
 
  

 
 

   City Council Agenda 
Monday, May 21, 2012  

6:00 p.m. 
City Council Chambers 

(Times are Approximate) 
 

6:00 p.m. 1. Roll Call 
Voting & Seating Order for May:  Pust, Willmus, McGehee, 
Johnson, Roe 

6:02 p.m. 2. Approve Agenda 
6:05 p.m. 3. Public Comment 
6:10 p.m. 4. Council Communications, Reports and Announcements  
6:15 p.m. 5. Recognitions, Donations and Communications 
6:20 p.m. 6. Approve Minutes 
  a. Approve Minutes of  May 14, 2012 Meeting                
6:25 p.m. 7. Approve Consent Agenda 
  a. Approve Payments 
  b. Approve Business Licenses 
  c. Approve General Purchases and Sale of Surplus items in 

excess of $5000 
  d. Request by Kevin Miller for approval of a partial sewer 

easement vacation at 1770 Chatsworth Street (PF12-007) 
  e. Request by Minnehaha Transportation, Inc. for approval of 

outdoor storage of bus fleet vehicles as a conditional use at 
2507 Walnut Street (PF12-006) 

  f. Accept Community Forest Bonding Grant 
  g. Accept a Conservation Partners Legacy Grant for Langton 

Lake Park 
  h. Accept a Metropolitan Regional Arts Council Grant for 

the 2012 Summer Entertainment Series 
  i. Award Contract for Storm Water Ditch Erosion Repair 
  j. Approve Memorandum of Understanding Terminating the 

Joint Powers Agreement for Engineering Services With 
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the City of Arden Hills 
6:35 p.m. 8. Consider Items Removed from Consent  
 9. General Ordinances for Adoption 
 10. Presentations 
6:45 p.m.  a. Receive Update from Ramsey County Commissioner Jan 

Parker 
7:00 p.m.  b. Joint Meeting with Ethics Commission 
 11. Public Hearings 
 12. Business Items (Action Items) 
7:25 p.m.  a. Consider Citizens’ Petition for an Environmental 

Assessment Worksheet for the Proposed Wal-Mart store at 
County Road C and Cleveland Ave 

  b. Approve Preliminary/Final Plat & Development 
Agreement – Roseville Properties (Wal-Mart) 

 13. Business Items – Presentations/Discussions 
9:40 p.m. 14. City Manager Future Agenda Review 
9:45 p.m. 15. Councilmember Initiated Items for Future Meetings 
10:00 p.m. 16. Adjourn 
 
Some Upcoming Public Meetings……… 

Tuesday May 22 6:30 p.m. Public Works, Environment & Transportation Commission 
Monday May 28 - City Offices Closed - Observation of Memorial Day  
June    

No Meeting in June Parks & Recreation Commission 
Wednesday Jun 6 6:30 p.m. Planning Commission 
Wednesday Jun 6 6:30 p.m.  Parks & Recreation Commission 
Monday Jun 11 6:00 p.m. City Council Meeting 
Monday Jun 18 6:00 p.m. City Council Meeting 
Tuesday Jun 19 6:00 p.m. Housing & Redevelopment Authority 
Wednesday Jun 20 6:30p.m. Human Rights Commission 
Thursday Jun 21 4:00 p.m. Grass Lake Water Management Organization 

 
All meetings at Roseville City Hall, 2660 Civic Center Drive, Roseville, MN unless otherwise noted. 
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REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 Date: 5/21/2012 
 Item No.:   7.a  

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

 

Item Description: Approval of Payments 
 

Page 1 of 1 

BACKGROUND 1 

State Statute requires the City Council to approve all payment of claims.  The following summary of claims 2 

has been submitted to the City for payment.   3 

 4 

Check Series # Amount 
ACH Payments $126,388.14
66229-66276                   $45,803.47 

Total                 $172,191.61 
 5 

A detailed report of the claims is attached.  City Staff has reviewed the claims and considers them to be 6 

appropriate for the goods and services received.   7 

POLICY OBJECTIVE 8 

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

FINANCIAL IMPACTS 10 

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

reserves. 12 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 13 

Staff recommends approval of all payment of claims. 14 

REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION 15 

Motion to approve the payment of claims as submitted 16 

 17 
Prepared by: Chris Miller, Finance Director 18 
Attachments: A: Checks For Approval 19 
 20 

kari.collins
WJM



User:

Printed: 5/15/2012 -  9:13 AM

Checks for Approval

Accounts Payable

mary.jenson

Check Number Check Date Account  Name Vendor NameFund Name AmountInvoice Desc.

 Sprint-ACH 0 05/08/2012 General Fund Telephone  195.58Cell Phones

 Sprint-ACH 0 05/08/2012 Information Technology Telephone  243.49Cell Phones

 Sprint-ACH 0 05/08/2012 Recreation Fund Telephone  224.54Cell Phones

 Sprint-ACH 0 05/08/2012 P & R Contract Mantenance Telephone  40.92Cell Phones

 Sprint-ACH 0 05/08/2012 Golf Course Telephone  78.27Cell Phones

 Sprint-ACH 0 05/08/2012 General Fund Telephone  61.03Cell Phones

 Sprint-ACH 0 05/08/2012 General Fund Telephone  367.25Cell Phones

 Sprint-ACH 0 05/08/2012 General Fund Telephone  187.61Cell Phones

 Sprint-ACH 0 05/08/2012 Telecommunications Telephone  48.90Cell Phones

 Sprint-ACH 0 05/08/2012 Water Fund Telephone  40.93Cell Phones

 North Hgts Hardware Hank-ACH 0 05/08/2012 P & R Contract Mantenance Operating Supplies  17.12Tree Pruning Paint

 Sprint-ACH 0 05/08/2012 P & R Contract Mantenance Temporary Employees  80.25Cell Phones

 Sprint-ACH 0 05/08/2012 Storm Drainage Telephone  54.25Cell Phones

 Sprint-ACH 0 05/08/2012 General Fund Operating Supplies  650.00Cell Phones

 Sprint-ACH 0 05/08/2012 Information Technology Telephone  82.50Cell Phones

 Allied Capital City-ACH 0 05/08/2012 Community Development Transportation  10.00Parking Reimbursement-Trudgeon

 Hamline Univ-ACH 0 05/08/2012 General Fund Conferences  50.00Collaborative Governance Conference-Curti

 Sprint-ACH 0 05/08/2012 General Fund Telephone  21.41Holster

 Chianti Grill-ACH 0 05/08/2012 Housing & Redevelopment Agency Operating Supplies  123.74HRA Volunteer Lunch

 RadioShack-ACH 0 05/08/2012 Telecommunications Operating Supplies  24.62Headphones

 North Hgts Hardware Hank-ACH 0 05/08/2012 P & R Contract Mantenance Operating Supplies  30.62Lights, Tennis Court Repair Supplies

 Office Depot- ACH 0 05/08/2012 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies  30.55Office Supplies

 Office Depot- ACH 0 05/08/2012 Recreation Fund Office Supplies  265.60Office Supplies

 Home Depot- ACH 0 05/08/2012 Golf Course Operating Supplies  8.05Caulk

 Cub Foods- ACH 0 05/08/2012 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies  81.47Spring Break Snacks

 Target- ACH 0 05/08/2012 General Fund Operating Supplies  3.31Cleaning Supplies

 Grumpy's Grill-ACH 0 05/08/2012 General Fund Operating Supplies  61.00Merit Pay Program Meeting

 MGCSA-ACH 0 05/08/2012 Golf Course Memberships & Subscriptions  115.00Annual Membership McDonagh

 Suburban Ace Hardware-ACH 0 05/08/2012 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies  38.18Rope, Quick Snaps

 Amazon.com- ACH 0 05/08/2012 Information Technology Operating Supplies  361.22Solid State Disk Drive Notebook

 Amazon.com- ACH 0 05/08/2012 Information Technology Use Tax Payable -23.24Sales/Use Tax

 Suburban Ace Hardware-ACH 0 05/08/2012 Water Fund Operating Supplies  4.27Supplies

 UPS Store-ACH 0 05/08/2012 General Fund Operating Supplies  26.16Shipping Costs

 Maplewood Community Center - ACH 0 05/08/2012 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies  38.58Admission Fee
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Check Number Check Date Account  Name Vendor NameFund Name AmountInvoice Desc.

 Suburban Ace Hardware-ACH 0 05/08/2012 General Fund Op Supplies - City Hall  18.71Glue, Anchors

 PTS Tool Supply-ACH 0 05/08/2012 General Fund Vehicle Supplies  160.88Relay Tester

 Byerly's- ACH 0 05/08/2012 General Fund Training  39.64Water/Cookies-No Receipt-Rosand

 North Hgts Hardware Hank-ACH 0 05/08/2012 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies  12.79Water, Brushes, Fasteners

 Harbor Freight Tools-ACH 0 05/08/2012 General Fund Vehicle Supplies  171.395-Drawer Roll

 Northstar Publishing-ACH 0 05/08/2012 Recreation Fund Professional Services  240.00Digital Flip Book

 McMaster-Carr-ACH 0 05/08/2012 Water Fund Water Meters  126.64Water Meter Supplies

 McMaster-Carr-ACH 0 05/08/2012 Water Fund Use Tax Payable -8.15Sales/Use Tax

 Mills Fleet Farm-ACH 0 05/08/2012 General Fund Operating Supplies  21.41Scale

 Suburban Ace Hardware-ACH 0 05/08/2012 General Fund Operating Supplies  70.00Chain Saw Sharpening

 North Hgts Hardware Hank-ACH 0 05/08/2012 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies  282.553KALF-0536-5/5 Secret Service

 Super America-ACH 0 05/08/2012 General Fund Operating Supplies  11.44Fire Meeting Food

 Home Depot- ACH 0 05/08/2012 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies  100.37Cleaning Supplies, Floor Stripper and Finish

 Suburban Ace Hardware-ACH 0 05/08/2012 Golf Course Operating Supplies  14.43Paint Supplies

 Factory Express, Inc-ACH 0 05/08/2012 Recreation Fund Office Supplies  352.67Coil Binding Machine

 Factory Express, Inc-ACH 0 05/08/2012 Recreation Fund Use Tax Payable -22.69Sales/Use Tax

 Shoreview Park & Rec-ACH 0 05/08/2012 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies  74.10Community Center Admission Fee

 Menards-ACH 0 05/08/2012 P & R Contract Mantenance Operating Supplies  234.19Tennis Court Repair Supplies

 Home Depot- ACH 0 05/08/2012 Golf Course Operating Supplies  26.47Window Cleaning Supplies

 APA Online-ACH 0 05/08/2012 Community Development Memberships & Subscriptions  405.00APA Membership-Lloyd

 Peavey Corporation - ACH 0 05/08/2012 General Fund Operating Supplies  151.50Tape

 S & T Office Products-ACH 0 05/08/2012 General Fund Operating Supplies  325.36Office Supplies

 Menards-ACH 0 05/08/2012 P & R Contract Mantenance Operating Supplies  120.02Wood

 Coverking-ACH 0 05/08/2012 General Fund Operating Supplies  219.90Medic-3 Seat Cover

 Coverking-ACH 0 05/08/2012 General Fund 209001 - Use Tax Payable -14.15Sales/Use Tax

 Staples-ACH 0 05/08/2012 General Fund Operating Supplies  64.26Recorder

 Discount Steel Inc-ACH 0 05/08/2012 Golf Course Operating Supplies  35.27Angle Iron for Pull Cart Stand

 Panera Bread-ACH 0 05/08/2012 General Fund Operating Supplies  40.66Detective Interview Lunches

 Fox Labs Intl-ACH 0 05/08/2012 General Fund Training  79.47Replacement Canisters

 Fox Labs Intl-ACH 0 05/08/2012 General Fund 209001 - Use Tax Payable -5.11Sales/Use Tax

 Menards-ACH 0 05/08/2012 P & R Contract Mantenance Operating Supplies  135.88Shop Tools, Fence Supplies

 Little Caesars-ACH 0 05/08/2012 General Fund Training  30.00Fire Training Food

 Panera Bread-ACH 0 05/08/2012 General Fund Operating Supplies  74.97Chaplain Corp Meeting Snacks

 Suburban Ace Hardware-ACH 0 05/08/2012 General Fund Operating Supplies  52.45Station Supplies

 Batteries Plus-ACH 0 05/08/2012 Water Fund Water Meters  58.91Meter Van Supplies

 Office Depot- ACH 0 05/08/2012 Golf Course Operating Supplies  298.62Printer Cartridges

 Home Depot- ACH 0 05/08/2012 General Fund Operating Supplies  32.32Station Supplies

 Arin-ACH 0 05/08/2012 Information Technology Contract Maintenance  1,250.00Internet Numbers Registry

 Sports Authority-ACH 0 05/08/2012 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies  85.68Lacrosse Sticks

 Erik's Bike Shop- ACH 0 05/08/2012 Police Forfeiture Fund Professional Services  713.66Repair of Reserve Bicycles

 American Public Works -ACH 0 05/08/2012 General Fund Training  175.00Webinar

 Menards-ACH 0 05/08/2012 Information Technology Operating Supplies  32.03Keystone Jacks

 Suburban Ace Hardware-ACH 0 05/08/2012 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies  19.76Arts at the Oval Supplies

 Rainbow Foods-ACH 0 05/08/2012 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies  535.11Arts at the Oval Vendor Supplies
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Check Number Check Date Account  Name Vendor NameFund Name AmountInvoice Desc.

 Network Solutions-ACH 0 05/08/2012 Information Technology Contract Maintenance  278.00Web Hosting

 PetSmart-ACH 0 05/08/2012 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies  13.05Animal Supplies

Check Total:   10,777.64

 Zarnoth Brush Works, Inc. 0 05/09/2012 General Fund Vehicle Supplies  1,067.682012 Blanket PO for Vehicle Repairs

Glen Newton 0 05/09/2012 Municipal Jazz Band Professional Services  250.00Big Band Director-April 2012

 Roseville Area Schools 0 05/09/2012 Recreation Fund Printing  712.00Copy Service-Acct 407

 0 05/09/2012 General Fund 211402 - Flex Spending Health  160.26Flexible Benefit Reimbursement

Jeanne Kelsey 0 05/09/2012 Housing & Redevelopment Agency Transportation  67.71Mileage Reimbursement

 0 05/09/2012 General Fund 211403 - Flex Spend Day Care  850.79Dependent Care Reimbursement

Jeanne Kelsey 0 05/09/2012 Housing & Redevelopment Agency Transportation  13.00Expense Reimbursement

 Eureka Recycling 0 05/09/2012 Solid Waste Recycle Professional Services  39,515.28Curbside Recycling

 Stitchin Post 0 05/09/2012 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies  2,583.59T-Shirts

 Yale Mechanical, LLC 0 05/09/2012 General Fund Contract Maint. H.V.A.C.  1,500.89Contract Maintenance

 Yale Mechanical, LLC 0 05/09/2012 General Fund Contract Maint. H.V.A.C.  1,080.00Contract Maintenance

 Catco Parts & Service Inc 0 05/09/2012 General Fund Vehicle Supplies  200.062012 Blanket PO For Vehicle Repairs

 Cushman Motor Co Inc 0 05/09/2012 Golf Course Vehicle Supplies  84.44Tire, Tube

 Catco Parts & Service Inc 0 05/09/2012 General Fund Vehicle Supplies  4.362012 Blanket PO For Vehicle Repairs

 St. Croix Recreation Co., Inc. 0 05/09/2012 Recreation Improvements Amenities  1,074.09Grill

 EPA Audio Visual, Inc. 0 05/09/2012 Telecommunications Furniture and Fixtures  300.79Wall Brackets

 Napa Auto Parts 0 05/09/2012 General Fund Vehicle Supplies  51.172012 Blanket PO for Vehicle Repairs

 Factory Motor Parts, Co. 0 05/09/2012 General Fund Vehicle Supplies  20.052012 Blanket PO For Vehicle Repairs

