REQUEST FOR CITY COUNCIL ACTION
Agenda Date:
Item No.:
Department Approval

Item Description:

1/07/2019
7.a

City Manager Approval

Consider a request by Roseville Lutheran Church (1215 Roselawn
Avenue) and New Life Presbyterian Church (965 Larpenteur Avenue) for
an Interim Use (IU) in support of “Project Home” to allow the hosting of
20 emergency shelter beds for homeless families (PF18-025 and 026).
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BACKGROUND
For a number of years Roseville Lutheran Church (4 years) and New Life Presbyterian Church
(13 years) have opened their doors during the months of February and April respectively for
emergency overnight shelter and without any incidents, issues, or concerns. The partnership is
with Project Home, an Interfaith Action of Greater St. Paul program, for 20-24 people (mostly
families). Project Home provides a snack, cold breakfast, and beds for sleeping overnight.
Families are transported to and from each church daily. Project Home provides on-site staff
support and each church provides volunteers the entire time the guests are on location.
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In the last couple of years, the Building Official and Fire Department became aware of this use
of the two churches in Roseville to house homeless families during the winter months. Both
Departments have been working with Project Home to assure all life/safety issues are resolved.
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Although inspections of both churches concluded no life safety issues – specifically those
concerning proper exiting and smoke detectors in the sleeping areas, the inspections did raise an
overall concern regarding continued use without proper approval. While the temporary sheltering
of homeless individuals or families appears harmless, not knowing such an activity is occurring
in one or more churches, or where specifically within the church, poses a great risk and challenge
to the Fire Department if it has to respond to an emergency call. More importantly, the
allowance of a temporary overnight shelter within each of the subject churches is in violation of
the approved Certificate of Occupancy (CO), which is approved for an assembly use and not
housing or lodging, temporary or other. That said, Project Home was notified they would need
to go through the Interim Use process in order to continue providing this service as the project is
outside the Building and Fire Code, and violated the occupancy status of the two structures.
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It should also be noted the Planning Division determined temporary sheltering of individuals or
families is not a traditional, standard, or historical use of a church/place of assembly. The
Division interprets overnight sheltering of individuals or families, even on a temporary basis, a
type of housing or lodging that is not covered under the definition of place of assembly and
therefore a prohibited use.
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PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION
The Planning Commission held the duly noticed public hearing regarding the two IU requests on
December 5, 2018. During the hearing a number of questions arose regarding the determination
by the Planning Divisions to require an IU for the temporary homeless shelters and the fees
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required for the process (see Attachment B). The Planning Commission discussed these
questions, as well as whether there were life/safety issues present and the fees required for the
process.
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The City Planner maintained there were/are general and specific health, safety and general
welfare issues present that require a formal approval in order to support the continued sheltering
of homeless families or other. In addition, that for as much as each church has attempted to
address the safety of those being sheltered, the church has not been designed as a Building/Fire
Code compliant structure (or area) to support housing or lodging, which is how the sheltering use
would be defined.
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The Planning Commission voted (6-0) to recommend to the City Council approval of a 5-year
INTERIM USE for Roseville Lutheran Church, 1215 Roselawn Avenue and New Life Presbyterian
Church, 965 Larpenteur Avenue, for an emergency overnight shelter for up to 30 consecutive
days and up to 60 cumulative days per calendar year, based on the information contained in the
Request for Planning Commission Action, community and neighborhood comments, and
Planning Commissioner input.

47
48

SUGGESTED CITY COUNCIL ACTION
The City Council should take the following action regarding the two Interim Use requests:
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a. Adopt a resolution approving a five-year Interim Use at New Life Presbyterian Church, 965
Larpenteur Avenue (Attachment C).
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b. Adopt a resolution approving a five-year Interim Use at Roseville Lutheran Church, 1215
Roselawn Avenue (Attachment D).
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ALTERNATIVE ACTIONS
a. Pass a motion to table the item for future action. An action to table must be tied to the need
of clarity, analysis and/or information necessary to make a recommendation on the request.
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b. Pass a motion denying the proposal. An action to deny must include findings of fact
germane to the request.
Report prepared by:
Thomas Paschke, City Planner |651-792-7074| thomas.paschke@cityofroseville.com
Attachments:

A. PC packets for each IU request
C. Draft resolution – New Life
E. Applicant Correspondence

B. PC minutes 12/05/18
D. Draft resolution – Roseville Lutheran
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Attachment A
REQUEST FOR PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION
Agenda Date: 12/05/18
Agenda Item:
6C
Prepared By

Item Description:

Agenda Section
Public Hearing
Consider a request by New Life Presbyterian Church Interim Use in
support of “Project Home” to allow the hosting of 20 emergency shelter
beds for homeless families during the month of April (PF18-026).

1
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APPLICATION INFORMATION
Applicant:
Location:
Property Owner:
Application Submission:
City Action Deadline:
Planning File History:

8
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Level of Discretion in Decision Making:
Action taken on an Interim Use is legislative in nature; the City has broad discretion in making
land use decisions based on advancing the health, safety, and general welfare of the community.
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BACKGROUND
For 10 years New Life Presbyterian Church has opened their doors in April for emergency
overnight shelter and without any incidents, issues, or concerns. The partnership is with Project
Home, an Interfaith Action of Greater St. Paul program, for 20-24 people, mostly families.
Project Home provides a snack, cold breakfast, and beds for sleeping overnight. Families are
transported to and from each church daily. Project Home provides on-site staff support for the
entire time the guests are on location. New Life Presbyterian Church provides volunteers and the
emergency overnight shelter during the month of April each year.
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Earlier this year the Planning Division met with the Roseville Fire Chief and Building Official to
discuss the overnight shelters and how best to address this non-typical church use. It was
determined that, similar to the Minnesota State Fair Park and Ride Lots, an interim use process
and approval would be the best way to support such a use on an annual basis, and at specific
locations.

