REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION
Date: January 25, 2021
Item No.:
7.h
Department Approval

City Manager Approval

Item Description: Discuss Roseville’s 2021 Legislative Priorities
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BACKGROUND
On January 4, the City Council discussed the 2021 Legislative Priorities. Minutes from that
discussion are included as Attachment A.

From the discussion, it appears that the City Council was interested in maintaining the majority of
the legislative priorities from 2020, only removing two items: 1) the liquor license for the Cedarholm
Community Building as it was enacted into law; and 2) removing the priority regarding Presidential
Primaries as it not a relevant issue in 2021. The City Council also wanted further discussion about
requesting funding for additional improvements to the OVAL that were not included in the last
bonding bill. Finally, the City Council discussed adding several new items to the Legislative
Priorities. These included:
•
•
•
•
•

Theft and Sale of Catalytic Convertors
Mental Health Funding in Public Safety
Police Arbitration Reform
Additional Affordable Housing Funding
Support of Equal Rights Amendment

As discussed in the January 4 RCA, staff would also like to add a priority regarding support of
increasing local fees for Deputy Registrars.
Review of Existing Priorities
Staff suggests the City Council once again review the 2020 Legislative Priorities (Attachment B) and
determine if there are any changes to make for the 2021 priorities.
2020 High Priority Items
The following legislative priorities are ones that the City of Roseville directly supports and will
directly engage the Minnesota Legislature to ensure passage of legislation that implement these
priorities.
• Seek financial support for capital improvements for the state and regional asset of the
Guidant John Rose Minnesota OVAL and support facilities through the 2020 State Bonding
Bill*
• Allow Cedarholm Community Building to have an on-sale intoxicating liquor license**
• Allow Municipal Hotel Licensing
• Allowing a Taproom and Cocktail Room on the same premise
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2020 Other Priorities
The following legislative priorities are ones that the City of Roseville supports but will let other
organizations and advocates directly engage the Minnesota Legislature regarding passage of
legislation to implement these priorities.
• Enact Statewide Licensing of Massage Therapists
• Advocate for an increase in Transportation Funding
• Amend State Building Code Chapter 1306 to Allow Municipalities to Require Sprinkler
Systems in R-2 (Multi-Family) Occupancy Groups.
• Improve Absentee Balloting
• Continue to fund the DEED Redevelopment Grant Program and the Demolition Loan
Program
• Create presumptive coverage for Firefighters diagnosed with cancer
• Improve transparency of information property tax notices sent by counties
• Receive full reimbursement for Presidential Primary Costs**
• Allow for the use of city website or other technology-based methods for official notices
* See additional discussion below.
** Based on previous City Council, these items can be removed from the 2021 Legislative Priorities.
Guidant John Rose Minnesota OVAL Funding
In 2020, the City of Roseville received authorization to utilize $3.9 million of state bonding money
for improvements to the OVAL. As part of the original request, it was estimated that additional state
bonding money would be needed to make all of the necessary repairs and replacements to the
facility. The following items still need funding as part of the overall OVAL capital improvement
project:
•
•
•

Renovate Banquet Facility and Rooftops
Lobby/Mechanical Room and Banquet Center Roof Replacement
Upper Level Bathroom Remodel

$ 217,000
$ 260,000
$ 101,000
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With a 20% contingency factored in for these improvements, the total amount requested would
$693,600.
These improvements are contained in the City’s CIP budget in the General Facilities Replacement
Fund. Below is a table showing the status of the fund (which includes the receipt of the $3.9 million
of state bonding money) if Roseville does not receive additional funding for the remaining
improvements to the OVAL. Given the current funding balance and projected needs, this fund will
be negative in 2023 but and remain near zero fund balance for the next couple of years.
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If the City is successful in receiving bonding dollars for the remaining OVAL improvements, the
fund would not go negative and would have sufficient funding for future needs as indicated in the
chart below.
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Suggested Legislative Policy
The City of Roseville seeks financial support for capital improvements for the state and regional
asset of the Guidant John Rose Minnesota OVAL and support facilities through a future State
Bonding Bill.
Discussion of New Legislative Priorities

Theft and Sale of Catalytic Convertors The theft of catalytic convertors from vehicles has been
rising in Roseville and across the Twin Cities. Catalytic convertors are easy to steal and with the
proper tools it only takes a few minutes to remove them. Catalytic convertors have a high resale
value and are often sold to scrap metal dealers for couple hundred of dollars. The cost for repair by
the vehicle owner can cost up to a couple thousand dollars.
Senator Marty has previously introduced a bill that requires scrap metal dealers from buying
catalytic convertors other than from auto repair or recycling businesses. Under the bill, (Attachment
C) the seller will need to provide proof that they are the owner of the catalytic convertor. The
Minnesota Police Chiefs Association supports this legislation. Additional information from Chief
Scheider regarding catalytic convertor theft is included as Attachment D.
Below is a chart showing Roseville Police calls regarding catalytic convertors.
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Suggested Legislative Policy
The City of Roseville supports any legislation that only allows the sale catalytic convertors to scrap
metal dealers from auto repair or recycling businesses and that restricts individual from selling
catalytic convertors directly to scrap metal dealers. In addition, Roseville supports a requirement to
have serial numbers on a catalytic convertors for tracking purposes.
Mental Health Funding in Public Safety A growing number of Roseville Police Department calls
involve a mental health crisis component. All Roseville Police Officers complete 40 hours of Crisis
Intervention Team training to better understand mental health crises and how to de-escalate these
type of situations. In addition, the City of Roseville partially funds a community case worker with
Northeast Youth and Family Services. The community case worker works with individuals referred
to the NYFS by the Roseville Police Department and helps the referred individual receive access to
resources that address their needs. Despite these efforts, additional resources must be made on a
state-wide level to better equip public safety in dealing with mental health crises and to provide for
better outcomes and resources for persons suffering mental health issues.
Suggested Legislative Policy
The City of Roseville supports state funding to provide local governments financial assistance to
implement co-responder or crisis-response teams to respond to incidents for persons who are in a
mental health crisis or interactions with persons that have developmental, physical, or intellectual
disabilities. In addition, the City of Roseville supports additional state funding for additional police
officer training in de-escalation tactics and skills that can be used when responding to a person in
crisis.
Police Arbitration Reform In the last year there has been a lot of focus regarding police officer
discipline and the use of arbitrators to resolve police office discipline and employment issues after a
critical incident. Often the arbitrator rules against the city’s disciplinary action and the community’s
wishes and as a result reduces the discipline and/or reinstates the officer to duty.
The Minnesota Police Chief’s Association (MPCA) have identified two legislative priorities related
to police arbitration reform. They are:
•

Arbitration Revision Act - The MPCA supports creating a more objective arbitration process
by having the Office of Administrative Hearings handle all police officer termination
grievances.
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•

Officer Integrity Act - The MCPA supports legislation allowing for a Minnesota Licensed
Peace Officer to be terminated from public employment without opportunity to challenge the
remedy of termination should the basis for termination be willful or intentional dishonesty,
deception, or similar unethical or illegal conduct that is deemed sufficient to imperil
their credibility in court testimony. The MCPA does not support limiting an officer’s due
process right to arbitration.

Suggested Legislative Policy
The City of Roseville supports reforms to Minnesota’s labor arbitration and employment laws for
police officers to allow for greater objectivity and accountability in grievance and disciplinary
matters.
Additional Affordable Housing Funding Affordable housing remains a great need for residents and
communities throughout Minnesota. The need is especially acute among person of color due to
systemic and structural racism in the financial and housing sectors and the federal, state, and local
governmental regulatory framework. Additional funding to allow for more people in need to access
affordable housing as well as a full-range of housing types and options are needed to address the
affordable housing crisis.
Suggested Legislative Policy
The City of Roseville supports additional funding to meet affordable housing needs in Minnesota.
The City of Roseville also supports programs and funding for affordable housing that specially
addresses the needs of persons of color in securing affordable housing.
Support of Equal Rights Amendment In 1973, the State of Minnesota ratified an amendment to the
U.S. Constitution (known as the Equal Rights Amendment [ERA]) that stated that men and women
shall have equal protection under the law. The ERA amendment was never ratified by enough states
to amend the U.S. Constitution. Last session, SF 3108 was introduced that would amend the
Minnesota Constitution after approval by voters in a statewide referendum that asked: “Shall the
Minnesota Constitution be amended to provide that equality under the law must not be abridged or
denied on account of sex”. It is expected a similar bill will be introduced this session.
Suggested Legislative Policy
The City of Roseville supports legislation that proposes a voter referendum for an amendment to the
Minnesota Constitution that provides equal protection under the law regardless of gender.
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Increase in fees allocated to local Deputy Registrars. This was a city legislative priority in 2019
and the Legislature did approve a fee increase during that session. However, additional increases are
needed due to the impact of COVID-19 and the rollout of the new statewide licensing system by the
State, which puts more work burden on Deputy Registrar staff. Metro Cities has a direct legislative
policy advocating for increases in fees and more equitable sharing of state fees in order to help local
Deputy Registrars fund operations. (Attachment E). In addition, the Minnesota Deputy Registrars
Association, supports HF 54, introduced by Representative Steve Elkins of Bloomington that calls
for the increase of fees for driver license and tab renewals. (Attachment F).
Suggested Legislative Policy
The City of Roseville supports legislation that will increase the filing fees retained by Deputy
Registrars to an amount sufficient to offset the costs of providing licensing activities on behalf of the
State of Minnesota.
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POLICY OBJECTIVE
Advocating for Roseville’s Legislative Priorities will provide a voice to the Minnesota Legislature and
Governor on items and issues that are important to the community and city operations.
BUDGET IMPLICATIONS
Not directly applicable to the Legislative Priorities. However individual items may have a cost impact to
the City, either negatively or positively, depending on the topic and outcome.
STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends the City Council should what topics and issues should be included as part of the 2021
Legislative Priorities
REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION
The City Council should discuss and provide direction on Roseville’s 2021 Legislative Priorities for staff
to bring back for final consideration at a future City Council meeting.
Prepared by:

