Shoreview City Council to order at 7:00 p.m. 
on March 10, 2014.  
 
ROLL CALL 
 
The following attended the meeting: 
 
City Council: Mayor Martin; Councilmembers Johnson, Quigley, Wickstrom and Withhart 
 
Staff:   Terry Schwerm, City Manager 
   Mark Maloney, Public Works Director 
 
Turtle Lake  Joe Morris 
Homeowners  Linda Dieters 
Association   Rob Mueller 
Board (TLHA) John Kronstad 
   Deb Schultheis 
   Marsha Soucheray 
   Karl Schroeder 
   Tim Krinkie 
   John Matheson 
   Trace Benson 
 
Ramsey Tobacco  
Coalition:  Katie Engman 
 
Association of  
Non-Smokers of  
Minnesota:  Betsy Brock 
 
DISCUSSION WITH TURTLE LAKE HOMEOWNERS’ ASSOCIATION 
 
Tim Krinkie, TLHA Board Chair, stated that the TLHA Board is requesting the first step toward 
an augmentation program for Turtle Lake, which is a feasibility study.  The Council is being 
asked to direct staff to help the Board develop a Request for Proposal for a feasibility study and 
for staff to select a provider.  The Board is also asking the amount the City would be willing to 
contribute toward the cost of a feasibility study.  There is an Annual Homeowners’ Association 
meeting on May 1, 2014.  It is hoped that by that meeting the Board would have concrete 
information to give homeowners.  Last May, homeowners requested a motion from the floor for 
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a survey to be conducted among homeowners regarding a lake augmentation system.  The survey 
had 88% response; out of 201 homeowners, 177 responded.  Of those 111 responded yes to 
augmentation; 66 responded no.   
 
It is important to note that the City would not be spending money just for Turtle Lake residents.  
With a County park on the lake, anyone who used the park would benefit.  The beach is not well 
used, even though the County has recently made many improvements.  He believes the reason is 
because of the low lake level.  Boat use has declined significantly.  TLHA was spending 
approximately $6,000 a year for the Sheriff to monitor boat traffic at the public access for trailer 
parking.  Last year, the Association spent $1,100 for this service.   
 
Funding for a feasibility study is requested at the same level that was paid for the Snail Lake 
feasibility study, which is 50%.  SEH has estimated the cost of the feasibility study between 
$50,000 and $100,000.  The Board is asking the City to contribute half of that cost. 
 
The homeowners’ contribution would come from existing funds in the TLHA combined with 
individual donations.  Another possibility would be to establish a Lake Improvement District 
(LID) that would pay the cost.  At this time, no other sources of funding have been considered.  
The State of Minnesota may be an option for funding similar to the legislation being proposed 
for White Bear Lake.  It may be possible for other funding to come from legislation or the 
Metropolitan Council.  He noted that the DNR has established a ground water management area.  
Commissioner Landwehr, DNR, has stated that work will not address the Turtle Lake water 
level. 
 
Mayor Martin asked if there is consensus on the TLHA Board.  Mr. Krinkie responded that there 
is not 100% consensus on the Board, which reflects the homeowners.  Even though half the 
Board members do not agree with augmentation, there is commitment to moving forward with 
the feasibility study because of the strong homeowner response.   
 
Mayor Martin clarified that contrary to what she previously thought, a LID cannot be used to 
fund a feasibility study since the costs for  study could not be assessed back to the homeowners.  
Further, many things have changed since the City addressed Snail Lake, such as the 
environmental climate, economic climate, and issues related to Snail Lake that are not related to 
Turtle Lake.  Mr. Maloney added that to form a LID is a long process.  If the TLHA were to wait 
for that to happen before doing a feasibility study, it would take approximately two years.  All 
LIDs are created by authority of the DNR and must have a stated purpose. 
 
Ms. Marsha Soucheray stated that her letter was written from herself as an individual.  The 
Board is evenly divided.  She stated that the lake was lowest in the 1980s.  It was not the first 
time that it was low.  Its level depends on rainfall, and it has a small watershed.  Within three 
years from the lows in the 1980s the lake was back up.  Her concern is about water quality.  
Turtle Lake is very clean and she sees a threat bringing in water from the Mississippi River.  It is 
not known what is in the river, and there is potential for invasive species. 
 
Mr. Matheson stated that this is a complex issue--ground water runoff, precipitation and the 
ground water model has changed.  No one believes the lake will correct itself.  The most recent 



SHOREVIEW CITY COUNCIL WORKSHOP MEETING—MARCH 10, 2014 3 

 

survey asks for creation of a LID.  None of the three surveys have yielded a super majority.  If 
this work does move forward, he would like to know what percentage of homeowners the City 
would be comfortable with.   
 
Ms. Soucheray added that not only must consideration be given to cost for a feasibility study, but 
there are also policy issues for the City to consider relating to the Watershed District, County, 
and DNR.  Water issues are huge.  Other communities are looking to the Mississippi River as a 
resource for drinking water while Shoreview is considering it for lake level augmentation.  These 
are policy issues. 
 
Mayor Martin stated that there was over 80% support of homeowners for the Snail Lake project.   
The level of support is important because the City does not want to take action that might be 
contested and cost the City even more money.  She does not want to enter into something that 
would result in court challenges.  A more solid majority is needed for a feasibility study.  She 
added that based on the costs paid by the Snail Lake homeowners, total assessments could be in 
the $8,000-$10,000 range per household. 
 
Mr. Krinkie stated that the feasibility study will provide answers and help solidify support or 
opposition to an augmentation project.  SEH did a good job on the scoping study, but it was 
limited.  Homeowners need good information to make a decision.  The feasibility study will 
determine whether or not there is a project.  Once costs are understood, homeowners can decide.  
He would look for 70% support for a project to move forward.   
 
Mr. Schwerm stated that the DNR does not readily support augmentation because that is not the 
natural cycle of lakes.  However, if the feasibility study shows that augmentation will not 
decrease water quality, the DNR may support it.  Mr. Maloney added with the regional focus on 
water supply by area agencies, augmentation is not going to be a high priority.  In meeting with 
Commissioner Landwehr, he did say the DNR would follow the law if requested to give a permit 
for a LID and an augmentation project. 
 
Ms. Soucheray asked if the Council would direct staff to help move forward with a feasibility 
study.  Mayor Martin stated that to do a feasibility study that gives the answers needed will cost 
$80,000 to $100,000.  That might be a study on a project that might be doomed because residents 
don’t want it.  Mr. Matheson stated that homeowners cannot unite and support the project 
without the feasibility study.  He is troubled that 63% is not enough for City support.  
 
Mayor Martin stated that if a LID is formed, a project to be approved would need more than 63% 
support from homeowners. She suggested that if the TLHA would fund 80% or 90% of the 
feasibility study so limited City money is not involved, that still does not guarantee future 
homeowner support.  Mr. Krinkie stated that if the City does not want to help with the feasibility 
study, he would ask for Mr. Maloney’s time to do a proper RFP.  He also stated that if the state is 
supporting White Bear Lake, he would ask the City to support Turtle Lake’s request as part of 
the bonding bill. 
 
Ms. Soucheray stated that it is important to not confuse Turtle Lake with White Bear Lake or 
Snail Lake.  It has been proven that wells in White Bear Lake are taking on water from White 
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Bear Lake.  Isotope studies show that is not happening at Turtle Lake.  She expressed concern 
that there will be a few homeowners who will come forward with the $100,000 needed for the 
feasibility study, and no one else is interested.  The idea that money talks happens too often in 
the system and is scary. 
 
Ms. Dieter stated that when the survey questions were asked, the amount of $8,000 to $10,000 
cost for each had been discussed.  During the time the survey was taken, the lake level rose.  The 
fact that 63% voted for augmentation anyway is a strong response.   
 
Councilmember Wickstrom stated that if public money is going to be spent on a feasibility study, 
she would like to see stronger support from homeowners.  If homeowners show strong support 
for the cost of the feasibility study, she would be more inclined to have it done.  She is not 
comfortable spending public money on a study that would not initiate a project.   
 