24
25
26

Planning staff met with representatives of New Life Presbyterian Church to confirm the need to
have such a use that is not typical of the standard type of church functions supported by the City
and to further discussed the process and provide the applicable applications.
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REVIEW OF INTERIM USE APPLICATION
To arrive at its recommendation, the Planning Division considers the City code regulations, input
gathered at the Open House Meeting, and comments from DRC members. In this case the
relevant code section is 1009.03:

New Life Presbyterian
965 Larpenteur Avenue
Same
October 23, 2018
December 22, 2018
None
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The purpose statement for this section indicates the following: Certain land uses might
not be consistent with the land uses designated in the Comprehensive Land Use Plan, and
they might also fail to meet all of the zoning standards established for the district within
which they are proposed; some such land uses may, however, be acceptable or even
beneficial if reviewed and provisionally approved for a limited period of time. The
purpose of the interim use review process is to allow the approval of interim uses on a
case-by-case basis; approved interim uses shall have a definite end date and may be
subject to specific conditions considered reasonable and/or necessary for the protection
of the public health, safety, and general welfare.
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Additionally, Section 1009.03D.1-3 of the City Code specifies the three specific criteria that
must be satisfied in order to approve a proposed INTERIM USE (IU).
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Criteria #1: The proposed use will not impose additional costs on the public if it is necessary for
the public to take the property in the future.
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Criteria #1 Staff Analysis: This is generally intended to ensure that an interim use will not make
the site costly to clean up if the City had to take possession of the property in the future. In this
case, the Planning Division does not anticipate taking possession of the Church if there are
unanticipated issues or concerns with the emergency overnight shelters. Instead the Planning
Division envisions working with the Church and City Department to resolve issues/concerns, or
revoke the IU.
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Criteria #2: The proposed use will not create an excessive burden on parks, streets, and other
public facilities.
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Criteria #2 Staff Analysis: Planning Division believes that the proposed IU for emergency
overnight shelter would not constitute an excessive burden on streets, parks, or other facilities, as
there would be minimal traffic derived from the families being transported to the Church and
they would not be using other public facilities.
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Criteria #3: The proposed use will not be injurious to the surrounding neighborhood or
otherwise harm the public health, safety, and general welfare.
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Criteria #3 Staff Analysis: Planning Division staff believes that the proposed emergency
overnight shelter would not be injurious to the surrounding neighborhood, or otherwise harm the
public health, safety, or general welfare of the area. Our determination regarding this criteria is
grounded in the fact the program is housed within the Church and staffed by Church volunteers
and Project Home staff; occurs for only one month per calendar year; and only supports between
20-24 people, mainly families.
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SUGGESTED PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION
By motion, recommend approval of a 5-year INTERIM USE for New Life Presbyterian Church, 965
Larpenteur Avenue, for an emergency overnight shelter during the month of April each year in
conjunction with Project Home, an Interfaith Action of Greater St. Paul, based on the
information contained in this report, community and neighborhood comments, and Planning
Commissioner input.
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ALTERNATIVE ACTIONS
a. Pass a motion to table the item for future action. An action to table must be tied to the need
of clarity, analysis and/or information necessary to make a recommendation on the request.

73
74

b. Pass a motion denying the proposal. An action to deny must include findings of fact
germane to the request.
Report prepared by:
Thomas Paschke, City Planner |651-792-7074| thomas.paschke@cityofroseville.com
Attachments:

A. Base map
C Project narrative

B. Aerial map
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Attachment C

REQUEST FOR PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION
Agenda Date: 12/05/18
Agenda Item:
6C
Prepared By

Item Description:

Agenda Section
Public Hearing
Consider a request by New Life Presbyterian Church Interim Use in
support of “Project Home” to allow the hosting of 20 emergency shelter
beds for homeless families during the month of April (PF18-026).

1
2
3
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7

APPLICATION INFORMATION
Applicant:
Location:
Property Owner:
Application Submission:
City Action Deadline:
Planning File History:

8
9
10

Level of Discretion in Decision Making:
Action taken on an Interim Use is legislative in nature; the City has broad discretion in making
land use decisions based on advancing the health, safety, and general welfare of the community.
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BACKGROUND
For 10 years New Life Presbyterian Church has opened their doors in April for emergency
overnight shelter and without any incidents, issues, or concerns. The partnership is with Project
Home, an Interfaith Action of Greater St. Paul program, for 20-24 people, mostly families.
Project Home provides a snack, cold breakfast, and beds for sleeping overnight. Families are
transported to and from each church daily. Project Home provides on-site staff support for the
entire time the guests are on location. New Life Presbyterian Church provides volunteers and the
emergency overnight shelter during the month of April each year.
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Earlier this year the Planning Division met with the Roseville Fire Chief and Building Official to
discuss the overnight shelters and how best to address this non-typical church use. It was
determined that, similar to the Minnesota State Fair Park and Ride Lots, an interim use process
and approval would be the best way to support such a use on an annual basis, and at specific
locations.
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Planning staff met with representatives of New Life Presbyterian Church to confirm the need to
have such a use that is not typical of the standard type of church functions supported by the City
and to further discussed the process and provide the applicable applications.
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REVIEW OF INTERIM USE APPLICATION
To arrive at its recommendation, the Planning Division considers the City code regulations, input
gathered at the Open House Meeting, and comments from DRC members. In this case the
relevant code section is 1009.03:

New Life Presbyterian
965 Larpenteur Avenue
Same
October 23, 2018
December 22, 2018
None
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The purpose statement for this section indicates the following: Certain land uses might
not be consistent with the land uses designated in the Comprehensive Land Use Plan, and
they might also fail to meet all of the zoning standards established for the district within
which they are proposed; some such land uses may, however, be acceptable or even
beneficial if reviewed and provisionally approved for a limited period of time. The
purpose of the interim use review process is to allow the approval of interim uses on a
case-by-case basis; approved interim uses shall have a definite end date and may be
subject to specific conditions considered reasonable and/or necessary for the protection
of the public health, safety, and general welfare.
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Additionally, Section 1009.03D.1-3 of the City Code specifies the three specific criteria that
must be satisfied in order to approve a proposed INTERIM USE (IU).
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Criteria #1: The proposed use will not impose additional costs on the public if it is necessary for
the public to take the property in the future.
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Criteria #1 Staff Analysis: This is generally intended to ensure that an interim use will not make
the site costly to clean up if the City had to take possession of the property in the future. In this
case, the Planning Division does not anticipate taking possession of the Church if there are
unanticipated issues or concerns with the emergency overnight shelters. Instead the Planning
Division envisions working with the Church and City Department to resolve issues/concerns, or
revoke the IU.
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Criteria #2: The proposed use will not create an excessive burden on parks, streets, and other
public facilities.
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Criteria #2 Staff Analysis: Planning Division believes that the proposed IU for emergency
overnight shelter would not constitute an excessive burden on streets, parks, or other facilities, as
there would be minimal traffic derived from the families being transported to the Church and
they would not be using other public facilities.
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Criteria #3: The proposed use will not be injurious to the surrounding neighborhood or
otherwise harm the public health, safety, and general welfare.
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Criteria #3 Staff Analysis: Planning Division staff believes that the proposed emergency
overnight shelter would not be injurious to the surrounding neighborhood, or otherwise harm the
public health, safety, or general welfare of the area. Our determination regarding this criteria is
grounded in the fact the program is housed within the Church and staffed by Church volunteers
and Project Home staff; occurs for only one month per calendar year; and only supports between
20-24 people, mainly families.
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SUGGESTED PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION
By motion, recommend approval of a 5-year INTERIM USE for New Life Presbyterian Church, 965
Larpenteur Avenue, for an emergency overnight shelter during the month of April each year in
conjunction with Project Home, an Interfaith Action of Greater St. Paul, based on the
information contained in this report, community and neighborhood comments, and Planning
Commissioner input.
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ALTERNATIVE ACTIONS
a. Pass a motion to table the item for future action. An action to table must be tied to the need
of clarity, analysis and/or information necessary to make a recommendation on the request.

