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6:30 p.m. 1. Introductions/Roll Call 

 

6:35 p.m. 2. Public Comments  

 

6:40 p.m. 3. Approval of October 25 meeting minutes 

 

6:45 p.m. 4. Communication Items 

 

6:55 p.m. 5. Eureka Recycling 2015 Annual Report and 2017 Plan 

 

7:10 p.m. 6. 2017 Public Works Work Plan 

 

7:45 p.m. 7. Possible Items for Next Meeting – January 24, 2017 

 

7:50 p.m. 8. Adjourn to Maintenance Facility Tour 
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Roseville Public Works, Environment and 
Transportation Commission 

 
Agenda Item 

 
 
Date: November 29, 2016 Item No:  3 
 
 
Item Description: Approval of the October 26, 2016 Public Works Commission Minutes 
 
 
Attached are the minutes from the October 26, 2016 meeting. 
 
Recommended Action: 
Motion approving the minutes of October 26, 2016 subject to any necessary corrections or 
revision. 
 
 

Move:      
 
Second:      
 
 
Ayes:       
 
Nays:       
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Roseville Public Works, Environment 

 and Transportation Commission  

Meeting Minutes 
 

 

Tuesday, October 25, 2016, at 6:30 p.m. 

City Council Chambers, 2660 Civic Center Drive 

Roseville, Minnesota 55113 
 

 
1. Introduction / Call Roll  1 

Chair Cihacek Lenz called the meeting to order at approximately 6:30 p.m. and at 2 
his request, Assistant Public Works Director Jesse Freihammer called the roll. 3 
 4 
Present: Chair Brian Cihacek; Vice Chair Sarah Brodt Lenz and Members, 5 

Joe Wozniak, Duane Seigler, John Heimerl  6 
 7 
Absent:  Members Thomas Trainor, and Kody Thurnau 8 
 9 
Staff Present: Assistant Public Works Director Jesse Freihammer; 10 

Environmental Specialist Ryan Johnson; and Finance 11 
Director Chris Miller 12 

2. Public Comments 13 
None. 14 
 15 

3. Approval of September 27 and August 23, 2016 Meeting Minutes 16 
Comments and corrections to draft minutes had been submitted by PWETC 17 
commissioners prior to tonight’s meeting and those revisions incorporated into the 18 
draft presented in meeting materials. 19 
 20 
Member Wozniak moved, Member Seigler seconded, approval of the September 21 
27, 2016 meeting minutes as amended. 22 
 23 
Corrections: 24 

 Page 1, Line 10-11 and all subsequent references (Cihacek)  25 
Correct Title of Luke Sandstrom from City Engineer to staff Civil Engineer 26 

 27 
Ayes: 5 28 
Nays: 0 29 
Motion carried. 30 
 31 
Member Lenz moved, Member Heimerl seconded, approval of the August 23, 2016 32 
meeting minutes as presented. 33 

 34 
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Ayes: 5 35 
Nays: 0 36 
Motion carried. 37 
 38 

4. Communication Items 39 
Assistant Public Works Director Freihammer provided additional comments and a 40 
brief review and update on projects and maintenance activities listed in the staff 41 
report dated October 25, 2016.   42 
 43 
Discussion included projected date for presentation of the latest solar installation 44 
update to the City Council; and preparation by the Public Works crew of snow 45 
vehicles and personnel training on that equipment in the next few weeks. 46 
 47 

5. Proposed 2017 Utility Rates 48 
Finance Director Chris Miller presented the proposed 2017 utility rates, to be 49 
presented to the City Council in November for their consideration and approval.  50 
Mr. Miller noted that utility funds are considered “Enterprise Funds” and therefore 51 
restricted to funding those respective utilities.  Mr. Miller advised that utility rates 52 
are reviewed annually and set to sustain the operations and capital needs of each.   53 
 54 
Finance Director Miller outlined staff recommendations for those 2017 rates in a 55 
memorandum dated October 15, 2016 entitled “2017 Utility Rate Review & 56 
Recommendation (Attachment A); and sought feedback from the PWETC. 57 
 58 
Chair Cihacek noted the City of Roseville differed compared to the practices of 59 
most other communities in that its base rates for water and sewer were the only 60 
funding source used, with no assessments to property owners to maintain that 61 
infrastructure. 62 
 63 
Member Lenz clarified that meant that the city’s rates were not the same as actual 64 
costs, with other cities having similar costs, but recovering them through different 65 
means. 66 
 67 
Finance Director Miller concurred; noting that all metropolitan cities pay the same 68 
amount to the Metropolitan Council for sanitary sewer services annually on an 69 
equitable basis; with water usage based on the cost of purchasing wholesale water 70 
projected by the St. Paul Regional Water System (SPRWS) for the upcoming year.  71 
Mr. Miller noted base fees covered fixed costs while usage fees covered variable 72 
costs.  The definitions of those costs were detailed in Mr. Miller’s operational 73 
review, as well as other determining factors including capital replacement needs 74 
and customer counts, consumptions patterns, and rate structures.  Mr. Miller also 75 
noted the city was subject to the rate increases applied by the Metropolitan Council 76 
and SPRWS with limited negotiations available for the city to impact those annual 77 
percentage changes. 78 
 79 
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At the request of Chair Cihacek, Finance Director Miller reviewed the use of 80 
reserves in each utility infrastructure fund, as isolated and segregated to ensure 81 
transparency and for management purposes.  Mr. Miller advised that some outside 82 
restrictions applied to these cash reserves, thus their segregation not only for the 83 
water and sewer utilities, but in other areas of government accounting.  Depending 84 
on infrastructure replacement cycles, Mr. Miller advised those cash reserves could 85 
spike or diminish from year to year depending on that schedule. 86 
 87 
Finance Director Miller reviewed each fund, responding to questions and 88 
comments of the PWETC. 89 
 90 
Water Operations (Attachment A, page 2) 91 
Chair Cihacek pointed out an apparent error in the 2nd table (water operations) 92 
between lines 34 – 38 (Revenues, Interest Earnings) showing “zero percent” 93 
increase or decrease in 2017, when an increase is actually projected based on 94 
anticipated increases in those interest earnings.  Finance Director Miller thanked 95 
Chair Cihacek for pointing that error out. 96 
 97 
Sanitary Sewer Operations (Attachment A, page 3) 98 
Finance Director Miller reported that the Metropolitan Council is undertaking 99 
significant infrastructure replacement on their trunk line, running through 100 
Roseville, and would be passing on those capital improvement costs on to their 101 
customers.  However, Mr. Miller noted this large percentage increase should be 102 
balanced by smaller increases in water and storm sewer utility costs for customers. 103 
 104 
At the request of Chair Cihacek, Mr. Miller advised that staff was usually able to 105 
balance rates to present steep spikes such as in this utility fund for 2017, but 106 
admitted this huge increase from the Metropolitan Council had caught staff by 107 
surprise even with the continued monitoring.  Mr. Miller noted that Roseville water 108 
flows had been dropping over the years, but not to any significant amount; and 109 
compared to other cities, Roseville was taking a bigger hit than those other cities 110 
resulting in opposite course corrections in the past.  Over the long-term, Mr. Miller 111 
reported the rate increases realized by Roseville from the Metropolitan Council had 112 
been much closer to inflationary impacts; but reiterated this one stood out as an 113 
anomaly. 114 
 115 
At the request of Member Seigler, Finance Director Miller confirmed that the City 116 
of Roseville was tied to using the Metropolitan Council’s services versus being able 117 
to revert to private septic systems or other options such as building its own wells.  118 
 119 
Specific to water, given economies of scale with St. Paul, Mr. Miller clarified that 120 
the City of Roseville could not replicate that service, upon investigation several 121 
years ago.  Mr. Miller further clarified that with the contractual relationship in 122 
place, St. Paul costs didn’t bleed over into the broader system and other 123 
communities purchasing water from the (SPRWS) with a formula in place and only 124 
shared equipment costs captured based on a proportionate share, and nothing more.  125 
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Mr. Miller advised that the only other costs were other infrastructure costs shared 126 
for mains over to the Roseville booster station, based on a formula and long-term 127 
contract and relationship.  Mr. Miller advised that the contract is reviewed and 128 
renegotiated at each renewal; typically over a twenty-year term, with the next 129 
renewal in approximately 6 – 8 years.  Mr. Miller advised that the only other option 130 
for water usage would be partnering with other communities, such as Minneapolis 131 
or others with their own well systems, since SPRWS uses recharged surface water 132 
versus underground water from aquifers.  133 
 134 
Member Lenz asked how this worked for homes on the border of Roseville with 135 
adjacent communities. 136 
 137 
Assistant Public Works Director Freihammer advised that the majority of those 138 
homes (e.g. Larpenteur Avenue) were on the City of Roseville’s system and in some 139 
cases the city may have St. Paul residents on its system and vice versa; with billing 140 
done for those crossovers by the city they’re located in and then adjusted between 141 
cities accordingly. 142 
 143 
Member Wozniak questioned why, if Roseville’s water usage and sewer flows were 144 
declining or at least not as high as surrounding communities, yet the costs applied 145 
by the Metropolitan Council were going up 19%. 146 
 147 
Finance Director Miller agreed that was correct for the last fiscal year, with flows 148 
dropping for sewer.  However, he noted the other 100 communities in the 149 
Metropolitan Council’s system experienced even less usage and flows and 150 
therefore, since the reverse had been true in the past with Roseville receiving the 151 
benefit of those calculations, this round the City of Roseville was getting hit harder 152 
for 2017.   153 
 154 
Member Wozniak asked if part of this was due to those other communities having 155 
a better handle on their I & I than Roseville. 156 
 157 
Assistant Public Works Director Freihammer stated it could also be based on more 158 
water use demand or growth in a community.   159 
 160 
Chair Cihacek asked how much I & I was inflating these numbers. 161 
 162 
Assistant Public Works Director Freihammer agreed that the Metropolitan Council 163 
metered any flow going into the system and charged accordingly; and while the 164 
City of Roseville had been on their I & I list for needed corrections and 165 
improvements, he advised in the last correspondence this summer it had not 166 
exceeded that threshold, even though the threshold continued to be ramped lower.  167 
Mr. Freihammer opined that the city continued to make progress on their I & I rates, 168 
with the annual main lining projects being undertaken.  Mr. Freihammer noted that 169 
the Metropolitan Council was also performing their own infrastructure 170 
improvements on their main system, as noted by Finance Director Miller, opining 171 
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it would be interesting to see how that directly impacted and hopefully reduced  the 172 
City of Roseville’s flow, since that was applied to Roseville’s calculations.  173 
However, overall, Mr. Freihammer reiterated that the city had made significant 174 
gains in I & I to-date. 175 
 176 
At the request of Member Seigler as to proportional percentages, Finance Director 177 
Miller advised that staff always built in a cushion in rates intended to protect utility 178 
customers; but admitted it was an imperfect science affected by customer usage and 179 
past history.  Mr. Miller advised that staff assumptions were usually accurate, rates 180 
sometimes were purposely held off versus increasing those rates in favor of another 181 
utility if funding for that particular utility was falling behind another.  Mr. Miller 182 
noted the healthy cash reserves in the Sewer Fund resulted in staff intentionally 183 
recommending that rates not increase as much in that fund.  However, with the 184 
significant investments of late for the Water Fund (e.g. infrastructure improvements 185 
and water tower rehabilitation, and automatic read meters), Mr. Miller noted staff 186 
had applied some science and art in the overall rate structure to keep increases to 187 
homeowners and businesses somewhat stable, resulting in the recommended 5% 188 
overall increase for 2017.  Mr. Miller noted this would balance some of the bigger 189 
increases and soften the blow and sequence timing to offset each other long-term. 190 
 191 
At the request of Member Seigler, Finance Director Miller confirmed that the 192 
Metropolitan Council’s fee would increase by 19% in 2017 and was based on 193 
estimated flows; but noted staff had built in a cushion in the fund in past years to 194 
provide some cushion for customers.  Mr. Miller advised that staff uses historical 195 
and projected data from real and estimated flows to adjust City of Roseville rates 196 
accordingly; keeping in mind Metropolitan Council rates are always one year 197 
behind.  Mr. Miller noted that, relative to 2015, even though City of Roseville flows 198 
have decreased, the other 100 communities collectively had decreased their flows 199 
even more. 200 
 201 
Member Seigler questioned how many other companies could increase their rates 202 
by 19% and expect to stay in business. 203 
 204 
Finance Director Miller advised that when viewed system-wide, the Metropolitan 205 
Council’s rates didn’t constitute that much in the big picture. 206 
 207 
Public Works Director Freihammer concurred, noting that the Metropolitan 208 
Council continued to ramp up their infrastructure asset management and 209 
replacement rates based on the age of their infrastructure, similar to those steps 210 
being undertaken by the City of Roseville and other older communities in the 211 
metropolitan area.  Mr. Freihammer referenced at least three of those recent 212 
improvements within the Roseville portion of their system as throughout the entire 213 
system.  Mr. Freihammer noted just one of those projects had amounted to over $30 214 
million.  Mr. Freihammer noted upcoming Metropolitan Council projects affecting 215 
Roseville included Villa Park at Dale Street and County Road B; Southwest border 216 
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at County Road D next to Valley Park; and an additional section between Old 217 
Highway 88 and Long Lake Boulevard. 218 
 219 
Storm Drainage Operations (Attachment A, pages 3-4) 220 
No comments resulted from Finance Director Miller’s summary for this utility. 221 
 222 
Recycling Operations (Attachment A, pages 4-5) 223 
Finance Director Miller advised that the new Eureka contract as proposed, but still 224 
being negotiated, had been incorporated and rate adjustments made in response to 225 
a 2% increase from the contractor for Roseville customers for curbside collection 226 
and taking into consideration variables with the revenue sharing component.  At 227 
this point, Mr. Miller advised that staff assumptions on the 2017 rates anticipated 228 
no revenue share; and the proposed rate increase to customers was recommended 229 
by staff at 16%.  However, Mr. Miller noted that the City Council may decide that 230 
90 cent increase for 2017 may be too large and choose to spend down reserves in 231 
the Fund.  As more is learned as the next 5 year contract is finalized, Mr. Miller 232 
noted the market share may stabilize and improve and increase revenue sharing 233 
projections, subsequently impacting the rates for 2018 and 2019.   234 
  235 
At the request of Member Wozniak, Finance Director Miller confirmed that the 236 
multi-family and single-family recycling rates were the same.  Member Wozniak 237 
stated his understanding was that the proposed costs were based on per pull versus 238 
per unit. 239 
 240 
Environmental Specialist Johnson clarified that the single-family and multi-family 241 
units were billed quarterly at a consistent rate; but that the Eureka charge to the city 242 
was addressed on a per unit or per pull basis. 243 
 244 
Recommended Rates for 2017 (Attachment A, pages 5–6) 245 
Finance Director Miller reviewed the rates per category and fund as detailed. 246 
 247 
Referencing Attachment A, page 6 in the stormwater base rate category of 248 
“Cemeteries and Golf Course” and proposed rate comparisons between 2016 and 249 
2017, Chair Cihacek noted the relatively low rate structure, and sought rationale for 250 
those historical and proposed rate. 251 
 252 
Finance Director Miller estimated the rationale was based on those properties being 253 
open space without much run-off. 254 
 255 
Chair Cihacek opined that if the charge was based on consumption, golf courses 256 
and cemeteries would be significant water users for irrigation purposes at least.  257 
Therefore, Chair Cihacek asked if the city was recouping its actual costs for that 258 
water usage compared to this rate structure. 259 
 260 
Finance Director Miller clarified this rate category was for stormwater base rates, 261 



