CITY OF SHOREVIEW
AGENDA
REGULAR CITY COUNCIL MEETING
September 6, 2016
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. August 8, 2016 City Council Workshop Minutes
2. August 15, 2016 City Council Meeting Minutes
3. August 22, 2016 Special City Council Meeting Minutes
4. Receipt of Committee/Commission Minutes—
-- Bikeways & Trailways, August 4, 2016
-- Environmental Quality Commission, August 22, 2016
-- Planning Commission, August 23, 2016
5. Verified Claims

6. Purchases

7. Site and Building Plan Review — 4294 Hodgson Road, River of Life Church



8. Comprehensive Sign Plan — 3999 Rice Street, Thomas Schuette, Tyme Properties
9. Approve Final Payment — 2016 Seal Coat, Project 16-04

10. Authorize Professional Services Agreement — Stormwater Pond Assessment
Prioritization Ranking

11. Amendment to Professional Services Agreement — Water Treatment Plant, City
Project 14-02

12. Award of Quote for Wilson Park Playground Equipment Site Work
13. 2017 Community Center Rates, Ordinance No. 946
PUBLIC HEARING

GENERAL BUSINESS

14. Comprehensive Plan Amendment, Rezoning, Preliminary Plat, PUD-Development
Stage — 3527 Rice Street, Elevage Development Group LLC

15. Items Related to 2017 Tax Levy

A. Adopt Preliminary Tax Levy

B. Establish Dates for Budget Hearing
16. Approve Change Order #1 for Gramsie Road Rehabilitation, City Project 16-05
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
CITY COUNCIL WORKSHOP MEETING
August 8, 2016

CALL TO ORDER

Mayor Martin called the workshop meeting of the Shoreview City Council to order at 7:00 p.m.
on August 8, 2016.

ROLL CALL
The following attended the meeting:

City Council: Mayor Martin; Councilmembers Quigley, Springhorn and
Wickstrom

Councilmember Johnson was absent.

Staff: Terry Schwerm, City Manager
Rebecca Olson, Assistant to City Manager
Mark Maloney, Public Works Director
Fred Espe, Finance Director

Mn/DOT: Sheila Kauppi, Mn/DOT North Metro Area Manager
Ramsey County: Beth Engum

DISCUSSION REGARDING 1-35W MANAGEMENT LANE/COUNTY ROAD I
ACCESS CHANGES

Public Works Director Mark Maloney explained that as required by state law, a public hearing
was held on July 18, 2016 by the City Council to consider proposed Mn/DOT improvements to
I-35W. Mn/DOT seeks municipal support for the proposed improvements, which includes
removal of the access from County Road I to northbound 1-35W/T.H. 10. Considerable thought
has been put into this decision and there will be an alternative access to northbound 35W from
the TCAAP property.

Ramsey County has proposed putting in a round-about at County Road I, which staff believes
would address all the traffic movements in that area as well as protect the residential character of
Rice Creek Parkway. There will be a connector road (referred to as a thumb road) from County
Road I to the roundabout that will be put in at the County Road H interchange. County Road H
will access 1-35W going north and south and westbound on Highway 10.

Mayor Martin asked if the thumb road will serve as an access to other development in that area
or will be a closed access to get to County Road H. Ms. Beth Engum stated that the thumb road
will be a county road and will provide access to other development.



Councilmember Quigley asked the role of the I-35W Coalition. Ms. Kauppi responded that the
Coalition has been very supportive and has played a key role with the Managed Lanes study that
has been done over the last two years. The Coalition has also identified opportunities for
funding. Mobility dollars available in 2019/2020 as well as replacement and repair dollars
provide an opportunity to consider a large project. The Managed Lanes study looked at
operational issues and alternatives. One issue is how dangerous it is to access northbound 1-35W
from County Road | with the exit to westbound Highway 10 only 1200 feet from the County
Road entrance. This is especially true during peak hours. The proposal would remove this
County Road I access, add a managed lane on 1-35W and have two lanes that merge into
westbound Highway 10. Full interchange access will be available at County Road H.

Councilmember Wickstrom noted that the Fire Department favored an access to TCAAP from
Shutta Lane to the south. Ms. Engum stated that road is not being considered because it would
be difficult to build with the wetland and topography of the area. She added that the County has
hired a master developer for the TCAAP property who has been working with the County for
approximately two months. The main components of development being considered are a town
center and residential development. It has been agreed that Mn/DOT will not remove the ramp
at County Road I until the Managed Lanes project is implemented or the roundabout is built at
County Road I.

Councilmember Wickstrom asked about access for people from the north. Even if the
roundabout is completed at County Road I, how will drivers reach County Road H if the thumb
road is not complete? It is critical that there be good access to County Road H for residents from
the north. Ms. Engum agreed but stated that even though the thumb road will be under County
jurisdiction, it will be up to the developer when it is built.

Councilmember Springhorn stated that he understands the safety reasons for closing the ramp at
County Road I, but it will be inconvenient for drivers in that part of Shoreview to have to go
south to County Road H in order to access 1-35W going north. However, because of the safety
issues, he supports the project.

Mayor Martin agreed that it will be annoying to have to go south in order to reach the access
going north. She noted that it would make more sense for the thumb road to be further to the
east rather to provide access to ongoing development rather than along I-35W as a frontage road.

Councilmember Wickstrom requested the specific numbers and percentages to be able to share
with residents who are asking questions. Ms. Kauppi stated that the numbers to access 1-35W
from County Road | are low, but usage of the County Road | ramp to get to Highway 10 is high.
She agreed to send specific data information.

City Manager Schwerm asked if it is cost effective to dedicate the County Road | access only to
Highway 10 and not to I-35W without dramatically increasing costs, as he believes traffic will
grow in that direction. Ms. Kauppi answered that the current modeling numbers show more
traffic going north on 1-35W than west on Highway 10. Mr. Maloney added that as traffic on
Highway 10 increases, there will be a safer entrance from County Road J west of 1-35W.



Councilmember Quigley stated that his concern was communication with residents about the
lane changes that drivers will have to adjust to for either 1-35W or Highway 10 in addition to
using the roundabouts.

Mr. Schwerm agreed that moving access to 1-35W and Highway 10 to County Road H creates a
safer interchange than County Road | where drivers have to cross lanes of traffic quickly to
access 35W. Timing will be critical. It will be important for the Managed Lanes project to not
happen before the thumb road is complete.

Mayor Martin stated that she supports the plan, but continued to express concern if County Road
I is closed off before the thumb road is in place.

Ms. Kauppi stated that funding is planned at earliest in 2019. It is a four-year construction
project and is being treated as one complete project from Highway 36 to Lino Lakes. This is
well within the two-year time frame of projected development of the TCAAP property. The
County Road I and County Road H components can be staged to align well with development.

Mr. Maloney stated that using the design-build process over four years allows flexibility to move
different parts of the project depending on development. However, this makes it harder to
communicate changes to residents. He noted that the City Council has 90 days from the public
hearing to act on Mn/DOT’s request for municipal consent, which would be by the October 3rd
Council meeting. If no action is taken, the plan is deemed approved.

Mr. Schwerm stated that while there is support for the project as a whole, the question of
municipal consent raises an important issue of the timing of the completion of the thumb road.

Councilmember Wickstrom stated that she cannot support municipal consent without the thumb
road being completed in the location as shown on the map design. She does not want to see a
meandering road that creates more driving hazards. Mr. Schwerm stated that the thumb road
location cannot be guaranteed, but a curvy road would not support development. Ms. Engum
added that the thumb road will be a County road built to County standards. Ms. Kauppi added
that if there is congestion on the thumb road because of development, cars can access 1-35 W
south to the roundabout at County Road H to come back north.

Councilmember Wickstrom stated that she would be more comfortable knowing that to go south
on 1-35W to the County Road H roundabout cars will be able to stay in one lane and not have to
merge into the traffic lane.

Mayor Martin suggested that additional language be added to the resolution of municipal consent
to address the Council’s concern about completion of the thumb road. She stated as well that she
does not want Shoreview to hold up this project in any way because it is so important. She has
confidence in the work Public Works Director Maloney is doing and his understanding of
Shoreview to work for the City’s best interests.



REVIEW OF PRELIMINARY 2017 TAX LEVY

City Manager Schwerm explained that as 2017 will be the second year of the City’s biennial
budget, a full budget document is not submitted to the Council. Changes are approved by
resolution. The proposed budget adopted last year anticipated a 3.8% increase in the City’s
property tax levy. The proposed levy now includes an increase of 3.92%, or approximately
$417,000. The City’s taxable value is estimated to increase 4.3% that will result in a lower tax
rate. Fiscal disparities are expected to remain the same. The median home value is estimated to
increase 5.3% in Shoreview based on the assessor’s preliminary report.

Mr. Schwerm described the major factors driving the levy increase--personnel costs, which are a
2% wage adjustment; a $60 increase in the City’s share of health insurance, which anticipates a
12% increase. Actual health insurance cost revisions are not generally received until October.
Because of recent retirements and recent hires, many employees are getting step increases as
well as the 2% wage adjustment which accounts for the cost of wages being somewhat higher in
2017. Approximately 40% of wage costs are covered in the General Fund. The remaining costs
come from enterprise funds.

Mayor Martin asked the reason for the $107,000 increase to Park and Recreation costs. Mr.
Schwerm explained that part of the reason is reallocation from other funds to better align
employees with actual job responsibilities. Some expenses are minimum wage issues. The
increase in minimum wage impacts the Community Center and Recreation Program operations
because some positions are paid at a little higher rate than minimum wage because of skills, such
as a lifeguard. When minimum wage increases, wages of other positions have to be raised in
order to maintain an appropriate separation in pay rates for positions with different skill levels.
He added that two part-time positions were eliminated, which will help mitigate anticipated
public safety increases. The Community Survey cost is included this year. Currently a survey is
done every two years in odd numbered years.

Mayor Martin asked if the community survey is as valuable when it is done every two years. Mr.
Schwerm stated that the reason for the survey to be done every two years is because the
information gained is used for performance measures in the biennial budget. He acknowledged
the survey cost may not be warranted every two years, and suggested further discussion by the
Council.

Councilmember Quigley stated that he uses community survey information heavily in
responding to residents. The survey is a tool to describe the overall corporate culture of the City.
It is also important for the Council’s goal setting to align with the survey information.

Mayor Martin stated that there is hardly a business that does not request a follow-up survey at
the end of a transaction or event. There may be ways for the City to get survey information
online. If other costs in the budget go above expectations, such as health care, she sees the
survey as an option that could be altered in the budget.



Mr. Schwerm stated that police protection will increase 5.8%. One reason is a higher wage
adjustment than in recent years. In addition, the investigative caseload over the last five or six
years has increased from 800 to almost 1400, and the Sheriff’s Department has the same number
of investigators. Contract cities are being asked to fund another investigator position. A
representative from the Sheriff’s Department will be invited to an upcoming workshop to discuss
increases with the Council.

Mr. Schwerm continued with other factors that drive the levy increase. The Fire Department
duty crew is fully implemented. The budget for the Fire Department is increased by 3.7% for
cost of living. At mid-year a deputy chief position will also be added. This person will be a full-
time firefighter who will also oversee technology, computer maintenance and network support.

It is funded in this year’s Capital Improvement Program. The preliminary budget is the ceiling
that can be levied. He recommended adoption of the preliminary levy with opportunity for
further discussion on changes that reduce the levy.

Councilmember Wickstrom expressed concern that infrastructure with roads built in the 1980s
will begin to break down, which means that street infrastructure costs could rise significantly.Mr.
Schwerm responded that the $2.5 million street rehabilitation bond issue will be paid in 2022.
Those streets are holding up well. He would prefer to see that debt retired before new debt is
taken on.

Councilmember Quigley stated that all cities are facing these same infrastructure issues. Yet,
Shoreview’s ranking is 5 or 6 down from the average in taxes. That is the tax level to maintain
and tell residents.

Mr. Schwerm stated that Shoreview is still about 20% below the average. Mr. Espe noted that
the school district has dropped. Mr. Schwerm explained that when the school district renews its
levy, that levy is kept at the same level. Other districts have renewed levies at higher levels.

It was the consensus of the Council to move forward with adoption of the preliminary levy as
presented.

OTHER ISSUES

TURTLE LAKE AUGMENTATION SURVEY

Mr. Schwerm stated that a question regarding the survey to be sent to property owners on Turtle
Lake is to include an option to respond “not to proceed” and “not to proceed at this time.” This
would leave flexibility for addressing another period of low water levels. The costs presented
are based on the feasibility study.

Councilmember Wickstrom requested that all costs be listed as estimated on the survey. She
asked what level would trigger reconsideration of augmentation if an option were given for “not
at this time.” “Not at this time” is too open ended. There needs to be a defined circumstance to
trigger looking into this issue again.



Mayor Martin stated that there is current proof that precipitation brings the lake level up. She
supports the survey as presented.

TRAIL ON COUNTY ROAD J

Mr. Schwerm stated the Bikeways and Trailways Committee has recommended putting in a
sidewalk on County Road J. There is limited right-of-way for a trail. A sidewalk raises the issue
of accommodating different grades of driveways to meet ADA standards. Temporary
construction easements will be needed from several property owners to rebuild driveways.

Mr. Maloney stated that even with a minimal plan, there are a number of driveways that will
have to be significantly reconstructed, and there are a number of property owners adamantly
opposed to any sidewalk. There is no acquisition of land, only rebuilding the driveway. To put a
sidewalk in, there are trees that will have to come out or be heavily trimmed. Mr. Schwerm
estimated $100,000 to $150,000 in cost.

Councilmember Wickstrom noted that there will be redevelopment in the area, and County Road
J may eventually be a four-lane road.

Mayor Martin suggested that the response of the Council to the Bikeways and Trailways
Committe is that the consensus of the Council is that the cost is more than anticipated at this
time. It can be put in the budget and planned for the future. She would send the comments from
this discussion to Bikeways and Trailways Committee and ask them to look at alternative
projects.

Mr. Maloney suggested that one project the Committee may opt for would be a better crossing
on Gramsie. Mr. Schwerm stated that he sees that option as positive and more pressing at this
time.

CITIZEN OF THE YEAR

It was the consensus of the Council to go forward with advertisements for nominations for
Citizen of the Year with an application deadline in early October so there is time to make a
presentation at the November VVolunteer Dinner.

LIGHTING CEREMONY

Ms. Olson noted scheduling conflicts for Turtle Lake School to sing for the traditional Lighting
Ceremony. It was the consensus of the Council to move the Lighting Ceremony to Monday,
November 14, 2016, when the school choir would be able to attend.

The meeting adjourned.



CITY OF SHOREVIEW
MINUTES
REGULAR CITY COUNCIL MEETING
August 15, 2016

CALL TO ORDER

Mayor Martin called the regular meeting of the Shoreview City Council to order at
7:00 p.m. on August 15, 2016.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The meeting opened with the Pledge of Allegiance.

ROLL CALL

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

Councilmember Johnson was absent.

APPROVAL OF AGENDA

MOTION: by Councilmember Wickstrom, seconded by Councilmember Springhorn to
approve the August 15, 2016 agenda as submitted.

VOTE: Ayes - 4 Nays - 0

PROCLAMATIONS AND RECOGNITIONS

Assistant to the City Manager Olson announced the winners of the recent photo contest.
Participants submitted photos on the theme, “What is your family’s favorite summertime,
outdoor sport?” Four winners were chosen: two runners up, a People’s Choice award as voted
on Facebook, and a Grand Prize award.

Mayor Martin presented each winner with a certificate.

Place Photographer Name of Photo

1st Runner Up Jeffrey Finc “Open Net”

2nd Runner Up Mike & Jessica Heinze “Navigating Lake Owasso”
People’s Choice Bob Straka “Team Effort”

Grand Prize Bob Straka “Concentration”

CITIZEN COMMENTS

There were none.



COUNCIL COMMENTS

Councilmember Springhorn:

Thursday, August 18, 2016, the Shoreview Human Rights Commission, Roseville Human Rights
Commission, League of Women Voters and Harriet Walker Daughters of the American
Revolution Chapter will host a documentary film on votes for women. County Commissioner
Mary Jo McGuire will be the speaker. The program will be held at the Roseville County Public
Library from 7:00 to 8:30 p.m.

Councilmember Wickstrom:

Residents are encouraged to come to the Farmers’ Market and take advantage of all the fresh
fruits and vegetables available. It is open every Tuesday in the Commons from 3:00 to 7:00 p.m.

The final Concert in the Commons will be Wednesday, August 17, 2016, featuring a variety
band, Stimulus Package. The concert begins at 7:00 p.m.

The Friday Night Flicks was rained out last week. Movies will be shown for the next three
Fridays. This week is the movie, Minions; next week is The Good Dinasour; and the following
week will be Grease.

Mayor Martin:

Ramsey County is planning a large redevelopment at Lake Owasso Park, which has not been
upgraded for many years. Public design workshops will be held at the park to seek input from
residents in the area. The first workshop is August 25, 2016, 5:30 to 7:30 p.m. A second
workshop will be held on September 15, 2016, from 5:30 to 7:30 p.m. An Open House will be
held in November to show area residents proposed plans.

The Community Center pool will be closed September 6th through the 23rd for annual
maintenance.

CONSENT AGENDA

MOTION: by Councilmember Wickstrom, seconded by Councilmember Quigley to adopt
the Consent Agenda for August 15, 2016, and all relevant resolutions for item
Nos. 2 through 13:

2. Receipt of Committee/Commission Minutes:
- Parks & Recreation, May 26, 2016
- Parks & Recreation, June 23, 2016

3. Monthly Reports:
- Administration/Community Development
- Finance



- Public Works
- Park and Recreation
Verified Claims in the Amount of $1,123,917.94
Purchases
Developer Escrow Reduciton
Receive Assessment Roll and Order Public Hearing - Turtle Lane/Schifsky Road
Reconstruction, City Project 15-01
Approve Change Order #1, Project 16-01
9.  Approve Final Paynment, Project 15-01 & 15-03
10. Approve Plans and Specifications and Order Taking of Bids - Sanitary Sewer
Improvements - Bucher Lift Station, City Project 15-13
11. Approve Extension of Conditional Use Permit -3680 Kent Street, Boryczka
12. Approve Extension/Amendment to Development Agreement - 1080 County Road E,
Laliberte
13. Declaration of Intent to Bond

No ok

o

VOTE: Ayes - 4 Nays - 0

MOTION: by Councilmember Wickstrom, seconded by Councilmember Quigley to approve
Item No. 1 of the Consent Agenda, August 1, 2016 City Council Meeting
Minutes.

VOTE: Ayes - 3 Nays - 1 Abstain - 1 (Springhorn)

Councilmember Springhorn abstained, as he was absent from the August 1st meeting.

PUBLIC HEARINGS
There were none.

GENERAL BUSINESS

MINOR SUBDIVISION - 600 NORTH OWASSO BOULEVARD, HINZ/SUMMIT
DESIGN BUILD

Presentation by City Planner Kathleen Castle

This application is to divide the property into three parcels for single-family residential
development. The property is zoned R-1, Detached Residential. The proposal complies with
subdivision and City development code standards. There is an existing home on Parcel A, which
will be retained.

The Planning Commission found that practical difficulty is present and approved a variance to
reduce the required 20-foot side yard setback to 5 feet for the existing detached garage on Parcel
A. Staff is recommending a minimum 30-foot front setback for Parcels B and C.



Parcels A and B will share an access driveway. Tree removal and replacement is required for the
access driveway, which will be graded and a storm water system installed to flow to North
Owasso Boulevard. Parcel C has an access driveway off North Owasso Boulevard.

Property owners within 350 feet of the subject property were notified of the proposal.
Comments were received regarding access, storm water management, utilities and changing the
character of the neighborhood. The Lake Johanna Fire Department stipulated an emergency
vehicle access to Parcel A. Ramsey-Washington Watershed District does not require a permit.

The developer also owns an 8-foot strip of land that provides access to Lake Owasso. Concerns
from residents expressed questions about the future use of the beach access lot. Because the
beach access lot is a separate lot of record and not part of the application, staff does not believe
concerns with this lot should impact a decision on the minor subdivision. Staff is recommending
approval.

Mayor Martin noted an extension beyond Parcel B, known as Dale Alley and asked how this will
be addressed. Ms. Castle explained that Dale Alley is not actually an alley but a separate lot of
record that is privately held. It was never dedicated to the City for right-of-way. There is no
way for access to Parcel B to extend to the south. The easement access on the west shall end at
the south property line of Parcel B and not extend to the alley.

Councilmember Wickstrom asked if there is a signed maintenance agreement regarding the
shared driveway access for Parcels A and B. Ms. Castle suggested the following language be
added to condition No. 6, “An agreement will be executed between owners of Parcels A and B
which addresses driveway access and maintenance.”

Councilmember Quigley noted the congestion on Owasso Heights Road and expressed concern
about construction equipment access.

Mayor Martin responded that Owasso Heights Road will not be used for construction equipment
access for this project. The property does not connect to Owasso Heights Road. Ms. Castle
added that the Development Agreement does address construction parking and storage of
materials. No parking is permitted on North Owasso Boulevard.

MOTION: by Councilmember Wicksrom, seconded by Councilmember Quigley to approve
the Minor Subdivision application, including the Development Agreements,
submitted by Todd Hinz/Summit Design Build to divide the property at 600 North
Owasso Boulevard into three parcels for single-family residential use. Said
approval is subject to the following conditions, including the addition to condition
No. 6, as stated above:

Minor Subdivision

1.  The minor subdivision is approved in accordance with the survey submitted dated 07-14-
16.

2.  The applicant shall pay a Public Recreation Use Dedication fee as required by Section
204.020 of the Development Regulations before the City will endorse deeds for recording.



The fee will be 4% of the fair market value of the property, with credit given for the
existing residence.

3. Public drainage and utility easements shall be dedicated to the City as required by the City
Engineer. The applicant shall be responsible for providing legal descriptions for all
required easements. Easements shall be conveyed before the City will endorse deeds for
recording.

4.  Private easements for sanitary sewer services shall be provided for Parcels B and C as

identified in the memo from the City Engineer dated July 21, 2016.

Municipal water and sanitary sewer service shall be provided to Parcels B and C.

6.  The proposed 30-foot ingress, egress and driveway easement shall be modified so as not to
extend beyond the south lot line of Parcel B. An agreement will be executed between
owners of Parcels A and B which addresses driveway access and maintenance.

7. The applicants shall enter into a Subdivision Agreement with the City and shall include but

not be limited to the following: site grading, tree protection and replacement, required

financial sureties and fees, utilities, easements and construction management. This
agreement shall be executed prior to the City’s release of the deeds for recording.

A Grading Permit is required prior to the commencement of any site work.

9.  The driveway serving Parcels A and B shall comply with the requirements as identified by
the Fire Marshal.

10. The following conditions apply to Parcels B and C:

a. A Development Agreement for Construction must be executed prior to the issuance of
a building permit for a new home on each property.

b. A Tree Protection and Replacement Plan shall be submitted with the Building Permit
applications for the new homes on each parcel. Tree removal requires
replacement trees per City Code. City requirements for the tree removal and
protection plan shall be detailed in the Development Agreement for Construction.

c. A Grading and Drainage Plan shall be submitted with the Building Permit applications

for the new homes on each parcel. The items identified in the attached memo
from the City Engineer shall be addressed in this Plan.

d. For Parcel B, minimum structure setbacks from the property lines shall be as follows:
Front - 30 feet; Side (East) - 10 feet for the dwelling unit/5 feet for accessory
structures; Side (West) - 10 feet, and Rear - 40 feet.

e. For Parcel C, minimum structure setbacks from the property lines shall be as follows:
Front - 30 feet; Side (East) - 20 feet, Rear - 40 feet, Side (West) - 10 feet for the
dwelling unit/5 feet for accessory structures.

11. This approval shall expire after one year if the subdivision has not been recorded with
Ramsey County.

o

©

This approval is based on the following findings:

1.  The proposed improvements are consistent with the Land Use and Housing Chapters of the
Comprehensive Plan.

2. The subdivision is consistent with the policies of the Development Code and the proposed
lots conform to the other adopted City standards for the R-1, Detached Residential District.

3. The proposed residential use will not adversely impact the planned land use or the
surrounding property.



ROLL CALL: Ayes: Quigley, Springhorn, Wickstrom, Martin
Nays: None

APPROVAL OF WEBSITE REDESIGN CONTRACT

Presentation by Assistant to the City Manager Rebecca Olson

The City’s websites at City Hall and the Community Center were last redesigned in 2012 under a
contract with Vision Internet. The contract provides for one free website redesign. Given the
rapid ongoing changes in technology, refreshing websites is now recommended every 2 to 3
years. Both websites will be redesigned, one provided for under the contract and one paid for by
the City.

More people are accessing the City’s websites through mobile devices, but the current websites
are not responsive to mobile devices. The Community Survey shows that 59% of residents have
accessed the City’s website and that number has been steadily increasing since 2013. The
number of mobile device users now outnumbers traditional desktop users.

The Vision Internet redesign process includes data gathering on how the website is used,
methods of access and tracking areas of the website that aremost used. The Responsive Design
Element that will be installed will allow the website to automatically adjust to the size device
being used, whether a desktop, tablet or mobile device. This will make it easier to navigate.
Currently, the website has a drop-down menu and side menus. A mega menu is also
recommended for easier navigation. The mega menu can include information about special
events.

Analysis of usage shows that people often go to a website and type in what they are looking for
in the search box, rather than trying to navigate the site. Vision Search will be an enhanced
search button. Currently, the City has a Google search button.