Patrick Trudgeon, City Manager (651) 792-7021

Attachments:

A:
B:
C:
D:
E:
F:
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Draft January 4, 2021 City Council Meeting Minutes
2020 Roseville Legislative Priorities
Senator Marty’s bill regarding catalytic convertor sales
Email from Chief Scheider regarding catalytic convertor thefts
Metro Cities Legislative policy regarding Deputy Registrar Fees
HF 54 increasing Deputy Registrar Fees

Attachment A

Regular City Council Meeting
Monday, January 4, 2021
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subtractions and going from there. Then, the next discussion may be the next level
of conversation about those changes.
The Council agreed.
Mr. Trudgeon indicated he planned on bringing this back on January 25th for further
discussion.

Public Comment
Mayor Roe offered an opportunity for public comment.
Miss Priscilla Morton
Ms. Morton explained she had specific comments about the environmental sustainability portions of this plan, which she will defer because it will be discussed
at a later date. She did believe it was a very strong interest in the community and
it was not necessarily pointed out in the survey that was taken. Environmental
sustainability overlaps with things like development and housing and as the City
talks about these individual priorities, she hoped some of these discussions can be
merged so that the importance of how they overlap and effect each other are seen
from the point of view of the people who are actually living and working in the
development that is produced.
f.

Discuss Roseville’s 2021 Legislative Priorities
City Manager Patrick Trudgeon briefly highlighted this item as detailed in the Request for Council Action and related attachments dated January 4, 2021.
Mayor Roe noted on the local option sales tax the calendar for 2021, consideration
is that the City has to get their list of projects, dollar amounts, tax value, and all of
that to the legislature by the end of this month in order for the legislature to take it
up in the 2021 session. He thought the recognition was that is not feasible. Where
this was left at the last Council discussion, was for staff to come back with some
numbers associated with those things, potential projects, costs, and what that might
look like, but things intervened and nothing has been followed through on that conversation.
Councilmember Willmus stated that was something he wanted to call attention to
and with respect to the larger retail centers in the city and the impact that is being
seen on local infrastructure, this is something the Council needs to stay on top of
and be proactive with. He indicated they have frankly let this slide for many years
and now the City is at a point of time where the Council needs to be in front of it a
little bit so that the City is prepared for 2022. He noted there is significant potential
to help the City with infrastructure costs, it is something the Council wavers on
from time to time and it is set aside. But it is something that, as a group, needs to
be focused on for staff to bring forward to the legislature.

Regular City Council Meeting
Monday, January 4, 2021
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Mayor Roe asked if there were any Council questions related to the items on the
Council legislative priorities from this past session, anything that could come off
the list, or questions on anything on the list.
Mayor Roe explained one of the items on their existing other priorities list was full
reimbursement for Presidential Primary costs and he wondered if that issue is ripe
anymore or something staff believes can remain on the list or ought to remove from
the list.
Mr. Trudgeon indicated that is not something that is ripe right now because it will
be three to four years before there is a primary and he thought that could come off
the list. He knew the League of Minnesota Cities and Metro Cities have some
policy positions on that and there has been some discussion on making sure that the
costs of those primaries are borne by the political parties. But he was not sure that
it got anywhere this last session, and it might not get anywhere this session due to
the lack of urgency and the other concerns with COVID and the economy.
Mayor Roe thought it would help the Council in terms of looking at additional
funding for the OVAL if the Council could have a recap as to where the existing
awarded funding is being applied towards the costs that were identified, what the
remaining costs are, and how they look to be covered by existing funding. The City
has the facility fund and while staff identified a big hole because of the OVAL, now
there are some funds applied and some projects that have been taken care of. He
would like to know how that stands with the facility funding, the remaining work
on the OVAL, and what it looks like in terms of what the City would need to go
back to the Legislature for or if that is something where there could be another
funding source.
Councilmember Etten agreed with thoughts on approaching the Legislature. The
Council needs to look at what the $3.9 million is going to cover, where does that
leave those other projects, and how will the Legislature look at those projects as far
as asking the City reps. He thought that would bounce to the top of a pile in a
special smaller package, if that were to happen in this odd year cycle. He also
agreed with not having the local option sales tax right now but look for a staff report, maybe in the second quarter to start looking at what could be on that list and
then start going through a process with the community, Council, and staff over the
next nine months preparing for something potentially in 2022.
Councilmember Groff explained Cedarholm Community Building has a liquor license so that can be removed from the high priority items. He would like more
information on that sales tax option and identify what kind of projects they could
possibly fund. He agreed with the other Councilmembers that transportation infrastructure seems like the most likely one and is also one the Council could make the
best argument for at the Legislature because that is used by people from a greater

Regular City Council Meeting
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area than just Roseville. He stated having that research done would be helpful for
him.
Mayor Roe indicated along the lines of local projects for sales tax, he thought one
of the areas the Council knows is a constant issue is the Snelling and County Road
C area if there is a way to wrap that into the analysis and discussion besides
Rosedale. That area is very difficult, especially for commuter traffic in all directions but also pedestrian traffic specifically. He thought that would be something
to not overlook in the process.
Councilmember Groff explained when talking about pedestrian traffic, one of the
frustrations of living south of Highway 36 is how difficult it is to get to the other
side of Highway 36. That is one thing he would like a little input and research done
on.
Mayor Roe thanked Councilmember Strahan for providing her thoughts at the end
of last year and wondered if the Council wanted to weigh in on any of the items as
a Council. He stated it seemed sensible to him to have a resolution of support for
the catalytic converter legislation. He thought the community was definitely impacted by that with all of the thefts and anything that can be done to deter the ability
to sell anything stolen will help in that regard. In terms of looking at housing and
affordable housing, he thought the Council had identified that as a priority in the
city and to the extent there are opportunities to support additional funding from the
State. He is supportive of adding that as a legislative priority from the City. In
terms of public safety, he thought the Council should look at supporting additional
funding for mental health services for the community and thought it could go a long
way to reducing the cost to provide public safety services because the City’s officers can be focused in other areas as well as the firefighters and emergency medical
teams. Also, in terms of outcomes, he thought it made sense to support additional
funding, adequate funding, for the judicial system.
Councilmember Strahan explained she has spoken with Senator Marty as well as
Representative Hausman and Senator Isaacson regarding catalytic converters and
quite frankly, Senator Isaacson was not aware of the degree to which the catalytic
converter issue is plaguing the City. When Senator Isaacson heard of this, he indicated he would sign on this bill with Senator Marty. She thought there was interest
and knew that Representative Hausman was interested in pursuing something like
this. She noted it was important to provide adequate funding for affordable housing
because this is a racial and equity issue and home ownership has a great disparity
in the funding, which the City does not see only as an affordable housing issue but
also sees as an equity and inclusion aspect and how this is marketed and attracts
people to work in that regard. With any policing changes, unfortunately, one bad
situation could change where the City sits at any time so anything the City can do
to prevent, is always going to make them feel a little bit better about the system.