73
74

b. Pass a motion denying the proposal. An action to deny must include findings of fact
germane to the request.
Report prepared by:
Thomas Paschke, City Planner |651-792-7074| thomas.paschke@cityofroseville.com
Attachments:

A. Base map
C Project narrative

B. Aerial map
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Attachment C

Attachment B
Extract of the December 5, 2018, Roseville Planning Commission Meeting Minutes
c. Consider a Request by New Life Presbyterian Church for an Interim Use to Operate as
Emergency Overnight Shelter for Month of April Each Year (PF18-026)
1
2
3

Chair Murphy opened the public hearing for PF18-026 at approximately 6:51 p.m. and
reported on the purpose and process of a public hearing. He advised this item will be before
the City Council on January 7, 2019

4
5

City Planner Paschke summarized the request as detailed in the staff report dated December
5, 2018.

6
7

Member Bull asked if the Interim Use Permit for the shelters in church’s is required based on
an administrative decision.

8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17

Mr. Paschke stated he stated last summer the Fire Department and Building Official went out
to one or both of the churches for inspection and was determined at that time through
discussions it was determined that churches are not designed for overnight stays. He stated
the churches are not built for or meet fire or building codes for overnight stays. In order to
be allowed to have overnight stays without making the needed improvements the church can
either do the Interim Use process or the church can submit plans to remodel to accommodate
lodging rooms or those types of things in order to become compliant with the code because
this is not a traditional, historical or common use of a church and its facilities. The way the
City supports it through the zoning would be an Interim Use in order to allow the church to
continue to do this.

18
19
20
21

Member Bull begged to differ that it is not a traditional use of a church. Many churches he
knows have done this and he feels like it is almost an underhanded move to question
sanctuary cities and sanctuary churches with this action without broader community
involvement.

22
23
24
25
26

Mr. Paschke indicated Member Bull was free to have that opinion regarding the Planning
Divisions interpretation of Place of Assembly and indicates that the Church can appeal the
staff interpretation/determination to the City Council. He also stated he would disagree with
the opinion staff was underhanded in requiring the IU process for the temporary overnight
homeless shelter and thought many on staff would also disagree.

27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36

Member Bull agreed the City Council is the place to bring that up. As a Planning
Commission the members are here to rule on what is before them as a request, but it is good
to have a grounding as to how this requirement came about. He felt like it puts a bourdon on
the finances of the churches. He stated this has been happening for many years and the
churches have other programs such as lock-downs. He stated he has visited with Roseau
Lutheran for their open house on this matter and he saw their housing facilities. He stated he
did not know the fire code or what would need to be amended. For the temporary purchases
the church is looking for he thought it is a very good facility. He stated he was supportive of
the effort and he was open to hearing the views of the community and Commissioners to
make a decision at the end of this.

37
38

Member Sparby asked if staff had a list of what improvements need to be made as required
by the fire and building code.
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39
40
41
42
43
44

Mr. Paschke indicated he did not have that information with him. He stated there is not an
area in the church that is designed for housing. It is a different type of code that needs to be
met in order to have living facilities, overnight stay, versus having it designed as open
sanctuary areas and other things. He stated the building code looks at those things much
differently as does the fire code. He noted there are exiting issues and other things that need
to be taken into consideration.

45

Member Sparby indicated there was not an idea of cost to make the improvements.

46
47
48

Mr. Paschke indicated there was not. He stated when this was brought to him, he was not
aware this type of use was being utilized in either of the 2 churches, regardless of how long it
has been there.

49
50
51

Member Sparby stated the Commission received a brief rundown of the fees and the letter
but that was not part of the actual record received. He wondered if staff had a rundown of
what those fees are and is that only applicable once for the five-year Interim Use.

52
53
54
55
56
57
58
59
60

Mr. Paschke stated in order to go through the Interim Use process, it is treated differently
than some of the other processes the City has. He stated the City is required to conduct an
open house which has a specific fee and escrow required as a part of it because there is an
expanded notification process. The fee needs to be paid and if the City has a much larger
notification, then the City might utilize a portion of the escrow paid. He stated in this case
the escrow was not used so the church has to pay the fee and escrow was returned. He stated
there is also an application fee for an Interim Use and in this case both churches applied
under the former application, so the fee was much less than the current application fee on the
books.

61
62

Member Sparby stated he sees the open house fee of $1,100 and the escrow is $500, and the
application fee was $675 with escrow being returned.

63
64

Member Daire asked if it has been staff’s determination that this operation is unsafe and
therefore the health, safety and welfare of the community is in danger.

65
66
67
68
69
70

Mr. Paschke stated he would not say it is unsafe. He indicated he did not know if it was
unsafe or safe for that matter. He thought there were life safety issues with having people
staying overnight in facilities that are not appropriate for them. In order to address that the
improvement would either need to be done to support that or there is a process that the
applicant needs to go through, Interim Use, in order to continue that type of effort, whatever
it is.

71

Member Daire asked if Mr. Paschke considered this to be an unsafe situation in either event.

72

Mr. Paschke stated he would not know any differently.

73
74
75
76

Member Daire stated the powers that the City operates under, the police powers of the City,
protecting the health, safety and welfare of the residents, and if this is unsafe then he thought
it is the City’s obligation to say it is and if it is unsafe then he thought the Commission
needed to know what is needed to make it safe.