As the contract includes one free website redesign, the costs listed are for one redesign:

Website Development (one-time redesign cost) $21,000 (paid from Cable Television Fund)

Content Management Implementation $ 7,500
Total: $28,500

The annual maintenance cost would be $12,250 plus a 5% annual increase beginning in 2017.

Draft Timeline:

September - November 2016: Website analysis
November 2016 - January 2017 Redesign approval
January - February 2017 Content migration

Early Spring 2017 (March - April) Unveil new website design

Councilmember Quigley asked if there has been feedback from residents on navigating the
current website. Ms. Olson stated that she does not receive a lot of individual feedback, but the
City has behavior tracking available to know how long people spend on a page, what search



terms are used, and how many pages deep into the website are used. She does not yet have
information on how data will be gathered--whether through a survey or interviews.

Mayor Martin asked if this redesign would create a mobile app. Ms. Olson answered, no. Mr.
Schwerm added that over 50% of website traffic is coming from mobile devices. Itis a critical
time to have those sources more user friendly.

Councilmember Wickstrom suggested getting direct feedback from someone who uses the
website often. She commended the mega menu upgrade that will be easier than a drop-down
menu.

Councilmember Springhorn asked if the costs are always budgeted through the Cable Television
Fund. Mr. Schwerm answered, yes, either with a transfer from the General Fund to the Cable
Television Fund or directly from Cable TV.

MOTION: by Councilmember Quigley, seconded by Councilmember Springhorn to
authorize the City Manager to enter into a contract with Vision Technology
Solutions, LLC for website development services for the redesign of the City and
Community Center websites, hosting services and content management licensing
services in the amount of $28,500.

ROLL CALL: Ayes: Wickstrom, Springhorn, Quigley, Martin
Nays: None

APPROVE CONTRACTOR BIDS FOR NEW SHOREVIEW COMMONS ENTRY
MONUMENT SIGNS

Presentation by City Manager Schwerm

The City has received two quotes for installation of two new entry monument signs for the
Shoreview Commons. The signs would be placed at the northwest and northeast corners of
Highway 96 and Victoria Street. The new signs would include digital messaging and will
replace the large message center sign that had to be moved with the construction of the new
County library. Signage throughout the Commons is being updated with agreement of the
Mounds View School District and Ramsey County. Both the County and school district will
financially participate in the cost of the signs.

The two signs are identical with a heading, Shoreview Commons, and a listing of all facilities in
the Commons. A digital sign is included on the two signs. Flagpoles are proposed in the median
across from the signs. Three contractors are needed: 1) masonry for the monument base; 2)
electrical for electrical work; and 3) sign contractor for the sign installation.

The low quotes received for the signs are:
« Sign work - Lawrence Sign Company $58,806
o Electrical work - NAC $14,800
« Masonry/Foundation work -All Phase Companies $38,800



The total project cost is $112,406. Mounds View School District will contribute $10,000, and
Ramsey County will contribute $15,000. The school district and County will also be paying for
signage in front of their buildings. The City’s share is $87,406 and would be paid from the
Community Investment Fund as part of the proceeds received from the County’s reimbursement
for the acquisition of a residential property for the library project.

Staff is recommending approval.

Councilmember Quigley asked if any message can be posted. Mr. Schwerm stated that City
policy will control the message on the two new signs. School events and County library
information will be included. In addition, the current digital message sign will still be available
for use.

Councilmember Wickstrom asked if the two signs could have different messages. Mr. Schwerm
explained that the two new signs will show the same message. The relocated digital sign could
have a different message.

MOTION: by Councilmember Springhorn, seconded by Councilmember Quigley to approve
the low bids for work relating to the new Shoreview Commons entry monument
signs including message boards and masonry bases, and lighted flag poles in the
Victoria Street median, from the following qualified firms:

« Sign Work - Lawrence Sign Company (Price: $58,806)

o Electrical Work - NAC (Price: $14,800)

» Masonry/Foundation Work - All Phase Companies (Price: $38,800)
Total project cost is $112,406 with contributions from the Mounds View School
District ($10,000) and Ramsey County ($15,000).

ROLL CALL: Ayes: Wickstrom, Quigley, Springhorn, Martin
Nays: None

SPECIAL ORDER OF BUSINESS

Mayor Martin noted the many emails and calls she has received regarding the high water level of
Snail Lake and requests for wake restrictions. Mr. Schwerm responded that when this happened
previously, the City was given specific authorization to impose wake restrictions by the DNR.
Staff will be contacting the DNR to find out the process for such authorization again, and the
Snail Lake Improvement District board will be informed.

Councilmember Wickstrom suggested that a certain water level trigger imposing restrictions,
rather than having to declare an emergency for special authorization.

Mayor Martin stated that she would like to expedite action on this matter, even if an emergency
meeting is needed for the Council.



ADJOURNMENT

MOTION: by Councilmember Springhorn, seconded by Councilmember Quigley to adjourn
the meeting at 8:00 p.m.

VOTE: Ayes -4 Nays - 0
Mayor Martin declared the meeting adjourned.

THESE MINUTES APPROVED BY COUNCIL ON THE ___ DAY OF 2016.

Terry Schwerm
City Manager



CITY OF SHOREVIEW
MINUTES
SPECIAL CITY COUNCIL MEETING
August 22, 2016

CALL TO ORDER

Mayor Martin called the special meeting of the Shoreview City Council to order at
5:35 p.m. on August 22, 2016.

ROLL CALL
The following members were present: Mayor Martin; Councilmembers Quigley and Springhorn
Councilmembers Johnson and Wickstrom were absent.

ESTABLISHMENT OF TEMPORARY NO WAKE ZONE ON SNAIL LAKE

Presentation by City Engineer Tom Wesolowski

Wesolowski indicated that the City has received phone calls and emails from some residents on
Snail Lake requesting that a “slow no wake zone” be established on the lake due to the record
high water levels. He noted that the City took a similar action in 2014 on Snail Lake due to high
water levels at that time. He checked with the State Department of Natural Resources and
determined that the City could take action to establish a temporary, 30-day no wake zone. This
no wake zone would be in effect for the thirty day period or until the lake level drops below 884
feet.

Wesolowski stated that he emailed the Snail Lake Improvement District Board and that three of
the five members indicated that they support the designation of the slow no wake zone. Two of
the five members preferred that the zone not be established. He also contacted Ramsey County
Parks staff, who are responsible for operating Snail Lake Beach and owns a significant amount
of property around the lake. Ramsey County also indicated its support for a temporary, no wake
zone.

Mayor Martin opened the discussion and asked for comments from the people in attendance at
the meeting.

Alan Longstreet, 4433 Harbor Place Drive, indicated that he has lived on Snail Lake since 1992
and loves the lake. He indicated that the erosion from the high water levels and waves from
boats is taking out the shoreline on the east side of the lake. He supports the creation of a
temporary and slow no wake zone.

Max Walsh, 4368 Reiland Lane, indicated that he uses the lake to inner tube and does not
support the slow no wake zone. He indicated that buoys have been placed 150 feet from shore,



and he respects those when using the lake to minimize erosion concerns. The high water levels
flood his land but cause less erosion of the shoreline at his property.

Andy Stenlund, 4248 Reiland Lane, supports the comments of Mr. Walsh and said that he also
uses the lake for recreation purposes and maintains the 150 foot distance from the shore to
reduce the waves and erosion.

Stephen Adie, 4320 Lake Point Court, indicated that he is a new resident on the lake and lives on
the point, and has lost much of his property due to the high water levels. He is concerned about
the potential damage to his property values and would like a long term solution to the high water
problem and the impact on his property. Although he also uses the lake for recreational
purposes, he supports the temporary no wake zone because of the impact of the high water on his

property.

Schwerm noted that the lake is nearly seven feet higher than it was in 2011. The City has a long
history of being concerned about lakeshore property values since there is a significant investment
by both the City and property owners in a lake augmentation system to maintain lake levels.
Wesolowski added that although the City has not needed to pump water into the lake for the past
three years, the long term history of the lake is that it needs to be augmented much more
frequently that it has high water.

Scott Hood, 4425 Harbor Place Drive, noted that he has lived on the lake for 18 years and also
supports the establishment of a slow no wake zone.

Councilmember Quigley indicated that he is very familiar with the lake having lived near it for
many years. He recognizes that the lake level has varied tremendously over the years and
believes the City Council needs to respond appropriately to resident concerns when are raised.

Mayor Martin noted that lake levels were high throughout Shoreview last week. She had an
opportunity to view some of the property damage caused by the high water levels on Snail Lake.
She noted that any sort of long term solution to this issue is not easily accomplished. It will
involve discussions with the Ramsey Washington Watershed District, the County, the City, and
possibly other agencies. The lake level is tied into the drainage patterns in the area. Water from
Snail Lake ultimately ends up near Gramsie Road, as does water from Lakes Owasso, Wabasso,
and Grass Lake. Gramsie Road is currently closed due to flooding over the street. Any
consideration of lowering the outlet level for Snail Lake would need to be studied in the larger
context of drainage patterns in the area. She believes it will be beneficial to discuss these issues
with the Watershed District and other governmental entities.

After further discussion by the Council, Quigley moved, seconded by Springhorn, to adopt
Resolution 16-78 establishing temporary, emergency, slow no wake restrictions on Snail Lake.

ROLL CALL: Ayes: Quigley, Springhorn, Martin
Nays: None



ADJOURNMENT

MOTION: by Councilmember Quigley, seconded by Councilmember Springhorn, to adjourn
the meeting at 6:25 p.m.

VOTE: Ayes — 3 Nays
Mayor Martin declared the meeting adjourned.

THESE MINUTES APPROVED BY COUNCIL ON THE ___ DAY OF , 2016.

Terry Schwerm
City Manager



SHOREVIEW BIKEWAYS & TRAILS COMMITTEE
Meeting Minutes

August 4, 2016

1. CALL TO ORDER

The meeting was called to order at 7:02 p.m.

2. ROLL CALL

Members Present: Craig Francisco, Ted Haaf, John Hakes, Bob Johnson, Jay Martin,
Craig Mullenbach, Mark Stange, and Bill Zerfas

Members Absent: Keith Severson

Guests: Connie Bernardy (Ramsey Co.) and Scott Yonke (Ramsey Co.)
City Staff: David Yang

3. APPROVAL OF AGENDA
The committee approved the agenda.

4. APPROVAL OF MEETING MINUTES

The minutes of the July 7, 2016 meeting were reviewed and approved by consensus of

the Committee.
5. COMMITTEE DISCUSSION ITEMS

Scotty Yonke, Director of Planning and Development at Ramsey County Parks and
Recreation, started off the meeting by going over the current trail flooding issues in Snail
Lake Regional Park. There are three trail locations that gets flooded almost annually. One
is at the trail tunnel under Gramsie Road, and the other two locations are in the northeast
region of the park. Scott noted that there is no simple solution to deal with the flooding
since the park is a low point in the region, collecting water from surrounding drainage
basins and lakes. Scott noted that the water level in Snail Lake, which also flows into the
park, is at record levels. Scott also noted that there could be other reasons as to why
flooding is so persistent in the park, and the County is actively looking at what those are,
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August 4, 2016
Page 2

but it will take some time to figure out. Scott noted that trail users have been cutting
through private property around the flooded trails in the northeast region of the park, and
that the County has received permission from the property owners to put down
woodchips along an off-trail path for safety measures. The County is also looking at
possibly buying property or getting easements at these locations to reroute the path in the
future. Scott stated that Ramsey County is willing to coordinate and dedicate resources
with the City of Shoreview, watershed districts, and St. Paul Regional Water Services in
coming up with temporary and permanent solutions to deal with the flooding.

Committee members unanimously passed a resolution urging the City Council to go after
the trail flooding in Snail Lake Regional Park, and recommended a floating
dock/boardwalk as a short term solution to the flooding in the northeast region. The first
priority would be the flooded trails in the northeast region of the park, and the second
priority is the trail crossing under Gramsie Road.

Connie Bernardy, Active Living Ramsey Communities (ALRC) Coalition Director,
presented the Ramsey County-wide Pedestrian and Bicycle Plan. The Plan is a guide and
resource for developing a connected Ramsey County for non-motorized traffic. It is
intended to engage community members at all levels and be a guide for future community
investments. Connie stated that the overall goal is to improve health through active
mobility while providing a safe transportation system for pedestrians and bicyclists. As
part of their implementation plan, ALRC wants the City of Shoreview and other cities to
participate in their Annual Performance Evaluation Summit, and for the City Council to
support the adoption of a resolution in support of the Plan. The resolution language
entails accepting the Plan as a guiding document for pedestrian and bicycle planning and
implementation. The resolution language would also direct staff to incorporate the Plan
into the City’s future comprehensive transportation and park plans, as well as in other
related areas. More information about the Plan can be found on the County website.

The present Committee members passed a motion recommending the City Council adopt
a resolution in support of the Ramsey County-wide Pedestrian and Bicycle Plan.
Committee member John Hakes abstained from the vote.

City staff presented highlights from the Public Works monthly report and provided an
update on current projects.

The Committee recapped the Tour de Trail event and the booth at the Slice of Shoreview.
There was a total of 69 registrants for the Tour de Trails event this year, which received a
handful of positive reviews. Possible improvements for future events were also discussed.

The meeting was adjourned at 8:33 P.M.



Shoreview Bike and Trailways Committee Recommendations
RE: Snail Lake Regional Park Trail Flooding
August 4th 2016

This document is to fortify the unanimous resolution passed by the Bike and Trailways
Committee August 4th 2016 to urge the Shoreview City Council to carry forward our request to
Ramsey County to find solutions to the flooding Issues in Snail Lake Regional Park. (See Bike and
Trialways Committee meeting minutes for August 4, 2016, page 2.)

The map below (Figure 1) shows the three major areas in Snail Lake Regional Park that need the
most attention, two located in the Northeast corner and the tunnel under Gramsie Road.

#1) Ongoing flooding over the path prevents people from completing a loop, which not been
passable in over a year (except when completely frozen). We recommend that the city
immediately install a floating bridge as a short-term solution to make the trail usable for
residents for the remainder of this season and for safer crossing this winter. Long-term we
recommend a study of the landscape by the County to determine and then construct the most
appropriate permanent structure.

#2) Ongoing flooding covering the path has people going over private property to circumvent
the flooded trail, which has been impassable for 18 months. This summer, with the permission
of the private landowners, the county created a safer, unpaved alternate route across the
private property.

We recommend:
a. The County construct a permanent bridge or boardwalk structure along the current
path; or
b. The County purchase the portion of land where the path has been rerouted and
pave the trail over that high ground.

#3) Consistent and pronounced seasonal flooding filling the tunnel at the North-South trail
connection under Gramsie Road inhibits trail users from safely passing. Because the tunnel will
not likely get raised, we recommend that the city and/or county build up the approaching paths
on the North and South sides to make an alternate route over Gramsie Road when the tunnel is
flooded. A pedestrian crossing may be necessary to allow safer street crossing.

At a future time when measures may be taken to address the flooding over Gramsie Road, we
recommend that addressing the flooding in the tunnel and trail crossing be included in the
priorities for that project.






Resolution for support of the Ramsey County-wide Pedestrian and
Bicycle Plan.

Resolution No.

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF IN SUPPORT OF
THE RAMSEY COUNTY-WIDE PEDESTRIAN AND BICYCLE PLAN.

WHEREAS, Active Living Ramsey Communities engages the community to improve health by
creating and promoting environments for people to be physically active in their daily routine;
and

WHEREAS, improving opportunities for physical activity contributes to and strengthens
individual, family and community health, safety, and quality of life; and

WHEREAS, an integrated and well-planned multi-modal transportation system provides safe,
convenient and accessible transportation options to meet the diverse needs of people in
Ramsey County; and

WHEREAS, a connected pedestrian and bicycle network enhances mobility and opportunities
for people to access education, employment and community resources; and

WHEREAS, vibrant, walkable and bikeable communities cultivate economic prosperlty and
positive neighborhood investment; and

WHEREAS, Active Living Ramsey Communities has engaged community stakeholders since 2004
including leaders, practitioners and residents throughout the County with an emphasis on
underserved communities through non-traditional means such as pop-up events at community
festivals, online engagement, focused listening sessions with specific groups, and walking audits
with residents who live in Saint Paul Public Housing; and

WHEREAS, partners have identified a network of pedestrian and bicycle facilities that, when
fully constructed, will create an integrated system of walkable and bikeable corridors
connecting the people of Ramsey County with key destinations in and outside of the county;
and

WHEREAS, transportation corridors that cross municipal boundaries and jurisdictions require
coordination and planning among responsible units of government;

WHEREAS, the planning process for the Connected Ramsey Communities Network was inclusive
of local planning for pedestrians and bicyclists; and

WHEREAS, the region will be able to more effectively implement the plan and seek funding for
projects with support of local partners;



NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY OF RESOLVES AS FOLLOWS:

1)

2)

Accept the Ramsey County-wide Pedestrian and Bicycle Plan as a guiding document for
pedestrian and bicycle planning and implementation.

Direct the City staff to incorporate the Ramsey County-wide Pedestrian and Bicycle Plan
into the next comprehensive plan update in transportation, parks, public health and
other related areas.

Direct the City staff to coordinate, collaborate and partner with Ramsey County
municipalities, other responsible governmental units, key stakeholders and residents on
the development of the Connected Ramsey Communities Network and a walkable and
bikeable community for all ages and abilities.



DRAFT
Minutes

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY COMMITTEE
August 22, 2016 7:00 PM

1. CALL TO ORDER
The meeting was called to order at 7:08 PM.

2. ROLL CALL

Members Present: Tim Pratt, John Suzukida, Lisa Shaffer-Schrieber, Lynne Holt, Paige Ahlborg,
Susan Rengstorf, Leslie Sharkey

Members Absent: Kathy Radosevich

Staff Present: Neva Widner, Tom Wesolowski

3. APPROVAL OF AGENDA
The agenda was approved with no changes.

4. APPROVAL OF MEETING MINUTES - July 25, 2016

The meeting minutes were approved with one spelling change.

S. BUSINESS
A. Workplan Tasks

a. Green Community Awards Presentation Reminder
Neva reminded EQC members the Green community awards presentation will be held at
the September 19" City Council Meeting. Invitations to all of the award recipients have
been sent out.
b. Assign ShoreViews article(s) due October 10® (Nov./Dec. long edition)
a.Leslie will put together an article on indoor worm-composting, Paige will put
together an article on green housecleaning. Tim will put together an article on
Christmas light disposal options.
¢. Community Solar Gardens 101 workshop- Set for September 20™. Julie is making
flyers.

B. Public Works Update
a. Clean up day is set for October 8.
b. Tom Presented on Proposed Gramsie woods development and EQC members
provided comments.

C. Other- Julie Drennen, Conservation Minnesota updated on post-Shoreview Community
Conservation meeting,
D. Adjournment -8:16 PM- Next regular meeting — September 26", 2016



SHOREVIEW PLANNING COMMISSION
MEETING MINUTES
August 23, 2016

CALL TO ORDER

Chair Doan called the August 23, 2016 Shoreview Planning Commission meeting to order
at 7:02 p.m.

ROLL CALL

The following Commissioners were present: Chair Doan; Commissioners Ferrington, McCool,
Peterson, Solomonson, Thompson and Wolfe.

APPROVAL OF AGENDA

MOTION: by Commissioner Ferrington, seconded by Commissioner Peterson to approve
the August 23, 2016 Planning Commission meeting agenda as presented.

VOTE: Ayes -7 Nays - 0

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

The following corrections were made to the June 28, 2016 meeting minutes: 1) the motion to
approve the minutes of June 28, 2016 should read moved by Commissioner Ferrington and the
name Peterson should be removed; 2) on page 11, Commissioner Solomonson’s comment regarding
removal of the detached garage should read that it would result in a total of 1200 square feet
accessory structure space, not 12,000.

MOTION: by Commissioner Peterson, seconded by Commissioner Ferrington to
approve the July 26, 2016 Planning Commission meeting minutes, as amended.

VOTE: Ayes - 6 Nays - 0 Abstain - 1 (Thompson)

REPORT ON CITY COUNCIL ACTIONS

Presentation by Senior Planner Rob Warwick

The City Council approved the minor subdivision proposed by Todd Hinz and Summit Design
Build at 600 North Owasso Boulevard, as recommended by the Planning Commission with an
additional condition that there be a written maintenance agreement between the owners of Parcel A
and Parcel B for the shared driveway access.



OLD BUSINESS

RESIDENTIAL DESIGN REVIEW - VARIANCE

FILE NO.: 2624-16-23
APPLICANT: ZAWADSKI HOMES, INC.
LOCATION: 951 OAKRIDGE AVENUE

Presentation by Senior Planner Rob Warwick

At the July 26, 2016 Planning Commission meeting this application was tabled and the review
period extended because of concerns that the proposed accessory floor area was too large a variance
from recently adopted standards. The applicants have revised their plans.

The lot is a substandard riparian lot on Turtle Lake with a width of 68 feet, less than the standard of
100 feet. The proposal is to tear down an existing home, detached garage and shed. A water-
oriented structure of 331 square feet will remain. A new house will be constructed with a one-story
design and walkout lower level with an attached 987 square foot garage. The house has a
foundation area of 2090 square feet. A variance is requested to increase total floor area for
accessory structures and to reduce the front setback to 139.5 feet.

The application has changed in that the detached garage of 788 square feet will be removed. The
new attached garage, which was 600 square feet, is now proposed at 987 square feet, which
complies with the 1000 square foot maximum or 80% of the dwelling unit foundation area. The
total accessory floor area proposed is 1,318 square feet or 63.7% of the dwelling unit foundation
area. This amount exceeds the 1200 square foot maximum permitted. Currently, there is 1,299
square feet of accessory structures on the property.

The calculated range of front setback is between 155.15 to 175.15 feet as based on the setbacks of
houses on adjacent lots; the proposed front setback is 139.61 feet. Also, the west side of the house
is 7.3 feet from the lot line; the required permitted minimum setback is 10 feet. All other residential
deign review standards are in compliance.

Two shoreland mitigation practices are required. The practices chosen by the applicants are: 1)
vegetation protection area that extends 50 feet upland from the OHW; and 2) architectural mass
with use of natural colors.

Retention of the water oriented structure limits a three-car attached garage. Staff believes the
dwelling will be the dominant feature on the property. Total accessory floor area is approximately
64% of the 2090 square feet of dwelling foundation area. The attached garage will be less
noticeable than the detached garages in the neighborhood. The house and water oriented structure
are well screened and difficult to see. Staff does not believe the character of the neighborhood will
change.

Notice of the revised proposal was mailed a second time to property owners within 150 feet. In
July, three comments of support were received. No comments were received in August. Staff is
recommending approval with the conditions in the staff report.



Commissioner McCool stated that it was his recollection that it was his recollection that with a 3-
car garage and removal of the detached garage, accessory structure area would be in compliance.

Ms. Christine Wahlin, Applicant, stated that a 3-car garage is being removed, and a 3-car garage is
being attached to the house but not at the end of the house. It is a side entry to the garage. The
reason a few extra feet were added to the garage is because the stairs must be ADA accessible due
to health issues. Neighbors requested the lakeside setback be increased so as not to obstruct views,
which is why it is at 139.61 feet.

Chair Doan opened comment to the public. There were no comments or questions.

Commissioners expressed their support and appreciation that the feedback from the Planning
Commission at the last meeting was taken seriously.

MOTION: by Commissioner Thompson, seconded by Commissioner Ferrington to adopt
Resolution 16-67, approving the variance requests, and to approve the residential
design review application.

Approval is subject to the following conditions:

1. The project must be completed in accordance with the plans submitted as part of the
application. Any significant changes to these plans, as determined by the City Planner, will
require review and approval by the Planning Commission.

2. This approval will expire after one year if a building permit has not been issued and work
has not begun on the project.

3. This approval is subject to a 5-day appeal period. Once the appeal period expires, a building
permit may be issued for the proposed project. A building permit must be obtained before
any construction activity begins.

4. A Mitigation Affidavit shall be executed prior to the issuance of a building permit for the
addition.

5. The applicants shall submit a landscape plan the shows the existing and proposed
landscaping. The landscape plan is subject to the approval of the City Planner.

6. Use of the accessory structure shall be for personal use only and no commercial use is
permitted.

Discussion:

Commissioner Solomonson asked if removal of the shed and detached garage should be stipulated
in the motion.

City Attorney Beck recommended this condition be added.
Commissioner Solomonson offered an amendment to the motion as condition No. 7, that the
applicant shall remove the 788 square foot detached garage and 180 square foot shed.

Commissioner Peterson seconded the amendment.

VOTE ON THE AMENDMENT: Ayes -7 Nays - 0



VOTE ON MOTION AS AMENDED:  Ayes-7 Nays - 0

NEW BUSINESS

VARIANCE

FILE NO.: 2629-16-28

APPLICANT: JOHN & VALERIE KELLY
LOCATION: 650 HIGHWAY 96 WEST

Presentation by Economic Development and Planning Associate Niki Hill

The applicants seek a variance to reduce the minimum 40-foot setback from the front property line,
which is on the street side, to 3.8 feet for a front porch addition; 19.8 feet from the front property
line for the garage addition; and 10.8 feet from the front lot line for additional living space. A 40-
foot setback is required on an arterial road, such as Highway 96. The road right-of-way extends
into their 40-foot setback.

Also, a variance is requested to reduce the minimum 10-foot setback from the west side lot line to
7.3 feet to convert the existing attached garage into living space.

The property is zoned R1, Detached Residential and is a standard riparian lot so not subject to the
Residential Design Review standards.