 Yocum Oil 0 05/09/2012 General Fund Motor Fuel  6,305.002012 Blanket PO for Fuel - State contrac

 Yocum Oil 0 05/09/2012 General Fund Motor Fuel  6,305.002012 Blanket PO for Fuel - State contrac

 Spartan Promotional Group, Inc. 0 05/09/2012 Golf Course Operating Supplies  545.12Water Bottles

 Xcel Energy 0 05/09/2012 General Fund Utilities - Old City Hall  658.47Historical Society

 Xcel Energy 0 05/09/2012 Recreation Fund Utilities  475.37Nature Center

 Xcel Energy 0 05/09/2012 License Center Utilities  466.19Motor Vehicle

 Xcel Energy 0 05/09/2012 General Fund Utilities  51.03Street Lights

 Xcel Energy 0 05/09/2012 General Fund Utilities  65.40Street Lights

 Pro-Tec Design, Inc. 0 05/09/2012 Information Technology Operating Supplies  325.97Door Access System Cards

 Newegg Computers, Inc. 0 05/09/2012 Information Technology Operating Supplies  537.56Printer

 Newegg Computers, Inc. 0 05/09/2012 Information Technology Use Tax Payable -34.58Sales/Use Tax

 Midway Ford Co 0 05/09/2012 Parks & Recreation Vehicle Rev Parks & Recreation Vehicles  18,741.82Ford F250 Pickup

 Grainger Inc 0 05/09/2012 General Fund Vehicle Supplies  36.122012 Blanket PO for Vehicle Repairs

 Grainger Inc 0 05/09/2012 General Fund Operating Supplies City Garage  16.59Batteries

 SHI International Corp 0 05/09/2012 Information Technology Computer Equipment  28,443.55Qty 1 - Microsoft Software Assurance thr

 SHI International Corp 0 05/09/2012 Information Technology Computer Equipment  1,926.35Sales Tax

 SHI International Corp 0 05/09/2012 Information Technology Operating Supplies  1,032.41Office Pro

 Larson Companies 0 05/09/2012 General Fund Vehicle Supplies  173.652012 Blanket PO for Vehicle Repairs

 Larson Companies 0 05/09/2012 General Fund Vehicle Supplies -173.652012 Blanket PO for Vehicle Repairs-Credit

 Larson Companies 0 05/09/2012 General Fund Vehicle Supplies  54.592012 Blanket PO for Vehicle Repairs

 Turfwerks 0 05/09/2012 P & R Contract Mantenance Operating Supplies  29.40Valve
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Check Number Check Date Account  Name Vendor NameFund Name AmountInvoice Desc.

 Tessman Seed Co - St. Paul 0 05/09/2012 P & R Contract Mantenance Operating Supplies  92.98Grass Seed

Check Total:   115,610.50

 Anoka County Attorney's Office. 66229 05/09/2012 General Fund Training  25.00Cyber Crime Training-Baker

Check Total:   25.00

 Aspen Mills Inc. 66230 05/09/2012 General Fund Clothing  43.75Jumpsuits

 Aspen Mills Inc. 66230 05/09/2012 General Fund Clothing  264.39shirts

Check Total:   308.14

 Bossardt Corporation 66231 05/09/2012 Fire Station  2011 Professional Services  12,300.00Construction Management Services

Check Total:   12,300.00

Carrie Broin 66232 05/09/2012 Golf Course Green Fees  166.40League Green Fees Refund

Check Total:   166.40

 CDW Government, Inc. 66233 05/09/2012 Information Technology Operating Supplies  275.05Replacement Drive

Check Total:   275.05

Laurel Cederberg 66234 05/09/2012 Recreation Fund Fee Program Revenue  25.00Shelter Key Deposit Refund

Check Total:   25.00

 Cintas Corporation #470 66235 05/09/2012 General Fund Clothing  30.60Uniform Cleaning

 Cintas Corporation #470 66235 05/09/2012 P & R Contract Mantenance Clothing  8.60Uniform Cleaning

 Cintas Corporation #470 66235 05/09/2012 P & R Contract Mantenance Clothing  8.60Uniform Cleaning

 Cintas Corporation #470 66235 05/09/2012 General Fund Clothing  30.60Uniform Cleaning

Check Total:   78.40

 Commercial Asphalt Co 66236 05/09/2012 General Fund Operating Supplies  1,102.00Qty 1 - Asphalt patching material, per S

 Commercial Asphalt Co 66236 05/09/2012 Storm Drainage Operating Supplies  1,500.63Qty 1 - Asphalt patching material, per S

 Commercial Asphalt Co 66236 05/09/2012 Water Fund Operating Supplies  1,080.13Qty 1 - Asphalt patching material, per S

Check Total:   3,682.76

 Consolidated Container Co, LLC 66237 05/09/2012 Recreation Improvements Hockey Rink Board Upgrades  311.01Hockey Rink Supplies

Check Total:   311.01

 Crysteel Truck Equipment, Inc. 66238 05/09/2012 General Fund Vehicle Supplies  92.342012 Blanket PO for Vehicle Repairs

Check Total:   92.34

 Dalco 66239 05/09/2012 P & R Contract Mantenance Operating Supplies  479.53Toilet Tissue, Roll Towels
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Check Number Check Date Account  Name Vendor NameFund Name AmountInvoice Desc.

Check Total:   479.53

 Dealer Automotive Service, Inc 66240 05/09/2012 General Fund Contract Maintenance Vehicles  1,143.73Vehicle Repair

Check Total:   1,143.73

Abel Diaz 66241 05/09/2012 Recreation Fund Fee Program Revenue  125.00Arboretum Rental Refund

Check Total:   125.00

 Fastsigns 66242 05/09/2012 General Fund Operating Supplies  390.15Banner

Check Total:   390.15

Kay Foster 66243 05/09/2012 Municipal Jazz Band Operating Supplies  715.10Big Band Appreciation Event Reimbursement

Check Total:   715.10

 Fra-Dor Inc. 66244 05/09/2012 Boulevard Landscaping Operating Supplies  550.00Black Dirt

 Fra-Dor Inc. 66244 05/09/2012 Storm Drainage Operating Supplies  100.00Black Dirt

 Fra-Dor Inc. 66244 05/09/2012 General Fund Operating Supplies  68.20Black Dirt

 Fra-Dor Inc. 66244 05/09/2012 Water Fund Operating Supplies  400.00Black Dirt

Check Total:   1,118.20

 Greater Metropolitan Housing Corp. 66245 05/09/2012 Housing & Redevelopment Agency Advertising  875.00Administration Fees

Check Total:   875.00

 Hewlett-Packard Company 66246 05/09/2012 General Fund Other Improvements  812.25LCD Monitor

Check Total:   812.25

Jean Hoffman 66247 05/09/2012 Singles Program Operating Supplies  43.50Singles Supplies Reimbursement

Check Total:   43.50

 Integra Telecom 66248 05/09/2012 Telephone PSTN-PRI Access/DID Allocation  2,756.88Telephone

Check Total:   2,756.88

 Linn Building Maintenance 66249 05/09/2012 General Fund Professional Services  3,337.71General Cleaning

 Linn Building Maintenance 66249 05/09/2012 Recreation Fund Contract Maintenance  1,048.44General Cleaning

 Linn Building Maintenance 66249 05/09/2012 Recreation Fund Contract Maintenence  836.83General Cleaning

 Linn Building Maintenance 66249 05/09/2012 License Center Professional Services  625.22General Cleaning

 Linn Building Maintenance 66249 05/09/2012 General Fund Contract Maint. - City Garage  942.64General Cleaning

 Linn Building Maintenance 66249 05/09/2012 General Fund Contract Maint. - City Garage  499.11Floor Maintenance

Check Total:   7,289.95

 Locators & Supplies, Inc 66250 05/09/2012 General Fund Const. Operating Supplies  37.07Safety Vests
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Check Number Check Date Account  Name Vendor NameFund Name AmountInvoice Desc.

Check Total:   37.07

 Matheson Tri-Gas, Inc 66251 05/09/2012 General Fund Vehicle Supplies  46.07Acetylene

Check Total:   46.07

 McAfee, Inc. 66252 05/09/2012 Information Technology Contract Maintenance  723.47Fail Safe Disaster Recovery Service

Check Total:   723.47

Xiomara Medina Calderon 66253 05/09/2012 Recreation Fund Building Rental  200.00Damage Deposit Refund

Check Total:   200.00

 MIDC Enterprises 66254 05/09/2012 Golf Course Rental  74.81Golf Course Supplies

Check Total:   74.81

 MN Board Peace Ofc Stds & Trng 66255 05/09/2012 General Fund Training  1,350.00POST Licensure-15 Officers

Check Total:   1,350.00

 Mn Dept of Labor & Industry 66256 05/09/2012 Fire Station  2011 Professional Services  1,954.00Plumbing Plan Review Application

Check Total:   1,954.00

 Outback Steakhouse 66257 05/09/2012 Golf Course Operating Supplies  500.00Tournament Food

Check Total:   500.00

Greg Peterson 66258 05/09/2012 General Fund Training  25.46Conference Reimbursement

Check Total:   25.46

The Retrofit Companies Inc 66259 05/09/2012 Solid Waste Recycle Professional Services  1,026.00Electronics Recycling

Check Total:   1,026.00

 Rick Johnson's Deer & Beaver Inc. 66260 05/09/2012 General Fund Contract Maintenance  115.00Deer Removal

Check Total:   115.00

Ron Rieschl 66261 05/09/2012 Singles Program Operating Supplies  20.00Singles Supplies Reimbusement

Check Total:   20.00

Nancy Robbins 66262 05/09/2012 Recreation Fund Printing  87.31Arts at the Oval Expense Reimbursement

Check Total:   87.31

Michael Ross 66263 05/09/2012 Water Fund Clothing  208.24Boot Reimbursement per Union Contract
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Check Number Check Date Account  Name Vendor NameFund Name AmountInvoice Desc.

Check Total:   208.24

 Sam's Club 66264 05/09/2012 General Fund Operating Supplies  140.00Annual Membership Fee

Check Total:   140.00

 Sillworks 66265 05/09/2012 Info Tech/Contract Cities North St. Paul Computer Equip  758.65Computer Equipment

 Sillworks 66265 05/09/2012 Info Tech/Contract Cities Use Tax Payable -48.80Sales/Use Tax

Check Total:   709.85

Maria Smisek 66266 05/09/2012 Recreation Fund Building Rental  400.00Damage Deposit Refund

Check Total:   400.00

Sheila Stowell 66267 05/09/2012 Housing & Redevelopment Agency Professional Services  287.50HRA Meeting Minutes

Sheila Stowell 66267 05/09/2012 Housing & Redevelopment Agency Professional Services  4.83Mileage Reimbursement

Check Total:   292.33

 T Mobile 66268 05/09/2012 General Fund Telephone  39.99Cell Phones-Acct:  771707201

 T Mobile 66268 05/09/2012 Sanitary Sewer Telephone  80.19Cell Phones-Acct:  771707201

Check Total:   120.18

 The Mulch Store 66269 05/09/2012 General Fund Operating Supplies  105.00Yardwaste

Check Total:   105.00

 Tri State Bobcat, Inc 66270 05/09/2012 Boulevard Landscaping Operating Supplies  219.09Trimmer

Check Total:   219.09

 Truck Utilities Mfg Co. 66271 05/09/2012 Parks & Recreation Vehicle Rev Parks & Recreation Vehicles  2,500.88Cable Lift

Check Total:   2,500.88

 Trugreen L.P. 66272 05/09/2012 General Fund Contract Maint. - City Garage  107.95Lawn Service

 Trugreen L.P. 66272 05/09/2012 General Fund Contract Maint.  - City Hall  242.62Lawn Service

Check Total:   350.57

 US Foods Culinary E&S 66273 05/09/2012 Golf Course Operating Supplies  46.69Barstool

Check Total:   46.69

 USPCA Region 12 66274 05/09/2012 General Fund Training  100.002012 PD1 Certification Handler Gray & K9 Tasco

Check Total:   100.00

Josh Whitcomb 66275 05/09/2012 Recreation Fund Fee Program Revenue  25.00Key Deposit Refund
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Check Number Check Date Account  Name Vendor NameFund Name AmountInvoice Desc.

Check Total:   25.00

 XO Communications Inc. 66276 05/09/2012 Information Technology Telephone  1,413.06Telephone

Check Total:   1,413.06

Report Total:  172,191.61
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REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 Date: 05/21/2012 
 Item No.:     7.b  

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

 

Item Description:  Approval of 2012/2013 Business and Other Licenses  
 

BACKGROUND 1 

Chapter 301 of the City Code requires all applications for business and other licenses to be submitted to the 2 

City Council for approval.  The following application(s) is (are) submitted for consideration 3 

 4 

Massage Therapist Establishment 5 

Steiner Naturopathy, LLC 6 

2353 Rice St., Suite 208 7 

Roseville, MN 55113 8 

 9 

Massage Therapist 10 

Greg Steiner at Steiner Naturopathy, LLC 11 

2353 Rice St., Suite 208 12 

Roseville, MN 55113 13 

 14 

Gasoline Station 15 

Dave’s Roseville Auto Care 16 

2171 N. Hamline Ave 17 

Roseville, MN 55113 18 

 19 

B-Dale Corner Store 20 

2164 Dale St. N. 21 

Roseville, MN 55113 22 

 23 

Gas Plus 12 24 

1583 W County Road C 25 

Roseville, MN 55113 26 

 27 

Cigarette/Tobacco Products 28 

B-Dale Corner Store 29 

2164 Dale St. N. 30 

Roseville, MN 55113 31 

 32 

Gas Plus 12 33 

1583 W County Road C 34 

Roseville, MN 55113 35 

kari.collins
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Walgreens #13685 36 

2635 Rice St. 37 

Roseville, MN 55113 38 

 39 

Walgreens #02002 40 

1611 W County Road C 41 

Roseville, MN 55113 42 

 43 

Walgreens #01804 44 

1739 N Lexington Ave 45 

Roseville, MN 55113 46 

 47 

MGM Wine & Spirits 48 

1149 Larpenteur Ave W. 49 

Roseville, MN 55113 50 

 51 

Hamline Liquors Inc. 52 

2825 Hamline Ave. N. 53 

Roseville, MN 55113 54 

 55 

Gas Pumps - Private 56 

Midland Hills Country Club 57 

2001 Fulham St. 58 

Roseville, MN 55113 59 

 60 

Ryder Truck Rental 61 

2580 Long Lake Rd 62 

Roseville, MN 55113 63 

 64 

Veterinarian Examination & Inoculation Center 65 

Roseville Animal Hospital 66 

2630 N. Snelling Curve 67 

Roseville, MN 55113 68 

 69 

Theater 70 

AMC Theatres Rosedale 14 71 

850 Rosedale Center 72 

Roseville, MN 55113 73 

 74 

Temporary On-Sale License 75 

Rotary Club of Roseville 76 

2233 Hamline Ave. N., Suite 620 77 

Roseville, MN 55113 78 

 79 

POLICY OBJECTIVE 80 

Required by City Code 81 

FINANCIAL IMPACTS 82 

The correct fees were paid to the City at the time the application(s) were made. 83 
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STAFF RECOMMENDATION 84 

Staff has reviewed the applications and has determined that the applicant(s) meet all City requirements.  Staff 85 

recommends approval of the license(s). 86 

REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION 87 

 88 

Motion to approve business and other license application(s) as submitted.  89 
 
Prepared by: Chris Miller, Finance Director 
Attachments: A: Applications   
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REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 DATE: 5/21/2012 
 ITEM NO: 7.d  

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

Item Description: Request by Kevin Miller for approval of a partial sewer easement 
vacation at 1770 Chatsworth Street (PF12-007). 

PF12-007_RCA_052112 (2) 
Page 1 of 2 

Application Review Details 
• RCA prepared: May 15, 2012 
• Public hearing: May 2, 2012 
• City Council action: May 21, 2012 
• Statutory action deadline: June 15, 2012 

Action taken on an easement vacation request 
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. 

