
 

Be a part of the picture...get involved with your City...Volunteer! 
For more information, stop by City Hall or call Carolyn at 651-792-7026 or check our website at 
www.cityofroseville.com. 
 
Volunteering, a Great Way to Get Involved! 
 

Roseville Public Works, Environment and 
Transportation Commission  

Meeting Agenda 
 
 

Tuesday, March 26, 2013, at 6:30 p.m. 
City Council Chambers, 2660 Civic Center Drive 

Roseville, Minnesota 55113 
 

 
 
6:30 p.m. 1. Introductions/Roll Call  
 
6:35 p.m. 2. Public Comments 
 
6:40 p.m. 3. Approval of February 26, 2013 Meeting Minutes 
 
6:45 p.m. 4. Communication Items 
 
6:50 p.m. 5. Metro Transit Service Discussion 
 
7:10 p.m. 6. Recycling Community Values Discussion Continued 
 
7:40 p.m. 7. Solar Energy Presentation 
 
8:10 p.m. 8. LED Retrofit Plan 
 
8:25 p.m. 9. Possible Items for Next Meeting – April 23, 2013 
 
8:30 p.m. 10. Adjourn 



Roseville Public Works, Environment and 
Transportation Commission 

 
Agenda Item 

 
 
Date: March 26, 2013 Item No:  3 
 
 
Item Description: Approval of the February 26, 2013 Public Works Commission Minutes 
 
 
Attached are the minutes from the February 26, 2013 meeting. 
 
Recommended Action: 
Motion approving the minutes of February 26, 2013, subject to any necessary corrections or 
revision. 
 
 
February 26, 2013 Minutes 
 

Move:      
 
Second:      
 
 
Ayes:       
 
Nays:       
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Roseville Public Works, Environment 
 and Transportation Commission  

Meeting Minutes 
 
 

Tuesday, February 26, 2013, at 6:30 p.m. 
City Council Chambers, 2660 Civic Center Drive 

Roseville, Minnesota 55113 
 

 

 
1. Introduction / Call Roll  1 

Chair Jan Vanderwall called the meeting to order at approximately 6:30 p.m. 2 
 3 
Members Present:  Chair Jan Vanderwall; and Members Steve Gjerdingen; 4 

Joan Felice; and Jim DeBenedet  5 
 6 
Members Excused: Member Dwayne Stenlund 7 
 8 
Staff Present: Public Works Director Duane Schwartz 9 
 10 

2. Public Comments 11 
None. 12 
 13 

3. Approval of January 22, 2013 Meeting Minutes 14 
Member Gjerdingen moved, Member Felice seconded, approval of the January 15 
22, 2013, meeting as amended. 16 
 17 
Corrections: 18 
Page 2, line 79 (DeBenedet) 19 
 Correct to watermain rather than sewer lining 20 
Page 3, line 111 (DeBenedet) 21 
 Correct language to indicate pedestrian crossings at an intersection, rather 22 

than “roadway” 23 
Page 5, lines 189-193 (DeBenedet/Schwartz) 24 
 Delete warranty information, as not applicable to this sanitary sewer lining 25 

project 26 
 27 

Ayes: 4 28 
Nays: 0 29 
Motion carried. 30 

 31 
4. Communication Items 32 
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Public Works Director Schwartz noted that updates on various construction 33 
projects were included in tonight’s meeting packet and available on-line at the 34 
City’s website at www.cityofroseville.com/projects, and as detailed in the staff 35 
report dated February 22, 2013. 36 
 37 
As a bench handout, attached hereto and made a part hereof, Mr. Schwartz 38 
provided an “Executive Summary and Key Points” from a May 10, 2012 City of 39 
Minneapolis Dual Sort/Single Sort Collection Study. 40 
Mr. Pratt noted a different vendor and type of sale for this year’s compost bin and 41 
rain barrel in conjunction with the Recycling Association of MN as noted on the 42 
flyer included in packet materials. 43 
 44 
Discussion included significant snow/ice events this season with materials used 45 
to-date currently at 100% for the season; temporary arrangements made by Xcel 46 
Energy along the Rice Street corridor for pedestrian and bicycle traffic on 47 
pathways during their construction, with the new pathway intended at the same 48 
eight foot (8’) width and ADA upgrades to be incorporated by Xcel as applicable. 49 
 50 
Mr. Schwartz advised that, as part of that project, Ramsey County would follow-51 
up Xcel Energy’s utility work with a complete mill and overlay of that section of 52 
Rice Street. 53 
 54 
Member Gjerdingen requested staff’s review of the materials (e.g. concrete or 55 
bituminous) for the pathway, also noting the awkward location for the trail and its 56 
maintenance based on multiple business access points. 57 
 58 
Chair Vanderwall noted, and Mr. Schwartz provided an update, on the watermain 59 
break along McCarron’s Boulevard and Rice Street earlier today, anticipating that 60 
repairs should be completed by Wednesday morning to facilitate school bus and 61 
other traffic.  Mr. Schwartz noted that this area and that adjacent was under 62 
discussion for possible future main lining. 63 
 64 

5. Recycling Discussion 65 
Mr. Schwartz reviewed the intent for tonight’s meeting in discussing and drafting 66 
community values as part of the upcoming request for proposals (RFP’s) for 67 
renewal of the City’s recycling contract, expiring at year-end 2013.   68 
 69 
Recycling Coordinator Tim Pratt  70 
Mr. Pratt reviewed the previously-proposed pilot program for curbside collection 71 
of appliances, and the City Council’s decision on February 25, 2013, to not pursue 72 
this grant opportunity, which would have been paid in full by Ramsey County. 73 
 74 
Mr. Pratt reviewed various attachments included over the last few months to 75 
facilitate tonight’s discussion on the City’s recycling program, and provided a 76 
summary of some of those studies and other pertinent points, attached hereto and 77 
made a part hereof, and including research and trends to-date in the recycling 78 
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industry.  Mr. Pratt defined the often-used terms “MRF” and “MSW” as 79 
“materials recovery facility” and Municipal Solid Waste” respectively. 80 

