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REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 Date:       July 10, 2023 
 Item No.: 7.a 

Department Approval  City Manager Approval 

Item Description:  Public Works, Environment, and Transportation Commission Joint Meeting 
with the City Council 
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BACKGROUND 1 

Each year, the Public Works, Environment, and Transportation Commission meets with the City 2 

Council to review activities and accomplishments, and to discuss the upcoming year’s work plan and 3 

other potential issues to consider. The following are activities over the past year and issues the 4 

Commission would like to take up in the next year. 5 

Activities and accomplishments: 6 

o Less Mow May 7 

o Sustainability Topics – 3rd Annual Sustainability Super Meeting 8 

o Transit Update from Met Council 9 

o Numerous Staff Updates – Recycling Updates, MS4, Sustainability, Utility Rates, Pavement 10 

Management 11 

Work Plan items for the upcoming year: 12 

o Continue Speed Limit Discussion with input from Council 13 

o Discuss the Scope of the Commission 14 

o Development of Bike Network Plan 15 

o Eureka Recycling Contract 16 

o Update on the Roseville area transit system 17 

Questions or Concerns for the City Council: 18 

o Any feedback on speed limit discussion to date? What type of engagement with the public 19 

would the Council like to see? 20 

o Does Council want the Commission to look into organized waste collection? 21 

o Is there a need to look at regulating small electric motor vehicles (scooters, etc.) in the right-22 

of-way and on pathways? 23 

o Should we review public safety, as related to transportation and infrastructure?  24 

o Does Council want the PWET Commission to look into the mowing ordinance? 25 

o Does Council want the PWET Commission to look into ideal street design standards? 26 
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o What other topics would the Council like the PWET Commission to address over the next 27 

year? 28 

Over the past year, the PWET Commission has made a few recommendations for Council to 29 

consider. Below is a brief discussion of each recommendation: 30 

• Take Out Containers 31 

o At the March 2022 and August 2022 PWETC meetings, Take Out Containers were a 32 

topic. Both meetings resulted in recommendations to the Council. March 2022 33 

PWETC meeting recommended a ban on Polystyrene, Plastic #6, in food take-out 34 

containers. Our August 2022 recommendation was to follow the St. Louis Park 35 

Ordinance as a base for Roseville’s Take Out Container Ordinance. Going forward, 36 

staff would modify the name to be the same as surrounding cities’ ordinances, called 37 

“Green to Go.”  The minutes of the PWETC discussion are included as Attachment B. 38 

A memo on the topic is included as Attachment C.  39 

• Speed Limits 40 

o Over the last year, the Commission has discussed possible changes to the speed limit 41 

on the City of Roseville streets. The Commission discussed this topic at the 42 

September, November, and April PWETC meetings. Before the Commission begins 43 

engagement with the public, the Commission and staff would like feedback on the 44 

speed limit discussion. Staff and the Commission want to make sure Council supports 45 

what will be proposed to the public during engagement and get feedback on the types 46 

of engagement the Council would like to see. Information on the speed limit 47 

discussion to date is included in Attachment D. The presentation from the April 48 

meeting is included as Attachment E.  49 

• PWETC Scope Change 50 

o At the March PWETC meeting, the Commission discussed the PWETC scope and 51 

duties. This review was in response to discussions last year about the name change, 52 

prior to the direction Council gave to the Commission in May. At the meeting, the 53 

Commission made recommendations to change the scope of the Commission. The 54 

recommendations are included as Attachment F. 55 

• Sewer Service Lateral Revolving Loan Policy 56 

o At the February PWETC meeting, the Commission discussed sanitary sewer laterals 57 

and water services and how the City can help residents replace their private services. 58 

The Commission supported the concept of establishing a revolving loan fund to help 59 

residents. The Commission thought this was something that maybe the Finance 60 

Commission would like to review. The minutes and background of the discussion are 61 

included as Attachment G. 62 

• Street Name Change Policy 63 

o At the June PWETC meeting, the Commission discussed a policy for if residents want 64 

to change the name of the street. This review was in response to residents on County 65 
Road B, west of Cleveland, inquiring about changing the name of the road since it is 66 

no longer a county road. The Commission recommended the Council adopt the draft 67 

policy. Draft minutes of the discussion are included as Attachment H. The draft 68 

policy is included at Attachment I. 69 
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POLICY OBJECTIVE 70 

Per City Code 201.07.B - At least once a year, each Commission shall meet with the City Council to 71 

report on the previous year’s work and to discuss work plans and pending issues for the upcoming 72 

year. 73 

BUDGET IMPLICATIONS 74 

There are no budget impacts.  75 

RACIAL EQUITY IMPACT SUMMARY 76 

There are no equity impacts associated with this joint meeting.  77 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 78 

Staff recommends the City Council hold the joint meeting and provide feedback.  79 

REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION 80 

Hold joint meeting and provide feedback.  81 

Prepared by: Jesse Freihammer, Public Works Director 
Attachments: A: PWETC 2022-2023 Meeting Topic Summary 
 B: Take Out Container Discussion Minutes 
 C: Take Out Container Discussion Memo 
 D:  Speed Limit Discussion Minutes 
 E: Speed Limit Presentation - April 
 F: PWETC Scope Change Recommendations 
 G: Sewer Service Lateral – Revolving Loan Fund Recommendation 
 H: Draft Street Name Change Policy Minutes 
 I: Street Name Change Policy Recommendations 



Roseville Public Works, Environment and 
Transportation Commission 

2022-2023 Review 

Below is a list of topics discussed at the PWET Commission Meetings from July 2022 – June 
2023.  

2022 
July: 
Review of City Council Joint Meeting – Set Preliminary Work Plan 
Discussion of Commission Name, Scope Duties and Function 

August: 
Zero Waste Packaging Ordinance Consideration  
Continue Discussion on Commission Name and Scope 

September: 
Speed Limit Introduction 
Civic Campus Master Plan Update 

October: 
No Mow/Less Mow May Discussion 
2023 Proposed Utility Rates 

November: 
2023 Work Plan  
Speed Limits 
Winter Plowing Update 

2023 
January: Sustainability Super Meeting! (3rd Annual) 
Green Team Update  
Roseville Sustainability  

February: 
City Code Update 
Roseville Pathway Projects 
Service Laterals 

March: 
Metropolitan Council and Metro Transit Update 
Eureka Recycling Update  
Commission Name Change Discussion 

Attachment A



April: 
U of M Climate Policy Student Group – Walk Friendly Community  
Speed Limits 
Pavement Management Update 
 
May: 
Council Request for Commission Review  
Tour 
 
June: 
Gold Leaf and High Impact Climate Action  
MS4 Annual Meeting 
Street Name Change Policy – Draft 
Preparation for City Council Joint Meeting 
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Roseville Public Works, Environment 
 and Transportation Commission  
Excerpts from Meeting Minutes 

Tuesday, March 22, 2022, at 6:30 p.m. 
City Council Chambers, 2660 Civic Center Drive 

Roseville, Minnesota 55113 

7. Take Out Food Containers – State of the Region
Civil Engineer Stephanie Smith made a presentation to the Commission on take-
out food containers.

Mr. Johnson indicated the City has been working on making events zero waste and
the costs ended up being a few cents each per item. He thought looking at it from a
business side, there could be a sticker shock from one type of container to another,
if purchased in bulk.

Ms. Smith indicated she could reach out to some businesses in St. Paul to see what
their impact has been for turning to compostable containers.

Chair Wozniak indicated container costs are one factor but he was wondering about
other costs such as did business choose to leave a city due to compostable or
recyclable container requirement.

Ms. Smith thought the cities would be more lenient on those measures instead. St.
Louis Park and Minneapolis both had allowances for if the businesses were not able
to find a compostable or recyclable alternative from what the business typically
uses.

Chair Wozniak indicated another perspective he would like to hear from is from the
recycler.

Ms. Smith indicated she would be interested in that information too. She did not
think Minneapolis was single sort like Ramsey County is with Eureka. She thought
there are other ways the Commission can talk about sustainable practices.

Member Spencer asked what the plan is for the plastic bags that carryout the take-
out containers.

Attachment B
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Ms. Smith indicated Minneapolis has a plastic bag ban. She thought if the 
Commission wanted to consider a plastic bag ban that could be reviewed and would 
affect retail stores as well as restaurants. 
 
Chair Wozniak thought the both the recycling vendor and waste processing facility 
would appreciate that. He noted bags get stuck on processing equipment and have 
to be jackhammered off the equipment at the end of each day. 
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Tuesday, August 23, 2022, at 6:30 p.m. 
City Council Chambers, 2660 Civic Center Drive 

Roseville, Minnesota 55113 

5. Zero Waste Packaging Ordinance Consideration
Environmental Manager Johnson and Sustainability Intern Bakken made a
presentation on a Zero Waste Packaging Ordinance and asked the Commission to
discuss options for an ordinance in order to provide a recommendation to the City
Council.

Member Hodder asked what are the options for materials of a Chinese restaurant
for recyclable to go containers.

Ms. Bakken indicated there are plastic pails that are not plastic lined that would
probably be the best alternative option or moving to some sort of recyclable
clamshell type of a material would probably work out as well.

Member Hodder asked if there are any supply chain issues.

Ms. Bakken explained that has been an issue, especially with paper products from
what she has heard.  She did speak with one of the city’s restaurants and he has had
some problems with getting his materials sourced which is why she would
definitely recommend a gradual approach.

Member Cicha indicated he had a question about compostable boxes and if the City
had a facility to handle those or where would those end up going.

Ms. Bakken explained there is one drop site in Roseville right now and was a part
of the discussion in March as well.  There is not a really good pick-up option in
Roseville, and Ramsey County is rolling out their curbside blue bag system next
year so those things should be able to directly in the garbage but she thought if the
City were to take this on, there would need to be a system of how to put it in place.

Member Collins was interested to know if current disposable coffee cups were
compostable or not.



Page 2 of 7 

Ms. Bakken indicated most are not, most have the plastic liner in them but the cuff 
and some of the tops are compostable.  She noted a new coffee shop in Roseville 
that does use compostable cups. 
 
Chair Ficek invited public comment. 
 
Mr. Dale Howey indicated he is running for the City Council and this is a topic that 
is near and dear to his heart.  He explained when talking about the clamshell, plastic 
number 5, he has been to restaurants that have that type of container and he 
wondered what percentage of plastics that are being put in the recycling actually 
are being utilized.  He heard it is only nine percent and hoped this is a part of the 
recommendation to the City Council for to-go containers. 
 
Ms. Bakken explained she did not know exactly what Eureka’s market is for their 
recycling.  She noted she was just going off of what they will accept.  She thought 
that would be a good question for Eureka and if they have had issues with plastic 
number 5.   
 
Mr. Johnson explained the City gets updates from Eureka quarterly and since they 
are keeping a lot of the City’s material as local as they can, they have not had an 
issue recycling most if not all of it.  The City does not see the same flood of plastics 
that a lot of the coasts have just because they are trying to ship it out.  Eureka has 
been really good about utilizing all of the City’s materials.  He noted the City has 
had good success with it and did not think the City was in that nine percent range, 
but he could check with Eureka again to see if they have a specific number for it. 
 
Member Hodder asked if black plastics would be included in compostable 
materials. 
 
Ms. Bakken indicated the black plastic is not recyclable. 
 
Member Ficek asked the Commission if the City needed something like this.  He 
thought the Commission could discuss the need and details. 
 
The Commission agreed the City should move forward with something like this. 
 
Member Hodder thought it was important to educate businesses and the general 
public about what their options are. 
 
Chair Ficek agreed and thought this was the correct way to move forward with the 
phasing of it.  He indicated by looking at the table in the packet if staff could focus 
on whichever ordinance staff thought was closest to what they wanted to emulate, 
the Commission could go down the list. 
 
Ms. Bakken indicated staff does like St. Louis Park’s approach to this.  She thought 
all of the ordinances are similar with the types of materials required and the types 
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of businesses that are exempt.  She explained staff liked that St. Louis Park has 
been easing their businesses in and liked that they did the educational piece with a 
vendor fair.  She explained that would be her recommendation.  She indicated St. 
Louis Park does have a solid waste staff that manages it, but this could fall under 
Public Works for complaint-based enforcement. 
 
Mr. Johnson agreed with Ms. Bakken.   
 
Ms. Bakken recommended to keep the recommendation in that materials with lids 
have the same type of material throughout so it is easier for the consumer to know 
what to do.  She noted St. Louis Park and Edina does that as well. 
 
Chair Ficek stated that at the top of the list, affected businesses, he noticed a couple 
of differences from St. Louis Park that they included food trucks and gas stations.  
He wondered if there was any reason to include or not include them.   
 
Ms. Bakken thought gas stations could probably fall under, if the City wanted to 
include, some of the exemptions like foods prepackaged by the manufacturer.  
There will probably not be a lot of freshly prepared take away foods from gas 
stations besides hot dogs.    The city does have a handful of food trucks that station 
in various parts around the city and would be something that would come up 
occasionally.  A lot of food trucks, because they are mobile and working among 
some of the different cities, have probably encountered this in Minneapolis, 
St. Paul, and St. Louis Park already so a lot of the food trucks are probably already 
using materials that are pretty compliant.  She would not see any issues with that 
personally. 
 
Member Hodder thought some of the food trucks may need to have some education 
because a few he has encountered still use the Styrofoam containers. 
 
Mr. Culver thought it was important to keep in mind that staff all agree and the 
Commission understands, just based on Member Hodder’s last comment, whatever 
is recommended for an ordinance is going to be a really slow roll on the actual 
enforcement of it.  It might be a year or more and he was not sure what the Council 
would want to do. 
 
Chair Ficek asked when they talk about phased, does that mean it is a long time 
until full implementation with a lot of education with a set date where everything 
goes into effect or do they start with one thing being in effect and other things are 
added along the way until there is a full implementation. 
 
Ms. Bakken explained her thought on that is because the City is not sure about the 
timing of Ramsey County’s curbside pickup, roll out is going to be and could be as 
late as mid-year to late next year for Roseville.  She indicated if she was going to 
implement this she would start with 2023 as being an educational period and, at the 
very earliest, start 2024 as starting to ban materials and starting to try to enforce it.  
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She would start with banning plastic number six, banning Styrofoam, requiring 
maybe recyclable and compostable options.  A very baby step approach.  She talked 
to a restaurant that said compostable materials are twice as expensive as Styrofoam 
containers so the business does not intend to continue to use them once his grant 
recycling money goes away so making sure the restaurant owners know what the 
recyclable options are because those are probably going to be less of a cost burden, 
which is important. 
 
Member Hodder thought as far as the restaurants are concerned, they are still 
struggling with the effects of the Pandemic and staffing and he thought a phased 
approach would be prudent. 
 
Mr. Howey explained he went to some food trucks at an event and what he noticed 
was they were throwing the recyclable directly in the trash so he suggested to the 
vendor to call him to organize a pick up.  He thought there needed to be that last 
step if containers are recyclable to get them to a recycling bin. 
 
Chair Ficek asked if there was any reason, in looking at the St. Louis Park 
Ordinance, to change the effected businesses. 
 
Member Collins thought prepacked foods at a gas station might be something to 
exempt. 
 
Chair Ficek asked if there should be any other exemptions made.  He thought the 
only real difference in Minneapolis was the flatware and straws and he did not think 
there was a reason to include those in the exemptions. 
 
Member Hodder thought all the listed exemptions are reasonable. 
 
Ms. Bakken thought a business could also offer straws on demand.  She explained 
she saw a business that had a dispenser for straws where the customer could take 
one if they wanted one, which was a good implementation. 
 
Chair Ficek reviewed the acceptable packaging and did not think there was much 
difference between the ordinances. 
 
The Commission agreed. 
 
Chair Ficek reviewed banned materials and did not think the differences were great.  
He also reviewed other requirements. 
 
Ms. Bakken thought banning all colored plastics should be included and an 
important determination. 
 
Chair Ficek did not think the Commission would have much say in enforcement 
but the penalties, St. Louis Park does have the $100 administrative penalty so a 
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business could just budget this into their costs and pay that fee when it comes up.  
He asked what that meant, would it mean every incident is $100 penalty. 
 
Ms. Culver explained some of the details staff would want to run by the City 
Attorney but he believed it could be $100 penalty with every violation and that 
would be, generally how that would work, the City probably would not do 
compliance checks unless working with the health department because the City 
does not do any licensing of restaurants, at this level for most of these 
establishments.  This would probably be on a complaint basis.  It could be 
cumulative and in excess of that. 
 
Ms. Howey wondered why a nursing home would be exempt.  She indicated she 
works in a nursing home and there are piles of polystyrene and she did not know 
what the rationale is for that and if it was a finance thing. 
 
Ms. Bakken assumed that it is because those nursing homes and hospitals contract 
with certain food service companies so there might be a mix of pre-packaged foods 
they are using and also whatever they are contractually obligated to use for certain 
dietary restrictions, that would make it a little more burdensome for those locations 
to try to comply. 
 
Mr. Culver indicated they needed to figure out what is considered take-out.  The 
food is prepared in a kitchen and taken out to the rooms at the nursing homes or 
hospital rooms so it is still kind of internal.  He noted it is still not great to use 
polystyrene but he thought the intent was to try to keep this from going to people’s 
homes and then being disposed of there. 
 
Motion 
Member Collins moved, Member Hodder seconded, to recommend the City 
Council follow the St. Louis Park Ordinance as a base with 2023 as an 
education year and 2024 to start enforcement of the Ordinance as well as some 
type of sliding scale for penalties and banning black plastic as well as tying this 
to Ramsey County roll out of curbside recycling. 
 
Ayes: 4 
Nays: 0 
Motion carried. 
 
Ms. Bakken made a presentation on Plastic Bag Ordinance. 
 
Mr. Culver indicated this particular item was not driven by the Council.  This was 
not something that the Council suggested talking about.  This was something the 
previous chair of the PWETC, Joe Wozniak, brought up to research.  He explained 
he was not sure if this would be ready to make a recommendation on to the City 
Council until more research is done.  The question he thought was interesting was 
why Minneapolis exempted food take-out for the plastic bags in particular because 
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that is kind of an interesting exemption.  He thought it makes sense that if a City is 
trying to promote not using plastic bags at all why would the City not go all the 
way but there may be some reason why.  He thought staff should research that a 
little more and come back with some more information on that. 
 
Chair Ficek was curious about this too because these Cities had a lot more 
restrictions with the take-out containers than with the plastic bags which he 
wondered about as well. 
 
Mr. Howey explained he uses his compost bags for a lot of things because these are 
plant-based resin bags and are strong.  He wondered why more people are not using 
these alternative type of bags for short term use when they are out there and 
available. 
 
Chair Ficek thought a lot of that has to do with education and how many people 
know about it.  He thought expense may be another part of this. 
 
Chair Ficek indicated paper is better than plastic and if that is true, is there a way 
to encourage that as the default of choice rather than plastic.  He did not know how 
that would come into an ordinance. 
 
Ms. Bakken thought that was an interesting tactic.  She would probably go back to 
staffing issues to figure how this could logistically be done.  The other thing is how 
popular curbside grocery pickup has become and whenever she has done that she 
did not think she has ever received paper bags, it has always been plastic and part 
of that is because of perishable foods they need to keep but she thought that would 
be an interesting conversation to have with some of the bigger food stores and the 
Targets to see what they would have to say regarding that. 
 
Councilmember Strahan joined online and explained she has had a lot of complaints 
recently about the trash on Snelling Avenue, especially around Burger King, KFC 
and along the back of those restaurants with paper bags so she did have some 
reservations.  She noted she did bring this up before but has not done so recently.  
She thought in Minneapolis this ordinance has seemed to work very well and is 
changing the mind thought of many people regarding plastic and paper bags.  She 
thought if the City could find a way to beautify the City in the process and a way 
to reduce trash.  She also wanted to make sure with recyclable and compostable 
take-out containers the City needed a way to make sure the items are not going into 
the regular trash. 
 
Chair Ficek indicated he was not sure if he would be ready to move forward at this 
time with any kind of recommendation.  He thought there was more information 
needed.   
 
Member Hodder explained he would like to see what Eureka is getting in that waste 
stream and where that stuff goes, as far as what is it and where does it go. 



Page 7 of 7 

 
Mr. Culver thought Eureka would be happy to come back to the Commission to 
discuss these things. 
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Memorandum 
TO: Roseville City Council 
FROM: Noelle Bakken, City of Roseville Sustainability Specialist 
DATE: July 10, 2023 

SUBJECT: “Green to Go” Food Packaging Proposal 

Executive Summary: 
Polystyrene, better known as Styrofoam, is commonly used in food take-out containers.  Production, 
usage, and disposal of this substance presents multiple environmental and public health risks, including 
contribution to the presence of microplastics in soil and waterways.  As of July 2023, the cities of 
Minneapolis, Saint Paul, Saint Louis Park, and Edina have enacted zero waste ordinances to ban 
polystyrene and require take-out food packaging to be either commercially compostable or recyclable 
plastic, and we are exploring a similar ordinance for Roseville. 

Background: 
Over 100 restaurants operate in the City of Roseville, and COVID-19 resulted in many more 
restaurants offering take-out service.  Food waste and packaging make up about 45% of all materials in 
U.S. landfills, and some studies suggest that restaurants account for nearly 80% of disposable 
packaging waste in the United States.  According to Regional Indicators data, an estimated 54% of 
Roseville’s waste was incinerated or landfilled in 2020, or 20,652 tons.  (Note that waste data is 
collected at the county level and pro-rated by city population.) 

The Minnesota Pollution Control Agency’s Metropolitan Policy Plan for Solid Waste Management sets 
forth a goal for Metro counties to reach a 75% recycling rate by 2030.  As of 2020, Roseville’s 
recycling rate was 46.2%.  Implementing a take-out food packaging ordinance, in combination with 
Ramsey County’s upcoming Food Scraps Pickup program, would help the City of Roseville come 
closer to meeting that goal.  Additionally, commercial businesses could reduce their solid waste fees 
by separately disposing of compostable materials and food waste. 

Recommendations: 
If the City wishes to enact an environmentally acceptable food packaging ordinance, we 
recommend following the lead of other nearby cities’ implementation tactics: 

Education and Outreach 
• Listening sessions and/or work group for local restaurants to ask questions and provide

comments.
• Organics recycling education and outreach for residents.
• Technical and financial assistance for businesses:

o BizRecycling grants and WasteWise assistance
o Hold a packaging fair for restaurant/franchise owners, packaging professionals,

BizRecycling, WasteWise, and others to connect and learn.
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Exemptions 

• Licensed catering companies, hospitals, and nursing homes serving pre-packaged food are 
typically exempt from food packaging ordinances in most cities. 

• Minneapolis and Saint Louis Park phased in certain required materials based on supply chain 
challenges and restaurant feedback. 

 
Enforcement 

• Provide a 12-month period from the implementation date for restaurants to use existing 
inventory and order compliant materials. 

• Restaurants using compostable materials must provide on-site organics collection bins for 
customers. 

• Ramsey County manages food establishment licenses and inspections, but cannot enforce local 
ordinances.  Roseville staff would need to manage compliance. 

• Enforce compliance based on complaints. 
• Fines for non-compliance with zero waste ordinances are generally in line with a city’s 

administrative penalties.  Roseville’s 2023 fee schedule indicates a $100.00 fine for a general 
City Code violation. 

 
Recommended Action: 
Review and discuss the current state of take-out food containers. 
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Roseville Public Works, Environment 
 and Transportation Commission 
Excerpts from Meeting Minutes 

Tuesday, September 27, 2022, at 6:30 p.m. 
City Council Chambers, 2660 Civic Center Drive 

Roseville, Minnesota 55113 

5. City Roadway Speed Limits
Mr. Culver made a presentation on the City Roadway Speed Limits.

Chair Ficek did not think a recommendation to the City Council would be made at
the meeting but he would like discussion tonight for staff to be able to gather
information and answer questions for the next meeting and figure out how much
public input would be needed.

Mr. Freihammer explained what was done in Falcon Heights was to model what
St. Paul did.  Roseville is really trying to get to that point because it borders so
much of St. Paul.  He also indicated a survey could be done as well.  He thought
one of the big things would be to put some information in the newsletter for
residents to get information.

Mr. John Kysylyczyn, 3083 Victoria Street, indicated he has lived in Roseville for
thirty-five years.  He reviewed some of the streets in the City where speed limits
are higher than in other areas and he noted those streets do not get a lot of traffic.
He reviewed his background and explained he was at the meeting because he is
generally opposed to the change in the speed limits because, from what he has seen,
this has been more about politics versus science.  He provided background on the
2019 bill where this was passed in the Legislature.  He explained this was more a
political process that brought this law forward, not one based upon science or sound
public policy.  He reviewed history of some of the complaints over time with local
speeding.  He stated the fact is that the crazies that are out there driving don’t look
at speed limit signs or stop signs or stop lights.  There is no way to legislate for that
group of people because those people will not drive the speed limit no matter what
number is put on the sign.  Another thing is if you talk to a Police Officer off the
record, the main reason why they are not going to be writing speeding tickets for
someone going 28 in a 25 is the cost of the speeding ticket.  He explained the cost
is so high because the County gets a cut, the court system gets a cut, the law library
gets a cut and the State is still balancing a shortfall from the Pawlenty
Administration on the backs of traffic citation tickets.  There is still a surcharge that
goes to the State.  It is not teaching people a lesson, it is actually harming people,
it is penalizing people far more than educating them.  One concern he does have is
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when they create laws that you know a lot of people are going to break, what you 
are doing is giving a license to all law enforcement entities to stop people.  A person 
needs probable cause to stop someone and question them.  By passing laws making 
most people law breakers, the officials are giving law enforcement a license to 
really stop anyone they want to and that should be a serious concern that people 
have. 
 
Chair Ficek thanked Mr. Kysylyczyn for his input. 
 
Mr. Culver explained that, as a representative of the City Engineers Association of 
Minnesota, he actually testified against the 2019 bill that passed.  The language that 
finally ended up in Statute was actually a combination of a couple of bills that had 
been introduced in the proper course of time through the process.  There were 
several hearings about it over the House and Senate committees.  The feedback he 
got when he was there from his own representative was that they were tired of 
listening to engineers asking them to let the engineers study it again.  His testimony 
at the time was they should really give the engineers a chance to reconnect as a 
group, as an industry and with the special interest groups to talk about what the 
statutory stream of it should be, because the cities felt very strongly and counties 
feel the same way about the fill that talks about the counties setting the speed limits 
on their roads.  This is not something that should be done piecemeal.  This is not 
something that one county or city should have a different set of speed limits than 
the city or county next to them because it gets away from uniformity of the law 
which then there really is confusion out there and people do not know what the 
speed limit is if the person happens to not to see the sign, for whatever reason.  That 
was their major concern and he was told in very blunt words that the Legislature is 
just tired of listening to the engineers and that the Legislatures were going to fix 
the problem and this was their way of fixing the problem.  He appreciated Mr. 
Kysylyczyn coming done to discuss this. 
 
Mr. Culver indicated that enforcement is going to be the biggest issue and how will 
the City enforce this and when will it be enforced.  How will the City get the police 
officers to embrace some targeted enforcement in that and will clearly have to be a 
part of the whole picture if the City is going to make the speed limit actually 
effective.   
 
Member Cicha thought it sounds like this is something the Commission should at 
least hear from the Police Chief about because as he understood it, the Police 
Department is against this and he would like to hear their reason why.  He thought 
hearing from the Police Chief would help in making a recommendation. 
 
Chair Ficek wondered if this would be a good opportunity to collaborate with the 
Police Department Commission on.  He indicated he did not have any idea on what 
that might look like though. 
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Mr. Culver explained the only thing he will say regarding the Police Commission 
is that he is not exactly sure what their prevue is on that Commission and what their 
official task is. 
 
Vice Chair Joyce asked if the 2021 speed study includes traffic flow, traffic timing, 
and other things come into play.   
 
Mr. Freihammer explained the data the City collected, most of it was done in 2017 
and it was updated in 2020, which was during COVID, and may be the reason why 
some of the data in parenthesis may be a little higher in some cases.  The majority 
of the data on the 85th percentile sheet was collected during normal operations. 
 
Vice Chair Joyce thought there needed to be an accurate snap shot of what is going 
on now for traffic in the City, post COVID.  Another thing is on City streets the 
carte blanche of one speed limit on all of them, just because the City owns them, 
he wondered if there were other examples of other cities, besides the County and 
State Aid roads, is there any thought about particular roads that the City owns that 
would be posted otherwise. 
 
Mr. Freihammer explained St. Paul did a study and does have an overall 20mph 
speed limit; however, on collectors or as otherwise posted St. Paul does have these 
posted at different speed limits.  That could be an option for the City. 
 
Vice Chair Joyce explained he did like the point that Mr. Culver made about the 
uniformity in the region to make it seamless through each town a person drives 
through.  He thought the reason for uniformity makes a really good reason for 
taking a look at it. 
 
Member Misra thought since COVID, a lot of lifestyles have been affected and 
what she has noticed is that people are out walking around a lot more now and 
people are out with families more as well.  There seems to be more pedestrian and 
bicycle traffic and she thought those are things that Roseville has tried to promote.  
She thought the speed limit issue seems to be related to that.  If the City is seeing a 
shift in lifestyles and how people are living in Roseville, then it seems to her that 
looking at something like a speed limit change is completely appropriate.  She 
thought taking a look at it is a good idea.  She asked, as the City blankets itself with 
a standard speed limit, how does that affect the other streets that the City does not 
control.  She thought that would change the traffic patterns on the County and State 
controlled streets.  She thought that Roseville is unique in a sense that there are 
many streets not governed by the City which could affect a lot of traffic.  She would 
like to know if the speed limit is decreased on streets that are controlled by the City 
how will that will affect traffic on a number of streets that are still residential but 
that Roseville does not have control over.  She also wondered if there are ways that 
Roseville can exercise control over those streets because she thought context is 
everything and in Roseville those are residential streets with driveways.   
 



Page 4 of 9 

Member Misra explained she would like the Commission to also look at 
neighboring cities that have changed their overall standards that have bordering 
streets to Roseville to take a look at those speed limits and be considerate of the 
neighboring cities.  She also thought it was important to look at the policing of the 
streets but also understood that a lot of people are abusing the speed limits and by 
reducing the speed limit the City would be indicating to the residents and 
commuters to slow it down all over the place.  This is more of a general indicator 
that may bring down speed across the board. 
 
Member Collins indicated he had opinions that he wanted to keep to himself at this 
time. 
 
Chair Ficek noted he is an engineer by trade but he is balancing that with maybe 
there is a cultural change that is needed.  He explained that he has talked to 
Mr. Culver previously about streets and the engineers designing them for cars and 
the change now is to try to design the roads for pedestrians and bicycles and trying 
to determine which will dictate the rules for the road.  In terms of questions he has 
of what he would like to see, it would be interesting to see some of the things the 
City has rolled out and how decisions were made and what were some of the aspects 
looked at and what were the results.  He also agreed he would like to hear from the 
Police Chief and the education processes that can be there, not only for a roll out 
but is there a way, if they were to go with a lower speed limit, are there programs 
that can get the residents involved where they can actually start to understand what 
the actual speed is when standing out in the front yard.  He would also like to find 
out from other cities that decided not to go to uniform city speed limits and find out 
the reasons why.  Generally, he thought there is agreement to continue to look at 
this and gather more information before making a recommendation.  He thought 
the public needed to be involved but not immediately, he thought the public should 
be included at a later stage. 
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Tuesday, November 22, 2022, at 6:30 p.m. 
City Council Chambers, 2660 Civic Center Drive 

Roseville, Minnesota 55113 
 

 

 
7. City Roadway Speed Limits 

Public Works Director Jesse Freihammer explained at the September PWETC 
meeting, staff presented information about speed limits.  The Commission asked 
staff for more information and staff has gathered that information.  A 50th percentile 
speed map is available, in addition to the 85th percentile speed.  The police 
department has also contributed detailed stats about traffic stops since 2017.   
 
Mr. Freihammer presented the new information and asked for Commission 
feedback. 
 
Member Hodder explained when looking at the 50th percentile for speeds on 
Roseville roadways, what is the current speed limit and would the 50th percentile 
represent. 
 
Mr. Freihammer explained the 50th percentile is the median speed.  Half the cars 
are going faster than the speed limit and half the cars are going less than the speed 
limit.  He showed a slide of the speed limits in the City.  If a change was considered, 
it would obviously be less than the current speed limit. 
 
Chair Ficek asked for the cities Roseville borders that have changed the speed limit, 
are there signs going into it or is it individually posted. 
 
Mr. Freihammer explained what Falcon Heights did was to post every street.  St. 
Anthony posted a sign when going into the city at the major entry roads stating the 
city-wide speed limit on local roads.  He believed New Brighton is doing the same 
thing as St. Anthony.  He reviewed some of the other cities that have changed the 
speed limit on local roads.  He noted if Roseville does decide to move forward the 
City probably would keep signage where it currently is and not add any more signs. 
 
Member Cicha indicated he viewed a speed limit change as more of a long-term 
policy and thoughtfulness from the community.  He explained as seen from data, 
people do not instantly change their driving style or speed, even with a speed limit 
posted and he did not know if there was any way to change that, but he did think 
there are benefits in the long term once younger people start driving.  He thought 
Roseville could get feedback from cities that have had the speed limit change for a 
year or more, but he was not sure it would show a lot of change, 
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Chair Ficek agreed with Member Cicha.  He asked the Commission what options 
the City could take moving forward.  He reviewed the options staff has given with 
the Commission. 
 
Mr. Freihammer indicated if the City did a citywide speed limit change it is a pretty 
simple process, if that becomes the recommendation.  If the City does something 
that is by type, then he would recommend doing a study to document that and a 
little more work involved.   
 
Chair Ficek thought the speed limit map was a good starting point. 
 
Mr. Freihammer agreed and noted that is what some of the other cities started with. 
 
Chair Ficek thought the PWETC could have an open house, if needed. 
 
Mr. Freihammer indicated if the City had something to present there could be a 
meeting to present what is proposed for resident input. 
 
The Commission discussed what should be included in the information to residents 
to respond to including costs, speed study, chart showing risk of death or serious 
injury, and the police enforcement report summarization. 
 
Member Luongo thought this is a lot of information and people are not going to 
read it if there is too much so she would like for the information to be organized 
and condensed if possible. 
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Tuesday, April 25, 2023, at 6:30 p.m. 
City Council Chambers, 2660 Civic Center Drive 

Roseville, Minnesota 55113 
 

 

 
7. Speed Limits Update 

Public Works Director Jesse Freihammer and Assistant Public Works Director/City 
Engineer Jennifer Lowry provided a speed limit update to the Commission. 
 
Chair Ficek thanked staff for the presentation. 
 
Member Cicha indicated he would be curious to hear from police organizations 
who have gone through this experience and have had speed limits change and if 
their initial fears of their workload and resources have actually been impacted by 
the change in the speed. What he has heard from the City’s police force is that there 
are not enough resources to try to follow up if the speed limits were to be lowered. 
 
Ms. Lowry indicated she has been talking more with engineers than Police Chiefs 
and those she has talked to either do not have a dedicated traffic enforcement group 
or did not ramp up or have dedicated work. She thought it would be interesting to 
hear from those entities as well as what complaints have come in from those folks 
or other people. 
 
Vice Chair Collins knew the Dale Street project is going to be coming up with new 
markings and he wondered if the speed limit will be the same as what it was or will 
there be any input as to possible changes. 
 
Ms. Lowry explained county roads will remain the same even if the City were to 
implement a change in speed in the city and typically a speed change would be 
made after a road improvement, but a speed study would be done to determine what 
the speed should be. With a speed study there is a possibility and risk that the speed 
limit could be raised. 
 
Member Mueller asked what a speed study entailed. 
 
Mr. Freihammer reviewed how a speed study is conducted. 
 
Chair Ficek asked if there is a timeline on the MnDOT study. 
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Ms. Lowry reviewed the timeline with the Commission but thought the process was 
supposed to be within the year. It was started in 2019, so it was supposed to be done 
already and she did not know if there was a set completion date. 
 
Chair Ficek thought he saw something about Minneapolis and St. Paul follow up 
studies and he wondered if those cities were moving forward to evaluate their 
speeds now that those cities have changed the speeds and have a few years data. 
 
Ms. Lowry indicated she would check. She talked to both cities but did not ask that 
specifically. 
 
Chair Ficek asked if dynamic signs are done by request. 
 
Mr. Freihammer indicated that was correct. The City usually gets a lot more 
requests than what staff can move around the city and as staff has learned that is 
done by a volunteer and does affect the variability. He noted there is one permanent 
one on County Road B but the one advantage to moving them is that people get 
used to them and ignore them, so it usually is good to rotate them with construction 
projects for cut-through traffic in neighborhoods. 
 
Member Mueller indicated when she has reached out to the County before 
regarding the lack or visibility of speed limit signs on County Road B, as an 
example, she has been told that there are limitations with the number and type of 
signs that can be posted and that there has to be certain rights-of-way or distances 
or whatever and different sign types.  She asked if that was accurate and something 
the City needed to consider for Roseville roads. 
 
Mr. Freihammer explained only so many signs can be put up. The City’s policy is 
to make sure there is one speed limit sign every half or quarter mile or some sort of 
stop intersection. He was not sure what the County’s policy is, but speed limit signs 
cannot be placed close together. 
 
