
 
  

 
 

City Council Agenda 
Monday, July 23, 2012  

6:00 p.m. 
City Council Chambers 

(Times are Approximate) 
6:00 p.m. 1. Roll Call 

Voting & Seating Order: McGehee, Pust, Roe, Johnson, Willmus 
6:02 p.m. 2. Approve Agenda 
6:05 p.m. 3. Public Comment 
6:10 p.m. 4. Council Communications, Reports and Announcements  
6:15 p.m. 5. Recognitions, Donations and Communications 
6:25 p.m. 6. Approve Minutes 
  a. Approve Minutes of  July 16, 2012 Meeting                
6:30 p.m. 7. Approve Consent Agenda 
  a. Approve Payments 
  b. Approve Business & Other Licenses 
  c. Receive IR 2025 Quarterly Update 
  d. Receive Shared Services Quarterly Report 
  e. Receive Grant Application Quarterly Report 
  f. Approve Special Meeting on Friday, August 17 for 

Council to Canvass Election Results 
  g. Set Public Hearing to Consider On-Sale and Off-Sale 

Liquor Licenses for Pour Decisions Brewery 
6:40 p.m. 8. Consider Items Removed from Consent  
 9. General Ordinances for Adoption 
 10. Presentations 
6:45 p.m.  a.  Central Park Foundation  
6:55 p.m.  b.  Joint Meeting with Housing & Redevelopment Authority 
 11. Public Hearings 
7:35 p.m.  a. Request for a 3.2% On-Sale, Sunday Liquor, and Wine 

License for Kyoto Sushi at 2100 N. Snelling Ave.,Suite 80 
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 12. Business Items (Action Items) 
7:45 p.m.  a. Consider a 3.2% On-Sale, Sunday Liquor, and Wine 

License for Kyoto Sushi at 2100 N. Snelling Ave., Suite 
80 

7:55 p.m.  b. Approve Brown-Wilbert Minor Subdivision 
8:05 p.m.  c. Authorize Community Development Department to 

Perform an Abatement for Unresolved Violations of City 
Code at 2211 Draper Avenue 

8:15 p.m.  d. Authorize Community Development Department to 
Perform an Abatement for Unresolved Violations of City 
Code at 2609 Snelling Curve 

8:25 p.m. 
 
 

Recess Regular Meeting 
Convene as Board of Adjustments and Appeals 
Adopt Walmart Appeal Finding 
Adjourn Board of Adjustments and Appeals 
 
Reconvene Regular Meeting 

 12. Business Items (Action Items), Continued 
8:40 p.m.  e. Approve Walmart Final Plat and Development Agreement 
 13. Business Items – Presentations/Discussions 
9:10 p.m.  a.   Discuss Redevelopment of The Hagen Property at 2785 

Fairview Ave. 
9:25 p.m.  b.   Consider Amending City Code Chapter 302 Regarding        

the Allowable Number of Off-Sale Liquor Licenses 
9:40 p.m. 14. City Manager Future Agenda Review 
9:45 p.m. 15. Councilmember Initiated Items for Future Meetings 
10:00 p.m. 16. Adjourn 
Some Upcoming Public Meetings……… 

Tuesday Jul 24 6:30 p.m. Public Works, Environment & Transportation Commission 
Wednesday Aug 1 6:30 p.m. Planning Commission 
Tuesday Aug 7 8:00 p.m. Parks & Recreation Commission (Natl Night Out til 8) 
Wednesday Aug 8 6:30 p.m. Ethics Commission 
Monday Aug 13 6:00 p.m. City Council Meeting 
Wednesday Aug 15 6:30 p.m. Human Rights Commission 
Monday Aug 20 6:00 p.m. City Council Meeting 
Tuesday Aug 21 6:00 p.m. Housing & Redevelopment Authority  

All meetings at Roseville City Hall, 2660 Civic Center Drive, Roseville, MN unless otherwise noted. 
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Item:  6.a

Approve July 16, 2012 
Council Meeting Minutes





 
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 Date: 7/23/2012 
 Item No.: 7.a 

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

 

Item Description: Approve Payments 
 

Page 1 of 1 

BACKGROUND 1 

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

has been submitted to the City for payment.   3 

 4 

Check Series # Amount 
ACH Payments $311,843.31
66883-66997                 $240,910.41 

Total                 $552,753.72 
 5 

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

appropriate for the goods and services received.   7 

POLICY OBJECTIVE 8 

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

FINANCIAL IMPACTS 10 

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

reserves. 12 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 13 

Staff recommends approval of all payment of claims. 14 

REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION 15 

Motion to approve the payment of claims as submitted 16 

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

kari.collins
WJM



User:

Printed: 7/17/2012 - 10:22 AM

Checks for Approval

Accounts Payable

mary.jenson

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

 MN Dept of Revenue-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 General Fund State Income Tax  13,155.90PR Batch 00001.07.2012 State Income Tax

 MN Dept of Revenue-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Contracted Engineering Svcs State Income Tax  159.02PR Batch 00001.07.2012 State Income Tax

 MN Dept of Revenue-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Information Technology State Income Tax  1,138.53PR Batch 00001.07.2012 State Income Tax

 MN Dept of Revenue-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Telecommunications State Income Tax  144.72PR Batch 00001.07.2012 State Income Tax

 MN Dept of Revenue-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Recreation Fund State Income Tax  2,113.86PR Batch 00001.07.2012 State Income Tax

 MN Dept of Revenue-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 P & R Contract Mantenance State Income Tax  846.43PR Batch 00001.07.2012 State Income Tax

 MN Dept of Revenue-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Community Development State Income Tax  1,308.98PR Batch 00001.07.2012 State Income Tax

 MN Dept of Revenue-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 License Center State Income Tax  1,025.17PR Batch 00001.07.2012 State Income Tax

 MN Dept of Revenue-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Charitable Gambling State Income Tax  4.05PR Batch 00001.07.2012 State Income Tax

 MN Dept of Revenue-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Sanitary Sewer State Income Tax  768.63PR Batch 00001.07.2012 State Income Tax

 MN Dept of Revenue-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Water Fund State Income Tax  489.67PR Batch 00001.07.2012 State Income Tax

 MN Dept of Revenue-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Golf Course State Income Tax  330.50PR Batch 00001.07.2012 State Income Tax

 MN Dept of Revenue-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Storm Drainage State Income Tax  399.86PR Batch 00001.07.2012 State Income Tax

 MN Dept of Revenue-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Solid Waste Recycle State Income Tax  34.51PR Batch 00001.07.2012 State Income Tax

 MSRS-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 General Fund MN State Retirement  2,585.79PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Post Employment Health Plan

 MSRS-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Contracted Engineering Svcs MN State Retirement  30.42PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Post Employment Health Plan

 MSRS-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Information Technology MN State Retirement  235.24PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Post Employment Health Plan

 MSRS-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Telecommunications MN State Retirement  45.93PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Post Employment Health Plan

 MSRS-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Recreation Fund MN State Retirement  358.14PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Post Employment Health Plan

 MSRS-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 P & R Contract Mantenance MN State Retirement  171.34PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Post Employment Health Plan

 MSRS-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Community Development MN State Retirement  257.62PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Post Employment Health Plan

 MSRS-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 License Center MN State Retirement  248.86PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Post Employment Health Plan

 MSRS-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Charitable Gambling MN State Retirement  0.92PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Post Employment Health Plan

 MSRS-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Sanitary Sewer MN State Retirement  144.05PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Post Employment Health Plan

 MSRS-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Water Fund MN State Retirement  109.73PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Post Employment Health Plan

 MSRS-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Golf Course MN State Retirement  54.08PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Post Employment Health Plan

 MSRS-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Storm Drainage MN State Retirement  82.28PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Post Employment Health Plan

 MSRS-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Solid Waste Recycle MN State Retirement  10.04PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Post Employment Health Plan

 PERA-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 General Fund PERA Employee Ded  20,133.51PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Pera Employee Contribution

 PERA-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Contracted Engineering Svcs PERA Employee Ded  190.15PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Pera Employee Contribution

 PERA-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Information Technology PERA Employee Ded  1,531.86PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Pera Employee Contribution

 PERA-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Telecommunications PERA Employee Ded  287.04PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Pera Employee Contribution

 PERA-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Recreation Fund PERA Employee Ded  2,638.22PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Pera Employee Contribution

 PERA-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 P & R Contract Mantenance PERA Employee Ded  1,197.66PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Pera Employee Contribution

AP-Checks for Approval (7/17/2012 - 10:22 AM) Page 1



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

 PERA-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Community Development PERA Employee Ded  1,720.03PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Pera Employee Contribution

 PERA-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 License Center PERA Employee Ded  1,555.40PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Pera Employee Contribution

 PERA-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Charitable Gambling PERA Employee Ded  5.76PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Pera Employee Contribution

 PERA-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Sanitary Sewer PERA Employee Ded  900.25PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Pera Employee Contribution

 PERA-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Water Fund PERA Employee Ded  685.82PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Pera Employee Contribution

 PERA-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Golf Course PERA Employee Ded  417.17PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Pera Employee Contribution

 PERA-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Storm Drainage PERA Employee Ded  514.14PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Pera Employee Contribution

 PERA-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Solid Waste Recycle PERA Employee Ded  62.79PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Pera Employee Contribution

 PERA-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 General Fund PERA Employer Share  27,690.37PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Pera Employer Contribution

 PERA-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Contracted Engineering Svcs PERA Employer Share  190.15PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Pera Employer Contribution

 PERA-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Information Technology PERA Employer Share  1,531.86PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Pera Employer Contribution

 PERA-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Telecommunications PERA Employer Share  287.04PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Pera Employer Contribution

 PERA-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Recreation Fund PERA Employer Share  2,638.22PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Pera Employer Contribution

 PERA-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 P & R Contract Mantenance PERA Employer Share  1,197.66PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Pera Employer Contribution

 PERA-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Community Development PERA Employer Share  1,720.03PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Pera Employer Contribution

 PERA-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 License Center PERA Employer Share  1,555.40PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Pera Employer Contribution

 PERA-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Charitable Gambling PERA Employer Share  5.76PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Pera Employer Contribution

 PERA-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Sanitary Sewer PERA Employer Share  900.25PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Pera Employer Contribution

 PERA-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Water Fund PERA Employer Share  685.82PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Pera Employer Contribution

 PERA-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Golf Course PERA Employer Share  417.17PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Pera Employer Contribution

 PERA-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Storm Drainage PERA Employer Share  514.14PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Pera Employer Contribution

 PERA-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Solid Waste Recycle PERA Employer Share  62.79PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Pera Employer Contribution

 PERA-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 General Fund PERA Employer Share  803.14PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Pera additional employer match

 PERA-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Contracted Engineering Svcs PERA Employer Share  30.42PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Pera additional employer match

 PERA-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Information Technology PERA Employer Share  245.11PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Pera additional employer match

 PERA-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Telecommunications PERA Employer Share  45.93PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Pera additional employer match

 PERA-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Recreation Fund PERA Employer Share  422.15PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Pera additional employer match

 PERA-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 P & R Contract Mantenance PERA Employer Share  191.63PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Pera additional employer match

 PERA-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Community Development PERA Employer Share  275.22PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Pera additional employer match

 PERA-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 License Center PERA Employer Share  248.86PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Pera additional employer match

 PERA-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Charitable Gambling PERA Employer Share  0.92PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Pera additional employer match

 PERA-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Sanitary Sewer PERA Employer Share  144.05PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Pera additional employer match

 PERA-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Golf Course PERA Employer Share  66.75PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Pera additional employer match

 PERA-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Water Fund PERA Employer Share  109.73PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Pera additional employer match

 PERA-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Storm Drainage PERA Employer Share  82.28PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Pera additional employer match

 PERA-Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Solid Waste Recycle PERA Employer Share  10.04PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Pera additional employer match

 Great West- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 General Fund MNDCP Def Comp  6,628.84PR Batch 00001.07.2012 MNDCP Deferred Compensation

 Great West- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Telecommunications MNDCP Def Comp  317.50PR Batch 00001.07.2012 MNDCP Deferred Compensation

 Great West- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Recreation Fund MNDCP Def Comp  1,270.00PR Batch 00001.07.2012 MNDCP Deferred Compensation

 Great West- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 P & R Contract Mantenance MNDCP Def Comp  280.00PR Batch 00001.07.2012 MNDCP Deferred Compensation

 Great West- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Community Development MNDCP Def Comp  448.00PR Batch 00001.07.2012 MNDCP Deferred Compensation

 Great West- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 License Center MNDCP Def Comp  50.00PR Batch 00001.07.2012 MNDCP Deferred Compensation

 Great West- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Sanitary Sewer MNDCP Def Comp  212.16PR Batch 00001.07.2012 MNDCP Deferred Compensation

 Great West- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Water Fund MNDCP Def Comp  225.00PR Batch 00001.07.2012 MNDCP Deferred Compensation
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Check Number Check Date Account  Name Vendor NameFund Name AmountInvoice Desc.

 Great West- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Storm Drainage MNDCP Def Comp  10.00PR Batch 00001.07.2012 MNDCP Deferred Compensation

 Great West- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Solid Waste Recycle MNDCP Def Comp  17.50PR Batch 00001.07.2012 MNDCP Deferred Compensation

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 General Fund Federal Income Tax  32,360.04PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Federal Income Tax

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Contracted Engineering Svcs Federal Income Tax  466.08PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Federal Income Tax

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Information Technology Federal Income Tax  2,993.20PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Federal Income Tax

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Telecommunications Federal Income Tax  305.06PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Federal Income Tax

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Recreation Fund Federal Income Tax  4,816.23PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Federal Income Tax

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 P & R Contract Mantenance Federal Income Tax  1,879.02PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Federal Income Tax

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Community Development Federal Income Tax  3,359.46PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Federal Income Tax

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 License Center Federal Income Tax  2,422.55PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Federal Income Tax

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Charitable Gambling Federal Income Tax  7.52PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Federal Income Tax

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Sanitary Sewer Federal Income Tax  2,016.39PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Federal Income Tax

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Water Fund Federal Income Tax  1,163.21PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Federal Income Tax

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Golf Course Federal Income Tax  658.61PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Federal Income Tax

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Storm Drainage Federal Income Tax  888.53PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Federal Income Tax

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Solid Waste Recycle Federal Income Tax  74.53PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Federal Income Tax

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 General Fund FICA Employee Ded.  4,811.04PR Batch 00001.07.2012 FICA Employee Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Contracted Engineering Svcs FICA Employee Ded.  127.69PR Batch 00001.07.2012 FICA Employee Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Information Technology FICA Employee Ded.  1,005.44PR Batch 00001.07.2012 FICA Employee Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Telecommunications FICA Employee Ded.  190.20PR Batch 00001.07.2012 FICA Employee Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Recreation Fund FICA Employee Ded.  2,719.53PR Batch 00001.07.2012 FICA Employee Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 P & R Contract Mantenance FICA Employee Ded.  998.56PR Batch 00001.07.2012 FICA Employee Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Community Development FICA Employee Ded.  1,137.57PR Batch 00001.07.2012 FICA Employee Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 License Center FICA Employee Ded.  1,010.00PR Batch 00001.07.2012 FICA Employee Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Charitable Gambling FICA Employee Ded.  4.27PR Batch 00001.07.2012 FICA Employee Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Sanitary Sewer FICA Employee Ded.  651.22PR Batch 00001.07.2012 FICA Employee Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Water Fund FICA Employee Ded.  488.03PR Batch 00001.07.2012 FICA Employee Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Golf Course FICA Employee Ded.  336.56PR Batch 00001.07.2012 FICA Employee Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Storm Drainage FICA Employee Ded.  410.18PR Batch 00001.07.2012 FICA Employee Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Solid Waste Recycle FICA Employee Ded.  40.68PR Batch 00001.07.2012 FICA Employee Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 General Fund FICA Employers Share  7,102.07PR Batch 00001.07.2012 FICA Employer Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Contracted Engineering Svcs FICA Employers Share  188.50PR Batch 00001.07.2012 FICA Employer Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Information Technology FICA Employers Share  1,484.24PR Batch 00001.07.2012 FICA Employer Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Telecommunications FICA Employers Share  280.76PR Batch 00001.07.2012 FICA Employer Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Recreation Fund FICA Employers Share  4,014.47PR Batch 00001.07.2012 FICA Employer Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 P & R Contract Mantenance FICA Employers Share  1,474.05PR Batch 00001.07.2012 FICA Employer Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Community Development FICA Employers Share  1,679.27PR Batch 00001.07.2012 FICA Employer Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 License Center FICA Employers Share  1,490.98PR Batch 00001.07.2012 FICA Employer Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Charitable Gambling FICA Employers Share  6.30PR Batch 00001.07.2012 FICA Employer Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Sanitary Sewer FICA Employers Share  961.31PR Batch 00001.07.2012 FICA Employer Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Water Fund FICA Employers Share  720.44PR Batch 00001.07.2012 FICA Employer Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Golf Course FICA Employers Share  496.84PR Batch 00001.07.2012 FICA Employer Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Storm Drainage FICA Employers Share  605.52PR Batch 00001.07.2012 FICA Employer Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Solid Waste Recycle FICA Employers Share  60.08PR Batch 00001.07.2012 FICA Employer Portion
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 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 General Fund FICA Employee Ded.  4,069.68PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Medicare Employee Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Contracted Engineering Svcs FICA Employee Ded.  44.08PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Medicare Employee Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Information Technology FICA Employee Ded.  347.11PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Medicare Employee Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Telecommunications FICA Employee Ded.  65.66PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Medicare Employee Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Recreation Fund FICA Employee Ded.  938.89PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Medicare Employee Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 P & R Contract Mantenance FICA Employee Ded.  344.73PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Medicare Employee Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Community Development FICA Employee Ded.  392.73PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Medicare Employee Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 License Center FICA Employee Ded.  348.70PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Medicare Employee Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Charitable Gambling FICA Employee Ded.  1.47PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Medicare Employee Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Sanitary Sewer FICA Employee Ded.  224.83PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Medicare Employee Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Water Fund FICA Employee Ded.  168.49PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Medicare Employee Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Golf Course FICA Employee Ded.  116.21PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Medicare Employee Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Storm Drainage FICA Employee Ded.  141.61PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Medicare Employee Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Solid Waste Recycle FICA Employee Ded.  14.05PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Medicare Employee Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 General Fund FICA Employers Share  4,069.68PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Medicare Employer Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Contracted Engineering Svcs FICA Employers Share  44.08PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Medicare Employer Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Information Technology FICA Employers Share  347.11PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Medicare Employer Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Telecommunications FICA Employers Share  65.66PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Medicare Employer Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Recreation Fund FICA Employers Share  938.89PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Medicare Employer Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 P & R Contract Mantenance FICA Employers Share  344.73PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Medicare Employer Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Community Development FICA Employers Share  392.73PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Medicare Employer Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 License Center FICA Employers Share  348.70PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Medicare Employer Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Charitable Gambling FICA Employers Share  1.47PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Medicare Employer Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Sanitary Sewer FICA Employers Share  224.83PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Medicare Employer Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Water Fund FICA Employers Share  168.49PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Medicare Employer Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Golf Course FICA Employers Share  116.21PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Medicare Employer Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Storm Drainage FICA Employers Share  141.61PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Medicare Employer Portion

 IRS EFTPS- Non Bank 0 07/10/2012 Solid Waste Recycle FICA Employers Share  14.05PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Medicare Employer Portion

Check Total:   211,968.67

 ICMA Retirement Trust 457-300227 0 07/12/2012 General Fund ICMA Def Comp  3,511.04PR Batch 00001.07.2012 ICMA Deferred Compensation

 ICMA Retirement Trust 457-300227 0 07/12/2012 Information Technology ICMA Def Comp  325.00PR Batch 00001.07.2012 ICMA Deferred Compensation

 ICMA Retirement Trust 457-300227 0 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund ICMA Def Comp  500.00PR Batch 00001.07.2012 ICMA Deferred Compensation

 ICMA Retirement Trust 457-300227 0 07/12/2012 Community Development ICMA Def Comp  317.99PR Batch 00001.07.2012 ICMA Deferred Compensation

 ICMA Retirement Trust 457-300227 0 07/12/2012 Sanitary Sewer ICMA Def Comp  50.00PR Batch 00001.07.2012 ICMA Deferred Compensation

 ICMA Retirement Trust 457-300227 0 07/12/2012 Water Fund ICMA Def Comp  50.00PR Batch 00001.07.2012 ICMA Deferred Compensation

 ICMA Retirement Trust 457-300227 0 07/12/2012 Golf Course ICMA Def Comp  50.00PR Batch 00001.07.2012 ICMA Deferred Compensation

 MN Teamsters #320 0 07/12/2012 General Fund Union Dues Deduction  445.00PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Local 320 Union Dues

 MN Benefit Association 0 07/12/2012 General Fund Minnesota Benefit Ded  235.87PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Minnesota Benefit

 LELS 0 07/12/2012 General Fund Union Dues Deduction  1,710.00PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Lels Union Dues

Thomas Gray 0 07/12/2012 General Fund Training  33.61K9 Trials Expense Reimbursement

Mark Emme 0 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Professional Services  528.00Volleyball Officiating

 WCRA 0 07/12/2012 Workers Compensation Insurance  3,318.71Estimated 2012 DA

AP-Checks for Approval (7/17/2012 - 10:22 AM) Page 4



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

 0 07/12/2012 General Fund 211403 - Flex Spend Day Care  1,086.95Dependent Care Reimbursement

 0 07/12/2012 General Fund 211402 - Flex Spending Health  600.00Flexible Benefit Reimbursement

 0 07/12/2012 General Fund 211403 - Flex Spend Day Care  335.00Dependent Care Reimbursement

 0 07/12/2012 General Fund 211403 - Flex Spend Day Care  1,000.00Dependent Care Reimbursement

 Gaughan Properties 0 07/12/2012 License Center Rental  4,723.13Motor Vehicle Rent-Aug 2012

 0 07/12/2012 General Fund 211403 - Flex Spend Day Care  192.31Dependent Care Reimbursement

 0 07/12/2012 General Fund 211403 - Flex Spend Day Care  532.00Dependent Care Reimbursement

John Jorgensen 0 07/12/2012 General Fund Training  319.59Training Expenses Reimbursement

 0 07/12/2012 General Fund 211402 - Flex Spending Health  126.00Flexible Benefit Reimbursement

 0 07/12/2012 General Fund 211402 - Flex Spending Health  1,025.65Flexible Benefit Reimbursement

 SRF Consulting Group, Inc. 0 07/12/2012 TIF District #17-Twin Lakes Professional Services  818.70Twin Lakes Infrastructure Services

 Eureka Recycling 0 07/12/2012 Solid Waste Recycle Professional Services  39,515.28Curbside Recycling

 Eureka Recycling 0 07/12/2012 Solid Waste Recycle Merchandise for Sale  8,280.00Recycling Bins

 Greenhaven Printing 0 07/12/2012 Telecommunications Printing  5,935.00Newsletter Printing

 Stitchin Post 0 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies  296.00T-Shirts

 Stitchin Post 0 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies  94.29T-Shirts

 Stitchin Post 0 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies  217.80T-Shirts

 Stitchin Post 0 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies  338.30T-Shirts

 Stitchin Post 0 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies  196.10T-Shirts

 Stitchin Post 0 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies  196.10T-Shirts

 Stitchin Post 0 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies  247.05T-Shirts

 Stitchin Post 0 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies  104.00T-Shirts

 Stitchin Post 0 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies  104.35T-Shirts

 Stitchin Post 0 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies  104.00T-Shirts

 Stitchin Post 0 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies  104.00T-Shirts

 Stitchin Post 0 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies  75.00T-Shirts

 Stitchin Post 0 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies  75.00T-Shirts

 Stitchin Post 0 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies  75.00T-Shirts

 Stitchin Post 0 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies  75.00T-Shirts

 Stitchin Post 0 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies  381.30T-Shirts

 Stitchin Post 0 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies  38.43T-Shirts

 SEH, Inc 0 07/12/2012 Storm Drainage Professional Services  12,181.07Surface Water Management Plan

 Foth Infrastructure & Environmental, LLC 0 07/12/2012 Sanitary Sewer Josephine Lift Station  1,313.70Josephine Lift Station Contruction Admin.

 Mister Car Wash 0 07/12/2012 General Fund Contract Maintenance Vehicles  145.60Vehicle Washes

 Mister Car Wash 0 07/12/2012 General Fund Contract Maintenance  5.60Vehicle Washes

 Park Supply of America, Inc. 0 07/12/2012 P & R Contract Mantenance Operating Supplies  220.37Valve Assembley, Plunger

 Murphys Service Center Inc 0 07/12/2012 General Fund Operating Supplies  15.00Gas

 Xcel Energy 0 07/12/2012 General Fund Utilities - Old City Hall  34.62Historical Society

 Xcel Energy 0 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Utilities  325.57Nature Center

 Xcel Energy 0 07/12/2012 License Center Utilities  639.06Motor Vehicle

 Xcel Energy 0 07/12/2012 General Fund Utilities  46.24Street Lights

 Xcel Energy 0 07/12/2012 General Fund Utilities  45.71Street Lights

 Emergency Apparatus Maint. Inc 0 07/12/2012 General Fund Contract Maintenance Vehicles  2,902.87Fire Vehicle Repair

 Aggregate Industries, Inc. 0 07/12/2012 Pathway Maintenance Fund Operating Supplies  304.80Pathway maintenance limestone Class #5
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 Aggregate Industries, Inc. 0 07/12/2012 Storm Drainage Operating Supplies  613.80Road Base

 MTI Distributing, Inc. 0 07/12/2012 Golf Course Vehicle Supplies  414.77Golf Course Vehicle Supplies

 FleetPride Truck & Trailer Parts 0 07/12/2012 General Fund Vehicle Supplies  393.172012 Blanket PO For Vehicle Repairs

 Grainger Inc 0 07/12/2012 P & R Contract Mantenance Operating Supplies  27.08Start Capacitor

 Grainger Inc 0 07/12/2012 Golf Course Operating Supplies  43.80Cable Ties

 Grainger Inc 0 07/12/2012 Golf Course Operating Supplies  9.79Cable Ties

 Element Materials Tech-St. Paul, Inc. 0 07/12/2012 Street Construction Cty Rd C-2 (Hamline to Lex)  1,846.42Engineering Services

 Innovative Office Solutions 0 07/12/2012 General Fund Office Supplies  13.94Office Supplies

 Innovative Office Solutions 0 07/12/2012 Community Development Office Supplies  45.11Office Supplies

Check Total:   99,874.64

 AAA Striping Service Co 66883 07/12/2012 General Fund Contract Maintenance  7,894.182012 Centerline Painting

Check Total:   7,894.18

 Adam Shaw 66884 07/12/2012 Contracted Engineering Svcs Deposits  3,000.00Escrow Return

Check Total:   3,000.00

 Advanced Coating Systems 66885 07/12/2012 Boulevard Landscaping Operating Supplies  5,545.00Sandblast, paint, Clearcoat

Check Total:   5,545.00

KRISTI ANDERSON 66886 07/12/2012 Water Fund Accounts Payable  39.05Refund Check

Check Total:   39.05

 Aspen Mills Inc. 66887 07/12/2012 General Fund Clothing  39.12Firefighter Supplies

 Aspen Mills Inc. 66887 07/12/2012 General Fund Clothing  99.95Boots

Check Total:   139.07

 Back 2 Basics Learning LLC 66888 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Professional Services  924.00Lego Art Camp

Check Total:   924.00

Fred Bailey 66889 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Professional Services  100.00Summer Entertainment

Check Total:   100.00

 Batteries Plus 66890 07/12/2012 General Fund Operating Supplies  61.12Batteries

Check Total:   61.12

 BCA 66891 07/12/2012 General Fund Professional Services  840.007 Unites @ 40 Per Month X 3 Months

Check Total:   840.00

 Bossardt Corporation 66892 07/12/2012 Fire Station  2011 Professional Services  12,300.00Construction Management Services
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Check Total:   12,300.00

Paul Braun 66893 07/12/2012 Golf Course Day League Registration  42.75Senior League Refund

Check Total:   42.75

 Brite-Way Window Cleaning Sv 66894 07/12/2012 License Center Contract Maintenance  29.00License Center Window Cleaning

Check Total:   29.00

John Burmeister 66895 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Transportation  36.08Mileage Reimbursement

Check Total:   36.08

 Busch Systems International, Inc 66896 07/12/2012 Solid Waste Recycle Furniture & Fixtures  3,297.09Recycling Supplies

 Busch Systems International, Inc 66896 07/12/2012 Solid Waste Recycle Use Tax Payable -212.09Sales/Use Tax

Check Total:   3,085.00

PAULINE ANDERSON C/O LINDA MURPHY 66897 07/12/2012 Water Fund Accounts Payable  33.42Refund Check

Check Total:   33.42

 Capitol Beverage Sales, LP 66898 07/12/2012 Golf Course Merchandise For Sale  106.10Beverages for Resale

 Capitol Beverage Sales, LP 66898 07/12/2012 Golf Course Merchandise For Sale  142.65Beverages for Resale

Check Total:   248.75

Julie Carlson 66899 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Professional Services  700.00Lacrosse Referee

Check Total:   700.00

 Central Power Distributors Inc 66900 07/12/2012 P & R Contract Mantenance Minor Equipment  154.14Trimmer Supplies

 Central Power Distributors Inc 66900 07/12/2012 Golf Course Vehicle Supplies  74.02Tubing

Check Total:   228.16

 CenturyLink 66901 07/12/2012 Telephone PSTN-PRI Access/DID Allocation  310.52Telephone

 CenturyLink 66901 07/12/2012 Telephone PSTN-PRI Access/DID Allocation  172.11Telephone

 CenturyLink 66901 07/12/2012 Telephone PSTN-PRI Access/DID Allocation  86.06Telephone

Check Total:   568.69

 Cintas Corporation #470 66902 07/12/2012 General Fund Clothing  31.93Uniform Cleaning

 Cintas Corporation #470 66902 07/12/2012 P & R Contract Mantenance Clothing  7.43Uniform Cleaning

Check Total:   39.36

 Clarey's Safety Equipment Inc 66903 07/12/2012 General Fund Contract Maintenance Vehicles  187.60Door Liner

Check Total:   187.60
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 Coca Cola Refreshments 66904 07/12/2012 Golf Course Merchandise For Sale  114.32Beverages for Resale

Check Total:   114.32

 Comcast Cable 66905 07/12/2012 General Fund Contract Maintenance  9.02Cable TV

Check Total:   9.02

 Commercial Pool 66906 07/12/2012 P & R Contract Mantenance Operating Supplies  59.01Pool Supplies

 Commercial Pool 66906 07/12/2012 P & R Contract Mantenance Operating Supplies  214.90Pool Supplies

Check Total:   273.91

DAN CRAWFORD 66907 07/12/2012 Water Fund Accounts Payable  7.25Refund Check

DAN CRAWFORD 66907 07/12/2012 Sanitary Sewer Accounts Payable  9.89Refund Check

Check Total:   17.14

Erin Cronin 66908 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Fee Program Revenue  61.00Soccer Refund

Erin Cronin 66908 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Fee Program Revenue  8.00Soccer Refund

Erin Cronin 66908 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Fee Program Revenue  10.00Soccer Refund

Erin Cronin 66908 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Collected Insurance Fee  2.00Soccer Refund

Check Total:   81.00

 Dalco 66909 07/12/2012 General Fund Op Supplies - City Hall  201.51Toilet Tissue, Roll Towels, Can Liners

Check Total:   201.51

Lauren Deal 66910 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Transportation  72.76Mileage Reimbursement

Check Total:   72.76

Arabella Del Toro 66911 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Professional Services  200.00Summer Entertainment

Check Total:   200.00

 Dex Media East LLC 66912 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Advertising  41.45Yellow Pages Advertising

 Dex Media East LLC 66912 07/12/2012 Golf Course Advertising  41.45Yellow Pages Advertising