 81 
Councilmember Willmus arrived in the audience at this time, approximately 6:55 p.m. 82 
 83 

Discussion included revenue parity between China and the United States, with 84 
China having significantly lower labor costs and impacts on manufacturer market-85 
driven issues; cost of and ownership of carts with potential change from a dual to 86 
single-sort systems with no identifiable competitiveness based on provision of 87 
and/or amortization of carts; percentage of participation if and where organic 88 
collections are offered without significant increases in evidence and not 89 
necessarily encouraging a change of vendors by participants based on that factor 90 
alone; collection of organics weekly and differing from summer to winter 91 
seasons; and market forces and trends of manufacturers for potential future 92 
collection of plastic bottles at their point-of-sale. 93 
 94 
Further discussion included examples of residential organics that could be 95 
collected (e.g. food scraps; non-recycling papers, such as food boxes with 96 
coatings; tissue and paper towels; dryer lint; vacuum cleaner bags); and the need 97 
for any ongoing research on future program for soiled diaper collection. 98 
 99 
As the PWETC began consideration of the community values for the next RFP, 100 
Chair Vanderwall clarified that this should be an initial discussion, with staff then 101 
taking values provided by individual members after tonight’s meeting, and 102 
averaged on a spreadsheet for consideration at the next discussion for further 103 
refinement. 104 
 105 
Collection Category 106 
Discussion included whether having lids on bins provided any influence on 107 
participation levels and/or volumes collected; efficiencies of lidded bins on 108 
robotically-collected routes; sizes of bins for single-stream collection and impacts 109 
to increased collection; potential increased workers compensation rates for 110 
vendors in addressing size and weight of bins; and the need for continued 111 
education and feedback from haulers on contaminants and in keeping quality 112 
control in place. 113 
 114 
Further discussion included ease of communication between vendors and 115 
participants to keep quality of collections up; ease of participation for residents; 116 
ongoing evaluation of participants and collections to eliminate contamination; 117 
single sort versus co-mingling of materials; how to encourage product 118 
stewardship by manufacturers; and the need to alert participants to the broader 119 
range of materials and their types as the markets become available. 120 
 121 
Member Felice expressed concern with the term “co-mingling” and what was 122 
intended in previous value discussions. 123 
 124 
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Member Gjerdingen expressed concern with how to encourage participation at 125 
high-density housing units and commercial businesses. 126 
 127 
Mr. Pratt clarified that all multi-family housing units are now included in 128 
residential collection; but the business community was not included in the City’s 129 
programs.  130 
 131 
However, Chair Vanderwall noted that the City had recycling at all city-operated 132 
facilities; with Mr. Pratt confirming that all indoor facilities had offered recycling, 133 
with offering at parks at approximately at 60% availability at this time and still 134 
proceeding. 135 
 136 
At the request of Chair Vanderwall, Mr. Pratt reviewed the rationale in how and 137 
why some plastics were acceptable and not others, based on the chemical make-138 
up and melt temperatures impacting how they could be used (e.g. furniture 139 
making), and suggested the next RFP include an expanded plastics collection as 140 
bonus points in a value-added portion of the RFP. 141 
 142 
Chair Vanderwall suggested that organics as well as more plastics be included 143 
under those items for collection. 144 
 145 
Mr. Schwartz questioned if the PWETC wanted to consider if collection of 146 
organics should be a requirement based on future Ramsey County mandates, or a 147 
valued-added option. 148 
 149 
Chair Vanderwall suggested a separate cost structure for organics. 150 
 151 
Member DeBenedet suggested, since organic collections would soon be 152 
mandated, it not be included in evaluation criteria, and once in place another RFP 153 
could be developed. 154 
 155 
Chair Vanderwall suggested that alternatives be considered for three (3) year and 156 
five (5) year contracts; opining that the longer the contract the more advantageous 157 
to vendors and their costs and subsequent costs for their proposals for vehicle and 158 
equipment amortization. 159 
 160 
Further discussion included the illegality per City Code for people scavenging 161 
recyclables from collection points, while recognizing the difficulty in observing 162 
and enforcing compliance, especially with a higher concentration of aluminum 163 
cans at various area athletic events, but violations definitely affecting the City’s 164 
revenue stream from recyclables.  Mr. Pratt noted that the Police Department was 165 
aware of the problem. 166 
 167 
Regarding Member Gjerdingen’s ongoing concerns regarding participation by 168 
multi-family complexes in residential recycling opportunities, Mr. Pratt noted that 169 
staff provides educational materials to the managers/owners of those buildings; 170 
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however, not all of them and/or their tenants were conscientious or interested in 171 
voluntary or mandatory recycling efforts.  At the request of Member Gjerdingen, 172 
Mr. Pratt clarified that the annual report was a public document and provided 173 
comparisons for collection points and types. 174 
 175 
In clarifying the value-added reward portion, Mr. Pratt advised that this was 176 
intended as a “wild card” if a vendor had some unique offering that was an 177 
unknown to the City at the time of the RFP but could become an unexpected 178 
bonus of a contractor with a particular vendor. 179 
 180 
Member DeBenedet noted his concern that when recyclables are collected, they 181 
be recycled; and expressed how upset he would be if he knew the collected 182 
materials he put out curbside did not in fact go for recycling, but instead went into 183 
general garbage as a landfill; and suggested that the “collection” category include 184 
a portion for “materials efficiently recycled,” or similar language, and weighted 185 
higher than at ten points. 186 
 187 
Chair Vanderwall noted the intent for individual members to provide any 188 
additional content or categories to staff, for further consideration and discussion 189 
by the body at a future meeting, along with edits and other suggestions. 190 
 191 
Outreach/Education 192 
Discussion included changing the equipment from “fossil fuel” to more options 193 
currently available;  194 
 195 
With Member Gjerdingen’s concerns for business participation in recycling, Chair 196 
Vanderwall questioned if something needed to be included in RFP values to 197 
address that, not as a mandate, but to encourage participation.  While not currently 198 
mandated by the City Council, Mr. Pratt noted that if businesses chose to 199 
participate a system could be determined for billing them accordingly and as 200 
applicable. 201 
 202 
Member DeBenedet suggested converting and simplifying scoring, and that 203 
frequent education of residents should be emphasized more, such as “contractor 204 
shall mail quarterly to participants a summary of what and how much was 205 
recycling” in an effort to generate excitement and competitiveness by residents 206 
for the recycling program. 207 
 208 
Chair Vanderwall noted the City’s immigrant population who were unfamiliar 209 
with the culture, and therefore having the greatest learning curve in how to 210 
identify different areas for language-appropriate educational materials, especially 211 
in larger multi-family housing through letters, notices and also good, clear 212 
signage for their benefit 213 
 214 
Mr. Pratt noted that it was easier to identify non-English speaking families in 215 
multi-family buildings, but more difficult in single-family residences.  Mr. Pratt 216 
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advised that staff had worked with the current vendor and Somali and Karen 217 
populations for joint outreach projects with schools and their programs as well as 218 
city programs. 219 
 220 
Chair Vanderwall opined that education was a vital growth market, since outreach 221 
was vitally important in attempts to continue increasing participation and 222 
collections.  Chair Vanderwall noted some current items that could be collected, 223 
but were not due to lack of information/knowledge (e.g. rag stock); with Mr. Pratt 224 
advising that staff fielded calls at specific times or seasons for those rag stock 225 
(e.g. back-to-school shopping in the fall, downsizing, and from estates). 226 
 227 
Environment 228 
Discussion included the four (4) current, city-sponsored events encouraging zero 229 
waste efforts and Mr. Pratt’s coordination of volunteers for those events; zero 230 
waste experience of other haulers whether local or from a broader area, with Mr. 231 
Pratt providing several examples of those efforts of which he was aware; 232 
coordination efforts of haulers relative to Earth Day activities in the community; 233 
and experience of staff over the last six (6) years in knowing what to expect of 234 
vendors. 235 
 236 
Further discussion included how to encourage faith communities and community 237 
organizations interested in zero waste events, and if a vendor would be open to 238 
assisting those private organizations, whether non-religious or otherwise; and how 239 
to define how and if the City should or could be involved in those efforts for 240 
encouraging involvement while retaining separation, perhaps by helping to spread 241 
the word about such options. 242 
 243 
Mr. Pratt noted the public interest for a food waste reduction workshop held at the 244 
most recent Home and Garden Fair. 245 
 246 
Additional discussion included further opportunities at city-sponsored events (e.g. 247 
Rose Parade, Walk/Run); encouraging other organizations to participate in 248 
recycling efforts, not just for the benefit of the community, but for the more 249 
global community and sustainability efforts, possibly through provision of a 250 
packet of educational/instructional materials. 251 
 252 
Discussion ensued regarding “fossil fuels,” with the consensus of members being 253 
that more concentration and concern for a vendor’s carbon footprint versus the 254 
type of fuel type should be weighted; concern that vendors may interpret that as 255 
providing fewer pick-ups to reduce their carbon footprint; and suggestion by 256 
Member DeBenedet that this only be one specification in setting value ratings for 257 
vendor selection, as a benefit, but not necessarily essential. 258 
 259 
Other potential environmental weights included local vendors versus those 260 
servicing a larger geographical area; how far materials were being shipped; 261 
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definition of “EPP” as environmentally preferred purchasing to minimize costs at 262 
the point of purchase as well as at the end. 263 
 264 
Chair Vanderwall suggested providing a copy of tonight’s draft chart for Member 265 
Stenlund’s input as well, as he would be unavailable for the March or April 266 
meetings due to scheduling conflicts. 267 
 268 
 269 
Categories from 2010 values and revisions based on this initial discussion: 270 