Mr. John Kysylyczyn, 3083 Victoria Street, provided background information on 
the history of his political career and indicated he has taken an interest in this 
subject. He explained he was opposed to the efforts to adjust the speed limits in the 
city because he thought it was a complete waste of time and money. He pointed out 
that he has noticed there is no ticket data. There is data as to the traffic stops, but 
there is no data as to how many speeding tickets have been written and for what 
speeds they have been written for. St. Paul disbanded its traffic unit so the idea that 
the City will have more officers focusing on traffic is false and is actually going in 
the opposite direction. Roseville has done local enforcement and the outcome of 
the local enforcement efforts back twenty years ago was that the tickets and the 
people that were being stopped were the people that lived in the neighborhood. 
There is this rabbit hole he encouraged the Commission not to go down, which is 
that slower driving leads to less injury. The problem is not the speed, the problem 
is the distracted driving, the people that are reading their cellphones while driving 
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down the road and talking on the phone while driving down the road. That is where 
the real problem lies. He would caution the Commission on studying data on what 
other cities have done because some cities make decisions that are politically 
driven, and some cities make decisions that are statistically driven. The cities of 
Brooklyn Park and Minneapolis are political party-endorsed where a lot of their 
decisions are based on politics. Shoreview, on the other hand, is not a political 
party-endorsed city and often times a lot of decisions made there are based on 
statistics. Another thing he wanted to raise caution about is passing laws that no 
one follows. That is the scientific versus politics. When you pass laws that no one 
follows people have a tendency of not respecting other laws. Another thing to point 
out is perhaps Roseville should stop paving local side streets that are four car lanes 
wide.  Perhaps for the next reconstruction phase, quit paving four lane-wide local 
side streets and cut them down to three or two and a half lanes.  Lower speed limits 
do nothing to affect the noise that bothers him, which is loud exhaust and loud car 
stereos. Equity was raised and if the City passes laws that no one follows it gives 
law enforcement the ability to pull over anyone they want to. Do not pass laws that 
no one is going to follow, and scenarios will not be created like that. He indicated 
if the Commission wanted to do a study or a survey of people, he would encourage 
the Commission to take a look at the recycling survey that was done. 
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Speed Limit Update

Background

• 2019 State Legislative Action

• 2022
• July 11 Joint PWET/Council meeting

• September 27 PWET Commission meeting

• November 22 PWET Commission meeting





Speed Limit Update

Council and Commission Questions

• What are the benefits of lower speeds?

• What are costs of implementing a speed change?

• What have other cities done or learned?

• How are other cities experiencing compliance and enforcement? 

• How does Roseville’s crash data compare to others? 

• What about other impacts of changes to speed limits?

• What are the public’s thoughts? 
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What are the benefits of lower speeds?

Perception/Reaction + Breaking Distance

Source: MnDOT Statewide Speed Limit Vision Project 

Source: FHWA
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What are the costs of implementing a speed change?

• Lkjlkjhlkh]

Source: Seattle DOT Source: Officer.com Source: Ohio Education Association
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What have other cities done or learned?

Source: State of Minnesota GIS
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How are other cities experiencing compliance and enforcement?

• asdfasdf

Source: Roseville Police Department 2022 Traffic Enforcement Report 

2022 Locations of Traffic Stops for Moving Violations
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How does Roseville’s crash data

compare to others?

Source: LRRB Guidelines for Determining Speed Limits on 

Municipal Roadways 

Source: Roseville Police Department 2022 Traffic Enforcement Report 

2022 Locations of Motor Vehicle Crashes

Pedestrian & Bicycle Fatal Crash Rate
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What about other impacts of changes to speed limits?
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What are the public’s thoughts?

Source: Ohio Education Association Source: sciline.org
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New Local Research

• Minnesota Statewide Speed Limit Vision Project

• LRRB Guidelines for Determining Speed Limits on 
Municipal Roadways

https://dot.state.mn.us/mnspeedlimitvision/
https://dot.state.mn.us/mnspeedlimitvision/
https://researchprojects.dot.state.mn.us/projectpages/pages/lrrbProjectDetails.jsf?id=25209&type=CONTRACT&jftfdi=&jffi=lrrbProjectDetails%3Fid%3D25209%26type%3DCONTRACT
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New Local Research

• Minnesota Statewide Speed Limit Vision Project

Source: MnDOT Statewide Speed Limit Vision Project 

https://dot.state.mn.us/mnspeedlimitvision/
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New Local Research

• LRRB Guidelines for Determining Speed Limits on Municipal 
Roadways

“Changing the speed limit alone had no effect on driver behavior.”

“Changing driver behavior and reducing speeds will require added 
enforcement and changes to the road environment to adjust driver 
perception.”

https://researchprojects.dot.state.mn.us/projectpages/pages/lrrbProjectDetails.jsf?id=25209&type=CONTRACT&jftfdi=&jffi=lrrbProjectDetails%3Fid%3D25209%26type%3DCONTRACT
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Next Steps

• Continue to compile speed studies on local streets

• Compile more data on other cities’ experiences

• Request Commission discuss with Council at Joint Meeting in July

• Seek Council direction before engaging public

What we’ve done
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Agenda Item 7.a. (PWET Joint Meeting) 
July 10, 2023 

CHAPTER	206	Public	Works,	Environment,	and	Transportation	
Commission	
SECTION	
206.1: Establishment and Membership 
206.2: Scope, Duties and Functions 
 
206.1:	ESTABLISHMENT	AND	MEMBERSHIP	
There is established a public works, environment, and transportation commission of the city which shall consist of seven 
members appointed by the City Council and which shall be subject to Chapter 201 of the City Code. (Ord. 1260, 4-15-
2002) (Ord. 1313, 12-6-2004) 
 
206.2:	SCOPE,	DUTIES	AND	FUNCTIONS	
The duties and functions of the commission shall be as follows: 

A. Serve in an advisory capacity to the City Council, City Manager and Director of Public Works on public works, 
environmental, and transportation matters. (Ord. 1313, 12-6-2004) 

B. Maintain an interest in and an understanding of the functions and operations of the Public Works Department. 
C. Maintain an interest in and an understanding of federal, state, county, regional and other public works, 

environmental, and transportation services that impact City services. (Ord. 1313, 12-6-2004) 
D. Perform other duties and functions or conduct studies and investigations as specifically directed or delegated by 

the city. (Ord.1260, 4-15-2002) 
 
 
Important elements to consider adding: 

 Supporting Public Works 
 Transportation, including non-motorized traffic (i.e., pedestrians, bicyclists, etc.) 
 Environment and environmental stewardship 
 Infrastructure 
 Sustainability 
 Public Safety as it relates to transportation 
 Supporting Traffic Safety Committee 

 

 

Proposed Changes: 
206.2:	SCOPE,	DUTIES	AND	FUNCTIONS	
The duties and functions of the commission shall be as follows: 

A. Serve in an advisory capacity to the City Council, City Manager and Director of Public Works on public works, 
environmental, and transportation matters. (Ord. 1313, 12-6-2004) 

B. Maintain an interest in and an understanding of the functions and operations of the Public Works Department. 
C. Collaborate with City staff to review, evaluate, and develop policies and practices regarding sustainability and 

management of environmental resources. 
D. Collaborate with City staff to review, evaluate, and develop policies and practices regarding transportation 

infrastructure as it relates to the multi-model needs and demands of the community. This includes related public 
safety issues and coordination with the Traffic Safety Committee if necessary. 

E. Engage with the Roseville community and serve as a community liaison for issues, ideas and proposals while 
providing appropriate feedback. 

C.F. Maintain an interest in and an understanding ofCollaborate with federal, state, county, regional and other public 
works, environmental, and transportation services that impact City services. (Ord. 1313, 12-6-2004) 

D.G. Perform other duties and functions or conduct studies and investigations as specifically directed or delegated by 
the city. (Ord.1260, 4-15-2002) 

 



Page 1 of 2 

Roseville Public Works, Environment 
 and Transportation Commission 
Excerpt from Meeting Minutes 

Tuesday, February 28, 2023, at 6:30 p.m. 
City Council Chambers, 2660 Civic Center Drive 

Roseville, Minnesota 55113 

7. Water and Sewer Service Lateral Discussion
Public Works Director Jesse Freihammer presented information regarding the
Water and Sewer Service Laterals. He noted staff discussed ownership, issues with
maintenance, types of maintenance/replacement options, and how the City helps
residents with these issues.

Chair Ficek indicated there is a benefit to the homeowner in getting the inspection
done.  He wondered if there is a general benefit to the City as well in reducing the
Inflow and Infiltration (I&I).

Mr. Freihammer explained every bit of I&I that goes in is paid for on the overall
sewer bill to the City.  The MET Council monitors the flow out of the City and
every drop of water that goes in the City pays for.

Member Cicha asked with the point of sale inspections, is it typically immediately
for anyone who sells their house.

Mr. Freihammer explained according to the Ordinance a person has to prove that
an inspection was done which is shared with the City and a determination is done.
This can be set up a couple of different ways.

The Commission discussed sewer line inspections, video of sewer scoping and
replacements.

Mr. John Kysylyczyn, 3083 Victoria Street, explained he was not in favor of point
of sale inspections.  Another thing he wanted to caution the Commission on is that
there are some residents who have extraordinary long sewer lines, including his.
He reviewed the history of the area where his home is located and how much his
sewer line replacement would cost compared to the ordinary sewer line most
residents have.

Member Hodder asked what a better funding mechanism would be to make it work
for someone like Mr. Kysylyczyn.

Attachment G
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Mr. Kysylyczyn indicated he would not know. There are pluses and minuses with 
every property purchased.  
 
Chair Ficek asked if the City had any other point of sale requirements. 
 
Mr. Freihammer indicated he was not aware of any others. 
 
Chair Ficek indicated he was reluctant about opening up discussion for this because 
it seems like it is a bigger policy discussion that is needed.  He liked the idea of the 
revolving loan and would be interested in exploring that further.   
 
Mr. Freihammer indicated this could be brought forward to the Finance 
Commission for discussion and then something that would need to be built into the 
budget potentially and work that would be involved to set that up. 
 
Mr. Kysylyczyn noted to add to the revolving loan fund, government always gets 
paid first when there are liens on houses and the reason why the HRA got involved 
with those housing issues. 
 
Chair Ficek indicated as he was thinking about this, there is a benefit to the City to 
have some of this done. He was kind of looking at that incentive and wondered if 
it could be offered at a really low interest rate or there could be something for low 
income such as no interest rate.  He was not suggesting any particular way but he 
thought there were ways it could be thought about as to how that equity piece is 
brought in so that it is something that is more useable to everybody and it has that 
incentive behind it and more people look to it to figure out it is the right time to do 
it. 
 
Mr. Freihammer explained staff can look at options and discuss with the Finance 
Commission, if the City did that, what the potential interest would be and would it 
be a benefit to the property owners. 
 
Chair Ficek thought it was worth looking at. He did wonder who would do the 
work.  Mr. Freihammer stated the City has a list of qualified contractors. 
 
Member Cicha agreed he liked what was said about the revolving loan fund and 
thought there was a lot of options around it. 
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Roseville Public Works, Environment 
 and Transportation Commission  
Excerpt of Draft Meeting Minutes 

Tuesday, June 27, 2023, at 6:30 p.m. 
City Council Chambers, 2660 Civic Center Drive 

Roseville, Minnesota 55113 

7. Street Name Change Policy - Draft1 
Public Works Director Jesse Freihammer explained the City has received a request2 
from residents to change the street name of the segment of County Road B west of3 
Cleveland Avenue.  The portion is scheduled for reconstruction next year.4 

5 
There was no concern about the proposed name change request from the6 
Commission.7 

8 
Member Hodder moved, Member Mueller seconded, supporting the policy9 
changes draft as presented in the agenda packet.10 

11 
Ayes: 412 
Nays: 013 
Motion carried.14 

Attachment H



Draft v1.0 June 2023 

STREET NAME CHANGE POLICY 

PURPOSE: This policy shall dictate the process for which residents may request a change of name to a street 
under city jurisdiction, to be considered by the City Council.  

BACKGROUND: 
Minnesota Statute § 440.11 “Street Name Change; Ordinance” allows cities to make a street name change 
provided that it is approved by ordinance and then recorded in the office of the county recorder. 

440.11 STREET NAME CHANGE; ORDINANCE. 
The council of each home rule charter city of the second, third, or fourth class may by ordinance change 
the name of and rename any of the streets, lanes, avenues, public highways, parks, and public grounds of 
the city. Immediately after publication, the ordinance shall be recorded in the office of the county recorder 
of the county in which the city is located. 

Although not required by statute, a petition is useful to gauge property owner interest in a street name change, 
as both benefits and inconveniences associated with an address change will be borne by the property owners. 
Property owners may consider/consult their tenants. 

PROCESS: 
A. Resident Petition

A resident requesting a name change must submit a petition to the City Engineer for consideration. The
petition must include the new name requested and have signatures from more than 50% of property owners
on the street, whose address includes the proposed road name change. Upon request, the City will provide
a list of addresses. A sample petition form is included in Appendix A.

The new street name:
a) should be changed only if there will be a public benefit that clearly outweighs the public confusion and

cost that would be created by the name change.
b) shall not be longer than can be put on a standard sign or 30 characters, whichever is less.
c) should not create confusion or delay to standard or emergency services response.
d) should not uniquely identify a particular product, service, tenant, business or living person.
e) should meet naming requirement of other concerned local governments.

B. City Review of Request
The City Engineer shall confer with other concerned local governments, including Ramsey County, to verify
that the new street name meets naming requirements.

The City will coordinate with Ramsey County, MnDOT, and adjacent municipalities, as needed, to estimate
the cost for signage changes.

C. Council Consideration
The Council will consider an ordinance to approve the name change. An ordinance change requires public
notice/comment – in this case, it would include specific notice affected properties. If approved, the
ordinance will be sent to the County Recorder.
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APPENDIX A – SAMPLE PETITION 

PETITION FOR STREET NAME CHANGE FORM 
Signature below affirms we request changing the name of our street: 
 _________________, from ____________ to ____________ 

[current street name]   [intersecting street]  [intersecting street] 

to the new name: __________________________.  
    [new name requested] 
The petitioners ask the City of Roseville to review this request and put it before the City Council for 
consideration at an upcoming Council meeting. 
 
 Name Address Signature 
1    
2    
3    
4    
5    
6    
7    
8    
9    

10    
11    
12    
13    
14    
15    
16    



 

 



REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

Date: July 10, 2023 
Item No.: 7.b

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

Item Description: Consider a Resolution providing preliminary approval of a Major Plat of an existing 
parcel as ten lots for single-family attached homes (twinhomes) (PF23-002) 

7b RCA 
Page 1 of 4 

1 

BACKGROUND 
Applicant: Sophies, LLC 
Location: 2560 Fry Street 
Property Owner: Sophies, LLC 

Community Engagement: February 28, 2023 
Application Submittal: Received and considered complete 4/7/2023 
City Action Deadline: 8/5/2023, per Minn. Stat. 462.358 subd. 3b 

General Site Information 
Land Use Context 

Existing Land Use Guiding Zoning 

Site Vacant/former Press Gym MR MDR 

North Rosebrook Park PR POS 

West One-family residential, detached LR LDR 

East Assisted Living HR HDR 

South Assisted Living HR HDR 

Notable Natural Features: none 
Land Use History: none 

Level of City Discretion in Decision-Making: quasi-judicial 
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Proposal Summary 1 

The proposed subdivision creates lots to facilitate individual ownership of ten twin home dwellings. 2 

Plans and other information detailing the proposed preliminary plat are included with this RCA as 3 

Attachment 3. 4 

When exercising the “quasi-judicial” authority on subdivision requests, the role of the City is to 5 

determine the facts associated with a particular proposal and apply those facts to the legal standards 6 

contained in the ordinance and relevant state law. In general, if the facts indicate the application meets 7 

the relevant legal standards and will not compromise the public health, safety, and general welfare, then 8 

the applicant is likely entitled to the approval. The City is, however, able to add conditions to 9 

subdivision approvals to ensure that potential impacts to parks, schools, roads, storm sewers, and other 10 

public infrastructure on and around the subject property are adequately addressed. Subdivisions may 11 

also be modified to promote the public health, safety, and general welfare, and to provide for the 12 

orderly, economic, and safe development of land, and to promote housing affordability for all levels. 13 

Plat Analysis 14 

Roseville’s Development Review Committee (DRC) met on several occasions to review the proposed 15 

subdivision plans. Some of the comments and feedback based on the DRC’s review of the application 16 

are included in the analysis below, and the full comments offered by DRC members are included with 17 

this RCA as Attachment 4. 18 

Proposed Lots 19 

A site developed with twin home dwellings such as those in the Danny Boy Estates plat is required to 20 

comprise at least 3,600 square feet per dwelling unit. The individual areas of the smallest of the 21 

proposed lots is 3,773 square feet, which exceeds the minimum required area. Although building 22 

setbacks are not specifically reviewed and approved as part of a plat application, the buildings 23 

represented in the development plans do appear to conform to the minimum setbacks of the MDR 24 

district. 25 

Right-of-Way and Easements 26 

Roseville’s City Engineer has indicated the proposed drainage and utility easements as shown on the 27 

proposed plat meet the requirements of the City. 28 

Proposed Shared Driveway 29 

While the specific details of the shared driveway are not the subject of the review and approval of the 30 

proposed plat, the DRC has the following feedback on the details presented in the preliminary plans. 31 

• The City Engineer has indicated that the shared driveway must be at least five feet from the 32 

western boundary of the subject property. 33 

• Roseville’s Fire Chief has noted the dwellings will likely need to be sprinkled since the shared 34 

driveway does not include a turn-around suitable for fire apparatus. 35 

Park Dedication 36 

The Parks and Recreation Commission (PRC) reviewed the proposal at its May 2 meeting and 37 

recommended a dedication of cash in lieu of park land. At the current rate of $4,250 per dwelling unit, 38 

the net increase of nine residential lots in the proposed ten-unit development will require $38,250 to be 39 

paid before the City will release the signed plat to be recorded at Ramsey County. The full comments 40 

from Parks and Recreation Department staff, along with an excerpt of the May 2 PRC meeting minutes, 41 

is included with this RCA as part of Attachment 4. 42 
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Storm Water Management 43 

The grading and storm water management plan illustrated in Attachment 3 addresses the proposed 44 

development on the lots as required. The City Engineer has noted the plans can be made to meet the 45 

City's requirements and, since the storm water BMPs are to be private, a public improvement contract 46 

will be necessary to ensure their proper ongoing maintenance. 47 

Tree Preservation 48 

The tree preservation and replacement plan requirements in City Code §1011.04 provide a way to 49 

quantify the amount of tree material being removed for a given project and to calculate the potential tree 50 

replacement obligation. A few trees were removed as part of grading done last fall (to fill the hole left 51 

from demolition of the previous structure several years ago), and the preliminary calculation of a 52 

replacement obligation based on these removals and the proposed development illustrated in Attachment 53 

3 would not elicit replacement trees. 54 

Public Comment 55 
Plat applications creating four or more lots require the developer to hold an “open house meeting” to 56 

engage nearby community members, answer their questions, and address their concerns. While the 57 

applicant’s scheduled in-person meeting was delayed because of a snow storm, they did still hold a 58 

meeting and made themselves available for people to engage with them by email and by phone over 59 

several days. People’s concerns appear to be largely centered on issues of traffic and on-street parking. 60 

In response to these concerns, City policy does not require a traffic study for the proposed plat and 61 

minimum parking requirements established under the Zoning Code do not trigger designated off-street 62 

parking spaces beyond what an attached garage and driveway provide. A summary of the engagement is 63 

a required component of this plat application, and it is included with this RPCA as Attachment 5. 64 

A public hearing for the preliminary plat proposal was held by the Planning Commission on June 7, 65 

2023. The one person who spoke was generally supportive of the proposal, but echoed the parking 66 

concerns raised by others. The Planning Commission voted 5-1 to recommend approval of the request 67 

consistent with the conditions recommended by staff.  Commissioner McGehee opposed the request, 68 

citing concerns with the proposal’s proximity to Rosebrook Park, existing parking issues at the park and 69 

a feeling the proposed development would add to traffic concerns in the area, and her preference that the 70 

subject property be purchased for parkland.  Draft minutes of the public hearing are included as part of 71 

Attachment 5. 72 

POLICY OBJECTIVES 73 

• Establish public‐private partnerships to ensure life‐cycle housing throughout that City attracts 74 

and retains a diverse mix of people, family types, economic statuses, ages, and so on. 75 

• Explore opportunities to encourage smaller housing units, “non‐traditional” housing 76 

development (which could include culturally‐appropriate housing to reflect the population 77 

demographics of the City), and opportunities to address the lack of housing in the “missing 78 

middle” styles. 79 

BUDGET IMPLICATIONS 80 

Acquisition of park dedication funds. Refer to DRC comments in Attachment 4. 81 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 82 

Adopt a resolution approving the proposed Danny Boy Estates preliminary plat based on the 83 

content of this RCA, public input, the recommendation and findings of the Planning Commission, and 84 

City Council deliberation, with the following conditions. 85 



7b RCA 
Page 4 of 4 

1. Pursuant to the memo from Public Works Department staff in Attachment 4 of this RCA, the 86 

applicant shall create a homeowners association for maintenance of the shared driveway and storm 87 

water BMPs, and shall enter into an agreement pertaining to the public water and sanitary sewer 88 

improvements in the site. 89 

2. Pursuant to the comments from Parks and Recreation Department staff in Attachment 4 of this 90 

RPCA, the applicant shall submit payment of the $38,250 park dedication fee before the City will 91 

release the signed mylars for recording at Ramsey County. 92 

REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION 93 

Adopt a resolution approving the proposed Danny Boy Estates preliminary plat based on the 94 

content of this RCA, public input, the recommendation and findings of the Planning Commission, and 95 

City Council deliberation, with the following conditions. 96 

1. Pursuant to the memo from Public Works Department staff in Attachment 4 of this RCA, the 97 

applicant shall create a homeowners association for maintenance of the shared driveway and storm 98 

water BMPs, and shall enter into an agreement pertaining to the public water and sanitary sewer 99 

improvements in the site. 100 

2. Pursuant to the comments from Parks and Recreation Department staff in Attachment 4 of this 101 

RPCA, the applicant shall submit payment of the $38,250 park dedication fee before the City will 102 

release the signed mylars for recording at Ramsey County. 103 

ALTERNATIVE ACTIONS 104 

A. Pass a motion to table the request for future action. An action to table consideration the request 105 

must be based on the need for additional information or further analysis to make a decision. Tabling 106 

beyond July 24, 2023, may require an extension of the action deadline mandated in Minnesota 107 

Statute to avoid statutory approval. 108 

B. Adopt a resolution to deny the request. A denial should be supported by specific findings of fact 109 

based on the City Council’s review of the application, applicable zoning or subdivision regulations, 110 

and the public record. 111 

Prepared by Senior Planner Bryan Lloyd 112 
Attachments: 1. Area map 

2. Aerial photo 
3. Proposed plans 

4. Comments from DRC 
5. Draft 6/7/2023 Planning Commission minutes, 

public comment, and open house feedback 
6. Draft resolution 
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For further information regarding the contents of this map contact:
City of Roseville, Community Development Department,
2660 Civic Center Drive, Roseville MN

Disclaimer
This map is neither a legally recorded map nor a survey and is not intended to be used as one. This map is a compilation of records,
information and data located in various city, county, state and federal offices and other sources regarding the area shown, and is to
be used for reference purposes only. The City does not warrant that the Geographic Information System (GIS) Data used to prepare
this map are error free, and the City does not represent that the GIS Data can be used for navigational, tracking or any other purpose
requiring exacting measurement of distance or direction or precision in the depiction of geographic features. If errors or discrepancies
are found please contact 651-792-7085. The preceding disclaimer is provided pursuant to Minnesota Statutes §466.03, Subd. 21 (2000),
and the user of this map acknowledges that the City shall not be liable for any damages, and expressly waives all claims, and agrees to
defend, indemnify, and hold harmless the City from any and all claims brought by User, its employees or agents, or third parties which
arise out of the user's access or use of data provided.
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INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM    
      
Date:  May 20, 2023 
 
To:  Bryan Lloyd, Senior Planner 

 
From:  Matthew Johnson, Parks and Recreation Director 
 
RE:  Danny Boy Estates (2560 Fry St) 
 
 
 
The Parks and Recreation Commission (PRC) reviewed this proposed project regarding park 
dedication on May 2, 2023 (DRAFT minutes attached). They recommended cash at the 2023 fee 
of $4,250 per unit.  Based on the proposal, the developer would pay $38,250 ($4,250 x 9 new 
units) at the time of final plat.  
 
The Parks and Recreation System Master Plan does not specifically identify a need for additional 
land in this constellation.  
 
The Parks and Recreation chapter (8) of the Roseville 2024 Comprehensive Plan does recommend 
prioritization of parkland adjacent to existing parks when possible. However, the small size (0.11 
acres) of any parcel that could be acquired via park dedication with this development made that 
option less desirable. Additionally, the developer stated that if land were to be required for park 
dedication, they would likely consider an alternate platting option that would not require park 
dedication.  
 
There are a number of redevelopment items planned for Rosebrook Park in the coming years 
which these funds could support to ensure the provision of park services for these new residents.  
 
This parcel is identified as an important connection to the park for many of the residents of the 
neighborhood, and is classified as such in the Parks and Recreation System Master Plan.  
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recommendation as to whether the City should accept land, cash, or a combination, to satisfy the 41 

Park Dedication requirement. 42 

 43 

The developer was present at the meeting to answer any questions. The developer provided the 44 

history of the purchase of the parcel. 45 

 46 

Commissioner Arneson relayed that he would support recommending cash in lieu of land as the 47 

parcel is not connected to Reservoir Woods. 48 

 49 

The Commission discussed the small size of the potential 0.15 acres park and if that land could 50 

be useful as a pocket park. They agreed that the size and location would not be a beneficial 51 

addition to the park system. 52 

 53 

Commissioner Brown moved to recommend cash in lieu of land to satisfy Park 54 

Dedication at 691-711 Shryer Avenue to the City Council. Commissioner Arneson 55 

seconded.  56 

 57 

Roll Call 58 

Ayes: Arneson, Beckman, Boulton, Baggenstoss, Brown, Dahlstrom, Raygor. 59 

Nays: None. 60 

Abstain: None. 61 

 62 

b) Park Dedication Recommendation - 2560 Fry Street  63 

Maps were provided to show the location of the 2560 Fry Street parcel. The proposed 64 

development is located in Constellation I of the Parks and Recreation system. Staff noted that 65 

Constellation I is largely commercial and Rosebrook Park effectively serves the residential 66 

homes in that constellation.  67 

 68 

The developer had relayed to staff that they don’t have land available to allocate towards a park 69 

in the current proposal and that a recommendation of land could inhibit their ability to move 70 

forward with the project. 71 

 72 

The proposal includes ten units on a 1.17-acre development. The project qualifies for Park 73 

Dedication. The cash amount for the nine additional units would be $38,250 ($4,250 per unit). 74 

The required land amount would be 10% of 1.17 acres or 0.117 acres. 75 

 76 

Staff noted that the Master Plan does not specifically call out additional park land in this area. 77 

The Comprehensive Plan does state a goal of procuring land adjacent to existing park parcels. 78 

Upcoming Capital Improvements at Rosebrook over the coming years include the pool and 79 

playground. 80 
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Staff reiterated that the role of the Parks and Recreation Commission is to review the proposed 81 

development and relevant parks and recreation system plans and goals; and to make a 82 

recommendation as to whether the City should accept land, cash, or a combination, to satisfy the 83 

Park Dedication requirement. 84 

 85 

The project developer was available at the meeting to answer any questions.  86 

 87 

Commissioner Arneson mentioned that the parking lot at Rosebrook Park is very small and 88 

potentially expanding the size could be beneficial. 89 

 90 

Commissioner Boulton added that a larger parking lot may be useful for the future Capital 91 

Improvements at the park. 92 

 93 

The Commission questioned the land type and existing utilities on the north side of the parcel. 94 

The project developer answered that there is no existing utilities on the north 30 feet of the 95 

parcel. There was a previous easement that has been vacated and the land is now a proposed 96 

drainage easement to outlot A. 97 

 98 

Staff clarified that a recommendation of land would send the project back to city staff to work 99 

with the developers to find an equitable land location to satisfy Park Dedication. 100 

 101 

The project developer relayed that the financial impact of a land recommendation for Park 102 

Dedication would make the project no longer fiscally feasible.   103 

 104 

Commissioner Baggenstoss asked staff how the land could be used as it is adjacent to an existing 105 

park and questioned why the city did not initially purchase the parcel. Staff relayed that there are 106 

trees on the parcel that may survive the construction and removing living trees is always a 107 

difficult decision. There is a concept plan for the pool to potentially switch it to a splash pad. 108 

However, the neighborhood has not been engaged with on the changes. Staff noted that the 109 

additional space could potentially be used during the future evolution of the pool at Rosebrook 110 

Park. 111 

 112 

Staff relayed that the city utilizes the “willing buyer-willing seller” rule for acquiring new 113 

parcels that come up for sale.  114 

 115 

Commissioner Arneson suggested potentially moving away from willing buyer-willing seller in 116 

the future. 117 

 118 

The Commission discussed if recommending land to satisfy Park Dedication would add useable 119 

parkland to Rosebrook Park. 120 
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Commissioner Baggenstoss questioned if any proposed sidewalks were planned for this parcel. 121 

Staff noted that a sidewalk currently exists on the parcel and added that they will confirm with 122 

city staff if the sidewalk needs to be updated to satisfy the Pathway Master Plan.  123 

 124 

Commissioner Boulton asked if the water feature will stay at Rosebrook Park. Staff answered 125 

that over time a discussion regarding an update to the water feature will be had with the 126 

neighborhood. During that time land usage for park amenities will be reviewed. However, staff 127 

acknowledged that removing a water feature from the park would be difficult. 128 

 129 

Commissioner Arneson moved to recommend cash in lieu of land to satisfy Park 130 

Dedication at 2560 Fry Street to the City Council. Commissioner Boulton seconded.  131 

 132 

Roll Call 133 

Ayes: Arneson, Beckman, Boulton, Brown, Dahlstrom, Raygor. 134 

Nays: Baggenstoss. 135 

Abstain: None. 136 

 137 

c) Review and Verify Parks and Recreation Commission Goals 138 

Commissioner Arneson recommended adding a goal to work towards ending the “willing buyer-139 

willing seller” way or purchasing additional park land. Chair Dahlstrom noted that he supports 140 

the idea but he is not sure that it belongs as a Commission Goal. 141 

 142 

Commissioner Baggenstoss questioned if the “willing buyer-willing seller” is a specific city 143 

policy or if it is an interpretation of a policy. Staff relayed that it is written in the Comprehensive 144 

Plan and the Parks and Recreation Master Plan under the goals of acquisition of park land and is 145 

a city policy that could be discussed with the City Council. 146 

 147 

Commissioner Brown suggested adding a goal of “Acquire more parkland” with a long-term 148 

goal of updating the “willing buyer-willing seller” policy. 149 

 150 

The Commission discussed the “willing buyer-willing seller” policy language and how they 151 

could potentially move forward with updating it. The Commission agreed on adding the goal of 152 

“Explore more ways and opportunities to acquire parkland”.  153 

 154 

The Commission discussed potentially purchasing parkland on the south side of Lake Owasso. 155 

Staff noted that it may be hard to purchase land that was previously recommended for cash in 156 

lieu of land to satisfy Park Dedication. 157 

 158 

Commissioner Arneson suggested adding city water access on one of the Roseville lakes with 159 

rentable spots to store kayaks.  160 
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INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM    
      
Date:  May 31, 2023 
 
To:  Bryan Lloyd, Senior Planner 

 
From:  Jennifer Lowry, Roseville Public Works 
 
RE:  Danny Boy Estates / 2560 Fry Street Preliminary Plat 
 
 
The Public Works Department reviewed the proposed plans for the project noted above and offer 
the following comments with regard to the project’s impact on City services and/or 
infrastructure: 
 

1. Site Plan 
o Due to the minimal amount of lots created, the development did not meet the 

threshold per City policy to conduct a traffic study. A traffic study was not 
conducted but minor increase to traffic on Fry Street and other nearby roads is 
expected but will not create any significant issues.  

o Public pathway improvements on the east side of Fry Street are shown. A 
Development Agreement will be required for these improvements. 

o The private road meets the minimum width of 24-foot-wide. Parking will not be 
allowed per city ordinance. No parking signs shall be posted and plans should indicate 
no parking. 

o If setbacks, easements, or lot sizes change, the changes will need additional 
review.  

2. Utilities 
o Water 

 The watermain is proposed be extended, to be public, and exist within 
proposed drainage and utility easements. A Development Agreement will 
be required for these improvements. 

 Hydrant location will need to exist within a drainage and utility easement. 
 Final construction plans will be approved by the City prior to issuing 

permits. 
 MDH Water Permit is required. 

o Sanitary 
 The sanitary sewer is proposed be extended, to be public, and exist within 

proposed drainage and utility easements. The connection in Fry Street 
must be made with construction of a new manhole. A Development 
Agreement will be required for these improvements. 

RPCA Attachment 4
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 Final construction plans will be approved by the City prior to issuing 
permits. 

 MPCA Sewer Extension Permit is required. 
o Storm Sewer 

 The development has to meet city stormwater standards.  Submittals from 
the developer’s consulting engineer demonstrate that the site can meet 
the requirements of the city. 

 The storm sewer improvements within the site will be private. Provide an 
executed Operation & Maintenance Agreement in favor of the City of 
Roseville that has been recorded with Ramsey County.  The template 
agreement can be found at www.cityofroseville.com/privatebmp.    

 Submit contact information for the trained erosion control coordinator 
responsible for implementing the Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan 
(SWPPP) for the site.  If that person has not been selected, a SWPPP 
Amendment is required prior to construction.   

 An asbuilt for site grading and stormwater infrastructure will be required 
prior to final approval and release of Erosion Control and Grading escrow  

 Provide a copy of the Rice Creek Watershed Permit(s), or documentation 
that a permit is not required. 

 Provide a copy of the NDPES Permit(s), or documentation that a permit is 
not required. 

 City Erosion Control, Grading and Storm Water Permit is required. Final 
construction plans will be approved by the City prior to issuing permits. 

3. General 
o An Encroachment Agreement will be will be required for the public water and 

sewer utilities to exist under the private driveway.  
o A home owners association will be required to maintain the private road and 

storm water features. 
o City ROW permit is required.  

Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback and on this project at this time.  As the project 
advances, Public Works Department staff will continue to review any forthcoming plans and 
provide additional reviews and feedback as necessary.  Please contact me should there be 
questions or concerns regarding any of the information contained herein.   
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c. Request for Approval of a Preliminary Plat of an Existing Parcel as Ten Lots for 1 

Single-Family Attached Homes (Twinhomes) (PF23-002) 2 

Chair Pribyl opened the public hearing for PF23-002 at approximately 8:00 p.m. and 3 

reported on the purpose and process of a public hearing.  4 

 5 

Senior Planner Bryan Lloyd summarized the request as detailed in the staff report 6 

dated June 7, 2023.  7 

 8 

Member Aspnes indicated she drove around this parcel and had some concerns about 9 

the private drive only because of the amount of snow there was this past year, she 10 

wondered where all of the snow will go. 11 

 12 

Mr. Lloyd indicated he did not know the answer but suggested there are large side 13 

yards adjacent to Fry Street and maybe the owner would not be able to pile snow in 14 

their drainage outlot but is a place where he would put it.  Whatever provisions are in 15 

the maintenance code, even though it is not a City street it still has similar sorts of 16 

requirements for the maintenance and that sort of thing. 17 

 18 

Member Aspnes asked if the units will be rental units or owner-occupied dwellings. 19 

 20 

Mr. Lloyd explained that is not a question staff considers in subdivision requests.  A 21 

dwelling unit is a dwelling unit, a lot is a lot.  In a subdivision like this the separate 22 

parcels, the separate lots facilitates separate owners but does not prevent someone 23 

from buying one or more of them and renting it rather than occupying it.  The 24 

transition from doing the development in a single parcel with the ten dwellings, which 25 

in his mind would more likely be rentals, proceeding through the plat process like the 26 

applicant is doing suggests the intent to sell them and purchased then by either 27 

residents or someone who would rent them out. 28 

 29 

Member McGehee explained since the City might require a homeowner’s association, 30 

she has seen homeowners’ associations that specifically specify that the homes cannot 31 

be rented for more than a year and is a condition that the City could apply, if the City 32 

is the one requiring the homeowner’s association. 33 

 34 

Mr. Lloyd explained he was not sure that the City could require some tenancy 35 

provisions in a homeowner’s association.  The City can regulate rentals through the 36 

City’s Rental Registration program of Rental Licensing program, but he did not 37 

believe that the City has the ability to prohibit them. 38 

 39 

Member McGehee indicated she was probably going to object to this on the basis of 40 

traffic because there is the dense neighborhood that is very much landlocked, 41 

particularly with the changes now on Snelling and only two exits coming out onto 42 

Fairview.  She thought both exits were very dangerous for access to this 43 

neighborhood.  The other thing is the City just added approximately four hundred 44 

units just across from this and this is one of the parks that is expected to take some of 45 

the influx of new people in the community.  This particular park seems to her to be an 46 

ideal space to add a little land rather than add more houses in an area that already has 47 

a severe traffic access and exit problem and is quite a densely populated area now.  48 

 49 
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Mr. Lloyd explained in the process of reviewing this project the Parks and Recreation 50 

Director indicated recently that the Parks Department did have the opportunity to 51 

consider purchasing the entire parcel for additional park space and they declined to do 52 

that at the time and there was serious consideration of acquiring dedication of land on 53 

the northern side of this parcel to expand the park a little bit and the Parks and 54 

Recreation Commission declined that as well.  The final decision about land or cash 55 

dedication lies with the City Council and can still make that choice. As far as what 56 

the City Council has decided beyond that, the only thing that comes to his mind is 57 

during the Zoning update process of a couple three years ago, he believed this was 58 

one of the sites that got special focus on whether the zoning should be high density as 59 

the adjacent assisted living facility is medium density or something else and the 60 

ultimate decision at that point was for the medium density zoning that is in place 61 

today. 62 

 63 

Member McGehee did not think that was a problem but what she thought was a 64 

problem was if the City polls its residents and the residents ask for something and 65 

when the City has the opportunity to act on it, they don’t as a City, and she thought 66 

particularly to an extent where the residents really values the parks and speak to 67 

everyone about the parks system.  She thought it was unfortunate that a single person 68 

or a small group of people could decide that they do not want to add this to the park 69 

system when it was specified as an idea that people would really like. 70 

 71 

Member Schaffhausen indicated when she thinks about traffic in particular, Fairview 72 

is also within the purview of Ramsey County. 73 

 74 

Mr. Lloyd indicated that was correct.  He reviewed the traffic patterns and volumes 75 

with the Commission. 76 

 77 

Member Aspnes explained she walked around the park today and noticed there is 78 

park access from southbound Snelling.  She wondered about, in general, parking at 79 

the ball area in the park and she wondered where everyone can park.  There are a few 80 

parking lots in the park and this particular site abuts the pool in the park.  She noted 81 

the elevation of the site is higher than the park land to the north of it.  There are some 82 

scruffy looking pine trees and wondered about screening from the backyards of the 83 

two proposed twinhomes on the north side.  She would like to see some nice 84 

screening, so these homes do not look directly into the pool area.  She also wondered 85 

about the outlot.   She assumed any water runoff will not go down from the 86 

development into the park and that any access water from developing this will be 87 

controlled by the stormwater management. 88 

 89 

Mr. Lloyd explained how stormwater management will work to control the water 90 

runoff. 91 

 92 

Chair Pribyl asked if the applicant would like to come forward to answer questions. 93 

 94 

Mr. Barry O’Meara came forward to answer questions. 95 

 96 

Member Aspnes wondered where the snow will be stored if there is a lot of snow in 97 

the winter. 98 
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 99 

Mr. O’Meara explained they have taken snow removal into account when the land 100 

was developed.  He noted by Code there could be fourteen to fifteen units on this land 101 

but because of the possibility of snow storage the units were cut back to ten.  Snow 102 

should be able to be handled onsite and if not, the development will need to pay to 103 

remove it. 104 

 105 

Chair Pribyl wondered if the townhomes will be sold or be rental units. 106 

 107 

Mr. O’Meara explained the development was created in such a way that either having 108 

the townhomes as rentals or sold could be done.  He stated the intent is to be flexible. 109 

 110 

Public Comment 111 

 112 

Mr. Arthur McWilliams, 2571 Fry Street, explained he lives by the kiddie pool and 113 

suspected this development will be good for the neighborhood overall.  There will be 114 

nice new buildings in the neighborhood and in the long run might have a ripple effect 115 

and will be an improvement from what was previously there.  Parking came up, 116 

which is his sole concern.  He noted the parks gets a lot of use as well.   117 

 118 

No one else wished to address the Commission.  Chair Pribyl closed the public 119 

hearing. 120 

 121 

Commission Deliberation 122 

 123 

Member Aspnes indicated she did not object to the twinhomes by themselves.  Her 124 

concern is the City lost an opportunity to add to the park land, to this park which is 125 

really lovely.  She can see some trees that have been planted in the park.  She thought 126 

the park could use more parking so there is not so much traffic and parking on Fry 127 

Street.   128 

 129 

Member Kruzel asked if staff knew why the Parks and Recreation Commission 130 

decided not to further investigate this or is that something that could be public 131 

knowledge. 132 

 133 

Mr. Paschke thought when this property first went up for sale many years ago the 134 

Parks Department had a chance to buy it and chose not to and he believed the City 135 

was a part of that discussion.   136 

 137 

Member McGehee indicated she personally would make findings that this plan has 138 

potentially very negative impact on the park because of the location, the oversite of 139 

the kiddie pool and the fact that people will be viewing this activity from their homes 140 

as well as the entire parking into the complex, the entire development is a problem, 141 

and this adds to it.  She thought everything from snow removal to parking for those 142 

specific homes are inadequate and the homes having to have sprinkling system 143 

because there is not the kind of access for emergency vehicles that the City would 144 

normally require and the fact that this is a landlocked area with a very busy, highly 145 

used park with some amenities that are particular to this park and particular to 146 

Roseville in general where the City does not have them anywhere else and there are 147 
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already parking problems around the parks, especially in the summer, and this is 148 

another example so she could not see in good conscious, herself in particular, could 149 

vote to support this proposal based on the issues that have been raised and to which 150 

there are not any answers.  She would personally send this to the Council with those 151 

preliminary findings of hers as to why this particular proposal should not move 152 

forward. 153 

 154 

Member Bjorum agreed with some of that.  He did not want to penalize the developer 155 

for doing a nice job of developing this property.  Doing what he deems best for the 156 

property, not going to the max density.  He did not want to penalize him for planning 157 

this because there is a parking problem that he is trying to plan for and has said so and 158 

putting the burden of the neighborhood parking issue on his shoulders and this 159 

development, he thought this was set up as medium density development and he did 160 

not see an issue with what is on the plan and he did not see any legal ramification for 161 

the Planning Commission to deny moving this forward.  He understood this is next to 162 

a very busy park and a very busy neighborhood, but he did not see the reason to 163 

penalize the developer for those issues on this. 164 

 165 

Member Aspnes thanked Member Bjorum for stating his reasons, there really is no 166 

legal reason. 167 

 168 

Member Bjorum explained acknowledged all of the residents in the neighborhood 169 

that wrote in about parking issues and traffic issues but at the same time there is a 170 

containment design here for those units and development. 171 

 172 

MOTION 173 

Member Bjorum moved, seconded by Member Schaffhausen, to recommend to 174 

the City Council approval of a Preliminary Plat of an Existing Parcel as Ten 175 

Lots for Single-Family Attached Homes (Twinhomes) (PF23-002). 176 

 177 

Ayes: 5 178 

Nays: 1 (McGehee) 179 

 180 

Member McGehee explained she would state again the reason that she stated 181 

previously as findings, and she believed that the City might want to revisit this at the 182 

Council level as a purchase and she did not believe that the developer should be 183 

penalized and lose money on this.  To that regard she did not believe that the 184 

developer should be penalized financially but she thought the City Council should 185 

review this as something that they might want to revisit. 186 

 187 

Motion carried.   188 

 189 

Chair Pribyl advised this item will be before the City Council on July 10, 2023. 190 

 191 
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EXTRACT OF MINUTES OF MEETING OF THE 
CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE 

Pursuant to due call and notice thereof, a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of 1 

Roseville, County of Ramsey, Minnesota, was held on the 10th day of July 2023 at 6:00 p.m. 2 

The following Council Members were present: _________; 3 

and _____ were absent. 4 

Council Member _____ introduced the following resolution and moved its adoption: 5 

RESOLUTION NO. ___ 6 

A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE PROPOSED DANNY BOY ESTATES PRELIMINARY 7 

PLAT (PF23-002) 8 

WHEREAS, Sophies, LLC has submitted a valid application for approval of the proposed Danny 9 

Boy Estates preliminary plat of the  property addressed as 2560 Fry Street; and 10 

WHEREAS the proposed subdivision conforms to all of the applicable standards of the City of 11 

Roseville zoning and subdivision codes; and 12 

WHEREAS, the Roseville Planning Commission held the duly noticed public hearing for this 13 

application on June 7, 2023, and having closed said public hearing, voted 5-1 to recommend approval of 14 

the proposed preliminary plat with certain conditions based on the public record and the Planning 15 

Commission’s deliberation with certain conditions; and 16 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, by the Roseville City Council, to approve the 17 

proposed Danny Boy Estates preliminary plat, based on the public record and City Council deliberation, 18 

with the following conditions: 19 

1. Pursuant to the memo from Public Works Department staff in Attachment 4 of this RCA, the 20 

applicant shall create a homeowners association for maintenance of the shared driveway and storm 21 

water BMPs, and shall enter into an agreement pertaining to the public water and sanitary sewer 22 

improvements in the site. 23 

2. Pursuant to the comments from Parks and Recreation Department staff in Attachment 4 of this 24 

RPCA, the applicant shall submit payment of the $38,250 park dedication fee before the City will 25 

release the signed mylars for recording at Ramsey County. 26 

WHEREUPON said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted. 27 
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REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 Date:       July 10, 2023  
 Item No.: 7.c 

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

Item Description: Review and Discuss Pending Future Agenda Items   

Page 1 of 1 

BACKGROUND 1 
Recently staff updated and reformatted the pending future agenda items documents to also include 2 

other items that staff are planning to bring forward for City Council discussion and decision. Moving 3 

forward, these items will be brought forward in the time frames listed. However there are several 4 

items that have been listed for a long time and/or other items that may need to have additional 5 

discussion before scheduling for a specific meeting. Therefore, staff is asking for discussion and 6 

direction on the pending future agenda items highlighted in yellow on what the next steps should be 7 

for those items.  For some of the items, there may not be a need or City Council interest to further 8 

discuss the items listed on the pending list. While staff asks the City Council to provide direction on 9 

the yellow-highlighted items, the City Council should feel free to discuss any of the items on the list. 10 

  11 

Included as Attachment A is the current listing of pending future agenda items. 12 

POLICY OBJECTIVE 13 
As part of conducting City Council business, it is important to consider items of interest that come 14 

from City Council members and/or the public.  The tracking of these items is important to make sure 15 

that these items are heard and considered.  As the pending list of items grow, it is necessary to 16 

periodically to review the list to make these items are considered in a timely manner. 17 

BUDGET IMPLICATIONS 18 
None specific to this discussion. 19 

RACIAL EQUITY IMPACT SUMMARY 20 
As individual items are brought forward for discussion and possible action, a racial equity impact 21 

summary will be provided.  When appropriate, the Racial Equity Toolkit may be used to further 22 

analyze the impact a policy, regulation, program, or decision has on racial equity in the community. 23 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 24 
Staff recommends the City Council review and discuss the pending future agenda items highlighted 25 

in yellow on Attachment A and provide staff direction on the next steps for these items. 26 

REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION 27 
Provide direction on the next steps for the pending future agenda items as listed on Attachment A. 28 

Prepared by: Patrick Trudgeon, City Manager  pat.trudgeon@cityofroseville.com 
 
Attachments: A: Future Agenda – Longer Term Initiatives 

 



7.3.23

Initiated By Target Date Status/Notes
Inspectons of single-family rentals, health and safety Etten TBD
Review need of pet licenses Council TBD Brought forward by former Councilmember Willmus
Sister City Relationship with Indigenous Tribal Nation Strahan TBD
Rooster Regulations Council TBD Brought forward by resident at the July 18, 2022 Council mtg.
Off-sale liquor license holders - 1 day suspension for 1st violat Etten TBD Issue raised during 2/13mtg. when conisdering penalties for liquor violations
Zero Waste Packaging/Compostable Containers Etten/Strahan July '23 will be discussed at PWET joint meeting July 10
City Speed Limit Review on Local Streets Strahan/Council July '23 will be discussed at PWET joint meeting July 10
Update on shopping carts left in public r-o-w Strahan Summer '23

Staff/Council Summer '23 implementation strategies discussion to follow
Staff/Council 3rd qtr '23 (City Manager goal item)
Etten/Council Fall '23

Council Fall '23 (Issuance of new licenses suspended pending update)
Staff/Council Late '23? upcoming work session topic?
Staff/Council Late '23? Staff getting educated on law and ramifications
Staff/Council Late '23 (City Manager goal item)
Staff/Council Dec '23 Staff getting educated on law and ramifications
Staff/Council 1st qtr '24 (City Manager goal item)

Staff TBD Ongoing discussions with Allina, etc.

Staff/Council July '23 (budget calendar item)
Staff/Council Aug '23 (budget calendar item) (City Manager goal item)
Staff/Council Sep '23 (budget calendar item)
Staff/Council Nov '23 (budget calendar item)
Staff/Council Dec '23 (budget calendar item)Adopt final budget, levy, utility rates, & fees

Strategic planning

City/EDA Budget Process
EDA budget and City CIP review
Receive City Manager proposed budget (w/ARPA imacts)

Utility Rates & Fee Schedule

Roseville Fire role in medical transport

Fin Comm budget recomm's & prelim levy/budget

Future Agenda Review - Longer Term Initiatives
(items that likely require council discussion/action)

New cannabis law - licensing regulations/zoning code amend
Hotel licensing regulations

Envision Roseville final report & RFP for strategic plng

Item

Short term rental code updates

Sacred Settlement code updates
Update SREAP with new goals/objectives

Accept classification & compensation study & recomm's

Commission scope/duties/functions implementation

Attachment A



REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Date: July 10, 2023
Item No.:                     10.a

Department Approval City Manager Approval

Item Description: Approval of Payments

Page 1 of 1

1 BACKGROUND

2 State Statute requires the City Council to approve all payment of claims.  The following summary of
3 claims has been submitted to the City for payment.  
4

Check Series # Amount
ACH Payments $1,201,902.21

106838-107030 $1,202,412.60
Total $2,404,314.81

5

6 A detailed report of the claims is attached.  City Staff has reviewed the claims and considers them to
7 be appropriate for the goods and services received.  

8 POLICY OBJECTIVE

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

10 BUDGET IMPLICATIONS

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

13 RACIAL EQUITY IMPACT SUMMARY

14 N/A

15 STAFF RECOMMENDATION

16 Staff recommends approval of all payment of claims.

17 REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION

18 Motion to approve the payment of claims as submitted

Prepared by: Joshua Kent - Assistant Finance Director
Attachments: A: Checks for Approval
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REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Date:         July 10, 2023
Item No.:         10.b

Department Approval City Manager Approval

Item Description: Approve General Purchases Exceeding $10,000 or Sale of Surplus Items

Page 1 of 1

1 BACKGROUND

2 City Code section 103.05 establishes the requirement that all general purchases or contracts in
3 excess of $10,000 be separately approved by the City Council, independent of the budget process
4 or other statutory purchasing requirements. In addition, State Statutes generally require the Council
5 to authorize the sale of surplus vehicles and equipment. Attachment A-1 includes a list of items
6 submitted for Council review and approval.
7

8 Staff will note that unless noted otherwise, all items contained in this report were previously
9 identified and included in the adopted budget or Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) submitted for

10 Council review during the most recent budget cycle. This information package included a CIP
11 Project/Initiative summary which identified the type of purchase, estimated cost, funding source,
12 and other supporting narrative. Where applicable, these project/initiative summaries are included
13 with Attachment A-2.
14

15 POLICY OBJECTIVE

16 Required under City Code 103.05.

17 BUDGET IMPLICATIONS

18 Funding for all items is provided for in the current budget or through pre-funded capital replacement
19 funds.

20 RACIAL EQUITY IMPACT SUMMARY

21 N/A

22 STAFF RECOMMENDATION

23 Staff recommends the City Council approve the submitted purchases or contracts for service and
24 where applicable; authorize the sale/trade-in of surplus items.

25 REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION

26 Motion to approve the submitted purchases or contracts for services and where applicable; the
27 sale/trade-in of surplus items.
28

Prepared by: Joshua Kent, Assistant Finance Director
Attachments: A1: Over $10,000 Items for Purchase or Sale/Trade-in

A2: CIP Project/Initiative summary (if applicable)



Attachment A-1

General Purchases or Contracts

Budget P.O. Budget /
Division Vendor Description Key Amount Amount CIP

Public Works (Storm Drainage) Meyer Contracting, Inc. Willow Pond Outlet Maintenance (a) 450,000$          59,743$     2023 CIP
Public Works (Streets) Compass Minerals Road Salt per MN State Bid Contract (b) 223,159$          114,264$   2023 Budget
Public Works (Streets) North Country GM 2024 GMC Sierra 2500 4x4 Regular Cab (c) 56,000$            45,027$     2024 CIP
Public Works (Streets) North Country GM 2023 Chevrolet 5500 Cab & Chassis 2WD (d) 55,250$     2024 CIP
Public Works (Streets) Towmaster Truck Equipment Dump Body/Hydraulics (e) 29,549$     2024 CIP

Key

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

82,900$            

Willow Pond has a large outlet structure that controls the elevation of the pond. This outlet was constructed in 
1965 and needs periodic maintenance to maintain the functionality of the structure. This year the iron that holds 
up the catwalk, and other iron that holds up stop logs needs to be replaced and repainted. Overall the concrete 
portion of the outlet is in good condition and will only need minor skim coating to patch a few issue areas.

This truck would replace our current 2012 pickup with lift gate, which is due for replacement. Because of ongoing 
supply chain issues, build slots have been released for 4th quarter 2023 and projected delivery dates in either 1st 
or 2nd quarter of 2024. Part of the expense would be offset by selling the current 2012 truck once the new setup is 
complete.
The 2023 Chevrolet 5500 Cab & Chassis would replace the current 2012 medium duty dump truck, which is 
scheduled for replacement in 2024. This purchase would be part of the Minnesota State Contract #195787. 
Because of ongoing supply chain issues, we would secure the a build slot for this truck in 2023, and a projected 
delivery date of 1st quarter of 2024. A portion of this expense would be offset with the sale of the current 2012 
medium duty dump truck to cover any overage of budgeted expense.
Towmaster would be hired to assemble the dump body, hydraulics, and lights to the 2023 Chevrolet 5500 cab and 
chassis which the provided explanation is above in "(d)". This is part of the Minnesota State Contract #224094.

Annual salt purchase from Minnesota State Bid S-763(5) 2023. Salt contract prices were received reflecting a 
16% increase from 2022.



1 

City of Roseville 
Public Works Department 

Memo 
To: Michelle Pietrick, Finance Director 

From: Ryan Johnson, Environmental Manager 
CC: Jesse Freihammer, Public Works Director 

Date: 7/5/2023 

Re: Willow Pond Outlet Maintenance 

Staff is requesting authorization to approve a contract with Meyer Contracting, Inc.for maintenance of 
the Willow Pond Outlet.     

Willow Pond has a large outlet structure that controls the elevation of the pond.  This outlet was 
constructed in 1965 and needs periodic maintenance to maintain the functionality of the structure.  This 
year the iron that holds up a catwalk, and other iron that holds up stop logs needs to be replaced and 
repainted.  Overall the concrete portion of the outlet is in good condition and will only need minor skim 
coating to patch a few issue areas.   

Staff requested a quote from five vendors for our Willow Pond Outlet Maintenance and two quotes were 
submitted: 

Contractor Quote Total 

Meyer Contracting, Inc. $59,743.40 

Bituminous Roadways $88,540.00 

Even though there were only two quotes for service, staff feels the cost is appropriate based on other 
projects with similar scopes.   

Staff recommends that the Council approve the quote of $59,743.40 for the Willow Pond Outlet 
Maintenance to be paid from contract services in the Storm Water Fund.  

Attachment A-2



Public Works Department 
 

Memo 
To: Michelle Pietrick, Finance Director 
cc:         Jesse Freihammer, Public Works Director 
From: Steve Zweber, Street Superintendent 
Date: 6/29/2023 
Re: Salt Purchase  

Annual Salt Purchase Minnesota State Bid S-763(5) 2023 

2023-2024 Salt Contract prices were received reflecting a 16% increase from 2022. 

The 2023 Street Maintenance Operating Supply budget was $122,400 for winter maintenance 
material. 

Street Maintenance is requesting approval for Compass Minerals 1200ton @ $95.22 per ton = 
$114,264.00 



Public Works Department 
 

Memo 
To: Jesse Freihammer, Public Works Director 
From:    Steve Zweber  
Date: 6/20/23 
Re:        Pickup w/lift gate  

Our current 2012 Pickup with lift gate is due for replacement.  

Supply chain issues and order banks are still affecting this small truck market. 

Build slot dates have been released for 4th quarter 2023 and projected delivery dates 1st or 2nd 
quarter 2024. 

$56,000 is the proposed budgeted in the Public Works/Street 2024 Capital Improvement Plan. 

Request approval to purchase 2024 pickup from North Country GM MN State Contract # 
199799 for $45,027.40   

Lift gate, toolbox, back rack to follow for $8,000.  Existing truck will be sold once new setup is 
complete. 



Public Works Department 
 

Memo 
 
 
To: Jesse Freihammer, Public Works Director 
From: Steve Zweber 
Date: 6/20/23 
Re:        Medium Duty Truck  

Our current 2012 Medium Duty dump body truck is scheduled for replacement in 2024. 

Supply chain issues and order banks are still affecting this medium duty truck market. 

We have secured a build slot for this truck in 2023.  Projected delivery date is late 4th quarter 
2023 or early 1st quarter 2024. 

2024 Public Works/Streets Capital Improvement Budget has a proposed budgeted $82,900 for 
replacement and reinstallation.  

Replacement cab and chassis will be a Chevrolet K5500.  Dump box/hydraulics would be 
installed after delivery.   

Request approval to purchase a Chevrolet K5500 from North Country GM MN State Contract 
#195787 for $55,250 

Dump body/hydraulics from Towmaster Truck Equipment MN State Contract # 224094 for 
$29,549.00 

Sale of existing truck to follow this purchase. 



 
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 Date:        July 10, 2023 
 Item No.: 10.c 

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

Item Description: Approve Resolution Awarding Contract for 2023 Drainage Improvement 
Project 

Page 1 of 2 

BACKGROUND 1 

The 2023 Drainage Improvement Project consists of storm sewer improvements, grading, and 2 

restoration at four different locations around the city.  The project bid with two alternates to include 3 

two options of installing an updated storm sewer adjacent to Little Lake Johanna.  See Attachment B 4 

for the 2023 Drainage Improvement Project location map. 5 

The drainage improvement project provides maintenance and infrastructure updates to the city’s storm 6 

sewer system to relieve drainage and flooding concerns and add water quality components to help 7 

protect our water resources.  Based on past practice, the City Council has awarded the contract to the 8 

lowest responsible bidder.  Four qualified bids were received for the project.  Upon review of the bids 9 

received, Bituminous Roadways, Inc., is the lowest responsible bidder.  The table below summarizes 10 

bids received: 11 

Contractor Base Bid Alternate 1 Alternate 2 Base + Alt 1 
Bituminous Roadways, Inc  $392,254.00 $94,054.50 $196,507.00 $486,308.50 
New Look Contracting, Inc  $580,449.00 $180,551.00 $257,871.00 $761,000.00 
Meyer Contracting Inc  $670,236.29 $174,738.27 $211,312.52 $844,974.56 
Forest Lake Contracting $624,595.00 $800,000.00 $750,000.00 $1,424,595.00 
Engineers Estimate $350,745.00 $94,054.50 $196,507.00 $444,799.50 

POLICY OBJECTIVE 12 

It is City policy to keep City-owned infrastructure in good operating condition and to keep systems 13 

operating in a safe condition.  14 

BUDGET IMPLICATIONS 15 

Staff received four bids for this project.  The low base bid was submitted by Bituminous Roadways, 16 

Inc., in the amount of $392,254.00.  The alternate bid 1 from Bituminous Roadways, Inc., was 17 

$94,054.50.  The overall base plus alternate 1 low bid of $486,308.50 was 9% higher than the estimate 18 
of $444,799.50.  Staff recommends awarding the base bid plus alternate 1.  If approved, staff will work 19 

with Bituminous Roadways, Inc., to identify items that can be removed, or how the scope can be 20 

modified, to reduce the bid cost to align more with the engineers estimate.   21 

This project is proposed to be paid out of the Storm Sewer Utility Fund.   22 

This project is proposed to be completed by November 30, 2023.   23 
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RACIAL EQUITY IMPACT SUMMARY 24 

The overall project should benefit the City as a whole with no negative impacts to historically 25 

disadvantaged communities.  All projects include improvements to reducing flooding issues, 26 

improve drainage, and water quality of water resources.   27 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 28 

Staff recommends approval of a resolution awarding the contract for the 2023 Drainage Improvement 29 

Project in the amount of $486,308.50 to Bituminous Roadways, Inc. 30 

REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION 31 

Approve the resolution awarding the contract for the 2023 Drainage Improvement Project in the 32 

amount of $486,308.50 to Bituminous Roadways, Inc. 33 

Prepared by: Ryan Johnson, Environmental Manager 34 
Attachments: A: Resolution 
 B:  Map of 2023 Drainage Improvement Project Locations 



EXTRACT OF MINUTES OF MEETING 
OF THE 

CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE 
 

*  *  *  *  *  *  *  *  *  *  *  *  *  *  *  *  * 
 

Pursuant to due call and notice thereof, a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of 1 
Roseville, County of Ramsey, Minnesota, was duly held on the 10th day of July 2023, at 2 
6:00 p.m. 3 

The following members were present:   ; and   and the following were absent:   . 4 

Member  introduced the following resolution and moved its adoption: 5 

RESOLUTION No. 6 

RESOLUTION AWARDING CONTRACT 7 
FOR 2023 DRAINGAGE IMPROVMENT PROJECT 8 

WHEREAS, pursuant to advertisement for bids for the improvement, according to the plans 9 
and specifications thereof on file in the office of the Manager of said City, said bids were 10 
received on Thursday June 26, 2023, at 11:00a.m., opened and tabulated according to law and 11 
the following bids were received complying with the advertisement: 12 

Contractor Base Bid Alternate 1 Alternate 2 Base + Alt 1 
Bituminous Roadways, Inc.  $392,254.00 $94,054.50 $196,507.00 $486,308.50 
New Look Contracting, Inc. $580,449.00 $180,551.00 $257,871.00 $761,000.00 
Meyer Contracting Inc.  $670,236.29 $174,738.27 $211,312.52 $844,974.56 
Forest Lake Contracting $624,595.00 $800,000.00 $750,000.00 $1,424,595.00 
Engineers Estimate $350,745.00 $94,054.50 $196,507.00 $444,799.50 

WHEREAS, it appears that Bituminous Roadways, Inc., is the lowest responsible bidder for the 13 
Base Bid plus Alternate 1 Bid at the tabulated price of $486,308.50. 14 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Roseville, 15 
Minnesota: 16 

1. The Mayor and City Manager are hereby authorized and directed to enter into a contract 17 
with Bituminous Roadways, Inc. for $486,308.50 in the name of the City of Roseville 18 
for the above improvements according to the plans and specifications thereof heretofore 19 
approved by the City Council and on file in the office of the City Manager.   20 

2. The City Manager is hereby authorized and directed to return forthwith to all bidders 21 
the deposits made with their bids, except the deposits of the successful bidder and the 22 
next lowest bidder shall be retained until contracts have been signed. 23 



 

The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Member  , and 24 
upon vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor thereof:     ; and   and the following 25 
voted against the same:   . 26 

WHEREUPON said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted. 27 



 

Award Bids for 2023 Pavement Management Project 
 
STATE OF MINNESOTA ) 
 ) ss 
COUNTY OF RAMSEY   ) 
 
 
 
 I, the undersigned, being the duly qualified City Manager of the City of Roseville, 
County of Ramsey, State of Minnesota, do hereby certify that I have carefully compared the 
attached and foregoing extract of minutes of a regular meeting of said City Council held on the 
10th day of July, 2023, with the original thereof on file in my office. 
 
WITNESS MY HAND officially as such Manager this 10th day of July, 2023. 

 ______________________________ 
 Patrick Trudgeon, City Manager 
 
 
(SEAL) 



�SBVIIA1E 2023 Drainage Improvement Project
Prepared by: Engineering Department Locations 
6/29/2023 

Data Sources 

• Ramsey COunty GIS (6/7/2022) 

... City of Roseville CorrwnLJ1.ity Devek>pment 

"" City of Rosevile F1nanoe Department 

Attachment B



 
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 Date:  July 10, 2023 
 Item No.:               10.d  

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

Item Description: Consider Resolution Requesting Conveyance of a Tax Forfeit Parcel, 
Farrington Estates Outlot A, from Ramsey County 

Page 1 of 2 

BACKGROUND 1 

Ramsey County tax parcel 122923430068 (Farrington Estates Outlot A) is located on the north side 2 

of County Road B, east of Farrington Street (Attachment D).  The parcel is currently owned by the 3 

State of MN Trust Exempt as a tax forfeiture.  Outlot A was platted in 2016 under a Drainage and 4 

Utility Easement due to the regional stormwater treatment this lot area provides for City and 5 

Minnesota Department of Transportation right-of-way (ROW).  The City was working with the 6 

developer since the start of the project to ensure there was enough capacity to treat stormwater 7 

runoff from the new development and the public ROW that drains to the outlot.  The City’s intention 8 

was to take over ownership of the lot to manage and maintain the stormwater functionality long 9 

term.  Outlot A was supposed to be conveyed to the City by the developer when the development 10 

received its final approvals, but the outlot went into tax forfeiture instead.   11 

Ramsey County needs the following information to start the conveyance process of Outlot A of 12 

Farrington Estates to the City: 13 

• Documentation showing the developer was supposed to convey the parcel to the city and 14 

failed to do so prior to forfeiture. 15 

• City resolution requesting the conveyance as allowed for in M.S. 282.01, subd. 1a(f). 16 

• Check to Ramsey County Treasurer for the amount reflected on the attached cost sheet 17 

($77.70). 18 

As documentation, the City approved a Public Improvement Contract (PIC) with the developer on 19 

February 8, 2016.  Within the PIC, Section J states “Upon completion and City acceptance of the 20 

Public Improvements, all Public Improvements lying within public rights-of-way and easements 21 

shall become City property without further notice or action, except as follows: none.”  22 

(Attachment B).  The City Council RCA also notes that the stormwater wetland would be maintained 23 

by the City upon final acceptance (Attachment C).   24 

The City plans to keep Outlot A in its current form as a stormwater wetland to provide stormwater 25 

rate control and provide water quality treatment to the Villa Park Wetland and McCarrons Lake.   26 

Attached is a resolution that outlines the planned use for the parcel (Attachment A). 27 
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POLICY OBJECTIVE 28 

It is City policy to keep City-owned infrastructure in good operating condition and to keep systems 29 

operating in a safe condition.  30 

BUDGET IMPLICATIONS 31 

There is the initial cost of $77.70 to be paid to Ramsey County Treasurer for paperwork associated 32 

with the parcel.   33 

There will be annual costs associated with maintenance of the stormwater wetland, pipes and 34 

structures.  Maintenance costs will be rolled into the existing pond maintenance program and paid 35 

for out of the Stormwater Utility Fee.   36 

RACIAL EQUITY IMPACT SUMMARY 37 

There should be no equity impacts associated with the conveyance of this parcel to the City.  The 38 

parcel as a whole benefited all residents and property owners in the area by providing improved 39 

stormwater management, including flood storage and water quality treatment.  40 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 41 

The work completed was in accordance with project plans and specifications.  Staff recommends the 42 

City Council approve a resolution requesting the conveyance of Farrington Estates Outlot A to the 43 

City from Ramsey County.   44 

REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION 45 

Motion to adopt the resolution requesting the conveyance of Farrington Estates Outlot A to the City 46 

from Ramsey County.   47 

Prepared by: Ryan Johnson, Environmental Manager 
Attachments: A: Resolution 
 B: Farrington Estates Public Improvement Contract (2016) 
 C: Farrington Estates Request for Council Action (2016) 
 D:   Farrington Estates Development (2016) 



  Attachment A  

EXTRACT OF MINUTES OF MEETING 1 
OF THE 2 

CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE 3 

*  *  *  *  *  *  *  *  *  *  *  *  *  *  *  *  * 4 

Pursuant to due call and notice thereof, a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of 5 
Roseville, County of Ramsey, Minnesota was duly held on the 10th day of July, 2023, at 6 
6:00 p.m. 7 

The following members were present:  8 

and the following were absent:.  9 

Member ___ introduced the following resolution and moved its adoption: 10 

RESOLUTION  No.  11 

RESOLUTION REQUESTING THE CONVEYANCE OF FARRINGTON ESTATES 12 
OUTLOT A, FROM RAMSEY COUNTY 13 

WHEREAS, the County of Ramsey manages and holds in trust certain tax-forfeited property 14 
described as Farrington Estates Outlot A, located within the municipal bounds of the City of 15 
Roseville; and 16 

WHEREAS, the County of Ramsey classifies said property as a tax forfeiture; and 17 

WHEREAS, the entire parcel is under a platted drainage and utility easement; and 18 

WHEREAS, the entire parcel is currently used by the City of Roseville for stormwater 19 
management through the use of a stormwater wetland and various pipes and structures; and 20 

WHEREAS, the City of Roseville intends to use the parcel for continued stormwater 21 
management. 22 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Roseville 23 
Minnesota requests pursuant to Minnesota Statues Section M.S. 282.01, subd. 1a(f) the 24 
conveyance of Farrington Estates Outlot A to the City.     25 

The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Member ___, and 26 
upon a vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor thereof:   27 

and the following voted against the same: . 28 

WHEREUPON said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted. 29 
 30 
 31 



Resolution Conveyance of Farrington Estates Outlot A, from Ramsey County 

STATE OF MINNESOTA ) 
)  SS 

COUNTY OF RAMSEY ) 
 
 
I, the undersigned, being the duly qualified City Manager of the City of Roseville, County of 
Ramsey, State of Minnesota, do hereby certify that I have carefully compared the attached and 
foregoing extract of minutes of a regular meeting of said City Council held on the 10th day of 
July, 2023, with the original thereof on file in my office. 
 
WITNESS MY HAND officially as such Manager this 10th day of July, 2023.  
 