 

Page 7 of 20 

not based on water consumption, suspecting the intent when established was based 262 
on that stormwater never leaving the site, even if irrigating. 263 
 264 
Chair Cihacek reiterated his concern that there may be disparities for a rate structure 265 
in that specific category with other elements that came into that cost; and asked if 266 
those properties paid more for their higher water usage or if they were receiving a 267 
preferential rate structure for other utility fees for this type of use. 268 
 269 
Assistant Public Works Director Freihammer concurred that there typically wasn’t 270 
a lot of runoff on these properties, with most contained on site, resulting in lower 271 
stormwater aspects and impacts, and not much runoff to roads.  Mr. Freihammer 272 
noted their sanitary sewer usage would be based on their actual demand, which 273 
would be minimal since typically they only had one stub to their office building or 274 
club house, similar to other commercial uses. 275 
 276 
Chair Cihacek noted typical park water use was three times higher than the 277 
cemetery and golf course category. 278 
 279 
Finance Director Miller noted city-owned parks don’t pay for utilities and advised 280 
that that rate structure had been designed for private parks, even though there 281 
currently were none; but stated he suspected at one point the City of Roseville 282 
decided to adopt its rate structure accordingly. 283 
 284 
At the request of Chair Cihacek, Finance Director Miler clarified that Midland Hills 285 
and Cedarholm Golf Courses both pay these rates.  However, Mr. Miller advised 286 
that the city did an internal charge for water to the golf course that was then 287 
deducted from their operating revenues.  However, Mr. Miller admitted Chair 288 
Cihacek’s question was fair for the city’s engineering staff to review the 289 
calculations that went into that initial rate structure; with Mr. Freihammer opining 290 
the initial analysis was based on runoff calculations. 291 
 292 
Chair Cihacek opined that he found the rates too low comrade to the water usage 293 
or what was known about the runoff; especially given the high fertilizer usage on 294 
this type of property that obviously ended up running off into the citywide 295 
stormwater system. 296 
 297 
Assistant Public Works Director Freihammer duly noted that input. 298 
 299 
Member Lenz noted that the single-family residential and duplex stormwater base 300 
rate for 2017 was recommended at $12.95, no matter how big or small the 301 
residence.  Member Lenz expressed concern that this didn’t take into account those 302 
customers attempting to manage their stormwater runoff through any number of 303 
best practice management projects (BMP) or through conscientious care to address 304 
that runoff.   305 
 306 



 

Page 8 of 20 

Environmental Specialist Ryan Johnson noted credits could be applied for if a 307 
resident certified their rain garden or other BMP and memorialized reductions in 308 
their runoff percentages accordingly. 309 
 310 
Member Lenz asked if this is widely known; and how residents found out about 311 
this credit program. 312 
 313 
Environmental Specialist Johnson noted that the city continued to see new 314 
applications for BMP’s annually, while there weren’t a significant number 315 
happening, reporting he’d only seen one application this year to-date.  Mr. Johnson 316 
advised that typically residents install them resulting in a decrease of 25% to 75% 317 
depending on their location on the property.  Mr. Johnson advised that credits are 318 
available in any one of the three watershed districts within the City of Roseville; 319 
with grants available for those BMP’s that qualify to help residents achieve their 320 
long-term payback on the project. 321 
 322 
Member Lenz opined that this should be very appealing to those residents seeking 323 
to care for the environment, especially when you could receive credit for taking the 324 
initiative to do a BMP. 325 
 326 
At the request of Member Wozniak, Environmental Specialist Johnson advised that 327 
business and industrial categories were also eligible for BMP credits; and reported 328 
three industrial sites to-date with approved credits, but no businesses up to this 329 
point.  Mr. Johnson noted different credit bases depending on the runoff volume 330 
captured and type of use. Mr. Johnson noted it was considerably more expensive to 331 
do BMP’s on industrial sites due to their nature of larger sites and higher 332 
impervious surfaces; but also providing greater benefits and credits for them and 333 
the broader community’s stormwater system and ultimately area water bodies and 334 
water quality concerns. 335 
 336 
Water Usage History and Rate Comparisons (Attachment A, pages 6-11) 337 
Finance Director Miller concluded with some historic information on usages for 338 
average single-family homes in Roseville, citywide consumption histories and 339 
changes in consumer behavior over the years.  Mr. Miller noted the current water 340 
rate structure provided some incentives to encourage water use reductions, while 341 
higher rates for users found to have excessive usage.  Mr. Miller also provided 342 
comparison rates with Roseville and peer communities. 343 
 344 
If individual PWETC members had additional questions or feedback, Finance 345 
Director Miller encouraged them to email them to Assistant Public Works Director 346 
Freihammer to forward to the Finance Department for his response. 347 
 348 

6. Eureka Recycling 2016 Update 349 
Given last night’s City Council direction to city staff to continue negotiations with 350 
Eureka based on their concerns with the proposed floor price and revenue sharing 351 
with the new contract, Environmental Specialist Johnson reported that the 352 
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scheduled annual report and next year plan from Eureka originally scheduled for 353 
tonight’s meeting had been postponed. 354 
 355 
Based on City Council concerns raised at their meeting last night, Environmental 356 
Specialist Johnson reviewed historical revenue sharing revenue for the city and 357 
reductions from revenue in 2014 of $62,000 to approximately $1,000 in 2015.  358 
While 2016 is showing a potential uptick after April, estimated at $7,000 at this 359 
point, Mr. Johnson noted the variables seen in that commodity market.  Mr. Johnson 360 
reviewed existing revenue share provisions in the current three-year contract, 361 
expiring the end of 2016, and the proposed plan and floor price provisions in the 362 
proposed five-year contract starting in January of 2017.  Mr. Johnson addressed 363 
current and anticipated markets and risks for the city and Eureka based on contract 364 
language and ongoing negotiations.  Mr. Johnson noted the City Council’s concerns 365 
requesting continued negotiations to lower the city’s risk while recognizing the 366 
impacts for Eureka. For those interested in more detail, Mr. Johnson referred the 367 
PWETC to the city website to view last night’s City Council meeting for that 368 
particular discussion. 369 
 370 
Member Lenz asked how many more negotiations could be accomplished before 371 
the need arose to reissue a new Request for Proposals (RFP). 372 
 373 
Environmental Specialist Johnson opined those negotiations could remain 374 
significant, with the city having until December 31, 2016 before the current contract 375 
expires; and since Eureka owns the existing carts, it wouldn’t prove too problematic 376 
if negotiations weren’t concluded by then, with an extension possible, even though 377 
Eureka would basically have the city at their mercy as to what they could charge 378 
for their services at that point.  Mr. Johnson expressed assurance with the long-term 379 
good working relationship with Eureka; and anticipated a favorable and timely 380 
resolution. 381 
 382 
At the request of Chair Cihacek, Environmental Specialist Johnson confirmed that 383 
for 2017 budget purposes, no revenue share had been projected; with the intent 384 
going forward to use actual revenue share from the prior year to set customer rates 385 
for the following year rather than the current use of projected revenue share in 386 
setting those rates.  Mr. Ryan noted with the new formula, City Council concerns 387 
are if there were no floor structure in the contract, the city may have to pay Eureka, 388 
creating a risk for the city if and when commodities markets drop.  For instance, in 389 
2015, under current contract language, Eureka had to absorb a loss of $34,000 when 390 
the market dropped; and if under the proposed contract, the city would have shared 391 
or absorbed the loss and been required to pay Eureka $22,000 instead. 392 
 393 
At the request of Member Wozniak, Environmental Specialist Johnson reviewed 394 
the reserves currently available in the Recycling Fund, and efforts to keep the Fund 395 
sustainable rather than continuing to dip into it to make a contract work.  Mr. 396 
Johnson advised that the intent was instead to have a contract and agreement in 397 
place to reduce city risk as much as possible, ideally by building up the reserves 398 
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more to improve on the community’s recycling efforts and options (e.g. park 399 
recycling).   400 
 401 
Chair Cihacek noted the vendor risk based on uncontrollable markets, especially 402 
based on glass recyclables making up such a significant portion of materials 403 
collected in Roseville. 404 
 405 
Environmental Specialist Johnson agreed that glass represented 21% of the city’s 406 
recyclables right now; and if the city shifted its revenue share risk to Eureka, it 407 
would also increase or impact the city’s processing cost or per unit cost, since 408 
Eureka couldn’t realistically continue taking an annual hit of $30,000 or more as a 409 
non-profit intended to grow and expand with their plans for capital improvements 410 
and zero waste lab.  Mr. Johnson noted Eureka had risk concerns similar to the city. 411 
 412 
Discussion ensued related to the international commodity market due to no 413 
domestic market for most recyclables; assurances that a contractor recycled all 414 
materials collected curbside versus past issues with contractors landfilling those 415 
items collected; intended presentation by Eureka at an upcoming PWETC meeting 416 
to provide their year-end report once negotiations were completed at the City 417 
Council level; and positives of Roseville continuing to work with Eureka to retain 418 
its high participation rate and outreach and educational efforts by Eureka with 419 
residents to-date evidenced by increased tonnage over the last year, even with 420 
instituting single sort and retaining less than 2% residuals. 421 
 422 
In conclusion, Environmental Specialist Johnson reviewed intentions for the pilot 423 
program for park recycling under the new contract; possible changes in the price 424 
for parking lot and building walk-up recovery; and work with the Parks & 425 
Recreation Department staff and advisory commission, along with the PWETC and 426 
Public Works Department staff.  Mr. Johnson addressed the concerns with pick-up 427 
on pathways based on their type and location.  Mr. Johnson advised that the initial 428 
focus would be on Central Park as the most used park and providing good access, 429 
with Eureka providing an analysis of materials collected, apparent interest of park 430 
users, and the amount of contamination occurring, a driving force for Eureka and 431 
the city for future park sites and costs. 432 
 433 