 271 
Public Comment 272 
 273 
Bob Willmus, appearing as resident, not in his role as a City Councilmember 274 

Collection (60)  
 Clean, quiet 10 
 Impact on street (size/weight of trucks) 15 
 Frequency of service 20 
 Ease of participation 20 
 Flexibility of co-mingling for resident  15 
 More materials picked up – plastics 5 
 Organics   
 Materials efficiently recycled (local markets, highest and best use for 

materials) 
10 

 Highest and best use for material  
 Rewards for adding value (innovation) 5 
 Multi-family service  
Subtotal = 100  
 
Outreach (30) 
 Voluntary expansion to businesses 

 
 

 Effective education of residents – with measurement 40 
 Community Involvement 10 
 Annual report on what happens to materials 50 
 Outreach to non-English speaking communities  
 Outreach using electronic communication venues  
Subtotal = 100  
 
Environmental Benefits (10)  
 Assistance with zero waste events 10 
 Equipment with reduced carbon footprint 30 
 Environmentally preferred purchasing (EPP) 30 
 Local vendor-terminal location 30 
Subtotal = 100  
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Mr. Willmus repeated his request from a recent City Council meeting for the 275 
PWETC’s exploration of regional and national trends for single-sort recycling, 276 
including organics, with that exploration among vendors other than Eureka. 277 
 278 
Chair Vanderwall responded that, the PWETC’s research (included in recent 279 
agenda packet materials and available online) indicated a bump in participation in 280 
moving to single-sort, as well as indications that more things ended up in the 281 
waste stream.  However, Chair Vanderwall indicated the need to balance both 282 
areas, and suggested the PWETC may end up providing recommendations to the 283 
City Council for both a single-sort and dual sort option. 284 
 285 
Mr. Willmus suggested that, if larger carts could be provided at multi-family 286 
buildings by Eureka, it would be beneficial for all parties; and spoke in support of 287 
larger carts.  While recognizing fewer materials collected with a multi-stream 288 
sort, Mr. Willmus suggested that consideration also be given to demographic 289 
issues, referencing senior citizens calling Eureka for walk-up service, opining that 290 
it would soon negatively impact Eureka’s business significantly; and encouraged 291 
the PWETC to contact other vendors for current innovations and sort facility 292 
enhancements. 293 
 294 
Along those lines, Mr. Schwartz requested other types of information still needed 295 
by the PWETC and/or City Council on those particular issues, or other 296 
information, follow-up, or research needs for staff to provide before the next 297 
PWETC meeting. 298 
 299 
Member DeBenedet, from his perspective and in response to Mr. Willmus, 300 
requested more current data that already provided on what percentage of non-301 
usable recycling materials being collected; and residuals between a single and 302 
dual sort system, since the information from the Roseville pilot project was 303 
considerably outdated. 304 
 305 
Mr. Pratt clarified that the data from the pilot program was dated 2004-2005. 306 
 307 
Whether or not the previous data remained valid in today’s market, Member 308 
DeBenedet opined that, given Roseville citizen interest in recycling, the best 309 
service would be providing for the most quantity pick-up, while proving the 310 
materials are recycled and not simply diverted to a landfill. 311 
 312 
Chair Vanderwall noted his additional interest in exploring options for larger bins 313 
and whether that would serve to increase and keep improving that participation. 314 
 315 
Discussion ensued regarding types of private collections bins, and the ease for 316 
haulers in picking up materials from those bins purchased privately and dependent 317 
on their equipment. 318 
 319 
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Mr. Schwartz advised that his residence in Little Canada had single stream 320 
recycling collection, and he found their household produced three times as much 321 
recycling as waste. 322 
 323 
Mr. Pratt noted that no current vendors serving the immediate area were currently 324 
providing weekly collection for single stream collection at this time. 325 
 326 
Kathy Click, 335 Ryan Avenue (by Villa Park) 327 
In moving forward, Ms. Click spoke in support of the community values being 328 
developed to guide the process moving forward; and expressed her appreciation to 329 
the PWETC for their efforts.  While having some involvement with the recycling 330 
industry, Ms. Click clarified that she was attending as a private citizen. 331 
 332 
Concluding discussion included clarifying the request for staff to send out a clean 333 
list of values via spreadsheet, with the 2010 value weighting, along with a blank 334 
column for changes. 335 
 336 
Chair Vanderwall asked that individual PWETC members get their ranking 337 
weights, and any other input, to staff for processing to the entire body within a 338 
few days; then allowing the next iteration sufficient lead time for members to add 339 
any additional topics or make adjustments; followed-up with a second e-mail 340 
provided by staff to members with member response to staff to process those 341 
numbers for forwarding to the body for consideration at the next discussion. 342 
 343 
Chair Vanderwall thanked Mr. Pratt for his attendance at tonight’s meeting and 344 
for guiding the PWETC through this community value discussion process. 345 
 346 