The applicant states that reduction of the front setback variances are a result of the design of the
existing home, placement of the home on the property, and the topography of the site. Conversion
of the existing garage into living space will not impact the adjacent home because the homes are not
aligned. The setback for the garage cannot be increased due to the topography of the property. The
front porch addition is to provide sheltered space for visitors.

Staff finds the justification for setback variances reasonable. The property is zoned R1, which
allows single-family homes as a permitted use. The foundation of this home is approximately 989
square feet and smaller than other nearby homes on Snail Lake. The existing setback of the home
on the west lot line is 7.3 feet. Conversion of the garage to living area adds living space to the
house. Staff finds this request reasonable, as no further encroachment into the setback will be
made. Replacing the garage with a 3-car garage is also reasonable for lakshore property. The 19.6-
foot setback of the garage will provide off-street parking on the applicant’s property. The porch is
designed to enhance the appearance of the home, and the 3.8-foot setback will not interfere with
improvements in the Highway 96 right-of-way.

There are unique circumstances to this property with the presence of Highway 96, which is under
the jurisdiction of Ramsey County. It is an improved roadway with four lanes and medians. No
further improvements are planned to Highway 96. The characteristics of Highway 96 and
placement of the home on this property are unique circumstances. Since the home at 600 Highway
96 is set back further, the addition will not be adjacent to the neighboring home. Landscaping will
be used to provide separation and buffering. The topography of the property is also unique. Itis



flat on the north adjacent to Highway 96, then slopes to Snail Lake. Placement of the garage at a
further setback would mean additional grading.

The character of the neighborhood will not be changed because lots on the north side of Snail Lake
vary in size and depth. The applicant’s parcel and the adjacent property at 640 are smaller and have
been developed with homes close to the highway. There is no change to the building footprint on
the west side.

Two practices of shoreland mitigation is required. The applicants have chosen neutral earth tone
colors for the home as one practice. A second practice is yet to be identified but must be stipulated
prior to the issuance of a building permit.

Property owners within 150 feet were notified of the proposal. No comments have been received.

Ramsey County Public Works reviewed the proposal and had some concern about the 3.8-foot
setback from the front lot line but did not object to the variance. The concern is that the porch may
impact use of the driveway, but the porch abuts the driveway without extending into it. Also, the
County may require a turn lane east of the property, but there is adequate right-of-way should a turn
lane be needed.

Ramsey-Washington Metro Watershed District reviewed the plan and indicated a watershed permit
is not required. Staff is recommending approval of the requested variances.

Commissioner Solomonson stated that the variance of 3.8 feet is still 50 feet from the roadway. He
guestioned whether the garage has footings for conversion to living space. Mr. Warwick responded
that the garage is attached with footings.

Chair Doan asked if an egress window is required. Ms. Hill explained that unless the living space is
converted into a bedroom, window egress would not be required.

Commissioner Peterson asked if the driveway will be usable with the porch abutting the edge. Is
there space for usable driveway particularly in the winter?

Ms. Val Kelly, Applicant, stated the porch was added after the addition was designed. The
driveway is a drive through to a parking area by the garage. Snow is stored in the side yard. More
than a porch, she would prefer an extended eave attached to columns to provide shelter for visitors.
The porch would be for looks. Ms. Hill stated that an extended roof structure instead of a porch
would still need a variance.

Commissioner Ferrington asked if the steps from the house go down to the driveway. Ms. Kelly
answered, yes. She added that along the horseshoe drive closest to the house are seven sturdy posts
to prevent cars from skidding into the house. The porch would be behind the posts.

Commissioners expressed their appreciation for this nice remodeling of the home. The porch will
add a nice feature. Improvements to aging properties is in line with City goals.

MOTION: by Commissioner Peterson, seconded by Commissioner Ferrington to adopt
Resolution No. 16-76 approving the variance submitted by John and Valerie Kelly for their

5



property at 650 Highway 96. The approved variances reduce the minimum front and side yard
setback required for the proposed addition and remodeling. This approval is subject to the
following conditions:

1.  The project must be completed in accordance with the plans submitted as part of the VVariance
application.

2. This approval will expire after one year if a building permit has not been issued and
construction commenced.

3. A Mitigation Affidavit shall be executed prior to the issuance of a building permit for the
addition. The mitigation practices shall include architectural mass and a second practice.

4.  Erosion control will be installed in accordance with the City Code requirements prior to any
site disturbance. Vegetation shall be restored in accordance with City Code standards.

5. Any construction work or activity in the Highway 96 right-of-way requires a permit from
Ramsey County.

6.  This approval is subject to a 5-day appeal period.

This approval is based on the following findings:

1.  The proposed improvements are consistent with the Housing and Land Use Chapters of the
Comprehensive Plan.

2. The proposed expansion and remodeling of the home, including the addition of an attached
garage represents a reasonable use of the property which is located in the R-1 Detached
Residential District and Shoreland Management District.

3. Unique circumstances are present due to the topography of the property, proximity of the
home to Highway 96 and the characteristics of Highway 96.

4.  Practical difficulty is present as stated in Resolution 16-76.

VOTE: Ayes - 7 Nays - 0
VARIANCE

FILE NO.: 2627-16-26

APPLICANT: SCOTT & JULIE SCHRAUT
LOCATION: 844 COUNTY ROAD | WEST

Presentation by Presentation by Economic Development and Planning Associate Niki Hill

This application requests a variance to reduce the minimum Ordinary High Water (OHW) setback
to 28 feet for an infill addition and 24 feet for deck steps. The existing home is within 50 feet of the
buffer area. Any modifications on the lakeside area outside the existing building

footprint require a variance because it is within the 50-foot required OHW setback. The proposal is
to infill under a cantilever roof, which will result in a 28-foot setback. There will be a door access
with steps at a 24-foot setback.

A Shoreland Mitigation plan is required to mitigate the adverse effects that land development has on
water quality and the lake environment. This project will have minimal site disturbances with no
impact on water quality and the lake environment. Therefore, staff is recommending the mitigation
requirement be waived.



The applicant states that the infill is for the house to function better. The existing entrance has a
challenging floor plan with a doorway to the dining room perpendicular to the outside door and
second floor stairs immediately adjacent to the outside door. The infill adds ventilation and new
space for guests to more easily enter the home. It will also prevent congestion and injuries to small
children. The floor of the home is three steps higher than the yard. The deck steps are necessary to
access the proposed rear door from the yard.

Staff finds the proposal reasonable. The proposed additions do not increase the roof area or the
impervious surface coverage. There are unique circumstances because the property is a substandard
riparian lot with an average width of 100.30 feet, average depth of 116 feet and area of 11,325
square feet. The required minimum riparian lot is 15,000 square feet. The home is set back 25.5
from the OHW, less than the required 50 feet. The character of the neighborhood will not change
with this infill addition. The 24-foot setback for the stairs will not impact the neighborhood as they
will be integrated to the existing landing.

Notices were sent to property owners within 150 feet. One comment was received in support. Staff
is recommending approval with the conditions in the staff report.

Commissioner Solomonson asked if a railing is required for the steps. The contractor explained that
a railing is not required.

Mr. Scott Schraut, Applicant, stated that he is present to answer any questions.

MOTION: by Commissioner McCool, seconded by Commissioner Solomonson to adopt
Resolution 16-77 approving the requested variance submitted by Scott and Julie
Schraut, 844 County Road I, to reduce the required 50-foot Ordinary High Water
level structure setback from a front property line to 28 feet for an infill addition
and 24 feet for stairs. Said approval is subject to the following:

1.  The project must be completed in accordance with the plans submitted as part of the VVariance
application.

2. This approval will expire after one year if a building permit has not been issued and
construction commenced.

3. This approval is subject to a 5-day appeal period.

This approval is based on the following findings of fact:
1.  The proposed improvement is consistent with the policies of the Comprehensive Plan,

including the Land Use and Housing Chapters.
2. Practical difficulty is present as stated in Resolution 16-77.

VOTE: Ayes - 7 Nays - 0



PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT-CONCEPT REVIEW

FILE NO.: 2606-16-05
APPLICANT: WOOLPERT, INC.
LOCATION: 4188 LEXINGTON AVENUE (SHOREVIEW BUSINESS CAMPUS)

Presentation by Senior Planner Rob Warwick

The property consists of 15 acres. The proposal would amend an existing PUD that was approved
in 1987 for three single-story office buildings of 50,000 square feet each. One building was
constructed on the south portion of the site. Mass grading was completed for the entire site, and
storm water infrastructure was installed, but the other two buildings were not built.

In 1993, property owners applied to amend the PUD to expand uses to include light industrial,
manufacturing, assembly, processing and warehousing. The request was not approved by the City.

In 1994, a concept PUD Amendment was approved to allow a 136,000 square foot office,
warehouse and manufacturing on the north side of the property. The Concept PUD was approved
with a reduced floor area of 110,000 square feet. No further approvals were requested, and the
amendment expired. No further applications or amendments have been received. Therefore, the
1987 amendment is in effect for site condominium.

In the mid-1990s conservation easements were conveyed to the Minnesota Forestry Association.
Public use was prohibited, and limited uses were given to forestry. These easements were
extinguished in 2009. Permitted uses include office, light industrial and supporting commercial
services.

Woolpert/Waterwalk are considering purchase of the northwest portion of the property to develop
the site with two four-story buildings that would accommodate approximately 150 extended stay
hotel/apartments, with parking and access drives. Landscaped islands and landscaping within and
around the parking and drive areas are required. Shade trees at a rate of 1 per 10 parking stalls are
required to screen from adjacent residential uses. The plan includes a pocket park in the vacant City
right-of-way immediately north of the site.

Two four-story buildings are proposed on the site plan that total 153 hotel rooms each. The height
of the buildings is approximately 55 feet. Parking surrounds the buildings with 162 stalls. The
existing driveway access would be used off Lexington Avenue. Ramsey County will require the
1984 traffic study to be updated.

Business Park standards for structure setbacks are:

« 75 feet from a street or residential use

« 30 feet from side and rear lot lines

« An additional foot of setback is required for each foot of height that exceeds 35 feet.
« Parking from a street or residential property is 20 feet with a landscaped buffer

« Parking from other lot lines is 5 feet.

This site is identified in the Comprehensive Plan as a Policy Development Area 11 (PDA), which
calls for development of office or medium density residential uses. Surrounding land uses are to the
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north is low density residential. To the south and east is medium density residential. Immediately
south is high density residential.

The 1987 storm water drainage management plan that was installed will need revision to comply
with current regulations. Impervious surface is limited to 70%, which can be increased to 75% with
the use of Best Management Practices. Deviation to stormwater regulations is not allowed through
the PUD process.

Parking is required at a rate of 1 stall per unit plus one stall per employee. The proposed 162 stalls
appear to deviate from Code standards, which will be examined at the Development Stage Review.

Notices of the proposal were sent to property owners within 350 feet of the subject property.
Approximately 50 comments were received. All expressed concerns about building height, noise,
glare, crime, property values, storm water management, loss of privacy, and loss of undeveloped
views.

Under the Concept PUD, the Commission is asked to take public testimony. No formal action is
required. Commission comments need to identify issues for detailed review at the Development
Stage Review.

Commissioner Ferrington asked if a site condominium is allowed on this site. Mr. Warwick
explained that the City has no role in the site condominium. There is no City signature on the CIC
plat that was done, and the City had nothing to do with drafting the declarations. He explained that
Condominium is a method of ownership. The agreement is among the private owners who own the
condominium sites. The PUD amendment is to gain approval for two 4-story buildings. The
original PUD allowed three single-story buildings. He noted that usually a PUD is for a single site.
This application is somewhat confusing because there are two privately owned vacant properties.

Commissioner Solomonson asked if the original PUD of three buildings can be pursued. Mr.
Warwick stated that can be done with a Site and Building Review by the City. The prior approval
in 1987 runs with the land. Commissioner Solomonson asked the definition of a pocket park. Mr.
Warwick showed right-of-way that was dedicated with Weston Woods. The developer is proposing
a pocket park for nearby residents on this parcel. The City no longer supports development of
pocket parks. If recreation opportunities are needed, the developer needs to provide such facilities
on his own property being developed.

Commissioner Solomonson noted that the proposed hotel buildings would not be permitted under
the Comprehensive Plan. Mr. Warwick stated that there would have to be a Comprehensive Plan
amendment. The developer refers to the buildings as corporate lodging for long-term stay for
people attending training or waiting to move here. In City Code the only district that allows hotels
isa C2 District. Staff does not believe on this site that a portion should be used as commercial and
a portion used for office. The C2 district is not appropriate adjacent to residential.

Chair Doan asked the additional setback to the standard 75 feet that would be required for the
building height proposed. Mr. Warwick stated that the minimum setback from Lexington Avenue
and north lot line is 75 feet for a building less than 35 feet in height. If the building is 55 feet in
height, the setback would increase to 95 feet. The parking setback is 20 feet. He added that the



topography of the site does not appear to have changed. Contours show elevations range from 102
to 1000.

Chair Doan opened discussion to public comment.

Mr. Bill Chaffee, Vice President of Waterwalk, Wichita, Kansas, stated that what is proposed is a
corporate living facility. The extended stay averages 77 days. Other occupants stay 4 or 5 months.
People traveling for their company prefer corporate living facilities over residence inns. The
average stay in a residence inn is 3 days. Their facilities have over 96% occupancy year-round. It
is a gated community that is safe and secure. Average rent is approximately $4,000 a month. There
IS no restaurant, bar, pool, or other amenities. Management is 24/7 onsite. He emphasized that he
welcomes input from the neighbors and that they want to be a good neighbor and fit in.

Mr. Chaffee introduced Mr. Tim Reber, Senior Engineer, who is present to answer questions.

Commissioner Ferrington asked in what other cities Waterwalk has these types of facilities. Mr.
Chaffee answered that only facility up and running is in Wichita, Kansas. Approval has been
granted for Centennial, Colorado; Denver, Colorado; San Antonio, Texas; Dallas, Texas; two in
Charlotte, North Carolina; Albany, New York. These communities have been targeted across the
nation as having a need for their product. He anticipates 10 facilities by the end of 2017.

Commissioner Ferrington asked the proximity to the downtown areas in other cities. Mr. Chaffee
stated that they do not seek downtown property because of the expense. Customers are in office
parks, such as Land O’Lakes. It is a suburban concept for office parks.

Commissioner Ferrington stated that one major issue is the size being proposed. She asked if a one-
or two-story building would work. Mr. Chaffee answered, no. The concept presented here is
among the smallest. The number of units in other buildings range in the 170s.

Commissioner Solomonson asked if other facilities are near residential areas. Mr. Chaffee
answered that the plan in Charlotte, North Carolina is next to residential use. When approval was
granted, it was not only from the Planning Commission and Council but also from the neighbors.

Chair Doan asked the number of units proposed. Mr. Chaffee stated 153 units in each building.
Chair Doan asked for a summary of concerns from neighbors. Mr. Chaffee stated that there are
concerns about the height of the building, drainage, retention, buffer, why no restaurant and bar,
traffic, noise from Lexington, economic feasibility, any underground parking which is not possible,
snow removal, landscaping buffer, retaining wall pressure, Weston Woods resident comments. He
added that two full traffic studies are done--one for their facility and a full study for the area and
how the development will impact the area. In comparison to offices, residents leave during a
narrow window in the morning and return during a fairly set window of time in the evening. The
number of cars is less than for a building full of office employees.

Commissioner McCool asked if it would be possible to have parking in front of the buildings and

not adjacent to residential property. Mr. Chaffee answered that is under consideration, but he does
not yet have approval from his company.
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Commissioner McCool asked the status of an amendment to the CIC with the owners. Mr. Steve
Chirhart, Tetonka Real Estate Advisors, stated that he represents the seller who has the property in
a family trust. There are three condominium units. Approval must be obtained from all three as
well as the family trust. There would be limited common elements, such as parking, gateway drive
and storm water retention ponds. He noted this is one of the lowest density uses in parking and
traffic. It will emit less light than an office building. It is a high end project that will be an amenity
to attract and retain businesses in Shoreview. The reason Land ‘O Lakes would not develop such an
amenity is because it is a $24 million project.

Commissioner Ferrington asked what is planned for the third parcel of this property. Mr. Chirhart
responded that it is being actively marketed. He believes low density office, such as a medical
office, would complement the corporate lodge development. Commissioner Ferrington asked the
reason a one- or two-story building could not be spread out over the two parcels to address the
concerns about building height. Mr. Chaffee stated that the reason is a cost factor. He would like
to make such a plan work, but the cost would double.

Mr. Jim Costello, 1098 West Cliff Curve, the house closest to this development. The
neighborhood is organized around this issue and would request that the City not allow an
amendment for two four-story hotels. It is not a good fit. The height is the most important
consideration because a tall building is proposed for one of the tallest sites in Shoreview. The site is
not zoned for hotel use. His house is 15 feet lower than the proposed facility and he will be looking
at a 70-foot building outside his door. Reasons why previous proposals were rejected are negative
visual impact from one or two story buildings. There is a retaining wall. As it is compacted with
more building will present problems. There are hotels on Lexington and executive hotels along I-
35. This is an albatross to solve a problem that does not exist. Neighbors are looking for a single-
story building, not a tall building.

Ms. Marybeth Shima, 1090 West Cliff Curve, stated that traffic will become heavier. Lexington
Avenue is a County road. Business traffic is from 6:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. With this development,
there will be nighttime traffic. Business neighbors, Land ‘O Lakes and Boston Scientific are nearly
imperceptible on the sight line of residents. This proposal will tower over residents. Lexington is a
preferred route for emergency vehicles. Added traffic by those who do not know the area will
jeopardize response by first responders and the police. A hotel will bring crime and security issues.
Shoreview residents deserve better and more thoughtful decisions.

Mr. John Bridgman, 1074 West Cliff Curve, stated that residents are concerned about the amount
of impervious surface that will be put on this site. From the sketches presented, he estimates over
80% lot coverage with impervious surface. Although one of the highest elevations in Shoreview,
this area has had a history of problems with ground water and springs. At least eight homes and
Allina have had to have foundation repairs because of cracked floors and heaving caused by
springs. Two huge structures above homes will create a hydrologic pump on these springs and
water that will cause problems. A detailed ground water study is needed. Drainage runs along the
retaining wall into holding ponds. Heavy storms have caused water to back up to his neighbor’s
home. More water could cause water to enter homes. He suggested that there are 400 acres and an
empty building in Arden Hills that would be more appropriate than trying to squeeze it into this
neighborhood.
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Ms. Liz Gelbmann Tibbetts, 1080 West Cliff Curve, stated that she has traveled in Wichita. The
claim that the people who will use this facility is for long term is not correct. Bookings can be
made on Ttravelocity as with any other hotel. Her question is why long-term planning guides the
land use. Development around an area takes place in accordance with those guide plans, but then
consideration is given to amending the guide plans.

Mr. Ken Skok, 4200 Oxford Street, asked Commissioners to go to Waterwalk’s website to see their
locations. Then go to Google Earth and zoom in on those locations. This is the only complex he
can find that is close to residential housing. Also, they list monthly rates. It is similar to an
apartment complex. His property is 10 feet lower than surrounding houses. His concern is what a
4-story building will look like from his house.

Ms. Joanne Pastorius, 4277 Weston Way, stated that she works at Allina. Allina is not in favor of
this development. Allina rents their building. The clinic has grown.

Mr. Richard Shulman, 4221 Bristol Run, stated that he just went online and looked at the Planning
Commission’s mission statement, which is to assist with long-range planning in the community and
foster high quality development. Weston Woods is a high quality development. This proposal will
impact the quality of Weston Woods. He would prefer to see townhouses rather than what is
proposed.

Mr. Edward Neis, 1097 West Cliff Curve, stated that the values of properties abutting the
development will decrease significantly. Property owners should be compensated, or the
development should move elsewhere.

Chair Doan closed the public comment period.

Commissioner Solomonson stated that it is not recommended to put C2 development adjacent to
residential use. Another big concern about the height. The plans are too intense to be next to
residential property.

Commissioner Ferrington stated that there may be a good market for this in the northern suburbs,
but this may not be the right site. The height is too tall adjacent to residential. Shoreview is
developed and some residents have lived a long time in the community. It is always difficult for
infill development to occur. The issues of height, intensity and drainage have to be addressed for
this proposal to move forward.

Commissioner Peterson stated that he recognizes the need for this type of product but does not
believe this is the right location. This property is one of the highest locations in Ramsey County.
The height of the buildings would intensify the impact. The use is not compatible with surrounding
residential uses.

Commissioner McCool stated that he likes the product, and a developer willing to invest $20
million shows there is a need. However, this site is challenging. The height would require
extraordinary landscaping for mitigation. There may be ways to design the building with varied
heights that lessens impact. He believes a two-story office building would create more traffic than
what is proposed. He does not worry about compatibility of uses, but the height is a big issue.
Also, there are ground water issues that need to be addressed. He would like to know crime
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incidents on other sites that have been built. Security lights would have to be shielded to reduce
impact on nearby properties.

Commissioner Wolfe stated that the site is unique, nature based. A development on the site needs
to be balanced and high quality. If a restaurant were brought in, that is something that everyone
wants.

Commissioner Thompson stated that the Planning Commission has recently struggled with height of
buildings, but the other issue is it would be possible for a development that would have a worse
impact. Applewood brought this same discussion. The developer came up with a design to vary the
height of the building. This proposal is close to residential use and the height would be disturbing
to neighbors. She would like to see other design options explored.

Chair Doan agreed with the statements of Commissioners. The biggest issue for him is height and
its proximity to adjacent residents. The issues of water and traffic are technical problems that he
believes professional technical people can address. He would not be comfortable moving forward
with this proposal as presented. He asked for further explanation of what could be developed on the
third parcel.

Mr. Chirhart responded that his company has been actively marketing the third parcel for two
years, seeking some type of office use. The demand has not been there. There was interest by a
daycare, a luxury apartment building. He appreciated the comments on Applewood which turned
out to be a good development for its site, even though close to residents. The challenges were
worked out. A senior building was built adjacent to North Oaks. With changes to the design,
addition of berms and landscaping, the building does fit. He would hope residents would listen with
an open mind.

Mr. Warwick noted an application for an office/warehouse building on the third parcel. However,
that development proposal was withdrawn and will not move forward. A number of people identify
the retaining wall on the property that runs along the north lot line. The wall was built before
Weston Woods was developed and is owned by the owner of the subject property. He has requested
the current survey to include the location of the wall.

MISCELLANEOUS

City Council Meetings

Chair Doan and Commissioner Thompson are respectively scheduled to attend the City Council
meetings of September 6, 2016 and September 19, 2016.
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ADJOURNMENT

MOTION: by Commissioner Thompson, seconded by Commissioner Wolfe, to adjourn
the meeting at 10:01 p.m.

VOTE: Ayes -7 Nays - 0

ATTEST:

Rob Warwick, Senior Planner

14



MOTION SHEET

-MOVED BY COUNCILMEMBER

SECONDED BY COUNCILMEMBER

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

Date Description

9/6/2016 Council Meeting

09/01/16  Accounts payable $2,440.00
08/31/16  Accounts payable $508,747.79
08/25/16  Accounts payable $340,878.36
08/25/16  Accounts payable $249,153.83
08/19/16  Accounts payable $593,431.33
08/17/16  Accounts payable $229,341.73
08/12/16  Accounts payable $21,721.61

Sub-total Accounts Payable - $ 1,945,714.65
08/19/16  Payroll (including direct deposits)

Sub-total Payroll $ 202,308.84

Total $ 2,148,023.49

ROLL CALL.: AYES "NAYS

Johnson

Quigley

Wickstrom

Springhorn

Martin























































Purchase Voucher

City of Shoreview

4600 Victoria Street North

Shoreview MN 55126

2016

LAWRENCE SIGN

—

945 PIERCE BUTLER ROUTE _ -
ST. PAUL, MN 55104

08-19-16 ~|HALF DOWN PAYMENT FOR MONUMENT SIGN PROJ |08=23=16 quvgﬁ\ $29,403.00’//

This Purchase Voucher is more than
$25,000.00,; was the sgtate's
cooperative venture considered
before purchasing through another

source?

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

venture.

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

was considered.

[ ] Cooperative purchasing venture
consideration requirement does

not apply.

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

Account Coding Amount

401 43710 3190 $29,403.00

Reviewed by: £ L L —
(signature required) Amy Truhlar
/ -

—_— S
Approved by: ’ /VS;_____—————

(signature required) TerryISchwerm

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

Council approved March 7,

2016

2016

FLEXIBLE PIPE TOOL COMPANY <«

ST JOSEPH,

30577 PEARL DRIVE
MN 56374

08-16-16 / | CAMERA EQUIPMENT TRUCK MOUNTED UNIT 308

20298

$196,921.00

-

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

source?

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

venture.

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

was considered.

[ ] Cooperative purchasing venture
consideration regquirement does

not apply.