Check Total:   82.90

Christopher Dishop 66913 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Transportation  14.99Mileage Reimbursement

Check Total:   14.99

 Diversified Collection Services, Inc. 66914 07/12/2012 Information Technology Financial Support  210.24PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Financial Support

Check Total:   210.24

 Donald Salverda & Associates 66915 07/12/2012 General Fund Training  87.57Effective Management Training

 Donald Salverda & Associates 66915 07/12/2012 Community Development Training  75.81Effective Management Training
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 Donald Salverda & Associates 66915 07/12/2012 Community Development Training  76.93Effective Management Training

Check Total:   240.31

 Embedded Systems, Inc. 66916 07/12/2012 General Fund Operating Supplies  660.31Siren Radio Band Service

Check Total:   660.31

Lynn Erickson 66917 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies  300.00Tennis Balls

Check Total:   300.00

 Fairview H A Associates LLC 66918 07/12/2012 T.I.F. District # 15 (Allen) TIF Payment  14,264.451st Half TIF Payment

Check Total:   14,264.45

JOEL & HEATHER FOLKESTAD 66919 07/12/2012 Water Fund Accounts Payable  25.54Refund Check

Check Total:   25.54

Leah Francher 66920 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Transportation  54.95Mileage Reimbursement

Check Total:   54.95

 FREDDY MAC 66921 07/12/2012 Water Fund Accounts Payable  9.47Refund Check

Check Total:   9.47

Heron Gardner 66922 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Professional Services  400.00Summer Entertainment

Check Total:   400.00

Sara Graham 66923 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Fee Program Revenue  111.25Damage Deposit Refund

Check Total:   111.25

 Hamline Auto Body 66924 07/12/2012 General Fund Contract Maintenance Vehicles  623.00Bumper Repair

Check Total:   623.00

Mike Harvey 66925 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Professional Services  308.00Volleyball Officiating

Check Total:   308.00

YI HE 66926 07/12/2012 Water Fund Accounts Payable  11.31Refund Check

Check Total:   11.31

Glen Helgeson 66927 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Professional Services  500.00Summer Entertainment

Check Total:   500.00

ROBERT HOSMAN 66928 07/12/2012 Water Fund Accounts Payable  140.49Refund Check
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Check Total:   140.49

Pat Hubbard 66929 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Professional Services  132.00Volleyball Officiating

Check Total:   132.00

 ICMA Retirement Trust 401-109956 66930 07/12/2012 General Fund 211600 - PERA Employers Share  377.75PR Batch 00001.07.2012 City Manager Retirement

 ICMA Retirement Trust 401-109956 66930 07/12/2012 General Fund PERA Employer Share  164.79PR Batch 00001.07.2012 ICMA-401

Check Total:   542.54

Tom Imhoff 66931 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Professional Services  484.00Volleyball Officiating

Check Total:   484.00

 Impressive Print 66932 07/12/2012 Telecommunications Printing  285.59Envelopes, Business Cards

 Impressive Print 66932 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies  46.79Envelopes, Business Cards

Check Total:   332.38

 ING ReliaStar 66933 07/12/2012 General Fund HRA Employer  5,158.50PR Batch 00001.07.2012 HRA Employer Paid

 ING ReliaStar 66933 07/12/2012 Information Technology HRA Employer  783.75PR Batch 00001.07.2012 HRA Employer Paid

 ING ReliaStar 66933 07/12/2012 Telecommunications HRA Employer  215.45PR Batch 00001.07.2012 HRA Employer Paid

 ING ReliaStar 66933 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund HRA Employer  948.00PR Batch 00001.07.2012 HRA Employer Paid

 ING ReliaStar 66933 07/12/2012 P & R Contract Mantenance HRA Employer  540.00PR Batch 00001.07.2012 HRA Employer Paid

 ING ReliaStar 66933 07/12/2012 Community Development HRA Employer  170.00PR Batch 00001.07.2012 HRA Employer Paid

 ING ReliaStar 66933 07/12/2012 License Center HRA Employer  860.00PR Batch 00001.07.2012 HRA Employer Paid

 ING ReliaStar 66933 07/12/2012 Sanitary Sewer HRA Employer  295.00PR Batch 00001.07.2012 HRA Employer Paid

 ING ReliaStar 66933 07/12/2012 Water Fund HRA Employer  801.25PR Batch 00001.07.2012 HRA Employer Paid

 ING ReliaStar 66933 07/12/2012 Golf Course HRA Employer  70.00PR Batch 00001.07.2012 HRA Employer Paid

 ING ReliaStar 66933 07/12/2012 Solid Waste Recycle HRA Employer  29.05PR Batch 00001.07.2012 HRA Employer Paid

Check Total:   9,871.00

Bill Isles 66934 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Professional Services  200.00Summer Entertainment

Check Total:   200.00

 Jeane Thorne Inc 66935 07/12/2012 Community Development Professional Services  900.13Administrative Support

Check Total:   900.13

 Jimmys Johnnys, Inc 66936 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Rental  57.56Regular Service

 Jimmys Johnnys, Inc 66936 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Professional Services  332.92Regular Service

 Jimmys Johnnys, Inc 66936 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Professional Services  415.21Regular Service

Check Total:   805.69

Steve Johnson 66937 07/12/2012 Telecommunications Professional Services  50.00Orienteering Activity
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Check Total:   50.00

WILLIAM JOHNSON 66938 07/12/2012 Water Fund Accounts Payable  20.17Refund Check

WILLIAM JOHNSON 66938 07/12/2012 Sanitary Sewer Accounts Payable  8.19Refund Check

Check Total:   28.36

RAJU KARMACHARYA 66939 07/12/2012 Sanitary Sewer Accounts Payable  160.59Refund Check

Check Total:   160.59

Joyce Kramer 66940 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Professional Services  200.00Summer Entertainment

Check Total:   200.00

Alyssa Kruzel 66941 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Transportation  49.40Mileage Reimbursement

Check Total:   49.40

 Lano Equipment, Inc. 66942 07/12/2012 Parks & Recreation Vehicle Rev Parks & Recreation Vehicles  20,822.00Kubota RTV110CWXL-H: Base Price

 Lano Equipment, Inc. 66942 07/12/2012 Parks & Recreation Vehicle Rev Parks & Recreation Vehicles  2,478.00Kubota RTV110CWXL-H: Options

 Lano Equipment, Inc. 66942 07/12/2012 Parks & Recreation Vehicle Rev Parks & Recreation Vehicles  2,275.00Kubota RTV110CWXL-H: Rahn Field Groomer

 Lano Equipment, Inc. 66942 07/12/2012 Parks & Recreation Vehicle Rev Parks & Recreation Vehicles  700.00Kubota RTV110CWXL-H: Set Up

 Lano Equipment, Inc. 66942 07/12/2012 Parks & Recreation Vehicle Rev Parks & Recreation Vehicles  1,806.40Kubota RTV110CWXL-H: Sales Tax

Check Total:   28,081.40

 League of MN Cities Ins Trust 66943 07/12/2012 Risk Management Parks & Recreation Claims  533.89LMCIT Claim #:  C0014979

 League of MN Cities Ins Trust 66943 07/12/2012 Risk Management Sewer Department Claims  334.00LMCIT Claim #:  C0013046

Check Total:   867.89

 LexisNexis Occ. Health Solutions 66944 07/12/2012 General Fund Medical Services  224.00Drug Testing

Check Total:   224.00

 LexisNexis Risk Data Mgmt, Inc. 66945 07/12/2012 General Fund Operating Supplies  50.00Minimum Committment

Check Total:   50.00

 Local Union 49 66946 07/12/2012 General Fund Union Dues Deduction  162.50PR Batch 00001.07.2012 IOUE Union Dues

 Local Union 49 66946 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Union Dues Deduction  97.50PR Batch 00001.07.2012 IOUE Union Dues

 Local Union 49 66946 07/12/2012 P & R Contract Mantenance Union Dues Deduction  227.50PR Batch 00001.07.2012 IOUE Union Dues

 Local Union 49 66946 07/12/2012 Sanitary Sewer Union Dues Deduction  162.50PR Batch 00001.07.2012 IOUE Union Dues

 Local Union 49 66946 07/12/2012 Water Fund Union Dues Deduction  130.00PR Batch 00001.07.2012 IOUE Union Dues

 Local Union 49 66946 07/12/2012 Storm Drainage Union Dues Deduction  130.00PR Batch 00001.07.2012 IOUE Union Dues

Check Total:   910.00

 Merry Bobb Music 66947 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Professional Services  625.00Summer Entertainment
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Check Total:   625.00

 MIDC Enterprises 66948 07/12/2012 P & R Contract Mantenance Operating Supplies  209.43Couplings, Rider, Actuator

Check Total:   209.43

 Mikes Pro Shop 66949 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies  270.39Trophies

Check Total:   270.39

 Minneapolis Police Band 66950 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Professional Services  125.00Summer Entertainment

Check Total:   125.00

 MN Dept of Transportation 66951 07/12/2012 Non Motorized Pathways Professional Services  911.97Material Testing & Inspection

 MN Dept of Transportation 66951 07/12/2012 Street Construction Cty Rd C-2 (Hamline to Lex)  909.91Material Testing & Inspection

Check Total:   1,821.88

SEAN & ANGIE MORRISSEY 66952 07/12/2012 Water Fund Accounts Payable  1.63Refund Check

Check Total:   1.63

 Mu Performing Arts 66953 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Professional Services  500.00Summer Entertainment

Check Total:   500.00

Nicole Niesen 66954 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Fee Program Revenue  81.25Damage Deposit Refund

Check Total:   81.25

 NJPA 66955 07/12/2012 General Fund Employer Insurance  829.04Health Insurance Premium for July 2012

 NJPA 66955 07/12/2012 General Fund 211501 -Dental Ins Employer  67,348.95Health Insurance Premium for July 2012

 NJPA 66955 07/12/2012 General Fund 211400 - Medical Ins Employee  7,029.96Health Insurance Premium for July 2012

 NJPA 66955 07/12/2012 General Fund 211400 - Medical Ins Employee  18,288.05Health Insurance Premium for July 2012

Check Total:   93,496.00

 North Suburban Concert Band 66956 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Professional Services  300.00Summer Entertainment

Check Total:   300.00

 North Suburban Golden "K" Kiwanis 66957 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Parade Buttons  446.50Rosefest Button Sales Commission

Check Total:   446.50

Curtis Obeda 66958 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Professional Services  500.00Summer Entertainment

Check Total:   500.00

 Premier Bank 66959 07/12/2012 General Fund HSA Employer  5,040.00PR Batch 00001.07.2012 HSA Employer Paid

 Premier Bank 66959 07/12/2012 Contracted Engineering Svcs HSA Employer  200.00PR Batch 00001.07.2012 HSA Employer Paid
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 Premier Bank 66959 07/12/2012 Information Technology HSA Employer  325.00PR Batch 00001.07.2012 HSA Employer Paid

 Premier Bank 66959 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund HSA Employer  620.00PR Batch 00001.07.2012 HSA Employer Paid

 Premier Bank 66959 07/12/2012 P & R Contract Mantenance HSA Employer  620.00PR Batch 00001.07.2012 HSA Employer Paid

 Premier Bank 66959 07/12/2012 Community Development HSA Employer  680.00PR Batch 00001.07.2012 HSA Employer Paid

 Premier Bank 66959 07/12/2012 License Center HSA Employer  420.00PR Batch 00001.07.2012 HSA Employer Paid

 Premier Bank 66959 07/12/2012 Golf Course HSA Employer  125.00PR Batch 00001.07.2012 HSA Employer Paid

 Premier Bank 66959 07/12/2012 Storm Drainage HSA Employer  200.00PR Batch 00001.07.2012 HSA Employer Paid

 Premier Bank 66959 07/12/2012 P & R Contract Mantenance HSA Employee  115.38PR Batch 00001.07.2012 HSA WI Employee

 Premier Bank 66959 07/12/2012 General Fund HSA Employee  1,382.65PR Batch 00001.07.2012 HSA  Employee

 Premier Bank 66959 07/12/2012 Contracted Engineering Svcs HSA Employee  20.00PR Batch 00001.07.2012 HSA  Employee

 Premier Bank 66959 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund HSA Employee  288.84PR Batch 00001.07.2012 HSA  Employee

 Premier Bank 66959 07/12/2012 P & R Contract Mantenance HSA Employee  115.38PR Batch 00001.07.2012 HSA  Employee

 Premier Bank 66959 07/12/2012 Community Development HSA Employee  79.61PR Batch 00001.07.2012 HSA  Employee

 Premier Bank 66959 07/12/2012 License Center HSA Employee  38.46PR Batch 00001.07.2012 HSA  Employee

 Premier Bank 66959 07/12/2012 Golf Course HSA Employee  115.38PR Batch 00001.07.2012 HSA  Employee

Check Total:   10,385.70

 Pulte Homes 66960 07/12/2012 Contracted Engineering Svcs Deposits  3,000.00Escrow Return-2938 Dunlap Circle

 Pulte Homes 66960 07/12/2012 Contracted Engineering Svcs Deposits  3,000.00Escrow Return-2890 Dunlap Street

Check Total:   6,000.00

 PULTE HOMES LLC 66961 07/12/2012 Water Fund Accounts Payable  176.37Refund Check

Check Total:   176.37

 PULTE HOMES LLC 66962 07/12/2012 Water Fund Accounts Payable  161.70Refund Check

Check Total:   161.70

 Q3 Contracting, Inc. 66963 07/12/2012 Storm Drainage Contract Maintenance  106.13Barriers, Signs

Check Total:   106.13

 RAHS/Raider Grafix 66964 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies  351.00T-Shirts

 RAHS/Raider Grafix 66964 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies  157.50T-Shirts

 RAHS/Raider Grafix 66964 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Operating Supplies  104.00T-Shirts

Check Total:   612.50

 Ramsey Cty Fire Chiefs Assoc. 66965 07/12/2012 General Fund Training  3,020.64Firefighter Training

Check Total:   3,020.64

 Regents of the University of MN 66966 07/12/2012 General Fund Professional Services  3,105.00K9 Healthcare

Check Total:   3,105.00

AMY RHODA 66967 07/12/2012 Water Fund Accounts Payable  37.81Refund Check
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Check Total:   37.81

 Richard Alan Productions, Inc. 66968 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Professional Services  200.00Summer Entertainment

Check Total:   200.00

Ron Rieschl 66969 07/12/2012 Singles Program Operating Supplies  20.00Singles Supplies Reimbursement

Check Total:   20.00

 Rosedale Chevrolet 66970 07/12/2012 General Fund Contract Maintenance Vehicles  502.48Vehicle Repair

Check Total:   502.48

MICHAEL RUKSTAD 66971 07/12/2012 Water Fund Accounts Payable  14.86Refund Check

Check Total:   14.86

Mahar Safi 66972 07/12/2012 Contracted Engineering Svcs Deposits  3,000.00Escrow Return-1789 Lexington Ave

Check Total:   3,000.00

Sophia Salmanpour 66973 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Transportation  17.21Mileage Reimbursement

Check Total:   17.21

 Sam's Club 66974 07/12/2012 General Fund Operating Supplies  611.47Station Supplies

Check Total:   611.47

 Sansei Yonsei Kai 66975 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Professional Services  100.00Summer Entertainment

Check Total:   100.00

Sarah Schaffer 66976 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Fee Program Revenue  25.00Key Deposit Refund

Check Total:   25.00

LAURA & ERIK SEIBERLICH 66977 07/12/2012 Water Fund Accounts Payable  30.00Refund Check

Check Total:   30.00

Sandra Shearer 66978 07/12/2012 Golf Course Day League Registration  75.52Senior Golf League Refund

Check Total:   75.52

Walter Smith, Jr 66979 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Professional Services  800.00Summer Entertainment

Check Total:   800.00

 Sounds of Hope LTD 66980 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Professional Services  550.00Summer Entertainment
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Check Total:   550.00

 Sports Unlimited, Corp. 66981 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Professional Services  1,518.00Lacrosse Camps

Check Total:   1,518.00

 Standard Insurance Company 66982 07/12/2012 General Fund Life Ins. Employee  1,487.42July Payment

 Standard Insurance Company 66982 07/12/2012 Information Technology Life Ins. Employee  73.61July Payment

 Standard Insurance Company 66982 07/12/2012 Telecommunications Life Ins. Employee  29.25July Payment

 Standard Insurance Company 66982 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Life Ins. Employee  108.85July Payment

 Standard Insurance Company 66982 07/12/2012 P & R Contract Mantenance Life Ins. Employee  151.37July Payment

 Standard Insurance Company 66982 07/12/2012 Community Development Life Ins. Employee  213.44July Payment

 Standard Insurance Company 66982 07/12/2012 License Center Life Ins. Employee  37.50July Payment

 Standard Insurance Company 66982 07/12/2012 Police  Grants Life Ins. Employee  3.72July Payment

 Standard Insurance Company 66982 07/12/2012 Sanitary Sewer Life Ins. Employee  39.64July Payment

 Standard Insurance Company 66982 07/12/2012 Water Fund Life Ins. Employee  40.54July Payment

 Standard Insurance Company 66982 07/12/2012 Golf Course Life Ins. Employee  48.36July Payment

 Standard Insurance Company 66982 07/12/2012 Storm Drainage Life Ins. Employee  14.50July Payment

 Standard Insurance Company 66982 07/12/2012 Solid Waste Recycle Life Ins. Employee  15.75July Payment

 Standard Insurance Company 66982 07/12/2012 General Fund Life Ins. Employer  771.19July Payment

 Standard Insurance Company 66982 07/12/2012 Contracted Engineering Svcs Life Ins. Employer  8.08July Payment

 Standard Insurance Company 66982 07/12/2012 Information Technology Life Ins. Employer  70.70July Payment

 Standard Insurance Company 66982 07/12/2012 Telecommunications Life Ins. Employer  12.93July Payment

 Standard Insurance Company 66982 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Life Ins. Employer  96.96July Payment

 Standard Insurance Company 66982 07/12/2012 P & R Contract Mantenance Life Ins. Employer  58.58July Payment

 Standard Insurance Company 66982 07/12/2012 Community Development Life Ins. Employer  64.64July Payment

 Standard Insurance Company 66982 07/12/2012 License Center Life Ins. Employer  80.80July Payment

 Standard Insurance Company 66982 07/12/2012 Sanitary Sewer Life Ins. Employer  50.82July Payment

 Standard Insurance Company 66982 07/12/2012 Water Fund Life Ins. Employer  43.77July Payment

 Standard Insurance Company 66982 07/12/2012 Golf Course Life Ins. Employer  24.24July Payment

 Standard Insurance Company 66982 07/12/2012 Storm Drainage Life Ins. Employer  33.66July Payment

 Standard Insurance Company 66982 07/12/2012 Solid Waste Recycle Life Ins. Employer  2.83July Payment

 Standard Insurance Company 66982 07/12/2012 General Fund Long Term Disability  1,457.69July Payment

 Standard Insurance Company 66982 07/12/2012 Contracted Engineering Svcs Long Term Disability  19.68July Payment

 Standard Insurance Company 66982 07/12/2012 Information Technology Long Term Disability  152.23July Payment

 Standard Insurance Company 66982 07/12/2012 Telecommunications Long Term Disability  30.35July Payment

 Standard Insurance Company 66982 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Long Term Disability  209.40July Payment

 Standard Insurance Company 66982 07/12/2012 P & R Contract Mantenance Long Term Disability  102.61July Payment

 Standard Insurance Company 66982 07/12/2012 Community Development Long Term Disability  151.08July Payment

 Standard Insurance Company 66982 07/12/2012 License Center Long Term Disability  133.80July Payment

 Standard Insurance Company 66982 07/12/2012 Sanitary Sewer Long Term Disability  84.53July Payment

 Standard Insurance Company 66982 07/12/2012 Water Fund Long Term Disability  69.19July Payment

 Standard Insurance Company 66982 07/12/2012 Golf Course Long Term Disability  51.46July Payment

 Standard Insurance Company 66982 07/12/2012 Storm Drainage Long Term Disability  48.10July Payment
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Check Number Check Date Account  Name Vendor NameFund Name AmountInvoice Desc.

 Standard Insurance Company 66982 07/12/2012 Solid Waste Recycle Long Term Disability  6.63July Payment

Check Total:   6,099.90

 Staples Business Advantage, Inc. 66983 07/12/2012 General Fund Operating Supplies  348.10Toner

Check Total:   348.10

 Stevie Ray Imrov Troupe 66984 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Professional Services  200.00Summer Entertainment

Check Total:   200.00

 Steward, Zlimen & Jungers, LTD 66985 07/12/2012 P & R Contract Mantenance Financial Support  68.90PR Batch 00001.07.2012 Financial Support

Check Total:   68.90

Sheila Stowell 66986 07/12/2012 Community Development Professional Services  178.25Planning Commission Meeting Minutes

Sheila Stowell 66986 07/12/2012 Community Development Professional Services  4.83Mileage Reimbursement

Sheila Stowell 66986 07/12/2012 General Fund Professional Services  310.50City Countil Meeting Minutes

Sheila Stowell 66986 07/12/2012 General Fund Professional Services  4.83Mileage Reimbursement

Check Total:   498.41

Shane Sturges 66987 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Professional Services  528.00Volleyball Officiating

Check Total:   528.00

 Twin Cities Transport & Recove 66988 07/12/2012 Police - DWI Enforcement Professional Services  179.28Towing Service

 Twin Cities Transport & Recove 66988 07/12/2012 Police - DWI Enforcement Professional Services  90.84Towing Service

Check Total:   270.12

 University of Minnesota-VMC 66989 07/12/2012 General Fund Donations K-9 Supplies  66.95K9 Services

Check Total:   66.95

Kathie Urbaniak 66990 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Professional Services  572.00Volleyball Officiating

Check Total:   572.00

 US Internet 66991 07/12/2012 Information Technology Contract Maintenance  14.94DNS Host Service

Check Total:   14.94

 Verizon Wireless 66992 07/12/2012 General Fund Contract Maintenance  130.10Cell Phones

Check Total:   130.10

RONALD VOGEL 66993 07/12/2012 Water Fund Accounts Payable  15.83Refund Check

Check Total:   15.83

Richard Wahtera 66994 07/12/2012 General Fund 211400 - Medical Ins Employee  30.10Cobra Overpayment Refund
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Check Number Check Date Account  Name Vendor NameFund Name AmountInvoice Desc.

Check Total:   30.10

 Waterfront Restoration 66995 07/12/2012 Storm Drainage Contract Maintenance  2,330.00Weed removal ad barrier fence installed

Check Total:   2,330.00

 XO Communications Inc. 66996 07/12/2012 Information Technology Telephone  1,407.11Telephone

Check Total:   1,407.11

Asha Yusuf 66997 07/12/2012 Recreation Fund Fee Program Revenue  25.00Key Deposit Refund

Check Total:   25.00

Report Total:  552,753.72
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REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 Date: 07/23/2012 
 Item No.:    7.b 

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

 

Item Description:  Approve 2012/2013 Business and Other Licenses  
 

BACKGROUND 1 

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

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

 4 

Massage Therapist License 5 

Chee Ly, Matthew Williamson, Wade Wutschke, Amy Christiansen, Erna Janssens-Verbelen, Saowalak 6 

Mortenson, Mark Burns, Rebecca Hill, & Jacqueline Slack at Massage Envy Roseville 7 

2480 Fairview Ave., Suite 120 8 

Roseville, MN 55113 9 

 10 

Temporary On-Sale Liquor License 11 

Cedarholm Golf Course 12 

2323 Hamline Ave 13 

Roseville, MN 55113 14 

 15 

Cedarholm Golf Course is holding its annual “Wine, Women, no Whiffs” event, and are seeking a Temporary 16 

Liquor License to be able to serve samples of Wine.  This event will be held on 7/25/12. 17 

 18 

Off-Site Gambling License 19 

Roseville Central Park Foundation at Dale Street Athletic Fields 20 

2555 Dale St. N. 21 

Roseville, MN 55113 22 

 23 

The Roseville Central Park Foundation is applying to hold a raffle on August 9, 2012 at the Dale Street Athletic 24 

Fields in Roseville.  25 

 26 

POLICY OBJECTIVE 27 

Required by City Code 28 

FINANCIAL IMPACTS 29 

The correct fees were paid to the City at the time the application(s) were made. 30 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 31 

Staff has reviewed the applications and has determined that the applicant(s) meet all City requirements.  Staff 32 

recommends approval of the license(s). 33 
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REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION 34 

 35 

Motion to approve the business and other license application(s) as submitted. 36 
Prepared by: Chris Miller, Finance Director 
Attachments: A: Applications   
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REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 Date: 7/23/2012 
 Item No.:      7.c 

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

 

Item Description: Receive Quarterly Update of Imagine Roseville 2025 Medium and Long Term 
Goals 

 

Page 1 of 1 

BACKGROUND 1 

The quarterly update of Imagine Roseville 2025 medium and long term goals is provided in fulfillment of 2 

the City Manager’s requirement to regularly report the progress of staff to the Council. 3 

REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION 4 

Receive the quarterly update of the Imagine Roseville 2025 Medium and Long Term Goals 5 

 6 
Prepared by: William J. Malinen, City Manager 7 
Attachments: A: IR 2025 Quarterly Update 8 
 9 
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Imagine Roseville 2025  

Medium & Long Term Goals 
  July 2012 Update 

 

 

              Medium Term Goals 
 

 

Encourage businesses with family-
sustaining jobs 

 Roseville HRA has included economic development as one of its 
important priorities in their draft strategic plan, including finding 
high-quality jobs. PT 7/12 

 Hold Navigating the New Normal Meetings sponsored by the Urban 
Land Institute PT/01/12 

 Staff/Council discussion regarding targeted economic development 
efforts PT 10/1 

 Twin Lakes Phase II complete  PT 10/11 

 Twin Lakes Phase II substantially complete PT 1/11 

 Twin Lakes Phase II infrastructure project out for bid. Expected start, 
Summer 2010.  PT 6/10 

 Twin Lakes infrastructure 90% complete, Phase II is being planned 
for 2010 PT 12/09 

 Twin Lakes infrastructure project underway. PT 9/09 

 Twin Lakes infrastructure project out for bids.  Expected start date, 
June 2009  PT 6/09 

 Began the design work for the Twin Lakes public infrastructure to 
better position the project to take advantage of development 
opportunities when they arise. PT 3/09 

 This past spring, the City created the Twin Lakes Public Financial 
Participation Framework that created a high priority in granting TIF 
funds within Twin Lakes to projects that create family-sustaining 
jobs.  PT 7/08 

 

More actively support existing 
businesses 

 Roseville HRA has included economic development as one of its 
important priorities in their draft strategic plan, including doing 
extensive outreach to the existing business community. PT 7/12 

 Hold Navigating the New Normal Meetings sponsored by the Urban 
Land Institute PT 1/12 

 Staff/Council discussion on better connecting with Roseville 
businesses PT 10/11 

 Community Development purchased 2011 Dunn and Bradstreet listing 
of Roseville Businesses PT 7/11 

 No new activity to report at this time.  PT 6/10, PT 1/11 

 No new activity to report at this time PT 9/09 

 Worked with the Ramsey County and State of Minnesota to assist UV 
Color with their expansion plans. PT 6/09 

 No new activity to report at this time. PT 3/09 

 Given the budget dollars, funding is not possible for 2009.  PT 10/08 

 Staff has brought forward to the Council about participating in the 
Twin Cities Capital Community Fund, which will lend money to 
businesses in participating communities.  Decision pending.  PT 7/08 

 

Increase funding for and more actively 
promote housing redesign program 
 

 No new activity to report at this time.  PT 6/10, PT 1/11, PT 10/11 

 No new activity to report at this time PT 9/09 
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 The Multi-Family loan program is in place, but no applications have 
been received. PT 6/09 

 The RHRA has discontinued the redesign program due to a lack of 
interest.  However, the RHRA has instituted a new multi-family loan 
program to assist property owners to make exterior improvements and 
incorporate energy efficient improvements in their buildings. PT 3/09 

 Given the limited participation, the RHRA is proposing to no longer 
fund the program and utilize funding for existing loan programs and 
marketing of RHRA services to reach more residents.  The RHRA is 
preparing to create a multi-family rehab program to allow for 
reinvestment in aging properties.  PT 10/08 

 In the past six months, the Roseville HRA has reviewed the existing 
redesign program and has changed some of the program guidelines to 
make it available to more people.  Improvements to program ongoing.  
PT 7/08 

 

Provide loans and other assistance to 
help people maintain property 
 

 Roseville HRA has included maintaining single-family housing loans 
and other assistance as part of their draft strategic plan.  PT 7/12 

 Proposed 2012 HRA Budget maintains existing loan programs PT 10/11 

 2011 HRA Budget maintains existing loan programs. PT 1/11 

 No new activity to report at this time.  PT 6/10 

 The HRA has prepared a budget and levy that will continue loan and 
assistance programs subject to City Council approval. PT 12/09 

 The HRA has revisited its strategic plan in order to reprioritize its 
goals and programs.  PT 9/09 

 The HRA is paying for page in the City newsletter to better promote 
its programs as well as providing resources for our residents. PT 9/09 

 No new activity to report PT 6/09 

 The RHRA has created a new multi-family loan program to foster 
reinvestment into the community's multi-family housing stock.  In 
addition, the City has improved its code enforcement policies and 
procedures to better inform residents and property owners. PT 3/09 

 In 2008, the Roseville HRA consolidated its loan program into one 
program for easier convenience.  The RHRA also continues to 
contract with the Housing Resource Center which provides Roseville 
residents technical assistance and advice regarding making 
improvements to their property. PT 10/08 

 In the past six months, the Roseville HRA has reviewed its existing 
loan programs and has consolidated two loan programs into one and 
have made the funds more available for residents to make exterior and 
interior improvements.  The Roseville HRA also added another 
$133,000 to the loan pool.  The Roseville HRA continues to contract 
with the Housing Resource Center which provides Roseville residents 
technical assistance and advice regarding making improvements to 
their property.  PT 7/08 

 

Seek collaborative partners and 
alternative funding mechanisms  
 

 New JPA singed with North St Paul for GIS Services PT 1/11 

 JPA signed with City of Maplewood and Forest Lake for IT Support 
Services.  Value of contract is $50,000 annually 7/11/11. CM 10/11 

 JPA signed with City of Vadnais Heights for IT support services.  
Value of the contract is $48,000 annually.  CM 6/09 

 2009 Joint Fiber Optic Network between Roseville Schools and 
Ramsey County Library System to connect governmental facilities.  
Total value of construction is approximately $225,000.  CM 6/09 

 Provided City Manager proposal for creating a Streetlight Utility for 



funding installation and operation of streetlights citywide. DS 10/08 

 Alternative funding mechanisms have been discussed briefly but not 
yet researched to determine whether viable. CM 7/08 

 

Foster youth leadership and 
development 
 

 High School Student developed and administered survey to all 
Roseville Area High School students LB 10/11 

 Hired, trained and developed youth through Roseville Parks and 
Recreation jobs  LB10/11  

 Worked with high school honor society on community service 
projects 2011 LB 10/11 

 Worked with three significant Eagle Scout Projects in 2011 LB 10/11 

 Ongoing Youth representation on the Parks and Recreation 
Commission LB 10/11 

 Three Youth representatives on the Parks and Recreation Master Plan 

update LB 10/11  

 Added three youth representatives to the Human Rights Commission.  
WJM  4/11 

 Re-implementation of the Police Explorers Program in 2008. CS 3/09  

 Improved relatively new Leaders in Training (LIT) program. No new 
programs have begun at this time.  LB 7/08 

Citywide transportation system 
 

 Will explore opportunities for connection from new Park N Ride 
facility.  DS 3/09 

 Researching possibilities of moving youngsters to and from programs 
and facilities.   LB 7/08 

 

Update Master Plans (to include parks 
and community facilities) throughout 
Parks & Recreation System.  
 