77
78
79
80

Mr. Paschke stated he has not been told it is not unsafe. He stated the Fire Department has
not communicated to him, but the project has been discussed with staff and the Building
Department. The use has been discussed and the Fire Department has concerns about it, but
he did not hear the term that it is unsafe. There are issues related to with what is going on
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and the Fire Department can work with it under the Interim Use knowing what is known
today versus what was known years ago. He stated only under the Interim Use permit will
the Fire Department support this.

84
85
86
87
88
89
90
91

Member Daire stated the point he was getting at, is this a use the City is not familiar with
attached to a church. Or does this actually threaten the health, safety and welfare of people
in the community or the people that use it. He thought if it is demonstrated that it is a threat
to the health, safety and welfare, then the City has a leg to stand on. If the only reason is that
the City is not used to having churches do this kind of thing, then he thought the City was on
pretty shaky ground. He stated if it is unsafe, then there needs to be a plan to make it safe. If
it is solely the use which is not under the police powers, then there are other questions that
need to be answered.

92
93

Member Groff asked if there were any other solutions other than Interim Use with this
proposal other than doing the changes and repairs to the physical structure.

94
95
96
97
98
99
100

Mr. Paschke indicated he did not believe so. Realistically from a Planning/Zoning
perspective, utilizing a church for this use is prohibited and the only way around that under
the Zoning context is going through the Interim Use process to allow it. This is no different
from the other Interim Uses the City supports. He stated this is not a use the City would
consider to be typical or historical or traditional of a church and warrants greater scrutiny
because of the type of activity that it is. He stated he got involved because the Fire
Department and Building Official got involved in their inspection and concerns over it.

101

Member Groff asked if the City Council was able to waive any of the fees.

102
103
104

Mr. Paschke assumed the City Council would have the ability to waive fees if chosen to do
so. Staff does not have the ability nor does the Planning Commission, only recommendations
can be made by the Planning Commission.

105
106
107
108

Member Groff understood that and thought there was a bigger question going on right here
but to make if difficult for churches to function and do something that the church and people
feel is their duty and is a big thing for the City to step in and make difficult for them. He
understood Mr. Paschke is approaching this just from a statute.

109
110
111
112
113

Mr. Paschke thought this was broader than that. He did not think the City was trying to step
on any toes with what the church is doing. He thought the City was open to it but with
everything, there is a process. To be perfectly honest, he was not certain it was a good thing
to have buildings designed one way and to be utilizing them in a much different manner
because there are issues with that.

114
115
116
117
118

Member Groff stated the City just finished the Comprehensive Plan and there was a lot of
discussion regarding housing and this is the very basic part of housing, the homeless. He
stated the Commission can look at based on statute and he thought the Commission probably
needed to go this route, but he did not think it should be the end of this conversation because
he thought this was an onerous thing to put on the churches.

119
120
121
122
123

Member Bull stated going forward with the Interim Use Permit, he did not understand how
that provides any additional health or safety to the community. All it does is put the burden
of the church registering and paying almost two thousand dollars in fees that could be
utilized for other uses in the community. He stated staff recommendation does not include
any conditions asking the church to do or fix. He stated he was at a loss as to why the City is
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requiring this. He asked if there was an ordinance regulating temporary housing in nonresidential buildings.

126

Mr. Paschke stated the City did not have anything that he was aware of.

127
128
129
130
131
132
133
134
135
136

Member Bull stated the Roseville Review just published an article on St. Paul passing an
Ordinance on temporary housing on this same matter to provide churches and schools to be
able to provide shelters. He stated the other question is Roseville Statutes versus Minnesota
Statutes, Minnesota Statutes permit emergency shelters and includes institutions such as
schools and churches and inclement weather is defined as an emergency along with other
hardships. He noted there is one section on adults and families and another one is on youths.
He feels like the City is trying to supersede what the State is putting out there as far as
churches being eligible to be emergency shelters which is the intention that is being brought
forward as their use. He stated he was not understanding the need for it and that will be
something the church will need to take up with the City Council.

137
138
139
140
141
142
143

Member Sparby stated he did see a gap between what the Fire Code recommended
improvements were and the Interim Use. If the City was pulling some of the improvements
into the Interim Use and providing something constructive that the church could grasp onto
and therefore there was a broader thrust of the Interim Use, he would be able to take a closer
look at it. But it almost seems like the church is going through the process for no reason
because the City is not pulling in anything that was part of the Fire Code improvement. He
felt there was something amiss of where the City started and the process the City is taking.

144

Applicant Representative

145
146
147
148
149
150
151
152
153
154
155
156
157

 Mary Fran Moen, Church Administrator for United Life Presbyterian Church
Ms. Moen stated her understanding is Project Home requested United Life Presbyterian
Church to inform the Fire Department that people were staying at the church and where in
the church the families were staying so the Fire Department would be aware of any safety
issues. She thought the term shelter was more applicable as opposed to housing because the
church does not cook. Cold snacks are provided in the evening for the families along with
cold breakfast and snacks as the families leave for different programs. The families wash up
at the programs center. The church is strictly a relaxing and sleeping area for the families.
She stated five years ago Project Home asked the church to inform the Fire Department of
the shelter and every year she has been with the church the Fire Department has come in and
inspected the building. One of the comments that Mr. O’Neil made were the number of
exists that were in the church and indicating it was more than what was required. She
showed on a layout where the exists are located in the church.

158
159
160
161
162
163
164
165
166
167

Ms. Moen stated Mr. O’Neil made the comment along the lines that he was very happy to see
how open it was and more than enough ways out in case of an emergency. Her
understanding from what was said is the safety of the church is surpassed. She also invited
the Fire Department to tour the entire building and check it for fire safety to make sure
everything was up to code. She noted the church has complied with everything the Fire
Department has asked for because safety of the church guest is important. She stated she
sees this as a very historic and traditional use of the church with having some sanctuary
issues and to show Christ’s love. This is a very tangible way that United Life is promoting
what the church is seeing as their vision and mission and has always been part of this
church’s mission as far as showing Christ’s love in this community.
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Ms. Moen stated homelessness is a huge problem in society right now and this is a chance for
Roseville to also take part in a homelessness initiative.

170
171

 Sarah Legal, Director of Project Home at Interfaith Action of Greater St. Paul
Ms. Legal stated she has been running project home since 2001.

