
 
  

 
 

   City Council Agenda 
Monday, March 9, 2009  

 
    Commission Interviews:  3:45 p.m. 
               Regular Meeting:  6:00 p.m. 
       Additional Interviews:  7:10 p.m. 
        Regular Meeting Continues:  8:40 p.m. 
 

City Council Chambers 
(Times are Approximate) 

 
 
3:50 p.m. 
4:00 p.m. 
4:10 p.m. 
4:20 p.m. 
4:30 p.m. 
4:50 p.m. 
5:00 p.m. 
5:10 p.m. 
5:20 p.m. 

 Commission Interviews 
Thomas Lund Parks & Recreation 
Brent Huberty Parks & Recreation 
Jason Etten  Parks & Recreation 
Robert Murray Parks & Recreation 
David Holt  Parks & Recreation 
Jeff Boldt  Parks & Recreation & Pub Wks Env Trsp 
James Campbell Police Civil Service 
Steve Gjerdinger Public Works, Environ & Transportation 
David Horsager Ethics 
 

Note: Parks & Recreation Commission applicants William Olein and Mary Holt; and, Planning 
and Public Works, Environment and Transportation Commissions applicant Glenn Cook are 
unavailable for an interview on 3/09;  they remain very interested in consideration for appointment. 
Parks & Recreation Commission applicant Bradley Peper has withdrawn his application.   
 
Recess 
 

  

6:00 p.m. 1. Roll Call 
Voting & Seating Order for March:  Pust; Ihlan; Johnson; 
Roe; Klausing   
 

6:02 p.m. 2. Approve Agenda 
 

6:05 p.m. 3. Public Comment 
 

6:10 p.m. 4. Council Communications, Reports, Announcements and 
Housing and Redevelopment Authority Report 
 

6:15 p.m. 5. Recognitions, Donations, Communications 
 

  a. Recognize and Accept Lake Ridge Care Center $500 
Donation 
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  b. Recognize and Accept Minnesota 100 Club $3,500 

Donation to Officer Jorgensen 
 

6:25.m. 6. 
 

Approve Minutes 

  a. Approve Minutes of  February 23, 2009 Meeting   
 

6:30  p.m. 7. Approve Consent Agenda 
  

  a. Approve Payments 
  b. Approve Business License  
  c. Set a Public Hearing for Key’s Café Liquor License 
  d. Receive Update on Imagine Roseville 2025 Medium and 

Long Term Goals 
  e. Authorize Acceptance of Metropolitan Emergency 

Services Board Grant for 800 Megahertz Radios for Public 
Works Supervisors 

  f. Approve Change Order; Adopt a Resolution to Accept the 
Work Completed; Authorize Final Payment of $52,077.28; 
and Commence the One-Year Warranty Period on the 
2008 Contract B Street Improvement Project 

  g. Amend Contract with WSB to Prepare a Response Action 
Plan for the Twin Lakes AUAR Subarea I Infrastructure 
Improvements 

 
6:40 p.m. 8. Consider Items Removed from Consent  

 
 9. General Ordinances for Adoption 

 
6:50 p.m.  10. Presentations 

 
  a. Hear a Presentation and Adopt a Resolution regarding 

Early Voting and Vote by Mail 
 

 
7:10 p.m. 
7:20 p.m. 
7:30 p.m. 
7:40 p.m. 
7:50 p.m. 
8:00 p.m. 
8:10 p.m. 
8:20 p.m. 
8:30 p.m. 

 
  

Commission Interviews 
Tim Johnson Parks & Recreation & Planning 
John Gisselquist Planning 
Keith Miller  Planning & Human Rights 
Gary Grefenberg Planning & Human Rights 
Peg Kennedy Human Rights 
Liz Jaeger  Human Rights 
George Bondy Human Rights 
Barbara Yates Human Rights 
Howard Wagner Human Rights 
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 11. Public Hearings 

 
 

 12. Business Items (Action Items) 
 

8:40 p.m.  a. Update of Centennial  Gardens Apartments Non-
Compliance  

9:00 p.m.  b. Adopt a Resolution Authorizing the use of Eminent 
Domain for the acquisition of parcels for street and utility 
purposes within the Twin Lakes Redevelopment Area 

 
 13. Business Items – Presentations/Discussions 

 
9:15 p.m.  a. Discussion on the 2009 Utility Rates 
9:30 p.m.   b. Continue Discussions on an Alternative Budgeting Process 

for 2010 
9:40 p.m.  c. Update on 2009 Budget Adjustments 
9:45 p.m.  d. Discuss City Manager Evaluation Process 

 
9:50 p.m. 14. City Manager Future Agenda Review 

 
 15. Councilmember Initiated Items for Future Meetings 

 
9:55 p.m.  a.  Twin Lakes Property Maintenance Code Enforcement -     

 Ihlan 
 

  16. Adjourn 
 

 
Some Upcoming Public Meetings……… 
Tuesday Mar 10 7:00 p.m. Human Rights Commission 
Monday Mar 16 - ISD 633 and 621 1st day of Spring Break 
Tuesday Mar 17 

Mar 31 
6:00 p.m. Housing & Redevelopment Authority  

Postponed to 3/31 
Monday Mar 23 6:00 p.m. City Council Meeting 
Tuesday Mar 24 6:30 p.m. Public Works, Environment & Transportation Commission 
Monday Mar 30 6:00 p.m. City Council Meeting 
Tuesday Mar 31 6:00 p.m. Housing & Redevelopment Authority 
Tuesday Apr 7 6:30 p.m. Parks & Recreation Commission 
Wednesday Apr 8 6:30 p.m. Planning Commission 
Monday Apr 13 6:00 p.m. City Council Meeting 

All meetings at Roseville City Hall, 2660 Civic Center Drive, Roseville, MN unless otherwise noted. 
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REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 Date:  March 9, 2009  
 Item No.:  5.a  

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

  

Item Description:    Accept Lake Ridge Health Care Center Donation 

Page 1 of 1 

BACKGROUND 1 
 2 
Lake Ridge Health Care Center has contacted the Roseville Police Department to offer funds to be allocated for 3 
the purchase of public safety equipment.  After careful consideration, it was decided that funds received from the 4 
Lake Ridge Health Care Center would be used to augment the cost of an automated external defibrillator.  5 

Automated external defibrillators have saved many lives that would otherwise be lost simply because time is 6 
such a critical issue with heart related problems. Automated external defibrillators are lightweight, portable 7 
devices that jumpstart a victim’s heart by using an electrical pulse called a biphasic shock. 8 

The defibrillator will be placed in one of the police department’s marked vehicles and used by patrol officers—9 
the first responders on the scene in a 911 medical emergency. It is the department’s goal to have an automated 10 
external defibrillator available in each of its marked vehicles. 11 

POLICY OBJECTIVE 12 
Upon approval from the Council to accept the funds, the department will arrange the purchase of one automated 13 
external defibrillator. 14 

FINANCIAL IMPACTS 15 
An automated external defibrillator costs $1,600. Lake Ridge Health Care Center will provide the police 16 
department $500; the police department will absorb the remaining $1,100 through its 2009 operating 17 
budget. 18 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 19 
Motion to accept the Lake Ridge Health Care Center donation of  $500 to the Police Department to be used to 20 
offset a portion of the cost of one defibrillator.     21 

REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION 22 
Motion to accept the Lake Ridge Health Care Center donation of  $500 to the Police Department to be used to 23 
offset a portion of the cost of one defibrillator.   24 
 25 
 26 

 27 
Prepared by:  
Attachments: A:  



 
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 Date: March 9, 2009 
 Item No.:  5.b    

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

   

Item Description: Recognize and Authorize Acceptance of Minnesota 100 Club Donation 

Page 1 of 2 

BACKGROUND 1 

Thursday, December 18, 2009, at approximately 4:00 am, the East Metro SWAT in partnership 2 

with the Ramsey County SWAT executed a high risk drug warrant at 727 Terrace Drive, 3 

Roseville.  The police department’s lead narcotic investigator provided intelligence that the 4 

target of this investigation was manufacturing methamphetamine, exhibiting extreme paranoia, 5 

in possession of high caliber weapons, and had threatened to kill any officer who attempted to 6 

arrest him.   7 

 8 

When East Metro SWAT operators made entrance into the lower level of 727 Terrace Drive and 9 

breached the suspect’s bedroom, the team immediately encountered gunfire from the 37-year old 10 

suspect.  During the ensuing exchange of gunfire, Roseville Police Officer/Team Leader John 11 

Jorgensen was shot in the right wrist.   12 

 13 

Officer Jorgensen was immediately evacuated from the scene and transported to Region’s 14 

Hospital where he underwent six surgeries to his right wrist/hand.  After eighteen days in the 15 

hospital, John was released and has since been recovering comfortably at home. 16 

 17 

In 1972, a group of local Northeast Minneapolis businessmen and a labor leader organized the 18 

first Minnesota 100 Club. This group took the lead from other 100 Clubs formed in the United 19 

States. At that time, the sole purpose of the Club was to provide financial relief to surviving 20 

families of public servants killed or injured in the line of duty.  21 

 22 

In mid-January, the Minnesota 100 Club made contact with the Roseville Police Department 23 

requesting further information about Officer Jorgensen’s injury in the line of duty. The Club was 24 

considering a donation to Officer Jorgensen.  After reviewing the information provided, the 25 

Minnesota 100 Club graciously came forward with a donation of $3,500.00 for the Jorgensen 26 

family. 27 

 28 
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Now in its 36th year, the Minnesota 100 Club has provided over $340,000.00 to 250 families.  29 

All donations come from private individuals or organizations. 30 

POLICY OBJECTIVE 31 

Not applicable  32 

FINANCIAL IMPACTS 33 

None. 34 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 35 

Authorize Acceptance of  Minnesota 100 Club Donation of $3,500.00 presented by President 36 

John Derus to Office Jorgensen. 37 

REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION 38 

Authorize Acceptance of  Minnesota 100 Club Donation of $3,500.00 presented by President 39 

John Derus to Office Jorgensen.  40 

Prepared by: Lorne Rosand – Police Lieutenant  
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REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 Date: 3/9/2009 
 Item No.: 7.a   

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

  

Item Description: Approval of Payments 
 

Page 1 of 1 

BACKGROUND 1 

State Statute requires the City Council to approve all payment of claims.  The following summary of claims 2 

has been submitted to the City for payment.   3 

 4 

Check Series # Amount 
ACH Payments     $540,770.05
54420-54561              $374,125.48 

Total     $914,895.53
 5 

A detailed report of the claims is attached.  City Staff has reviewed the claims and considers them to be 6 

appropriate for the goods and services received.   7 

POLICY OBJECTIVE 8 

Under Mn State Statute, all claims are required to be paid within 35 days of receipt. 9 

FINANCIAL IMPACTS 10 

All expenditures listed above have been funded by the current budget, from donated monies, or from cash 11 

reserves. 12 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 13 

Staff recommends approval of all payment of claims. 14 

REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION 15 

Motion to approve the payment of claims as submitted 16 

 17 
Prepared by: Chris Miller, Finance Director 18 
Attachments: A:  Checks for Approval Report 19 
 20 
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REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 Date: 03-09-09 
 Item No.: 7.b   

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

  

Item Description:  Approval of 2009 Business Licenses  
 

Page 1 of 1 

 1 

BACKGROUND 2 

Chapter 301 of the City Code requires all applications for business licenses to be submitted to the City 3 

Council for approval.  The following application is submitted for consideration 4 

 5 

 6 

Game Room License Application 7 

Amusement Device License Application 8 

Imane El Impahi 9 

@ Arcades (Rosedale) 10 

10 Rosedale Center 11 

Roseville MN  55113 12 

 13 

 14 

POLICY OBJECTIVE 15 

Required by City Code 16 

FINANCIAL IMPACTS 17 

The correct fees were paid to the City at the time the application(s) were made. 18 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 19 

Staff has reviewed the application(s) and has determined that the applicant(s) meet all City requirements.  20 

REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION 21 

Motion to approve the business license application as submitted. 22 

 23 

 24 
Prepared by: Chris Miller, Finance Director 
Attachments: A: Application  

 
 25 
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REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 Date: 03-09-09 
 Item No.: 7.c   

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

  

Item Description: Set a Public Hearing to Consider On Sale Wine and 3.2% Liquor for Keys Café.
  

