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City Council Agenda
Monday, October 17, 2011
6:00 p.m.
City Council Chambers

(Times are Approximate)

Roll Call

Voting & Seating Order for October: McGehee, Willmus,
Johnson, Pust, Roe

Approve Agenda

Public Comment

Council Communications, Reports and Announcements
Recognitions, Donations and Communications

Approve Minutes

a. Approve Minutes of October 10, 2011 Meeting
Approve Consent Agenda

a. Approve Payments

b. Approve Business Licenses

c. Approve Ramsey County Bar Foundation Off-Site
Gambling Permit

d. Appoint Park and Recreation Youth Commissioner

e. Adopt a Resolution to Accept the Work Completed,
Authorize Final Payment and commence the One-Year
Warranty Period on the 2009 Contract B Project

f. Adopt a Resolution to Accept the Work Completed,
Authorize Final Payment and commence the One-Year
Warranty Period on the 2010 Contract B Project

Consider Items Removed from Consent
General Ordinances for Adoption
Presentations

Public Hearings

Business Items (Action Items)



Council Agenda - Page 2

6:40 p.m. a. Consideration of the County Road C-2 Connection
13. Business Items — Presentations/Discussions
7:40 p.m. a. Discussion on the Use of the City Port Authority
8:10 p.m. 14. City Manager Future Agenda Review
15. Councilmember Initiated Items for Future Meetings

8:15 p.m. a. Councilmember McGehee request to discuss requirements
relating to Fire Sprinklers and Handicapped Accessibility
when Buildings are being Rehabilitated

8:45 p.m. Executive Session
Labor Negotiations
16. Adjourn

Some Upcoming Public Meetings... ... ...

Tuesday Oct 18 | 6:00 p.m. | Housing & Redevelopment Authority

Monday Oct24 | 6:00 p.m. | City Council Meeting

Tuesday Oct 26 | 6:30 p.m. | Public Works, Environment & Transportation Commission
Tuesday Nov 1 | 6:30 p.m. | Parks & Recreation Commission

Wednesday | Nov2 | 6:30 p.m. | Planning Commission

Wednesday Nov9 | 6:30 p.m. | Ethics Commission

Monday Nov 14 | 6:00 p.m. | City Council Meeting

Wednesday Nov 16 | 6:30 p.m. | Human Rights Commission

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

Date: 10/17/2011
Item No.; /-@

Department Approval City Manager Approval

Clig Lo

Item Description: Approval of Payments

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

Check Series # Amount

ACH Payments $11,671.64
64233-64353 $397,948.13
Total $409,619.77

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

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

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

STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends approval of all payment of claims.

REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION
Motion to approve the payment of claims as submitted

Prepared by: Chris Miller, Finance Director
Attachments: A: n/a
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Accounts Payable

Checks for Approval
User: mary.jenson
Printed: 10/12/2011 - 8:10 AM

Check Number Check Date Fund Name Account Name Vendor Name Invoice Desc. Amount
0 10/04/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Operating Supplies Davis Lock & Safe-ACH Keys 203.54
0 10/04/2011 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies PetSmart-ACH HANC Supplies 6.98
0 10/04/2011 Recreation Fund Professional Services Three Rivers Park- ACH Canoe Rental 16.00
0 10/04/2011 Risk Management Training Kaplan Professional Schools-ACH Total Access CE Course 59.00
0 10/04/2011 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies Dollar Tree-ACH Preschool, Playground Supplies 321
0 10/04/2011 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies Dollar Tree-ACH Preschool, Playground Supplies 10.00
0 10/04/2011 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies Dollar Tree-ACH Preschool, Playground Supplies 6.00
0 10/04/2011 Recreation Fund Conferences Mn Recreation & Park-ACH Conference Registration 2,040.00
0 10/04/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Conferences Mn Recreation & Park-ACH Conference Registration 330.00
0 10/04/2011 Recreation Fund Professional Services Boy Scouts of America-ACH Base Camp 100.00
0 10/04/2011 General Fund Operating Supplies Dairy Queen-ACH Firefighter Cool Down Supplies 13.90
0 10/04/2011 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies Hub Hobby Center-ACH Nature Camp Supplies 14.95
0 10/04/2011 Information Technology Operating Supplies CDW-Government- ACH Memory Upgrade, Firewall Routers 384.20
0 10/04/2011 Storm Drainage Operating Supplies Certified Laboratories-ACH CL Aerosol 98.78
0 10/04/2011 General Fund Operating Supplies Certified Laboratories-ACH CL Aerosol 98.78
0 10/04/2011 Golf Course Miscellaneous Viking Industrial Center-ACH No Receipt 30.73
0 10/04/2011 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies Office Depot- ACH Office Supplies 42.83
0 10/04/2011 Golf Course Operating Supplies Home Depot- ACH Sanding Belt 68.57
0 10/04/2011 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies Best Buy- ACH MP3 Player Replacement 32.12
0 10/04/2011 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies Target- ACH HANC Supplies 63.99
0 10/04/2011 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies Litin Party & Paper-ACH HANC Supplies 59.65
0 10/04/2011 General Fund Operating Supplies Walmart-ACH Phone Supplies 31.52
0 10/04/2011 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies Home Depot- ACH Light Fixtures, Ceiling Tiles 171.87
0 10/04/2011 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies Target- ACH Playground Supplies 45.59
0 10/04/2011 Information Technology Contract Maintenance Local Link, Inc.-ACH DNS Hosting Fee 107.50
0 10/04/2011 Recreation Fund Professional Services Wabasha Street Caves-ACH Cave Tour Deposit 25.00
0 10/04/2011 General Fund Contract Maint. - City Hall Nitti Sanitation-ACH Regular Service 153.00
0 10/04/2011 General Fund Contract Maintienace Nitti Sanitation-ACH Regular Service 88.40
0 10/04/2011 General Fund Contract Maint. - City Garage Nitti Sanitation-ACH Regular Service 275.40
0 10/04/2011 General Fund Contract Maintenance Nitti Sanitation-ACH Regular Service 54.40
0 10/04/2011 Golf Course Contract Maintenance Nitti Sanitation-ACH Regular Service 108.80
0 10/04/2011 Recreation Fund Contract Maintenance Nitti Sanitation-ACH Regular Service 224.40
0 10/04/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Contract Maintenance Nitti Sanitation-ACH Regular Service 516.80
0 10/04/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Operating Supplies Boaters Outlet-ACH Mayfair pump 32.13
AP-Checks for Approval (10/12/2011 - 8:10 AM) Page 1



Check Number  Check Date Fund Name Account Name Vendor Name Invoice Desc. Amount
0 10/04/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Operating Supplies Certified Laboratories-ACH Nitrile Gloves 87.09
0 10/04/2011 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies Michaels-ACH HANC Supplies 35.01
0 10/04/2011 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies Home Depot- ACH Sheet Rock Supplies 9.53
0 10/04/2011 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies Target- ACH Summer Options Supplies 42.73
0 10/04/2011 General Fund Contract Maintenance Vehicles Dealer Automotive-ACH Labor 468.32
0 10/04/2011 Storm Drainage Operating Supplies United Rentals-ACH Safety Glasses 5.07
0 10/04/2011 Sanitary Sewer Operating Supplies Home Depot- ACH Tool Supplies 268.36
0 10/04/2011 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies Target- ACH Teen Supplies 11.91
0 10/04/2011 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies Target- ACH Teen Supplies 2.46
0 10/04/2011 General Fund Conferences Boston Market-ACH Meal During Conference 39.35
0 10/04/2011 Water Fund Operating Supplies Fastenal-ACH Gloves 42.19
0 10/04/2011 General Fund Training PayPal-ACH Landlord Tenant Training 24.00
0 10/04/2011 General Fund Operating Supplies Galls Inc-ACH 30 Minute Flares 62.61
0 10/04/2011 General Fund Operating Supplies Diamond Vogel Paints-ACH Painting Supplies 478.80
0 10/04/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Miscellaneous Suburban Ace Hardware-ACH No Receipt 42.83
0 10/04/2011 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies North Hgts Hardware Hank-ACH Supplies 54.83
0 10/04/2011 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies Target- ACH Dance Supplies 15.77
0 10/04/2011 Water Fund Operating Supplies Suburban Ace Hardware-ACH Rope, Cuplers 47.49
0 10/04/2011 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies Target- ACH Summer Options Supplies 63.35
0 10/04/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Operating Supplies Suburban Ace Hardware-ACH Grafitti Remover 35.31
0 10/04/2011 Water Fund Operating Supplies Suburban Ace Hardware-ACH Ratchet, Socket 65.09
0 10/04/2011 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies Target- ACH Playground Supplies 46.81
0 10/04/2011 General Fund Telephone Sprint-ACH Cell Phones 167.87
0 10/04/2011 Information Technology Telephone Sprint-ACH Cell Phones 128.74
0 10/04/2011 Recreation Fund Telephone Sprint-ACH Cell Phones 222.72
0 10/04/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Telephone Sprint-ACH Cell Phones 72.15
0 10/04/2011 Golf Course Telephone Sprint-ACH Cell Phones 83.76
0 10/04/2011 General Fund Telephone Sprint-ACH Cell Phones 38.55
0 10/04/2011 General Fund Telephone Sprint-ACH Cell Phones 383.76
0 10/04/2011 General Fund Telephone Sprint-ACH Cell Phones 192.74
0 10/04/2011 General Fund Telephone Sprint-ACH Cell Phones 48.61
0 10/04/2011 Recreation Fund Professional Services MN State Parks-ACH Summer Options Supplies 5.00
0 10/04/2011 License Center Office Supplies S & T Office Products-ACH Office Supplies 40.49
0 10/04/2011 Storm Drainage Operating Supplies Suburban Ace Hardware-ACH Zip Ties 14.99
0 10/04/2011 Recreation Fund Office Supplies Office Depot- ACH Office Supplies 205.82
0 10/04/2011 General Fund Operating Supplies National Camera Exchange-ACH Replacement Lens 6.41
0 10/04/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Temporary Employees Sprint-ACH Cell Phones 80.25
0 10/04/2011 Storm Drainage Telephone Sprint-ACH Cell Phones 54.25
0 10/04/2011 General Fund Operating Supplies Sprint-ACH Cell Phones 78.00
0 10/04/2011 Information Technology Telephone Sprint-ACH Cell Phones 82.50
0 10/04/2011 Recreation Fund Professional Services Sprint-ACH Cell Phones 26.00
0 10/04/2011 Golf Course Miscellaneous All Seasons Rental- ACH No Receipt 169.00
0 10/04/2011 Storm Drainage Miscellaneous Expense Ebandstore-ACH Fraud 175.27
0 10/04/2011 General Fund Office Supplies S & T Office Products-ACH Office Supplies 81.66
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Check Number  Check Date Fund Name Account Name Vendor Name Invoice Desc. Amount
0 10/04/2011 General Fund Operating Supplies Suburban Ace Hardware-ACH Light Bulbs 17.12
0 10/04/2011 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies Joann Fabric-ACH HANC Supplies 35.30
0 10/04/2011 General Fund Operating Supplies Brother Mobile Solutions-ACH Thermal Paper 289.31
0 10/04/2011 General Fund 209001 - Use Tax Payable Brother Mobile Solutions-ACH Sales/Use Tax -18.61
0 10/04/2011 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies Michaels-ACH DYP Supplies 20.91
0 10/04/2011 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies Target- ACH HANC Supplies 17.14
0 10/04/2011 Recreation Fund Professional Services Padelford Boat-ACH River Ride 274.02
0 10/04/2011 Recreation Fund Professional Services Boy Scouts of America-ACH Base Camp Admission 500.00
0 10/04/2011 Sanitary Sewer Operating Supplies Mills Fleet Farm-ACH Chisels 29.87
0 10/04/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Operating Supplies Suburban Ace Hardware-ACH Wasp/Hornet Spray 13.90
0 10/04/2011 Golf Course Vehicle Supplies Cheetah Auto Supply-ACH Equipment Repair Tool 6.42
0 10/04/2011 Recreation Fund Professional Services U of M- ACH Use of Golf Facilities 30.00
0 10/04/2011 General Fund Operating Supplies PayPal-ACH POST Training Registration 24.00
0 10/04/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Operating Supplies Menards-ACH Drill 39.46
0 10/04/2011 General Fund Vehicle Supplies PTS Tool Supply-ACH Tools 271.34
0 10/04/2011 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies Michaels-ACH Credit -21.38
0 10/04/2011 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies Michaels-ACH HANC Supplies 15.61
0 10/04/2011 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies Michaels-ACH HANC Supplies 71.10
0 10/04/2011 Golf Course Operating Supplies Office Depot- ACH Office Supplies 83.54
0 10/04/2011 Information Technology Operating Supplies Amazon.com- ACH Video Adapter 69.46
0 10/04/2011 Information Technology Use Tax Payable Amazon.com- ACH Sales/Use Tax -4.47
0 10/04/2011 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies Target- ACH Teen Supplies 41.59
0 10/04/2011 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies Party City-ACH Spooktacular Supplies 14.98
0 10/04/2011 Information Technology Operating Supplies UPS Store-ACH Software Return Shipping Charge 10.59
0 10/04/2011 Sanitary Sewer Operating Supplies Harbor Freight Tools-ACH Tools 14.95
Check Total: 11,671.64
0 10/06/2011 General Fund Operating Supplies MES, Inc. Faceshield 143.07
0 10/06/2011 Pathway Maintenance Fund Operating Supplies Goodin Corp. PVC 14.43
0 10/06/2011 General Fund Transportation Brenda Davitt Mileage Reimbursement 154.29
0 10/06/2011 General Fund 211403 - Flex Spend Day Care Dependent Care Reimbursement 192.31
0 10/06/2011 General Fund 211402 - Flex Spending Health Flexible Benefit Reimbursement 152.32
0 10/06/2011 Community Development Transportation Thomas Paschke Mileage Reimbursement 160.05
0 10/06/2011 General Fund 211403 - Flex Spend Day Care Dependent Care Reimbursement 201.93
0 10/06/2011 General Fund Operating Supplies Michael Holtmeier Parking Reimbursement 5.00
0 10/06/2011 Water Fund Operating Supplies Bryan Rock Products, Inc. CL5 612.56
0 10/06/2011 General Fund 211402 - Flex Spending Health Flexible Benefit Reimbursement 416.63
0 10/06/2011 General Fund 211403 - Flex Spend Day Care Dependent Care Reimbursement 384.62
0 10/06/2011 General Fund 211402 - Flex Spending Health Flexible Benefit Reimbursement 400.00
0 10/06/2011 General Fund 211000 - Deferered Comp. ICMA Retirement Trust 457-300227 Payroll Deduction for 10/4 Payroll 5,111.83
0 10/06/2011 General Fund 210600 - Union Dues Deduction MN Teamsters #320 Payroll Deduction for 10/4 Payroll 327.00
0 10/06/2011 Sanitary Sewer Sanitary Sewer City of Maplewood Sanitary Sewer & Storm Drainage 3rc -12.00
0 10/06/2011 Storm Drainage Storm Drainage Fees City of Maplewood Sanitary Sewer & Storm Drainage 3rc 3,873.00
AP-Checks for Approval (10/12/2011 - 8:10 AM) Page 3



Check Number  Check Date Fund Name Account Name Vendor Name Invoice Desc. Amount
0 10/06/2011 Sanitary Sewer Sanitary Sewer City of Maplewood Sanitary Sewer & Storm Drainage 3rc 45,615.48
0 10/06/2011 General Fund Transportation William Malinen Mileage Reimbursement 133.42
0 10/06/2011 General Fund Contract Maint. - City Hall Collins Electrical Construction Co. Parking Lot Light Repair 2,250.75
0 10/06/2011 General Fund Contract Maint. - City Hall Collins Electrical Construction Co. Lamps & Ballasts Installation 1,432.37
0 10/06/2011 General Fund Contract Maint. - City Hall Collins Electrical Construction Co. Light Fixture Repair 460.04
0 10/06/2011 General Fund Contract Maint. - City Garage Collins Electrical Construction Co. Generator Plug 1,975.00
0 10/06/2011 General Fund Contract Maintenance City of St. Paul Crime Lab Services-July 20.00
0 10/06/2011 General Fund Professional Services City of St. Paul Wireless & RMS Services-Sept 2,773.05
0 10/06/2011 General Fund Professional Services City of St. Paul Wireless & RMS Services-October 2,773.05
0 10/06/2011 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies Brock White Co Supplies 37.60
0 10/06/2011 Recreation Improvements Amenities St. Croix Recreation Co., Inc. Dogi Pot Station 323.83
0 10/06/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Operating Supplies Linder's Greenhouse, Inc. Nursery Supplies 183.96
0 10/06/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Vehicle Supplies O'Reilly Automotive Inc Motor Oil 81.08
0 10/06/2011 General Fund Vehicle Supplies Metro Fire Altair 4X 782.35
0 10/06/2011 Police - DWI Enforcement Professional Services Erickson, Bell, Beckman & Quinn P.A. Legal Services-Vehicle Forfeiture 834.36
0 10/06/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Operating Supplies Prowire, Inc. External Antenna Labor 653.13
0 10/06/2011 General Fund Contract Maintenance Adam's Pest Control Inc Quarterly Service 56.64
0 10/06/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Operating Supplies Davis Lock & Safe Inc Keys 82.88
0 10/06/2011 Solid Waste Recycle Professional Services Eureka Recycling Curbside Recycling 38,749.48
0 10/06/2011 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies Grainger Inc Air Filter 26.03
0 10/06/2011 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies Grainger Inc Ballast 47.90
0 10/06/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Operating Supplies Eagle Clan, Inc Purell Dispensers 74.99
0 10/06/2011 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies Eagle Clan, Inc Roll Towels, Toilet Tissue, Can Liner: 409.55
0 10/06/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Operating Supplies Eagle Clan, Inc Toilet Tissue 80.16
0 10/06/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Operating Supplies Eagle Clan, Inc Toilet Tissue, Can Liners 356.79
0 10/06/2011 General Fund Operating Supplies Streicher's Drug Test Kits 208.33
0 10/06/2011 General Fund Operating Supplies Streicher's Helmet, Boots 642.64
0 10/06/2011 Storm Drainage Operating Supplies ESS Brothers & Sons, Inc. Chimney Patch & Repair 1,954.74
0 10/06/2011 Recreation Improvements Various Landscape Projects Tessman Seed Co - St. Paul Sun/Shade Seed 87.64