172
173
174
175
176
177
178
179
180
181
182
183
184
185

 Pastor Riz Prakasim, Pastor of United Life Presbyterian Church
Pastor Prakasim stated he has been leading the faith community in Roseville for the last five
years. He echoed what Ms. Moen and Ms. Legal have stated. He stated 2.5 years ago the
church had the pleasure of inviting Chief Mathwig to their faith community for the adult
education forum and one of the things he stated is this is a joint effort to make the
communities more robust, safe, and cooperative. He stated there were three things the
church could do from their perspective to decrease crime and strife in the community. One
of things is to provide transportation for people to get to work and help people to find jobs.
Help people with child care systems and the third thing he said is this is people with housing
and is certainly something the church has been trying to do in concert with Project Home.
This is one of the basic tenants of their faith as described in the Holy Canon. Matthew 25
explicitly says that if you see someone in need you are obligated as a Christian to do so. That
is one of the things the church has been trying to do in the community, trying to help out with
the deficits where the church sees them to make this a safer community for all.

186
187

Member Groff asked what other solutions other cities have found because this is not a new
process.

188
189
190
191
192
193
194
195

Ms. Legal stated the City of St. Paul, which the majority of their faith communities are in,
Project Home has been running under what St. Paul considers to be a similar use permit and
made Project Home go in front of the City Council, but St. Paul never made Project Home
pay for the permit or anything and at the time St. Paul asked Project Home to give PED a list
of the congregations that were within the City limits and did not make any of the
congregations pay any fees at all. Because of it’s size the City of St. Paul gets some ESG
(Emergency Solutions Grant) funding and St. Paul financially supports Project Home within
the City of St. Paul.

196
197
198

Ms. Legal stated the City of Maplewood has a similar process and she thought she did ask
Woodland Hills Church to change something about their air ducts. She stated there was not
additional fees.

199
200
201

Ms. Legal stated Project Home serves all of Ramsey County. She stated Project Home
serves mostly children with their parents and the families are local, the children go to
Roseville schools.

202
203

Member Sparby asked what are the improvements that need to be made to the church to
make the building compliant.

204
205
206

Ms. Moen stated Chief O’Neil told her nothing, when the Fire Chief and his crew came in
and toured the building, they thought it had wonderful access and did not suggest any
improvements. She stated she offered to go through and have a safety inspection.

207
208

Member Sparby asked why the City of Roseville is going through the Interim Use Process if
the building is compliant for that use. He thought that information needed to be provided
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before the Commission could make a decision as to why the City would be moving forward
with an Interim Use.

211
212

Pastor Prakasim, stated the Interim Fire Chief is a member of the church and has raised no
objection as to what the church is doing.

213
214
215
216

Member Bull stated the MN Statutes and the way it is worded reads “The temporary housing
can be provided for up to thirty consecutive days, up to sixty days cumulative per year”. He
wondered if the church would be open to something like that so the City can be consistent
with MN Statutes should the Commission recommend that.

217
218

Ms. Moen stated April has thirty days and for Roseville Lutheran, February has even fewer
days.

219

Chair Murphy invited the public to comment on the proposal.
Public Comment

220
221
222
223
224
225
226
227
228
229
230

Mr. John Shardlow, President Roseville Lutheran Church Council
Mr. Shardlow recognized his item is coming up next on the agenda but thought he would
address the Commission because it is the same sort of issue. He stated he is a City planning
consultant by profession, but he was at the meeting as a representative of the church. He
indicated his church had no objection to communicating with the City of Roseville regarding
what the church is doing. He thought it was in their mutual best interest that the City is
aware of what the church is doing. He stated the Church did not object to having some sort
of review and approval and thought it was important that is a shelter is being discussed and
not lodging.

231
232
233
234
235
236
237
238
239

Mr. Shardlow stated volunteers are always onsite when people are there. Volunteers are at
the shelter to feed people and is a supervised activity. The $2,000 could be used other ways
and he hoped the church and City can discuss this. He thought the Interim Use Permit for
five years is a good thing. He thought there could be discussion of automatic renewal of the
Interim Use Permit if there are no issues or problems connected to it because he did not think
problem is going to go away. As a church, as a congregation the focus is on Roseville as a
community. He stated this is an ongoing thing and felt is a really important part of being a
community. He stated the church is strong supporters of the City Government and want to be
partners.

240
241
242
243
244
245
246

Cheryl Fairbanks, Member of New Life and Volunteer for Project Home event
Ms. Fairbanks stated Project Homes is what seems to be bringing this issue forward, but she
believed it was Commissioner Bull that brought the conversation forward earlier that the
underlying thing is anybody staying overnight. She did not hear an answer for that and if the
church is doing youth lock-in’s or confirmation or things that the church has historically
always done which are overnights that it too would be impacted by what the Commission is
talking about and she would like clarification on that point.

247
248

Mr. Paschke stated he thought the issue was the extended stay time that the shelter has that
becomes more concerning than a weekend.

249
250

Ron Moen, husband of Mary Fran Moen
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254
255
256
257
258
259

Mr. Moen stated he is not a member of either church but as the Finance Director and
Controller of the Public Housing Agency in St. Paul, housing is very near and dear to his
heart. He indicated St. Paul has approximately 22,000 people the City provides or subsidizes
housing for. Public housing is not housing of last resort, it requires waiting lists and a
waiting time of what can be a few months to several years. Homelessness is a huge problem
throughout the Nation. Programs such as this are needful because Public Housing cannot do
it all. These types of programs are very necessary for the communities. He thought as Mary
Fran stated this is Roseville’s opportunity to assist with a program that will benefit people in
the Metro area.

260
261
262
263
264
265
266

Warren Wolf, Member of New Life
Mr. Wolf stated he has been a member of the community for the last twenty years. He
appreciated the tone he is hearing from the Commission. He thought everyone in the room
agreed that this is an important area where the City could really be supporting people in
Roseville and the State in dealing with housing problems. He stated part of his letter to the
City Council will suggest that maybe the City Council could be supportive by making a two
thousand donation to this effort to help alleviate problems with housing.

267
268
269
270
271
272
273
274
275

Mari Herbyashi, Member of New Life and volunteer for Project Home
Ms. Herbyashi stated this project has been going on for over a decade at this point and at no
point have there been any safety incidents or concerns. She noted when a mailing went out
for notification of this project happening the only people who showed up were ones in
support of this program. She stated it has been said that this is not a common use of a church
and she wanted to push back on that statement and say there are twenty plus sites across the
Twin Cities that participate in Project Home and many more across the State and many are
churches, schools and synagogues. She stated the community sees this as a fundamental
mission of the church.

276
277

Chair Murphy closed the public hearing at 7:32 p.m.; as no one else appeared to speak for or
against.