 
 
 
                                        _______________________________ 
                                            Patrick Trudgeon, City Manager      
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10 
PUBLIC IMPROVEMENT CONTRACT 11 

FARRINGTON ESTATES 12 
13 
14 

I. Parties.  This Agreement, dated ____________, 2016, is entered into between the City of Roseville,15 
a Minnesota municipal corporation, whose address is 2660 Civic Center Drive, Roseville, Minnesota 16 
55113 (“the City”), and Farrington Estates LLC, a Minnesota limited liability company (the 17 
“Owner”) whose address is 18140 Zane Ave NW #314, Elk River, MN, and New Design Properties, 18 
LLC, a Minnesota limited liability company whose address is 9183 190th Ave NW, Elk River, MN 19 
55330 (collectively the “Developer”). 20 

II. Request for Plat approval.  The Developer has asked the City to approve a plat of land to be known21 
as “Farrington Estates” (also referred to in this Agreement as the “Plat”).  The land is legally 22 
described as follows: 23 

See Legal Description attached as Exhibit A hereto (the “Property”). 24 
25 

III. Terms and Conditions of Plat Approval.  For good and valuable consideration, the receipt and26 
sufficiency of which are hereby acknowledged, the parties agree as follows: 27 

A. Plat Approval:  Subject to the terms and conditions of this Public Improvement Contract, the28 
recitals above, and all other applicable City Code provisions, the City hereby approves the recording 29 
of the Plat. 30 

B. Land Use:  Low Density Residential.31 

C. Public Improvements.  The Developer shall, subject to the terms and conditions contained herein,32 
perform the following work and construct the following improvements (“Public Improvements”) in 33 
compliance with City approved Public Improvement Construction Plans described in Section III D 34 
below and all rules, regulations, standards and ordinances of the City: 35 

1. Site Grading and Turf Restoration.  The Developers shall grade the Property in36 
accordance with the City approved Grading, Drainage and Erosion Control Plan.  Site37 
grading improvements shall include common excavation, subgrade correction,38 
embankment and pond excavation.  The Developer shall turf restoration on the Property39 
which shall include seeding, mulching and erosion control.40 

a) The Developer shall submit to the City a site grading and drainage plan for the entire41 
Plat acceptable to the City showing the grades and drainage for each lot prior to42 
installation of the improvements.43 

Attachment B
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b) The Developer shall furnish the City Engineer satisfactory proof of payment for the 1 
site grading work and shall submit a certificate of survey (as- constructed survey) of the 2 
development to the City after site grading, with street and lot grades. 3 

c) All improvements to the lots and the final grading shall comply with the approved 4 
grading plan.  5 

2. Storm sewer construction:  The Developer shall construct all storm sewer improvements 6 
determined to be necessary by the City to serve the Property, including the construction 7 
of outlet control structures and flared end sections. 8 

a) Storm sewer facilities, including ponds and infiltration basins, shall be constructed in 9 
accordance with City details, specifications, and the City approved Public Improvement 10 
Construction Plans.   11 

b) Storm water basins shall be protected from silt during construction.  If these areas do 12 
not function as designed, the Developer shall reconstruct them as directed by the City 13 
Engineer. 14 

3. Restoration of existing streets:  Curb cuts and street cuts shall be reconstructed to match 15 
existing street typical section.   16 

a) All unused curb openings along County Road B W and Farrington Street curb line 17 
shall be removed and replaced with non- surmountable curb to match existing.  Curbs 18 
proposed to be replaced shall have a minimum of 3 feet of bituminous saw cut out to 19 
allow for proper compaction.   20 

b) Utility trenches shall be restored by the Developer per City standard plate. 21 

4. Erosion control.  Prior to the commencement of any grading and before any utility 22 
construction is commenced or building permits are issued, the erosion control plan must 23 
be implemented, inspected and approved by the City.  The Developer shall meet all 24 
requirements of the City’s Erosion Control Ordinance including but not limited to the 25 
following.   26 

a) No construction activity shall be allowed and no building permits shall be issued 27 
unless the Property is in full compliance with the erosion control requirements.   28 

b) Measures shall be installed in compliance with MPCA NPDES permit requirements. 29 

c) The City shall inspect the site periodically and determine whether it is necessary to 30 
take additional measures to address erosion.   31 

d) To remove dirt and debris from streets that has resulted from construction work by 32 
the Developer, its agents or assigns, the Developer shall sweep streets on a weekly basis 33 
or more frequently as directed by the City Engineer until the site is stabilized.  The 34 
Developer must sweep roadways with a water-discharge broom apparatus.  Kick-off 35 
brooms shall not be utilized for street sweeping.   36 

e) If the development on the Property does not comply with the erosion control plan or 37 
supplementary instructions received from the City, the City may, following giving the 38 
Developer 48-hour prior verbal notice (or immediately in the case of an emergency), take 39 
such action as it deems appropriate to control erosion, the cost of which action shall be 40 
paid by the Developer to the City upon demand. 41 
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D. Development Plans.  The Property shall be developed in accordance with the following plans, 1 
specifications and other documents (“Plans”).  With the exception of the Plat, the Plans may be 2 
prepared after the parties have entered into this Agreement, provided however, no work shall be 3 
commenced on the Property until all of the Plans have been submitted to and approved by the City.  4 
The Plans shall not be attached to this Agreement, but shall be retained in the City files while the 5 
work to be done under this Agreement is being performed.  If the Plans vary from the written terms 6 
of this Agreement, the written terms shall control.  The Plans (which are sometimes referred to 7 
herein as the “Public Improvement Construction Plans”) are as follows: 8 

a) Plat 9 

b) Utility Plan  10 

c) Grading, Drainage and Erosion Control Plan 11 

d) Grading Notes and Details 12 

e) Street, Sanitary Sewer and Watermain Details 13 

f) Tree Preservation Plan 14 

g) Other 15 

E. Notice to Proceed.  The improvements shall be installed in accordance with the City approved Plans 16 
and the rules, regulations, standards and ordinances of the City.  The plans and specifications shall 17 
be prepared by a competent registered professional engineer, furnished to the City for review, and 18 
shall be subject to the approval of the City Engineer.  No work shall commence on the Property until 19 
the City Engineer notifies the Developer that the work can commence. 20 

1. The Developer shall obtain all necessary permits from the Minnesota Pollution Control 21 
Agency (MPCA), and other agencies and governmental authorities before proceeding 22 
with construction.  Copies of these permits must be provided to the City Engineer. 23 

2. The Developer or its engineer shall schedule a preconstruction meeting at a mutually 24 
agreeable time at City Hall with all the parties concerned, including City staff, to review 25 
the program for the construction work.  26 

3. The Developer represents to the City that the Plat complies with all City, County, 27 
Metropolitan, State and Federal laws and regulations including, but not limited to: 28 
subdivision ordinances, zoning ordinances and environmental regulations.  If the City 29 
determines that the Plat does not comply, the City may, at its option, refuse to allow 30 
construction or development work on the Property until the Developer does comply.  31 
Upon the City’s demand, the Developer shall cease work until there is compliance. 32 

 33 
F. Time of Performance. The Developer shall complete all required improvements enumerated in 34 

Paragraph C by August 31, 2016.  The Developer may, however, forward a request for an extension 35 
of time to the City.  If an extension is granted, it shall be conditioned upon updating the security 36 
posted by the Developer to reflect cost increases and the extended completion date. 37 

G. Inspection.  The Developer shall provide the services of a Project Representative and assistants at 38 
the site to provide continuous observation of the work to be performed and the improvements to be 39 
constructed under this Agreement. 40 
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1. The Developer shall provide the City Engineer a minimum of one business day notice 1 
prior to the commencement of the underground pipe laying; and prior to subgrade, gravel 2 
base and bituminous surface construction.   3 

2. Developer’s failure to comply with the terms of this section shall permit the City 4 
Engineer to issue a stop work order which may result in a rejection of the work and 5 
which shall obligate the Developer to take all reasonable steps, as directed by the City 6 
Engineer to ensure that the improvements are constructed and inspected pursuant to the 7 
terms of this Agreement; and shall further result in the assessment of a penalty, in an 8 
amount equal to 1% per occurrence, of the amount of the security required for Developer 9 
improvements, which amount the Developer agrees to pay to the City upon demand. 10 

H. Engineering Coordination.  A City Engineering Coordinator shall be assigned to this project to 11 
provide further protection for the City against defects and deficiencies in the work and 12 
improvements through the observations of the work in progress and field checks of materials and 13 
equipment. However, the furnishing of such engineering coordination will not make the City 14 
responsible for construction means, methods, techniques, sequences or procedures or for the safety 15 
precautions or programs, or for the Contractors failure to perform his work in accordance with the 16 
Plans. The Developer is obligated to pay the City for City inspection services an amount equal to 4% 17 
of the estimated cost of the Public Improvements, which amount is $3,200.  This amount shall be 18 
paid at or prior to the execution of this Agreement. 19 

I. Security.  To guarantee compliance with the terms of this Agreement, payment of the costs of all 20 
Public Improvements and construction of all Public Improvements, the Developer shall furnish 21 
either: a) a cash deposit, or b) an irrevocable letter of credit for $100,000 in a form to be approved by 22 
the City (the “Financial Security”).  The amount of the Financial Security is 125% of the estimated 23 
cost to construct the Public Improvements.  The City shall have the right to draw on the Letter of 24 
Credit in the event that the Developer fails to perform any of its obligations under this Agreement.   25 

1. Reduction of Security.  Periodically upon the Developers written request, the City 26 
Engineer may reduce the amount of the Financial Security for completed Public 27 
Improvements provided the following conditions are met: 28 

a) The Developer’s engineer certifies that the Public improvements have been 29 
constructed to City Standards and in accordance with the Plans. 30 

b) The Developer provides documentation that its contractors and all their 31 
subcontractors and suppliers have been paid in full for the work completed and materials 32 
supplied. 33 

c) The City Engineer determines that such Public Improvements have been fully 34 
completed in accordance with the Plans, specifications and provisions of this Agreement. 35 

The amount of reduction shall be equal to that portion of the Financial Security which covers 36 
such completed Public Improvements; provided however, in no case shall the remaining 37 
amount of the Financial Security be less than the greater of: (i) 25% of the original amount of 38 
the Financial Security, or (ii) 125% of the estimated cost to complete the Public 39 
Improvements which have not been completed as determined by the City Engineer. 40 

 41 
2. Release of Security. This Agreement shall run with the land and may be recorded against 42 

the title to the Property.  After the work described in this Agreement has been completed, 43 



Page 5 of 

the Developer may request that the City accept the Public Improvements.  This is 1 
accomplished through a City Council resolution provided the following conditions are 2 
met:  3 

a) As-built Survey.  The Developer shall provide an as-built survey upon completion of 4 
the Public Improvements described in Paragraph C in reproducible and digital 5 
(AutoCAD) format.  The locations and elevations of sewer and water services shall be 6 
accurately shown on the survey. 7 

b) Certification.  The Developer’s engineer submits a letter certifying that the Public 8 
Improvements have been constructed to City Standards in accordance with the Plans and 9 
requests that the City accept the Public Improvements. 10 

c) Payment.  The Developer provides documentation that its contractors and their 11 
subcontractors and suppliers have been paid in full for the work completed and the 12 
materials supplied. 13 

d) Determination of Completion.  The City Engineer and the City Council have 14 
determined that all Public Improvements have been completed in accordance with the 15 
Plans, specifications and terms of this Agreement. 16 

The date of City acceptance of the Public Improvements shall be the date of the City Council 17 
resolution accepting the Public Improvements 18 

In the event that a Letter of Credit is given as the Financial Security the term of any Letter of 19 
Credit provided by the Developer must be at least one year.  Notwithstanding anything to the 20 
contrary contained herein, in the event that: i) some or all of the Public Improvements have 21 
not been completed and accepted by the City before the expiration date of the Letter of 22 
Credit, ii) the City has been notified that the Letter of Credit is not being extended for 23 
another term of at least one year, and iii) no replacement Letter of Credit satisfactory to the 24 
City has been delivered to the City, the City shall have the right to draw on the full amount of 25 
the Letter of Credit at any time prior to the expiration of the Letter of Credit.  In the event of 26 
such draw on the Letter of Credit, the City shall have the right to use the amount drawn to 27 
complete any unfinished Public Improvements, perform any unperformed obligations of the 28 
Developer, pay the costs to draw on the Letter of Credit and/or pay any costs to enforce this 29 
Agreement.  The Letter of Credit shall allow Partial Draws and shall provide that a draw can 30 
be made on the Letter of Credit at a location which is in or within 30 miles of the City of 31 
Roseville. 32 

J. Ownership of Improvements and Risk of Loss.  Upon completion and City acceptance of the 33 
Public Improvements, all Public Improvements lying within public rights-of-way and easements 34 
shall become City property without further notice or action, except as follows: none  The Developer 35 
shall be responsible for the risk of loss of all Public Improvements constructed by the Developer 36 
until ownership thereof passes to the City.  Any damage or destruction, in whole or in part, to any 37 
Public Improvement constructed by the Developer shall be repaired and/or replaced by the 38 
Developer until ownership of such Public Improvement passes to the City.  The following special 39 
requirements shall apply with respect to the maintenance of Public Improvements which have been 40 
completed and accepted by the City: The City will take ownership and maintenance of the storm 41 
water facilities only after final acceptance. 42 
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K. Warranty.  The Developer shall install and construct the Public Improvements in accordance with 1 
the terms and conditions of this Agreement.  The Developer warrants the Public Improvements and 2 
all work required to be performed by the Developer hereunder against poor material and faulty 3 
workmanship for a period of two (2) years after its completion and acceptance by the City.  The 4 
Developer shall repair or replace as directed by the City and at the Developer’s sole cost and 5 
expense: (i) any and all faulty work, (ii) any and all poor quality and/or defective materials, and (iii) 6 
any and all trees, plantings, grass and/or sod which are dead, are not of good quality and/or are 7 
diseased, as determined in the sole but reasonable opinion of the City or its Engineer, provided the 8 
City or its Engineer gives notice of such defect to Developer with respect to such items on or before 9 
60 days following the expiration of the two year warranty period.  The Developer shall post 10 
maintenance bonds or other security acceptable to the City to secure the warranties described herein, 11 
which bonds or other security shall be in addition to the Financial Security described herein. 12 

L. Park Dedication Fee.  The park dedication fee for Lots 1-6 Block 1 within the Plat shall be $17,500 13 
and shall be paid to the City of Roseville upon or prior to the execution of this Agreement.  14 

M. License.  The Developer hereby grants the City, its agents, employees, officers and contractors a 15 
license to enter the Property to perform all work and inspections deemed appropriate by the City 16 
during the installation of the Public Improvements.  This license shall expire after the Property has 17 
been completely developed and all of the Public Improvements have been accepted by the City. 18 

N. Construction Management.  The Developer and its contractors and subcontractors shall minimize 19 
impacts from construction on the surrounding neighborhood as follows:  20 

1. Definition of Construction Area.  The limits of the Project Area shall be defined with 21 
heavy-duty erosion control fencing approved by the City Engineer.  Any grading, 22 
construction or other work outside this area requires approval by the City Engineer and 23 
the affected property owner.   24 

2. Parking and Storage of Materials.  Adequate on-site parking for construction vehicles and 25 
employees must be provided or provisions must be made to have employees park off-site 26 
and be shuttled to the Project Area.  No parking of construction vehicles or employee 27 
vehicles shall occur along County Road B without approval of Ramsey County.  No fill, 28 
excavating material or construction materials shall be stored in the public right-of-way.  29 

3. Hours of Construction.  Hours of construction, including moving of equipment shall be 30 
limited to the hours between 7 a.m. and 9 p.m. on weekdays and 9 a.m. and 9 p.m. on 31 
weekends.   32 

4. Site Maintenance.  The Developer shall ensure the contractor maintains a clean work site.  33 
Measures shall be taken to prevent debris, refuse or other materials from leaving the site.  34 
Construction debris and other refuse generated from the project shall be removed from 35 
the site in a timely fashion and/or upon the request by the City Engineer.  After the 36 
Developer has received twenty-four (24) hour verbal notice, the City shall have the right 37 
to complete or contract to complete the site maintenance work at the Developer’s 38 
expense, which amount the Developer shall pay to the City upon demand. 39 

 40 

O. Certificate of Insurance.  The Developer shall provide, prior to the commencement of any site 41 
work or other development of the Property, evidence that it has insurance in the form of a Certificate 42 
of Insurance issued by a company authorized to do business in the State of Minnesota, which 43 
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includes workman’s compensation and general liability.  Limits for bodily injury and death shall not 1 
be less than $1,000,000 for one person and $1,500,000 per occurrence.  Limits for property damages 2 
shall be not less than $500,000 for each occurrence.  The City shall be included as an additional 3 
insured on general liability and property damage policies.  The Developer shall provide the City with 4 
a renewal certificate of insurance at least 30 days prior to the expiration date of any policy required 5 
hereunder. 6 

P. All Costs Responsibility of Developer.  The Developer shall pay all costs incurred by it and the 7 
City in conjunction with this Agreement, the approval of the Plat, the development of the Property, 8 
and the construction of the improvements required by this Agreement, including but not limited to, 9 
all costs of persons doing work or furnishing skills, tools, machinery and materials; insurance 10 
premiums; Letter of Credit fees and bond premiums; legal, planning and engineering fees; the 11 
preparation and recording of this Agreement and all easements and other documents relating to the 12 
Plat and the Property; and all costs incurred pertaining to the inspection and monitoring of the work 13 
performed and improvements constructed on the Property.  The City shall not be obligated to pay the 14 
Developer or any of its agents or contractors for any costs incurred in connection with the 15 
construction of the improvements or the development of the Property.  The Developer agrees to 16 
defend, indemnify, and hold the City and its mayor, councilmembers, employees, agents and 17 
contractors harmless from any and all claims of whatever kind or nature which may arise as a result 18 
of the construction of the improvements, the development of the Property or the acts of the 19 
Developer, and its employees, agents or contractors in connection thereto. 20 

1. The Developer shall defend, indemnify, and hold the City and its mayor, councilmembers 21 
and employees harmless from claims made by itself and third parties for damages 22 
sustained or costs incurred resulting from Plat approval, development of the Property, 23 
construction of the improvements or other work performed on the Property.  The 24 
Developer shall defend, indemnify, and hold the City and its mayor, councilmembers and 25 
employees harmless for all costs, damages or expenses which the City may pay or incur 26 
in consequence of such claims, including attorney’s fees. 27 

2. The Developer shall pay, or cause to be paid when due, and in any event before any 28 
penalty is attached, all charges, costs and fees referred to in this Agreement.  This is a 29 
personal obligation of the Developer and shall continue in full force and effect even if the 30 
Developer sells one or more lots, all of the Property, or any part of it. 31 

3. The Developer shall pay in full all bills submitted to it by the City for obligations 32 
incurred under this Agreement within thirty (30) days after receipt.  If the bills are not 33 
paid on time, the City may, in addition to all other rights and remedies the City may have, 34 
halt development and construction work on the Property including, but not limited to, the 35 
issuance of building permits for lots which the Developer may or may not have sold, until 36 
the bills are paid in full.  Bills not paid within thirty (30) days shall accrue interest at the 37 
rate of ten percent (10%) per year, or the maximum amount allowed by law, whichever is 38 
less. 39 

4. The Developer shall reimburse the City for all costs incurred in the enforcement of this 40 
Agreement, including all attorney and engineering fees. 41 

5. In addition to the charges referred to herein, other charges may be imposed such as, but 42 
not limited to, sewer availability charges (“SAC”), City water connection charges, City 43 
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sewer connection charges, City storm water connection charges and building permit fees.   1 
The Developer shall pay all such other charges and fees upon being billed by the City. 2 

Q. Default.  In the event of default by the Developer as to any of the work to be performed by it 3 
hereunder, the City may, at its option, perform the work and the Developer shall promptly reimburse 4 
the City for any expense incurred by the City, provided the Developer is first given notice of the 5 
work in default not less than 48 hours in advance or immediately before the City commences 6 
performing such work in the event of an emergency.  This Agreement is a license for the City to act, 7 
and it shall not be necessary for the City to seek a court order for permission to enter the Property.  8 
When the City does any such work, the City may, in addition to its other remedies, assess the cost in 9 
whole or in part, against the Developer and/or the Property. 10 

R. Remedies.  Upon the occurrence of a breach of this Agreement by the Developer, the City, in 11 
addition to any other remedy which may be available to it, shall have the right to do any or all of the 12 
following:  13 

1. City may make advances or take other steps to cure the default, and where necessary, 14 
enter the Property for that purpose.  The Developer shall pay all sums so advanced or 15 
expenses incurred by the City upon demand, with interest from the date of such advances 16 
or expenses at the rate of 10% per annum or the maximum allowed by law, whichever is 17 
less.  No action taken by the City pursuant to this section shall be deemed to relieve the 18 
Developer from curing any such default or from any other default hereunder.  The City 19 
shall not be obligated, by virtue of the existence or the exercise of this right, to perform 20 
any such act or cure any such default.   21 

2. Obtain an order from a court of competent jurisdiction requiring the Developer to 22 
specifically perform its obligations pursuant to the terms and provisions of this 23 
Agreement.  24 

3. Obtain an order from a court of competent jurisdiction enjoining the continuation of an 25 
event of default. 26 

4. Halt all development work and construction of improvements until such time as the event 27 
of default is cured.  28 

5. Withhold the issuance of a building permit and/or prohibit the occupancy of any 29 
structure(s) for which permits have been issued.  30 

6. Draw upon and utilize the Developer’s Financial Security to cover the costs of the City in 31 
order to correct the default, the costs to complete any unfinished Public Improvements, 32 
the costs to draw on the Financial Security and/ or the costs to enforce this Agreement. 33 

7. Terminate this Agreement by written notice to Developer at which time all terms and 34 
conditions contained herein shall be of no further force or effect and all obligations of the 35 
parties imposed hereunder shall be null and void. 36 

8. Exercise any other remedies which may be available to it at law or in equity. 37 

 38 
In addition to the remedies and amounts payable set forth or permitted above, upon the occurrence  39 
of an event of default, the Developer shall pay to the City all fees and expenses, including attorneys 40 
fees, incurred by the City as a result of the event of default, whether or not a lawsuit or other action 41 
is formally taken.  42 
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The Developer shall defend, indemnify, and hold the City and its mayor, councilmembers, 1 
employees, agents and contractors harmless from any liability or damages, including reasonable 2 
attorneys fees, which may be incurred as a result of the exercise of the City’s rights pursuant to this 3 
Agreement.  4 

S. Assignment.  The Developer may not assign this Agreement without the written permission of the 5 
Roseville City Council.  6 

T. Notices to the Developer.  Required notices to the Developer shall be in writing, and shall be either 7 
hand delivered to Michael Muniz, or an officer, employee or agent of the Developer, or mailed to the 8 
Developer by registered or certified mail at the following address: 9 

Farrington Estates LLC 10 
18140 Zane Ave NW #314 11 
Elk River MN, 55330 12 
Attn:  Michael Muniz 13 
 14 

U. Notices to the City.  Required notices to the City shall be either hand delivered to the City Engineer, 15 
or mailed to the City by registered or certified mail in care of the City Engineer at the following 16 
address: 17 

City of Roseville 18 
2660 Civic Center Drive 19 
Roseville, Minnesota  55113 20 
Attn:  City Engineer 21 

 22 
V. Miscellaneous.   23 

1. The Developer shall comply with any and all applicable City, County, Metropolitan, 24 
State and Federal laws and regulations including, but not limited to: subdivision 25 
ordinances, zoning ordinances and environmental regulations that may apply to the Plat, 26 
the development of the Property, and the construction of the Public Improvements 27 
described herein. 28 

2. The terms and conditions of this Agreement shall inure to the benefit of and shall be 29 
binding upon the parties hereto, and their respective successors and assigns. 30 

3. The obligations of all parties signing this Agreement as a Developer shall be joint and 31 
several. 32 

4. If any portion, section, subsection, sentence, clause, paragraph or phrase of this 33 
Agreement is for any reason held invalid, such decision shall not affect the validity of the 34 
remaining portions of this Agreement. 35 

5. The action or inaction of the City shall not constitute a waiver or amendment to the 36 
provisions of this Agreement.  To be binding, amendments or waivers must be in writing, 37 
signed by the parties and approved by the Roseville City Council.  The City’s failure to 38 
promptly take legal action to enforce a default under this Agreement shall not be a waiver 39 
or release of such default. 40 

6. This Agreement shall run with the land and shall be binding upon the Developer, and its 41 
successors and assigns.  The Developer shall, at its expense, record this Agreement with 42 
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the Ramsey County Recorder if the Property is abstract property and/or with the Ramsey 1 
County Registrar of Titles if the Property is torrens property.  The Developer shall, prior 2 
to the time this Agreement is executed and recorded, furnish the City with title evidence 3 
and make arrangements satisfactory to the City to confirm that at the time that this 4 
Agreement is executed and recorded the Developer is the sole fee simple owner of the 5 
Property and that there are no other parties having an interest in, or a lien or encumbrance 6 
against the Property.  No work shall commence on the Property prior to the recording of 7 
this Agreement. 8 

7. This Agreement shall be governed by and construed in accordance with the laws of the 9 
State of Minnesota.  Any legal proceeding pertaining to this Agreement, or the rights or 10 
obligations of the parties hereunder, shall be venued in courts or tribunals located in 11 
Ramsey County, Minnesota. 12 

8. In addition to all other terms and conditions of this Agreement the Developer shall 13 
comply with and perform the Conditions of Development attached hereto as Exhibit B. 14 

15 
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W. IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have hereunto set their hands the day and year first 1 
above written. 2 

 3 
CITY OF ROSEVILLE 4 

 5 
 By:        6 

              Daniel J. Roe, Mayor 7 
 8 

 By:        9 
               Patrick J. Trudgeon, City Manager 10 

 11 
 12 

 13 
STATE OF MINNESOTA ) 14 
    ) ss 15 
COUNTY OF __________ ) 16 
 17 
 The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this ___ day of ____________, ______, 18 
by Daniel J. Roe and Patrick J. Trudgeon, the Mayor and City Manager, respectively, of the City of 19 
Roseville, a Minnesota municipal corporation, on behalf of the corporation. 20 
 21 
 22 

         23 
    Notary Public 24 

25 
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        DEVELOPER 1 
 2 

Farrington Estates LLC 3 
 4 

 By:        5 
   6 

   Name:  ____________________________ 7 
 8 

 Its:  _______________________________ 9 
 10 
 11 

         12 
 13 
STATE OF MINNESOTA ) 14 
    ) ss 15 
COUNTY OF HENNEPIN ) 16 
 17 
 The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this ___ day of ____________, ______, 18 
by ___________________________, the ________________________ of Farrington Estates LLC, a 19 
Minnesota limited liability company, on behalf of the company. 20 
 21 
 22 

         23 
    Notary Public 24 

25 
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        New Design Properties, LLC 1 
 2 

By:        3 
   4 

   Name:  ____________________________ 5 
 6 

 Its:  _______________________________ 7 
 8 
 9 
 10 

 11 
STATE OF MINNESOTA ) 12 
    ) ss 13 
COUNTY OF ____________ ) 14 
 15 
 The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this ___ day of ____________, ______, 16 
by ___________________________, the ________________________ of New Design Properties, LLC, 17 
a Minnesota limited liability company, on behalf of the company. 18 
 19 
 20 
 21 

         22 
    Notary Public 23 

 24 
 25 
 26 

THIS INSTRUMENT DRAFTED BY: 27 
 28 
City of Roseville 29 
Engineering Division 30 
2660 Civic Center Drive 31 
Roseville, Minnesota  55113 32 

33 
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EXHIBIT A 1 
Legal Description 2 

 3 
Lot 7 of Michel's Rearrangement of Lots 9 to 16 inclusive of Mackubin and Iglehart Addition of 4 
Outlots to St. Paul except the East 240 ft of South 200 Feet and subject to State Highway 36, 5 
Ramsey County, Minnesota 6 

 7 
  8 
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 1 
EXHIBIT B 2 

Conditions of Development 3 
 4 
1. All property owners shall either dedicate on the Plat or otherwise convey all roadway, utility, 5 

drainage, and other easements required by the City. 6 
 7 
2. The access points to enter and exit the Property shall be at locations approved by the City and any 8 

other governmental entity having jurisdiction over adjacent roadways. 9 
 10 

3. The Developer shall provide the City proof that the Developer/Owner is the fee simple owner of all 11 
of the Property included in the Plat and that there are no liens, encumbrances or other parties having 12 
an interest in the Property at the time the Plat and the Development Agreement are recorded, or 13 
make other arrangements which are reasonably satisfactory to the City to assure that title to the 14 
Property following the recording of the Plat and the Development Agreement shall be acceptable to 15 
the City. 16 

 17 
4. The Developer shall pay all unpaid City subdivision review and other fees prior to the City releasing 18 

the Plat for recording. 19 
 20 

5. No building permits shall be issued for any use of the Property which is not a permitted use. 21 
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Date: February 8, 2016 

Item No.: 

Department Approval City Manager Approval 
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Page 1 of 3 

BACKGROUND 1 

The City Council approved the Preliminary Plat for Farrington Estates on June 8, 2015. The 2 

existing storm sewer easement through the property was vacated subject to approval of the final 3 

plat by the City Council on November 30, 2015. 4 

The Developer, New Design Properties, LLC, has worked with the City to develop the Public 5 

Improvement Contact for the new infrastructure that is needed to serve the development. The 6 

new public infrastructure includes the replacement of storm sewer pipe and construction of a 7 

storm water wetland basin in conjunction with the new development. The storm water wetland 8 

basin would be used to treat and retain water from the development and from city right of way. 9 

The City would maintain the storm water wetland basin upon final acceptance. 10 

The new development is served by existing streets and utilities so no new public streets or 11 

utilities are needed.  New private water and sewer services will be extended from the City’s 12 

mains to each new parcel. 13 

DISCUSSION 14 

In order to serve the lots in the plat, the following public improvements need to be made. The 15 

detail of such improvements are specified in the Public Improvement Contract (Attachment A) 16 

and shown in the plans (Attachment B) and are summarized as follows; 17 

• Site Grading and Turf Restoration.  The Developers shall grade the Property in18 

accordance with the City approved Grading, Drainage and Erosion Control Plan.  Site19 

grading improvements shall include common excavation, subgrade correction,20 

embankment and pond excavation.  The Developer shall turf restoration on the Property21 

which shall include seeding, mulching and erosion control.22 

o The Developer shall submit to the City a site grading and drainage plan for the23 

entire Plat acceptable to the City showing the grades and drainage for each lot24 

prior to installation of the improvements.25 

o The Developer shall furnish the City Engineer satisfactory proof of payment for26 

the site grading work and shall submit a certificate of survey (as- constructed27 

survey) of the development to the City after site grading, with street and lot28 

grades.29 

o All improvements to the lots and the final grading shall comply with the approved30 

grading plan.31 

Attachment C
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• Storm sewer construction:  The Developer shall construct all storm sewer improvements 32 

determined to be necessary by the City to serve the Property, including the construction 33 

of outlet control structures and flared end sections. 34 

o Storm sewer facilities, including ponds and infiltration basins, shall be 35 

constructed in accordance with City details, specifications, and the City approved 36 

Public Improvement Construction Plans.   37 

o Storm water basins shall be protected from silt during construction.  If these areas 38 

do not function as designed, the Developer shall reconstruct them as directed by 39 

the City Engineer. 40 

• Restoration of existing streets:  Curb cuts and street cuts shall be reconstructed to match 41 

existing street typical section.   42 

o All unused curb openings along County Road B W and Farrington Street curb line 43 

shall be removed and replaced with non- surmountable curb to match existing.  44 

Curbs proposed to be replaced shall have a minimum of 3 feet of bituminous saw 45 

cut out to allow for proper compaction.   46 

o Utility trenches shall be restored by the Developer per City standard plate. 47 

• Erosion control.  Prior to the commencement of any grading and before any utility 48 

construction is commenced or building permits are issued, the erosion control plan must 49 

be implemented, inspected and approved by the City.  The Developer shall meet all 50 

requirements of the City’s Erosion Control Ordinance including but not limited to the 51 

following.   52 

o No construction activity shall be allowed and no building permits shall be issued 53 

unless the Property is in full compliance with the erosion control requirements.   54 

o Measures shall be installed in compliance with MPCA NPDES permit 55 

requirements. 56 

o The City shall inspect the site periodically and determine whether it is necessary 57 

to take additional measures to address erosion.   58 

o To remove dirt and debris from streets that has resulted from construction work 59 

by the Developer, its agents or assigns, the Developer shall sweep streets on a 60 

weekly basis or more frequently as directed by the City Engineer until the site is 61 

stabilized.  The Developer must sweep roadways with a water-discharge broom 62 

apparatus.  Kick-off brooms shall not be utilized for street sweeping.   63 

o If the development on the Property does not comply with the erosion control plan 64 

or supplementary instructions received from the City, the City may, following 65 

giving the Developer 48-hour prior verbal notice (or immediately in the case of an 66 

emergency), take such action as it deems appropriate to control erosion, the cost 67 

of which action shall be paid by the Developer to the City upon demand. 68 

All work would be done through the developer’s contractor. All costs for the improvements 69 

would be paid by the developer. The estimated cost of construction of the public infrastructure is 70 

$80,000. The developer will provide a financial security in the amount of 125% of the estimated 71 

cost of construction ($100,000) in the event the developer fails to perform. 72 

The City would provide oversite on the construction. The Developer will pay the City $3,200 for 73 

these inspection services.  74 
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The attached contract has been reviewed by the City Attorney.  75 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 76 

The estimated cost of these improvements based on preliminary figures provided by the 77 

developer’s engineering consultant is approximately $80,000.  78 

 79 

The contract as presented has the developer paying for all the costs of the improvement 80 

including; design, inspection, construction and city staff time related to the improvement.  81 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 82 

Approve Farrington Estates - Public Improvement Contract subject to approval of the Final Plat. 83 

REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION 84 

Approve Farrington Estates - Public Improvement Contract subject to approval of the Final Plat. 85 

Prepared by: Jesse Freihammer, City Engineer/Asst. Public Works Director 

Attachment A: Public Improvement Contract 

Attachment B: Proposed Improvement Site Plan 
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REQUEST FOR CITY COUNCIL ACTION 

 Agenda Date: July 10, 2023   
 Agenda Item:               10.e              

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

 

Item Description: Adopt an Ordinance Approving a Zoning Code Text Amendment to §1001.10, 
Definitions, and the Table of Allowed Uses (1007-2) of the Institutional 
District, and Adopt a Resolution Approving a Conditional Use, all in support 
of an Environmental Service Center for Ramsey County Property 
Management and the property located at 1725 Kent Street (PF23-005). 
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BACKGROUND 1 
Stemming from two strategies in the Ramsey County Solid Waste Management Plan, the County 2 

evaluated how it provides Household Hazardous Waste services. The evaluation resulted in 3 

recommendations to redesign services to address equity considerations and ensure better service 4 

to County residents. The recommendations, under the umbrella of the enhancing environmental 5 

health services initiative includes a county-owned Environmental Service Center.  6 

In June 2022, City staff met with Ramsey County representatives regarding the proposed 7 

Environmental Services Center (ESC) to discuss the project and the steps necessary for its 8 

approval. It was at this meeting where the Planning Division indicated the Zoning Code, 9 

specifically the Institutional district table of uses, did not support the types of uses the ESC 10 

included and that a zoning text amendment would be necessary. Staff also indicated it was 11 

working toward seeking additional amendments to the Institutional district and would be seeking 12 

comments and direction from the Planning Commission in the future. 13 

The Planning Division sought feedback from the Planning Commission on November 2, 2022 on 14 

a number of items pertaining to the Institutional district table of allowed uses to help guide future 15 

actions related to this request.  Based on Commission feedback, it was determined the use is best 16 

suited as conditionally allowed and it was determined that Ramsey County should seek the text 17 

amendment outside a City-initiated amendment so that it could accompany the actual request, 18 

complete the site development plans.   19 

BUDGIT IMPLICATIONS 20 
Not Applicable 21 

RACIAL EQUITY IMPACT STATEMENT 22 
Racial equity impacts were not evanuated for this request. 23 

PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION 24 
On June 7, 2023, the Roseville Planning Commission held the duly noticed public hearing on the 25 

request by LHB and Ramsey County for two Zoning Code text amendments and a Conditional 26 

Use all in support of the County’s Environmental Service Center (Attachment A).   27 
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At the hearing, no individuals were present to address the Commission, either in person or 28 

virtually, other than the applicant.  Planning Commissioners did not have any substantive 29 

questions of staff or the applicant (Attachment B). 30 

The Planning Commission voted 6-0 (Commissioner Bauer was absent) to recommend the 31 

following to the City Council:  32 

A. Recommend approval of the following Environmental Service Center definition amending 33 

§1001.10 (Definitions) of the Roseville City Code:  34 

1. Environmental Service Center: A multi-purpose government-owned facility where the 35 

principal use involves the collection of household hazardous waste, recycling, and 36 

organics, including associated offices and public outreach rooms. 37 

B. Recommend approval of an amendment to Table 1007-2 (Institutional District Table of Uses) 38 

to include Environmental Service Center as a conditional use.  39 

C. Recommend approval of a CONDITIONAL USE pursuant to §1009.02.C of the Roseville City 40 

Code for an Environmental Service Center at 1725 Kent Street based on the comments and 41 

findings of the Request for Planning Commission Action dated June 7, 2023, and the 42 

following condition: 43 

1. The Environmental Service Center being constructed similarly to the plans submitted 44 

dated May, 5, 2023 and provided as a component of the Request for Planning 45 

Commission Action dated June 7, 2023 and in accordance with the Roseville City Code. 46 

SUGGESTED CITY COUNCIL ACTION 47 

Adopt an Ordinance (Attachment 3) approving of the following Environmental Service Center 48 

definition amending §1001.10 (Definitions) of the Roseville City Code:  49 

1. Environmental Service Center: A multi-purpose government-owned facility where the 50 

principal use involves the collection of household hazardous waste, recycling, and organics, 51 

including associated offices and public outreach rooms. 52 

Adopt an Ordinance (Attachment 3) approving an amendment to Table 1007-2 (Institutional 53 

District Table of Uses) to include Environmental Service Center as a conditional use.  54 

Adopt a Resolution (Attachment 4) approving a CONDITIONAL USE pursuant to §1009.02.C of the 55 

Roseville City Code for an Environmental Service Center at 1725 Kent Street based on the 56 

comments and findings of the Request for Planning Commission Action dated June 7, 2023, and 57 

the following condition: 58 

1. The Environmental Service Center being constructed similarly to the plans submitted dated 59 

May, 5, 2023 and provided as a component of the Request for Planning Commission Action 60 

dated June 7, 2023 and in accordance with the Roseville City Code. 61 
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ALTERNATIVE ACTIONS 62 

a. Pass a motion to table the item for future action.  An action to table must be tied to the need 63 

of clarity, analysis and/or information necessary to make a recommendation on the request. 64 

Tabling beyond September 2, 2023, would require extension of the 60-day action deadline 65 

established in Minn. Stats. 15.99.  66 

b. Pass a motion denying the proposal.  An action to deny must include findings of fact 67 

germane to the request. 68 

    
Report prepared by: Thomas Paschke, City Planner, 651-792-7074  

 thomas.paschke@cityofroseville.com 

Attachments: A. PC Packet B. June 7, 2023 PC meeting 
minutes C. Draft Ordinance D. Draft CU Resolution   

mailto:thomas.paschke@cityofroseville.com


REQUEST FOR COMMISSION ACTION 

Date: 6/7/2023 
Item No.: 6.a. 