 

Page 1 of 1 

 1 

Background 2 

 3 

Keys Cafe has applied for On-Sale Wine and 3.2% Liquor License at 1682 Lexington Avenue.  The City 4 

Attorney will review the application prior to the issuance of the license to ensure that it is in order. A 5 

representative from Keys Cafe will attend the hearing to answer any questions the Council may have. 6 

 7 

  8 

 9 

Financial Implications 10 

 11 

The revenue that is generated from the license fees collected is used to offset the cost of police 12 

compliance checks, background investigations, enforcement of liquor laws, and license administration. 13 

 14 

 15 

Council Action 16 

 17 

Motion to set a public hearing for an On-Sale Wine and 3.2% Liquor License for Keys Cafe to be held on 18 

March 23, 2009.   19 

 20 
Prepared by: Chris Miller, Finance Director 
Attachments: A: Application  

 
 21 
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Imagine Roseville 2025  

Medium & Long Term Goals 
March 2009 Update 

 
 

 

              Medium Term Goals 
 

 

Encourage businesses with family-
sustaining jobs 

 Began the design work for the Twin Lakes public infrastructure 
to better position the project to take advantage of development 
opportunities when they arise. PT 3/09 

 This past spring, the City created the Twin Lakes Public Financial 
Participation Framework that created a high priority in granting TIF 
funds within Twin Lakes to projects that create family-sustaining 
jobs.  PT 7/08 

 

More actively support existing 
businesses 

 No new activity to report at this time. PT 3/09 

 Given the budget dollars, funding is not possible for 2009.  PT 10/08 

 Staff has brought forward to the Council about participating in the 
Twin Cities Capital Community Fund, which will lend money to 
businesses in participating communities.  Decision pending.  PT 7/08 

 

Increase funding for and more actively 
promote housing redesign program 
 

 The RHRA has discontinued the redesign program due to a lack 
of interest.  However, the RHRA has instituted a new multi-family 
loan program to assist property owners to make exterior 
improvements and incorporate energy efficient improvements in 
their buildings. PT 3/09 

 Given the limited participation, the RHRA is proposing to no longer 
fund the program and utilize funding for existing loan programs and 
marketing of RHRA services to reach more residents.  The RHRA is 
preparing to create a multi-family rehab program to allow for 
reinvestment in aging properties.  PT 10/08 

 In the past six months, the Roseville HRA has reviewed the existing 
redesign program and has changed some of the program guidelines to 
make it available to more people.  Improvements to program ongoing.  
PT 7/08 

 

Provide loans and other assistance to 
help people maintain property 
 

 The RHRA has created a new multi-family loan program to foster 
reinvestment into the community's multi-family housing stock.  In 
addition, the City has improved its code enforcement policies and 
procedures to better inform residents and property owners. PT 3/09 

 In 2008, the Roseville HRA consolidated its loan program into one 
program for easier convenience.  The RHRA also continues to 
contract with the Housing Resource Center which provides Roseville 
residents technical assistance and advice regarding making 
improvements to their property. PT 10/08 

 In the past six months, the Roseville HRA has reviewed its existing 
loan programs and has consolidated two loan programs into one and 
have made the funds more available for residents to make exterior and 
interior improvements.  The Roseville HRA also added another 
$133,000 to the loan pool.  The Roseville HRA continues to contract 
with the Housing Resource Center which provides Roseville residents 
technical assistance and advice regarding making improvements to 
their property.  PT 7/08 

 

Seek collaborative partners and 
alternative funding mechanisms  
 

 Engaged the City of Lake Elmo to provide Accounting Services 
generating surplus monies. CM 3/09 
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 Provided City Manager proposal for creating a Streetlight Utility for 
funding installation and operation of streetlights citywide. DS 10/08 

 Alternative funding mechanisms have been discussed briefly but not 
yet researched to determine whether viable. CM 7/08 

 

Foster youth leadership and 
development 
 

 Re-implementation of the Police Explorers Program in 2008. CS 
3/09  

 Improved relatively new Leaders in Training (LIT) program. No new 
programs have begun at this time.  LB 7/08 

 

Citywide transportation system 
 

 Will explore opportunities for connection from new Park N Ride 
facility.  DS 3/09 

 Researching possibilities of moving youngsters to and from programs 
and facilities?   LB 7/08 

 

Update Master Plans (to include parks 
and community facilities) throughout 
Parks & Recreation System.  
 

 RFPs issued, proposals received and analyzed. Plan to bring to 
City Council in March, 2009 for consideration. Difficult as no 
funding for the project has been identified. LB 3/09 

 Pathway Master Plan approved by City Council in September. DS 10/08 

 RFP being finalized with Parks and Recreation Commission.  Will 
soon bring to City Council for input and authorization to issue.  LB 10/08 

 Pathway Plan update underway.  DS 7/08 

 Met with six firms to gather pre request for proposal (RFP) 
information. Plan to discuss further with Parks and Recreation 
Commission at an upcoming meeting.  LB 7/08 

 

Include shade pavilions and/or park 
shelters at all parks to promote 
neighborhood connections and 
accommodate neighborhood gatherings  
 

 Will be incorporated into the anticipated Master Plan process to 
determine need and locations.  LB 7/08 

 

Revise water rates from use base to 
conservation base incentives for 10-20% 
reduction in residential and business 
usage  
 

 For 2009, adopted a conservation-based rate structure to 
encourage water conservation and greater transparency in actual 
costs. CM 3/09 

 PWETC recommendation for 2009 implementation at September 08 
meeting. Anticipate Council discussion November 2008. DS 10/08 

 Discussed with PWETC April, 2008 Council discussion 
August/September 2008.  DS 7/08 

 Initial discussions are expected in the Fall of ’08, but our rate 
structure is heavily dependent on high water users to support utility 
operations.  It is unlikely that our rate structure could be changed to a 
conservation base until 2010. CM 7/08 

 

Fund Citywide traffic model  
 

 No new activity (funding challenges). DS 3/09 

 No new activity. DS 10/08 

 CIP discussion item.  DS 7/08 
 

Encourage development of transit, 
walkability and alternate transportation 
 

 The City recently approved a new Metro Transit Park and Ride 
Facility in the Twin Lakes area that will provide access to transit 
services. PT 3/09 - see also Long Term Goals 

 Comp Plan Transportation section discusses each of these items. 
Council discussion October 08. DS 10/08 

 Livable Communities concepts incorporated into design guidelines, 
Pathway Master Plan discusses ped and bike goals and policies.  DS 7/08 

 

                                            Long Term Goals 
 

Develop program to provide fire, 
safety, CPR, fire extinguisher training 
to businesses 

 The Fire Department started offering fire training classes and CPR 
classes to businesses and community members who request such 
training. This started with the adoption of the City Fee Schedule on 



 November 17, 2008. RG 3/09 

 The Fire Dept will begin offering CPR/AED at a rate of $80 per student 
and Safety Training at a rate of $80 per hour.  Costs will cover prorated 
trainer's salary/benefits, books, training materials, administrative time. 
These services will be offered to businesses once the City’s fee 
schedule is amended to include these fees and this IR2025 goal will be 
complete. RG 7/08 

 

Community Center Discussion   Will be incorporated into the anticipated Master Plan process to 
determine need and locations.  LB 7/08 

 

Establish a Community Resource and 
Volunteer Center/Network with 
support and coordinating staff to 
recruit, train, nurture volunteers. 
 

 Proposal accepted by the 2009 Leadership St. Paul Program to 
assign a group to Roseville to enhance the volunteer program by 
creating a comprehensive community volunteer model. LB 3/09 

 Researching possible resources needed to establish such a program and 
what a program of this type would look like.  LB 7/08 

 

Identify segments with poor or no 
connection. Follow Master plan guide. 
Address Hwy 36 and Snelling crossing 
barriers:  tunnels or bridges at Lydia, 
Co C, Co B, or Roselawn   
 

 Developing Fairview NTP Pathway project for 2009 construction. 
Seeking funding opportunities. DS 3/09 

 Pathway Master Plan adopted September 08. Seeking funding 
opportunities. DS 10/08 

 Discussed as part of Pathway Plan update, incorporate into final draft 
plus additional locations.  DS 7/08 

Consider Roundabouts, if space and 
buying R.O.W. is feasible  
 

 Roundabout included in Phase I Twin Lakes improvements 
construction 2009.  DS 3/09 

 No new activity. DS 10/08 

 Look into ROW requirements and identify possible corridors 2009. DS 
7/08 

 

Add buses and routes for flexibility 
and suburb-to-suburb travel 
 
 

 Explore opportunities created by new Park N Ride  DS 3/09 

 Discussed this flexibility with Metro Transit for Twin Lakes Park N 
Ride facility. DS 10/08 

 Continue to push this issue in all discussions with Metro Transit.  DS 7/08 
 

Encourage development of transit, 
walkability and alternate 
transportation 
 

 No new activity  DS 3/09 

 The City recently approved a new Metro Transit Park and Ride 
Facility in the Twin Lakes area that will provide access to transit 
services. PT 3/09 - see also Med Term Goals 

 Included in Transportation section of Comp Plan.  DS 10/08 

 The City has also been working with surrounding communities to 
promote the development of the Northeast Diagonal as a transit 
corridor. PT 10/08 

 Identify needs in CIP 2009-2018 Meeting with Northeast Diagonal 
cities to pursue getting corridor back into 2030 Plan.  DS 7/08 

 These items are being emphasized in the Comprehensive Plan Update 
with the goal of making alternative forms of a greater priority in the 
community's growth and redevelopment in the future. PT 7/08 

 

Work w/ Metro Transit to identify 
location of long-term park-n-ride 
facility  
 

 Approved and open by 12/31/09  DS 3/09 

 The City Council approved the Metro Transit Park and Ride 
facility in December 2008.  Construction will commence in the 
spring of 2009 and will be completed by the end of the 2009. PT 3/09  

 Ongoing.  The City Council is currently considering the construction of 
a new park and ride facility located within Twin Lakes that is expected 
to replace the spaces at Rosedale Mall after 2011.  Staff continues to 
have dialogue with Metro Transit staff regarding needs for additional 
park and ride facilities.  PT 10/08 



 Council Consideration of Twin Lakes facility October 2008. DS 10/08 

 Underway for Twin Lakes, additional future needs along Hwy 36 
corridor east end of Roseville. DS 7/08 

 

Continue to lobby for the Northeast 
Diagonal transit line  
 

 No new activity to report at this time.  PT 3/09 

 City is currently working with the City of Vadnais Heights to build a 
coalition with surrounding communities to promote the development of 
the NE Diagonal as a transit corridor.  Language supporting the use of 
the NE Diagonal is currently in the draft Comp Plan. PT 10/08 

 Council Discussion September 2008. DS 10/08 

 Meeting with adjacent cities July 2008. DS 7/08  
 

 



 
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 Date:          3/9/09 
 Item No.:       7.e  

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

Item Description: Authorize Acceptance of Metropolitan Emergency Services Board Grant 
for 800 Megahertz Radios for Public Works Supervisors  

Page 1 of 1 

BACKGROUND:  1 

The City has implemented the 800 megahertz radio system for public safety purposes. The 2 

Emergency Management team has requested that Public Works purchase 800 megahertz radios 3 

for the supervisors and managers for communication during emergencies where our response is 4 

required. Currently communication is via cell phone between public safety and public works 5 

staff during critical events. Cell phone service can be unreliable in major emergencies due to 6 

overloading of the system.  7 

Public Works applied for a grant from the Metropolitan Emergency Services Board for purchase 8 

of up to (5) 800 megahertz radios for supervisory communications with public safety and other 9 

jurisdictions. We were recently notified of award of this grant in the amount of $5,859.91. This 10 

grant requires a minimum 20 percent local matching funds. Staff would like to purchase these 11 

radios before we are well into the tornado season this spring. 12 

FINANCIAL IMPACTS 13 

This grant requires a 20 percent match with local funds. Staff is recommending that the local 14 

match be funded from utility funds in the 2009 budget. The amount would not exceed $1,464.98. 15 
  16 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 17 

Staff recommends the Council authorize acceptance of the grant for the purchase of 800 18 

megahertz radios for Public Works. Public Works plays a key role in emergency response and it 19 

is critical that they have the necessary tools to communicate effectively during emergency 20 

operations.  21 

Requested Council Action: 22 

Motion accepting a grant from the Metropolitan Emergency Services Board in the amount of 23 

$5,859.91 for the purchase of radios for Emergency Management.  24 

 25 

 26 
Prepared by: Duane Schwartz, Public Works Director 
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REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 Date:        3/9/09 
 Item No.:    7.f  

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

  

Item Description: Approve Change Order and Adopt a Resolution to Accept the Work 
Completed, Authorize Final Payment of $52,077.28 and Commence 
the One-Year Warranty Period on the 2008 Contract B Street 
Improvement Project 

Page 1 of 2 

BACKGROUND 1 

On April 21, 2008 the City Council awarded the 2008 Contract B Street Improvement Project to 2 

Midwest Asphalt Corporation of Hopkins, Minnesota.  The work for this contract was finished in 3 