Check Total: 115,244.28
64233 10/04/2011 Grass Lake Water Mgmt. Org. Professional Services Emmons & Olivier Resources, Inc. Stormwater Monitoring 2,846.93

Check Total: 2,846.93
64234 10/04/2011 General Fund Training GPRS Payroll Seminar Juergensen 25.00

Check Total: 25.00
64235 10/04/2011 Grass Lake Water Mgmt. Org. Professional Services Tom Petersen GLWMO Services 3,696.16

Check Total: 3,696.16
64236 10/04/2011 General Fund 211401- HSA Employee Premier Bank HSA-Omitted 6/28 Payment 2,037.49

AP-Checks for Approval (10/12/2011 - 8:10 AM)
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Check Number  Check Date Fund Name Account Name Vendor Name Invoice Desc. Amount
Check Total: 2,037.49
64237 10/06/2011 Recreation Fund Professional Services AARP AARP Driving Instruction 378.00
Check Total: 378.00
64238 10/06/2011 Recreation Fund Professional Services AARP AARP Driving Instruction 308.00
Check Total: 308.00
64239 10/06/2011 General Fund Contract Maintenance Advanced Graphix, Inc. Park Patrol Unit Decals 272.53
Check Total: 272.53
64240 10/06/2011 General Fund Training ARM of MN Grading, Aggregate Production Traini 1,180.00
Check Total: 1,180.00
64241 10/06/2011 General Fund Clothing Aspen Mills Inc. Pants, Boots 219.40
64241 10/06/2011 General Fund Clothing Aspen Mills Inc. Pants, Boots 227.89
64241 10/06/2011 General Fund Clothing Aspen Mills Inc. Pants, Boots 227.85
64241 10/06/2011 General Fund Clothing Aspen Mills Inc. Pants, Boots 247.40
64241 10/06/2011 General Fund Clothing Aspen Mills Inc. Shirt 31.95
64241 10/06/2011 General Fund Clothing Aspen Mills Inc. Pants, Boots 207.85
Check Total: 1,162.34
64242 10/06/2011 General Fund Operating Supplies Batteries Plus Alkaline Batteries 38.15
64242 10/06/2011 General Fund Operating Supplies Batteries Plus Alkaline Batteries 34.16
Check Total: 72.31
64243 10/06/2011 Water Fund Accounts Payable KEVIN & JENNIFER BELL Refund Check 106.21
Check Total: 106.21
64244 10/06/2011 Sanitary Sewer Sewer SAC Charges Biagini Properties SAC Fee Refund 2,230.00
Check Total: 2,230.00
64245 10/06/2011 General Fund Training Bill's Gun Shop & Range North Range Rental 106.88
Check Total: 106.88
64246 10/06/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Professional Services Biolawn, Inc. Weed and Vegeation Control-Acorn p 164.59
64246 10/06/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Professional Services Biolawn, Inc. Weed and Vegeation Control-Central 148.56
64246 10/06/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Professional Services Biolawn, Inc. Weed and Vegeation Control-Owasso 76.95
64246 10/06/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Professional Services Biolawn, Inc. Weed and Vegeation Control-Evergre: 111.15
64246 10/06/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Professional Services Biolawn, Inc. Weed and Vegeation - B & Dale 83.36
64246 10/06/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Professional Services Biolawn, Inc. Weed and Vegeation - Dale Street LE( 111.15
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Check Number  Check Date Fund Name Account Name Vendor Name Invoice Desc. Amount
64246 10/06/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Professional Services Biolawn, Inc. Weed and Vegeation - B & Dale 111.15
64246 10/06/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Professional Services Biolawn, Inc. Weed and Vegeation - B & Dale 83.36
64246 10/06/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Professional Services Biolawn, Inc. Weed and Vegeation Control-Central 314.21
64246 10/06/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Professional Services Biolawn, Inc. Weed and Vegeation - VFW Veterans 80.74
64246 10/06/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Professional Services Biolawn, Inc. Weed and Vegeation Langton Lake 101.48

Check Total: 1,386.70
64247 10/06/2011 Fire Station 2011 Professional Services Bossardt Corporation Construction Management Services 4,720.00
Check Total: 4,720.00
64248 10/06/2011 License Center Contract Maintenance Brite-Way Window Cleaning Sv License Center Window Cleaning 29.00
Check Total: 29.00
64249 10/06/2011 Golf Course Merchandise For Sale Capitol Beverage Sales, LP Beverages for Resale 50.70
Check Total: 50.70
64250 10/06/2011 Information Technology Operating Supplies CDW Government, Inc. Surge Protector 86.83
Check Total: 86.83
64251 10/06/2011 Telephone PSTN-PRI Access/DID Allocation CenturyLink Telephone 39.00
64251 10/06/2011 Telephone PSTN-PRI Access/DID Allocation CenturyLink Telephone 101.54
Check Total: 140.54
64252 10/06/2011 General Fund Training Boua Chang Training Expenses Reimbursement 41.37
Check Total: 41.37
64253 10/06/2011 Police - DWI Enforcement Professional Services Mitchell Christensen Underage Alcohol Purchaser 110.00
Check Total: 110.00

64254 10/06/2011 General Fund Clothing Cintas Corporation #470 Uniform Cleaning 30.40
64254 10/06/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Clothing Cintas Corporation #470 Uniform Cleaning 5.60
64254 10/06/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Clothing Cintas Corporation #470 Uniform Cleaning 5.60
64254 10/06/2011 General Fund Clothing Cintas Corporation #470 Uniform Cleaning 30.40
64254 10/06/2011 General Fund Clothing Cintas Corporation #470 Uniform Cleaning 30.40
64254 10/06/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Clothing Cintas Corporation #470 Uniform Cleaning 5.60
64254 10/06/2011 General Fund Clothing Cintas Corporation #470 Uniform Cleaning 30.40
64254 10/06/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Clothing Cintas Corporation #470 Uniform Cleaning 5.60

Check Total: 144.00

64255 10/06/2011 General Fund Non Business Licenses - Pawn City of Minneapolis Receivables Pawn Fees 1,421.40

AP-Checks for Approval (10/12/2011 - 8:10 AM)
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Check Number  Check Date Fund Name Account Name Vendor Name Invoice Desc. Amount
Check Total: 1,421.40
64256 10/06/2011 Information Technology Telephone City of North St. Paul 511 Billing Interconnects 1,900.00
64256 10/06/2011 Information Technology Telephone City of North St. Paul Data Center Interconnects 600.00
Check Total: 2,500.00
64257 10/06/2011 General Fund Contract Maintenance Comcast Cable Cable TV 9.00
Check Total: 9.00
64258 10/06/2011 General Fund Operating Supplies Commercial Asphalt Co Asphalt Patching Material 5,318.19
64258 10/06/2011 Water Fund Operating Supplies Commercial Asphalt Co Asphalt Patching Material 1,025.04
64258 10/06/2011 General Fund Operating Supplies Commercial Asphalt Co Asphalt Patching Material 931.51
64258 10/06/2011 Water Fund Operating Supplies Commercial Asphalt Co Asphalt Patching Material 827.40
64258 10/06/2011 Storm Drainage Operating Supplies Commercial Asphalt Co Asphalt Patching Material 636.09
64258 10/06/2011 General Fund Operating Supplies Commercial Asphalt Co Asphalt Patching Material 351.97
64258 10/06/2011 Storm Drainage Operating Supplies Commercial Asphalt Co Asphalt Patching Material 687.00
64258 10/06/2011 Water Fund Operating Supplies Commercial Asphalt Co Asphalt Patching Material 983.36
Check Total: 10,760.56
64259 10/06/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Use Tax Payable Commercial Pool Sales/Use Tax -0.83
64259 10/06/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Operating Supplies Commercial Pool Pool Supplies 71.61
Check Total: 70.78
64260 10/06/2011 Water Fund Accounts Payable REBECCA COOBS Refund Check 65.98
Check Total: 65.98
64261 10/06/2011 Sanitary Sewer Accounts Payable ROBERT DIGIUSTO Refund Check 8.22
Check Total: 8.22
64262 10/06/2011 General Fund 211200 - Financial Support Diversified Collection Services, Inc. _ 210.24
Check Total: 210.24
64263 10/06/2011 Water Fund Professional Services Ecoenvelopes, LLC Utility Billing Section 3 299.20
64263 10/06/2011 Storm Drainage Professional Services Ecoenvelopes, LLC Utility Billing Section 3 299.20
64263 10/06/2011 Sanitary Sewer Professional Services Ecoenvelopes, LLC Utility Billing Section 3 299.20
Check Total: 897.60
64264 10/06/2011 Water Fund Accounts Payable BRIAN EDQUIST Refund Check 75.00
Check Total: 75.00
64265 10/06/2011 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies Electrical Mechanical Services, Inc WEG, 3 HP 27591
AP-Checks for Approval (10/12/2011 - 8:10 AM) Page 7



Check Number  Check Date Fund Name Account Name Vendor Name Invoice Desc. Amount
64265 10/06/2011 Recreation Fund Use Tax Payable Electrical Mechanical Services, Inc Sales/Use Tax -17.75
Check Total: 258.16
64266 10/06/2011 Recreation Fund Professional Services Mark Emme Volleyball Officiating 391.00
Check Total: 391.00
64267 10/06/2011 Recreation Improvements Play Area Upgrades Flanagan Sales, Inc. Bench 716.07
64267 10/06/2011 Recreation Improvements Play Area Upgrades Flanagan Sales, Inc. Wood Fiber Mulch 1,923.75
64267 10/06/2011 Recreation Improvements Play Area Upgrades Flanagan Sales, Inc. Wood Chips 1,923.75
64267 10/06/2011 Recreation Improvements Play Area Upgrades Flanagan Sales, Inc. Wood Chips 1,870.31
Check Total: 6,433.88
64268 10/06/2011 General Fund Operating Supplies Forms & Systems of Minnesota Ticket Writer Thermal Paper 124.54
64268 10/06/2011 General Fund Operating Supplies Forms & Systems of Minnesota Citations Thermal Paper 1,371.27
Check Total: 1,495.81
64269 10/06/2011 Recreation Improvements Amenities Fra-Dor Inc. Black Dirt 882.79
Check Total: 882.79
64270 10/06/2011 Water Fund Accounts Payable ERIKKA JENSEN & GABRIEL TALLEY Refund Check 26.57
Check Total: 26.57
64271 10/06/2011 Community Development Water Permits Gardner Plumbing Water Connection Permit Refund 68.80
64271 10/06/2011 Water Fund Miscellaneous Revenue Gardner Plumbing Water Tap Refund 200.00
64271 10/06/2011 Community Development Sewer Permits Gardner Plumbing Sewer Connection Permit Refund 68.80
Check Total: 337.60
64272 10/06/2011 Boulevard Landscaping Operating Supplies Gertens Greenhouses Nursery Supplies 920.14
64272 10/06/2011 Pathway Maintenance Fund Operating Supplies Gertens Greenhouses Nursery Supplies 353.62
Check Total: 1,273.76
64273 10/06/2011 Recreation Fund Fee Program Revenue Kandyce Golden Permit Charge Refund 93.75
Check Total: 93.75
64274 10/06/2011 Sanitary Sewer Accounts Payable ROBERT GRAIZGER Refund Check 20.36
64274 10/06/2011 Water Fund Accounts Payable ROBERT GRAIZGER Refund Check 0.56
Check Total: 20.92
64275 10/06/2011 General Fund Miscellaneous Gary Gretenberg Postage Reimbursement 44.00
Check Total: 44.00

AP-Checks for Approval (10/12/2011 - 8:10 AM)

Page 8



Check Number  Check Date Fund Name Account Name Vendor Name Invoice Desc. Amount
64276 10/06/2011 Recreation Fund Contract Maintenance Harty Mechanical, Inc. Wiring Repair 360.00
Check Total: 360.00
64277 10/06/2011 Water Fund Accounts Payable LINDSEY HEFTY Refund Check 4.20
Check Total: 4.20
64278 10/06/2011 General Fund Training Hennepin Technical College AR-15 Training-George 340.00
Check Total: 340.00
64279 10/06/2011 Information Technology Operating Supplies Hewlett-Packard Company AC Adapter 126.11
64279 10/06/2011 Information Technology Operating Supplies Hewlett-Packard Company Docking Station 205.20
64279 10/06/2011 Information Technology Operating Supplies Hewlett-Packard Company Keyboard 38.48
Check Total: 369.79
64280 10/06/2011 Water Fund Accounts Payable TRAN HOA Refund Check 68.43
Check Total: 68.43
64281 10/06/2011 General Fund 211600 - PERA Employers Share ICMA Retirement Trust 401-109956 Payroll Deduction for 10/4 Payroll 538.83
Check Total: 538.83
64282 10/06/2011 East Metro SWAT Professional Services IFP, Test Services Psychological Evaluation-Chandler 445.00
Check Total: 445.00
64283 10/06/2011 Recreation Fund Fee Program Revenue Marco Ijzer Adult Soccer Refund 50.00
64283 10/06/2011 Recreation Fund Collected Insurance Fee Marco Ijzer Adult Soccer Refund 10.00
64283 10/06/2011 Recreation Fund Fee Program Revenue Marco Ijzer Adult Soccer Refund 10.00
64283 10/06/2011 Recreation Fund Fee Program Revenue Marco Ijzer Adult Soccer Refund 352.87
64283 10/06/2011 Recreation Fund Sales Tax Payable Marco [jzer Adult Soccer Refund 7.13
Check Total: 430.00
64284 10/06/2011 General Fund 211202 - HRA Employer ING ReliaStar October Contribution 9,456.00
Check Total: 9,456.00
64285 10/06/2011 Telephone PSTN-PRI Access/DID Allocation Integra Telecom Telephone 307.95
64285 10/06/2011 Telephone PSTN-PRI Access/DID Allocation Integra Telecom Telephone 2,441.60
Check Total: 2,749.55
64286 10/06/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Operating Supplies J.R. Johnson Supply, Inc. Glyphosate Plus 62.79
64286 10/06/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Operating Supplies J.R. Johnson Supply, Inc. Berger Peat 258.64
64286 10/06/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Use Tax Payable J.R. Johnson Supply, Inc. Sales/Use Tax -16.64
64286 10/06/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Operating Supplies J.R. Johnson Supply, Inc. Trade Gallon 96.19
AP-Checks for Approval (10/12/2011 - 8:10 AM) Page 9



Check Number  Check Date Fund Name Account Name Vendor Name Invoice Desc. Amount
64286 10/06/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Use Tax Payable J.R. Johnson Supply, Inc. Sales/Use Tax -6.19
Check Total: 394.79
64287 10/06/2011 Water Fund Accounts Payable FLORENCE JONES Refund Check 28.05
64287 10/06/2011 Sanitary Sewer Accounts Payable FLORENCE JONES Refund Check 5.51
Check Total: 33.56
64288 10/06/2011 Recreation Fund Fee Program Revenue Jesse Kennedy Key Deposit Refund 25.00
Check Total: 25.00
64289 10/06/2011 Singles Program Operating Supplies Florence Klobucher Singles Supplies Reimbursement 5.25
Check Total: 5.25
64290 10/06/2011 Central Sves Equip Revolving Rental - Copier Machines Konica Minolta Copier Lease & Charges 4,618.51
Check Total: 4,618.51
64291 10/06/2011 Recreation Improvements Evergreen Backstop&Net Repair Krech Iron Works, Inc. Evergreen Park Fence 3,157.97
64291 10/06/2011 Recreation Improvements Use Tax Payable Krech Iron Works, Inc. Sales/Use Tax -42.97
Check Total: 3,115.00
64292 10/06/2011 Water Fund Accounts Payable WILLIAM KRINKE TTE Refund Check 28.49
64292 10/06/2011 Sanitary Sewer Accounts Payable WILLIAM KRINKE TTE Refund Check 6.47
Check Total: 34.96
64293 10/06/2011 Water Fund Accounts Payable DANIEL LAMATSCH Refund Check 41.31
Check Total: 41.31
64294 10/06/2011 Recreation Fund Fee Program Revenue Jim Langevin Permit Charge Refund 75.00
Check Total: 75.00
64295 10/06/2011 General Fund Operating Supplies Language Line Services Interpreter Service 34.49
Check Total: 34.49
64296 10/06/2011 General Fund Professional Services Law Enforcement Tech Group, LLC eCitations 3,847.50
64296 10/06/2011 Police Grants e-Citation Implementation Law Enforcement Tech Group, LLC Custom CAD Interface 7,083.98
64296 10/06/2011 General Fund Professional Services Law Enforcement Tech Group, LLC Custom CAD Interface 15,416.02
64296 10/06/2011 General Fund Professional Services Law Enforcement Tech Group, LLC LETG Modules Re-Installation 540.00
Check Total: 26,887.50
64297 10/06/2011 General Fund Training League of MN Cities PATROL Subscription 49.58
AP-Checks for Approval (10/12/2011 - 8:10 AM) Page 10



Check Number  Check Date Fund Name Account Name Vendor Name Invoice Desc. Amount
Check Total: 49.58
64298 10/06/2011 Recreation Fund Fee Program Revenue Angie Lee Damage Deposit Refund 93.75
Check Total: 93.75
64299 10/06/2011 General Fund 210600 - Union Dues Deduction LELS Payroll Deduction for 10/4 Payroll 1,554.00
Check Total: 1,554.00
64300 10/06/2011 General Fund Operating Supplies LexisNexis Risk Data Mgmt, Inc. Commitment Balance 50.00
Check Total: 50.00
64301 10/06/2011 General Fund 210600 - Union Dues Deduction Local Union 49 Payroll Deduction for 10/4 Payroll 928.00
Check Total: 928.00
64302 10/06/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Operating Supplies M/A Associates Super Heavy Liners 747.80
Check Total: 747.80
64303 10/06/2011 Recreation Fund Professional Services Michael Magistad Tennis League Coordinator 300.00
Check Total: 300.00
64304 10/06/2011 General Fund Training Sarah Mahmud Communication Training Reimbursen 10.00
Check Total: 10.00
64305 10/06/2011 General Fund 211402 - Flex Spending Health Flexible Benefit Reimbursement 1,000.00
Check Total: 1,000.00
64306 10/06/2011 Water Fund Accounts Payable JOHN & MIRANDA MCVOY Refund Check 6.87
Check Total: 6.87
64307 10/06/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Operating Supplies Menards Paint Supplies 45.70
Check Total: 45.70
64308 10/06/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Operating Supplies MIDC Enterprises Solenoid 36.46
Check Total: 36.46
64309 10/06/2011 Water Fund Accounts Payable ANTHONY MILLER Refund Check 2.85
Check Total: 2.85
64310 10/06/2011 Water Fund State surcharge - Water MN Dept of Health Water Supply Service Connection Fee 16,149.63