7. Comprehensive Surface Water Management Plan Update 434 
Assistant Public Works Director re-introduced Ms. Rebecca Nestingen, with SEH, 435 
for the next discussion with the PWETC on Sections 4 and 5 of the current 436 
Comprehensive Surface Water Management Plan and updates for the next iteration.  437 
Ms. Nestingen provided an outline of tonight’s discussion (Attachment A) of the 438 
goals and policies, along with current potential issues going forward in this cycle 439 
of the ten-year update to the current Plan. 440 
 441 
Ms. Nestingen offered the PWETC preliminary results of public input to-date based 442 
on an electronic resident survey (still functioning) and discussion topic on the 443 
“Speak Up! Roseville” website (5 responses).  Ms. Nestingen reviewed the top 444 



 

Page 11 of 20 

priorities and areas of greatest impact or threat to water resources addressed and 445 
ranked by the public to-date.  Ms. Nestingen encouraged individual PWETC 446 
members to participate in the electronic survey. 447 
 448 
Discussion included how the minimal responses compared to other communities 449 
and their rankings (similar to Burnsville rankings and trending there based on 80 450 
responses); invalidity of the survey at this point given the few responses received; 451 
how to promote the survey to receive additional participation; and other electronic 452 
options to push involvement and public feedback. 453 
 454 
Assistant Public Works Director Freihammer advised that his staff would work 455 
with the Communication Department to emphasize and promote the electronic 456 
survey. 457 
 458 
Chair Cihacek opined that given the number of households in Roseville, the survey 459 
results to-date were insufficient to indicate any accurate trends. 460 
 461 
Member Lenz encouraged Ms. Nestingen and city staff to rethink community 462 
outreach, utilizing all current technology to increase that participation. 463 
 464 
Specific to water quality issues displayed by Ms. Nestingen, Member Wozniak 465 
asked if there was data and measurements available from other agencies (e.g. 466 
Department of Natural Resources, Ramsey County Public Works, etc.) that would 467 
provide additional data but had already been published.  Member Wozniak opined 468 
that data would help inform the city’s plan, and be helpful for residents if accurately 469 
reflecting the Roseville water quality picture. 470 
 471 
Ms. Nestingen responded that such data wasn’t in the current plan, but could be 472 
added to the plan update. 473 
 474 
As suggested by Member Heimerl, Chair Cihacek agreed that providing 475 
comparison survey analysis with other area communities (e.g. Cities of Shoreview, 476 
Arden Hills and New Brighton) could provide and supplement the City of  Roseville 477 
survey for an apples to apples comparison and provide higher niche data allowing 478 
for better judgment overall. 479 
 480 
Assistant Public Works Director Freihammer noted city staff would also be doing 481 
this process with the City of Falcon Heights, even though it had no water bodies 482 
within their jurisdiction, similar questions could be reflective of their community 483 
as well.  Mr. Freihammer stated staff and Ms. Freihammer would accept as many 484 
results as were forthcoming. 485 
 486 
Member Lenz contributed the lack of survey responses to a communication 487 
problem, with the PWETC not even aware of the survey available online. 488 
 489 
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Environmental Specialist Johnson committed to also talk to the city’s 490 
Communications Department seeking a more robust promotion plan. 491 
 492 
Member Wozniak suggested having Public Works Department crews, normally out 493 
and about within the community, promote the survey to the public as well, 494 
especially since they were often on the front line as issues came up. 495 
 496 
Chair Cihacek suggested a subset of data for city staff, City Council, other advisory 497 
commissions, and PWETC survey responses that would complement the public 498 
data to determine shared patterns. 499 
 500 
Ms. Nestingen continued her presentation as she reviewed each Goal as outlined in 501 
Attachment A, seeking PWETC feedback on the current plan and any updates or 502 
changes they’d like for those current seven goals. 503 
 504 
Goal 1 - Flood Protection and Runoff Management 505 
Discussion on this goal included whether or not these goals, last updated and/or 506 
established in 2013, were still adequate; recognizing the city had done made 507 
considerable improvements over the last few years, and what additional monies and 508 
projects are under consideration in the next ten-year cycle; and city goals versus 509 
using this plan as a steering document for the next ten years. 510 
 511 
At the request of Chair Cihacek, Mr. Johnson clarified that a number of the items 512 
identified in sections of the plan were by reference either statutory or incorporated 513 
from other agencies (e.g. DNR or watershed districts), basically serving as an 514 
overlay stormwater district to meet their requirements and any applicable criteria 515 
to do so; with the city using those references to build its own ordinance. 516 
 517 
Ms. Nestingen noted that the city’s ordinance could be more restrictive versus a 518 
standard boiler plate (e.g. elevation changes and high water levels of a water body) 519 
beyond meeting the minimum DNR suggestions (e.g. “free-boarding” minimums 520 
at 1’ versus other communities choosing to be more restrictive at 2’).  Mr. Johnson 521 
further noted that the city’s current minimum is 2’ while the Capitol Region 522 
Watershed District’s minimum is 3’. 523 
 524 
Member Lenz noted a number of these things are incomprehensible to the average, 525 
single-family homeowners; and suggested something be added to define city goals, 526 
applicable policies, and how those affect the average resident without so much 527 
technical jargon.  For instance, with the popularity and value of rain gardens or 528 
other stormwater management options, Member Lenz suggested making the goals 529 
more interesting and personal; and alerting residents to city assistance and rationale 530 
for them helping the city achieve those goals for their broader benefit. 531 
 532 
Mr. Johnson duly noted that suggestion. 533 