Mr. Schwerm stated that it is important for the City to have some cost share in the feasibility 
study, if it is done.  The study needs to be run by the City, if it will be used as part of  
the assessment process.  Mr. Maloney stated that to use the assessment process, the feasibility 
study must be ordered by the City. 
 
Councilmember Withhart noted that physically Snail Lake and Turtle Lake are not the same.  
Snail Lake was going to be 20 feet of open water and the rest cattails.  Snail Lake homeowners 
were 100% supportive of augmentation.  His understanding is that the problem at White Bear 
Lake is not the same as at Turtle Lake.  He would have a hard time putting as much money into a 
feasibility study for Turtle Lake as was done for Snail Lake.  Because of the heavy use on Turtle 
Lake, he could support augmentation.  The $100,000 for a feasibility study is just one of three 
costs.  A bigger cost is the construction project.  Continued maintenance on the system is the 
third cost.   
 
Councilmember Johnson stated that she has not heard a consistent question and response from 
the surveys.  She would like to know what turnover there has been on the lake and who did not 
take the survey last year?  She expressed concern that there is not consensus on the Board or 
among homeowners for this work and what that would mean for the City as a supporter.  Mr. 
Krinkie stated that the Board will work toward consensus.  Without the feasibility study, it is 
difficult for homeowners to have enough information to make a decision. Mr. Krinkie stated all 
the surveys related to augmentation and he would prefer not to continue to do surveys to see if 
responses change.   
 
Mayor Martin stated that there are two options.  One would be to develop another survey and try 
to get more support.  Another option would be to say the City will contribute a certain amount to 
get a feasibility study done, but the homeowners would carry the majority of the cost.  She noted 
that the city has not budgeted for this item.  
 
Ms. Schultheis stated that three surveys have been done over a short period of time.  An open 
meeting is needed with staff to educate homeowners.  It is not fair to just do another survey. 
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Councilmember Withhart stated that if another survey is done, he would recommend use of 
Decision Resources, the firm that develops the City’s community surveys and is skilled at 
crafting neutral questions to get a good response.  If the feasibility study moves forward, he 
would want to see the money escrowed up front to cover costs whether or not the project moves 
forward.   
 
Mr. Matheson stated that at a minimum the cost needs to be defined for homeowners in order to 
come back with the support the Council is seeking.  Mr. Schwerm stated that the Council needs 
to decide what level or whether to use tax dollars toward this project.  If a feasibility study is 
done, it needs to be completed by the City if a project is going to be considered in the future.   
 
Councilmember Quigley agreed that a clear strong signal of what homeowners want is needed.  
Whether a feasibility study or survey is done, it needs to be framed as any other project that 
becomes a major asset in the City.  He questioned whether homeowners defined as being in the 
watershed district but not on the lake will not want to participate in the cost.  Mr. Schwerm 
explained that the Snail Lake homeowners who ultimately paid for the augmentation project and 
creation of a LID are the 70 riparian property owners. 
 
Councilmember Wickstrom stated that she believes the homeowners or the TLHA should cover 
90% of the cost of the feasibility study.  She would not want to put a lot of public money into the 
study because   she believes the cost of a project will be at a very high cost that will be more than 
homeowners are willing to pay.   
 
Mr. Krinkie requested that City officials spend some time toward lobbying to include Turtle 
Lake in current legislation that could help get the feasibility study done.  Mayor Martin agreed 
that the City will certainly encourage legislators to include Shoreview in that legislation. 
 
Mayor Martin stated that if a LID is created, a lot more support will be needed.  The risk to the 
Homeowners’ Association will be to pay for a feasibility study.  At this time, there is not enough 
support for a project.  Mr. Maloney noted that in 1991, when the feasibility study was done for 
Snail Lake, it took 18 months to build consensus to create a LID, although there was more 
consensus than for Turtle Lake now. 
 
Mayor Martin thanked the Board for attending and the open discussion. 
 
DISCUSSION REGARDING PROPOSED CHANGES TO TOBACCO REGULATIONS 
 
City Manager Schwerm stated that the City Council previously expressed its support of 
tightening regulations regarding e-cigarettes and strengthening the definitions to cover nicotine 
delivery devices.  At the meeting where e-cigarettes were discussed, issues related to flavored 
cigars and cigarillos were discussed. It was noted that these products are either sold as singles or 
small packages at a very low cost.  It was noted that some cities are starting to regulate package 
sizes and establishing minimum costs for the product.  Staff met with the City Attorney who 
stated that court decisions have ruled in support of these types of regulations regarding 
packaging and pricing.  His concerns are that most cities have not yet adopted these types of 
regulations and might result in a challenge.  A second concern is the effectiveness.  If Shoreview 
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is the only City with these regulations, it is easy to go to another City to purchase the products.  
Also, the City does not have the staff to provide good enforcement.  Before regulations are 
adopted, the City would plan an education process for convenience stores where the products are 
sold.  He would recommend adopting the drafted e-cigarette regulations.  Options would be 
Shoreview adopting the tougher regulations on its own or trying to work with area cities for a 
more comprehensive approach. 
 
Councilmember Wickstrom clarified that the definition includes e-cigarettes and nicotine 
delivery devices.   
 
Ms. Engman stated that kids were saying they smoke e-cigarettes, but there is no nicotine and 
shop owners felt no obligation to comply with the regulations because no nicotine was involved 
with the e-cigarettes.  They can be sold to minors.  Mounds View High School has adopted a 
model school policy prohibiting these products.  The proposed language includes e-cigarettes 
with or without nicotine.   
 
There was consensus of the Council to adopt the proposed regulations regarding e-cigarettes that 
would also apply to vaping lounges.   
 
The second part of the proposed regulations is in regard to flavored cigars and cigarillos. Ms. 
Engman stated that the proposed ordinance allows the products to be sold, but they must be at a 
certain price point.  Ms. Brock stated that after much research, the price settled upon is $2.10 
each.  Falcon Heights updated their ordinance, stipulating the age of the seller; White Bear, 
Vadnais Heights, Arden Hills, and Bloomington are considering the proposed language being 
discussed here. 
 
Ms. Brock stated that tobacco control does not have a big momentum anymore.  This ordinance 
is a smaller step, but she believes it would have an impact on kids. 
 
Mayor Martin asked the possibility of such ordinances being contested.  Mr. Schwerm stated that 
he believes it is low risk.  Ms. Brock stated that the biggest company is Swisher Sweet.  Single 
cigarettes cannot be sold.  A pack must contain 20.  Ms. Engman added that they could provide 
the resources to help implement the ordinance. 
 
The consensus of the Council was to have both the Economic Development Commission and the 
Public Safety Committee review the proposed regulations and then bring it back to the Council 
for further discussion. 
 
OTHER ISSUES 
 
Communication Commission 
 
Councilmember Wickstrom stated that at the North Suburban Communications Commission 
meeting, it was decided to hold a public hearing on the franchise renewal on April 17, 2014.  It 
will also be broadcast on CTV.  After that, the Council will need to decide whether to remain in 
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the Commission.  As soon as she knows details, she will send the information to 
Councilmembers.  She strongly urged Councilmembers to attend.  
 
TIF 
 
Mr. Schwerm stated that it is unlikely that the TIF District 1 extension that was requested will be 
granted.  Special legislation may be possible specific to Shoreview to create a Business and 
Retention District for a 12-15 year time period.  It allows the City to assist a Shoreview business, 
but also captures some tax increment that could be placed in a Business Retention and Expansion 
fund.  Staff believes this is worth pursuing.  Shoreview would be a pilot project to determine if 
this framework would work for other cities. 
 
Councilmember Johnson left the meeting at this time. 
 
Mayor Martin stated that she is scheduled to testify on the original bill to see if enough support 
can be gained to pass it. 
 
The meeting adjourned. 
 