AP-Checks for Approval (10/12/2011 - 8:10 AM)

Page 11



Check Number  Check Date Fund Name Account Name Vendor Name Invoice Desc. Amount
Check Total: 16,149.63
64311 10/06/2011 General Fund Conferences MN/SCIA Fall Conference Registration-Rezny, 1 360.00
Check Total: 360.00
64312 10/06/2011 Sanitary Sewer Accounts Payable DELWYN MORSE Refund Check 8.40
Check Total: 8.40
64313 10/06/2011 General Fund Professional Services Multicare Associates Pre Placement Exam-George 389.00
Check Total: 389.00
64314 10/06/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Operating Supplies Musco Sports Lighting LLC Lens and Ring Assembly 57.71
Check Total: 57.71
64315 10/06/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Operating Supplies Muska Lighting Center Lighting Supplies 118.25
Check Total: 118.25
64316 10/06/2011 Recreation Fund Professional Services New Brighton Parks/Recreation Admission/Lunch on Padelford 981.40
Check Total: 981.40
64317 10/06/2011 Municipal Jazz Band Temporary Employees Bob Nielsen Rsvl Band Loading/Unloading 40.00
Check Total: 40.00
64318 10/06/2011 General Fund Employer Insurance NJPA Health Insurance Premium-October 2! 843.42
64318 10/06/2011 General Fund 211501 -Dental Ins Employer NJPA Health Insurance Premium-October 2! 67,718.50
64318 10/06/2011 General Fund 211400 - Medical Ins Employee NJPA Health Insurance Premium-October 2! 7,737.38
64318 10/06/2011 General Fund 211400 - Medical Ins Employee NJPA Health Insurance Premium-October 2! 18,434.18
Check Total: 94,733.48
64319 10/06/2011 Water Fund Accounts Payable TOM OCZAK Refund Check 50.08
Check Total: 50.08
64320 10/06/2011 Police Vehicle Revolving Vehicles & Equipment PCS Safety System, Inc. Camera System Removal 112.50
64320 10/06/2011 Police Vehicle Revolving Vehicles & Equipment PCS Safety System, Inc. Camera System Installation 235.50
Check Total: 348.00
64321 10/06/2011 General Fund Donations K-9 Supplies Petco Animal Supplies, Inc. K9 Supplies 148.61
64321 10/06/2011 General Fund Donations Use Tax Payable Petco Animal Supplies, Inc. Sales/Use Tax -9.56
64321 10/06/2011 General Fund Operating Supplies Petco Animal Supplies, Inc. K9 Supplies 10.69
64321 10/06/2011 General Fund Donations K-9 Supplies Petco Animal Supplies, Inc. K9 Supplies 74.35
64321 10/06/2011 General Fund Donations K-9 Supplies Petco Animal Supplies, Inc. K9 Supplies 71.57
AP-Checks for Approval (10/12/2011 - 8:10 AM) Page 12
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64321 10/06/2011 General Fund Donations K-9 Supplies Petco Animal Supplies, Inc. K9 Supplies 117.54
Check Total: 413.20
64322 10/06/2011 General Fund Operating Supplies Philips Healthcare Battery Pack 106.29
Check Total: 106.29
64323 10/06/2011 General Fund Postage Postmaster- Cashier Window #5 First Class Presort-Acct: 2437 190.00
Check Total: 190.00
64324 10/06/2011 General Fund 211401- HSA Employee Premier Bank HSA 2,007.79
64324 10/06/2011 General Fund 211405 - HSA Employer Premier Bank HSA 8,028.48
Check Total: 10,036.27
64325 10/06/2011 General Fund Contract Maintenance Pro-Tec Design, Inc. Garage Door Service 342.69
Check Total: 342.69
64326 10/06/2011 General Fund Operating Supplies RAHS/Raider Grafix Business Cards 53.44
64326 10/06/2011 General Fund 209001 - Use Tax Payable RAHS/Raider Grafix Sales/Use Tax -3.44
Check Total: 50.00
64327 10/06/2011 Storm Drainage Rental Railroad Management Co. III, LLC Rent 603.96
Check Total: 603.96
64328 10/06/2011 General Fund Professional Services Ramsey County Fleet Support Fee-January 22.40
64328 10/06/2011 General Fund Professional Services Ramsey County Fleet Support Fee-February 22.40
64328 10/06/2011 General Fund Professional Services Ramsey County Fleet Support Fee-March 22.40
64328 10/06/2011 General Fund Dispatching Services Ramsey County 911 Dispatch Service-August 18,901.85
64328 10/06/2011 General Fund Professional Services Ramsey County Fleet Support Fee-August 22.40
64328 10/06/2011 General Fund Professional Services Ramsey County Fleet Support Fee-August 506.24
64328 10/06/2011 General Fund Dispatching Services Ramsey County 911 Dispatch Service-September 18,901.85
64328 10/06/2011 General Fund Professional Services Ramsey County Fleet Support Fee-September 22.40
64328 10/06/2011 General Fund Contract Maintenance Ramsey County Fleet Support Fee-September 300.16
64328 10/06/2011 General Fund Contract Maintenance Ramsey County Fleet Support Fee-September 506.24
Check Total: 39,228.34
64329 10/06/2011 General Fund Professional Services Regents of the University of MN K9 Healthcare 769.02
Check Total: 769.02
64330 10/06/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Operating Supplies Rick Johnson's Deer & Beaver Inc. Deer Removal 115.00
Check Total: 115.00
AP-Checks for Approval (10/12/2011 - 8:10 AM) Page 13
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64331 10/06/2011 Singles Program Operating Supplies Ron Rieschl Singles Supplies Reimbursement 20.00
Check Total: 20.00
64332 10/06/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Operating Supplies Robinson Landscaping, Inc. Arboretum Supplies 52.37
Check Total: 52.37
64333 10/06/2011 Recreation Fund Fee Program Revenue Alicia Rowan Damage Deposit Refund 93.75
Check Total: 93.75
64334 10/06/2011 Water Fund Accounts Payable MERLE & BETTE SETTERLUND Refund Check 51.33
Check Total: 51.33
64335 10/06/2011 Water Fund Accounts Payable SINGLE SOURCE PROPERTIES Refund Check 31.20
Check Total: 31.20
64336 10/06/2011 General Fund Training South Metro Public Safety Registration Fees 595.00
Check Total: 595.00
64337 10/06/2011 General Fund Motor Fuel Speedway SuperAmerica Fuel 3.16
Check Total: 3.16
64338 10/06/2011 General Fund Operating Supplies Sprint Picturemail/Voicemail 30.00
Check Total: 30.00
64339 10/06/2011 General Fund 210900 - Long Term Disability Standard Insurance Company October Payment 2,691.07
64339 10/06/2011 General Fund 210502 - Life Ins. Employer Standard Insurance Company October Payment 1,299.49
64339 10/06/2011 General Fund 210500 - Life Ins. Employee Standard Insurance Company October Payment 2,274.92
Check Total: 6,265.48
64340 10/06/2011 General Fund 211200 - Financial Support Steward, Zlimen & Jungers, LTD Case #: 09-06243-0 68.90
Check Total: 68.90
64341 10/06/2011 General Fund Operating Supplies Stop Tech, LTD., Inc. Sleeve, 4 Stick 97.50
64341 10/06/2011 General Fund 209001 - Use Tax Payable Stop Tech, LTD., Inc. Sales/Use Tax -6.27
64341 10/06/2011 General Fund Operating Supplies Stop Tech, LTD., Inc. Cord Reel 61.83
64341 10/06/2011 General Fund 209001 - Use Tax Payable Stop Tech, LTD., Inc. Sales/Use Tax -3.98
Check Total: 149.08
64342 10/06/2011 Housing & Redevelopment Agency  Professional Services Sheila Stowell HRA Meeting Minutes 69.00
64342 10/06/2011 Housing & Redevelopment Agency  Professional Services Sheila Stowell Mileage Reimbursement 4.83

AP-Checks for Approval (10/12/2011 - 8:10 AM)
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Check Total: 73.83
64343 10/06/2011 General Fund Clothing Tactical Products & Services, Inc. Lite-X 3A Standard 884.00
Check Total: 884.00
64344 10/06/2011 Water Fund Accounts Payable TANGLETOWN REALTY Refund Check 63.86
Check Total: 63.86
64345 10/06/2011 General Fund Memberships & Subscriptions Tri County Law Enforcement Assoc. Agency Dues-2011 50.00
Check Total: 50.00
64346 10/06/2011 General Fund Contract Maint. - City Hall Trugreen L.P. Early Fall Application 86.57
64346 10/06/2011 General Fund Contract Maint. - City Garage Trugreen L.P. Early Fall Application 107.95
Check Total: 194.52
64347 10/06/2011 Police - DWI Enforcement Professional Services Twin Cities Transport & Recove Towing Service 90.84
64347 10/06/2011 Police - DWI Enforcement Professional Services Twin Cities Transport & Recove Towing Service 90.84
64347 10/06/2011 Police - DWI Enforcement Professional Services Twin Cities Transport & Recove Towing Service 90.84
64347 10/06/2011 Police - DWI Enforcement Professional Services Twin Cities Transport & Recove Towing Service 90.84
64347 10/06/2011 Police - DWI Enforcement Professional Services Twin Cities Transport & Recove Towing Service 90.84
Check Total: 454.20
64348 10/06/2011 General Fund Clothing Uniforms Unlimited, Inc. Pants, Shirts, Jackets 222.07
64348 10/06/2011 General Fund Clothing Uniforms Unlimited, Inc. Pants, Shirts, Jackets 1,228.47
64348 10/06/2011 General Fund Clothing Uniforms Unlimited, Inc. Pants, Shirts, Jackets 196.86
64348 10/06/2011 General Fund Clothing Uniforms Unlimited, Inc. Shirts 52.00
64348 10/06/2011 General Fund Clothing Uniforms Unlimited, Inc. Pants 87.99
64348 10/06/2011 General Fund Clothing Uniforms Unlimited, Inc. Holster 114.89
64348 10/06/2011 General Fund Clothing Uniforms Unlimited, Inc. Body Armor 1,118.98
64348 10/06/2011 General Fund Clothing Uniforms Unlimited, Inc. gear Bag 45.42
Check Total: 3,066.68
64349 10/06/2011 Recreation Improvements Victoria Field #5 Repair Upper Midwest Athletic Const. Inc. Chain Link Fence Repair 1,600.00
Check Total: 1,600.00
64350 10/06/2011 Recreation Fund Professional Services Kathie Urbaniak Volleyball Officiating 316.00
Check Total: 316.00
64351 10/06/2011 P & R Contract Mantenance Operating Supplies Wheeler Hardware Company NSLO Lock Body 234.01
Check Total: 234.01
AP-Checks for Approval (10/12/2011 - 8:10 AM) Page 15
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64352 10/06/2011 Water Fund Accounts Payable KRISTEN WINTHER Refund Check 3.47
Check Total: 347
64353 10/06/2011 Water Fund Accounts Payable ANDREA YENISH Refund Check 52.10
Check Total: 52.10
Report Total: 409,619.77
AP-Checks for Approval (10/12/2011 - 8:10 AM) Page 16



REMSEVHEE
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Date: 10/17/11
Item No.: /.b

Department Approval City Manager Approval

CHG2 & b W

Item Description: Approval of 2011/2012 Business Licenses

BACKGROUND
Chapter 301 of the City Code requires all applications for business licenses to be submitted to the City
Council for approval. The following application(s) is (are) submitted for consideration

Recycling Hauler
Solid Waste Hauler
Waste Management
10050 Naples Street NE
Blaine, MN 55449

Solid Waste Hauler
Recycling Hauler

Gene’s Disposal Service Inc.
5661 152" St N.

Hugo, MN 55038

PoLicy OBJECTIVE
Required by City Code

FINANCIAL IMPACTS
The correct fees were paid to the City at the time the application(s) were made.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Staff has reviewed the applications and has determined that the applicant(s) meet all City requirements.
Staff recommends approval of the license(s).

REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION
Motion to approve the business license application(s) as submitted.

Prepared by: Chris Miller, Finance Director
Attachments: A:


cindy.anderson
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Attachment A

G5!
RERSEVHEEE
Finance Department, License Division

2660 Civic Center Drive, Roseville, MN 55113
(651) 792-7036

Solid Waste Hauler License Application

Fee Due: $125.00 Year éﬁ_m_ (License will be for January I to December 31.)

Business Name wa‘)‘& Manaﬁw ne M’f" [4 F _n/) NNese ‘f_a—
Business Address /00‘;‘0 nﬂﬂ[ég S‘f' Ne ;g’a{ j/:)F, hn 554"/9

If completed license should be mailed domewhere other than the business address, please advise,
Business Phone qg& -390~ 1100

Contact Person exaxes o gy Ao ¥ Y
(Business Matters)

Email Address ) _

—_— v aT = - - =

Contact Person e eys gecavegy 8 ALY PV Cope T
(Operational Matters)

Email Address s e m g By wvrce g v g
L] b b!

Emergency Contact Information o~ : 4 ~
Contact Name:

Cell Phone: .

Alternate Contact Information:
In the event that, while operating in Roseville, 2 collection vehicle leaks or spills either vehicle fluids or fluids or debris
from material collected the company must contact the City within one business day with information regarding the material
involved, the amount of material involved and the steps taken by the company to mitigate and remediate damage. This
contact does not absolve the company from liability.

The City expects that in the case of a natural or man-made disaster or a public health crisis your company will be able to
continue service. Your company should plan for continuity of operations through an emergency operations plan. Does your
company have an emergency operations plan? Yes _ No

Your company must notify the City when you activate your emergency operations plan, and inform the City of relevant
information regarding provision of collection service under the plan.

Solid waste collection will be provided to (check all that apply):
5( Residential (single family, duplex, triplex, fourplex)
ﬂ Multiple Residential (apartment, condominium, manufactured home park, and townhouse)

g Commercial/Industrial

Number of vehicles the applicant proposes to use in the collection of solid waste 2

(over)

WUNCAAANE ] A


cindy.anderson
Typewritten Text
Attachment A


City of Roseville
Finance Department, License Division
2660 Civic Center Drive, Roseville, MN 55113
(651) 792-7036

Recycling Hauler License Application

Fee Due; $125.00 Year d( JQ (License will be for January 1 to December 31.)

Business Name was‘tq ma_,{f)ﬂ_[[[ﬁ ms W+ [¢] ')C m ihﬂfﬁ()’(‘a }H {.

Business Address _LQQELHQ_PI} s JSJ’ V) E 6/ aire. /IO M 55 ‘f’f "7
Business Phone __q‘?o]' 8 q 0 - ’/00

Contact Person , - ) JJEmail Address __ .. . _

e - - [P

Emergency Contact Information

If completed license should be mailed somewhere other than the business address, please attach separate sheet.
Recycling services will be provided to (check all that apply):
Residential Yo Commercial ¥C Multifamily ¥ Industriel

Number of vehicles the applicant proposes to use in the collection of recyclables ’

Name and address of companies or materials recovery facility where recyclables will be delivered:

Newsprint* Glass* Cans/Plastic*
v A veeyg “'ﬁﬂ i< hauled 1o - st mmi?mmwf T Crpes MAE
1260 Breac wey St NE
Wpls 1N #]. ,
Office paper/Boxboard * Corrugated Cardboard Other(please specify)

*Required items for residential and multifamily haulers

1 have been provided with a copy of the City of Roseville Curbside Recycling Ordinance and understand that violation of any of the
provisions included in the ordinance may result in suspension or revocation of the license.

I have attached a certificate of liability insurance, a certificate indicating Worker Compensation coverage, and the fee of $125.00.

Lo- §- ¢ g&m'i SMJS@J DUTC uT” et O

Date Applicant’s Signature Title

LA ccnnnn 5 Ti0ks



REBSEVHE

Finance Department, License Division
2660 Civic Center Drive, Roseville, MN 55113
(651) 792-7036

Solid Waste Hauler License Application

Fee Due: $125.00 Yeu( 3& I (License will be for January 1 to Dece; 31.)

Business Name Qﬂe's IQ'DOSH L QRWCQ —!" BC
Business Address ;5&2@' I5a ND Sr ” H an { M N 550‘%

If completed license should be mailed somewhere other than the business address, plebed advise.

Business Phone b 5' L-I. a b ’ a a L‘

Contact Person . . e ey e o
(Business Matters)

Email Address __ _
J

Contact Person - -
(Operational Matters) 4

Email Address

Emergency Contact Information n - - 1 - , ! - .
Contact Name; -

Cell Phone: .

- -~ -y W —

Alternate Contact Information: ‘
In the event that, while operating in Roseville, a collection vehicle leaks or spills either vehicle fluids or fluids or debris
from material collected the company must contact the City within one business day with information regarding the material
involved, the amount of material involved and the steps taken by the company to mitigate and remediate damage. This
contact does not absolve the company from liability.

The City expects that in the case of a natural or man-made disaster or a public health crisis your company will be able to
continue service. Your company should plan for continuity of operations through an emergency operations plan. Does your
company have an emergency operations plan? _,k_Ye.s —_No

Your company must notify the City when you activate your emergency operations plan, and inform the City of relevant
information regarding provision of collection service under the plan.

Solid waste collection will be provided to (check all that apply):

Jesidential (single family, duplex, triplex, fourplex)

_Aultiple Residential (apartment, condominium, manufactured home park, and townhouse)
l/Corm't:lf.-,rciaa.l:'Indus1;rial

Number of vehicles the applicant proposes to use in the collection of solid waste 0’

(over)



City of Roseville
Finance Department, License Division
2660 Civic Center Drive, Roseville, MN 55113
(651) 792-7036

Recycling Hauler License Application

Fee Due: $125.00 Year , ' {Licpgse will be for January 1 to Decerpbegr 31.)
Business Name (o ené's D = OSA'L g@ﬂ(ﬁ ce _,L Y &8

Busincss Address ‘5b b r [ 5&” D ST N Hmo MN 550 %
Business Phone {0 5’ q aé [ 3 9"4'
Contact Person !_,‘ gn' O(J 63 [ 5’ t’t/E‘mail Address_ o ' T ] o

Emergency Contact Information

. T e = u-

If completed license should be mailed somewhere other than the business address, please attach separate sheet.