 Identified and approved procurement method –Best Value 
Procurement as a foundation of PRRP  LB 1/12 

 Partial Funding approved for Park and Recreation Renewal Program – 
program identified  LB 1/12 

 Decision made on implementation plan and preferred funding LB 10/111   

 Implementation plan and funding options identifed LB 10/11 

 Established short term and long term implementation plan with City 
Council, Parks and Recreation Commission and Community LB 10/11  

 Established Master Plan Citizen Organizing Team, November 2010 LB 
1/11 

 Established Master Plan Implementation Process, November 2010 LB 
1/11 

 Adopted Updated Master Plan, November 2010 LB 1/11 

 Master Plan Process, September 2009 – November 2010 LB 1/11 

 City Council authorized an agreement with LHB/Cornejo to lead the 
System Master Plan Update LB 9/09  

 Received nine proposals, will interview three. Plan to make 
recommendation in June or July 2009 LB 6/09 

 Received nine proposals, will interview three. Plan to make 
recommendation in June or July 2009 LB 6/09 

 RFPs issued, proposals received and analyzed. Plan to bring to City 
Council in March, 2009 for consideration. Difficult as no funding for 
the project has been identified. LB 3/09 

 Pathway Master Plan approved by City Council in September. DS 10/08 

 RFP being finalized with Parks and Recreation Commission.  Will 
soon bring to City Council for input and authorization to issue.  LB 10/08 

 Pathway Plan update underway.  DS 7/08 

 Met with six firms to gather pre request for proposal (RFP) 
information. Plan to discuss further with Parks and Recreation 
Commission at an upcoming meeting.  LB 7/08 

 Working on Pathway Master Plan Build Out Plan w/PWET 



Commission and Parks & Rec Commission DS 7/12 
 

Include shade pavilions and/or park 
shelters at all parks to promote 
neighborhood connections and 
accommodate neighborhood gatherings  
 

 Will be incorporated into the anticipated Master Plan process to 
determine need and locations.  LB 7/08 

 

Revise water rates from use base to 
conservation base incentives for 10-20% 
reduction in residential and business 
usage  
 

 For 2009, adopted a conservation-based rate structure to encourage 
water conservation and greater transparency in actual costs. CM 3/09 

 PWETC recommendation for 2009 implementation at September 08 
meeting. Anticipate Council discussion November 2008. DS 10/08 

 Discussed with PWETC April, 2008 Council discussion 
August/September 2008.  DS 7/08 

 Initial discussions are expected in the Fall of ’08, but our rate 
structure is heavily dependent on high water users to support utility 
operations.  It is unlikely that our rate structure could be changed to a 
conservation base until 2010. CM 7/08 

 

Fund Citywide traffic model  
 

 No new activity DS 6/09 

 No new activity (funding challenges). DS 3/09 

 No new activity. DS 10/08 

 CIP discussion item.  DS 7/08 
 

Encourage development of transit, 
walkability and alternate transportation 
 

 Established a citizen trails and natural resources work group as part of 
master plan implementation program LB 10/11 

 Reviewing concept for new Park N Ride facility in Little Canada at 
Rice St. and HWY. 36  DS 4/11 

 City Awarded LCDA grant for construction of trail from Sienna 
Green to County Road B. Construction expected in 2011.  PT 6/10 

 Draft of new residential and commercial zoning codes promotes 
design that promotes walkability.  PT 6/10 

 Staff, in conjunction with AEON, has applied for an LCDA grant 
from Metropolitan Council for a grant to construct a sidewalk from 
Har Mar Apartments to County Road B which dramatically improve 
walkability and access for the residents of the Har Mar Apartments to 
local stores and transit options. PT 12/ 

 Staff is planning on sending out RFPs for the new zoning code in 
September.  PT 9/09 

 Rice Street Interchange design will incorporate bike and ped facilities 
into the design and have discussed transit needs with Met Council. DS 
6/09 

 In anticipation of designing a new zoning code, staff, the Planning 
Commission, and the City Council are reviewing the use of form-
based codes for the new zoning code.  Form based codes emphasize 
walkability and alternative transportation. PT 6/09 - see also Long Term 
Goals 

 The City recently approved a new Metro Transit Park and Ride 
Facility in the Twin Lakes area that will provide access to transit 
services. PT 3/09 - see also Long Term Goals 

 Comp Plan Transportation section discusses each of these items. 
Council discussion October 08. DS 10/08 

 Livable Communities concepts incorporated into design guidelines, 
Pathway Master Plan discusses ped and bike goals and policies.  DS 7/08 

 Working on Complete Streets Policy w/PWET Commission DS 7/12 
 

 

                                            Long Term Goals 
 

Develop program to provide fire, safety,  The Fire Department started offering fire training classes and CPR 



CPR, fire extinguisher training to 
businesses 
 

classes to businesses and community members who request such 
training. This started with the adoption of the City Fee Schedule on 
November 17, 2008. RG 3/09 

 The Fire Dept will begin offering CPR/AED at a rate of $80 per 
student and Safety Training at a rate of $80 per hour.  Costs will cover 
prorated trainer's salary/benefits, books, training materials, 
administrative time. These services will be offered to businesses once 
the City’s fee schedule is amended to include these fees and this 
IR2025 goal will be complete. RG 7/08 

 

Community Center Discussion   Community Center identified in master plan implementation program 
– to be worked on in parallel to the step one Park Renewal Program LB 
10/11 

 Preferred site of Community Center identified as City Hall/Skating 
Center Campus LB 10/11 

 Community Center identified in Adopted Park Master Plan, 
November 2010 LB 1/11 

 Discussions during Master Plan Implementation Phase, November 
2010 LB 1/11 

 Will be incorporated into the anticipated Master Plan process to 
determine need and locations.  LB 7/08 

 Further discussions at Joint School Board/City Council Meeting on 
6/26/12 

 

Establish a Community Resource and 
Volunteer Center/Network with support 
and coordinating staff to recruit, train, 
nurture volunteers. 
 

 Proposal accepted by the 2009 Leadership St. Paul Program to assign 
a group to Roseville to enhance the volunteer program by creating a 
comprehensive community volunteer model. LB 3/09 

 Researching possible resources needed to establish such a program 
and what a program of this type would look like.  LB 7/08 

 

Identify segments with poor or no 
connection. Follow Master plan guide. 
Address Hwy 36 and Snelling crossing 
barriers:  tunnels or bridges at Lydia, 
Co C, Co B, or Roselawn   
 

 Completed Construction of Fairview NTP Pathway south of Co Rd B 
in 2011 DS 1/12 

 Completed Dale Street Sidewalk DS 1/12 

 Constructed Snelling Service Drive sidewalk from Aeon project to 
County Road B DS 10/11 

 Constructing Sidewalk and Shoulders on Fairview South of County 
Road B DS 7/11 

 No new activity.  DS 6/09 

 Developing Fairview NTP Pathway project for 2009 construction. 
Seeking funding opportunities. DS 3/09 

 Pathway Master Plan adopted September 08. Seeking funding 
opportunities. DS 10/08 

 Discussed as part of Pathway Plan update, incorporate into final draft 
plus additional locations.  DS 7/08 

Consider Roundabouts, if space and 
buying R.O.W. is feasible  
 

 Second Roundabout to be constructed in Twin Lakes Summer 2010 DS 
5/10 

 First Roundabout will be constructed late summer 2009 in Twin 
Lakes Phase I DS 6/09 

 Roundabout included in Phase I Twin Lakes improvements 
construction 2009.  DS 3/09 

 No new activity. DS 10/08 

 Look into ROW requirements and identify possible corridors 2009. DS 
7/08 
 

Add buses and routes for flexibility and 
suburb-to-suburb travel 
 
 

 Metro Transit evaluation Bus Rapid Transit for Snelling Ave. and 
other service to area including a new Park N Ride facility in Little 
Canada  DS 4/11 



 Have had additional discussion with Metro Transit regarding 
additional service to Park N Ride  DS 4/10 

 No new activity DS 6/09 

 Explore opportunities created by new Park N Ride  DS 3/09 

 Discussed this flexibility with Metro Transit for Twin Lakes Park N 
Ride facility. DS 10/08 

 Continue to push this issue in all discussions with Metro Transit.  DS 
7/08 

 

Encourage development of transit, 
walkability and alternate transportation 
 

 Participating in Bus Rapid Transit Study for Arterial Corridors 
including Snelling Avenue DS 7/11, DS 1/12 

 Provided feedback to Metro Transit on proposal for additional Park N 
Ride facility in Little Canada at County Road B and Rice St  DS 5/10 

 Draft of new residential and commercial zoning codes promotes 
design that promotes walkability.   PT 6/10 

 In anticipation of designing a new zoning code, staff, the Planning 
Commission, and the City Council are reviewing the use of form-
based codes for the new zoning code.  Form based codes emphasize 
walkability and alternative transportation. PT 6/09 

 No new activity  DS 3/09 

 The City recently approved a new Metro Transit Park and Ride 
Facility in the Twin Lakes area that will provide access to transit 
services. PT 3/09 - see also Med Term Goals 

 Included in Transportation section of Comp Plan.  DS 10/08 

 The City has also been working with surrounding communities to 
promote the development of the Northeast Diagonal as a transit 
corridor. PT 10/08 

 Identify needs in CIP 2009-2018 Meeting with Northeast Diagonal 
cities to pursue getting corridor back into 2030 Plan.  DS 7/08 

 These items are being emphasized in the Comprehensive Plan Update 
with the goal of making alternative forms of a greater priority in the 
community's growth and redevelopment in the future. PT 7/08 
 

Work w/ Metro Transit to identify 
location of long-term park-n-ride facility  
 

 Park and Ride structure completed and open for business. PT 6/10 

 Under construction.  Expected completion by 12/31/09  PT 6/09 

 Metro Transit relooking at the Rice Street/Hwy 36 area DS 6/09 

 Approved and open by 12/31/09  DS 3/09 

 The City Council approved the Metro Transit Park and Ride facility in 
December 2008.  Construction will commence in the spring of 2009 
and will be completed by the end of the 2009. PT 3/09  

 Ongoing.  The City Council is currently considering the construction 
of a new park and ride facility located within Twin Lakes that is 
expected to replace the spaces at Rosedale Mall after 2011.  Staff 
continues to have dialogue with Metro Transit staff regarding needs 
for additional park and ride facilities.  PT 10/08 

 Council Consideration of Twin Lakes facility October 2008. DS 10/08 

 Underway for Twin Lakes, additional future needs along Hwy 36 
corridor east end of Roseville. DS 7/08 

 2012 Construction of New Park N Ride in Little Canada by Metro 
Transit DS 1/12 

 

Continue to lobby for the Northeast 
Diagonal transit line  
 

 Staff attendend Ramsey County organized meeting to discuss NE 
Diagonal. PT 7/12   

 No new activity to report at this time. PT 6/10, PT1/11, PT 7/11, PT 10/11, 1/12 

 No new activity to report at this time.  PT 9/09 

 No new activity to report at this time.  PT 6/09 



 No new activity to report at this time.  PT 3/09 

 City is currently working with the City of Vadnais Heights to build a 
coalition with surrounding communities to promote the development 
of the NE Diagonal as a transit corridor.  Language supporting the use 
of the NE Diagonal is currently in the draft Comp Plan. PT 10/08 

 Council Discussion September 2008. DS 10/08 

 Meeting with adjacent cities July 2008. DS 7/08  
 

 



 
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 Date: 7/23/2012 
 Item No.:      7.d  

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

 

Item Description: Receive Shared Services Quarterly Update  

Page 1 of 1 

BACKGROUND 1 

In February 2009, Resolution 10691, Authorizing Examination of Cooperation and Shared Services 2 

with Others, was adopted by the City Council supporting discussing and researching possible new and 3 

enhanced cooperation and shared services with local governments and others; and authorizing the City 4 

Manager to pursue and examine new cost-effective means of cooperating and sharing services; and 5 

directing the City Manager to report back on a regular basis to the City Council regarding cooperative 6 

opportunities. 7 

 8 

REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION 9 

Receive Shared Services Quarterly Update 10 

 11 

 12 

 13 
Prepared by: William J. Malinen, City Manager 14 
Attachments: A: Resolution 10691, Authorizing Examination of Cooperation and Shared Services with Others 15 
  B: Shared Services Quarterly Update 16 
 17 
 18 
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Shared Services Update* 
 

 

 July 2012 
Roseville Services Used by Others 

 
 

 

Description of Shared Service Shared Service Updates: 
 

1. GIS Services with North St. Paul o For the past five years, the City of Roseville has provided the 
City of North St. Paul 425 hours of Community Development 
staff time for GIS services for a fee of $15,000 annually.  PT 
06/09  North St. Paul has continued using GIS services in 2010.  
PT 03/10  PT 06/10  Staff will plan on continuing this relationship 
into 2011. PT 1/11  This program will continue into 2012. PT 
10/11 Entered into a new contract, December 2011  PT 1/12 

o  

2. Program Offerings to Lauderdale  o Entered into an general agreement to provide certain program 
offerings to the community of Lauderdale for a fee LB 6/09 

o Renewed Recreation Agreement for 2012 LB 4-12
3. IT support services o JPA signed with the Cities of Anoka and St. Francis for IT 

Support Services.  Total value of these contracts is $157,000. 
o Revised JPA signed with the Cities of Forest Lake and 

Maplewood for additional IT support services. The value of 
contracts is $10,000 annually. CKM 10/11 

o JPA signed with the City of Forest Lake for IT support services.  
Value of the contract is $55,000 annually CKM 9/09 

o JPA signed with the City of Vadnais Heights for IT support 
services.  Value of the contract is $48,000 annually CKM 6/09 

4. Joint Fiber Optic Network o 2009 Joint Fiber Optic Network between Roseville Schools and 
Ramsey County Library System to connect governmental 
facilities.  Total value of construction is approximately 
$225,000.  Expected completion on 10/31/09 CKM 9/09 

o 2009 Joint Fiber Optic Network between Roseville Schools and 
Ramsey County Library System to connect governmental 
facilities.  Total value of construction is approximately $225,000 
CKM 6/09

5. Engineering Services Falcon Heights and 
Arden Hills 

o Continue to provide Engineering support services DS  05/09 
o Arden Hills Considering Reducing Support from Roseville DS 

1/12 Ended Arden Hills Engineering Agreement 5/12
6. Street message painting o Provide as needed to Falcon Heights  DS 6/09 
7. East Metro SWAT o Multi-Jurisdictional tactical and crisis negotiation team involving the 

following cities:  Roseville, St. Anthony, New Brighton, North St. 
Paul, and University of MN police department.  7/11

8. Pursuit Intervention Technique    
Training 

o This training is legislatively mandated.  Law enforcement 
personnel must attend this training every three years.  RPD 
oversees this training and is working on adding more 
departments to the group. CS 6/09 

9. K-9 Police Training Area o K-9 teams from throughout the metro area travel to the Roseville 
K-9 training area, where the grounds is set up to assist  officers 
and their K-9 partners in preparing for Police Dog 1 certification 
trials and street work. CS 6/09 

10. Automatic Mutual Aid with Lake 
Johanna Fire 

o Provide mutual aid between Lake Johanna Fire and Roseville 
Fire for all structure fires. TO 9/09 

11. Capital City Mutual Aid Association o Provide fire mutual aid for all fire departments within Ramsey 
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County. TO 9/09 
12. North Suburban Mutual Aid Association o Provide fire mutual aid for all fire departments within Hennepin  

County. TO 9/09 
13. City of White Bear Lake o JPA signed with the City of White Bear Lake for Telephone 

Support Services. Value of the contract is $2,600 annually. CKM 
1/11

14. Maplewood o Council Approved Agreement for Engineering Services Sharing 
DAS 7/11 

o Exploring sharing engineering staff as needed and available DAS 
4/11

15. Ramsey-Washington Suburban Cable 
Commission 

o Joint Powers Agreement Extension of IP Telephony Services 
CKM 4/11 

16. Ramsey County Fire Chief’s Assn o Started County-wide Shared Services Group in June 2011 to 
review and explore areas in which we can share services and 
purchases on an ongoing basis. TO 7/11 

17. 19 Metro Fire Departments o Joint fire FEMA training grant with 19 other metro fire 
departments for 2013/14. 



 
 
 
 

Others’ Services Used by Roseville 
 
 

Description of Shared Service Shared Service Updates: 
 

1. Equipment Rental opportunity o Received equipment rental rate list from City of St. Paul  DS 
6/09

2. Equipment Sharing with Ramsey County 
PW 

o Ongoing sharing of sealcoat equipment with RCPW  DS 6/09 

3. St Paul PD Record Mgmt System o Deleted 9/10 
4. Ramsey County Dispatch Service o Provides dispatching services for the entire county except White 

Bear Lake. CS 6/09 
5. Ramsey County Detention Service o Temporary and long-term incarceration for arrested individuals. 

CS 6/09
6. Ramsey County Warrant Service  o Serves active warrants resulting from Roseville PD arrests. CS 

6/09
7. Allina Medical o Provides EMT services/ East Metro Swat tactical EMS service 

overview. CS 6/09 
8. Roseville Fire Department o Training and the providing of EMT services. CS 6/09 
9. Century College o Mandated and career training for law enforcement personnel. CS 

6/09
10. Bureau of Criminal Apprehension o Training, lab work, evidence analysis, statistical information, 

identification information, etc.  Team also responds to critical 
incidents, suspicious deaths, etc.  We also utilize their polygraph 
service. CS 6/09 

11. MN State Patrol o Assists in accident reconstruction, investigations, etc. CS 6/09 
12. Financial Crime Services o Implementation of the check diversion program. CS 6/09 
13. Crime Stoppers o Creation of a “tip-line” and on-going partnership in working 

with the media to develop leads in high-profile cases. CS 6/09 
14. East Metro Ramsey County/St. Paul 

Violent Crime Enforcement Team- 
Narcotics Task Force 

o A Roseville officer is assigned to this unit. CS 6/09 

15. Ramsey County Crime Lab o Use lab for narcotics testing. CS 6/09 
16. Midwest Children’s Resource Center o Assist us on interviews of victims of abuse. CS 6/09 
17. Northwest Youth and Family Services o They handle youth diversion programs for Roseville. CS 6/09 
18. Tubman Family Alliance o Provide follow-up and advocacy for victims of domestic 

violence. CS 6/09 
19. Target Corporation o They provide assistance with video forensics. CS 6/09 
20. BCA, Ramsey County, St. Anthony 

Police Department 
o We utilize these agencies for computer forensics along with 

tracking cell phones and other mobile devices..  RM 7/11 
21. Ramsey County Apprehension and US 

Marshals 
o Both have provided assistance to us on several cases in 

gathering intelligence, locating suspects, executing search 
warrants and tracking cell phones. CS 6/09 

22. Postal Inspector o We regularly work with the US Postal Inspector in verifying 
addresses and also on criminal cases involving US Mail. CS 6/09 

23. Mid-America o We have entered into a partnership with Mid-America for 
storage and sale of forfeited vehicles. CS 6/09 



24. Propertyroom.com o Utilize this web-based service to sell items recovered by the 
police department. CS 6/09 

25. Ramsey County Special Investigations 
Unit 

o Their analysts have assisted us on several cases, creating crime 
maps, analysis and forecasting. CS 6/09 

26. Bureau of Criminal Apprehension o Laboratory analysis of evidence from fire scenes. TO 9/09 
27. State Fire Marshal office o Assistance with fire investigations on an as needed basis. TO 

9/09
28. State Fire Marshal Office o Resources and materials for public fire safety education. TO 9/09 
29. Allina Medical transportation o Provide patient transport within the city of Roseville. TO 9/09 
30. Allina Medical transportation o Provide medical training for fire department. TO 9/09 
31. Minnesota State Regional Hazardous 

Material teams 
o Provide response and technical assistance at Haz Mat incidents. 

TO 9/09 
32. St. Paul Fire Training Center o Provide training area for fire training. TO 9/09 
33. Ramsey County municipalities o Share purchase and maintenance of election equipment CC 12/09 
34. Arden Hills, Little Canada, Lauderdale, 

Maplewood, Shoreview and White Bear 
Lake 

o Coordinated a rain barrel/compost bin truckload sale WM 6/10 
WJM 5/11 

35. 911 Cell Phone Bank o PD utilizes services to collect and refurbish cell phones donated 
by the community to the PD’s 911 Emergency Cell Phone 
program RM 9/10 

36. Ramsey County Project Lifesaver 
Program 

o Personal locating device service offered to Ramsey County 
residents RM 9/10 

37. Combined CERT (Citizens Emergency 
Response Team) 

o Program into New Brighton’s VIPS (Volunteers in Police 
Services) Program to offer more opportunities to volunteer and 
train members.  RM 9/10 

38.  League of Minnesota Cities o Online training for Police Officers  RM 1/11 
39. Bureau of Criminal Apprehension 

 
o PD partners with the BCA in investigating and combating the 

exploitation of children through the computer.  The BCA 
provides funding for equipment, training and expenses incurred 
by law enforcement as a result of such investigations. RM 7/11 

40. Ramsey County Narcotic Evidence 
Disposal 

o PD partners with Ramsey County and other suburbs in the 
disposal of expired prescription medications. RM 7/1 

41. Minnesota Department of Public Safety o PD partners with DPS in the investigation of scams and wire 
transfer frauds, especially those that originate outside the United 
States. RM 7/11  

42. Ramsey County Homeland Security and 
Emergency Management 

o PD partners with RCHSEM using their mobile command post 
during critical incidents.   

43. Law Enforcement Technology Group o PD partners with St. Anthony PD in sharing information. RM 
7/11

44. Ramsey County Traffic Safety Initiative 
 

o PD partners with other Ramsey County law enforcement 
agencies in combating drunk driving across the county. RM 7/11  

45. Drug Recognition Experts o PD partners with area law enforcement agencies in loaning on-
duty DRE officers in combating narcotics related driving 
offense.  RM 7/11    

46. Police Canine Program o PD partners with area law enforcement agencies in loaning on-
duty Police K9 teams for assistance in locating individuals and 
evidence. RM 7/11    

47. Ramsey County East Metro Real Time 
Information Center (EMRIC) 

o PD Partners with EMRIC for covert surveillance camera 
installation and real time monitoring in targetd locations. RM 
10/11



48. Ramsey County Elections  o County coordinates 2012 elections.  CC 10/11 

49. City of Lauderdale o Recreation Services Agreement (April 2011) LB 10/11 
50. Northwestern College o Cooperation for field maintenance and field use (May – Oct 

2011) LB 10/11 
51. North Suburban Soccer Association o Cooperation for field maintenance and field use (May – Oct 

2011) LB 10/11 
52. City of Columbia Heights  o PD uses their Laser Shot firearms training device during use of 

force decision making training RM 7/12 
52.53. St. Paul Police Department Radio 

Repair 
o PD partners with the St. Paul Police Department to repair police 

radios RM 7/12 
54. U.S. Postal Inspectors o PD partners with this federal agency on mail theft incidents that 

can lead to identity theft RM 7/12 
55. Federal Bureau of Investigation o FBI generally handles the follow up investigation on financial 

institution robberies 7/12 
 
 
 
*2/23/09: Resolution 10691 - Authorizing Examination of Cooperation and Shared Services with Others 



 
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 Date: 7/23/2012 
 Item No.:      7.e 

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

 

Item Description: Receive Grant Applications Quarterly Update  

Page 1 of 1 

BACKGROUND 1 

In May, 2009, Resolution #10711 authorizing the City Manager to execute certain grant applications on 2 

behalf of the City and to report any applications to the City Council was adopted. The City has applied 3 

for several grants in the past several months. 4 

REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION 5 

Receive Grant Applications Quarterly Update 6 

 7 

 8 

 9 
Prepared by: William J. Malinen, City Manager 10 
Attachments: A: Resolution 10711, Authorizing the City Manager to Execute Certain Grant Applications 11 
  B: Grant Applications Quarterly Update 12 
 13 
 14 
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Attachment A





City of Roseville 
Grant Applications 

07/23/12 
 

Organization/ 
Agency 

 
Application 

 
Dept 

 
City  

Requirement  
 

 
Application Approval

 
Final  

Purpose Amount 
 

Date 
 

By Date Agency 
Denied 

Agency 
Awarded

Amount 
Awarded 

City  
Accepted 

The US Conference of 
Mayors—Main Street 
Economic Recovery 
Survey on Infrastructure 
Job Potential 

Commercial Officer 
– 1 yr 

 

$120,000 3/09 PD    
2009 

0  

MN Dept of Human Rights Facilitated Training 
for HRC 

 

$1,500 4/09 AD None  7/23/09 $1,500  

Bureau of Justice 
Assistance 

CSO – 1 yr 

CITs – 1 yr 

$31,828 4/09 PD None  7/24/09 $31,828 04/13/09 

COPS Hiring Recovery 
Program  

Three Officers $601,500 4/09 PD   9/01/09 0  

MN Dept of Health Alcohol Compliance 
Checks 

$3,720 7/09 PD   8/10/09 0  

MN Dept of Health Alcohol Compliance 
Checks 

$2,840 4/10 PD None  0  

US Dept of Homeland 
Security 

 

Assistance to 
Firefighters,Fire 
Station Construction  

$4,927,110 7/09 FD Land Purchase, 
Landscaping, Some 
Bldg Equip, Interior 
Finishing, Office 
Equip, Interior 
Furniture 

 4/1/2010 0  

MN Office of Justice 
Programs Recovery Act 

New RMS, Mobile, 
Field Reporting Pkg 

$400,032 7/09 PD None  2009 $400,032 09/28/09 

MN DEED Property acquisition, 
construction segment 
of TL Pkwy and 
reconstruction of 
Prior Avenue  

$1,000,000 8/09 CD Matching Funds: 

1,000,000 

CC 

 

07/27/09 11/9/09 $1,000,000 2/22/10 

ARRA Federal Stimulus 
Recovery Act – 
Geothermal Technologies 

Extension of  
Geothermal to Mtnce 

$1,154,480 8/09 PW Matching Funds  
1,154,480 

CC 07/27/09 10/09 0  
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Organization/ 

Agency 

 
Application 

 
Dept 

 
City  

Requirement  
 

 
Application Approval

 
Final  

Purpose Amount 
 

Date 
 

By Date Agency 
Denied 

Agency 
Awarded

Amount 
Awarded 

City  
Accepted 

Program Grant Bldg & City Hall  

Ramsey County Sheriff’s 
Office and the Minnesota 
Department of Public 
Safety 

Overtime for Safe & 
Sober participation  

$52,170 PD None  

CC 

10/19/09 10/19/09 $52,170 10/19/09 

Ramsey County 
Environmental Response 
Fund 

Brownfields cleanup $30,000 8/09 CD N/A  09/09 $30,000 12/21/09 

Metropolitan Council 
Livable Communities 
Program 

Site acquisition, 
stormwater 
management, and 
pedestrian 
improvements 
associated with 
Sienna Green Phase 
2 

$297,100 8/09 CD N/A CC 9/14/2009 1/13/10 $202,100 6/28/10 

Ramsey County 
Environmental Response 
Fund 

Brownfields Cleanup $344,570 11/06 CD N/A  12/01/09 $180,570 3/08/10 

Lakeridge Defibrillator $500 3/09 PD None  03/09 $500 04/13/09 
Kiwanis Defibrillator $500 3/09 PD None  03/09 $500 04/13/09 
TCF Defibrillator $1,000 6/09 PD None  06/09 $1,000 06/09 
MN Dept of Human Rights Community Outreach $1,500 9/09 AD None  10/22/09 $1,500 Yes 

MN Dept of Human Rights Civic Engagement $1,500 12/09 AD None  01/10 $1,500  

MN Pollution Control 
Agency 

Stipend for Two 
GreenCorps 
Volunteers 

0 7/09 AD, PR, 
PW 

Office space, support CC 7/20/09 9/09 0  

Minnesota Department of 
Agriculture  

Forest Protection 
Grant for Emerald 
Ash Borer  

$100,000 PR 15% In-Kind or Cash 
Match  

 1/15/10 $50,000 1/11/10 

US Dept of Homeland 
Security 

BearCat Vehicle for 
SWAT 

$227,557 02/10 PD 0  Yes $227,557 02/10 

Granite Foundation Partial Funding to 
Purchase an ATV to 

$5,000 03/09 PD $6,000  06/09 $5,000 04/13/09 



 
Organization/ 

Agency 

 
Application 

 
Dept 

 
City  

Requirement  
 

 
Application Approval

 
Final  

Purpose Amount 
 

Date 
 

By Date Agency 
Denied 

Agency 
Awarded

Amount 
Awarded 

City  
Accepted 

replace golf cart used 
to patrol parks 

Target Corporation Funding for Shop 
with a Cop, Citizen’s 
Academy, and 
National Night to 
Unite 

$3,500 PD Ongoing- typically 
provided on an annual 
basis 

 0  

MN Office of Traffic 
Safety 

In-Squad Cameras $52,000 09/10 PD 0  Yes $52,000 09/10 

Ramsey County UASI 
Project 

Emergency 
Operations Center 
Equipment 

$36,695 1/10 FD None  3/2010 $7650 4/1/201 

Assistance to Firefighters 
Grants (AGF) 

CPR devices $12,200 3/09 FD $4,880  
4/2/2010 

0  

Federal Appropriation Twin Lakes 
infrastructure 

$1,000,000 4/09  None  12/09 $1,000,000  

State of Minnesota- Dept 
of Homeland Security 

Fire Corps Program $6,600 3/10 FD None  3/10 0  

DEED Contamination 
Investigation& RAP 
Development Grant 

Site assessment at 
PIK Site 

$50,000 5/10 CD 50% match to be paid 
my McGough 

Council 4/26/10 6/10 $50,000 12/10 

Rice Creek Watershed 
District 

Cost share for 
drainage 
improvements 

$50,000 5/09 PW Remainder of project 
costs 

 3/10 $50,000 5/10 

Ramsey Conservation 
District 

Wetland restoration 
Rain Gardens 

0 5/09 PW Remainder of project 
costs 

 4/10 $27,165 5/10 

Metropolitan Council 
Environmental Services 

Sanitary Sewer 
Infrastructure 
Improvements 

$50,000 7/10 PW >50% match  0  

Ramsey County 
Environmental Response 
Fund 

Brownfields Cleanup $83,000 6/10 CD None  7/10 $83,000  

Minnesota Department of 
Public Safety 

First Responser 
Reimbursement 
Program 

0 09/10 FD None  9/1/2010 0  

Ryan Companies Purchase of 
Defibrillator 

$500 07/10 PD 0  Yes $500  

Dept of Public Safety Safe & Sober $20,000 02/09 PD 0  Yes $20,000 2/09 

Target Corporation McGruff Costume $1,000 07/10 PD 0  Yes $1,000 8/10 

2010 US DOJ—COPS  Three  add’l officers $552,126 PD   6/10 Denied 0  



 
Organization/ 

Agency 

 
Application 

 
Dept 

 
City  

Requirement  
 

 
Application Approval

 
Final  

Purpose Amount 
 

Date 
 

By Date Agency 
Denied 

Agency 
Awarded

Amount 
Awarded 

City  
Accepted 

Ofc 

Ramsey County 

SCORE Grant 

Encourage 
Recycling 

$70,207 11/09 AD 0 12/09 11/09 12/09 $70,207  

Ramsey County 

SCORE Grant 

Encourage 
Recycling 

$70,327 10/10 AD 0 12/10 10/10 12/10 $70,327  

Ramsey County 

Be Active! Be Green! 
Recycling Container 
Project 

Encourage 
Recycling in Public 
Places 

(45 bins @ $302.90 
ea) 

$13,630 9/10 AD 0 9/10 9/10 10/10 13,630.  