 



CITY OF SHOREVIEW 
MINUTES 

REGULAR CITY COUNCIL MEETING 
March 17, 2014 

 
 

CALL TO ORDER 
 
Mayor Martin called the regular meeting of the Shoreview City Council to order at 7:00 p.m. on 
March 17, 2014. 
 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
 
The meeting opened with the Pledge of Allegiance. 
 
ROLL CALL 
 
The following members were present:  Mayor Martin; Councilmembers Johnson, Quigley, 
Wickstrom and Withhart. 
 
APPROVAL OF AGENDA 
 
MOTION: by Councilmember Wickstrom, seconded by Councilmember Johnson to approve 

the March 17, 2014 agenda as submitted. 
 
VOTE:   Ayes - 5  Nays - 0 
 
PROCLAMATIONS AND RECOGNITIONS 
 
There were none. 
 
CITIZEN COMMENTS 
 
There were none. 
 
COUNCIL COMMENTS 
 
Mayor Martin: 
 
Many free classes are being offered at the Fitness Center during this spring break week.  The 
Tropics Water Park will also open at noon this week. 
 
Councilmember Quigley: 
 
Happy St. Patrick’s Day to the Council and all residents. 
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Councilmember Johnson: 
 
A reminder that matching grants are available through the Community Foundation.  The deadline 
to submit an application is March 31, 2014.  
 
Councilmember Wickstrom: 
 
The North Suburban Communications Commission will hold a public hearing on April 17, 2014, 
from 7:30 to 9:30 p.m., in the Shoreview Council Chambers, regarding the upcoming franchise 
renewal with Comcast.  All are encouraged to attend. 
 
Councilmember Withhart: 
 
Wednesday, March 19, 2014, the Environmental Quality Committee (EQC) continues its 
Speaker Series with a presentation on “We All Live On Waterfront Property.”  The program 
begins at 7:00 p.m. in the Council Chambers. 
 
CONSENT AGENDA 
 
Councilmember Withhart requested separate discussion on item No. 3, 4 and 11: 
 
3.  Community Development Report discusses the issue of hoarding.  If residents are 

 aware of any condition of serious hoarding, the City has developed a program to help in 
 those situations.  City Planner Castle noted that the next newsletter will feature an article 
 on this issue. 

 
 Public Works Report:  As water circulates through the water system, there are a number 
 of reasons why water seeps out and is lost.  Congratulations to Mr. Maloney and his staff 
 for achieving a water loss at only 2.2%, under the state standard of 3%.   
 
 Park and Recreation Report shows that since the beginning of the year, Community 
 Center usage has increased 5%.  Revenue from recreational programs is up 
 significantly.  
 
4. Verified Claims:  Councilmember Withhart asked if the bakery items purchased are 

marked up.  Schwerm indicated that they are used for resale and the price is higher than our 
cost. 

 
11. Hummingbird Floral:  Councilmember Withhart stated that he is pleased to see 

Hummingbird Floral at the property at Gramsie and Hodgson Road.  This business is a 
good use for the property. 

 
8. Councilmember Wickstrom recognized and thanked the many businesses who have 
 donated to the Taste of Shoreview fundraiser. 
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MOTION: by Councilmember Quigley, seconded by Councilmember Johnson to adopt the 
Consent Agenda for March 3, 2014, and all relevant resolutions for item Nos. 1 
through 11: 

 
1. February 10, 2014 City Council Workshop Meeting Minutes 
2. Receipt of Committee/Commission Minutes 

- Bikeways and Trails Committee, March 6, 2014 
3. Monthly Reports 

- Administration 
- Community Development 
- Finance 
- Public Works 
- Park and Recreation 

4. Verified Claims in the Amount of $714,197.24 
5. Purchases 
6. License Applications 
7. Authorize Request for Advance of MSA Funds 
8. Acceptance of Gifts - Taste of Shoreview 
9. Authorize Purchase of Skidsteer Loader 
10. Approval of 2014 Street Sweeping Agreements 
11. Final PUD - Hummingbird Floral, 4001 Rice Street N. 
 
VOTE:   Ayes - 5  Nays - 0 
 
PUBLIC HEARING 
 
City Attorney Kelly stated that proper notification has been published for the public hearing. 
 
DIRECT PREPARATION OF FINAL PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS AND ORDER 
IMPROVEMENTS - HANSON/OAKRIDGE NEIGHBORHOOD RECONSTRUCTION, 
CP 14-01 
 
Presentation by Public Works Director Mark Maloney 
 
The feasibility study was received at the City Council meeting on February 18, 2014, and called 
for a public hearing.  Current conditions show three road widths in the neighborhood.  The 
existing water main in Hanson and Oakridge is cast iron.  Sanitary sewer has clay pipe, which is 
in good condition.  There is limited storm sewer collection with no treatment.  Limited street 
lighting is available with old fixtures. 
 
The proposed improvements include: 
• Removal of old road and installation of new road section 
• Increase the width of Hanson to 28 feet with standard pavement 
• Increase the widths of Robinhood and Oakridge to 24 feet with standard pavement 
• Increase the width of Oakridge to 22 feet with permeable pavement 
• Use barrier style curbing 
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• Replace the CIP water main with DIP and replace service pipe 
• Replace existing street lights and add additional lighting on Nottingham and Oakridge 
• New lighting fixtures will be installed with aluminum poles and LED cobra-head fixtures 
 
Storm water collection will consist of an infiltration system with catch basins and underground 
infiltration chambers for the Hanson, Robinhood and Nottingham portions of the project.  
Because of the limited right-of-way and large number of mature trees on Oakridge, a permeable 
pavement with a rock storage layer is proposed.  Runoff in the area flows toward Turtle Lake, 
the TCAAP property and Tanglewood. Although not decreasing runoff flow, these 
improvements will significantly reduce direct discharges into Turtle Lake.   
 
Two information meetings were held with neighborhood residents.  They were well attended and 
there is strong consensus for the need for improvements.  Concerns that have been expressed 
relate to storm water runoff across private property and tree removal.  Measures will be taken to 
limit runoff across private property to the extent possible.  The reason for maintaining the road 
right-of-way widths is to preserve as many trees as possible.   
 
Estimated Costs are as follows: 
 
 Street    $712,500 
 Storm Sewer   $443,000 
 Water Main   $268,000 
 Sanitary Sewer  $123,500 
 Street Lights   $  75,000 
 
 Total Cost:           $1,622,000 
 
Special assessments are proposed at approximately 10% of the total estimated cost--$154,390.  
This amount means $1,317 per unit for street work and $1,120 per unit for storm sewer.  The 
estimated total assessment is $2,437 per unit with a pay-back period of 10 years.  The remaining 
costs will be funded through the Street Renewal Fund and utility funds.   
 
Proposed project schedule: 
 

Approve Plans and Specifications    April 7, 2014 
Bid Opening       May 1, 2014 
Council Award Contract     May 5, 2014 
Construction Start      May 2014 
Construction Complete     October 2014 
Assessment Hearing      September 2015 

 
Councilmember Withhart noted that many communities assess at 100% of the cost and asked 
how much that would be for this project.  Mr. Maloney stated that in this case that would amount 
to approximately $15,000. 
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Mayor Martin added that other communities also assess prior to the beginning of a project.  
Shoreview assesses the true costs one year after the project is completed. 
 
Mayor Martin opened the public hearing. 
 
Mr. Nick Tempelis, 4935 Hanson Road, noted that other streets in the neighborhood have 
surmountable curbs.  He asked if the neighborhood could have input into this question. 
 
Mr. Denny Campbell, 4910 Nottingham Place, stated that he did not see the road width for 
Nottingham in the presentation.  Mr. Maloney stated that the south part of Nottingham with curb 
and gutter is wider than is typical at 32 feet.  It will transition down to the width of Robinhood at 
24 feet.  His concern is that there are houses close to the road.  At Robinhood it is wider, a width 
he would like to see maintained because of the curve and need for the sight line for traffic. 
 