Recycling services will be provided to (check all that apply): /
&Z Residential __\/Commercial__* Multifamily V" Industrial

Number of vehicles the applicant proposes to use in the collection of recyclables

Name and address of companies or materials recovery facility where recyclables will be delivered:

! g _K Awsiﬁg; E M q : @ Glass* - Wt Cans/Plastic* “7

ay K ennedu SrvE
MﬂLﬂB

Office paper/Boxboard* Corrugated Cardboard* Other(please specify)
” , v 2

\.t R - Ve

*Required items for residential and multifamily haulers

I have been provided with a copy of the City of Rosevil)€
provisions included in the ordinance may result in susy

Qurbside Recycling Ordinance and understand that violation of any of the
on or revocation of the licensg

I have attached a certificate of liability insurd

10- b~/

Date

ce, a e efisation coverage, and the fee of $125.00.

ovnef

Title

gplicant’s Signature



RSEVHAE

REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Date: 10/17/11
Item No.: /.Cc

Department Approval City Manager Approval

CHgZ & WA,Z,W

Item Description: One Day Off-Site Gambling Permit

BACKGROUND

Ramsey County Bar Foundation has applied for an Off-Site Gambling Activity License to conduct
lawful gambling activities on November 5, 2011 at the Midland Hills Country Club located at 2001
Fulham Street.

The Minnesota Charitable Gambling Regulations allow any nonprofit organization, which conducts
lawful gambling for less than five (5) days per year, and total prizes do not exceed $50,000.00 in value,
to be exempt from the licensing requirements if the city approves.

COUNCIL ACTION REQUESTED

Motion approving Ramsey County Bar Foundation’s request to conduct Off-Site gambling on
November 5, 2011 at the Midland Hills Country Club located at 2001 Fulham Street.

Page 1 of 1
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p1/18/2082 ©2:36 6512238344 RAMSEY CTY BAR ASS0C

Minnesota Lawful Gambiing Page 10f2 5/11

PAGE B2

LG220 Application for Exempt Permit

Application fee
An exempt permiit may be Issued to a nonprofit Grganization that;

less than 30 days fmore than 30 days
- conducts lswful gambling on five or fewer days, and before the event | before the event
- awards less than $50,000 in prizes during 3 calendar year. $i00 $850

ORGANIZ)

Organization name

Pravious gambling permit number
Ramsey County Bar Foundation 05357-09-001
Minnesota tax ID number, if any Federal employer ID number, if any

41-1527694

Typa of nonprofit organization. Check one.
! Fraternal [_] Religlous G Vatarang E Other nenprofit organization

Malling address City State  Zip Code VCuunty
332 Minnesota Street, Suite E1401 Saint Paut MN 55101 Ramsey
Name of chief executive afflrer /FrEMY  Possioes shoos o

Eeawil —rddemss

N3
FEER

Do not attach & sales tax exempt status or faderal éﬁployer D number as they are not proof of nonprafit skatus,

nnproﬁt Articles of Incorporation OR a current Cartificate of Good Standing .
Don't have a copy? This certficate must be obtained each year from:

Secretary of State, Business Services Div., 180 State Office Buliding, St. Paul, MN 55155
Phone: &51-296-2803

Income tax exemption [501(c)] lettar in your organization’s name.
Don't have a copy? To abtain & copy of your federal Income tax exempt letter, have an organization efficer
contact the IRS at B77-829.5500.

DIHB - Afflliate of national, statewlds, or international parent nonprofit organization {charter)

-If your organizatien falls under a parent organization, attach coples of both of the following:
8. IRS letter showing your parent oranization |s a nonprofit 501(¢) organization with a group ruling, and
b. the charter or letter from your parent organization recognizing your srganization as a subordinate,

Name of premises where the gambling event will be conducted. For raffies, iist the site where the drawing w'Eﬁ take place.
Midland Hills Country Club
Address (do not use FC box) City or township Zip Code County
2001 Futham Street Roseville 956113 Ramsey
Data(s) of activity (for raffies, indicate the date of the drawing)
November 5, 2011
Check the box or boxes that indicate the typa of gambiing activity yoeur organization will conduct:

Bingo* / Rafflac Paddlewheels* Pull-Tabs* Tipboards*

* Gambling equipment for pult-tabs, binge paper, tipboards, and
paddiewheels must be obtainad from a distributor licensed by the
Gambiing Control Board. EXCEPTION: Bingo hard cards and

bingo number selection devices may be borrewed from another
organization authorized t¢ conduct bingo.

To find a licensed distributor, go to www.gcb.state.mn.us and click
on List of Licensed Distributers, or call 651-639-4000.







REMSEVHEE
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Date: 10-17-11

Item No.: /.d
Department Approval City Manager Approval
Item Description: Youth Representative on the Parks and Recreation Commission

BACKGROUND

It has been customary for the City Council to appoint a non-voting youth representative to serve a one
year term on the Parks and Recreation Commission expiring on July 31 of each year. Julia Jacobson has
been serving in that role ending her term on July 31, 2011.

The position has been advertised in the newspaper. An application has been received from Chloe
Boehm (a sophomore at RAHS) who indicates a strong interest in serving in that role. She has attended
a meeting to introduce herself and to meet the commissioners. Chloe is active in several extra curricular
activities and has held other volunteer positions within the community. The commission is supportive
of youth representation and of Ms. Boehm filling this role.

REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION
Appoint Chloe Boehm to serve as a Youth Representative on the Parks and Recreation Commission
until July 31, 2012.

Prepared by: Lonnie Brokke, Director of Parks and Recreation
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REMSEVHEE
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Date: 10/17/11
Item No.: r.e
Department Approval City Manager Approval

s

Item Description: Adopt a Resolution to Accept the Work Completed, Authorize Final
Payment of $114,243.62 and commence the One-Year Warranty Period on
the 2009 Contract B Project.

BACKGROUND

On April 13, 2009 the City Council awarded the 2009 Contract B Project to Asphalt Surface
Technology Corp. (aka ASTECH Corp.), of St Cloud, Minnesota. Work completed under the
contract totaled $2,284,872.40. Asphalt Surface Technology Corp. (aka ASTECH Corp.)
completed the remaining work to be done on the project in August 2010.

The 2009 Pavement Management Program consisted of Street Reconstruction and Mill and
Overlay including the following street segments:

Segment 1: P-09-02- Roselawn Reconstruction
SAP 160-243-004 Roselawn Ave (Hamline to Victoria) Street Reconstruction

Segment 2: Municipal State Aid Mill and Overlay Projects
SAP 160-216-015 County Road C-2 (Lexington to cul de sac) Street Reclamation
SAP 160-228-009 Oakcrest Ave (Hamline To Lexington) Mill & Overlay
SAP 160-244-002 Brooks Ave (Lexington to Transit) Mill & Overlay
SAP 160-221-006 Fernwood Ave (Larpenteur to Roselawn) Mill & Overlay

Segment 3: City Project Nos. P-09-04, SS-09-15, & P-09-16

P-09-04: Ruggles St (Huron to Merrill) Mill & Overlay
Merrill St (Huron to Roselawn) Mill & Overlay
Dionne St (Lexington to 1067 Dionne) Mill & Overlay
Aglen St (Oxford to Roselawn) Mill & Overlay
Cohansey St (CoRdBtoCoRd C Street Reclamation
Fernwood St (Woodhill to Co Rd C2) Street Reclamation
Judith Ave (Fernwood to Griggs) Street Reclamation
Griggs St (Woodhill to Co Rd C2) Street Reclamation
SS-09-15 Cleveland Ave — Sanitary Sewer Utility Replacement
P-09-16 Roseville Oval — Track Bituminous Repair

PoLicy OBJECTIVE
City policy requires that the following items be completed to finalize a construction contract:

e Certification from the City Engineer verifying that all of the work has been completed in
accordance with plans and specifications.
e A rresolution by the City Council accepting the contract and beginning the one-year warranty.
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FINANCIAL IMPACTS

The final contract amount, $2,284,872.40, is $251,337.59 less than the awarded amount of
$2,536,209.99. This represents a decrease in the contract of 9%. The cost decrease is the result
of the actual quantities being less than the estimated. This project was financed using Municipal
State Aid funds, assessments, utility funds, and street infrastructure funds.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

The work that was completed was in accordance with project plans and specifications, staff
recommends the City Council approve a resolution accepting the work completed as the 2009
Contract B and authorize final payment of $114,243.62.

REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION
Approve the resolution accepting the work completed as 2009 Contract B, starting the one-year
warranty and authorizing final payment of $114,243.62.

Prepared by: Debra Bloom, City Engineer
Attachments: A: Resolution
B: Certification from City Engineer
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EXTRACT OF MINUTES OF MEETING
OF THE
CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE

* * * * k * k Kk Kk Kk Kk Kk Xk *k Xk Xk *

Pursuant to due call and notice thereof, a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of
Roseville, County of Ramsey, Minnesota, was duly held on the 17" day of October, 2011, at
6:00 p.m.

The following members were present: and the following members were absent:

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

FINAL CONTRACT ACCEPTANCE
2009 CONTRACT B PROJECT

BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Roseville, as follows:

WHEREAS, pursuant to a written contract signed with the City on April 13, 2009, for the
2009 Contract B Project, Asphalt Surface Technology Corp. (aka ASTECH Corp.), of St
Cloud, Minnesota, has satisfactorily completed the improvements associated with this
contract.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
ROSEVILLE, MINNESOTA, that the work completed under said contract is hereby accepted
and approved; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED: That the City Manager is hereby directed to issue a proper
order for the final payment of such contract, taking the contractor's receipt in full; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED: That the one year warranty period as specified in the contract
shall commence on October 17, 2012.

The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by
Councilmember and upon vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor
thereof: and the following voted against the same:

WHEAREUPON said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted.



Final Contract Acceptance 2009 Contract B Project

STATE OF MINNESOTA )
) sS
COUNTY OF RAMSEY )

I, the undersigned, being the duly qualified City Manager of the City of Roseville,
County of Ramsey, State of Minnesota, do hereby certify that | have carefully compared the
attached and foregoing extract of minutes of a regular meeting of said City Council held on
the 17" day of October, 2011, with the original thereof on file in my office.

WITNESS MY HAND officially as such Manager this 17" day of October, 2011.

William J. Malinen, City Manager

(SEAL)



Attachment

October 17, 2011
TO THE CITY COUNCIL, CITY OF ROSEVILLE, MINNESOTA

RE: 2009 Contract B Project
Contract Acceptance and Final Payment

Dear Council Members:

I have observed the work executed as a part of the 2009 Contract B Project. | find that this
contract has been fully completed in all respects according to the plans, specifications, and the
contract. | therefore recommend that final payment be made from the improvement fund to the
contractors for the balance on the contract as follows:

Original Project amount (based on estimated quantities) $2,536,209.99
Final Contract Amount $2,284,872.40
Previous payments $2,170,628.79
Balance Due $114,243.62
The construction costs for this project have been funded as follows:

Assessments $247,609.18

MSA Funds $1,073,132.55

Street Infrastructure Fund $476,202.35

Sanitary Sewer $172,796.37

Storm Sewer $15,742.50

Water $248,143.41

Park Improvement Funds $51,246.04

Total $2,284,872.40

Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns and would like more information.

Sincerely,

Do

Debra M. Bloom, P.E.

City Engineer

651-792-7042
deb.bloom@ci.roseville.mn.us

2660 Civic Center Drive % Roseville, Minnesota 55113
651-792-ROSE <+ TDD 651-792-7399 <»www.cityofroseville.com

B
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REMSEVHEE
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Date: 10/17/11
Item No.: A
Department Approval City Manager Approval

Item Description: Adopt a Resolution to Accept the Work Completed, Authorize Final
Payment of $63,070.25 and commence the One-Year Warranty Period on
the 2010 Contract B.

BACKGROUND

On April 12, 2010 the City Council awarded 2010 Contract B to Asphalt Surface Technology
Corp. (aka ASTECH Corp.), of St Cloud, Minnesota. Work completed under the contract totaled
$1,261,404.77. Asphalt Surface Technology Corp. (aka ASTECH Corp.) successfully completed
the work to be done on the project in September 2010.

The project consisted of work on the following segments of city streets:
Segment 1: Municipal State Aid Mill & Overlay Projects

SAP 160-216-016 County Road C2 (Lincoln Ave to Snelling) Mill & Overlay

SAP 160-241-005 Cleveland/ TH36 Svc Dr (W. Co Rd B2 to Mill & Overlay
Perimeter Dr)

SAP 160-247-003 Lincoln Dr (Lydia Ave to Co Rd C2) Mill & Overlay

Segment 2: Roseville Mill & Overlay Projects
Neighborhood 1 Brenner Court (Old Highway 8 to Cul-de-sac) Street Reclamation
Neighborhood 5 Brenner Ave (Cleveland Ave to Evelyn St) Street Reclamation
Evelyn St (W. County Rd D to Brenner Ave)
Mount Ridge Rd (W. County Rd D to Brenner

Ave)
Neighborhood 6 County Road C2 (Cleveland Ave to Cul- de- sac)  Street Reclamation
Neighborhood 21 Kent St (lona Lane to Woodhill Dr) Street Reclamation

Mackubin St (lona Ln to W. County Rd C)
Woodhill Dr (Kent St to Western Ave)

Neighborhood 23 Farrington Ave (S Owasso Blvd. to Millwood Street Reclamation
Ave)
Millwood St (Western Ave to Farrington Ave)

Neighborhood 40: Farrington Cir (Transit Ave to Cul-de-sac) Street Reclamation
Virginia Cir (Transit Ave to Cul-de-sac)

Neighborhood 56 Laurie Rd (Fernwood Ave to Lexington Ave) Street Reclamation

Sandhurst Dr (Fernwood Ave to Lexington Ave)
Sherren St (Fernwood Ave to Lexington Ave)
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PoLicy OBJECTIVE
City policy requires that the following items be completed to finalize a construction contract:

e Certification from the City Engineer verifying that all of the work has been completed in
accordance with plans and specifications.
e A rresolution by the City Council accepting the contract and beginning the one-year warranty.

FINANCIAL IMPACTS

The final contract amount, $1,261,404.77, is $107,042.32 more than the awarded amount of
$1,154,362.45. This represents an increase in the contract of 9%. The cost increases are a result
of actual contract quantities being greater than estimated and additional work needed to complete
the project. Cost overruns for the project included additional curb removal and replacement as
well as additional sidewalk removal and replacement. We also encountered unexpected
conditions in the subgrade on the Farrington street segment that required us to complete
additional excavation in order to provide a quality product for this road rehabilitation work. The
additional work was documented through 3 project change orders. These change orders included
construction of additional catch basins, reconstruction of manholes, construction of pedestrian
ramps, and additional utility work. Decisions regarding these changes needed to be made while
the work was being completed, not allowing for the processing of a change order prior to the
execution of the work.

This project was financed using Municipal State Aid funds, utility funds, and street infrastructure
funds.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

The work that was completed was in accordance with project plans and specifications, staff
recommends the City Council approve a resolution accepting the work completed as the West
Snelling Drive Sidewalk Project and authorize final payment of $63,070.25.

REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION
Approve the resolution accepting the work completed as 2010 Contract B, starting the one-year
warranty and authorizing final payment of $63,070.25.

Prepared by: Debra Bloom, City Engineer
Attachments: A: Resolution
B: Certification from City Engineer
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Attachment A

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

* * * * k * k Kk Kk Kk Kk Kk Xk *k Xk Xk *

Pursuant to due call and notice thereof, a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of
Roseville, County of Ramsey, Minnesota, was duly held on the 17" day of October, 2011, at
6:00 p.m.

The following members were present: and the following members were absent:

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

FINAL CONTRACT ACCEPTANCE
2010 CONTRACT B PROJECT

BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Roseville, as follows:

WHEREAS, pursuant to a written contract signed with the City on April 12, 2010, for the
2010 Contract B Project, Asphalt Surface Technology Corp. (aka ASTECH Corp.), of St
Cloud, Minnesota, has satisfactorily completed the improvements associated with this
contract.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
ROSEVILLE, MINNESOTA, that the work completed under said contract is hereby accepted
and approved; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED: That the City Manager is hereby directed to issue a proper
order for the final payment of such contract, taking the contractor's receipt in full; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED: That the one year warranty period as specified in the contract
shall commence on October 17, 2012.

The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by
Councilmember and upon vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor
thereof: and the following voted against the same:

WHEAREUPON said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted.



Final Contract Acceptance 2010 Contract B Project

STATE OF MINNESOTA )
) sS
COUNTY OF RAMSEY )

I, the undersigned, being the duly qualified City Manager of the City of Roseville,
County of Ramsey, State of Minnesota, do hereby certify that | have carefully compared the
attached and foregoing extract of minutes of a regular meeting of said City Council held on
the 17" day of October, 2011, with the original thereof on file in my office.

WITNESS MY HAND officially as such Manager this 17" day of October, 2011.

William J. Malinen, City Manager

(SEAL)



Attachment B

October 17, 2011

TO THE CITY COUNCIL, CITY OF ROSEVILLE, MINNESOTA

RE: 2010 Contract B Project
Contract Acceptance and Final Payment

Dear Council Members:

I have observed the work executed as a part of the 2010 Contract B Project. 1 find that this
contract has been fully completed in all respects according to the plans, specifications, and the
contract. | therefore recommend that final payment be made from the improvement fund to the
contractors for the balance on the contract as follows:

Original Project amount (based on estimated quantities) $1,154,362.45
Final Contract Amount $1,261,404.77
Previous payments $1,198,334.52
Balance Due $63,070.25

The construction costs for this project have been funded as follows:

Municpal State Aid Funds $330,989.90
Street Infrastructure Fund $846,867.31
Watermain $ 51,298.85
Sanitary Sewer $ 32,248.71

Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns and would like more information.

Sincerely,

Do

Debra M. Bloom, P.E.