Account Coding Amount

701 46500 5800

$196,921.00

Not Taxable

5
Reviewed by: : -~
(signature required) Dan Curley;y
[ s

Approved by: / Az

(signature required) Terry Schwerm

Two guotes 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

58,414

01337 4 2016

RAMSEY COUNTY PROPERTY RECORDS/REV

ATTN DICK SIVANICH

90 PLATO BLVD W.

PO BOX 64097

ST. PAUL MN 55164-0097

08-29-16 TIF DIST #5/TIF RETURNED TO COUNTY 08/29/2016 $401,165.41

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

This Purchase. Voucher is more than

$25,000.00; was the state's Account Coding Amount

cooperative venture considered 416 44100 4890 $401,165.41

before purchasing through another

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.
Not Taxable

$

Reviewed by: /i@éé%ggﬂK{Q -

(signature required) Fred Espe 4

i .
Approved by: //f’/;; —
(signature required) Terry 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

58,442

01308 1 2016

MINNESOTA METRO NORTH TOURISM

CITY OF BLAINE

FINANCE DEPARTMENT
10801 TOWN SQUARE DRIVE
BLATNE, MN 55449

08-30-16 JULY 2016 HOTEL/MOTEL TAX JULY 2016 $21,900.07

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

Account Coding Amount

101 22079 $23,052.71
101 38420 -$1,152.64

Not Taxable

$

el -
/’é ;/(//’““ a;z P P

j/\_/

Reviewed by:
(signature required) Rob Falk

P s —
Approved by: /V¢;f)

(signature required) Terry Schwerm

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




Purchase Voucher
City of Shoreview

4600 Victoria Street North
Shoreview MN 55126

58,307

20228 1 2016

MEDICA —

NW 7958 -
PO BOX 1450
MINNEAPOLIS MN, 55485-7958

08-12-16 — | HEALTH INSURANCE: SEPT 2016 : LOOFEST249 $68,709.49

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

Ty

This Purchase Voucher is more than

$25,000.00; was the state's Account Coding Amount

cooperative venture considered 101 20410 $68,709.49

before purchasing through another

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.

Not Taxable
$

U - B e
Reviewed by: 7??:7%22;—-\_,77//

(signature required) Kathy Harvey,
._‘,_/
‘f’/kigf’

Approved by: )
(signature required) Terry 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

58,257

010985 1 2016

ADVANCED ENGINEERING AND ..

ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES INC
4050 GARDEN VIEW DRIVE SUITE 200
GRAND FORKS ND 58201

07-31-16 /|WIP CONSTURCTION SERVICES CP 14-02 49312 —

$20,152.62

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

Account Coding Amount

454 47000 5910 $20,152.62

Not Taxable

$

Reviewed by:
(signature required) Tom Wesolowski -
e -

Approved by: /’22;——____i

]

= L dad__ Tl

(signature required) Terry 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

58,187

01446 1

2016

TREASURY, DEPARTMENT OF

INTERNAL REVENUE SVC - EFT/NO CHECK
EFTPS ENROLLMENT PROCESSING

P.O. BOX 4210
IOWA CTITY TA

52244

08-19-16 |FEDERAL WITHHOLDING TAX: 08-19-16 08-24-16

$73,454.41 —

Thig Purchase Voucher is more than
£25,000.00; was the state's
cooperative venture considered

before purchasing through another

source?

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

venture.

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

was considered.

[ ] Cooperative purchasing venture

consideration requirement does

not apply.

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

Account Coding Amount
101 21710 $29,143.95
101 21730 $35,911.68
101 21735 $8,398.78

Not Taxable

$

/
Reviewed by: 9<Z:k/¢/{J%/b<i -

(signature required) Jodgle Kuschel ~
. e .
. —
Approved by: Vi 72

(signature required) Terry ¥chwerm

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

If no guote is received, explain below:




Purchase Voucher
City of Shoreview

4600 Victoria Street North
Shoreview MN 55126

58,192

00545 1 2016

PUBLIC EMPLOYEES RETIREMENT ASSOC.

P.O. BOX 75608
ST. PAUL MN 55175-0608

EFT _TRANSACTTON ~ NO CHECK PRINTS

R

08-15-16 EMPL/EMPLOYER CONTRIBUTIONS: 08-16-16 08-15-16 - $31,406.38

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 101 21740 $31,405 .38

before purchasing through another

Account Coding Amount

source?

{ ] Purchase was made through the

state's cooperative purchasing

venture.

[ ] Purchase was made through DA

another source. The state's

cooperative purchasing venture

was considered.

[X] Cooperative purchasing venture

consideration requirement does

not apply. ]
Not Taxable

$

—2s ; .
Reviewed by: /4 p; /M -

(signature required) Kathy Harvey<::j
N

Approved by: S <

(signature required) Terry Schwerm

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




Purchase Voucher
City of Shoreview

4600 Victoria Street North
Shoreview MN 55126

101337 2 2016

RAMSEY COUNTY ~
—

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

08-08-16 'LAW ENFORCEMENT SERVICES FOR JULY 2016 SHRFL-001522 [ $172,554.80

This Purchase Voucher is more than

£25,000.00; was the state's Account Coding Amount

cooperative venture considered 101 41100 3190 001 $172,554.80

before purchasing through another

souzrce?

[ ] 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.
Not Taxable

$

Reviewed by: (L ~Ji h e ) —
(signature required) Amy Truhbllar

e 7
Approved by: /S r

(signature required) Terrf¢5ehwe£m_____

Two quotes must be attached to purchase voucher
for all purchases between 510,000 and $50,000.
If no quote is received, explain below:
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City of sShoreview
4600 Victoria Street North
Shoreview MN 55126

Purchase Voucher

2016

{ MUNICIPAL BUILDERS INC ,—

ANDOVER MN 55304

117125 ROANOKE STREET NW

08-12-16 WIP CONSTRUTION PROJ #

14-02 014 $157,839.65

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

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.

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

Account Coding - Amount

454 47000 5900 $157,839.65

Reviewed by: ‘:;r’:ZiTIZJéhﬂﬁL,,, £§¢}Az

r/”

(signature required) Tom Wesolowski

T
Approved by: / ’,I;/ —

o

P

(signature required) Terry Schwerm

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




MOTION

MOVED BY COUNCIL MEMBER:

SECONDED BY COUNCIL MEMBER:

To approve the Site and Building Plan Review application submitted by River of
Life Church, 4294 Hodgson Road for a bathroom addition, subject to the following
conditions:

. The project must be completed in accordance with the submitted site and

building plans. Any significant changes to these plans, as determined by the
City Planner, will require review and approval by the Planning Commission and
the City Council.

. The approval will expire after one year if the required permits have not been

issued and work has not begun on the project.

. The applicant shall obtain a building permit for the addition prior to

commencing any work on the project.

This approval is based on the following findings:

1.

2.

3.

The proposed improvements are consistent with the Land Use Chapter (Chapter
4) of the Comprehensive Plan.

The proposed addition will not conflict or impede the planned land uses of the
surrounding properties.

The proposed addition complies with the Development Code standards.

ROLL CALL: AYES NAYS

Johnson
Quigley
Springhorn
Wickstrom
Martin

Regular City Council Meeting — September 6, 2016



TO: Mayor, City Council and City Manager

FROM: Kathleen Castle, City Planner

DATE: September 2, 2016

SUBJECT: File No.2628-16-27, Site and Building Plan Review, River of Life Church, 4294
Hodgson Road

INTRODUCTION

River of Life Church, 4294 Hodgson Road, submitted a Site and Building Plan Review
application for a bathroom addition. The proposed addition is located on the east side of the
Church building. The application was complete as of August 4, 2016.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The project site is located on Hodgson Road immediately south of Sitzer Park. The property has
a lot area of 4.61 acres and is developed with the church building, a residence, parking lot and
outdoor play area. Access to the property is gained from a driveway off Hodgson Road.

The intent of the proposed addition is to enlarge the bathrooms on the main floor and lower level
so they are compliant with the American Disabilities Act (ADA). The addition is approximately
158 square feet in size and is designed as one-story above the ground grade. The 167" height is
less than the height of the existing two-story building. Exterior building materials will match the
existing building using vinyl siding and asphalt shingles. The addition is adjacent to the
playground area which is enclosed with fencing. Please see the attached plans.

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

The 2008 Comprehensive Plan designates this property for Institutional use. Uses within this
category include public and private schools, fire and police stations, city hall, churches and other
public or quasi-public uses. Surrounding planned land uses include low-density residential and
park.

DEVELOPMENT ORDINANCE REQUIREMENTS AND REVIEW

The property is zoned R-1, Detached Residential (Section 205.080), a typical zoning for church
and school properties. Public and quasi public uses are allowed in this zoning district through
the Site and Building Plan Review process provided the use will not conflict with or impede the
use of adjoining property. Conditions may be attached to site and building plan approval by the
City Council to ensure compatibility with adjacent land uses (Section 205.080 (B4)).

Staff has reviewed the plans in accordance with planning and zoning requirements. The
proposed addition is consistent with the policies of the Comprehensive Plan and the
Development Regulations. The intent of the addition is to provide ADA compliant bathroom
facilities for church visitors. The addition will be setback about 300° from the east property line



File 2628-16-27

River of Life Church, 4297 Hodgson Road
Site and Building Plan Review

Page 2

and 110’ from the south property line. While the R-1 District does not specifically address
structure setbacks for non-residential uses, the City has generally applied the setback standards
found in the O, Office District. A minimum 50-foot setback is required when an office building
abuts residential properties (Section 205.044(D3). The proposed setbacks exceed this standard.

Staff believes that the proposed addition will not conflict with or impede the use of the
surrounding residential and park properties.

REQUEST FOR COMMENT

Property owners within 350 feet were notified of the applicant’s request. One phone call was
received regarding the proposed design and compliance to the ADA standards. The City’s
Building Official has stated that the ADA compliant bathrooms are not required for this
structure. Design issues may be resolved with modifications to the existing plan.

The Planning Commission discussed the ADA requirements and potential impact on the
proposed plan. The Commission concluded that any design issues will be resolved through the
building permit process. The Commission recommended the City Council approve the plan with
a6 —0 vote.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

The proposed bathroom addition meets the requirements of the City’s development regulations
and the intent of the Comprehensive Plan. Therefore, Staff recommends the Planning
Commission recommend the City Council approve the submitted site and building plans, subject
to the following conditions:

1. The project must be completed in accordance with the submitted site and building plans.
Any significant changes to these plans, as determined by the City Planner, will require
review and approval by the Planning Commission and the City Council.

2. The approval will expire after one year if the required permits have not been issued and work
has not begun on the project.

3. The applicant shall obtain a building permit for the addition prior to commencing any work
on the project.

Attachments
1) Location Map

2) Applicant’s Statement
3) Submitted Plans
4) Motion
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p ] ‘ ; er 4294 Hodgson Road, Shoreview, MN 55126
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Telephone: 651-484-8737
~ of Life

July 21, 2016

Planning Commission
Shoreview, MN 55126

Proposed Development:

e to enlarge the restrooms on both the upper and lower levels
e to update them according to ADA guidelines

This request is to extend the east wall of the current restrooms by approximately

94”. This addition will have no effect on traffic patterns or water displacement and
is in the fenced area of the playground.

Sincerely,,

Dr. James G Medin, Pastor
River of Life Church
Phone: (651) 484-8737

medinj@RiverOfLifeMN .org

www.RiverofLifeMN.org

TN~
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SOUTH ELEVATION
River of Life Church
4294 Hodgson Road
Shoreview, MN 55126

651-319-2152

%“ = 1!



: l
Asphalt Shingles
| T

to match current shingles

Vinyl Siding
to match west side\of building

T

12

EAST ELEVATIO!
River of Life Chur
4294 Hodgson R«
Shoreview,, MN :

661-319-2152

1/2u= 1



ey

RPN I AR . s MR L R
oL SESFRYE S g




MOTION
TO APPROVE AN AMENDMENT TO THE COMPREHENSIVE SIGN
PLAN
GRAMSIE SQUARE CENTER
3999 RICE STREET

MOVED BY COUNCIL MEMBER

SECONDED BY COUNCIL MEMBER

To approve the Comprehensive Sign Plan Amendment submitted by Tyme
Properties, subject to the following conditions:

1. The sign shall comply with the plans submitted for the Comprehensive Sign
Plan application. Any significant change will require review by the
Planning Commission and City Council.

2. The Comprehensive Sign Plan for the Center shall remain consistent with
the Sign Specifications attached to this approval.

3. Each tenant shall employ consistent fonts and colors for both their wall sign
and tenant panel on the freestanding sign.

4. The applicant shall obtain a sign permit prior to the installation of any signs
on the property.

Approval is based on a finding that the Comprehensive Sign Plan is consistent with
prior City approvals for this property.

ROLL CALL: AYES NAYS

Johnson
Quigley
Springhorn
Wickstrom
Martin

Regular City Council Meeting — September 6, 2016

1



TO: Mayor, City Council, City Manager
FROM: Rob Warwick, Senior Planner
DATE: September 1, 2016

SUBJECT: File No. 2633-16-32, Tyme Properties, Gramsie Square, 3999 Rice Street -
Comprehensive Sign Plan Amendment

INTRODUCTION

Tyme Properties has submitted an application to amend the Comprehensive Sign Plan for
Gramsie Square, a multi-tenant retail center located at Rice St. and Gramsie Road. They propose
to alter the existing freestanding sign, adding a cabinet for the fuel station. The proposed sign
does not conform to the approved plan, and an amendment to the Comprehensive Sign Plan is
required.

In addition to adding the fuel brand to the pylon sign, the amendment proposes that the pylon
include fonts and color of the tenants’ choice.

The fuel brand sold by the station is being changed to Minnoco, and will offer renewable fuels
(E85, E30, E15) in addition to traditional diesel and gasoline fuel. A copy of the applicant’s
statement is attached.

The application was complete August 24, 2016.

BACKGROUND

The property is in the C-2, General Commercial District, and the existing use conforms to the
zoning regulations and previous approvals. The retail center was approved and constructed in
1985. The Center has about 12,000 sq. ft. of floor area. Footings and foundation were also
constructed at that time to allow a future expansion on the south end of the building, and those
remain in place underground. At the same time, the City approved a Comprehensive Sign Plan
for the Center. The Sign Plan addresses both wall signs (on both the east and west building
fascia), and the freestanding sign. The Sign Plan was first amended in 1991, and again in 1998,
and 2007.

The sign plan includes provisions addressing:
e Wall Signs:
o East Fascia (Rice Street)
® Individual letter style mounted within the sign band
Maximum 24-inch height
No color or font restriction
Logos are permitted
Not to exceed 80% of the tenant space



e Centered over tenant space with minimum 18-inch
clearance on each end of space (to provide separation
between fascia signs)

o West Fascia (Gramsie Road)
® Individual letter style mounted within the sign band
= Maximum 18-inch height
»  White letters using a block style font
* Minimum 18-inch clearance from the border of the tenant space
o Awnings (“Canopy”) are allowed if uniform.
e Pylon Sign
o Maximum 25-foot height and 80-sq. ft. size
o Advertise Gramsie Square, incl. the street address
o Tenant panels to use uniform lettering and color
o The convenience store and gas facility are not subject to the sign plan.

The Sign Plan approved deviations for sign height and area. Since 1998 the regulations for signs
have been amended several times, including differentiating between sign area, and the copy and
graphics area. According to current Code, a multi-tenant building with less than 20,000 sq. ft. of
floor area is permitted a pylon sign with a 20-foot height and 30 square foot area.

A gas price display has been added to the pylon sign, and that is defined as a type of changeable
copy sign. Changeable copy signs are permitted with a 40-sq. ft. maximum when integrated on
an existing freestanding sign in the C-2 District, however gas price displays have a maximum 6
sq. ft. area for the digital price display. The existing sign is consistent with the prior approvals.

DEVELOPMENT CODE REQUIREMENTS

Signs are regulated according to the provisions of Section 208 of the Development Code. Multi-
tenant retail centers, such as the Gramsie Square, are required to have a comprehensive sign plan
since more than one wall sign is displayed. For structures less than 20,000 square feet in area, a
cabinet-style pylon sign is permitted provided the height does not exceed 10-feet and the sign
area does not exceed 30 square feet.

A changeable copy sign, can be integrated on the pylon, and its area is permitted in addition to
area of the freestanding sign. The gas price display shows two types of fuel and their prices.
The price display uses 12-inch numbers, and has an area less than the maximum 6 sq. ft. allowed.

The proposed height and area are consistent with the approved plan. The Minnoco cabinet
proposed on the pylon uses font and color that do not conform to the approved plan, and so a
sign plan amendment is requested.

Comprehensive Sign Plan Review
The Comprehensive Sign Plan considers five elements that govern all signs within the
development: location, materials, size, color, and illumination.



STAFF REVIEW

The proposed sign plan was reviewed in accordance with the City’s sign standards and previous
sign plan approvals. The existing signage for the Center includes wall signs for the tenants, the
freestanding pylon sign, including the gas price display, and canopy signs for the fuel station.
While the approved sign plan allows wall signs on the west fagade of the building, no permanent
signs are displayed on that elevation.

Comprehensive Sign Plan Review

Staff considers that the addition of the fuel brand on the pylon sign drives the request, in order to
use the font and colors that characterize the brand. Staff expects that a second amendment to the
sign plan will be requested soon to obtain approval for other Minnoco signage for the store and
station fuel canopy.

The pylon sign exceeds Code standards for height and area, but remains in compliance with the
approved plan. As a result, no new deviation is proposed and the City review should focus on
expanding colors and fonts used for tenants on the pylon sign. The applicant states that the
change upgrades the image of the pylon and the sign will have greater appeal.

Staff does not disagree since wall signs currently vary in font and color. It seems appropriate to
carry those design variations to the pylon sign. The Center name and address remains the
dominant feature of the pylon, as required. Other multi-tenant buildings allow use of logos on a
freestanding sign, and staff believes that is also appropriate for this site.

PLANNING COMMISSION

The Planning Commission reviewed the application at the August 30™ special meeting.
Commissioners discussion focused on after hours sign illumination and consistency between
tenants’ wall and freestanding signs. The Commission unanimously (6-0) recommended
approval of the amendment with an added condition required that each tenant’s wall sign and
panel on the freestanding sign employ consistent font and colors.

REQUEST FOR COMMENT
Property owners within 350 feet were notified of this request. No comments have been received.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff and the Planning Commission have reviewed the proposal in accordance with the
requirements for a Comprehensive Sign Plan. Given the number of prior amendments to the
original approval, staff has compiled specifications for the wall and free standing signs that
reflects the history of City approvals, and those specifications are suggested as part of the
recommended approval, subject to the following:

1. The sign shall comply with the plans submitted for the Comprehensive Sign Plan
application. Any significant change will require review by the Planning Commission and
City Council.

2. The Comprehensive Sign Plan for the Center shall remain consistent with the Sign
Specifications attached to this approval.



3. Each tenant shall employ consistent fonts and colors for both their wall sign and tenant
panel on the freestanding sign.

4. The applicant shall obtain a sign permit prior to the installation of any signs on the
property.

Attachments

1. Location Map

2. Submitted Plans and Written Statements

3. Comment

4. Comprehensive Sign Plan Specifications, 2016
5. Proposed Motion

T:/2016pcf/2633-16-32 3999 rice st/compsign plan /CCreport.docx
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Tyme Properties LLC

August 24, 2016

Rob Warwick

Senior Planner

City of Shoreview
4600 Victoria St. No.
Shoreview, MN 55126

RE. New Free Standing Pylon Sign
Gramsie Square Shopping Center
3999 Rice Street
Shoreview, MN

Comprehensive Sign Plan Application Narrative

This Comprehensive Sign Plan narrative is for installation of a new pylon ID sign for the Gramsie Square Shopping
Center located at 3999 Rice Street, Shoreview, MN 55126.

The property manager is Tyme Properties, LLC represented by Thomas Schutte (651-330-2403).

A major tenant of the shopping center, Gramsie Corner Mart, is working with Minnesota Service Station and
Convenience Store Association (MSSA) to rebrand to a Minnoco branded gas station.

MINNOCO (Minnesota Independent Oil Company) is a brand of gasoline developed for the members of the MSSA
(Minnesota Service Station & Convenience Store Association) by the members of the MSSA. Allowing members of the
Association the opportunity to own and control their own brand of fuel while offering alternative renewable fuels such
as Diesel, E85, E30, E15, 87, 89 and 91 octane fuels.

A primary objective of the Minnoco brand is the sale and distribution of renewable ethanol fuels. Minnoco stations fund
the installation of ethanol-compatible dispensing infrastructure at each of its fueling stations. Minnoco is working with
the MN Dept of Agriculture and the US Dept of Agriculture on a Biofuel Infrastructure Partnership. Minnoco and each
of its gas station partners invest heavily into the new infrastructure requirements and make a long-term commitment to
offering the alternative fuels.

We are using the event of the gas station rebranding to modify and update the property’s pylon ID sign. The current ID
sign contains one LED price display reader board. With the change to Minnoco, the gas station needs to be able to
display more than one gas price. In addition, the current ID sign does not display the name of the gas station. We
believe the new ID sign will better highlight the new Minnoco gas station and offers us a chance to upgrade the image
of the 1D sign which will offer all of our tenants an upgraded image and be a more appealing accessory for the
shopping center.

3435 Labore Road, Suite 150, Vadnais Heights, MN 5510-5147 T: 651-330-2403 F: 651-888-2519 E: commercial@tymeproperties.com



=l Tyme Properties LLC

in designing the new ID sign, we attempted to comply with the existing comprehensive sign plan in the following areas:

¢ Maintained “Gramsie Square” as the prominent feature of the ID sign. Gramsie Square occupies the largest
tenant sign area and is located at the top of the sign.

Maintained the address of the property, which will be listed on the top graphic panel on the new ID sign.
The overall graphic and text area of the sign is less than 80 square feet.

Maintained the LED Price Display reader board at the bottom of the overall pylon sign.

The LED price displays fill an area that is less than maximum allowed.

Maintained the overall height the same as the existing pylon sign at 24 feet.

We are asking for consideration of the following modification to the existing Comprehensive Sign Plan:

The current sign plan calls for Tenant Lettering on the ID sign “be uniform in color and type”.

We are requesting that the color and font of the tenant displays be variable.

The existing plan does allow for variable color and font for the individual wall signs for each tenant.
We are asking that the same variability be allowed on the tenant faces on the new ID sign.

We believe the variability offers brighter and more attractive options and will draw more interest for the
businesses that occupy Gramsie Square Shopping Center.

We have attached designs for both variable and consistent tenant fonts and colors for your review.

Please call with any concerns regarding this new signage. My telephone number is 651-330-2403.

Sincerely,

Q.
Thomas M. Schuette
On behalf of Tyme Properties LLC
TMS/kI

Attachment

3435 Labore Road, Suite 150, Vadnais Heights, MN 55110-5147 T: 651-330-2403 F: 651-888-2519 E: commercial@tymeproperties.com
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Tyme Properties LLC

August 19, 2016

Rob Warwick

Senior Planner

City of Shoreview
4600 Victoria St. No.
Shoreview, MN 55126

RE: New Free Standing Pylon Sign
Gramsie Square Shopping Center
3999 Rice Street
Shoreview, MN

Dear Rob,

| am a property manager with Tyme Properties LLC, which is the new property management company of Gramsie Square
Shopping Center. The purpose of this letter is to express support for the new monument sign to be built at Gramsie
Square Shopping Center.

The new sign will feature the name and address of the shopping center “Gramsie Square, 3999 Rice Street’ at the top
of the sign. The lowest part of the sign will be used to display the new Minnoco sign and the two (2) gas price displays.

Of great concern for this new sign is the color and font of individual signs. We strongly request that the color and font of
the Tenant displays not be required to be similar. The retail businesses of Gramsie Square Shopping Center will benefit
by the right to use various colors and fonts to display the name of their business. The businesses of the shopping center
include Mansetti’s, Jade House, Bravo Fitness, Shear Genius Salon, Fantastic Nails, State Farm Insurance and Gramsie
Corner Mart. A business such as State Farm Insurance must display its logo and the appropriate red color.

| have attached an illustration of the sign with the same color signage and another sketch with various color signage.
Clearly the sign with various colors is brighter and more attractive and will draw more interest for the businesses of the
shopping center. The sign with all the same colors does not jump out to the eye and tends to blend together with no
visual attraction.

Thank you for your consideration to this request to have multi-color tenant names on the a new Gramsie Square pylon
sign.

Please call with any concerns regarding this new signage. My telephone number is 651-330-2403.
Sincerely,
[« 9%
Thomas M. Schuette
On behaif of Tyme Properties LLC
TMS/kI

Attachment

3435 Labore Road, Suite 150, Vadnais Heights, MN 5510-5147 T: 651-330-2403 F: 651-888-2519 E: commercial@tymeproperties.com
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Main ID Sign

Consistent Text Font and Color
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Current Sign Face
10' x 8' = 80 sf

Pr'ce Dispiay
2'x 8" =16 sf




Main ID Sign

> No greater than 80 Square Feet

> Same height as existing sign

Cabinet Text & Graphics
12 ft. 9in. 12 ft. 6in.

—12"—>|

&— 9" -0
1" Thick
Match Plate
12" x 12"
o ([ ]

| Cabinet |
6 ft. 7 in.

l Text & Graphics I
6 ft. 4 in.

Text & Graphic Area
12|_6H X 6I_4||
79.17 sf

Trim = 1.5" all sides

1ft. 4in. | |

The text & graphic area
is designed to be less
than 80 square feet.



Main ID Sign

Cab
12 ft.

inet

9in.

Text & Graphics

12 ft.

6in.

l Cabinet l
6 ft. 7 in.

| Text & Graphics |
6ft. 4in.

Gramsie Square
2I_6l| X 6I_4II

Tenant Name 1'x 6'-5"

1'x6'-5"

Tenant Name

Tenant Name 1'x6'-5"

Tenant Name 1'x 6'-5"

Tenant Name 1'x 6'-5"

Tenant Name 1'x 6'-5"

Tenant Name 1'x 6'-5"

Minnoco
2'x6'-4"

1ft.4in. |



Main ID Sign
Variable Text Font & Color

Cabinet
| 6 ft. 7in. '

} 1ft.4 in.~|<—l>’
I Text & Graphics |
6 ft. 4 in.