Mr. Dennis Jarnot, 1000 Oakridge Avenue, stated that there is a sharp curve from Hanson 
going into Oakridge.  He would like to see that curve wider, not narrower.  He has a private drive 
that is wide enough for emergency vehicles and trash haulers.  Since there is not enough room on 
Oakridge for them to turn around, they use his private drive.  This will cause a lot of wear and 
tear, and the City does not repair private drives.  A public turnaround needs to be included in this 
project.   
 
There are approximately 40 mailboxes from Robinhood to Hanson to Oakridge.  The driveways 
are small, and his concern is placing mailboxes on Robinhood during construction.  Light poles 
will be moved onto private property.  If the lines are buried, trees will be lost.   
 
He does not know what his assessment will be.  If it is the full assessment, he would like to see 
the City replace the private drives with public roadways that would be maintained by the City.  
There are elderly people in the neighborhood, and he would like to know how access will be 
provided for them during construction. 
 
MOTION: by Councilmember Wickstrom, seconded by Councilmember Johnson to close the 
  public hearing at 7:40 p.m. 
 
VOTE:   Ayes - 5  Nays - 0 
 
Regarding use of the barrier style curbs, Mr. Maloney explained that staff recommends the 
barrier style curb because it saves sod damage from winter operations.  It also allows more water 
to flow into the gutters and saves erosion that saves maintenance of boulevards.  Surmountable 
curbs also mean tire ruts in yards where vehicles drive up the curb.   
 
Councilmember Withhart noted that surmountable curbs were used on roadways before 
development occurred because it was not known where driveways would be put in or where 
houses would be located.  Entrance to driveways is much rougher on cars when there is 
surmountable curb.  In an established neighborhood, the best option is the barrier style curb. 
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Mr. Maloney stated that roadway width for Nottingham will be transitioned gradually so as not 
to have to buy property.  
 
Mr. Maloney responded to Mr. Jarnot’s comments.  There currently is no turnaround at the end 
of Oakridge.  Conversations have been initiated with property owners regarding options.  The 
mailbox locations are at the discretion of the postal service.  Regarding assessments to properties 
with a private drive, assessments are consistent with the benefit to properties from the project.  
The private drives west of Hanson are being proposed at the same assessment as other properties 
in the project.  Construction is managed so that full access is maintained throughout the project.  
When concrete is poured for curb and gutter, residents will be asked to park on the road for the 
three days it will take the concrete to cure. 
 
Regarding burial of power lines, Xcel Energy has quoted approximately $1 million per mile.  
Xcel would prefer not to do this work because power outages can be responded to much quicker 
if lines are not buried.  Mr. Schwerm added that because the cost to bury the lines would be paid 
by residents, it would add several thousand dollars to resident costs, the City has not asked Xcel 
to bury lines in any project.   
 
MOTION: by Councilmember Johnson, seconded by Councilmember Withhart to adopt 

Resolution No. 14-13 directing the preparation of plans and specifications and 
ordering the improvements for the Hanson/Oakridge Neighborhood Road 
Reconstruction, City Project 14-01. 

 
ROLL CALL:  Ayes:  Johnson, Quigley, Wickstrom, Withhart, Martin 
   Nays: None 
 
GENERAL BUSINESS 
 
QUIET ZONE AND OPERATIONS STUDY AMENDMENT TO SEH CONTRACT 
 
Presentation by City Planner Kathleen Castle 
 
Approval of a Letter of Agreement with SEH, Inc. is requested for Phase 2 of the Rail Quiet 
Zone and Operation Study.  Phase 2 would establish a 24-hour quiet zone along the east/west 
corridor at the Lexington Avenue Crossing and the Victoria Street Crossing.  A Quiet Zone is not 
being requested now for North Owasso Boulevard on the north/south corridor in part because of 
the high cost of improvement that will be necessary.  Also, Little Canada has contracted with 
SEH for a similar study of the north/south corridor.  Once that study is complete, the City 
anticipates working with Little Canada on quiet zone proposals for the north/south corridor. 
 
The Letter of Agreement proposed would include plans and specifications for the needed 
crossing improvements at Lexington and Victoria to establish quiet zones.  A Notice of Intent 
packet would be prepared for submittal to appropriate agencies.  SEH would finalize 
construction drawings, assist with construction and review the improvements for compliance 
with requirements.  Once improvements are completed, a Notice of Establishment would be 
prepared for submittal to required agencies. 
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Professional services under the Letter of Agreement would cost $7,000 and would be 
approximately a 90-day process.  Estimated costs for crossing improvements range from $7,000 
to $15,000 for median extensions and warning signs.  It is anticipated that the quiet zones would 
be implemented by this summer.  Staff is recommending authorization for execution of this 
agreement. 
 
Mayor Martin noted that the cost for these two intersections is minimal compared to the almost 
one-half million dollars for the other two intersections at North Owasso Boulevard and Jerrold.  
Those two crossings are so close together they would have to be improved at the same time.  
There used to be 2 trains a day.  This issue is a result of the fact that now there are 8 to 10 trains 
a day. 
 
MOTION: by Councilmember Withhart, seconded by Councilmember Wickstrom to 

authorize the City Manager to execute a professional services agreement with 
SEH, Inc., for Phase 2 of the Railroad Quiet Zone Study to establish a quiet zone 
along the east-west corridor at the Lexington Avenue and Victoria Street 
crossings. 

 
ROLL CALL:  Ayes:  Quigley, Wickstrom, Withhart, Johnson, Martin 
   Nays:  None 
 
APPROVAL OF AMENDMENTS TO TOBACCO REGULATIONS 
 
Presentation by City Manager Terry Schwerm 
 
The Council discussed the proposed amendments relating to e-cigarettes and tobacco licensing 
regulations at the December 2013 and March 10, 2014 workshop meetings.  An ordinance 
amendment is recommended to address this issue. 
 
E-cigarettes are battery operated nicotine vaporizers designed to look like cigarettes.  The 
product is sold in cartridges filled with nicotine that users breathe as a result of a small heating 
element.  E-cigarettes are available in many different flavors and many believe the marketing is 
targeted toward youth.  Health impacts are not known at this time. 
 
The current City ordinance is thorough in addressing nicotine delivery devices.  Information was 
received from the Ramsey Tobacco Coalition and Tobacco Control Legal Consortium and the 
City Attorney has recommended that ordinance provisions be updated to set a stronger and 
broader definition of delivery devices.  The amendments will prohibit tobacco and tobacco 
related product use and sampling in retail establishments of delivery devices.  Vaping lounges 
would be prohibited.  All other City regulations pertaining to licensing and sale of tobacco 
products would apply to e-cigarettes. 
 
The Public Safety Committee has reviewed the proposed ordinance amendments and supports 
taking action in an effort to limit youth access to these products. 
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City Attorney Kelly stated that these amendments will address issues that he believes the City 
will confront in the future.   
 
MOTION: by Councilmember Quigley, seconded by Councilmember Withhart to approve 

Ordinance 919 amending the City’s tobacco licensing regulations. 
 
Discussion: 
 
Councilmember Wickstrom noted that e-cigarettes are being addressed throughout the State of 
Minnesota, not just in Shoreview. 
 
Mr. Schwerm stated that making this part of the Minnesota Clean Indoor Air Act should be done 
at the state level.   
 
Councilmember Withhart stated that sale of these devices is not being prohibited.  The intent of 
the ordinance is to make it more difficult for youth to obtain them. 
 
Mr. Nick Tempelis, 4935 Hanson Road, stated that some e-cigarettes do not contain nicotine.  
He cautioned thinking that many flavors means targeting youth.  There is a lot of science coming 
out on e-cigarettes. 
 
Councilmember Quigley noted that although nicotine may not be present, there may be other 
harmful substances.  It will take more study to learn about this new product. 
 
ROLL CALL:  Ayes:  Wickstrom, Withhart, Johnson, Quigley, Martin 
   Nays:  None 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
MOTION: by Councilmember Johnson, seconded by Councilmember Quigley to adjourn the 

meeting at 8:10 p.m. 
 