City Engineer

651-792-7042
deb.bloom@ci.roseville.mn.us

2660 Civic Center Drive % Roseville, Minnesota 55113
651-792-ROSE <+ TDD 651-792-7399 <»www.cityofroseville.com
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REMSEVHEE
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Date: 10/17/11
Item No.: 12.a
Department Approval City Manager Approval
Item Description: Consideration of the County Road C-2 Connection
BACKGROUND

At the July 18, 2011 City Council meeting, the City Council received the County Road C-2
Traffic Study. This meeting was followed by a Public Hearing on August 8, 2011. At that
meeting, a number of property owners from County Road C-2 and Josephine Road spoke
regarding a possible connection of County Road C-2. Attached are the minutes from this
meeting.

At the October 10, 2011 meeting, staff presented a range of the preliminary cost estimates for the
construction of the County Road C-2 connection. The Council and public asked staff questions
about the preliminary estimates. The majority of the questions were addressed at the meeting,
What follows is the information that staff was asked about that required additional follow- up:

e The width of County Road C-2 on the east end is 32 feet. The width of County Road C-2 on
the west end is 32 feet. The segment of County Road C-2 between Merrill Street and
Fernwood Street is 36 feet wide.

e Signal costs: The traffic study indicated that it may be necessary, under year 2030 traffic
conditions, to install an eastbound right turn lane and a traffic signal at the intersection of
County Road C-2 and Lexington Avenue. Since Lexington Avenue is under County
jurisdiction, the County would need to approve the installation of a streetlight at that
location. No signal would be proposed unless the intersection met the criteria required for
signal installation. The cost of the signal would be shared by the City and County based on
the County’s cost share policy and available funds. The cost for signal construction is
estimated at $350,000. The annual electricity cost for a signal is $320.00. These are 2011
dollars.

e Pathway Cost: The estimates provided included the construction of an 8 foot wide
bituminous pathway between Hamline Avenue and Griggs Street. In comparison, the
estimated cost to construct the pathway as a 6 foot wide concrete sidewalk would be
$125,000.

e The removal of trees within City right of way- Staff has reviewed city code regarding tree
removal in city right- of- way. The two sections of the code that could apply are in the
Urban Forestry Management and the Tree Preservation ordinance; these are City Code
section 706.08F1 and 1011.04F1 respectively. Both of these sections state that tree removal
for the purposes of the construction of a public street is allowed. With any street
construction project, staff plans the project to minimize tree removal. Also, street trees could
be installed as a part of the project. The specific language of these sections:

“1011.04F. Allowable Tree Removal:
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1. Pursuant to an approved tree preservation plan, significant trees may be destroyed
without any required replacement within the width of required easements for public
streets, utilities, and storm water ponding areas.”

“706.08 F. Areas Not Applicable: The provisions of subsection D above shall not apply to:
1. The removal of trees on public easements/rights of way, conducted by, or on behalf
of, a Federal, State, County, Municipal or other governmental agency in pursuance of
its lawful activities or functions in construction or improvements.”

e Edina Traffic Management Plan: Staff has reviewed the Edina Traffic Management Plan that
was referenced by a resident during public comment. It is very similar in scope to the Traffic
Management Plan that we are currently working on with the Public Works Environment and
Transportation Commission.

After the discussion of the preliminary costs, the City Council requested that this item be brought
back to the October 17, 2011 meeting for a Council decision. Staff sent out notices for this
meeting to over 300 property owners.

PoLicy OBJECTIVE

County Road C-2 from Snelling Avenue to Victoria Street is a street on the City’s Municipal
State Aid (MSA) system. There is continuous right-of-way for the segment of County Road C-2
between Hamline Avenue and Lexington Avenue, however, there is a 175 foot long segment east
of Griggs Street and west of the cul- de- sac off Lexington Avenue that has never been
constructed.

City policy is to use MSA funds to fund construction work on MSA streets.

It is City of Roseville assessment policy to assess 25% of the cost to reconstruct a roadway to all
abutting property owners. The City pays for the remaining costs using other funding sources.
City of Roseville does not assess for pathways. The City’s assessment policy does not
specifically address the level of assessment for an area where there is a new street being
constructed to connect two existing streets. This would be a policy discussion for the City
Council.

In the case of MSA roads, the total assessable project cost is limited to a 7-ton, 32 foot wide
road. MSA routes are constructed to a 10-ton design, with a width sometimes exceeding 32 feet.
The difference in cost between a 7-ton, 32 foot wide road and a 10-ton, wider road, is not
included in the assessable costs.

The assessment is based on property frontage on the street being reconstructed.

FINANCIAL IMPACTS

What follows are preliminary cost estimates to construct the County Road C-2 connection. As
discussed in the traffic study, the crest vertical curve at Merrill Street does not meet 30-mph
design standards. There are two ways to mitigate this, the first is to install an all way stop sign at
Merrill Street, the second is to completely reconstruct the street in the area where the design
standards are not met (between Merrill Street and Griggs Street). Staff has developed two cost
estimates reflecting these scenarios. Scenario 1 is the installation of the stop sign and the
construction of a roadway connection between Griggs Street and the new Dunlap Street.
Scenario 2 is based off the proposed reconstruction shown in the County Road C-2 traffic study.
These preliminary estimates include all roadway construction, driveway removal and
replacement, boulevard restoration, tree removal and utility work necessary to complete the
proposed connection.
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Construction cost | Engineering | Total

County Road C-2 Scenario 1 (Connect $109,000 $22,000 $131,000
Roadways between Griggs and Dunlap Street)
County Road C-2 Scenario 2 (Reconstruct road | $569,000 $114,000 $683,000

from Merrill Street to Dunlap Street)

The scenarios described above only address the roadway connection. Either scenario would
mitigate the design issue.

We have developed the following costs as add on costs to the above scenarios to take traffic
management, pedestrian safety, and aesthetics into account.

Construction cost | Engineering | Total
County Road C-2- narrowing road to between $95,000 $19,000 $114,000
Hamline and Merrill St
County Road C-2 (8' bituminous pathway, $91,000 $18,000 $109,000
North Side, Hamline to Griggs)
Streetscape Cost $42,000 $8,400 $50,400

These are preliminary costs with a 20% contingency. Additional data collection would be
necessary to develop a feasibility report level cost for this project.

Moving ahead with the construction on this segment of County Road C-2 would need to be
programmed into the City’s 5 year Street Capital Improvement Plan (CIP). This plan is
reviewed annually, and currently has MSA street segments identified for construction that will
spend our annual allocation. The City’s MSA annual construction allocation is approximately
$825,000/ year. These dollars are used to fund projects on City MSA Streets as well as the
City’s cost share on County and State Projects. What follows is a summary of the projects
programmed over the next 5 years.

Project Year Est. Cost
MSA Mill & Overlay Annually $300,000
Ramsey County- County Road B-2 (Fairview to Snelling) 2012 $400,000
County Road D (Lexington to Victoria)- Reconstruction 2013 $500,000
Ramsey County- Rice Street (County Rd C-2 to County Rd B-2) 2013 $200,000
Victoria Street (County Road B to Larpenteur)- 2014 $1,500,000
Reconstruction

MnDOT- Lexington Avenue Bridge 2014 Unknown

The 5- year CIP has identified approximately $4,400,000 in improvements. Our MSA
construction allocation for the next 5 years is estimated at $4,125,000. The CIP costs identified
above are planning level estimates and do not take into account other funding sources.
Reconstruction projects would have a portion of the costs funded through assessments.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

At the August 8, 2011 public hearing, staff provided the following recommendation to the City
Council: The traffic studies that were conducted indicate that the County Road C-2 connection
IS not necessary at this time. However, the City should preserve the ability to construct the
connection in the future, the right- of- way should remain public. This recommendation remains
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unchanged.

If the City Council determines that the construction of the County Road C-2 connection should
move forward. Staff has the following recommendations:

e Since County Road C-2 is a MSA street, staff recommends that construction costs be
funded by MSA dollars.

e Construct Scenario 1, the connection between Griggs Street and Dunlap Street.

e Construct Scenario 2 between Merrill Street and Griggs Street when County Road C-2
between Hamline Avenue and Griggs Street is scheduled for major maintenance. Major
maintenance projects are driven by pavement condition. It is anticipate that this would be
in 2015.

If the City Council determines that the construction of the County Road C-2 connection should
not move forward, staff has the following recommendations:
e Preserve the ability to construct the connection in the future and not vacate the public
right- of- way.
e All way stop signs should be installed at Merrill Street and County Road C-2 to address
the sight line issues present at this intersection.

REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION
Provide staff with a decision regarding the construction of the County Road C-2 connection.

Prepared by: Debra Bloom, City Engineer
Attachments A: Council meeting minutes- August 8, 2011
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Department Vendor Item/Description Amount
Recreation Upper Cut Tree Diseased and Hazardous $15,000.00
Service Tree Removal
Roll Call

Ayes: McGehee; Pust; Johnson; Willmus; and Roe.
Nays: None.

e. Formally Authorize a Temporary Inter-fund Loan between TIF Districts
At the request of Councilmember Pust regarding whether this action was based
on a change in law or practice, City Manager Malinen advised that it was a very
recent law change.

Pust moved, Johnson seconded, adoption of Resolution No. 10917 (Attachment
A) entitled, “Resolution Approving the Terms of Up to a $500,000 Interfund
Loan in Connection with Tax Increment Financing (Economic Development()
District No. 19 (Applewood Pointe Senior Cooperative Housing Project).

Roll Call
Ayes: McGehee; Pust; Johnson; Willmus; and Roe.
Nays: None.

Pust moved, Johnson seconded, adoption of Resolution No. 10918 (Attachment
B) entitled, “Resolution Approving the Terms of Up to a $6,000,000 Interfund
Loan in Connection with Tax Increment Financing District No. 17.”

Roll Call
Ayes: McGehee; Pust; Johnson; Willmus; and Roe.
Nays: None.

8. Consider Items Removed from Consent
12. General Ordinances for Adoption
13. Presentations

a. Receive Public Comment on the Traffic Study and Discuss the County
Road C-2 Traffic Study
Given the large number in attendance for this issue, and the potential number
wishing to provide public comment, Mayor Roe reviewed the City Council’s
ground rules for public comment, and thanked all of those attending to voice
their opinions. Mayor Roe advised that his natural bias was to make sure
everyone was allowed to speak, no matter what they had to say; however, in
the interest of time, he noted that the City Council Rules limited speakers to no
more than five (5) minutes per speaker to allow everyone to be heard. Mayor
Roe noted the suggestion of Councilmember Pust at a previous meeting that
speaker representatives for larger groups be chosen to address the City
Council to avoid repetition and to facilitate timely comments. Mayor Roe
advised that, for those representing a larger group, he may be more lenient in
the time limits; however, he asked speakers to be concise as possible in
respect to everyone’s time.

Mayor Roe reviewed the public speaking process, sign-up sheet, and available
chairs for identifying speakers for the record. Mayor Roe advised that any
written materials submitted as part of their public comments, would be copied
and distributed to the City Council and public as available. Mayor Roe advised
that any questions raised during public comment would be duly noted and
responded to by staff and the City Council at the end of public comments to
avoid interruptions.

Mayor Roe reminded citizens of the need for their continued courtesy and
http://www.cityofroseville.com/Archive.aspx?AMID=& Type=&ADID=1148&PREVIE... 10/12/2011
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respect of each other; and asked that conversations in the audience be
refrained, as well as any interactions with those speaking. Mayor Roe
reiterated his belief that everyone had a right to be heard; and that personal
conversation or commentary is discouraging. Mayor Roe asked that all cell
phones be put on vibrate or turned off; and that comments and/or questions
be addressed directly to the Mayor and City Council.

Related to the numerous signs being displayed in the audience, Mayor Roe
advised that they would be allowed as long as they were not disrupting
anyone’s view; and encouraged those nervous about public speaking to simply
relax and make their comments in their own words. Mayor Roe advised that
every attempt would be made to ensure that both sides were given time to
speak and make their cases.

Mayor Roe opened the meeting for public comment on this issue at
approximately 6:35 p.m.

Public Comment

A neighborhood petition dated June of 2011 supporting permanent closure of
County Road C-2 at Griggs Street; and opposing changing County Road C-2 to
a through street between Hamline and Lexington Avenue was presented as a
bench handout, attached hereto and made a part hereof. The petition was
based on safety concerns; lack of evidence indicating established east/west
through-roads being at or near capacity; potential devaluation of properties on
and adjacent to County Road C-2 should it become a through street; and cost
to taxpayers for a project that is not necessary nor wanted.

David Miliotis, 1128 County Road C-2

Mr. Miliotis advised that he had been asked to speak as the representative of a
large group supporting keeping C-2 closed. Mr. Miliotis thanked City staff and
the Traffic Engineering Consultant firm, SRF, for their work to-date; and opined
that the data gleaned from the recent traffic survey served to remove the
emotions and results spoke for themselves.

Mr. Miliotis reviewed that data and current 2011 traffic as well as 2030
projections in the area; and the findings that at neither time do or will traffic
volumes exceed capacity. Mr. Miliotis referenced the staff comments in the
Request for Council Action (RCA) dated August 8, 2011, and supporting
documents (Attachment A-Traffic Survey), and staff responses (Attachment B)
to public questions to-date regarding the County Road C-2 Traffic Study. Mr.
Miliotis opined that opening up County Road C-2 didn’t make sense from a
traffic volume, safety or financial perspective.

Mr. Miliotis opined that by keeping County Road C-2 closed, it underscored the
fact that the collecting arteries were operating well-below their capacity and
specifically addressed questions 49 and 50 in the staff responses related to
regional traffic and who would potentially pay for connecting County Road C-2
as a thoroughfare for regional traffic. Mr. Miliotis noted that the City and State
were already facing significant cuts in needed funding for other vital
infrastructure and community needs; and opined that, beyond the data
actually supporting the benefits for not connecting County Road C-2 based on
safety and financial issues; there was an ethical consideration.

Mr. Miliotis opined that the residents of Josephine Road requesting this
connection had a poor grasp of facts; and were based on myth rather than
fact. Mr. Miliotis advised that comments that County Road C-2 was once a
connecting road and should therefore be reconnected were false; and that it
had actually never been connected. Mr. Miliotis advised that the width of
County Road C-2 was not accurately portrayed, and that instead of being 66’
wide, it was actually only 35’ wide. While Josephine Road residents arguing
that there had been an increased volume of traffic, Mr. Miliotis noted that there
had only been an increase of 200 vehicle trips per day in the last six (6) years.
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Mr. Miliotis noted the argument that there were not engineering reasons to not
open County Road C-2, which had now been disputed with the traffic study.

Mr. Miliotis displayed a copy of a flyer received by area residents, encouraging
them to sign the e-petition to open County Road C-2; and reviewed, in his
opinion, the inane comments and rationale for opening County Road C-2 that it
provided.

In conclusion, Mr. Miliotis opined that there was no factual evidence provided
by those supporting connecting County Road C-2 through existing established
neighborhoods; and that it would only serve to destroy those neighborhoods to
accommodate a handful of self-serving citizens. Mr. Miliotis reviewed City
Code defining a “cul-de-sac” indicating their purpose to provide a permanent
termination of vehicular traffic. Mr. Miliotis expressed his personal
astonishment at the lack of respect by other residents for his neighborhood;
and provided a demographic overview of his neighbors of all ages and
situations, as well as pedestrians and bicyclists using the roadways as well.
Mr. Miliotis asked that the City Council completely overlook this entitlement
request to open County Road C-2, noting the hours spent by him and his
neighbors on this issue based on a misguided attempt to solve a problem that
doesn’t actually exist. In the strongest terms possible and on behalf of his
neighbors, Mr. Miliotis asked that the City Council display stewardship of their
neighborhoods to permanently close the cul-de-sac on County Road C-2 to
avoid this issue coming up again in the future.

Stuart Shwiff, 1233 Josephine Road

A letter signed by Pam Newcome and Stuart Shwiff, dated July 15, 2011, as a
cover to the petition from concerned citizens living or working in Roseville,
believing that fully opening County Road C-2 would be in the best long-term
interest of the greater Roseville community was provided as a bench handout,
attached hereto and made a part hereof.

Mr. Shwiff advised that he was representing a large group of residents of
Josephine Road, Lydia Avenue and adjacent side streets, 140 who had signed
the petition to-date, to fully open County Road C-2 between Lincoln Drive and
Victoria Street in Roseville. The petition included a statement that since
County Road C-2 is funded as a state aid rod, but not benefitting the broader
community since it is not fully connected between Hamline and Lexington
Avenues. The petition was based on there being no engineering reasons why
County Road C-2 could not be opened; and supporting it being fully connected
to provide an additional east/west collector road to share a portion of increased
traffic levels projected for the area; and in the best interest of Roseville to
more efficiently utilize existing roadways to more evenly distribute traffic
versus overburdening a few streets and neighborhoods.

Mr. Shwiff advised that he had been privileged to serve on the City’s 2030
Comprehensive Plan Transportation Committee; with goals and strategies of
the Plan based on the foundation established by the Imagine Roseville 2025
community visioning process and documents; and commitments of the City of
Roseville to the Metropolitan Council’s mandates. Mr. Shwiff referenced a
portion of the Situation Analysis from the 2030 Comprehensive Plan’s
Transportation Section related to east/west routes in the community. Mr.
Shwiff specifically referenced Goals 2, Policy 3.1 and Policy 3.2 of the Imagine
Roseville 2025 document; noting that opening County Road C-2 was exactly a
solution that would occur. While recognizing the numerous positive
revitalizations and revisions in this immediate area, including zoning changes
to medium density and the upcoming Josephine Woods Development by Pulte
Homes, Parks and Recreation Department renovation of Autumn Grove Park,
and other neighborhood positives, Mr. Shwiff noted that those all aggregately
incurred additional traffic. Mr. Shwiff further noted the Hamline Center and its
current zoning for HDR and the entire Snelling corridor north of Highway 36; in
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addition to retail shopping near the Byerly’s mini-mall and projected
development at Twin Lakes; including other development occurring north of
Highway 36 in Roseville and the east side of Lexington Avenue that would
further demand opening County Road C-2 to other neighborhood collectors to
avoid compounding the traffic burdens for Josephine Road.