1.0 REQUESTED ACTION 1 
Mr. Miller requests the vacation of the existing sewer easement that crosses his parcel in 2 
order to rebuild a garage which would extend to the 5-foot setback line except that the 3 
easement is presently in the way. 4 

2.0 SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATION 5 
Planning Division staff concurs with the recommendations of the Public Works 6 
Department and the Planning Commission (7-0) to approve the proposed EASEMENT 7 
VACATION; see Section 7 of this report for the detailed recommendation. 8 

3.0 SUMMARY OF SUGGESTED ACTION 9 
Adopt a resolution approving the proposed EASEMENT VACATION; see Section 8 of this 10 
report for the detailed action. 11 

kari.collins
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4.0 BACKGROUND 12 
The property at 1770 Chatsworth Street, located in City Planning District 15, has a 13 
Comprehensive Plan designation of Low Density Residential (LDR) and a zoning 14 
classification of Low Density Residential-1 (LDR-1) District. 15 

5.0 VACATION ANALYSIS 16 

5.1 Public Works Department staff has reviewed the proposed vacation of the sewer 17 
easement as illustrated in Attachment C. In light of the fact that sewer infrastructure was 18 
never built, nor are there any plans to install sewer in that location, Public Works staff 19 
finds that vacating the southern 5 feet of the easement on the subject property would not 20 
harm the public health, safety and general welfare of the community. Public Works staff 21 
recommends retaining the northern 5 feet of the easement similar to the drainage and 22 
utility easement required along the side property lines of newly created residential 23 
parcels. 24 

5.2 Since the Planning Commission is responsible for holding the public hearings for 25 
applications like the proposed vacation, Planning Division staff is preparing the report 26 
and supporting materials for review. But Planning staff doesn’t have an interest, per se, 27 
in such proposals and merely conveys the comments and recommendation of the Public 28 
Works Department in addition to coordinating the review of the proposal by the Planning 29 
Commission and City Council. 30 

6.0 PUBLIC COMMENT 31 
The duly-noticed public hearing for this application was held by the Planning 32 
Commission on May 2, 2012; no members of the public were present to comment on the 33 
proposal. After closing the public hearing, the Planning Commission voted (7-0) to 34 
approve the requested EASEMENT VACATION; draft minutes of the public hearing are 35 
included with this report as Attachment D. As of the time this report was prepared, 36 
Planning Division staff has received a handful of questions about the proposal from 37 
nearby property owners, but there were no objections or other concerns once people 38 
understood more about the nature of a “vacation.” 39 

7.0 RECOMMENDATION 40 
Based on the comments and findings outlined in Sections 5 and 6 of this report, the 41 
Planning Division concurs with the recommendations of the Public Works Department 42 
and the Planning Commission to approve the EASEMENT VACATION of the southern 5 feet 43 
of the sewer easement traversing the residential property at 1770 Chatsworth Street. 44 

8.0 SUGGESTED ACTION 45 
Adopt a resolution approving the VACATION of the southern 5 feet of the sewer 46 
easement at 1770 Chatsworth Street, based on the comments and findings of Sections 4-47 
6 and the recommendation of Section 7 of this staff report. 48 

Prepared by: Associate Planner Bryan Lloyd 
651-792-7073 | bryan.lloyd@ci.roseville.mn.us 

Attachments: A: Area map 
B: Aerial photo 

C: Proposed vacation 
D: Draft public hearing minutes 
E: Draft resolution 
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PLANNING FILE 12-007 1 
Request by Kevin Miller for approval of a partial SEWER EASEMENT VACATION at 1770 2 
Chatsworth Street 3 

Chair Boerigter opened the Public Hearing for File 12-007 at approximately 6:45 p.m. 4 

Associate Planner Bryan Lloyd briefly summarized the request to vacate the existing sewer easement 5 
that crosses his parcel in order to rebuild a garage that would extend to the five foot (5’) setback line 6 
except that the easement is presently in the way. 7 

Mr. Lloyd, from a historical perspective, advised that when lots platted in 1940’s, sewer easement platted 8 
along subject and adjacent neighbor fronting on Victoria Street. Mr. Lloyd advised that since then, no 9 
sewer infrastructure had been installed, and there was no known intent by the City to use it for that 10 
purpose. Mr. Lloyd noted that, in such a case, adjoining property owners can request vacation and the 11 
easement would become additional, usable space for that property owner. 12 

Mr. Lloyd advised that the City’s Public Works Department recommends APPROVAL of the proposed 13 
EASEMENT VACATION, as detailed in Section 7 of the Request for Planning Commission Action dated 14 
May 2, 2012. 15 

Discussion among Commissioners and staff included clarification that the Easement Vacation was 16 
reviewed and recommended by Public Works and Zoning Departments, and would facilitate the Building 17 
Permit process to proceed; rationale in retaining a portion of the easement (northern 5’) at this time, since 18 
that property owner had not requested its vacation and was subject to a $300 application fee to process; 19 
typical dedication of easements to adjacent parcels; and comments fielded by staff from adjacent property 20 
owners within the legal notice area. 21 

Mr. Lloyd advised that most of the calls had been for clarification of the easement and requested 22 
vacation, with the majority not even aware of the existence of the easement; and upon understanding that 23 
there would be no assessment to them for any future sewer work, no one had any further issues. 24 

City Planner Paschke concurred, noting that upon receipt of the post card notice, most had been unaware 25 
of the easement of that there was an unimproved road right-of-way existing in their neighborhood; and 26 
that staff had basically responded to inquiries from an educational process perspective. 27 

Applicant, Kevin Miller, 1770 Chatsworth Street 28 
The applicant was in the audience and advised (off-microphone) that he had nothing to add to staff’s 29 
report; and would also have no objection to his adjacent neighbor receiving a benefit from his personal 30 
application. 31 

Chair Boerigter closed the Public Hearing at approximately 6:54 p.m., with no one appearing for or 32 
against. 33 

Deliberation 34 
At the request of Member Strohmeier, Mr. Lloyd explained the State Law provisions for process these 35 
vacation requests through the Planning Commission, rather than through the City’s Public Works, 36 
Environment and Transportation Commission. 37 

MOTION 38 
Member Gisselquist moved, seconded by Member Boguszewski to recommend to the City Council 39 
APPROVAL OF THE VACATION of the southern five feet (5’) of the sewer easement at 1770 40 
Chatsworth Street; based on the comments and findings of Sections 4-6 and the 41 
recommendations of Section 7 of the staff report dated May 2, 2012. 42 

Ayes: 7 43 
Nays: 0 44 
Motion carried. 45 

Attachment D
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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 1 
of Roseville, County of Ramsey, Minnesota, was held on the 21st day of May 2012 at 6:00 p.m. 2 

The following Members were present: ___________; 3 
and ________ were absent. 4 

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

RESOLUTION NO. ____ 6 
A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE VACATION OF A PORTION OF THE SEWER 7 

EASEMENT AT 1770 CHATSWORTH STREET (PF12-007) 8 

WHEREAS, Kevin Miller, applicant for approval of the proposed VACATION, owns the 9 
residential property at 1770 Chatsworth Street, which is legally described as: 10 

PIN: 14-29-23-34-0022 11 
Arthur E. Thom plat, subject to sewer easement, the N half of Lot 12 12 

WHEREAS, the Roseville Planning Commission held the public hearing regarding the 13 
proposed EASEMENT VACATION on May 2, 2012, voting 7-0 to recommend approval of vacating 14 
the southern half of the existing 10-foot easement based on the comments and findings of the 15 
staff report prepared for said public hearing; and 16 

WHEREAS, the Roseville Public Works Department has determined that sewer 17 
infrastructure was never built within the easement, nor are there any plans to install sewer in that 18 
location, and has found that vacating the southern 5 feet of the easement on the subject property 19 
would not harm the public health, safety and general welfare of the community as long as the 20 
northern 5 feet of the easement is retained for drainage and utility purposes; 21 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, by the Roseville City Council, to APPROVE 22 
the requested VACATION of the southern 5 feet of the 10-foot sewer easement. 23 

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

WHEREUPON said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted. 27 
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Resolution – Kevin Miller sewer easement vacation, 1770 Chatsworth Street (PF12-007) 

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 
21st day of May 2012 with the original thereof on file in my office. 

 WITNESS MY HAND officially as such Manager this 21st day of May 2012. 

 ______________________________ 
 William J. Malinen, City Manager 

(SEAL) 



 
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 DATE: 5/21/2012 
 ITEM NO: 7.e  

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

Item Description: Request by Minnehaha Transportation, Inc. for approval of outdoor 
storage of bus fleet vehicles as a conditional use at 2507 Walnut Street 
(PF12-006) 

PF12-006_RCA_052112 (2) 
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Application Review Details 
• RPCA prepared: May 15, 2012 
• Public hearing: May 2, 2012 
• City Council action: May 21, 2012 
• Statutory action deadline: June 5, 2012 

Action taken on a conditional use request is 
quasi-judicial; the City’s role is to determine 
the facts associated with the request, and 
apply those facts to the legal standards 
contained in State Statute and City Code. 

1.0 REQUESTED ACTION 1 
The applicant proposes to operate a school bus dispatch and maintenance facility if the 2 
outdoor storage of the bus fleet is approved as a CONDITIONAL USE. 3 

2.0 SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATION 4 
Planning Division concurs with the recommendation (6-0, with one abstention) of the 5 
Planning Commission to approve the proposed CONDITIONAL USE; see Section 7 of this 6 
report for the detailed recommendation. 7 

3.0 SUMMARY OF SUGGESTED ACTION 8 
Adopt a resolution approving the proposed CONDITIONAL USE, pursuant to §1005.03 9 
(Commercial Uses) and §1009.02 (Conditional Uses) of the City Code; see Section 8 of 10 
this report for the detailed action. 11 

kari.collins
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4.0 BACKGROUND 12 

4.1 The property at 2507 Walnut Street, located in City Planning District 11 has a 13 
Comprehensive Plan designation of Industrial (I) and a corresponding zoning 14 
classification of Industrial (I) District, in which outdoor storage requires approval as a 15 
CONDITIONAL USE. The fleet dispatch and vehicle maintenance aspects of the proposed 16 
facility are permitted uses in the I District. 17 

4.2 Section 1009.02E of the City Code requires the applicant to validate an approval of the 18 
CONDITIONAL USE by beginning site work related to the proposed outdoor storage area. If 19 
the approval has not been validated within 1 year, the approval will expire and become 20 
void. 21 

5.0 CONDITIONAL USE ANALYSIS 22 

5.1 REVIEW OF GENERAL CONDITIONAL USE CRITERIA: Section 1009.02C of the City Code 23 
establishes general standards and criteria for all conditional uses, and the Planning 24 
Commission and City Council must find that each proposed conditional use does or can 25 
meet these requirements. The general standards are as follows: 26 

a. The proposed use is not in conflict with the Comprehensive Plan. While outdoor 27 
storage doesn’t necessarily advance the goals of the Comprehensive Plan aside from 28 
facilitating continued investment in an industrial property, the Planning Commission 29 
found that it does not conflict with the Comprehensive Plan. 30 

b. The proposed use is not in conflict with a Regulating Map or other adopted plan. The 31 
proposed use is not in conflict with such plans because none apply to the property. 32 

c. The proposed use is not in conflict with any City Code requirements. By its 33 
recommendation, the Planning Commission found that the proposed outdoor storage 34 
area can and shall meet all applicable City Code requirements; moreover, a 35 
CONDITIONAL USE approval can be rescinded if the approved use fails to comply with 36 
all applicable Code requirements or any conditions of the approval. 37 

d. The proposed use will not create an excessive burden on parks, streets, and other 38 
public facilities. The property has been used as a legal, nonconforming semi-trailer-39 
leasing facility for many years (the nonconformity is the result of the outdoor storage 40 
of trailers prior to the adoption of the conditional use approval requirement), so the 41 
Planning Commission found that the proposal is unlikely to intensify any practical 42 
impacts on parks, streets, or public infrastructure. 43 

e. The proposed use will not be injurious to the surrounding neighborhood, will not 44 
negatively impact traffic or property values, and will not otherwise harm the public 45 
health, safety, and general welfare. If the outdoor storage area is approved, it could 46 
add vehicle trips to the local road network each day over the existing trailer leasing 47 
business, but not so many trips as to be out of line with other permitted uses; some 48 
could argue that the additional vehicles constitute a negative impact on traffic (and a 49 
violation of this general criterion), but the Planning Commission has found in item 50 
“d” above that the potential, additional traffic would not impose an excessive burden 51 
on the public street infrastructure. Aside from the potential for some additional 52 
traffic, visual clutter seems to be the only other source of impact to surrounding 53 
properties, and the zoning code’s specific requirements for outdoor storage areas 54 
should address this concern. 55 



PF12-006_RCA_052112 (2) 
Page 3 of 4 

5.2 REVIEW OF SPECIFIC CONDITIONAL USE CRITERIA: Section 1009.02D of the City Code 56 
establishes additional standards and criteria that are specific to outdoor storage facilities; 57 
they are as follows. 58 

a. Areas of outdoor activity or storage shall be located to the side or rear of buildings 59 
and shall not be located between the principal use and the primary public street. The 60 
proposed outdoor storage area is at the rear of the building; this location should not 61 
be visible from the public street except through the entrance gate. 62 

b. Areas of outdoor activity or storage shall be screened by a solid opaque wall or fence 63 
at least 8 feet in height. The proposed fencing illustrated on the site plan (included 64 
with this staff report as Attachment C) would fall short of the letter of this 65 
requirement, but Planning Division staff believes that the proposed 6-foot fencing can 66 
be supported. As noted above, the trailer leasing facility predates the zoning 67 
requirements for screening and obtaining approval of the outdoor storage as a 68 
conditional use, and the existing fencing around the property was for security rather 69 
than screening; as such, the fence is bare chain link and only 6 feet tall. A 2012 70 
approval allowed outdoor storage of a bus on a Partridge Road parcel, but required 71 
the replacement of a similar fence with a proper screen fence in that case because the 72 
property had not been used for outdoor storage up to then. In the present case, the 73 
property has long been used for outdoor storage of semi-trailers, and Planning 74 
Division staff believes that merely adding slats to the existing fence to improve the 75 
screening is reasonable because it would bring the site into greater conformity even 76 
though it would not completely meet the code requirements. The applicant has also 77 
proposed to screen the rear of the property, which faces the Gross Golf Course in 78 
Minneapolis, with arborvitae or other opaque evergreen plantings. This is 79 
unconventional in an industrial area, but Planning Division staff believes that such 80 
screening would be an effective alternative and appreciated by users of the golf 81 
course. 82 

c. Aggregates and other granular materials shall be stored in such a way that prevents 83 
erosion. Aggregates or granular materials are not proposed to be stored outdoors, nor 84 
would this be allowed without appropriate review and approval. 85 

d. The Planning Commission and City Council shall give special consideration to the 86 
height of equipment and materials stored outside and its visibility from nearby 87 
properties and roadways. Planning Division staff does not believe that a bus fleet 88 
warrants the kind of special consideration identified in this provision, which is 89 
intended to account for large piles of materials or tall pieces of machinery. 90 

5.1 Roseville’s Development Review Committee, a body comprising staff from various City 91 
departments, met on April 19th to review and discuss the proposal. The only comments 92 
which have not been addressed above are as follows: 93 

a. Inoperable vehicles should not be allowed to remain outdoors. 94 

b. Any screen plantings along the western property boundary should remain outside of 95 
any easements. 96 

c. Any future expansion of the outdoor storage area needs to be paved, with the 97 
installation of associated storm water control measures, according to the pertinent, 98 
standard code requirements. 99 
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5.2 Review of the proposed outdoor storage area against the CONDITIONAL USE standards and 100 
criteria leads Planning Division staff to conclude that the use can meet all pertinent 101 
requirements except those pertaining to screening, and Planning Division staff believes 102 
that the proposed screening makes reasonable and acceptable progress toward conformity 103 
in light of the existing, nonconforming conditions. 104 