Department Approval Agenda Section 
Public Hearing 

Item Description: Request by LHB and Ramsey County Property Management to consider a 
Zoning Code Text Amendment to §1001.10, Definitions, and the Table of 
Allowed Uses (1007-2) of the Institutional District, and to consider a 
Conditional Use, all in support of an Environmental Service Center at 1725 
Kent Street (PF23-005) 
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1

2 Application Information 
3 Applicant:  LHB and Ramsey County Property Management 
4 Location:  1725 Kent Street 
5 Application Submission:  May 5, 2023 
6 City Action Deadline:  July 4, 2023; extended to September 2, 2023 
7 Zoning: Institutional District 
8

9 Background 
10 Level of Discretion in Decision Making:  Action taken on a Zoning Code Text Amendment is 
11 legislative; the City has broad discretion in making land use decisions based on advancing the 
12 health, safety, and general welfare of the community.  Action on a conditional use proposal is quasi-
13 judicial; the City’s role is to determine the facts associated with the request, and apply those facts to 
14 the legal standards contained in State Statutes and City Code. 
15

16 Background 
17 Stemming from two strategies in the Ramsey County Solid Waste Management Plan, the County 
18 evaluated how it provides Household Hazardous Waste services. The evaluation resulted in 
19 recommendations to redesign services to address equity considerations and ensure better service for 
20 County residents. The recommendations, under the umbrella of enhancing the environmental health 
21 services initiative, include a county-owned Environmental Service Center. 
22

23 In June 2022, City staff across multiple departments met with Ramsey County representatives 
24 regarding the proposed Environmental Services Center (ESC) to discuss the project and the steps 
25 necessary for its consideration and approval. It was at this meeting that the Planning Division 
26 indicated the Zoning Code, specifically the Institutional district table of uses, did not support the 
27 types of uses the ESC included and that a zoning text amendment would be required for the ESC to 
28 move forward for consideration. At this meeting, City staff also indicated it was working towards 
29 seeking additional amendments to the Institutional district and would be soliciting the Planning 
30 Commission for comments and direction on this topic at a future meeting. 
31

32 Since that date, Planning Division staff introduced this topic to the Planning Commission during the 
33 Commission's regular meeting of November 2, 2022.  During that discussion, Planning Division 
34 staff received feedback on a number of items pertaining to the Institutional district table of uses, 

Attachment A
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35 including the Commission's desire to retain the conditional use requirement for these types of 
36 uses.  Based on that feedback, staff determined it was in Ramsey County’s best interest to seek the 
37 text amendment and a conditional use, apart from a City-initiated process, so as to ensure the text 
38 amendment would serve their needs.  The Commission may recall the November 2, 2022 discussion 
39 also included a need to address other uses that exist in the institutional district (most notably the 
40 Civic Campus), however these issues will have to be resolved at a later date. 
41  
42 Review of Project 
43 In support of their application, Ramsey County submitted a narrative and preliminary development 
44 plans (see Attachment 3), on which the analysis outlined within this report is based. 
45  
46 The Environmental Service Center (ESC) will utilize the front half of the roughly 18-acre parcel the 
47 County owns addressed as 1725 Kent Street. Currently, Ramsey County Public Health runs a 
48 household hazard waste collection site on the premises each June.  This use has been permitted by 
49 Interim Use for many years.  Ramsey County Public Works and Roseville Public Works currently 
50 use the rear portion of the site.  Specifically, Ramsey County stores RAP, sweepings, soils, mulch, 
51 and snow, while Roseville stores watermain break material.  The County has also used the site to 
52 store tree debris in the past when wind storms produced significant debris.  An adjacent parcel 
53 (northwest), also owned by Ramsey County, is currently managed and operated by Volunteers of 
54 America (VOA) and addressed as 1771 Kent Street.  That property is not impacted by this proposal. 
55  
56 The proposed ESC and the VOA properties obtain access from Larpenteur Avenue via Kent Street, 
57 which is a private roadway.  This private road will be reconstructed as a component of the 
58 development to improve access and circulation.  Access will also be provided to the rear of the 
59 parcel from the reconstructed private roadway for continued use by Ramsey County and Roseville 
60 Public Works departments.  The site consists of a steep grade generally from the southeast corner, 
61 rising approximately 34 feet to the flatter portion of the site and the general proximity of the ESC, 
62 approximately 160 feet north of the property line adjacent to Larpenteur Avenue.  There are also two 
63 rows of trees near the top of the elevation, some of which will be preserved, while others will be 
64 removed and replaced due to their aging condition. 
65  
66 The ESC will include three access points from Kent Street.  The first access is at the north of the 
67 ESC and is for County residents to drop off organics and recyclables at a separate dumpster area.  This 
68 access also serves as employees' access to the parking lot and building entry, which lies on the 
69 southeast side of the building. A second access supports the household hazard waste (HHW) drop-
70 off area and the organics/recycling area.  The third access serves as the County residents' access to 
71 the visitor parking lot and entry to the ESC building. The ESC lies generally in the middle of the 
72 development site and includes a walking trail on the east that is connected to the pedestrian walkway 
73 along Larpenteur Avenue, which will act as a handicapped access.  There is also a pedestrian 
74 connection that is proposed from the southeast corner into the site and building that will include 
75 stairs as it rises to the ESC.     
76  
77 Operationally, organics and general recycling dumpsters are located along the north of the 
78 development area. Vehicles can enter from the north or middle accesses and make their way to the 
79 organics and recycling areas in a counter-clockwise manner. This is an outdoor self-serve collections 
80 area that will be screened from public view by the building, trees, and/or site topography. Also 
81 planned in this area is a small staff enclosure where employees will assist the public with 
82 proper/accurate disposal of items. Vehicles utilizing the middle access can enter the 
83 organics/recycling area or the HHW drop-off. HHW acceptance occurs within an enclosed drop-off 
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84 lane entering the facility from the north.  The drop-off area has stacking for multiple vehicles to 
85 efficiently unload and transition materials to staff. Materials are sorted by staff into appropriate 
86 storage containers and stored within predesignated areas throughout the building. Hazardous 
87 materials are stored in appropriately designed storage rooms for safe housing in accordance with the 
88 applicable code requirements. Materials remain within the building storage areas until shipment off-
89 site. Outdoor storage of propane tanks will occur within a secure container and a small remote 
90 storage enclosure will be provided for storage of lithium-ion batteries outside of the building; both to 
91 be screened from public view. Munitions will not be accepted by the ESC. 
92  
93 The ESC building is also designed for public interaction, learning, and material reuse. There is a 
94 specific Reuse Room for the distribution of products that are brought to the HHW that still have 
95 useful life and will be available for public purchase. The building entry/lobby is a place for the 
96 public to gather and learn about the sustainability strategies and performance of the building through 
97 a “building dashboard”. The education spaces of the ESC are smaller and to be used for public 
98 presentations, hands-on learning, and possibly small community events.  There is also a larger Public 
99 Programming room where the public can be more interactive, such as “Fix-It Clinics” where people 

100 bring in household items and learn how to do general repairs. General administration and public 
101 restrooms are located adjacent to the public spaces.   
102  
103 As a component of the ESC proposal, the Roseville Public Works Director has requested a traffic 
104 study to review existing operations, evaluate potential traffic impacts of the proposed development, 
105 review site access considerations, and recommend improvements to ensure safe and efficient 
106 operations (Attachment 4).  It is important to note the surrounding roadways of Larpenteur Avenue, 
107 Rice Street, and Dale Street are all County jurisdictional roadways, as is Kent Street due to is 
108 "private" status. 
109  
110 Review of Request 
111 The Zoning Code Text Amendment requested by Ramsey County Environment Health (a division of 
112 Ramsey County Public Health) is necessary because the proposed ESC at 1725 Kent Street is not a 
113 use recognized within the Table of Uses (1007-2) of the Institutional District.  Given the proposed 
114 ESC will host a number of unique and distinct uses within the facility and on the grounds, a 
115 Conditional Use is proposed so as to properly address and mitigate any potential impacts of the 
116 proposed facility.  As outlined in the Background section of this report, the conditional use method 
117 was the method most desired by Commission members based on the feedback received from the 
118 November 2, 2022 meeting. 
119  
120 Zoning Code Amendment Considerations 
121 The zoning code text amendment requested by Ramsey County is two-fold: 1) consideration of an 
122 amendment to §1001.10, Definitions, for inclusion of an ESC definition and 2) amend Table 1007-2, 
123 Institutional Districts Table of Uses, to include ESC as a conditional use. 
124  
125 Regarding a definition for the proposed ESC, Planning Division staff have relied upon Ramsey 
126 County and their consultant, LHB, to submit a definition that encapsulates the general purpose and 
127 intent of an ESC as they intend to program the building/site.  The definition they provided is as 
128 follows: 
129  
130 A multi-purpose government-owned facility where the principal use involves the collection of 
131 household hazardous waste, recycling, and organics.   
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132  
133 Although not primary uses, Planning Division staff would recommend inclusion of offices and 
134 public learning/outreach room(s) in the definition to provide greater clarity of the ESC's use and 
135 operation.   
136  
137 Similarly, Table 1007-2 does not include an applicable use that is suitable enough to qualify as an 
138 ESC.  And, while governmental offices are a use within the ESC, it is not the primary use(s) of the 
139 ESC as identified in the above definition.  As such, the ESC use should be added to the table.  Below 
140 is a portion of Table 1007-2, while the full Chapter is provided as Attachment 5. 
141  

Table 1007-2 INST Standards 
Civic/Institutional 
Emergency Services (police, fire, ambulance) P   
Governmental Offices P   
Environmental Services Center  C   

142  
143 As indicated above, the proposed text amendment would include amending Table 1007-2 to include 
144 Environmental Services Center as a conditional use “C”.  No specific standards are being noted 
145 and/or required given the uniqueness of the use, beyond the general standards and criteria applicable 
146 to all conditional uses.   
147  
148 Review of Conditional Use Request 
149 Zoning Code §1009.02.C sets the criteria for reviewing general conditional use requests.   The 
150 Planning Division’s review of these criteria was completed from the attached project development 
151 plans and, to some degree, the narrative.   Please note that while this is a new use to be analyzed 
152 against the general CU criteria below, it is not unlike any other development the Planning Division 
153 staff reviews on a daily basis.  Therefore, required Code items or standards are not specifically 
154 discussed herein as these are required regardless of the ESC being a new use or a conditional 
155 use.  Said another way, no building permits will be issued until all applicable code requirements are 
156 met. 
157  
158 Review of General Conditional Use Criteria: §1009.02.C of the Zoning Code establishes general 
159 standards and criteria for all conditional uses and the Planning Commission and City Council must 
160 determine compliance with those stated findings. 
161 As indicated above, Table 1007-2 would be amended to include Environmental Services Center as a 
162 conditional use “C” and no specific standards required.   
163  
164 Review of General Conditional Use Criteria: §1009.02.C of the Zoning Code establishes general 
165 standards and criteria for all conditional uses and the Planning Commission and City Council must 
166 determine compliance with those stated findings. 
167  
168 The general code standards of §1009.02.C are as follows: 
169  
170 1.The proposed use is not in conflict with the Comprehensive Plan. While an environmental 
171 services center doesn’t appreciably advance land use goals of the Comprehensive Plan, aside from 
172 facilitating continued investment in a property, Planning Division staff believe the proposed use does 
173 not conflict with land use goals outlined within the Comprehensive Plan either.   More specifically, 
174 the General and Commercial Area Goals and Policies sections of the Comprehensive Plan include a 
175 number of policies related to reinvestment, redevelopment, quality development, and 
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176 scale.  Additionally, the Comprehensive Plan outlines several goals and strategies related to 
177 Resilience and Environmental Protection and the services offered by the ESC aid in supporting many 
178 of those stated goals, including reduction in greenhouse gas emissions through leading by example, 
179 reducing climate-related risks, and increasing community awareness of resilience and environmental 
180 protection issues.  Therefore, the Planning Division has determined the proposed environmental 
181 service center would align with the related goals and polices of the Comprehensive Plan. 
182  
183 2. The proposed use is not in conflict with a Regulating Map or other adopted plan. The proposed 
184 use is not in conflict with such plans because none apply to the property. 
185  
186 3. The proposed use is not in conflict with any City Code requirements. Planning Division staff 
187 finds the proposed environmental services center can and will meet all applicable City Code 
188 requirements; moreover, a conditional use approval can be rescinded if the approved use fails to 
189 comply with all applicable Code requirements or any conditions of the approval. 
190  
191 4. The proposed use will not create an excessive burden on parks, streets, and other public 
192 facilities. The Planning Division does not anticipate the proposal will intensify any practical 
193 impacts on parks, streets, or public infrastructure.  Specifically, sanitary sewer and water in the 
194 area have acceptable capacity for the ESC project and the uses contemplated are not of the type that 
195 would generate impacts on parks and/or the trail system in the area.  Specific to traffic and impacts 
196 on adjacent streets, the traffic study completed (Attachment 4) for the proposed ESC indicates the 
197 additional vehicle trips maintain acceptable operations with minimal vehicle delay and back-ups. 
198 Ramsey County staff will also review the traffic study and provide comments as Larpenteur Avenue is a 
199 county road.  
200  
201 5. The proposed use will not be injurious to the surrounding neighborhood, will not negatively 
202 impact traffic or property values, and will not otherwise harm the public health, safety, and 
203 general welfare. While the proposed ESC is designed to handle household hazardous waste and 
204 certain recyclables, these items are processed with care when unloaded, sorted, and stored for further 
205 processing and removal.  Similarly, materials deemed hazardous are removed and stored in 
206 appropriately designed storage rooms for safe housing in accordance with the applicable code 
207 requirements either within or outside the facility. Likewise, the proposed ESC does not lie adjacent 
208 to any residential neighborhoods, but instead is situated adjacent to County open space (wetland), 
209 Reservoir Woods, and Temple of Aaron Cemetery. The nearest residential area lies to the north, 
210 approximately 1,000 feet from the residential homes along Wagner Street. Correspondingly, there 
211 will be an increase in traffic on Larpenteur Avenue, Dale Street, and Rice Street. However, these 
212 roadways and intersections are adequately designed to handle the increase in daily trips to this site. 
213 Consequently, the Planning Division has determined the proposed ESC will not be injurious to the 
214 surrounding neighborhood, will not negatively impact traffic or property values, and will not 
215 otherwise harm public health, safety, and general welfare. 
216  
217 Public Comments  
218 As a component of their process, Ramsey County held community open houses (in-person and 
219 virtually) in the Fall of 2022 and Spring of 2023. The Fall 2022 open house included discussion 
220 regarding services, facility use, features of the facility, and reuse and repair.  The Spring 2023 open 
221 house discussed hours of operation, indoor and outdoor space uses, and additional facility 
222 suggestions.  Both of these open house engagements are summarized in Attachment 6. 
223  
224 The Planning Division received one call after the public hearing notice was mailed and the resident 
225 indicated support for the proposed ESC.  
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226  
227 Staff Recommendation 
228 The Planning Division recommends the following pertaining to the request by LHB and Ramsey 
229 County Property Management concerning an Environmental Services Center at 1725 Kent Street: 
230  
231 Approval of the Zoning Code Text Amendment to §1001.10, Definitions, in support of adding an 
232 Environmental Services Center, to be defined as "A multi-purpose government-owned facility where 
233 the principal use involves the collection of household hazardous waste, recycling, and organics, 
234 including associated offices and public outreach rooms."  
235  
236 Approval of a Zoning Code Text Amendment to Table 1007-2 (Table of Uses - Institutional District) 
237 allowing an Environmental Services Center as a conditional use "C". 
238  
239 Approval of a Conditional Use in support of an Environmental Service Center at 1725 Kent Street, 
240 all based on the comments and findings of this report and development plans, subject to the 
241 following condition: 
242 1. The Environmental Service Center should be constructed similarly to the plans submitted dated 
243 May, 5, 2023 and provided as a component of this report packet and in accordance with the 
244 Roseville City Code. 
245  
246  
247  
248 Requested Planning Commission Action 
249 By motion, make the following recommendations: 
250 It is recommended the Planning Commission take the following actions regarding the request by LHB 
251 and Ramsey County Property Management concerning an Environmental Services Center at 1725 Kent 
252 Street:  
253  
254 By motion, recommend approval of the following Environmental Service Center definition 
255 amending §1001.10 (Definitions) of the Roseville City Code: 
256  
257 "Environmental Service Center: A multi-purpose government-owned facility where the principal 
258 use involves the collection of household hazardous waste, recycling, and organics, including 
259 associated offices and public outreach rooms." 
260  
261 By motion, recommend approval of an amendment to Table 1007-2 (Institutional District Table of 
262 Uses) to include Environmental Service Center as a conditional use. 
263  
264 By motion, recommend approval of a Conditional Use pursuant to §1009.02.C of the Roseville City 
265 Code for an Environmental Service Center at 1725 Kent Street based on the comments and findings 
266 of this report, and the following condition: 
267 1. The Environmental Service Center should be constructed similarly to the plans submitted dated 
268 May, 5, 2023 and provided as a component of this report packet and in accordance with the 
269 Roseville City Code. 
270  
271  
272 Alternative Actions 
273 Alternative Actions 
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274 1. Pass a motion to table the item for future action.  An action to table must be tied to the need 
275 for clarity, analysis, and/or information necessary to make a recommendation on the request. 
276 2. Pass a motion recommending denial of the proposal.  A motion to deny must include findings 
277 of fact germane to the request. 

278  
279  

Prepared by: Thomas Paschke, City Planner - thomas.paschke@cityofroseville.com or 
651-792-7074 

Attachments: 1. PF23_005_Attachment1 
2. PF23_005_Attachment2 
3. PF23-005_Attachment3 
4. PF23-005_Attachment4 
5. PF23-005_Attachment5 
6. PF23-005_Attachment6 

280  
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MEMORANDUM 

Ramsey County Environmental Service Center 

May 5, 2023 

To: City of Roseville Community Development 
From: Ramsey County and LHB 
Re: Narrative for Zoning Text Amendment and Conditional Use Application 

PROPERTY INFORMATION 
Property Address: 0 Larpenteur Ave W, Roseville, MN 55113 
Parcel ID: 132923330001 
Full Legal Description: Lots 1, 2, 7 and 8, Sarah’s Out Lots to St. Paul 

ZONING AMENDMENT NARRATIVE 
What is the nature of the intended use? 

Stemming from two strategies in the Ramsey County Solid Waste Management Plan, the county evaluated how it 
provides Household Hazardous Waste services. The evaluation resulted in recommendations to redesign 
services to address equity considerations and ensure better service to county residents. The recommendations, 
under the umbrella of the enhancing environmental health services initiative includes a county-owned 
Environmental Service Center.  

The basic function of the Ramsey County Environmental Service Center (“ESC”) is to provide a safe and effective 
way for the public to dispose of Household Hazardous Waste (“HHW”). The HHW acceptance occurs within an 
enclosed drop off lane where multiple vehicles may efficiently transition materials to staff. These materials are 
then sorted by staff into appropriate storage containers and stored within predesignated areas throughout the 
building. Any hazardous materials have appropriately designed storage rooms for safe housing in accordance 
with the applicable code requirements. Materials collected within the HHW area are to remain enclosed until 
shipment off-site. Outdoor storage of propane tanks will be within a secure container and screened from public 
view. A small remote storage enclosure will be provided for storage of lithium-ion batteries outside of the building 
and screened from public view. In addition to acceptance of HHW the center also accepts recycling and organics 
for transfer off-site, no processing of these materials will occur on site. These items will be collected in outdoor 
self-service hubs that are screened by the building, trees, and/or topography. A small staff enclosure will be 
provided at the remote recycling location to assist the public in accurate disposal of their items when necessary. 
Munitions will not be accepted by the Ramsey County ESC. 

Along with providing efficient and safe opportunities to dispose of HHW, the building will have spaces for public 
interaction, learning, and material reuse. The Reuse Room is a welcoming place for the distribution of products 
that are brought to the HHW portion of the ESC that still have useful life. The Lobby provides a space for the 
public to gather and learn about the sustainability strategies and performance of the building through the “building 
dashboard”. The education spaces include a smaller presentation space that could be used for community events 
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with limited hands-on learning. Directly adjacent is the much larger Public Programming room. This room provides 
a venue for events where the public can be more interactive such as “Fix-It Clinics” where people bring in 
household items and learn how to do general repair. The general administrative requirements for operation of the 
building and the public amenities such as toilets are located adjacent to the public spaces. These 
public/administrative spaces are placed on the south end of the building towards Larpenteur Avenue. This 
provides an appropriate buffer between the public way and the taller warehouse space, along with a generally 
more aesthetic appearance from Larpenteur Avenue.  

In-keeping with the site’s current function, outdoor storage of loose materials as needed by the County’s Public 
Works department will occur on the northern portion of the parcel, but will be blocked from public view by 
significant vegetative buffering and by the Environmental Service Center itself. Other proposed accessory uses 
throughout the Environmental Service Center site include outdoor gathering space to be used for educational 
programming; educational signage associated with sustainable building, site, and stormwater functions; 
recreational trails; and an accessible sidewalk connection to Larpenteur Avenue. 

As part of this project, improvements are planned for Kent Street, the private roadway that will be used to access 
the site from Larpenteur Avenue. 

Why is the intended use not currently permitted by existing use? 

According to the language within table 1007.2 of Title 10 of the Roseville City Code, a “Government office” is a 
permitted use within parcels zoned as institutional. This language is too specific to apply to Government uses in 
general, and as the proposed Government Environmental Service Center use provides more than just office 
space it does not conform to the existing code as written. 

How would the intended use be permitted under the proposed zoning text amendment? 

The addition of “Government Environmental Service Center” as a conditional use within table 1007.2, and an 
associated definition for this term within section 1001.10, would allow this use to be permitted per approval of a 
conditional use application. 

Will any additional land use applications (e.g. conditional use permit or variance) be necessary to 
accommodate the intended use in compliance with the requirements of the proposed zoning change? 

Yes, a Conditional Use Permit will be required per this zoning text amendment, and an application for which has 
been submitted in conjunction with the Zoning Text Amendment Application. 

 

CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT NARRATIVE 
Describe how the proposed use is not in conflict with the Comprehensive Plan 

Roseville’s 2040 Comprehensive Plan identifies the existing land use of this site as institutional and has planned 
for the site to remain classified as institutional in the future. With the proposed facility’s civic use, medium scale 
and intensity, incorporation of pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure, and connections to nearby transit stops, it is 
appropriately suited for this location as defined by the comprehensive plan. 
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Describe how the proposed use is not in conflict with any regulating maps or other adopted plans  

The site in question is not within a Shoreland Overlay District and does not contain any National Wetland 
Inventory wetlands. The City’s Parks and Recreation System plan does not identify this site as a future park or 
recreational amenity. This site is adjacent to but not within the Rice-Larpenteur Vision Plan project area.  

Describe how the proposed use is not in conflict with any City Code requirements 

Title 10 of Roseville’s City Code describes the purpose of the Institutional District as a district designed to “permit 
and regulate a variety of governmental, educational, religious, and cultural uses that provide important service to 
the community.” The proposed use of a Government Environmental Service Center is in-keeping with this 
purpose.  

Describe how the proposed use will not create an excessive burden on parks, streets and other public 
facilities 

A traffic study is currently underway to understand any impacts this site would have on surrounding transportation 
networks, as well as a geotechnical report to understand soil and drainage implications of the site. The planned 
trails and sidewalks throughout this site will connect to the City’s larger recreation system, offering additional 
recreational amenities for the public. 

Describe how the proposed use will not be injurious to the surrounding neighborhood, will not negatively 
impact traffic or property values, and will not otherwise harm the public health, safety, and general 
welfare 
 
The primary function of the ESC is to remove HHW from households, which reduces the potential for harm to 
public health, safety, and general welfare of surrounding neighborhoods. 
 
The ESC is being designed with significant community input and engagement and is part of Enhancing 
Environmental Health Services, a county initiative to redesign and add recycling and waste disposal services at 
one location to better meet community needs. The surrounding neighborhood has been engaged through a series 
of in person and virtual meetings when the county learned of the community’s concerns and recommendations for 
the facility’s design, construction activity and operations. The design team is working to address feedback in the 
plans to ensure this use is not injurious to the surrounding neighborhood. The center will incorporate sustainable 
design elements that can serve as a model facility.  

The unique siting of this ESC allows significant buffering of site amenities from all surrounding parcels through 
both vegetation and elevation differences. The driveway connections to the site will connect to the private Kent 
Street, distancing traffic impacts from Larpenteur Avenue. The use of this facility will benefit public health, safety, 
and welfare, by allowing for the safe disposal of Household Hazardous Waste, recycling, and organics. 

 
Attachments:  220932 Ramsey County ESC Topographic Survey, 220932 Ramsey County ESC C401 Site Plan, 

220932 Ramsey County ESC L101 Landscape Plan, 220932 Ramsey County ESC A101 Overall 
Floor Plan 

 
c:  LHB Project No. 220932 
 
q:\22proj\220932\300 design\regulatory\city of roseville\zoning amendment change\220932 zoning and conditional use narrative.docx  
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May 25, 2023 

To: James Homolka, Ramsey County Property Management   

From:  Vernon Swing, PE 

Re: Traffic Analysis – PO PRMG38457 - Ramsey County Environmental Service Center, Roseville, MN 

Per your request, SSTS LLC has conducted a traffic analysis for the proposed Ramsey County Environmental 
Service Center development (referred to as the Proposed Project).  The Proposed Project will add hazardous 
household waste disposal/recycling facilities to the existing organic waste/compost recycling uses on the 
approximate 15-acre site in Roseville, Ramsey Co, MN.  The Proposed Project site is located to the north of 
Larpenteur Ave W and to the east of Kent Street and will be accessed via three proposed driveways to Kent 
Street. Figure 1, Vicinity Map depicts the location and Figure 2, Site Plan, illustrates the site layout and 
access locations.  

This memorandum documents the existing AM, PM, and Saturday Midday peak hour traffic conditions, 
forecasts the 2025 traffic conditions without the development, forecasts the trip generation potential for 
the proposed land use and distributes those trips based on existing traffic patterns in the area.  Further, 
results from the traffic operational analysis with and without the Proposed Project are summarized.  Also, a 
review of on-site circulation and vehicle stacking is included.  The focus of the traffic study is the traffic 
operations at the following intersections which provide access to the regional roadway network and access 
to the site: 

• Larpenteur Ave W & Kent St
• Kent St & South Site Access
• Kent St & Middle Site Access
• Kent St & North Site Access

Existing Conditions  
As mentioned, the study area focuses on the intersections listed above. The existing conditions of the 
roadways and intersection providing direct and indirect access to the Proposed Project were documented 
and are noted in Table 1.  Additionally, Figure 3 shows the existing lane geometry and traffic control at the 
study intersections.  

Table 1. Study Roadway Characteristics 

Note, additional counts for Larpenteur Ave W are available, however, they were counted during COVID-19 and are likely less than current condtions. 

Existing Traffic Volumes 
AM, PM, and Saturday Midday peak hour turning movement counts were conducted at the study area 
intersections.  The following notes the peak hour timeframes: 

Roadway Functional Class Typical Section Posted Speed AADT (Year)

Larpenteur Ave W A-minor Augmentor 3-Lane Undivided Urban 40 mph 13,300 (2018) (MnDOT)

Kent Street Local Street 2-Lane Undivided Urban 30 mph N/A
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• AM: 7:00 AM to 8:00 AM 
• PM: 3:00 PM to 4:00 PM 
• Saturday MIDDAY: 12:30-1:30PM 

Figure 4 illustrates the existing peak hour traffic volumes.   

Future Conditions 
To quantify the impacts of a development on the surrounding roadway system, it is necessary to first 
forecast and analyze traffic conditions that would be present on the roadway system without the inclusion 
of the proposed project.  For the purposes of this analysis an anticipated construction completion date for 
the entire Proposed Project is 2025, thus year 2025 was selected for analysis to compare traffic conditions 
without and with the Proposed Project. To determine the future traffic conditions a review of historical 
traffic counts based on MnDOT data and a review of the City of St Paul, City of Rosedale, and Ramsey County 
2040 Comprehensive Plans have been conducted.  The MnDOT data shows that traffic in the area has 
declined by approximately fifteen percent over the past two decades, while the City of St Paul and Ramsey 
County Comprehensive Plans forecast traffic will remain approximately the same over the next twenty 
years.  The City of Roseville Comprehensive Plan meanwhile indicates traffic will increase by approximately 
0.4 percent over the next twenty years.  To provide a conservative estimate of future conditions the 
Roseville 0.4 percent growth rate has been adopted for this study.  In other words, the existing traffic 
volumes have been grown by this rate to represent the 2025 No-Build peak hour traffic conditions.  Figure 5 
illustrates the No-Build traffic volumes with the growth applied to existing traffic volumes for year 2025. 

Trip Generation and Distribution 
The Proposed Project will include a new household hazardous waste disposal/recycling facility and will 
reorganize the existing organic/compost recycling to the northern portion of the site.  In addition, the site 
will include a public and employee space for visitors and workers.  To estimate the site-generated traffic, 
forecasts from Ramsey County have been used which indicate the site will generate approximately 85,000 
trips per year or 327 trips a day for a typical day (using a 5-day operations week).   That said during the peak 
times associated with Spring and Fall clean up, the Proposed Project is expected to generate 2,500 trips per 
week or 500 trips per day.  Discussions with staff from similar sites in Hennepin County indicate the 
Saturdays during the Spring and Fall times have slightly higher traffic, and the peaking tends to extend over 
three or four hours rather than one hour.  To provide a conservative estimate this analysis assumes the peak 
hour will generate twice as much traffic when compared to an average hour.  This peak trip generation has 
been adopted for each traffic peak of the surrounding roadways namely the weekday commuter AM Peak, 
weekday PM Peak, and the Saturday Midday Peak.  Table 2 summarizes the trip generation estimate for the 
Proposed Project.   

Table 2 - Trip Generation 

Land Use Daily AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour Saturday Pk Hr 
Enter Exit Enter Exit Enter Exit 

Environmental Service Cntr  500 Trips 63 Trips 63 Trips 63 Trips 63 Trips 63 Trips 63 Trips 
TOTAL 500 Trips 126 Trips 126 Trips 126 Trips 

As shown in Table 2, the Proposed Project will generate 126 trips (63 entering and 63 exiting) during the 
morning traffic peak hour, 126 trips (63 entering and 63 exiting) during the evening traffic peak hour, 126 
trips (63 entering and 63 exiting) during the Saturday Midday Peak and 500 daily trips. 
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The new trips have been assigned to the surrounding roadways according to the existing traffic patterns.  In 
general, 65 percent will originate from and return to the east during the AM Peak, 60 percent will originate 
from and return to the west during the PM Peak, and 50 percent to and from the west during the Saturday 
Midday Peak. Figure 6 illustrates the trip assignment. Figure 7 illustrates the 2025 Build conditions by 
combining No-Build traffic with the trip assignment volumes. 

Traffic Operations  
The operating conditions of transportation facilities, such as roadways, traffic signals, roundabouts, and 
stop-controlled intersections, are evaluated based on the relationship of the theoretical capacity of a facility 
to the actual traffic volume on that facility.  Various factors affect capacity including travel speed, roadway 
geometry, grade, number of travel lanes, and intersection control.  The current standards for evaluating 
capacity and operating conditions are contained in Highway Capacity Manual1.  The procedures describe 
operating conditions in terms of driver delay represented as a Level of Service (LOS).  Operations are given 
letter designations with "A" representing the best operating conditions and "F" representing the worst.  
Generally, level of service “D” represents the threshold for acceptable overall intersection operating 
conditions during a peak hour.  The Chart on the below summarizes the level of service and delay criteria for 
signalized and unsignalized intersections. 

 

For side street stop-controlled intersections special emphasis is given to providing an estimate for the level 
of service of the minor approaches.  Traffic operations at an unsignalized intersection with side street stop-
control can be described two ways.  First, consideration is given to the overall intersection level of service.  
This takes into account the total number of vehicles entering the intersection and the capability of the 
intersection to support these volumes.  Second, it is important to consider the delay on the minor 

                                                           
1 Highway Capacity Manual (HCM), Transportation Research Board, 6th Edition 

Signalized 
Unsignalized/
Roundabout

A Primarily free-flow operation. 0-10 0-10

B Reasonably unimpeded operation. >10-20 >10-15

C
Stable operation.  The ability to maneuver is 
more restricted than LOS B.

>20-35 >15-25

D
Less stable operation.  Small increases in flow 
may cause large increases in delay and reduced 
speeds.

>35-55 >25-35

E
Unstable operation.  Low speeds and 
considerable delay.

>55-80 >35-50

F
Congested operation.  High delay and extensive 
queuing.

>80 >50

Delay (sec)
Level of Service Description
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approaches, since the mainline does not have to stop. It is common for intersections with higher mainline 
traffic volumes to experience increased levels of delay and poor level of service on the side streets.   

A final fundamental component of operational analyses is a study of vehicular queuing, or the line of 
vehicles waiting to pass through an intersection.  An intersection can operate with an acceptable Level of 
Service, but if queues from the intersection extend back to block entrances to turn lanes or accesses to 
adjacent land uses, unsafe operating conditions could result.  In this report, the Industry Design Standard 
95th percentile queue length is used.  The 95th Percentile Queue Length refers to that length of vehicle queue 
that has only a five-percent probability of occurring during an analysis hour. 

This study has utilized the industry current Synchro/SimTraffic software package (11th Edition) to analyze the 
2025 No-Build and Build conditions for the AM, PM, and Saturday Midday Peak hours. It is noted, the 
reported results are from the aggregate of 10 SimTraffic simulations which use a random number generator 
to seed the network with vehicles.  These results reflect dynamic conditions and are more accurate than the 
results of the static analysis reported by Synchro. Due to the random number generator results can 
sometimes show slightly better operations on minor movements under higher traffic conditions when the 
intersections are operating well. This can be seen when delays and queues noted in the Build Scenario are 
slightly less than the No-Build or Existing Scenarios. 

Analysis Results 
Tables 3 summarizes the results of the operational analysis.  Note the 2025 No-Build and Build operations 
reflect the additional traffic associated with the annual growth rate applied to existing traffic volumes.  
Additionally, the Build operations include the net new traffic forecast for the Proposed Project. 

Table 3. Operational Analysis 

 

The results shown in Table 3 indicate the 2025 No-Build operations of the study area intersections are 
acceptable with LOS A for overall operations and LOS C or better for individual travel lane operations, with 
manageable vehicle queuing.  Further, the results in Table 3 indicate the 2025 Build overall operations and 
travel lane operations of the study area intersections and site access are the same with acceptable LOS A for 
overall operations and LOS B or better for travel lane operations, with manageable vehicle queuing.  The 
addition of site-generated traffic slightly increases delay and queuing but not above unacceptable levels as 
the existing roadway network has available capacity.   

2025 No-Build and Build

Overall LOS & Delay A 1.1 A 1.6 A 1.0 A 2.0 A 2.2 A 1.7
Worst Mvmt. LOS & Delay B 13.4 (SBL) C 17.6 (SBL) A 5.6 (SBL) B 12.7 (SBL) B 11.9 (SBL) A 8.5 (SBL)

95th Percentile Queue

Overall LOS & Delay A 0.1 A 1.7 A 0.1 A 1.9 A 1.7 A 1.7
Worst Mvmt. LOS & Delay A 0.2 (NB) A 3.9 (WBL) A 0.1 (NB) A 4.3 (WBL) A 4.4 (WBL) A 4.6 (WBL)

95th Percentile Queue

Overall LOS & Delay A 0.1 A 0.1 A 0.1 A 0.1 A 0.1 A 0.1
Worst Mvmt. LOS & Delay A 0.1 (SBT) A 0.1 (SBT) A 0.1 (SBT) A 0.6 (NBT) A 0.4 (SBT) A 0.3 (NBT)

95th Percentile Queue

Overall LOS & Delay A 1.1 A 0.5 A 0.1 A 1.1 A 1.0 A 0.6
Worst Mvmt. LOS & Delay A 3.9 (WBL) A 3.8 (WBL) A 0.1 (WB) A 3.8 (WBL) A 3.4 (WBL) A 3.7 (WBL)

95th Percentile Queue

Kent Street & South Site Access 
(Side Stop Controlled)

NONE NONE WB - 44' WB - 48'WB - 32' WB - 48'

Kent Street & North Site Access 
(Side Stop Controlled)

WB - 10' NONE WB - 14' WB - 14'WB - 14' WB - 17'

Larpenteur Ave W & Kent St (Side 
Stop Controlled)

SB - 22' SB - 22' SB - 52' SB - 62'SB - 37' SB - 60'

Intersection
Measure of Effectiveness (Delay in Sec and Queue in Ft)

Criteria
2025 No-Build 2025 Build 

AM Pk Hr Sat Pk Hr AM Pk Hr Sat Pk HrPM Pk Hr PM Pk Hr

Kent St & Middle Site Access 
(Side Stop Controlled)

NONE NONE NONE NONENONE NONE
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On-Site Circulation 
The Proposed Project is adding household hazardous waste disposal/recycling to the existing site that 
provides for organic/compost disposal.  As part of the project, the organic/compost use is being moved to 
the north end of the site.  Traffic for the organic/compost use will travel on Kent Street to the north end of 
the site and circulate to the east along a one-way loop and dispose of their waste.   

The new household hazardous waste disposal facility will be located in the center of the site.  Traffic for this 
new service provided with the project will enter the site at the middle access from Kent Street and circulate 
along a way one-way loop exiting the site at the southern site access to Kent Street.  There will be five 
locations for vehicles to dispose of their material, such as used motor oil, discarded computer products, 
florescent light bulbs, etc. and there are 42 planned spaces for vehicles to queue as they wait their turn.  
Drivers will be assisted by Ramsey County staff in their disposal of their waste and discussions with 
Hennepin County staff indicates that vehicles complete their disposal efforts in under a minute.  The layout 
of the site with vehicle stacking should be able to accommodate over 200 vehicles per hour.   

The employees and visitors will be able to enter the parking area at the southern access from Kent Street.  
The site is planned to include 30 parking spaces for the visitor and 27 spaces for employees.      

Summary and Conclusions 
The following provides a summary of the study, traffic operations and recommendations: 

• AM and PM peak hour traffic operations were analyzed for year 2025 conditions without and with 
the Proposed Project. 

• The Proposed Project will generate 126 trips (63 entering and 63 exiting) during the morning traffic 
Peak hour, evening traffic Peak hour, and Saturday Midday Peak hour and 500 daily trips. 

• Results of the traffic analysis for year 2025 without the Proposed Project indicate acceptable 
operations with minimal vehicle delay and back-ups at adjacent intersections. 

• Results of the traffic analysis for year 2025 with the Proposed Project indicate acceptable operations 
with minimal vehicle delay and back-ups. No mitigation measures at adjacent intersections and 
access intersection are recommended.  

• The Proposed Project has developed a circulation plan for the independent operation associated 
with organic material disposal, and household hazardous waste disposal which segregates these two 
use to different areas of the site.  Users of these two separate operations will enter one-way 
circulation patterns that will have sufficient capacity for the anticipated demand.   
 