VOTE:   Ayes - 5  Nays - 0 
 
Mayor Martin declared the meeting adjourned. 
 
THESE MINUTES APPROVED BY COUNCIL ON THE ___ DAY OF _____ 2014. 
 
 
 
_________________________ 
Terry Schwerm 
City Manager 
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SHOREVIEW ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION 

Meeting Minutes 
February 18, 2014 

ROLL CALL 
Vice Chair Sue Denkinger called the meeting to order at 7:35 a.m. with the following members present: 
Jim Gardner, Dave Lukowitz, Dave Kroona, Gene Marsh, and Jonathan Weinhagen. Members, Jeff 
Washburn and Josh Wing had excused absences.  Jason Schaller was absent at the start of the meeting 
but arrived later.  
 
Assistant City Manager/Community Development Director Tom Simonson, and Economic Development 
and Planning Technician Niki Hill were also in attendance. 
 
ACCEPTANCE OF AGENDA 
Commissioner Weinhagen, seconded by Commissioner Marsh, moved to accept the agenda, as 
presented. 
 
Vote:   6 AYES  0 NAY 
 
ELECTION OF CHAIR AND VICE CHAIR 
There was a consensus among the members present to wait until the next meeting to decide on the 2014 
Chair and Vice Chair due to the member absences including Chair Wing.  
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
Commissioner Lukowitz, seconded by Commissioner Gardner, moved to approve the minutes of 
January 21st as written. 
 
Vote:   6 AYES  0 NAY 
 
INFORMATION EXCHANGE 
Member Sharing of Information 
There was no member sharing of information to report. 
 
Staff Information 
Simonson stated that the member contact list was updated and is provided for everyone to review for 
accuracy. He asked members to notify staff of any corrections or updated contact information. 
 
Recent Council and Planning Commission Actions/Agenda Items 
The Applewood Pointe of Shoreview and Pulte Homes residential developments are on the City Council 
Agenda tonight for final plan approval.  Staff has heard that Kozlak’s could be closed as early as the end 
of this month or by mid-March.   
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(Member Schaller arrived at 7:42 a.m.) 
 
Hummingbird Floral has gained preliminary approval from the City Council to relocate from the North 
Oaks Village Center to the former House of Dreams property.  The flower shop needed additional space 
and has an agreement to purchase the building at Gramsie and Rice Street. The City believes that this 
will be a good re-use of the property as a limited retail location. Staff understands that the current owner 
will be making some exterior improvements soon as part of this transaction. 
 
Commissioners asked for a brief update of a property on Lois Drive with a large garage structure that the 
City has been dealing with for the past couple of years.  Staff provided some background and indicated 
that the property owner has re-applied for variances for the structure, without any significant changes 
from the past plan.   
 
Economic Development Authority Update 
HKGI  has come back to the City with some preliminary concept plans for the 5 key areas in the 
Highway Corridor Transition Study.  Last week a design “charette” was held with key City staff to 
discuss the feasibility of development/redevelopment concepts of the areas that were previously 
identified.    The next step for the study is a joint meeting between the City Council and the EDA on 
April 14th to discuss the refined concepts based on the discussions during the charette process and 
analysis by the consultant.  Simonson said that EDC members Denkinger and Marsh are involved in the 
study process as members of the EDA and outcomes of the study will be reviewed with the Commission. 
 
Simonson updated the members on the current status of the property at 3339 Victoria Street.  With the 
updated affordable housing rate dropping to $168,000 from 229,000 the City has determined that that 
component is no longer a viable option. Staff met with a builders and it was determined that there was 
interest to have it developed and sold on the private market.  The EDA and Council gave staff the 
direction to create and send out a Request for Proposal for the property in which the builders would be 
asked to make a purchase offer and include a concept plan for redevelopment.  
 
Simonson gave a brief update on the status of hoarding and City initiatives to assist in those cases.  We 
are now members of a Hoarding Pilot project which includes teaming up with The Hoarding Task Force, 
the Minnesota Hoarding Project, and Ramsey County.  This is to help to streamline the process when 
hoarding cases are discovered and how to best help those in need – whether it be a minor case or a major 
case that involves clean-out and/or the mental health component.  The EDA recently adopted a policy on 
protocols for handling and assessing hoarding cases including how the City coordinates enforcement 
actions with other agencies. 
 
PaR Systems Corporate Video 
A promotional video prepared by PaR Systems was shown to the members of the EDC.  The video gives 
the background on who the company is and what they do, and prominently notes they are based in 
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Shoreview.  Simonson said that PaR Systems presented the video during the City’s tour with State 
Commissioner of Revenue Myron Frans. Members agreed that this was a very well done summary 
showing the world class technology from a company created and headquartered in our community.  
 
GENERAL BUSINESS  
Commercial Land Inventory Review (Vacant and Redevelopment Areas) 
Simonson directed members to look over the map that was included in their packet which highlighted 
current vacant parcels as well as targeted redevelopment areas.  He added that the inventory was done as 
part of the recent discussion of both the EDC and EDA to develop strategies on how to prioritize our 
limited commercial properties available for development or redevelopment. 
 
Commissioner Weinhagen commented that the City of Shoreview is much farther ahead of other cities 
in having the inventory like this.  Simonson gave the option to members on whether they wanted to 
discuss this information now or we can use it to have a greater discussion in the future. A few of the key 
parcels were discussed: 

 The Children’s Hospital Property, with the potential for Class A office as guided by the 
development covenants. 

 The Shoreview Business Campus, which may or may not still have a conservation easement. 

  The properties near the gas stations on both sides of the County Road J and Hodgson 
intersection face the problem of wetlands that could impose major development as well as the 
dilapidated status of those parcels opposite on the Lino Lakes side of the boundary.  If the other 
side were to have development, the Shoreview side would be affected.   

 The 1 acre parcel between Red Robin and the Hilton Garden Inn which could be problematic 
with the size and location. 

 
Vice Chair Denkinger asked if any of the other members were aware of the Schwab-Vollhaber-Lubratt 
information that they are in need of expansion space and looking at other properties.  Simonson 
provided background that the company is in need of a new location as they have exhausted their current 
facility, which is primarily office as they lease a warehouse space in another community. He also 
mentioned that S.V.L. is one of the three business visits coming up this spring.  S.V.L., Deburring, and 
Stillwater Express Solutions have all been contacted to see when they would be available for a visit from 
the City.   
 
Commissioner Weinhagen asked if the City was involved in Ramsey County’s Economic Prosperity as 
part of their work plan.  Simonson stated that the City staff was aware of the County’s Economic 
Prosperity initiative and the Council recently was given a presentation at a workshop meeting.  
 
Commissioner Weinhagen gave a brief overview to the commissioners.  He explained that the County’s 
goal is to cultivate economic prosperity and combat concentrated areas of financial poverty.  They will 
do so by developing a comprehensive economic growth strategy that governs the use of County land, 
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facilities and services to enhance economic development, expand the tax base and prioritize living-wage 
job growth.  Essentially three strategies will be used: 

 People 

 Land 

 Prosperity 
 

There are lots of non-profits in the county and nearly half the land in the County is residential which 
both cause greater challenges in reaching this goal.  Only 21% of County land is commercial, which 
makes them ask the question:  How do we ensure the highest and best use in redevelopment of the 
commercial land?   
 
Simonson stated that we are dealing with somewhat of the same problem in Shoreview in terms of 
limited property and that we have to realize that as much as we want to retain all business we are not 
going to keep everyone.  We need to prioritize and decide which businesses twould make the most sense 
to assist in relocating/expanding.  If an analysis is supported and undertaken, he recommends it include 
an assessment of the impacts of the TCAAP redevelopment has on Shoreview’s economic development 
goals.   
 
Commissioner Gardner asked how we could initiate this study and whether or not we have a list of the 
businesses that need expansion. 
 
Simonson stated that Step 1 is to look at the redevelopment areas and identify who is there, jobs, tax 
base, property conditions and then start linking the findings to our BRE plan.  Step 2 would be an 
outside analysis of redevelopment potential and also the TCAAP master plan and its potential impacts. 
 