[TREY SR

Mansetti’s PIZZA
JADE HOUSE
BRAVO fitness
Cabinet Text & Graphics
12 ft. 9in. 12 ft. 6in. Nails & Day Spa
TENANT #5
TENANT #6
TENANT #7

( Mine. -




Price Display Sign

!

3'x3'-4" 3'x 3

12" Numbers with 3"
- spacing each produces a
total price display area
of 2.5'x 2.33"' = 5.83 sf.



Mansetti’s PIZZA
JADE HOUSE
BRAVO fitness
Nails & Day Spa
TENANT #5
TENANT #6
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24 ft.
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TENANT SIGN SPECIFICATIONS
GRAMSIE SQUARE, 3999 Rice Street

The Comprehensive Sign Plan for Gramsie Square was approved in 19985, and amended in
1991, 1998, 2007, and 2016. All applicable provisions of the original plan and subsequent
amendments are included below. Outdated provisions are not shown here.

All Signs
1. Official business logos may be used within the allocated sign area.
2. Except for permissible logos, only business names shall be included. Telephone
number, internet urls, product names, etc. shall not be permitted.

Fascia Signs, East (Rice Street) Elevation

1. Signs shall be composed of individual letters or canister type signs mounted to the
wall only in the sign band. Letters shall be no more than twenty-four (24) inches in
height. Lettering is not restricted to any particular style or color.

2. A sign shall not cover more than eighty percent (80%) of the linear distance of the
store front to which it is attached. However, all signs shall be set at least eighteen (18)
inches from the borders of the Tenant's lease area. Signs must be centered in front of
each store.

3. A wall mounted, back-lighted canopy (awning) sign is permitted for the restaurant
tenant (currently Mansettis) at the south end of the first phase of the center.

4. Installation of any additional canopy (awning) shall require the installation of a
canopy or series of canopies across the entire front of the structure, up to the fuel
station. In such case, the canopies shall be uniform in color, size, and signage
schemes.

Fascia Signs, West (Gramsie Road) Elevation

1. Signs shall be composed of individual letters 18 inches in height and shall be white.
Lettering is restricted to block style letters which must be mounted to the sign band
on the wall.

2. Signs shall be non-illuminated.

3. A sign shall not cover more than eighty percent (80%) of the linear distance of the
store front to which it is attached. However, all signs shall be set at least eighteen (18)
inches from the borders of the Tenant's lease area.

Free Standing Pylon Sign
1. The sign shall be located on the property as noted on the Site Plan for Gramsie Square
with a revision date of March 20, 1985.
2. The height of the sign shall be no greater than 25 feet and the size shall be 80 square
feet.
3. The sign shall advertise Gramsie Square, the Center address, and current tenants only.
4. Lettering shall be a minimum of 4-inches in height.



5. Lettering is not restricted to any particular style or color, but the freestanding sign
panel for each tenant shall be consistent with the font and color lettering employed for
that tenant’s wall sign.

6. A readerboard (Gas Price Display) may be displayed on the freestanding sign.

Temporary Signs
1. As permitted by City Code in effect at the time.
2. Any temporary signs shall be banners affixed to the Rice St. or Gramsie Road
building elevations.
3. Permits shall be secured prior to display of any temporary signs.

NOTE: The specifications set forth, above, do not apply to the convenience store and gas
facility located at the north end of the development. Tenant signing for said premises
includes two wall signs and canopy signs in accordance with the City Code.

T:/2016 pcf/2633-16-32 gramsie square comp sign plan



PROPOSED MOTION

MOVED BY COUNCILMEMBER

SECONDED BY COUNCILMEMBER

to adopt Resolution No. 16-81 approving Contractor Payment No.2 (Final), in
the amount of $ 8,752.68 for the 2016 Street Seal Coat, Project 16-04 .

ROLL CALL: AYES NAYS

JOHNSON
QUIGLEY
SPRINGHORN
WICKSTROM
MARTIN

REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING
SEPTEMBER 6, 2016

t:/projects/sealcoat/2016/council/paymt2final 16



TO: MAYOR, CITY COUNCIL, CITY MANAGER

FROM: THOMAS L. HAMMITT
SENIOR ENGINEERING TECHNICIAN

DATE: SEPTEMBER 1, 2016
SUBJECT: 2016 STREET SEAL COAT
CONTRACTOR PAYMENT NO. 2 (FINAL)

INTRODUCTION

Contractor Payment No. 2 (Final), has been prepared by staff and is presented to the City
Council.

BACKGROUND

On June 6, 2016, the City of Shoreview entered into a contract with Pearson Bros. Inc., in
the amount of § 264,907.57, for seal coating City streets. Based on final quantities, the
amount of work completed was $234,784.75. The Contractor Payment No. 2 (Final),
including the retainage, is in the amount of $8,752.68. All inspections and punch list items
have been completed and have shown the work to be acceptable.

RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that Council approve the attached proposed resolution for Contractor
Payment No. 2 (Final) for the 2016 Street Seal Coat Project 16-04.

tth
#16-04

t:/projects/seal coat/2016/council/paymt2final 16



APPLICATION FOR PAYMENT

NO.2 - FINAL

PROJECT: 2016 STREET SEAL COATING

OWNER: CITY OF SHOREVIEW

PROJECT NO: PROJECT 16-04

CONTRACTOR: PEARSON BROS INC

APPLICATION DATE: 8/13/16 __FOR PERIOD ENDING: _9/1/16

STATEMENT OF WORK

ORIGINAL CONTRACT AMOUNT $  264.907.57
NET CHANGE BY CHANGE ORDER $ 0.00
CONTRACT AMOUNT TO DATE $§ 234.784.75
TOTAL AMOUNT OF WORK COMPLETED TO DATE $ 234.784.75
LESS 0% RETAINAGE $ 0.00
AMOUNT DUE TO DATE § 234.784.75
LESS PREVIOUS PAYMENTS $  226.032.07

PAYMENT DUE THIS APPLICATION $ 8,752.68




APPLICATION FOR PAYMENT
Page Two

I hereby certify that all items and amounts shown are correct for the work completed to date.

CONTRACTOR: PEARSON BROS INC.
BY:
(Name and Title)
DATE:
APPROVED FOR PAYMENT:
OWNER: CITY OF SHOREVIEW

Tom Wesolowski (City Engineer)
il
DATE: e




2016 STREET SEAL COAT

PROJECT 16-04
Application for Payment No.2 Final

SEAL COATING

AGGREGATE

Item

No. _ Item Description Unit Quantity Unit Price Extension

1. FA-2 Class A 1/8” Traprock Ton 1,775 § 45.99 $ 81,632.25

BITUMINOUS EMULSION

Item

No. _ Item Description Unit Quantity Unit Price Extension

1. CRS-2P-Cationic Emulsion Gal 47,350 $ 315 $149,152.50

TRAFFIC SIGNS

Item

No. __Item Description Unit Quantity Unit Price Extension

1. Traffic Control Sign 30 $ 100.00 $  3,000.00

SECOND SWEEPING

Item

No. __Item Description Unit Quantity Unit Price Extension

1. Second Sweeping LS 1 $ 1,000.00 $ 1,000.00
TOTAL‘SEAL COATING - PAYMENT 1 $234,784.75



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

HELD SEPTEMBER 6, 2016

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

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
September 6, 2016, 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. 16-81
APPROVING FINAL PAYMENT
2016 STREET SEAL COAT
PROJECT 16-04

WHEREAS, on June 6, 2016, a contract was awarded to Pearson Bros. Inc., in the
amount of $264,907.57, for the 2016 Street Seal Coat Project, and,

WHEREAS, the contractor, Pearson Bros. Inc., has completed all work on the
project in the amount of $ 234,784.75 and is now requesting final payment, in the amount
of $8,752.68, and

WHEREAS, visual inspections have been completed and have shown the work to
be acceptable, and

WHEREAS, the Director of Public Works has recommended approval of the
Contractor Payment No.2 (Final).

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

That Contractor Payment No. 2 (Final), in the amount of $ 8,752.68, for the 2016
Street Seal Coat Project 16-04 is hereby approved.



RESOLUTION NO. 16-81
PAGE TWO

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 6™ day
of September, 2016.

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
6" day of September, 2016, with the original thereof on file in my office and the same is a
full, true and complete transcript herefrom insofar as the same relates to the approval of

Contractor Payment No.2 (Final) for the 2016 Street Seal Coating Project 16-04.

WITNESS MY HAND officially as such Manager and the corporate seal of the
City of Shoreview, Minnesota, this 7% day of September, 2016.

Terry C. Schwerm
City Manager

SEAL




PROPOSED MOTION

MOVED BY COUNCILMEMBER

SECONDED BY COUNCILMEMBER

authorizing execution of a Professional Services Agreement with Barr
Engineering Co. for engineering activities associated with a pond/wetland
assessment prioritization study.

ROLL CALL: AYES NAYS

JOHNSON
QUIGLEY
SPRINGHORN
WICKSTROM
MARTIN . -

REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING
SEPTEMBER 6, 2016
TEW



TO: MAYOR, CITY COUNCIL, AND CITY MANAGER
FROM: TOM WESOLOWSKI, CITY ENGINEER
DATE: SEPTEMBER 1, 2016

SUBJECT:  AUTHORIZE PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT FOR
POND/WETLAND ASSESSMENT PRIORITIZATION STUDY

INTRODUCTION

Professional services are required to complete an assessment of the converted wetlands
and constructed ponds that are used to treat stormwater as part of the City’s
stormwater collection and treatment system. Staff has identified the necessary services
and recommends that the City Council authorize approval of a professional services
agreement with Barr Engineering Company.

DISCUSSION

A majority of the City’s stormwater collection and treatment system that was
constructed in the 1980’s, 90’s and earty 2000’s included the conversion of existing
wetlands or the construction of ponds to treat stormwater runoff. The function of the
ponds and converted wetlands is to provide storage and capture and remove sediment
and nutrients to protect higher quality water bodies farther downstream. Over time
sediment collects in the ponds and wetlands and reduces the storage capacity and
treatment effectiveness. Currently the City inspects and maintains 131 treatment ponds
and/or converted wetlands.

Many of the City’s ponds have naturally accumulated sediment and require the
sediment to be removed to restore the designed storage and treatment capacity. The
City has started to complete sediment removal projects, but due to the cost can only
remove sediment from a couple of ponds each year. Further, due to concerns for PAH
contaminated sediment, the cost associated with collecting and disposing of dredged
materials have increased dramatically in recent years.

City staff inspects the ponds each year and based on the observed condition determines
what ponds should be cleaned. Other considerations such as location of the pond and
where the pond discharges are also used to determine the priority. This process has
worked, but is a bit arbitrary. Given the age of the infrastructure and limited funding,
staff needs better methods and tools to help ensure that efforts to determine the
priority are being done in the most effective way.



City staff is recommending an assessment prioritization study be completed for the
existing ponds and wetlands to determine the order in which sediment removal projects
be completed. A standardized assessment criteria will be created that will include
information such as drainage area, land use, soil type, location, and quality of
downstream water bodies. The prioritized list will ensure the limited funds available for
sediment removal projects will be providing the most benefit to the City’s stormwater
treatment system.

The estimated cost for the study is $30,000 and will be funded through the City’s
surface water fund. The proposal from Barr Engineering for the prioritization study is
attached.

RECOMMENDATION
It is recommended that the City Council approve the attached motion authorizing a

professional services agreement with Barr Engineering Company for engineering
services associated with a pond/wetland assessment prioritization study.












Tom Wesolowski, City of Shoreview
August 12, 2016
Page 4

Thank you for retaining us. We will do our best to justify your expression of confidence in us. This letter, together
with our Standard Terms (attached) sets forth the Agreement between the City of Shoreview (Client) and Barr
Engineering Co. (Barr) regarding the Shoreview Pond/Wetland Assessment Prioritization Study.

This Agreement will be effective for the duration of the services or until August 1, 2017, whichever comes first.
unless earlier terminated by either you or us. We will commence work upon receipt of a copy of this letter signed
by you. The estimated schedule for the services is that all tasks will be completed by December 31, 2016. We will
inform you of our progress by a monthly progress report that accompanies each invoice.

For the services provided, you will pay us according to the attached Standard Terms. We will bill you monthly. The
cost of the services will not exceed $30,000 USD without prior approval by you.

We understand you have the authority to direct us. We will direct communications to you at the address on this
letter. Direction should be provided to Erin Anderson Wenz at the letterhead address.

During the term of this Agreement, Barr agrees to maintain with a company or companies lawfully authorized to
do business in the jurisdiction in which the project is located, the type of insurance and policy limits as set forth
below (USD):

Workers' Compensation and Employers’ Liability

1. Coverage A: Per State Statute
2. Coverage B: $500,000 Each Accident
$500,000 Disease — Policy Limit
$500,000 Disease — Each Employee
Commercial General Liability

1. $2,000,000 General Aggregate

2. $2,000,000 Products — Completed Operations Aggregate
3. $1,000,000 Each Occurrence

4. $1,000,000 Personal Injury

Commercial Automobile Liability

1. $1,000,000 Combined Single Limit Bodily Injury and Property Damage

The Commercial Automobile Liability shall provide coverage for the following automobiles:
1. All Owned Automobiles

2. All Non-Owned Automobiles
3. All Hired Automobiles

Umbrella Liabifity

1. $10,000,000 Each Claim
$10,000,000 Annual Aggregate
2. The Umbrella Liability shall provide excess limits over and above the Commercial General
Liability, Employers’ Liability and Commercial Automobile Liability limits as stated in this
article.
Professional Liability/Pollution Incident Liability

Professional Liability errors and omissions insurance including Pollution Incident Liability
coverage with limits of not less than $5,000,000 Per Claim / $5,000,000 Aggregate.

Certificates of Insurance

Certificates of Insurance shall be provided upon request.



Tom Wesolowski, City of Shoreview
August 12, 2016
Page 5

Barr and Client waive all rights against each other, their subcontractors, agents, and employees, and the other's
consultants, separate contractors, and their subcontractors, agents, and employees for losses or damages covered
by property or casualty insurance, commercial general liability, or Builder’s Risk insurance. This waiver of
subrogation shall be effective notwithstanding any duty of indemnity.

If this Agreement is satisfactory, please sign the enclosed copy of this letter in the space provided, and return it to
us. This Agreement will be open for acceptance until October 31, 2016, unless earlier withdrawn by us.

Sincerely yours,

BARR ENGINEERING CO.

Brad Lindaman,
Its Vice President

Accepted this day of , 20
City of Shoreview

By
Its

Attachments
Standard Terms—Professional Services






4.2

43

4.4

4.5

4.6

Section 5:

5.1

5.2

5.3

5.4

not a firm figure unless stated as such and you should
allow for a contingency in addition to estimated costs.

You agree to notify us of billing disputes within 15 days
and to pay undisputed portions of invoices within 30
days of invoice date. For balances not paid under these
terms, you agree to pay interest on unpaid balances
beginning 10 days after invoice date at the rate of 1.5%
per month, but not to exceed the maximum rate allowed
by law.

If you direct us to invoice another, we will do so, but you
agree to be responsible for our compensation unless you
provide us with that person’s written acceptance of the
terms of our Agreement and we agree to extend credit to
that person.

You agree to compensate us in accordance with our fee
schedule if we are asked or required to respond to legal
process arising out of a proceeding to which we are not
a party.

If we are delayed by factors beyond our control, or if the
project conditions or the scope of work change, or if the
standards change, we will receive an equitable
adjustment of our compensation.

In consideration of our providing insurance to cover
claims made by you, you hereby waive any right of offset
as to payment otherwise due us.

Disputes, Damage, and Risk Allocation

Each of us will exercise good faith efforts to resolve
disputes without litigation. Such efforts will include a
meeting attended by each party's representative
empowered to resolve the dispute. Disputes (except
collections) will be submitted to mediation as a condition
precedent to litigation.

We will not be liable for special, incidental,
consequential, or punitive damages, including but not
limited to those arising from delay, loss of use, loss of
profits or revenue, loss of financing commitments or
fees, or the cost of capital. Each of us waives against
the other and its subcontractors, agents, and employees
all rights to recover for losses covered by our respective
property/casualty or auto insurance policies.

We will not be liable for damages unless you have
notified us of your claim within 30 days of the date of
your discovery of it and unless you have given us an
opportunity to investigate and to recommend ways of
mitigating damages, and unless suit is commenced
within two years of the earlier of the date of injury or loss
and the date of completion of the Services.

For you to obtain the benefit of a fee which includes a
reasonable allowance for risks, you agree that our
aggregate liability will not exceed the fee paid for our
services or $50,000, whichever is greater, and you agree
to indemnify us from all liability to others in excess of
that amount. If you are unwilling to accept this allocation
of risk, we will increase our aggregate liability to
$100,000 provided that, within 10 days of the date of our
Agreement, you provide payment in an amount that will
increase our fees by 10%, but not less than $500, to
compensate us for the greater risk undertaken. This

5.5

5.6

5.7

Section 6:

6.1

6.2

Section 7:

7.1

7.2

7.3

7.4

7.5

increased fee is not the purchase of insurance.

If you fail to pay us within 60 days following invoice date,
we may consider the default a total breach of our
Agreement and, at our option, we may terminate all of
our duties without liability to you or to others.

if we are involved in legal action to collect our
compensation, you agree to pay our collection
expenses, including reasonable attorneys’ fees.

The law of the state in which the project site is located
will govern all disputes. Each of us waives trial by jury.
No employee acting within the scope of employment
shall have any individual liability for his or her acts or
omissions and you agree not to make any claim against
individual employees.

Indemnification

Each of us will indemnify and hold harmless the other
from and against demands, damages, and expenses to
the comparative extent they are caused by the negligent
acts, omissions, or breach of contract of the
indemnifying party or of those others for whom the
indemnifying party is legally responsible.

To the extent that may be necessary to indemnify either
of us under Section 6.1, you and we expressly waive, in
favor of the other only, any immunity or exemption from
liability that exists under any worker compensation law.

Miscellaneous Provisions

We will provide a certificate of insurance to you upon
request. Any claim as an Additional Insured shall be
limited to losses caused by our sole negligence.

This Agreement is our entire agreement, and it
supersedes prior agreements. Only a writing signed by
both of us making specific reference to the provision
modified may modify it.

Neither of us will assign this Agreement without the
written approval of the other. No other person has any
rights under this Agreement.

A writing may terminate this Agreement. We will receive
an equitable adjustment of our compensation if our work
is terminated prior to completion as well as our fees and
expenses on the basis agreed upon through the effective
date of termination.

We will not discriminate against any employee or
applicant for employment because of race, color, creed,
national origin, sex, religion, age, genetic information,
marital status, sexual orientation, gender identity, familial
status, disability, status with regard to public assistance,
membership or activity in a local human-rights
commission, or status as a protected veteran. We will
take affirmative action to ensure that applicants are
considered, and employees are treated during their
employment, without regard to those factors. Our actions
will include, but are not limited to notifications, hiring,
promotion or employment upgrading, demotion, transfer,
recruitment or recruitment advertising, layoffs or
terminations, rates of pay and other forms of
compensation, and selection for ftraining or
apprenticeship. End of Standard Terms

Ver. 07-01-15



PROPOSED MOTION

MOVED BY COUNCILMEMBER

SECONDED BY COUNCILMEMBER

to approve an amendment in the amount of $170,000 to the Professional
Services Agreement with Advanced Engineering and Environmental Services,
Inc. (AE2S) for activities relating to Water System Improvements — Water
Treatment Plant, City Project 14-02.

ROLL CALL: AYES NAYS

JOHNSON
QUIGLEY
SPRINGHORN
WICKSTROM
MARTIN

REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING
SEPTEMBER 6, 2016
TEW



TO: MAYOR, CITY COUNCIL, AND CITY MANAGER

FROM: MARK MALONEY - PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR
TOM WESOLOWSKI —- CITY ENGINEER
DATE: SEPTEMBER 1, 2016
SUBJ: AMENDMENT TO PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT

WATER SYSTEM IMPROVEMENTS - WATER TREATMENT PLANT,
CITY PROIJECT 14-02

INTRODUCTION

A consultant hired by the City has been providing design, construction management, and
instrumentation and control services for the public infrastructure improvements associated
with Water System Improvements — Water Treatment Plant, City Project 14-02. Additional
services beyond the scope of the original agreement are required and an amendment to the
professional services agreement has been prepared. City Council approval of the
amendment is recommended at this time.

BACKGROUND

At its November 3, 2014 meeting the City Council authorized a professional services
agreement with Advanced Engineering and Environmental Services, Inc. (AE2S) for
design and bidding services related to Water System Improvements — Water Treatment
Plant, City Project 14-02 in the amount of $941,200. In June of 2015 the Council approved
an amendment to the original agreement in the amount of $652,345 for construction phase
and supervisory control and data acquisition (SCADA) programming services.

DISCUSSION

During the construction of the water treatment plant additional design and construction
services were needed to address changes and additions to the water treatment plant and
existing City water supply infrastructure. Including, but not limited to, design changes for
interior and exterior piping and the site layout based on comments from the Minnesota
Department of Health, that were received after the project was bid. Design changes were
also required to address electrical upgrades at the existing booster station and additional
infrastructure at City wells to allow the meters to accurately measure the water that is
pumped out of the wells as well as other miscellaneous upgrades to existing water supply
infrastructure.

With the construction of the water treatment plant, the SCADA hardware and software that
control the operation of the City’s water supply infrastructure will be upgraded to include



the operation of the water treatment plant. The communication portion of the SCADA
system that allows the water supply infrastructure to provide information back to the main
computer is based on older technology. Newer technology is available and the existing
infrastructure can be upgraded to provide more reliable and redundant communication.
Given the upgrades required to the SCADA system, to accommodate the water treatment
plant, there is an economy to complete the upgrades to the existing water supply
infrastructure at this time.

The amendment breaks down into two phases; design and construction phase services
(886,000), and SCADA communication upgrades ($84,000). The cost for the SCADA
upgrades includes supply and installation of hardware and required programming. Please
refer to the attached letter from AE2S detailing the break-down of the amendment.

Current funding for the project can accommodate the additional cost associated with the
proposed amendment.

RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that the City Council approve the attached motion approving the
amendment to the Professional Services Agreement with AE2S, Inc. for design and
construction phase services and instrumentation and control services relating to Water
System Improvements — Water Treatment Plant, City Project 14-02.






Mr. Tom Wesolowski
City Engineer

RE:

Additional Services and Request for Professional Services Amendment
Shoreview Water Treatment Plant
City of Shoreview, Minnesota

August 25, 2016
Page 2 of 5

L]

Extensive regulatory coordination to secure approval from Xcel Energy, Ramsey County,
the Department of Natural Resources, and the Rice Creek Watershed District for the most
advantageous Well No. 6 Transmission Pipeline alignment.

Professional Design and Construction Phase services for meter vault systems at Wells No.
3 and 4. The construction value for these meter vaults is approximately $75,748.57.

Represent the City of Shoreview in working with EIM and MBI to coordinate the
construction of fiber optic communication ring around the Maintenance facility and the
WTP, concurrent with WTP construction. This included a directional drilling estimate,
potential alignment evaluation, control system coordination, and Contractor coordination.

Development of a comprehensive Operations Manual and expanded training program to
assist Shoreview operators in the operation of a new WTP and improve operational
understanding of the WTP.

Reimbursement for fees paid to regulatory agencies for plan review and permit approval.

As of August 1%, the AE2S Professional Services Agreement amount is approximately 94-percent
expended. AE2S’s total costs including labor, expenses and sub consultants total approximately.
$1,498,145. The current Contract with the City of Shoreview is for $1,593,545. The balance of
$95,400 is insufficient to provide for remaining Construction Observation Services, Start-up
Services, 1&C System Programming, Project Close-Out, and Warranty Phase Services.

The Project construction is scheduled to be Substantially Complete in October 2016 with Final
Completion in December. Between now Project Completion, continued construction observation
and startup services will be required. We anticipate the following staffing requirements through
November:

o Randy Leppala - 40 hours/month through November = Total 160 Hours

o Aaron Vollmer - 40 hours/ month plus 120 hours in October for startup = Total
240 Hours

o Nancy Zeigler — 4 Hours in October for Pipeline project closeout items

o Grant Meyer — 5 Hours in October for startup assistance

o Del DeBoer — 20 Hours in October for startup assistance and training






Mr. Tom Wesolowski

City Engineer

RE: Additional Services and Request for Professional Services Amendment
Shoreview Water Treatment Plant
City of Shoreview, Minnesota

August 25, 2016

Page 4 of 5

A breakdown of the estimated labor, Equipment, and Construction costs for the Scope of Services
is as follows:

Shoreview Well Communication Services Improvements
o Total Professional Services $49,900.00
o Total Equipment Cost $27,600.00
¢ Total Construction Cost $6,500.00
Well Communication Subtotal $84,000

All work associated with the Shoreview Wells Control Hardware would be completed this fall in
conjunction with the WTP startup in October.

Professional Service Fee Requested

AEZS is respectfully requesting compensation for professional services previously provided and
for the additional services explained above to be completed on a cost plus basis to the Not to
Exceed amount of One Hundred and Seventy Thousand Dollars ($170,000.00). An outline of the
primary scope items is provided in the following table.

dditio .