278
279
280
281
282
283
284
285
286
287
288
289
290
291
292
293
294
295

Commission Deliberation
Member Daire commented that last month he was not able to attend the meeting because he
was hunting up near the North Shore where he was not prepared with clothing to be able to
withstand the temperature for more than a couple of hours. It seems to him that there are a
number of homeless people who are facing the same situation; inadequately clothed, very
little place to stay, with almost no help, and it strikes him that he spent thirty-seven years in
planning as a professional, thirty-three of which was with the City of Minneapolis and he
came to regard his role as being the guardian of the public good and took that seriously. He
stated the City has almost just come through the Comprehensive Plan process of updating the
2030 plan to 2040 and the City was strongly urged by the Metropolitan Council to look to
equity rather than equality as an element of the Comprehensive Plan and to work it in.
Equity means that everybody gets a fair shake. He stated there are some people that cannot
do that, many of those are called homeless people. He stated he was not on a crusade, but it
strikes him that in just the last month, he and his wife have received requests for funding
from The Franklin Graham Program and Samaritan’s First who is collecting money for heart
operations for kids who have heart defects. He wondered if that was a traditional endeavor
for the church to take. He thought the community had the capability and maybe the
responsibility to address some of these things.
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297
298
299
300
301
302
303
304
305
306
307
308
309
310
311
312
313

Member Daire stated he spent a lot time over this proposal, lost some sleep over it, and also
did some praying over it. He was reminded of the Scripture verse in James 4, Chapter 17
“He who knows to do good and doesn’t do it to him it is sin.” He thought it speaks directly
to the kind of thing the City is involved in. He stated when he was on the planning staff with
Minneapolis, he felt like everything had to be regulated, that the City couldn’t have an inch
of ground that was not under some sort of land use plan or some kind of policy statement in
terms of how the City was to address that because the City is guardians of public good. He
stated he did not feel that way anymore and felt he was arrogant in that. He would like to
approach this somewhat differently. He thought the City’s intent to regulate programs within
churches is a slippery slope. Once the City Officials allow this to be regulated then what is
next. He did not think it is a place where faith communities belong, nor does he think it is a
place the City ought to put faith communities. He appreciated the letter sent out by Ms.
Moen and thought there are a lot of better ways to spend $1,770 than balancing the City’s
budget. He would not be at all opposed to contributing to this process and thought it was
essential. He wished more churches were standing up and doing what these two churches are
doing. He stated if it were up to him, he would ask the churches to keep him informed and
tell them to go for it. But that is not the course that was chosen by staff and it puts him in
opposition to staff in this matter.

314
315
316
317
318
319
320
321

MOTION
Member Gitzen moved, seconded by Member Groff, to recommend to the City Council
approval of a 5-year INTERIM USE for New Life Presbyterian Church, 965
Larpenteur Avenue, for an emergency overnight shelter during the month of April each
year in conjunction with Project Home, an Interfaith Action of Greater St. Paul, based
on the information contained in this report, community and neighborhood comments,
and Planning Commission input.

322
323
324
325
326
327
328
329

Member Gitzen stated he agreed with everything stated at the meeting, but he did not think
the City is against the churches providing this. This is a process and should probably be a
better way of doing this or a fee waived but he thought what the Planning Commission is
charged with is to vote on the Interim Use Permit or not vote on it and the Interim Use Permit
actually supports the church using their building for a shelter. He agreed that the City was
opening a can of worm doing this. He did not think it is the Commission’s job to determine
to waive a fee or make the building safe. He thought the Commission’s job is to either
support this or not support this.

330
331
332
333

Member Groff agreed and the issue is process. The last thing he wants to see is this Interim
Use not going through and the church not being able to have a shelter in April because the
City has to address this someway. He thought the church needs to talk to the City Council
and make it known that the fee should be addressed.

334
335
336
337
338
339

Member Bull stated he was in favor of recommending this to the City Council for approval
although he believed the motion that has been made as recommended is more restrictive than
the City should have. He would like to enter a motion to amend the motion striking the
portion of line 66 that states “during the month of April each year in conjunction with Project
Home, an Interfaith Action of Greater St. Paul” and replace that with wording “for up to
thirty consecutive days and up to a cumulative sixty days per year”.
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342
343

Member Bull moved, seconded by Member Daire, to amend the motion to strike the
wording “during the month of April each year in conjunction with Project Home, an
Interfaith Action of Greater St. Paul” and replace with “for up to thirty consecutive
days and up to a cumulative sixty days per year.”

344
345
346
347
348
349
350
351

Member Bull stated the reason for the amended motion is this Interim Use is for five years
and Project Home could morph into something different. He did not want to see the church
go through this process again just because it is replaced by a different program or if it
becomes appropriate for the church to do this during the month of March because some other
church that is doing March now can’t do it but could do April which changes the schedule.
He would like to leave that in the hands of the church and the program administrators to
make this happen. The Commission can still recommend granting the Interim Use Permit
and still have some restrictions on the number of days to keep it a temporary situation.

352
353
354
355

Member Daire stated the amendment was good with him but he questioned whether the City
should regulate a church program. He stated he would rather see no amendment at all but if
this is the best the Commission can come up with, he trusted the City Council to be able to
make a good decision on that.

356
357

Chair Murphy asked Ms. Moen if the proposed amendment was congruent with her group’s
intent.

358
359
360

Ms. Moen stated she appreciated the amendment and saw it as broadening the application
and greatly appreciated the Commission’s foresight on this. She did see this as congruent
with what the church is asking.

361

Chair Murphy asked Mr. Paschke if he saw any incongruencies.

362

Mr. Paschke indicated he did not have any issues with the amendment.

363
364

Member Bull stated he picked the thirty and sixty days because that is specified in MN State
Statutes for shelters.

365
366
367
368
369
370
371
372
373

Member Sparby stated he could support this but thought it was odd that the Commission was
talking about a Statute not in front of the members. He stated he did not like to insert the
Commission’s judgement for that of the church. The Church asked for April and the
Commission is changing it to thirty consecutive days, up to sixty, which is broadening this.
He was fine with that, but wanted to make sure the Commission captures what the church
wants at this point in time and not blow it up into a bigger debate about the parameters set on
it. To the extent that the City can keep it narrow to what the church wants, he thought it has
a better chance of success. It the Commission muddies it up too much, he thinks it is harder
for people to get their heads around it.