Attachments:  Figures 1-7 
(Appendices with Traffic Counts and Synchro/Simtraffic Worksheets are available upon request.) 
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CHAPTER 1007 INSTITUTIONAL DISTRICT 1993 

SECTION: 1994 

1007.01: Statement Of Purpose 1995 

1007.02: Design Standards 1996 

1007.03: Table of Allowed Uses 1997 

1007.01: STATEMENT OF PURPOSE 1998 

The Institutional District is designed to: 1999 

A. Permit and regulate a variety of governmental, educational, religious, and cultural uses that provide2000 
important services to the community. These uses are not located within a particular geographic area 2001 
and are often in proximity to lower-density residential districts. 2002 

B. Require appropriate transitions between higher-intensity institutional uses and adjacent lower-density2003 
residential districts. 2004 

C. Encourage sustainable design practices that apply to buildings, private development sites, and the2005 
public realm in order to enhance the natural environment. 2006 

1007.02: DESIGN STANDARDS 2007 

The following standards apply to new buildings and major expansions of existing buildings (i.e., 2008 
expansions that constitute 50% or more of building floor area) in the Institutional District. Design 2009 
standards apply only to the portion of the building or site that is undergoing alteration. 2010 

A. Corner Building Placement: At intersections, buildings shall have front and side facades aligned at or2011 
near the front property line. 2012 

B. Entrance Orientation: Primary building entrances shall be oriented to the primary abutting public2013 
street. The entrance must have a functional door. Additional entrances may be oriented to a secondary 2014 
street or parking area. Entrances shall be clearly visible and identifiable from the street and delineated 2015 
with elements such as roof overhangs, recessed entries, landscaping, or similar design features. 2016 

C. Vertical Facade Articulation: Buildings shall be designed with a base, a middle and a top, created by2017 
variations in detailing, color and materials. A single-story building need not include a middle. 2018 

1. The base of the building should include elements that relate to the human scale, including doors2019 
and windows, texture, projections, awnings, and canopies.2020 

2. Articulated building tops may include varied rooflines, cornice detailing, dormers, gable ends,2021 
stepbacks of upper stories, and similar methods.2022 

D. Horizontal Facade Articulation: Facades greater than 40 feet in length shall be visually articulated2023 
into smaller intervals of 20 to 40 feet by one or a combination of the following techniques: 2024 

1. Stepping back or extending forward a portion of the facade;2025 

2. Variations in texture, materials or details;2026 
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3. Stepbacks of upper stories; or 2027 

4. Placement of doors, windows and balconies. 2028 

E. Window and Door Openings: 2029 

1. Windows, doors, or other openings shall comprise at least 60% of the length and at least 40% of 2030 
the area of any ground floor facade fronting a public street. At least 50% of the windows shall 2031 
have the lower sill within 3 feet of grade. 2032 

2. Windows, doors, or other openings shall comprise at least 20% of side and rear ground floor 2033 
facades not fronting a public street. On upper stories, windows, or balconies shall comprise at 2034 
least 20% of the facade area. 2035 

3. Glass on windows and doors shall be clear or slightly tinted to allow views in and out of the 2036 
interior. Spandrel (translucent) glass may be used on service areas. 2037 

4. Window shape, size, and patterns shall emphasize the intended organization and articulation of 2038 
the building facade. 2039 

5. Displays may be placed within windows. Equipment within buildings shall be placed at least 5 2040 
feet behind windows. 2041 

F. Materials: All exterior wall finishes on any building must be a combination of the following 2042 
materials: No less than 60% face brick; natural or cultured stone; pre-colored factory stained or 2043 
stained on site textured pre-cast concrete panels; textured concrete block; stucco; glass; fiberglass or 2044 
similar materials and no more than 40% pre-finished metal, cor-ten steel, copper, premium grade 2045 
wood with mitered outside corners (e.g., cedar, redwood, and fir), or fiber cement board. Under no 2046 
circumstances shall sheet metal aluminum, corrugated aluminum, asbestos, iron plain or painted, or 2047 
plain concrete block be acceptable as an exterior wall material on buildings within the city. Other 2048 
materials of equal quality to those listed may be approved by the Community Development 2049 
Department. 2050 

G. Four-sided Building Design: Building design shall provide consistent architectural treatment on all 2051 
building walls. All sides of a building must display compatible materials, although decorative 2052 
elements and materials may be concentrated on street- facing facades. All facades shall contain 2053 
window openings. This standard may be waived by the Community Development Department for 2054 
uses that include elements such as service bays on one or more facades. 2055 

H. Special or Object-Oriented Buildings: In some cases, a uniquely designed building may be proposed 2056 
that is considered outside of these stated Standards due to its purpose, use, design, and/or orientation 2057 
(e.g. a memorial, special civic function, etc.). If such a building is proposed, then it may be considered 2058 
independently of these standards and would be subject to final approval by the City Council. 2059 

I. Maximum Building Length: Building length parallel to the primary abutting street shall not exceed 2060 
200 feet without a visual break such as a courtyard or recessed entry, except where a more restrictive 2061 
standard is specified for a specific district. 2062 

J. Garage Doors and Loading Docks: Loading docks shall be located on rear or side facades and, to the 2063 
extent feasible, garage doors should be similarly located. Garage doors of attached garages on a 2064 
building front shall not exceed 50% of the total length of the building front. 2065 

Attachment 5



K. Rooftop Equipment: Rooftop equipment, including rooftop structures related to elevators, shall be 2066 
completely screened from eye level view from contiguous properties and adjacent streets. Such 2067 
equipment shall be screened with parapets or other materials similar to and compatible with exterior 2068 
materials and architectural treatment on the structure being served. Horizontal or vertical slats of 2069 
wood material shall not be utilized for this purpose. Solar and wind energy equipment is exempt from 2070 
this provision if screening would interfere with system operations. 2071 

L. Dimensional Standards: 2072 

Table 1007-1 

Minimum lot area No requirement 

Maximum building height 60 Feet 

Front yard building setback (min. - Max.) No requirement 

Minimum side yard building setback 10 Feet where windows are located on a side wall 
or on an adjacent wall of an abutting property 

20 Feet from residential lot boundary 

Otherwise not required 

Minimum rear yard building setback 25 Feet from residential lot boundary 

10 Feet from nonresidential boundary 

Minimum surface parking setback 15 Feet from the property line 

20 Feet from the property line abutting a residential 
property 

M. Improvement Area: Improved area, including paved surfaces and footprints of principal and accessory 2073 
buildings and structures, shall not exceed 75%. 2074 

N. Surface Parking: Surface parking on large development sites shall be divided into smaller parking 2075 
areas with a maximum of 100 spaces in each area, separated by landscaped areas at least 10 feet in 2076 
width. Landscaped areas shall include pedestrian walkways leading to building entrances. 2077 

O. Parking Placement: Where parking is placed between a building and the abutting street, the building 2078 
shall not exceed a maximum setback of 85 feet, sufficient to provide a single drive aisle and two rows 2079 
of perpendicular parking along with building entrance access and required landscaping. This setback 2080 
may be extended to a maximum of 100 feet if traffic circulation, drainage and/or other site design 2081 
issues are shown to require additional space. Screening along side and rear lot lines abutting 2082 
residential properties is required, consistent with Section 1011.03B. 2083 

(Ord. 1435, 4-8-2013) (Ord. 1494A, 2/22/2016) 2084 
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1007.03: TABLE OF ALLOWED USES 2085 

Table 1007-2 lists all permitted and conditional uses in the Institutional District.  2086 

A. Uses marked as “P” are permitted. 2087 

B. Uses marked with a “C” are allowed as conditional uses in the district where designated. 2088 

C. A “Y” in the “Standards” column indicates that specific standards must be complied with, whether the 2089 
use is permitted or conditional. Standards for permitted uses are included in Chapter 1011, Property 2090 
Performance Standards; standards for conditional uses are included in Chapter 1009, Procedures. 2091 

Table 1007-2 INST Standards 

Civic/Institutional 

Cemetery P  

College, or post-secondary school, campus C Y 

Community center P  

Emergency services (police, fire, ambulance) P  

Table 1007-2 INST Standards 

Government office P  

Library P  

Museum, cultural center P  

Multi-purpose recreation facility, public P  

Place of assembly P Y 

Parking, off-site C Y 

School, elementary or secondary P  

Theater, performing arts center P  

Transportation 

Maintenance facility C  

Park and ride facility C  

Accessory Uses, Buildings, and Structures 
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Table 1007-2 INST Standards 

Accessibility ramp and other 

accommodations 

P  

Accessory structure P  

Athletic fields P  

Athletic fields with lights C  

Garden, public or community (flowers or 
vegetables) 

P Y 

Gymnasium P  

Portable restroom facilities P Y 

Public announcement system C  

Renewable energy systems P Y 

Swimming pool P  

Telecommunication towers C Y 

Trash receptacle P  

(Ord. 1403, 12-13-2010) (Ord. 1427, 7-9-2012) 2092 
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From: McKennan, Andrea
To: Lydia Major; Thomas Paschke
Cc: Homolka, James; Martin Thompson; Jess Vetrano
Subject: RE: ESC Submittal
Date: Thursday, May 11, 2023 9:58:22 AM
Attachments: image002.png

Environmental Service Center PowerPoint (small file size).pdf
Fall 22 Engagement Summary.pdf
Spring 23 Engagement Summary (draft).docx

You don't often get email from andrea.mckennan@co.ramsey.mn.us. Learn why this is important

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.

Hi Thomas,

As Lydia promised, I’m writing to share a summary of the engagement work we’ve conducted
related to the Environmental Service Center. Below and attached is some information related to our
most recent engagement work. We’ve conducted two rounds of engagement since last fall, and we
plan to do one more round this summer.

Fall 2022 engagement – Community feedback on proposed site location. Held four community
listening sessions (two in person, two virtual) and offered an online survey. All residents
within a mile radius of the proposed site were mailed an invite. 73 people attended the
listening sessions, and 25 people responded to the survey. The summary of this engagement
work is attached (Fall 22 Engagement Summary).
Spring 2023 engagement – Community feedback on proposed site and building plan. Held
four community listening sessions (two in person, two virtual) and offered an online survey.
32 people attended the listening sessions, and 189 people responded to the survey. We don’t
yet have the final summary of this engagement work, but I’m attaching a rough summary
(Spring 23 Engagement Summary Draft), as well as the PowerPoint that we shared at the
listening sessions (Environmental Service Center PowerPoint). When we have the final
summary document complete, I’ll share that.
Summer 2023 engagement – We intend to conduct another round of community engagement
this summer, when we’ll be sharing proposed building designs with the public for feedback.
We’d be happy to incorporate any questions that you’d like us to bring to those conversations
– please let us know if you have thoughts on that.

We also conducted additional engagement in 2020 and 2021 that helped define the vision for this
facility. This engagement work was broader in nature and addressed the county’s waste system
more generally. Would that information be helpful to see as well? If so, I’ll send info on that.

Let me know if it would be helpful to have a conversation about any of this work.

Thank you!
Andrea
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Environmental
Service Center

FALL 2022 COMMUNITY
ENGAGEMENT SUMMARY 

Ramsey County is building a new facility to provide 
more opportunities for residents to reduce, reuse, 
repair and recycle. Here’s what may be included:
•	 Free drop-off site for recyclables, food scraps, electronic waste 

and household hazardous waste.

•	 Space for community education and resources.

•	 Permanent location for Fix-It Clinics where the community can get 
household items fixed for free and learn valuable repair skills.

•	 Free product reuse room where the community can find products 
like paints, automotive fluids and household cleaners.

Community Open Houses  October 2022
Community open house engagements were conducted virtually and in 
person during October of 2022. Residents were invited to learn about 
and share their ideas about the Environmental Service Center, inquire 
about the new facility and programs, receive answers to their questions 
and concerns and see example design ideas.

Here’s how residents were invited:
•	 Letter sent to households within one mile of proposed facility location.

•	 Social media and newsletters shared by the county, as well as by cities 
and district councils within the county.

•	 Focus was on residents living closest to the proposed site, but all 
Ramsey County residents were encouraged to attend.

Survey Method

Online 
Survey

Mentimeter 
Survey

Question and Answer 
at Open Houses

Residents attending were from
 

Saint Paul
Roseville

Arden Hills
New Brighton

North Saint Paul

Will having an Environmental 
Service Center encourage 

you to recycle more?

68% YES

Feedback received and summarized in this document is helping to 
inform the development of the Environmental Service Center.

 54%
of residents are very interested in 

recycling and waste disposal services.



Household hazardous waste collection

Electronic waste collection

Which recycling and 
waste disposal services 
are you most interested 
in participating in?

How often do you 
think you will use 
the Environmental 
Service Center?
Results in times per year.

What is most exciting about the new facility?
Featured in order of how often each topic was mentioned.

31%

31%20%

18%

What does Ramsey County need 
to consider when building the 
Environmental Service Center?

Featured in order of how often 
each topic was mentioned.

Food scraps drop-off

General recycling drop-off

Interest  in  Serv ices

Faci l i ty  Use

of residents

are looking forward to using the 
Environmental Service Center.

94%

0

5% 10%

32%

53%

1-2 3-4 5+

•	 One stop shop

•	 Community space

•	 Location/accessibility

How interested are you in having reuse 
and repair programming?

How interested are you in using the 
free product reuse room?

Reuse and Repair

•	 Fix-It Clinics

•	 Free electronics recycling

•	 Recycling and waste education

Impact on surroundings (including safety) 

Accessibility (bikers, pedestrian, 
public transit)

Educational programming/ 
community space

Use of sustainable and environmentally 
friendly materials (in construction of facility 

and maintenance)

Collaboration with community

ramseycounty.us/ESC

53% 42%37% 53%

Very interested Very interested
Somewhat or 

fairly interested
Somewhat or 

fairly interested

Remaining residents are hardly or not at all interested. Remaining residents are hardly or not at all interested.



Environmental
Service Center

ENHANCING ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES



| Enhancing Environmental Health Services

Welcome
Presenters
• Sara Hollie, Director, Public Health
• Rae Eden Frank, Interim Division Manager, Environmental Health
• Jennifer McMaster, Director of Planning and Project Management

Objectives
• Introduce the Enhancing Environmental Health Services initiative
• Discuss plans for an Environmental Service Center
• Hear from you!



| Enhancing Environmental Health Services

Group Agreements
• Share your thoughts and be open-minded.
• Listen actively/respectfully when others are speaking.
• Speak from your own experience instead of generalizing ("I" instead of 

"they," "we," and "you").
• If you have a question, please ask it respectfully and refrain 

from personal attacks.
• Do not dominate the conversation and allow others to be heard.
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Land Acknowledgement
Every community owes its existence and vitality to generations from around the world who contributed 
their hopes, dreams, and energy to making the history that led to this moment. Some were brought here 
against their will, some were drawn to leave their distant homes in hope of a better life, and some have 
lived on this land since time immemorial. Truth and acknowledgment are critical to building mutual respect 
and connection across all barriers of heritage and difference.

We are standing on the ancestral lands of the Dakota People. We want to acknowledge the Ojibwe,
the Ho Chunk and the other nations of people who also called this place home. We pay respects to their 
elders past and present. Please take a moment to consider the treaties made by the tribal nations that 
entitle non-Native people to live and work on traditional Native lands. Consider the many legacies of 
violence, displacement, migration, and settlement that bring us together here today. And please join us in 
uncovering such truths at any and all public events.

The acknowledgment given in the USDAC Honor Native Land Guide - edited to reflect Minnesota tribes. In 
review with SIA and endorsed by Shannon Geshick, Executive Director Minnesota Indian Affairs Council.
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Ramsey County Goals and Priorities
County Goal
• Strengthen individual, family and community well-being through innovative 

programming, prevention and environmental stewardship.

County Strategic Priority
• Residents first: effective, efficient and accessible operations.
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Enhancing Environmental 
Health Services
• System-wide redesign of services provided to residents.
• Motivated by resident feedback, which identified opportunities for 

improvement in accessibility, efficiency and scope of services.
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What is an 
Environmental Service Center?
• Facility for the collection of recyclables, food scraps and household 

hazardous waste.
• Household hazardous waste includes items such as cleaning supplies, paint, fuel, 

batteries, used oil, fluorescent bulbs, electronic waste and more.

• Permanent location for Fix-It Clinics.
• Free product reuse room where the community 

can find items like paint, automotive fluids and 
household cleaners.

• Space for community education programs.
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Existing facility, Washington County 
Environmental Center, MN

Conceptual rendering of facility in
Pope Douglas, MN
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What We’ve Heard from You
Through surveys and listening sessions conducted in fall of 2022 we heard:
• 94% of residents are looking forward to using the new Environmental 

Service Center.
• Residents are excited about:

• One-stop shop for recycling and disposal services
• Community space
• Convenient, accessible location

• Residents are concerned about:
• Impact to surrounding area – traffic, safety, and noise
• Ensuring accessibility
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Addressing Your Concerns
• Impact to surrounding area:

• New plantings will provide buffer between site and nearby neighbors and park
• Hill between site and park space will help with buffering as well
• Conducting traffic assessment to help ensure minimal traffic disruption to 

surrounding area

• Ensuring accessibility:
• Site is centrally-located in county
• Site is located along public transit lines and 

public walkways
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Funding Source
• The Solid Waste Fund, generated from the Ramsey County 

Environmental Charge, will be used to build the Environmental Service 
Center.
• The County Environmental Charge is a fee on trash collection services – it's part of 

your trash bill
• Projected cost range: $27 - $29 million

• There will be no increase to the existing County Environmental Charge 
as a result of constructing this facility.
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Next Steps
• Resident survey: www.ramseycounty.us/ESC
• Community listening sessions through early April.
• Feedback gathered through this process will 

inform site and facility plan.
• Will have preliminary facility designs to share 

with community in early summer.



Questions?

www.ramseycounty.us/ESC
AskEH@ramseycounty.us
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Thomas Paschke

From: Laurie Siewert <LSiewert@McManis-Monsalve.com>
Sent: Tuesday, June 6, 2023 2:35 PM
To: RV Planning
Cc: Matascastillo, Trista Louise
Subject: 6/7/23 Planning Commission Meeting; PF23_005
Attachments: RE: Mackubin and Larpenteur 

CauƟon: This email originated outside our organizaƟon; please use cauƟon.  

 
AƩn: Mr. Thomas Paschke 
Re: Kent Street Project, PF23_005 
 
Mr. Paschke,  
I am not able to aƩend the Planning Commission meeƟng tomorrow evening, and would appreciate it if you would add 
this email into the record of discussion. I have read through the aƩachments for the project on Kent Street, PF23_005. I 
am concerned with your finding that the projected increased traffic on Larpenteur falls within acceptable limits. 
Acceptable to the user going to the new center? Or to the residents who live nearby? Adding 500 trips per day on 
Larpenteur will not go unnoƟced to nearby residents.  
 
Our townhome associaƟon, Cohansey Park Townhomes, is situated on Mackubin and Cohansey streets. Larpenteur is 
the only outlet from our neighborhood; we do not have another opƟon when traffic backs up.  
 
Of note, your traffic study from 2018 was done prior to the conversion of Larpenteur from 4 lanes to 3. I am glad you 
didn’t use numbers during the pandemic, however, using a traffic study prior to the rebuild does not provide you an 
accurate forecast. During one of the listening sessions in 2019 for the Larpenteur conversion, the county engineer 
verbally shared with me that it could take over 2‐1/2 minutes to turn leŌ from Mackubin. Once Dale is similarly 
converted, you should expect further delays during rush hour. 
 
I am including an email from August, 2019 to the County Engineer in charge of the Larpenteur conversion project related 
to traffic issues from the conversion. Promises made pre‐conversion were not kept; the changes made in 2019 were 
made permanent in 2020, without any changes to accommodate resident concerns.  
 
Please include a plan to re‐review traffic projecƟons on Larpenteur. Thank‐you for your consideraƟon. 
 

Laurie Siewert 
President 
Cohansey Park Townhomes 
1650 Mackubin Street, St. Paul, MN 55117 
Office: 651‐348‐8860 | Cell: 651‐261‐6491 
 
Links: 
hƩps://rosevillemn.portal.civicclerk.com/event/2136/overview 
AƩachment 4:  
hƩps://civicclerk.blob.core.windows.net/stream/ROSEVILLEMN/69d7f890‐8d19‐46ce‐8fc9‐41e1ae335067.pdf?sv=2022‐
11‐02&st=2023‐06‐06T16%3A12%3A56Z&se=2024‐06‐
06T16%3A17%3A56Z&sr=b&sp=r&sig=jtD973BIVJ1vVIeSWmsQl07pFWPE12bqlohIdYw87y4%3D 

  You don't often get email from lsiewert@mcmanis-monsalve.com. Learn why this is important  
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AƩachment 6: 
hƩps://civicclerk.blob.core.windows.net/stream/ROSEVILLEMN/d71f8baa‐af3d‐41cf‐b873‐cf48adfc5fe3.pdf?sv=2022‐
11‐02&st=2023‐06‐06T16%3A12%3A56Z&se=2024‐06‐
06T16%3A17%3A56Z&sr=b&sp=r&sig=o1nmXVMS%2Bhm5RfmwhTW4BtTGBW%2FvSZSy2t0bgt0%2BlCE%3D 
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EXTRACT OF THE JUNE 7, 2023 PLANNING COMMISSION DRAFT MEETING MINUTES 1 

a. Request by LHB and Ramsey County Property Management to Consider a Zoning 2 
Code Text Amendment to §1001.10, Definitions, and the Table of Allowed Uses (1007-2) 3 
of the Institutional District, and to Consider a Conditional Use, all in Support of an 4 
Environmental Service Center at 1725 Kent Street (PF23-005) 5 

Chair Pribyl opened the public hearing for PF23-005 at approximately 6:34 p.m. and reported 6 
on the purpose and process of a public hearing. She advised this item will be before the City 7 
Council on July 10, 2023.  8 

Chair Pribyl indicated she was going to recuse herself and turn over the management of this 9 
item to Vice-Chair Schaffhausen.  She indicated she works for the firm that is doing the 10 
design on this building but is not personally involved. 11 

City Planner Paschke summarized the request as detailed in the staff report dated June 7, 12 
2023.  13 

Member McGehee asked if there was a specific reason why staff chose to make this a 14 
conditional use rather than permitted. 15 

Mr. Paschke indicated the main reason for the conditional use over a permitted use was when 16 
the initial discussion was brought to the Planning Commission there were potential concerns 17 
or issues that were raised by Commissioners as it related to an environmental service center 18 
and the number of uses.  Staff chose to require the conditional use because that is what the 19 
Planning Commission had recommended back in 2022.  He noted from his perspective it 20 
could have gone either way as it related to being permitted but staff felt this was the best path 21 
to move forward. 22 

Member McGehee noticed that the Director of Public Works had asked for the traffic study, 23 
and she wondered if he was privy to the comments that have come in regarding traffic. 24 

Mr. Paschke explained he sent the Public Works Director the comments and he is the one 25 
that forwarded those to the Ramsey County Traffic Engineer and received the reply that is in 26 
the packet. 27 

Vice-Chair Schaffhausen asked if this site is currently being used for this purpose. 28 

Mr. Paschke explained it is on an annual basis.  For a certain number of days there is an 29 
interim use permit to allow for the household hazardous waste. 30 

Vice-Chair Schaffhausen thought that was reason why the Planning Commission wanted the 31 
conditional use for this site. 32 

Vice-Chair Schaffhausen invited the applicant to come up to speak . 33 

Ms. Lydia Major, Landscape Architect with LHB explained she was at the meeting on behalf 34 
of Ramsey County.  She added that Ramsey County has done extensive community 35 
engagement around both the idea of having an environmental service center and specifically 36 
having one at this site and the response has been very positive.  This is a facility that will be 37 
an amenity to the community, that will help residents of Roseville and beyond and believe 38 
this location is very well intended to serve that.  She indicated the traffic has increased in the 39 
area but does not seem to have a detrimental impact on Larpenteur and to the surrounding 40 
intersections.  Landscaping will be done and will protect the park and the amenities in the 41 
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park.  The areas will be complimented with extensive native landscaping, pollinators, and 42 
other things that the community feels are very desired on this space.  Ramsey County will 43 
also be doing its best with LHB to try to protect as many trees as possible in the front facing 44 
lot.  In addition to that, the building space itself has the warehouse functions and collection 45 
functions that are expected but also has some community room and a reuse of free retail 46 
space where people can come and get paints and other materials that they would have 47 
otherwise go out and buy and they plan to incorporate the building design with the 48 
stormwater and other landscape so it is an integral indoor and outdoor space that is really a 49 
great amenity to Roseville and Ramsey County. 50 

Public Comment 51 

No one came forward to speak for or against this request.  Chair Pribyl closed the public 52 
hearing. 53 

MOTION 54 

Member McGehee moved, seconded by Member Bjorum, to recommend to the City 55 
Council approval of a Zoning Code Text Amendment to §1001.10, Definitions, and the 56 
Table of Allowed Uses (1007-2) of the Institutional District, and to Consider a 57 
Conditional Use, all in Support of an Environmental Service Center at 1725 Kent Street 58 
(PF23-005). 59 

Ayes: 5 60 
Nays: 0 61 
Abstain: 1 (Pribyl) 62 
Motion carried.   63 

 64 
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City of Roseville 

ORDINANCE NO. ____ 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING §1001.10 (DEFINITIONS) AND TABLE 1007-2 
(INSTITUTIONAL DISTRICTS TABLE OF USES) OF THE ROSEVILLE CITY CODE 

The City Council of the City of Roseville does ordain:  
SECTION 1.  §1001.10 Definitions is hereby amended as follows: 

Environmental Service Center: A multi-purpose government-owned facility where the 
principal use involves the collection of household hazardous waste, recycling, and organics, 
including associated offices and public outreach rooms 

SECTION 2.  Table 1007-2 is hereby amended as follows: 

Table 1007-2 Inst Standards 
Emergency services  P  
Governmental offices P  
Environmental service center (ESC) C  
Library P  
Museum, cultural center P  

SECTION 3.  Effective Date.  This ordinance amendment to the Roseville City Code shall take 
effect upon passage and publication. 

Passed this 10th day of July, 2023. 
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EXTRACT OF MINUTES OF MEETING OF THE 
CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE 

Pursuant to due call and notice thereof, a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of 1 
Roseville, County of Ramsey, Minnesota, was held on the 10th day of July, 2023, at 6:00 p.m. 2 

 3 
 The following Council Members were present: _________; 4 
and _____ were absent. 5 

Council Member _____ introduced the following resolution and moved its adoption: 6 

RESOLUTION NO. ___ 7 
A RESOLUTION APPROVING A CONDITIONAL USE FOR AN ENVIRONMENTAL 8 

SERVICE CENTER FOR RAMSEY COUNTY AT 1725 KENT STREET (PF23-005). 9 

WHEREAS, an Environmental Service Center (ESC) is a use in the Institutional (INST) 10 
district requiring an approved Conditional Use, and  11 

WHEREAS, City Code §1009.02.C establishes general CU criteria that is required to be 12 
met by a CU proposal; and 13 

WHEREAS, the Roseville Planning Commission held the public hearing regarding the 14 
proposed CU for an ESC on June 7, 2023, voting 6-0 to recommend approval of the ESC CU for 15 
Ramsey County; and 16 

WHEREAS, the property at 1725 Kent Street is legally described as: 17 

Parcel ID: 132923330001 18 

Lots 1, 2, 7 and 8, Sarah’s Out Lots to St. Paul 19 

 WHEREAS, the City Council has determined that approval of the proposed ESC CU at 20 
1725 Kent Street pursuant to 1009.02.C of the City Code will not result in adverse impacts to the 21 
surrounding properties based on the following findings: 22 

GENERAL CONDITIONAL USE CRITERIA §1009.02.C: 23 
a. The proposed use is not in conflict with the Comprehensive Plan. While an environmental 24 

services center doesn’t appreciably advance land use goals of the Comprehensive Plan, aside 25 
from facilitating continued investment in a property, the City Council has concluded the 26 
proposed use does not conflict with land use goals outlined within the Comprehensive Plan 27 
either.   More specifically, the General and Commercial Area Goals and Policies sections of 28 
the Comprehensive Plan include a number of policies related to reinvestment, 29 
redevelopment, quality development, and scale.  Additionally, the Comprehensive Plan 30 
outlines several goals and strategies related to Resilience and Environmental Protection and 31 
the services offered by the ESC aid in supporting many of those stated goals, including 32 
reduction in greenhouse gas emissions through leading by example, reducing climate-related 33 
risks, and increasing community awareness of resilience and environmental protection 34 
issues.  Therefore, the City Council has determined the proposed environmental service 35 
center would align with the related goals and polices of the Comprehensive Plan. 36 

b. The proposed use is not in conflict with a Regulating Map or other adopted plan. The 37 
proposed use is not in conflict with such plans because none apply to the property. 38 
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c. The proposed use is not in conflict with any City Code requirements. The City Council 39 
finds the proposed environmental services center can and will meet all applicable City Code 40 
requirements; moreover, a conditional use approval can be rescinded if the approved use fails 41 
to comply with all applicable Code requirements or any conditions of the approval. 42 

d. The proposed use will not create an excessive burden on parks, streets, and other public 43 
facilities. The Planning Division does not anticipate the proposal will intensify any 44 
practical impacts on parks, streets, or public infrastructure.  Specifically, sanitary sewer 45 
and water in the area have acceptable capacity for the ESC project and the uses contemplated 46 
are not of the type that would generate impacts on parks and/or the trail system in the 47 
area.  Specific to traffic and impacts on adjacent streets, the traffic study completed 48 
(Attachment 1) for the proposed ESC indicates the additional vehicle trips maintain 49 
acceptable operations with minimal vehicle delay and back-ups. Ramsey County staff will 50 
also review the traffic study and provide comments as Larpenteur Avenue is a county road.  51 

e. The proposed use will not be injurious to the surrounding neighborhood, will not 52 
negatively impact traffic or property values, and will not otherwise harm the public health, 53 
safety, and general welfare. While the proposed ESC is designed to handle household 54 
hazardous waste and certain recyclables, these items are processed with care when unloaded, 55 
sorted, and stored for further processing and removal.  Similarly, materials deemed 56 
hazardous are removed and stored in appropriately designed storage rooms for safe housing 57 
in accordance with the applicable code requirements either within or outside the facility. 58 
Likewise, the proposed ESC does not lie adjacent to any residential neighborhoods, but 59 
instead is situated adjacent to County open space (wetland), Reservoir Woods, and Temple of 60 
Aaron Cemetery. The nearest residential area lies to the north, approximately 1,000 feet from 61 
the residential homes along Wagner Street. Correspondingly, there will be an increase in 62 
traffic on Larpenteur Avenue, Dale Street, and Rice Street. However, these roadways and 63 
intersections are adequately designed to handle the increase in daily trips to this site. 64 
Consequently, the City Council has determined the proposed ESC will not be injurious to the 65 
surrounding neighborhood, will not negatively impact traffic or property values, and will not 66 
otherwise harm public health, safety, and general welfare. 67 

 NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, by the Roseville City Council to APPROVE 68 
the requested Conditional Use for an Environmental Service Center at 1725 Kent Street, based 69 
on the submitted site and development plans, subject to the following conditions:    70 

1. The Environmental Service Center should be constructed similarly to the plans 71 
submitted dated May 5, 2023 and provided as a component of Request for Planning 72 

Commission Action dated June 7, 2023 and in accordance with the Roseville City Code. 73 
The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Council Member 74 
_____ and upon vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor: ______; 75 
and ______ voted against. 76 

WHEREUPON said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted. 77 



 
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 Date: July 10, 2023 
 Item No.: 10.f 

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

  

Item Description:   Approve the renewal of a short term rental license for 1885 Shady Beach 
Avenue 

Page 1 of 2 

BACKGROUND 1 

Chapter 909 of City Code requires the licensing of non-owner occupied short term rentals of dwelling 2 

units, subject to certain exemptions. On February 13, 2023 the City Council adopted amendments to 3 

Chapter 909, which stopped the issuance of any new short term rental licenses but allowed renewals 4 

of previously approved licenses.  The original short term renal license for 1885 Shady Beach Avenue 5 

was issued on June 22, 2021.  On May 1, 2023, an application for renewal of the short term rental 6 

license was submitted by the property owner. The property is a four bedroom, single family home. 7 

The property owner has certified and attested to the requirement of lodging tax payment, as well as, 8 

the maximum occupancy of four or less unrelated adults or one family. The subject property’s current 9 

short term rental license is valid through June 22, 2023. There have been no nuisance or property 10 

maintenance violations in the last five years that impact the ability of the license to be issued.  Short 11 

term rentals licenses include the requirement of minimum stays based on on-season (10 days) and off-12 

season (7 days) times of the year.  13 

Upon renewal, the license will be valid for 365 days from the expiration date of the current license. A 14 

current copy of the license must be posted in the rental unit, along with current copies of City Code 15 

Sections 405, 407 and 602.  A draft of the license is provided as Attachment B. 16 

The applicant has supplied all required license information and paid the license fee of $515.  In 17 

accordance with Section 909.03, the process for licensure is outlined in Chapter 301, which requires 18 

presentation to the City Council.  Based upon the requirements outlined in ordinance, the property 19 

owner is entitled to the license. 20 

POLICY OBJECTIVE 21 

Licensing required by Section 909, effective as of February 8, 2021. 22 

BUDGET IMPLICATIONS 23 

The correct fees were paid to the City at the time of application submittal. 24 

RACIAL EQUITY IMPACT SUMMARY 25 

Staff has not identified any racial equity impacts related to this action. 26 
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STAFF RECOMMENDATION 27 

Staff recommends the approval of a one year renewal of a short term rental license for 1885 Shady 28 

Beach Avenue. 29 

REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION 30 

By motion, approve the renewal of the short term rental license for 1885 Shady Beach Avenue. 31 

Prepared by: David Englund, Building Official, David.englund@cityofroseville.com 651-792-7087 
Attachments: A: Short Term Rental License Application   B:    Draft copy of license 

mailto:David.englund@cityofroseville.com


STR-R23-001 

rvfonu Reports Help 

FIie Date: Qp1Q1L�Q;:!!\ 

Application Status: � 

Application Detail: Det,1il 

Application Typo: Short-Term Rental License Renewal 

Address: 1885 Shady Beach.Ave N Rosovillo MN 55113 

Custom Field,;: UNIT DETAILS 
Unit Type 

lli!Jglill!lillyJ:1.QmQ 
Number of Bedrooms 
i 

CERTIFICATION AND AT TESTATION 
Attestation to Occupancy Limits Attestation to Payment of Lodging Tax 

Contact Info: 

Owner Name: 

Owner Address: 

OBA Name: 

Total Fee Assessed: 

Total Foe Invoiced: 

Balance: 

Workflow Status: 

Initiated by Product: 

Contact Type 

License Holder 

A�ont 

$525,30 

$li25,30 

,�o.oo 

Task 

blQfi□f?e Issuance 

AV360 

Organization Name 

Assigned To 

Jan Rosemoyer 

Status 

Contact Primary Address 

M!l.l!in9, PO Box 17254 ... 

Status 

Active, 

Active 

Status Date 

Name 

Miqhellle Mulvehill 

Action By 

Attachment A
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This rental dwelling unit is hereby licensed in 
accordance with Chapter 909 of Roseville City Code. 

• The Property Owner must comply with all 
requirements set forth in Roseville City Code. This 
license may be suspended or revoked for violations 
of that code. 

• Property owners must notify the City of any changes 
in ownership or type of occupancy. 

• Licenses are non‐transferable; new owners must 
apply for a new license. 

 
 

License Number: STR23-004 

Owner: Michelle Mulvehill 
 

Phone:651-XXX-XXXX Email:mmvt@me.com 

Address: 1885 Shady Beach Ave 
 

Expiration: 6/22/2024 
 

The City, its designees, the City Council, or its officers, agents, or employees do not warrant or guarantee the safety, fitness, or suitability of any dwelling in the 
City. Owners or occupants should take whatever steps they deem appropriate to protect their interests, health, safety, and welfare. 

 
In the Unit: 
Carbon Monoxide (CO) Detectors must be within 10 feet of 
bedrooms; Smoke Detectors must be in each sleeping room, each 
hallway outside sleeping rooms, and on each story, including the 
basement but   not   uninhabitable   attics/crawl   spaces.   CO and 
Smoke Detectors must NOT be disabled. 
Exits must be free from obstruction inside and out and Exterior 
Doors should open and close easily, be weather tight, and 
lock/unlock from the inside without a key or special knowledge. 
The Water Heater and Furnace must be clear (by at least 3 feet) of boxes, 
junk, or flammable materials; the Water Heater must have a TPR 
valve and relief valve discharge pipe. 
Toilets must flush and Bathrooms must have an exhaust fan or 
window. 
Taps must have working hot and cold water; no leaking pipes or 
dripping Faucets. 
Outlets, Switches, and Panel Boxes must have covers; kitchens 
and bathrooms should have grounded GFCI Outlets. 
Rooms used for sleeping should have 1 window or 2 approved 
means of egress. 