Shoreview Water Treatment Plant Construction Services
o Remaining Construction Service Needs $78,000
o Remaining 1&C Services Budget $79,000
o Remaining Post Construction Budget $24,400
Subtotal $181,400
e Remaining Professional Services Budget ($95,400)
Construction Services Subtotal $86,000

Shoreview Well Communication Services Improvements

+ Total Professional Services $49,900.00
¢ Total Equipment Cost $27,600.00
e Total Construction Cost $6,500.00

Well Communication Subtotal $84,000

Total Professional Services $170,000







PROPOSED MOTION

MOVED BY COUNCILMEMBER

SECONDED BY COUNCILMEMBER

To award the quote for the site work for the Wilson Park playground to Odessa Il
in the amount of $63, 070.00 and the alternate quote in the amount of $9,065.00. -

ROLL CALL: AYES _ NAYS
JOHNSON

QUIGLEY

SPRINGHORN

WICKSTROM

MARTIN

Regular Council Meeting
September 6, 2016




TO: MAYOR AND COUNCILMEMBERS

FROM: TERRY SCHWERM
CITY MANAGER
DATE: AUGUST 31, 2016

SUBJECT: AWARD OF QUOTE—WILSON PARK PLAYGROUND SITE WORK

INTRODUCTION

The City Council is being asked to approve the quote for the site work related to the
replacement of the playground equipment at Wilson Park.

BACKGROUND

At its July 5, 2016 meeting, the City Council approved the playground proposal from Miracle
Recreation for the replacement of the playground equipment at Wilson Park. The existing
playground is about 20 years old, and the City was no longer able to obtain replacement parts
to make repairs. In addition, some of the footings for the playground equipment were heaving
due to the freeze/thaw cycles. Further, the Wilson Park playground is one of two playgrounds in
the park system that is not accessible to persons with disabilities. The new playground plan is
attached.

The site work for its new playground involves the removal of the existing playground
equipment, subgrade preparation, construction of concrete sidewalk to the playground area
from the parking lot, and concrete curbing around the playground. These site improvements
will make the playground area consistent with the recently constructed playgrounds at both
Bucher and Sitzer Parks.

WSB and Associates prepared the plans and specifications for these site improvements and
solicited quotes on behalf of the City. Listed below are the three quotes that they received for
the work.

Company Base Quote Alternate
Odessa ll $63,070.00 $ 9,065.00
Peterson Companies $98,013.70 $19,698.70

Urban Companies $95,950.00 $15,750.00




Odessa Il is the lowest quote for the site work at Wilson Park. Odessa |l is the contractor that
successfully completed the park improvements at both Sitzer Park and Bucher Park. Staffis
therefore recommending that the Council approve the base quote from Odessa Il for the site
work for the Wilson Park playground area. Staff is also recommending that the Council approve
the $9,065 alternate that will replace a section of trail along the east side of the parking lot to
ensure an accessible grade to the playground area. This current trail is in poor condition and
does not meet accessibility standards due to the slope on the trail.

RECOMMENDATION

Based on the foregoing information, it is recommended that the Council approve the quote for
the site work for the Wilson Park playground to Odessa Il in the amount of $63,070.00 and the
alternate quote in the amount of $9,065.00.




































PROPOSED MOTION

" MOVED BY COUNCILMEMBER

SECONDED BY COUNCILMEMBER

To adopt Ordinance No. 946 Exhibit D, establishing 2017 Community Center
rates.

ROLL CALL: AYES NAYS
JOHNSON
QUIGLEY
SPRINGHORN
WICKSTROM

MARTIN

Regular Council Meeting
September 6, 2016
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TO: MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL, CITY MANAGER

FROM: "~ MICHELLE MAJKOZAK
COMMUNITY CENTER GENERAL MANAGER

DATE: SEPTEMBER 1, 2016
SUBIJECT: COMMUNITY CENTER RATE ADJUSTMENTS
INTRODUCTION

The City Council is being asked to review and approve the proposed 2017 Community
Center rate adjustments. The daily admission, membership rates and meeting and
banquet room rates were last increased January, 2016. After evaluating comparable
facilities, it is staff's recommendation to include a small rate increase for membership
and daily passes in January, 2017 and a general increase for banquet and meeting room
rentals. All fees are now adopted by ordinance and included in a fee schedule.

BACKGROUND

The City Council annually approves the daily admission, membership and banquet and
meeting room rental rates for residents and non-resident rates for the Community
Center. It has been the City’s practice to have annual inflationary increases to both daily
admission and membership ‘rates rather than larger percentage increases every few
years. Banquet and meeting room rates are reviewed in comparison to other similar
facilities in the area, although is often difficult to compare rates because the Shoreview
Community Center has an open catering policy and does not receive commissions on
food sales like most other rental facilities.

Attached is a comparison of daily admission rates for Community Centers and indoor
playgrounds, banquet and meeting room rates, and membership rates with comparable

public and private facilities in surrounding communities.

DAILY ADMISSION RATES

Currently, there are resident and non-resident individual daily admission rates for the
Community Center. Staff is proposing that the daily admission rates be increased
between 2%-3%. This will increase the daily adult rate to $8.75 for residents and $10.00
for non-residents; $7.60 for seniors/youth residents and $9.25 for senior/youth non-
residents. It is suggested that the family rate be increased to $30.00 for family resident
and $37.00 for family non-resident, with a maximum limit of 6 family members. The
price per individual above 6 would remain at $4.50. These prices include tax. Staff is
proposing the playground daily rate increase to $5.25 ’







EXHIBIT D
COMMUNITY CENTER RATE SCHEDULE
CITY OF SHOREVIEW, MINNESOTA

ADMISSIONS

Daily Admission
Adult-Regular $ 10.00
Adult-Resident $ 8.75
Youth/Senior-Regular $ 925
Youth/Senior-Resident $ 7.60
Family-Regular $ 37.00
Family-Resident $ 30.00
Playground $ 525
Coupon Books — 10 Visits
Adult-Regular $ 90.00
Adult-Resident $ 78.75
Youth/Senior-Reg $ 83.25
Youth/Senior-Resident $ 68.40
Playground $ 47.25
Track (Senior)
Daily-Regular $ 4.70
Daily-Resident $ 3.65
10 Visit-Regular $42.30
10 Visit-Resident $32.85

MEMBERSHIPS
Annual Memberships
Adult-Regular $475.00
Adult-Resident $370.00
Youth/Senior-Regular $380.00
Youth/Senior-Resident $315.00
Dual-Regular $ 700.00
Dual-Resident $ 570.00
Family-Regular $ 815.00

Family-Resident $650.00







Half Room

Sunday-Thursday — Regular
Sunday-Thursday — Resident

Meeting Rooms*

. Monday-Thursday-Regular
Monday-Thursday-Resident
Friday-Sunday-Regular
Friday-Sunday-Resident
*Two hour time block

Island Lake Room*

Sunday-Saturday-Regular
Sunday-Saturday-Resident

*Two hour time block

Haffeman Pavilion

Resident
Regular

$225.00
$260.00

$50.00
$35.00
$60.00
$45.00

$75.00.
$60.00

$225.00
$250.00




Daily Admission Comparison

Maplewood Community Center
AdultResident and Non Resident -$9.00
Senior/Youth Resident and Non Resident - $7.00
Family Resident and Non Resident - $22.00

Eden Prairie Community Center
Daily Pass Resident and Non Resident $10.00

Eagan Community Center
Daily Pass Resident and Non Resident $10.00

Grove Cove, Maple Grove
Regular-$6.50 Resident-$5.50

\

Shoreview Community Center

Adult Regular -$9.99 Adult Resident - $8.55
Senior/Youth Regular - $9.00 Senior/Youth Resident - $7.45

Family Regular - $36.00 Family Resident - $29.00

Proposed Change for 2017

Adult Regular -$10.00 Adult Resident - $8.75
Senior/Youth Regular - $9.25 : Senior/Youth Resident - $7.60
Family Regular - $37.00 : Family Resident - $30.00 -

*All prices above include sales tax
*Family pass is limited to six individuals. Bach additional person is $4.50

Indoor Playground Rate Comparison

Eagles Nest, New Brighton

One Day Pass $5.50
Group Rate $4.50
*twilight special $3.00 after 6PM Monday-Friday

Maple Maze, Maple Grove

One Day Pass $5.50

Lookout Ridge, Woodbury







Board Room (Hourly)
690 sq. fest ‘

Lone Oak Room
1400 sq. feet

Other Meeting Rooms
360 sq. feet

*Additional fees apply to some Audio/Visual Equipment

*Txclusive Catering
*Security Officer required for events with liquor

Maplewood Community Center
Banquet Room (Seats 350)
Sun-Friday

Saturday

*QOpen catering

New Brighton Community Center
Community Room (Seats 250)
Mon=Thurs (Full Day)

*Additional Kitchen Fee

Mon-Thurs Evenings

Friday (Full Day)

Kitchen fee

Saturday

Kitchen Fee

Meeting Room

Maple Grove Community Center
Banciuet Room = (Seats 250)
Mon-Thurs

Friday

Saturday

Sunday

*Equipment rental fees apply to AV, easels and white boards
Beverage Bar

Kitchen Rental

*Security officer required

Exclusive catering

Vadnais Heights Commons
Vadnais Room Capacity 400

" Resident
$ 2500
$ 50.00
$ 18.00
$ 960.00
$ 1,350.00
Resident
$  325.00
$ 50.00
$ 230.00
$ 550.00
$ 50.00
$  825.00
$ 50.00
$110 Half day
$185.00 Full Day
Resident
$ 325.00
$ 375.00
$ 675.00
$ 375.00
$ 130.00
$  75.00
Resident

Non-Resident
$ 30.00
$ 55.00
$ 20.00
Non-Resident
$ 375.00
$ 50.00
$ 250.00
$ 600.00
$ 875.00
$125 Half Day
$210 Full Day
Non-Resident
$ 375.00
$ 425.00
$ - 725.00
$ 425.00

Non-Resident







800.00

Friday $ 700.00 $

Saturday _ $ 900:00 $  1,000.00
Community (Half-Room)

Sun-Thurs $ 225.00 $ 260.00
Meeting Rooms Mon-Thurs

*Two hour time block » $ 35.00 ‘ $ 50.00
Meeting Rooms Fri-Sun $  45.00 $ 60.00
*Two hour time block .

Island Lake Room | $  60.00 $ 75.00
*Two hour time block

Haffeman Pavillion $ 225.00 % 250.00
Membership Comparison

Maplewood Community Center

Annual Rate Regular Monthly Resident Monthly
Adult $ 625.00 $ 57.00 $ 511.00 $ 46.00
Dual $ 727.00 $ 71.00 $ 613.00 $ 59.00
Family $ 879.00 § 85.00 $ 766.00 $ 73.00
Youth/Senior $ 420.00 § 38.00 $ 363.00 § 33.00
Initiation Fee $ 75.00

~ group fitness classes, 4 free guest-passes, discounted theater tickets, room rentals, massage, personal

Y.M.C.A

Annual Rate Monthly
Adult : b 66.00
Dual $ 110.00
Family $ 12200
Joiners Fee $ 150.00

Membership incluides Fitness Center, pool, child care. Many group fitness classes are free and some have a nominal ch.

Life Time Fitness

Annual Rate Monthly
Adult $ 79.00
Dual $ 119.00







Proposed Change for 2017

Rate Regular ' Resident

Adult $§ 210.00 $ 160.00
Dual $ 290.00 $ 230.00
Family $ 310.00 $ 250.00
Youth/Senior $ 160.00 $ 130.00




MOTION TO APPROVE

MOVED BY COUNCIL MEMBER:

SECONDED BY COUNCIL MEMBER:

To approve the following requests submitted by Elevage Development Group,
LLC/Elevage Shoreview Holdings, LLC (EDG) to redevelop 3527 Rice Street and
incorporate the parcel into the approved mixed use development on the adjacent
properties at: 157 County Road E, 185 County Road E, 3521 Rice Street and 3500
Rustic Place. Said approval is subject to the following conditions:

Comprehensive Plan Amendment

1.

2.
3.

The amendment changes the land use designation from RL, Low Density
Residential to MU, Mixed Use.

Review and approval of the amendment by the Metropolitan Council.

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.

2.

3.

This approval rezones the property from R1, Detached Residential to PUD,
Planned Unit Development.

The underlying zoning district for this parcel is R3, Multi-Dwelling Residential
as it will be part of Lot 2 for the mixed-use apartment complex.

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

Preliminary Plat

1.

2.

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

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. Other easements shall
be dedicated as required by the Public Works Director.

. Private agreements shall be secured between the parcels in the subdivision

regarding the maintenance of shared facilities. Said agreements shall be
submitted to the City Attorney for review and approval prior to the City’s
release of the Final Plat.




4. Comments received from the State of Minnesota shall be addressed in the Final
Plat submittal.

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 amends the previous PUD approved for the redevelopment of 157
County Road E, 185 County Road E, 3521 Rice Street and 3500 Rustic Place
with a mixed use development consisting of a 5-story building that has 134
market rate apartment units and 6,800 square feet of commercial space on the
first floor. Fourteen townhomes are also planned. The approved conditions and
Development Agreements remain in effect. See Planning Case File 2611-16-
10.

2. Access to the expanded parking lot shall be provided via the driveway off
County Road E. The proposed driveway off of Rice Street shall be designed
for Emergency Vehicle access only per the requirements of Ramsey County.

3. 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.

4. The developer shall secure a permit from the Ramsey Washington Metro
Watershed District prior to commencing any grading on the property.

5. A Tree Protection and Replacement Plan shall be submitted with the Building
Permit applications for the new homes on each parcel. Tree removal requires
replacement trees per City Code. City requirements for the tree removal and
protection plan shall be detailed in the Development Agreement for
Construction. A financial contribution to the City’s Forestry fund will be
required in the event the tree replacement requirements cannot be
accommodated on the development site.

6. Lighting on site shall comply with Section 206.030, Lighting Standards of the
Development Code. A luminary plan, including exterior light fixture details and
pole heights shall be submitted to the City for review and approval prior to the
issuance of a building permit.

7. The applicant is required to enter into an Amendment to the Site Development
Agreement and Erosion Control Agreement with the City which addresses the
expansion of the parking lot. Said agreements shall be executed prior to the
issuance of any permits for this project.




8. 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 incorporation of the property into the adjoining property for the mixed-use
development supports the policies stated in the Comprehensive Plan related to
land use, housing and redevelopment.

2. The proposed redevelopment will not have a significant adverse impact on the
planned land use of the surrounding property.

3. The amended parking plan provides better addresses the needs of the mixed use
development by retaining the required parking ratio for below grade parking
while providing additional surface parking for guests, employees and patrons.

ROLL CALL: AYES NAYS

Johnson
Quigley
Springhorn
Wickstrom
Martin

Regular City Council Meeting — September 6, 2016




TO: Mayor, City Council and City Manager
FROM: Kathleen Castle, City Planner
DATE: September 2, 2016

SUBJECT: File No. 2631-16-30; Comprehensive Plan Amendment, Rezoning, Preliminary Plat,
Plarmed Unit Development — Development Stage Amendment, Elevage Development
Group, LLC/Elevage Shoreview Holdings, LLC — 3527 Rice Street

Introduction

Earlier this year, Elevage Development Group, LLC/Elevage Shoreview Holdings, LLC (EDQG)
received approval to redevelop several properties located at the northwest corner of Rice Street and
County Road E with a mixed-use development. This proposed development, the McMillan, consists
of a 5-story mixed use building that has 134 market rate apartment units and 6,800 square feet of
commercial space on the first floor. Access to the building is provided from County Road E and
leads to an off-street parking lot and below grade parking structure.

The approved development also includes fourteen townhomes on the western part of the
redevelopment site along Rustic Place.

During the review process, EDG was in negotiations with the property owners immediately to the
north at 3527 Rice Street. EDG has since acquired the property and is now seeking approvals to
incorporate this property into the development. The intended use for this property is parking. The
submitted applications include:

1) Comprehensive Plan Amendment: Changing the land use from RL, Low Density Residential
to MU, Mixed Use

2) Rezoning: Changing the zoning designation from R1, Detached Residential to PUD, Planned
Unit Development

3) Preliminary Plat: Incorporate this property into the Elevage First Addition Plat

4) PUD — Development Stage Amendment: To add this property into the mixed-use high-density
multi-family residential and commercial planned unit development and amend the parking
plan

The application was complete on August 17,2016.

Project Summary

The approved redevelopment site includes four properties located at the intersection of Rice Street
and County Road E, north of Interstate 694. Existing land uses include a one-story 34,887 square
foot shopping center built in 1957, and three other parcels that were previously used for single-
family residential. This redevelopment site has approximately 4.2 acres with frontage on Rustic
Place, Rice Street and County Road E. The redevelopment plan consists of a 5-story mixed use
building that has 134 market rate apartment units and 6,800 square feet of commercial space on the
first floor. This structure is designed as an “L” shaped building located in the southeastern corner of
the property oriented towards the Rice Street/County Road E intersection. Access to an off-street




parking lot and below grade parking structure which provides a total of 234 parking stalls is provided
from County Road E.

Fourteen townhomes are also proposed on the western part of the redevelopment site. Access to the
townhomes is proposed off County Road E and Rustic Place.

As previously stated, EDG acquired this property shortly after City approvals were received for the
mixed use project. At the time of acquisition, EDG’s interim plan for this property was to retain the
single-family use to provide a buffer between the redevelopment site and the nearby single-family
land uses. EDG also expressed interest in redeveloping the site with another use at some time in the
future. The approved Development Agreement states that the use of the property shall remain single-
family residential until a redevelopment plan is approved by the City Council.

EDG is proposing to modify the approved parking plan by adding the 3527 Rice Street property to
the project and construct a surface parking lot while reducing the number of parking stalls provided
in the below grade parking stalls. This property has a lot area of 28,314 square feet and 100 feet of
frontage on Rice Street. It is developed with a single-family home that was constructed in 1952.

Please see the attached statement and submitted plans.

Staff Review

The submitted applications have been reviewed by Staff in accordance with the Comprehensive Plan
and Development Code. The primary focus of the review for the Comprehensive Plan Amendment
and Rezoning pertains solely to the 3527 Rice Street property while the Preliminary Plat and PUD —
Development Stage Amendment addresses the incorporation of this parcel into the larger
development site. Key issues associated with each application are addressed.

Comprehensive Plan Amendment
In accordance with Section 203.053 (D), the City Council needs to consider the following when
reviewing a Plan amendment:

(1) The site and the characteristics of adjoining planned land uses;

(2) Probable building mass differences;

(3) Traffic generation;

(4) Separation to dissimilar land uses;

(5) Carrying capacity of the site (sewer, water, access, topography, etc.), and
(6) Buffering potential of dissimilar but adjoining land uses

The City Council may grant or deny the amendment based on 4/5ths majority vote of the Council

Attachment A summarizes the Comprehensive Plan policies related to this site as well as other
planning efforts the City has undertaken to address redevelopment near the Interstate 694/Rice Street
interchange.

This property is not located in a Policy Development Area (PDA), however, PDA #18, Rice Street
Crossings states that the large residential lots north of this PDA could draw redevelopment interest
due to the roadway improvements and other land use changes. The City prefers that this area retain its
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residential designation until a redevelopment proposal is submitted for this area. Any change in land
use will then require an amendment to the comprehensive plan and zoning designation.

The applicants are requesting an amendment to the Comprehensive Plan changing the existing RL,
Low Density Residential land use designation to MU, Mixed Use. Due to the mixed use nature of
the adjoining property, the relationship of the property to the approved development and proposed
incorporation of the property into the plat and PUD, the staff believes a MU, Mixed Use land use
designation is appropriate. The MU designation permits a variety of land uses, including vertical
mixed residential and commercial land use.

The planned land uses of the adjoining property in Shoreview include RL, Low Density Residential
(0-4 units per acre) to the north and west, and MU, Mixed Use and Commercial to the south.
Interstate 694 is also located immediately to the south of the development site. East, in the City of
Vadnais Heights, land uses include commercial, office and low density residential.

The incorporation of this property into the adjoining PUD is reasonable due to its proximity to the
redevelopment site and adjacency to Rice Street. Existing language in the Comprehensive Plan
anticipates potential land use changes in the Rice Street corridor. The integration of the property into
the site and proposed use allows a small overall increase in parking while maintaining a separation
between the proposed apartment building and single-family residential uses. With the additional land
area, site design elements can be utilized to preserve the integrity of the adjoining low density
residential land uses.

Rezoning
EDG is requesting the property be rezoned from R1, Detached Residential to PUD, Planned Unit
Development.

In accordance with Section 203.052 (C), the City Council needs to consider the following criteria
(italics) when reviewing a rezoning request. Staff’s review also follows each of the individual
criteria.

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.

EDG is seeking a Comprehensive Plan Amendment to change the designated RL, Low Density to
MU, Mixed Use. The preceding section provides information on the plan amendment.

2) That the development facilitated by the proposed rezoning will not significantly and adversely
impact the planned use of the surrounding property.

The rezoning of this property to PUD for the mixed use development will not significantly and
adversely impact the planned use of the surrounding property. Significant and adverse impacts
are evaluated by reviewing the effect the proposed rezoning and subsequent development will
have on the transportation system, stormwater management, municipal sewer and water service
and the environment. The incorporation of the property into the adj oining mixed use
redevelopment will not have a significant impact on the nearby single-family residences.




With the PUD District, the City has the ability impose conditions that mitigate development
impacts. This will be reviewed further with the amendment to the PUD.

3) The developer is willing fo enter info a rezoning/development agreement with the City.

As a condition of approval, the developer will be required to enter into a development agreement
with the City.

Preliminary Plat

EDG is proposing to amend the plat previously approved for this development, Elevage First
Addition, by combining the 3527 Rice Street parcel into Lot 2. This plat consists of two parcels.
Lot 1 has been designated for the townhome use and Lot 2 for the mixed use building.

The preliminary plat has been reviewed in accordance with the City’s subdivision standards (Section
204). The block and lot layout are defined by the different land uses with the townhomes located on
one parcel and the mixed use building located on a second parcel. Drainage and utility easements
will be provided over stormwater infrastructure and along parcel lines as required by the City
Engineer. Municipal utilities are currently present and will serve the redevelopment.

Planned Unit Development — Development Stage

The 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.

Amendments to a PUD are processed in the same manner as a new application. The PUD
Development stage, the detailed site development and subdivision plans are presented to the City for
public review. A 4/5 majority vote is required for approval by the City Council. The third and Final
stage of the PUD is reviewed by the City Council and provides the City with the opportunity to
review the plans for consistency with the Development stage approval. Development agreements are
also drafted and executed at this stage.

Planned Unit Development Review Criteria

The proposed development needs to satisfy certain objectives in order to be approved through the
PUD process. Objectives met by this proposal includes; Comprehensive Plan consistency, high-
quality building design, enhancement of public infrastructure, improved stormwater management,
housing choice, elimination of a blighted structure, and land use compatibility.

Land Use and Development Issues

The land use and development issues relate to the development of the 3527 Rice Street property with
parking and the proposed amendment to the parking plan. As with the original proposal, code
flexibility is needed for the proposed parking plan. The project has been reviewed in accordance with
the R3, Multiple Dwelling Residential District (Lot 2) and the R2, Attached Residential District (Lot
1) which will be the underlying zoning districts for the PUD.




Parking and Access

Mixed use building — Lot 2

The City’s Development Code requires a minimum 2.5 stalls per unit in the R3 zoning district with
one stall fully enclosed (Section 206.020 (B1g) and 5.5 stalls per 1,000 square feet of net floor area in
the C1 district (Section 206.020 (B1a). Restaurants require 1 stall per 3 seats based on the maximum
design capacity of the building (Section 206.020 (B21)).

Access to the parking lot will remain solely from County Road E. The access driveway shown on
Rice Street is intended for emergency vehicles only. The design of this driveway will need to be
modified in accordance with Ramsey County’s requirements.

The following table summarizes the proposed parking and Development Code requirements:

Code Requirement Proposed Parking Previously

Parking

Approved

Lot 1 — Mixed Use
Structure

Total =373
Residential - 2.5 stalls
per unit = 335

Total: 276 stalls

Surface parking lot —

Total: 274 stalls

Proof of Parking — 8
stalls

Surface parking lot — 79

Commercial — 5.5 stalls | 133 stalls stalls
per net floor area (2,080
shi=114 Underground  parking | Underground  parking

structure — 143 stalls structure — 195 stalls
Restaurants — 1 stall per
3 seats (80 seats) =26.6 | Residential:

stalls per unit)

235 (1.7 | Residential: 233 (1.74

stalls per unit)

Commercial/Restaurant:
41 stalls

Commercial/Restaurant:
41 stalls

The number of parking stalls proposed is 276 and slightly exceeds the parking plan previously
approved which provided 274 stalls. ~ While there has been a reduction in the number of stalls
provided below-grade, the fully enclosed ratio of 1:1 required by the City Code is met. Again, the
City Code requires 373 stalls and a deviation was previously approved with the original development
plan.

The proposed parking ratio increased slightly to 1.78 stalls per unit and is consistent with the
previous approval. The parking lot is accessed via one entry driveway off of County Road E. The
plan has been revised to provide an emergency vehicle access lane north of the building connecting to
Rice Street.

During the previous review of this project, concerns were expressed regarding the parking and
whether or not the parking provided was sufficient to meet the demand due to the mixed use nature of
the project. Although there is small net increase of parking stalls, there is a significant gain in surface
parking stalls with 54 additional parking stalls. This increase alleviates some concern related to the
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overall needs of the commercial/restaurant use when combined with the needs for the apartment
complex.

The below grade parking structure will be a secured parking facility and is intended for use by the
apartment building tenants. One stall will be available per unit as required by the City’s Code.
Further review of the plans by their development team identified security concerns related to the use
of the below grade parking stalls by apartment guests, employees and patrons of the commercial use.
Therefore, EDG is proposing to reduce the aumber of stalls available in the below grade parking
structure and shift more stalls to a surface parking lot. They believe this addresses the security
concerns and better meets the needs for the mixed use building. The acquisition of the 3527 Rice
Street property provides the additional land area needed for this parking lot expansion.