6.0 PUBLIC COMMENT 105 
A representative of the business to the north of the subject property exchanged some 106 
emails with Planning Division staff, supporting the application, offering suggestions for 107 
screening materials, and expressing optimism for improved maintenance of the property 108 
by a new owner; these comments are included with this report as Attachment D. The 109 
duly-noticed public hearing for this application was held by the Planning Commission on 110 
May 2, 2012; draft minutes are included with this report as Attachment. 111 

7.0 RECOMMENDATION 112 
Based on the comments and findings outlined in Sections 4-6 of this report, the Planning 113 
Division concurs with the recommendation of the Planning Commission to approve the 114 
proposed CONDITIONAL USE pursuant to §1004.07 and §1009.02 of the Roseville City 115 
Code, with the following conditions: 116 

a. Inoperable vehicles shall not remain outdoors; 117 

b. Any screen plantings along the western property boundary shall remain outside of 118 
any easements; and 119 

c. The applicant shall continue to work with Planning Division staff to select slats and 120 
plant materials that will be reasonably attractive and effective at screening the 121 
outdoor storage and shall maintain and replace the screening materials as necessary to 122 
ensure effective screening. 123 

8.0 SUGGESTED ACTION 124 
By motion, recommend approval of outdoor storage of fleet vehicles as a 125 
CONDITIONAL USE at 2507 Walnut Street, based on the comments and findings of 126 
Sections 4-6 and the recommendation of Section 7 of this staff report. 127 

Prepared by: Associate Planner Bryan Lloyd 
651-792-7073 | bryan.lloyd@ci.roseville.mn.us 

Attachments: A: Area map 
B: Aerial photo 
C: Proposal details 

D: Public comment 
E: Draft public hearing minutes 
F: Draft resolution 
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Bryan Lloyd

From: Terry Gilberstadt 
Sent: Tuesday, May 01, 2012 4:14 PM
To: Bryan Lloyd
Cc: Joe Herzog
Subject: RE: 2507 Walnut Street 

Dear Mr. Lloyd, 
 
I appreciate your reply to our concerns.  We would like to work with the 
city and the new tenant to find a good solution for the fence slat 
material, one that would be nice looking and not be overly expensive. 
We also would hope that the lawn is mowed on a regular basis  and that 
weed control and good property maintenance is practiced by the new 
tenants.  It does sound like the proposed tenants are willing to comply 
with the city ordinances and will take pride in their property.  We 
would be happy to give them the names of our lawn vendors or any other 
help with property maintenance contacts they would need.   
 
Thank you for your response and please contact me at any time in the 
future.  We are looking forward to working with the new tenant on the 
common areas of our property to continue  beautifying  the neighborhood. 
 
 
Terry Gilberstadt 
 
 
 
 
Terry Gilberstadt 
Corporate Secretary and  Manager  Horton Transportation 
Horton Holding, Inc. 
2565 Walnut Street 
Roseville, MN 55113 

 
 

 
 

 
 

www.hortonww.com 
 
 
 
  
This E‐mail message and any attachments may contain legally privileged, confidential or proprietary information. If you 
are not the intended recipient(s), or the employee or agent responsible for delivery of this message to the intended 
recipient(s), you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this E‐mail message is strictly 
prohibited. If you have received this message in error, please immediately notify the sender and delete this E‐mail 
message from your computer. 
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From: Bryan Lloyd [mailto:bryan.lloyd@ci.roseville.mn.us]  
Sent: Tuesday, May 01, 2012 10:07 AM 
To: Terry Gilberstadt 
Cc: Joe Herzog 
Subject: RE: 2507 Walnut Street  
 
Ms. Gilberstadt, 
 
Thank you for taking the time to provide the constructive comments 
pertaining to the request for approval of outdoor storage of fleet 
vehicles at 2507 Walnut Street. I'll certainly pass your comments to the 
Planning Commissioners for their information as they consider the 
request, and I wanted to reply to you in the meantime in case I can 
address some of your concerns. 
 
I think that a couple of your comments stem from the fact that they're 
treated rather generally in the report, so they may seem to be 
overlooked. Specifically, the general requirements discussed in Section 
5.1 of the report require any approved conditional use to comply with 
all applicable code requirements; one of the zoning regulations worth 
highlighting here is that if an approved conditional use fails to comply 
with standard code requirements like keeping vehicles on paved areas, 
keeping the grass under 8 inches in length, and so on, the City may 
begin the process of revoking the conditional use approval. This 
provides rather more leverage (compared to the old zoning code, prior to 
2011) to the City for ensuring that a property conforms to the standard 
Code requirements as well as any special conditions of approval. The 
City Council Resolution document, which typically isn't provided to the 
Planning Commission, will be somewhat more explicit about these more 
categorical requirements. 
 
The reason we have come to rely on this general 
"you‐still‐have‐to‐adhere‐to‐the‐code" kind of conditional use approval 
is that introducing conditions which are redundant with standard code 
requirements can be a bit confusing. For example, why did the Council 
require that the grass be maintained? Does that mean they don't have to 
properly maintain the building? Does it mean they can't eliminate some 
of the grass for additional paved fleet parking area in the future? 
We've found that it's simpler to be specific about any special 
conditions of approval because such conditions are intended to relate to 
the proposed use in a specific location, and to leave everything else to 
be regulated by the standard Code requirements. 
 
You did catch an inadvertent omission on my part, however: the business 
about the slat material to be used in the fence. In my communications to 
the applicant, I've been clear that we still need to determine what slat 
material will be reasonably attractive and effective at screening 
without being unreasonably expensive. That is something that I meant to 
include as a recommended condition of approval and, since it wasn't 
included in the staff report, I will address it during my presentation 
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to the Planning Commission tomorrow evening. The condition is typically 
something like "the applicant shall continue working with Planning 
Division staff to select screening material that is ..." This allows us 
to get input from comments like yours and from the Planning 
Commissioners that can help us recognize a material that may be broadly 
acceptable. While we wouldn't allow third parties, like Horton, in this 
case, the authority to approve or deny a portion of the conditional use 
approval (that seems like a very slippery slope), I would certainly 
welcome any of your suggestions for materials that Horton would 
generally find acceptable or unacceptable. 
 
Anecdotally, my conversations with the applicant make me hopeful for 
significant improvements on the property next to Horton's. Naturally, he 
doesn't want to spend more money than he has to, but he seems to 
understand his obligations and I think he wants to run a nice bus 
facility. Whether he's truly committed to running a nice, well‐kept 
facility is less important, frankly, than the fact that a new 
conditional use approval like this, obligates him to comply with the 
present City Code‐‐and the present City Code has better tools for 
enforcing compliance than it used to. We still rely on folks like 
yourself to tell us when things aren't going right (e.g., the grass is 
too long, dead buses are being kept on site, etc.), but we have more and 
better tools for fixing the problems when they're brought to our 
attention. 
 
Thank you again for your thoughtful comments. It's far too rare that 
people look for ways for a proposal to succeed. Please let me know If 
I've missed the mark on addressing your concerns or if you have 
additional thoughts to share. 
 
Bryan Lloyd 
Associate City Planner 
City of Roseville 
651‐792‐7073 
bryan.lloyd@ci.roseville.mn.us 
 
 
 
‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: Terry Gilberstadt   
Sent: Monday, April 30, 2012 4:11 PM 
To: Bryan Lloyd 
Cc: Joe Herzog 
Subject: 2507 Walnut Street 
 
Dear Mr. Lloyd, 
 
 
 
Please find  attached a letter and a few photos taken of the 2507 
property as it interfaces with our lot on the south side of our 
building.  These photos were taken April 30, 2012.  Please contact me if 
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you would like any further information or have any questions.  I have 
also  copied Joe Herzog, Horton Inc. Vice President of Manufacturing and 
Facilities Manager. 
 
 
 
Thank you, 
 
 
 
Terry Gilberstadt 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
cid:DF7707DC‐DE99‐4B93‐894A‐CBEFF5039233 
 
Terry Gilberstadt 
 
Corporate Secretary and  Manager  Horton Transportation 
 
Horton Holding, Inc. 
 
2565 Walnut Street 
 
Roseville, MN 55113 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
www.hortonww.com <http://www.hortonww.com/> 
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Horton Holding Inc. 
2565 Walnut Street 
Roseville, MN 55113 

 
Direct:  
Fax:  

 
 
 

Terry Gilberstadt 
Corporate Secretary/Manager Horton Transportation 
 
 
 
 
 
April 30, 2012 
 
Attn: Mr. Bryan Lloyd 
Associate City Planner 
City of Roseville 
 
Subject: Conditional Use Permit for school bus storage at 2507 Walnut St. 
 
Dear Mr. Lloyd: 
 
I am writing to you as the corporate secretary and one of the owners of Horton Holding Inc., a manufacturing 
company with its headquarters located at 2565 Walnut Street in Roseville.  Thank you for sending us a postcard 
a couple weeks ago to give notice of an upcoming Public Hearing on May 2, 2012.  The hearing is in regard to an 
application made to the City by Horton’s next‐door neighbor at 2507 Walnut, wherein they requested a 
Conditional Use Permit for school bus dispatch, maintenance, and outdoor storage on their property.  Via this e‐
mail, Horton is offering our comments on the proposed new Permit. 
 
Horton Holding has downloaded from your website and read with interest the report written by the City 
Planning Division and the recommendations therein that are being made to the Planning Commission.  Basically, 
the report recommends that the applicant’s request for the Conditional Use Permit be granted, but with two 
conditions: 

a. Inoperable vehicles shall not remain outdoors; and 
b. Any screen plantings along the western property boundary shall remain outside of any easements. 

 
Mr. Lloyd, Horton Holding does have some reservations about the Permit requested by our next‐door neighbor, 
because they already have a history of failing code inspections and receiving letters from the City in 2006 and 
2008 for improper outdoor storage of semi‐trailers on the same property.  A copy of the most recent letter from 
the City of Roseville to our neighbor is attached for your reference.  Horton is concerned that this new 
Conditional Use Permit could possibly create a further nuisance and eyesore for the City of Roseville and 
specifically for the Walnut Street neighborhood. 
 
However, in the interest of trying to be a good neighbor, Horton would prefer to not oppose the new Permit, but 
we request that the following Conditions also be imposed by the City before granting the Permit: 

o The new Conditional Use Permit should clarify that the applicant is restricted to parking buses 
and/or semi‐trailers only on the paved portion of the property, as required by City code. 

o The Planning Division’s report gave no details or requirements on the appearance of the 
proposed slats to be added to the chain link fence on the north and south boundaries of the 
property.  A Condition of the new Permit should be that the physical appearance of the slatted 
fencing must have the prior approval of the neighboring property owners on the north and south 
sides of the subject property. 
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o The unpaved area at the west end of our neighbor’s property is not maintained by the property 
owner and, even this early in the growing season, it already contains waist‐high grasses and weeds.  
Attached are a few photos showing the attractive appearance of Horton’s property as contrasted 
with the general state of disrepair of the neighboring property.  Horton continues to be concerned 
about the effect that this neighbor’s property may have on the public’s perception of Horton’s 
business.  We request that the occupant at 2507 Walnut Street be directed to maintain, and then 
continue to maintain, the appearance of their property to comply with all City codes, as a condition 
of receiving this new Permit. 

 
Mr. Lloyd, please let us know your feedback on Horton’s proposed additional conditions for this Permit. 
 
 
Best regards, 
 

 
 
 
Terry Gilberstadt 
Corporate Secretary 
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PLANNING FILE 12-006 1 
Request by Minnehaha Transportation, Inc. for approval of outdoor storage of bus fleet vehicles 2 
as a CONDITIONAL USE at 2507 Walnut Street 3 

Chair Boerigter opened the Public Hearing for File 12-007 at approximately 6:56 p.m. 4 

Associate Planner Lloyd briefly summarized the request to operate a school bus dispatch and 5 
maintenance facility if OUTDOOR STORAGE of the bus fleet is approved as a CONDITIONAL USE. Mr. 6 
Lloyd displayed the aerial photo of the site that had been inadvertently omitted in the staff report. 7 

Mr. Lloyd advised that the property had an existing, non-conforming use (outside storage of trailers) 8 
having gone through various iterations of approval in the past; however, there was nothing making 9 
today’s use conforming and this would fall under the category of another non-conforming use, specific to 10 
the outdoor storage and need to install screened fencing around that outdoor storage area or perimeter, 11 
since the existing fence was an existing, non-conformity yet to be addressed after the potential use 12 
approved as a Conditional Use. Mr. Lloyd advised that staff and the applicant would determine a 13 
reasonable advancement of screening on the existing fence for height and screening material to bring the 14 
existing non-conforming fence into existing Code standards. 15 

Mr. Lloyd reviewed the process used to evaluate criteria as detailed in Section 5 of the staff report; and 16 
subsequent recommendation by the Planning Division for APPROVAL of the proposed CONDITIONAL 17 
USE, as detailed in Section 7 of the Request for Planning Commission Action dated May 2, 2012. 18 

Member Olson advised that he would be recusing himself from the discussion and vote on this item due 19 
to a potential conflict of interest; and was duly noted by Chair Boerigter. 20 

Mr. Lloyd clarified that the purpose of the Conditional Use was specific to the outdoor storage of a bus 21 
fleet similar to that of the current non-conforming use for storage of truck trailers, and not allowing for 22 
outdoor storage of granular materials or other prohibited materials not allowed under City Code. 23 

Chair Boerigter asked if the Commission were to approve the Conditional Use for outdoor storage of the 24 
bus fleet that may be revoked in the future due to non-compliance, would the property owner have the 25 
right to revert use to store trailers as a continuing non-conforming use; or would this Conditional Use 26 
supersede that previous use since it is essentially a different use. 27 

Mr. Lloyd advised that if this Conditional Use was approved, and for any future reason, it was revoked or 28 
went away if not used, any subsequent use of the property for outdoor storage would not be 29 
grandfathered in and the property would lose its non-conforming status. 30 

Chair Boerigter sought to make sure that status was very clear to the property owner and/or applicant(s). 31 

While not addressed in the staff report, Mr. Lloyd advised that it was the general nature of approvals such 32 
as this and abatement of non-conformities, that once they were removed, the use of the property went 33 
away (e.g. use for truck storage) as it was no longer protected as a non-conforming use. 34 

Chair Boerigter sought to ensure that switching from truck trailers to buses eliminated the non-conforming 35 
use and provided the City with more powers, since it’s current powers related to the non-conforming use 36 
were limited, and the Conditional Use provisions should provide the City with some benefit through a 37 
clear agreement that if this Conditional Use is approved and the property owner/applicant did not comply, 38 
they would lose their ability to use the property in the previous way as a non-conforming use. 39 

Mr. Lloyd advised that the staff would ensure that this was made very clear in the revised staff report 40 
when it went before the City Council with the Planning Commission’s recommendation; as well as through 41 
language of the formal resolution for review and final consideration by the City Council to convey 42 
Conditional Use approval. Mr. Lloyd noted that there were provisions in the City Code that clearly stated 43 
that if conditions on a property fail to meet code requirements, the City could begin the process to revoke 44 
a non-conforming use. 45 

Chair Boerigter sought yet again to ensure that there would be no future issues, since this property had a 46 
history of non-compliance; and he, nor the City was interested in the property reverting back to truck 47 
trailer storage and non-mown grass; and spoke in support of this Conditional Use allowing the City more 48 
control since that previous non-conforming use no longer existed, created the above-referenced issues. 49 
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Mr. Lloyd assured Commissioners that this Conditional Use allowed much better controls for the City, 50 
since the property would lose its current grandfathered characteristics. 51 

Member Cunningham asked if staff had provided legal notice to Saint Anthony Village, as an adjacent 52 
property holder, allowing for their comment. 53 