Occupancy: 
Rental Units may house 4 unrelated adults or 1 family. 
Storage/Waste: 
Rubbish must be stored in appropriate containers and removed 
regularly. Containers must be stored out of public view except on 
the day of collection and cannot remain at the curb for more than 
24 hours. Outdoor Storage of junk is prohibited. 
Vehicles/Driveway/Parking: 
All Vehicles parked outside must be parked on an approved hard 
surface (not grass), street  operable,   and   display   current registration 
and proper license plates. 
Please observe all No Parking signs. Parking is not allowed on 
City streets after a snowfall of more than 2 inches until the 
streets have been plowed. 
Do not put Snow into the street or onto neighboring properties. 
Yard: 
Grass/Weeds exceeding 8 inches are prohibited on any property. 
Noise: 
Prohibited Music is any music audible at the property line or from 
the adjacent apartment, common hallway, or 50 ft away from the 

Interior Walls, Ceilings, and Window Sills must be clean and free   source between 10 PM and 7 AM. Additionally, any Events (like 
of peeling paint. 
Floors must be structurally sound and Flooring in good condition 
with no trip hazards such as ripped carpet or missing tiles. 
Working Light Fixtures must be in all halls, stairways, laundry 
rooms, and furnace rooms. 
Handrails must be on all stairs with more than 4 steps and be 
firmly attached with no missing or loose spindles. 
Extension Cords may be used only for portable appliances. 
Address Numbers must be clearly visible from the street. 

parties) that disturb others are prohibited. 
Power Lawn Mowers or other Power Equipment may be operated 
outside only between 7 AM and 9 PM on weekdays or between the 
hours of 9 AM and 9 PM on weekends or legal holidays. Snow 
removal equipment is exempt. 
Pets: 
Keeping more than 2 Dogs requires a kennel license from the 
Police Department. Animal Waste must be removed regularly. 

 
WHEN ISSUES ARISE 

For an emergency, call 9‐1‐1 
• For maintenance issues, contact the property owner (see contact information in box above). 
• For legal matters (such as leases), contact the Minnesota Attorney General’s Office at 651‐296‐3353 or 

www.ag.state.mn.us 
• If the property owner is not maintaining the property, call Roseville Code Enforcement at 651‐792‐7014. 

 
Minnesota Statute 504B.181, subd.2(b) requires landlords to notify residential tenants that the handbook   Landlords   and   Tenants: 
Rights and Responsibilities is available to them. Published by the Office of the Minnesota Attorney General, the handbook can be 

accessed at www.ag.state.mn.us 

City of Roseville Short-Term Rental License 
This certificate must be posted in the rental unit 

MINIMUM STANDARDS AND CODES FOR RENTAL UNITS including but not limited to: 

mailto:mmvt@me.com
mailto:mmvt@me.com
http://www.ag.state.mn.us/
http://www.ag.state.mn.us/


 
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 Date: July 10, 2023 
 Item No.: 10.g 

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

 
Item Description:   Approve the renewal of a short term rental license for 257 South McCarrons 

Blvd W 

Page 1 of 2 

BACKGROUND 1 

Chapter 909 of City Code requires the licensing of non-owner occupied short term rentals of dwelling 2 

units, subject to certain exemptions. On February 13, 2023 the City Council adopted amendments to 3 

Chapter 909, which stopped the issuance of any new short term rental licenses but allowed renewals 4 

of previously approved licenses.  The original short term rental license for 257 South McCarrons 5 

Boulevard West was issued on July 13, 2021.  On May 25, 2023, an application for renewal of the  6 

short term rental license was submitted by the property owner. The property is a five bedroom, single 7 

family home. The property owner has certified and attested to the requirement of lodging tax payment, 8 

as well as, the maximum occupancy of four or less unrelated adults or one family. The subject 9 

property’s current short term rental license is valid through July 14, 2023. There have been no nuisance 10 

or property maintenance violations since the property received their initial short term rental license.  11 

Short term rentals licenses include the requirement of minimum stays based on on-season (10 days) 12 

and off-season (7 days) times of the year.  13 

Upon renewal, the license will be valid for 365 days from the expiration date of the current license. A 14 

current copy of the license must be posted in the rental unit, along with current copies of City Code 15 

Sections 405, 407 and 602.  A draft of the license is provided as Attachment B. 16 

The applicant has supplied all required license information and paid the license fee of $515.  In 17 

accordance with Section 909.03, the process for licensure is outlined in Chapter 301, which requires 18 

presentation to the City Council.  Based upon the requirements outlined in ordinance, the property 19 

owner is entitled to the license. 20 

POLICY OBJECTIVE 21 

Licensing required by Section 909, effective as of February 8, 2021. 22 

BUDGET IMPLICATIONS 23 

The correct fees were paid to the City at the time of application submittal. 24 

RACIAL EQUITY IMPACT SUMMARY 25 

Staff has not identified any racial equity impacts related to this action. 26 
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STAFF RECOMMENDATION 27 

Staff recommends the approval of a one year renewal of a short term rental license for 257 South 28 

McCarrons Blvd W. 29 

REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION 30 

By motion, approve the renewal of the short term rental license for 257 South McCarrons Blvd W. 31 

 32 

Prepared by: David Englund, Building Official, David.englund@cityofroseville.com 651-792-7087 
Attachments: A: Short Term Rental License Application   B:    Draft copy of license 

mailto:David.englund@cityofroseville.com


STR-R23-002 

Reports Help 

File Date: 05/25/2023 

App lication Status: � 

Application Dotall: Qsilitl] 

App lication Type: Short-Term Rental License Renow,11 

Addross: 257 South.McCarrons Blvd..W Roseville MN.55113 

Custom Fields: UNIT DETAILS 
Unit Type 
!filugle-FamilyJ:!Q!nQ 

Number of Bedrooms 

Q 

CERTIFICATION AND ATTESTATION 
Attestation to Occupancy Limits Attestation to Payment of Lodging Tax 

Contact Info: 

Owner Name: 

Owner Address: 

DBA Name : 

Total Fae Assessed: 

Total Foe Invoiced: 

Balanco: 

Work/low Status: 

Initiated by Product: 

-�

Contact Type 

Agent 

Liconse Holder 

j,525,30 

],525.3Q 

io.oo 

Task 

License, lssyanqo 

ACA 

Organization Name 

Assigned To 

Jan Rosemeyor 

Status 

Contact Primary Address 

Muiling, 257 S McCarro .. , 

Mailing, 2[;7 S Mcc;arrq .. , 

Status 

Active 

Active 

Status Date 

Name 

Eric Qarrarn 

Eric c;arrara 

Action By 

Attachment A



ATTACHMENT B 

 
This rental dwelling unit is hereby licensed in 
accordance with Chapter 909 of Roseville City Code. 

• The Property Owner must comply with all 
requirements set forth in Roseville City Code. This 
license may be suspended or revoked for violations 
of that code. 

• Property owners must notify the City of any changes 
in ownership or type of occupancy. 

• Licenses are non‐transferable; new owners must 
apply for a new license. 

 
 

License Number: STR23-002 

Owner: Eric Carrara 
 

Phone:651-XXX-XXXX 
Email:eric@carraraco.com 

 Address: 257 S McCarrons Blvd W 
 

Expiration: 7/14/2024 
 

The City, its designees, the City Council, or its officers, agents, or employees do not warrant or guarantee the safety, fitness, or suitability of any dwelling in the 
City. Owners or occupants should take whatever steps they deem appropriate to protect their interests, health, safety, and welfare. 

 
In the Unit: 
Carbon Monoxide (CO) Detectors must be within 10 feet of 
bedrooms; Smoke Detectors must be in each sleeping room, each 
hallway outside sleeping rooms, and on each story, including the 
basement but   not   uninhabitable   attics/crawl   spaces.   CO and 
Smoke Detectors must NOT be disabled. 
Exits must be free from obstruction inside and out and Exterior 
Doors should open and close easily, be weather tight, and 
lock/unlock from the inside without a key or special knowledge. 
The Water Heater and Furnace must be clear (by at least 3 feet) of boxes, 
junk, or flammable materials; the Water Heater must have a TPR 
valve and relief valve discharge pipe. 
Toilets must flush and Bathrooms must have an exhaust fan or 
window. 
Taps must have working hot and cold water; no leaking pipes or 
dripping Faucets. 
Outlets, Switches, and Panel Boxes must have covers; kitchens 
and bathrooms should have grounded GFCI Outlets. 
Rooms used for sleeping should have 1 window or 2 approved 
means of egress. 

Occupancy: 
Rental Units may house 4 unrelated adults or 1 family. 
Storage/Waste: 
Rubbish must be stored in appropriate containers and removed 
regularly. Containers must be stored out of public view except on 
the day of collection and cannot remain at the curb for more than 
24 hours. Outdoor Storage of junk is prohibited. 
Vehicles/Driveway/Parking: 
All Vehicles parked outside must be parked on an approved hard 
surface (not grass), street  operable,   and   display   current registration 
and proper license plates. 
Please observe all No Parking signs. Parking is not allowed on 
City streets after a snowfall of more than 2 inches until the 
streets have been plowed. 
Do not put Snow into the street or onto neighboring properties. 
Yard: 
Grass/Weeds exceeding 8 inches are prohibited on any property. 
Noise: 
Prohibited Music is any music audible at the property line or from 
the adjacent apartment, common hallway, or 50 ft away from the 

Interior Walls, Ceilings, and Window Sills must be clean and free   source between 10 PM and 7 AM. Additionally, any Events (like 
of peeling paint. 
Floors must be structurally sound and Flooring in good condition 
with no trip hazards such as ripped carpet or missing tiles. 
Working Light Fixtures must be in all halls, stairways, laundry 
rooms, and furnace rooms. 
Handrails must be on all stairs with more than 4 steps and be 
firmly attached with no missing or loose spindles. 
Extension Cords may be used only for portable appliances. 
Address Numbers must be clearly visible from the street. 

parties) that disturb others are prohibited. 
Power Lawn Mowers or other Power Equipment may be operated 
outside only between 7 AM and 9 PM on weekdays or between the 
hours of 9 AM and 9 PM on weekends or legal holidays. Snow 
removal equipment is exempt. 
Pets: 
Keeping more than 2 Dogs requires a kennel license from the 
Police Department. Animal Waste must be removed regularly. 

 
WHEN ISSUES ARISE 

For an emergency, call 9‐1‐1 
• For maintenance issues, contact the property owner (see contact information in box above). 
• For legal matters (such as leases), contact the Minnesota Attorney General’s Office at 651‐296‐3353 or 

www.ag.state.mn.us 
• If the property owner is not maintaining the property, call Roseville Code Enforcement at 651‐792‐7014. 

 
Minnesota Statute 504B.181, subd.2(b) requires landlords to notify residential tenants that the handbook   Landlords   and   Tenants: 
Rights and Responsibilities is available to them. Published by the Office of the Minnesota Attorney General, the handbook can be 

accessed at www.ag.state.mn.us 

City of Roseville Short-Term Rental License 
This certificate must be posted in the rental unit 

MINIMUM STANDARDS AND CODES FOR RENTAL UNITS including but not limited to: 

mailto:mmvt@me.com
mailto:mmvt@me.com
http://www.ag.state.mn.us/
http://www.ag.state.mn.us/


REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

Date:        July 10, 2023 
Item No.: 10.h

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

Item Description: Approve 1415 County Road B West Project Agreement and Pathway 
Easement Agreement 

Page 1 of 2 

BACKGROUND 1 

As part of the Roseville Apartments Redevelopment, located at 1415 County Road B West, the 2 

developer, Apartments Roseville, LLC, has worked with the City to develop a project agreement 3 

(Attachment B) required for the construction of a new 6-foot wide concrete public pathway on the 4 

west side of Albert Street North adjacent to the project (see Site Plan in Attachment A). 5 

All work would be done through the developer’s contractor.  All costs for the improvements would 6 

be paid by the developer.  The estimated cost of construction of the public infrastructure is $22,232. 7 

The developer will provide a construction security in the amount of 150% of the estimated cost of 8 

construction, $33,348, in the event the developer fails to perform. The City will observe the 9 

construction.  The developer will pay the City $889 for these inspection services.  10 

The new pathway will be owned and maintained by the City indefinitely.  To be able to maintain the 11 

pathway, the City requested a pathway easement (Attachment C). 12 

The public improvements are planned to be completed by December 1, 2024. 13 

The City Attorney has reviewed the agreement. 14 

POLICY OBJECTIVE 15 

It is City policy to keep City-owned infrastructure in good operating condition and to keep systems 16 

operating in a safe condition. 17 

BUDGET IMPLICATIONS 18 

The estimated cost of these improvements, based on preliminary figures provided by the developer’s 19 

contractor, is approximately $22,232.  The developer will provide a construction security in the 20 

amount of 150% of the estimated cost of construction, $33,348. 21 

The agreement, as presented, has the developer paying for all the costs of the improvement 22 

including: design, inspection, construction and City staff time related to the improvement.  The 23 

developer will pay the City $889 to cover staff time overseeing the project. 24 

There are no costs to the City for the project agreement nor for the pathway easement. 25 

RACIAL EQUITY IMPACT SUMMARY 26 

There should be no equity impacts associated with this agreement. 27 
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STAFF RECOMMENDATION 28 

Staff recommends the City Council approve the 1415 County Road B West Project Agreement and 29 

Pathway Easement Agreement. 30 

REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION 31 

Motion to approve the 1415 County Road B West Project Agreement.  32 

Motion to approve the 1415 County Road B West Pathway Easement Agreement. 33 

Prepared by: Jennifer Lowry, Assistant Public Works Director/City Engineer 
Attachments: A: Site Plan  
 B: Project Agreement 
 C: Pathway Easement Agreement 
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CITY OF ROSEVILLE 
PROJECT AGREEMENT 
1415 County Road B West 

THIS PROJECT AGREEMENT (“Agreement”) is made this ____ day of ______, 2023, by and 
between the City of Roseville, a municipal corporation under the laws of the State of Minnesota 
(the “City”) and Apartments Roseville, a Limited Liability Corporation under the laws of the 
State of Minnesota (the “Developer”) (Together the “Parties”). 

RECITALS 

A. Developer is the fee owner of real property (the “Property”) in the City of Roseville
(the “Property”) legally described as follows:

That part of the Southwest quarter of the Southeast quarter of the Southwest quarter of
Section 10, Township 29, Range 23, Ramsey County, Minnesota, described as follows:
Beginning at the intersection of the South line of said quarter quarter quarter Section
with a line parallel with and 60 feet West of the East line of said quarter quarter quarter
Section; thence north along said 60 foot line, a distance of 357.0 feet to an iron
monument and the beginning of a curve bearing Northwesterly; thence Northwesterly
along a curve with its tangent parallel to County Road B and a radius of 357.20 feet, a
distance of 185.0 feet; thence Southwesterly 194.80 feet to the intersection of a line
340.0 feet West of and parallel with the East line of said quarter quarter quarter Section
at a point 239.0 feet North of the South line of said quarter quarter quarter Section;
thence South along said parallel line 239.0 feet; thence East 280 feet to the point of
beginning. Subject to County Road B. Torrens Property; Certificate No. 361221

Exhibit A and Ramsey County, Minnesota PID 102923340006

B. Developer intends to construct an apartment building at 1415 County Road B West,
on the Property (the “Project”) which will include construction of a public sidewalk
along Albert Street North.

C. The City Council took the following action related to the Project (together the “City
Approvals”): Approved residential density greater than 24 dwelling units per acre in
support of a proposed apartment project (PF22-012) on November 28, 2022.

D. The City and the Developer now desire to enter into this Project Agreement
(“Agreement”) setting forth certain requirements and obligations relating to the
development of the Property, including but not limited to the execution and recording
of certain instruments, and payment of fees and other obligations related to the
Property.

Attachment B
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E. The Developer shall install or cause to be installed and pay for the following (the 
“Improvements”) as reflected in the Site Plan, and all plans related to the Project that 
have been approved by the City (the “Approved Plans”), 

a. Reuse or removal of existing sanitary sewer and water wyes/services 
b. Surface improvements (paved streets, pathways, etc.) 
c. Site grading 
d. Landscaping 
e. Other items as necessary to complete the development as stipulated herein or in 

other agreements.  
 
NOW, therefore, for good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which 

are acknowledge, the Parties agree as follows:  
 

ARTICLE ONE 
CONSTRUCTION OF IMPROVEMENTS 

 
1.01 Prerequisites to Construction of Improvements. Before commencing construction of the 
Improvements, the Developer must satisfy all of the following conditions precedent:   

a) Developer has provided proof that Developer is the fee owner of the Property and 
that that no other parties have an interest in the Property other than those that have been 
disclosed to and accepted by the City; 

b) This Agreement has been executed by the Developer and the City and recorded 
with Ramsey County by the Developer; 

c) The Easement Agreement for the pathway along Albert Street North has been 
executed by the Developer and the City and recorded with Ramsey County by the 
Developer; 

d) The right-of-way or sidewalk easement needed to include the existing sidewalk 
along County Road B has been legally conveyed to Ramsey County; 

e) A Stormwater Operations and Maintenance Plan has been approved by the City, 
and a Stormwater Operations and Maintenance Agreement has been executed by the 
Developer and the City and recorded with Ramsey County by the Developer;  

f) The Developer has received all required land use approvals and other permits from 
the City (the “City Approvals”);  

g) The Developer has received City approval of all Plans as defined in Section 1.02 
herein;  

h) The Developer has received all required approvals from other governmental 
agencies including Minnesota Pollution Control Agency, Minnesota Department of Health 
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Ramsey County, and Rice Creek Watershed District (the “Additional Approvals” together 
with the City Approvals, “All Required Approvals”);  

i) Developer has paid all outstanding fees to the City;  

j) The City has received the required Construction Security (as defined in Section 
4.01) and Cost Escrow (as defined in Section 4.02) from or on behalf of the Developer;  

k) Developer has submitted final engineering and construction plans in digital 
(required) and hard copy (if requested) format for the Improvements and has received 
approval by the City Engineer (the “Approved Plans” as defined in Section 1.02); 

l) Developer or Developer’s representative has initiated and attended a 
preconstruction meeting with the City Engineer and other City staff; 

m) The Developer has submitted to the City, the required Park Impact fees equal to 
$4,250 for each dwelling unit development beyond the 57 units that could be permitted by 
right under the requirements and incentives of the Zoning Code;  

n) The Developer has submitted to the City, $889.30 in Engineering Coordinator Fees 
for Construction Observation as described in Section 2.03; and 

o) The City has issued a Notice to Proceed and all conditions precedent have been 
satisfied.  

 
1.02 Approved Plans. The Property shall be developed in accordance with the following plans, 
specifications and other documents and approved by the City Engineer (together the “Approved 
Plans”).  These documents may be prepared after the parties have entered into this Agreement, 
provided however, no work shall be commenced on the Property until all of the documents have 
been submitted to and approved by the City.  The Approved Plans shall not be attached to this 
Agreement, but shall be retained in the City files while the work to be done under this Agreement 
is being performed.  If the Plans vary from the written terms of this Agreement, the written terms 
shall control.  The Approved Plans are as follows:  

a) Plans and Specifications for Apartments at 1415 County Road B West 
a. Removals 
b. Tree Preservation Plan 
c. Site Plans 
d. Hydrant Space & Truck Turn 
e. Grading Plan 
f. Utility Plan  
g. Civil Details 
h. Landscape Plan 
i. SWPPP 
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1.03    Construction of Public Improvements.  The development of the Project will include 
construction of certain Improvements to current or future public property (the “Public 
Improvements”). All Public Improvements must be constructed in accordance with City details 
and specifications and the Approved Plans (as defined in Section 1.02).  All labor and work must 
be done and performed in the best and most workerlike manner and in strict conformance with the 
Approved Plans.  Any deviation from the Approved Plans must be preapproved in writing by the 
City Engineer.  Public Improvements shall consist of the following; 

 
a) Public Pathways. A 6-foot wide sidewalk shall be constructed along Albert Street 
North from the northern property line to the intersection with County Road B.  

 
1.04 Public Dedication and Ownership. 
 

a) Parkland Fees/Dedication. The Developer acknowledges that the Project will 
increase the need for City parkland and other open space for current City residents and 
future residents of the Project.  Developer agrees that the park impact fees equal to 
$123,250, or $4,250 for each dwelling unit development beyond the 57 units that could be 
permitted  by right under the requirements and incentives of the Zoning Code, pursuant to 
this Agreement are reasonably related to and roughly proportionate with the need created 
by the Project.   
 
b) Easement/Right of Way Dedication. The Developer shall convey to the City the 
sidewalk easement as described in Exhibit B for public use and shall be recorded prior to 
acceptance of the Improvements.  
 
c) Ownership of Improvements and Risk of Loss. Upon completion and City 
acceptance of the Public Improvements by the City Council, all Public Improvements lying 
within public rights-of-way and easements shall become City property without further 
notice or action. The Developer shall be responsible for the risk of loss of all Public 
Improvements constructed by the Developer until ownership thereof passes to the City. 
Any damage or destruction, in whole or in part, to any Public Improvement constructed by 
the Developer shall be repaired and/or replaced by the Developer until ownership of such 
Public Improvement passes to the City. Upon acceptance of the public improvement, the 
Developer shall warranty all work for a one-year period by providing a warranty bond. 

 
1.05 Work or Materials.  All work that the Developer is required to perform pursuant to this 
Agreement shall be done at no expense to the City. No reimbursement shall be made by the City 
for any work paid for by the Developer.  The Developer agrees that they will make no claim for 
compensation for work or materials so done or furnished. 
 
1.06    Construction of Private Improvements.  The development of the Project will consist of 
construction of certain Improvements on private property (the “Private Improvements”). All 
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Private Improvements must be constructed in accordance with City details and specifications and 
the Approved Plans (as defined in Section 1.02).  All labor and work will be done and performed 
in the best and most workerlike manner and in strict conformance with the Approved Plans.  Any 
deviation from the Approved Plans must be preapproved in writing by the City Engineer. 
   

a) Private Street Construction: Street improvements include subgrade preparation, 
gravel base, bituminous surfacing, and concrete curb and gutters.  The Developer 
is required to follow the MnDOT schedule for materials control for testing the 
work. Developer-contracted testing shall be performed by a qualified third party. 
The City reserves the right to additional testing as necessary to ensure proper 
construction, at the Developer's expense. A test roll of the street subgrade shall be 
passed prior to acceptance of the subgrade work by the City. Public Street 
Restoration: curb cuts and street cuts shall be reconstructed to match existing street 
typical section.  Utility trenches shall be restored by the Developer per City 
standard plate.  

 
b) Private Pathways: Pathways will be constructed by Developer in front of the 

apartment building and to connect to public pathways.  
 

c) Private Sanitary Sewer. The Developer shall construct all sanitary sewer pipes 
determined to be necessary by the City to serve the Property, including services. 
All sanitary sewer shall be televised, at the Developer’s expense, prior to the 
installation of the aggregate base, concrete curb and gutter, and bituminous.  No 
roadway construction shall be commenced until the City has reviewed and 
approved the televising tapes.  All televising media shall be submitted on a City-
approved digital format.   

 
d) Private Watermain. The Developer shall construct all watermain improvements 

determined by the City to be necessary to serve the Property, including hydrants, 
valves and services.  Any construction that would require shut-offs of existing 
watermain shall be coordinated with City Utilities staff.  

 
e) Private Storm Sewer. The Developer shall construct all storm sewer improvements, 

including stormwater best management practices (BMPs), determined to be 
necessary by the City to serve the Property, including the construction of inlets and 
outlets.  

 
1. Infiltration and filtration BMPs shall be protected from excess compaction 

and sediment during construction. Pre- and post-construction percolation 
testing is required. If these BMPs do not function as designed, the 
Developer shall reconstruct them as directed by the City Engineer.  
 

2. All storm sewer shall be televised, at the Developer’s expense, prior to the 
installation of the aggregate base, concrete curb and gutter, and bituminous.  
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No roadway construction shall be commenced until the City has reviewed 
and approved the televising tapes.  All televising media shall be submitted 
on in a City-approved digital format.   

 
f) Site Grading and Restoration: Site grading improvements shall include common 

excavation, subgrade correction, and embankment grading. The Developer shall 
perform restoration on the Property in accordance with the Approved Plans. 
 
1. The Developer shall submit to the City a site grading and drainage plan for 

the entire Project, including future phases in multi-phase development, 
acceptable to the City showing the grades and drainage for each lot prior to 
installation of the improvements.  
 

2. The Developer shall submit a certificate of survey (as-built survey) of the 
development to the City after site grading, with street and lot grades. 

3. All improvements to the lots and the final grading shall comply with the 
approved grading plan. 

 
ARTICLE TWO 

CONSTRUCTION STANDARDS 
 
2.01 Staking, Surveying and Inspections.  Developer must provide all required staking and 
surveying for the Improvements in order to ensure that the completed Improvements conform to 
the Approved Plans.   
 
2.02 Observation.  The Developer shall provide the services of a Project Representative and 
assistants at the site to provide continuous observation of the work to be performed and the 
improvements to be constructed under this Agreement. 
 

a. The Developer shall provide the City Engineer a minimum of two business days’ notice 
prior to the commencement of the underground pipe laying and service connection; and 
prior to subgrade, gravel base and bituminous surface construction.   
 

b. Developer’s failure to comply with the terms of this section shall permit the City 
Engineer to issue a stop work order which may result in a rejection of the work and 
which shall obligate the Developer to take all reasonable steps, as directed by the City 
Engineer to ensure that the improvements are constructed and inspected pursuant to the 
terms of this Agreement; and shall further result in the assessment of a penalty, in an 
amount equal to 1% per occurrence, of the amount of the Letter of Credit required for 
Developer improvements, which amount the Developer agrees to pay to the City upon 
demand. 

 
c. The Developer is required to follow the MnDOT schedule for materials control for 

testing the work. Developer-contracted testing shall be performed by a qualified third 
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party. All tests should be submitted to the City for review and approval. The City 
reserves the right to additional testing as necessary to ensure proper construction, at the 
Developer's expense.  

 
2.03 Engineering Coordination. A City staff Engineering Coordinator shall be assigned to this 
project to provide further protection for the City against defects and deficiencies in the work and 
Public Improvements through the observations of the work in progress and field checks of 
materials and equipment. However, the furnishing of such engineering coordination will not make 
the City responsible for construction means, methods, techniques, sequences or procedures or for 
the safety precautions or programs, or for the Contractors failure to perform his work in accordance 
with the Plans. The Developer is obligated to pay the City for City Construction Observation 
services an amount equal to 4% of the estimated cost of the Public Improvements, which amount 
is $889.30.   
 
2.04 Unsatisfactory Labor or Material.  In the event that the City Engineer rejects as defective 
or unsuitable any material, then such material must be removed and replaced with approved 
material at the sole cost and expense of the Developer.   
 
2.05 Completion of Public Improvements, Final Inspection, Acceptance.  
 

a) Time of Completion. The Developer shall complete all required all Public 
Improvements no later than December 1, 2024. The Developer may, submit a written request for 
an extension of time to the City Engineer.  If an extension is granted, it shall be conditioned upon 
updating the Construction Escrow posted by the Developer to reflect cost increases and the 
extended completion date.  

 
b) Bituminous and Concrete Material Acceptance.  The City shall not accept concrete 

flatwork or curb and gutter that has structural or cosmetic defects.  The City shall identify all 
defective panels and curbs for removal.  The City shall not accept bituminous that does not meet 
MnDOT specifications that has an open graded appearance as determined by the City Engineer.  
Such material shall be rejected and shall be required to be removed and replaced at the Developer’s 
expense.     
 
2.06 As-built Plans.  Upon completion of the Improvements, the Developer shall provide the 
City with drawings of all public and private infrastructure improvements in accordance with City 
Guidelines: (i) a full set of as-built plans in a digital PDF format, and (ii) an as-built survey in a 
CAD format, for City records.  Upon request by the City Engineer, the Developer will provide 
sufficient information to the City documenting to the Developer’s work, including any changes 
that affect the Approved Plans. The improvements shall not be accepted, nor shall security 
retainage be released until all record drawings have be received and accepted by the City Engineer. 
   
2.07 Maintenance of Improvements.  Developer shall be responsible for all maintenance, upkeep 
and repair (including, but not limited to snow plowing, mowing, weed control, and grading) of the 
privately-owned Improvements; and for the Public Improvements until completed and accepted 



 
   

 

8 
RS160\10\864844.v1 
 

by the City. Developer shall remain responsible for all maintenance and upkeep of Improvements 
that are not transferred to the City.  Developer hereby agrees to indemnify and hold the City 
harmless from any and all claims for damages of any nature whatsoever arising out of Developer’s 
acts or omissions in performing the obligations imposed by this paragraph.  

2.08  Building Permits and Occupancy.     

a. In order to provide emergency vehicle access, a passable Class 5 road base must be 
extended to within 150 feet of any address seeking a building permit.  
 

b. No occupancy of any newly constructed building in the Project may occur until installation 
and approval of curb and gutter and bituminous base course; a hard surface driveway and 
parking; lot and appropriate ground cover, and a certificate of occupancy has been issued 
by the City Building Official.  The Developer shall maintain reasonable access to any 
occupied building within the Project, including necessary street maintenance such as 
grading and graveling and snow removal prior to permanent street surfacing and 
acceptance of the streets by the City.  

2.09 Underground Utilities.  The Developer shall contact the electric, telecommunications, gas 
and other private utility companies that are authorized to provide service to the Property for the 
purpose of ascertaining whether any of those utility providers intend to install underground lines 
within the Project. Any costs associated with the installation of underground utilities required by 
the utility companies shall be solely borne by the Developer or the utility company. The Developer 
shall arrange for the installation of underground electric, telecommunications, gas and other 
private utilities before the and pavement is installed. The Developer agrees to comply with 
applicable requirements of franchise ordinances in effect in the City, copies of which are available 
from the City Clerk. 

2.10  Site Conditions. 

a)  Cleaning. The Developer shall clean dirt and debris from streets that has resulted 
from construction work by their respective contractors, subcontractors, agents or assigns. The City 
will inspect the Property not less than on a weekly basis to determine whether it is necessary to 
take additional measures to clean dirt and debris from the streets. After 24 hours verbal notice to 
the Developer, the City may complete or contract to complete the clean-up and may draw down 
on the Construction Escrow described in Article Four to pay such costs. 

b) Parking and Storage of Materials. Adequate on-site parking for construction 
vehicles and employees must be provided or provisions must be made to have employees park off-
site and be shuttled to the Project Area.  No parking of construction vehicles or employee vehicles 
shall occur along County Road B, Albert Street North, nor Sandhurst Drive West.  No fill, 
excavating material or construction materials shall be stored in the public right-of-way. 

d) Cold Weather Construction.  The City requires that no public concrete or 
bituminous infrastructure be constructed on frozen ground.  Upon evidence of frozen ground in 
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the project aggregate base/subgrade, all concrete and bituminous work shall cease for the 
construction year.  No bituminous base paving or concrete pouring will be allowed after November 
1st of the calendar year, unless approved by the City Engineer, and if permitted such work shall 
comply with City specifications.  

2.11   Construction Hours; Noise; Dust.  Developer will comply with all requirements of the City 
pertaining to the hours and days during which construction activities may take place. Unless a 
variance is approved by the City Council, construction hours shall be 7:00 a.m. to 9:00 p.m. 
Monday through Friday and 9:00 a.m. to 9:00 p.m. on weekends.  

2.12  Street Signs, Lighting, and Mailboxes.  The Developer shall be financially responsible for 
the cost of the City to furnish and install street signage per the Approved Plans.  If lighting is 
installed, all costs to install new street lights shall be solely at the cost of the Developer. Developer 
is required to supply and install cluster mailboxes as approved by the City and for which such 
placement must be approved by the USPS Postmaster. 

2.13  Erosion Control.  Prior to issuance of the Notice to Proceed, the erosion control plan must 
be approved and City erosion control permit must be issued. The Developer shall meet all 
requirements of the City’s Erosion Control Permit and Ordinance including but not limited to the 
following.   

a) No construction activity may occur and no building permits will be issued unless 
the Property is in full compliance with the erosion control requirements.   

b) Measures shall be installed in compliance with MPCA NPDES permit 
requirements, if requited. 

c) The City shall inspect the site periodically and determine whether it is necessary to 
take additional measures to address erosion.   

d) To remove dirt and debris from streets that has resulted from construction work by 
the Developer, its agents or assigns, the Developer shall sweep streets within the project 
area, and adjacent streets if tracking is observed, on a weekly basis or more frequently as 
directed by the City Engineer until the site is stabilized.  The Developer must sweep 
roadways with a water-discharge broom apparatus.  Kick-off brooms shall not be utilized 
for street sweeping.   

e) If the development on the Property does not comply with the erosion control plan 
or supplementary instructions received from the City, the City may, following giving the 
After 48-hours verbal notice to the Developer (or immediately in the case of an 
emergency), the City may complete or contract to complete the clean-up and may draw 
down on the Permit, Project or Construction Escrow described in Section 4.01 to pay such 
costs. 
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ARTICLE THREE 
EASEMENT; RIGHT OF ENTRY 

 
3.02 To the City.  The Developer grants to the City, its agents, representatives, employees, 
officers, and contractors, a right of entry to access all areas of the Property to perform any and all 
work and inspections necessary or deemed appropriate by the City or to take any corrective actions 
deemed necessary by the City.  The right of entry conveyed by the Developer to the City shall 
continue until the completion of the Improvements.  The City will provide the Developer with 
reasonable notice prior to exercising its rights hereunder, except in the case of an emergency. 
 

ARTICLE FOUR 
SECURITY, WARRANTY 

 
4.01 Construction Security.  Prior to commencement of construction of the Public 
Improvements, the Developer will furnish the City a list of all Public Improvements and an 
estimated cost of such Public Improvements, attached hereto as Exhibit C, for approval by the 
City Engineer. Based on those approved costs, Developer will furnish the Construction Security 
in the form of: cash to be held in escrow, an irrevocable Letter of Credit, or a bond approved by 
the City Attorney, the total amount of which must be equal to 150% of the estimated project costs 
($33,348.75) for the Public Improvements.    
 

a) Renewal. In the event Developer posts a Bond or provides a Letter of Credit for the 
Security, the Bond or Letter of Credit must continue in full force and effect until the City 
has approved and accepted the Public Improvements. A Letter of Credit must automatically 
renew at the first of the year until the City releases the developer from responsibility.   
 

b) Failure to Complete. Upon failure of the Developer to timely perform work on the Public 
Improvements or to complete work on the Public Improvements within the time of 
completion referenced in Section 2.05.a, the City may declare the Developer to be in 
default as to the Public Improvements and draw an amount from the Construction Security 
necessary to complete the unfinished work and any City costs associated.  Associated costs 
may include but are not limited to, any attorneys’ fees, engineering fees or other technical 
or professional assistance, including the work of the City staff and employees.  The 
Developer shall be liable to the City to the extent that the Construction Security is 
inadequate to reimburse the City its costs and pay for the completion of the work.   

 
c) Reduction of Construction Security. Upon the Developers written request, the City 

Engineer may reduce the amount of the Construction Security for completed Public 
Improvements provided the following conditions are met: 
 

1. The Developer’s Engineer of record certifies that the Public Improvements 
have been constructed to City Standards and in accordance with the Plans. 
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2. The Developer provides documentation that its contractors and all their 
subcontractors and suppliers have been paid in full for the work completed and 
materials supplied. 
 
3. The City Engineer determines that such Public Improvements have been 
fully completed in accordance with the Plans, specifications and provisions of this 
Agreement. 
 
4. The amount of reduction shall be equal to that portion of the Construction 
Security which covers such completed Public Improvements; provided however, in 
no case shall the remaining amount of the Construction Security be less than the 
greater of: (i) 25% of the original amount of the Construction Security, or (ii) 150% 
of the estimated cost to complete the remaining Public Improvements. 
 

b) Release of Construction Security. After the work described in this Agreement has 
been completed, the Developer may request that the City accept the Public Improvements 
and release the Construction Security.  This is accomplished through a City Council 
resolution provided the following conditions are met:  

 
1. As-built Survey.  The Developer shall provide an as-built survey upon 
completion of the Improvements described in Section 1.02 in reproducible and 
digital (CAD) format.  The locations and elevations of sewer and water services 
shall be accurately shown on the survey. 
 
2. Certification.  The Developer’s engineer submits a letter certifying that the 
Public Improvements have been constructed to City Standards in accordance with 
the Plans and requests that the City accept the Public Improvements. 
 
3. Lien Waivers.  The Developer provides documentation that its contractors 
and their subcontractors and suppliers have been paid in full for the work completed 
and the materials supplied. 
 
4. Warranty. Warranty is provided to the City per Section 4.03. 

 
5. Determination of Completion.  The City Engineer and the City Council have 
determined that all Public Improvements have been completed in accordance with 
the Plans, specifications and terms of this Agreement. The date of City acceptance 
of the Public Improvements shall be the date of the City Council resolution 
accepting the Public Improvements 

 
4.02.     Escrow for Costs.   Prior to entering in to this Agreement, the Developer has deposited a 
cash escrow in the amount of $2,000, to pay Administrative Costs.  “Administrative Costs” are 
defined as out-of-pocket costs incurred by the City, together with staff, legal, engineering, and all 
other consultant costs of the City, all attributable to or incurred in connection with the Project, but 
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not including Construction Observation. At the Developer’s request, but no more often than 
monthly, the City will provide the Developer with a written report including invoices, time sheets 
or other comparable evidence of expenditures for Administrative Costs and the outstanding 
balance of funds deposited.  If Administrative Costs incurred, and reasonably anticipated to be 
incurred, are more than the deposit by the Developer, Developer will, upon request of the City, 
provide additional funds. If the Administrative Costs incurred, and reasonably anticipated to be 
incurred are less than the deposit by the Developer, the City shall return to the Developer any funds 
not anticipated to be needed. The City shall return the unused escrow balance to the Developer, at 
the address noted in Section 7.06, no later than six months after the acceptance of the 
Improvements by the City.  
 