Regular City Council Meeting
Monday, January 4, 2021
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Councilmember Willmus indicated he would like to learn a little more about the
current catalytic converter laws as far as recyclers and things like that. He understood that in the past few years, there were some changes and there is fairly stringent documentation required for someone from Minnesota who is bringing in a catalytic converter, in terms of identification, how those people are paid, and things
like that. He would like to know more about what is currently there and have more
background.
Councilmember Strahan indicated what she knows is that the City of St. Paul attempted to have something, but they were too localized, so people just went outside
the City of St. Paul. She believed the focus is that a lot of these items are going
online. This is looking at larger issues and trying to get manufacturers to stamp
them with the VIN number, but thought this should include the entire State.
Mayor Roe noted that more information at the next discussion would be helpful.
Councilmember Etten indicated he would certainly support some of these items.
He stated as the Council looks at what the priorities are, he wants to make sure these
are focused on Roseville. He indicated the City has done a lot of work with adjusting and changing the Police Department and it is ongoing. Any help from the State
to do that or expand would be great and he would be supportive of that. He noted
that transportation funding has been discussed and the City is working with the Met
Council on the Rice Creek Corridor, which certainly fits the list and serving people
of color and different racial disparities, giving excellent access to jobs going into
St. Paul and other directions. Those are things he would support.
Councilmember Groff thanked Councilmember Strahan for bringing her thoughts
forward. He stated he would not have a problem with any of her items on the list.
He thought the other item, the equal rights amendment, does not seem like it affects
Roseville, but it really does. It affects all of the community and is a no-nonsense
bill that should be supported.
g.

9.

Receive Update on COVID-19 and Impact on City Operations
City Manager Patrick Trudgeon briefly highlighted this item as detailed in the Request for Council Action and related attachments dated January 4, 2021.

Approve Minutes
Comments and corrections to draft minutes had been submitted by the City Council prior
to tonight’s meeting and those revisions were incorporated into the draft presented in the
Council packet.
a.

Approve November 30, 2020 City Council Meeting Minutes
Etten moved, Groff seconded, approval of the November 30, 2020 City Council
Meeting Minutes as presented.

Attachment B

2020 Legislative Priorities

Attachment B

High Priority Items
The following legislative priorities are ones that the City of Roseville directly supports and will
directly engage the Minnesota Legislature to ensure passage of legislation that implements these
priorities.
•

•
•
•

Seek financial support for capital improvements to the state and regional asset the
Guidant John Rose Minnesota OVAL and support facilities through the 2020 State
Bonding Bill
Allow Municipal Hotel Licensing
Allow Cedarholm Community Building to obtain an on-sale intoxicating liquor license
Allowing a Taproom and Cocktail Room on the same premise

Other Priorities
The following legislative priorities are ones that the City of Roseville supports but will let other
organizations and advocates directly engage the Minnesota Legislature regarding passage of
legislation to implement these priorities.
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Enact Statewide Licensing of Massage Therapists
Advocate for an increase in Transportation Funding
Amend State Building Code Chapter 1306 to Allow Municipalities to Require Sprinkler
Systems in R-2 (Multi-Family) Occupancy Groups.
Improve Absentee Balloting
Continue to fund the DEED Redevelopment Grant Program and the Demolition Loan
Program
Create presumptive coverage for Firefighters diagnosed with cancer
Improve transparency of information within property tax notices sent by counties
Receive full reimbursement for Presidential Primary Costs
Allow for the use of a city website or other technology-based method for official notices
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High Priority Items
The following legislative priorities are ones that the City of Roseville directly supports and will
directly engage the Minnesota Legislature to ensure passage of legislation that implement these
priorities.

Attachment B

Seek financial support for capital improvements for the state and regional asset the
Guidant John Rose Minnesota OVAL and support facilities through the 2020 State
Bonding Bill
The Guidant John Rose Minnesota OVAL and support facilities have been an ongoing financial
partnership with the State of Minnesota since its inception and construction. Specially, the
OVAL was constructed in 1993 after receiving $1.9 million from the State of Minnesota.
General capital improvements were made in 2006 and 2008 after receiving an additional $1.1
million from the State of Minnesota.
The OVAL is home to local hockey organizations, Greater MN Speedskating, Midway
Speedskating, USA and MN Bandy.
Due to the state and regional nature of the Guidant John Rose Minnesota OVAL and the ongoing
financial partnership with the State of Minnesota, it is again time to seek financial support for
necessary capital improvement needs. This important state and regional asset exists because of
the long-running financial partnership between the State of Minnesota and the City of Roseville.
With operationally critical maintenance to the facility now required, it is essential that this
financial partnership continue.
An assessment of the mechanical systems and infrastructure condition was completed in 2018.
This report includes an estimate of the capital costs required to maintain the Guidant John Rose
Minnesota OVAL’s operational viability.
In the 2019 Legislative Session, bills were introduced (HF1345/SF1486) to provide bonding
funding for the OVAL repairs. The City has applied with the State of Minnesota through its
bi-annual bonding process to be considered in the 2020 Bonding bill.
The City of Roseville supports legislation to include the Guidant John Rose Minnesota OVAL
and support facilities in the 2020 State of Minnesota Bonding Bill for necessary capital
improvements.

Attachment B

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

duly held

on

the

3rd

day of June, 2019, at 6: 00 p.m.

The following members were present: Willmus, Laliberte, Groff, Etten, and Mayor Roe.
and the following were absent: None.

Member Willmus introduced the following resolution and moved its adoption:

RESOLUTION No. 11607

Resolution Supporting the Request for State Funds in the 2020 Capital Bonding Bill in the
Amount of$ 5, 000,000 for Capital Improvements and Renovations at the Guidant John
Rose Minnesota OVAL

WHEREAS, construction of the Guidant John Rose Minnesota OVAL was funded jointly by the
State of Minnesota and the City of Roseville in 1993; and
WHEREAS, the Guidant John Rose Minnesota OVAL has served the entire state of Minnesota

and beyond for over 25 years and has been a world class facility that hosts statewide, regional,
national, and international events; and

WHEREAS, the Guidant John Rose Minnesota OVAL is home to numerous user groups,

including area youth hockey organizations, the Greater Minnesota Speedskating Association,
Midway Speedskating Club, and USA Bandy; and

WHEREAS, in 2006 the City of Roseville requested state funding for a series of capital
improvements and renovation projects at the Guidant John Rose Minnesota OVAL and received
500, 000; and

WHEREAS, in 2008, the City of Roseville requested state funding for a series of capital
improvements and renovation projects at the Guidant John Rose Minnesota OVAL and received
600, 000; and

WHEREAS, the Guidant John Rose Minnesota OVAL is in need of major renovation and repair,

having

exceeded

the

useful

life

of

25

years

for the

facility' s

equipment and components; and

Attachment B

WHEREAS, funding to repair and renovate the Guidant John Rose Minnesota OVAL is critical
in preserving this state, regional, and national asset; and
WHEREAS, the capital improvements and renovations include the following areas: refrigeration

plant, brine pumping systems, concrete refrigeration rink, perimeter paving, underground

drainage system, safety pad and fence system, banquet facility renovation, bathroom remodel,
and replacement of roof and rooftop units for the lobby, mechanical room, and banquet center;
and

WHEREAS, based on a third party study and by other information gathered by the City of
Roseville, the costs for the capital improvements and renovations are estimated to be $ 5, 000,000.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED; that the Roseville City Council supports the request
for state funds in the amount of$ 5, 000, 000 for capital improvements and renovation to the

Guidant John Rose Minnesota OVAL and requests that this amount be included in the 2020
Capital Bonding Bill.

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Roseville City Council authorizes the City
Manager to make application to the State of Minnesota for state funds in the amount of
5, 000,000 for capital improvements and renovation to the Guidant John Rose Minnesota
OVAL.

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

and upon a vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor thereof: Willmus, Laliberte,
Groff, Etten, and Mayor Roe, and the following voted against the same: None.
WHEREUPON

said resolution was

declared

duly

passed and adopted.
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STATE OF MINNESOTA)
ss

COUNTY OF RAMSEY )

I, the undersigned, being the duly qualified City Manager of the City of Roseville,
County of Ramsey, State of Minnesota, do hereby certify that I have carefully compared the
attached and foregoing extract of minutes of a regular meeting of said City Council held on
the
day of June, 2019, with the original thereof on file in my office.
3rd

WITNESS MY HAND officially as such Manager this 3rd day of June, 2019.

Patrick Trudgeon, City Tanager
SEAL)

02/14/19 

REVISOR

This Document can be made available
in alternative formats upon request

JSK/TM

State of Minnesota

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
NINETY-FIRST SESSION
02/18/2019

19-3605
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H. F. No.

1345

Authored by Becker-Finn, Hausman, Lillie, Kunesh-Podein, Lee and others
The bill was read for the first time and referred to the Committee on Ways and Means

1.1

A bill for an act

1.2
1.3

relating to capital investment; appropriating money for renovation of the Guidant
John Rose Minnesota OVAL; authorizing the sale and issuance of state bonds.

1.4

1.5
1.6

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF MINNESOTA:
Section 1. ROSEVILLE; GUIDANT JOHN ROSE MINNESOTA OVAL.
Subdivision 1. Appropriation. $5,000,000 is appropriated from the bond proceeds fund

1.7

to the commissioner of employment and economic development for a grant to the city of

1.8

Roseville to predesign, design, construct, furnish, and equip the renovation of the Guidant

1.9

John Rose Minnesota OVAL. The project includes the building, building systems, and

1.10

facilities. This appropriation does not require a nonstate contribution.