Mr. Shwiff opined that this issue went far beyond residents of Josephine Road,
and was a wider Roseville and regional issue. Mr. Shwiff displayed a map
showing the location of those signatures on the petition, and their locations
throughout the community. Mr. Shwiff referenced an August 7, 2011 Star
Tribune opinion poll, with responses to two (2) questions related to the County
Road C-2 issue resulting in 32/4 and 32/7 respectively in support of opening
County Road C-2.

Mr. Shwiff referenced projected vehicles projected between Hamline and
Lexington Avenues; and asked that the citizens represented by this petition be
treated equally and not be asked unfairly to carry this huge volume of traffic;
but that it be shared equally today and in the future.

Jeannie LaPalm, 2891 Merrill Street

Mr. and Mrs. LaPalm were present with their children, representing the “Save
C-2” organization; and Ms. LaPalm spoke on behalf of this, those present and
those unable to attend, and in support of keeping County Road C-2 closed. In
noting the presence of her children, Ms. LaPalm noted that the major concern
was obviously one of safety for those children living in this neighborhood. Ms.
LaPalm thanked the City Council for authorizing the traffic study, opining that it
had been very informative and specifically addressed page 20 of the study
related to the rolling terrain and short vertical curve, located just east of their
property and deficiencies in design and the existing configuration not meeting
design standards for 30 mph traffic. Ms. LaPalm noted that some residents
were requesting that County Road C-2 be opened because it was a state aid
road and therefore funds generated for that road were not being used; and to
that end, she quoted a portion of the study as it addressed MnDOT’s state aid
manual for minimum vertical curve lengths at 90’ with significant mitigation
required from Merrill to Griggs to just meet that safety standard for a state aid
road. Ms. LaPalm asked if such mitigated safety standards would include
recessed roadway and sidewalks for their neighborhood; and asked that the
City Council was prepared to address potential vehicular/pedestrian or
vehicular/bicycle accidents and deficiencies if County Road C-2 was to be
connected. Ms. LaPalm quoted comments of the City Attorney related to the
City’s limited liability with existing conditions and those that would be realized
if County Road C-2 were opened up and design and deficiency mitigations
along that stretch of road.

Ms. LaPalm noted that she lived on County Road C-2, that it was her yard; and
with their active family she asked that the City’s Parks and Recreation
Department consider, if any state aid funds went toward County Road C-2,
consider turning the vacated right-of-way on County Road C-2 into a dog park
or a new play area for families in the immediate area. Ms. LaPalm respectfully
asked that the focus not only be on the motorized traffic portion of the report
that may overshadow the safety issue.

Mr. Chris LaPalm, 2891 Merrill Street

Mr. LaPalm opined that County Road C-2 between Merrill and Griggs was “not
ready for prime time” and noted his delivery by e-mail to the City Council of a
video showing the actual and realistic dangers at the intersection of Merrill and
County Road C-2 with a blind approach from both the east and west; and
visibility of oncoming traffic unavailable unless you were at the top of the hill.
Mr. LaPalm opined that this created a huge safety issue, especially at their
driveway due to the grade of the hill. Mr. LaPalm asked that the City Council
take that into consideration when making their decision.
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Morgan Kempton, 2891 Merrill Street (13 year old daughter — 8t"
grader)

Ms. Kempton, daughter of Mr. and Mrs. LaPalm, expressed her personal
concern regarding potentially opening County Road C-2, particularly her
concern for the safety of her brother and sisters and others in the
neighborhood. Ms. Kempton commented on her personal review of the traffic
study and potential traffic around her home if County Road C-2 were opened;
preventing her brother and sisters from playing outside safely; as well as
concerns for those walking or walking their dogs in the area. With school
starting soon, Ms. Kempton noted that there would be more walkers and more
school buses; and if County Road C-2 were opened, she questioned how traffic
changes would impact County Road C-2 and how long the construction period
would be that would also impact motorized traffic. Ms. Kempton advised that
she didn’t want to walk around a lot of construction work for a long time. Ms.
Kempton advised that she and her family really appreciated their peaceful
neighborhood and had many friends in the neighborhood that were like their
extended family. Ms. Kempton asked that the City Council consider the
viewpoints of someone her age, wanting to make a difference in her
community, and believing that County Road C-2 should remain closed.

Dennis Dietzel, 2954 Hamline Avenue

As an avid biker and pedestrian along both County Road C-2 and Josephine
Road, opined that, in all fairness, the perception that this was a broader
community issue didn’t necessarily ring true. While appreciating both routes
for walking, and the amenity of County Road C-2’s quiet access into the
neighborhood around Griggs and Merrill, Mr. Dietzel opined that the
neighborhood would be significantly changed if County Road C-2 was opened,
and that it would impact the neighborhood negatively. Mr. Dietzel further
opined that he didn’t feel limited in his options for east/west access through
the community; and asked that, if opening County Road C-2 was the decision
of the City Council, that they give serious consideration to safely
accommodating bicycles and pedestrians in that area.

Mr. Yi He, 1144 County Road C-2 (just east of Lexington) —
developer/manager of online petition

Mr. He expressed his pride in living in a great and diverse neighborhood; and
the continuing sense of neighborhood in resolving this issue. Mr. He reviewed
the actual 137 signatures of the e-petition representing 80 households either
on or across the street from lakes; with 60% outside the neighborhood. Mr.
He opined that opening County Road C-2 provided a limited and
disproportionate benefit for lake front homes.

Mr. He addressed the petition with 215 handwritten signatures from 150
households, 97% from the neighborhood and expressing major safety concerns
at multiple intersections along County Road C-2, the costly construction to
connect County Road C-2 and correct grade issues; and destruction of an
established neighborhood, should it be connected. For those advocating
connecting County Road C-2, Mr. He questioned if the statistics provided by
Ms. Pam Newcome, with 60% outside the neighborhood, took into
consideration safety issues, or simply based their responses on convenience.

Mr. He addressed several items he didn’t think were addressed sufficiently in
the traffic study, including turn actions onto roads (Lexington Avenue) with
higher speed limits (40 mph) and difficulty with visibility and access from cross
streets (left from County Road C-2 onto Lexington and Victoria and County
Road C); and steep banks requiring reduced speed.

Irene Erickson, 1251 Josephine Road, very new resident (as of
Saturday) to Roseville and former Shoreview resident commuting
through Roseville

http://www.cityofroseville.com/Archive.aspx?AMID=& Type=&ADID=1148&PREVIE... 10/12/2011



Roseville, MN - Official Website Page 10 of 31

Ms. Erickson noted her long-time questioning why County Road C-2 was not
open as an optional route rather than curving around other roadways; and
opined that County Road C as a county road did not just exist for a single
neighborhood.

Ms. Erickson further opined that, as the City considered further development in
the community, and in this area particularly, this became a much broader issue
than just the neighborhood, but for residents throughout the county. Ms.
Erickson opined that she didn’t see much reason to keep County Road C-2
closed; however, if there was going to be more traffic on the road,
consideration of safety provisions for walking and parking should be given. Ms.
Erickson encouraged the City Council to open County Road C-2 for the benefit
of the region and those using roads beyond those two (2) neighborhoods.

R. J. Newcome, “Share C-2” group representative
Mr. Newcome advised that his group had attempted to say as upbeat as
possible; and from his perspective their group had done so.

Mr. Newcome addressed safety comments brought forward by those wanting to
keep County Road C-2 closed; noting that people needed to understand that
anyone living on a collector road had to deal with those safety issues on a daily
basis. Mr. Newcome referenced comments made tonight regarding the need to
re-grade a section of the roadway versus comments made by SRF Engineer
Vaughan at a previous meeting and mitigation options available. Mr. Newcome
noted the many comments he’d heard, as well as his own surprise before
moving into the neighborhood, as to why County Road C-2 was not connected.

With respect to Mr. He’s comments related to voting on various petitions being
circulated, Mr. Newcome advised that the “Share C-2” petition had 156
signatures at the present time; in addition to some written comments
submitted previously and/or yet-to-be submitted to the City Council. Mr.
Newcome reviewed the locations of interested signatories to the petition and
their strong interest in seeing County Road C-2 opened, with over 60% of
those signing not on Lydia Avenue or Josephine Road.

Mr. Newcome referenced Figure 12 from the traffic study, and specific question
from his group to the SRF consultant on base traffic counts for County Road C-
2 and those projected in 2030; seeking an explanation in the apparent 37%
reduction from current to 2030 for keeping it closed or connecting it. Mr.
Newcome noted that surrounding roads didn’t have a corresponding drop
projected for 2030; and opined that his group did not feel they had received a
reasonable or sufficient answer yet. Mr. Newcome provided comparisons for
other area roads and east/west connections and projected impacts for
connecting or not connecting County Road C-2.

Mr. Newcome further referenced a question put forth by Councilmember
Willmus at a previous meeting and discussions over the last few months
between the City Engineer, City Council and Consulting Engineer from SRF;
and state aid dollars being received for County Road C-2. Mr. Newcome opined
that Ramsey County at one point, according to a recent map he’d obtained
showing it as a collector road, apparently felt it necessary to have another
east/west corridor; even though not done but Roseville continuing to receive
dollars to support such a collector road.

Mr. Newcome referenced and displayed information on state aid roads taken
from statutory definitions from MnDOT Rules, subpart 2 or 3; municipal state
aid streets posted October 15, 2007; and statutory authority references: MS
161.082, 161.083, 162.02, 162.09, 162,.155; L 1983 c17

Mr. Newcome sought rationale in not receiving this funding for all these years;

and opined that County Road C-2 should be open and should have been
opened years ago. Mr. Newcome respectfully summarized the petition of his
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group that, based on the mechanism for funding and definition of state aid
roads, that designation should have also been addressed.

Suzanne Sancilio, 1221 West County Road C-2 (immediately west of
Josephine Woods Development at bottom of hill)

Ms. Sancilio thanked the City Council for the opportunity to address costs for
connecting County Road C-2 at Griggs Avenue. Ms. Sancilio opined that it may
sound inexpensive to connect the road through laying of concrete and removal
of a few trees to those signing the petitions to do so without having fully
studied the traffic study. Ms. Sancilio noted that state aid funds could be
designated for other city neighborhoods; and while the study didn’t address
specific dollar amounts, she noted that it did give the community a glimpse of
tax dollar expenditures. Ms. Sancilio noted the impacts including destruction of
Heritage Oaks in the way of a new section of roadway, construction costs for
175’ of roadway where none currently existed, narrowing of the cul-de-sac,
installation of traffic signals, street lights, bike lanes and sidewalks; all in order
to be consistent with the Roseville Master Plan. If that additional cost wasn’t
enough, Ms. Sancilio noted the significant risk for motorists passing through
and residents of County Road C-2 with the vertical hill. While not asked to
design a road, Ms. Sancilio noted that the traffic research team had addressed
potential options for mitigation that would be required.

Ms. Sancilio referenced Question #30 in the staff and City Attorney responses
addressing City liability if County Road C-2 was connected; and need to
mitigate design deficiencies if there was a connection. Ms. Sancilio opined that
these could be considered additional costs as well. Ms. Sancilio noted
additional costs in lowering the hill at County Road C-2 and moving it west;
removal/replacement of the existing retaining wall at County Road C-2 by
approximately one foot (1) during this extensive construction project; addition
of three feet (3’) of fill in low areas of County Road C-2 near Fernwood
Avenue; and reconstruction of numerous driveways along County Road C-2,
Josephine Woods, and Merrill, if not elsewhere. Ms. Sancilio noted additional
costs for relocating or revising storm drainage, water main and other
infrastructure in changing roadway profiles; costs to move the hill and flatten
the slope; requiring many residents to re-grade and/or replace their
driveways; and reconstruction of an established residential street and
disruption of infrastructure.

Ms. Sancilio suggested that petitioners and casual observers should consider
fully the hardship they would wreak on this neighborhood; and opined that this
was not a simple project, nor was the City in any position to incur these costs;
and urged that the City Council keep County Road C-2 closed.

Donna Miliotis, 1128 County Road C-2
Ms. Miliotis noted her advocacy in keeping County Road C-2 closed. Ms.
Miliotis clarified some misconceptions presented from her perspective.

Ms. Miliotis clarified that County Road C-2 was not a county road and had not
been one for over thirty (30) years; and that it did not extend over the
boundaries of Roseville. Ms. Miliotis suggested that the City rename the road
to avoid confusion. Ms. Miliotis reviewed and clarified Roseville roads and their
status as MSA (Minnesota State Aid) funded road, at 25%. Ms. Miliotis quoted
from the state aid manual, noting that traffic projections for the future
continued to decrease; and noted that the levels of service are not currently,
nor would they become deficient at County Road C-2 and Lexington, but were
only projected to diminish slightly. Ms. Miliotis noted that the use of MSA
funds required social, safety and environmental criteria to determine impacts
of any project; and further noted that it was her understanding that Roseville’s
portion of MSA funds had been used for a number of years; and questioned
how the City could even justify using those funds for a roadway not even
wanted or needed.

http://www.cityofroseville.com/Archive.aspx?AMID=& Type=&ADID=1148&PREVIE... 10/12/2011



Roseville, MN - Official Website Page 12 of 31

Ms. Miliotis advised that she had been advised by City staff that, while zero
dollars had been used to maintain County Road C-2 between Lexington and
Hamline Avenues, at the same time, MSA funds had been used for the
beautification of Josephine Road during its reconstruction, in addition to
$22,000 for private driveway work. Ms. Miliotis asked citizens to imagine costs
adjusted for inflation for construction between Snelling Avenue and Victoria
Street, to meet MSA design standards; with 25% of those costs assessable to
homeowners on MSA roads.

Unless misunderstanding the situation, Ms. Miliotis questioned why Josephine
Road residents got by without paying a dime; while if County Road C-2 was
connected, those homeowners would pay 25% for actually deconstructing their
own neighborhoods, in addition to paying 10)% for driveway reconstruction.
Ms. Miliotis opined that this was not only unfair but completely outrageous.

Ms. Miliotis stated that she could agree with Josephine Road residents on one
point brought up by Mr. Shwiff in his letter to Mayor Roe and the City Council:
that if County Road C-2 is not opened as part of the Josephine Woods
development, it would only create stronger advocacy to keep it closed.

Joan Carrier, 1040 County Road C-2

Ms. Carrier advised that her main concerns were related to taxes and safety.
While it may seem enticing to use MSA funds, Ms. Carrier asked if that
sufficiently addressed capital improvement and budget needs versus actual
resources, specifically those needed for the woefully underfunded park system
and proposed fire station. Ms. Carrier asked how residents could be asked to
pay for a roadway addition versus other more vital City needs and priorities.

Ms. Carrier, in her personal review of property tax data, opined that average
property taxes along County C-2 had declined while Josephine Road resident
taxes were increasing. Ms. Carrier suggested this could impact home values
and those purchased on non-through streets, as well as impact sales of homes
in the proposed Josephine Woods development as well.

Ms. Carrier further opined that the City Council was charged with responsible
use of taxpayer money; while also having an obligation to protect
neighborhoods and the quality of life of its residents. Ms. Carrier noted the
apparent importance by individual Councilmembers for quality of life if their
recent election campaigns and platforms were accurate. Ms. Carrier opined
that people in Roseville should want to stay, not just drive through; and that
Roseville should remain committed to attracting and retaining residents based
on that quality of life, not to accommodate regional traffic needs through
established neighborhoods.

Ms. Carrier noted impacts to the east side if County Road C-2 was opened; and
opined that those residents were in solidarity with those residents on the west
side. Ms. Carrier encouraged Councilmembers to personally drive all sections
of County Road C-2 to review the situation themselves if they had not already
done so.

Ms. Nilanjana Baneroi, 1303 W County Road C-2

Ms. Banerio, as an Indian immigrant now considering Minnesota to be her
home - more specifically Roseville — encouraged the City Council to take a look
at her neighbors, some having lived in Roseville for 50 years or more. Ms.
Banerio proceeded to introduce some of those diverse neighbors in attendance,
and expressed her passion for keeping County Road C-2 closed.

Gerry McDonald, 2857 Dellwood Avenue

Mr. McDonald advised that he had originally moved to Roseville for its livability
and an environment as good as any in the state. Mr. McDonald opined that
this issue was causing negative divisions and costing taxpayers’ money; and
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further opined that it needed to end. Mr. McDonald opined that there was a
potential cost beyond actual road improvements, and that opening County
Road C-2 would have many negative impacts. Mr. McDonald noted that one
positive had been pointed out and asked that the City Council consider it by
keeping County Road C-2 permanently closed and ending these frequent and
unproductive discussions.

Marie Hammond, 1200 Josephine Road

Ms. Hammond addressed safety issues for her and other retirees on Josephine
Road as well as families with young children. While everyone would like to live
in a neighborhood without traffic, Ms. Hammond opined that it was not
realistic. Ms. Hammond referenced living through reconstruction of Josephine
Road and installation of new sidewalks making it safer for those going to the
area beach. As a retired nurse, Ms. Hammond referenced the numerous times
she’d provided first aid to bikers crossing traffic to get to the beach.

Ms. Hammond opined that residents of Josephine Road would like to be able to
live in a neighborhood such as on County Road C-2; however, they were forced
to encounter and deal with traffic all the time. Ms. Hammond opined that,
when people stated that it was unfair for Josephine Road residents to request
that County Road C-2 be opened, it was fairer to everyone in Roseville to have
it opened.

Meggan Gardener, 1321 County Road C-2

Ms. Gardener, having move to Roseville about 18 months ago with her family,
noted their desire to move from the Midway neighborhood of St. Paul to
Roseville, after having looked at over forty (40) homes. While initially not
interested in even looking at the home on County Road C-2 that they
subsequently purchased, based solely on its connotation as a county road, Ms.
Gardener advised that she finally agreed to look at it and it had resulted in a
fantastic purchase for their family, once she had found that the road was
actually closed. After extensive remodeling, Ms. Gardener advised that they
had purchased the house knowing that County Road C-2 was closed, just as
those residents on Josephine Road had purchase their homes with the full
knowledge that it was a through street. Ms. Gardener asked that common
sense be used by residents that when a neighborhood or street is no longer
meeting their specific needs, they move elsewhere, similar to the decision
made in full faith by their family in moving to Roseville.