374
375
376
377
378

Chair Murphy stated he was also in favor of the amendment and checking with the requester
for the Interim Use, he believed the Commission is not blowing up the mission but perhaps
giving the church more flexibility, as Member Bull stated, to accommodate future needs
without having to go through the process or additional cost. He guessed this would be
addressed by the City Council within five years.

379
380
381

Ayes: 6
Nays: 0
Amendment motion carried.
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385

Chair Murphy stated because the amendment motion was approved, the Commission needs
to vote on the main motion to recommend approval for a 5-year INTERIM USE with the
time frame as amended. He asked for additional discussion.

386
387
388
389
390
391
392

Member Sparby stated the biggest issue with this is the City cites Section 1009.03 with three
specific criteria that must be satisfied in order to approve a proposed Interim Use. Criteria
one is the proposed use will not impose additional costs on the public if it is necessary for the
public to take the property in the future. Criteria two is the proposed use will not create an
excessive burden on parks, streets, and other public facilities and Criteria three is the
proposed use will not be injurious to the surrounding neighborhood or otherwise harm the
public health, safety, and general welfare.

393
394
395
396
397
398
399
400
401
402
403
404
405
406
407
408

Member Sparby stated the Commission is talking about uses that might not be consistent
with the land use designation and/or failed to meet all of the Zoning Standards established for
the district within which being proposed. He stated the Commission has not articulated on
either of those grounds as to why this fails to meet that. All he sees in this memo is that this
is non-typical of a church use and what he has heard tonight is this is very typical of a church
use for the center. On top of that, he has not heard any improvements that need to be made to
actually get the church compliant. What he has heard is the church is compliant and the
church needs to go through this process because it is non-typical and is written in the staff
report without any backing whatsoever so making the church go through the Interim Use
process does not make any sense. Additionally, the City is limiting this to a 5-year Interim
Use so the church will have to come back in five years unless the City Council does
something drastically different. He thought the Commission needed to do a better job as to
why the church is going through this process. He thought there needed to be a better grasp as
to why the church is going through the Interim Use process. He thought it was a good idea to
get this sent up to the City Council to make a determination on it. He indicated he would be
supporting the motion even though he did not agree with the avenue of the Interim Use.

409
410
411
412
413
414
415
416
417

Member Bull agreed and indicated in spending some time looking through this, the Comp
Plan references churches in Institutional Districts but nowhere in the City Code is church
defined. He stated what is typical of a church is never spelled out. He stated looking at City
Code 1001.05, has Institutional Zone but that refers to churches as places of assembly and
nothing behind that. The property standards that are put forward for places of assembly is
that it has some kind of an egress onto a connector type street. He stated the Code does not
address this at all and he thought their mission is to act on this before them but he was glad
the City Council typically watches the Planning Commission meeting so the Council can get
the temperament of what the Commission is trying to portray.

418
419
420
421
422
423
424
425

Chair Murphy thanked for the Commission for insightful comments. He stated when he
received the packet and read it, he thought this was pretty much of a no brainer and that the
City and Commission should support institutions doing this. But the Commission seems to
be stuck in a bit of administrative mud trying to figure out if an Interim Use is needed and
what is the best way to do it. Rather than see the tentacles of City government reach inside
the church, he sees a Fire Department and Community Development Department trying to do
their jobs with lack of specificity addressing this issue in City Code and some level of Code
tweaking and fee schedule tweaking to recognize the times we live in are appropriate.
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Otherwise, he had to strongly agree with Member Gitzen that the Commission’s job is to
recommend approval or denial tonight. He stated he will also be in favor of the motion.

428
429
430

Ayes: 6
Nays: 0
Motion carried.

431
432
433

b. Consider a Request by Roseville Lutheran Church for an Interim Use to Operate as
Emergency Overnight Shelter for Month of February Each Year (PF18-025)

434
435
436

Chair Murphy opened the public hearing for PF18-025 at approximately 7:53 p.m. and
reported on the purpose and process of a public hearing. He advised this item will be before
the City Council on January 7, 2019

437
438
439

City Planner Paschke summarized the request as detailed in the staff report dated December
5, 2018. He suggested the motion to be made should reflect the motion from the previous
item to be consistent.

440

Applicant Representative

441



John Shardlow, President Roseville Lutheran Church Council

442
443

Mr. Shardlow stated Roseville Lutheran Church would welcome the opportunity to work
with the City to try and figure out how to do this better. He appreciated the conversation.

444
445

Chair Murphy asked if the change in wording for the motion to thirty days consecutive and
up to a cumulative sixty days per year was agreeable to them.

446
447
448
449

Mr. Shardlow stated the church is grateful for the flexibility and over time, the church may
try to make some additional improvements to try and make this a better accommodation over
time. He thought this was something the church would like to continue to work with the
community on and are happy to be a part of that discussion.

450
451
452
453
454

Member Bull stated he visited and toured the facilities at Roseville Lutheran, and believed
the set up at the church is a little different than the previous one the Commission saw. The
previous one was using a great room of sorts as the shelter and Roseville Lutheran has
individual rooms for the families and each room is equipped with smoke and carbon
monoxide detectors and appear to him to be as safe as what he has in his home.

455
456
457
458
459

Mr. Shardlow stated the church does appreciate the fact that the church does have the
opportunity for the families to have some privacy and that is one of the important parts of the
experience the church tries to support. He stated the church did just go through the expense
of having their kitchen licensed as a commercial facility so the church can provide food in a
meaningful way as well.

460

Public Comment

461
462

Ms. Cheryl Fairbanks, Member of New Life Presbyterian

463
464

Ms. Fairbanks stated she would like to speak in support of their fellow church, Roseville
Lutheran but she would like to propose to the Council to not make each church individually
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465
466
467
468

or institutional organization have to address this. But rather to come up with a common way
for people to go through this process whether it is once a year to apply with details and have
an inspection but have only one process and one form and not make every organization have
a separate proposal. That would make it easier and much more efficient.

469
470

Chair Murphy closed the public hearing at 7:58 p.m.; as no one else appeared to speak for or
against.

471

Commission Deliberation

472

MOTION

473
474
475
476
477

Member Bull moved, seconded by Member Sparby, to recommend to the City Council
approval of a 5-year INTERIM USE for Roseville Lutheran Church, 1215 Roselawn
Avenue, for an emergency overnight shelter for up to thirty consecutive days and up to
a cumulative sixty days per year, based on the information contained in this report,
community and neighborhood comments, and Planning Commissioner Input.