1.11

Subd. 2. Bond sale. To provide the money appropriated in this section from the bond

1.12

proceeds fund, the commissioner of management and budget shall sell and issue bonds of

1.13

the state in an amount up to $5,000,000 in the manner, upon the terms, and with the effect

1.14

prescribed by Minnesota Statutes, sections 16A.631 to 16A.675, and by the Minnesota

1.15

Constitution, article XI, sections 4 to 7.

1.16

Section 1.

EFFECTIVE DATE. This section is effective the day following final enactment.

1
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SENATE
STATE OF MINNESOTA
NINETY-FIRST SESSION
(SENATE AUTHORS: ISAACSON and Marty)
DATE
D-PG
02/21/2019
469 Introduction and first reading
Referred to Capital Investment

S.F. No. 1486

OFFICIAL STATUS

1.1

A bill for an act

1.2
1.3

relating to capital investment; appropriating money for renovation of the Guidant
John Rose Minnesota OVAL; authorizing the sale and issuance of state bonds.

1.4

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF MINNESOTA:
Section 1. ROSEVILLE; GUIDANT JOHN ROSE MINNESOTA OVAL.

1.5

Subdivision 1. Appropriation. $5,000,000 is appropriated from the bond proceeds fund

1.6
1.7

to the commissioner of employment and economic development for a grant to the city of

1.8

Roseville to predesign, design, construct, furnish, and equip the renovation of the Guidant

1.9

John Rose Minnesota OVAL. The project includes the building, building systems, and

1.10

facilities. This appropriation does not require a nonstate contribution.
Subd. 2. Bond sale. To provide the money appropriated in this section from the bond

1.11
1.12

proceeds fund, the commissioner of management and budget shall sell and issue bonds of

1.13

the state in an amount up to $5,000,000 in the manner, upon the terms, and with the effect

1.14

prescribed by Minnesota Statutes, sections 16A.631 to 16A.675, and by the Minnesota

1.15

Constitution, article XI, sections 4 to 7.

1.16

Section 1.

EFFECTIVE DATE. This section is effective the day following final enactment.

1

Attachment B

Allow Municipal Hotel Licensing
Over the past several years, both City Council and staff have expressed interest in the ability to
establish a hotel/motel licensing program similar to the City’s current multi-family licensing
program. Business organizations have asked the City’s help in improving the quality and safety
of Roseville hotels and motels. In response staff has begun investigating available options for a
potential municipal hotel/motel licensing program.
Following extensive investigation and conversations at the local, county, and state levels it was
determined that best course of action would be to establish new legislation allowing for
municipal licensing.
In March 2017, the Fire Roseville Department received City Council approval to take over local
inspections of all hotels and motels from the State Fire Marshal’s office.
In the 2019 Legislative Session, at Roseville’s request, bills were introduced (HF 1765/SF
2181) that allows municipalities to directly license hotels and motels
The City of Roseville supports the passage any legislation that allows for municipal hotel
licensing.
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19-3379

Attachment B

H. F. No.

1765

Authored by Becker-Finn
The bill was read for the first time and referred to the Committee on Government Operations

1.1

A bill for an act

1.2
1.3
1.4

relating to local government; allowing cities and towns to require additional
licensing for hotels; proposing coding for new law in Minnesota Statutes, chapter
471.

1.5

1.6
1.7

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF MINNESOTA:
Section 1. [471.585] MUNICIPAL HOTEL LICENSING.
(a) A statutory or home rule charter city or a town may adopt an ordinance requiring

1.8

hotels operating within the boundaries of the city or town to have a valid license issued by

1.9

the city or town.

1.10

(b) An ordinance adopted under this section is limited to requiring compliance with state

1.11

and local laws as a condition of licensure. No other licensing conditions or requirements

1.12

are permitted.

1.13

(c) A city or town that has adopted an ordinance under this section may refuse to issue

1.14

a license, or may revoke an existing license, if the licensee fails to comply with the conditions

1.15

of the license.

1.16

(d) This section applies to a city or town under the jurisdiction of a community health

1.17

board. A city or town that is not under the jurisdiction of a community health board may

1.18

adopt a hotel licensing ordinance with any requirements otherwise permitted by law.

Section 1.

1
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(SENATE AUTHORS: MARTY)
DATE
D-PG
03/07/2019
707 Introduction and first reading
Referred to Local Government

S.F. No. 2181

OFFICIAL STATUS

1.1

A bill for an act

1.2
1.3
1.4

relating to local government; allowing cities and towns to require additional
licensing for hotels; proposing coding for new law in Minnesota Statutes, chapter
471.

1.5

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF MINNESOTA:
Section 1. [471.585] MUNICIPAL HOTEL LICENSING.

1.6

(a) A statutory or home rule charter city or a town may adopt an ordinance requiring

1.7
1.8

hotels operating within the boundaries of the city or town to have a valid license issued by

1.9

the city or town.
(b) An ordinance adopted under this section is limited to requiring compliance with state

1.10
1.11

and local laws as a condition of licensure. No other licensing conditions or requirements

1.12

are permitted.

1.13

(c) A city or town that has adopted an ordinance under this section may refuse to issue

1.14

a license, or may revoke an existing license, if the licensee fails to comply with the conditions

1.15

of the license.
(d) This section applies to a city or town under the jurisdiction of a community health

1.16
1.17

board. A city or town that is not under the jurisdiction of a community health board may

1.18

adopt a hotel licensing ordinance with any requirements otherwise permitted by law.

Section 1.

1

Attachment B

Allow Cedarholm Community Building to obtain an on-sale intoxicating liquor license
Minnesota Statutes section 340A.404, sets out the exclusive list of establishments that can be
granted an on-sale liquor license by a City. The list of approved venues includes hotels,
restaurants, bowling centers, VFW/American Legions, Metropolitan Sports Facility Commission
facilities, Metropolitan Sports Commission facilities, exclusive liquor stores, theaters,
convention centers, and summer league baseball team facilities.
The City of Roseville operates the Cedarholm Community Building as part of the Cedarholm
Municipal Golf Course. Within Minnesota Statutes section 340A.404, municipal golf courses
are not listed as being able to obtain on-sale intoxicating liquor licenses. Therefore, the City of
Roseville cannot grant an on-sale intoxicating liquor licenses to the Cedarholm Community
Building.
As part of the replacement of the previous clubhouse at Cedarholm Golf Course to the new
Cedarholm Community Building, it was planned that the facility would have an on-sale
intoxicating liquor license in order to maximize the number and type of events the facility can
host. Despite working with the State of Minnesota for several months and complying with state
requirements to receive the on-sale intoxicating liquor, the City learned from the State just prior
to the opening of the Cedarholm Community Building that the City was not eligible to receive an
on-sale intoxicating liquor license. During the process, the State never indicated that a municipal
golf course was ineligible to receive an on-sale intoxicating liquor license.
Therefore, the City of Roseville is seeking special legislation to allow for the Cedarholm
Community Building to receive an on-sale intoxicating liquor license. In the 2019 Legislative
Session, bills were introduced (HF 1119/SF 1163) to grant the Cedarholm Golf Course a liquor
license. In addition, a liquor license for Cedarholm Golf Course was included in the Omnibus
Liquor Bill last session, but the bill did not pass before the legislative deadline.
The City is also supportive of changing state law to allow municipalities to directly grant a liquor
license to itself.
The City of Roseville supports any legislation that grants permission for the Cedarholm
Community Building to receive an on-sale intoxicating liquor license under Minnesota
Statutes section 340A.404. The City also supports legislation that allows municipalities to
directly grant a liquor license to itself.
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19-3159

Attachment B

H. F. No.

1119

Authored by Becker-Finn and Hausman
The bill was read for the first time and referred to the Committee on Commerce

1.1

A bill for an act

1.2

relating to liquor; allowing service of liquor at the Roseville municipal golf course.

1.3

1.4
1.5

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF MINNESOTA:
Section 1. ROSEVILLE; GOLF COURSE LIQUOR LICENSE.
Notwithstanding any law or ordinance to the contrary, the city of Roseville may issue

1.6

an on-sale intoxicating liquor license for the Roseville Cedarholm Golf Course that is located

1.7

at 2323 Hamline Avenue North and is owned by the city. The provisions of Minnesota

1.8

Statutes, chapter 340A, not inconsistent with this section, apply to the license issued under

1.9

this section. The city of Roseville is deemed the licensee under this section, and the provisions

1.10

of Minnesota Statutes, sections 340A.603 and 340A.604, apply to the license as if the

1.11

establishment were a municipal liquor store.

1.12
1.13

Section 1.

EFFECTIVE DATE. This section is effective upon approval by the Roseville City
Council and compliance with Minnesota Statutes, section 645.021.