4.03 Warranty. The Developer warrants the Public Improvements and all work required to be 
performed by the Developer hereunder against poor material and faulty workmanship for a period 
of one (1) year after its completion and acceptance by the City.  The Developer shall repair or 
replace as directed by the City and at the Developer’s sole cost and expense: (i) any and all faulty 
work, (ii) any and all poor quality and/or defective materials, and (iii) any and all trees, plantings, 
grass and/or sod which are dead, are not of good quality and/or are diseased, as determined in the 
sole but reasonable opinion of the City or its Engineer, provided the City or its Engineer gives 
notice of such defect to Developer with respect to such items on or before 60 days following the 
expiration of the one year warranty period.  In order to guarantee that such corrections will be 
made, the Developer shall post maintenance bonds in the cost estimate for improvements in 
Exhibit C or cash to the City to secure the warranties described herein, which bonds or other 
security shall be in addition to the escrows described herein. 
 

ARTICLE FIVE 
OTHER REQUIREMENTS 

 
5.01.  Indemnification.  Notwithstanding anything to the contrary in this Agreement, the City, 
its officials, agents and employees shall not be personally liable or responsible in any manner to 
the Developer or their respective contractors or subcontractors, material suppliers, laborers or to 
any other person or persons for any claim, demand, damages, actions or causes of action of any 
kind or character arising out of or by reason of the execution of this Agreement or the performance 
and completion of the work required by this Agreement.  The Developer will hold the City, its 
officials, agents and employees harmless from all such claims, demands, damages, or causes of 
action and the costs, disbursements, and expenses of defending the same, including but not limited 
to, attorneys’ fees, consulting engineering services, and other technical or professional assistance, 
including the work of City staff and employees.  The Developer further agrees that they will 
indemnify, defend, and hold harmless the City and its governing body members, officers, and 
employees, from any claims or actions arising out of the presence, if any, of hazardous wastes or 
pollutants on the Subject Property.  Nothing in this section will be construed to limit or affect any 
limitations on liability of the City under State or federal law, including without limitation 
Minnesota Statutes Sections 466.04 and 604.02. 
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5.02.  Insurance.  The Developer must keep all insurance coverage in force at all times that 
construction on the development is in progress. The insurance must name the City as an additional 
insured. The Developer shall, respectively, furnish certificate of insurance acceptable to the City, 
covering any public liability or property damage by reason of the operation of their equipment, 
laborers, and hazard caused by the Improvements, and include at least the following: 
 

a) Comprehensive general liability insurance (including operations, contingent 
liability, operations of subcontractors, competed operations and contractual liability 
insurance) together with any Agreement or Policy with limits against bodily injury, 
including death, and property damage (to include, but not be limited to damages caused by 
erosion or flooding) which may arise out of Developer’ s work or the work of any of their 
contractors. The exclusion for underground collapse shall be removed. 

 
b) Limits for bodily injury or death shall not be less than $1,000,000.00 for one person 
and $1,500,000.00 for each occurrence; limits for property damage shall not be less than 
$2,000,000.00 for each occurrence. 
 
c) Worker’ s compensation insurance, with statutory coverage, if applicable. 
 
d) Developer shall file a Certificate of Insurance with the City Engineer prior to 
commencing site grading. Developer shall be responsible for insuring that the Certificate 
bear the following wording: 
 
Should any of the above policies be canceled or terminated before the expiration date 
thereof, the issuing company shall give thirty (30) days written notice of cancellation or 
termination to the Certificate Holder. 

 
5.04 Real Estate Taxes.  The Developer shall pay all real estate taxes associated with the 
Property and owed for the year in which the Project is constructed, and the Developer shall provide 
proof to the City of such payment. If the Developer is required to convey any property to the City 
after July 1 of any calendar year, it shall be solely responsible for all real estate taxes owed on said 
property through the following calendar year. 

 
ARTICLE SIX 

DEFAULT AND REMEDIES 
 
6.01  Default by Developer.  In the event of default by the Developer, the City may pursue any 
remedy at law on equity to enforce the terms of this Agreement. In the event of a Default as to any 
of the work to be performed hereunder by the Developer, their successors or assigns, the City may, 
at its option, perform the work and the Developer shall promptly reimburse the City for any 
expense incurred by the City, provided the Developer is first given notice of the work in default, 
not less than 72 hours in advance.  The City is granted the right to declare any sums provided by 
this Agreement due and payable in full, and the City may immediately bring legal action against 
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the Developer to collect the sums covered by this Agreement and/or draw upon the Construction 
Escrow described in Article Four of this Agreement.  In the event the City draws from the 
Construction Escrow sums that exceed the costs or damage to the City, the City will return such 
excess amounts.   
 
6.02  Complete Improvements-Right of Entry.  In addition to the City’s other remedies under 
this Agreement, if the Developer’s breach involves failure to complete the Improvements, the City 
is hereby authorized, at its option, to enter on portions of the Property covered by this Agreement, 
to complete the installation of any or all of the Improvements to which the default relates. 
 
6.04  Rights Cumulative.  No remedy conferred in this Agreement is intended to be exclusive 
and each shall be cumulative and shall be in addition to every other remedy.  The election of any 
one or more remedies shall not constitute a waiver of any other remedy. 
 
6.05  Attorney Fees.  The Developer will pay the City’s costs and expenses, including attorneys’  
fees, incurred in connection with the Project and in connection with any lawsuit or action that is 
brought by or against the City relating to the Project, this Agreement, or a Letter of Credit furnished 
by the Developer relating to the Project.   
 

ARTICLE SEVEN 
MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS 

 
7.01.  Amendment.  Any amendment to this Agreement must be in writing and signed by all 
parties and recorded against the property. 
 
7.02.  Assignment.  The Developer may not transfer or assign any of its obligations under this 
Agreement without the prior written consent of the City Council. 
 
7.03.  Agreement to Run with Land.  The Developer agrees to record this Agreement among the 
land records of Ramsey County. The provisions of this Agreement shall run with the land and be 
binding upon Developer and its successors in interest and assigns.  Notwithstanding the foregoing, 
no conveyance of the Property or any part thereof shall relieve the Developer of its liability for 
full performance of this Agreement unless the City expressly so releases the Developer in writing. 
 
7.04.  Release.  Upon completion and approval of all work required herein, including completion 
of the Improvements and acceptance of the Improvements to be transferred to the City, and 
satisfaction of all of the Developer’s respective obligations under this Agreement, the City agrees 
to execute an instrument releasing all lots from the terms of this Agreement. 
 
7.05.  Severability.  The provisions of this Agreement are severable, and in the event that any 
provision of this Agreement is found invalid, the remaining provisions shall remain in full force 
and effect. 
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7.06.  Notices.  All notices, certificates or other communications required to be given to City 
Developer shall be sufficiently given and shall be deemed given when delivered or when deposited 
in the United States mail, first class, with postage fully prepaid and addressed as follows: 
 
 

CITY:     City of Roseville 
      2660 Civic Center Drive 
      Roseville, MN 55113 

Attn: City Engineer 
 

DEVELOPER:   Apartments Roseville, LLC 
900 American Blvd. E, Suite 300 
Bloomington, MN 55420 
Attn: Vishal Dutt 

      
    
The City and Developer, by written notice, may designate different addresses to which subsequent 
notice, certificate or other communications should be sent. 
 
7.07 No Third-Party Beneficiary.  This Agreement and any financial guarantees required 
pursuant to its terms are not intended for the benefit of any third party. 
 
7.08 Applicable Law.  This Agreement shall be governed by and construed in accordance with 
the laws of the State of Minnesota.  The Developer agrees to comply with all laws, ordinances, 
and regulations of Minnesota and the City that are applicable to the Project. 
 
7.09 Counterparts.  This Agreement may be executed simultaneously in any number of 
counterparts, each of which shall be an original and shall constitute one and the same Agreement. 
 
7.10 Non-waiver.  Each right, power or remedy conferred, respectively, upon the City or 
Developer by this Agreement is cumulative and in addition to every other right, power or remedy, 
express or implied, now or hereafter arising, or available to the City, the Developer at law or in 
equity, or under any other agreement.  Each and every right, power and remedy set forth in this 
Agreement or otherwise so existing may be exercised from time to time as often and in such order 
as may be deemed expedient by the City or the Developer, as the case may be, and shall not be a 
waiver of the right to exercise at any time thereafter any other right, power or remedy.  If either 
party waives in writing any default or nonperformance by the other party, such waiver shall be 
deemed to apply only to such event and shall not waive any other prior or subsequent default. 
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SIGNATURES: 
 
 
IN WITNESS OF THE ABOVE, the duly authorized representatives of the parties have caused 
this Agreement to be executed in duplicate on the date and year written above. 
 
 

CITY OF ROSEVILLE 
 
 

By: __________________________ 
 Daniel J. Roe, Mayor 

 
 
 

By: __________________________ 
 Patrick Trudgeon, City Manager 

    
 
 
 
 
STATE OF MINNESOTA ) 
    ) ss. 
COUNTY OF RAMSEY ) 
 
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this _______ day of ___________, 2023, 
by Daniel J. Roe and by Patrick Trudgeon, the Mayor and City Manager, respectively, of the City 
of Roseville, a Minnesota municipal corporation, on behalf of the City. 
 
 
____________________________________ 
Notary Public 
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IN WITNESS OF THE ABOVE, the duly authorized representatives of the parties have caused 
this Agreement to be executed in duplicate on the date and year written above. 
 

APARTMENTS ROSEVILLE, LLC 
 
 

By: __________________________ 
Its: __________________________ 

 
   
STATE OF MINNESOTA  ) 
     ) ss. 
COUNTY OF ______________ ) 
 
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this _______ day of ___________, 2023, 
by _________________, the______________________, of ____________________on behalf of 
the ____________________. 
 
 
____________________________________ 
Notary Public 
 
 
 
THIS INSTRUMENT WAS DRAFTED BY: 
 
Kennedy & Graven, Chartered (RGT) 
150 South Fifth Street, Suite 700 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55402-1299 
Telephone:  612-337-9300
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EXHIBIT A 
PROJECT ALTA SURVEY 

 

  

 

EXHIBIT A 
PROJECT ALTA SURVEY 
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EXHIBIT B 
PATHWAY EASEMENT 
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EXHIBIT C 
ESTIMATED COSTS OF PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS 

 

 

 



RS160-1-885715.v1 

PATHWAY EASEMENT AGREEMENT 
1415 County Road B West 

THIS PATHWAY EASEMENT AGREEMENT dated ___________, 2023 (this 
“Agreement”), is made by and between Apartments Roseville, LLC, a Minnesota limited liability 
company, Grantor and the City of Roseville, Minnesota, a municipal corporation under the laws of 
the State of Minnesota, Grantee (the “City”). 

Recitals 

A. Grantor is the fee owner of the property located in Ramsey County, Minnesota (the
“Property”) and legally described on Exhibit A attached hereto.

B. The City has requested a pathway easement for the purpose of a public trail or sidewalk and
Grantor desires to grant to the City a pathway easement, according to the terms and conditions
contained herein.

Terms of Easement 

1. Incorporation.  The above recitals and attached exhibits are hereby incorporated and made
part of this Agreement.

2. Grant of Easement.  For good and valuable consideration, receipt of which is acknowledged
by Grantor, Grantor grants and conveys to the City a perpetual, non-exclusive pathway easement
for public trail and sidewalk purposes over, under, and across the portion of the Property legally
described on Exhibit B and depicted on Exhibit C attached hereto (the “Easement Area”).

3. Scope of Easement. The perpetual non-exclusive pathway easement granted herein
includes the right of the City, its contractors, agents, and employees to enter the premises at all
reasonable times for the purpose of reconstructing, operating, maintaining, inspecting, altering and
repairing public trail and sidewalk facilities and other public utilities or improvements that are not
inconsistent with a public right-of-way use in the described Easement Area. Such use of the
Easement Area shall not unreasonably interfere with Grantor’s use and enjoyment of the Property,
including the Easement Area.

The easement granted herein also includes the right to cut, trim, or remove from the 
Easement Area such improvements, trees, shrubs, or other vegetation and to prohibit obstructions 
and grading alterations as in the City’s judgment unreasonably interfere with the easement or the 
function of facilities located therein.   

4. Construction of Improvements.  Grantor shall be responsible for constructing the pathway
on the Property.  After initial construction of the pathway by Grantor, acceptance of the pathway
by the City, and expiration of the warranty period for the pathway, any and all costs related to the
reconstructing, operating, maintaining, inspecting, altering, and repairing of the public trail or
sidewalk and any other City facilities within the Easement Area shall be paid by the City.  The
City shall indemnify, defend, and hold Grantor harmless from any and all costs, expenses, and

Attachment C
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claims relating to the reconstructing, operating, maintaining, inspecting, altering, and repairing of 
the public trail or sidewalk and any other City facilities in the Easement Area, including, but not 
limited to, those costs and expenses resulting from any mechanics’ liens. 
 
5. Property Damage.  The City shall repair all damage to the Property outside of the Easement 
Area that is caused by the City’s maintenance of the public trail and sidewalk and other City 
facilities within the Easement Area.  This agreement to repair excludes the repair of any damage 
caused by members of the public and their use of the Easement Area. 
 
6. Indemnification.  Pursuant to Minnesota Statutes Sections 604A.21-27, Grantor and any 
subsequent owners of the Property are protected from liability with respect to accidents occurring 
on the sidewalk/trail facilities.    Without waiving any statutory limits on liability and except to the 
extent caused by the negligence or willful misconduct of Grantor, the City agrees to indemnify, 
defend, and hold Grantor harmless from and against any claims, losses, costs, or liabilities suffered 
or incurred by reason of claims brought by third parties against Grantor by reason of any claims 
based on the maintenance or use of the City facilities within the Easement Area. 
 
7. Warranty of Title.  Grantor warrants Grantor is the owner of the Property and has the right, 
title, and capacity to convey to the City the easement herein. 
 
8. Environmental Matters.  The City shall not be responsible for any costs, expenses, 
damages, demands, obligations, including penalties and reasonable attorneys’ fees, or losses 
resulting from any claims, actions, suits, or proceedings based upon a release or threat of release 
of any hazardous substances, pollutants, or contaminants which may have existed on, or which 
relate to, the Easement Area or the Property prior to the date of this instrument.  Grantor shall not 
be responsible for any release of hazardous substances, pollutants, or contaminants resulting from 
the City’s use of the Easement Area. 
 
9. Binding Effect.  The terms and conditions of this Agreement shall run with the land and be 
binding on Grantor and the City and their successors and assigns. 
 
STATE DEED TAX DUE HEREON: NONE 
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GRANTOR 
 
Apartments Roseville, LLC  

 
      By:        
 
      Its: ____________________________________ 
        
 
       
 
STATE OF MINNESOTA  ) 
     ) ss. 
COUNTY OF _____________ ) 
 
 The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this _____ day of _________, 
2023, by ___________________, the __________________ of Apartments Roseville, LLC, a 
Minnesota limited liability company on behalf of the company, Grantor. 
 
       ______________________________ 
       Notary Public 
NOTARY STAMP OR SEAL 
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      CITY OF ROSEVILLE 
 
 
      By:        
        Daniel J. Roe 
      Its:  Mayor 
 
 
      By:  ____________________________________ 
        Patrick Trudgeon 
      Its:  City Manager 
 
       
 
STATE OF MINNESOTA  ) 
     ) ss. 
COUNTY OF RAMSEY  ) 
 
 The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this _____ day of _________, 
2023, by Daniel J. Roe and Patrick Trudgeon, the Mayor and City Manager, respectively of the City 
of Roseville, a Minnesota municipal corporation on behalf of the City. 
 
       ______________________________ 
       Notary Public 
NOTARY STAMP OR SEAL 
 
 
THIS INSTRUMENT DRAFTED BY: 
 
Kennedy & Graven, Chartered (SJS) 
Fifth Street Towers, Suite 700 
150 South Fifth Street 
Minneapolis, MN 55402 
(612) 337-9300 
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EXHIBIT A TO 

PATHWAY EASEMENT 
 

Legal Description of the Property 
 
That part of the Southwest quarter of the Southeast quarter of the Southwest quarter of Section 10, 
Township 29, Range 23, Ramsey County, Minnesota, described as follows: Beginning at the 
intersection of the South line of said quarter quarter quarter Section with a line parallel with and 
60 feet West of the East line of said quarter quarter quarter Section; thence north along said 60 
foot line, a distance of 357.0 feet to an iron monument and the beginning of a curve bearing 
Northwesterly; thence Northwesterly along a curve with its tangent parallel to County Road B and 
a radius of 357.20 feet, a distance of 185.0 feet; thence Southwesterly 194.80 feet to the 
intersection of a line 340.0 feet West of and parallel with the East line of said quarter quarter 
quarter Section at a point 239.0 feet North of the South line of said quarter quarter quarter Section; 
thence South along said parallel line 239.0 feet; thence East 280 feet to the point of beginning. 
Subject to County Road B.  
 
Torrens Property; Certificate No. 361221 
 
Ramsey County, Minnesota PID 102923340006 
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EXHIBIT B TO 
PATHWAY EASEMENT 

 
Legal Description of the Easement Area 

 
A pathway easement for public trail and sidewalk purposes over, under, across, and through 
that part of the following described property: 
 

That part of the Southwest quarter of the Southeast quarter of the Southwest quarter 
of Section 10, Township 29, Range 23, Ramsey County, Minnesota, described as 
follows: Beginning at the intersection of the South line of said quarter quarter 
quarter Section with a line parallel with and 60 feet West of the East line of said 
quarter quarter quarter Section; thence north along said 60 foot line, a distance of 
357.0 feet to an iron monument and the beginning of a curve bearing Northwesterly; 
thence Northwesterly along a curve with its tangent parallel to County Road B and 
a radius of 357.20 feet, a distance of 185.0 feet; thence Southwesterly 194.80 feet 
to the intersection of a line 340.0 feet West of and parallel with the East line of said 
quarter quarter quarter Section at a point 239.0 feet North of the South line of said 
quarter quarter quarter Section; thence South along said parallel line 239.0 feet; 
thence East 280 feet to the point of beginning. Subject to County Road B.  

 
Said easement lies northerly of the northerly right of way line of said County Road B and 
easterly of the following described line: 
 

Beginning at a point on the northerly line of the above described property, 8.20 feet 
westerly from the northeast corner thereof; as measured along said northerly line; 
thence southerly for 239.62 feet to a point 10.77 feet westerly from the easterly line 
of said property, as measured at right angles to said easterly line; thence southerly 
for 11.89 feet along a tangential curve, concave to the west, having a radius of 24.00 
feet and a central angle of 28 degrees 22 minutes 49 seconds; thence southerly along 
tangent for 13.62 feet; thence southerly for 16.15 feet along a tangential curve, 
concave to the east, having a radius of 32.00 feet and a central angle of 28 degrees 
55 minutes 30 seconds; thence southerly along tangent for 1.62 feet to said 
northerly right of way line, and there terminating. 
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EXHIBIT C TO 
PATHWAY EASEMENT 

Depiction of the Easement Area 
 
 



July 10, 2023
FUTURE MEETING AGENDA HIGHLIGHTS

July 17, 2023 EDA  Meeting  
• Receive Preliminary 2024 EDA Budget
• Receive update on status of TIF Districts

July 17, 2023 City Council Meeting  
(Worksession)
• Presentation of Capital Improvement Plan
• Presentation by Tubman regarding financial 

partnership with City of Roseville
• SAC Credit Policy Discussion

July 24, 2023 City Council Meeting  
• Kiwanis Peanut Day Proclamation
• Consider Prince of Peace Interim Use Request
• Consider Preliminary Plat at 691-711 Shryer Ave.
• Cannabis Law Update
• Receive Grant Application Update



Initiated By Target Date Status/Notes
Inspectons of single-family rentals, health and safety Etten TBD
Review need of pet licenses Council TBD Brought forward by former Councilmember Willmus
Sister City Relationship with Indigenous Tribal Nation Strahan TBD
Rooster Regulations Council TBD Brought forward by resident at the July 18, 2022 Council mtg.
Off-sale liquor license holders - 1 day suspension for 1st vio Etten TBD Issue raised during 2/13mtg. when conisdering penalties for li  

Strahan/Council Orig Mar '23 re-target Mar '24?
Zero Waste Packaging/Compostable Containers Etten/Strahan July '23 will be discussed at PWET joint meeting July 10
City Speed Limit Review on Local Streets Strahan/Council July '23 will be discussed at PWET joint meeting July 10
Update on shopping carts left in public r-o-w Strahan Summer '23

Staff/Council Summer '23 implementation strategies discussion to follow
Staff/Council 3rd qtr '23 (City Manager goal item)
Etten/Council Fall '23

Council Fall '23 (Issuance of new licenses suspended pending update)
Staff/Council Late '23? upcoming work session topic?
Staff/Council Late '23? Staff getting educated on law and ramifications
Staff/Council Late '23 (City Manager goal item)
Staff/Council Dec '23 Staff getting educated on law and ramifications
Staff/Council 1st qtr '24 (City Manager goal item)
Staff/Council Late '24? Staff getting educated on law and ramifications

Staff TBD Ongoing discussions with Allina, etc.

Staff/Council July '23 (budget calendar item)
Staff/Council Aug '23 (budget calendar item) (City Manager goal item)
Staff/Council Sep '23 (budget calendar item)
Staff/Council Nov '23 (budget calendar item)
Staff/Council Dec '23 (budget calendar item)

Sacred Settlement code updates

Roseville gun violence awareness proclamation 

Update SREAP with new goals/objectives

Accept classification & compensation study & recomm's

Commission scope/duties/functions implementation

Future Agenda Review - Longer Term Initiatiaves
(items that likely require council discussion/action)

New cannabis law - effect on current THC licensing
Hotel licensing regulations

Envision Roseville final report & RFP for strategic plng

Item

Short term rental code updates

Adopt final budget, levy, utility rates, & fees

Strategic planning

City/EDA Budget Process
EDA budget and City CIP review
Receive City Manager proposed budget (w/ARPA imacts)

Utility Rates & Fee Schedule

New cannabis regulation scheme
Roseville Fire role in medical transport

Fin Comm budget recomm's & prelim levy/budget


Sheet1

								Future Agenda Review - Longer Term Initiatiaves

								(items that likely require council discussion/action)

		Item												Initiated By		Target Date		Status/Notes

		Inspectons of single-family rentals, health and safety												Etten		TBD

		Review need of pet licenses 												Council		TBD		Brought forward by former Councilmember Willmus

		Sister City Relationship with Indigenous Tribal Nation												Strahan		TBD

		Rooster Regulations												Council		TBD		Brought forward by resident at the July 18, 2022 Council mtg.

		Off-sale liquor license holders - 1 day suspension for 1st violation												Etten		TBD		Issue raised during 2/13mtg. when conisdering penalties for liquor violations

		Roseville gun violence awareness proclamation 												Strahan/Council		Orig Mar '23		re-target Mar '24?

		Zero Waste Packaging/Compostable Containers												Etten/Strahan		July '23		will be discussed at PWET joint meeting July 10

		City Speed Limit Review on Local Streets												Strahan/Council		July '23		will be discussed at PWET joint meeting July 10

		Update on shopping carts left in public r-o-w												Strahan		Summer '23

		Accept classification & compensation study & recomm's												Staff/Council		Summer '23		implementation strategies discussion to follow

		Envision Roseville final report & RFP for strategic plng												Staff/Council		3rd qtr '23		(City Manager goal item)

		Commission scope/duties/functions implementation												Etten/Council		Fall '23

		Short term rental code updates												Council		Fall '23		(Issuance of new licenses suspended pending update)

		Hotel licensing regulations												Staff/Council		Late '23?		upcoming work session topic?

		New cannabis law - effect on current THC licensing												Staff/Council		Late '23?		Staff getting educated on law and ramifications

		Update SREAP with new goals/objectives												Staff/Council		Late '23		(City Manager goal item)

		Sacred Settlement code updates												Staff/Council		Dec '23		Staff getting educated on law and ramifications

		Strategic planning												Staff/Council		1st qtr '24		(City Manager goal item)

		New cannabis regulation scheme												Staff/Council		Late '24?		Staff getting educated on law and ramifications

		Roseville Fire role in medical transport												Staff		TBD		Ongoing discussions with Allina, etc.



		City/EDA Budget Process

		EDA budget and City CIP review												Staff/Council		July '23		(budget calendar item)

		Receive City Manager proposed budget (w/ARPA imacts)												Staff/Council		Aug '23		(budget calendar item) (City Manager goal item)

		Fin Comm budget recomm's & prelim levy/budget												Staff/Council		Sep '23		(budget calendar item)

		Utility Rates & Fee Schedule												Staff/Council		Nov '23		(budget calendar item)

		Adopt final budget, levy, utility rates, & fees												Staff/Council		Dec '23		(budget calendar item)
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	I. Parties.  This Agreement, dated ____________, 2016, is entered into between the City of Roseville, a Minnesota municipal corporation, whose address is 2660 Civic Center Drive, Roseville, Minnesota 55113 (“the City”), and Farrington Estates LLC, a M...
	II. Request for Plat approval.  The Developer has asked the City to approve a plat of land to be known as “Farrington Estates” (also referred to in this Agreement as the “Plat”).  The land is legally described as follows:
	III. Terms and Conditions of Plat Approval.  For good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are hereby acknowledged, the parties agree as follows:
	A. Plat Approval:  Subject to the terms and conditions of this Public Improvement Contract, the recitals above, and all other applicable City Code provisions, the City hereby approves the recording of the Plat.
	B. Land Use:  Low Density Residential.
	C. Public Improvements.  The Developer shall, subject to the terms and conditions contained herein, perform the following work and construct the following improvements (“Public Improvements”) in compliance with City approved Public Improvement Constru...
	1. Site Grading and Turf Restoration.  The Developers shall grade the Property in accordance with the City approved Grading, Drainage and Erosion Control Plan.  Site grading improvements shall include common excavation, subgrade correction, embankment...
	a) The Developer shall submit to the City a site grading and drainage plan for the entire Plat acceptable to the City showing the grades and drainage for each lot prior to installation of the improvements.
	b) The Developer shall furnish the City Engineer satisfactory proof of payment for the site grading work and shall submit a certificate of survey (as- constructed survey) of the development to the City after site grading, with street and lot grades.
	c) All improvements to the lots and the final grading shall comply with the approved grading plan.

	2. Storm sewer construction:  The Developer shall construct all storm sewer improvements determined to be necessary by the City to serve the Property, including the construction of outlet control structures and flared end sections.
	a) Storm sewer facilities, including ponds and infiltration basins, shall be constructed in accordance with City details, specifications, and the City approved Public Improvement Construction Plans.
	b) Storm water basins shall be protected from silt during construction.  If these areas do not function as designed, the Developer shall reconstruct them as directed by the City Engineer.

	3. Restoration of existing streets:  Curb cuts and street cuts shall be reconstructed to match existing street typical section.
	a) All unused curb openings along County Road B W and Farrington Street curb line shall be removed and replaced with non- surmountable curb to match existing.  Curbs proposed to be replaced shall have a minimum of 3 feet of bituminous saw cut out to a...
	b) Utility trenches shall be restored by the Developer per City standard plate.

	4. Erosion control.  Prior to the commencement of any grading and before any utility construction is commenced or building permits are issued, the erosion control plan must be implemented, inspected and approved by the City.  The Developer shall meet ...
	a) No construction activity shall be allowed and no building permits shall be issued unless the Property is in full compliance with the erosion control requirements.
	b) Measures shall be installed in compliance with MPCA NPDES permit requirements.
	c) The City shall inspect the site periodically and determine whether it is necessary to take additional measures to address erosion.
	d) To remove dirt and debris from streets that has resulted from construction work by the Developer, its agents or assigns, the Developer shall sweep streets on a weekly basis or more frequently as directed by the City Engineer until the site is stabi...
	e) If the development on the Property does not comply with the erosion control plan or supplementary instructions received from the City, the City may, following giving the Developer 48-hour prior verbal notice (or immediately in the case of an emerge...


	D. Development Plans.  The Property shall be developed in accordance with the following plans, specifications and other documents (“Plans”).  With the exception of the Plat, the Plans may be prepared after the parties have entered into this Agreement,...
	a) Plat
	b) Utility Plan
	c) Grading, Drainage and Erosion Control Plan
	d) Grading Notes and Details
	e) Street, Sanitary Sewer and Watermain Details
	f) Tree Preservation Plan
	g) Other

	E. Notice to Proceed.  The improvements shall be installed in accordance with the City approved Plans and the rules, regulations, standards and ordinances of the City.  The plans and specifications shall be prepared by a competent registered professio...
	1. The Developer shall obtain all necessary permits from the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA), and other agencies and governmental authorities before proceeding with construction.  Copies of these permits must be provided to the City Engineer.
	2. The Developer or its engineer shall schedule a preconstruction meeting at a mutually agreeable time at City Hall with all the parties concerned, including City staff, to review the program for the construction work.
	3. The Developer represents to the City that the Plat complies with all City, County, Metropolitan, State and Federal laws and regulations including, but not limited to: subdivision ordinances, zoning ordinances and environmental regulations.  If the ...

	F. Time of Performance. The Developer shall complete all required improvements enumerated in Paragraph C by August 31, 2016.  The Developer may, however, forward a request for an extension of time to the City.  If an extension is granted, it shall be ...
	G. Inspection.  The Developer shall provide the services of a Project Representative and assistants at the site to provide continuous observation of the work to be performed and the improvements to be constructed under this Agreement.
	1. The Developer shall provide the City Engineer a minimum of one business day notice prior to the commencement of the underground pipe laying; and prior to subgrade, gravel base and bituminous surface construction.
	2. Developer’s failure to comply with the terms of this section shall permit the City Engineer to issue a stop work order which may result in a rejection of the work and which shall obligate the Developer to take all reasonable steps, as directed by t...

	H. Engineering Coordination.  A City Engineering Coordinator shall be assigned to this project to provide further protection for the City against defects and deficiencies in the work and improvements through the observations of the work in progress an...
	I. Security.  To guarantee compliance with the terms of this Agreement, payment of the costs of all Public Improvements and construction of all Public Improvements, the Developer shall furnish either: a) a cash deposit, or b) an irrevocable letter of ...
	1. Reduction of Security.  Periodically upon the Developers written request, the City Engineer may reduce the amount of the Financial Security for completed Public Improvements provided the following conditions are met:
	a) The Developer’s engineer certifies that the Public improvements have been constructed to City Standards and in accordance with the Plans.
	b) The Developer provides documentation that its contractors and all their subcontractors and suppliers have been paid in full for the work completed and materials supplied.
	c) The City Engineer determines that such Public Improvements have been fully completed in accordance with the Plans, specifications and provisions of this Agreement.

	2. Release of Security. This Agreement shall run with the land and may be recorded against the title to the Property.  After the work described in this Agreement has been completed, the Developer may request that the City accept the Public Improvement...
	a) As-built Survey.  The Developer shall provide an as-built survey upon completion of the Public Improvements described in Paragraph C in reproducible and digital (AutoCAD) format.  The locations and elevations of sewer and water services shall be ac...
	b) Certification.  The Developer’s engineer submits a letter certifying that the Public Improvements have been constructed to City Standards in accordance with the Plans and requests that the City accept the Public Improvements.
	c) Payment.  The Developer provides documentation that its contractors and their subcontractors and suppliers have been paid in full for the work completed and the materials supplied.
	d) Determination of Completion.  The City Engineer and the City Council have determined that all Public Improvements have been completed in accordance with the Plans, specifications and terms of this Agreement.


	J. Ownership of Improvements and Risk of Loss.  Upon completion and City acceptance of the Public Improvements, all Public Improvements lying within public rights-of-way and easements shall become City property without further notice or action, except...
	K. Warranty.  The Developer shall install and construct the Public Improvements in accordance with the terms and conditions of this Agreement.  The Developer warrants the Public Improvements and all work required to be performed by the Developer hereu...
	L. Park Dedication Fee.  The park dedication fee for Lots 1-6 Block 1 within the Plat shall be $17,500 and shall be paid to the City of Roseville upon or prior to the execution of this Agreement.
	M. License.  The Developer hereby grants the City, its agents, employees, officers and contractors a license to enter the Property to perform all work and inspections deemed appropriate by the City during the installation of the Public Improvements.  ...
	N. Construction Management.  The Developer and its contractors and subcontractors shall minimize impacts from construction on the surrounding neighborhood as follows:
	1. Definition of Construction Area.  The limits of the Project Area shall be defined with heavy-duty erosion control fencing approved by the City Engineer.  Any grading, construction or other work outside this area requires approval by the City Engine...
	2. Parking and Storage of Materials.  Adequate on-site parking for construction vehicles and employees must be provided or provisions must be made to have employees park off-site and be shuttled to the Project Area.  No parking of construction vehicle...
	3. Hours of Construction.  Hours of construction, including moving of equipment shall be limited to the hours between 7 a.m. and 9 p.m. on weekdays and 9 a.m. and 9 p.m. on weekends.
	4. Site Maintenance.  The Developer shall ensure the contractor maintains a clean work site.  Measures shall be taken to prevent debris, refuse or other materials from leaving the site.  Construction debris and other refuse generated from the project ...

	O. Certificate of Insurance.  The Developer shall provide, prior to the commencement of any site work or other development of the Property, evidence that it has insurance in the form of a Certificate of Insurance issued by a company authorized to do b...
	P. All Costs Responsibility of Developer.  The Developer shall pay all costs incurred by it and the City in conjunction with this Agreement, the approval of the Plat, the development of the Property, and the construction of the improvements required b...
	1. The Developer shall defend, indemnify, and hold the City and its mayor, councilmembers and employees harmless from claims made by itself and third parties for damages sustained or costs incurred resulting from Plat approval, development of the Prop...
	2. The Developer shall pay, or cause to be paid when due, and in any event before any penalty is attached, all charges, costs and fees referred to in this Agreement.  This is a personal obligation of the Developer and shall continue in full force and ...
	3. The Developer shall pay in full all bills submitted to it by the City for obligations incurred under this Agreement within thirty (30) days after receipt.  If the bills are not paid on time, the City may, in addition to all other rights and remedie...
	4. The Developer shall reimburse the City for all costs incurred in the enforcement of this Agreement, including all attorney and engineering fees.
	5. In addition to the charges referred to herein, other charges may be imposed such as, but not limited to, sewer availability charges (“SAC”), City water connection charges, City sewer connection charges, City storm water connection charges and build...

	Q. Default.  In the event of default by the Developer as to any of the work to be performed by it hereunder, the City may, at its option, perform the work and the Developer shall promptly reimburse the City for any expense incurred by the City, provid...
	R. Remedies.  Upon the occurrence of a breach of this Agreement by the Developer, the City, in addition to any other remedy which may be available to it, shall have the right to do any or all of the following:
	1. City may make advances or take other steps to cure the default, and where necessary, enter the Property for that purpose.  The Developer shall pay all sums so advanced or expenses incurred by the City upon demand, with interest from the date of suc...
	2. Obtain an order from a court of competent jurisdiction requiring the Developer to specifically perform its obligations pursuant to the terms and provisions of this Agreement.
	3. Obtain an order from a court of competent jurisdiction enjoining the continuation of an event of default.
	4. Halt all development work and construction of improvements until such time as the event of default is cured.
	5. Withhold the issuance of a building permit and/or prohibit the occupancy of any structure(s) for which permits have been issued.
	6. Draw upon and utilize the Developer’s Financial Security to cover the costs of the City in order to correct the default, the costs to complete any unfinished Public Improvements, the costs to draw on the Financial Security and/ or the costs to enfo...
	7. Terminate this Agreement by written notice to Developer at which time all terms and conditions contained herein shall be of no further force or effect and all obligations of the parties imposed hereunder shall be null and void.
	8. Exercise any other remedies which may be available to it at law or in equity.
	In addition to the remedies and amounts payable set forth or permitted above, upon the occurrence  of an event of default, the Developer shall pay to the City all fees and expenses, including attorneys fees, incurred by the City as a result of the eve...
	The Developer shall defend, indemnify, and hold the City and its mayor, councilmembers, employees, agents and contractors harmless from any liability or damages, including reasonable attorneys fees, which may be incurred as a result of the exercise of...

	S. Assignment.  The Developer may not assign this Agreement without the written permission of the Roseville City Council.
	T. Notices to the Developer.  Required notices to the Developer shall be in writing, and shall be either hand delivered to Michael Muniz, or an officer, employee or agent of the Developer, or mailed to the Developer by registered or certified mail at ...
	U. Notices to the City.  Required notices to the City shall be either hand delivered to the City Engineer, or mailed to the City by registered or certified mail in care of the City Engineer at the following address:
	V. Miscellaneous.
	1. The Developer shall comply with any and all applicable City, County, Metropolitan, State and Federal laws and regulations including, but not limited to: subdivision ordinances, zoning ordinances and environmental regulations that may apply to the P...
	2. The terms and conditions of this Agreement shall inure to the benefit of and shall be binding upon the parties hereto, and their respective successors and assigns.
	3. The obligations of all parties signing this Agreement as a Developer shall be joint and several.
	4. If any portion, section, subsection, sentence, clause, paragraph or phrase of this Agreement is for any reason held invalid, such decision shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions of this Agreement.
	5. The action or inaction of the City shall not constitute a waiver or amendment to the provisions of this Agreement.  To be binding, amendments or waivers must be in writing, signed by the parties and approved by the Roseville City Council.  The City...
	6. This Agreement shall run with the land and shall be binding upon the Developer, and its successors and assigns.  The Developer shall, at its expense, record this Agreement with the Ramsey County Recorder if the Property is abstract property and/or ...
	7. This Agreement shall be governed by and construed in accordance with the laws of the State of Minnesota.  Any legal proceeding pertaining to this Agreement, or the rights or obligations of the parties hereunder, shall be venued in courts or tribuna...
	8. In addition to all other terms and conditions of this Agreement the Developer shall comply with and perform the Conditions of Development attached hereto as Exhibit B.

	W.  IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have hereunto set their hands the day and year first above written.
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