6. Possible Items for Next Meeting – March 26, 2013 347 
 Felice – transportation issues with light rail, etc. (Felice) 348 

With member consensus, Mr. Schwartz suggested a presentation/discussion by 349 
Metro Transit. 350 

 LED street lighting – follow-up discussion 351 
Mr. Schwartz advised that a retrofit plan should be forthcoming with an 352 
anticipated budget. 353 

 Recycling Program - continued discussion 354 
 Solar Installations on City Facilities  355 

Mr. Schwartz advised that staff was working preliminarily with a company for 356 
consideration of such installations; and advised that staff intended to have a 357 
representative from that company available for the March PWETC meeting.  358 
Mr. Schwartz advised that there were rebates available, and that costs and 359 
other information should be available for that meeting if available, or possibly 360 
deferred until the April meeting. 361 

 Construction Projects - communication updates 362 
Chair Vanderwall asked that Mr. Schwartz provide the 2013 construction 363 
calendar to him at I.S.D. 623 as soon as available for bus routes around road 364 
closures. 365 
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 Crosswalks and timing issues (Gjerdingen) follow-up discussion based on last 366 
month’s presentation by Mr. Spack (e.g. way finding around the regional 367 
district). 368 
Mr. Schwartz advised that there had been some discussion with the Trails 369 
Group through the Parks and Recreation Master Plan process. 370 
Member DeBenedet concurred; noting that Ms. Bloom was to provide 371 
additional information to him and Member Gjerdingen so they could provide 372 
information to the full PWETC body and receive direction for their voting 373 
authority at the next meeting of that group in mid-March.  Member 374 
DeBenedet asked that it be added to the next PWEC agenda. 375 

 376 
7. Adjourn 377 

Member DeBenedet moved, Member Felice seconded, adjournment of the 378 
meeting at approximately 8:35 p.m.  379 
 380 
Ayes: 4 381 
Nays: 0 382 
Motion carried. 383 



Roseville Public Works, Environment and 
Transportation Commission 

 
Agenda Item 

 
 
Date: March 26, 2013 Item No:  4 
 
 
Item Description: Communication Items 
 

 Projects update-  
o 2013 Sanitary Sewer Lining Project – Work is anticipated to start in spring on 

approximately 7 miles of sewer.   

o Waterman lining project – The first public meeting will be held with the property 
owners on March 21, 2013.   

o County Road D Reconstruction – Final plans are on the March 25, 2013 City 
Council meeting for approval.  The project will be out for bids in April. 

o Villa Park Sediment Removal Project – We are anticipating the work to start on 
this project in May. 

o Xcel Gas Main Replacement Project- Staff anticipates that the work will start on 
this project in late May. 

o County Road B-2 Pathway Construction- The February 28 public information 
meeting for this project is was attended by approximately 80 property owners.  
Staff is reviewing comments and will be working on plans in the coming months.   

o 2013 Pavement Management Mill and Overlay Project-  currently out to bid.  Bid 
opening is March 28, 2013. 

 
o Staff is working on the following projects: 
 Wheeler Avenue Closure 
 Utility Extension at 3040 Hamline Avenue 
 McCarrons Lake Subwatershed Drainage Improvements 

 
 Maintenance Activity 

o Street crews are ready to begin sweeping as soon as the meltdown of snow allows. 
o Frequent snow events have required the use of above normal ice control quantities 

for the season. 
 

 
Attachments: 
A. 2013 Clean- up Day Flyer 
B. 2013 Rain Barrel Compost Bin Flyer 



Roseville’s Clean Up DayRoseville’s Clean Up DayRoseville’s Clean Up DayRoseville’s Clean Up DayRoseville’s Clean Up Day

Where: The Dale Street Soccer Fields Parking Lot 2555 N. Dale (see map)
        Enter from Dale Street heading south

In

D
ale

Street

County Road B2

N

Questions: Call 651-792-7027

For waste reduction and recycling
information www.RethinkRecycling.com
or call 651-633-3279.

Take a break from cleaning up your
corner of the earth and celebrate Earth
Day  Saturday,  April 20 at the
Harriet Alexander Nature Center,
2520 Dale Street. To volunteer call
651-765-HANC.

Out

When: Saturday, April 27, 2013 from 8 am - 3 pm
What: Items that can’t go in your regular trash - listed

below - or extra stuff you want to get rid of
(Sorry no hazardous materials - that site opens in June)

County Road C

If you have reusable clothes, books, sporting goods or housewares take them to Goodwill, 1627 W. County Rd B.
Take reusable mattresses, box springs, furniture and other household items to Bridging, 1633 Terrace Dr. These
charities will NOT accept large appliances.

 

Pickup Load       $25.00                      Minivan/SUV Load         $12.00

Car Load             $6.00  Trailer (4’x4’x8’)    $25.00

Above prices are for general loads. Prices below are for specific items. If you have a general load and a specific item
you will be charged for both. Unusual items such as tractor tires and railroad ties are extra.

Appliance          $7.00 Appliance w/Freon     $12.00 Auto Batteries $1.00

Couch                  $7.00 Stuffed Chair    $4.00 Hide-a-beds $12.00

Electronics*      $5.00 (each) Mattress/Box Spring   $12.00 (each) Scrap Metal $4.00/yard

Tires                  $1.50 Lawn Mowers/Snow blowers $7.00 (each) Child Car Seat   $10/each

* Electronics includes computers, monitors, peripherals, TVs, stereos, VCRs, DVD players, etc. Computer hard drives
will be erased before being recycled.

Roseville pays one-third of the disposal/recycling costs. This program is paid for with rev-
enue from the sale of your curbside recycling material, as well as from funds received from
the State of Minnesota and Ramsey County. Printed on 100% recycled paper.

sally.ricard
Typewritten Text
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Rain Barrel
Sale $69
Reg. $139

Rain Barrel & Compost Bin 
SALE!

Compost Bin
Sale $55
Reg. $105

For more info & to order visit:
RecycleMinnesota.org  

Order online then pick up your 
pre-ordered rain barrel &
compost bin at the Roseville City 
Hall on April 20!  Visit our website 
for details!

sally.ricard
Typewritten Text
Attachment B



Roseville Public Works, Environment and 
Transportation Commission 

 
Agenda Item 

 
 
Date: March 26, 2013 Item No:  5   
 
 
Item Description: Metro Transit Service Discussion 
 
 
Background:   
The Commission asked for a discussion on transit service in Roseville after a District 10 
representative from St. Paul attended the January commission meeting asking for support for 
increased service levels in the areas around Larpenteur Ave.  We have invited Scott Thompson, 
Service Development Manager for Metro Transit to your meeting to discuss this and other 
service development issues and recent transit changes in Roseville.   
 