Metropolitan Council 

 

Construction Costs 
for Sienna Green II 

$300,000 7/10 CD 0  12/10 $300,000 6/11 

Metropolitan Council 

(State bonding money 
sought by Metro Cities) 

Sanitary Sewer 
Inflow and 
Infiltration 
Reduction 

(expected only 
$50,000) 

$124,000 12/10 PW  $156,662   1/11 $156,662  

TED Transportation 
Grant 

Twin Lakes 35W 
Ramp 
Improvements 

$675,000 12/10 PW $289,000  1/11 0  

Metro Regional Arts 
Council 

Summer 
Entertainment 

$5,000 1/11 PR $1,250   

Private Citizen Donation Police K9 Program $10,000 3/11 PD 0  $10,000 04/11 

St. Paul K9 Foundation Police K9 Program $6,000 3/11 PD 0  $6,000 04/11 

MN Dept of Public Safety Safe & Sober, Click 
It or Ticket, HEAT 

$52,000 09/11 PD 0 09/10 09/10 $52,000 10/10 

Ramsey County 
Homeland Security and 
Emergency Management 

Replacement  800 
MHz radio 
equipment 

$ 30,000 3/11 PD 0  3/11 $30,000 4/11 

      

Metropolitan Council Twin Lakes 35w $964,000 7/11 PW 20% 7/11 12/11  



 
Organization/ 

Agency 

 
Application 

 
Dept 

 
City  

Requirement  
 

 
Application Approval

 
Final  

Purpose Amount 
 

Date 
 

By Date Agency 
Denied 

Agency 
Awarded

Amount 
Awarded 

City  
Accepted 

Transportation Advisory 
Board 

Ramp 
Improvements 

Roseville Community 
Fund  

Rose Parade  $2,500 3/11 PR/Kiw
anis 
Club  

0 1/11 3/11 $2,500  

National Recreation and 
Parks Association  

Youth Golf 
Program  

$12,000 3/11 PR 0 3/11 5/11 5/11 $12,000  5/11 

Minnesota Department 
of Natural Resources 

Fishing Pier in 
Central Park 
Bennett Lake 

$37,208 1/11 PR $6,408 In Kind  1/11 5/11 5/11 $30,800 9/11 

Roseville Rotary  Drainage 
improvements and 
soccer goals at 
Tamarack Park  

$6,000 5/11 PR  0 3/11 5/11 5/11 $6,000  

National Rifle Assn Defibrillators $12,000 9/11 PD 0 9/11 9/11 12/11  

Department of Natural 
Resources  

Conservation 
Partners Legacy 
Grant  

$5,000-
$400,000

1/12 PR 10% 2/12 4/12 $89,168 5/12 

Department of Natural 
Resources  

 

Minnesota Regional Arts 
Council  

 

Roseville Community  

Fund  

Minnesota Department 
of Commerce, Division of 
Insurance Fraud 
Prevention  

 

 

Community Forest 
Bonding Grant 

 

Community Arts 
Grant  

 

Rose Parade  

Auto theft 
prevention  

 

 

$25,000 

 

 

$5,000 

 

$2,500 

 

$66,083 

 

1/12

1/12 

 

3/12 

 

8/11 

 

PR 

 

 

PR 

 

PR/Kiw
anis  

PD 

 

0 %  

 

 

$15,910  

 

0 

 

0 

2/12 

 

 

2/12 

 

1/12 

 

11/11 

 

11/11

 
 
 
 
 

4/12 

3/12  
 
 
 
 
 
11/11 
 

                    
$25,000 
 
 
                    
$5,000  
 
 
 
$66,083 

5/12 
 
 
 

5/12 
 
 
 
 
 

3/12 

MN Dept of Labor Ergonomic Work $9,440 7/12 PD 50%    



 
Organization/ 

Agency 

 
Application 

 
Dept 

 
City  

Requirement  
 

 
Application Approval

 
Final  

Purpose Amount 
 

Date 
 

By Date Agency 
Denied 

Agency 
Awarded

Amount 
Awarded 

City  
Accepted 

Stations 

FEMA Joint Fire FEMA 
training grant with 
19 other metro fire 
departments for 
2013/14 

$25,770 06/01 Fire 20% match – paid 
out of current 
training budget 

 7/03/12   

Rick Creek Watershed 
District 

Water 
Quality/Drainage 
Improvements 

$48,756 03/12 PW Remainder of 
Project Costs 

 3/12  5/12 $48,756 6/18/12 

      $13, 794,449    $4,471,275 $2,880,128 

 



 
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 Date:       July 23, 2012 
 Item No.: 7.f  

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

Item Description: Set Date to Canvass Primary Election 

Page 1 of 1 

BACKGROUND 1 

 2 

Per Minnesota State Statute 205.065, a municipality shall canvass an election three days after 3 

a primary election.  The City Council meets as the canvassing board, canvasses the returns, and 4 

declares the results of the election.  5 

 6 

Ramsey County provides the vote tally and Council accepts the returns. In case of a tie vote, the 7 

canvassing board shall determine the result by lot.  8 

 9 

POLICY OBJECTIVE 10 

 11 

Canvass election results in accordance to state statute. 12 

 13 

FINANCIAL IMPACTS 14 

 15 

None 16 

 17 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 18 

 19 

Motion to set the date for a special meeting to canvass the primary election results for 12:00 p.m. 20 

on Friday, August 17. 21 

 22 

REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION 23 

 24 

Motion to set the date for a special meeting to canvass the primary election results for 12:00 p.m. 25 

on Friday, August 17. 26 

 27 

 28 

Prepared by: Carolyn Curti, Elections Coordinator 
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REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 Date: 07/23/12 
 Item No.:        7.g 

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

 

Item Description: Set a Public Hearing to Consider an On-Sale and Sunday Brewer Taproom License 
and an Off-Sale Brewery License for Pour Decisions Brewery 

 

Page 1 of 1 

BACKGROUND 1 

Pour Decisions Brewery has applied for an On-Sale and Sunday Brewer Taproom License and an Off-Sale 2 

Brewery License for the operation located at 1744 Terrace Drive.  City Code requires the consideration of 3 

these licenses to take place at a public hearing. 4 

 5 

The City Council recently amended the City Code to allow these types of licenses at the request of Pour 6 

Decisions. 7 

POLICY OBJECTIVE 8 

Not Applicable. 9 

FINANCIAL IMPACTS 10 

The revenue that is generated from the license fees collected is used to offset the cost of police compliance 11 

checks, background investigations, enforcement of liquor laws, and license administration. 12 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 13 

The applicant meets all requirements set forth under City Code.  Staff recommends approval. 14 

REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION 15 

Motion to set a public hearing for August 13, 2012 to consider approving Pour Decision Brewery’s request 16 

for an On-Sale & Sunday Brewer Taproom license and Off-Sale Brewery liquor license located at 1744 17 

Terrace Drive. 18 

 19 

 20 
Prepared by: Chris Miller, Finance Director 
Attachments: A: Applications were not yet available, but are expected to be completed prior to the public hearing. 
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REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 Date: July 23, 2012  
 Item No.:     10.b 

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

 

Item Description: Roseville Housing and Redevelopment Authority Joint Meeting with the 
City Council   

Page 1 of 1 

 1 

BACKGROUND 2 

Each year, the Roseville Housing and Redevelopment Authority (RHRA) meets with the City 3 

Council to review activities and accomplishments and to discuss the upcoming year’s work plan 4 

and issues that may be considered.  This year the RHRA is completing its 2012-2016 strategic 5 

plan and would like review the document with the City Council. 6 

Activities and accomplishments: 7 

A full listing of recent accomplishments are listed in Attachment A, but some highlights from 8 

this past year include successfully conducting the 14th Annual Living Smarter Home and Garden 9 

Fair, completing the online Green Remodeling Handbook, completion of research on the 10 

community’s social welfare needs and on multi-family rental licensing, and expansion of the 11 

Living Smarter Marketing campaign.  12 

Work Plan items for the upcoming year: 13 

Exact work plan items for 2013 will depend on completion of the strategic plan and funding, but 14 

the RHRA hopes to be actively involved in redevelopment and economic development activities 15 

next year. 16 

Question or Concerns for the City Council: 17 

The RHRA Board members will provide the City Council with background on where the 18 

organization has been, what it is currently doing, and where it would like to go in the future.   19 

The main discussion will be the draft RHRA Strategic Plan which is attached to this report. 20 

 21 

Prepared by:  Patrick Trudgeon, RHRA Executive Director 

 
Attachments: A: RHRA Presentation Materials include the draft 2012-2016 RHRA Strategic Plan. 
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History of Roseville HRA 

June 17, 2002 City Council passes resolution 10011 authorizing the HRA 

HRA was staffed by the City Community Development Department per an annual contract with the City 

of Roseville.    

The HRA first started meeting in 2003.   Mission, Operating Principles and Vision statement was 

developed. 

Mission Statement: 

The mission of the Housing & Redevelopment Authority for the City of Roseville is to plan, implement 

and manage housing projects and activities for the citizens in the community by providing equal 

opportunity for quality, decent and safe homes and a suitable living environment; and strengthening 

partnerships among all levels of government, non-profit and for-profit organizations to maximize social 

and economic opportunity.  This will be done through the spirit of professionalism and integrity of the 

members of the Board and staff.    

Vision Statement: 

To provide residents with a high quality of life and sense of community, Roseville will have safe, high 

quality housing balanced in price and product for people of all ages, with resources to effective 

community services. 

HRA Accomplishments from 2003-2006 

 Contracted with Housing Resource Center for Construction Advise and Loan Origination for one 

stop shop. 

 Developed Applewood Homes 5 new construction homes for first time home owners. 

 Support senior housing linkage program for Applewood Pointe & Green Housing Village. 

 Senior Housing Regeneration Loan Program.  

 Contributed to the funding and participation of Roseville 2025. 

 Task Force/Focus Groups on Rental Registration and identify community needs. 

In 2006 HRA staff was changed to consultant position. 

In 2007 HRA developed new strategic plan that changed staff structure to Community Development 

Director will serves as the Executive Director and HRA to hire a dedicated staff position of a part-time 

Housing Program Coordinator. 

Highlight of Accomplishments from 2008-2012 

 Developed annual work plan  

 Funded abatement account for code enforcement 

 Fund Neighborhood Enhancement Program 
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 Updated housing chapter of the 2030 comprehensive plan 

 Hired marketing consultant to update all brochure materials and rebrand the Home and Garden 

fair to the Roseville Living Smarter Home and Garden Fair. 

 Workshop on weatherization and energy efficiency benefits was taped and airs on regular bases 

in the fall. 

 Funded Multi-family Rehab Loan Program 

 Modified Single Family Loan Program to incentivize Green Home Improvements 

 Produce Realtor Forum every other year for Realtor’s to obtain Continuing Education credits and 

learn about Roseville in the process. 

 Assist in creation of first HIA and helped establish policy for council. 

 Implemented quarterly financial budget updates. 

 Undertook a comprehensive housing market study for the City of Roseville. 

 New welcome packets are sent out by the HRA. 

 Quarterly Living Smarter Newsletter implemented in full sheet version of City Newsletter. 

 Assisted in establishing rental registration for properties with 4 or less units. 

 Assisted in financing the redevelopment of 120 units at Har Mar apartments which is now 

known as Sienna Green I. 

 Started monitoring the foreclosures in the community. 

 Helped in the development of problem property ordinance. 

 Created green remodeling/building award program. 

 Marketing city of Roseville as a way of life: “Living Smarter Campaign” 

 Developed Living Smarter website 

 Held Multifamily Rental Properties round table to discuss issues within Roseville Apartment 

rentals. 

 Started Energy Audit program to reimburse 100 audits a year and currently 200 audits a year. 

 Developed first ever Green Remodeling Plan Book. 

 Promoted alternative programs to avoid foreclosure. 

 Continually are exploring federal and state dollars to assist Roseville. 

 Received grant for a CURA intern to researching the social and welfare needs of Families and 

Children in our community and how intergenerational housing can help solve those issues. 

 Received grant for a CURA intern to research Rental Licensing to Achieve Compliance. 

 Update of Strategic Plan for 2012-2016. 

2012-2016 

HRA has updated 4 year strategic plan.   5 core principles are: 

 Foster, promote, and effectively communicate the advantages of living in Roseville.  

 Create and maintain high quality, sustainable multi-family housing options. 

 Create, and maintain high-quality, sustainable single-family housing options.  

 Prevent and eliminate blight on individual properties, neighborhoods and the entire community. 



 Retain and attract desirable housing and businesses that lead to employment, investment, and 

commitment to the community. 

New mission statement 

The mission of the Housing & Redevelopment Authority for the City of Roseville is to Contribute to a 

strong city economy and vibrant community through environmental stewardship, investment of 

resources, and intentional leadership so that Roseville: 

 Is known for innovation and flexibility in housing design and business development 

 Maximizes a sense of community in a large scale context 

 Advances the unique benefits of Roseville as a destination and place where people want to live 
and work in for a life time  

 Embraces the diversity of its residents culture and their ever-changing housing and business 
needs 

 Makes decisions with a focus on the future and intergenerational uses over time 

  

HRA has developed an implementation plan in order to carry out the new strategic plan.    

  

Attachments:     2012-2016 RHRA Draft Strategic Plan 

  RHRA Draft Implementation Plan for 2013 
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Roseville HRA Strategic Plan   2012-2016 
The mission of the Housing & Redevelopment Authority for the City of 

Roseville is to Contribute to a strong city economy and vibrant community 

through environmental stewardship, investment of resources, and 

intentional leadership so that Roseville: 

 Is known for innovation and flexibility in housing design and 

business development 

 Maximizes a sense of community in a large scale context 

 Advances the unique benefits of Roseville as a destination and place 

where people want to live and work in for a life time  

 Embraces the diversity of its residents culture and their ever-

changing housing and business needs 

 Makes decisions with a focus on the future and intergenerational 

uses over time 

 

Below are the goals and objectives of the HRA strategic plan: 

I. Foster, promote, and effectively communicate the advantages of living 
in Roseville. 

a. Increase the use of HRA’s financial resources, housing programs and 

HousingResource Center services by residents, property owners, 

and others. (Meets SP-IIIc.) 

b. Continue to position the HRA as a leader in providing education and 

information about resources that support sustainable life styles.    

c. When marketing the City, highlight advantages for changing 

demographics. 

d. Produce events such as the Living Smarter Home and Garden Fair, 

workshops, and create partnerships that encourage 

environmental stewardship when creating and/or remodeling 

housing stock and when developing neighborhoods. (Meets HG#4) 

e. Create programs and resources that assist residents in 

incorporating healthy building techniques.  (Meets HG#4.4, SP-

Vid., and SP-VIg.) 

f. Expand the HRA’s presence in social media and Web-based services.    

(Meets SP-Vf.) 

g. Promote innovative housing developments to foster neighborhood-

level places that maximize the sense of community.  
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II. Create and maintain high quality, sustainable multi-family housing 
options. 

a. Increase alternative housing options and flexible designs to support 

both  changing demographics and long term uses.  (Meets SP-Ib.) 

b. Provide financial resources to preserve and develop new housing in 

partnership with non-profit community groups, private sector 

development partners, and federal, state, and regional agencies.   

(Meets SP-If.) 

c. Create walkability and pedestrian connectivity in all redevelopment 

plans that the HRA participates in.  (Meets HG4.6 and SP-VIc.) 

d. Provide leadership in assembling sites and/or providing financial 

assistance for the development of intergenerational housing. 

(Meets SP-Id.) 

e. Continue to provide resources that support affordable housing 

options in the community.  (Meets HG#1) 

f. Identify preferred redevelopment sites and increase partnerships so 

the HRA has a development “in the works” at all times. 

 

 

III. Create, and maintain high-quality, sustainable single-family housing 

options.  

a. Increase resources to renovate, redevelop, and/or undertake infill 

projects.  (Meets HG2.3) 

b. Maintain and encourage a mix of housing types in each 

neighborhood by directly purchasing available properties for 

demolition and supporting new home construction. (Meets HG2.4) 

c. Ensure availability of appropriate resources to rehabilitate and 

upgrade existing housing stock for changing demographics. (Meets 

HG2.2) 

IV. Prevent and eliminate blight on individual properties, neighborhoods 
and the entire communities. 

a. Identify properties that are underutilized, deteriorated, or blighted 

and use available tools (such as condemnation, licensing and/or 

regulations) to revitalize or redevelop. (Meets LU#3)  

b. Utilize funding tools such as Housing Improvement Areas, Conduit 

Debt Financing, and Bonding to be used to promote the 

improvement of housing and redevelopment sites.  (Meets SP-IIb.) 

c. Continue to provide resources to maintain proactive code 

enforcement policies to prevent nuisance properties from 

negatively impacting surrounding properties. (Meets SP-Va, SP-Vb 

and ED4.4)  

d. Continue to explore, in partnership with the City, further 

regulation (such as licensing) of rental units within the City and 
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develop a better understanding of the resources needed. (Meets 

SPV-g.) 

e. Identify at-risk neighborhoods and create partnerships to 

strengthen them.  

V. Retain and attract desirable housing and businesses that lead to 
employment, investment, and commitment to the community.   

 

a. Engage the community in developing objectives that articulate 

business development priorities. (Meets ED1.4)  

b. Support the creation of redevelopment plans for areas and 

corridors that would benefit from reinvestment and revitalization.  

(Meets ED1.1) 

c. Use public-private partnerships to encourage reinvestment, 

revitalization, and redevelopment of retail, office, and employment 

districts.  (Meets ED#4 and ED1.5) 

d. Create strong relationships with existing and prospective 

businesses to understand their needs and to maximize 

opportunities for business retention, growth, and development. 

(Meets ED2.1) 

e. Develop programs for businesses that encourage people to live 

within the community.  (Meets ED2.2) 

f. Incentivize environmental stewardship of commercial 

redevelopment. (Meets ED#6) 

g. Partner with City Council to provide financial resources to facilitate 

community economic development and redevelopment objectives. 

(Meets ED#5) 

VI. Provide the necessary staff support and resources to work with 

partners to ensure goals and objectives of the strategic plan are 

accomplished in a timely manner. (Meets SP IV)  

a. Review current HRA staffing levels and provide any additional 

support needed to ensure implementation of the Strategic Plan 

(Meets SP-IVa., and SP-IVb.) 

b. Explore and evaluate financial resources available to support the 

implementation of the Strategic Plan.   

c. Actively promote education, growth, and advancement of staff, 

board members, and community members. (Meets SP-IVc.)  

d. Provide a Quarterly Progress Report to the HRA board of all HRA’s 

funding sources, grant programs, and overall operations. (Meets 

SP-IVd.)   

e. Conduct an annual review with the City Council of the HRA’s 

strategic plan and budget.  A new strategic plan will be developed 

every four years. (Meets SP-IVe.) 

f. Seek and nurture partnerships with police and fire departments, 

neighboring cities, school districts, non-profits, and consumers to 

foster a better overall quality of life in the City. (SP-IIIa.) 



 

roseville hra strategic plan   2012-2016 revised 2012   |   page 4 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

Action  Responsible  New or 
Existing  Timeline  Budget Implications  Sources of Funds  Outcome  Financial Needs 

1. Foster, promote, and effectively communicate the advantages of living in Roseville                                                                                                                                                 2013          2014      2015       2016 

A.  Increase the use of HRA’s financial resources, 
housing programs and HRC Center services by 
residents, property owners, and others.  
• Construction Services 
• Rehab loans (3‐5 a year) 

 
• Loan closing costs/fees 
• General marketing 

 
 
 
HRC 
HRC 
 
HRC 
Staff 

 
 
 
Existing 

 
 
 
Ongoing 
Ongoing 
 
Upon loan closing 

 
 
 
$15,000 
Loan pool of $424,800  
receivables $425,000  
Budget $4,800 2012 
General overall marketing 

 

 
Levy 
 
 
Levy 
Levy 

 
 
 
Revolving loan  
 

 
 
 
 

Home 
Improvement 

 
 
 
15,000 
 
 
 
12,500 

     

 B.  Continue to position the HRA as a leader in 
providing education and information about 
resources that support sustainable life styles. 

Staff  Existing   Ongoing  Staff time 
Participation in NAHRO, 
SLUC, ULI and others 

           

C.  When marketing the City, highlight advantages 
for changing demographics. 

Staff/Consultant  Existing   Ongoing  $30,000  Levy    30,000       

D.  Produce events such as the Living Smarter 
Home and Garden Fair, workshops, and create 
partnership that encourage environmental 
stewardship when creating and/or remodeling 
housing stock and when developing 
neighborhoods. 

Staff/partners  Existing  Yearly  $29,128‐2012 Costs 
$22,272‐2011  Income 
 

Levy  Fees  10,000       

E.  Create programs and resources that help 
residents incorporate healthy building techniques.   

NEC/Staff  Existing   Ongoing  $12,000 for Energy Audits  Levy    12,000       

F.  Expand the HRA’s presence in social media and 
Web‐based services.   

Staff/Consultant  Existing   Ongoing  Part of $30,000 budget  Levy           

G.  Promote innovative housing developments to 
foster neighborhood‐level places that maximize the 
sense of community 

Staff  New  Ongoing  Part of 2.             

2. Create and maintain high quality, sustainable multi‐family housing options 

A.  Increase alternative housing options and flexible 
designs to support both changing demographics 
and long term uses. 

Developer/Staff  New  2012‐2018  Part of 2 d. 
Project specific 

   
 

         

B.  Provide financial resources to preserve and 
develop new housing in partnership with non‐profit 
community groups, private sector development 
partners, and federal, state, and regional agencies.   

Developer/Staff  Existing  Ongoing  Part of 2 d. and 2 e.  Levy 
 
724 acct 

State, County, Met 
Council, Federal Reserve 

175,000       

C.  Create walkability and pedestrian connectivity in 
all redevelopment plans the HRA participates in.  

 
Developer/Staff 

 
New 

 
Ongoing 

 
Project specific 

  Met Council 
County Funds 

       

D.  Provide leadership in assembling sites and/or 
providing financial assistance for the development 
of intergenerational housing. 

• Dale Street Station 
• Good Samaritan 

 
• Owasso School 

 
 
 
Staff 
Developer/Staff 
 
Staff 

 
 
 
New 

 
 
 
2012‐2014 
2013‐2015 
 
2014‐2016 

 
 
 
$686,000 acct 724 
Unknown  
 
2.4 Million 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Levy 

 
 
 
724 
$239,600 accts 720/721 
Bonding 
Bond/Payment options 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 

   
 
 

E.  Continue to provide resources that support 
affordable housing options in the community. 

Staff  Existing  Ongoing  Part of 2 b.    $239,600 accts 720/721 
State, Cty & Met Council 

         

F.  Identify preferred redevelopment sites and 
increase partnership so that HRA has a 
“development in the works” at all times.  

Staff  New   1 per year  Part of 2 d.             

3. Create and maintain high‐quality, sustainable single‐family housing options. 

A.  Increase resources to renovate, redevelop, 
and/or undertake infill projects.   

Staff  New  2013 forward  Existing fund balance of 
$424,800 

  Revolving Loan Funds           

B.  Maintain and encourage a mix of housing types 
in each neighborhood by directly purchasing 
available properties for demolition and supporting 
new home construction. 

Staff  New  2‐3 Homes a year  $200,000  Levy    200,000       

C.  Ensure availability of appropriate resources to 
rehabilitate and upgrade existing housing stock for 
changing demographics.   

HRC  Existing w/ 
possible pro‐ 
gram change 

Ongoing  Existing fund balance of 
$424,800 

  Revolving Loan Funds         

4. Prevent and eliminate blight on individual properties, neighborhoods and the entire community.    

A.  Identify properties that are underutilized, 
deteriorated, or blighted and use available tools 
(such as condemnation, licensing and/or 
regulations) to revitalize or redevelop.   

Staff/Code Officials  New  1 a year  Condemnation, Licensing, 
Regulations 

Levy              

B.  Utilize funding tools such as HIA’s, Conduit Debt 
Financing, and Bonding to be used to promote the 
improvement of housing and redevelopment sites. 

Staff  Existing   Ongoing review  HIA’s,  Conduit Debt 
Financing and Bonding 

  HIA’s, Conduit Debt 
Financing 

       

C.  Continue to provide resources to maintain 
proactive code enforcement policies to prevent 
nuisance properties from negatively impacting 
surrounding properties.  

Staff  Existing  6 mo. each year  $26,690‐ 2012 
Account 722 for abatement  

Levy   
Revolving funds 

27,000       

D.  Continue to explore, in partnership with the 
City, further regulation (such as licensing) of rental 
units within the City and develop a better 
understanding of the resources needed.   

Staff/Consultant 
Code Officials, Police 

New  Start 2013 
annually 

Fee based program 
 
 

  Fee  based         

E.  Identify at‐risk neighborhoods and create 
partnerships to strengthen them. 

Staff  New  Start 2013 
continuing  

Southeast Roseville 
Neighborhood integration 

Levy  County and State Funds         

5. Retain and attract desirable housing and businesses that lead to employment, investment, and commitment to the community. 
A.  Engage the community in developing objectives 
that articulate business develop priorities. 

Consultant/Staff  New  2013  Planning process  Levy      30,000       

B.  Support the creation of redevelopment plans for 
areas and corridors that would benefit from 
reinvestment and revitalization. 

Staff/Planners/ 
Consultant 

New  Ongoing  Review previous corridor 
plans for use and 
implementation 

  Met Council Planning 
Grants 

       

C.  Use Public‐Private partnerships to encourage 
reinvestment, revitalization, and redevelopment of 
retail, office, and employment districts. 

Staff/Developer/Ow
ners 

New  2014 ongoing  Loan program outcome 
from outreach process 

Levy  Clean‐up grants         

D.  Create strong relationships with existing and 
prospective businesses to understand their needs 
and to maximize opportunities for business 
retention, growth, and development. 

Staff/Mayor/ 
Consultant 

New  Ongoing  Need to develop outreach 
and meeting process 

Levy    10,000       

E.  Develop programs for businesses that 
encourage people to live within the community. 

Staff/HRC  New  2013    Levy    10 loans per 
year for 
live/work. 
 
4 loans per 
year  

35,000       

F.  Incentivize environmental stewardship of 
commercial development. 

Staff/Xcel  New  2013 ongoing  Audit/resource 
program/loan program 

Levy 
Levy 

  15,000 
40,000 

 
 

 
 

 
 

G.  Partner w/ City Council to pro‐vide financial 
resources to facilitate community economic  
development & redevelopment objectives.   

Staff  New  Ongoing  Meet with council quarterly 
to discuss objectives. 

           

6. Provide the necessary staff support & resources to work with partners to ensure goals & objectives of strategic plan are accomplished in a timely manner. 
A.  Review current HRA staff levels and provide any 
additional support needed to ensure 
implementation of the Strategic Plan. 

CDD/Program 
Man./Debt Assistant 
Secretary 
Attorney 

Existing  Ongoing  Increase in staff  $50000‐
$60000 
 
Increase fee to $10000 

Levy      167,000 
 
 
10,000 

   
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

B.  Explore and evaluate financial resources 
available to support the implementation of the 
Strategic Plan.   

Staff  New and 
Existing 

Ongoing  Staff time  Levy  Met Council Funds, 
Excess TIF districts 

       

C.  Actively promote education, growth, and 
advancement of staff, board members, and 
community members. 

Staff  Existing  Ongoing  2,225 2012 
Some increase for 
community education. 

    3,500       

D.  Provide Quarterly Progress Report to the HRA 
board of all HRA’s funding sources, grant programs, 
and overall operations.  

 
Staff 

 
Existing 

Ongoing  Staff time             

E.  Conduct an annual review with the City Council 
of the HRA’s strategic plan and budget.  A new 
strategic plan will be developed every four years.   

Staff/consultant  Existing  Yearly meetings 
with Council 

Update in 2016  Levy           

F.  See & nurture partnership w/ police & fire 
departments, neighboring cities, school districts, 
non‐profits, and consumers to improve overall 
quality of life in the City.   

Staff  Existing   Ongoing  Staff time.  Some new 
programming will require 
additional staff time.    