October 2008, and the contractor has requested final payment. This project included the 4 

following streets: 5 

 6 

City Project No.  P-08-04: Mill & Overlay Projects 7 

• Lydia Court- Lydia Avenue to cul de sac 8 

• Lydia Avenue- Highcrest Road to Brenner Street 9 

• Brenner Street- Highcrest Road to Patton Road 10 

• Arthur Street- County Road D to Brenner Avenue 11 

• Brenner Avenue- Arthur Street to Mildred Street 12 

• Centre Pointe Drive- County Road C-2 to Cleveland Avenue 13 

• Lydia Avenue- Centre Pointe Drive to Cleveland Avenue 14 

• Herschel Street- County Road B to South Highway 36 Service Drive 15 

• South Highway 36 Service Drive- Herschel Street to Fairview Avenue 16 

• Fulham Street- County Road B to South Highway 36 Service Drive 17 

• South Highway 36 Service Drive-  Fulham Street to County Road B 18 

 19 

City Project No.  P-07-02:  Street Reconstruction Project 20 

• Ridgewood Road- from Asbury Street to the City limits 21 

• Asbury Street- from T.H. 51 to the City limits 22 

 23 

The project also included rain garden construction in Arden Hills on Ridgewood Road and 24 

Asbury Street from the City limits to Glenhill Road.  25 

POLICY OBJECTIVE 26 

City policy requires that the following items be completed to finalize a construction contract:   27 

 28 

• Certification from the City Engineer verifying that all of the work has been completed in 29 
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accordance with plans and specifications. 30 

 31 

• A resolution by the City Council accepting the contract and beginning the one-year warranty. 32 

FINANCIAL IMPACTS 33 

The final contract amount, $1,059,437.28, is $114,125.91 less than the awarded amount of 34 

$1,173,563.19.  This represents a decrease in the contract of 9.7%.  The cost decreases are a 35 

result of actual contract quantities being less than estimated.  There were two change orders to 36 

the project due to unanticipated conditions in the field.  Decisions regarding these changes 37 

needed to be made while the work was being completed, not allowing for the processing of a 38 

change order prior to the execution of the work.  A summary of the Change Orders is listed 39 

below: 40 

 41 

Change Order 1 Adjustment of storm sewer work, additional street and 
landscape items 

$  5,911.98 

Change Order 2 Additional landscape items $     870.00 
 Total Change Orders $  6,781.98 
 42 

This project was a joint project with the City of Arden Hills.  The final amount of the Arden 43 

Hills portion of this contract was $2,228.09.  The costs for the Roseville portion of this contract 44 

will be paid for using the Street Infrastructure and Utility Infrastructure Funds.   45 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 46 

Since all necessary items have been completed in accordance with project plans and 47 

specifications, staff recommends the City Council approve a resolution accepting the work 48 

completed as 2008 Contract B and authorize final payment of $52,077.28.   49 

REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION 50 

Approve Change Orders for 2008 Contract B  51 

 52 

and  53 

 54 

Approve the resolution accepting the work completed as 2008 Contract B, starting the one-year 55 

warranty and authorizing final payment of $52,077.28. 56 

Prepared by: Kristine Giga, Civil Engineer 
Attachments: A: Certification from City Engineer 
 B: Resolution 



 

 

 
 
 
 
March 9, 2009 
 
 
 
TO THE CITY COUNCIL, CITY OF ROSEVILLE, MINNESOTA 
 
RE:   2008 Contract B Street Improvement Project 
 Contract Acceptance and Final Payment 
 
Dear Council Members: 
 
I have observed the work executed as a part of the 2008 Contract B Street Improvement Project.  
I find that this contract has been fully completed in all respects according to the plans, 
specifications, and the contract.  I therefore recommend that final payment be made from the 
improvement fund to the contractors for the balance on the contract as follows: 
 

Original Contract amount (based on estimated quantities) $1,173,563.19
Change Orders $6,781.98
Final Contract Amount $1,180,345.17
Actual amount due (based on actual quantities) $1,059,437.28
Previous payments $1,007,360.00
 
Balance Due $52,077.28

 
The construction costs for this project have been funded as follows:   
 

Street Infrastructure Fund $1,057,209.19
Arden Hills Funds $2,228.09

 
Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns and would like more information. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Debra M. Bloom, P.E. 
City Engineer 
651-792-7042 
deb.bloom@ci.roseville.mn.us 
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EXTRACT OF MINUTES OF MEETING 1 

OF CITY COUNCIL 2 

CITY OF ROSEVILLE 3 

RAMSEY COUNTY, MINNESOTA 4 

 5 

Pursuant to due call and notice thereof, a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of 6 

Roseville, County of Ramsey, Minnesota, was duly held in the City Hall at 2660 Civic Center 7 

Drive, Roseville, Minnesota, on Monday, the 9th day of March, 2009, at 6:00 p.m. 8 

 9 

The following members were present:     and the following members were absent:     10 

 11 

Councilmember     introduced the following resolution and moved its adoption: 12 

 13 

RESOLUTION NO.   14 

FINAL CONTRACT ACCEPTANCE  15 

2008 CONTRACT B 16 

 17 

BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Roseville, as follows: 18 

 19 

WHEREAS, pursuant to a written contract signed with the City on April 21, 2008 for the 20 

2008 Contract B Street Improvement Project, Midwest Asphalt Corporation, of Hopkins, 21 

Minnesota, has satisfactorily completed the improvements associated with this contract. 22 

  23 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 24 

ROSEVILLE, MINNESOTA, that the work completed under said contract is hereby accepted 25 

and approved; and 26 

 27 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED: That the City Manager is hereby directed to issue a proper 28 

order for the final payment of such contract, taking the contractor's receipt in full; and 29 

 30 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED: That the one year warranty period as specified in the contract 31 

shall commence on March 9, 2009. 32 

 33 

The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by 34 

Councilmember    and upon vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor thereof:     35 

and the following voted against the same:   36 

 37 

Whereupon said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted. 38 

 39 

 40 

 41 

 42 

 43 

 44 

 45 

 46 

 47 

 48 

 49 
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STATE OF MINNESOTA  ) 50 

                                             ) ss 51 

COUNTY OF RAMSEY    ) 52 

 53 

 54 

 55 

 I, the undersigned, being the duly qualified City Manager of the City of Roseville, 56 

County of Ramsey, State of Minnesota, do hereby certify that I have carefully compared the 57 

attached and foregoing extract of minutes of a regular meeting of said City Council held on 58 

the 9th day of March, 2009, with the original thereof on file in my office. 59 

 60 

 WITNESS MY HAND officially as such Manager this 9th day of March, 2009. 61 

 62 
       63 

        64 

             65 

      William J. Malinen, City Manager 66 

 67 

 68 

(SEAL) 69 



 
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 Date: 3/9/09 
 Item No.:               7.g 

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

  

Item Description: Contract to Prepare a Response Action Plan for the Twin Lakes AUAR Subarea I 
Infrastructure Improvements 

Page 1 of 2 

BACKGROUND 1 

On June 9, 2008, the City Council approved a contract with WSB & Associates to complete the design 2 

work for the Twin Lakes AUAR Subarea I Infrastructure Improvements.  These include:   3 

• Intersection improvements at County Road C and Cleveland Avenue 4 

• Cleveland Ave / I35W ramp and intersection improvements  5 

• Intersection improvements at Fairview and Terrace Drive 6 

• Twin Lakes Parkway from Cleveland Ave. to Fairview Ave 7 

• Mount Ridge Road from County Road C2 to Twin Lakes Parkway 8 

• Prior Avenue south of Twin Lakes Parkway to County Road C  9 

• Municipal utilities including sanitary sewer, water, and stormwater. 10 

 11 

The scope of services for the geotechnical investigation and environmental investigation was undefined 12 

at the time of the approval of the contract with WSB.  The contract not to exceed cost, $458,036.00, did 13 

not include the fees for environmental work.  As described in Section 4.10 of the contract, WSB has 14 

teamed with Braun Intertec to perform geotechnical and environmental investigations where needed 15 

within the right- of- way.  On October 20, 2008, the City Council amended the contract with WSB to 16 

include the geotechnical and environmental investigations.  These investigations consisted of soil 17 

borings within the proposed right- of- way.  The soil borings have characterized the types of 18 

contamination within the project right- of- way.   19 

In order to move forward with the construction of the public improvements, Braun Intertec needs to 20 

prepare a response action plan (RAP) to provide for the appropriate management of petroleum and non-21 

petroleum contaminated soil and groundwater that is expected to be encountered.  The RAP will be 22 

submitted for review and approval to both voluntary programs within the MPCA; the Voluntary 23 

Investigation and Cleanup (VIC) program, which manages non-petroleum contamination, and the 24 

Petroleum Brownfields (PB) Program, which manages petroleum- related contamination.  As a part of 25 

this contract amendment, Braun Intertec will assist the City in preparing an enrollment application for 26 

MPCA VIC and PB Programs.   27 

POLICY OBJECTIVE 28 

Since the preparation of the response action plan requires professional service contracts, the City 29 

Council is being asked to authorize the City Manager to execute this agreement amendment.   30 
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FINANCIAL IMPACTS 31 

TIF District 11 is funding the Infrastructure design work.  Staff recommends that the Hazardous 32 

Substance Subdistrict fund the response action plan development.  Costs for Sub-Consultants shall be 33 

billed directly to the City with no Consultant markup.   34 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 35 

Staff recommends that the City Council authorize staff to amend the existing contract with WSB and 36 

associates to prepare a response action plan for the Twin Lakes AUAR Subarea I Infrastructure 37 

Improvements.   38 

REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION 39 

Motion to authorize the City Manager to amend the Twin Lakes AUAR SubArea I Infrastructure 40 

Improvements Contract with WSB and Associates to include the preparation of a response action plan in 41 

the amount of $6,400.   42 

Prepared by: Debra Bloom, City Engineer 
Attachments: None 



 
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 Date: March 9, 2009  
 Item No.:  10.a 

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

  

Item Description: Hear a Presentation and Adopt a Resolution regarding  
Early Voting and Vote by Mail 

 

Page 1 of 2 

BACKGROUND 1 

The current election system has not kept pace with changing demographics and changing 2 

demands of a voter’s time. The high turnout and follow up from the 2008 election demonstrate 3 

several things that can discourage or prevent eligible voters from voting or having their votes 4 

count. Numerous election reforms could help make elections easier to administer and make the 5 

voting process easier for eligible citizens to exercise their right to vote. 6 

Several legislative initiatives have been proposed this year by the Secretary of State and others to 7 

make improvements to the election process. Among the proposals are Early Voting and Vote by 8 

Mail options. 9 

Using the early voting process, voters complete the ballot and feed it through the voting 10 

machine, eliminating the need for envelopes and the possibility of human error that could 11 

prevent their ballot from counting. Currently more than 30 states allow early voting. 12 

Using the vote by mail option, ballots are mailed to every registered voter. It is up to the voter to 13 

return the ballot by election day. Voters have a personal identification number, usually their 14 

driver’s license or passport number, which they include on the ballot envelope. Unregistered 15 

voters use the absentee voting process, either in person or through the mail, to request a ballot.  16 

Currently townships, cities and unorganized areas with fewer than 400 registered voters can use 17 

the vote by mail in state elections. Approximately 275 precincts use the vote by mail process. 18 

Additionally, a county, municipality or school district can conduct a special election by mail but 19 

no more than two questions may be submitted and no office may be voted on.  20 

Advocates for these types of election reform hope they pass in 2009, giving election 21 

administrators adequate time to develop rules and procedures before the 2010 election. However, 22 

there is concern that legislators may consider these changes too far-reaching without testing 23 

them on a smaller scale. Advocates for election reform hope the Legislature is willing to make 24 

these voting improvements, but recognize the need to make contingency plans. 25 

Ramsey County Elections Coordinator Joe Mansky asked if any Ramsey County city was 26 

interested in testing either of these election reforms. City Manager Bill Malinen had experience 27 

in Vote by Mail elections in a previous job, so he saw numerous benefits. In addition, because of 28 
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Roseville’s high voter turnout especially among absentee voters, Roseville would be an ideal site 29 

for a pilot project.  30 

If the Legislature agrees to test either of these election reforms, Ramsey County staff would 31 

provide substantial support to ensure that it is done right.  32 

POLICY OBJECTIVE 33 

To facilitate error-free elections in which every eligible voter can vote easily and be assured that 34 

his/her vote counts. 35 

FINANCIAL IMPACTS 36 

None 37 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 38 

Pass resolution supporting Early Voting and Vote by Mail options and offering Roseville to 39 

serve as a pilot project site for Early Voting and Vote by Mail. 40 

Direct staff to work with Roseville’s legislative delegation to pass legislation supporting election 41 

reforms. 42 

REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION 43 

Pass resolution supporting Early Voting and Vote by Mail options and offering Roseville to 44 

serve as a pilot project site for Early Voting and Vote by Mail.  45 

Direct staff to work with Roseville’s legislative delegation to pass legislation supporting election 46 

reforms. 47 

 48 

Prepared by: Carolyn Curti, Elections Coordinator 
Attachments: A: Proposed Resolution  

B: Curti March 9, 2009 Memo 
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EXTRACT OF MINUTES OF MEETING 1 

OF THE 2 

CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE 3 

 4 

*  *  *  *  *  *  *  *  *  *  *  *  *  *  *  *  * 5 

 6 

Pursuant to due call and notice thereof, a regular meeting of the City Council of the City 7 

of Roseville, County of Ramsey, Minnesota was duly held on the ninth day of March, 8 