1
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DATE
D-PG
OFFICIAL STATUS
02/14/2019
375 Introduction and first reading
Referred to Commerce and Consumer Protection Finance and Policy

1.1

A bill for an act

1.2

relating to liquor; allowing service of liquor at the Roseville municipal golf course.

1.3

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF MINNESOTA:
Section 1. ROSEVILLE; GOLF COURSE LIQUOR LICENSE.

1.4

Notwithstanding any law or ordinance to the contrary, the city of Roseville may issue

1.5
1.6

an on-sale intoxicating liquor license for the Roseville Cedarholm Golf Course that is located

1.7

at 2323 Hamline Avenue North and is owned by the city. The provisions of Minnesota

1.8

Statutes, chapter 340A, not inconsistent with this section, apply to the license issued under

1.9

this section. The city of Roseville is deemed the licensee under this section, and the provisions

1.10

of Minnesota Statutes, sections 340A.603 and 340A.604, apply to the license as if the

1.11

establishment were a municipal liquor store.
EFFECTIVE DATE. This section is effective upon approval by the Roseville City

1.12
1.13

Council and compliance with Minnesota Statutes, section 645.021.

Section 1.

1

Attachment B

Allow a Taproom and Cocktail Room on the same premise
During the 2019 legislative session, legislation was introduced that remove the restriction from a
single entity holding both a cocktail room and taproom license from having a cocktail room and
taproom in the same location. However, the bill was not passed by the legislature. Roseville’s
Bent Brewstillery has indicated that they would like to able to have a cocktail room license that
allows for spirits distilled on-site to be sold in their current tap room. Bent Brewstillery will be
working with area legislators to have a bill introduced that will allow for a taproom and cocktail
room to be issued for the same premise. This legislation could take the form of a bill that would
allow for the coexistence of both licenses statewide or special legislation that would allow Bent
Brewstillery to hold both licenses on its premises.
In the 2019 legislative session, bills were introduced (HF 347/SF 158) that permit a single entity
to own a cocktail room and taproom license.
The City of Roseville supports any legislation that removes the restriction contained in
Minnesota Statutes 2016, Section 340A.22 (2) that prohibits a single entity from holding both
a cocktail room and taproom license and the restriction of having a cocktail room and
taproom being collocated in the same premise. This support also includes special legislation
that would singly allow Roseville’s Bent Brewstillery to have both a cocktail room and
taproom license upon the same premises.
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State of Minnesota

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
NINETY-FIRST SESSION
01/24/2019

H. F. No.

Authored by Becker-Finn; Nash; Carlson, A.; Koznick; Kotyza-Witthuhn and others
The bill was read for the first time and referred to the Committee on Commerce

1.1

A bill for an act

1.2
1.3

relating to liquor; permitting a single entity to own a cocktail room and taproom
license; amending Minnesota Statutes 2018, section 340A.22, subdivision 2.

1.4

347

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF MINNESOTA:

1.5

Section 1. Minnesota Statutes 2018, section 340A.22, subdivision 2, is amended to read:

1.6

Subd. 2. Cocktail room license. (a) A municipality, including a city with a municipal

1.7

liquor store, may issue the holder of a microdistillery license under this chapter a

1.8

microdistillery cocktail room license. A microdistillery cocktail room license authorizes

1.9

on-sale of distilled liquor produced by the distiller for consumption on the premises of or

1.10

adjacent to one distillery location owned by the distiller. Notwithstanding section 340A.504,

1.11

subdivision 3, a cocktail room may be open and may conduct on-sale business on Sundays

1.12

if authorized by the municipality. Nothing in this subdivision precludes the holder of a

1.13

microdistillery cocktail room license from also holding a license to operate a restaurant at

1.14

the distillery. Section 340A.409 shall apply to a license issued under this subdivision. All

1.15

provisions of this chapter that apply to a retail liquor license shall apply to a license issued

1.16

under this subdivision unless the provision is explicitly inconsistent with this subdivision.

1.17

(b) A distiller may only have one cocktail room license under this subdivision, and may

1.18

not have an ownership interest in a distillery licensed under section 340A.301, subdivision

1.19

6, clause (a).

1.20

(c) The municipality shall impose a licensing fee on a distiller holding a microdistillery

1.21

cocktail room license under this subdivision, subject to limitations applicable to license fees

1.22

under section 340A.408, subdivision 2, paragraph (a).

Section 1.

1
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2.1

REVISOR

JSK/NB

19-1629

(d) A municipality shall, within ten days of the issuance of a license under this

2.2

subdivision, inform the commissioner of the licensee's name and address and trade name,

2.3

and the effective date and expiration date of the license. The municipality shall also inform

2.4

the commissioner of a license transfer, cancellation, suspension, or revocation during the

2.5

license period.

2.6

(e) No A single entity may hold both a cocktail room license and a taproom license, and

2.7

colocate a cocktail room and taproom may not be colocated if the cocktail room license fee

2.8

is equivalent to the municipality's on-sale liquor license fee.

Section 1.

2
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D-PG
OFFICIAL STATUS
01/17/2019
99 Introduction and first reading
Referred to Commerce and Consumer Protection Finance and Policy

1.1

A bill for an act

1.2
1.3

relating to liquor; permitting a single entity to own a cocktail room and taproom
license; amending Minnesota Statutes 2018, section 340A.22, subdivision 2.

1.4

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF MINNESOTA:

1.5

Section 1. Minnesota Statutes 2018, section 340A.22, subdivision 2, is amended to read:

1.6

Subd. 2. Cocktail room license. (a) A municipality, including a city with a municipal

1.7

liquor store, may issue the holder of a microdistillery license under this chapter a

1.8

microdistillery cocktail room license. A microdistillery cocktail room license authorizes

1.9

on-sale of distilled liquor produced by the distiller for consumption on the premises of or

1.10

adjacent to one distillery location owned by the distiller. Notwithstanding section 340A.504,

1.11

subdivision 3, a cocktail room may be open and may conduct on-sale business on Sundays

1.12

if authorized by the municipality. Nothing in this subdivision precludes the holder of a

1.13

microdistillery cocktail room license from also holding a license to operate a restaurant at

1.14

the distillery. Section 340A.409 shall apply to a license issued under this subdivision. All

1.15

provisions of this chapter that apply to a retail liquor license shall apply to a license issued

1.16

under this subdivision unless the provision is explicitly inconsistent with this subdivision.

1.17

(b) A distiller may only have one cocktail room license under this subdivision, and may

1.18

not have an ownership interest in a distillery licensed under section 340A.301, subdivision

1.19

6, clause (a).

1.20

(c) The municipality shall impose a licensing fee on a distiller holding a microdistillery

1.21

cocktail room license under this subdivision, subject to limitations applicable to license fees

1.22

under section 340A.408, subdivision 2, paragraph (a).

Section 1.

1
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as introduced

(d) A municipality shall, within ten days of the issuance of a license under this

2.2

subdivision, inform the commissioner of the licensee's name and address and trade name,

2.3

and the effective date and expiration date of the license. The municipality shall also inform

2.4

the commissioner of a license transfer, cancellation, suspension, or revocation during the

2.5

license period.

2.6

(e) No A single entity may hold both a cocktail room license and a taproom license, and

2.7

colocate a cocktail room and taproom may not be colocated if the cocktail room license fee

2.8

is equivalent to the municipality's on-sale liquor license fee.

Section 1.

2

Attachment B

Other Priorities
The following legislative priorities are ones that the City of Roseville supports but will let other
organizations and advocates directly engage the Minnesota Legislature regarding passage of
legislation to implement these priorities.

Attachment B

Enact Statewide Licensing of Massage Therapists
Currently, the State of Minnesota does not license or register massage therapists. As a result,
most cities, including Roseville, license massage therapists locally. Massage therapists often
work in multiple cities. This fact, coupled with the lack of a statewide database of massage
therapists, put cities at an informational disadvantage about any past violations of the law by a
massage therapist applicant.
On June 19, 2017, the Roseville City Council adopted Resolution #11423 supporting statewide
licensing of massage therapists.
The City of Roseville supports legislation that requires statewide licensure or registration of
massage therapists. The City of Roseville supports cities retaining the ability to regulate
massage therapy establishments.

Attachment B

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 duly held on the 19th day of June, 2017,
at 6: 00 p. m.