478
479
480

Ayes: 6
Nays: 0
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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
Roseville, County of Ramsey, Minnesota, was held on the 7th day of January, 2019, at 6:00 p.m.
The following members were present:
and the following were absent:
Councilmember ______introduced the following resolution and moved its adoption:
RESOLUTION NO. _____
A RESOLUTION APPROVING AN INTERIM USE FOR NEW LIFE PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH TO
CONDUCT A TEMPORARY EMERGENCY OVERNIGHT HOMELESS SHELTER (PF18-026)
WHEREAS, the Planning Commission, at a public hearing held on December 5, 2018,
pertaining to the request by New Life Presbyterian Church for consideration of an Interim Use in
support of a temporary homeless shelter in cooperation with Project Home during the month of
April each year; and
WHEREAS, after the required public hearing, the Roseville Planning Commission
recommended approval (6-0) of the request by New Life Presbyterian Church for a five year
Interim Use supporting the annual temporary emergency overnight homeless shelter; and
WHEREAS, the Planning Commission recommended that instead of the temporary
emergency overnight homeless shelter being allowed to operate only during the month of April,
as things could change, the Commission recommended the shelter be allowed to operate up to 30
consecutive days and up to 60 cumulative days per calendar year; and
WHEREAS, the subject property is identified as follows:
965 Larpenteur Avenue
PIN # 14-29-23-34-0027
WHEREAS, the Roseville City Council at their meeting of January 7, 2019, was
presented with the project report from the Community Development staff regarding the subject
request; and
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the City Council hereby approves the
Interim Us for an annual emergency overnight homeless shelter at New Life Presbyterian
Church, 965 Larpenteur Avenue, subject to:
1. The shelter being allowed to operate up to 30 consecutive days and up to 60 cumulative
days per calendar year.
2. This approval shall expire at 11:59 pm on January 7, 2024; a five year IU.
The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was seconded by Member
__________ and upon vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor thereof:
and the following voted against the same:
WHEREUPON said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted.
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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
Roseville, County of Ramsey, Minnesota, was held on the 7th day of January, 2019, at 6:00 p.m.
The following members were present:
and the following were absent:
Councilmember ______introduced the following resolution and moved its adoption:
RESOLUTION NO. _____
A RESOLUTION APPROVING AN INTERIM USE FOR ROSEVILLE LUTHERAN CHURCH TO
CONDUCT A TEMPORARY EMERGENCY OVERNIGHT HOMELESS SHELTER (PF18-025)
WHEREAS, the Planning Commission, at a public hearing held on December 5, 2018,
pertaining to the request by Roseville Lutheran Church for consideration of an Interim Use in
support of a temporary homeless shelter in cooperation with Project Home during the month of
February each year; and
WHEREAS, after the required public hearing, the Roseville Planning Commission
recommended approval (6-0) of the request by Roseville Lutheran Church for a five year Interim
Use supporting the annual temporary emergency overnight homeless shelter; and
WHEREAS, the Planning Commission recommended that instead of the temporary
emergency overnight homeless shelter being allowed to operate only during the month of
February, as things could change, the Commission recommended the shelter be allowed to
operate up to 30 consecutive days and up to 60 cumulative days per calendar year
WHEREAS, the subject property is identified as follows:
1215 Roselawn Avenue
PIN # 15-29-23-14-0093
WHEREAS, the Roseville City Council at their meeting of January 7, 2019, was
presented with the project report from the Community Development staff regarding the subject
request; and
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the City Council hereby approves the
Interim Us for an annual emergency overnight homeless shelter at Roseville Lutheran Church,
1215 Roselawn Avenue, subject to:
1. The shelter being allowed to operate up to 30 consecutive days and up to 60 cumulative
days per calendar year.
2. This approval shall expire at 11:59 pm on January 7, 2024; a five year IU.
The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was seconded by Member
__________ and upon vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor thereof:
and the following voted against the same:
WHEREUPON said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@civicplus.com
*RVCouncil; Dawn O"Connor; Pat Trudgeon
Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council
Sunday, December 2, 2018 7:44:05 PM

Contact City Council
Please complete this online form and submit.

Subject

Alternate Use Permit

Contact Information

Name:

Susan Kachel

Address:

1776 Asbury Street

City:

Falcon Heights

State:

MN

Zip:

55113

This form goes to the Mayor, all Councilmembers and certain City Staff. Due to
the volume of emails submitted, a personal reply is not always possible.

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

Email

Email Address:
Phone Number:
Please Share Your
Comment, Question or
Concern

Hello Roseville City Council Members, I am not a citizen of
Roseville. I am a citizen of Falcon Heights. I am a teacher at
Roseville Area Schools, and I am a member of New Life
Presbyterian Church in Roseville. I spend a lot of my time and a
lot of my money in Roseville. I feel like Roseville is doing great
things as of late, including the addition of Walmart, Von Maur,
and the new Punch Pizza. My family and I love Roseville. I
learned of something today that caused me concern. My church,
New Life Presbyterian, does an outreach program every April
called Project Home. We offer our church to homeless people for
the month of April. Our church offers homeless people a place to
sleep, and we provide them with breakfast and dinner. We also
spend time with the homeless peoples' children. Our Project
Home activities and food are provided by volunteers from our
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church. This is not something our church makes money on. What
I learned today is that the City of Roseville is requiring that our
church needs to file an "Alternate Use Permit" in order for us to
perform our outreach of Project Home. The cost for the permit is
$1,800. I feel like our church is giving a lot to help homeless
people. Why should we have to pay $1,800 in addition to all we
do? I also understand that there is a special hearing being held
this Wednesday, Dec. 5th about this issue. I feel like this special
hearing, along with the fee, is a lot of red tape for a non-profit
good works organization such as my church to go through in
order to do our good works. Our church contributes to Roseville's
good reputation as an excellent place to live. I ask that the
Roseville City Council consider waiving this fee to our church. I
could see how a fee would be fair if the Project Home activity
caused wear and tear on the Roseville community and if our
church was earning revenue from the outreach. Our church does
Project Home as an outreach to help less fortunate people. I
honestly don't think Roseville would want to hinder such good
works by requiring a hefty fee such as $1,800. Additionally, I
think that the Council should consider scrapping the Alternate
Use Permit in the case of churches and their good works. Thank
you for your consideration. Susan Kachel

Unless restricted by law, all correspondence to and from Roseville City
government offices, including information submitted through electronic forms such
as this one, may be public data subject to the Minnesota Data Practices Act
and/or may be disclosed to third parties.
Email not displaying correctly? View it in your browser.
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