Levy           

  782,000 
Max 
levy 
698,000 

     

 



 
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 Date: 07/23/12 
 Item No.: 11.a 

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

 

Item Description:  Hear Request for a 3.2% On-Sale, Sunday Liquor, and Wine License for Kyoto 
Sushi at 2100 N. Snelling Ave., Suite 

Page 1 of 1 

 1 

Background 2 

Kyoto Sushi has applied for a 3.2% On-Sale and Sunday Liquor License at 2100 N Snelling Ave, Suite 80.  3 

A representative from Kyoto Sushi has been recommended to attend the hearing to answer any questions 4 

the Council may have. 5 

 6 

 Financial Implications 7 

 8 

The revenue that is generated from the license fees collected is used to offset the cost of police 9 

compliance checks, background investigations, enforcement of liquor laws, and license administration. 10 

 11 

Council Action 12 

 13 

Motion approving/denying Kyoto Sushi’s application request for On-Sale & Sunday Liquor License located 14 

at 2100 N Snelling Ave, Suite 80. 15 

 16 
Prepared by: Chris Miller, Finance Director 
Attachments: A: Application  

 
  17 
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Please see materials for 11.a





 
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 DATE: 7/23/2012 
 ITEM NO:     12.b 

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

Item Description: Request by Brown-Wilbert, Inc. for approval of a RECOMBINATION MINOR 
SUBDIVISION at 2280 Hamline Ave. and 2253 Dellwood St. (PF12-009) 

PF12-009_RCA_072312 
Page 1 of 4 

Application Review Details 
• RCA prepared: July 16, 2012 
• City Council action: 

July 23, 2012 
• Sixty-day action deadline: August 3, 2012 

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

1.0 REQUESTED ACTION 1 
The applicant requests approval of the proposed RECOMBINATION MINOR SUBDIVISION, 2 
adjusting the shared property boundary for two existing, conforming parcels. 3 

2.0 SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATION 4 
The Planning Division recommends approval of the proposed RECOMBINATION MINOR 5 
SUBDIVISION; see Section 7 of this report for the detailed recommendation. 6 

3.0 SUGGESTED ACTION 7 
By motion, approve the proposed RECOMBINATION MINOR SUBDIVISION, pursuant to 8 
§1104.04 (Minor Subdivisions) of the City Code; see Section 8 of this report for the 9 
detailed action. 10 
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PF12-009_RCA_072312 
Page 2 of 4 

4.0 BACKGROUND 11 

4.1 The properties, located in Planning District 14, have Comprehensive Plan designations of 12 
Office (O) and Low-Density Residential (LR), and zoning classifications of 13 
Office/Business Park (O/BP) and Low-Density Residential 1 (LDR-1) Districts. 14 

4.2 Brown-Wilbert, Inc. has been blowing the snow from its parking area onto the large rear 15 
yard of 2253 Dellwood Street with the consent of the former property owner. Since this 16 
residential property was offered for sale early in 2012, the applicant purchased the 17 
property to incorporate the large rear yard into its own site for the sole purpose of 18 
continuing the snow storage without relying on permission from future owners of the 19 
residence; they intend to resell the remaining residential property upon the approval of 20 
the proposed RECOMBINATION MINOR SUBDIVISION. 21 

4.3 A MINOR SUBDIVISION application has been submitted in lieu of the preliminary plat/final 22 
plat process because §1104.04E (Minor Subdivision) of the City Code establishes the 23 
recombination process to simplify those subdivisions which seek “to divide one recorded 24 
lot or parcel in order to permit the adding of a parcel of land to an abutting lot...[in such a 25 
way that will] not cause any portion of the existing lots or parcels to be in violation of 26 
this regulation or the zoning code.” The current proposal meets these criteria. 27 

5.0 REVIEW OF PROPOSED MINOR SUBDIVISION 28 

5.1 City Code §1103.06 (Lot Standards) requires single-family residential parcels to be at 29 
least 110 feet deep and comprise a minimum of 11,000 square feet of land area. The 30 
proposed, reconfigured Parcel A (shown in the site plan included with this staff report as 31 
Attachment C) would be 130 feet deep and would include about 14, 840 square feet of 32 
area. A conservative measurement of the existing impervious coverage at 2253 Dellwood 33 
Street totals about 4,200 square feet, which would be about 28% coverage on the 34 
proposed Parcel A. Since impervious coverage would be below 30%, the proposal would 35 
not reach the threshold for storm water mitigation requirements of §1004.08C 36 
(Improvement Area). 37 

5.2 City Code §1004.02A (Residential Accessory Buildings) requires detached garages to be 38 
setback a minimum of 5 feet from the rear property boundary. While the gray rectangle 39 
representing the detached garage in Attachment C appears to cross the proposed property 40 
boundary, that rectangle should not be taken as an accurate representation of the location 41 
of the garage. In case the existing detached garage is, in fact, less than 5 feet from the 42 
realigned rear property boundary, addressing this nonconformity should be made a 43 
condition of an approval of the proposed RECOMBINATION MINOR SUBDIVISION; a 44 
substandard setback could be addressed in one or more of the following ways: 45 

a. The location of the proposed realigned property boundary could be adjusted to be 5 46 
feet from the existing garage. 47 

b. The existing garage could be removed or relocated to another location on Parcel A to 48 
achieve the required setback. 49 

c. The applicant could apply for approval of an ADMINISTRATIVE DEVIATION if the 50 
existing garage is not less than 3 feet from the realigned rear property boundary. 51 
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d. The applicant could apply for approval of a VARIANCE. Setback variances have been 52 
approved to allow garages to be as close as 1 foot from the property line. 53 

5.3 In reviewing the application, comments from Roseville’s Development Review 54 
Committee (DRC) were primarily from Public Works Department staff; their main 55 
comments were as follows: 56 

a. The general area surrounding the subject property has had long-standing storm water 57 
problems—but these problems have not been caused by Brown-Wilbert’s snow 58 
storage. Improvements to the storm sewer infrastructure in that area are presently in 59 
process; to this end, easements (as shown in Attachment C) should be dedicated 60 
allowing the City to cross over private property to be able to access the easement for 61 
maintenance and construction. 62 

b. Snow storage should not be allowed within the easements. 63 

c. If a fence is installed along the property boundaries, a gate will be necessary to 64 
provide access to the easements. 65 

d. Snow storage should not interfere with existing drainage patterns, and the sand and 66 
other material that remains in the area after the snow pile melts should be removed 67 
each spring so that it will not block the natural drainage. 68 

The first three of these comments can be made conditions of approval of the proposed 69 
parcel recombination and further regulated and enforced by the easements, but the fourth 70 
comment must remain more of a suggestion to Brown-Wilbert because land use is not a 71 
consideration of subdivision approvals and because snow storage isn’t a use that’s 72 
regulated, per se, by the City Code. While the City Code doesn’t regulate snow storage 73 
(except to state that required stalls in parking lots cannot be rendered unusable by piles of 74 
snow), the Code does prohibit activities which create storm water problems. Therefore, if 75 
Brown-Wilbert isn’t careful about how they conduct the snow storage, it could lead to 76 
enforcement actions down the road. 77 

5.4 Aside from ensuring that the snow storage continues to be benign with respect to 78 
drainage and improvements to the storm sewer system, the existing zoning of Brown-79 
Wilbert’s various parcels is the only complicated aspect of the RECOMBINATION MINOR 80 
SUBDIVISION proposal; an illustration of the zoning of Brown-Wilbert’s properties is 81 
included with this report as Attachment D. The main parcel at 2280 Hamline Avenue is 82 
zoned O/BP and 2253 Dellwood Street has LDR-1 zoning, as noted above; the house at 83 
2270 Hamline Avenue, however, is zoned Institutional (INST) District, consistent with 84 
the neighboring library to the south. Because zoning designations apply to specific land 85 
area rather than to entire parcels, the proposed realignment of the parcel boundaries 86 
would cause the reconfigured main parcel to have two zoning designations: O/BP and, in 87 
the southeastern corner, LDR-1. This may not be an ideal situation, but such dual zoning 88 
is found elsewhere in Roseville (e.g., 165 South Owasso Boulevard and 2030 County 89 
Road D) and there is nothing in State Statute or City Code that prohibits such a thing or 90 
that allows Roseville to require the parcels to be rezoned with a single classification. 91 

5.5 Despite its complexity, the existing patchwork of zoning designations within and across 92 
the applicant’s parcels can also be seen as something of a safeguard for surrounding 93 
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property owners. Brown-Wilbert, Inc. has no plans to expand their facility—in fact, their 94 
burial vault business has been shrinking in recent years as cremation has become 95 
increasingly prominent. If Brown-Wilbert does, however, want to expand at some time in 96 
the future and utilize the LDR-1 and INST zoned areas of their property, such expansion 97 
could not be allowed until the Comprehensive Plan and zoning designations of those 98 
areas have been properly changed through the required public process. 99 

5.6 According to the procedure established in §1104.04E, if a MINOR SUBDIVISION application 100 
is approved, a survey of the approved parcels, the new legal descriptions, and any 101 
necessary Quit Claim or Warranty deeds must be submitted within 30 days for 102 
administrative review to verify consistency with the City Council’s approval; then the 103 
required easements must be prepared, and the easements and legal descriptions must be 104 
filed by the applicant with the Ramsey County Recorder. 105 

6.0 PUBLIC COMMENT 106 
Prior to receiving the RECOMBINATION MINOR SUBDIVISION application, Planning Division 107 
staff received several concerned phone calls about what Brown-Wilbert’s plans might be, 108 
but once the applicants had talked to the nearby homeowners, those concerns seemed to 109 
be alleviated because no additional phone calls or emails have been received since then. 110 

7.0 RECOMMENDATION 111 
Based on the comments and findings outlined in Sections 4 – 6 of this report, Planning 112 
Division staff recommends approval of the proposed RECOMBINATION MINOR 113 
SUBDIVISION, with the following conditions: 114 

a. drainage and utility easements which allow access for construction and maintenance 115 
shall be dedicated as illustrated on the site plan reviewed with this application; 116 

b. snow shall not be stored within the easements; 117 

c. if fencing is installed such that access to the easements is obstructed, one or more 118 
gates shall be installed as may be necessary to provide adequate access to the 119 
easements; and 120 

d. approval of the parcel recombination shall not create a nonconforming accessory 121 
structure setback at 2253 Dellwood Street. If the proposed realignment of the shared 122 
parcel boundary is less than 5 feet from the existing detached garage, such 123 
nonconforming condition shall be addressed prior to release of the documentation for 124 
filing with the Ramsey County Recorder. 125 

8.0 SUGGESTED ACTION 126 
By motion, approve the proposed RECOMBINATION MINOR SUBDIVISION at 2280 127 
Hamline Avenue and 2253 Dellwood Street based on the comments and findings of 128 
Sections 4 – 6 and the recommendation and conditions of Section 7 of this report. 129 

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

Attachments: A: Area map 
B: Aerial photo 

C: Site plan 
D: Zoning illustration 
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REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 Date: 7-23-12 
 Item No.:  

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

 

Item Description: Community Development Department Request to Perform an Abatement 
for Unresolved Violations of City Code at 2211 Draper Avenue. 

Page 1 of 2 

BACKGROUND 1 

 The subject property is a single family detached home and appears vacant.   2 

 The current owners are Ming Ouyang and Ye Ran. 3 

 Current violations include:   4 

o Fascia boards have peeling paint and sections are rotted (violation of City Code Sections 5 

407.02.J & K). 6 

o Various windows have peeling paint (violation of City Code Sections 407.02.J & K). 7 

o Deck is sagging badly and protective paint is mostly peeled off (violation of City Code 8 

Sections 407.02.J & K). 9 

o Lower garage door panel in need of protective paint (violation of City Code Sections 10 

407.02.J & K). 11 

o Piles of dead brush in yard (violation of City Code Section 407.02.D). 12 

 A status update, including pictures, will be provided at the public hearing. 13 

POLICY OBJECTIVE 14 

 15 
Property maintenance through City abatement activities is a key tool to preserving high-quality 16 

residential neighborhoods. Both Imagine Roseville 2025 and the City’s 2030 Comprehensive Plan 17 

support property maintenance as a means by which to achieve neighborhood stability. The Housing 18 

section of Imagine Roseville suggests that the City “implement programs to ensure safe and well-19 

maintained properties.” In addition, the Land Use chapter (Chapter 3) and the Housing and 20 

Neighborhoods chapter (Chapter 6) of the Comprehensive Plan support the City’s efforts to maintain 21 

livability of the City’s residential neighborhoods with specific policies related to property maintenance 22 

and code compliance. Policy 6.1 of Chapter 3 states that the City should promote maintenance and 23 

reinvestment in housing and Policy 2.6 of Chapter 6 guides the City to use code-compliance activities 24 

as one method to prevent neighborhood decline.  25 

FINANCIAL IMPACTS 26 

City Abatement: 27 

An abatement would encompass the following: 28 

 Replace rotted fascia. 29 

 Paint fascia where replaced and where paint is peeling. 30 
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 Paint windows where paint is peeling. 31 

 Fix deck supports where sagging. 32 

 Paint deck. 33 

 Paint lower garage door panel. 34 

 Dispose of dead brush. 35 

 Dispose of empty plastic jugs. 36 

Total:    Approximately - $2,250.00 37 

In the short term, costs of the abatement will be paid out of the HRA budget, which has allocated 38 

$100,000 for abatement activities.  The property owner will then be billed for actual and administrative 39 

costs.  If charges are not paid, staff is to recover costs as specified in Section 407.07B.  Costs will be 40 

reported to Council following the abatement. 41 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 42 

Staff recommends that the Council direct Community Development staff to abate the above referenced 43 

public nuisance violations at 2211 Draper Avenue. 44 

REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION 45 

Direct Community Development staff to abate the public nuisance violations at 2211 Draper Avenue by 46 

hiring a general contractor to replace rotted fascia, paint fascia where replaced and where paint is 47 

peeling, paint windows where paint is peeling, fix deck supports where sagging, paint deck, paint lower 48 

garage door panel, dispose of dead brush, and dispose of empty plastic jugs. 49 

The property owner will then be billed for actual and administrative costs.  If charges are not paid, staff 50 

is to recover costs as specified in Section 407.07B.  51 

 52 
Prepared by: Don Munson, Permit Coordinator 
 
Attachments:  A:  Map of 2211 Draper Avenue. 
 B:  Photo 
 C:  Photo 
 D:  Photo 
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REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 Date: 7-23-12 
 Item No.:  

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

 

Item Description: Community Development Department Request to Perform an Abatement 
for Unresolved Violations of City Code at 2609 Snelling Curve 

Page 1 of 2 

BACKGROUND 1 

 The subject property is a single family detached home, it is vacant, and for sale.   2 

 The current owner is Olta Holdings LLC. 3 

 Current violations include:   4 

o Accessory building in disrepair (violation of City Code Sections 407.02.J & K). 5 

o Single family home in disrepair (violation of City Code Sections 407.02.J & K). 6 

 A status update, including pictures, will be provided at the public hearing. 7 

POLICY OBJECTIVE 8 

 9 
Property maintenance through City abatement activities is a key tool to preserving high-quality 10 

residential neighborhoods. Both Imagine Roseville 2025 and the City’s 2030 Comprehensive Plan 11 

support property maintenance as a means by which to achieve neighborhood stability. The Housing 12 

section of Imagine Roseville suggests that the City “implement programs to ensure safe and well-13 

maintained properties.” In addition, the Land Use chapter (Chapter 3) and the Housing and 14 

Neighborhoods chapter (Chapter 6) of the Comprehensive Plan support the City’s efforts to maintain 15 

livability of the City’s residential neighborhoods with specific policies related to property maintenance 16 

and code compliance. Policy 6.1 of Chapter 3 states that the City should promote maintenance and 17 

reinvestment in housing and Policy 2.6 of Chapter 6 guides the City to use code-compliance activities 18 

as one method to prevent neighborhood decline.  19 

FINANCIAL IMPACTS 20 

City Abatement: 21 

An abatement would encompass the following: 22 

 Repair portions of house. 23 

 Repaint portions of house. 24 

 Repair roof structure and reroof accessory building. 25 

Total:    Approximately - $25.000.00 26 

In the short term, costs of the abatement will be paid out of the HRA budget, which has allocated 27 

$100,000 for abatement activities.  The property owner will then be billed for actual and administrative 28 
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costs.  If charges are not paid, staff is to recover costs as specified in Section 407.07B.  Costs will be 29 

reported to Council following the abatement. 30 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 31 

Staff recommends that the Council direct Community Development staff to abate the above referenced 32 

public nuisance violations at 2609 Snelling Curve. 33 

REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION 34 

Direct Community Development staff to abate the public nuisance violations at 2609 Snelling Curve by 35 

hiring a general contractor to repair portions of house, repaint portions of house, and repair roof 36 

structure and reroof accessory building. 37 

The property owner will then be billed for actual and administrative costs.  If charges are not paid, staff 38 

is to recover costs as specified in Section 407.07B.  39 

 40 
Prepared by: Don Munson, Permit Coordinator 
 
Attachments:  A:  Map of 2609 Snelling Curve. 
 B:  Photo 
 C:  Photo 
 D:  Photo 
 E:  Photo 
 F:  Inspection Report 
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                 REPORT ON ROOF AND STRUCTURAL CONDITIONS FOR     ‐     2609 SNELLING CURVE 

 

 On Friday the 6th of July  Code Enforcement Officer Gerald Proulx made an inspection of the accessory 
building at 2609 Snelling Curve at the request of the Building Official Don Munson with regards to its 
structural stability.  Enclosed are the findings.  

The accessory structure in question is a 40 foot by 22 foot 2 level structure with a main and loft level.  It 
has a hand framed gambrel roof as is commonly seen in the Midwest used for barns.  The ridge runs in 
an east/west direction along the structure length presenting a roof face directly to the north and south.  
The main level exterior walls consist of concrete block with wood frame interior partitions and a 
dimensional lumber floor creating a loft just below the rafters.   

An observation from the exterior of the structure shows that the south facing side of the roof has 
deteriorated to a much greater extent than the north side.  Several layers of shingles have been 
deteriorating over the years and have now exposed the wood framing of the compound rafters.  This 
direct exposure to the weather and the preceding years of saturation from failing shingles has 
compromised the structure though rot of the rafters themselves and additionally their connections to 
the wall and floor system that ties the building together.  Two large openings in the roof are present and 
have exposed the interior directly to the sky with no resistance to the elements.  Presently I would 
estimate that the south facing half of the roof has approximately 25% of its rafters visibly exposed and 
completely severed somewhere along their length though the action of decay.  Additionally the visible 
deflection in 25% to 30% of the rafters adjacent to the openings also appear to indicate that they are 
severed as well.  These rafters also are not performing their intended purpose and are most likely not 
benefitting the roof for support in any fashion.   

Gambrel framed roofs typically follow a similar pattern of collapse to other roofs but are often subject 
to asymmetrical failure.  The roof openings in this case on the south side will allow heavy winds to enter 
the structure and weaken it further.  Heavy rain and snow loads take advantage of the decay of the 
wood members at the floor, roof and wall intersection causing the exterior wall to become detached at 
the top of the wall and forcing it out of plumb to the exterior.  This will eventually cause a collapse that 
can be sudden in a concrete block wall.  The remaining structure will leave large voids on the interior 
that could be attractive to persons who may be curious and enter the partially collapsed building.  
Additional collapses are not uncommon and can also be sudden.     

The structure may be repaired with considerable effort and expense by an experienced contractor.  
Demolition of the structure will be more rapid and most likely be the most cost effective process to 
produce a hazard free environment. 
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REQUEST FOR BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEAL ACTION 

 DATE: 7/23/2012 
 ITEM NO: BOA 

Department Approval City Manager Approval 
  

Item Description: Review and approval of Resolution regarding Findings of Fact pertaining 
to the Board of Adjustment and Appeals affirmation of the Community 
Development Department’s determination that a 160,000 sq. ft. retail use 
is permitted within the Community Mixed Use District. 

PF12-001_RBOAAA_ZOAppeal_072312 
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1.0 BACKGROUND 1 

1.1 On July 16, the Roseville Board of Adjustment and Appeals convened to hear testimony 2 
on two appeals of the Community Development Departments administrative 3 
determination that a 160,000 sq. ft. retail use was permitted within the Community Mixed 4 
Use District. 5 

1.2 The Board of Adjustment and Appeals received the Planning Commission’s 6 
recommendation supporting the administrative decision and heard testimony from 7 
appellant Ms. Karen Schaffer and Solidarity of West Area Roseville Neighbors 8 
(SWARN), as well as other residents of the community.  The Board of Adjustment and 9 
Appeals also heard testimony from the property owner and the applicants (Wal-Mart) 10 
representatives, as well as the Community Development Department. 11 

1.3 The Board of Adjustment and Appeals closed the hearing and discussed the two appeals 12 
and their merits. 13 

1.4 The Board of Adjustment and Appeals voted 3-2 to deny the appeals by Ms. Karen 14 
Schaffer and SWARN, concluding that the Community Development Department was 15 
correct in its determination that a retail development of 160,000 sq. ft. is a permitted use 16 
within the Community Mixed Use District and that the Zoning Ordinance is not in 17 
conflict with the Roseville 2030 Comprehensive Plan. 18 

1.5 Per the City Attorney’s recommendation, the Board of Adjustment and Appeals shall 19 
adopt findings of fact regarding their decision. 20 

2.0 SUGGESTED BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS ACTION 21 

2.1 BY MOTION, ADOPT the attached resolution regarding Findings of Fact.  22 

Prepared by: City Planner Thomas Paschke 

Attachments: A: Draft Resolution; Findings of Fact. 
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EXTRACT OF MINUTES OF MEETING OF THE 
BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS  

OF THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE 

Pursuant to due call and notice thereof, a special meeting of the Board of Adjustment an 1 
d Appeals of the City of Roseville, County of Ramsey, Minnesota, was held on the 16th day of 2 
July 2012 at 6:00 p.m. 3 

The following Members were present: _________; 4 
and ____ was absent. 5 

Board Member ____________ introduced the following resolution and moved its 6 
adoption: 7 

A RESOLUTION REGARDING THE DETERMINATION OF A PERMITTED USE 8 
WITHIN THE COMMUNITY MIXED USE ZONING DISTRICT 9 

WHEREAS, on June 8, 2012, the Roseville Community Development Department 10 
received a formal request from Wal-Mart Stores, Inc., seeking an administrative zoning decision 11 
determining whether the operation of a retail and grocery store at a parcel of land to be platted as 12 
Lot 1, Block 1, Twin Lakes 2nd Addition is a permitted use under the City’s Zoning Code;  13 
 14 

WHEREAS, on June 21, 2012, the Roseville Community Development Department 15 
issued a formal administrative zoning decision determining that said retail operation indeed is a 16 
permitted use under the applicable portions of the City’s Zoning Code;  17 
 18 

WHEREAS, on July 2, 2012, the City of Roseville received an appeal of the 19 
administrative zoning decision from property owner Karen Schaffer pursuant to Section 1009.08 20 
of City Code;  21 
 22 

WHEREAS, on July 2, 2012, the City of Roseville received an appeal of the 23 
administrative zoning decision from a property owner collective known as Solidarity of West 24 
Area Roseville Neighbors (“SWARN”) pursuant to Section 1009.08 of City Code;  25 
 26 

WHEREAS, said appeals each sought reversal of the administrative zoning decision from 27 
the Board of Adjustments and Appeals on the basis that the proposed land use is not a permitted 28 
use under the City’s Zoning Code;  29 
 30 

WHEREAS, the Board of Adjustments and Appeals conducted a public meeting on July 31 
16, 2012, to hear and receive evidence on the matter from all interested parties, including a 32 
recommendation from the Planning Commission, as well as the general public; and,  33 
 34 

WHEREAS, the Board of Adjustments and Appeals, upon due deliberation in a public 35 
forum, adjudicated the matter on July 16, 2012, by majority vote in favor of affirming the 36 
administrative zoning decision of the Community Development Department;  37 
 38 
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NOW BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Adjustment and Appeals of the City of 39 
Roseville, Minnesota, hereby memorializes its conclusion of law and findings of fact as follows:  40 
 41 

Conclusion of Law 42 
 43 
The proposed retail and grocery store at a parcel of land to be platted as Lot 1, Block 1, Twin 44 
Lakes 2nd Addition is a permitted use under the City’s Zoning Code. 45 
 46 

Findings of Fact 47 
 48 

1. The proposed land use conforms to the Statement of Purpose contained within Section 49 
1005.01 of the Zoning Code. 50 

2. The proposed land use conforms to descriptions of permitted uses contained within the 51 
Use Chart relevant to a Community Mixed Use District under the Zoning Code. 52 

3. The proposed land use conforms to the Statement of Purpose for Community Mixed Use 53 
Districts under the Zoning Code.  54 

4. As it is applied to the proposed land use at issue, no conflict exists between the Zoning 55 
Code and the Comprehensive Plan.   56 

5. The proposed land use nevertheless conforms to the City’s Comprehensive Plan as it 57 
relates to Community Mixed Use designations.   58 

6. The proposed land use conforms to the Community Business designation as it relates to 59 
uses within a Community Mixed Use designation.   60 

7. The proposed land use conforms to other official controls, guiding documents, and 61 
environmental studies such as the Twin Lakes Sub-Area 1 Regulating Plan, the Twin 62 
Lakes Business Park Master Plan, and the Alternative Urban Areawide Review.   63 

8. The analysis performed by the Community Development Department as contained within 64 
its administrative zoning decision is generally adopted as proper and prudent as it relates 65 
to these Findings of Fact.  66 

 67 

The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Board 68 
Member _________________ and upon vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor: 69 
and ______________ voted against. 70 

WHEREUPON said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted. 71 
72 
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Board of Adjustment and Appeals  –  Use Appeal 73 

STATE OF MINNESOTA ) 74 
) ss 75 

COUNTY OF RAMSEY ) 76 

 I, the undersigned, being the duly qualified City Manager of the City of Roseville, 77 
County of Ramsey, State of Minnesota, do hereby certify that I have carefully compared the 78 
attached and foregoing extract of minutes of a special meeting of said Board of Adjustment and 79 
Appeals held on the 16th day of July 2012 with the original thereof on file in my office. 80 

 WITNESS MY HAND officially as such Manager this 16th day of July 2012. 81 

 ______________________________ 82 
 William J. Malinen, City Manager 83 

 (SEAL) 84 
 85 



 
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 DATE: 7/23/2012 
 ITEM NO:  12.e 

Com. Dev. Approval Public Works Approval City Manager Approval 

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

PF12-001_RCA_072312 
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Application Review Details 
• Preliminary plat approval: July 9, 2012 
• RCA prepared: July 18, 2012 
• City Council action: July 23, 2012 

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

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

2.0 SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATION 6 
Planning Division staff, Public Works Department staff, and the City Attorney 7 
recommend approval of the FINAL PLAT and the associated DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT; 8 
see Section 8 of this report for the detailed recommendation. 9 

3.0 SUMMARY OF SUGGESTED ACTION 10 
By motion, approve the proposed FINAL TWIN LAKES 2ND ADDITION PLAT, pursuant to 11 
Title 11 (Subdivisions) of the City Code, and the proposed DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT, 12 
pursuant to MN Statute 462.358 (Subdivision Regulation); see Section 9 of this report for 13 
the detailed action. 14 

kari.collins
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4.0 BACKGROUND 15 

4.1 The subject property has a Comprehensive Plan designation of Community Mixed Use 16 
(CMU) and a corresponding zoning classification of Community Mixed Use (CMU) 17 
District. The PLAT proposal has been prompted by plans to develop an approximately 18 
160,000-square-foot Walmart store in the eastern portion of the site and two smaller 19 
future developments on the western side of the property, along Cleveland Avenue. When 20 
exercising the so-called “quasi-judicial” authority when acting on a plat request, the role 21 
of the City is to determine the facts associated with a particular request and apply those 22 
facts to the legal standards contained in the ordinance and relevant state law. In general, 23 
if the facts indicate the applicant meets the relevant legal standard, then they are likely 24 
entitled to the plat approval, although the City is able to add conditions of approval to 25 
ensure that the likely impacts to roads, storm sewers, and other public infrastructure on 26 
and around the subject property are adequately addressed. 27 

4.2 On July 9, 2012 the City Council approved the pertinent PRELIMINARY PLAT; the 28 
approved preliminary plat is included with this report as Attachment C. Several 29 
conditions were attached to the approval of the PRELIMINARY PLAT. The following is an 30 
itemization of those conditions and some comment on their current status. 31 

a. Wal-Mart Real Estate Business Trust shall enter into a development agreement 32 
pertaining to the plat which is satisfactory to the City. This will be completed upon 33 
the approval and execution of the development agreement in conjunction with the 34 
approval of the final plat. 35 

b. Wal-Mart Real Estate Business Trust shall acquire fee simple title to all of the real 36 
property included in the plat and provide proof that there are no liens, encumbrances 37 
or other parties having an interest in the Property at the time the Development 38 
Agreement and Plat are recorded or make other arrangements which are satisfactory 39 
to the City to assure that title to the property is satisfactory to the City. This will be 40 
completed upon the approval of the final plat and execution of the purchase 41 
agreement with the present property owners. 42 

c. Wal-Mart Real Estate Business Trust shall either dedicate on the Plat or otherwise 43 
convey all roadway, utility, drainage, and other easements required by the City. Such 44 
rights-of-way and easements are dedicated on the final plat. 45 

d. The access points to enter and exit the Property shall be at locations approved by the 46 
City and any other governmental entity having jurisdiction over adjacent roadways. 47 
This will be completed as an integral part of the construction permitting process. 48 

e. Wal-Mart Real Estate Business Trust shall install subdivision monuments as 49 
reasonably required by the Roseville Public Works Department and Ramsey County 50 
Surveyor. This will be completed as an integral part of the normal plat process 51 
following final plat approval. 52 

f. Wal-Mart Real Estate Business Trust shall pay all unpaid subdivision review escrow 53 
fees as detailed in the adopted fee schedule for the City of Roseville prior to the City 54 
releasing the Plat for recording. This remains incomplete pending calculation of such 55 
review fees. 56 

g. The applicants shall make all submissions and perform all requirements pertaining to 57 
final plats set forth in the Roseville City Code, including Sections 1102.01, 1102.04, 58 
1102.06, and 1102.07. This has been completed. 59 
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h. The applicants shall obtain the written certification from the Public Works Director 60 
described in Section 1102.06 of the Roseville City Code. This certification pertains to 61 
requirements that all grading, public improvements, etc. meet City requirements. The 62 
Public Works Director’s signature on this report represents his certification that all 63 
such plans are being developed consistent with pertinent requirements. 64 

i. The City Council, acting as the Board of Adjustments and Appeals, shall determine 65 
whether the proposed use for the property is a permitted use. No building permits 66 
shall be issued for any use of the property which is not a permitted use. This item is 67 
complete, with the City Council, acting as the Board of Adjustments and Appeals, 68 
finding that Community Development Department staff properly determined that the 69 
proposed use for the property is a permitted use under the zoning code. Because the 70 
decision of the Board of Adjustments and Appeals may also be legally challenged, it 71 
remains true that building permits will not be issued for the proposed use if that use 72 
is determined by an appellate court to be prohibited. 73 

j. No building permits shall be issued for any use of the property until the conclusion of 74 
the appellate matter captioned as “In the Matter of the Petition for an Environmental 75 
Assessment Worksheet for a Proposed Wal-Mart Store in Roseville, Ramsey County, 76 
Minnesota” (Writ of Certiorari dated June 21, 2012). This remains incomplete 77 
pending the Court’s decision. Moreover, after thinking further about this 78 
recommended condition, the City Attorney has some concern that such a condition 79 
might give rise to additional law suits, filed solely to delay the project. Striking such 80 
a condition may reduce such filings and Wal-Mart would still be required to perform 81 
any additional environmental review determined by the Court to be necessary even if 82 
building permits had been issued and construction had begun. 83 

k. Wal-Mart Real Estate Business Trust shall agree to waive the requirements of MN 84 
Statutes, Section 462.358, Subd. 3.c regarding municipal prohibition on amendments 85 
to a Comprehensive Plan or official control. This remains incomplete, and a letter 86 
from the law firm of Fredrikson & Byron (included with this staff report as 87 
Attachment E) indicates that Wal-Mart does not believe that such a condition is 88 
within the City Council’s authority to impose. Since this condition was explicitly 89 
intended to apply only to the PRELIMINARY PLAT approval, however, it becomes moot 90 
upon the approval of the FINAL PLAT; for this reason, it does not appear among the 91 
recommended conditions of FINAL PLAT approval. 92 

l. Wal-Mart Real Estate Business Trust shall agree to enter into a Development 93 
Agreement satisfactory to the City, which includes a provision that for one (1) year, 94 
Wal-Mart will pay for any law enforcement costs associated with services provided to 95 
their operations in excess of a base line of three hundred (300) calls per annum; with 96 
a review of that data after one (1) year) for any potential adjustment. This remains 97 
incomplete, and Police Chief Mathwig has expressed interest in an alternative 98 
condition which would be more proactive and collaborative in preventing crime 99 
rather than reactive and punitive. The idea would be create a security 100 
plan/agreement with Wal-Mart identifying and incorporating on-site technology, 101 
personnel, and practices to improve security, minimize losses, and better 102 
communicate with the Police Department. 103 
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5.0 PLAT ANALYSIS 104 

5.1 Plat proposals are reviewed primarily for the purpose of ensuring that all proposed lots 105 
meet the minimum size requirements of the zoning code, that adequate streets and other 106 
public infrastructure are in place or identified and constructed, and that storm water is 107 
addressed to prevent problems either on nearby property or within the storm water 108 
system. As a plat of a commercial property, the proposal leaves no zoning issues to be 109 
addressed since the Zoning Code does not establish minimum lot dimensions or area. The 110 
proposed FINAL PLAT is included with this report as Attachment D. For the purpose of 111 
ensuring the provision of adequate roadway infrastructure, a traffic impact analysis was 112 
prepared by Wal-Mart’s development team and reviewed by Roseville’s consulting 113 
traffic engineers; this traffic information is included with this report as Attachment F. 114 

5.2 The 1925 Twin View plat dedicated 40 feet of right-of-way for Mount Ridge Road. Then, 115 
in 1959, the owner of the property at that time conveyed (via quit claim deed, Ramsey 116 
County Document No. 1511814) another 10 feet of land on either side of the Mount 117 
Ridge Road right-of-way “for public road and highway purposes.” Over time, the City 118 
determined that there was no public purpose in constructing a public road in that location 119 
or in retaining the unused right-of-way. On July 13, 2009 the City Council adopted 120 
Resolution 10733 vacating the platted Mount Ridge Road right-of-way and subsequently 121 
conveyed to Roseville Acquisitions, LLC (via quit claim deed) the two 10-foot strips of 122 
land flanking the right-of-way. Because the City possessed the 10-foot strips fee title and 123 
did not acquire them as dedicated right-of-way, they were not vacated with the right-of-124 
way conveyed by the plat dedication. We’ve come to learn, however, that Ramsey 125 
County is insisting that the 10-foot strips must also be vacated because the original quit 126 
claim deed specified that the land was specifically intended “for public road and highway 127 
purposes.” Since these 10-foot-wide easements are to be eliminated in the new plat of the 128 
property, the City Attorney has also recommended the inclusion of condition of FINAL 129 
PLAT approval that requires the vacation process to be concluded. 130 