The following members were present: McGehee, Willmus, Laliberte, Etten and Roe and
the following members were absent: None

Councilmember Laliberte introduced the following resolution and moved its adoption:
RESOLUTION No. 11423

RESOLUTION SUPPORTING STATEWIDE LICENSING OF MASSAGE
THERAPISTS

WHEREAS,

the State of Minnesota does not currently license or register massage

therapists; and

WHEREAS, in the absence of any required statewide standards and regulations, cities,

including Roseville, have entered into the traditional state domain of health-care licensure

by requiring all massage therapists operating in the city to obtain a local license; and
WHEREAS, as a result of local licensing for massage therapists, city staff and law
enforcement has spent numerous hours conducting criminal background checks,

researching massage therapist accreditation programs to ensure legitimacy and
credibility, and monitoring the massage therapy establishments due to citizen complaints
and concerns regarding activities of massage therapists; and
WHEREAS, massage therapists often work in multiple establishments in multiple cities;
and

WHEREAS, due to the lack of a statewide database of massage therapists, problems

occurring in one city may not be known by staff and law enforcement of other cities
despite their best efforts to conduct criminal background checks.

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

ROSEVILLE, MINNESOTA, that the City of Roseville supports legislation that requires
statewide licensure or registration of massage therapists by the State of Minnesota that
would not pre- empt

the ability

of cities

to

regulate massage

therapy

establishments.

Attachment B

The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by
Councilmember McGehee and upon vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor
thereof: McGehee, Willmus, Laliberte, Etten and Roe and the following voted against the
same: none.

WHEAREUPON

said resolution was

declared

duly

passed and adopted.

Attachment B

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 19th day of June, 2017, with the original thereof on file in my office.
WITNESS MY HAND officially

as such

Manager this

19th

day of June, 2017.

Patrick Trudgeon, City Manager

SEAL)

Attachment B

Advocate for an increase in Transportation Funding
Minnesota has been experiencing a funding gap due to aging transportation infrastructure, the
rising costs of labor and road materials, and inflation. Costs have increased 55 percent over the
last 20 years, but the federal gas tax (18.4 cents per gallon) has remained stagnant since 1993.
The 28.5 cents per gallon Minnesota gas tax, last increased in 2012 as the final phase-in of
legislation enacted in 2008, has not been indexed for inflation and is not keeping up with needs.
Aging infrastructure is also a major factor. Maintenance costs increase as road systems age, and
no city--large or small—is spending enough on roadway capital improvements to maintain a 50year lifecycle.
The Minnesota Transportation Finance Advisory Committee (TFAC) convened by Governor
Mark Dayton in 2012 concluded that the state has a $21 billion shortfall in transportation funding
over the next 20 years—and that is just to keep the transportation system at its current level of
service. The report estimates the annual funding gap (AFG) for Municipal State Aid (MSA)
system is conservatively estimated at $100 million, while the non-MSA city street system AFG
is between $250 million to $400 million. There is not adequate funding available and, even with
MnDOT efforts to increase efficiencies, savings do not cover the funding deficit. Long-term,
dedicated, and sustainable investments are needed.
Roseville Transportation Needs
The City of Roseville receives an allocation of Municipal State Aid funds annually to finance
ongoing maintenance of the larger volume streets within the City’s jurisdiction. These MSA
funds include a percentage of the overall gas tax, license fees and motor vehicle sales tax
collected annually by the state.
Over the past 10 years, the City of Roseville has received the following allocations of funds from
the MSA Account:
Year
2007
2008
2009
2010
2011
2012
2013
2014
2015
2016
2017
2018

Total
Allocation
$961,507
$912,398
$971,046
$1,028,306
$1,112,860
$1,134,369
$1,156,722
$1,211,822
$1,323,592
$1,342,878
$1,362,945
$1,544,539

% Increase
from Previous
Year
-5.1%
6.4%
5.9%
8.2%
1.9%
2.0%
4.8%
9.2%
1.5%
1.5%
13.3%

Attachment B

These funds can only be used on Roseville’s MSA designated streets (20% of our total street
mileage) and on “off system” roads such as State Aid designated County Roads (Lexington Ave,
Rice St) and State Highways (Snelling Ave, 35W, 36). However, Roseville’s current funding
levels are only sufficient to allow for mill and overlay repairs to the existing State Aid system.
The City see longer term funding gaps as large County project come due (i.e. County Road C,
Rice Street, County Road B2) and the City is forced to participate in the costs of those
projects. For example, the City’s cost participation on the County Road C Reconstruction
project is estimated at more than $900,000. This figure represents almost 60% of Roseville’s
annual State Aid allocation.
Finally, as more cities surpass the 5,000-person population threshold to participate as Municipal
State Aid cities, the MSA Fund shortfall will become even more pronounced.
Lastly, an increasing number of Roseville residents are asking for improved transit services. The
City’s 2040 Comprehensive Plan identifies transit deficiencies on key corridors such as
Larpenteur Ave. The key to adding additional service and resources is ultimately funding. Metro
Transit would like to increase service, but is faced with prioritizing routes due to gaps in current
funding levels.
The City of Roseville supports additional comprehensive transportation funding. Specific to
Roseville transportation funding should go towards:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Increased Municipal State Aid road funding
Increased County State Aid road funding
Investment to reduce congestion in I-35W corridor
Investment to reduce congestion in Hwy 36 corridor
Increased funding for transit services in Roseville, especially east-west routes.
Expansion of Snelling Ave. Bus Rapid Transit north of Rosedale Mall
Incorporation of pedestrian/bike trails adjacent and over major transportation
corridors

Attachment B

Amend State Building Code Chapter 1306 to Allow Municipalities to Require Sprinkler
Systems in R-2 (Multi-Family) Occupancy Groups
On March 27, 2017 the Roseville City Council adopted Minnesota State Building Code Chapter
1306 provisions requiring sprinkling in certain building occupancy groups. At that time, the City
Council discussed the possible expansion of sprinkler requirements to multi-family buildings.
Following much research and communications with the State Fire Marshal’s office, it was
determined expansion requirements was not possible under current statue and code.
The City of Roseville supports legislation that allows for local governments to require
sprinkler systems in R-2 (Multi-Family) occupancy groups.

Attachment B

Improve Absentee Balloting
Eligible voters in Minnesota may vote by absentee ballot prior to Election Day. Starting 46 days
before an election, a voter can request an application for an absentee ballot, receive and cast an
absentee ballot in one visit to their election office. For those voting absentee in-person, the
application process is burdensome and confusing as voters expect the same process they
encounter in their polling place on Election Day. There is often confusion and frustration that
they are not allowed to place their ballots directly into a tabulator if they are voting more than
seven days before Election Day.
The City of Roseville supports legislation that seeks to streamline voter check-in procedures
and increase efficiency and decrease the time voters spend in line waiting to cast their
absentee ballots. To improve the voter experience and respond to voter demand to vote early,
the city supports extending the time period for those who choose to vote absentee in-person
and to place their ballots directly into a tabulator from seven days to the full 46 days before
Election Day. The city also supports eliminating the option to place an in-person absentee
ballot in a series of envelopes instead of the tabulator in order to increase efficiency.

Attachment B

Continue to fund the DEED Redevelopment Grant Program and the Demolition Loan
Program
The 2019 Legislative Session resulted in refunding the Redevelopment Grant Program and the
Demolition Loan Program through the Department of Employment and Economic Development
(DEED). Redevelopment Grant Program grants pay up to half of redevelopment costs for
eligible sites, with a 50-percent local match. These grants are available to cities and Economic
Development Authorities (EDAs), and can be used to pay for land acquisition, demolition,
infrastructure improvements, soil stabilization, ponding or other environmental infrastructure and
adaptive reuse of buildings, including remedial activities at sites where a subsequent
redevelopment will occur.
The Demolition Loan Program helps development authorities (including cities and EDAs) with
the costs of demolishing blighted buildings on sites that have future development potential but
where there are no current development plans.
The Roseville EDA has taken a more aggressive role in redeveloping blighted and underutilized
sites, and these programs would become an additional economic development tool in those
efforts.
The City of Roseville supports continued funding for both the Redevelopment Grant Program
and the Demolition Loan Program to assist the City/EDA in proactive economic development
efforts of blighted properties.

Attachment B

Create presumptive coverage for Firefighters diagnosed with cancer
There is a growing evidence linking the increased cancer rates of firefighters to their frequent
interaction with harmful and hazardous chemicals during the course of their career. While
measures can be taken to limit their exposure, toxins can remain in their body and build up over
time putting them at greater risk. A study conducted in 2006 (LeMasters Meta-Analysis)
indicates that firefighters have the following increased risk in contracting specific types of cancer
when compared to the general population:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Testicular (102% greater risk)
Multiple myeloma (53% greater risk)
Non-Hodgkin lymphoma (51% greater risk)
Skin (39% greater risk)
Prostate cancer (28% greater risk)
Malignant melanoma (32% greater risk)
Brain (32% greater risk)
Rectum (29% greater risk)
Stomach (22% greater risk)
Colon (21% greater risk)

Currently, 36 states have “presumption laws” in place that allow for workers compensation
coverage for firefighters who are diagnosed with certain types of cancer during their career.
Current Minnesota state law requires employee to prove a cancer link to their occupation in order
to receive workers compensation.
HF 2106 was introduced in 2017 that created a presumption of occupational disease for
firefighters with certain forms of cancer. It did not receive a hearing.
It should be noted that the City of Roseville is self-funded for workers compensation of its
employees. Therefore any expansion of presumptive coverage will require additional
expenditure by the city.
The City of Roseville supports any legislation that would create presumptive coverage for
firefighters that are found to have cancer during their employment.