Recommended Action: 
Discuss transit service issues with Metro Transit. 
 
Attachments: 
A. None 



Roseville Public Works, Environment and 
Transportation Commission 

 
Agenda Item 

 
 
Date: March 26, 2013 Item No:  6   
 
 
Item Description: Recycling Community Values Discussion Continued 
 
 
Background:   
Staff sent out the revised Community Values chart to commission members after your February 
meeting.  We received two responses from commission members and have included their 
recommended values and comments in an expanded chart attached to this item.  Please review 
and be prepared to comment and finalize the values chart and scoring/weighting at your meeting.  
We would also request any additional suggestions prior to the development of an RFP for 
recycling services.  If the Commission would like to invite recycling service providers for a 
question, comment, and answer session at a future meeting, we can provide for that.  
 
Recommended Action: 
Discuss and finalize community values chart and comment on additional information needs. 
 
Attachments: 
A. Community Values Chart 



Recycling Community Values 

Jan Vanderwall's Jim DeBenedet's
2010 Values 2013 Values 2013 Values Jim DeBenedet's Comments

Collection 60 60
Clean, quiet 10 5 5 This should be a specification requirement
Impact on street (size and weight of trucks) 15 10 15
Frequency of service 20 15 10

Ease of participation 20 20 15
Very large carts, ie. 60 gal, are a benefit to haulers, not 
residents.

Flexibility of Co-mingling for resident 15 15 10 What we have now, three sort, is best, in my opinion.
More materials picked up – plastics 5 15 10
Organics 10
Materials are efficiently recycled (local markets, highest 
and best use for material) 10 10 20
Rewards for adding value (innovation) 5 5 5
Multi-family service 5

subtotal 100 100 100

Outreach 30 15
Voluntary expansion to businesses 10 30
Effective education of residents -with measurement 40 40 30
Community involvement 10 15 This should be a specification requirement
Annual report on what happens to material 50 15 This should be a specification requirement
Outreach to non-English speaking communities 10 20
Outreach using electronic communications 10 20

subtotal 100 100 100

Environmental Benefits 10 15 25
Assistance with Zero Waste events 10 30 Tim Pratt says he can do this without help.

Reduced carbon footprint 30 10 40
This is tied to weight of vehicle. Distance to MRF and net 
efffective recycle weight.

Environmentally Preferred Purchasing (EPP) 30 20 10 This was always confusing to me.  How do we measure it?
Local vendor-terminal location 30 25 50 this contributes to reduced carbon footprint

subtotal 100 100 100

sally.ricard
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Attachment A
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Appendix A

Roseville  Multi-Family Tonnage by Property - 2012

Property Name Primary Address

# 

Units

2006 

Total lbs.

2007 Total 

lbs.

2008 Total 

lbs.

2009 Total 

lbs.

2010 Total 

lbs.

 2011 Total 

lbs. 

 2012 Total 

lbs. 

1144 Dionne Street Dionne Street, 1144 23 7,150 8,457 5,961 5,167 6,906           5,892           5,539 

1363 County Road B County Road B, 1363 11 1,892 1,910 2,744 2,629 2,255           2,090           2,426 

161 McCarrons Street McCarrons Street, 161 11 439 198 - - - -              -

161 Minnesota Avenue Minnesota Avenue, 161 6 148 678 423 646 1,076           1,264           1,258 

1610 County Road B County Road B, 1610 11 2,266 2,324 1,967 2,396 2,079           1,858           1,827 

1614 Eldridge Avenue Eldridge Avenue, 1614 11 1,424 1,280 2,651 4,237 3,583           3,858           3,230 

1615 Eldridge Avenue Eldridge Avenue, 1615 11 1,809 1,091 1,721 2,076 1,922           1,678           1,479 

1624 Eldridge Avenue Eldridge Avenue, 1624 11 2,541 2,029 1,996 2,629 2,249           1,842           4,753 

1629-1635 Skillman Avenue Skillman Avenue, 1629-1635 14 2,505 3,002 2,951 2,686 2,151           1,981           2,897 

1635 Eldridge Avenue Eldridge Avenue, 1635 11 3,284 1,702 1,650 2,333 2,380           2,026           1,881 

1705 Marion Street Marion Street, 1705 0 1,437 1,578 224 291 1,370              840              587 

1750 Marion Street~ Marion Street, 1750 24 3,511 3,576 4,317 3,906 3,386           2,741           1,617 

2125 Pascal Pascal Street, 2125-2133 22 2,514 3,184 5,239 4,717 4,829           5,007           5,093 

2180 Haddington Road Haddington Road, 2180 5 964 1,285 737 1,690 1,484           1,214           1,749 

2275 Rice Street ^ Rice Street, 2275 8 1,924 2,830 2,852 2,973 869 -              -

2447 County Road B County Road B, 2447 17 2,584 2,867 3,143 2,519 2,567           2,572           2,642 

2610 Snelling Curve Snelling Curve, 2610 17 2,929 2,696 3,164 3,113 3,284           3,323           3,678 

2900 Highcrest Road Highcrest Road, 2900 11 4,581 4,436 2,715 2,534 3,597           3,512           3,720 

2950 Highcrest Road Highcrest Road, 2950 12 2,980 2,295 2,486 2,685 2,496           1,742           1,817 

Applewood Pointe Applewood Court, 1480 94 47,799 58,215 46,499 39,220 36,217         30,640         25,912 

Applewood Pointe at Langton 

Lake Langton Lake Drive, 1996
48 -          -          -          -           -                    7,419         16,144 

Aquarius Apartments County Road C2, 2425 99 - - 15,391 17,449 12,570 11,702                13,094 

Bonaventure Lexington Avenue North, 3090
30 7,490 8,105 7,033 5,367 5,497 5,281                    5,033 

Centennial Gardens East & 

West

Centennial Drive, 1400-1420 
190 26,759 21,852 22,677 23,021 21,122 20,025                20,137 

Cherrywood Pointe Cleveland Ave North, 2966 50 - - - - - -           3,962 

Coventry Seniors Apartments Snelling Avenue, 2820 196 19,939 19,110 22,729 24,917 22,952 21,268                21,247 

Dale Terrace Apartments County Road B, 720 42 9,360 7,793 12,033 13,323 12,343 11,572                10,371 

Dellwood Condominiums Dellwood Street, 1725 12 1,226 1,923 2,650 2,630 2,721 3,298                    2,891 



Property Name Primary Address

# 

Units

2006 

Total lbs.