6.0 PUBLIC COMMENT 131 
No emails, phone calls, or other verbal or written communications pertaining to the FINAL 132 
PLAT application have been received by Planning Division staff at the time this report 133 
was drafted. 134 

7.0 DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT 135 

7.1 The draft development agreement (included with this report as Attachment G) generally 136 
specifies the roles and obligations of the City and the developer in the process of 137 
developing the subject property to ensure that public improvements are properly 138 
constructed, that environmental remediation is carried out in compliance with the Twin 139 
Lakes AUAR, that City and the developer are expeditious in the performance of their 140 
respective duties, and so on. 141 

7.2 The following are the most salient points of the agreement: 142 

a. The Developer will be responsible for roadway infrastructure construction costs 143 
associated with the required left/right turn lane improvements along County Road C 144 
between Cleveland Avenue and Prior Avenue and related to a site access point. 145 
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b. The Developer is responsible for roadway infrastructure construction costs associated 146 
with a right turn lane along Twin Lakes Parkway between Cleveland Avenue and the 147 
round-about at Mount Ridge Road. 148 

c. The Developer is responsible for a $400,000 contribution regarding future roadway 149 
infrastructure construction costs associated with the interchange with Cleveland 150 
Avenue and I-35W. 151 

d. The Developer is responsible for environmental investigation and remediation and 152 
must prepare a Response Action Plan under the direction of the Minnesota Pollution 153 
Control Agency. 154 

e. The Developer is responsible for a payment in lieu of park land dedication in the 155 
amount of $411,115. 156 

f. Upon final calculation of all public roadway infrastructure costs, the Developer will 157 
be responsible for submitting a cash deposit of 125% the final cost for said 158 
improvements. 159 

g. The City will construct all roadway infrastructure improvements. 160 

7.3 As discussed above, Police Chief Mathwig recommends replacing the condition of 161 
PRELIMINARY PLAT approval pertaining to calls for police service with a requirement for 162 
Wal-Mart to work with the Roseville Police Department to develop a security plan for the 163 
property that will help to reduce the calls for service rather than simply penalize Wal-164 
Mart for service calls beyond a certain quantity. Such a requirement seems best 165 
incorporated into the development agreement, with the security plan produced as a 166 
separate document that will continue to be in effect after the development is completed 167 
and the development agreement is no longer relevant. 168 

8.0 RECOMMENDATION 169 
Consistent with the recommendation of the Planning Commission pertaining to the 170 
preliminary plat and the approval of the same by the City Council, and based on the 171 
comments of Sections 4 – 7 of this report, Planning Division staff, Public Works 172 
Department staff, and the City Attorney recommend approval of the FINAL PLAT and the 173 
associated DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT, subject to the following conditions: 174 

a. Wal-Mart Real Estate Business Trust shall enter into a development agreement 175 
pertaining to the plat which is satisfactory to the City. Such development agreement 176 
shall include the requirement that Wal-Mart enter into a security plan approved by the 177 
Roseville Police Chief which identifies and incorporates on-site technology, 178 
personnel, and practices to improve security, minimize losses, and better 179 
communicate with the Police Department. If a mutually agreeable security plan 180 
cannot be developed, Wal-Mart shall pay for costs related to calls for law 181 
enforcement service at the Property in excess of 300 calls per year. Calls for law 182 
enforcement service shall include any calls or service in which persons employed by 183 
the City and assigned to the Roseville City Police Department are involved. The cost 184 
for each call in excess of 300 per year shall be determined by adding the cost of all 185 
City employees (including administrative employees) involved in receiving, 186 
responding to or providing service with respect to the call. Each employees cost shall 187 
be determined by multiplying the employee’s hourly rate times 1.9, times the number 188 
of hours (or portion thereof) expended by such employee regarding the call. Payment 189 



PF12-001_RCA_072312 
Page 6 of 7 

shall be made within 30 days of the delivery by the City upon Wal-Mart of a written 190 
invoice stating the amount due for each call in excess of 300 per year. This provision 191 
shall be reviewed by the Roseville City Council after the Wal-Mart store has been 192 
opened for over one (1) year and may be modified by the City Council after the 193 
review. 194 

b. Wal-Mart Real Estate Business Trust shall acquire fee simple title to all of the real 195 
property included in the plat and provide proof that there are no liens, encumbrances 196 
or other parties having an interest in the Property at the time the Development 197 
Agreement and Plat are recorded or make other arrangements which are satisfactory 198 
to the City to assure that title to the property is satisfactory to the City. 199 

c. Wal-Mart Real Estate Business Trust shall either dedicate on the Plat or otherwise 200 
convey all roadway, utility, drainage, and other easements required by the City. 201 

d. The access points to enter and exit the Property shall be at locations approved by the 202 
City and any other governmental entity having jurisdiction over adjacent roadways. 203 

e. Wal-Mart Real Estate Business Trust shall install subdivision monuments as 204 
reasonably required by the Roseville Public Works Department and Ramsey County 205 
Surveyor. 206 

f. Wal-Mart Real Estate Business Trust shall pay all unpaid subdivision review escrow 207 
fees as detailed in the adopted fee schedule for the City of Roseville prior to the City 208 
releasing the Plat for recording. 209 

g. No building permits shall be issued for any use of the property which is not a 210 
permitted use. 211 

h. The Petition for the vacation proceedings for that part of the public roadway and 212 
highway easement created by Document No. 1511814 lying adjacent to and 10 feet 213 
on the east and west side of vacated Mount Ridge Road within the Plat shall have 214 
been approved by the City. 215 

As discussed in Section 4.2j above, a condition related to the conclusion of the legal 216 
matter pertaining to the EAW petition, might give rise to additional law suits filed solely 217 
to delay the project. Because Wal-Mart would still be required to perform any additional 218 
environmental review determined by the Court to be necessary even if building permits 219 
had been issued and construction had begun, Planning Division staff recommends 220 
striking such a condition. If the Council is more comfortable preserving the condition, it 221 
may be included as follows: 222 

i. No building permits shall be issued for any use of the property until the conclusion of 223 
the appellate matter captioned as “In the Matter of the Petition for an Environmental 224 
Assessment Worksheet for a Proposed Wal-Mart Store in Roseville, Ramsey County, 225 
Minnesota” (Writ of Certiorari dated June 21, 2012). 226 
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9.0 SUGGESTED ACTION 227 
Adopt a resolution approving the proposed TWIN LAKES 2ND ADDITION FINAL PLAT, 228 
pursuant to Title 11 of the City Code and consistent with the July 9, 2012 229 
PRELIMINARY PLAT approval, and the related DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT, pursuant 230 
to MN Stat. 462.358, based on the comments and findings of Sections 4 – 7 and the 231 
recommendation and conditions of Section 8 of this report. 232 

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

B: Aerial photo 
C: Preliminary plat with excerpt of 

7/9/2012 City Council minutes 

D: Final plat document 
E: Fredrikson & Byron Letter 
F: Traffic information 
G: Draft resolution with 

draft development agreement 
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SURVEYOR
MARK S. HANSON, P.L.S.

SUNDE LAND SURVEYING
9001 EAST BLOOMINGTON FREEWAY (35W) SUITE 118

BLOOMINGTON, MINNESOTA 55420-3435
(952)881-2455

FAX (952)888-9526

CIVIL ENGINEER
WILLIAM D. MATZEK, P.E.

KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.
2550 UNIVERSITY AVE. W., SUITE 238N

SAINT PAUL, MINNESOTA 55114
(651)645-4197

FAX (651)645-5116

PRELIMINARY PLAT DATA TABLE
TOTAL SITE AREA:      14.18± AC

LOT 1:       11.20± AC
LOT 2:       1.30± AC
LOT 3:       1.47± AC

ROW DEDICATION:       0.21± AC

ROW VACATION:       0.11± AC

PLAN LAND USE DESIGNATION:  RETAIL BUSINESS
EXISTING ZONING:       B4, I2
PROPOSED ZONING:       CMU

TOTAL WETLAND AREA:       0.11± AC

DATE OF SURVEY:       1/12/11

PRELIMINARY PLAT
TWIN LAKES 2ND ADDITION

TOWNSHIP 29, RANGE 23, SECTION 4
ROSEVILLE, RAMSEY COUNTY, MINNESOTA

(Per COMMONWEALTH LAND TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY COMMITMENT FOR TILE INSURANCE COMMITMENT NO. 230285, EFFECTIVE DATE SEPTEMBER 13,
2010)

THE WEST 185 FEET OF LOT 11; AND THE SOUTH 89.69 FEET OF THE WEST 185 FEET OF LOT 12, BLOCK B, TWIN VIEW, EXCEPT THAT PART TAKEN IN FINAL
CERTIFICATE PER DOCUMENT NO. 1698540.

AND

(PER COMMONWEALTH LAND TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY COMMITMENT FOR TITLE INSURANCE COMMITMENT NO. 230286, EFFECTIVE DATE SEPTEMBER 13,
2010)

PARCEL 1:
LOTS 6, 7, 14, AND 15 AND THE NORTH HALF OF LOT 13 AND THE NORTH HALF OF LOT 8, BLOCK B, TWIN VIEW, EXCEPT THAT PART DEEDED TO THE CITY OF
ROSEVILLE PER DOCUMENT NO. 1511814 AND EXCEPT THAT PART TAKEN IN FINAL CERTIFICATE PER DOCUMENT NO. 1698540.

PARCEL 2:
LOTS 10, 9 AND SOUTH 1/2  OF 8, EXCEPT, THE WEST 125.0 FEET, BLOCK B, TWIN VIEW.  EXCEPT THAT PART DEED TO THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE BY DOCUMENT
NO. 1594225.

PART OF LOTS 9, 10, 11, 12, AND THE SOUTH 1/2 OF LOTS 8 AND 13, BLOCK B, TWIN VIEW, RAMSEY COUNTY, MINNESOTA DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:  THE WEST
125 FEET OF LOTS 9 AND 10 AND OF THE SOUTH 1/2 OF LOT 8.  THE EAST 8 FEET OF LOTS 11 AND 12 AND OF THE SOUTH 1/2 OF LOT13.  EXCEPT THAT PART
TAKEN IN FINAL CERTIFICATE PER DOCUMENT NO. 1698540.  EXCEPT THAT PART DEED TO THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE BY DOCUMENT NO. 1594225.

LOTS 11 AND 12 AND THE SOUTH 1/2 OF LOT 13, BLOCK B, TWIN VIEW, RAMSEY COUNTY, MINNESOTA, EXCEPT THE EAST 8.00 FEET THEREOF AND EXCEPT THE
WEST 185.00 [FEET] OF LOT 11 AND THE SOUTH 89.69 FEET OF THE WEST 185.00 FEET OF LOT 12, AND EXEPTING THOSE PARTS THEREOF TAKEN FOR THE
WIDENING OF COUNTY ROAD "C" AND CLEVELAND AVENUE.  EXCEPT THAT PART TAKEN IN FINAL CERTIFICATE PER DOCUMENT NO. 1698540.

PARCEL 3:
LOTS 1, 2, 3, 4, AND 5, BLOCK C, TWIN VIEW, EXCEPT THE WEST 10 FEET THEREOF, AND ALL THAT PART OF THE SOUTH 833 FEET OF THE WEST 1/2 OF THE
SOUTHWEST 1/4 OF SECTION 4, TOWNSHIP 29, RANGE 23, LYING EAST AND NORTH OF THE ABOVE DESCRIBED LOTS, AND EAST OF THE NORTHERLY
EXTENSION OF THE EAST LINE OF SAID WEST 10 FEET OF SAID LOTS, AND NORTH OF COUNTY ROAD "C", EXCEPT THE EAST 30 FEET OF THE AFOREDESCRIBED
PART OF THE SOUTHWEST 1/4 AND EXCEPT PROPERTY CONVEYED BY DEED DOCUMENT NO. 1604588, SITUATE IN RAMSEY COUNTY, MINNESOTA.

EXISTING LEGAL DESCRIPTION

NORTH

�

UNIVERSITY FINANCIAL CORPORATION
2650 CLEVELAND AVENUE

ROSEVILLE, MINNESOTA 55113

OWNERS
ROSEVILLE PROPERTIES

ROSEVILLE ACQUISITIONS, LLC
ROSEVILLE ACQUISITIONS. THREE, LLC
2575 FAIRVIEW AVENUE NORTH. #250

ROSEVILLE, MINNESOTA 55113

LOT 1
11.20 AC

LOT 2
1.30 AC

�
�
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Request by Wal-Mart Stores, Inc. for Approval of a Preliminary Plat of the Land Area 1 
Bounded by County Road C, Cleveland Avenue, Twin Lakes Parkway, and Prior Avenue 2 

Three bench handouts were available at the meeting, all attached hereto and made a part hereof, 3 
consisting of: 4 

• Additional e-mails (Gerry McDonald, 2857 Dellwood Avenue in opposition to Wal-Mart; 5 
Kate Finnegan, 2887 N Pascal Street in opposition to Wal-Mart; Nancy Rooney, 2986 6 
Old Highway 8, in opposition to Wal-Mart; and Bob Worrall, 1866 Skillman Avenue, in 7 
opposition to Wal-Mart. 8 

• Letter from Thaddeus R. Lightfoot, Environmental Law Group, 133 First Avenue N, 9 
Minneapolis, MN, dated July 9, 2012 and representing Responsible Governance for 10 
Roseville (RGR), requesting denial of the Preliminary Plat application at this time.1 11 

• Memorandum dated July 9, 2012 from the City Attorney Office of Erickson, Bell, 12 
Beckman & Quinn, P.A. providing an updated list of proposed conditions to any approval 13 
of the Twin Lakes Second Addition Preliminary Plat. 14 

Mayor Roe reviewed the purpose of tonight’s continued discussion of the Preliminary Plat 15 
following previous TABLING of action following previous public comment and City Council 16 
deliberation.  Therefore, since public testimony had already been heard at that meeting and via 17 
written comment, Mayor Roe advised that he was not intending to take any additional public 18 
comment at this meeting.  Mayor Roe stated that this request would proceed to Council 19 
deliberation, following staff’s presentation. 20 

City Planner Thomas Paschke briefly reviewed the request, and previous City Council action in 21 
TABLING action to take up the PRELIMINARY PLAT APPLICATION first so as to avoid any 22 
potential legal complications resulting from taking concurrent action on a Preliminary and Final 23 
Plat.  Mr. Paschke referenced the additional list of conditions from the City Attorney, previously 24 
referenced as a bench handout, and made available to the public. 25 

Councilmember Pust arrived at this time, approximately 6:53 p.m. 26 

At the request of Councilmember McGehee, City Attorney Gaughan advised that it was the 27 
recommendation of the City Attorney’s Office that all ten (10) of the conditions be incorporated 28 
into any approval of the Preliminary Plat by the City Council. 29 

At the request of Mayor Roe, City Attorney Gaughan provided his response to the July 9, 2012 30 
letter previously referenced as a bench handout from Environmental Law Group representing 31 
Responsible Governance for Roseville (RGR)1  and their rationale in setting forth three (3) 32 
reasons for denial of the Preliminary Plat. 33 

1)    “… because the City Attorney has concluded that the Comprehensive Plan and Zoning 34 
Ordinance are in conflict.” 35 

City Attorney Gaughan, in his review of the City Attorney’s original submission, advised 36 
that it was not his perception that this was the conclusion, based on the recommendation for 37 
review on a case by case basis.  City Attorney Gaughan opined that the City Attorney’s 38 
finding was not as simple as indicated in the RGR position, and did not serve as an 39 
appropriate basis to deny the Preliminary Plat. 40 
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2)    “… until it [City Council] hears and decides the Appeals of the Community Development 41 
Department’s June 21 determination that the Wal-Mart Project complies with Community 42 
Mixed Use District Zoning.” AND 43 

3)    “…until the Minnesota Court of Appeals determines that the AUAR remains valid.” 44 

City Attorney Gaughan advised that, in the City Attorney’s further review and submission of 45 
recommended conditions as provided tonight, and prior to receipt of this RGR 46 
correspondence, recognized that the two (2) issues addressed remained outstanding.  City 47 
Attorney Gaughan advised that, whether further environment review is determined to be 48 
necessary, it was the City Attorney Office’s position that the actual potential future use of the 49 
site did not come into play given how City Code interacts with State Statute.  However, 50 
recognizing those two pending litigation issues, City Attorney Gaughan noted that their 51 
recommended conditions (#9 and #10) would serve as further protection for the City with the 52 
project’s proposer having those conditions addressed per State Code and Environmental 53 
Review.  However, City Attorney Gaughan reiterated that it was not the perception of the 54 
City Attorney’s Office that it comes into play regarding the Preliminary Plat, and thus their 55 
office did not recommend denial as proposed in the Lightfoot letter. 56 

Councilmember McGehee opined that, in her review of the case law cited by the City Attorney’s 57 
Office in their original legal opinion, she had yet to find anything that served to satisfy her of 58 
that position on the Preliminary Plat and what could or could not be considered.  Councilmember 59 
McGehee further opined that this created a difference between what the City Attorney’s Office 60 
proposed, and what she had found in her research of materials in State Statute, case law, and the 61 
League of Minnesota Cities (LMC) Handbook.   62 

City Attorney Gaughan apologized that the City Attorney Office’s efforts had not satisfied 63 
Councilmember McGehee; however, noting the attempts made to address those issues raised in 64 
past correspondence and the City Attorney Office’s rationale in reaching their conclusions for 65 
the City Council as a whole, he advised that they stood by those conclusions. 66 

Willmus moved, Johnson seconded, approval of the proposed Twin Lakes Second Addition 67 
PRELIMINARY PLAT, pursuant to Title 11 of Roseville City Code, for the land area bounded 68 
by County Road C, Cleveland Avenue, Twin Lakes Parkway, and Prior Avenue, including the 69 
4,643 square foot rectangle of land that is the subject of the disposal request; based on the 70 
comments and findings of Sections 4-6, and the recommendation of Section 7, of the Request for 71 
Council Action dated July 9, 2012; amended to include the ten (10) conditions provided by the 72 
City Attorney Memorandum dated July 9, 2012 and restated as follows: 73 

1.            Wal-Mart Real Estate Business Trust shall enter into a Development Agreement 74 
pertaining to the Plat which is satisfactory to the City. 75 

2.            Wal-Mart Real Estate Business Trust shall acquire fee simple title to all of the real 76 
property included in the Plat and provide proof that there are no liens, encumbrances 77 
or other parties having an interest in the Property at the time the Development 78 
Agreement and Plat are recorded; or make other arrangements which are satisfactory 79 
to the City to assure that title to the property is satisfactory to the City. 80 

3.            Wal-Mart Real Estate Business Trust shall either dedicate on the Plat or otherwise 81 
convey all roadway, utility, drainage, and other easements required by the City. 82 
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4.            The access points to enter and exit the Property being plated shall be at locations 83 
approved by the City and any other governmental entity having jurisdiction over 84 
adjacent roadways. 85 

5.            Wal-Mart Real Estate Business Trust shall install subdivision monuments as 86 
reasonably required by the Roseville Public Works Department and Ramsey County 87 
Surveyor. 88 

6.            Wal-Mart Real Estate Business Trust shall pay all unpaid subdivision review escrow 89 
fees as detailed in the adopted fee schedule for the City of Roseville prior to the City 90 
releasing the Plat for recording.  91 

7.            The applicant shall make all submissions and perform all requirements pertaining to 92 
final plats set forth in Roseville City Code, including Sections 1002.01, 1102.04, 93 
1102.06 and 1102.07. 94 

8.            The applicant shall obtain the written certification from the Public Works Director 95 
described in Section 1102.06 of Roseville City Code. 96 

9.            The City Council, acting as the Board of Adjustments and Appeals, shall determine 97 
whether the proposed use for the property is a permitted use.  No building permits shall 98 
be issued for any use of the property which is not a permitted use. 99 

10.         No building permits shall be issued for any use of the property until the conclusion of 100 
the appellate matter captioned as “In the Matter of the Petition for an Environmental 101 
Assessment Worksheet for a Proposed “Wal-Mart Store in Roseville, Ramsey County, 102 
Minnesota” (Writ of Certiorari dated June 21, 2012). 103 

Councilmember Pust apologized to the public and fellow Councilmembers for her late arrival 104 
tonight; and asked patience as she clarified her remaining questions, some of which may have 105 
been addressed prior to her arrival.  Councilmember Pust reviewed her perception of the Appeal 106 
process and referral to the Planning Commission for their recommendation to the Board of 107 
Adjustments and Appeals.  Councilmember Pust questioned when those recommendations would 108 
return to the Board of Appeals, and what opportunities would be provided for public comment 109 
and at which body. 110 

Mayor Roe reiterated the process, with non-formal public testimony opportunities provided at 111 
the June 11, 2012 Planning Commission meeting, as well as again at the July 16, 2012 Board of 112 
Adjustments and Appeals meeting. 113 

Councilmember Pust commended staff’s most recent recommendation in breaking up the 114 
Preliminary and Final Plat approval process, serving to address her previously-expressed 115 
concerns with that process.  Councilmember Pust, based on her research, opined that the 116 
Preliminary Plat portion was very important in the decision-making process, and essentially the 117 
only time conditions could be applied to that potential approval process.  Since this is a 118 
significant decision, Councilmember Pust respectfully requested that fellow Councilmembers 119 
consider delaying making this decision for one (1) more week, following recommends of the 120 
Planning Commission and subsequent action by the Board of Adjustments and Appeals. 121 

Councilmember Pust reviewed her remaining concerns, beyond those conditions recommended 122 
by the City Attorney in their July 9, 2012 correspondence.  While recognizing that disapproval of 123 
a permitted use was not a consideration for Preliminary Plat approval or denial, based on case 124 
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law, Councilmember Pust opined that in this instance, the argument had been made by some 125 
members that the proposed Wal-Mart was not a permitted use.  In that context, Councilmember 126 
Pust opined that an analysis of permitted versus non-permitted use became an appropriate part of 127 
preliminary plat consideration.   128 

Councilmember Pust asked what would result, if the City Council took action tonight on the 129 
Preliminary Plat, and the Planning Commission found that it was not a permitted use, and it was 130 
obvious that this could be a possibility, since it was being sent elsewhere for a recommendation.  131 
Councilmember Pust questioned, if it was found to be a non-permitted use, but the Preliminary 132 
Plat had already been approved, there would then not be a Final Plat.  Based on that scenario, 133 
and if the issue was found for a conflict between the Zoning Code and Comprehensive Plan, 134 
Councilmember Pust noted that the Comprehensive Plan would then need revised either way, 135 
whether a permitted use or not.  Therefore, if the Preliminary Plat had already been granted, and 136 
then the Comprehensive Plan revised, Councilmember Pust noted that there would be no changes 137 
applied to that Preliminary Plat for one (1) year.  Taking the City out of the legal situation and 138 
changing its position based on the timing of this decision, Councilmember Pust opined that it 139 
was then a waste of time for the Planning Commission to make a recommendation.  If a Final 140 
Plat was approved, Councilmember Pust noted that it would take two (2) years to affect this 141 
application. 142 

Based on the potential that the City Council may be wrong in their analysis to-date, 143 
Councilmember Pust opined that she didn’t want the City to come out on the wrong side of that 144 
analysis with this particular application; and reiterated her preference that the City Council hold 145 
off one (1) week on this Preliminary Plat decision, allowing the Planning Commission to hold 146 
their discussion and provide a recommendation. 147 

At the request of Mayor Roe to provide a response to Councilmember Pust, City Attorney 148 
Gaughan noted that the only reason the decision on the Preliminary Plat was back before the City 149 
Council tonight was due to the applicant voluntarily extending the 120-day review period until 150 
tonight’s meeting.  Otherwise, based on the expiration of the review period, the Preliminary Plat 151 
would be approved by default, based on State Statute (Chapter 462.3454). 152 

Based on the Board of Appeals, City Attorney Gaughan noted that, as the process was laid out in 153 
State Statutes, a decision could not be made without a recommendation by the Planning 154 
Commission, necessitating their part in the process.   155 

Regarding the controversy of whether the proposed Wal-Mart is or is not a permitted use, City 156 
Attorney Gaughan noted that to-date, that has not come into play as part of the Plat analysis 157 
because the authority to make that decision had been delegated by the City Council to staff to 158 
make an administrative decision; with no provision available to have the City Council take back 159 
that authority to determine whether or not a use is permitted.  Under City Code, City Attorney 160 
Gaughan advised that the issue came before the City Council only in their role as the Board of 161 
Adjustments and Appeals; and based on the applicant’s request that the Administrative Appeal 162 
be addressed now rather than down the road as additional funds were expended by the applicant 163 
through the permitting process. 164 

City Attorney Gaughan concluded that this was the mechanics of why and how things were 165 
occurring at this point. 166 
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Regarding what happens if the City Council approves the Preliminary Plat now and the Planning 167 
Commission subsequently recommends that this is not a permitted use, and the Board of 168 
Adjustments and Appeals concurred, City Attorney Gaughan noted that their Offices’ 169 
recommended conditions for Preliminary Plat approval would sufficiently address any 170 
outstanding issues and/or pending litigation as applicable.  City Attorney Gaughan noted that, 171 
even if not specifically addressed in conditions, as noted in previous discussions, a Preliminary 172 
Plat was simply redrawing lines, and whether those lines are drawn or not, the permitted or non-173 
permitted use is not addressed.   174 

City Attorney Gaughan, in addressing Councilmember Pust’s remaining concerns regarding the 175 
timing, noted that if the proposed Wal-Mart was determined to not be a permitted use, it would 176 
not impact the Preliminary Plat, or lines to be drawn, since those are distinctions.  In allowing a 177 
determination by the City Council on approval or denial of the Preliminary Plat tonight, City 178 
Attorney Gaughan opined that this would keep the process moving, specific to the Preliminary 179 
Plat request currently before the City Council tonight.  City Attorney Gaughan encouraged 180 
Councilmembers to keep the two issues distinct, the platting issue and the use issue. 181 

Mayor Roe asked that City Attorney Gaughan address the Comprehensive Plan and approval of 182 
the Preliminary Plat, and the process if the applicant was amenable to granting the City an 183 
additional week for a determination on the Preliminary Plat. 184 

City Attorney Gaughan advised that, if the Preliminary Plat was approved tonight, and it was 185 
later determined that there was a conflict between the Comprehensive Plan and the City Zoning 186 
Code regarding the proposed use, with subsequent action taken to correct any discrepancy as a 187 
result of the Planning Commission hearing and a decision of the Board of Adjustments and 188 
Appeals, it would not impact the Preliminary Plat. 189 

Mayor Roe opined that, if the attempt to solve the problem was through a subsequent 190 
determination that a Comprehensive Plan revision was needed, Wal-Mart would still be exempt 191 
from such a use determination for one (1) year. 192 

Councilmember Pust clarified that for that reason, action on the Preliminary Plat at tonight’s 193 
meeting was bad either way.  Councilmember Pust advised that it was her intent that the process 194 
be as clean and transparent as possible; and allow time for the Comprehensive Plan to be revised 195 
if determined necessary, and to avoid any other litigation.  Councilmember Pust noted that the 196 
City Council could deny the Preliminary Plat tonight, and the applicant could reapply again, 197 
starting the review and approval process clock over again. 198 

At the request of Mayor Roe, City Attorney Gaughan opined that there would be no quick 199 
turnaround with such an action, since the applicant would need to start again at Step 1. 200 

Councilmember Willmus noted the need for a super majority vote if the appeal before the 201 
Planning Commission resulted in a finding by them and the Board of Adjustments and Appeals 202 
that an error is evident and a Comprehensive Plan amended required.  Councilmember Willmus 203 
expressed his hope, if that was the actual result, that the applicant would return.  Councilmember 204 
Willmus questioned whether acting on the Preliminary Plat tonight would have any ill effect as 205 
suggested by Councilmember Pust. 206 

Councilmember McGehee opined that, if the City Council denied the Preliminary Plat tonight, 207 
and the applicant reapplied tomorrow, there would be sufficient time for the Planning 208 
Commission to hear the Appeals and make a recommendation at their meeting this Wednesday 209 
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night; and also allowing sufficient time for a formal Public Hearing on the Preliminary Plat at 210 
their August Planning Commission meeting. 211 

City Attorney Gaughan cautioned that, under that scenario, notice requirements would need for 212 
be met for a formal Public Hearing. 213 

Staff debated the technical notice requirements, with no clear determination made on that notice 214 
schedule. 215 

Councilmember Pust opined that the discussion was still ripe for consideration; and in response 216 
to Councilmember Willmus’ comment about a super majority vote, cautioned that there should 217 
be no pre-judgment on how individual Councilmembers may vote on whether or not to amend 218 
the Comprehensive Plan if that were to come before the body.  Councilmember Pust opined that 219 
her overall goal was to avoid the citizens of Roseville being embroiled in litigation, noting that 220 
this had always been and continued to be her position.  Based on that, Councilmember Pust 221 
asked, if it was the intent of the Mayor to proceed with the motion on the table, that before 222 
voting, additional conditions be applied amending the motion. 223 

Mayor Roe reviewed the process for amending motions, and suggested that any amendments be 224 
considered and moved individually; with the results becoming part of the original motion, with 225 
those amendments applied as applicable. 226 

Pust moved, McGehee seconded, to TABLE action on the Preliminary for one (1) week. 227 

After further discussion, and realization that this was the last day for City Council action on the 228 
Preliminary Plat, or its approval by default, Councilmember Pust withdrew her motion to table. 229 

Mayor Roe reviewed the motion currently before the body to approve the Preliminary Plat, 230 
inclusive of the ten (10) enumerated conditions included in the City Attorney’s memorandum 231 
dated July 9, 2012. 232 

At the request of Councilmember Willmus, Councilmember Pust reviewed her additional 233 
conditions beyond those recommended by the City Attorney’s Office. 234 

Amendments 235 
Councilmember Pust suggested a condition that the applicant waived the one (1) year time period 236 
exemption to any potential Comprehensive Plan Revision(s). 237 

Councilmember Pust sought clarification of the word, “conclusion,” in City Attorney Office 238 
Condition #10 regarding issuance of any building permits; and suggested that it be more specific. 239 

Councilmember Pust suggested a condition specifically addressing hours of operation of the 240 
proposed facility, while recognizing that this could be interpreted as a use issue.  However, 241 
Councilmember Pust, based on her research of LMC publications, noted that conditions are 242 
applied to use at the Preliminary Plat stage. In order to assure the community that this facility not 243 
be operated on a 24-hour basis, Councilmember Pust opined that this was the time to have that 244 
conversation. 245 

At the request of Mayor Roe, City Attorney Gaughan opined that the hours of operation were 246 
more suited to an associated Development Agreement, as were the first five (5) conditions 247 
outlined in their July 9, 2012 memorandum of recommended conditions.  City Attorney Gaughan 248 
noted that the purpose of the Development Agreement was to make sure everyone was on the 249 
same page on all of those issues. 250 
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Councilmember Pust opined that this was a substantive issue regarding hours of operation; and 251 
expressed her willingness to hear from the applicant on their proposed business model for the 252 
facility.  Councilmember Pust suggested that hours of operation not exceed 9:00 pm on 253 
weeknights, and 10:00 pm on weekends; ensuring that it not be a 24-hour business model. 254 

Mayor Roe suggested that that the hours of operation be encompassed in the Development 255 
Agreement acceptable to the City. 256 

Councilmember Pust opined that the applicant needed to be aware at this time of the City’s 257 
restrictions on hours of operation. 258 

Councilmember Willmus note that the City already had another establishment (Cub Foods) that 259 
was a 24-hour operation; and questioned their zoning district designation. 260 

Mayor Roe noted that they were in a Community Business District, formerly designated 261 
“Shopping Center,” before the Zoning Code was revised. 262 

Councilmember Willmus questioned how the City would justify differences in that operation in a 263 
Community Mixed Use District versus this applicant. 264 