2009, at 6:00 p.m. 9 

 10 

The following members were present: 11 

 12 

 and the following were absent:          . 13 

 14 

Member                introduced the following resolution and moved its adoption: 15 

 16 

RESOLUTION No xxxx   17 

 18 

Consider Early Voting and Vote by Mail Options 19 

 20 

WHEREAS, The high turnout and follow up from the 2008 election demonstrate 21 

several things that can discourage or prevent eligible voters from voting or 22 

having their votes count; and 23 

 24 

WHEREAS, The current election system has not kept pace with changing 25 

demographics and changing demands of voter’s time; and  26 

 27 

WHEREAS,  Early Voting and Vote by Mail are two election reform options that would 28 

alleviate some of the challenges that makes voting difficult for some 29 

voters; and 30 

 31 

WHEREAS,  The Legislature is considering several election reforms in 2009, thereby 32 

giving election administrators adequate time to develop rules and 33 

procedures before the 2010 election; and  34 

 35 

WHEREAS,  Advocates for election reform hope the Legislature will pass legislation 36 

making these voting improvements, but recognize the need to make 37 

contingency plans; and 38 

 39 

WHEREAS,  Because of Roseville’s demographics, the City would be an ideal location 40 

to serve as a pilot site to test the early voting and vote by mail options 41 

during a state election; and 42 

 43 
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WHEREAS,  Roseville will work with the City’s legislative delegation, Ramsey 44 

County, Secretary of State and other election reform advocates to serve as 45 

a pilot project for early voting and vote by mail. 46 

 47 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the City of Roseville requests the 48 

Legislature to approve legislation allowing Roseville to serve at a pilot site 49 

to test early voting or vote by mail options in the 2010 election. 50 

 51 

 52 

The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Member  53 

 54 

      , and upon a vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor thereof: 55 

 56 

  and the following voted against the same: none. 57 

 58 

WHEREUPON said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted. 59 

 60 
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Resolution Consider Early Voting or Vote by Mail Options 
 
 
 
STATE OF MINNESOTA ) 
    ) ss 
COUNTY OF RAMSEY )  
  
 
 I, the undersigned, being the duly qualified City Manager of the City of Roseville, 
County of Ramsey, State of Minnesota, do hereby certify that I have carefully compared 
the attached and foregoing extract of minutes of a regular meeting of said City Council 
held on the    day of                  , 20          with the original thereof on file in my office. 
 
WITNESS MY HAND officially as such Manager this      day of                , 20      . 
            
            
      _________________________________ 
            William J. Malinen, City Manager       
            
 
  (Seal) 
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To:  Mayor and City Council 
Fr: Carolyn Curti, Elections Coordinator 
RE: Vote by Mail and Early Voting Discussion 
Date: March 9, 2009 
 
Vote by Mail Election - Conversation with Oregon officials 
 
How is it administered? 
 
Counties administer the elections. 
 
A voter pamphlet is mailed to every household in the state about three weeks before election day. It 
includes a sample ballot, voter registration information, absentee voting process information and 
calendar of voting dates. 
 
Ballots are mailed one to four days after voter pamphlet is mailed. 
 
Counties generally contract with a printing services company to coordinate mailing to every registered 
voter.  
 
Secretary of State maintains a voter registration database where voters can check registration status. 
 
A ballot is mailed to every registered voter at his/her home address. Ballots cannot be forwarded for 
any reason. If a person is temporarily at a different address, he/she must use the absentee ballot process 
to get a ballot. (this is explained in the voter pamphlet.) 
 
Voters may either drop the ballot at designated drop site or mail it (voter pays postage). 
 
How does it save money? 
 
Cost savings come in a substantially reduced number of hours that we would need election judges. 
Election judges would help process ballots once they are returned to City Hall, but there would not be 
a need for the roughly 200 election judges who work from 8 to 18 hours on election day. 
 
Counties in Oregon hire a printing services company to coordinate the assembly of ballots and bulk 
rate mailing so staffing costs are limited.  
 
Voters could either drop the ballot at a designated drop box or pay postage to return ballots. Roseville 
would likely see a reduction in mailing costs. 
 
It would also substantially decrease the supplies budget for everything from ballot pens, I Voted 
stickers and masking tape to voting booths and ballot counters. Roseville spent approximately $70,000 
for ballot counters in 2002. Machines generally are replaced every 10 years.  



 
Will it allow same day voter registration? 
 
Oregon does not allow same day voter registration. However, nothing in the vote by mail process 
would prevent an unregistered voter from registering and voting in any given election. Unregistered 
voters would use the absentee ballot process (either in person or by mail) and receive a ballot. 
 
What about disabled, seniors or others who may have difficulty completing a ballot? 
 
Oregon voters can call their county if they need assistance completing ballots. Election judges go to 
their homes to assist with completing the ballots. This is not used very often. They also send election 
judges to nursing homes. 
 
Other information 
 
According to the Oregon Secretary of State, vote by mail: 
 

• Increases voter participation  
• Removes barriers that can keep people from getting to the polls  
• Allows more time for people to study issues and candidates before marking the ballot  
• Has built-in safeguards that increase the integrity of the elections process  
• Saves taxpayer dollars 

 
According to analysis by University of Oregon Professor Priscilla L. Southwell, Ph,D., more than 80% 
of Oregonians preferred voting by mail. Voters 65 years and older or 25 years or younger preferred it 
by more than 86%. 
 
Southwell also reported that 66.6% of voters said they were as likely to vote by mail as in the polling 
place while 29.3% said they were more likely to vote by mail. 
 
According to one report, voting by mail reduced Oregon’s elections cost from $4.33 per vote to $1.24 
per vote.  
 
www.oregonvotes.org/vbm/ 
 
 



Early Voting 
 
If the Legislature is not ready to move to vote by mail for statewide elections, the City of Roseville 
advocates an early voting system. Currently more than 30 states allow early voting.  
 
It is time to acknowledge that people are using the absentee ballot as a method to vote early and create 
a system to handle the volume of voters who choose this option. In 2006, 9% of voters in Roseville 
using the absentee ballot. In 2008 the number nearly doubled to 17.3%. Elections officials statewide 
report a similar increase in absentee voting. 
 
Under the current system, voters must have a valid reason to vote using the absentee process – illness 
or disability, absence from precinct, serving as an election judge in another precinct, religious 
observation that prevents voter from going to the polls or an eligible emergency declared by the state 
or federal government.  
 
In the past election, hundreds of voters who came to City Hall did not select one of those options. 
When told it was required they responded that none of the reasons applied. We told them they could 
not vote by absentee unless they had a reason. Not once did a voter leave City Hall. They decided 
either they had an illness or were going to be out of town on election day. Since no one checks the 
validity of their reason for being gone, we issued absentee ballots.  
 
Under the early voting system, registered and unregistered voters come to a designated polling place 
(City Hall) in the weeks before election day. They would not have to give a reason for requesting a 
ballot. They sign the voter registration book if registered, receive a ballot, vote and feed the ballot into 
the machine. No envelopes or witnesses needed. If not registered, the voter completes a voter 
registration application and shows identification. The voter then votes and feeds the ballot through the 
machine. We know immediately whether he/she has over-voted or whether there was a problem with 
the ballot. 
 
The City would maintain its absentee voting system for voters who are out of state or homebound. The 
City would continue to go to nursing homes to assist voters, but the regular voter who does not want to 
go to the polling place could come to City Hall. 
 
Advantages of early voting 
 

• Takes pressure off election judges on election day 
• Person can vote at a time that is more convenient to their schedule 
• Less paperwork than the traditional absentee voting process 
• Reduces chance of human error compared to absentee voting 
• Voter can come to City Hall and avoid going to the wrong precinct on election day 
• Voter will know if there is a problem with his/her ballot or registration. Problem can be fixed 

and vote will count 
 
Disadvantages of early voting 
 

• Once a person has voted, cannot retract their ballot – in the case of a candidate dying or 
withdrawing from consideration 

• Eliminates the voting day experience 



 
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 Date: 3/09/2009 
 Item No.:           12.a 

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

  

Item Description: Centennial Gardens Apartments Non-Compliance 
 

Page 1 of 3 

BACKGROUND 1 

In June of 2007, the Roseville City Council authorized the issuance of tax-exempt bonds for Centennial 2 

Gardens Apartments in the amount of $12M to Gardens East Limited Partnership in order to finance the 3 

acquisition and renovation of the buildings.  The tax-exempt bonds are considered “conduit financing” 4 

and have no fiscal impact on the part of the City.  As part of arrangement, Gardens East Limited 5 

Partnership agreed to keep at least 20% of the units as affordable as defined by the State of Minnesota. 6 

In August 2008, the City Council discussed concerns regarding rent increases and tenants not having 7 

their leases renewed. In the fall of 2008, there were several letters from Jack Cann of the Housing 8 

Preservation Project regarding the project’s violation of state statutes governing the use of the tax-9 

exempt bonds.  Specifically, Mr. Cann alleged that the project did not meet the minimum threshold for 10 

providing affordable rents for at least 20% of the units since the developer failed to include utilities in 11 

their calculation of rents when determining the fair market rent.   12 

Upon review of Mr. Cann’s assertions and in response to the City’s inquiries, the developer’s attorney 13 

recognized a mistake was made in the calculations and that the project was not in compliance with state 14 

statutes for a period of time. Subsequently, the developer reduced the rents to meet the affordability 15 

guidelines.  In addition, Gardens East Partnership identified 31 households that were overcharged in 16 

rent and refunded a total of $1,687 to all of these parties.  Although they were in compliance for the 17 

month of June, Gardens East Limited Partnership also rebated residents for that month.  The rebates 18 

back to the individual tenants ranged from $10 - $180. 19 

 The partnership also attempted to reimburse those tenants that no longer lived at Centennial Gardens.  20 

Of those that moved, they were able to reimburse 4 tenants.  They were unsuccessful in locating three 21 

former residents. However, they were able to reimburse a total of 28 households for overpayment of 22 

rent. 23 

In order to confirm the developer’s assertations, staff has requested and reviewed information regarding 24 

the rent charged to all of the units within the development from the time the bonds were issued (June 25 

2007) to present to verify exactly when the project was not in compliance.  The developer provided a 26 

spreadsheet detailing the rent each unit was being charged for rent between June 2007 to the present. 27 
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POLICY OBJECTIVE 28 

Providing affordable housing options in our community has long been identified as a priority for the 29 

City and the Roseville Housing and Redevelopment Authority thru the City’s Comprehensive Plan and 30 

the RHRA Housing Policies.   31 

BUDGET IMPLICATIONS 32 

The costs for issuing the original bond was paid for by the developer.  City and RHRA staff on this 33 

matter have not been billed to the developer, but the time for Briggs and Morgan, the City’s bond 34 

counsel to review the matter will be charged back to the developer. 35 

DISCUSSION 36 

Minnesota State Statutes 474A.047 describe the requirements that projects must adhere to if they are 37 

using Residential Rental Bonds.  One of the requirements is that at least 20% of the units do not exceed 38 

the area fair market rent.  Section 474A.047(3) discusses penalties: 39 

474A.047 Subd. 3.Penalty. 40 

The issuer shall monitor project compliance with the rental rate and income level 41 

requirements under subdivision 1. The issuer may issue an order of noncompliance if a project 42 

is found by the issuer to be out of compliance with the rental rate or income level requirements 43 

under subdivision 1. The owner or owners of the project shall pay a penalty to the issuer equal 44 

to one-half of one percent of the total amount of bonds issued for the project under this chapter 45 

if the issuer issues an order of noncompliance. For each additional year a project is out of 46 

compliance, the annual penalty must be increased by one-half of one percent of the total amount 47 

of bonds issued under this chapter for the project. The issuer may waive insubstantial 48 

violations. 49 

The statutes are very clear that the penalty is a fixed amount.  In Centennial Gardens case, the penalty 50 

would be $60,000 if the City finds the development out of non-compliance.  In talking to City bond 51 

counsel, the statutes do not allow the issuer (the City) to levy a lesser or greater penalty.  In the case of 52 

“insubstantial violations” the issuer may waive the penalty. 53 

In determining on whether to issue a penalty, the City Council should first discuss whether or not the 54 

violations of charger higher rent than allowed was an “insubstantial violation” or not.  A total of 31 55 

tenants were overcharged a total of $1,687, with individual tenants being overcharged a total of $10 - 56 

$180.   57 

The developer originally acknowledged that they miscalculated the rents when applying the 20% 58 

affordable standard but that it was an oversight and not intentional and have since lowered the rent and 59 

refunded the overpayments to those that were overcharged. 60 

However on February 27, 2009, the City received a letter dated February 26, 2009 from the developer’s 61 

attorney, Norm Jones which stated a slightly different perspective on Centennial Gardens non-62 

compliance than was previously communicated in the Fall of 2008.  Mr. Jones indicates that based on 63 

his interpretation, rent is defined as payable directly by the tenant, and therefore, any tenant receiving a 64 