 534 
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Addressing looking ahead (e.g. parking lots), Mr. Freihammer noted triggers when 535 
additional impervious surfaces are being considered (e.g. reconstructing parking 536 
lots) and information proposed at next month’s PWETC meeting to discuss those 537 
triggers, and research from other cities and watershed districts as to how to identify 538 
that threshold or interpret further restrictions or requirements to mitigate larger 539 
parking surfaces. 540 
 541 
Further discussion included probability projections for 100 year rainfall events and 542 
shifts from previous precipitation data as more intense rainfalls are realized; and 543 
flexibility of this plan update to reference and incorporate those higher volumes 544 
during that time period; identifying data now being used versus past use of “Atlas 545 
14” data; and whether certain areas of the city needed more strict requirements for 546 
flood areas versus those allowed more leniency where no or little flooding was 547 
experienced. 548 
 549 
Additional discussion included newly-constructed stormwater retention ponds and 550 
city-required emergency overflow spillways or larger retention ponds in those areas 551 
already recognized as being more susceptible based on historical flooding and 552 
current/relevant climate data (changes to #4, 5 and 6 accordingly). 553 
 554 
Mr. Johnson clarified that, in part of the plan, areas considered “flood prone” were 555 
identified and language changed to add more protection for those areas, not specific 556 
goals, but just added language within the flood portion of the plan and 557 
corresponding maps giving more leeway for flood zones instead of using normal 558 
standards based on lower probabilities. 559 
 560 
Member Wozniak noted #7 related to minimizing impervious surface, and recent 561 
City Council approval for a residential stormwater fee for purchasing credits to 562 
allow more impervious surface areas. 563 
 564 
Mr. Freihammer clarified that the intent of the fee was in lieu of mitigating efforts 565 
on site that were not feasible; and noted this did not encourage impervious 566 
coverage, but required sequencing and mitigate on-site if at all possible; and only 567 
allowed if no stormwater structure was available to tie into or contaminated soils 568 
that may be tapped into would cause more harm. 569 
 570 
Goal 2 - Surface Water Protection 571 
Discussion included the City Council’s adoption of a lower threshold (4,000 versus 572 
10,000 square feet); goals for water quality as addressed by flood protection, 573 
encouragement for rain gardens and other BMP options; identifying the purpose of 574 
a rain gardens and underground BMP’s for larger areas: all goals to reflect a broad 575 
spectrum of goals and policies for the city. 576 
 577 
Chair Cihacek asked where actual code enforcement for wetland areas and zoning 578 
regulations would be addressed in the plan language for city enforcement for 579 
wetland use. 580 
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Member Seigler noted #3 and 4 as well and the need to link them to city code or 581 
ordinance. 582 
 583 
Mr. Freihammer and Ms. Nestingen duly noted that suggestion for a direct 584 
reference as applicable; even though most ordinances were included in the appendix 585 
to the plan. 586 
 587 
If not already addressed, Chair Cihacek suggested the addition of Strategy #6 to 588 
enforce it as a mechanism for increased code enforcement as it related to wetlands 589 
and any new structures in those areas. 590 
 591 
Mr. Freihammer noted old things were grandfathered in, but the goal could ensure 592 
that new changes were adequately captured and addressed. 593 
 594 
Chair Cihacek opined that many problems result from those properties 595 
grandfathered in; and suggested that they be identified and specifically located; and 596 
if a uniform ordinance addressed everything or various ordinances here and in other 597 
areas, or if it consisted of a series of regulations, and how that was addressed.  Chair 598 
Cihacek further opined that the current inventory and categories, especially those 599 
grandfathered properties, needed to be re-evaluated to ensure uniform enforcement. 600 
 601 
At the request of the PWETC, Ms. Nestingen advised that the plan update would 602 
include an acronym section to make it more user-friendly. 603 
 604 
Goal 3 – Groundwater Protection  605 
At the request of Member Heimerl, Mr. Johnson addressed groundwater elevation 606 
versus the quality of groundwater in aquifers and wellhead protection areas; a few 607 
remaining abandoned wells in NE Roseville and needing monitoring and wellhead 608 
protection consideration, especially those not yet capped. 609 
 610 
If only those two specific situations are being monitored, Chair Cihacek asked how 611 
Item #1 in this goal is even relevant. 612 
 613 
Ms. Nestingen responded that the reference in #1 was intended to determine 614 
infiltration practices and which BMP’s would be appropriate in a certain areas.  Ms. 615 
Nestingen advised that cities generally regulate to avoid infiltration practices in 616 
wellhead protection areas if considered vulnerable, or there was a potential for 617 
contaminating source water for drinking wells.  However, Ms. Nestingen noted this 618 
wasn’t applicable to the majority of Roseville. 619 
 620 
Chair Cihacek sought clarification as to whether it needed to be addressed as a 621 
bullet point or elsewhere since it wasn’t applicable to most of Roseville. 622 
 623 
Given the wellhead protection area, Member Wozniak opined it should remain. 624 
 625 
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Mr. Freihammer noted there was always the potential that this could change, if an 626 
adjacent community changed its area and drilled a well, it could potentially affect 627 
a larger area. 628 
 629 
At the request of Member Wozniak, Mr. Freihammer reported the city was aware 630 
of twenty residences still hooked to private wells or private wells still in use and 631 
not connected to city water.  Member Wozniak also asked if by the city tracking 632 
that data, if it played into this goal at all. 633 
 634 
Mr. Johnson advised that the Minnesota Department of Health (MDH) and other 635 
agencies had data on abandoned wells on properties; and if they were still open and 636 
active (e.g. not sealed) and their direct connection to the aquifer.  Acknowledging 637 
that there were twenty known active wells yet in Roseville, Mr. Johnson noted there 638 
may be hundreds across the city that had been abandoned but not sealed.  639 
 640 
At the request of Member Wozniak, Mr. Johnson advised that the data could be 641 
researched through the MDH and Soil & Water district.  Member Wozniak opined 642 
the city should quantify active and inactive/not sealed wells to protect the 643 
groundwater as a resource.  As an example, Member Wozniak referenced a property 644 
across the street from the City Hall campus currently under discussion as a potential 645 
development expansion that may be one of those sites needing a well abandoned. 646 
 647 
This suggestion was duly by Mr. Johnson. 648 
 649 
Goal 4 – Public Education and Outreach 650 
Chair Cihacek noted the need to remember to have hard copies available for 651 
residents for their access to education and public outreach, not just online options 652 
(e.g. stormwater pollution prevention plan). 653 
 654 
In Item #4, the PWETC asked that all public comment be sought, including from 655 
the City Council and across city advisory commissions. 656 
 657 
Member Wozniak suggested the education and outreach include “information 658 
boards” such as at the aerator on Bennett Lake to explain to the public what was 659 
happening and why, and tie it into the city’s overall stormwater management plan; 660 
providing opportunities to increase the involvement of the public in the overall 661 
picture. 662 
 663 
Chair Cihacek noted Item #7, modeling interpretative sites; with Member Lenz 664 
suggesting such an interpretative site could be the boardwalk at the Harriet 665 
Alexander Nature Center (HANC) to educate people on the value of having 666 
swamps. 667 
 668 
At the request of Chair Cihacek, Mr. Freihammer clarified the intent in using the 669 
term “city,” to mean the city as a whole, the City Council and staff inclusive. 670 
 671 
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Member Lenz suggested adding “members of the general public” to that to appeal 672 
to involving the entire community in these efforts; indicating that everyone is 673 
responsible for the outcome. 674 
 675 
Goal 5 – Pollution Prevention and Maintenance 676 
Ms. Nestingen reported that this goal was wide-ranging, and tied into the city’s 677 
MS4 and NDPES permit. 678 
 679 
Member Wozniak suggested modifying Item #1 to include Ramsey County 680 
Organics Collection sites; and further suggested including pet waste clean-up. 681 
 682 
Mr. Freihammer noted these were all part of the specific mandated requirements in 683 
the Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan. 684 
 685 
Member Wozniak asked if there was anything addressing yard waste going into the 686 
stormwater system. 687 
 688 
Mr. Johnson responded that it was addressed in the city’s nuisance code and Illicit 689 
Discharge Ordinance.  Mr. Johnson reported that the Public Works crew provided 690 
educational notices based on their observations when out and about, and used door 691 
hangers to help with those educational efforts.  At the request of Member Wozniak, 692 
Mr. Johnson noted this was referenced in Item #3 of this goal.  While not previously 693 
aware that the city addressed this, Member Wozniak opined that was a good thing. 694 
 695 
Ms. Nestingen suggested elaborating on that in the plan update under educational 696 
information, duly noted by Mr. Johnson. 697 
 698 
Goal #6 – Coordination and Collaboration 699 
Mr. Johnson advised that this was intentionally broad; and noted city staff worked 700 
closely with the state, watershed districts, and soil & water conservation districts; 701 
along with other agencies as applicable. 702 
 703 
Member Lenz suggested Item #5 include language such as “…but not limited to…” 704 
to reference other agencies that may or may not be in existence at this time or 705 
change from time to time. 706 
 707 
Goal #7 - Sustainability 708 
At the request of Chair Cihacek, Mr. Freihammer clarified that Item #2 referred 709 
more to city infrastructure construction versus private development; with Chair 710 
Cihacek suggesting this be made clearer. 711 
 712 
At the request of Member Seigler as to what Item #3 intended, Mr. Freihammer 713 
clarified this referred to directionally boring instead of digging up an entire road to 714 
avoid runoff exposure and erosion as applicable.  At the request of Member Seigler, 715 
Mr. Freihammer further confirmed that most of this page generally dealt with city 716 
activities. 717 
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Member Heimerl asked if the latest guide for the Metropolitan Council provided 718 
any updates relevant to this plan update. 719 
 720 
Mr. Johnson advised that several guides were referenced specific to stormwater 721 
issues; with Mr. Freihammer suggesting the plan update reference the “latest 722 
version” rather than specifically dated updates or guides, allowing the plan to be 723 
updated by reference as applicable. 724 
 725 
Member Wozniak noted the desire to install remote readers on city facility water 726 
meters, with Mr. Freihammer suggesting this goal would be the area to do that to 727 
address the city monitoring its water usage. 728 
 729 
Other Goals 730 
Ms. Nestingen sought additional feedback from the PWETC on other potential 731 
goals not addressed in these seven.  Ms. Nestingen noted that sustainability was the 732 
hot button topic with the last update process; while now it was “resiliency and 733 
planning for future climate change.” 734 
 735 
Member Wozniak noted he was also thinking about that and public health circles 736 
and changes coming about as a result; and suggested addressing those or being 737 
prepared for them as this plan moves forward.  While it related somewhat to 738 
sustainability, Member Wozniak questioned if it warranted its own separate goal. 739 
 740 
Chair Cihacek opined that it already existed in each of these seven goals, and was 741 
made clearer in Goal 3.  Therefore, Chair Cihacek suggested that those elements 742 
either be pulled out of the previous seven goals and made a separate goal, or 743 
referenced as part of each goal already addressed.  However, Chair Cihacek noted 744 
the missing piece was how resiliency analysis or planning was Roseville specific.  745 
As a next step for staff, Chair Cihacek suggested pinpointing specific steps in the 746 
existing plan based on those trends, or state if they’re already covered in goals and 747 
gauge them accordingly. 748 
 749 
At the request of Member Wozniak, Ms. Nestingen noted rainfall estimates, based 750 
on the 2014 publication, while not addressing specific goals but alluding to them, 751 
had resulted in design standards being updated accordingly. 752 
 753 
Member Wozniak opined he would like to know more about resiliency discussions 754 
that had been put forth and climate change items to add as a separate goal or 755 
specifically referenced in the sustainability goal at a minimum. 756 
 757 
Current and Potential Issues 758 
Ms. Nestingen noted broad issues in the current 2013 Plan Issues Assessment.   759 
 760 
Mr. Freihammer noted city staff would also provide updated issues from their 761 
perspective: some old or ongoing from the previous plan, and some new for this 762 
plan. 763 
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Mr. Johnson concurred, noting the assessment section would have more 764 
information or call outs, with some growing or multiplying from the current plan; 765 
and as one issue was taken care of, the next target to be considered downstream. 766 

 Localized flooding issues 767 

 Water quality impairments 768 

 Operations and maintenance 769 

 Education, outreach and collaboration 770 

 Others? 771 
 772 
Chair Cihacek noted the request for a “Resiliency Goal” in the plan update. 773 
 774 
Proposed Schedule 775 
Ms. Nestingen reviewed the proposed schedule for the plan update, working toward 776 
completion of an initial draft by early January, prior to the scheduled meeting #3 of 777 
SEH with the PWETC on January 17, 2017.  Ms. Nestingen noted that the intent 778 
would then be to incorporate the PWETC input into the next draft and submit it to 779 
the Metropolitan Council and three area watershed districts for their 45 – 90 day 780 
review periods; anticipating their agency approvals by April of 2017.  Ms. 781 
Nestingen advised that any revisions from those agencies would then be 782 
incorporated and presented to the City Council for their review and subsequent 783 
adoption in May of 2017. 784 
 785 
General Discussion 786 
Discussion included the ramifications if the city did not complete the update, as 787 
part of the comprehensive plan update, essentially tied to future funding 788 
opportunities. 789 
 790 
Chair Cihacek asked staff and Ms. Nestingen for the next iteration of the document 791 
at their earliest convenience, and well before meeting #3 to allow the PWETC to 792 
have an opportunity for review prior to then and hopefully submit any comments 793 
to staff for their response prior to doing so during meeting time, especially given 794 
the large (approximately 60 pages) and technical nature of the document. 795 
 796 
Mr. Johnson noted the link for the current plan and advised that the updated plan 797 
would be similar in content, with updated goals and policies.  To save time, Mr. 798 
Johnson encouraged the PWETC to review that document in more detail to alert 799 
them to any potential areas of conflict or creating obvious content issues for 800 
discussion prior to the next meeting. 801 
At the request of Member Seigler, Chair Cihacek noted estimated the costs for 802 
implementing the goals and policies were included in the plan itself.  However, 803 
Member Seigler asked that the specific cost for the city be incorporated. 804 
 805 
Ms. Nestingen clarified that that those costs were identified in the Implementation 806 
Plan Table 15 (current plan) as the approach in the last update.   807 

 808 
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Member Seigler further asked that the amounts be included in an additional column 809 
for each goal or policy; not just referenced with a key at the bottom of the table. 810 
 811 
Chair Cihacek noted those would need to be estimates or a cost range at this point, 812 
and not too specific. 813 
 814 
Member Seigler stated his intent was to provide an overall estimate for the plan’s 815 
goals and policies as part of the plan update. 816 
 817 
Mr. Freihammer advised that staff would consider options of how best to address 818 
that, perhaps by using a high/low estimate for each item. 819 
 820 
Member Seigler suggested ranking them by the best return for the least amount of 821 
money, or best return on investment possible. 822 
 823 
Ms. Nestingen encouraged the PWETC to provide additional feedback to staff upon 824 
their closer inspection of the plan and goals. 825 
 826 
Mr. Freihammer encouraged individual PWETC members to take the survey. 827 
 828 
Mr. Johnson stated he would send a link for the plan, Ms. Nestingen’s contact 829 
information, and a link to the survey itself. 830 
 831 