Landscaping is also required to screen the parking areas, provide visual relief and shade (Section
206.060 (A)). The setback of the parking lot from the northern property line has been increased from
24 to 32’ to address some concerns stated at the Planning Commission meeting. From the western
property line, the parking lot is setback is 34°. Both setbacks exceed the minimum 20-foot setback
required.

Townhomes — Lot 1
No changes are proposed to the approved access or parking for the townhome units.

Grading

The topography of the property will be modified to accommodate the proposed parking lot.  The
existing grade elevation ranges from 024.94° near Rice Street to 927° near the home. The grade
elevation for the parking lot expansion ranges from 928’ at the northwest corner of the parking to 926
near Rice Street. This is slightly lower than the proposed 929 first floor elevation of the mixed use
building.

The adjoining single-family properties are generally at lower grade elevations. Landscape screening
is required to mitigate the visual impacts.

Stormwater Management

In accordance with Section 205.084 (C4), the maximum impervious surface coverage permitted is
70% provided best management practices are used. The previously approved impervious surface
coverage of 57% will increase to 61.8% with the additional surface parking lot. The impervious
surface coverage for Lot 1 is 58.3% and for Lot 2 is 63%.

The property is located in the Ramsey Washington Metro Watershed District. The District has the
permitting authority for stormwater management. Any change to the stormwater management plan
will need to comply with the District guidelines for rate and quality control.

Stormwater management from the expanded parking area is being directed to catch basins within the
parking lot that tie into the stormwater infrastructure previously approved for the development site.
This stormwater then discharges into the City’s infrastructure located in Rustic Place.




Vegetation, Woodlands and Landscaping

Landmark trees removed as a result of the parking lot expansion are subject the City’s tree
replacement requirements. Additional information is needed regarding the number of landmark trees
that will need to be removed. In the event replacement trees cannot be provided on the development
site, a financial contribution is required to the City’s forestry fund.

There is existing vegetation along the south side of the parking lot that will be retained and provide
screening of the parking lot. Landscaping provided along the northern and western property line has
been enhanced to screen the parking lot from view of the neighboring single-family residential
properties. The previous PUD approval did require a 6-foot tall fence along the boundary of the
residential property at 3520 Rustic Place. This requirement is still effective. Staff is recommending
additional fencing along northern and western boundaries adjacent to the single-family residential
land uses.

Public Comment and Agency Review

Property owners in the Rustic Place neighborhood and those on Rice Street in the City of Vadnais
Heights were notified of the proposal. Public notice was also published in the City’s legal
newspaper.

The City received comments from a number of property owners expressing concern regarding the
proposed development. These concerns generally relate to the need for the additional parking, impact
on the adjoining single-family homes, landscaping and screening, snow storage and on-street parking.
These comments are attached.

Karen Scheffing, Minnesota Department of Transportation, provided comments regarding the
proposed plat and permitting requirements. :

Nate Berg, Lake Johanna Fire Marshall, provided comments regarding the proposed access off of
Rice Street.

Erin Laberee, Ramsey County Traffic Engineer, also provided comments related to the proposed
driveway design of Rice Street.

Planning Commission Review :

The Planning Commission held a public hearing and reviewed the proposal at their August 300
- meeting. The Commission discussed the proposed parking plan, revised site plan, impact on the
adjoining neighborhood and potential benefits of the added parking. The Commission members were
not supportive of the change and recommended 5 — 1 that the City Council deny the requests.

The rationale for the recommendation included:

1) The proposed plan does not significantly improve the redevelopment plan and impacts the
adjoining single-family residential land uses.

2) The plan results in a reduction in parking provided in the below grade structure and a small
net increase of parking overall.

3) The additional surface parking disrupts the walking path which is not designed to cross the
surface parking lot.




4) Impact on green space and buffering for the adj oining single-family homes.
5) The benefits resulting from the parking lot expansion on not evident.

The Commission did discuss potential changes to the plan to address these concerns specifically as
they related to the buffering of the parking area from the adjoining residential land uses. This
included an increased parking lot setback from the north property and relocation of the path. During
the hearing, EDG’s representative asked the Commission to take action based on the plan presented
rather than table the request. Tabling of this item would negatively impact the construction schedule
for the project.

In response to the concerns raised by the Commission, EDG has revised the development plan by
increasing the setback of the parking area from the north property line and relocating the sidewalk.
The setback has been increased from 24’ to 32°. This increase provides adequate area for the
sidewalk and landscape buffer. This change does result in the loss of 4 parking stalls with 276 stalls
proposed in place of the 280 stalls previously reviewed by the Planning Commission.

Recommendation :

The submitted plans were reviewed in accordance with the City’s development standards. 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. Incorporating this
parcel into the mixed-use residential and commercial development will provide off-street parking for
the proposed uses. Impacts of the proposed parking lot are mitigated through the increased setbacks
from adjoining properties and landscaping.

The Staff is asking the City Council approve the applications with the following conditions attached.

Comprehensive Plan Amendment

1. The amendment changes the land use designation from RL, Low Density Residential to MU,
Mixed Use.

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 R1, Detached Residential to PUD, Planned Unit
Development.

2. The underlying zoning district for this parcel is R3, Multi-Dwelling Residential as it will be part
of Lot 2 for the mixed-use apartment complex.

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. Other easements shall be dedicated as required by the Public Works
Director.

3. Private agreements shall be secured between the parcels in the subdivision regarding the
maintenance of shared facilities. Said agreements shall be submitted to the City Attorney for
review and approval prior to the City’s release of the Final Plat.

4. Comments received from the State of Minnesota shall be addressed in the Final Plat submittal.

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 amends the previous PUD approved for the redevelopment of 157 County Road E,
185 County Road E, 3521 Rice Street and 3500 Rustic Place with a mixed use development
consisting of a 5-story building that has 134 market rate apartment units and 6,800 square feet of
commercial space on the first floor. Fourteen townhomes are also planned. The approved
conditions and Development Agreements remain in effect. See Planning Case File 2611-16-10.

2. Access to the expanded parking lot shall be provided via the driveway off County Road E. The
proposed driveway off of Rice Street shall be designed for Emergency Vehicle access only per
the requirements of Ramsey County.

3. 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.

4. The developer shall secure a permit from the Ramsey Washington Metro Watershed District prior
to commencing any grading on the property.

5. A Tree Protection and Replacement Plan shall be submitted with the Building Permit applications
for the new homes on each parcel. Tree removal requires replacement trees per City Code. City
requirements for the tree removal and protection plan shall be detailed in the Development
Agreement for Construction. A financial contribution to the City’s Forestry fund will be required
in the event the tree replacement requirements cannot be accommodated on the development site.

6. Lighting on site shall comply with Section 206.030, Lighting Standards of the Development
Code. A luminary plan, including exterior light fixture details and pole heights shall be submitted
to the City for review and approval prior to the issuance of a building permit.

7. The applicant is required to enter into an Amendment to the Site Development Agreement and
Erosion Control Agreement with the City which addresses the expansion of the parking lot. Said
agreements shall be executed prior to the issuance of any permits for this project.

8. 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).

Attachments

Attachment A — Planning Efforts

Location Map

Zoning Map/Planned Land Use Map

Approved Development Plan, April 18, 2016
Applicant’s Statement and Submitted Plans
Email — Tom Wesolowski — City Engineer

Email - Nate Berg, Fire Marshall, LIFD
Correspondence from Erin Laberee, Ramsey County Public Works
Correspondence from Karen Scheffing, MNDOT
Public Comments received

Motion
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APPROVED DEVELOPMENT PLAN
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appropriate screening along both the notthern and western edges.

EDG believes susface parking is the correct use of the Property because it will have minimal
impact on the neighboting residential properties. The northern and westetn propetty lines
will be substantially screened with landscaping and there will be no increase in shadows cast
on any neighboring propetty.

With more sutface patking, the gross squate feet of underground parking is reduced from
69,881 GSF to 52,707 GSF and the overall building gross square footage 1s reduced from
228753 GSF to 210,585 GSF. The existing stormwater management plan will accommodate
the increased impetvious surface area.

2. Listing of Petsons Responsible for the Plans —

Architect:

Aaron Roseth

Flness Swenson Graham Architects
500 Washington Avenue South
Minneapolis, MN 55415

p: 612.339.5508

Civil:

Todd A. Erickson, PE

Erickson Civil

333 Notrth Main Street, Suite 201
Stillwater, MN 55082

p: 612.309.3804

3. The App]icarions Are Consistent with City Goals

As it sits today, both the Site Agreement and the TIF Agreement contemplate the Propetty
should become patt of the Project in ordet to mitigate impacts. Fitst, in the TIF Agreement
the reimbursable expenses specifically include sums for acquisition of the Property. Second,
Section IV.] of the Site Agreement assumes that ESH would acquire the Propetty and
provides a waiver of certain landscaping conditions so long as the Propetty is acquired and

not used as a single~fami1y restdence.

Rezoning the Property to PUD and including it in the new plat for Elevage First Addition is
also consistent with the City’s Comprehensive Plan and zoning ordinance. The Comp Plan
was previously amended to guide the Elevage First Addition as mixed-use. The inclusion of
the Property into the Elevage First Addition responds directly to the desite to ‘minjmize
impacts to the surrounding neighborhood. With the Property included in the Elevage First
Addition, the approved apartment building would be setback more than 170 feet.

Of course, if you have any questions, comments, Ot concetns about this matter, please do
1ot hesitate to contact me at your eatliest opportunity.







Michael ). Mergens
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September 2, 2016
City of Shoreview ' Via Email Only
c¢/o Kathleen Castle, City Planner
4600 Victotia Street Notrth
Shoreview, MN 55126

Re:  Applications (“Applications™) to include 3527 Rice Street, Shoreview, Minnesota (the
“Property”) into The McMillan Mixed-Use development (the “Project”)

Deat Kathleen:

This letter is offered to provide additional information relating to out applications to include
the Propetty into the existing Planned Unit Development.

Why we resisted tabling and returning to the Planning Commission in 2 month.

Before providing that detail, I want to address why this is before you with a recommendation
of denial from the Planning Commission. I fully expected that recommendation when
Flevage Shoreview Holdings, LLC rejected the request to table the heating, but I think it was
clear that a majority of the Planning Commission would have preferred to table the
Applications rather than vote for 2 recommendation of denial. Unfortunately, as desctibed
below, the request to table was far more problematic than it appears. In the simplest terms,
tabling was a de factor denial for us. /

a. We Need a Final Design to Move Formard with Construction this Fall.

Since apptoval of the final PUD and the final plat, we have been working diligently to begin
construction of the Project. The biggest focus has been working with out atchitects and
design professionals to finalize construction drawings. That process has talken longer than we
had hoped, but our professionals needed the time to make sure the design was right. There
was also lost time analyzing how best to incorporate the Propetty into the Project. But we
believe having the best desigsi for the Project for its lifeime is of utmost importance. The
construction. drawing cannot be fully completed and released to the contractor until City
Council provides its decision on the Applications, nor can we finalize the watershed permit
application until that happens. The contractor cannot complete the sworn construction
statements until the design is finalized and the architéct completes the construction drawings.
And while getting the financing is not at issue, banks do not finalize construction loans until
swotn construction statements are done. Right now, out investors ate in place, our contractor
is in place, and we are ready to commence demolition. We have out excavation and
foundation package ready to submit so that the key work that must be completed before
winter can be completed before winter hits.

The App]icaﬂ'ons ate the last remaining dam holding back the totrent of work that must begin
befote frost sets in. If we had to wait mote than another month to have a decision on the

. - EntrePartner Law Firm, PLLC
Highlight Center 807 Broadway Street Northeast, Suite 140 Minneapolis, Minnesota 55413




Applications, that schedule is yesterday’s trash and the bulk of the construction may well be
delayed until the spring. Therefore, we viewed tabling the Applications for 30 days as an
effective denial without a City Council vote.

Given that tabling meant choosing between a de facto denial or potentially delaying
construction until spring, we felt as though we had little alternative but to move forward to
the City Council and to more fully explain the Applications and offer additional conditions
that address the concerns of the Planning Commission without delaying commencement of
the Project. We hope that you undesstand the decision is in no way a reflection on the
Planning Commission or the great work that they do. As you will see below, we are
proposing additional conditions that City Council could require to address the Planning
Cominission comiments. We hope between those conditions and the additional information
contained in this letter, you will see that the Applications make for a better Project and
provide a public benefit. ‘

b. The City Council Has Great Knowledge of the Background of the Property’s Inclusion.

We have great respect for the Planning Commission and have accepted their comments to
propose additional conditions to the Applications. But they could not have been aware of the
background of when and why we acquited the Property as it developed after the public
hearings before the Planning Commission on our original applications. They did not know
the how and why that the existing Site Development Plan contains an entite section on the
Property ot the how and why that the Property is specifically réferenced in the Development
Agreement. Without that information, one is unlikely to see the Applications as they ate: a
request to use a patcel that was intended to be added to the Project in a way that improves
the Project with the smallest impact to the neighbors.

Why we have proposed to use the propetty for surface patking.,

Because we had believed that our request was wholly in line with the public and City
comments in the public hearings on the approval of the existing PUD and the TIF
application, we kept outr conversation very biief, and perhaps too brief. Shortly after we
acquired the Propetty, we looked at all options to improve the Project and to provide benefits
to the City that was consistent with the discussions that occusred at the public meetings with
the City Council and the EDA. One item that was quickly identified by the company that we
have retained to manage the Project, Steven-Scott I\/Iau:mge]:nen’c,1 was the underground
patking. As you may recall, the underground parking was designed to provide shared parking
for residents, guests, and employees of the commercial tenants. It is a situation that would
not be unique to the Project and is workable for the Project that allowed us to keep a high
level of green space for the Project.

1 Steven Scott is the leading management company in the Twin Cities for market rate

apartment buildings. More information is available on their website at http://www.steven-
scott:com
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a. The Revised Design Will Allow Undergronnd Parking for Exclusive Resident Use.

Steven Scott found the design to be workable, but not ideal. In an ideal world, the
underground patking would be secured. Under this ideal situation, access to the entire
undetground parking would be limited to the residents. As we stated in the PUD process,
out apartment units ate directed to renters by choice, who are actively courted by a wide
variety of living options. Many of the renters by choice choose to redirect some portion of
the expense of home ownership to their vehicle(s) and want to make sure those vehicles are
as protected as possible. They look for the “ideal living situation.” While the Project has
many of the ideal components, we have consistently been looking for ways to imptrove it.
Steven Scott stressed that if there was an opportunity to make the underground patking solely
for residents it would make the Project more desirable to our target market.

We also understand that the more secure any project is, the more that the community as a
whole is setved. This is not to say that the Project is not safe ot there ate secusity concerns.
Quite the opposite is true and if the underground parking remains shared we will require
background checks for anyone who consistently uses the underground parking. Nonetheless,
it is undeniable that a car stored overnight is safer in a locked garage than an unlocked garage.
The issue with the current underground parking system is how to make maximize the security
when it is opened to non-esidents. Steven Scott strongly believes that the access to the
‘below ground patking should require a key card or “fab.” Meeting that ideal condition while
also allowing the below ground parking to be shared with non-residents creates oversight and
procedure difficulties. ‘

With the acquisition of the Property, we have an opportunity even further reduce safety risks
by making out undetground garage a fully locked garage. Even if that change eliminates the
one and only safety concern over that might arise over tlie life of the Project, it is a change
that benefits the Project and the general public.

b. The Revised Desigin Better Matches Natural Parking Habits.

Wortking with Steven Scott, we have also sought to address the neighborhood concetns of
potential street parking for guests or visitors to the commercial tenants. Before going any
father on this point, let me stress that nothing has changed about the expected commercial
tenants. A vibrant and welcoming restaurant will be one of the tenants. With the acquisition
of the Property, we looked at ways to address the neighbor’s street-parking concerns, to
improve the efficiency of the restaurant, and to most natutally réspond to parking habits.
Again, this was not a question of whether the existing PUD is workable, but how we use the
Propetty to make the Project better for its tenants (retail and residential) and the public
generally. It goes without saying that all guests of the Project will look first to the closest and
* most conveniént patking options. Many non-residents may even need coaxing to overcome
the assumption that underground parking is open to anyone other than residents. We
expected those habits and we wete ready to deal with it in the existing design. But with the '
Propetty we have a chance to make it better and to meet the more natural parking habits:

guests and commetcial patrons on the surface, and residents below ground in a fully secured
garage.
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The more the Project mirrors those natural parking habits the more we can eliminate any
potential for conflict with the neighborthood. No matter how minimal that potential conflict
might be, we want to eliminate it. We have retained some of the top professions in their
respective fields, such as ESG and Steven Scott, to make sure the Project does not just
succeed but flourishes. They have all stressed, and we agree, that the difference between a
good Project and a great Project is attention to the details and constantly looking for options
to improve the Project. The addition of the Property provided us with that opportunity. By
shifting the non-resident parking to the surface, we more closely follow the natural parking
pattern of the non-residents while simultaneously increasing the desirability of the Project to a
competitive target market.

Shifting of underground parking to an otherwise developable parcel is not a financial
benefit.

It seems that many have the impression that the proposed design is solely about cost savings.
Tt is not and the reality is that the design is a long-tetm net loss to us. While there is present
short-term saving in shifting underground parking to surface parking, it is not as great as
suggested. There are also significant costs that devour much of the short-term savings. More
importantly, with the shift in parking we understand that we are foregoing the ability to
develop the Property. As a developer, that is no small concession. The lost revenue for
development potential from even a modest development on the Property or requesting
additional apartment units based on the bigger footprint exceeds the short-term cost savings.
We have made that decision because it makeés the Project better and responds to City
comments received during prior hearings.

Proposed additional conditions.

We would also like to respond to questions raised by the Planning Commission. Reviewing
the design, we would agtee to a condition to increase the northern set back from the 24 feet
to 32 feet. To do so we would remove 4 parking stalls (reducing the net gain from 6 to 4).
Since the Project was adequately patked the additional stalls are not needed and the revision
will create greater green space. In addition, we would agree to a condition that the walking
trail must be extended up and around the patking lot. We believe these conditions directly
respond to the primary concerns raised by the Planning Commission. We have asked out
civil engineer to prepate updated plans showing these conditions. We will provide the
updated drawing to staff on Tuesday.

We look forward to answering any questions ot concetns you may have at the City Council
meeting, Thankyoufor your time and consideration.
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Site Location Map

Sectlon 36, Township 30 North, Range 23 West
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3 LEGEND 333 North Main Street, Suite 201
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N

],
ORIGINAL SCALE WA
1 INCH = 40 FEET

E!) 40 80 12|0 FEET

NOTES

1) ORIENTATION OF THIS BEARING SYSTEM IS BASED ON RAMSEY COUNTY .
COORDINATES NADS3 {1986 ADJUSTMENT).

Owners Cerificate

8

SCALE IN FEET Not To Scale

KNOWALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS: That Elevage Shoreview Holdings, LLC,  limited fability company tnder the laws of the State of Minnesota,
oviner of the foflowing described property, situated in the City of Littie Canada, County of Ramsey, State of Minnesota:

Lots 10, 11, and 12, Block 3, Rewe & Knudson's Waoded Homesites, and that part of the North 16 fest of County Road E, vacaled, bing  between the extensions
Southerly across said street of the West line of said Lot 12 and the East line of said Lot 11, Ramsey County, Minnesota and 1.0t 9, 13 and 14 Block 3, Rowe & Knudson's
Wooded Homesites, Ramsey County, Minnesota. Torrens Properly.

Has caused the same to be surveyed and platied as ELEVAGE FIRST ADDITION and does hereby dedicate or donate to the public for public use
forever the public way and the drainage and utifity easements as shown on this plat.

" $89°47'02"W 281.73 T
TR AU T — ¢ ]

In witness whereof said Elevage Shoreview Holdings, LLC, a limited fiability company under the laws of the State of Minnesofa, has caused these
presents to be signed by its proper officer this day of [

Signed: Elevage Shoreview Holdings, LLC

Name and Title

STATE OF
COUNTY OF

The foregolng instrument was acknowledged before me this day of . 2016, by

of Elevage Shoreview Holdings, LLC, a

T30N, R23W, Ramsey-

limited liability company under the Jaws of Minnesota, on behalf of the company.

|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|

Signature

)
\
(&

Print Name

Notary Public,
My Commission Expires,

$00°14'09"E

|
) Surveyors Certificate
7P ! I, Paul A. Johnson, Licensed Land Surveyar, do hereby certfy that | have surveyed of directly supervised the survey of the property described on this
N I plat; prepared this piat or direcly supervised the preparation of ths plat; that this plal is  correct representation of the boundary survey; that al
o8 | mathematical data and fabels are correctly designated on this plat; that all monuments depicted on this piat have been comecty sat; that al waler
| boundaries and wet lands, as defined in Minnesota Statutes, Section 505,61, Subd. 3, s of the date of the surveyor's certification are show and
i Tabeled on this piat; and all publicways are shown and labeled on this piat.
I
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Dated this day of . 2018,
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Paul A, Johnson, Land Surveyor
Minnesota License No. 10938
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STATE OF MINNESOTA
COUNTY OF WASHINGTON
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|

The foregoing Surveyar's Cerificate was acknowledged before me this
Surveyor.

C

day of , 2018, by Paul A. Johnson, Land

Todd A. Erickson
Notary Public, Minnesota
My Commission expires January 31, 2019
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City of Little Canada

We do hereby certify that on the
plat.
Also, the conditions of Minnesota Statutes, Section 505.03, Subd. 2, have been fulfiled.
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! D of Property Records and Revenue

Pursuant to Minnesota Statutes, Section 505.021, Subd. 9, taxes payable In the yaar 2016 on the land hereinbefore described have been paid. Aiso,
pursuant o Minnesota Statutes, Section 272.12, there are no delinquent taxes and iransfer entered this day of . 2016,
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County Surveyor

Pursuant to Minnesota Statues, Section Section 383A.42, this plat is approved this____day of ,20,
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WS, pinnesota Department of Transportation

%

% Metropolitan District
i ﬁg’ Waters Edge Building

P 1500 County Road B2 West
Roseville, MN 55113

Q

SRV,

August 17,2016

Kathleen Castle

City Planner

4600 North Victoria St
Shoreview, MN 55126

SUBJECT: P16-046 Gramsie Woods
West of Victoria St., between 1-694 and Gramsie Rd.
Shoreview, Ramsey County
Control Section: 6285

Dear Ms. Castle:

The Minnesota Department of Transportation (MnDOT) has reviewed the above referenced plat
in compliance with Minnesota Statute 505.03, subdivision 2, Plats. Before any further
development, please address the following issues:

Right of Way (r/w)

There is a label on the Certificate of Survey showing the MnDOT access rights inside the
existing MnDOT r/w. MnDOT records indicate MnDOT acquired the access rights along the
depicted MnDOT r/w line from G. Reiling in May of 1960. This could have been acquired
through condemnation with a Final Certificate, which can be located at the County Recorder’s
Office.

For questions regarding these comments please contact Matt Aguirre at 651-234-7599 or
matthew.aguirre(@state.mn.us.

Permits

Any use of or work within or affecting MnDOT right of way requires a permit. Permit forms are
available from MnDOT’s utility website at
http://WWW.dot.state.mn.us/metro/maintenance/permits.html

Please include one to one set of plans formatted to 11X17 with each permit application. Please
submit/send all permit applications and 11X17plan sets to: metropermitapps.dot@state.mn.us.
Please direct any questions regarding permit requirements to Buck Craig (651-234-7911) of
MnDOT’s Metro Permits Section.




Review Submittal Options:

MnDOT’s goal is to complete the review of plans within 30 days. Submittals sent in
electronically can usually be turned around faster. There are four submittal options. Please
submit either:

1. One (1) electronic pdf. version of the plans. MnDOT can accept the plans via e-mail
at metrodevreviews.dot@state.mn.us provided that each separate e-mail is under 20
megabytes.

2. Three (3) sets of full size plans. Although submitting seven sets of full size plans will
expedite the review process. Plans can be sent to:

MnDOT — Metro District Planning Section
Development Reviews Coordinator

1500 West County Road B-2

Roseville, MN 55113

|98

One (1) compact disc.

4. Plans can also be submitted to MnDOT’s External FTP Site. Please send files to:
ftp://fip2.dot.state.mn.us/pub/incoming/Metro WatersEdge/Planning Internet Explorer
doesn’t work using ftp so please use an FTP Client or your Windows Explorer (My
Computer). Also, please send a note to metrodevreviews.dot@state.mn.us indicating
that the plans have been submitted on the FTP site.

If you have any questions concerning this review, please contact me at (651) 234-7784.

Sincerely,

ARl

Karen Scheffing
Principal Planner

Copy sent via E-Mail:

Buck Craig, Permits

Bruce Irish, Water Resources

Nancy Jacobson, Design

Matt Aguirre, Right of Way

Gayle Gedstad, Traffic

Clare Lackey, Traffic

Mark Lindeberg, Area Engineer

Craig Hinzman, Ramsey County Surveys
Russ Owen, Metropolitan Council




Comments about the Amendment to the Elevage Development (August 30, 2016 Planning Commission
Meeting)

| spent many hours attending meetings, reading material, and writing letters about the PUD that was
passed by the City Council in the spring of 2016. The Council and the Planning Commission didn’t read
our letters from the neighborhood or listened to what was said.

Again: There are the topics of parking and access onto Rice Street. | remember Ramsey County
wouldn’t allow access. Now the plan shows access. Why? The Council and Planning Commission were
satisfied with the parking in the spring of 2016 when they approved the PUD. Why does the PUD now
need additional parking??? What has happened?