Section 8 voucher, is often paying less than the fair marked rent out of their own pocket.  Mr. Jones, 65 

further states that, based on his interpretation, that the project was only in violation in the months of 66 

July, August, and September of 2008.  Mr. Jones concludes that although various legal issues (from 67 

their point of view) remain unclear and would have to be tested in the courts, the developer has 68 



Page 3 of 3 

exhibited responsive behavior by refunding those that were overcharged and noted that the actual 69 

violation period was short and the dollar amounts were minimal. 70 

The City’s bond counsel, Mary Ippel of Briggs and Morgan, has reviewed Mr. Jones’ February 26, 71 

2009 letter and has prepared a letter a copy of which is attached.  In case the City Council has 72 

questions,  Ms. Ippel will be in attendance at the City Council meeting to discuss the issue. 73 

Regardless of how the statutes and regulations are interpreted, it is clear that there was a violation of 74 

the affordability guidelines for a period of time in 2008.   Staff has reviewed the rent information from 75 

the time the bonds were issued (June 2007) to present.  Staff’s analysis (which does not factor in the 76 

Section 8 interpretation) has determined  that the only time the project was not in compliance were the 77 

months of July, August, September, October, and November of 2008. 78 

In staff’s review of the matter, we have not found any deliberate attempt to charge tenants more than 79 

was allowed.  Based on the communication dated October 31, 2008 from Norm Jones, the attorney for 80 

the developer, it is stated that the developer relied on a faulty interpretation on what was included in 81 

“gross rent”.  Staff did find that several mistakes occurred when the developer tried to apply the 82 

regulations and in calculating the correct rent.  These mistakes appear to be more due to the lack of 83 

experience with specific affordable housing regulations than any malicious intent.  However, these 84 

mistakes do cause concern for staff and leaves staff concerned that these problems could recur if proper 85 

oversight and care is not applied to the property management.  Staff also found very poor 86 

communication between the developer and the tenants as well as between the developer’s team 87 

members in regards the proper rent that should be charged. 88 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 89 

Staff recommends that a letter of non-compliance be issued  to the developer but that no penalty be 90 

levied.   Specifically, the letter should state that Centennial Gardens was in non-compliance with the 91 

affordability regulations for the months of  July, August, September, October and November 2008 but 92 

that the violations that occurred have been deemed “insubstantial” and no penalty will be levied at this 93 

time.  The non-compliance letter should further state that violations were a result of a misinterpretation 94 

of regulations and poor communication.  Finally, the letter should clearly state that if this or a similar 95 

violation occurs again, the City will levy a penalty. 96 

REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION 97 

Motion to authorize staff to send a non-compliance letter to Gardens East Limited Partnership in 98 

regards to the Centennial Commons apartment development.   99 

 100 
Prepared by: Patrick Trudgeon, Community Development Director (651) 792-7071 
 
Attachments: A: 2008 Minnesota Statutes Section 474A.047 Residential Rental Bonds; Limitations 
 B: Letter from Jack Cann, Housing Preservation Project dated October 24, 2008 
 C: Letter from Norm Jones , Attorney for Gardens East Limited Partnership, dated October 31, 2008 
 D: Letter from Jack Cann, Housing Preservation Project dated November 26, 2008 
 E: Letter from Norm Jones, Attorney for Gardens East Limited Partnership, dated February 26, 2009 
 F: Letter from Mary Ippel, City Bond Counsel, dated March 4, 2009. 
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Mary L. Ippel 

651.808.6620 
mippel@briggs.com 

March 4, 2009 

 

City of Roseville, Minnesota 
Roseville City Hall 
2660 Civic Center Drive 
Roseville, MN 55113-1815  
Attn: Patrick Trudgeon 

Re: Centennial Gardens Project FMR Compliance 

Dear Pat: 

Minnesota Statutes, Section 474A.047, Subdivision 3 requires the City to monitor the 
Centennial Gardens Project’s compliance with the statutory rental rate and income level 
requirements set forth in Minnesota Statutes, Section 474A.047, Subdivision 1.  In particular, the 
City is required to monitor the requirement that the maximum rent for at least 20 percent of the 
units in the Centennial Gardens Project does not exceed the area fair market rent or exception 
fair market rents for existing housing.  If the City determines that the Centennial Gardens Project 
is not in compliance it must either assess a penalty or determine that the violation is 
insubstantial. 

Gardens East Partnership (the “Developer”) acknowledges that the Centennial Gardens 
Project was not in compliance with the rent restriction which leaves the City Council in the 
position of determining whether or not the noncompliance was insubstantial.  However, there 
remains a question over the correct method of quantifying the noncompliance.  Minnesota 
Statutes, Section 474A.02, Subdivision 23b defines rent as the “total monthly cost of occupancy 
payable directly by the tenant and the cost of any utilities”.  The question that has been raised is 
whether amounts paid under the Section 8 voucher program on behalf of tenants are included in 
determining whether the rental payment rates are within the statutory limitations.  Those amounts 
are not literally paid directly by the tenant.  Therefore, a literal reading of the statute would 
exclude those amounts and the noncompliance by Gardens East Partnership would be even 
smaller than the approximately $1,700 originally determined.  That is the interpretation set forth 
in Norm Jones’s February 26, 2009 letter, which is not an unreasonable interpretation of the 
statute. 

However, there may be a policy reason for including Section 8 voucher payments in 
quantifying rent.  Prospective tenants without Section 8 vouchers may not have rented units in 
the Centennial Gardens Project because they couldn’t afford the rents being advertised and 

Attachment F 



 

March 4, 2009 
Page 2 

2307151v2  

charged.  Therefore a literal interpretation of the statute defeats its goal of making housing 
affordable to all. 

At any rate, whether we consider policy or solely the text of the statute, the Centennial 
Gardens Project was still out of compliance for some portion of the units as acknowledged in Mr. 
Jones’s letter.  We suggest evaluating Gardens East Partnership’s original quantification of its 
noncompliance as approximately $1,700.  That way, the Council will have applied the more 
cautious standard in determining whether or not the noncompliance was insubstantial and, if a 
court ever determined that it is incorrect to exclude amounts paid under the Section 8 voucher 
program from the determination of rent, the Council would not have to reevaluate a finding of 
insubstantiality. 

Sincerely, 

 
 
 
Mary L. Ippel 

JSB 
 



 
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 Date: 3/09/2009 
 Item No.:            12.b 

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

  

Item Description: Authorization of the use of Eminent Domain for the acquisition of parcels 
for street and utility purposes within the Twin Lakes Redevelopment Area 

Page 1 of 2 

BACKGROUND 1 

In the spring of 2008, the City Council authorized staff to hire WSB Engineering to design the 2 

Twin Lakes infrastructure (roads, sewer, water, and storm water) for the area between Cleveland 3 

Ave. and Fairview Ave.  The design has been ongoing since that time and will be complete by 4 

the end of March.   5 

In the fall of 2008, the City Council approved the completion of final plans for the first phase of 6 

the infrastructure improvements.  Phase I improvements include the construction of Twin Lakes 7 

Parkway from Cleveland Avenue to Mount Ridge Road and Mount Ridge Road from County 8 

Road C2 to Twin Lakes Parkway where it will terminate in a roundabout.  Phase I also includes 9 

the associated sewer, water, and storm water infrastructure improvements in those areas.  The 10 

City Council authorized the improvements to be put out to bid this spring, with the expectation 11 

that the improvements will be constructed in the 2009 construction season. 12 

In February 9, 2009, the City Council authorized the hiring of consultants to conduct appraisals 13 

(Dwyer, Dahlen, and Foley) and negotiate the acquisition of land for the needed right-of-way 14 

and easements for the Phase I project (WSB Engineering).  This work is ongoing and the 15 

appraisals are expected to be completed by mid-March. Once the appraisals are complete, WSB 16 

Engineering will draft an offer letter to the property owners for the purchase of the right-of-way 17 

and easements.  On March 23, 2009, it is planned for the City Council to consider the release of 18 

the offer letters. 19 

On February 23, 2009, the City Council authorized entering into an inter-agency agreement with 20 

Metropolitan Council for Metro Transit’s Park and Ride Facility on Iona Lane.  As part of this 21 

agreement, the City committed to the construction of the Phase I Twin Lakes infrastructure 22 

would be complete by the end of 2009. 23 

Staff believes the construction of Phase I of the Twin Lakes infrastructure is important to 24 

undertake at this time since the completion of the first phase will allow for the necessary 25 

infrastructure to be in place for when development arrives in the Twin Lakes area.  The 26 

construction project will also open up the area so it has better visibility to the public and 27 

development interests.  Finally, the construction of the Phase I infrastructure will demonstrate 28 

that Twin Lakes is a “real project” and it is “open for business”. 29 

The City fully intends to make every attempt complete a direct transaction with the property 30 

owners.  Initial contact with all of the affected property owners regarding the purchase of land 31 



Page 2 of 2 

for the project has been met favorably.  The property owners understand the benefit of 32 

constructing the infrastructure in 2009.   33 

However, in order to for the City to maintain the needed construction schedule, it will be 34 

necessary to begin the “quick take” eminent domain action to ensure the timely acquisition of the 35 

right-of-way and easements.  The “quick take” will serve as a backstop to ensure that the City 36 

will have the necessary land to award the construction contract this spring and begin 37 

construction early this summer.  The City Council should note that the use of eminent domain is 38 

only for the acquisition of land for road and infrastructure purposes.  Staff is not proposing the 39 

City acquire the land for development purposes. 40 

Staff has informed the property owners that the City Council will be considering the use of 41 

eminent domain at the March 9th City Council.  To date, staff has had direct conversations with 42 

several of the larger property owners and have not received any objections with the City using 43 

eminent domain to acquire their property.  Staff will continue to solicit feedback from the 44 

property owners and will inform the City Council of their comments. 45 

POLICY OBJECTIVE 46 

The action being considered will lead to the construction of infrastructure in the Twin Lakes 47 

redevelopment area.  Twin Lakes has long been indentified in the Roseville Comprehensive Plan 48 

as in important redevelopment area for the City. 49 

BUDGET IMPLICATIONS 50 

The costs for the acquisition of the property needed for the roads and utilities  and the 51 

construction of the infrastructure will come from a variety of funding sources, including the 52 

required contribution from Metro Transit, a Department of Employment and Economic 53 

Development grant, and existing TIF balances.  In the long term, developers will pay for the cost 54 

of the improvements when their property develops, using the cost allocation formulas described 55 

in the “Infrastructure Improvements for the Twin Lakes AUAR Area- Final Report”. 56 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 57 

Staff recommends approval a resolution authorizing the use of eminent domain for the 58 

acquisition of the necessary right-of-way and easement for the Phase I Twin Lakes infrastructure 59 

project. 60 

REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION 61 

Motion to approve a resolution authorizing the use of eminent domain for the acquisition of the 62 

necessary right-of-way and easement for the Phase I Twin Lakes infrastructure project. 63 

 64 

Prepared by: Patrick Trudgeon, Community Development Director (651) 792-7071 
 

Attachments: A: Exhibit showing Road Improvements and needed land and easement acquisitions from 
properties. 