8. Possible Items for Next Meeting – November 22, 2016 832 
As provided in the staff report for this item, Assistant Public Works Director 833 
Freihammer briefly summarized proposed agenda items.  Additional items 834 
suggested included a joint meeting with the Planning and Parks & Recreation 835 
Commissions to discuss pathways and parks from each advisory commission’s 836 
perspective (Cihacek); a tour of the Public Works Building (Wozniak); and a solar 837 
update as part of the communications materials based on upcoming City Council 838 
discussions. 839 
 840 
Recognizing there was no December 2016 meeting scheduled due to the holidays, 841 
Member Lenz suggested moving the November 2016 PWETC meeting to the fifth 842 
Tuesday to avoid the Thanksgiving holiday week. 843 
 844 
Member Lenz moved, Member Wozniak seconded, changing the November 2016 845 
PWETC meeting to November 29, 2016, contingent upon room availability, and 846 
with due notice to the public as per standard notice practices. 847 
 848 
Ayes: 5 849 
Nays: 0 850 
Motion carried. 851 
 852 

9. Adjourn 853 
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Member Wozniak moved, Member Heimerl seconded, adjournment of the PWETC 854 
at approximately 8:48 p.m. 855 
 856 
Ayes: 5 857 
Nays: 0 858 
Motion carried. 859 



Roseville Public Works, Environment and 
Transportation Commission 

 
Agenda Item 

 
 
Date: November 29, 2016 Item No:  4 
 
 
Item Description: Communication Items 
 

Public Works Project updates: 
• Twin Lakes Parkway Phase III and Twin Lakes Area Signals 

o Extension of Twin Lakes Parkway from Prior Ave to Fairview Ave and 
construction of traffic signal at Fairview Ave. and Twin Lakes Parkway. 
 All work on Twin Lakes Parkway is completed other than the new signal 

and related work at Fairview Avenue. 
• 2016 Pavement Management Project 

o City’s annual mill and overlay project. This year approximately 7 miles of roads 
will be repaved 
 Project is completed. 

• Parks Renewal Pathways 
o Staff is working on constructing seven new pathway segments with Park Renewal 

funds.  
 Public Works staff and a concrete contractor completed the new sidewalk 

segments on Dale Street – Sandhurst to County Rd B (east side) and on 
Lexington Ave – County Rd B to Parker Ave (east side) as part of the Park 
Renewal Sidewalk program. Additional pathways will be constructed next 
summer.  

• Cleveland Lift Station  
o Lift station replacement project at Cleveland & Brenner. 
o Council is scheduled to award the project to Ramsey Excavating on November 28 

in the amount of $515,000. Some work may begin this fall with the majority of 
the work taking place next spring. 

• South Lake Owasso Drainage Improvements 
o Pave Drain installation on Owasso Private Drive 
o Council is scheduled to award the project to Ramsey Excavating on November 28 

in the amount of $346,324. This work will take place next spring. 
• 2017 Lining Project 

o Estimated to line 5.5 miles of sanitary sewer main and 0.1 miles of storm sewer 
o Council is scheduled to award the project to Insituform on November 28 in the 

amount of $759,641. This work will take place next spring. 
City Council Update: 

• City Campus Solar Project: At their November 14th meeting, the City Council voted not 
to enter into a Letter of Intent with Sundial Solar for the installation of a solar array on 
the roof of City Hall and the Maintenance Facility. The Council cited the potential 
repuporsing of the Maintenance Facility in its decision. They asked that staff bring back a 
similar proposal once the City Council had reached a decision on the direction of the 



location of the Roseville License and Passport Service Center. The Council has given 
staff direction to relocate the Service Center into a City owned facility. Staff will be 
continuing discussions on the Service Center and the long term seasonal storage needs of 
Public Works and Parks and Recreation on December 5th. 

• Recycling Contract: Council approved a five-year contract with Eureka Recycling which 
will include revenue sharing. 

• I&I Grant Update: We received notice from the Metropolitan Council that the City of 
Roseville will be receiving $277,055.36 in the form of a reimbursement grant for work 
related to I/I reduction within the City. This amount is more than the original anticipated 
grant amount of $245,266.27.  The purpose of this grant is to partially reimburse Cities 
for completed work that reduces I/I. Over the last 3 years Roseville has spent an average 
of $973, 224 each year on pipe replacement, pipe lining, and pipe rehabilitation to reduce 
I/I and also to reinforce the structural stability of our buried sanitary sewer utilities. We 
also completed over $200,000 of flood mitigation projects that were directly adjacent to 
areas of high I/I.  

Ramsey County Projects: 
• 2017 Mill and Overlay Projects 

o County will be holding a public open house on December 1, 2016 from 5-7 PM at 
Roseville City Hall Council Chambers to discuss proposed lane configuration 
changes for two pavement resurfacing projects in 2017 
 Cleveland Avenue, Iona Lane – Glen Paul Ave (Arden Hills) 
 County Road B, Dale Street to Rice Street 

Minnesota Department of Transportation Projects: 
• Lexington Avenue Bridge Construction 

o All bridge work is completed and all ramps are open as of November 19. 
• MnDOT will be rehabilitating the pavement on Snelling Ave between Como Ave in St 

Paul to Highway 36 in Roseville. As a part of this project MnDOT will be adding a 
second northbound left turn lane at the Snelling and County Road B intersection. This 
will then match the dual left turn lane for the southbound direction at the same 
intersection. 

Major Maintenance Activities:  
• Completed the fall vacuum and sweep of all roads and parking lots 
• Completed sidewalk and street patch work. 
• Snow plow fleet was equipped and equipment calibrated. 
• Miscellaneous sign work 
• Continue working on meter repairs and replacements.  
• Collected bacteriological water samples. 
• Continued with the 2016 sanitary sewer cleaning program. 
• Replaced hydrant at Dale St north of County Road B. 
• Repaired a valve on Victoria and County Road C. 
• Repaired broken water mains at 2255 Laurie Rd., 1266 Sandhurst, 882 Millwood, 2047 

Marion St., & 2170 Dale St.  
• Manually pumped down hydrants that do not drain. 
• Pumped down storm water ponds to winter levels. 

 
Attachments: 
A:  2016 Project Map 
B:  Development Activity Report 
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ROSEVILLE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT  •  NOVEMBER 2016  •  DEVELOPMENT ACTIVITY REPORT (*NEW IN NOVEMBER) 

 Project Name Address Project Description Applicant/Owner Information Starting/Occupancy 

Residential 
Proposed 

Dignicare Senior Memory Care  197 County Rd B2 26-Unit assisted living memory care facility Greiner Construction TBD/TBD 

Moser Development 545 Roselawn Ave 3-lot development Bald Eagle Builders/Agnes Mae Moser Fall 2016/TBD 

Residential Under 
Construction 

Applewood Pointe 2665 Victoria St 105-Unit senior co-op United Properties Summer 2016/TBD 

Cherrywood Pointe 2680 Lexington Ave Assisted living/memory care United Properties Summer 2016/TBD 

Garden Station 2325/2335 Dale St 18 attached townhomes GMHC/City of Roseville/RHRA Winter 2015/TBD 

Farrington Estates 311 County Rd B 6-lot single-family subdivision Premium Real Estate Solutions/Michael B. Oudin Winter 2016/Spring 2017 

New Home 901 Burke Ave Single-family home Equinox Construction, LLC Summer 2016/Winter 2017 

New Home 1975 Cleveland Ave Single-family home David Raab Winter 2016/Spring 2017 

New Home 2006 Cohansey Blvd Single-family home Covert Constructions Summer 2016/Spring 2017 

New Home 2179 Marion Rd Single-family home Homeowner Summer 2016/Spring 2017 

New Home 2950 West Owasso Blvd Construct new single-family home Homeowner Fall 2014/Spring 2017 

*New Home 535 Roselawn Ave Construct new single-family home Bald Eagle Builders Fall 2016/Spring 2017 

New Home 3020 South Owasso Blvd Construct new single-family home Hanson Homes Spring 2016/Fall 2016 

New Home 2169 St. Stephen St Single-family home Hage Homes Summer 2015/Fall 2016 

Wheaton Woods Wheaton Ave & Dale St 17 single-family homes Golden Valley Land Co/TJB Homes/Accent Homes Summer 2016/TBD 

Commercial/ 
Industrial Proposed 

Denny’s 2045 Twin Lakes Pkwy New restaurant Tech Builders/Tech Builders Fall 2016/Spring 2017 

Pie Five Pizza Co. 1745 County Rd B2 New restaurant Tech Builders/Tech Builders Summer 2016/ Fall 2016 

Retail Building 1681 Rice St New 9500 sq ft, single-story, multi-tenant shell building Gary Carlson/Danna LLC TBD 

Retail Building 2035 Twin Lakes Pkwy New single-story, multi-tenant shell building Tech Builders/Tech Builders Fall 2016/Spring 2017 

Yoga Studio 1940 Lexington Ave Tenant remodel Dariush Moslemi TBD 

Commercial/ 
Under Construction 

Aldi 2005 Twin Lakes Pkwy New grocery JAVA Capital Partners Fall 2016/Summer 2017 

Dunkin Donuts 2425 Rice St Tenant build-out Fendler Patterson Construction Fall 2016/Winter 2016 

Free Wheel Bike 1955 County Rd B2 Tenant remodel (formerly Tuesday Morning) Commers-Klodt TBD 

*Holiday Station 2645 Snelling Ave Tenant Remodel (formerly Marathon) JAS Construction/Kath Winter 2016/TBD 

JC Penney 1700 County Rd B2 New entrance JC Penny Properties, Inc./Maxwell Builders Fall 2016/Spring 2017 

Lucky 13 2480 County Rd B2 Tenant remodel (formerly Old Country Buffet) Dahlmeier Construction Fall 2016/Winter 2017 

Made for Retail 3000 Centre Pointe Dr Tenant remodel-office Gardner Builders/Dave Hecker Summer 2016/Fall 2016 

Mattress Firm 2174 Snelling Ave Building remodel Michael Ireland, Architect/United Growth Fall 2014/TBD 

Rosedale Shopping Center 1700 County Rd B2 Utility work, parking deck, interior updates, new anchor Jones Lang LaSalle/PPF RTL Rosedale Shopping Ctr, LLC TBD/TBD 

Proposed Public/Inst NONE     

Under Construction 
Public/Institutional  

Twin City Chinese Christian Church 1756 Terrace Dr Tenant remodel/from warehouse to church George Tuan/Twin City Chinese Christian Church Winter2016/Fall 2016 
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Date: November 29, 2016 Item No:  5 
 
 
Item Description: Eureka Recycling 2015 Annual Report and 2017 Plan 
 

Background:   
Eureka Recycling has recently produced the annual recycling report.  Staff from Eureka will be 
on hand at the meeting to review the highlights of the report and future recycling efforts.  This is 
an important juncture in the recycling program with the new contract beginning on January 1, 
2017, and the City will roll out a Pilot Parks Recycling Program in the spring.  Typically the 
Annual Report to the Commission is presented in April, but with the contract negotiations, Staff 
felt it was best to hold off on the report until the contract was approved by Council.  Eureka 
Recycling will be back in April/May 2017 to discuss the 2016 Annual Report.      
 
The 2015 Annual Report is included in the PWETC packet.  The recycling contract requires the 
report to be reviewed by this commission per the following language:  6.04 Annual 
Performance Review Meeting to Discuss Recommendations for Continuous Improvement 
 
Upon receipt of the Contractors annual report, the City shall schedule an annual meeting with the 
Contractor and the City’s Public Works Environment and Transportation Committee. 
 