Mr. Lloyd advised that the State required notification; and their property was within the 500’ property 54 
notice proscribed by the City Council via code; and advised that Hennepin County’s Park Board, manager 55 
of the adjacent golf course, had also been notified. Mr. Lloyd advised that no comment from either body 56 
had been received. 57 

Applicant Representative, Jeff  Dufresne – Minnehaha Transportation 58 
Mr. Dufresne advised that their firm had been in operation now for six (6) years, and as a former School 59 
Principal, the business had been established to serve area charter schools. Mr. Dufresne advised that, 60 
now that he has retired, the business continues to grow and they found they were outgrowing their 61 
previous location.  62 

Mr. Dufresne advised that his firm did not want to preclude the possibility of limited outside truck storage. 63 
Even though the firm was a school bus company with forty-five (45) buses and ten (10) vans, However, 64 
Mr. Dufresne advised that he wanted to be clear upfront that they served a diverse and particular 65 
community, with many of their drivers and the community they served of East African descent, and using 66 
their facility in off hours for repair and maintenance of their personal vehicles, some of which were semi-67 
trucks. Mr. Dufresne noted that the trucks would come and go from the site and facility; and not be stored 68 
long-term on-site. However, Mr. Dufresne advised that he did not want to preclude that use, since this 69 
had been part of their rationale in considering this parcel.  70 

Member Boguszewski clarified that the intent was that the truck drivers, once trucks were repairs, would 71 
not be stored on the parcel; but may be there for some short period of time (e.g. several days), but not a 72 
permanent storage area per se, but only while under maintenance and/or repair. Member Boguszewski 73 
asked Mr. Dufresne to define “truck.” 74 

Mr. Dufresne advised that some of the drivers’ personal vehicles could include 19-wheelers. Mr. Dufresne 75 
advised that his firm was not currently using the property; but was hoping to purchase in the future. 76 

Chair Boerigter questioned, if Mr.  Dufresne purchased the property, would he have any opposition to the 77 
City regulating under this Conditional Use, that there would be no right to continue any operations as a 78 
non-conforming use once this Conditional Use was granted. Chair Boerigter clarified that the current 79 
outdoor truck/trailer storage was allowed to operate as a legally, non-conforming use; however, if this 80 
Conditional Use application is approved and moves forward, with the City Council’s final approval, for this 81 
specific requested use, if this use was found out of compliance in the future the City would have the ability 82 
to revoke it. 83 

Mr. Dufresne sought clarification as to what manner the property was currently out of compliance. 84 

Chair Boerigter advised that outdoor storage was not permitted without a Conditional Use; however, since 85 
the current property owner/tenant had been using it for that purpose for a significant amount of time, it 86 
had been allowed as a legally, non-conforming use. 87 

Mr. Lloyd further clarified that use of the property did not include or allow for outdoor storage of trailers; 88 
and approval of this Conditional Use would remove that previous legally, non-conforming use. From his 89 
perspective, Mr. Lloyd opined hat buses and trucks could be kept on the site in compliance with this 90 
Conditional Use; however, no piles of material, construction equipment or truck bodies not considered 91 
fleet vehicles would be allowed under this use. 92 

Mr. Dufresne interpreted the City’s preference and intent to avoid the property becoming a scrap yard. 93 

Member Boguszewski further noted that, if in the future, the applicant was found to have broken down, 94 
inoperable vehicles on site, the City could then revoke this Conditional Use as it would be out of 95 
compliance; and the use of the property could not revert back to storing of trailers as had been done 96 
before the applicant’s use and/or purchase of this p property. 97 
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Member Lester sought clarification if the applicant repaired buses and semis, would they not be defined 98 
as “inoperable.” 99 

Chair Boerigter opined that not necessarily since this Conditional Use related only to outdoor storage and 100 
they have a building that could house inoperable vehicles. 101 

Mr. Paschke concurred, as long as the facility use was in compliance with City Code, with maintenance 102 
for fleet and worker’s vehicles allowed, since the Code didn’t preclude that, and actually supported it. 103 
However, Mr. Paschke clarified that Code defined what outdoor storage allowed and where it was 104 
located; what could and couldn’t be stored out side; and other parameters defining that use. Mr. Paschke 105 
advised that the use would be permitted and monitored as with any other use in Roseville; with staff 106 
monitoring situations to garner compliance. Mr. Paschke advised that a Conditional Use provided a higher 107 
level of authority for the City to revoke them if not kept in compliance. 108 

For extra clarification, Mr. Lloyd noted the difference in a bus in the yard that didn’t start and needed to be 109 
moved into the garage since it was temporarily not operational, but was intended to be brought back into 110 
service versus letting the grass grow around it and remaining inoperable, or abandoned or scavenged for 111 
parts. 112 

Member Cunningham questioned if there were time guidelines for how long inoperable vehicles could be 113 
kept on site. 114 

Mr. Lloyd advised that there was nothing currently in City Code to draw a clear distinction; and depending 115 
on circumstances, it was hard to define a rationale timeline. Mr. Lloyd advised that the Planning 116 
Commission could provide a recommended condition as part of their approval, but noted that he would be 117 
hard pressed to offer any guidance for such a timeframe. 118 

Mr. Paschke advised, from a staff perspective, that it was key for them to understand the issue and 119 
determine why a vehicle was sitting out for any length of time, and to work with the property owner on 120 
compliance. Mr. Paschke advised that it was typical for adjacent property owners to serve as staff’s eyes 121 
for them, in addition to staff observations. From a personal perspective, Mr. Paschke opined that it was 122 
not unreasonable for a vehicle to be outside for a week or so, especially if parts were not immediately 123 
available. 124 

At the request of Member Cunningham, Mr. Dufresne advised that they would typically work on the trucks 125 
in the garage. 126 

Public Comment 127 

As a Bench Handout, attached hereto and made a part hereto, Mr. Lloyd provided correspondence with 128 
Ms. Terry Gilberstadt, Corporate Secretary and Manager of Horton Transportation, Horton Holding, Inc., 129 
2565 Walnut Street, Roseville, MN, as adjacent property owner and specific to this requested use. 130 

Ms. Terry Gilberstadt, Corporate Secretary and Manager, Horton Transportation, 2565 Walnut 131 
Street (adjacent to subject site) 132 
Ms. Gilberstadt referenced the correspondence as noted; and provided photos to display of the current 133 
property situation with weeds, inappropriate fencing, and other debris on the subject property. Ms. 134 
Gilberstadt noted that their property, Horton Holding, served as their corporate headquarters, serving 135 
national and international visitors, and that they kept their property maintained and aesthetically 136 
presentable accordingly. Ms. Gilberstadt expressed her appreciation of the new owner’s intent to improve 137 
the property; however, she expressed concern that current conditions may continue unless the 138 
Conditional Use could effectively address the majority of their concerns. At a minimum, Ms. Gilberstadt 139 
requested that the new owner mow the weeds; and if using the back portion of the parking lot, tar it to 140 
keep dust blowing into their office. Ms. Gilberstadt noted how aesthetically pleasing the adjacent golf 141 
course was to their office; even though they had been living with the current conditions at the subject 142 
parcel since they constructed their Horton headquarters in 2001. 143 

Member Boguszewski clarified that Ms. Gilberstadt and Horton Holding may be in support of this 144 
Conditional Use application, if the applicant was able to purchase the property and make obvious 145 
improvements. 146 

Attachment E

Page 3 of 4



Ms. Gilberstadt responded affirmatively; opining that it would be refreshing to work with a different 147 
property owner, since they hadn’t had much luck to-date with the current property owner in improving the 148 
property. 149 

Mr. Paschke advised that Community Development Department staff had worked with Horton for a 150 
considerable time in attempting to rectify ongoing issues at the site; often with vehicles parked at the rear 151 
of the site and stuck in the mud, all violations of City Code, and requiring staff considerable time in 152 
attempting to follow-up on compliance efforts. Mr. Paschke noted that the applicant, and hopefully new 153 
property owner, had modified the site to bring it into compliance with City Code; and expressed his 154 
assurance that Ms. Gilberstadt would continue to serve as the City’s eyes to alert staff to any issues or 155 
concerns. Mr. Paschke opined that this use should prove to be a good addition to this area, and it should 156 
make lives easier for Horton Holding as well as City staff, noting the difficulties in the past in working with 157 
the current property owner to bring it into compliance, with annual remediation efforts required. Mr. 158 
Paschke expressed his hope that the applicant would prove to be a better neighbor. 159 

Chair Boerigter closed the Public Hearing at approximately 7:35 p.m. 160 

MOTION 161 
Member Cunningham moved, seconded by Member Boerigter to recommend to the City Council 162 
APPROVAL of OUTDOOR STORAGE AS A CONDITIONAL USE at 2507 Walnut Street; based on the 163 
comments and findings of Sections 4-6; and the conditions of Section 7 of the staff report dated 164 
May 2, 2012; amended as follows: 165 

• Additional condition C: The applicant shall continue to work with staff to arrive at applicable 166 
slat materials for the existing cyclone fencing to balance screening needs while keeping costs 167 
reasonable; and provide plant materials to assist with that screening from adjacent properties 168 

Ayes: 6 169 
Nays: 0 170 
Abstentions: 1 Gerald (Jim) Olson 171 
Motion carried. 172 
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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 1 
of Roseville, County of Ramsey, Minnesota, was held on the 21st day of May 2012 at 6:00 p.m. 2 

The following Members were present: _____________; 3 
and _________ were absent. 4 

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

RESOLUTION NO. _______ 6 
A RESOLUTION APPROVING OUTDOOR STORAGE OF FLEET VEHICLES AS A 7 

CONDITIONAL USE AT 2507 WALNUT STREET (PF12-006) 8 

WHEREAS, Minnehaha Transportation, Inc. has applied for approval of the proposed 9 
conditional use in conjunction with Dedicated Logistics, Inc., owner of the property at 2507 10 
Walnut Street, which is legally described as: 11 

PIN: 08-29-23-23-0008 12 
See Exhibit A 13 

WHEREAS, the Roseville Planning Commission held the public hearing regarding the 14 
proposed CONDITIONAL USE on May 2, 2012, voting 6-0 to recommend approval of the use based 15 
on the comments and findings of the staff report prepared for said public hearing; and 16 

WHEREAS, the Roseville City Council has determined that approval of the proposed 17 
CONDITIONAL USE will not result in adverse impacts to the surrounding properties based on the 18 
following findings: 19 

a. While outdoor storage as proposed might not advance the goals of the 20 
Comprehensive Plan aside from facilitating continued investment in an industrial 21 
property, it does not conflict with the Comprehensive Plan; 22 

b. The proposed use is not in conflict with a Regulating Map or other adopted plan 23 
because no such plans apply to the area surrounding the property; 24 

c. The proposed use is not in conflict with City Code requirements since permits 25 
will not be issued if the plans fail to meet all of the relevant requirements and, 26 
moreover, the conditional use approval can be rescinded if the use or the property 27 
fails at any time to comply with all applicable Code requirements or conditions of 28 
the approval; 29 

d. The property has been used as a legal, nonconforming semi-trailer-leasing facility 30 
for many years, and the conforming outdoor storage of fleet vehicles or trailers is 31 
unlikely to intensify any practical impacts on parks, streets, or public 32 
infrastructure; 33 
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e. The outdoor storage area of active fleet vehicles could add vehicle trips to the 34 
local road network each day, but not so many trips as to be out of line with other 35 
permitted uses, and not so many as to impose an excessive burden on the public 36 
street infrastructure. Aside from the potential for some additional traffic, visual 37 
clutter seems to be the only other source of potential harm to public health, safety, 38 
and general welfare, and the zoning code’s specific requirements for outdoor 39 
storage areas should address this concern; 40 

f. The proposed outdoor storage area is at the rear of the building; this location 41 
should not be visible from the public street except through the entrance gate; 42 

g. Installing slats in the existing 6-foot-tall fence as proposed would fall short of the 43 
letter of the screening requirement, but the existing trailer leasing facility predates 44 
the zoning requirements for screening and adding slats to the existing fence to 45 
improve the screening is reasonable because it will bring the site into greater 46 
conformity even though it would not completely meet the code requirements. 47 
Likewise, the proposal to screen the rear of the property, which faces the Gross 48 
Golf Course in Minneapolis, with arborvitae or other opaque evergreen plantings 49 
is unconventional in an industrial area, but such screening would be an effective 50 
alternative and appreciated by users of the golf course; 51 

h. Aggregates or granular materials are not proposed to be stored outdoors, nor 52 
would this be allowed without appropriate review and approval; and 53 

i. Fleet vehicles would have a much smaller range of visibility than large piles of 54 
materials or tall pieces of machinery. 55 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, by the Roseville City Council, to APPROVE 56 
the proposed outdoor storage of fleet vehicles at 2507 Walnut Street as a CONDITIONAL USE in 57 
accordance with Section §1009.02 of the Roseville City Code, subject to the following 58 
conditions: 59 

a. Inoperable vehicles shall not remain outdoors; 60 

b. Any screen plantings along the western property boundary shall remain outside of 61 
any easements; and 62 

c. The applicant shall continue to work with Planning Division staff to select slats 63 
and plant materials that will be reasonably attractive and effective at screening the 64 
outdoor storage and shall maintain and replace the screening materials as 65 
necessary to ensure effective screening. 66 

The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Council 67 
Member ______ and upon vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor: _________; 68 
and ______ voted against. 69 

WHEREUPON said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted. 70 
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Resolution – Minnehaha Tarnsportation, Inc. outdoor storage, 2507 Walnut Street (PF12-006) 

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 
21st day of May 2012 with the original thereof on file in my office. 

 WITNESS MY HAND officially as such Manager this 21st day of May 2012. 

 ______________________________ 
 William J. Malinen, City Manager 

(SEAL) 



EXHIBIT A 
Legal Description of the Land 

Parcel 1: 

The North 320.3 feet of the South 1,344.3 feet of the West 680.07 feet of the Northwest Quarter 
(NW1/4) of Section Eight (8), Township Twenty-nine (29) North, Range Twenty-three (23), West, 
according to the United States Government Survey thereof and situate in Ramsey County, Minnesota. 

And 

That part of the West 680.07 feet of the Northwest Quarter of Section 8, Township 29, Range 23, lying 
South of the Northern Pacific Railway Company's right-of-way, except the South 1,344.3 feet thereof 
according to the United States Government Survey thereof and situate in Ramsey County, Minnesota. 

Except: 

That part of the West 680.07 feet of the Northwest Quarter of Section 8, Township 29, Range 23, 
Ramsey County, Minnesota which lies Southerly of the following described Line “A” and Northerly of 
the following described Line “B” 

Line “A”: 

Commencing at the Northwest corner of said Section 8; thence South 00 degrees 35 minutes 02 
seconds East, bearing based on the Ramsey County Coordinate System NAD 83, along the West 
line of the Northwest Quarter of said Section 8 for a distance of 1,011.43 feet, to a point 50 feet 
Southerly of (when measured at right angles with) the centerline of existing Burlington Northern 
Santa Fe Railroad Company's right-of-way, said point being the point of beginning of the fine to 
be described; thence North 83 degrees 29 minutes 39 seconds East, parallel with said railroad 
right-of-way centerline, a distance of 703.76 feet to a point on the East line of the West 700 feet of 
said Northwest Quarter and said line there terminating. 

Line “B”: 

Commencing at the Northwest corner of said Section 8; thence South 00 degrees 35 minutes 02 
seconds East, bearing based on the Ramsey County Coordinate System NAD 83, along the West 
line of the Northwest: Quarter of said Section 8 for a distance of 1,323.36 feet to the point of 
beginning of the line to be described; thence North 83 degrees 20 minutes 40 seconds East 683.91 
feet to a point on the East line of the West 680.07 feet of the said Northwest Quarter and said line 
there terminating. 

(Abstract) 
Parcel 2: 

That part of the South 1,391.59 feet of the East 19.93 feet of the West 700 feet of the Northwest 
Quarter (NW1/4) of Section Eight (8), Township twenty-nine (29) North, Range Twenty-three (23) 
West lying North of the South 1,344.3 feet thereof. 