 B:  Resolution authorizing the use of eminent domain to acquire right-of-way and construction 
easements in the Twin Lakes redevelopment area. 
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Attachment B 

 Member _______________ introduced the following Resolution and moved its 1 

adoption: 2 

 3 

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE ACQUISITION  4 

OF PROPERTY FOR IMPROVEMENTS TO  5 

MOUNT RIDGE ROAD AND TWIN LAKES PARKWAY 6 

 7 

 WHEREAS, on December 15, 2008, the City approved the final plat and final 8 

PUD for the Roseville Park and Ride Transit Facility in the Twin Lakes redevelopment 9 

area; and 10 

 11 

 WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Council has commenced proceedings to acquire 12 

property for the planned Park and Ride Transit Facility; and 13 

 14 

 WHEREAS, redevelopment of the Twin Lakes area has long been identified in the 15 

Comprehensive Plan as an important priority for the City; and 16 

 17 

 WHEREAS, the Park and Ride Transit Facility will provide increased mass transit 18 

ridership and supplement the successful Rosedale Shopping Center park and ride facility; 19 

and 20 

 21 

 WHEREAS, improvements to Mount Ridge Road and Twin Lakes Parkway are 22 

necessary in order to provide access to the Park and Ride Transit Facility; and 23 

 24 

 WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Council will contribute funding to the City for the 25 

overall infrastructure improvements for the Twin Lakes area; and 26 

 27 

 WHEREAS, the federal funding to be used by the Metropolitan Council to 28 

reimburse the City for infrastructure improvements must be spent by December 31, 2009; 29 

and 30 

 31 

 WHEREAS, the City has entered into an Interagency Agreement with the 32 

Metropolitan Council for the construction of roadway and infrastructure improvements to 33 

provide access to the new Park and Ride Transit Facility; and 34 

 35 

 WHEREAS, as part of the Interagency Agreement, the City must construct 36 

improvements to Mount Ridge Road and Twin Lakes Parkway; and 37 

 38 

 WHEREAS, failing to construct the infrastructure improvements under the 39 

Interagency Agreement would jeopardize the City’s collection of the Metropolitan 40 

Council’s infrastructure funding contribution; and 41 

 42 



 2 

 WHEREAS, the necessary improvements to Mount Ridge Road and Twin Lakes 43 

Parkway require the City to acquire additional property adjacent to the existing roadways; 44 

and 45 

 46 

 WHEREAS, the City has identified the portions of adjacent properties necessary 47 

for the improvements; and 48 

 49 

WHEREAS, said portions of properties to be acquired are owned by XTRA Lease, 50 

Inc.; Roseville Acquisitions Three, LLC; Roseville Acquisitions, LLC; Pikovsky 51 

Management, LLC; PIK Terminal Company; Anthony Dorso; MN Industrial Properties; 52 

and Old Dominion Freight Line, Inc.; and 53 

 54 

 WHEREAS, acquisition of the properties is needed as soon as possible so that 55 

construction of the roads can be completed by the end of 2009 and the City can be 56 

reimbursed for certain infrastructure improvement costs by the Metropolitan Council; and 57 

 58 

 WHEREAS, the construction of the improvements to Mount Ridge Road and 59 

Twin Lakes Parkway necessitate the City obtaining temporary construction easements in 60 

order to access and perform the necessary construction; and 61 

 62 

 WHEREAS, acquisition of the properties and temporary construction easements is 63 

necessary and for the public purpose of providing infrastructure improvements and access 64 

to the planned Park and Ride Transit Facility; and 65 

 66 

 WHEREAS, the City desires to acquire the necessary properties and easements 67 

through negotiation with the owners; and 68 

 69 

 WHEREAS, if negotiations with the owners prove unsuccessful, the City must 70 

commence quick take condemnation proceedings to acquire the properties and temporary 71 

construction easements in a timely manner; and 72 

 73 

 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council that the City 74 

Administration is directed to immediately proceed with acquisition of the properties and 75 

temporary construction easements necessary for the construction and improvement of 76 

Mount Ridge Road and Twin Lakes Parkway.  Said acquisitions are to be either through 77 

negotiation and/or quick take condemnation pursuant to the City’s eminent domain 78 

authority. 79 

 80 

 81 

 Member ____________________ seconded the foregoing Resolution and upon a 82 

vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor thereof: 83 

 84 

 85 



 3 

and the following voted against the same: 86 

 87 

 88 

Whereupon said Resolution was declared duly passed and adopted. 89 

 90 

 91 

Dated: March ____, 2009 92 

 93 

 94 

RRM: 128773 95 

 96 
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BACKGROUND 1 

On November 17, 2008, the City Council adopted the 2009 Utility Rates.  With this action, the Council 2 

adopted a new rate structure that was designed to achieve two newly-established outcomes.  They included: 3 

 4 

 Providing long-term financial sustainability for the City’s water, sewer, and stormwater operations 5 

 Encouraging water conservation in conjunction with the goals and strategies outlined in the City’s 6 

Imagine Roseville 2025 initiative, as well as a new State Law. 7 

 8 

Since adopting the new rates, the City has expectedly received a number of inquiries on the impact of the 9 

new rates, and whether the conservation measures will achieve the desired outcome.  Copies of these 10 

inquries are attached.  The remainder of this report addresses these inquiries. 11 

 12 

Desired Outcome #1 – Ensuring Financial Sustainability 13 

The 2010-2019 Financial Plan identifies a funding gap of over $18 million over the next 10 years for the 14 

planned replacement of City water and sewer infrastructure.  Simply put, the ‘base fee’ portion of the City’s 15 

rate structure has proven to be inadequate in funding this need.  It is an accepted practice to structure the 16 

base fee in such a manner that can account for fixed costs such as capital replacements.  It is also widely 17 

accepted that similar customers, such as single-family households, be charged the same base fee because 18 

the cost of providing infrastructure to the home is relatively the same. 19 

 20 

Historically however, and for reasons that aren’t entirely known, the City’s base fee was set at a level that 21 

was insufficient in generating enough revenue to maintain and replace the infrastructure.  The difference 22 

had to be made up with the revenue derived from ‘usage fees’.  However, this practice creates inequities in 23 

how the City’s infrastructure is funded.  Because infrastructure funding is now tied to usage, those that 24 

consume a lot of water are paying a greater share for the infrastructure than those that consume relatively 25 

little. 26 

 27 

In other words, an implicit (hidden) subsidy was in place.  In effect, 4-person households were subsidizing 28 

the costs for 2-person households.  Under this scenario, if higher volume households began reducing water 29 

consumption, funding for infrastructure replacement would be diminished and the financing gap noted 30 

above would increase. 31 

 32 
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To remedy this financial uncertainty and disparity, the City adjusted its base fee to ensure that it had the 33 

necessary funds to replace the infrastructure when needed.  And because the cost of providing water and 34 

sewer service to each home is relatively the same, the base fee was applied equally to all homes - as it was 35 

done in the past.  Having transparency and equity was considered an important factor in ensuring that 36 

households realized true savings as they adjusted their consumption behavior.  With this action the City was 37 

able to reduce the usage rate which now reflects only the direct cost of actually pumping water to the home. 38 

 39 

Desired Outcome #2 – Encourage Water Conservation 40 

As noted above, the 2009 Rate Structure was designed to encourage water conservation in such a way that 41 

would not only reflect the goals and strategies outlined in the Imagine Roseville 2025 initiative, but also to 42 

adhere to a new state law that required water service providers to encourage water conservation.   43 

 44 

It should be noted that the 2009 conservation-based rates are designed primarily to address excessive water 45 

usage.  It is not unusual to see a 4 or 5 person household use 20-30,000 gallons per quarter for general use 46 

such as personal hygiene or cooking (as evidenced by the household’s winter usage).  In recognition of this, 47 

the 2009 rate structure was designed to encourage conservation without unduly penalizing households for 48 

basic water use. 49 

 50 

The new law did not mandate how each service provider should structure their rates, but it did offer 51 

examples that are commonly in use, such as using increasing block rates and seasonal rates.  The new rate 52 

structure adopted by the Council employs both of those measures. 53 

 54 

In analyzing customer usage behaviors, it was evident that Roseville residents were already consuming less 55 

water than residents in many other communities.  This was presumably due to the fact that relatively few 56 

residential properties in Roseville have irrigation systems, which is in contrast to some 2nd and 3rd ring 57 

suburbs.  It could also stem from having a relatively smaller population per household. 58 

 59 

Because many Roseville residents have already implemented water conservation measures, it is conceivable 60 

that the new conservation-based rate structure may produce a relatively small amount of water reduction in 61 

Roseville.  At this time, we cannot determine the effectiveness of the changes.  We would need to observe 62 

consumption behavior over a longer period of time, perhaps 2 years or longer.  Even then, it will be 63 

problematic in pinpointing the effectiveness of the change.  For example, it will be difficult to ascertain 64 

whether a particular household curbed its summer usage because it was making a conscious effort to 65 

conserve water used for irrigation purposes, or because we simply had more rain. 66 

 67 

2009 Rate Structure 68 

The 2009 rate structure for households with comparisons to 2008 is as follows: 69 

 70 

Water Base Rate – per quarter 71 

 72 

 
Category 

2008 Base 
Rate 

2009 Base  
Rate 

Residential  $  13.00 $  27.75 
Residential – Sr. Rate 7.90 18.00 

 73 
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Water Usage Rate 74 

 75 

 
Category 

2008 Usage 
 Rate 

2009 Usage  
Rate 

Residential; Up to 30,000 gals./qtr  $  2.35 $  1.85
Residential; Over 30,000 gals./qtr – winter rate 2.35 2.00
Residential; Over 30,000 gals./qtr – summer rate 2.35 2.10

  76 

Sanitary Sewer Base Rate 77 

 78 

 
Category 

2008 Base 
Rate 

2009 Base  
Rate 

Residential  $  13.35 $ 23.35 
Residential – Sr. Rate 8.30 14.55 

 79 

Sanitary Sewer Usage Rate 80 

 81 

 
Category 

2008 Usage 
Rate 

2009 Usage 
Rate 

Residential  $  1.55 $  1.20 
 82 

 83 

The 2009 rate structure employs two significant changes; a tiered or increasing block, water rate, and a 84 

summer usage rate.  The tiered water rate is designed to encourage households to take year-round measures 85 

such as; installing water-saving devices, and taking shorter showers.  Having a higher summer usage rate 86 

should encourage households to reduce the water used for irrigation purposes. 87 

POLICY OBJECTIVE 88 

An annual review of the City’s utility rate structure is consistent with governmental best practices to ensure 89 

that each utility operation is financially sound.  In addition, moving to a conservation-based rate structure is 90 

consistent with the goals and strategies identified in the Imagine Roseville 2025 initiative, and complies 91 

with new state laws.  92 

FINANCIAL IMPACTS 93 

The impacts from the 2009 rate structure will vary significantly depending on each households water usage. 94 

Attachment B presents 4 different scenarios based on varying usage.  For lower-volume users, the 95 

percentage increase is higher than for moderate or high volume users.  The reason for this is because of the 96 

elimination of the implicit subsidy that was in place under the old rate structure.  Eliminating this subsidy 97 

(inequity) was mentioned above and is explained in greater detail in Attachment A, which is an article that 98 

was recently posted on the City’s website and was delivered to individual homes via their utility bill. 99 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 100 

Not applicable. 101 
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REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION 102 

Not applicable.  For information purposes only 103 

 104 
Prepared by: Chris Miller, Finance Director 
Attachments: A: Supplemental Explanation of Rate Changes 
 B: 2009 Rate Structure Financial Impact Scenarios 
 C: Minnesota DNR Pamphlet on Conservation Rates (by request of Councilmember Ihlan) 
 D: Correspondence from Senator Marty’s Office 
 E: Correspondence from Councilmember Roe 
 105 

Council Member Roe:   106 

Attachment A: Roe 2/25/09 email “More on Conservation Rate Proposal” with two charts 107 

 108 

Council Member Ihlan: 109 

Attachment A: Ihlan 3/04/09 memo “Water Billing Structure and How to Achieve Conservation Rates” 110 

                  B: 11/17/08 RCA “Adopting the 2009 Utility Rate Adjustment”  111 
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----- Forwarded Message ----- 
From: "dan roe" <dan.roe@comcast.net> 
To: "bill malinen" <bill.malinen@ci.roseville.mn.us> 
Sent: Tuesday, February 24, 2009 5:49:32 PM GMT -06:00 US/Canada 
Central 
Subject: Water rate structure 
 
 
Bill, 
 
As I reflected on Senator Marty's letter and attachment, as well as my 
thoughts on the issue, a couple of conclusions came to mind: 
 
First, I think we should, as a policy matter, target more than only 10-
15% of residential water users for higher rates under our rate 
structure.  We should target all of the above-average users with the 
increased rates.  Then, over time we should, as the average continues 
to (hopefully) decrease with usage, look at decreasing the break point 
in our rate structure. 
 
Second, I think it IS unfair that a small number of high users actually 
pay less in total in 2009 under the new rate structure than in 2008 
(for the same usage).  That is because we are trying to collect more $$ 
overall to cover predicted infrastructure costs, and all should 
participate in that. 
 
Finally, in order to achieve the 2 objectives above, the math tells me 
that we should look at a break-point of 20,000 gallons/quarter rather 
than 30,000.  (Closer to the average of 22,000.)  We should also, on 
the basis of having all users pay at least about 5% more in order to be 
fair, change the upper tier winter rate from $2.00/1000 gallons to 
$2.40.  The summer rate can still be a 10% premium on that rate, or 
$2.65/1000 gallons. 
 
As I run a couple of examples on this basis, the total amount paid by 
users in 2009 versus 2008 goes up for all users.  The 2008-2009 change 
is the same for below-average users as it is under our adopted rates, 
but for those users over average they will still see an increase over 
2008, rather than the current situation where their cost per quarter 
actually goes down.  The table below is strictly winter rates. 
 