Councilmember Pust opined that this proposed operation would have greater impact on adjacent 265 
residential properties; however, she further opined that any operation within a Business District 266 
should not be allowed to have 24-hour retail operations. 267 

Mayor Roe noted that this subject had been brought up and recognized; and asked that 268 
Councilmember Pust provide any other conditions for consideration by the body. 269 

Councilmember Pust suggested, given past testimony by the Police Chief Rick Mathwig about 270 
the potential increase in law enforcement services required; and asked for a condition that the 271 
applicant pay for those additional services on a proportional basis.  Councilmember Pust opined 272 
that, when evidence was provided that a use would cost resident more money for additional 273 
services provided by the City, an applicant should be required to pay for those costs. 274 

Condition #11 275 
Pust moved, McGehee seconded, amendment to the original motion by the addition of 276 
Condition #11 that: “Wal-Mart Real Estate Business Trust shall agree to waive the 277 
requirements of MN Statutes, Section 462.358, Subd. 3.c regarding municipal prohibition on 278 
amendments to a Comprehensive Plan or official control.” 279 

Councilmember Pust noted that case law made clear that this issue can be negotiated by parties 280 
to a municipal development agreement and cited to the case of Semler Construction, Inc. v. City 281 
of Hanover, 667 N.W.2d 457 (Minn. App. 2003), as noted by the League of Minnesota Cities in 282 
its Subdivision Guide for Cities. 283 

Roll Call 284 
Ayes: Pust; McGehee; Roe. 285 
Nays: Willmus; Johnson. 286 
Motion Carried. 287 

Condition – Hours of Operation 288 
Pust moved, McGehee seconded, amendment to the original motion by the addition of a 289 
condition that: “Wal-Mart Real Estate Business Trust shall agree, in an executed 290 
Development Agreement satisfactory to the City, including a provision to limited hours of 291 
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operation not to exceed 7:00 a.m. to 9:00 p.m. on weekdays, and 7:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. on 292 
weekends.” 293 

Councilmember McGehee noted that this proposed development would be locating in Roseville 294 
and be in direct competition with Target; and questioned what Target’s hours of operation were. 295 

Mayor Roe noted that the hours of operation most likely varied, and were subject to holiday sales 296 
as well. 297 

City Planner Paschke advised that the City’s Zoning Ordinance did not limit hours of operation, 298 
specific to the Target Store. 299 

Johnson moved, Willmus seconded, to call the question. 300 

Roll Call 301 
Ayes: Pust; McGehee.          302 
Nays: Willmus, Johnson, Roe. 303 
Motion failed. 304 

CONDITION #12 305 
Pust moved, Johnson seconded, amendment to the original motion by the addition of 306 
Condition #12 that: “Wal-Mart Real Estate Business Trust shall agree to enter into a 307 
Development Agreement satisfactory to the City, which includes a provision that Wal-Mart 308 
will pay for any law enforcement costs associated with services provided to their operations in 309 
excess of three hundred (300) calls for service annually. 310 

Prior to consensus of three hundred (300)calls for service, debate ensued among 311 
Councilmembers regarding an appropriate number of calls. 312 

Councilmember Johnson advised that, he would find it difficult to support a condition without 313 
statistical evidence pertinent to this community and comparable to services provided to similar 314 
businesses. 315 

At the suggestion of City Manager Malinen as to whether fire and/or emergency medical calls be 316 
factored into that equation, Councilmember Johnson, with concurrence of other 317 
Councilmembers, excluded those calls from the equation to avoid discouraging their use. 318 

Roll Call 319 
Ayes: Pust; McGehee; Roe.  320 
Nays: Willmus; Johnson. 321 
Motion Failed due to lack of Super-Majority vote. 322 

Mayor Roe expressed his concern with this motion as stated being somewhat arbitrary in nature 323 

Councilmember Willmus concurred, opining that it presents a deterrent to public safety. 324 

Councilmember Johnson duly noted their point, and clarified that his intent was to get to some 325 
statistical evidence to support an excess of calls; and without a year’s worth of data to back up 326 
the proposed hours, he was reluctant to support a motion simply based on previously-expressed 327 
comments about a Wal-Mart store.  Councilmember Johnson opined that he was willing to 328 
stipulate gathering of evidence and leaving it up to a future City Council, by using more lenient 329 
language; but was not totally convinced that an actual number was needed, but providing for a 330 
specific trigger. 331 
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City Attorney Gaughan echoed the Mayor’s concerns that no arbitrary figure was used, and 332 
thereby undermining the appropriateness of this type of condition.  City Attorney Gaughan 333 
cautioned the City Council to avoid moving anywhere near an arbitrary and capricious situation. 334 

Councilmember Pust respectfully requested a five minute recess to research past meeting 335 
minutes specific to projected service levels by Chief Mathwig. 336 

Recess 337 
Mayor Roe recessed the meeting at approximately 7:44 pm and reconvened at approximately 338 
7:54 pm. 339 

Councilmember Pust advised that her research specific to proposed Condition #12 had provided 340 
projections, from Chief Mathwig, of between 700-900 additional calls per year with a retailer the 341 
size of the proposed Wal-Mart. 342 

City Manager Malinen advised that he had consulted with Chief Mathwig by phone during the 343 
recess, and Chief Mathwig advised that the SuperTarget Store in Roseville had an average of 175 344 
service calls per year of various types. City Manager Malinen advised that Chief Mathwig had 345 
opined that a number of 300 calls per year for a similar operation, and based on the proposed 346 
Wal-Mart size and facility, appeared reasonable. 347 

Councilmember Pust opined that such a condition would also allow a new business to establish 348 
their business model. 349 

City Attorney Gaughan advised that he was unable to provide a definitive answer as to whether 350 
the proposed language of Councilmember Pust’s amendment (Condition #12) provided sufficient 351 
statistical analysis to avoid any arbitrary or capricious concerns; and based on the significant 352 
retail already in Roseville, questioned how a determination could be made as to what factors 353 
played into those statistics. 354 

CONDITION #12 (REVISED) 355 
Pust moved, Johnson seconded, amendment to the original motion by the addition of 356 
Condition #12 that: “Wal-Mart Real Estate Business Trust shall agree to enter into a 357 
Development Agreement satisfactory to the City, which includes a provision that for one (1) 358 
year, Wal-Mart will pay for any law enforcement costs associated with services provided to 359 
their operations in excess of a base line of three hundred (300) calls per annum; with a review 360 
of that data after one (1) year) for any potential adjustment. 361 

Will Matzek, Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc., Civil Engineer of Record for Wal-Mart 362 
Development Team 363 
On behalf of the applicant, Mr. Matzek asked only that Wal-Mart be treated similar to everyone 364 
else within a similar zoning classification and/or retailers throughout the community in general. 365 

Councilmember Pust opined that this condition would serve to treat Wal-Mart fairly and 366 
similarly. 367 

Mayor Roe spoke in support of the one year review for comparison and expectations of the 368 
applicant and City in order to provide the best possible services for all parties. 369 

In terms of being treated fairly, Councilmember Johnson opined that the Wal-Mart representative 370 
brought up a fair point; and in the spirit of that, suggested that going forward in that spirit, that 371 
the City consider a policy in the future with similar language as a City Council responsibility, 372 
rather than setting it forth arbitrarily.  Councilmember Johnson opined that tonight’s debate had 373 
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served to acknowledge significant concerns and would set a precedent moving forward with 374 
future development. 375 

Councilmember Pust spoke in support of such a future policy; opining that it would be a good 376 
thing for the community as well.  Councilmember Pust noted that there was a considerable 377 
amount of misinformation about Wal-Mart in general; and residents needed to recognize that this 378 
business intends to do its best and be a good corporate citizen.  If their service call numbers came 379 
back significantly lower than the base line, Councilmember Pust opined that residents needed to 380 
be aware of that result as well, and having the one year review would provide that as public 381 
information. 382 

Councilmember Johnson opined that this would provide Wal-Mart a good talking point moving 383 
forward into other communities in the future as well. 384 

Councilmember Willmus spoke in support of the proposed condition, opining that the “look 385 
back” provision had swayed him, and concurred with Councilmembers Johnson and Pust that 386 
this was a good starting point moving forward for application city-wide via a future City Council 387 
policy. 388 

Mayor Roe note that this was in line with past discussions held by the City Council related to 389 
providing and funding police services for the extensive retail community in Roseville; as well as 390 
past discussions between the City and those retailers.  Mayor Roe noted that this has been a long-391 
term challenge for the City; and if such a future policy provided a way to get that process going 392 
and in place, it would serve for the betterment of the entire community.  Mayor Roe spoke in 393 
support of the amended language of this condition. 394 

Councilmember Johnson recognized, speaking on behalf of Target, their amazing corporate 395 
stewardship to the City and its Police Department, as well as neighborhoods and schools through 396 
their community involvement and monetary donations. 397 

Roll Call 398 
Ayes: Johnson; Pust; McGehee; Willmus; and Roe. 399 
Nays: None. 400 

Original Motion, as amended 401 
Mayor Roe called the original motion, as amended with conditions #1-12, and based on the 402 
details included in the Request for Council Action dated July 9, 2012. 403 

Roll Call 404 
Ayes: Johnson; Willmus; and Roe.   405 
Nays: Pust and McGehee. 406 
Motion carried. 407 

For the record, Councilmember McGehee submitted as a bench handout, attached hereto and 408 
made a part hereof, her rationale in opposing the Preliminary Plat approval; entitled “Findings 409 
for Denial of Proposed Preliminary Plat County Road C and Cleveland Avenue, Roseville, MN, 410 
dated July 9, 2012. 411 
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1

Bryan Lloyd

From: support@civicplus.com
Sent: Saturday, July 07, 2012 11:02 PM
To: *RVCouncil; Kari Collins; Bill Malinen
Subject: Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council

The following form was submitted via your website: Contact City Council 
 
Subject: Wal‐Mart 
 
Name:: Gerry McDonald 
 
Address:: 2857 Dellwood Ave 
 
City:: Roseville 
 
State: : MN 
 
Zip:: 55113 
 
How would you prefer to be contacted? Remember to fill in the corresponding contact information.: Email 
 
Email Address::   
 
Phone Number::  
 
Please Share Your Comment, Question or Concern: If I were to be a member of the City Council I would vote against 
Wal‐Mart.  Not because I am opposed to Wal‐Mart, but because I am opposed to bringing in competition for Target, 
Cub, and Rainbow.  These stores have been members of our community for several decades, and they have served our 
community very well!  Why are we going to bring in a business that is going to economically challenge and threaten the 
well‐being of companies that historically have been exceptional partners to our fair city?  To vote to bring in a 
competitor is a vote against loyalty. 
 
 
 
 
Additional Information: 
 
Form submitted on: 7/7/2012 11:01:30 PM 
 
Submitted from IP Address: 71.210.154.85 
 
Referrer Page: http://www.cityofroseville.com/Directory.aspx?did=17 
 
Form Address: http://www.cityofroseville.com/Forms.aspx?FID=115 
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1

Bryan Lloyd

From: support@civicplus.com
Sent: Friday, July 06, 2012 6:30 PM
To: *RVCouncil; Kari Collins; Bill Malinen
Subject: Online Form Submittal: Contact City Council

The following form was submitted via your website: Contact City Council 
 
Subject: WAL‐MART 
 
Name:: Kate FINNEGAN 
 
Address:: 2887 NORTH PASCAL ST 
 
City:: Roseville 
 
State: : MN 
 
Zip:: 55113 
 
How would you prefer to be contacted? Remember to fill in the corresponding contact information.: Email 
 
Email Address::   
 
Phone Number::   
 
Please Share Your Comment, Question or Concern: I don't want a WAL‐MART in Roseville. We have another one 5‐7 
miles from Roseville on University Avenue. 
That close why pollute our city with a retailer that has less than good name in dealing with it's employees. Besides who 
needs a store that fill with JUNK  MADE IN CHINA !!!  
Get with it people...  
Postone the decision until we can vote you "YES Councilmembers" out of office.  What's happened to the Values we 
once saw on the council???  
 
 
 
 
Additional Information: 
 
Form submitted on: 7/6/2012 6:30:21 PM 
 
Submitted from IP Address: 75.72.246.201 
 
Referrer Page: No Referrer ‐ Direct Link 
 
Form Address: http://www.ci.roseville.mn.us/Forms.aspx?FID=115 
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1

Bryan Lloyd

From: support@civicplus.com
Sent: Thursday, July 05, 2012 8:20 AM
To: *RVCouncil; Kari Collins; Bill Malinen
Subject: Online Form Submittal: WalMart

The following form was submitted via your website: Contact City Council 
 
Subject: Walmart 
 
Name:: Nancy Rooney 
 
Address:: 2986 Old Highway 8 
 
City:: Roseville 
 
State: : MN 
 
Zip:: 55113 
 
How would you prefer to be contacted? Remember to fill in the corresponding contact information.: Email 
 
Email Address::   
 
Phone Number::  
 
Please Share Your Comment, Question or Concern: Count me as a Roseville resident who DOES NOT want Walmart to 
build on County Road C and Cleveland.  I agree with McGehee who says residents "want to see a mixed use development 
at the site that places an emphasis on housing and environment stewardship." 
 
 
 
 
Additional Information: 
 
Form submitted on: 7/5/2012 8:19:56 AM 
 
Submitted from IP Address: 156.98.175.136 
 
Referrer Page: http://www.cityofroseville.com/Directory.aspx?did=17 
 
Form Address: http://www.cityofroseville.com/Forms.aspx?FID=115 
 
 

Redacted
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1

Bryan Lloyd

From: support@civicplus.com
Sent: Tuesday, July 03, 2012 10:13 PM
To: *RVCouncil; Kari Collins; Bill Malinen
Subject: Online Form Submittal: WalMart

The following form was submitted via your website: Contact City Council 
 
Subject: Walmart 
 
Name:: Bob Worrall 
 
Address:: 1866 Skillman Ave. W 
 
City:: Roseville 
 
State: : MN 
 
Zip:: 55113 
 
How would you prefer to be contacted? Remember to fill in the corresponding contact information.: Email 
 
Email Address::   
 
Phone Number::   
 
Please Share Your Comment, Question or Concern: The ruling that says the Walmart development proposal is in 
compliance with the Comprehensive Plan is baffling and shows appalling disregard for the good work of those who spent 
a lot of time on behalf of fellow citizens drafting the CP.  What kind of odd logic would prevail by claiming that an explicit 
recommendation against big box retail is not the same as prohibiting it.  It makes one wonder if there is sort of incentive 
decision‐makers might be weighing in the balance against the expressed wishes of Roseville citizens.   I hope the 
meeting on the 9th is held in the largest room available. 
 
 
 
 
Additional Information: 
 
Form submitted on: 7/3/2012 10:13:16 PM 
 
Submitted from IP Address: 75.72.226.87 
 
Referrer Page: http://www.cityofroseville.com/index.aspx?NID=56 
 
Form Address: http://www.cityofroseville.com/Forms.aspx?FID=115 
 
 

Redacted

Redacted
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Walmart (Store #3404-05)
Traffic Impact Analysis

Roseville, Minnesota

July 2011 1

Introduction

Walmart Stores, Inc. is proposing the construction of a new store, number 3404-05, in the
northeast quadrant of the intersection of County Road C W, also known as County State
Aid Highway (CSAH) 23, and Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) in Roseville, Minnesota
(see Figure 1). The project is anticipated to be completed by the year 2013, and will
include retail and grocery land uses on undeveloped property. In the longer term, two
restaurants are proposed for the outlots in the northwest and southwest corners of the site,
respectively. The proposed development site plan is shown in Figure 2. The purpose of
this report is to document the anticipated traffic impacts that the change in land use at the
proposed Walmart site will have on the surrounding roadway network intersections.

This traffic impact analysis (TIA) represents a review of traffic impacts of the project,
based on land use and site plan information, and is intended to identify the key traffic
issues associated with the project. This TIA documents the existing traffic conditions in
the vicinity of the site, estimates the traffic anticipated to be generated by the project,
distributes and assigns these trips to the adjacent roadway system, and evaluates the
traffic operations of key intersections near the site and those providing access to and from
the site. In order to have a basis of comparison, a “no-build” analysis was completed for
each future scenario that includes the general background growth on the adjacent
roadways as well as traffic generated by other possible development adjacent to the
project.

Based on the analysis, the TIA evaluates roadway and/or traffic control mitigation
measures to accommodate future traffic levels in the system and whether these mitigation
measures are triggered by background growth or the proposed project.

Attachment F

Page 3 of 102



PROJECT
LOCATION

Walmart
Roseville, MN FIGURE 1:
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Walmart (Store #3404-05)
Traffic Impact Analysis

Roseville, Minnesota

July 2011 4

Study Area

The project site is bounded by Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) on the west, County
Road C W (CSAH 23) on the south, Prior Avenue on the east, and Twin Lakes Parkway
on the north. The proposed development will include an up to 160,000 square foot
Walmart store, with the addition of two restaurants with bars in the future. The 6,995
square foot and 6,221 square foot restaurants will occupy the northwest and southwest
corners of the site, respectively. The site is currently undeveloped and is zoned as
Community Mixed Use. The site is in the southwest corner of the Twin Lakes
redevelopment area, which consists of mostly industrial or vacant parcels that the City of
Roseville has identified to be redeveloped with a mix of multi-family residential, office,
and retail. The development of a Walmart Supercenter is permitted with the current
zoning. Current nearby land uses are a mix of industrial, residential, retail, and office.

Three access points are proposed for the site, two on Twin Lakes Parkway and one on
County Road C W (CSAH 23). As part of the Twin Lakes area redevelopment, Twin
Lakes Parkway is planned to be extended to the east to Fairview Avenue N (CSAH 48).
An eastbound right-in/right-out access is proposed approximately 300 feet east of
Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) on Twin Lakes Parkway. The existing median opening
on County Road C W (CSAH 23) between Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) and Prior
Avenue is proposed to be moved approximately 150 feet to the east, to provide a ¾
access allowing eastbound left turns into the site, while prohibiting southbound left turns
out of the site. The south leg of the roundabout at Twin Lakes Parkway and Mount Ridge
Road is the only proposed full access serving the site.

Data Collection

Intersection turning movement counts (TMCs) were collected at the following four
locations:

Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) & I-35W NB Ramps/Twin Lakes Parkway
Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) & County Road C W (CSAH 23)
County Road C W (CSAH 23) & Prior Avenue
Twin Lakes Parkway & Mount Ridge Road

Intersection TMCs were conducted on January 18, 2011 between the hours of 4:00 p.m.
and 6:00 p.m. for all four intersections. At the time the traffic counts were conducted, the
intersection of Twin Lakes Parkway and Prior Avenue was under construction and not
yet open to traffic. The south and east legs of the Twin Lakes Parkway and Mount Ridge
Road roundabout were also closed to traffic since they did not provide access to anything.
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Walmart (Store #3404-05)
Traffic Impact Analysis

Roseville, Minnesota

July 2011 5

Figure 3 displays the existing lane geometry and traffic control for the intersections in
the study area. Figure 4 summarizes the existing turning movement volumes for the p.m.
peak hour, with volumes balanced along Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) and County
Road C W (CSAH 23). See Appendix A for the raw turning movement count data.
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Walmart (Store #3404-05)
Traffic Impact Analysis

Roseville, Minnesota

July 2011 8

Trip Generation

The Institute of Transportation Engineers’ (ITE) Trip Generation, 8th Edition, was used to
calculate the anticipated net new external project trips for the proposed development. A
160,000 square foot free-standing discount superstore (land use code 813) was used to
determine the number of trips generated by the site. The pass-by trip reduction was
determined to be 28 percent and was taken from existing traffic on Cleveland Avenue N
(CSAH 46) and County Road C W (CSAH 23).

Existing non-vehicular travel was examined in the TMCs and determined to be
negligible; therefore, no reductions were made for transit use or pedestrian travel. The
trip generation for the proposed project with adjustments for pass-by trips is shown in
Table 1. The proposed site is anticipated to generate 531 trips (261 entering, 270 exiting)
in the p.m. peak hour.

In the longer term, the two restaurants on the outparcels on the west side of the site were
also assumed to be in operation. Land use code 932, representing high-turnover (sit-
down) restaurants, was used for both outparcels. An internal capture rate of 20 percent
between the two restaurants and Walmart was assumed based on the Institute of
Transportation Engineers’ (ITE) Trip Generation Handbook, 2nd Edition. As the smaller
trip generator, the restaurants were the limiting factor in determination of total internal
trips, with a total of 29. Pass-by was then applied to the remaining external trips, at a rate
of 28 percent for the Walmart and 43 percent for the restaurants. In total, the three parcels
are expected to generate 577 external trips (292 entering, 285 exiting) in the p.m. peak
hour. Trip generation for the Walmart store and two outparcels for 2030 analysis is
shown in Table 2.
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Future Traffic Projections

The Walmart store is expected to open in 2013. Linear growth of 0.5 percent per year was
applied to the TMCs to obtain background traffic volumes for the year 2013. This growth
is based on historical annual average daily traffic (AADT) in the area which actually
showed a decline over the last decade, so a minimum rate of 0.5 percent was used. The
2013 no build peak hour traffic volumes are shown in Figure 5.

A long term future analysis was also completed for the year 2030. Traffic volumes for
2030 were calculated from the volume data available in the Twin Lakes AUAR Update
Technical Memorandum – Traffic, Air and Noise Analysis and the Infrastructure
Improvements for the Twin Lakes AUAR Area Final Report. Trips generated by the site,
as calculated in those documents, were subtracted from the 2030 turning movement
volume forecasts from the study. The results were used as the 2030 no build peak hour
traffic volumes, shown in Figure 6.
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Project Trip Distribution

The project trip distribution is based on a selected zone analysis from the Metropolitan
Council travel demand model and existing traffic patterns. As the Twin Lakes area is
redeveloped, Twin Lakes Parkway is expected to be extended to the east to provide an
additional east-west connection between Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) and Fairview
Avenue N (CSAH 48). Slight differences in the project trip distribution for 2013 and
2030 are due to this network change, and are shown in Figures 7 and 8, respectively.

Estimated project trips, shown in Figures 9 and 10, were added to 2013 and 2030 no
build traffic conditions, along with corrections for pass-by trips, as shown in Figures 11
and 12. The final traffic estimates for the build condition are shown in Figures 13 and 14
for 2013 and 2030, respectively. To reflect the uncertainty in longer range estimates and
forecasts, the 2030 volumes are rounded to the nearest 10.
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Level of Service Analyses

Intersection level of service (LOS) analyses were performed for each of the intersections
within the study area using the signalized analysis methodology found in the Highway
Capacity Manual (HCM) and Trafficware’s Synchro/SimTraffic version 7. Each
intersection was analyzed for p.m. peak hours for the following scenarios:

2011 existing traffic conditions
2013 no build (without project trips) conditions
2013 build (with project trips added) conditions
2030 no build (without project trips) conditions
2030 build (with project trips added) conditions

One of the primary measures of effectiveness used to evaluate intersection traffic
operations, as defined in the HCM, is level of service (LOS)—a qualitative letter grade
(A through F) based on seconds of vehicle delay due to the traffic control device at an
intersection. By definition, LOS A conditions represent high-quality operations (i.e.,
motorists experience very little delay or interference) and LOS F conditions represent
very poor operations (i.e., extreme delay or severe congestion). This study used the LOS
D/E boundary as an indicator of satisfactory traffic operations. Figure 15 displays the
LOS thresholds for signalized and unsignalized intersections.

Figure 15. Highway Capacity Manual Level of Service Criteria.
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It was assumed that for the future scenarios an intersection with unsatisfactory operations
should be addressed through signal timing modifications, or if that was not possible,
through implementation of an intersection or roadway improvement.

In order to determine the impacts of the project on the transportation network, a traffic
operations analysis was performed on the internal and surrounding roadway network. The
analysis process included determining level of service and queue lengths at each of the
study intersections for existing, no build, and build conditions. Supporting SimTraffic
reports are included in Appendix B. For each scenario, five one-hour simulations were
conducted in SimTraffic.

In each of the following sections, a description of potentially unsatisfactory operational
characteristics is summarized for each scenario modeled. For each scenario, a table is
included where the intersection level of service and delay is summarized. The SimTraffic
reports were reviewed to identify individual movements that experience unsatisfactory
level of service and delay or queues that are anticipated to block the adjacent lane. Only
in instances where an individual movement experiences an unsatisfactory measure of
effectiveness will the movement information be summarized.

2011 Existing Operations

Tables 3 and 4 provide 2011 LOS and queuing results, respectively. All intersections
operate at LOS C or better during the p.m. peak period. A total of three movements
operate at LOS E or F:

Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) & Twin Lakes Parkway eastbound through:
average delay 99 seconds of per vehicle, LOS F. There are only 3 vehicles
making this movement in the peak hour. This is a result of the long cycle length
(120 seconds) and random arrivals, and does not represent an operational
deficiency.
Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) & County Road C W (CSAH 23) southbound
left: average delay of 75 seconds per vehicle, LOS E. This is a very heavy
movement in the p.m. peak hour, with 325 vehicles making this left turn, many of
which come from the I-35W northbound exit ramp 550 feet to the north. The 95th

percentile queue is 364 feet, compared to a turn lane length of 200 feet. The
southbound left turn queue often spills out of the turn lane and blocks traffic in
the adjacent through lane.
County Road C W (CSAH 23) & Prior Avenue southbound left: average delay of
56 seconds per vehicle, LOS E. This movement has only 3 vehicles making this
turn and the delay does not represent an operational deficiency.

Attachment F

Page 25 of 102



Walmart (Store #3404-05)
Traffic Impact Analysis

Roseville, Minnesota

July 2011 24

Aside from the southbound left turn queue at Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) and
County Road C W (CSAH 23), no other queues spill out of the turn lane. However,
several turn lanes do get blocked by the queues in the adjacent through lanes:

Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) & Twin Lakes Parkway southbound left
Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) & Twin Lakes Parkway eastbound right
Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) & County Road C W (CSAH 23) northbound
left
Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) & County Road C W (CSAH 23) southbound
left
Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) & County Road C W (CSAH 23) eastbound left
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Table 4.  Existing (2011) 95 th  Percentile Queue Lengths.

Turn Lane
Adjacent

Thru  Lane
NBL 175 125 189 117
SBL 75 50 7 168
EBR 200 100 184 308
WBR 250 125 13 46
NBL 200 100 168 260
SBL 200 125 364 458
EBL 150 125 178 287
WBL 275 125 63 195
EBL 150 125 7 56
WBL 125 100 16 59

Twin Lakes Pkwy &
Mount Ridge Rd

Roundabout SBR 75 75 0 0

Storage
Length

(ft)

Taper
Length

(ft)

95% Queue Length (ft)

Cleveland Ave N (CSAH
46) & Twin Lakes Pkwy Signal

Movement

Cleveland Ave N (CSAH
46) & County Rd C W
(CSAH 23)

Signal

County Rd C W (CSAH
23) & Prior Ave Signal

Intersection Control

2013 No Build Operations

Tables 5 and 6 provide 2013 no build LOS and queuing results, respectively. Signal
timings were optimized for 2013 no build operations. Because of the high volumes at the
signalized intersections, operations can be very sensitive to changes in volume. In the
p.m. peak hour, with signal timings optimized, all intersections are expected to operate at
LOS C or better, and all individual movements are expected to operate at LOS D or
better. The 95th percentile queue (339 feet) for the southbound left turn at Cleveland
Avenue N (CSAH 46) and County Road C W (CSAH 23) extends beyond the length of
the turn lane (200 feet) and is expected to block the adjacent through lane, as does the
northbound left turn queue at Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) and Twin Lakes Parkway
(240-foot 95th percentile queue compared to a 175-foot turn lane). As in the existing
conditions, the following turn lanes are blocked by the 95th percentile queues in the
adjacent through lanes:

Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) & Twin Lakes Parkway southbound left
Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) & Twin Lakes Parkway eastbound right
Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) & County Road C W (CSAH 23) northbound
left
Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) & County Road C W (CSAH 23) southbound
left
Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) & County Road C W (CSAH 23) eastbound left
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Table 6.  2013 No Build 95 th  Percentile Queue Lengths.

Turn Lane
Adjacent

Thru  Lane
NBL 175 125 240 173
SBL 75 50 8 178
EBR 200 100 190 306
WBR 250 125 12 47
NBL 200 100 167 272
SBL 200 125 339 340
EBL 150 125 191 293
WBL 275 125 60 214
EBL 150 125 11 56
WBL 125 100 17 63

Twin Lakes Pkwy &
Mount Ridge Rd

Roundabout SBR 75 75 0 0

Storage
Length

(ft)

Taper
Length

(ft)

95% Queue Length (ft)

Cleveland Ave N (CSAH
46) & Twin Lakes Pkwy Signal

Movement

Cleveland Ave N (CSAH
46) & County Rd C W
(CSAH 23)

Signal

County Rd C W (CSAH
23) & Prior Ave Signal

Intersection Control

2013 Build Operations

Table 7 provides 2013 build LOS results. Signal timings were optimized for 2013 build
operations. In the p.m. peak hour, the 2013 build condition analysis showed that all
intersections are expected to operate at LOS C or better, and all individual movements
are expected to operate at LOS D or better. All movements at the proposed right-in/right-
out access on Twin Lakes Parkway and the ¾ access on County Road C W (CSAH 23)
operate at LOS A with no queuing issues.

Table 8 provides 2013 build queuing results. Queues spilled out of and blocked turn
lanes at the two intersections on Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46). Ninety-fifth percentile
queues are expected to block the adjacent through lanes for the following movements:

Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) & Twin Lakes Parkway northbound left: 306-
foot queue, 175-foot turn lane
Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) & Twin Lakes Parkway eastbound right: 264-
foot queue, 200-foot turn lane
Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) & County Road C W (CSAH 23) southbound
left: 368-foot queue, 200-foot turn lane

Turn lanes were blocked by the 95th percentile queues of the adjacent through lanes for
the following movements:

Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) & Twin Lakes Parkway northbound left
Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) & Twin Lakes Parkway southbound left
Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) & Twin Lakes Parkway eastbound right
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Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) & County Road C W (CSAH 23) northbound
left
Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) & County Road C W (CSAH 23) southbound
left
Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) & County Road C W (CSAH 23) eastbound left

Except for the northbound left at Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) and County Road C W
(CSAH 23), the 95th percentile queue of the adjacent through lane in each case is more
than 150 feet longer than the turn lane.
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Table 8.  2013 Build 95 th  Percentile Queue Lengths.

Turn Lane
Adjacent

Thru  Lane
NBL 175 125 306 334
SBL 75 50 46 195
EBR 200 100 264 507
WBR 250 125 38 132
NBL 200 100 158 265
SBL 200 125 368 454
EBL 150 125 206 332
WBL 275 125 98 232
EBL 150 125 8 118
WBL 125 100 26 118

Twin Lakes Pkwy & NW
Site Access

TWSC
(Right In /
Right Out)

EBR 60 60 11 0

Twin Lakes Pkwy &
Mount Ridge Rd

Roundabout SBR 75 75 13 0

Twin Lakes Pkwy &
Prior Ave

Roundabout EBR 150 150 0 0

County Rd C W (CSAH
23) & Mount Ridge Rd

TWSC
(3/4 Access)

EBL 150 125 83 0

95% Queue Length (ft)
Intersection Control Movement

Storage
Length

(ft)

Taper
Length

(ft)

Cleveland Ave N (CSAH
46) & Twin Lakes Pkwy Signal

Signal

Cleveland Ave N (CSAH
46) & County Rd C W
(CSAH 23)

Signal

County Rd C W (CSAH
23) & Prior Ave

2030 No Build Operations

Tables 9 and 10 provide 2030 no build LOS and queuing results, respectively. Signal
timings were optimized for 2030 no build operations. The 2030 no build analysis showed
that the two intersections on Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) are expected to be over
capacity in the p.m. peak hour given existing geometry and 2030 volumes, with the Twin
Lakes redevelopment area built out with the exception of the Walmart site. Both
intersections operate at LOS F with excessive queuing, in particular, west onto
northbound I-35W and north along Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46). The other
intersections appear to operate at LOS A; however, they are not serving the actual hourly
demand due to the bottleneck on Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46).
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Table 10.  2030 No Build 95 th  Percentile Queue Lengths.