Commissioner Schaller asked if there are any City metrics/guides in City documents to help guide this 
discussion.  Simonson stated that we do not have anything to that depth and that is why we are looking 
to find out how to create a strategic plan.  He added that the closest document that addresses land use 
and other development goals is the City’s adopted Comprehensive Plan. 
 
Commissioner Gardner said he was tempted to suggest we have a meeting devoted to develop that 
strategy and a timeline to do that.  Denkinger stated the EDA had discussed the need for a joint meeting 
to discuss that plan and how to look at it more in depth.    We have the synergy and need to have a plan 
in place.  Simonson stated that even though the concept plan that was recently updated of the Shoreview 
Town Center, was done without the benefit of an updated/revised financial and full market analysis.  
The City does, however, have some real economic development plans/ concepts for the use of the TIF 1 
district. 
   
Gardner asked what Hill-Rom actually did.  Simonson stated that primarily specialized equipment for 
cystic fibrosis and other medical equipment, with the Shoreview location being office uses. 
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Commissioner Kroona asked what the big problem with the Shoreview Corporate Center seems to be.  It 
has been vacant for quite some time.  Simonson stated that the 1050 building, across from Red Robin, is 
always perplexing as it is the newest of the buildings in the campus but there has historically been a lot 
of turnover of tenants and long periods of vacancy.  The 1005 building, which was a manufacturing 
building that was converted into office space, is likely a candidate for tear-down at this point as 
compared to the millions of dollars it would take upgrade the exterior and renovate the interior.   
 
Continued Review / Update of EDC Work Plan for 2014-2015 
This discussion item was continued until next meeting. 
 
Update on BRE Program – Business Visits 
Simonson stated he had contacted Schwab, Vollhaber, Lubratt, Inc, Deburring, and Stillwater Express 
Solutions to see when they would be available for a visit from the City this spring.  So far S.V.L. had 
stated the beginning of April would work best for them. Staff will contact Council and EDC members 
via email on specific dates. 
  
ADJOURNMENT 
Commissioner Weinhagen, seconded by Commissioner Denkinger, moved to adjourn the meeting at 
9:40 a.m.  
 
Vote:  6 AYES 0 NAYS 
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SHOREVIEW PLANNING COMMISSION 

MEETING MINUTES 

February 25, 2014 

 

CALL TO ORDER 

 
Chair Solomonson called the February 25, 2014 Shoreview Planning Commission meeting to 

order at 7:00 p.m. 

 

ROLL CALL 
 

The following Commissioners were present:  Chair Solomonson, Commissioners, Ferrington,, 

Peterson, Proud, and Schumer. 

 

Commissioners McCool and Thompson were absent. 

 

Chair Solomonson welcomed newly appointed Planning Commissioner Kent Peterson who filled 

the vacancy created by Gerry Wenner.  Chair Solomonson thanked Former Commissioner 

Wenner for his many years of service on the Planning Commission. 

 

APPROVAL OF AGENDA 
 

MOTION: by Commissioner Proud, seconded by Commissioner Schumer to approve the  

 February 25, 2014 Planning Commission meeting agenda as submitted. 

 

VOTE:   Ayes - 5  Nays - 0 

 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
 

Commissioner Proud requested the following changes: 

 

Page 5, last paragraph, second sentence “applicant’s economic situation” should be changed to 

“applicants’ economic justification.” 

 

Page 7, third paragraph, last sentence should state... “be another six months before there could be 

a review of the same application,” which is to delete the word “and.” 

 

MOTION: by Commissioner Schumer, seconded by Commissioner Ferrington to approve the 

  January 28, 2013 Planning Commission meeting minutes, as amended.  

 

VOTE:   Ayes - 4 Nays - 0 Abstain - 1 (Peterson)  

 

 

REPORT ON CITY COUNCIL ACTIONS: 

 

Presentation by City Planner Kathleen Castle 
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The City Council approved the following applications forwarded by the Planning Commission: 

 

-  Planned Unit Development, Development Stage Review and Comprehensive Plan Amendment 

for Hummingbird Floral & Gifts 

- Text Amendment for Subsurface Sewage Treatment Systems 

- Wireless Telecommunication Facility Permit for Crown Castle 

- United Properties for Redevelopment with Senior Housing at 4785 Hodgson and 506 

Tanglewood 

- Pulte Homes for a 25-Lot Subdivision at 5878 Lexington 

 

NEW BUSINESS 

 

RESIDENTIAL DESIGN REVIEW/VARIANCE 

 

FILE NO.:  2516-14-06 

APPLICANT: JAY HOPPE 

LOCATION:  707 SCHIFSKY ROAD 

 

Presentation by Senior Planner Rob Warwick 

 

The applicant seeks the following variances for a house addition: 

 

- Increase permitted foundation area from the existing 1,759 square feet(28.6%) to 2,057 sq. ft. 

(33.4%). 

- Increase permitted impervious surface from 2,775 square feet (45.1%) to 2,969 square feet 

(48.3%) 

- Reduce the front setback from the south lot line from 25 feet to 12 feet 

- Reduce the rear setback from the north lot line from the minimum 30 feet to 1.1 feet 

 

A Residential Design Review is required because the property does not conform to the minimum 

lot requirements for a riparian lot since the lot area is 6,150 square feet, less than the 15,000 sq. 

ft. minimum area for a standard lot.  The lot has frontage on the east side of Turtle Lake and is 

developed with a one-story house and attached garage.  Access is from the south.  The existing 

storage shed located on the lakeside of the property would be removed.  The improvements 

include: 

 

• A 15- by 30.5-foot (457 sq. ft.) partial second story;  

• A  2- by 14-feet (28 sq. ft.) onto the west lakeside of the house; 

• A 5- by 7-foot (35 sq. ft.) front entry stoop (12 feet from the front property line); and  

• A 10- by 22-foot (220 sq. ft.) garage addition (1.1 feet from the north lot line).   

 

The property is zoned R1, Detached Residential and is in the Shoreland District for Turtle Lake.  

The structure setback from the Ordinary High Water (OHW)  is in compliance, but variances are 

needed from the front (south) and rear (north) lot lines.  The Building Official notes that 

construction less than 5 feet from the property line must use methods that retard the spread of 
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fire.  The proposed 1.1 foot setback for the garage creates impacts for construction and 

stormwater management. 

 

The applicant justifies the variance requests stating that practical difficulty exists with the lack of 

storage space for lake recreation equipment.  The house has no basement. 

 

The neighborhood has poor soils and a high water table, which is why houses are developed on 

slabs or over  crawl spaces.  The lake lots are small with a high percentage of impervious 

coverage.  There are larger homes and garages on non-riparian lots to the east on Schifsky Road. 

 

Staff believes there is practical difficulty for the front and rear setback variance requests.  The 

required setbacks of 25 feet for the front and 30 feet for the rear would exceed the depth of the 

entire lot.  There is no buildable area without variance relief.   Any expansion would require a 

variance, which is a practical difficulty and unique circumstance.   

 

Staff finds less reason for practical difficulty for the foundation area of the house and  

impervious surface.  The existing foundation area and impervious surface exceed current 

regulations and can be reused.   The proposed improvements seem to exceed development 

capacity of the site and are too intense.  City standards for impervious surface coverage are 

stricter for riparian lots to minimize impact to water quality.   

 

Property owners within 150 feet were notified of the application.  One resident responded with 

concern about construction, parking and storage.  No written comments were received. 

 

Staff finds that the proposed improvements are too intense for the property and is recommending 

denial of the variance requests and Residential Design Review. 

 

Commissioner Ferrington asked if the stoop would be included in the foundation area 

calculation.  Mr. Warwick answered yes, and noted the cantilevered portion and the addition are 

all included in the foundation area.  She further asked if the proposed pervious pavers to replace 

the patio are counted as impervious surface.  Mr. Warwick responded that it is questionable 

whether the pavers will be effective because of the high water table. 