The objectives of this annual meeting will include (but not limited to): 

• Review Contractor’s annual report, including trends in recovery rate and participation. 
• Efforts the Contractor has made to expand recyclable markets. 
• Review Contractor’s performance based on feedback from residents to the Committee 

members and/or City staff. 
• Review Contractor’s recommendations for improvement in the City’s recycling program, 

including enhanced public education and other opportunities. 
• Review staff and Committee recommendations for improving Contractor’s service. 
• Discuss other opportunities for improvement with the remaining years under the current 

contract. 
• Discuss actions Contractor is taking to reduce its carbon footprint. 

 
Let us know if you have specific questions you would like staff to follow up on prior to the 
meeting. 
 
Recommended Action: 
Discuss recycling program with Eureka staff. 
 
Attachments: 
A. Annual Report w/ all Attachments 
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Appendix A

Residential Buildings

Property Name Primary Address 2006 Total lbs. 2007 Total lbs. 2008 Total lbs. 2009 Total lbs. 2010 Total lbs.  2011 Total lbs.  2012 Total lbs.  2013 Total lbs.  2014 Total lbs. 2015 Total Lbs.

1144 Dionne Street
Dionne Street, 1144 7,150 8,457 5,961 5,167 6,906 5,892                    5,539                    5,557                    5,957 6,979

1363 County Road B
County Road B, 1363 1,892 1,910 2,744 2,629 2,255 2,090                    2,426                    2,296                    2,487 2,668

161 McCarrons Street~
McCarrons Street, 161 439 198 - - - -                         - -                         - -

161 Minnesota Avenue
Minnesota Avenue, 161 148 678 423 646 1,076 1,264                    1,258                    1,226                    1,582 1,695

1614 Eldridge Avenue
Eldridge Avenue, 1614 1,424 1,280 2,651 4,237 3,583 3,858                    3,230                    1,457                    1,983 1,479

1624 Eldridge Avenue
Eldridge Avenue, 1624 2,541 2,029 1,996 2,629 2,249 1,842                    4,753                    3,897                    3,596 3,242

Skillman Villas
Skillman Avenue, 1629 2,505 3,002 2,951 2,686 2,151 1,981                    2,897                    1,929                    1,674 1,903

1635 Eldridge Avenue
Eldridge Avenue, 1635 3,284 1,702 1,650 2,333 2,380 2,026                    1,881                    1,912                    2,210 2,081

1705 Marion Street
Marion Street, 1705 1,437 1,578 224 291 1,370 840                        587                        523                        844 623

1750 Marion Street
Marion Street, 1750 3,511 3,576 4,317 3,906 3,386 2,741                    1,617                    2,080                    - 851

2125-2133 Pascal Street
Pascal Street, 2125 2,514 3,184 5,239 4,717 4,829 5,007                    5,093                    5,538                    5,517 5,326

2180 Haddington Road
Haddington Road, 2180 964 1,285 737 1,690 1,484 1,214                    1,749                    1,784                    1,560 1,703

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

2447 County Road B
County Road B, 2447 2,584 2,867 3,143 2,519 2,567 2,572                    2,642                    2,098                    2,522 2,661

2610 Snelling Curve
Snelling Curve, 2610 2,929 2,696 3,164 3,113 3,284 3,323                    3,678                    3,055                    2,890 3,612

2900 Highcrest Road
Highcrest Road, 2900 4,581 4,436 2,715 2,534 3,597 3,512                    3,720                    3,444                    2,049 2,594

2950 Highcrest Road
Highcrest Road, 2950 2,980 2,295 2,486 2,685 2,496 1,742                    1,817                    1,209                    1,331 1,187

Applewood Pointe
Applewood Court, 1480 47,799 58,215 46,499 39,220 36,217 30,640                  25,912                  23,956                  23,819 23,533

Applewood Pointe at Langton 

Lake
Langton Lake Drive, 1996 -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         7,419                    16,144                  24,786                  27,487 25,722

Aquarius Apartments
County Road C2, 2425 - - 15,391 17,449 12,570 11,702                  13,094                  15,157                  14,376 13,796

Bonaventure

Lexington Avenue North, 

3090
7,490 8,105 7,033 5,367 5,497 5,281                    5,033                    4,465                    6,023 5,190

Centennial Gardens East & 

West
Centennial Drive, 1420 26,759 21,852 22,677 23,021 21,122 20,025                  20,137                  20,888                  20,374 20,206

Cherrywood Pointe

Cleveland Avenue North, 

2996
- - - - - - 3,962                    8,407                    10,995 10,724

Coventry Seniors Apartments
Snelling Avenue, 2820 19,939 19,110 22,729 24,917 22,952 21,268                  21,247                  21,275                  20,041 21,277

Dale Terrace Apartments
County Road B, 720 9,360 7,793 12,033 13,323 12,343 11,572                  10,371                  9,892                    9,997 10,998

Dellwood Condominiums
Dellwood Street, 1725 1,226 1,923 2,650 2,630 2,721 3,298                    2,891                    2,439                    2,887 3,603

Eagle Crest
Lincoln Drive, 2925 13,892 60,799 56,057 57,249 64,086 67,291                  70,827                  68,040                  70,991 59,310

Executive Manor Condos
Old Highway 8, 3153-3155 12,385 14,530 17,674 17,185 15,918 16,897                  19,637                  18,055                  16,322 16,073

Garley Apartments
County Road B, 1634 2,153 1,161 1,415 1,547 1,420 1,793                    1,897                    1,487                    1,524 1,726

Greenhouse Village
Larpenteur Avenue, 1021 19,032 37,098 28,751 24,581 30,384 25,402                  22,453                  25,797                  23,539 22,201

Hamline House Condos
Hamline Avenue, 2800 34,102 33,973 32,182 29,441 24,522 22,481                  20,586                  21,206                  21,171 20,589

Hamline Terrace
Terrace Drive, 1360-1410 12,817 12,230 17,366 19,233 23,416 23,105                  20,080                  20,639                  19,132 19,436

Heritage Place
County Road B West, 563 21,892 23,110 17,258 16,066 19,781 18,879                  16,649                  18,963                  18,189 17,787

Hillsborough Manor
Woodbridge Street, 2335 16,298 17,755 28,418 35,852 29,398 21,312                  19,284                  24,054                  25,407 47,638

Karie Dale Apartments
Dale Street North, 2355 6,691 7,455 9,794 8,483 7,508 7,910                    6,931                    7,151                    8,711 10,741

Lake Josephine Condominiums

Lexington Avenue North, 

3076
9,411 8,313 7,040 6,632 6,179 6,603                    6,389                    5,817                    5,175 6,765

Lar Dale Apartments

Larpenteur Avenue West, 

655 
2,068 2,189 2,348 1,546 2,472 2,865                    3,326                    3,224                    3,431 3,541

Lexington Court
Lexington Avenue, 2192-2206 3,390 2,970 4,293 5,076 4,092 4,808                    5,924                    7,020                    6,743 9,509

Lexington Twin Apartments
Lexington Avenue, 1890 5,674 5,519 5,456 5,689 5,014 5,371                    5,791                    5,549                    5,971 6,239

Lexlawn/Roselawn 

Apartments
Lexington Avenue, 1943 3,142 2,888 3,774 4,033 3,788 4,074                    3,788                    3,369                    2,711 3,233

Marion Street/ Brittany 

Apartments
Larpenteur Avenue, 175 11,980 16,150 17,191 17,485 18,645 11,838                  11,263                  8,711                    2,627 2,581

McCarrons Apartments

McCarrons Boulevard North, 

204
5,092 4,919 5,543 5,039 4,939 4,172                    3,743                    3,884                    5,867 7,316

McCarrons Lake Condos
McCarrons Boulevard N, 185 -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         5,076                    7,757                    9,407                    9,584 10,195

Midland Grove Condos
Midland Grove Road, 2200 48,162 60,937 50,758 45,718 48,159 50,575                  54,288                  49,123                  43,548 39,886

Roseville  Multi-Family Tonnage by Property - 2015



Property Name Primary Address 2006 Total lbs. 2007 Total lbs. 2008 Total lbs. 2009 Total lbs. 2010 Total lbs.  2011 Total lbs.  2012 Total lbs.  2013 Total lbs.  2014 Total lbs. 2015 Total Lbs.

Msocs
Huron Street North, 1898 - - - 615 4,326 3,717                    2,452                    2,369                    3,185 2,072

Northwestern College 

Apartments
Lydia Avenue, 1610 6,061 7,839 4,941 4,379 4,055 4,111                    3,418                    3,653                    3,775 3,299

Northwestern 

College/Snelling Terrace
Snelling Drive East, 2906 7,386 16,027 12,542 12,253 12,443 10,702                  11,261                  11,308                  6,879 11,302

Palisades
Sandhurst Drive West, 560 40,078 41,635 55,306 51,667 45,972 47,910                  40,893                  45,973                  49,821 53,587

Parkview Estate 

Condominiums
Oxford Street, 2670 28,447 29,206 30,816 29,683 24,738 24,793                  23,440                  25,588                  26,361 24,372

Parkview Manor
Dale Street North, 2202-2210 4,931 4,553 5,085 5,612 4,698 4,518                    4,242                    4,799                    4,586 5,259

Parkview Terrace Condos
Oxford Street, 2690 3,960 33,244 28,285 23,919 21,702 19,169                  17,420                  16,521                  16,706 17,184

Ramsey Square Condos
Dale Street North, 2710 - 35,796 34,991 35,127 41,288 38,930                  37,992                  40,702                  44,247 46,485

Riviera Apartments
Highway 36 West, 925 & 965 12,473 13,597 19,108 17,369 15,204 15,900                  14,110                  15,255                  14,406 15,547

Rose Hill Estates
County Road B, 591 4,341 4,904 5,880 5,345 3,775 5,514                    5,281                    7,552                    7,743 10,449

Rose Mall Apartments
Albert Street, 2201-2221 37,328 41,412 43,984 47,376 41,250 42,786                  39,486                  37,841                  35,987 38,473

Rose Park Apartments (1615)
Eldridge Avenue, 1615 1,809 1,091 1,721 2,076 1,922 1,678                    1,479                    1,336                    1,574 1,200

Rose Park Estates
Fry Street, 2136 4,757 5,426 6,065 6,466 4,253 4,591                    5,084                    4,510                    4,540 4,500

Rose Park Commons
County Road B, 1610 2,266 2,324 1,967 2,396 2,079 1,858                    1,827                    1,808                    1,865 1,764

Rose Vista Apartments
Rose Vista Court, 1222-1263 19,697 18,366 24,634 26,822 23,830 23,146                  20,789                  20,499                  24,767 25,817

Rosedale Estates North
Rice Street, 2835 21,885 24,253 33,475 34,083 26,954 22,234                  19,283                  20,899                  21,290 24,688

Rosedale Estates South
Rice Street, 2735 20,750 23,864 26,581 27,377 23,770 21,632                  19,071                  20,251                  21,867 23,092

Roselawn Village
Roselawn Avenue, 1074 5,576 5,950 5,616 5,417 4,730 5,563                    5,633                    4,792                    4,880 4,889

Rosepointe
Hamline Avenue North, 2545 32,645 29,485 33,312 31,688 31,195 29,229                  27,706                  28,977                  29,948 37,623

Roseridge Estates
Samuel Street, 2086-2090 2,653 3,099 3,829 4,537 3,744 5,739                    6,519                    5,255                    6,084 5,435