2007 Total 

lbs.

2008 Total 

lbs.

2009 Total 

lbs.

2010 Total 

lbs.

 2011 Total 

lbs. 

 2012 Total 

lbs. 

Eagle Crest Lincoln Drive, 2925 216 13,892 60,799 56,057 57,249 64,086 67,291                70,827 

Executive Manor Condos Old Highway 8, 3153-3155 72 12,385 14,530 17,674 17,185 15,918 16,897                19,637 

Garley Apartments County Road B, 1634 11 2,153 1,161 1,415 1,547 1,420 1,793                    1,897 

Greenhouse Village Larpenteur Avenue, 1021 102 19,032 37,098 28,751 24,581 30,384 25,402                22,453 

Hamline House Condos Hamline Avenue, 2800 150 34,102 33,973 32,182 29,441 24,522 22,481                20,586 

Hamline Terrace Terrace Drive, 1360-1410 102 12,817 12,230 17,366 19,233 23,416 23,105                20,080 

Heritage Place County Road B West, 563 50 21,892 23,110 17,258 16,066 19,781 18,879                16,649 

Hillsborough Manor Woodbridge Street, 2335-2345 
206 16,298 17,755 28,418 35,852 29,398 21,312                19,284 

Karie Dale Apartments Dale Street North, 2355-2393
44 6,691 7,455 9,794 8,483 7,508 7,910                    6,931 

Lake Josephine 

Condominiums

Lexington Avenue North, 3076
23 9,411 8,313 7,040 6,632 6,179 6,603                    6,389 

Lar Dale Apartments Larpenteur Avenue West, 655 
17 2,068 2,189 2,348 1,546 2,472 2,865                    3,326 

Lexington Court Lexington Avenue, 2192-2206 
52 3,390 2,970 4,293 5,076 4,092 4,808                    5,924 

Lexington Twin Apartments Lexington Avenue, 1890 22 5,674 5,519 5,456 5,689 5,014 5,371                    5,791 

Lexlawn/Roselawn 

Apartments

Lexington Avenue, 1943 
34 3,142 2,888 3,774 4,033 3,788 4,074                    3,788 

Marion Street/ Brittany 

Apartments

Larpenteur Avenue, 175 
277 11,980 16,150 17,191 17,485 18,645 11,838                11,263 

McCarrons Apartments McCarrons Boulevard North, 

166-204 
67 5,092 4,919 5,543 5,039 4,939 4,172                    3,743 

McCarrons Lake Condos McCarons Boulevard N., 185
42 -          -          -          -           -                    5,076           7,757 

Midland Grove Condos Midland Grove Road, 2200-

2250 
174 48,162 60,937 50,758 45,718 48,159 50,575                54,288 

MSOCS - Group Home Huron Street North, 1898 0 - - - 615 4,326 3,717                    2,452 

Northwestern College 

Apartments

Lydia Avenue, 1610 
40 6,061 7,839 4,941 4,379 4,055 4,111                    3,418 

Northwestern College/Snelling 

Terrace

Snelling Drive East, 2906
48 7,386 16,027 12,542 12,253 12,443 10,702                11,261 

Palisades Sandhurst Drive West, 535-

570 
330 40,078 41,635 55,306 51,667 45,972 47,910                40,893 

Parkview Estate 

Condominiums

Oxford Street, 2670-2680
204 28,447 29,206 30,816 29,683 24,738 24,793                23,440 



Property Name Primary Address

# 

Units

2006 

Total lbs.

2007 Total 

lbs.

2008 Total 

lbs.

2009 Total 

lbs.

2010 Total 

lbs.

 2011 Total 

lbs. 

 2012 Total 

lbs. 

Parkview Manor Dale Street North, 2202-2210
34 4,931 4,553 5,085 5,612 4,698 4,518                    4,242 

Parkview Terrace Condos Oxford Street, 2690-2700 105 3,960 33,244 28,285 23,919 21,702 19,169                17,420 

Ramsey Square Condos Dale Street North, 2700-2730
192 - 35,796 34,991 35,127 41,288 38,930                37,992 

Riviera Apartments Highway 36 West, 925 & 965
64 12,473 13,597 19,108 17,369 15,204 15,900                14,110 

Rose Hill Estates County Road B, 591 51 4,341 4,904 5,880 5,345 3,775 5,514                    5,281 

Rose Mall Apartments Albert Street, 2201-2221 54 37,328 41,412 43,984 47,376 41,250 42,786                39,486 

Rose Park Apartments Fry Street, 2128-2136 22 4,757 5,426 6,065 6,466 4,253 4,591                    5,084 

Rose Vista Apartments Rose Vista Court, 1222-1263
175 19,697 18,366 24,634 26,822 23,830 23,146                20,789 

Rosedale Estates North Rice Street, 2835 & 2855 180 21,885 24,253 33,475 34,083 26,954 22,234                19,283 

Rosedale Estates South Rice Street, 2735 180 20,750 23,864 26,581 27,377 23,770 21,632                19,071 

Roselawn Village Roselawn Avenue, 1074 32 5,576 5,950 5,616 5,417 4,730 5,563                    5,633 

Rosepointe Hamline Avenue North, 2545 

& 2555
190 32,645 29,485 33,312 31,688 31,195 29,229                27,706 

Roseridge Estates Samuel Street, 2086-2090 18 2,653 3,099 3,829 4,537 3,744 5,739                    6,519 

Rosetree Apartments Highway 36, 655 48 12,251 12,394 12,654 11,831 10,236 8,515                    8,026 

Roseville Apartments, LLC Eldridge Avenue, 1625 11 2,037 2,546 1,833 2,106 1,730 2,172                    2,538 

Roseville Arms Condos Elmer Street, 160-170 34 789 1,565 3,269 3,068 2,074 2,780                    3,049 

Roseville Commons County Road C2 West, 2496 
30 8,332 7,515 8,281 9,065 6,415 6,470                    5,999 

Roseville Estates Lexington Avenue, 2599 107 5,593 9,842 12,312 10,028 7,472 6,588                    9,453 

Roseville Seniors Larpenteur Avenue, 1045 127 25,581 33,600 30,521 27,577 23,698 24,268                20,647 

Roseville Terrace Dunlap Street, 1759 36 5,363 4,785 5,032 5,469 4,658 4,167                    3,876 

Roseville Townhomes Old Highway 8, 3085 40 - 13,423 20,619 24,021 23,733 22,322                29,349 

Rosewood Estates (Roseville) Victoria Street, 2750
106 20,205 22,122 23,413 21,614 20,340 18,408                17,719 

Rosewood Village Highway 36 West, 1630 201 44,374 41,062 34,271 43,368 38,264 36,605                39,188 

Sienna Green Apartments* Snelling Avenue, 2225 120 9,199 9,683 9,659 11,486 7,813 13,325                15,008 

South Oaks Apartments County Road D West, 1080 25 4,067 5,951 6,751 5,930 5,969 4,886                    4,344 

Sun Place Apartments Marion Street, 1721 30 5,169 4,093 4,926 6,107 6,451 5,942                    4,896 

Sunrise Assisted Living Snelling Avenue North, 2555 
77 17,031 16,647 15,869 16,693 13,118 11,330                12,300 

Talia Place Old Highway 8, 3020 11 2,790 1,683 1,761 2,569 2,620 1,892                    1,891 

Terrace Park Terrace Drive, 1420 36 12,784 13,045 9,853 8,911 10,533 11,067                  9,371 



Property Name Primary Address

# 

Units

2006 

Total lbs.