Attachment B

Improve transparency of information in property tax notices sent by counties
Currently state law requires counties to mail property tax notices to every taxpayer between
November 10 and November 24. The notice must show the amount of property taxes each
taxing authority proposes to collect for the following year and indicate a time and date when
public input about the levy and budget will occur.
State statutes prescribe in detail what needs to be shown on the property tax notice. The statutes
also require that the notice state that proposed taxes do not include levies (such as school bond
referendums) approved after the preliminary levy is established at the end of September.
In municipalities where local tax levies are approved, the tax notices sent by counties are
inaccurate and people will potentially receive a much larger tax bill than they were expecting.
In addition, when cities have an EDA or HRA levy, it does not appear under the relevant city
portion of the statement. Instead, it is displayed on separate portion of the statement under
“other taxing authorities.”
The City of Roseville supports legislation that requires property tax notices sent to taxpayers to
show impacts of voter levies that may be approved after certification of preliminary tax levies
and show city EDA and HRA levies under the relevant city portion of the statement rather
than under “other taxing authorities.”

Attachment B

Receive Full Reimbursement for Presidential Primary Costs
In 2016, the legislature passed into law a process for the State of Minnesota to conduct a
presidential nomination primary in 2020 for president of the United States. This will be
administered by cities and counties in much the same way as other elections are conducted.
Minn. Stat. § 207A.15 provides a process for local units of government to be reimbursed for
expenses incurred from conducting the primary. The Office of the Secretary of State (OSS) will
submit to the Department of Management and Budget (MMB) an estimated cost of administering
the primary, and MMB will provide funding to the OSS. That funding will then be distributed to
local units of government as reimbursement based on expense reporting submitted to the OSS.
Because the presidential nomination primary is a partisan activity administered on behalf of
political parties, it is critical that local units of government be reimbursed fully and that no cost
be borne by cities.
The City of Roseville supports expanding the list of reimbursable items currently outlined in
statue to ensure that local units of government are fully reimbursed for all anticipated and
unanticipated costs of conducting the presidential nomination primary.

Attachment B

Allow for the use city a website or other technology-based method for official notices
State law requires that cities publish certain types of information in a qualified newspaper
designated by the city. This information includes ordinances before they become effective,
advertisement for bids, public hearing notices, and sample ballots. These items are collectively
known as “official notices.” This law was created in 1949 in order to provide citizens with
information about its local government from a local source.
Today, city websites have become a primary source of information about a city, including these
official notices. Most cities publish official notices in official newspaper and the city website, a
redundancy in work and cost.
In Roseville, the local weekly newspaper, the Roseville Review, closed and the city began using
a larger metropolitan-wide newspaper for publication of its official notices, significantly
increasing costs.
Due to these factors, it is time for eliminate the outdated requirement for publishing official
notices in a newspaper.
The City of Roseville supports legislation that allows local governments to publish official
notices on its website or other technology-based methods in lieu of an official newspaper.
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A bill for an act

1.1

relating to commerce; regulating the sale of catalytic converters to scrap metal
dealers; amending Minnesota Statutes 2018, section 325E.21, subdivision 1, by
adding subdivisions.

1.2
1.3
1.4
1.5

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF MINNESOTA:

1.6

Section 1. Minnesota Statutes 2018, section 325E.21, subdivision 1, is amended to read:

1.7

Subdivision 1. Definitions. (a) For purposes of this section, the terms defined in this

1.8

subdivision have the meanings given.
(b) "Law enforcement agency" or "agency" means a duly authorized municipal, county,

1.9
1.10

state, or federal law enforcement agency.
(c) "Person" means an individual, partnership, limited partnership, limited liability

1.11
1.12

company, corporation, or other entity.

1.13

(d) "Scrap metal" means:

1.14

(1) wire and cable commonly and customarily used by communication and electric

1.15

utilities; and
(2) copper, aluminum, or any other metal purchased primarily for its reuse or recycling

1.16
1.17

value as raw metal, including metal that is combined with other materials at the time of

1.18

purchase, but does not include a scrap vehicle as defined in section 168A.1501, subdivision

1.19

1.
(e) "Scrap metal dealer" or "dealer" means a person engaged in the business of buying

1.20
1.21

or selling scrap metal, or both.

Section 1.
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2.1

The terms do not include a person engaged exclusively in the business of buying or selling

2.2

new or used motor vehicles, paper or wood products, rags or furniture, or secondhand

2.3

machinery.

2.4

(f) "Seller" means any seller, prospective seller, or agent of the seller.

2.5

(g) "Proof of identification" means a driver's license, Minnesota identification card

2.6

number, or other identification document issued for identification purposes by any state,

2.7

federal, or foreign government if the document includes the person's photograph, full name,

2.8

birth date, and signature.

2.9

(h) "Verifiable documentation" means written evidence of ownership that may be verified,

2.10

including but not limited to receipts, bills of sale, titles, certificates of title, purchase

2.11

agreements, shipping manifests, or work orders.

2.12

2.13
2.14

EFFECTIVE DATE. This section is effective the day following final enactment.
Sec. 2. Minnesota Statutes 2018, section 325E.21, is amended by adding a subdivision to
read:

2.15

Subd. 2b. Purchase of catalytic converters. (a) It is unlawful for a scrap metal dealer

2.16

to purchase a catalytic converter from any person other than a bona fide automobile repair

2.17

shop, automobile recycling facility, or other lawful source that recovers catalytic converters

2.18

in the ordinary course of business.

2.19

(b) A seller of a catalytic converter under paragraph (a) must provide the scrap metal

2.20

dealer a copy of verifiable documentation that the seller is the owner of the catalytic

2.21

converter.

2.22

(c) A scrap metal dealer is prohibited from processing, selling, or removing a catalytic

2.23

converter from its premises for at least 14 days after its acquisition by the scrap metal dealer.

2.24

2.25
2.26
2.27
2.28
2.29

EFFECTIVE DATE. This section is effective the day following final enactment.
Sec. 3. Minnesota Statutes 2018, section 325E.21, is amended by adding a subdivision to
read:
Subd. 11. Prohibition. It is unlawful for any person other than a scrap metal dealer to
purchase a used catalytic converter unless it is attached to a motor vehicle.
EFFECTIVE DATE. This section is effective the day following final enactment.

Sec. 3.
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Pat Trudgeon
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Erika Scheider
Monday, January 18, 2021 3:12 PM
Pat Trudgeon
Re: Catalytic Convertor thefts

This past year, we have seen a spike in catalytic converter thefts. We are working on pulling some numbers
and i should be able to get you those tomorrow.
They are extremely easy to steal‐‐All a thief needs is a saw and jack. Removing the catalytic converter only
takes a few minutes. In the past, we usually saw these thefts occur overnight, but this last year, we have
seen thefts during all times of the day and night.
The catalytic converters have a high resale value and are often sold to scrap metal dealers. Although the
suspect selling the catalytic converter may only get between $100‐$200, the cost of the repairs is often
between $1000‐$2000.
Also problematic is the catalytic converters lack any identifying marks, so even when we come across
someone who possesses suspected stolen ones, it is next to impossible to determine where it was stolen from.
Law enforcement supports the proposed legislation preventing scrap metal dealers from buying catalytic
converters other than from auto repair or recycling businesses. Individuals selling catalytic converters would
need to provide proof of their ownership of the vehicle. This also is one of the legislative priorities for the
Minnesota Chief's of Police Association.
In a perfect world, car manufactures would make them more difficult to steal and they would contain
identifying serial numbers (although then you get into how those serial numbers are actually tracked). Lots of
stolen property has serial numbers, but often folks do not have that information when they file police reports,
so I don't know how much that would help in most cases.
Here are some good resources:
https://www.mprnews.org/story/2020/01/10/drivers‐beware‐catalytic‐converters‐thieves‐target‐in‐st‐paul
https://minnesotareformer.com/2020/09/22/screeeeeech‐whats‐that‐sound‐its‐your‐catalytic‐converter‐
being‐stolen‐blame‐the‐pandemic/
https://www.caranddriver.com/news/a35059184/catalytic‐converter‐theft‐cars‐up‐why/
https://senatedfl.mn/preventing‐catalytic‐converter‐theft/