Rosetree Apartments
Highway 36, 655 12,251 12,394 12,654 11,831 10,236 8,515                    8,026                    7,421                    7,075 8,258

Roseville Apartments, LLC
Eldridge Avenue, 1625 2,037 2,546 1,833 2,106 1,730 2,172                    2,538                    3,764                    3,745 2,857

Roseville Arms Condos
Elmer Street, 160 789 1,565 3,269 3,068 2,074 2,780                    3,049                    3,148                    3,459 5,970

Roseville Commons
County Road C2 West, 2496 8,332 7,515 8,281 9,065 6,415 6,470                    5,999                    6,841                    8,233 6,001

Roseville Estates
Lexington Avenue, 2599 5,593 9,842 12,312 10,028 7,472 6,588                    9,453                    8,345                    6,433 6,862

Roseville Seniors

Larpenteur Avenue West, 

1045
25,581 33,600 30,521 27,577 23,698 24,268                  20,647                  24,456                  24,314 24,340

Roseville Terrace
Dunlap Street, 1759 5,363 4,785 5,032 5,469 4,658 4,167                    3,876                    3,671                    3,965 3,567

Roseville Townhomes
Old Highway 8, 3085 - 13,423 20,619 24,021 23,733 22,322                  29,349                  23,836                  23,976 19,905

Rosewood Village
Highway 36 West, 1630 44,374 41,062 34,271 43,368 38,264 36,605                  39,188                  41,640                  37,574 37,059

Sienna Green Apartments*
Snelling Avenue, 2275 9,199 9,683 9,659 11,486 7,813 13,325                  15,008                  19,042                  21,103 20,064

South Oaks Apartments
County Road D West, 1080 4,067 5,951 6,751 5,930 5,969 4,886                    4,344                    4,101                    3,942 4,472

Sun Place Apartments
Marion Street, 1721 5,169 4,093 4,926 6,107 6,451 5,942                    4,896                    5,678                    5,318 5,058

Sunrise Assisted Living
Snelling Avenue North, 2555 17,031 16,647 15,869 16,693 13,118 11,330                  12,300                  14,856                  17,900 17,641

Talia Place
Old Highway 8, 3020 2,790 1,683 1,761 2,569 2,620 1,892                    1,891                    1,868                    1,701 2,698

Terrace Park
Terrace Drive, 1420 12,784 13,045 9,853 8,911 10,533 11,067                  9,371                    8,640                    8,494 8,908

The Lexington (Roseville)

Lexington Avenue North, 

2775
37,081 30,796 35,417 35,409 38,816 39,023                  42,959                  40,501                  41,026 41,416

The Riviera 2
Highway 36 West, 885 6,562 6,602 8,968 8,053 6,740 5,431                    6,168                    6,773                    8,576 8,284

Valley 8 Apartments
Old Highway 8, 3050 11,085 9,910 12,626 13,491 11,637 12,593                  12,702                  10,655                  10,204 11,453

Victoria Place
Victoria Street North, 2250 - 14,911 16,130 14,015 14,647 15,396                  16,260                  15,389                  14,975 15,354

Villa Park Community 

Condominiums
County Road B, 500 15,890 14,276 18589 16,924 17,962 15,178                  11,537                  13,001                  13,006 13,321

Villas at Midland Hills
Fulham Street, 1940 2,873 11,653 12,600 11,506 11,375 11,722                  12,318                  13,667                  13,647 14,078

Total Pounds for 

Residential Buildings
869,454 1,081,050 1,137,662 1,133,370 1,075,514 1,046,950 1,041,556 1,067,947 1,072,021 1,113,019

Non-Profits
Property Name Primary Address 2006 Total lbs. 2007 Total lbs. 2008 Total lbs. 2009 Total lbs. 2010 Total lbs.  2011 Total lbs.  2012 Total lbs.  2013 Total lbs.  2014 Total lbs. 2015 Total Lbs.

Keystone Foodshelf 
Hamline Avenue North, 2833 -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         14,258                  27,119                  29,787                  27,282 25,528

Keystone Communities 
Victoria Street, 2750 20,205 22,122 23,413 21,614 20,340 18,408                  17,719                  16,316                  15,000 15,193

Total Pounds for Non-

Profit Buildings
20,205 22,122 23,413 21,614 20,340 32,666               44,838               46,103               42,282 40,721



Municipal Buildings
Property Name Primary Address 2006 Total lbs. 2007 Total lbs. 2008 Total lbs. 2009 Total lbs. 2010 Total lbs.  2011 Total lbs.  2012 Total lbs.  2013 Total lbs.  2014 Total lbs. 2015 Total Lbs.

Acorn Park
County Road C, 286 -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         184                        761                        487                        493 677

Central Park Lexington
Lexington Ave North, 2540 -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         33                          - -

Central Park Victoria West
Victoria Street North, 2495 -                         -                         -                         -                         -                         46                          741                        628                        - -

City Hall 
Civic Center Drive, 2660 28,244 28,474 24,682 20,562 21,228 21,590                  18,786                  16,775                  15,317 10,539

Evergreen Park Ballfield
County Road B West, 1810 497 515 456 818 305 336                        404                        190                        789 70

Fire Station 1 Roseville**
Lexington Avenue, 2701 3,226 3,630 2,134 2,058 2,063 1,890                    ** 214                        555 1,566

Fire Station 3 Roseville***
Dale Street North, 2335 1,564 2,786 3,604 2,960 3,968 3,437                    2,911                    2,568                    - -

Golf Course 
Hamline Avenue North, 2323 2,729 2,654 2,080 2,149 2,689 2,048                    2,093                    1,671                    1,532 1,635

Harriet Alexander Nature 

Center
Dale Street North, 2520 1,918

License Center (Active but not 

on routes)
Lexington Avenue, 2737 79 178 10 38 31 26                          -                         -                         - -

Owasso Ballfields
Victoria Avenue, 2659 120 36 400 361 295 -                         171                        134                        149 16

Public Works Garage
Woodhill Drive, 1140 8,341 12,089 13,916 13,566 16,863 16,644                  17,608                  17,680                  16,398 18,063

Skating Center
Civic Center Drive, 2661 4,877 5,038 5,244 3,938 5,057 7,514                    6,692                    8,806                    11,046 11,944

State Farm Insurance

Lexington Avenue North, 

2201
- - 705 1,758 718 759                        241                        480                        746 926

Wildlife Rehabilitation Center
Dale Street North, 2530 14,607 13,948 12,726 12,513 11,840 10,509                  9,158                    9,649                    8,536 9,108

Total Pounds for  

Municipal Buildings
64,283 69,348 65,957 60,720 65,057 64,983 59,566 59,315 55,561 56,463

2006 Total lbs. 2007 Total lbs. 2008 Total lbs. 2009 Total lbs. 2010 Total lbs.  2011 Total lbs.  2012 Total lbs.  2013 Total lbs.  2014 Total lbs. 2015 Total Lbs.

Total Pounds for 

Roseville per year
953,942.01       1,172,519.83    1,227,032.00    1,215,703.72    1,160,910.89    1,144,598.32    1,145,960.00    1,173,365.00    1,169,864.77    1,210,202

Total Units in 2015 6,158

Total Units in 2014 6,112

Total Units in 2013 6,049

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

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

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

***Fire Station 3 was closed in the fall of 2013 when Fire Station 1 was reopened

In 2013, two property names were updated in our records. 1610 County B is now Rose Park Commons and 1615 Eldrige is now Rose Park Apartments

^2275 Rice Street canceled September 2010. Building is demolished

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

~161 McCarrons: Restarted at the end of 2015. Units included in total.

Harriet Alexander Nature Center has not been included on this list until 2015. They used to share carts with WRC and received their own account with carts this year.

Keystone Communities was listed as Rosewood Estates (Roseville) until 2015.
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Roseville Public Works, Environment and 
Transportation Commission 

 
Agenda Item 

 
 
Date: November 29, 2016 Item No:  6 
 
 
Item Description: 2017 Public Works Work Plan 
 

Background:   
Each year Public Works staff monitors and evaluates the condition of City infrastructure for 
development of ongoing maintenance and replacement needs plans.  We use this information to 
develop capital improvement plans and in the development of the annual budget request in these 
areas.  We also work closely with Ramsey County and MnDOT on improvements to City 
infrastructure as a part of their road improvement projects within Roseville.  The following are 
the improvements that we are recommending for the 2017 construction season within the city. 
The attached map shows both pavement improvement as well as utility improvements. 
(Attachment A) The map also shows projects that are done by Ramsey County, the MnDot and 
Met Council Environmental Services as some of these projects have impacts on city projects. 
The proposed work plan is consistent with the 20-year capital improvement plan and pavement 
management program policies.  

1. Pavement Management Program Projects:  Each year the Public Works Department 
evaluates infrastructure needs based on the City’s Pavement Management Program and 
assessment of utility infrastructure.  Streets in marginal condition are recommended for 
major maintenance by mill and overlay.  Streets in poor condition and that do not meet the 
City standard for street construction are recommended for reconstruction.  We propose to 
include the following street segments in our 2017 construction contract:   

Mill and Overlay 
Lydia Ave, Snelling Ave – Hamline Ave (MSA) Loren Rd, Cleveland Ave - Cul-de-sac 
Woodhill Dr, Lexington Ave – Victoria Ave (MSA) Prior Ave, Roselawn Ave – Ryan Ave 
Fernwood St, Roselawn Ave – County Rd B (MSA) Tatum Ave, Roselawn Ave – Ryan Ave 
Albert St, County Rd B – Commerce St (MSA) Draper Dr, Ryan Ave – Fairview Ave 
Commerce St, Albert St – Hamline Ave (MSA) E Snelling Service Dr, Roselawn Ave – Skillman Ave 
S McCarrons Dr, Western Ave – Roselawn Ave (MSA) Asbury St, Ryan Ave – Skillman Ave 
N McCarrons Dr, Roselawn Ave – Hand St (MSA) Ryan Ave, E Snelling Service Dr – Hamline Ave 
Ferris Ln, County Rd B – Gluek Ln Sherren St, Dellwood St – Fernwood St 
N and S Gluek Ln Merrill St, County Rd B – Sherren St 
Skillman Ave, Cul-de-sac – Cleveland Ave Fernwood St, County Rd B – Sherren St 
Burke Ave, Hamline Ave – Lindy Ave Belmont Ln, Dellwood Ave – Fernwood St 
Eldridge Ave, Hamline Ave – Lexington Ave Karyl Pl, Lindy Ave – Cul-de-sac 
Lindy Ave, Skillman Ave – Burke Ave  
Reclaim and Inlay (Watermain Replacement) 
Eldridge Ave, Samuel St - Cul-de-sac Sandhurst Dr, Albert St – Hamline Ave 
Sandhurst Dr, Dellwod Ave – Fernwood Ave Shryer Ave, Fernwood Ave – Lexington Ave 



The majority of the streets are proposed to have the top layer of pavement milled and 
replaced with new bituminous pavement.  The streets where utilities will be replaced will be 
reclaimed and will have the entire pavement section repaved.  Spot curb replacements are 
also done at this time but only where there are significant structural issues with the in-place 
curb or significant settling. 

These pavement resurfacing projects are proposed to be financed through our street 
infrastructure funds and Municipal State Aid (MSA) funds.  After receiving bids for these 
projects, we will request that the City Council award the bid to the lowest responsible bidder.  
As part of the Pavement Management Program staff will evaluate the underlying water mains 
and sanitary sewer lines in the street right-of-way in these areas.  We will take advantage of 
the repaving of the roadways to repair/replace these utilities.  These repairs and replacements 
will be funded from the water and/or sanitary sewer utility funds. 
Reconstruction:  No roads are proposed to be reconstructed in 2017. 

