
 
 

Depa

Item 

BACK2 

The T8 

was o9 

Octob10 

Unde11 

the ex12 

will e13 

The l14 

a part15 

Work16 

excee17 

condu18 

condu19 

Staff 16 

this p17 

1)23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 

2)33 

34 

35 

36 

37 

38 

39 

40 

41 

42 

artment Appr

Description

KGROUND 

Twin Lakes 
originally ap
ber 15, 2007
er Minnesota
xpiration of 
expire on Oc

lack of an AU
ticular devel
ksheet (EAW
eds the mand
ucted.  As th
uct further e

f would like t
point, staff h

) Begin the
option wo
review the
most time
process w
depth of t
$50,000. 

) Let the Tw
complete 
the whole
the interim
covering t
environm
could also
moratoriu
property o
economy 

RE

roval 

 

: Twin Lake

Alternative U
pproved in 20
7, the City of
a State Rules
five years fr

ctober 15, 20

UAR would
lopment doe

W) or Enviro
datory thresh
he City Coun
nvironmenta

to discuss w
as come up w

 Twin Lakes
ould use the 
e previous a
ely option, as

would take se
the analysis n

win Lakes AU
a new AUAR

e vision of Tw
m, after Octo
the Twin La

mental docum
o consider a 
um given the
owners in a p
is starting to

QUEST F

es AUAR Di

Urban Areaw
001 in consi
f Roseville a
s, an AUAR 
rom the date
012.   

d not necessa
es not meet a
nmental Imp
hold for an E
ncil is aware
al review. 

with the City 
with three op

s AUAR upda
same scenar

analysis and r
s it will not r
everal month
needed, staff

UAR lapse a
R once the v
win Lakes a
ober 15th, the
akes area.  H
ments that we

 moratorium
e past decade
position whe
o improve.  T

FOR COU

scussion 

wide Review
deration of r

adopted an u
is required t
 of adoption

arily halt dev
a mandatory 
pact Stateme
EAW or EIS
e, having the 

Council pos
ptions for th

ate using the
rios that wer
refresh the in
require the d
hs and requir
ff estimates t

and begin a n
isioning is c

and basing a 
ere would no
owever, we 

e can implem
m in Twin La
e of stalled d
ere they cann
This option c

 
UNCIL AC

w (AUAR) e
redevelopme

update to the 
to begin the 

n.  In the case

velopment in
threshold of

ent (EIS), it m
, the environ
 AUAR in p

ssible option
he City Coun

e same scena
re used in the
nformation a
drafting of a 
re third-party
that this opti

new visionin
complete.  Th
new AUAR

ot be any “of
will still ret

ment if proje
akes, but staf
development
not sell or de
could be qui

CTION 

Da
Ite

Cit

environmenta
ent of the Tw
2001 Twin 
process to b
e of the Twi

n Twin Lake
f an Environ
may proceed
nmental revi
place elimina

ns for the Tw
ncil to consid

arios as prev
e 2007 Twin
as needed.  T
whole new 

y consultant
on would be

ng process fo
his option w

R on the new
fficial” envi
tain the know
cts come for
ff would not
ts.  A morato
evelop their 
ite involved 

ate: 
em No.:

ty Manager A

P

al review do
win Lakes ar
Lakes AUA

be  updated p
in Lakes AU

s.  To the ex
nmental Asse
d.  If a devel
iew will need
ates the need

win Lakes AU
der and discu

viously used
n Lakes AUA
This is perha
document.  

ts.  Dependin
e between $2

or Twin Lake
would entail r

ly crafted vi
ronmental d

wledge of the
rward.  The 
t recommend
orium would
land when t
and lengthy

09/17/12 
 

Approval 

Page 1 of 2 

ocument 
rea.  On 

AR.  
prior to 

UAR, it 

xtent that 
essment 
lopment 
d to be 

d to 

UAR.  At 
uss. 

d.  This 
AR and 
aps the 
This 
ng on the 
25,000 - 

es and 
revisiting 
ision.  In 
document 
e past 
City 
d a 
d put the 
the 

y 

kari.collins
Typewritten Text
13.b

kari.collins
WJM



Page 2 of 2 

depending on what process is utilized.   The visioning process could cost anywhere from 33 

$10,000 to $50,000 (or more) depending on the approach.  This does not include the 34 

creation of a new AUAR, which would be between $75,000-$100,000.  (The 2007 Twin 35 

Lakes AUAR update cost approximately $85,000). 36 

3) Let the Twin Lakes AUAR lapse and let the existing zoning code and regulating plan 37 

govern development.  This option would mean that there would not be any over-arching 38 

environmental document regarding Twin Lakes.  As mentioned previously, the 39 

knowledge and concern regarding environmental issues will still remain and very likely 40 

could be addressed as part of individual developments.  If any developments exceed the 41 

mandatory thresholds, an EAW or EIS will need to be completed.  If this option is 42 

chosen, staff would suggest a thorough review of the existing ordinance and regulating 43 

plan be undertaken to make sure that the zoning code has sufficient language to address 44 

concerns and issues arising out of development in Twin Lakes.  This option would not 45 

require any additional expenditures and the work would be done by the staff, Planning 46 

Commission, and City Council.  47 

POLICY OBJECTIVE 48 

The Twin Lakes Redevelopment Area has long been established as an important priority for the 49 

City of Roseville.  Ensuring that proper environmental study is undertaken for the Twin Lakes 50 

area will help in the success of the Twin Lakes Redevelopment Area. 51 

BUDGET IMPLICATIONS 52 

Depending on the option chosen, costs would range from zero up to $100,000.  It is anticipated 53 

that these costs would be paid for by TIF 17. 54 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 55 

Staff would like for the Council to have a discussion about how to proceed with the Twin Lakes 56 

AUAR.  The options presented above are not meant to limit of the discussion, instead it is a 57 

starting off point.  If there other options or ideas on how to proceed, they should be brought up 58 

and discussed.    From the above identified options, staff is leaning towards Option #2 and re-59 

visioning Twin Lakes.  Even though, it is the most costly and most time intensive, staff feels a 60 

revisit of Twin Lakes is long overdue. 61 

REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION 62 

No direct action is requested.  The City Council should discuss options on how to proceed with 63 

the Twin Lakes AUAR and give direction to staff on what to prepare for future City Council 64 

consideration. 65 

Prepared by: Patrick Trudgeon, AICP, Community Development Director  (651) 792-7071 
 
Attachments: None  

 
 