(Torrens) 
Parcel 3: 

The North 320.3 feet of the South 1,344.3 feet of the East 19.93 feet of the West 700 feet of the 
Northwest Quarter (NW1/4) of Section Eight (8), Township Twenty-nine (29) North, Range Twenty-
three (23) West. 

(Torrens) 

Note: Parcel descriptions are for convenience of reference only and do not constitute an integral part of 
the legal description. 



 
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 Date: 5-21-12 
 Item No.:         7.f 

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

  

Item Description: Acceptance of a Community Forest Bonding Grant   
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BACKGROUND 1 

The Parks and Recreation Department has received notice of being awarded a Community Forest 2 

Bonding Grant from the Minnesota Department of Natural Resources in the amount of $25,000 for 3 

public tree planting. The application is attached.  4 

 5 

The proposed project will include planting approximately 60 trees on public property including 6 

boulevards and parks. A partnership has also been established with the Parkview Center School Forest 7 

where approximately 6 trees will be planted and maintained at that site by volunteers and students.   8 

 9 

There are no matching funds required for this grant.  10 

 11 

POLICY OBJECTIVE 12 

This proposal is consistent with the City’s Natural Resource Management Plan, Public Tree Master Plan, 13 

Parks and Recreation System Master Plan and leveraging non-city money through grants to further City 14 

efforts.  15 

 16 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATION 17 

The grant application is for $25,000 with no matching funds required. 18 

 19 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 20 

Staff recommends accepting the Community Forest Bonding Grant in the amount of $25,000 from the 21 

Minnesota Department of Resources for public tree planting.  22 

 23 

COUNCIL ACTION REQUESTED 24 

Motion authorizing the acceptance of a Community Forest Bonding Grant from the Minnesota Department 25 

of Natural Resources for $25,000 for public tree planting.  26 

Prepared by: Lonnie Brokke, Director  
Attachments: A: Grant Application  

 
 27 

 28 

kari.collins
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REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 Date: 5-21-12 
 Item No.:         7.g 

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

 

Item Description:    Acceptance of a Conservation Partners Legacy Grant for Langton Lake Park 
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BACKGROUND 1 

The Parks and Recreation Department has received notice of being awarded a Conservation Partners 2 

Legacy (CPL) Grant from the Minnesota Department of Natural Resources for Natural Resource 3 

Restoration at Langton Lake Park. The application is attached.  4 

 5 

The proposed project will restore approximately 20 acres of upland (oak) forest, as well as restore 6 

approximately 140 feet of eroded shoreline near the public fishing pier. The amount awarded was 7 

$89,168.  There were 66 eligible CPL grant applications received for a total of $6.6M.  Of those, 38 8 

grants for a total of $2.6M were funded.   9 

 10 

The next step in the process is for the DNR to give final approval to a work plan, describing the specific 11 

work and how it will be done. This is currently being developed.   12 

 13 

It has been with anticipation of the Park and Recreation Renewal Program that grants have been 14 

pursued where matching funds might be required. The proposed project application was for $89,168 15 

with an in-kind City match of $320 and a City cash match of $9,880 proposed to be taken from the 16 

Parks and Recreation Renewal Program Budget.  17 

 18 

POLICY OBJECTIVE 19 

This proposal is consistent with the City’s Natural Resource Management Plan, Parks and Recreation 20 

System Master Plan and leveraging non-city money through grants to further City efforts.  21 

 22 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATION 23 

The grant application is for $89,168 with a $9,880 City cash match proposed to be taken from the approved 24 

Parks and Recreation Renewal Program Budget. 25 

 26 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 27 

Staff recommends accepting the Conservation Legacy Partners (CLP) Grant in the amount of $89,168 from 28 

the Minnesota Department of Resources for Natural Resource Restoration at Langton Lake Park.  29 

 30 

 31 

 32 

kari.collins
WJM
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COUNCIL ACTION REQUESTED 33 

Motion authorizing the acceptance of a Conservation Legacy Partners (CLP) Grant from the Minnesota 34 

Department of Natural Resources in the amount of $89,168 for Langton Lake Park Natural Resource 35 

Restoration with a City cash match of $9,880 to be taken from the Parks and Recreation Renewal Program 36 

Bond Funds. 37 

Prepared by: Lonnie Brokke, Director  
Attachments: A: Grant Application  

 
 38 

 39 

 40 

 41 

 42 

 43 

 44 

 45 

 46 

 47 



Conservation Partners Legacy Grant Application
Printed 2012-04-10

Project Contact
Project Name: Langton Kids Fishing Lake

Habitat Restoration
Organization Name: City of Roseville
Organization Type: Government
Mailing Address 1: 2660 Civic Center Drive
Mailing Address 2:
City: Roseville
State: MN
Zip Code: 55113

Project Manager: Jeff Evenson
Title: Parks Superintendent
Phone: 651-792-7107
Email: jeff.evenson@ci.roseville.mn.us

kari.collins
Typewritten Text
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Project Summary  

Project Location Summary
Primary County: Ramsey
Project Site Name: Langton Lake
Primary Land Ownership: Local

Secondary Land Ownerships:

Project Activity Summary
Primary Activity Restoration
Additional Activities: Enhancement
Total Project Sites: 1
Total Project Acres: 51

Primary Habitat Type: Fish, Game or Wildlife
Habitat

Additional Habitats: Forest

Project Funding Summary
Grant Request Level: > $25,000
Total Grant Amount
Requested:

$89,168

Total Match Amount Pledged: $9,908
Additional Funding: $320
Total Project Cost: $99,395
Estimated Project Completion
Date:

0013-06-30

Additional Funding Details: Roseville City staff time to coordinate grant activites/contractor(s)

Summary
The proposed project is located at Langton Lake Park, a heavily visited park in the City of Roseville. Langton Lake is a
Kids Fishing Lake and is regularly stocked with the goal of attracting and retaining urban youth as life-long anglers.
Langton Lake has good water quality and the upland around the lake supports moderate quality oak forest that provides
an important buffer to the lake, as well as offering habitat to resident and migratory wildlife. The proposed project will
restore a minimum of 20 acres of upland (oak) forest, as well as restore approximately 140 feet of eroded shoreline
near the public fishing pier.

Problem Statement
Langton Lake has good water quality for an urban lake and the surrounding upland supports quality oak forest habitat.
However, the shoreline in select areas of the lake is eroding and the upland forests have been colonized by invasive,
nonnative shrubs and trees. Currently, the area between and existing trail and the lake is maintained as mowed turf grass
with occasional trees and reed canary grass up to the lakes edge, where eroding, undercut banks drop 2 - 4â€™ into the
Lake bottom. Erosion has eliminated emergent vegetation and fishery habitat along the shoreline. The City is considering
projects that would help protect the water quality of Langton Lake through development of rain gardens and other
alternative stormwater treatment strategies (a project not related to this grant request). Restoring shoreline habitat will
improve water quality and the overall quality of fish and wildlife habitat. Restoring adjacent upland forests will improve the
buffering capacity to the lake as well as improve habitat availability and quality of habitat for resident and migratory
wildlife, including 12 Species in Greatest Conservation Need known or probable users of the site. This project is timely
and critical to improving the native habitat at this site, particularly because it will manage invasive upland and aquatic
plant species that will likely displace native aquatic and upland species in the near future. This is particularly true for
Eurasion water milfoil, first documented at Langton Lake in 2007. The city is currently researching options to treat milfoil at
the site as a complement to the work outlined in this grant (the city is not seeking CPL funding for this work).

Project Objectives
The project funding is sought for restoration of oak/hardwood forest and shoreline habitat Forest Restoration: The forest
areas at Langton Lake were identified in the Roseville Parks NRMP as having high potential for restoration. The mature
oak trees at the park provide important habitat, particularly for forest nesting birds such as wood ducks. These areas also
provide important seasonal habitat for migratory birds. The objective for upland areas is to improve the overall habitat
composition, structure and function for both resident and migratory wildlife. This is particularly true for migratory birds,
which use the wetland and upland habitats around the lake at a remarkably high rate for an urban area. Shoreline
Restoration: Shoreline restoration activities will consist of minor re-shaping of the shoreline to recreate a more natural and
safe shoreline profile, temporary wave protection during plant establishment using a biolog or similar product, and
restoration of the area with a diverse, local ecotype native vegetation. Native plants for the aquatic, wet meadow and
upland buffer will be planted in this area to restore fishery habitat along the shoreline while providing several other
benefits including: stabilizing soil to prevent erosion, and filtering solids, nutrients, and other harmful substances. Other
benefits of restoring a native buffer include habitat for feeding, roosting, breeding and rearing of young birds and
animals; and cover for safety, movement and thermal protection for many species of birds and animals. The location of
this may also offer future educational opportunities for shoreline habitat restoration due to the heavy use of the trail in the
park.



Methods
Forest Restoration Oak/forest areas will be restored using the following activities: Forest restoration work will include initial
focused effort to treat invasive, nonnative shrubs that are currently impacting the overall habitat composition, structure and
function at the site. Work will include cut/treat of invasive woody and herbaceous species. Prescribed burn is anticipated
for select areas of the woodland as site preparation for species enrichment seeding using diverse local ecotype native
grass, sedge and flower seed. The seed mix will exceed seeding density and diversity used in MN State seed mixes with
more than 40 seeds per square foot, 25 of which are flowers and/or sedges and a total of more than 30 native species.
Follow-up treatment of invasive woody/herbaceous seedlings will be conducted through the period of the grant and
beyond to minimize the risk for resurgence of nonnative European buckthorn, honeysuckle, Siberian elm, garlic mustard,
and similar species. Invasive/nonnative tree/brush will be cut and treated in winter 2012-13. Invasive species too small to
be cut will be foliar treated during fall and/or spring periods when invasives are green but the majority of native plants are
dormant. Supplemental native seeding will be integrated with brush cutting. We also anticipate integrating a prescribed
burn of select woodland areas to further impact invasive, nonnative vegetation and to prepare the site for enrichment
seeding described above. Shoreline Restoration is proposed for an area on the west side of the lake, near the fishing
pier. Because there is an abrupt drop off of the shoreline, it may be necessary to complete minor reshaping to stabilize
the slope. The area will be stabilized with biolog, blanket and planted to a diverse mix of native plants. The planted area
will have fencing to protect the plantings from canada geese and park users. Vegetative maintenance to remove invasive
will occur for 2-3 seasons. All work will be conducted by, or under the direct supervision of restoration ecologists to
ensure the best outcome for on-the-ground work. The City of Roseville intends to work with Stantec Ecologist Paul
Bockenstedt to successfully complete the work outlined. The city is considering other work that will benefit wildlife habitat
and fishing access at this site, including treatment of Eurasion water milfoil and alternative stormwater treatment features
to improve water quality in the lake.

Project Timeline
Time Frame Goal
Summer 2012 Initial Shoreline Restoration work
Fall 2012 - Winter 2012-13 Cut/treat invasive brush/trees
Late winter/Spring 2013 Oak forest habitat seeding
Summer 2013 Grow-in maintenance,shoreline/oak forest
Fall 2013 Treat invasive shrub seedlings/garlic mustard
Spring/summer 2014 Maintain plantings/spot treat invasives



Project Information 

1. Describe the degree of collaboration and local support for this project.
The City of Roseville Parks will lead this effort and will continue the strong relationship it has with
DNR Fisheries to continue offering a quality Kids Fishing lake experience. We will work with MN
DNR AIS staff to plan for and conduct Eurasion Water millfoil treatment. Likewise, Roseville will
work with the Rice Creek Watershed District as they plan for alternative stormwater treatment
features at Langton Lake. Langton Lake has a strong local resident volunteer base that actively
participate in planning for and conducting natural resource monitoring. This group is supportive of
projects that will improve the quality of aquatic and upland resources at the park, including the
proposed work. Volunteers will be utilized for on ground restoration activities. The City of Roseville
recently approved a bonding effort specifically dedicated to improving parks, including
restoration of existing native habitats and reconstruction of native habitats within each park.

2. Describe any urgency associated with this project.
This project is critical to improving the native habitat at this site, particularly because it will
manage invasive upland and aquatic plant species that will likely displace native aquatic and
upland species in the near future. This is particularly true for Eurasion water milfoil, first
documented at Langton Lake in 2009. The city is considering the treatment of milfoil at the site as
a complement to the work outlined in this grant (city is not seeking CPL funding for this work).
Integrated with the work proposed in this grant the city is considering the development of water
quality treatment features (rain gardens, infiltration features, and/or permeable pavement) at key
locations around Langton Lake to reduce nutrient input to the lake. Langton Lake has a history of
overall good water quality. Retrofitting stormwater infrastructure here would be an important
aspect of further protecting the lake, aquatic habitat, and providing a quality fishing experience to
urban residents.

3. Discuss if there is full funding secured for this project, the sources of that funding and if CPL
Grant funds will supplement or supplant existing funding.
The City of Roseville has sufficient funds to meet the match and in-kind obligations outlined in this
grant application. CPL funding would supplement (not supplant) existing funding.

4. Describe public access at project site for hunting and fishing, identifying all open seasons.
Langton Lake is a MN DNR Kids Fishing Lake with multiple access points for public fishing,
including a fishing pier. Due to the lake and oak forest occurring within the City of Roseville,
public hunting is not permitted.

5. Discuss use of native vegetation (if applicable).
The native seeding and planting proposed for the shoreline and oak forest restoration at this site
will use local ecotype plant materials where practicable. The City's restoration contractor (Stantec)
can provide seed/plant materials that have a geographic origin within 25-50 miles of the site, for
nearly all species.

6. Discuss your budget and why it is cost effective.
The proposed costs are consistent with past restoration projects we have undertaken and are
within the competitive range of bid prices in this region for the listed on-the-ground restoration
activities.

7. Provide information on how your organization encourages a local conservation culture. This
includes your organization's history of promoting conservation in the local area, visibility of work
to the public and any activities and outreach your organization has completed in the local area.
Roseville Parks will lead and manage this project and has a strong history of working with the MN
DNR for fish stocking, as well as successfully completing MN DNR grants. Roseville Parks has a
strong volunteer and citizen scientist program across its park system. The local Parks and
Recreation Commission is highly supportive of natural resource protection, restoration and long-
term management, recently identifying natural areas restoration as a top priority for the entire park
system. The City operates the Harriet Alexander Nature Center that reaches out to local students
and citizens to increase awareness of natural resources. Roseville Parks have also partnered
with the Wildlife Rehabilitation Center, whose facility to restore health to injured wildlife is in
Roseville's Central Park.