 

Chair Solomonson asked if the existing front setback is 12 feet.  Mr. Warwick stated that it is 

now 14 feet.  Chair Solomonson noted a 15-foot driveway easement for access to 703 Schifsky.  

Mr. Warwick stated that only a small portion of that easement would count as impervious surface 

on the applicant’s property since it is largely located on the property at 703 Schifsky. 

 

Commissioner Ferrington asked the width of the easement.  Mr. Warwick explained that 

Schifsky Road is a 40-foot right-of-way which terminates approximately 15 feet east of the 

corner of 707.  South of 707 there is a parcel that is a 20-foot strip used as a lake access lot for a 

group of homeowners.  It is privately owned.  The parcel south of that strip is a second easement, 

10-feet wide, that provides lake access to a different group of homeowners.  Neither of those two 

parcels are buildable, which makes the property at 707 appear more open.  Three houses to the 

south were granted variances for impervious surface using the rationale that they were 

encumbered with the 30-foot driveway easement.   
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Commissioner Ferrington asked how this proposal would be impacted by future planned road 

improvements.  Mr. Warwick stated that any rights the City has would unlikely extend past the 

pavement already installed.  Even if improved, the street will not be through.  It will be for 

private use, not public use.  Curb and gutter will be added, but he does not anticipate the road 

becoming much wider.   

 

Commissioner Schumer asked if the driveway at 707 is on the easement.  Mr. Warwick stated 

that it is on the private easement.   

 

Chair Solomonson asked if the proposed second story would have to comply with the Building 

Official’s fire wall requirements.  Mr. Warwick answered that the second story would have 

greater than a 5-foot setback and would not need to comply with the stipulations of the Building 

Official.  Chair Solomonson noted the unique circumstance of the front of 707 being oriented 

north/south while the front of neighboring homes are oriented east/west. 

 

Mr. Tim Sullivan, RDC Architects, stated that he represents the applicant.  Commissioner 

Ferrington asked him to further explain the 2 foot by 14 foot addition to the living room.  Mr. 

Sullivan stated that space was sacrificed to add a front entry.  That is the reason for the 

expansion.  He stated that 704 and 708 have similar circumstances, and their variances were 

approved.  There is 200 square foot patio on the southwest corner of 707.  He asked if the 

impervious surface problem would be solved if the shed, patio and sidewalk to the patio were 

removed.  Ms. Castle stated that applicant can maintain the current amount of impervious 

surface.  Anything above that would need a variance.   

 

Mr. Sullivan stated that 707 is the smallest lot on the lake.  Access from the side is the reason 

for needing the variances for setbacks.  Front and rear setbacks are being applied to what would 

otherwise be side setbacks.  He is trying to understand why the shed is not considered part of the 

foundation area, but the cantilever and a roof overhang would be considered part of the 

foundation area.  Mr. Warwick stated that sheds are included in foundation area only when it 

exceeds 150 square feet.  Overhangs are not considered part of the foundation, but cantilevers are 

part of the foundation.   

 

Mr. Sullivan stated that because of the unique circumstances of this lot, he believes variance 

relief is warranted for adequate storage space. 

 

Chair Solomonson stated that he agrees there are unique circumstances for this property.  He 

likes the plan and would support it except for the third stall garage, which is too much for this 

property.  The lot is not a standard size.  Further expansion on a non-standard small lot does not 

make sense. 

 

Commissioner Ferrington agreed and added that lot coverage may be taken care of by the 

architect’s suggestion to remove the patio.  A nice improvement is the stoop, but she would 

prefer to not have the 2 foot by 14 foot extension on the lake side.  The third stall garage 

overbuilds the lot.  The size of the lot cannot be changed, and some things may need to be stored 

off-site.  She noted that although variances would be needed for a second story addition because 
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of the existing nonconforming setbacks, if there is no cantilever with the second story, 

foundation area would not be impacted.  

 

Commissioner Proud stated that one way to solve many problems of this property would be to 

explore the purchase of additional property to the south, which is only used for ingress and 

egress.  It is a good plan, but he cannot support the variances. 

 

Commissioner Schumer agreed that the third stall garage is too much for the property.  He has no 

problem with the 2 foot by 14 foot extension on the lake side.  He cannot support the proposal as 

it is presented. 

 

Commissioner Peterson stated that he understands the reason to update the home on this nice 

location, but as presented, it is contrary to Code and does not conform. 

 

Mr. Jay Hoppe, 1010 Sherwood Road, asked if the plan would be acceptable if he were to 

eliminate the third car stall and would like the opportunity to present such a revised plan. 

 

MOTION: by Commissioner Ferrington, seconded by Commissioner Proud to table this  

 proposal to the next Planning Commission meeting and extend the review period  

 to 120 days. 

 

VOTE:   Ayes - 5  Nays - 0 

 

MISCELLANEOUS 

 

City Council Meetings 

 

Commissioners McCool and Chair Solomonson will respectively attend the March 3rd and 

March 17th City Council meetings. 

 

Workshop 

 

The Planning Commission held a workshop meeting immediately following this meeting. 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

 
MOTION: by Commissioner Schumer, seconded by Commissioner Ferrington to adjourn the  

 meeting at 8:15 p.m. 

 

VOTE:   Ayes - 5  Nays - 0 

 

ATTEST: 

 

_______________________________ 

Kathleen Castle 

City Planner 



HUMAN RIGHTS COMMISSION 
MEETING MINUTES 
FEBRUARY 26, 2014 

 
 
CALL TO ORDER 
 
Co‐Chair Springhorn called the meeting to order at 7:01 pm with the following members 
present:  Elaine Carnahan, Cory Springhorn, Julie B. Williams, Lisa Wedell‐Ueki, Mary Yee 
Johnson, Bob Minton, Samuel Abdullai, Richard Bokovoy and Neha Sethi. 
 
Commissioners that were not present:  Mark Hodkinson 
 
Also present was Terri Hoffard, Deputy Clerk. 
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
 
Williams moved, seconded by Wedell‐Ueki, approval of the January 22, 2014 minutes with one 
minor revision.  Julie B. Williams was listed twice under Call to Order. Motion was adopted 
unanimously. 
 
REVIEW OF ART POSTER CONTEST 
 
The Commission members shared their thoughts on the outcome of the poster contest.   
They were impressed at how many of the winners attended the City Council meeting (only two 
were not present) and how well the school visits went.    They agreed the teachers all did a 
good job of educating their students on Martin Luther King Jr.  Commissioner Williams 
commented that she wishes that we were able to give the winners as many prizes as we used 
to in previous years. Without receiving donations from area businesses, the City budgeted $300 
for prizes and staff purchased some gifts and gift cards to be divided between the winners. 
 
ESSAY CONTEST REVIEW AND SELECTION 
 
Commission members reviewed and discussed the three essays that were received from 
Chippewa Middle School.  After some discussion about each of the essays, the Commission took 
a vote to decide on the first place essay.  A majority of Commission members voted for the 
essay submitted by Kaitlin Manning for first place and staff will forward her essay on to the 
State Human Rights Commission.  Second place was awarded to Lucy Chen and third place went 
to Madelyn West.  Since there were only three essays submitted, the Commission felt that all 
three essay writers should receive a prize.   
 
NEW BUSINESS 
 
Since the Commission has two new members, some discussion was had concerning email 
protocol and the open meeting law. 
 



Neha Sethi informed the Commission about an event taking place at Mounds View High School 
on Thursday, April 3.  The event is called “Cultural Explosion” and students will have booths 
representing 30‐40 different countries that will be offering information, food and 
entertainment specific to that country. Last year’s event was a huge success and she 
encouraged Commission members to attend. 
 
DISCUSSION REGARDING COMMUNITY DIALOGUE 
 
There was much discussion about the Community Dialogue tentatively set for this fall.  
Background information was given to the new Commissioners about previous Community 
Dialogues.  The topic for this year’s Dialogue will be “bullying”.  Commission members will bring 
ideas to the next meeting. 
 