2007 Total 

lbs.

2008 Total 

lbs.

2009 Total 

lbs.

2010 Total 

lbs.

 2011 Total 

lbs. 

 2012 Total 

lbs. 

The Lexington (Roseville) Lexington Avenue North, 2755
150 37,081 30,796 35,417 35,409 38,816 39,023                42,959 

The Riviera 2 Highway 36 West, 885 32 6,562 6,602 8,968 8,053 6,740 5,431                    6,168 

Valley 8 Apartments Old Highway 8, 3050 85 11,085 9,910 12,626 13,491 11,637 12,593                12,702 

Victoria Place Victoria Street North, 2250 58 - 14,911 16,130 14,015 14,647 15,396                16,260 

Villa Park Community 

Condominiums

County Road B, 500 
95 15,890 14,276 18589 16,924 17,962 15,178                11,537 

Villas at Midland Hills Fulham Street, 2001 32 2,873 11,653 12,600 11,506 11,375 11,722                12,318 

6,049 889,659 1,103,172 1,161,075 1,154,984 1,095,854 1,065,358   1,059,275   

Municipal Buildings

Property Name Primary Address Sites
2006 

Total lbs.

2007 Total 

lbs.

2008 Total 

lbs.

2009 Total 

lbs.

2010 Total 

lbs.

 2011 Total 

lbs. 

 2012 Total 

lbs. 

Acorn Park County Road C, 286 1             -                -                -                -   -                       184              761 

Central Park Victoria West Victoria Street North, 2495 1             -                -                -                -                -   46                            741 

City Hall (Roseville) Civic Center Drive, 2660 1 28,244 28,474 24,682 20,562 21,228 21,590                18,786 

Evergreen Park Ballfield County Road B West, 1810 1 497 515 456 818 305 336                          404 

Fire Station 1 Roseville^ Lexington Avenue, 2701 1 3,226 3,630 2,134 2,058 2,063 1,890          **

Fire Station 3 Roseville Dale Street North, 2335 1 1,564 2,786 3,604 2,960 3,968 3,437                    2,911 

Golf Course (Roseville) Hamline Avenue, 2395 1 2,729 2,654 2,080 2,149 2,689 2,048                    2,093 

License Center Lexington Avenue, 2737 1 79 178 10 38 31 26               -              

Owasso Ballfields Victoria Avenue, 2659 1 120 36 400 361 295 -                           171 

Public Works Garage 

(Roseville)

Woodhill Drive, 1140
3 8,341 12,089 13,916 13,566 16,863 16,644                17,608 

Skating Center Civic Center Drive, 2661 2 4,877 5,038 5,244 3,938 5,057 7,514                    6,692 

State Farm Insurance Lexington Avenue North, 2201
1 - - 705 1,758 718 759                          241 

Wildlife Rehabilitation Center Dale Street North, 2530
1 14,607 13,948 12,726 12,513 11,840 10,509                  9,158 

16 64,283 69,348 65,957 60,720 65,057 64,983 59,566

Total Pounds - Residential

Total Pounds - Municipal



Nonprofits

Property Name Primary Address Sites
2006 

Total lbs.

2007 Total 

lbs.

2008 Total 

lbs.

2009 Total 

lbs.

2010 Total 

lbs.

 2011 Total 

lbs. 

 2012 Total 

lbs. 

Keystone Foodshelf 

(Roseville)
Hamline Ave North, 2833 1             -                -                -                -                -   14,258        27,119        

1             -                -                -                -                -   14,258        27,119        

2006 

Total lbs.

2007 Total 

lbs.

2008 Total 

lbs.

2009 Total 

lbs.

2010 Total 

lbs.

 2011 Total 

lbs. 

 2011 Total 

lbs. 

953,942 1,172,520 1,227,032 1,215,704 1,160,911 1,144,598   1,145,960   

Total Units in 2012 6,049

Total Units in 2011 5,999

Total Units in 2010 5,781

Total Units in 2009 5,781

Total Units in 2008 5,781

Total Units in 2007 5,662

Total Units in 2006 5,367

^2275 Rice Street canceled September 2010. Building is demolished

*Har Mar Apartments changed name to Sienna Green Apartments as of November 2010

~1705 Marion is a builing with no units, this was corrected in 2011. In 2010 it was reported with 3 units.

** Fire Station 1 was demolished and is being rebuilt. Will reopen in 2013

MultiFamily & Non-Residential Totals

Total Pounds - Nonprofits
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Eureka Recycling 

Composition Analysis Methodology 
 
Eureka Recycling collects materials in two streams: a “papers” stream 
consisting of various grades of paper (including cardboard), and a “containers” 
stream consisting of food and beverage containers (including glass, plastic 
bottles, and metal cans). As outlined in our contract, Eureka Recycling 
conducts an annual composition study of the two streams to create a basis on 
which the percent of each commodity collected in the two-stream 
commingled program can be estimated based upon total weight collected in 
the truck. 
 
Composition by Stream 
During the composition study, Eureka Recycling weighs each truck before  
and after tipping the papers to determine the weight of the papers and 
containers streams. Each truck has a stored tare weight that is updated regularly 
for accuracy. This weighing process allows us to determine what percentage of 
the total recycling collected makes up the papers stream, and what percentage 
makes up the containers stream. 
 
Composition by Commodity of Each Recycling Stream 

The composition study starts with 
Eureka Recycling storing all of the 
materials collected in the city in the 
containers stream during a one-
week period in a separate bunker 
from all other materials at the 
facility. Eureka Recycling sorts 
these containers by material 
separately from all other containers 
at the facility using the sort line. 
 

The sorted materials are then baled or put into a hopper and transported with a 
forklift to the truck scale to be weighed. Finally, Eureka Recycling weighs the 
total amount of each sorted material grade (including residual) to establish a 
percentage of composition each grade represents within the containers stream. 
 