Chuck Stokes, 2875 N Griggs Street

Ms. Stokes noted that the City Council had a monumental decision before
them, and he didn’t envy their having to make it; however, he expressed his
trust and confidence in them making it. Mr. Stokes noted that City Council had
asked for facts all along, and time to digest the data received from the
consulting engineer. Mr. Stokes opined that the information provided in black
and white noted that opening County Road C-2 would create a problem not
currently existing; but that through keeping it closed, it would increase the
pain for all over the next 15-20 years. Based on indications nationwide, Mr.
Stokes opined that the figures were not accurate and most likely would be less
than projected, for a variety of reasons, including changing transportation
modes.

Mr. Stokes opined that creating a “mini freeway” was not the right way to go;
and recognized the very special spot along County Road C-2, Fernwood
Avenue, Merrill Street, and Josephine Road; creating a somewhat unique area
compared to other spots in Roseville. Mr. Stokes noted that the sense of
community in these neighborhoods had brought people together to fight a
common cause in a positive way; and opined that is something the City Council
should be proud of since they had set that tone and reacted accordingly
throughout all the meetings related to this issue.
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Mr. Stokes provided some anecdotal, and concluded that if nothing was done
there would be no major problems; however if the road was opened, it could
create a problem and impacts and unintended consequences not fully
understood at this time.

Mr. Stokes opined that there was one in-depth issue not being addressed: that
the overall problem of traffic is overall, not just in a particular neighborhood;
speeding is a problem for and by all. Mr. Stokes opined that there had been no
real attempt to-date to look at that overall Roseville problem and clamp down
on what is actually creating and causing the issues. Mr. Stokes opined that if
speeding problems were addressed and mitigated, most residents and the
community overall would have fewer problems. Mr. Stokes suggested that the
City Council look to “do no harm” and then address underlying problems faced
by the broader community; and address unsafe conditions for children and
other pedestrians due to excessive vehicular speeds.

Mr. Stokes opined that keeping County Road C-2 closed was the right thing to
do; and that keeping the status quo could be good at times when positive
change could not be demonstrated or significant improvements guaranteed.

Mike Rogers, 2875 Dellwood
As a resident since 1954, over 57 years, Mr. Rogers spoke in support for
keeping County Road C-2 closed; and expressed his opposition to opening it.

Dave Rice, 1195 Josephine Road
Mr. Rice stated that he didn’t want to bring up the numerous signs on City
boulevards or the City not enforcing its ordinance and allowing it to continue.

Mr. Rice referenced an e-mail from Councilmember McGehee about closing
Josephine Road as an alternative; and opined that he couldn’t see closing
another collector street, even though it would be a solution to keep traffic off
Josephine Road, while diverting it elsewhere, such as to Woodhill in the vicinity
of the playground; or potentially rerouting vital emergency vehicles away from
Josephine Road that would impact the safety of Roseville residents. As a
realtor, Mr. Rice opined that closing Josephine Road would be a positive for him
and his business; however he noted that everyone’s property was being
devalued. Mr. Rice opined that residents moved to Roseville based on the
integrity of the community and its great school system, in addition to a
balanced tax base and overall good community. However, Mr. Rice cautioned
that it was difficult to consider that there would not be hard feelings and a
continuing “them” against “them” mentality if this issue continued without
resolution. Mr. Rice stated that he would like to see slower traffic by
disbursing through traffic.

Darrel LoCascio, 2933 Merrill Street

Mr. LoCascio addressed current shortcut routes for people accessing
southbound Lexington Avenue or Hamline Avenue, often using Merrill Street,
but sometimes taking a right on Josephine Road or Hamline Avenue. In
accessing County Road C-2, Mr. LoCascio advised that they often took a right
on Josephine Road, a left on Fernwood Avenue, and a right on Merrill Street,
directly through a residential area, and right onto County Road C-2. Mr.
LoCascio advised that his main concern, along with others, was one of safety;
and opined that by opening County Road C-2, it would at least create a straight
run. Mr. LoCascio addressed alignment and sight issues on Merrill; and
provided several anecdotal stories related to those safety concerns, while none
had involved pedestrians and vehicle accidents to-date. Mr. LoCasco noted
further concern with additional cars from the Josephine Woods development
also using these shortcuts. Mr. LoCascio opined that, in speaking or neighbors
on Merrill Street, it would be sadly inappropriate if additional cars from that
development area were allowed to go through residential streets when an
east/west collector road was available.
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Recess

Lars Eber, 1241 County Road C-2

Ms. Eber suggested a possible reason why County Road C-2 had not been
originally connected; and provided pictorial evidence of eastbound traffic on
Josephine Road at Lexington Avenue and the same view from the south from
County Road C-2 and Lexington Avenue, identifying significant viewing
differences and sight lines.

Jeff Strobeck, 1297 County Road C-2

With a brief exception, Mr. Strobeck advised that he and the previous
generation of his family had lived in the same residence since 1957. Mr.
Strobeck advocated for keeping County Road C-2 closed. Mr. Strobeck advised
that, when his father had originally offered the family home for sale, his first
criteria was that County Road C-2 was not going to be connected, which he’'d
been assured at that time by his father as a fact. Mr. Strobeck questioned if
keeping it closed had not been a stipulation for the construction of Lexington
Apartments on the south side of County Road C-2, a promise made by a
previous City Council.

Regarding the traffic study, if County Road C-2 were connected, Mr. Strobeck
opined that Josephine Road would realize a 25% reduction in traffic, while
County Road C-2 would receive a 400% increase in traffic. Mr. Strobeck noted
that this would impact County Road C-2 between Hamline and Lexington
Avenues, but also Snelling and Victory; and opined that it would create
additional liability with declining property values as well as creating safety
issues. Mr. Strobeck opined that it would be a bad decision to open up County
Road C-2.

Allen Carrier, 1040 W County Road C-2

Mr. Carrier spoke in support of keeping County Road C-2 closed. Mr. Carrier
referenced his discussions with Fire Chief Tim O’Neill related to access for
emergency vehicles to the neighborhood, and his assurance that there would
be no difference in emergency vehicle responses to this area, whether County
Road C-2 was open or closed; and the concurrence of Police Chief Rick Mathwig
as well.

Derek Luhm, 1190 Josephine road

Mr. Luhm advised that he’d been asked to speak by his 13-year old son on his
safety concerns in not being able to ride his bike. Mr. Luhm expressed
assurance that the neighbors all still liked each other; however, he expressed
concern in the need for addressing the ever-increasing foot traffic and better
safety for pedestrians and bicyclists.

Mike Heffernan, 893 County Road C2 W

Mr. Heffernan questioned why the City spent money on a traffic study during
this difficult economic time; and opined that he was unsure of the impacts of
opening County Road C-2 based on the traffic study data. Mr. Heffernan
suggested that more consideration be given to County Road E access rather
than County Road C-2, since it was a county road and more easily accessible.
Mr. Heffernan suggested another alternative may be access off Snelling Avenue
to Hamline Center.

Mr. Heffernan spoke in support of not seeing County Road C-2 opened up.

Mayor Roe closed public comment on this issue at approximately 8:11 p.m.

Mayor Roe recessed the meeting at approximately 8:12 p.m. and reconvened at
approximately 8:20 p.m.

City Engineer Debra Bloom
Mayor Roe asked Ms. Bloom to provide an explanation on different levels
between previous traffic studies, the recent Pulte Homes traffic study, and this
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traffic study as referenced.

Ms. Bloom advised that the 2030 Comprehensive Plan Update for the City of
Roseville completed in 2008, provided data projecting 2030 traffic at 2,600
vehicles per day on Josephine Road. At the request of the community, and as
authorized by the City Council, an update was sought from this most recent
traffic study and answered on page 16 of the study. Ms. Bloom noted that the
traffic model used is from 2010, and that the regional demand model had
updated numbers. Ms. Bloom clarified that traffic is not proportional; and that
the most recent information from the Metropolitan Council was used (new
regional traffic model). Ms. Bloom noted that the change was not changed
equivalently; but Josephine Road was less than projected. Ms. Bloom advised
that this was a common finding, and had been experienced on Rice Street as
well. Ms. Bloom noted that traffic modeling is a projecting using the best
information available, the nature of forecasting.

Mayor Roe asked Ms. Bloom to address whether the City of Roseville was
following established rules for MSA roads.

Ms. Bloom advised that one of the unique parts of the MSA rules and system is
that non-existing routes could be designated as MSA roadways. Ms. Bloom
noted that County Road C-2 was a state aid route from Snelling Avenue to
Victoria Street; even though a portion of it was actually non-existing. Ms.
Bloom clarified discrepancies in why the road was shown on the Ramsey
County GIS system and not on MSA records, noting that there was an existing
60’ right-of-way between Griggs and the cul-de-sac reserved for public
improvements. Ms. Bloom advised that the City was looking at the existing
right-of-way from Lexington to Hamline Avenues for additional pathway
development as part of the Josephine Woods development project. Ms. Bloom
reviewed other non-existent roadway segments that are designated MSA
similar to this one, such as a segment of Twin Lakes Parkway. Ms. Bloom
advised that it was common practice to draw dollars for those non-existing
roads.

Mayor Roe asked Ms. Bloom to address the purpose of MSA road designations
and funds.

Ms. Bloom advised that it was tied to future construction and dedicated funds
for county state aid highways (CSAH’s) and MSA funds received through the 30
cent gas tax dollars paid at the pump; with receipt of funds based on
population and needs; as well as roadway cycles and annual updates provided
to the state by the City.

Mayor Roe asked Ms. Bloom to address how a road became MSA designated.
Ms. Bloom advised that there were three (3) criteria to be considered for that
designation: higher traffic volumes, not only a local road, and other criteria.
Ms. Bloom advised that the City recommends roads for MSA designation based
on established criteria, and the Commissioner of Transportation confirmed that
designation.

Mayor Roe questioned if the City could designate portions, but no others.

Ms. Bloom responded affirmatively, as long as they met the criteria.

At the request of Councilmember Pust, Ms. Bloom advised that funds would be
paid back if deemed applicable, or a portion thereof.

Councilmember Willmus questioned if there were currently utilities running
through that area.
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Ms. Bloom responded that sanitary sewer and a water main were located there
from Hamline to Lexington Avenues.

Councilmember Johnson noted that individuals had brought up the inability to
see approaching traffic from County Road C-2 from both the north and south

on Lexington; and questioned if it was fair to assume that a traffic light could
be considered for that intersection.

Ms. Bloom responded that a number of safety issues had been brought forward
from this most recent study, and that staff was attempting to address them.
Ms. Bloom advised that, regardless of the City Council’s decision on County
Road C-2, those sight line issues would be reviewed. Ms. Bloom noted that
some would be simple, such as clearing trees, or considering a right turn lane;
while others may be more complex, such as grading of the hill looking north at
County Rood C-2 and Lexington. Ms. Bloom advised that staff would
determine if there was something physical that could be done before
considering a signal, in an effort to be cost-effective. In considering whether
the situation could be resolved by installing a signal, Ms. Bloom responded
affirmatively; however, she cautioned that she didn’t think the county would
support a stop sign at that location.

Councilmember Johnson questioned the existence of an agreement with
Lexington Apartments and contingencies that County Road C-2 couldn’t be
opened up.

Ms. Bloom advised that, upon hearing this statement brought forward at a
previous meeting when the Pulte application had first come forward, she had
personally researched such a document;, as well as wanting to ensure that all
past City Council actions were in staff’'s, the public's and current City Council’s
possession. Ms. Bloom advised that her research had found nothing in writing
or in the meeting minute records of any such document or contingency with
Lexington Apartments to keep County Road C-2 closed. Ms. Bloom noted the
existence of a 1988 memorandum when Lexington Apartments was first
proposed, that County Road C-2 was intended for construction; however,
based on significant opposition at that time, the plan was changed accordingly,
and a subsequent failed action at a City Council meeting to vacate County
Road C-2 on a 3/2 vote.

Mayor Roe questioned liability concerns related to road configuration and
standard 30 mph construction; and the City’s exposure to such liability.

City Attorney Mark Gaughan advised that City Attorney Caroline Beckman-Bell
had previously submitted via e-mail to the City Council an actual opinion on
how discretionary immunity may be invoked in this type of hypothetical
situation; and the opinion that there would be no City liability for any accidents
that may result from opening this area.

Mayor Roe sought clarification of liability even if a road was not built up to
certain standards.

City Attorney Gaughan advised that it was at the discretion of the City Council
where to build roads; and that the City’s intent was not to intentionally hurt
people.

Related to assessment questions and fairness to property owners, Ms. Bloom
advised that the City Council had changed their Assessment Policy in 1991.
Prior to that time, Ms. Bloom noted that residents on state aid roads were not
assessed. However, Ms. Bloom advised that the policy had changed in 1991 to
a blanket 25% assessment for all streets no matter their zoning designation.
Ms. Bloom advised that it was staff’'s charge to cite current City Policy, which
was currently at 25% for any road.
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At the request of Councilmember Pust, Ms. Bloom clarified that residents on
Josephine Road had not been assessed 25%, since the construction occurred
prior to the 1991 change in the Assessment Policy.

Councilmember Willmus questioned, if County Road C-2 was opened, would it
have to be re-graded to make it safe to navigate; or could other mitigation
measures be used..

Ms. Bloom advised that stop sign installation at those grades would mitigate
the concerns, as determined in her consultations with the traffic engineer.

Councilmember Johnson noted the mitigation concerns addressed by Ms.
LaPalm on page 20 of the traffic study; and concerns about a 90’ wide road.

Ms. Bloom clarified that the traffic consultant had been asked to provide an
analysis of what issues would occur on County Road C-2 as discussed at
previous City Council meetings and possible mitigation options. Ms. Bloom
further clarified that the consultant had provided one (1) possible solution,
even though many things had not been taken into consideration in that one (1)
option, including road drainage, the hill, the vertical curve (not slope), and the
high point. Ms. Bloom noted that the concern of Ms. LaPalm’s was that the
vertical curve would need to be 90’ long, not 90’ wide; from the beginning to
the end of the curve 170; and 20 mph for visibility purposes.

At the request of Councilmember Johnson, Ms. Bloom further clarified that the
minimum width required for an MSA road was 26’ and 32’ to accommodate
parking.

Mayor Roe sought individual Councilmember comment related to direction to
staff on this issue, or any additional information requests.

Councilmember Willmus noted that when the issue had last come before the
City Council, he had asked Ms. Bloom for staff's recommendation on whether
to open County Road C-2 or keep it closed; and staff’s recommendation on
whether to vacate the right-of-way.

Ms. Bloom provided staff’'s analysis and recommendation that remained similar
to their recommendation when the Josephine Woods development project
came forward: that any need to extend County Road C-2 was not currently
apparent based on today’s traffic and current levels of operation. Related to
whether County Road C-2 should be vacated, Ms. Bloom advised that staff was
not prepared to make that recommendation, based on the inability to clearly
dictate what the future may hold. Ms. Bloom noted that there may be a future
need for pedestrian connections and utilities, depending on redevelopment at
Hamline and Woodhill; but that currently staff was not looking to vacate that
175'.

An unidentified member of the audience requested a definition and meaning of
the term “vacating.”

Mayor Roe responded and reviewed a situation when the City retains the right
to use a strip of land for road right-of-way, or utilities; and continuing to retain
that right. Mayor Roe noted that one option would be to vacate a right-of-way
by returning the property back to adjacent property owners and giving up the
City’s right to build a road on it; or retaining a utility easement. Mayor Roe
noted that by vacating the City’s right to use the land for a future road, it
would give up that right for good; and if not, the City could retain the right-of-
way for potential use in the future.

Mayor Roe questioned Ms. Bloom as to staff's recommendation on whether to
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continue designating County Road C-2 as an MSA road; and impacts to
continuing to do so or not to do so.

Ms. Bloom responded that staff would need to research monetary impacts to
the City in whether to continue designating it as an MSA road; advising that
the portion could be undesignated. Ms. Bloom advised that state aid
encouraged removal of non-existing road segments from the state system, and
the City could consider doing so; however in the City’s overall management of
the state aid system, 25% of the City’s total road miles could be designated,
and sometimes segments of a road were designated as state aid roads. In the
City’s overall road grid system, Ms. Bloom advised that another segment would
need to be identified to maximize the City’s piece of the pie, since the City
currently had approximately 1.5 miles of undesignated state aid roadway
mileage, based on that 25% state allowance. Ms. Bloom noted that the
current intent was to hold that undesignated portion in reserve for County
Road B west of Cleveland Avenue, which Ramsey County would like to turn
back to the City.

Mayor Roe questioned if that section of County Road C-2 east of Cleveland
Avenue in the Twin Lakes Redevelopment Area was designated MSA>

Ms. Bloom responded that it was an MSA route in that location; but had been
removed to facilitate Langton Lake Park, as well as due to road flooding and
other problems, and thus removed from the state aid system.

Councilmember McGehee questioned if the road was not vacated, would the
City still retain access that could be used for a playground or green area.

Ms. Bloom advised that a pathway was proposed as part of the Josephine
Woods project; but noted that this was ultimately a City Council policy
discussion and decision.

Mayor Roe advised that if a right-of-way was designated for future road
purposes, it would be inappropriate to put a park on such a right-of-way, since
other steps would then need to be taken.

Councilmember McGehee opined that using the right-of-way for green space or
a park didn’t preclude its future use as a road; and the use could be
discontinued; and could be used now to enhance the neighborhood rather than
underused.

In order to address comments he’d heard from the public during the recess,
Councilmember Willmus clarified that some citizens were under the impression
that the City Council would not be taking action on this issue tonight, and
therefore had left the meeting already.

Mayor Roe advised that it was not his intent that any action would be taken
tonight.

As part of her decision-making process, Councilmember Pust requested
information from staff on a potential cost to construct this segment of County
Road C-2.

Mayor Roe questioned the level of detail Councilmember Pust was requesting.
Councilmember Pust advised that she was only looking for a range, not such
that would be detailed in a Request for Proposals (RFP) type of situation; but if
this construction were to come forward as a priority at this time, staff’s
engineering estimate.

Councilmember Johnson opined that staff's recommendation to not vacate the
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segment of County Road C-2 seemed somewhat of an ambiguous directive;
suggesting more of the same. From his interpretation, Councilmember
Johnson questioned whether fellow Councilmembers concurred.

Councilmember Pust opined that her interpretation was that staff was not
willing to say or believed that County Road C-2 be opened now; however, they
were not confident that it wouldn’t be needed in the future, thus they were not
recommending permanently vacating the right-of-way.

Mayor Roe questioned Ms. Bloom on her projected availability for the additional
information requested.