As 50 year resident of this neighborhood, | foresee the following problems:

Additional lighting causing “light pollution” for the neighbors

Parking lot for anyone to park and leave their junk backed up to residential homes

Strangers trespassing easily into residents’ property

Children’s safety and not just on the street

Crime

Vadnais Heights has no say in what is happening in the corner. This is so wrong.

Trees being taken down for a parking lot. If trees are cut down, caution needs to be taken so

oak wilt will not spread to adjoining properties.

Who will “police” the property of the PUD? Anyone could just park there overnight.

How can there be an outlet onto Rice St? The backup is more than difficult in the am and pm

traffic. Even MnDOT has been on record to say after the traffic study was done that there is a

problem. And now you want to worsen the traffic by making an exit/ entrance onto Rice St?

10. Who will control the noise and litter for this property as it is expanding? You are more than
endangering the current residents. You are purposely making it unbearable to the residents.

11. Snow removal is addressed by pushing the snow from the townhomes to the north. Make sure

the drainage isn’t into the residential home to north. Also, where is the snow from the rest of

the parking lot going? And, where is the drainage going? How big will the retaining pond have

to be made to hold all this run off? Minnesota is known for its snow fall. The snow can be very

very deep!

Nou e wnhPE

There has been recent police activity around the PUD site in the middle of the night. How long will it
take to make our beloved neighborhood livable without the current eye sore along County E? | am not
at all sure what will be built will be an asset to the community. In the long run, it may not be maintained
since it appears it is all about the money.

Please read this and consider all I've said. Thank you,
Joan Benson

3505 Rustic Place
Shoreview, MN 55126
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Elevage Development Comments.bmp

August 16,2016
File No. 2631-16-30

Elevage Development Group, LLC
3527 Rice Street

Comments:
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Writing in response to the proposed amendment by Elevage Development.

The developer asks to rezone another residential property to mixed use. According to the regulations of
the City of Shoreview this type of exception to the zoning laws must be accompanied by some kind of
benefit to the neighborhood. The first homes that were taken were deemed as “blighted” and thus their
removal was beneficial. To call those homes blighted was certainly an exaggeration but non-the-less the
approval was granted. The current project, which seems to have little support, includes a row of “tiny
house” townhomes situated along Rustic Place, with little tiny house balconies overlooking the
unpleasantly noisy freeway. They are much more like a row of trailer homes than the upscale design
that was used to describe them.

It is not inaccurate to define the Townhomes as a blighted design. Overcrowding is another blight
included in the design.

Please request the developer remove the blighted design of the “tiny house / trailer houses” and
overcrowding as a condition of improvement to the neighborhood to grant the taking of another home.
It’s possible you will actually help this project get off the ground if it were of a reasonable proportion.

Thank you
Nathan Anderson & Jane Calvin

3565 Rustic Place













Regarding the Public Hearing on August 30, 2016 for the Amendment for Elevage Development at Cty E
and Rice Street/ Rustic Place

| am opposed to the rezoning of 3527 Rice St from Residential to Multi use. The Development was
previously approved by both the Planning Commission and the City Council. Both stated there was
ample parking. If approval is granted for this expansion, does this mean that all our homes will be in
jeopardy in the future? We will be forced out of our homes by untenabile living situations created by the
developer.

Rice Street: The new plan allows for direct access onto Rice Street. This will cause considerable traffic
issues. The City and Ramsey County dismisses the traffic problem as fiction. For those living in the area,
it is real. This access onto Rice St, if allowed, needs to be restricted.

Fencing: The new plan states to “install fencing at retaining wall.” It shows a very short area of may be
100 ft. Privacy fencing has been requested by the neighbor at 3520 Rustic Place. The drawing provided
does not show this. Also, | live at 3538 Rustic Place and [ am now diagonal to the proposed parking lot. |
request a privacy fence of 6+ ft be along the east side of 3530 Rustic Place and along the south side of
3529 Rice St. | am requesting the new addition to the development be totally enclosed and separated
from the residential homes. Since the project is over 30+million dollars, the developer can do the
courtesy of allowing the nearby residents some semblance of the tranquility we used to experience.

Drainage: The drawing provided shows “snow storage area” to the north of the townhomes. Is the
drainage prevented from going north onto the property of 3520 Rustic Place when the snow melts or
when there is a heavy rainfall?

Drainage due to the increase in impervious surface area of 3527 Rice St should be directed away from
the residential homes.

Rustic Place street parking: Since there has been added parking, | request “No Parking” be in place

along Cty E as well as on Rustic Place 300 ft north from Cty E. The street is narrow. Parking makes it
difficult to impossible to safely negotiate the turn onto and off of Rustic Place.

Tree Protection Plan: With this additional development, there will be trees cut down. To prevent oak

wilt from spreading to adjoining oak trees, | request there be a Tree Protection Plan set in place. An
arborist needs to be consulted in the proper removal of oak trees.

As a 46 year Shoreview resident and tax payer, please address these issues.
Sincerely,
Marcia Figus

3538 Rustic Place
Shoreview, MN 55126




August 16, 2016

File No. 2631-16-30

Elevage Development Group, LLC
3527 Rice Street

Comments:

“Don't it always seem to go,
That you don't know what you've got
Til its gone
They paved paradise
And put up a parking lot.”

3527 Rice Street is a beautiful home with a lake view and a beautiful back yard. This is a home
that someone needs and would love to have. Paradise to parking lot.

Our wish as a family is that you please don't allow the destruction of ANOTHER home in our
area and don’t change the designation to MU to allow them to make it a parking lot. In all the
meetings, we saw that the Planning Commission deliberated long, hard and with integrity about
the parking situation, the end result being that the former proposal was passed as being
sufficient. If that was the informed decision of yourselves and later of the City Council, can we
please hold to that and keep this home intact?

It is a grandiose request, to be sure. | work with immigrant, migrant and refugee families as a
profession. The “have nots” of our society. And in order to make it through my days, | have to
carry hope for them - hope that they can find housing and food. Hope that they can learn the
language and provide for their children. Hope that money and power don’t always win, because
if they do, what chance can my students — with no power and no money — ever have?

| know that my neighbors are asking for specific mitigating things in their comments, as they
have given up hope that this home will not be leveled. But as for me and my house, we cling to
hope that a better decision can be made. That maybe this time, money and power in the form
of Elevage won’t win. That the paradise at 3527 Rice Street will stand as a home for another
family to love.

Thank you for listening.
Eric, Anna, Rhea (14), Eli (11), Katherine (9) Schaberg
3577 Rustic Place



















PROPOSED MOTIONS

Moved by Council member

Seconded by Council member

To adopt resolution number 16-80 establishing a preliminary City tax levy of
$11,085,632, and a preliminary HRA tax levy of $105,000 for collection in 2017.

ROLL CALL: AYES NAYS
Johnson

Quigley

Springhorn
Wickstrom
Martin

Moved by Council member

Seconded by Council member

To set a public budget hearing for Monday, December 5, 2016 at 7:00 p.m. to discuss
the 2017 City budget, tax levy and capital improvement program.

ROLL CALL: AYES NAYS

Jlohnson

Quigley

Springhorn
Wickstrom
Martin

Fred Espe

Finance Director
September 6, 2016
Council Meeting




TO: Mayor and City Council

FROM: Terry C. Schwerm, City Manager
Fred Espe, Finance Director

DATE: August 31, 2016

RE: 2017 Budget and Preliminary Tax Levy

This report provides information about the truth in taxation process, the recommended preliminary
2017 tax levy, residential property values and the estimated change in residential property taxes.

TRUTH IN TAXATION REQUIREMENTS

For taxes payable in 2017, the State “truth in taxation” (TNT) process is essentially unchanged. The
City is required to:

e Certify a preliminary tax levy for the HRA to the County Auditor by September 15.

e Certify a preliminary tax levy and public hearing date for the City to the County Auditor by
September 30.

¢ Announce the date and time for the budget hearing during the Council meeting when the
preliminary levy is adopted (a motion is provided for this requirement)

= Hold a public budget hearing at a regularly scheduled Council meeting between November 25
and December 28

e Certify a final tax levy to the County by December 28

Although the City is not required to publish a notice for the budget hearing, Shoreview has continued
the practice of publishing a notice for the budget hearing (using a format generally patterned after the
old required TNT notices). Staff recommends publishing a similar notice for the 2017 budget. '

EDA LEVY

For 2017, staff is recommending that the City Council adopt a $105,000 tax levy for the HRA and a
$115,000 tax levy for the EDA consistent with the 2016/2017 biennial budget. These levies are
included in the attached preliminary levy resolution. Because the HRA levy is considered a special
taxing district, the HRA levy is separated from all other levies in the resolution. It is not necessary for
the EDA to hold a public budget hearing for their proposed levies, because it is exempt from the public
hearing requirement under the Truth in Taxation law.




PRELIMINARY TAX LEVY

At the August 8 workshop meeting the City Council reviewed preliminary levy projections for both
operating and capital funds. The TNT process requires the City to adopt a maximum preliminary tax
levy which may be decreased prior to final adoption in December.

The table below provides information about the 2016 adopted levy, the 2017 levy as originally
planned in the biennial budget, and as revised by the City Manager’s recommendation. When

reviewing the areas impacting the total levy (as shown in the column at the far right-hand side of the

table), that portion of the levy supporting City services (including the tax supported share of staff

costs) results in a 3.07% increase in the tax levy. The remaining .84% increase in the levy is the result

of debt, capital replacement funds, capital improvement funds, and the EDA. The increase in the
General Fund share of the levy is due primarily to the increase in police and fire contract costs
($174,300 expense increase for the two contracts combined). The police contract is increasing 5.8%

due to cost of living and health insurance adjustments and an additional investigator position due to

increased caseloads. The fire contract is increasing 3.7% due primarily to the addition of a full-time
Deputy Chief position. General Fund wage and benefit adjustments for city employees make up
$85,876 of the proposed tax levy increase.

2016 2017 2017 Change from 2016 Adopted | Impact
Adopted Original  Recommended| to 2017 Recommended Levy | on Total
Description Levy Levy Levy Dollars Percent Levy *
General fund $ 7,321,858 S$ 7,638,713 § 7,649,632 | $ 327,774 4.48% 3.07%
EDA 110,000 115,000 115,000 5,000 4.55% 0.05%
Debt (including Cent Garage) 731,000 733,000 731,000 - 0.00% 0.00%
Street Renewal fund 1,000,000 1,060,000 1,060,000 60,000 6.00% 0.56%
General Fixed Asset Repl fund 1,475,000 1,495,000 1,495,000 20,000 1.36% 0.19%
Capital Acquisition Fund (IT) 30,000 35,000 35,000 5,000 16.67% 0.05%
Total City Levy $ 10,667,858 S 11,076,713 $ 11,085,632 | $ 417,774 3.92% 3.92%
HRA tax levy S 100,000 105,000 S 105,000 5,000 5.00%
Taxable value (estim for 2017) S 27,545,119 $ 29,564,480 | $ 2,015,361 7.32%
City tax rate (estim for 2017) 35.357% 33.990% -3.87%
HRA tax rate {estim for 2017) 0.332% 0.322% -3.01%
Fiscal disparity (estim for 2017) S 927,390 S 1,036,745 | S 109,355 11.79%
Net Tax paid by property owners S 9,740,468 $ 10,048,887 | S 308,419 3.17%
Change in Tax Paid by Prop Owners 4.71% 3.17%

* Percent change in this column is computed as the impact on the "Total City Levy"

The proposed 2017 preliminary tax levy as shown in the table above is $8,919 higher than the original
levy that was adopted as part of the biennial budget for 2017. The increase is based on changes
recommended by staff over the last two months. No additional changes have been made to the
proposed preliminary tax levy since the Council discussion on August 8.

Preliminary information released by Ramsey County indicates that total taxable value is expected to
increase 7.32% for taxes payable in 2017. The change in the tax levy combined with the increase in
taxable value results in an estimated 3.87% decrease in the City’s tax rate.










EXTRACT OF MINUTES OF MEETING OF THE
CITY COUNCIL OF SHOREVIEW, MINNESOTA
HELD SEPTEMBER 6, 2016

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 September 6, 2016 at
7:00 p.m. The following members were present: ; and the following
members were absent:

Council member introduced the following resolution and moved for its adoption.

RESOLUTION NO. 16-80
RESOLUTION CERTIFYING THE PROPOSED TAX LEVY FOR
FISCAL YEAR 2017 COMMENCING JANUARY 1, 2017
BASED UPON THE REQUIREMENTS OF THE 2016 TAX LAW;

WHEREAS, Current tax law requires special taxing districts (HRA) and cities over 500 population to
certify a proposed tax levy to the County Auditor by September 15 and September 30 respectively,
and;

WHEREAS, the Finance Director has prepared proposed revisions to the 2017 budget, which is the
second year of the biennial budget, based upon the requests of departments, the requirements of the
2016 tax law, and;

WHEREAS, the City Manager has recommended a proposed tax levy to support the recommended
2017 budget, and; :

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Shoreview, Ramsey County,
Minnesota that the proposed preliminary 2017 property tax levies for the City and for the HRA is as
follows:

General levy $7,649,632
EDA 115,000
Capital funds 2,590,000

Sub-total General levy $10,354,632
Debt levy 731,000

Sub-total City tax levy $11,085,632
HRA levy S 105,000

Total Certified Levy $11,190,632
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September 6, 2016
Resolution 16-80

2017 Proposed Tax Levy

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that 1) this proposed tax levy resolution is being submitted by the City in
accordance with Minnesota Statutes; 2} the City Council of the City of Shoreview may reduce this levy
prior to final adoption, but may not increase the final levy over the amount specified in this resolution;
and 3) the resolution represents a good faith effort by the City to substantially comply with applicable
law and the guidance supplied by the Department of Revenue and Ramsey County.

The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly supported by Council member

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

WHEREUPON, said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted this 6th day of September 2016.




PROPOSED MOTION

MOVED BY COUNCILMEMBER

SECONDED BY COUNCILMEMBER

to adopt Resolution No.16-82 approving Change Order No. 1 in the amount of
$183,231.00 for the Gramsie Road Rehabilitation, City Project 16-05.

ROLL CALL: AYES NAYS

JOHNSON
QUIGLEY
SPRINGHORN
WICKSTROM
MARTIN

REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING
SEPTEMBER 6, 2016

TEW



TO: MAYOR, CITY COUNCIL, CITY MANAGER

FROM: MARK MALONEY, PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR
TOM WESOLOWSK, CITY ENGINEER

DATE: SEPTEMBER 2, 2016
SUBJECT: GRAMSIE ROAD REHABILITATION, CITY PROJECT 16-05

INTRODUCTION

The attached Change Order No. 1 includes additional costs that would be added to the contract
that was awarded to Northwest Asphalt by the City Council on May 2, 2016, in the amount of
$531,883.42, for the Gramsie Road Rehabilitation, City Project 16-05. The change order must be
approved by the City Council in order to modify the contract.

BACKGROUND

Due to high water levels throughout the City of Shoreview an area adjacent to Gramsie Road has
flooded, covering sections of City and Ramsey County Park trails and flooding a pedestrian
tunnel that goes underneath Gramsie Road. A section of Gramsie Road has also been flooded for
the past few weeks requiring the road to be closed to traffic.

The City assumed ownership of Gramsie Road from Ramsey County in the early 1990’s and
reconstructed the road at that time. The road was constructed to basically the same elevation,
concrete curb and gutter and a stormwater collection system were installed, a trail was
constructed along the south side of the road, and the pedestrian tunnel was installed to connect
trails located in Ramsey County Snail Lake open space and Grass Lake open space. There was
no history of Gramsie Road flooding when it was under the jurisdiction of the County and
flooding did not occur after the City assumed ownership until 2014. Due to high amounts of rain
in the spring of 2014 flooding occurred on Gramsie Road and it was closed to traffic for
approximately 1 month.

Since 2005, the pedestrian tunnel and adjacent sections of City and Ramsey County open space
trails have flooded at least five times and could not be used. Since the construction of the
pedestrian tunnel and trails in the early 1990’s, the tunnel and adjacent trails were never closed
due to flooding prior to 2005. The pedestrian tunnel and adjacent trails in both parks were closed
for a significant amount of time in 2014, and again have been closed for much of 2016.

The current project included the reclamation of the existing bituminous surface of the roadway,
installation of aggregate material to raise settled areas, replacement of select areas of concrete
curb and gutter and resurfacing of the road. The grade of the road in the low area was not raised
as part of the project due to the settlement history of this road section and the fact the road had
only flooded one time prior to this year.



DISCUSSION

The flooding of Gramsie Road that is occurring this year appears to be more severe than the
flooding that occurred in 2014. The level of the water on the road is higher and it is likely the
road will need to be closed for a longer period of time. Although the road did not have a history
of flooding, it has now flooded twice in the past three years, and given the high water levels in
the area and the time of year it is likely flooding could occur next year. Due to the recent rain
patterns and future potential for flooding City staff is recommending the low point of Gramsie
Road be raised by 2-feet. The current water depth on the road is 1.2-feet. The portion of Gramsie
Road that would be raised is shown on the attached drawing. Raising the low point will create a
minimum slope for both the road and curb and gutter, which may create some additional issues if
settlement occurs. Although the settlement may require additional maintenance in the future,
staff believes the risk is acceptable when compared to the potential damage that may occur to the
road, change in traffic patterns that occur in the area when the road is closed, and the
inconvenience to residents and businesses when Gramsie Road is closed due to flooding. The
additional cost to raise the low point of the road by 2-feet is $102,473.50 as detailed on the
attached change order. This change order also includes raising the section of the trail adjacent to
the road.

When the pedestrian tunnel and adjacent trails in the Ramsey County Parks are flooded,
individuals using the Park trails are not able to access Gramsie Road or transition from Snail
Lake Park to Grass Lake Park. Individuals on the Gramsie trail also have to move off the trail
onto Gramsie Road for a distance of 850-feet before they can access the trail again. Staff is
recommending the construction of a 10-foot wide trail along the south side of Gramsie in the
area where there is currently no trail as shown on the attached drawing. Installing the section of
trail would allow individuals to stay on the trail and they would not have to move onto the street
when the trails in the Snail Lake Park are flooded. The additional cost to construct the trail is
$80,757.50 as detailed on the attached change order.

City staff is also working with Ramsey County Parks to coordinate the installation of a future
trail segment that would be installed in the Snail Lake Park at a higher elevation out of the
flooded area. The trail section would connect the trail in the Snail Lake Park to Gramsie Road
and include the installation of an at-grade crossing. Individuals using the Gramsie trail or the
trails in the Ramsey County Parks could then transition from one trail system to another when
the area near the pedestrian tunnel is flooded. The possible future trail section is shown on the
attached drawing. Information on the potential trail segment will be presented to the City
Council after the details are worked out with Ramsey County Parks.

The Bikeways and Trailways Committee discussed this at their September 1, 2016 meeting and
is supportive of the City addressing the trail issues that has occurred due to the trail flooding that
has occurred in the Gramsie Road area.



Pay items have been added to the contract as shown on the attached Change Order No.1 and are
summarized below:

Raise Gramsie Road and Adjacent Trail $102,473.50
Construct Trail Section $ 80.757.50
Total Change Order #1 $183,231.00

Change Order No.1 will increase the contract amount to $715,144.20. Funding for Change Order
No.1 will be from Municipal State Aid Funds and the Community Investment Fund.

RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that Council adopt the attached proposed resolution 16-82, approving Change
Order No. 1 for the Gramsie Road Rehabilitation, City Project 16-05.






CITY OF SHOREVIEW

CONTRACT CHANGE ORDER
Project: Gramsie Road Rehabilitation
City Project 16-05
Change Order Number: 1 (One)
Date: September 6, 2016
Contractor: Northwest Asphalt, Inc.

- The deductions, additions, revisions and corrections contained herein shall be made to the
Contract Documents for the project and shall become part of the Scope of Work.

ADDITION:
Total Trail Construction $ 80,757.50%*
Total Raise Gramsie Road Construction $102,473.50%
Total Additions $183,231.00
*Detailed item list with quantities and prices is attached
Total Change Order No. 1 $ 183,231.00
SUMMARY:
Original Contract Amount: $ 531,883.42
Change Order No.1 $ 183,231.00
Amended Contract Amount: $715,144.20
APPROVALS:

APPROVED BY:  City of Shoreview

By: Title: City Engineer Date:

ACCEPTED BY: Northwest Asphalt, Inc.

By: Title: Date:




NORTHWEST ASPHALT, INC.
1451 STAGECOACH ROAD

SHAKOPEE, MN 55379
ITEM

BID FORM

GRAMSIE ROAD TRAIL CONSTRUCTION

ESTIMATED UNIT TOTAL
NO. ITEM UNIT  QUANTITY PRICE COST
2021.501 MOBILIZATION LS 1008 LwSo. s LS.
2101.502 CLEARING TREE 1.00 § ’{;5@ > $ yAvR
2101.507 GRUBBING TREE 100 8 250°¢ s 250"
2104.523 SALVAGE & REINSTALL EX SIGNS POSTS & MB EACH 300§ _ 4807 Jeo. o
2105.501 COMMON EXCAVATION cY 20000 § __ 9. O g giea. i
2112.501 SUBGRADE PREPARATION RDST 800§ __ [25 7 Jocn.
2123.610 STREET SWEEPER (WITH PICKUP BROOM) HOUR 500§ __ /287 8 AR
2211.503 AGGREGATE BASE (CV) CLASS 5 cy 250.00 $ 32.%% 5 <ep0.”
2360.501 BITUMINOUS WEAR COURSE (SPWEA230C) TON 11500 $ 5.°9 5 LOQ‘ZS 2
2563.601 TRAFFIC GONTROL LS 100 $_ foon” s oo "
2573.502 SILT FENGE, TYPE PA LF 300.00 $ .50 $ Ao N4
2573.530 STORM DRAIN INLET PROTECTION EACH 400 § __/Q0. Y s 4op.
2574525 ORGANIC TOPSOIL BORROW cY 75.00 % 30.77 s 22507
MODULAR BLOCK WALL SE 1,100.00 $ 3195 s zg W e
4 VINYL COATED CHAIN LINK FENCE - BLACK LF 275.00 § 29.99 ¢ “7799.
2575.505 SEED sY a7500 53-S9 s 32 SO
TOTAL - PATH CONSTRUCTION $ '\EO, 187, So
RAISE GRAMSIE ROAD CONSTRUCTION
ITEM ESTIMATED UNIT TOTAL
NO. ITEM UNIT QUANTITY PRICE COST
2021.501 MOBILIZATION LS 1003 Rl s < Wew.”’
2104.501 REMOVE CURB & GUTTER LF 150000 § 310 5 4y <07
2211.503 AGGREGATE BASE (CV) CLASS 6 - PATH cY 115.00 § J2.°7 s K{t=ePl
2211.503 AGGREGATE BASE (CV) CLASS 6 oY 835.00 $ 32.%% s 2471710,
2215604 FULL DEPTHRECLAMATION SY 250000 $ LIS s 91
2215604 FULL DEPTH RECLAMATION - PATH sY 225.00 $ LIS 303 3. 1s
2360.501 TYPE SP 12.5 WEARING COURSE MIX (3,C)- PATH  TON 2500 § S} s 231K, °°
2360.501 TYPE SP 12.5 WEARING COURSE MIX (3,C) TON 30500 5 (.95 s 2o W
2506.602 RECONSTRUCT/RAISE DRAINAGE STRUCTURE EacCH Y 206-5  J{7IS.% s L{'m(:x, °
2531.501 CONCRETE CURB & GUTTER DESIGN B618 LF 1,500.00 $ x‘q =% 5 27000,

TOTAL - CONSTRUCTION

s 102,413 10
NOTE: THESE QUANTITIES EXCLUDES COSTS OF ITEMS ALREADY IN CONTRACT THAT WOULD BE PAID FOR UND R
THE EXISTING CONTRACT. FOR EXAMPLE TACK COAT, JOINT ADHESIVE, WEAR COURSE, STRIPING, ECT.



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

HELD SEPTEMBER 6, 2016

* * * * ® * * * * *

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 September 6,
2016 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. 16-82
APPROVING CHANGE ORDER NO. 1
FOR THE
GRAMSIE ROAD REHABILITATION
CITY PROJECT 16-05

WHEREAS, On May 2, 2016 the City Council awarded a contract to Northwest Asphalt,
Inc. the Gramsie Road Rehabilitation, City Project 16-05, and authorized the Mayor and City
Manager to sign said contract, and

WHEREAS, the original contract amount is $531,883.42, and

WHEREAS, Change Order No.1, in the amount of $183,231.00, has been prepared in
order to address certain changes or modifications to the original contract, and

WHEREAS, said changes and modifications to the project will increase the contract
amount to $715,144.20, and

WHEREAS, the Director of Public Works has recommended approval of proposed
Change Order No.1.

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

1. That Change Order No.l, in the amount of $183,231.00, resulting in a revised contract
amount of $715,144.20 is hereby approved, and



Resolution No. 16-82
Page Two

2. That Change Order No.l will be funded by Municipal State Aid Funds.

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:

the following voted against the same:

WHEREUPON, said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted this 6% day of
September, 2016.

STATE OF MINNESOTA )
)
COUNTY OF RAMSEY )
)
)

CITY OF SHOREVIEW

[, 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 6™ day of September,
2016, 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 to the approval of Change Order No.1, for the

Gramsie Road Rehabilitation, City Project 16-05.

WITNESS MY HAND officially as such Manager and the corporate seal of
the City of Shoreview, Minnesota, this 7 day of September, 2016.

Terry C. Schwerm
SEAL City Manager