The entire process is then repeated with the papers stream to establish a 
composition percentage of each grade of paper within the stream. 
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Eureka Recycling 

Participation Analysis Methodology 
 
 
Eureka Recycling conducts an annual participation study in which both  
set-out and participation rates are analyzed and documented. 
 
The set-out rate is the average number of households that set materials out 
for recycling collection on a given day. For example, every Monday for one 
month, collection drivers count the number of households that set out 
recycling on that day. Then the four numbers are averaged to determine the 
average number of households who set out recycling on a given Monday. 
 
The participation rate is the number of households who set materials out 
for recycling collection at least once over a period of one month. The 
participation rate is a better indication of overall recycling participation 
because it includes households that recycle at least once a month, 
recognizing that some households may not set out recycling every week. It 
more accurately indicates how many households are participating in the 
recycling program overall, as opposed to the number of participants on a 
specific day. 
  
 

 
 
Summary of Process  
The study spans one month of collections. Eureka Recycling selects random 
sections to study for each daily recycling route, each section being 
comprised of about 200 households per day, for a total study of over 1,000 
households. These same sections will be studied every year for consistency. 
Over a four-week period, Eureka Recycling tallies the exact number of 
households that set out recycling for collection in the morning of their 
collection day, before the driver services the section. The four-week study 
tracks recycling set-outs over the five days of collections during the week, 
totaling 20 days of set-out tracking. 



Roseville Public Works, Environment and 
Transportation Commission 

 
Agenda Item 

 
 
Date: March 26, 2013 Item No:  7   
 
 
Item Description: Solar Energy Presentation 
 
 
Background:   
Staff is discussing a potential solar energy project for city facilities with the City Council on 
March 25, 2013.  We would like to discuss the project with the Commission as well.  Attached is 
the background information provided to the City Council.  We hope to have a representative 
from the proposing firm to give a brief presentation or city staff will present the materials they 
present to the City Council.  
 
Recommended Action: 
Discuss the merits of the proposed project. 
 
Attachments: 
A. Council Action item for PV Solar Project 



 
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 Date: 3/25/2013 
 Item No.:  

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

Item Description: Discuss Solar PV Installations on City Hall and Maintenance Buildings 
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BACKGROUND 1 

Recently the City Manager and staff met with Powerfully Green, a solar energy installation 2 

company and their financial partner, Newport Partners LLC.  We discussed opportunities for PV 3 

(photovoltaic) solar energy installation on city facilities.  This company is working with the City 4 

of Champlin and the City of Lindstrom on installations on their facilities.  They use a Minnesota 5 

made solar panel in their installations.  Staff is aware of two Minnesota manufactures of solar 6 

panels.  This is important from a financing perspective due to Minnesota made tax credit 7 

opportunities. 8 

Solar installations are currently feasible due to tax credit opportunities and Xcel Energy rebate 9 

programs.  City staff provided energy use information from city hall and the maintenance 10 

building on the city campus to Powerfully Green and Newport Partners to determine the 11 

feasibility of installations on these facilities.  Their findings suggest a 40kw installation on each 12 

of the facilities is feasible.  This size system would require 25,000 square feet of solar panels on 13 

each installation.  There is adequate area on city hall/police and on the maintenance facilities for 14 

these installations.  The systems are connected to the building electrical panel and reduce the 15 

amount of electric energy purchased from Xcel.  They also feed power back onto Xcel’s grid if 16 

there is not enough demand from the facility to use the solar generated power.  40kw is the 17 

maximum installation under the rebate program through Xcel Energy per metered facility.  In 18 

order to take advantage of the tax credits available, the city would enter into a guaranteed energy 19 

savings contract with the owner of the installation.  The installation would be turned over to the 20 

city after a defined number of years.  The current proposal is to turn the installation over to the 21 

city after 6 years.  These types of projected are allowed under State Statute 471.345 Subdivision 22 

13 without following usual competitive bidding requirements.  There are other requirements in 23 

the statute that must be complied with for these projects. 24 

Staff has contacted the other Minnesota manufacturer of solar panels for comparison of available 25 

options for their product.  The City of Maplewood completed two installations of TenK Solar 26 

panels at their city hall and community center site last fall.  They will be reviewing performance 27 

information from their installations in the near future and offered to share it with Roseville staff. 28 

Representatives from Powerfully Green and Newport Partners will be at the meeting for a short 29 

presentation and the subsequent staff discussion with the Council. 30 

POLICY OBJECTIVE 31 

The City Council goals and strategic directives include sustainability as a priority.  Renewable 32 

power fits these goals and is also supported in the IR 2025 document. 33 
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 34 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 35 

This project could be funded by energy savings achieved in the 2012 budget year in the Building 36 

Maintenance area or capital improvements in the Building Fund.  The upfront cost to the city is 37 

approximately $66,000.  The total project cost is estimated at $660,000.  The payback in energy 38 

savings is 12- 13 years for the city’s initial investment with an additional projected $237,000 in 39 

energy savings in the first 30 years.  Additional savings would be realized in subsequent years.  40 

The projections include an assumed 4% inflation factor on energy costs. 41 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 42 

Staff recommends the City Council discuss the merits of solar installations on city facilities and 43 

consider authorizing staff to further study project feasibility and financing proposals from 44 

potential partners.  Staff may need to sign a non-binding letter of intent on behalf of the city to 45 

further a project to final proposal for consideration by the City Council.  Staff will come back to 46 

the Council with a specific recommendation at a future meeting. 47 

REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION 48 

Discuss Solar PV installations on city facilities and authorize staff to seek proposals for future 49 

consideration.  50 

 51 

Prepared by: Duane Schwartz, Public Works Director 
Attachments: A.  None 
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Date: March 26, 2013 Item No:  8   
 
 
Item Description: LED Retrofit Plan 
 
 
Background:   
The Commission previously discussed LED lighting and recommended the city move forward on 
a plan to retrofit city owned outdoor lighting.  The City Council appropriated $25,000 per year 
beginning in 2013 to replace or retrofit existing lighting systems.  Staff has a preliminary retrofit 
plan we will present at your meeting. 
 
Recommended Action: 
Comment on LED retrofit plan. 
 
Attachments: 
A. None 
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Date: March 26, 2013 Item No:  9 
 
 
Item Description: Look Ahead Agenda Items/ Next Meeting April 23, 2013 
 
 
Suggested Items: 

 Open Meeting Law Discussion with City Attorney 
 Discuss Co. Rd. B-2 Sidewalk Plan 
 Pathway Master Plan and NRATS Committee Update 
   

 
 
Recommended Action: 
Set preliminary agenda items for the April 23, 2013 Public Works, Environment & 
Transportation Commission meeting. 
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