Site Information 

Land Manager
Name: Bill Malinen
Organization: City of Roseville
Title: City Manager

Phone: 651-792-7021
Email: bill.malinen@ci.roseville.mn.us

Site Information
Land Ownership: Local
Site Name(s) Langton Lake Park
Activity Restoration
Habitat Fish, Game or Wildlife

Habitat

Acres: 21
Open to Public Hunting? No
Open to Public Fishing? Yes - all



Budget Item Grant Match Total
Personnel $0 $320 $320
Contracts $89,195 $9,880 $99,075
Fee Acquisition with PILT $0 $0
Fee Acquisition without PILT $0 $0
Easement Acquisition $0 $0
Easement Stewardship $0 $0
Travel (in-state) $0 $0
Professional Services $0 $0
DNR Land Acquisition Cost $0 $0
Equipment/Tools/Supplies $0 $0
Additional Budget Items $0 $0
Total: $89,195 $10,200 $99,395

In-kind Total  Cash Total
$320  $9,880

Budget Information 

Organization's Fiscal Contact Information
Name: Jeff Evenson
Title: Parks Superintendent
Email: jeff.evenson@ci.roseville.mn.us
Phone: 651-792-7107

Street Address 1: 2660 Civic Center Drive
Street Address 2:
City: Roseville
State: MN
Zip Code: 55113

Budget Subtotals  

Details 

Personnel
Name Title / work to be completed Amount Grant/Match In-kind/Cash
Roseville Parks Staff Grant coordination/admin $320 Match In-kind
Totals Grant: $0 Match: $320 Total: $320
 

Contracts
Contractor Name Contracted Work Amount Grant/Match In-kind/Cash
Stantec 140LFShoreline restore $32,630 Grant
Stantec 20ac Oak forest invas cut/trt $17,730 Grant
Stantec 40-60acTreat inv sdlgs/weeds $30,420 Grant
Stantec or NRR, Inc. Prescribed burn-oak forest $2,925 Grant
Stantec Native woodland seed/seeding $2,790 Grant
Stantec Project coordination/mgmt $2,700 Grant
Stantec 140LFShoreline restore $3,595 Match Cash
Stantec 20ac Oak forest invas cut/trt $1,970 Match Cash
Stantec 40-60acTreat inv sdlgs/weeds $3,380 Match Cash
Stantec or NRR, Inc. Prescribed burn-oak forest $325 Match Cash
Stantec Native woodland seed/seeding $310 Match Cash
Stantec Project coordination/mgmt $300 Match Cash
Totals Grant: $89,195 Match: $9,880 Total: $99,075
 



Project Review and Approval
At least one Land Manager Review and Approval form is required for each grant application. There
must be one submitted for each Land Manager named on the site information tab. You may attach as
many as needed to this page. This form fulfils the following requirements:

 Provides the results of the Natural Heritage Database Review,
 Allows for technical review of the project by the Land Manager, and
 Verifies that the public agency approves the work to be done (or acquisition) on land they
manage.

If you are working within a public water, you must ALSO submit a Public Waters Project Form. One
form is required for each DNR Hydrologist you must consult. See the Request for Proposal for more
information about working in public waters.

No late Land Manager Review and Approval Forms will be accepted. Applications lacking any
necessary approval forms will be deemed incomplete and not considered for funding.

Answer the following questions, then attach the form(s) 
No Natural Heritage elements were found within my project site(s): 

Project Review and Approval Forms 

Uploaded Form 1
Uploaded Form 2



Additional Information
Describe your organization's ability to successfully complete this work, including experience in the area of interest and
ability to successfully implement the proposed project. Include descriptions of your most recent grant experience and if the
expected outcomes were achieved.
The City of Roseville has a history of successfully implementing a wide variety of grants throughout its history. Over the
course of the last 10 years, the City has been successful completed three MN DNR grants, including one Metro Greenways
planning grant (Roseville Parks Natural Resource Inventory and Management Plan), one Metro Greenways Restoration
Grant (Reservoir Woods Forest Restoration), and one MN DNR Shoreline restoration grant (Bennett Lake). The City has
also partnered with a variety of nonprofits, watersheds and other entities to successfully secure and complete a variety of
other grants related to natural resources management. In each of these cases, the project-specific goals were achieved.
Roseville is dedicated to increasing the amount of natural areas/native habitats in the City's park system. City staff and the
Park & Recreation Dept. have support from the citizens of Roseville to implement an ambitious restoration program to
expand natural areas in parks, and maintain existing quality natural areas.

Supplemental Documents 

Upload additional information here (limited to Partner Commitment Letters, Letters of Support, Easement information, etc.). If
you exceed the size limit with these required documents, contact CPL Grant Staff prior to the application deadline to discuss
options. Contact information can be found on the CPL website or by clicking here.



Final Application Submission 

This completes your CPL Grant Application. Please take the time to revisit the previous sections and make sure you have
entered everything completely and correctly. Once you hit the submit button below, you will not be able to return to this
application to make changes.

✓ I certify that I have read the Conservation Partners Legacy Grants Program Request for Proposal, Program Manual
and other program documents, and have discussed this project with the appropriate public land manager, or private
landowner and easement holder.

 
✓ I certify I am authorized to apply for and manage these grant and match funds, and the project work by the

organization or agency listed below. I certify this organization to have the financial capability to compete this project
and that it will comply with all applicable laws and regulations.

 
✓ I certify that all of the information contained in the application is correct as of the time of the submission. If anything

should change, I will contact CPL Grant Staff immediately to make corrections.
 
✓ I certify that if funded I will give consideration to and make timely written contact to Minnesota Conservation Corps

or its successor for consideration of possible use of their services to contract for restoration and enhancement
services. I will provide CPL staff a copy of that written contact within 10 days after the execution of my grant, should
I be awarded.

 
✓ I certify that I am aware at least one Land Manager Review and Approval form is required for every application and

at least one Public Waters Contact form is required for all public waters work. I am aware I must submit all
completed forms by uploading them into this application. I have attached the required type and number of forms as
necessary for this project.

 
✓ I am aware that by typing my name in the box below, I am applying my signature to this online document.

Signature: Jeffrey M Evenson
Title: Parks Superintendent

Organization / Agency: City of Roseville
Date: 2012-02-08

Administrative Use Only Funded? Grant Round: Fiscal Year 2012, Round 2



 
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 Date: 5-21-12 
 Item No:          7.h 

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

 

Item Description: Acceptance of a Metropolitan Regional Arts Council Grant for the 2012              
Summer Entertainment Series. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

Page 1 of 2 

BACKGROUND 1 

Roseville residents and community guests have enjoyed performances at the Roseville Central Park Frank Rog 2 

Amphitheatre for many years. In 2012, Roseville Parks and Recreation, under the guidance of the Parks and 3 

Recreation Commission, will provide an arts integrated focus throughout the summer entertainment series.  4 

Artists share their talents with the community three evenings each week, Tuesday, Thursday and Sunday, late 5 

May through August. Funding for Roseville’s summer performance series is supplemented by sponsorships, 6 

donations and grants. 7 

 8 

The Metropolitan Regional Arts Council offers a community arts grant program to stimulate and encourage the 9 

creation, performance and appreciation of the arts in the seven county metropolitan area of Minnesota. 10 

 11 

The Metropolitan Regional Arts Council has awarded the City of Roseville a community arts grant for 12 

$5,000 to assist in funding the summer performance series in the Frank Rog Amphitheatre. The grant 13 

application is attached.   14 

     15 

POLICY OBJECTIVE 16 

The attached proposal is consistent with the policy of leveraging other public and private resources to obtain 17 

funding that offsets the cost of providing programs, services and facilities for Roseville residents.  It is also 18 

consistent with efforts to partner with other agencies. 19 

 20 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 21 

The City must provide matching funds of $1250 which has been identified in the approved 2012 Parks and 22 

Recreation Budget.   23 

 24 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 25 

To continue to provide excellent community art focused activities, staff recommends that the City accept a grant 26 

from the Metropolitan Regional Arts Council in the amount of $5,000 to assist in the offering of a art focused 27 

summer concert series in Roseville Central Park Frank Rog Amphitheatre.   28 

 29 

 30 

 31 
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COUNCIL ACTION REQUESTED 32 

Motion authorizing the acceptance of a grant from the Metropolitan Regional Arts Council for $5,000 to assist 33 

in offering an art focused summer entertainment series in the Central Park Frank Rog Amphitheatre with 34 

matching funds of $1,250 to be taken from the approved 2012 Parks and Recreation Budget.   35 

Prepared by: Lonnie Brokke, Director  
Attachments: A: Grant Application  
 36 
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REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 Date: 5/21/2012 
 Item No.: 7.i  

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

Item Description: Award Contract for Storm Water Ditch Erosion Repair 

Page 1 of 2 

BACKGROUND 1 

The drainage ditch adjacent to the Minnesota Commercial Railroad adjacent 2265 – 2285 2 

County Road C is in need of immediate repair due to erosion of the railroad embankment.  The 3 

intense rain event of July 16, 2011 washed away some of the vegetation and soils and there is a 4 

risk to the railroad tracks if we get additional intense rain events.  This ditch is located in an 5 

easement on railroad property and the easement documents require us to protect the railroad 6 

embankment. 7 

City staff developed a plan in conjunction with a structural engineer to protect the railroad 8 

embankment in this area by constructing a retaining wall to absorb the turbulence as the water 9 

enters the ditch from the large diameter pipe under County Road C.  Staff solicited quotations 10 

from local contractors to complete this work as soon as possible.  Staff received two quotations 11 

for constructing an engineered gabion basket retaining wall per project plans.  A third company, 12 

Frattalone Companies was interested, but did not submit a quotation.  The following are the 13 

submitted quotations: 14 

 15 

Company Quotation 

Larson Contracting $41,280 

Blackstone Contractors, LLC $61,575 

 16 

POLICY OBJECTIVE 17 

To maintain the structural integrity of our storm sewer system and protect private property from 18 

damage.  Staff seeks to find the most cost effective purchasing opportunities to meet budgetary 19 

and operational objectives.   20 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 21 

This work is proposed to be funded from storm water utility capital improvement funds. 22 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 23 

Staff recommends award of a contract to the low bidder, Larson Contracting for $41,280, to 24 

construct an engineered retaining wall to prevent further erosion of the railroad embankment. 25 
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REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION 26 

Motion awarding a contract to Larson Contracting in the amount of $41,280 to construct a 27 

gabion basket retaining wall. 28 

 29 
Prepared by: Steve Zweber, Street Supervisor 
Attachments: A:  Location Map 
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REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 Date: 5/21/2012 
 Item No.:     7.j  

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

Item Description: Approve Memorandum of Understanding Terminating the Joint Powers 
Agreement for Engineering Services With the City of Arden Hills  

Page 1 of 1 

BACKGROUND 1 

The City Council approved a funding change for the staff engineer position in the Public Works 2 

Department at its January 23, 2012 meeting.  At that time staff discussed the desire of Arden Hills to 3 

terminate the current joint powers agreement for utilizing Roseville engineering employees.  City 4 

staff has been discussing a termination date for the JPA that would be mutually agreeable to both 5 

cities.  The agreement called for a one year notice for termination.  The cities have verbally agreed 6 

to a May 31, 2012 termination subject to both city councils approval.  Staff has drafted and the City 7 

Attorney has reviewed the attached (Attachment A) Memorandum of Understanding terminating the 8 

agreement.  We have also attached the original Joint Powers Agreement (Attachment B). 9 

POLICY OBJECTIVE 10 

The City is committed to partnering with adjacent communities when feasible and it is mutually 11 

beneficial to both parties.  Community needs change over time and agreements are revised or 12 

terminated to reflect those changes.  13 

FINANCIAL IMPACTS 14 

Roseville staff will focus on Roseville projects with the hours previously dedicated to providing 15 

Arden Hills engineering services.  With an increased capital improvement program staff will have 16 

the ability to keep overall engineering costs for Roseville projects lower than if outside consultants 17 

were relied on solely for the increased project delivery. 18 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 19 

Approve the attached Memorandum of Understanding terminating the joint powers agreement with 20 

Arden Hills for utilization of Roseville engineering employees. 21 

REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION 22 

Approve a Memorandum of Understanding terminating the joint powers agreement with Arden Hills 23 

for utilization of Roseville engineering employees. 24 

 25 

Prepared by: Duane Schwartz, Public Works Director  
Attachment:  A:  Memorandum of Understanding 
 B:  Joint Powers Agreement  
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Memorandum of Understanding  
 
 
Between City of Roseville and the City of Arden Hills 
 
The City of Roseville and the City of Arden Hills have come to an agreement to formally end their Joint 
Powers Agreement for the City of Arden Hills utilization of City of Roseville engineering employees, a 
true and correct copy is hereby attached as Exhibit A.  The cities have agreed to the following terms 
effective as of the dates of signature of the parties: 
 
Purpose and Scope:  This MOA sets forth the terms to end the Joint Powers Agreement entered into 
in 2005 for the purpose of providing part time engineering assistance to the City of Arden Hills by City 
of Roseville engineering employees.  The Joint Powers Agreement contains a one year notice provision 
to end the relationship and the cities have agreed to an earlier termination due to staffing changes 
and needs in both cities. 
 
Background:  The Joint Powers Agreement was entered into to provide engineering assistance to the 
City of Arden Hills.  At the time Arden Hills did not employ any trained engineering employees.  Arden 
Hills had utilized consultant engineering firms to meet these needs.  The City of Roseville hired an 
additional professional engineer to provide in house staffing at the Arden Hills city hall three days a 
week.  The City of Roseville required a provision in the Joint Powers Agreement for a one year notice 
of termination to protect the new employee from short notice lay off if necessary.  Arden Hills hired a 
fulltime Registered Professional Engineer/Public Works Director in August 2010 and subsequently 
determined they have a long term need for additional engineering staff employed by Arden Hills.  
Arden Hills began discussions with Roseville staff in August of 2011 about ending the current JPA in 
2012.  Arden Hills hired an additional staff engineer in March 2012.  The Roseville City Council 
approved the funding of the Roseville engineer position from Roseville utility funds at its January 23, 
2012 meeting.  Additional communication between the City Managers and staff from the two cities 
have concluded it would be in the interest of both cities to terminate the JPA effective May 31, 2012. 
 
Roles and Responsibilities of City of Roseville:  All duties, tasks, and responsibilities assigned to 
Roseville employees will cease on May 31, 2012.  All files and data both electronic and paper owned 
by Arden Hills will be turned over to Arden Hills staff by that date. 
 
Roles and Responsibilities of Arden Hills:  Arden Hills shall not assign any additional tasks to 
Roseville engineering staff as of the dates of signatures of the parties. 
 
Issues of Mutual Understanding:  This memorandum of understanding terminates the current joint 
powers agreement as of the below effective date.  The cities agree that all provisions in the JPA not 
contradicted by this memorandum remain in effect through the below termination date for all work 
provided by Roseville under the JPA. 
 
Compensation Details:  Arden Hills final billing will be a prorated annual minimum hours per the JPA 
for 5 months through May 31, 2012.  The final bill will reflect 696 hours of Roseville staff hours utilized 
for 2012. 
 
Termination Date : May 31, 2012 

Signatures 

Roseville Date:  ____________   Arden Hills  Date:  ____________ 
 
 
By:  __________________________   By:  __________________________ 

City Manager      City Administrator 
 
 
By:  __________________________   By:  __________________________ 

Mayor       Mayor 
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REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 Date: May 21, 2012  
 Item No.:     10.b  

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

Item Description:   Joint Meeting with the Ethics Commission  

Page 1 of 1 

 1 

BACKGROUND 2 

Each year, the Ethics Commission meets with the City Council to discuss topics of mutual 3 

interest.  4 

The Commission wants to discuss the following topics: 5 

o Recap on 2012 Annual Ethics Training 6 

o Update on Any Complaints Reported to Ethics Commission 7 

o The Non-Filing of Annual Disclosure Statements 8 

 9 

 

Prepared by: William Malinen, City Manager 
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REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 DATE: 5/21/2012 
 ITEM NO:  

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

Item Description: Make a decision regarding the citizens’ petition for an Environmental 
Assessment Worksheet for the proposed Wal-Mart store at County Road C 
and Cleveland Ave. 