Seal Coat:  As in 2015 and in 2016, the City will not be doing a seal coat program due to 
pavement delamination issues. The budget for seal coating will be used to mill and overlay 
additional roads as part of the PMP project.  

2. Pathways:  Staff is working with Ramsey County and Community Development to develop 
a sidewalk on the north side of Larpenteur Ave from Mackubin St to Galtier St. This would 
connect to sidewalk or pathway on either end of the project and connect a missing gap. 
County State Aid, Municipal State Aid and Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) 
funding is the proposed funding sources for this project. 
New sidewalks/pathways will be constructed through Roseville using Parks Renewal 
Bonding money approved in 2016. These will be in addtiona to the segments that were 
constructed in 2016. 

• Lexington Avenue, Burke Avenue to Roselawn 
• Victoria Street, Country Road C – Woodhill Ave 
• County Road B, Dale St – Sandhurst 
• Pathway in Mapleview Park 
• Pathway in Tamarack Park 
• Langton Lake Trail Connection to Twin Lakes Parkway 

As part of publics works departments annual pathway maintenance where pavement is 
replaced, public works staff will be replacing pathway/sidewalk segments in Rosebrook Park 
and Central Park in 2017. 

3. Utility Infrastructure:   
Sanitary Sewer Lining:  The majority of the city’s sanitary sewer mains were constructed in 
the late 1950’s and early 1960’s, utilizing clay tile pipe and reinforced concrete pipe.  Over 
time the joint materials have failed allowing root intrusion.  The pipe is also susceptible to 
cracking and construction damage.  The 2017 Capital Improvement Plan recommends 
funding for a sanitary sewer main lining program to extend the life of our sanitary sewers by 
50 years or more.  This technology essentially installs a new resin pipe inside the old clay tile 
sewer main without digging up city streets, which results in minimal disruption to residents 
during construction.  The liner pipe is inserted into the main through existing manholes and 



cured in place with a heat process.  Any given segment is usually completed in one working 
day.  Service line connections are reopened using a robotic cutter and remote cameras.  
During the process, existing flows are bypassed using pumps.  This technology has been 
proven over the past 20 years, and costs have become competitive with open cut replacement.  
The City started doing this type of renovation on an annual basis in 2006 and will have an 
annual project for the foreseeable future to replace our aging sewer infrastructure.  This 
technology also reduces infiltration of groundwater into the system and can be credited 
toward current and future inflow/ infiltration surcharges which are mandated by the 
Metropolitan Council.  In 2017 approximately 6.2 miles of sanitary pipe are schedule to be 
lined. The location of this work varies and is spread throughout the City based on system 
priority.  

Pipe Replacements/Repairs:  Staff evaluates sanitary and water main replacement needs in 
our pavement replacement areas as well as utility infrastructure needs in County and State 
project areas.  Those replacements are being identified from recent utility inspections and 
adjustments to the plan will be communicated to the Council at a later date.  To date city staff 
has identified watermain replacements on Gluek Lane, Sandhurst Drive between Albert 
Street and Hamline Avenue, Sandhurst Drive between Dellwood Street and Fernwood Street, 
Shryer Avenue between Fernwood Street and Lexington Avenue and Eldridge Avenue east 
of Fry St.  

Additionally, the City will be constructing a new watermain just south of County Road C and 
west of Fairview Avenue to provide a looped watermain system to the businesses on the 
County Road C Service Rd.  

Lift Station:  The Cleveland Sanitary Sewer Lift Station, located at Cleveland Ave and 
Brenner Ave, will be replaced in 2017.  The lift station was constructed in 1987. The 
forcemain for this lift station will also be replaced at this time.  

Staff will begin the design process to replace the Lounge Lift Station located near County 
Road C2 and Lincoln Drive. This lift station was built in 1989 and needs updates to some 
hardware in the lift station including guard rail, elbows and valves.  

Storm sewer system improvements:  Staff continues to analyze the existing drainage 
systems and localized flooding issues and is identifying mitigation projects.  Staff is now 
working on developing a 2017 drainage improvement project to alleviate some of these 
flooding concerns.  Staff has already identified several projects for 2017. Some of the 
projects include; 

• Pavement Management Storm Water Upgrades: As part of the pavement 
management project staff is looking at replacing or adding infrastructure to areas 
that have had flooding issues. The following areas will have additional storm 
water improvement completed; 

o Gluek Lane – Installation of underground storage to reduce some flooding 
issues.  

o Burke & Fernwood – Reconstruction of the storm water system in this area. 
The design will plan for a future underground storage in Keller Mayflower 
Park. Ultimately these improvements will reduce flooding on Skillman Ave 
and near St Rose of Lima.  



o Sherren Storm – Staff will be studying additional storm water improvements 
to this area and possible construction of additional storm water ponds to 
further reduce street flooding in the area.  

• Owasso Private Drive – Currently South Owasso Private Drive consists of a 
gravel driving surface.  The Ramsey-Washington Metro Watershed District 
inventoried the Private Drive as a direct discharge into Lake Owasso (direct 
discharge is stormwater running directly into a water body without treatment, and 
thus potentially carrying a higher amount of pollutants).  There are also multiple 
drainage issues along the Private Drive that affect property owners as stormwater 
has to circumvent foundations to drain to the lake.  This project will add a porous 
driving surface that will treat the stormwater, and reduce the drainage issues of 
the adjacent properties by capturing the water and directing it safely to the lake. 

• Alameda Storm Improvements: The inlet and outlet to this ponds are both in need 
of replacement. The inlet to the ponds has completely failed and is need of 
replacement. The outlet from the pond is in fair shape but is not functioning 
properly. There is no skimmer device on the outlet. This allows floatables such as 
tree debris and algae to discharge from the pond some of which can get stuck in 
the pipe. Additionally, this pond system discharges into the new Villa Park 
underground system and the floatables and algae can cause maintenance problems 
to this system. The outlet is proposed to be replaced and an improved outlet is 
proposed to be constructed. This storm water pond is also currently being study 
for possible future sediment removal.  

• Storm Pond Maintenance – Staff is currently working with a consultant to 
evaluate which storm water ponds are in need of future maintenance which would 
include sediment removal. Based on the report, plans will be developed for 
sediment removal projects in the future. No sediment removal projects are 
schedule for 2017. 

• Victoria Street Storm Improvements: Staff will be working with Ramsey County 
to rehabilitate the existing storm water pipes that discharge to Lake Owasso as 
this pipe and outlet are in poor condition. The existing pipes will be lined and the 
existing outlet in the lake will be replaced. 

• Valley Park Basins: The upper storm water basin in Valley Park is failing. The 
existing berm is constructed of poor material allowing the pond water to seep the 
berm causing it to fail. The entire pond will plan to be reconstructed. 

• Central Park Storm: Staff will be developing a plan to replace a large diameter 
outlet off of Cohansey St on the east end of Central Park. The outlet is failing and 
in need of repair.  

• Staff will begin the design process to replace the Walsh Pond Lift Station located 
in Midland Hills. The lift station was built in 1973 and needs new pumps, new 
inlet and new controls. Work is estimated to cost $362,000. 

• Staff will be working with Rice Creek Watershed District to study adding an Iron 
Enhanced Sand filter to Oasis Pond. Grant funding is being applied for though the 



state. Construction would occur in 2018. 

• This existing pond located near Oakcrest Ave, east of Fairview is an existing 
storm pond with a concrete ditch captures water from Rosedale Commons, and 
provides rate control during large rain events.  Staff will be studying and 
designing plans to retrofit this pond to have an Iron Enhanced Sand Filter bench 
installed around the perimeter.  This filter bench will provide similar rate control, 
but it will increase the removal of pollutants that degrade our local water 
resources.  The addition of this project will help the City meet a Total Maximum 
Daily Load (TMDL) for Long Lake. Construction would not occur in 2017 but at 
a later date.   

4. Other Improvements 
Rail Road Crossing Upgrades: Staff will be working with Minnesota Commercial Railway 
to replace 5 railroad crossings in three locations on Terminal Rd and Walnut St. The existing 
railroad crossing of the roadway and pathway are in poor condition. In particular, the 
pathway crossings are in very poor condition creating a safety hazard. The project will 
consist of replacing the tracks in the roadway and pathway with a new concrete surface and 
new rails. Municipal State Aid funds will pay for the City portion of the costs.  

Twin Lakes East Collector: As an extension of the Twin Lakes Parkway improvements, the 
intersections of Terrace Ave and Lincoln Ave, and Lincoln Ave and C-2 will be evaluated to 
provide a better connection from Fairview Ave to Snelling Avenue. An additional left turn 
lane from east bound County Rd C-2 to Snelling will be provided as part of the project. 
Funding for the project is through TIF funding. 

Rosedale Signal Improvements: Staff will be working with a consultant to reconstruct the 
signal light on County Road B-2 and the southbound Snelling ramps. This upgrade to the 
intersection and the signal light was required as part of the Rosedale Mall expansion. The 
majority of the cost of this project will be funded by the Rosedale Mall. 

5. Other Projects 
Dale Street Parking Lot:  Staff will be working on completely reconstructing the Dale 
Street parking lot. The lot is planned to have storm water features added and the lot 
configuration redesigned. 

Comprehensive Surface Water Management Plan:  Staff will continue to work with its 
consultant on the Comprehensive Surface Water Management Plan (CSWMP) which is 
required to be updated as part of the Comprehensive Plan. Staff plans to submit the final 
version to the watersheds for final approval by August of 2017. 

Comprehensive Plan including Water Supply Plan, Sanitary Plan, and Transportation 
Plan: Staff will continue to complete the Water Supply Plan and Sanitary Sewer Plan 
updates to the Comprehensive Plan. Additionally, staff will be hiring a consultant to assist 
with updating the Transportation Plan. One major aspect that we will look at addressing in 
this plan is updating the pathway master plan.  

MS4 Permit Updates: Staff will be working with the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency 
(MPCA) to address any changes that are need for our permit as the new permit renewal 
process begins.  



 
The overall cost of the 2017 Public Works Work Plan is approximately $7-8 million. 
 
Recommended Action: 
Comment on the 2017 work plan 
 
 
Attachments: 
A. Preliminary Project Map 
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Roseville Public Works, Environment and 
Transportation Commission 

 
Agenda Item 

 
 
Date: November 29, 2016 Item No:  7 
 
 
Item Description: Look Ahead Agenda Items/ Next Meeting January 24, 2017 
 
 
Suggested Items: 
 

• Transit “Beyond the A- Line” Discussion  
• Stormwater Management Practices – Parking Lots 

 
Look ahead: 
 
February: Final Comprehensive Surface Water Management Plan Update Meeting 
 
March: 
 
Recommended Action: 
Set preliminary agenda items for the January 24, 2017 Public Works, Environment & 
Transportation Commission meeting. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Roseville Public Works, Environment and 
Transportation Commission 

 
Agenda Item 

 
 
Date: November 29, 2016 Item No:  8   
 
 
Item Description: Tour of Maintenance Facility 
 
 
The Public Works, Environment and Transportation Commission had expressed interest in 
getting a tour of the Roseville Maintenance Facility. Staff has arranged a tour of the facility. 
Public Work’s Director Marc Culver will lead a tour of the building. Additional Public Works 
staff will be on hand to assist with the tour and answer any questions Commissioners may have 
on the facility, the equipment or any maintenance operations.  
 
Staff will have a handout ready for Commissioners prior to the tour detailing some of the facts of 
the facility.  
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