Usage/qtr:         2009 Current Total Cost        My 2009 Proposed 
Total Cost     2008 Total Cost 
 
5000gal            $37  ($12.25 or 50% incr)          $37  ($12.25 or 
50% incr)             $24.75 
10000gal         $46.25 ($9.75 or 27% incr)        $46.25 ($9.75 or 27% 
incr)           $36.50 
15000gal         $55.50 ($7.25 or 15% incr)        $55.50 ($7.25 or 15% 
incr)           $48.25 
20000gal          $64.75 ($4.75 or 8% incr)          $64.75 ($4.75 or 
8% incr)             $60.00 
25000gal          $74.00 ($2.25 or 3% incr)          $76.75 ($5.00 or 
7% incr)             $71.75 
30000gal          $83.25 ($0.50 or 0% incr)          $88.75 ($5.25 or 
6% incr)             $83.50 
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35000gal         $93.25 ($2.00 or 2% DEC)        $100.75 ($5.50 or 6% 
incr)           $95.25 
40000gal        $103.25 ($3.75 or 4% DEC)       $112.75 ($5.75 or 5% 
incr)          $107.00 
45000gal        $113.25 ($5.50 or 5% DEC)       $124.75 ($6.00 or 5% 
incr)          $118.75 
50000gal        $123.25 ($7.25 or 6% DEC)       $136.75 ($6.25 or 5% 
incr)          $130.50 
55000gal        $133.25 ($9.00 or 6% DEC)       $148.75 ($6.50 or 5% 
incr)          $142.25 
 
 
Granted, if only 10%-15% of users use more than 30,000 gallons per 
quarter, only a relative few would be impacted by my suggested change.  
However, out of fairness, they SHOULD have an increase, rather than a 
decrease, between 2009 and 2008. 
 
Also, as we move into future years, I would like to have more analysis 
of applying a conservation rate structure to non-residential users, 
since they should have incentives to conserve water as well.  (Besides 
the summer premium.) 
 
Lastly, I would appreciate a staff analysis of how the language in the 
statute dealing with multi-family housing rates is met by our 
structure, or might have to be adjusted.  I don't know whether our 
multi-family buildings use single large meters that fall under non-
residential rates, or if there are small meters for each unit, based on 
our terminology in the rate structure of "residential" versus "non-
residential."  If they have large meters, do the equivalent block rates 
work out in conformance with statute? 
 
Please include this suggestion with the information that we consider at 
our March 9th discussion of the conservation water rates.  (Including 
any staff analysis.)  If the table in this email comes out garbled, let 
me know and I can send a PDF or something. 
 
 
Thanks, 
 
 
Dan Roe 
Roseville City Councilmember 
Phone 651-487-9654 
Email dan.roe@comcast.net 
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MEMORANDUM 

TO:  MEMBERS OF THE ROSEVILLE CITY COUNCIL    

FROM:  AMY IHLAN 

SUBJECT: WATER BILLING STRUCTURE AND HOW TO ACHIEVE 
CONSERVATION RATES 

DATE:  MARCH 4, 2009 

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

Based on the DNR’s guidelines and the suggestions from Senator John Marty, I would like 
to have council discussion and direct staff to formulate amendments to the city’s water 
billing structure to comply with state law requiring a billing structure “that encourages 
conservation.”  To create a conservation rate structure that meets state law requirements, we 
need to consider the following amendments to our new utility billing rates: 
 

1. Create additional usage tiers or “blocks” with greater cost increases between blocks.  
The DNR Conservation Rate guidelines state that: 

 
The increase in cost between each block should be significant enough (25% or 
more and 50% between the last two steps) to encourage conservation. 

  
Roseville’s residential billing rates include only two usage “blocks”, and the increase 
in cost between them is less than 10%, not significant enough to encourage 
conservation by the DNR’s standards.   We should consider creating more usage 
blocks with significant cost increases between them, so that residents who conserve 
water and stay within the lower usage tiers will be rewarded by paying significantly 
less than residents who don’t.  For example, we could look at rate structures that 
create additional usage blocks under 30,000 gallons, with the highest rate for usage of 
more than 30,000 gallons (and increasing by at least 50% over the next highest rate).  
 

2.  There are no usage blocks for commercial properties.  We should also create a tiered 
usage block rate structure for commercial properties that meets DNR guidelines.   If 
there is a large disparity in water use among business, the tiers should reflect the 
range of usage so that small users pay significantly less than large users do. 

 
It’s questionable whether a higher summer rate will be any kind of meaningful 
incentive to conserve for commercial property owners.  Is there any evidence that 
commercial water usage tends to increase in the summer by the same percentage that 
residential use increases?   

  
3. We might also want to review the base rates in light of the DNR’s statement that: 
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2 

Rate structures often include a service charge (base rate) and a volume based 
charge.  Service charges may cover fixed costs (capital improvements) and the 
volume charge is often for operation and maintenance costs. 

 
Given that we are more than doubling base rates, we should make sure that we are raising 
them no more than necessary to cover capital costs.  Maintenance and operating costs can 
properly by funded by the volume/usage rates. 
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REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 Date: 3/09/09 
 Item No.:              13.b  

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

  

Item Description: Continue Discussions on an Alternative Budgeting Process for 2010 
 

Page 1 of 2 

BACKGROUND 1 

On February 7, 2009, and again on February 9, 2009 the City Council held a brief discussion on the merits 2 

of using an alternative budgeting process for 2010.  A copy of the January 26, 2009 Staff Report that was 3 

presented at those meetings is attached for reference purposes. 4 

 5 

Within these discussions, it was noted that one of the fundamental changes that is needed is the 6 

prioritization of City programs and services.  To assist in that process, it was recognized that the City would 7 

benefit by having an understanding of the costs associated with providing these services.  However, Staff 8 

acknowledged that it did not have the resources necessary to compile these costs. 9 

 10 

Since this time, Staff has sought estimates from various consulting firms that specialize in program cost 11 

assessment.  Based on preliminary discussions, it is estimated that the cost of performing a citywide 12 

analysis would be approximately $45,000 - $60,000.  This analysis would be limited to calculating the 13 

direct and indirect costs of City programs.  It would not include any comparative data with peer 14 

communities. 15 

 16 

At issue for the Council is the fundamental decision of whether to pursue an alternative budgeting process.  17 

If the Council is not interested in pursuing this, then City Staff will simply follow the process used in prior 18 

years.  However, if the Council is interested in an alternative process, it must decide: 19 

 20 

1) Whether to use an outside consultant to calculate citywide program costs 21 

2) The manner in which the Council conducts a prioritization process 22 

3) The appropriate level of community involvement 23 

 24 

Instituting an alternative budgeting process for 2010 is time-sensitive.  Typically, the City Manager 25 

formulates a Recommended Budget by mid-August.  Any program cost assessment, community 26 

involvement, or prioritization process will need to be substantially completed by early August.  At this 27 

time, Staff believes these timelines can be met, but only if we begin the process in the next couple of weeks. 28 

 29 
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Staff has been very outspoken in its support for an alternative budgeting process.  The financial realities of 30 

having a steadily deteriorating financial condition, coupled with the loss of state aid and being millions of 31 

dollars behind in funding asset replacements, dictate a new paradigm shift in how we allocate our resources. 32 

It is imperative for the City to have quantifiable program-specific costs before it can make spending priority 33 

decisions.  Staff further believes that the costs associated with a program cost analysis can be 34 

accommodated within the current 2009 Budget with some small adjustments to planned operational 35 

spending. 36 

POLICY OBJECTIVE 37 

Establishing a budget process that aligns resources with desired outcomes is consistent with governmental 38 

best practices, provides greater transparency of program costs, and ensures that budget dollars are allocated 39 

in the manner that creates the greatest value. 40 

FINANCIAL IMPACTS 41 

The costs associated with a program cost assessment can be accomodated with the 2009 Adopted Budget, 42 

through small reductions in planned spending such as personnel vacancy savings, lower fuel and energy 43 

costs, etc.. 44 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 45 

By previous communication, Staff has recommended the Council adopt an outcome-based budgeting 46 

process for 2010.  Staff recommends that the City hire an independent outside consulting firm to calculate 47 

the direct and indirect costs of City services 48 

REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION 49 

Authorize Staff to hire an independent outside consulting firm for the purposes of calculating the direct and 50 

indirect costs of City Services at an amount not to exceed $50,000. 51 

 52 
Prepared by: Chris Miller, Finance Director 
Attachments: A: January 26, 2009 Staff Report 
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 1

CITY OF ROSEVILLE, MINNESOTA 1 
2009 EVALUATION OF CITY MANAGER 2 

 3 
 4 
PURPOSE  5 
 6 
In order to establish and maintain effective City Council and City Manager relations, the Council 7 
has established an ongoing evaluation process designed to gather information relevant to the 8 
performance of the City Manager. Through this process, the Council intends to focus on how 9 
effectively the City Manager is accomplishing the goals established by the Council and how he is 10 
carrying out his responsibilities in key performance areas.  11 
 12 
Specifically, the evaluation process is expected to serve the following needs:  13 
 14 

1. Allow the City Manager and Council to test, identify, and refine their respective roles, 15 
relationships, and expectations of responsibilities to each other.  16 

 17 
2. Allow discussion of the City Manager’s strengths and weaknesses as demonstrated by 18 

performance during the evaluation period, with the objective of increasing the City 19 
Manager’s effectiveness by giving the Council the opportunity to provide positive feedback 20 
in areas that have been handled well and to clarify areas where the City Manager could 21 
become more effective through improved performance.  22 

 23 
 PROCESS  24 
  25 

1. For the first year of the evaluation process, 2007, a Subcommittee of the Council was 26 
designated, consisting of Councilmembers Dan Roe and Tammy L. Pust.  Those two 27 
Councilmembers were responsible for distributing, receiving and compiling the evaluation 28 
information for later discussion with the full Council and the City Manager. 29 

 30 
2. In 2008, the evaluation form was provided to the City Manager; the Mayor and City 31 

Councilmembers; all Department Heads; two City of Roseville staff who were not 32 
Department Heads, as identified by the City Manager; all Advisory Commission Chairs; 33 
and all Imagine Roseville 2025 Steering Committee members. 34 
 35 

3. For 2009, Mayor Klausing agreed to perform the work of the subcommittee in preparing, 36 
distributing, receiving and compiling the evaluation information for later discussion with 37 
the full Council and the City Manager.  For 2009, the survey will be conducted on-line 38 
using Survey Monkey to collect and compile the evaluation information.  An email 39 
containing a unique individual link to the survey will be sent to the City Manager; the 40 
Mayor and City Councilmembers; all Department Heads; two City of Roseville staff who 41 
are not Department Heads, as identified by the City Manager; all Advisory Commission 42 
Chairs as well as John Thein, Jan Vanderwall, Julie Larson, Amy Carey, Thelma 43 
McKenzie, Susan Nemitz, Jan Parker, and Don Salverda. The unique link will ensure that 44 
only the designated email account user may access the survey, and that the survey may only 45 
be accessed once. The survey can be completed in a single session of 15-20 minutes.      46 

 47 
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 2

4. As in the past, identification information is requested as part of the evaluation; the identity 1 
of specific evaluators will not be shared with the City Manager.  This information is 2 
requested only so that the subcommittee can track who has responded.  Specific 3 
identification information will be kept confidential by the Subcommittee; the City Manager 4 
will be provided with a summary of all ratings and comments that will identify responders 5 
by category and not by name. 6 

 7 
5. The compiled summary will be discussed by the Council and the City Manager at a closed 8 

Session of the City Council in compliance with the Minnesota Open Meeting law. 9 
 10 
 11 
 12 
INSTRUCTIONS  13 
 14 

1. The attached evaluation form encompasses six primary areas: (I) Organizational and Human 15 
Resources Management; (II) Fiscal/Business Management; (III) Relationship with Mayor 16 
and Council; (IV) Long-Range Planning/Strategic Plan; (V) Relationship with Public/Public 17 
Relations; and (VI) Intergovernmental Relations.  The form includes space for you to 18 
include comments for each performance area. You are encouraged to note specific examples 19 
explaining the particular ratings chosen in order to give the City Manager enough 20 
information to build on successes and address problem areas in his work plan for 2009.  21 

 22 
2. In order to avoid ambiguity, each performance area is defined in terms of agreed-upon 23 

performance standards, including the conditions that have to be met in order to decide the 24 
extent to which the expectations have been met.   25 

 26 
3. You will be given five choices for rating performance in each area: Severely Below 27 

Expectations, Below Expectations, Meets Expectations, Exceeds Expectations, Greatly 28 
Exceeds Expectations. Each choice is assigned a numeric value which will be used to 29 
determine a mean and a median rating. 30 

 31 
4. Please begin by completing the following information: 32 

 33 
Name:  _________________________________________[This information is confidential.] 34 
 35 
Category of Evaluator:  [Check one] 36 
 37 
 ____ Member of the City Council 38 
  39 
 ____ Department Head or City Staff 40 
 41 
 ____ Advisory Commission Chair 42 
 43 
 ____ Other 44 
 45 
 ____ City Manager 46 
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PERFORMANCE EVALUATION FOR 1 
CITY MANAGER BILL MALINEN 2 

Evaluation Period: January 2008 through December 2008 3 
 4 
I. ORGANIZATIONAL AND HUMAN RESOURCES MANAGEMENT  5 
 6 
RESPONSIBILITY  7 
 8 

• Plans and organizes the work that goes into providing services established by past and 9 
current decisions of the Council.  10 

• Plans and organizes work that carries out polices adopted by the Council and developed by 11 
Staff.  12 

• Plans and organizes responses to public requests and complaints or areas of concern 13 
brought to the attention of the Staff by Council and Staff.  14 