Here was a post Corey put out on NextDoor earlier this year:
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Community Relations Coordinator Corey YunkeRoseville Police Department
Increase in Catalytic Converter Thefts. We're seeing an increase in Catalytic Converter thefts in Roseville AND
throughout the metro. It seems like this type of theft goes quiet for some time, then spikes when someone or
small groups learn that it is an easy score. I may have mentioned that I moved from Michigan where they'll
pay you 10 cents for each can/bottle you recycle (they also charge you 10 cents for each can/bottle you
purchase). Catalytic Converters, on the other hand, will get you closer to $100 at certain recycle centers due to
the precious metals inside of them. However, the cost to repair is MUCH more than the $100 the thieves
receive. Repair costs generally range from $1,500 to $4,000...often, more than the value of the car. Since
there isn't a great way to identify one's own catalytic converter (e.g. serial number), it is hard to investigate
those who are cashing these in at recycling centers. Prevention and Reporting of Suspicious Activity is the best
way the community can respond to this increase. Officers are aware and are specifically looking for this
behavior, but it is hard to spot and the crime is quick; usually, just a quick cut with a cordless saw or a quick
yank of a chain connected to the exhaust. It looks no different than someone working on their car in a
driveway or an apartment complex parking lot. If you see similar behavior, then please report it. Our officers
can quickly determine if someone is working on their own car or attempting to steal auto parts. Prevention
Tips: *When possible, park in a garage. *Park in well‐lit areas. *Park near heavier foot traffic. e.g. near
entrances/exits, near windows/balconies of apartment buildings. This is with the hope that someone may see
AND report someone who appears to be hastily sawing or ripping an exhaust system out from underneath a
vehicle. Natural Surveillance can be a deterrence as criminals do not wish to be seen or heard. *Toyota Prius
seems to be a common target, potentially due to it being easier to lift. *Apartment Complexes are at a higher
risk. *These thefts are occurring in daytime and night. Here is an article from Tim Nelson at MPR. I chose this
article because it explains the crime and doesn't have nearly the amount of pop‐up ads as the other news
outlets. https://www.mprnews.org/story/2020/01/10/drivers‐beware‐catalytic‐converters‐thieves‐target‐in‐
st‐paul Thanks for opening this email. Again, I'm always looking for useful content to post. Please don't
hesitate to share any ideas or ask any questions about public safety in Roseville. Warm regards, Corey
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Municipal Revenue & Taxation
supports statutory changes to further clarify that all lodging taxes, whether administered
by the state or locally, apply to total charges, including charges for services provided by
accommodation intermediaries.

1-W

Payments for Services to Tax Exempt Property

Metro Cities supports city authority to collect payments from tax exempt property owners
to cover the costs of services to those entities, similar to statutory authority for special
assessments. Metro Cities opposes legislation that would exempt nonprofit entities from
paying user fees and service charges.

1-X

Proceeds from Tax Forfeited Property

Metro Cities supports changes to state laws governing the proceeds for tax forfeited
properties. Currently, counties can recover administrative costs related to a property before
other allocations are made and the law allows for the county to recoup a percentage of
assessment costs once administrative costs are allocated. The result is often no allocation or a
very low allocation, and usually insufficient level of proceeds available for covering special
assessments, unpaid taxes and fees to cities. State processes addressing tax-forfeited properties
can have implications for local land use plans and requirements and can result in unexpected and
significant fiscal impacts on local communities. The current process also does not require the
repayment of unpaid utility charges or building and development fees.

Metro Cities supports statutory changes that balance repayment of unpaid taxes and
assessments, utility charges and other fees and that more equitably allocates the
distribution of proceeds between counties and cities.
1-Y

Vehicle Title and Registration System (VTRS)

Issues associated with the rollout of the state MN Licensing and Registration System
(MNLARS) have caused significant unanticipated and ongoing disruptions to services provided
by local deputy registrars. Some registrar offices have relied on other local revenues, such as the
property tax, to manage normal expenses due to unresolved glitches in the system and a shift
from the state to the local level for additional processing time. These challenges have also
created a high potential for negative public perceptions on local government services, on an issue
over which local governments have no ability to control.
In 2019, state officials elected to replace the MNLARS system with the Vehicle Title and
Registration System (VTRS). Metro Cities supports state funding to compensate local
deputy registrars for unanticipated, increased costs associated with implementation of the
new system, and the shifting of per-transaction processing burdens that may result from
the implementation of VTRS.
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The bill was read for the first time and referred to the Committee on Transportation Finance and Policy

1.1

A bill for an act

1.2
1.3

relating to motor vehicles; increasing vehicle registration fees; amending Minnesota
Statutes 2020, sections 168.33, subdivision 7; 171.061, subdivision 4.

1.4

1.5
1.6
1.7
1.8
1.9
1.10
1.11

54

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF MINNESOTA:
Section 1. Minnesota Statutes 2020, section 168.33, subdivision 7, is amended to read:
Subd. 7. Filing fees; allocations. (a) In addition to all other statutory fees and taxes, a
filing fee of:
(1) $7 $10 is imposed on every vehicle registration renewal, excluding pro rate
transactions; and
(2) $11 $17 is imposed on every other type of vehicle transaction, including motor carrier
fuel licenses under sections 168D.05 and 168D.06, and pro rate transactions.

1.12

(b) Notwithstanding paragraph (a):

1.13

(1) a filing fee may not be charged for a document returned for a refund or for a correction

1.14
1.15
1.16
1.17
1.18
1.19

of an error made by the Department of Public Safety, a dealer, or a deputy registrar; and
(2) no filing fee or other fee may be charged for the permanent surrender of a title for a
vehicle.
(c) The filing fee must be shown as a separate item on all registration renewal notices
sent out by the commissioner.
(d) The statutory fees and taxes, and the filing fees imposed under paragraph (a) may

1.20

be paid by credit card or debit card. The deputy registrar may collect a surcharge on the

1.21

statutory fees, taxes, and filing fee not greater than the cost of processing a credit card or

Section 1.
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2.1

debit card transaction, in accordance with emergency rules established by the commissioner

2.2

of public safety. The surcharge must be used to pay the cost of processing credit and debit

2.3

card transactions.

2.4
2.5

(e) The fees collected under this subdivision by the department must be allocated as
follows:

2.6

(1) of the fees collected under paragraph (a), clause (1):

2.7

(i) $5.50 ....... must be deposited in the vehicle services operating account; and

2.8

(ii) $1.50 ....... must be deposited in the driver and vehicle services technology account;

2.9

and

2.10

(2) of the fees collected under paragraph (a), clause (2):

2.11

(i) $3.50 ....... must be deposited in the general fund;

2.12

(ii) $6.00 ....... must be deposited in the vehicle services operating account; and

2.13

(iii) $1.50 ....... must be deposited in the driver and vehicle services technology account.

2.14
2.15

Sec. 2. Minnesota Statutes 2020, section 171.061, subdivision 4, is amended to read:
Subd. 4. Fee; equipment. (a) The agent may charge and retain a filing fee of $8 $16 for

2.16

each application. Except as provided in paragraph (c), the fee shall cover all expenses

2.17

involved in receiving, accepting, or forwarding to the department the applications and fees

2.18

required under sections 171.02, subdivision 3; 171.06, subdivisions 2 and 2a; and 171.07,

2.19

subdivisions 3 and 3a.

2.20

(b) The statutory fees and the filing fees imposed under paragraph (a) may be paid by

2.21

credit card or debit card. The driver's license agent may collect a convenience fee on the

2.22

statutory fees and filing fees not greater than the cost of processing a credit card or debit

2.23

card transaction. The convenience fee must be used to pay the cost of processing credit card

2.24

and debit card transactions. The commissioner shall adopt rules to administer this paragraph

2.25

using the exempt procedures of section 14.386, except that section 14.386, paragraph (b),

2.26

does not apply.

2.27

(c) The department shall maintain the photo identification equipment for all agents

2.28

appointed as of January 1, 2000. Upon the retirement, resignation, death, or discontinuance

2.29

of an existing agent, and if a new agent is appointed in an existing office pursuant to

2.30

Minnesota Rules, chapter 7404, and notwithstanding the above or Minnesota Rules, part

2.31

7404.0400, the department shall provide and maintain photo identification equipment without

2.32

additional cost to a newly appointed agent in that office if the office was provided the
Sec. 2.
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3.1

equipment by the department before January 1, 2000. All photo identification equipment

3.2

must be compatible with standards established by the department.

3.3

(d) A filing fee retained by the agent employed by a county board must be paid into the

3.4

county treasury and credited to the general revenue fund of the county. An agent who is not

3.5

an employee of the county shall retain the filing fee in lieu of county employment or salary

3.6

and is considered an independent contractor for pension purposes, coverage under the

3.7

Minnesota State Retirement System, or membership in the Public Employees Retirement

3.8

Association.

3.9

(e) Before the end of the first working day following the final day of the reporting period

3.10

established by the department, the agent must forward to the department all applications

3.11

and fees collected during the reporting period except as provided in paragraph (d).

Sec. 2.
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