PF12-001_RCA_EAW_052112 
Page 1 of 3 

1.0 BACKGROUND 1 
A citizens’ petition for an Environmental Assessment Worksheet (EAW) for the 2 
proposed Wal-Mart store at County Road C and Cleveland Avenue was submitted to the 3 
Minnesota Environmental Quality Board (EQB); the petition, in its entirety, is included 4 
with this report as Attachment A. The EQB rules require the responsible governmental 5 
unit (RGU—the City of Roseville, in this case) to decide whether an EAW is needed as a 6 
result of such a petition in light of the existing Alternative Urban Areawide Review 7 
(AUAR) environmental assessment. 8 

2.0 REVIEW OF EQB RULES ON AUARS AND EAWS AND EISS 9 

2.1 To begin this review, a brief comparison of AUARs, EAWs, and Environmental Impact 10 
Statements (EISs) may be useful. As the Minnesota Administrative Rules establish, the 11 
content and format of an AUAR is broad-ranging like an EAW, addressing concerns like 12 
water quality, soil conditions and contamination, traffic, dust, noise, and air emissions 13 
from vehicles and stationary sources, but an AUAR also provides an in-depth level 14 
analysis comparable to that of an EIS for direct, indirect, and cumulative potential effects 15 
typical of urban residential, commercial, warehousing, and light industrial development 16 
and associated infrastructure. An AUAR also establishes a plan for mitigating the 17 
potential environmental impacts identified in the analysis. The Rules also note that the 18 
adoption of an AUAR does not constitute a finding that each potential project within the 19 
designated boundary has or may have the potential for significant environmental effects; 20 
instead the adoption of an AUAR is a proactive step to provide thorough environmental 21 
review for all proposed development, major and minor, within a specified area. 22 

2.2 Minnesota Administrative Rules Part 4410.3610 centers on AUARs. Subpart 1 says two 23 
main things about AUARs; to paraphrase: 24 

a. A City may use an AUAR instead of an EAW or an EIS to review anticipated 25 
residential, commercial, warehousing, and light industrial development and 26 
associated infrastructure in a particular geographic area within its jurisdiction, if the 27 
City has adopted a comprehensive plan that includes at least a land use plan, a public 28 
facilities plan, and an implementation plan. 29 

b. An AUAR may not be used as the environmental review when certain proposed 30 
projects would trigger a mandatory EAW or EIS. 31 
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Roseville’s 2030 Comprehensive Plan has the necessary elements to qualify for 32 
utilization of an AUAR. Since the proposed development represents about 160,000 33 
square feet of retail space, it would not trigger a mandatory EAW in any location except 34 
for an unincorporated area (Rule 4410.4300 subp. 14), nor would it trigger a mandatory 35 
EIS (Rules 4410.4400 subp. 11). 36 

2.3 The relevant information in the Rules Part 4410.3610 subp. 2 says, essentially, that upon 37 
completion of an AUAR, residential, commercial, warehousing, and light industrial 38 
development projects and associated infrastructure within the AUAR’s study boundaries 39 
that are consistent with the AUAR’s development assumptions are exempt from citizens’ 40 
petitions for preparation of an EAW as long as the approval and construction of the 41 
project complies with the conditions of the AUAR’s plan for mitigation. 42 

2.4 The EQB’s website provides a document titled “Reviewing Petitions: A Procedural 43 
Guide for Local RGUs” containing instructions for how to address citizens’ petitions for 44 
preparation of an EAW. While this document is, admittedly, imperfect, (the relevant Step 45 
4 is poorly edited and incomplete) the EQB’s Executive Director has posited that the 46 
incomplete criterion deals with standard exemptions. Thus, the Procedural Guide also 47 
confirms that projects which conform to an AUAR and which do not require mandatory 48 
EAW review cannot be petitioned for such review. 49 

3.0 REVIEW OF THE PROPOSED WAL-MART DEVELOPMENT WITHIN THE AUAR 50 

3.1 Having established above that an EAW requested through a citizens’ petition cannot be 51 
required for a project which conforms to an AUAR and which does not require 52 
mandatory EAW review, the next step is to determine whether the proposed Wal-Mart 53 
development conforms to Roseville’s AUAR for the Twin Lakes redevelopment area; the 54 
Twin Lakes AUAR, exclusive of its appendices, is included with this report as 55 
Attachment B. 56 

3.2 The existing AUAR Update was adopted on October 15, 2007. Although Roseville’s 57 
2030 Comprehensive Plan was updated in 2009, Planning Division staff believes that the 58 
current Community Mixed Use (CMU) land use designation was intended to be—and 59 
is—substantially consistent with the former Business Park (BP) designation referenced in 60 
the AUAR. Some portions of the 2030 Comprehensive Plan were even developed with 61 
the benefit of the information contained in the AUAR. For these reasons, Planning 62 
Division staff believes that the AUAR continues to be a valid environmental review 63 
instrument and will remain so until October 15, 2012, when it would need to be updated 64 
again. 65 

3.3 The Twin Lakes AUAR Update map showing the AUAR’s overall boundary as well as 66 
the internal Subareas (included with this report as Attachment C) indicates that the area 67 
subject to the AUAR analysis encompasses the entirety of the Wal-Mart development as 68 
well as any proposed or required infrastructure improvements related to the development. 69 

3.4 The AUAR analyzed three different Twin Lakes redevelopment scenarios for possible 70 
environmental impacts. Scenario “A” is identified as the “worst case,” or the scenario 71 
that would lead to the greatest potential for environmental impact. As explained in Item 7 72 
of the AUAR, Scenario A was developed by reviewing the four different future land use 73 
maps depicted in the 2001 Twin Lakes Business Park Master Plan (included with this 74 
report as Attachment D) and assuming that each of the redevelopment Blocks was 75 
developed with the most intensive of those possible future land uses in order to identify 76 
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strategies for effectively mitigating the potential impacts of such a “worst case” 77 
development. Attachment D also identifies the location of the proposed Wal-Mart 78 
development as Block 4 for the purposes of the AUAR’s analysis. 79 

3.5 In addition to high levels of development throughout the Twin Lakes redevelopment area, 80 
Scenario A evaluated Block 4, the location of the proposed Wal-Mart development, for 81 
240,000 square feet of a land use referred to as “service mix.” The AUAR defines 82 
“service mix” as consisting of “retail, a hotel, a day care facility, a health club facility 83 
and restaurant uses that would be complementary to the other uses in the Twin Lakes 84 
Business Park,” and noting that “Service Mix [was] analyzed from a retail perspective as 85 
retail generates greater impacts than the other potential uses described within service 86 
mix, thus providing the ‘worst case’ development scenario.” Since the proposed 87 
development comprises a 160,000-square-foot retail store, Block 4 could still 88 
accommodate another 80,000 square feet of retail, hotel, day care, health club, restaurant, 89 
or other uses without exceeding the capacity assumed in the AUAR analysis. 90 

4.0 CONCLUSION 91 
Based on the preceding analysis and the following findings, Planning Division staff 92 
believes that the proposed Wal-Mart development is exempt from the citizens’ petition 93 
for preparation of an EAW: 94 

a. The Twin Lakes AUAR was properly established and updated, and continues to be a 95 
valid environmental review instrument. 96 

b. The proposed Wal-Mart development, along with all of its associated infrastructure 97 
improvements, lies within the geographic area analyzed by the Twin Lakes AUAR. 98 

c. The proposed 160,000 square feet of retail floor area comprised by the proposed 99 
development is within the “worst case” assumptions for development of Block 4, as 100 
analyzed in Scenario A of the Twin Lakes AUAR. 101 

d. The proposed 160,000 square feet of retail floor area comprised by the proposed 102 
development is below the threshold for mandatory EAW or EIS review. 103 

e. Under Minnesota Administrative Rule 4410.3610, proposed commercial projects and 104 
associated infrastructure that fall within the geographic and analytic limits of a valid 105 
AUAR, that comply with the AUAR’s plan for mitigation, and that do not exceed the 106 
threshold for mandatory preparation of an EAW are exempt from EAW requirements. 107 

5.0 SUGGESTED ACTION 108 

5.1 Adopt a resolution documenting the exemption of the proposed Wal-Mart development 109 
from the citizen’s petition for preparation of an EAW. 110 

5.2 Direct Planning Division staff to notify the petitioners’ representative and the EQB of the 111 
exemption of the proposed Wal-Mart development from the citizen’s petition for 112 
preparation of an EAW. 113 

Prepared by: Associate Planner Bryan Lloyd 
651-792-7073 | bryan.lloyd@ci.roseville.mn.us 

Attachments: A: Citizen’s Petition for EAW 
B: Twin Lakes AUAR, less appendices 
C: Twin Lakes AUAR boundary map 

D: Twin Lakes Master Plan future land use 
maps 

E: Draft resolution 
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REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 DATE: 5/21/2012 
 ITEM NO: 12.b  

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

Item Description: Request by Wal-Mart Stores, Inc. for approval of a preliminary plat, 
final plat, and development agreement of the land area bounded by 
County Road C, Cleveland Avenue, Twin Lakes Parkway, and Prior 
Avenue (PF12-001). 

PF12-001_RCA_052112 
Page 1 of 4 

Application Review Details 
• Public hearing: February 1, 2012 
• RCA prepared: May 10, 2012 
• City Council action: March 26, 2012 
• Action deadline (extended by applicant): 

June 4, 2012 
Action taken on a plat proposal is quasi-
judicial; the City’s role is to determine the 
facts associated with the request, and apply 
those facts to the legal standards contained in 
State Statute and City Code. 

1.0 REQUESTED ACTION 1 
Wal-Mart Stores, Inc., in conjunction with Roseville Properties and University Financial 2 
Corporation, current owners of the subject properties, seeks approval of preliminary 3 
plat, final plat, and development agreement for the portion of Twin Lakes sub-area 1 4 
bounded by County Road C, Cleveland Avenue, Twin Lakes Parkway, and Prior Avenue. 5 

2.0 SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATION 6 

2.1 The Planning Division concurs with the Planning Commission, which voted (5-1) to 7 
recommend approval of the proposed PRELIMINARY PLAT; see Section 8 of this report for 8 
the detailed recommendation. 9 

2.2 Planning Division staff, Public Works Department staff, and the City Attorney 10 
recommend approval of the FINAL PLAT and the associated DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT; 11 
see Section 8 of this report for the detailed recommendation. 12 

3.0 SUMMARY OF SUGGESTED ACTION 13 
Adopt a resolution approving the proposed PRELIMINARY AND FINAL TWIN LAKES 2ND 14 
ADDITION  PLAT, pursuant to Title 11 (Subdivisions) of the City Code and the proposed 15 
DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT, pursuant to Chapter 1022 (Twin Lakes Overlay District) of 16 
the City Code; see Section 9 of this report for the detailed action. 17 
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4.0 BACKGROUND 18 

4.1 The subject property has a Comprehensive Plan designation of Community Mixed Use 19 
(CMU) and a corresponding zoning classification of Community Mixed Use (CMU) 20 
District. The PLAT proposal has been prompted by plans to develop an approximately 21 
160,000-square-foot Walmart store in the eastern portion of the site and two smaller 22 
future developments on the western side of the property, along Cleveland Avenue. When 23 
exercising the so-called “quasi-judicial” authority when acting on a plat request, the role 24 
of the City is to determine the facts associated with a particular request and apply those 25 
facts to the legal standards contained in the ordinance and relevant state law. In general, 26 
if the facts indicate the applicant meets the relevant legal standard, then they are likely 27 
entitled to the plat approval, although the City is able to add conditions of approval to 28 
ensure that the likely impacts to roads, storm sewers, and other public infrastructure on 29 
and around the subject property are adequately addressed. 30 

4.2 While the City Council is only responsible for reviewing and acting on the proposal to 31 
rearrange the parcel boundaries of the subject property rather than approving or denying 32 
the overall development or the use itself, a rendering of the overall development concept 33 
has been submitted to assist Public Works Department staff with understanding what will 34 
be required for adequate storm water management; the concept rendering is included with 35 
this report as Attachment C. 36 

5.0 PLAT ANALYSIS 37 

5.1 Plat proposals are reviewed primarily for the purpose of ensuring that all proposed lots 38 
meet the minimum size requirements of the zoning code, that adequate streets and other 39 
public infrastructure are in place or identified and constructed, and that storm water is 40 
addressed to prevent problems either on nearby property or within the storm water 41 
system. As a plat of a commercial property, the proposal leaves no zoning issues to be 42 
addressed since the Zoning Code does not establish minimum lot dimensions or area. The 43 
proposed FINAL PLAT is included with this report as Attachment D. 44 

5.2 Roseville’s Development Review Committee (DRC), a body comprising staff from 45 
various City departments, met on January 12 and January 19, 2012 to discuss the 46 
application. The DRC did not have any major concerns about the proposed PLAT, but 47 
representatives of the Public Works Department have been working with the applicant to 48 
address the typical public needs related to rights-of-way on adjacent roadways as well as 49 
the overall site grading and storm water management. 50 

5.3 Roseville’s Parks and Recreation Commission reviewed the proposed PLAT against the 51 
park dedication requirements of §1103.07 of the City Code, beginning on December 6, 52 
2011 and continuing the discussion on January 3, 2012; the minutes of the Commission’s 53 
discussions are included with this report as Attachment E. 54 

6.0 PUBLIC COMMENT 55 

6.1 The duly-noticed public hearing for the PRELIMINARY PLAT application was held by the 56 
Planning Commission on February 1, 2012; the approved minutes are included with this 57 
report as Attachment F. After taking public testimony, the Planning Commission 58 
discussed the application and voted 5-1 to recommend its approval. 59 

6.2 Email communications about the proposal received by the time this report was prepared 60 
are included as Attachment G; no phone calls or other verbal or written communications 61 
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have thus far been received. Because many of the comments express opposition that is 62 
primarily grounded in concern about Wal-Mart’s corporate practices or preference for a 63 
higher quality retailer or some other development type, it seems worth noting that cities 64 
do not have the ability to discriminate between retailers or development types—whether 65 
the reasons to discriminate are superficial or significant—in zoning districts where a 66 
proposal represents a permitted type of land use. 67 

7.0 DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT 68 
The bulk of the development agreement specifies the roles and obligations of the City 69 
and the developer in the process of developing the subject property to ensure that public 70 
improvements are properly constructed, that environmental remediation is carried out in 71 
compliance with the Twin Lakes AUAR, that City and the developer are expeditious in 72 
the performance of their respective duties, and so on. 73 

The following are the salient points of the agreement: 74 

• The Developer will be responsible for roadway infrastructure construction costs 75 
associated with the required left/right turn lane improvements along County Road C 76 
between Cleveland Avenue and Prior Avenue and related to a site access point. 77 

• The Developer is responsible for roadway infrastructure construction costs associated 78 
with a right turn lane along Twin Lakes Parkway between Cleveland Avenue and the 79 
round-about at Mount Ridge Road. 80 

• The Developer is responsible for a $400,000 contribution regarding future roadway 81 
infrastructure construction costs associated with the interchange with Cleveland 82 
Avenue and I35W. 83 

• The Developer is responsible for environmental investigation and remediation and 84 
must prepare a Response Action Plan under the direction of the Minnesota Pollution 85 
Control Agency. 86 

• The Developer is responsible for a payment in lieu of park land dedication in the 87 
amount of $411,115. 88 

• Upon final calculation of all public roadway infrastructure costs, the Developer will 89 
be responsible for submitting a cash deposit of 125% the final cost for said 90 
improvements. 91 

• The City will construct all roadway infrastructure improvements. 92 

8.0 RECOMMENDATION: 93 

a. Based on the comments and findings outlined in Sections 4-7 of this report, Planning 94 
Division staff concurs with the recommendation of the Planning Commission to 95 
approve the proposed PRELIMINARY PLAT, pursuant to Title 11 of the Roseville City 96 
Code. 97 

b. Planning Division staff, Public Works Department staff, and the City Attorney 98 
recommend approval of the FINAL PLAT and the associated DEVELOPMENT 99 
AGREEMENT. 100 

9.0 SUGGESTED ACTION 101 
Adopt a resolution approving the proposed TWIN LAKES 2ND ADDITION PRELIMINARY 102 
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AND FINAL PLAT, pursuant to Title 11 of the City Code, and the related 103 
DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT, pursuant to Chapter 1022 of the City Code, for the 104 
redevelopment area bounded by County Road C, Cleveland Avenue, Twin Lakes 105 
Parkway, and Prior Avenue, and including the 4,643-square-foot rectangle of land that is 106 
the subject of the disposal request, based on the comments and findings of Sections 4-7 107 
and the recommendation of Section 8 of this report. 108 

Prepared by: Associate Planner Bryan Lloyd 
Attachments: A: Area map 

B: Aerial photo 
C: Concept rendering 
D: Preliminary and final plat documents 
E: Memo from City Attorney 

 

F: Parks and Recreation Commission minutes 
G: Minutes from 2/1/2012 public hearing 
H: Public comments 
I: Traffic Study material 
J: Draft Development Agreement 
K: Resolution 
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