• Evaluation and knowledge of current technology.  15 
• Selecting, leading, directing, and developing staff members.  16 

 17 
PERFORMANCE STANDARD  18 
 19 
 Organizational and Human Resources Management will be considered effective when  20 
a majority of the conditions have been successfully fulfilled.  21 
 22 

• Well qualified, promising persons are recruited and employed.  23 
• Effectively utilizes subordinates’ skills when delegating, and clearly defines and follows up 24 

on delegated responsibilities.  25 
• Employees are appropriately placed, contributing to a high retention rate.  26 
• Supervisory techniques motivate high performance.  27 
• Complaints to Council are not common.  28 
• The organization is aware of new trends in technology.  29 

 30 
 31 
Rating:  ___1  ___2    ___3  ___4  ___5  32 

Below    Meets    Exceeds   33 
Expectations          Expectations   Expectations 34 

 35 
 36 
Comments: (Observations of Evaluator)  37 
 38 
  39 
 40 
Suggestions for Improvements: (Specific area(s) that need strengthening)  41 
 42 
 43 
  44 
Commendations: (Area(s) of performance calling for praise/commendation)  45 
 46 
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II. FISCAL/BUSINESS MANAGEMENT  1 
 2 
RESPONSIBILITY  3 
 4 

• Plans and organizes the preparation of an annual budget with documentation, etc., that 5 
conforms to guidelines adopted by the Council.  6 

• Plans, organizes, and administers the adopted budget with approved revenues and 7 
expenditures.  8 

• Plans, organizes, and supervises most economic utilization of manpower, materials, and 9 
machinery.  10 

• Plans and organizes a system of reports for Council that provide the most up-to-date data 11 
available concerning expenditures and revenue.  12 

• Directs maintenance of City-owned facilities, buildings, and/or equipment.  13 
 14 
PERFORMANCE STANDARD  15 
 16 
 Fiscal/Business Management will be considered effective when a majority of the conditions have 17 
been successfully fulfilled.  18 
 19 

• Budget preparation and management are thorough and effective.  20 
• Cost-effective measures are persistently pursued.  21 
• Financial reporting is timely and readily understandable.  22 
• Physical facilities management is efficient.  23 

 24 
 25 
Rating:  ___1  ___2    ___3  ___4  ___5  26 

Below    Meets    Exceeds   27 
Expectations          Expectations   Expectations 28 

 29 
 30 
Comments: (Observations of Evaluator)  31 
 32 
  33 
 34 
 35 
Suggestions for Improvements: (Specific area(s) that need strengthening)  36 
 37 
 38 
 39 
  40 
Commendations: (Area(s) of performance calling for praise/commendation)  41 
 42 
 43 



  Date:  3/09/09 
                                                                                                                     Item:  13.d 

 5

III. RELATIONSHIP WITH MAYOR AND COUNCIL  1 
 2 
RESPONSIBILITY  3 
 4 

• Maintains effective communication, both verbal and written, with Council.  5 
• Maintains availability to Council, either personally or through designated subordinates.  6 
• Establishes and maintains a system of reporting to Council current plans and activities of 7 

the Staff.  8 
• Plans and organizes materials for presentations to the Council, either verbally or written, in 9 

the most concise, clear, and comprehensive manner possible.  10 
 11 
PERFORMANCE STANDARD  12 
 13 
Relations with the Mayor/Council will be considered effective when a majority of the conditions 14 
have been successfully fulfilled.  15 
 16 

• Materials, reports, presentations and recommendations are clearly and convincingly made.  17 
• Facilitates Council action, including adoption of ordinances, coordinates agenda preparation 18 

and provides information and background required by Council.  19 
• Communications are made in a timely, forthright, and open manner.  20 
• Keeps all Council Members well-informed and involved on issues that should be addressed 21 

or monitored for possible action.  22 
• Responses to requests are made promptly and completely.  23 
• Recommendations appear to be thoroughly researched.  24 
• Demonstrates what s/he says can be accepted at face value.  25 
• Maintains respect for Council, takes a consistent position, and holds confidences.  26 
• Ensures a system is in place to report to Council current plans, activities, and events  27 

of the City.  28 
• Remains open and accessible to all members of the City Council equally.  29 

 30 
Rating:  ___1  ___2    ___3  ___4  ___5  31 

Below    Meets    Exceeds   32 
Expectations          Expectations   Expectations 33 

 34 
Comments: (Observations of Evaluator)  35 
 36 
 37 
  38 
Suggestions for Improvements: (Specific area(s) that need strengthening)  39 
 40 
 41 
 42 
  43 
Commendations: (Area(s) of performance calling for praise/commendation)  44 
 45 
 46 
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 IV. LONG-RANGE PLANNING/STRATEGIC PLAN  1 
 2 
RESPONSIBILITY  3 
 4 

• Maintains knowledge of new technologies, systems, methods, etc., in relation to City 5 
services.  6 

• Keeps Council advised of new and impending legislation and developments in the area of 7 
public policy.  8 

• Plans and organizes a process of program planning in anticipation of future needs and 9 
problems.  10 

• Establishes and maintains an awareness of developments occurring within other cities or 11 
other jurisdictions that may have an impact on City activities.  12 

• Plans, organizes, and maintains a process for establishing community goals to be approved 13 
or adopted by Council and monitoring and status reporting.  14 

 15 
PERFORMANCE STANDARD  16 
 17 
Strategic planning will be considered effective when a majority of the conditions have been 18 
successfully fulfilled.  19 
 20 

• A well-constructed, long-range strategic plan is currently in operation.  21 
• Annual operational plans are carried out by staff members.  22 
• An on-going monitoring process is in operation to attain quality assurance in program and 23 

project implementation.  24 
• Program evaluation and personnel evaluation are inter-related with the strategic planning 25 

process.  26 
• Legislative knowledge is current and complete.  27 

 28 
MAJOR STRATEGIC GOALS:   29 
 30 
The City’s long-range goals are those defined by Imagine Roseville 2025. 31 
 32 
 33 
Rating:  ___1  ___2    ___3  ___4  ___5  34 

Below    Meets    Exceeds   35 
Expectations          Expectations   Expectations 36 

 37 
Comments: (Observations of Evaluator)  38 
 39 
  40 
 41 
Suggestions for Improvements: (Specific area(s) that need strengthening)  42 
 43 
  44 
Commendations: (Area(s) of performance calling for praise/commendation)  45 
 46 
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V. RELATIONSHIP WITH PUBLIC/PUBLIC RELATIONS  1 
 2 
RESPONSIBILITY  3 
 4 

• Plans, organizes, and maintains training of employees in contact with the public, either by 5 
phone or in person.  6 

• Ensures that an attitude and feeling of helpfulness, courtesy, and sensitivity to public 7 
perception exists in employees coming in contact with the public.  8 

• Establishes and maintains an image of the City to the community that represents service, 9 
vitality and professionalism.  10 

• Establishes and maintains a liaison with private, non-governmental agencies, organizations, 11 
and groups involved in areas of concern that relate to services or activities of the City.  12 

 13 
PERFORMANCE STANDARD  14 
 15 
Communication services will be considered effective when a majority of the conditions have been 16 
successfully fulfilled.  17 
 18 

• Contacts with the media are timely and credible.  19 
• Publications are varied and consistently well-received by citizens.  20 
• Feedback from the public and the community leadership is positive.  21 
• City has good image with comparable organizations.  22 

 23 
 24 
Rating:  ___1  ___2    ___3  ___4  ___5  25 

Below    Meets    Exceeds   26 
Expectations          Expectations   Expectations 27 
 28 

Comments: (Observations of Evaluator)  29 
 30 
  31 
 32 
Suggestions for Improvements: (Specific area(s) that need strengthening)  33 
 34 
 35 
  36 
Commendations: (Area(s) of performance calling for praise/commendation)  37 

 38 
 39 



  Date:  3/09/09 
                                                                                                                     Item:  13.d 
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VI. INTERGOVERNMENTAL RELATIONS  1 
 2 
RESPONSIBILITY  3 
 4 

• Maintains awareness of developments and plans in other jurisdictions that may relate to or 5 
affect City government.  6 

• Establishes and maintains a liaison with other governmental jurisdictions in those areas of 7 
service that improve or enhance the City’s programs.  8 

• Maintains communications with governmental jurisdictions with which the City is involved 9 
or interfaces.  10 

 11 
PERFORMANCE STANDARD  12 
 13 
Intergovernmental relations will be considered effective when a majority of the conditions have 14 
been successfully fulfilled.  15 
 16 

• Sufficient activity with municipal and professional organizations.  17 
• Regarded as leader by municipal officials.  18 
• Provides examples of good ideas from other jurisdictions.  19 
• Positive relationship with surrounding cities.  20 
• Good cooperation with County and State agencies.  21 
• Understands problems of other agencies and jurisdictions in achieving City objectives.  22 
• Constructively cooperative in interacting with other agencies and jurisdictions in achieving 23 

City objectives.  24 
 25 
 26 
Rating:  ___1  ___2    ___3  ___4  ___5  27 

Below    Meets    Exceeds   28 
Expectations          Expectations   Expectations 29 
 30 

Comments: (Observations of Evaluator)  31 
 32 
  33 
 34 
Suggestions for Improvements: (Specific area(s) that need strengthening)  35 
 36 
 37 
  38 
Commendations: (Area(s) of performance calling for praise/commendation)  39 
 40 
 41 
 42 
 43 



1

From: Amy Ihlan [amy@briollaw.com]
Sent: Wednesday, February 25, 2009 11:19 AM
To: Bill Malinen
Cc: Margaret Driscoll; *RVCouncil
Subject: Item Request for Future Agenda -- Twin Lakes Property Maintenance Code Enforcement

Dear Bill and Council,

In light of the e-mail we just received from Ed and Kelly Jaros (see
below), I would like to add an agenda item as soon as possible for a
future a council meeting, to have council discussion and direction to
staff on two issues:

1.  Enforcement of city property maintenance codes on derelict buildings
in Twin Lakes area
2.  Considering strategies to require property owners to demolish vacant
and unusable buildings that are creating a nuisance and/or public health
and safety issues.

Thanks,

Amy

Amy J. Ihlan
Briol & Associates, PLLC
3700 IDS Center
80 S. 8th St.
Minneapolis, MN 55402
(612)337-8410
Amy@Briollaw.com
 
Please visit us on the web at www.briollaw.com
 

-----Original Message-----
From: support@civicplus.com [mailto:support@civicplus.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, February 25, 2009 10:32 AM
To: city.council@ci.roseville.mn.us;
margaret.driscoll@ci.roseville.mn.us; bill.malinen@ci.roseville.mn.us
Subject: Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council

The following form was submitted via your website: Contact City Council

Subject: Graffiti, Storm Water runoff containment structures rotting etc
on vacant bldg site of former trucking facility near Langton Lake Park

Name:: Ed Jaros

Address:: 1858 County Road C2 W

City:: Roseville

State: : MN

Zip:: 55113

How would you prefer to be contacted? Remember to fill in the
corresponding contact information.: Email

Home Phone Number:: 

margaret.driscoll
Typewritten Text
Date:  3/09/09
Item:	  15.a
TL Property Mtnce
Code Enforcement



2

Daytime Phone Number:: 

Email Address:: 

Please Share Your Comment, Question or Concern: Dear Roseville City
Council Members, 

We are writing to you concerning the vacant buildings that remain at the
site of the former trucking facility that backs up to Langton Lake Park.
Since these buildings have been vacated there has been much graffiti
showing up on the buildings. This can only indicate that persons who we
don't want in our neighborhoods are in fact spending time here defacing
our city.

Vacant buildings such as these are hazardous. Small children may wander
into these properties, they are an attraction to kids as well as
vandals, possibly drug deals or gangs or vagrants. Stray animals and
rodents may find it inviting as well. At the very least they are an
eyesore to people who live in the community. Some of the doors are open
and the fence along the park is broken down at least in one area. 

Are there any ordinances that require building owners to keep their
properties in reasonable repair and prevent them from becoming an
eyesore and detracting from our community? Who wants to live down the
street from a rundown old building covered by graffiti? Not me, but I
do.

There are other issues as well. The storm water run off containment
structures are rotting away, the runoff - most likely containing oil,
grease and diesel fuel from past maintenance and storage activities goes
directly into Langton Lake. Last spring there was such a torrent of
water (and who knows what else) running off the property that it eroded
a hole through the asphalt of the parking lot. There have also been
issues with weeds growing tall and not being mowed. I am sure if I did
not mow my lawn someone from the city would tell me I need to. 

We would like to email some pictures illustrating some views of these
properties taken from one of our great parks that we are so proud of.
Please let us know who to email pictures to. There doesn't appear to be
a place to attach pictures on your site here.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Regards,

Ed and Kelly Jaros
1858 County Road C2 West
Roseville, MN 55113

Additional Information:

Form submitted on: 2/25/2009 10:32:14 AM

Submitted from IP Address: 

Form Address: http://www.cityofroseville.com/forms.asp?FID=115
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