Ms. Bloom advised that she would consult with Public Works Director Duane
Schultz to determine current workloads and a time when the additional
information would be available. Ms. Bloom advised that staff would include
this updated timeframe on the City’s website for public awareness.

Councilmember McGehee questioned if Councilmember Pust’s request for costs
at this time was a sufficient use of staff’s time in creating additional work for
them to cost this out at this time, if staff’'s recommendation was to not open
County Road C-2 at this time, and to not vacate the right-of-way.
Councilmember Pust opined that, if the City Council determined to move
forward in the future, the figures provided by staff at this time wouldn’t mean
much.

Councilmember Pust, with all due respect to staff, stated that she didn’'t always
follow staff’'s recommendation; and reiterated her request for cost estimates if

t County Road C-2 was opened at this time and a formal vote was proposed at

this time.

Councilmember McGehee questioned if Councilmember Pust needed those
costs to vote accordingly; with Councilmember Pust responding affirmatively.

In hearing no other dissenting support of Councilmember Pust’s request; Mayor
Roe directed staff to proceed by letting the City Council know their projected
timeframe to provide this information; and to also keep the public informed
during the process.

Mayor Roe thanked the public for their interest and attendance; and while
recognizing that the City Council could not make every resident happy; he
assured citizens that the City Council would do their best.

Councilmember Pust opined that this was the most people she’d ever seen
come out for a particular issue in her seven (7) years of service on the City
Council; and while there were strongly divergent views, she commended
residents and neighbors for their respectful presentations and comments.
Councilmember Pust opined that it served as a fine example of democracy as
well as an example to future generations.

Recess

Mayor Roe recessed the meeting at approximately 8:50 pm and reconvened at approximately

8:51 pm.

b. Receive Public Comment and Continue Discussion on the 2012/2013
Recommended Budget
Mayor Roe advised that it was the intent of this item to continue discussion on
2012/2013 budget, beginning with a brief presentation by City Manager
Malinen summarizing his memorandum to the City Council distributed today;
followed by a Q and A period between the City Council and staff.

A Memorandum via e-mail dated August 4, 2011 from City Manager Bill
Malinen related to Market Value Homestead Credit (MVHC) and proposed 2012
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REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Date: 10/17/11

Item No.: 13.a
Department Approval City Manager Approval
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Item Description: Continue Discussion on the Use of the City’s Port Authority for the Purposes of

Financing the Construction of a new Fire Station and Park Improvements

BACKGROUND

At the October 10, 2011 City Council meeting, the Council received Staff’s recommendation to utilize the
City’s Port Authority to finance the construction of a new fire station and park improvements. During this
meeting, the Council indicated a desire to learn more about the City’s Port Authority powers before taking
any formal action. Formal action is scheduled for consideration at the October 24, 2011 Council Meeting.

Specifically, the Council made several inquiries including:

% Will the Port Authority be a separate body, be the Council itself, or will the Council simply be
exercising the City’s Port Authority powers?

+«+ Can the City choose to hold a public hearing on the use of the Port Authority even if the Statutes
don’t require it?

% Do projects financed with bonds issued under the Port Authority require the use of best-value
contracting?

Mary Ippel, from the law firm of Briggs & Morgan, serves as the City’s Bond Counsel. She will be present
at the meeting to address these and any other inquiries. She will also be attending the Council meeting on
October 24",

PoLicy OBJECTIVE
Enabling the City’s Port Authority to finance the construction of a new fire station and park improvements
is consistent with the goals established by Imagine Roseville 2025, and prior Council directives.

FINANCIAL IMPACTS
An $8 million bond for the Fire Station is expected to have an annual impact of approximately $36, or $3
per month for a typical home. The annual debt service would be approximately $735,000.

A $19 million (overall) bond for Park Improvements is expected to have an annual impact of approximately
$70, or $6 per month for a typical home. The annual debt service would be approximately $1,430,000.
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STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends the Council support the use of the City’s Port Authority for the purposes of financing the
construction of a new fire station and park improvements.

REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION
For information purposes only. No formal action is required.

Prepared by: Chris Miller, Finance Director
Attachments: A: Legal opinion regarding various bond financing strategies including the City’s Port Authority powers
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VIA E-MAIL

Mr. Bill Malinen Chris Miller

City Manager City Finance Director

City of Roseville City of Roseville

Roseville City Hall Roseville City Hall

2660 Civic Center Drive 2660 Civic Center Drive

Roseville, MN 55113-1815 Roseville, MN 55113-1815

Re: Park Improvements and Fire Station
Dear Bill and Chris:

The City of Roseville is proposing to undertake park improvements consisting primarily
of the redevelopment of existing parks and the construction of a new fire station to replace an
aged fire station located adjacent to the city hall.

Under existing law there are a number of financing options for the park and fire hall
projects. For purposes of this letter I will separate by project the existing statutory authority for
financing these projects.

1. Park Improvements, The statutory authority for financing park improvements are
as follows:

(a) General Obligation Improvement Bonds. Pursuant to Minnesota Statutes,
Chapter 429, park improvements are considered public improvements. In order to issue General
Obligation Improvement Bonds, pursuant to Minnesota Statutes, Chapter 429, not less than 20%
of the costs of the park improvements must be assessed against benefited property owners. Both
an improvement hearing and assessment hearing are required under Chapter 429. The City must
determine that the market value of the property proposed to be assessed will increase by an
amount not less than the amount of the special assessment. Because it is difficult to show market
value increases on properties based on the construction of park improvements the statutory
authority to issue General Obligation Improvement Bonds is not a viable option.

(b) General Obligation Abatement Bonds. Minnesota Statutes, Chapter 469
grants the City the authority to issue General Obligation Abatement Bonds. The City Council
must determine that the granting of an abatement is in the public interest because it will provide
or help acquire or construct public facilities or help provide access to services for residents of the
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City or provide public infrastructure. Pursuant to Chapter 469 the City Council must hold a
public hearing and publish a notice at least once more than 10 days but less than 30 days before
the hearing. The notice must indicate that the City will consider granting a property tax
abatement, identify the property for which an abatement is under consideration and the total
estimated amount of the abatement. The maximum principal amount of the bonds may not
exceed the estimated sum of the abatement for the properties for the years authorized. The
abatement terms cannot exceed 15 years. If the county or school district is asked to participate in
the abatement and if either declines to participate, the term of the abatement may extend to 20
years. The park improvements are scheduled to be constructed over a 5-year period. The City
must determine based on the construction schedule and location of the park improvements the
specific properties to be abated and the specific abatement years. The 15-year abatement will
vary by parcels depending on the location of the park improvements and the date of construction
of the improvements. This will involve a significant effort on the part of City staff to determine
the abatement properties and the timing of the abatement years. Tax abatement is actually a
misnomer. The property owners of the abated properties will pay their real estate taxes in the
normal course. The City will add to its levy amount the total estimated amount of all current
year abatements granted. The bonds are in essence paid from a city-wide ad valorem tax. In any
year the total amount of property taxes abated by a city may not exceed 10% of the net tax
capacity of the city for the taxes payable in the year to which the abatement applies or $200,000
whichever is greater.

(©) General Obligation Bonds. In 1987 special legislation was adopted that
provided that the governing body of the City of Roseville may exercise all of the powers of a
port authority provided by Minnesota Statutes, Section 469.048 to 469.068. Pursuant to the port
authority powers the City of Roseville has the legal authority to issue General Obligation Bonds.
Prior to the issuance of the General Obligation Bonds it is necessary for the City of Roseville to
adopt an ordinance identifying the issuance of the General Obligation Bonds. The port authority
law also grants the City the powers of a housing and redevelopment authority and the powers of
a port authority. In 1991 the City of Roseville utilizing the housing and redevelopment authority
powers and the port authority powers established a redevelopment project area and industrial
development district (the "Project Area"). The proposed park improvements and fire station are
within the Project Area. The redevelopment plan for the Project Area as adopted in 1991
specifically authorized the City "to construct public facilities such as street traffic signals,
sanitary sewer, storm drainage including the separation of storm and sanitary sewers, water lines,
parking, parks and open space, public attraction centers and other such facilities as it deems
desirable and necessary for the implementation of a project." In addition the housing and
redevelopment authority law specifically authorizes a city to cause parks, playgrounds,
recreational, community, education, water, sewer or drainage facility or any other works which it
might undertake to be furnished adjacent to or in connection with projects. Since the
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redevelopment plan was adopted twenty years ago it is prudent for the City to hold a public
hearing after publishing a 10-day notice and update the redevelopment plan to reflect the City's
goals and objectives with respect to these projecis.

2. Construction of the Fire Station. The following are the existing statutory
authorities for financing a fire station.

(a) Housing and Redevelopment Authority Revenue Bonds. Pursuant to
Minnesota Statutes Chapter 469, the Housing and Redevelopment Authority of the City of
Roseville (the "HRA") is authorized to issue reverue bonds to construct public facilities such as
a fire station. The fire station is leased to the City pursuant to a Lease with Option to Purchase
Agreement (the "Lease"). The annual lease payments to be paid by the City to the HRA under
the Lease are in an amount sufficient to pay the debt service on the HRA's revenue bonds. The
lease payments are pledged to the payment of the HRA’s revenue bonds. As required by state
law, the Lease must contain the annual right of the City to nonappropriate and terminate the
Lease at the end of any fiscal year. Any taxes levied to pay the lease payments are considered a
special levy and outside of any applicable levy limits because the lease payments are pledged to
the payment of the revenue bonds issued by the HRA. Because the bonds issued by the HRA are
revenue bonds, the revenue bonds bear a higher interest rate than General Obligation Bonds
issued by the City. Generally speaking the interest on the revenue bonds are approximately 25
basis points higher than City general obligation bonds. The market at the time the revenue bonds
are sold determines the actual interest rate differential.

(b)  General Obligation Capital Improvement Bonds. Pursuant to the statutory
authority contained in Minnesota Statutes, Section 475.521, the City is authorized to construct a

city hall, library, public safety facility and public works facility and issue General Obligation
Capital Improvement Bonds (the "CIP Bonds"). Prior to the issuance of the CIP Bonds a capital
improvement plan covering a S-year period must be prepared by the City. A public hearing on
the capital improvement plan and the issuance of CIP Bonds must be held by the City and notice
must be published at least 14 but not more than 30 days before the date of the hearing. The
notice must contain the City's intention to issue the CIP Bonds and the adoption of the capital
improvement plan. A city can only issue the CIP Bonds after obtaining approval of a majority of
the voters voting on the question of issuing the bonds, if a petition requesting a vote on the
issuance is signed by voters equal to 5% of the votes cast in the municipality in the last general
election and is filed with the clerk within 30 days after the public hearing.

(c)  General Obligation Bonds. Using the port authority powers granted to the
City as described in paragraph 1(c) above the City has the authority to issue General Obligation
Bonds to finance the fire station. The issuance of the General Obligation Bonds for the fire
station is subject to the same parameters outlined in 1(c) above.
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In summary, the above identifies the various statutory authorities for the issuance of
bonds to finance the park and fire station projects. Issuing General Obligation Bonds utilizing
the port authority powers is the easiest procedural process for the City. Timing may be of
concern because the proposed projects are in the approximate amount of $30,000,000. Under
federal law the City is granted the ability to designate up to $10,000,000 of governmental
purpose bonds a year as bank qualified bonds. Bank qualified bonds generally bear a lower
interest rate than non-bank qualified bonds. The City has not used any of its bank qualified
authority for the year 2011. Generally speaking the interest rate of bank qualified bonds is 25
basis points lower than on non-bank qualified bonds. The market at the time the bonds are
issued determines the actual interest rate differential. Since 25 basis points could be a significant
amount of savings on a $10,000,000 bond and because interest rates are at historic lows the City
may desire to issue bank qualified bonds in 2011.

If you have any other questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Very truly yours,

7erypel

Mary L. Ippel

MLI/jmc
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REMSEVHEE
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION

Date: October 17, 2011

Item No.: 15.a
Department Approval City Manager Approval
Item Description: City Councilmember McGehee request to discuss requiring the buildings

being rehabilitated to install fire sprinklers and handicapped accessibility.

BACKGROUND

At the October 10, 2001 City Council meeting, City Councilmember McGehee requested that the
Council discuss potentially requiring buildings that are being rehabilitated to install fire
sprinklers and handicapped accessibility improvements if they are not already installed. Staff has
attached previous correspondence on this matter to the case.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Pursuant to Rule #3 of the Rules of Procedure, this item, requested by Councilmember
McGehee, is included on this agenda under Councilmember Initiated Future Agenda Items, and
will be included on a future agenda for action by the Council.

REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION

None at this time. Pursuant to Rule #3 of the Rules of Procedure, this item, requested by
Councilmember McGehee, is included on this agenda under Councilmember Initiated Future
Agenda Items, and will be included on a future agenda for action by the Council.

Prepared by:  Patrick Trudgeon, Community Development Director
Attachments: A: Email Correspondence
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Attachment A

Pat Trudg_;eon

From: Bill Malinen

Sent: Thursday, September 29, 2011 12:15 PM
To: *RVCouncil; Tim O'Neill; Pat Trudgeon
Subject: FW: Apartment Fire Sprinklers

Done

----- Original Message-----

From: Tam McGehee [mailto:tam@mcgehee.info]
Sent: Thursday, September 29, 2011 9:14 AM
To: Bill Malinen

Subject: RE: Apartment Fire Sprinklers

Bill,

To avoid any violation of any obscure laws or ordinances, please forward this e-mail to Pat,
Tim, and the City Council and any one else on the original list.

Thank you,

Tammy

Bill,

I am well aware of the state law regarding rehabbing of apartment buildings. That does not
preclude Roseville from being somewhat proactive. 1In my opinion, the spending of
approximately one million dollars of TIF (which is also taxpayers' money) to "upgrade" an
apartment building but fail to require sprinklers as a fire suppression aid is neither good
policy or good planning. As we utilized a "development agreement" and taxpayer subsidies, we
did have the right to make any requests we so chose. We had an apartment complex in very
poor shape that could perhaps have been condemned. What we now have is 120 apartments that
are not handicapped accessible or supplied with fire suppression sprinklers.

Although this was not done on my watch, I am curious about whether these limitations on the
rehab were included in the packet or the discussion when this project initially came forward.
If we are to move forward, as opposed to marking time or moving backward, as a city, it seems
that we should take every opportunity to upgrade our housing stock to modern standards.

These units received the equivalent of a facelift and left us with a fundamental safety
hazard for the next thirty years.

Perhaps you would like to bring up what is included in our information packets and whether we
would like to review our policies with regard to multifamily housing renovations.

Tammy

-------- Original Message --------

Subject: Apartment Fire Sprinklers

From: Bill Malinen <bill.malinen@ci.roseville.mn.us>
Date: Thu, September 29, 2011 8:51 am

To: *RVCouncil <city.council@ci.roseville.mn.us>

1
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Cc: Tim O'Neill <tim.oneill@ci.roseville.mn.us>, Pat Trudgeon
<pat.trudgeon@ci.roseville.mn.us>

Mayor & Councilmembers:

At your latest meeting, Councilmember McGehee stated that the City had just authorized
another 120 units in the Sienna Green project without sprinklers; and opined that the City
needed to keep that in mind with future developments and attempt to remedy that safety
concern.

Attached for your information is a memorandum from the Fire Department staff addressing
the requirements for sprinkling in apartment building, and specifically how those codes
relate to the Sienna Green (Har Mar) apartments. As you will note, the City could not require
the installation of sprinklers in the older remodeled buildings - Phase I (120 units), but
will in the new building - Phase II (50 units).

Bill Malinen

City Manager

City of Roseville, MN 55113
2660 Civic Center Drive
651.792.7021

Confidentiality Statement: The documents accompanying this transmission contain
confidential information that is legally privileged. This information is intended only for
the use of the individuals or entities listed above. If you are not the intended recipient,
you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution, or action taken in
reliance on the contents of these documents is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
information in error, please notify the sender immediately and arrange for the return or
destruction of these documents.



INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: CHIEF O°NEILL "
FROM: FIRE MARSHAL LOFTUS Qﬁé
/
SUBJECT: AUTOMATIC SPRINKLER REQUIREMENTS IN R-2 QCCUPANCIES

DATE: 9/28/2011

Regarding the requirements for Automatic Fire Sprinklers in new and existing Apartment
Buildings (Building and Fire Code classification R-2), the following are the requirements based on the
Minnesota State Fire and Building Codes.

Definitions: Fire Code and Building Code both define Existing Structures as those structutes
erected prior to the adoption of the appropriate code.

Applicability: Fire Code and Building Code requitements apply to structures constructed after
the legal adoption of the codes. The Building and Fire Codes currently in effect were adopted by the
State of Minnesota effective July 10, 2007.

Automatic Sprinkler Requirements for Apartment buildings:

1. Buildings constructed ptior to the adoption of the first fire code in the State of Minnesota,
October 3, 1975, have no requirements for Automatic if not installed as an alternative at the
titne of construction.

2. Buildings constructed after the adoption of the 2003 Fire and Building Codes {effective
date March 31, 2003) were required to be provided with Automatic Sprinkler protection if
there were more than 16 dwelling units in the building or if the building was over 3 stories in
height. All apartment building constructed prior the date of adoption are considered to be
existing and had NO automatic Sprinkler requirements.

3. Buildings constructed after the adoption of the 2007 Building and Fire Codes which
became effective on July 10, 2007 are required to be provided with Automatic Sprinkler
protection when the fire area exceeds 9,250 square feet or is more than 3 stories above
grade.

These requirements are found in both the Minnesota Fite Code and Minnesota Building Code.

Har Mar Apartments, 2225-2265 Snelling Avenue:

These buildings were built in 1964. As you see, there was no Fire Code adopted by the State
of Minnesota at the time of construction. Although there was a cosmetic and weatherization
project completed in 2010, the scope of work did not meet the threshold of new



construction requircments per the Building nor Fire Codes. Therefore, we could not require
the installation of Automatic Sprinkler systems in the existing buildings. There is an
additional building being proposed for the site which does meet the requirements for the
installation of Automatic Sprinklers and the developer has been made aware of the
requirement.

Under the codes in effect today, the existing buildings (21 dwelling units each) would require
the installation of Automatic Sprinklers but because they met the requirements in place at
the time of construction, we are prohibited from imposing new construction requirements.
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