OTHER ISSUES 
 
Samuel Abdullai informed the Commission that he will not be able to attend the next meeting 
since he will be out of the country. 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
There being no further business before the Commission, Abdullai moved, seconded by 
Carnahan, that the meeting be adjourned at 8:15 pm. 



PARK AND RECREATION COMMISSION 
MINUTES 

FEBRUARY 27, 2014 
 

CALL TO ORDER 
 
Park and Recreation Commission Chair Desaree Crane called the February 27, 2014 meeting of 
the Park and Recreation Commission to order at 7:05 PM. 
 
ROLL CALL 
 
Members Present: Desaree Crane, Tom Lemke, Carol Jauch, Charlie Oltman, Linda Larson, 
Athrea Hendrick, and Craig John. 
 
Members absent: Sarah Boehnen and Catherine Jo Healy. 
 
Others Present:  Michelle Majkozak, General Manager; Jeremy Bailey, Recreation Program 
Supervisor. 
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
 
Althrea Hedrick moved, seconded by Linda Larson, approval of the January 23, 2014 minutes.  
Motion was unanimously adopted. 
 
DISCUSSION REGARDING YOUTH ATHLETIC ASSOCIATION RECOGNITION AND SCHEDULING 
PRIORTY DESIGNATION 
 
Jeremy Bailey discussed scheduling for the youth athletic associations. Oltman commented on 
the large increase in soccer participants in the City’s program in 2013. Jeremy Bailey added that 
there was a shortage of fields at some of the schools and in other communities at the start of 
the season which could be responsible for some of the increase in soccer participation. Last 
year, the fields were not ready until late in the season due to the weather.  Tom Lemke asked if 
we would ever be able to get on the fields this year after such a difficult winter. Michelle 
Majkozak added the maintenance crew will have their challenges to get the fields ready for use 
this year. 
 
Tom Lemke inquired about our relationships with the various youth athletic organizations. 
Jeremy Bailey responded that all organizations were very cooperative and that he has met with 
several of the organizations this year. Bailey summarized the memo and policy. Oltman asked if 
they needed to approve the policy for use of city athletic fields. Bailey replied that the policy 
had already been adopted and that we were just looking for approval for all to receive youth 
athletic association recognition and scheduling priority. Oltman moved to approve, Lemke 
seconded. Motion was unanimously approved. 
 
   



STAFF REPORTS 
 
Majkozak asked if there were any other questions regarding Recreation Programs, Community 
Center, and Community Center Expansion. Oltman asked Majkozak what she thought was the 
most important area in need of expansion. Majkozak replied that every group feels their needs 
are the greatest. Majkozak said she felt the need for more multipurpose space; family locker 
rooms and fitness center were top priorities. John asked if Summer Discovery had filled yet and 
Majkozak replied that the program had almost filled and was at the same number of 
registrations as last year. Majkozak added that two additional class rooms were added to the 
Summer Discovery program last year increasing the capacity of the program to about 250 
children. There was further discussion about the Summer Discovery program and the addition 
of multipurpose space. 
 
There was some discussion about the indoor playground and moving it to the front entrance. 
Majkozak responded that Gary Chapman had heard from the company that inspects our 
playground that this would be a costly alternative. Most Commissioners agreed it would be a 
nice option but it would be difficult to justify the expense. There was further discussion on the 
potential for issuing bonds for the project. Lemke added some information on bonding 
requirements and how this would most likely not be an option for this project. All 
Commissioners agreed and are looking forward to receiving the next report from BWBR. 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
There being no further business before the Commission, it was moved and seconded that the 
meeting be adjourned at 7:30 p.m. motion approved. 



Minutes 
 ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY COMMITTEE 

March 24th, 2014 7:00 PM 
 

1. CALL TO ORDER 
The meeting was called to order at 7:00pm. 

 
2. ROLL CALL 

Members present: Tim Pratt, Lisa Shaffer-Schrieber, Susan Rengstorf, Paige Ahlborg, 
Lynn Holt 
Members absent: Mike Prouty, Dan Westerman, John Suzukida, Katrina Edenfeld 
Staff present: Jessica Schaum  

 
3. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

The agenda was approved with no changes. 
 

4. APPROVAL OF MEETING MINUTES – February 24, 2014  
   The minutes were approved with no changes. 
 

5. BUSINESS 
 

A. Committee welcome 
i. The Committee welcomed its newest member, Lynn Holt and did brief 

introductions. 
 

B. Speaker Series 2014 
i. Review: March 19th: We all live on waterfront property – Jessica Bromelkamp 

– Rice Creek Watershed District.  The Committee felt that it was well 
attended and a great background to what average residents could do for 
maintaining and enhancing water quality. 

ii. April 16th: Solar success stories – Diana McKeown Our final speaker will 
include the following:  

1. Where our energy in Minnesota comes from 
2. Carbon impacts of solar projects and energy efficiency 
3. What's happening in the "solar world" (legislative/policy) 
4. What's available for tax credits/incentives from the State or utilities  
5. Real examples of existing Shoreview solar projects: A past Green 

Community Award winner will speak about his experience, costs, and 
payback timeframe 

6. Resources and "where do I go from here" opportunities for residents 
to learn more or get connected with the industry 

 
C. Annual report  

a. Final approval was given to the drafted Annual Report. Jessica will send to the City 
Council with the March minutes. 

 
D. Newsletter Topics 

a. May/June issue – deadline March 3- we submitted: (12 page issue) 
i. EAB Treatment program and Oak trimming reminder (Jessica) 

ii. Yard waste sites with hours 
iii. Waterfest and Landscape Revival 
iv. New organics drop off at Ramsey County Yard Waste sites   

 
b. Late summer issue – brainstormed the following:  

i. Water Conservation, Ramsey County compost reminder, 
electronics/hazardous waste drop off options, carp or other invasive species 



issues, dog wastes, and energy saving tips.  Articles are due the first week of 
May. 

 
E. Public Works Update  

i. City and County Credit Union Development Review - Jessica presented the 
development plans for site and building plan review. The comments below 
were forwarded to the Planning Commission for their March 25th meeting:  
 

1. A consideration may include sinking the parking islands to maximize 
additional infiltration on site and planting with native shrubs. 

 
2. To further reduce impervious surfaces needed, the Committee 

suggested fewer parking spaces (17) to maintain a larger portion of 
the wetland buffer intact, or have the additional spaces use some sort 
of pervious pavement in place of traditional asphalt. 

 
3. There was a concern for adequate snow storage throughout the retail 

site with the proposed building being placed where this year’s snow 
has been stored. Because snow removal in parking lots usually 
contains salt, litter, car oils, etc, the Committee recommends avoiding 
the storing or pushing of snow into the wetland or infiltration area 
constructed for proper stormwater management. 

 
4. The Committee suggested a crosswalk or some other designated area 

through the parking spaces so customers could walk safely from the 
Credit Union building to the other businesses in the retail center.  

 
5. The Committee would like to see proper tree protection for existing 

trees throughout the site and diversity in the replantings. The maple 
trees suggested on the landscape plan could be swapped out for other 
tree species since the next invasive species coming along favors 
maple trees (the Asian Longhorned beetle.) 

 
ii. Tree sale –A full page order form in ShoreViews has already generated 

several orders. The City offers the tree sale as a way for residents to purchase 
trees at wholesale prices. Shoreview crews will deliver the trees in mid-May. 
Forms are available online, at City Hall, or residents can purchase them online 
at the Shoreview store. Jessica encouraged members to promote the sale. 
 

iii. Forestry interns – 6 people will be interviewed soon for 2 seasonal forestry 
intern positions.  

 
iv. Sustainability Practices award submittal – Jessica emailed the award 

document to members beforehand, members commented that Shoreview is a 
great place to live. 

F. Other 
a. Next Speaker Series – April 16           Next regular meeting – April 28     

 
G. Adjournment 

The Committee adjourned at approximately 8:20pm. 
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