Turn Lane
Adjacent

Thru  Lane
NBL 175 125 340 644
SBL 75 50 60 965
EBR 200 100 400 1554
WBR 250 125 20 239
NBL 200 100 244 456
SBL 200 125 380 653
EBL 150 125 345 1476
WBL 275 125 146 431
SBR 300 100 97 205
EBL 150 125 64 160
WBL 125 100 23 147

Twin Lakes Pkwy &
Mount Ridge Rd

Roundabout SBR 75 75 69 163

Twin Lakes Pkwy &
Prior Ave

Roundabout EBR 150 150 32 62

Storage
Length

(ft)

Taper
Length

(ft)

95% Queue Length (ft)

Cleveland Ave N (CSAH
46) & Twin Lakes Pkwy Signal

Movement

Cleveland Ave N (CSAH
46) & County Rd C W
(CSAH 23)

Signal

County Rd C W (CSAH
23) & Prior Ave Signal

Intersection Control

2030 Build Operations

Table 11 provides 2030 build LOS results. Signal timings were optimized for 2030 build
operations. Similar to the 2030 no build scenario, the 2030 build analysis showed that the
two intersections on Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) are expected to be over capacity
given existing geometry, 2030 volumes, and the Twin Lakes redevelopment area built
out. Both intersections operate at LOS F with excessive queuing, in particular, west onto
northbound I-35W and north along Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46). The other
intersections appear to operate at LOS C or better, but the bottleneck at Cleveland
Avenue N (CSAH 46), prevents the actual hourly demand from reaching the surrounding
intersections.

In addition to the multiple movements on Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46), the
southbound right turn movement from the proposed Walmart site onto County Road C W
(CSAH 23) is expected to operate at LOS F. This delay, representing exiting demand
from the site, is due to the long westbound queue on County Road C W (CSAH 23) at
Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46), which can extend almost to Prior Avenue. The
westbound queue prevents vehicles from exiting the site and also causes some free
movements on eastbound and westbound County Road C W (CSAH 23) to operate at
LOS C at the site access. No queuing issues are anticipated at the right-in/right-out access
on Twin Lakes Parkway. Table 12 provides 2030 build queuing results.
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Table 12.  2030 Build 95 th  Percentile Queue Lengths.
.

Turn Lane
Adjacent

Thru  Lane
NBL 175 125 301 555
SBL 75 50 104 891
EBR 200 100 402 1380
WBR 250 125 38 192
NBL 200 100 362 599
SBL 200 125 382 617
EBL 150 125 300 1664
WBL 275 125 388 950
SBR 300 100 139 330
EBL 150 125 58 165
WBL 125 100 24 274

Twin Lakes Pkwy & NW
Site Access

TWSC
(Right In /
Right Out)

EBR 60 60 0 0

Twin Lakes Pkwy &
Mount Ridge Rd

Roundabout SBR 75 75 136 376

Twin Lakes Pkwy &
Prior Ave

Roundabout EBR 150 150 32 74

County Rd C W (CSAH
23) & Mount Ridge Rd

TWSC
(3/4 Access)

EBL 150 125 101 0

Storage
Length

(ft)

Taper
Length

(ft)

95% Queue Length (ft)

Cleveland Ave N (CSAH
46) & Twin Lakes Pkwy Signal

Movement

Cleveland Ave N (CSAH
46) & County Rd C W
(CSAH 23)

Signal

County Rd C W (CSAH
23) & Prior Ave Signal

Intersection Control

2030 Build Operations with Twin Lakes AUAR improvements

Table 13 provides LOS results for the 2030 build scenario with the implementation of the
Twin Lakes AUAR recommended improvements. Signal timings were optimized.
Changes to the roadway network consisted of the following improvements at Cleveland
Avenue N (CSAH 46) and Twin Lakes Parkway:

Addition of a northbound left turn lane (dual lefts)
Addition of a northbound right turn lane
Addition of 2 eastbound through lanes and conversion of shared left/through lane
to dedicated left turn lane
Conversion of westbound shared left/through lane to dedicated left turn lane
Addition of a westbound through lane and conversion of right-turn lane to shared
through/right lane
Extension of the existing southbound left turn lane

In addition, a westbound right-turn lane with turn lane storage was recommended at
Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) and County Road C W (CSAH 23). Turn lane lengths
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were not specified in the AUAR and were modeled at lengths to mirror existing turn
lanes or at 300 feet.

The 2030 build analysis with improvements showed that all intersections are expected to
operate at LOS D or better during the p.m. peak hour, with the exception of the Cleveland
Avenue N (CSAH 46) and I-35W NB Ramps/Twin Lakes Parkway intersection, which is
projected to operate at LOS E. The following movements operate at LOS E or F:

Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) & Twin Lakes Parkway southbound left:
average delay of 113 seconds per vehicle, LOS F.
Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) & Twin Lakes Parkway southbound through:
average delay of 128 seconds per vehicle, LOS F.
Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) & Twin Lakes Parkway southbound right:
average delay of 76 seconds per vehicle, LOS E.
Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) & County Road C W (CSAH 23) northbound
through: average delay of 57 seconds per vehicle, LOS E.
Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) & County Road C W (CSAH 23) southbound
left: average delay of 110 seconds per vehicle, LOS F.
Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) & County Road C W (CSAH 23) eastbound
left: average delay of 122 seconds per vehicle, LOS F.
Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) & County Road C W (CSAH 23) westbound
left: average delay of 207 seconds per vehicle, LOS F.

These delays are primarily due to the heavy southbound left turn volume at Cleveland
Avenue N (CSAH 46) and County Road C W (CSAH 23). With 400 vehicles making this
movement, a second left-turn lane is necessary, but is presumably not recommended in
the AUAR due to limited right-of-way. As a result the southbound left turn queue at
Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) and County Road C W (CSAH 23) spills out of the turn
lane into the adjacent through lane, and back through the upstream intersection. In
addition, the long split needed to serve this phase reduces time available for other
movements at the intersection.

Queues are reduced with the improvements on Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46), but turn
lane spillback is expected for several movements. Ninety-fifth percentile queues
exceeded turn lane storage lengths for the following movements:

Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) & Twin Lakes Parkway eastbound right: 320-
foot queue, 200-foot turn lane
Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) & County Road C W (CSAH 23) southbound
left: 391-foot queue, 200-foot turn lane
Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) & County Road C W (CSAH 23) eastbound
left: 334-foot queue, 150-foot turn lane
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Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) & County Road C W (CSAH 23) westbound
left: 358-foot queue, 275-foot turn lane
Twin Lakes Parkway & Mount Ridge Road southbound right: 165-foot queue,
75-foot turn lane

In some cases, such as the long southbound queue at Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46)
and Twin Lakes Parkway resulting from downstream delay, the queuing and blocking
issues are not reported as the AUAR does not provide recommendations for storage lane
length. According to the SimTraffic results, turn lanes were blocked by the 95th percentile
queues of the adjacent through lanes for the following movements:

Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) & Twin Lakes Parkway eastbound right
Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) & County Road C W (CSAH 23) northbound
left
Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) & County Road C W (CSAH 23) southbound
left
Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) & County Road C W (CSAH 23) eastbound left
Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) & County Road C W (CSAH 23) westbound
left
County Road C W (CSAH 23) & Prior Avenue eastbound left
County Road C W (CSAH 23) & Prior Avenue westbound left
Twin Lakes Parkway & Mount Ridge Road southbound right

Most of these queuing and blocking issues are due to the aforementioned heavy
southbound left at Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) and County Road C W (CSAH 23).
At County Road C W (CSAH 23) and Prior Avenue, the 95th percentile queues indicate
that the eastbound and westbound turn lanes are anticipated to be blocked by a couple
vehicles during the p.m. peak hour.

Queues for the southbound right turn at Twin Lakes Parkway and Prior Avenue were
never observed to spill out of the storage lane during simulation. According to the
Synchro Studio 7 User Guide (page 23-12), “SimTraffic tries to determine whether the
stopping is due to queuing or lane changes. In some cases stopping for lane changes will
be counted as queuing.” Since no queues were observed to fill the turn lane and the free
right–turn movement has few conflicts, it is likely that vehicles stopped in the through
lane waiting for access to the right-turn lane were sometimes considered to be part of the
turn lane queue. The reported maximum queues are likely due to the limitations of the
modeling software and do not represent an operational deficiency. The queue lengths and
available storage lengths are summarized in Table 14.
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Table 14.  2030 Build with AUAR Recommendations 95 th  Percentile Queue Lengths.

Turn Lane
Adjacent

Thru  Lane
NBL 175 125 166 141
NBR * * 47 274
SBL * * 276 801
EBL * * 427 244
EBR 200 100 320 406
WBL * * 148 166
NBL 200 100 191 378
SBL 200 125 391 675
EBL 150 125 334 626
WBL 275 125 358 410
WBR * * 26 403
SBR 300 100 131 333
EBL 150 125 79 222
WBL 125 100 27 219

Twin Lakes Pkwy & NW
Site Access

TWSC
(Right In /
Right Out)

EBR 60 60 12 7

Twin Lakes Pkwy &
Mount Ridge Rd

Roundabout SBR 75 75 165 450

Twin Lakes Pkwy &
Prior Ave

Roundabout EBR 150 150 30 70

County Rd C W (CSAH
23) & Mount Ridge Rd

TWSC
(3/4 Access)

EBL 150 125 117 24

* = Recommended storage and taper lengths not given in AUAR

Storage
Length

(ft)

Taper
Length

(ft)

95% Queue Length (ft)

Cleveland Ave N (CSAH
46) & Twin Lakes Pkwy Signal

Movement

Cleveland Ave N (CSAH
46) & County Rd C W
(CSAH 23)

Signal

County Rd C W (CSAH
23) & Prior Ave Signal

Intersection Control

Access Alternatives

Alternative access options were considered to investigate whether fewer accesses would
be sufficient to serve the site. Options considered included removing the right-in/right-out
on Twin Lakes Parkway, reducing the ¾ access on County Road C W (CSAH 23) to a
right-in/right out, and combinations thereof.

Removing the right-in/right-out on Twin Lakes Parkway reduces access to the two outlots
on the west end of the site. It would require all outlot vehicles to circulate through the
Walmart parking lot. The right-in/right-out has been moved further east based on
discussions with City of Roseville staff.

Left turns from eastbound County Road C W (CSAH 23) into the site experience little
delay and do not affect the through traffic. Reducing the access to a right-in/right-out
would increase the number of vehicles that would use Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) to
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access the site, leading to additional congestion at the two intersections with County
Road C W (CSAH 23) and Twin Lakes Parkway.

Recommendations

With the construction of Walmart store #3404-05 in the northeast quadrant of the
Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46) and County Road C W (CSAH 23) intersection, no off-
site mitigation measures are recommended. Some limited lane blocking and turn lane
spillback are expected at project buildout (2013), but average delays are projected to be
acceptable. With small signal timing adjustments, the network is expected to operate as
well as it does in existing conditions.

In the long term, growth in the area should continue to be monitored. If the area develops
as anticipated in the AUAR, consideration should be given to the intersections on
Cleveland Avenue N (CSAH 46). Even with improvements as defined in the Twin Lakes
AUAR, several movements are expected to operate at LOS F and the Cleveland Avenue
N (CSAH 46) and Twin Lakes Parkway intersection is expected to operate at LOS E. It
appears that one of the primary problems is the southbound left turn at Cleveland Avenue
N (CSAH 46) and County Road C W (CSAH 23). Some of the traffic making that
movement may be diverted to the new east-west connection on Twin Lakes Parkway, but
that may not eliminate the issue. Many of the projected problems could be resolved with
the reconfiguration of the I-35W interchange at County Road C W (CSAH 23).
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Traffic Data Inc.
3268 Xenwood Avenue South

St Louis Park, MN 55416
File Name : 1241124-twin lakes & mt ridge (roundabout)
Site Code : 1241124_
Start Date : 1/18/2011
Page No : 1

Twin Lakes & Mt Ridge
Roseville, MN

Groups Printed- Class 1

Mt. Ridge
Southbound

Westboun
d

Northboun
d

Twin Lakes
Eastbound

Start Time Rght Thru Left Peds U-Turn App. Total App. Total App. Total Rght Thru Left Peds U-Turn App. Total Int. Total
Factor 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0

04:00 PM 8 0 0 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 9
04:15 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 2
04:30 PM 5 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 6
04:45 PM 7 0 0 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7

Total 20 0 0 0 0 20 0 0 0 0 1 0 3 4 24

05:00 PM 6 0 0 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6
05:15 PM 3 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 5
05:30 PM 3 0 0 0 1 4 0 0 0 0 1 0 4 5 9
05:45 PM 2 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 3

Total 14 0 0 0 1 15 0 0 0 0 1 0 7 8 23

Grand Total 34 0 0 0 1 35 0 0 0 0 2 0 10 12 47
Apprch % 97.1 0 0 0 2.9    0 0 16.7 0 83.3   

Total % 72.3 0 0 0 2.1 74.5 0 0 0 0 4.3 0 21.3 25.5
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Traffic Data Inc.
3268 Xenwood Avenue South

St Louis Park, MN 55416
File Name : 1241124-twin lakes & mt ridge (roundabout)
Site Code : 1241124_
Start Date : 1/18/2011
Page No : 2

Twin Lakes & Mt Ridge
Roseville, MN
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Traffic Data Inc.
3268 Xenwood Avenue South

St Louis Park, MN 55416
File Name : 1241124-twin lakes & mt ridge (roundabout)
Site Code : 1241124_
Start Date : 1/18/2011
Page No : 3

Twin Lakes & Mt Ridge
Roseville, MN

Mt. Ridge
Southbound

Westboun
d

Northboun
d

Twin Lakes
Eastbound

Start Time Rght Thru Left Peds U-Turn App. Total App. Total App. Total Rght Thru Left Peds U-Turn App. Total Int. Total
Peak Hour Analysis From 04:00 PM to 05:45 PM - Peak 1 of 1
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 04:45 PM

04:45 PM 7 0 0 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7
05:00 PM 6 0 0 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6
05:15 PM 3 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 5
05:30 PM 3 0 0 0 1 4 0 0 0 0 1 0 4 5 9

Total Volume 19 0 0 0 1 20 0 0 0 0 1 0 6 7 27
% App. Total 95 0 0 0 5    0 0 14.3 0 85.7   

PHF .679 .000 .000 .000 .250 .714 .000 .000 .000 .000 .250 .000 .375 .350 .750
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Traffic Data Inc.
3268 Xenwood Avenue South

St Louis Park, MN 55416
File Name : 1241123-Twin Lakes & Cleveland
Site Code : 01241123
Start Date : 1/18/2011
Page No : 1

Twin Lakes Pkwy & Cleveland Ave N
Roseville, MN

Groups Printed- Unshifted
Cleveland

Southbound
Twin Lakes
Westbound

Cleveland
Northbound

Twin Lakes
Eastbound

Start Time Right Thru Left Peds App. Total Right Thru Left Peds App. Total Right Thru Left Peds App. Total Right Thru Left Peds App. Total Int. Total
Factor 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0

04:00 PM 3 93 1 0 97 1 0 8 0 9 1 96 117 0 214 41 0 10 0 51 371
04:15 PM 0 75 0 0 75 0 0 2 0 2 2 88 101 0 191 65 0 35 0 100 368
04:30 PM 6 91 0 0 97 1 0 4 0 5 0 123 84 0 207 77 1 79 0 157 466
04:45 PM 3 105 0 0 108 0 0 7 0 7 0 125 82 0 207 92 1 77 2 172 494

Total 12 364 1 0 377 2 0 21 0 23 3 432 384 0 819 275 2 201 2 480 1699

05:00 PM 2 111 0 0 113 0 0 1 1 2 0 126 94 0 220 112 0 66 0 178 513
05:15 PM 3 90 2 0 95 2 0 6 1 9 2 143 91 2 238 76 1 61 0 138 480
05:30 PM 1 87 0 0 88 0 1 3 2 6 0 110 82 0 192 109 1 39 0 149 435
05:45 PM 4 75 0 0 79 2 0 3 0 5 0 84 112 0 196 102 1 25 0 128 408

Total 10 363 2 0 375 4 1 13 4 22 2 463 379 2 846 399 3 191 0 593 1836

Grand Total 22 727 3 0 752 6 1 34 4 45 5 895 763 2 1665 674 5 392 2 1073 3535
Apprch % 2.9 96.7 0.4 0  13.3 2.2 75.6 8.9  0.3 53.8 45.8 0.1  62.8 0.5 36.5 0.2   

Total % 0.6 20.6 0.1 0 21.3 0.2 0 1 0.1 1.3 0.1 25.3 21.6 0.1 47.1 19.1 0.1 11.1 0.1 30.4
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Traffic Data Inc.
3268 Xenwood Avenue South

St Louis Park, MN 55416
File Name : 1241123-Twin Lakes & Cleveland
Site Code : 01241123
Start Date : 1/18/2011
Page No : 2

Twin Lakes Pkwy & Cleveland Ave N
Roseville, MN
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Traffic Data Inc.
3268 Xenwood Avenue South

St Louis Park, MN 55416
File Name : 1241123-Twin Lakes & Cleveland
Site Code : 01241123
Start Date : 1/18/2011
Page No : 3

Twin Lakes Pkwy & Cleveland Ave N
Roseville, MN

Cleveland
Southbound

Twin Lakes
Westbound

Cleveland
Northbound

Twin Lakes
Eastbound

Start Time Right Thru Left Peds App. Total Right Thru Left Peds App. Total Right Thru Left Peds App. Total Right Thru Left Peds App. Total Int. Total
Peak Hour Analysis From 04:00 PM to 05:45 PM - Peak 1 of 1
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 04:30 PM

04:30 PM 6 91 0 0 97 1 0 4 0 5 0 123 84 0 207 77 1 79 0 157 466
04:45 PM 3 105 0 0 108 0 0 7 0 7 0 125 82 0 207 92 1 77 2 172 494
05:00 PM 2 111 0 0 113 0 0 1 1 2 0 126 94 0 220 112 0 66 0 178 513
05:15 PM 3 90 2 0 95 2 0 6 1 9 2 143 91 2 238 76 1 61 0 138 480

Total Volume 14 397 2 0 413 3 0 18 2 23 2 517 351 2 872 357 3 283 2 645 1953
% App. Total 3.4 96.1 0.5 0  13 0 78.3 8.7  0.2 59.3 40.3 0.2  55.3 0.5 43.9 0.3   

PHF .583 .894 .250 .000 .914 .375 .000 .643 .500 .639 .250 .904 .934 .250 .916 .797 .750 .896 .250 .906 .952
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Traffic Data Inc.
3268 Xenwood Avenue South

St Louis Park, MN 55416
File Name : 1241122-cr c & cleveland
Site Code : 01241122
Start Date : 1/18/2011
Page No : 1

CR C & Cleveland Ave N
Roseville, MN

Groups Printed- Cars - Heavy Veh.
Cleveland

Southbound
CR C

Westbound
Cleveland

Northbound
CR C

Eastbound

Start Time Right Thru Left Peds App. Total Right Thru Left Peds App. Total Right Thru Left Peds App. Total Right Thru Left Peds App. Total Int. Total
Factor 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0

04:00 PM 34 54 55 0 143 54 77 14 0 145 17 111 24 1 153 26 126 45 0 197 638
04:15 PM 31 40 66 0 137 59 82 9 0 150 27 86 24 0 137 34 120 37 2 193 617
04:30 PM 26 81 68 0 175 69 78 10 0 157 19 99 35 1 154 33 145 48 1 227 713
04:45 PM 26 81 90 0 197 54 80 7 0 141 18 94 37 0 149 37 153 43 0 233 720

Total 117 256 279 0 652 236 317 40 0 593 81 390 120 2 593 130 544 173 3 850 2688

05:00 PM 44 72 85 0 201 70 109 12 0 191 23 109 52 0 184 43 153 42 1 239 815
05:15 PM 38 64 68 0 170 64 100 16 0 180 20 119 33 0 172 32 186 48 0 266 788
05:30 PM 29 83 100 0 212 69 79 11 0 159 18 80 34 0 132 47 153 38 1 239 742
05:45 PM 23 56 83 0 162 69 63 12 0 144 18 84 22 0 124 42 122 37 0 201 631

Total 134 275 336 0 745 272 351 51 0 674 79 392 141 0 612 164 614 165 2 945 2976

Grand Total 251 531 615 0 1397 508 668 91 0 1267 160 782 261 2 1205 294 1158 338 5 1795 5664
Apprch % 18 38 44 0  40.1 52.7 7.2 0  13.3 64.9 21.7 0.2  16.4 64.5 18.8 0.3   

Total % 4.4 9.4 10.9 0 24.7 9 11.8 1.6 0 22.4 2.8 13.8 4.6 0 21.3 5.2 20.4 6 0.1 31.7
Cars 241 522 564 0 1327 499 647 89 0 1235 156 772 256 2 1186 290 1111 309 5 1715 5463

% Cars 96 98.3 91.7 0 95 98.2 96.9 97.8 0 97.5 97.5 98.7 98.1 100 98.4 98.6 95.9 91.4 100 95.5 96.5
Heavy Veh. 10 9 51 0 70 9 21 2 0 32 4 10 5 0 19 4 47 29 0 80 201

% Heavy Veh. 4 1.7 8.3 0 5 1.8 3.1 2.2 0 2.5 2.5 1.3 1.9 0 1.6 1.4 4.1 8.6 0 4.5 3.5
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Traffic Data Inc.
3268 Xenwood Avenue South

St Louis Park, MN 55416
File Name : 1241122-cr c & cleveland
Site Code : 01241122
Start Date : 1/18/2011
Page No : 2

CR C & Cleveland Ave N
Roseville, MN
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Traffic Data Inc.
3268 Xenwood Avenue South

St Louis Park, MN 55416
File Name : 1241122-cr c & cleveland
Site Code : 01241122
Start Date : 1/18/2011
Page No : 3

CR C & Cleveland Ave N
Roseville, MN

Cleveland
Southbound

CR C
Westbound

Cleveland
Northbound

CR C
Eastbound

Start Time Right Thru Left Peds App. Total Right Thru Left Peds App. Total Right Thru Left Peds App. Total Right Thru Left Peds App. Total Int. Total
Peak Hour Analysis From 04:00 PM to 05:45 PM - Peak 1 of 1
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 04:45 PM

04:45 PM 26 81 90 0 197 54 80 7 0 141 18 94 37 0 149 37 153 43 0 233 720
05:00 PM 44 72 85 0 201 70 109 12 0 191 23 109 52 0 184 43 153 42 1 239 815
05:15 PM 38 64 68 0 170 64 100 16 0 180 20 119 33 0 172 32 186 48 0 266 788
05:30 PM 29 83 100 0 212 69 79 11 0 159 18 80 34 0 132 47 153 38 1 239 742

Total Volume 137 300 343 0 780 257 368 46 0 671 79 402 156 0 637 159 645 171 2 977 3065
% App. Total 17.6 38.5 44 0  38.3 54.8 6.9 0  12.4 63.1 24.5 0  16.3 66 17.5 0.2   

PHF .778 .904 .858 .000 .920 .918 .844 .719 .000 .878 .859 .845 .750 .000 .865 .846 .867 .891 .500 .918 .940

Attachment F

Page 53 of 102



Traffic Data Inc.
3268 Xenwood Avenue South

St Louis Park, MN 55416
File Name : 1241121-CR C & Prior
Site Code : 1241121_
Start Date : 1/18/2011
Page No : 1

CR C & Prior Ave
Roseville, MN

Groups Printed- Class 1
Prior Ave

Southbound
CR C

Westbound
Prior Ave

Northbound
CR C

Eastbound

Start Time Rght Thru Left Ped App. Total Rght Thru Left Ped App. Total Rght Thru Left Ped App. Total Rght Thru Left Ped App. Total Int. Total

Factor 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
04:00 PM 4 0 1 0 5 2 143 0 0 145 5 0 7 0 12 0 189 0 0 189 351
04:15 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 144 2 0 146 6 0 4 1 11 5 216 1 0 222 379
04:30 PM 2 0 2 0 4 0 161 5 0 166 13 0 6 0 19 3 238 1 1 243 432
04:45 PM 1 0 1 0 2 0 135 1 0 136 7 0 6 0 13 6 256 1 0 263 414

Total 7 0 4 0 11 2 583 8 0 593 31 0 23 1 55 14 899 3 1 917 1576

05:00 PM 6 0 0 0 6 0 198 0 0 198 6 0 4 0 10 4 261 0 0 265 479
05:15 PM 1 0 0 0 1 0 166 0 0 166 4 0 6 0 10 3 269 0 0 272 449
05:30 PM 0 0 0 0 0 0 148 1 0 149 3 0 3 0 6 3 271 1 0 275 430
05:45 PM 1 0 0 0 1 0 146 0 0 146 3 0 6 0 9 0 233 0 0 233 389

Total 8 0 0 0 8 0 658 1 0 659 16 0 19 0 35 10 1034 1 0 1045 1747

Grand Total 15 0 4 0 19 2 1241 9 0 1252 47 0 42 1 90 24 1933 4 1 1962 3323
Apprch % 78.9 0 21.1 0  0.2 99.1 0.7 0  52.2 0 46.7 1.1  1.2 98.5 0.2 0.1   

Total % 0.5 0 0.1 0 0.6 0.1 37.3 0.3 0 37.7 1.4 0 1.3 0 2.7 0.7 58.2 0.1 0 59
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Traffic Data Inc.
3268 Xenwood Avenue South

St Louis Park, MN 55416
File Name : 1241121-CR C & Prior
Site Code : 1241121_
Start Date : 1/18/2011
Page No : 2

CR C & Prior Ave
Roseville, MN
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Traffic Data Inc.
3268 Xenwood Avenue South

St Louis Park, MN 55416
File Name : 1241121-CR C & Prior
Site Code : 1241121_
Start Date : 1/18/2011
Page No : 3

CR C & Prior Ave
Roseville, MN

Prior Ave
Southbound

CR C
Westbound

Prior Ave
Northbound

CR C
Eastbound

Start Time Rght Thru Left Ped App. Total Rght Thru Left Ped App. Total Rght Thru Left Ped App. Total Rght Thru Left Ped App. Total Int. Total

Peak Hour Analysis From 04:00 PM to 05:45 PM - Peak 1 of 1
Peak Hour for Entire Intersection Begins at 04:30 PM

04:30 PM 2 0 2 0 4 0 161 5 0 166 13 0 6 0 19 3 238 1 1 243 432
04:45 PM 1 0 1 0 2 0 135 1 0 136 7 0 6 0 13 6 256 1 0 263 414
05:00 PM 6 0 0 0 6 0 198 0 0 198 6 0 4 0 10 4 261 0 0 265 479
05:15 PM 1 0 0 0 1 0 166 0 0 166 4 0 6 0 10 3 269 0 0 272 449

Total Volume 10 0 3 0 13 0 660 6 0 666 30 0 22 0 52 16 1024 2 1 1043 1774
% App. Total 76.9 0 23.1 0  0 99.1 0.9 0  57.7 0 42.3 0  1.5 98.2 0.2 0.1   

PHF .417 .000 .375 .000 .542 .000 .833 .300 .000 .841 .577 .000 .917 .000 .684 .667 .952 .500 .250 .959 .926
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Appendix B
SimTraffic Reports
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SimTraffic Performance Report
Existing PM 6/15/2011

SimTraffic Report
Page 1

1: I-35W Ramps & Cleveland Ave N/CSAH 46 Performance by movement

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR All
Delay / Veh (s) 43.1 99.3 14.5 38.9 3.8 18.3 9.8 5.2 18.6 22.7 15.9 19.8
Vehicles Entered 272 1 350 18 2 348 542 3 1 381 11 1929

5: County Rd C West & Cleveland Ave N/CSAH 46 Performance by movement

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Delay / Veh (s) 32.4 24.7 20.9 25.0 29.4 9.2 35.1 46.3 36.6 74.5 40.0 9.9
Vehicles Entered 177 651 141 47 384 268 163 434 87 301 324 144

5: County Rd C West & Cleveland Ave N/CSAH 46 Performance by movement

Movement All
Delay / Veh (s) 33.8
Vehicles Entered 3121

9: Twin Lakes Pkwy & Mt Ridge Rd Performance by movement

Movement EBL SBR All
Delay / Veh (s) 2.8 6.4 5.6
Vehicles Entered 6 20 26

13: County Rd C West & Prior Ave N Performance by movement

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT NBL NBR SBL SBR All
Delay / Veh (s) 4.5 4.2 5.1 14.5 1.4 54.1 17.0 55.6 3.6 4.0
Vehicles Entered 2 1042 20 5 669 20 29 2 10 1799

Total Network Performance

Delay / Veh (s) 45.1
Vehicles Entered 3479
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Queuing and Blocking Report
Existing PM 6/15/2011

SimTraffic Report
Page 2

Intersection: 1: I-35W Ramps & Cleveland Ave N/CSAH 46

Movement EB EB WB WB NB NB NB SB SB SB
Directions Served LT R LT R L T TR L T TR
Maximum Queue (ft) 449 254 60 24 235 158 152 13 216 164
Average Queue (ft) 178 83 16 2 103 44 60 1 86 68
95th Queue (ft) 308 184 46 13 189 117 125 7 168 141
Link Distance (ft) 599 547 529 529 778 778
Upstream Blk Time (%) 0
Queuing Penalty (veh) 0
Storage Bay Dist (ft) 200 250 175 75
Storage Blk Time (%) 7 0 2 0 12
Queuing Penalty (veh) 26 1 4 0 0

Intersection: 5: County Rd C West & Cleveland Ave N/CSAH 46

Movement EB EB EB WB WB WB NB NB NB SB SB SB
Directions Served L T TR L T TR L T TR L T TR
Maximum Queue (ft) 228 364 389 74 226 305 219 306 289 325 453 387
Average Queue (ft) 97 161 194 29 107 140 92 179 179 244 192 145
95th Queue (ft) 178 287 323 63 195 259 168 260 267 364 458 299
Link Distance (ft) 565 565 1255 1255 503 503 529 529
Upstream Blk Time (%) 2 0
Queuing Penalty (veh) 7 0
Storage Bay Dist (ft) 150 275 200 200
Storage Blk Time (%) 2 8 0 0 5 30 0
Queuing Penalty (veh) 6 16 0 0 9 46 1

Intersection: 9: Twin Lakes Pkwy & Mt Ridge Rd

Movement
Directions Served
Maximum Queue (ft)
Average Queue (ft)
95th Queue (ft)
Link Distance (ft)
Upstream Blk Time (%)
Queuing Penalty (veh)
Storage Bay Dist (ft)
Storage Blk Time (%)
Queuing Penalty (veh)
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Queuing and Blocking Report
Existing PM 6/15/2011

SimTraffic Report
Page 3

Intersection: 13: County Rd C West & Prior Ave N

Movement EB EB EB WB WB WB NB SB
Directions Served L T TR L T TR LR LR
Maximum Queue (ft) 17 92 103 28 82 112 88 31
Average Queue (ft) 1 15 30 3 21 25 32 9
95th Queue (ft) 7 56 80 16 59 72 69 32
Link Distance (ft) 1255 1255 360 360 389 460
Upstream Blk Time (%)
Queuing Penalty (veh)
Storage Bay Dist (ft) 150 125
Storage Blk Time (%) 0
Queuing Penalty (veh) 0

Network Summary
Network wide Queuing Penalty: 116
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SimTraffic Performance Report
2013 PM No Build - Optimized signal timings 6/14/2011

SimTraffic Report
Page 1

1: I-35W Ramps & Cleveland Ave N/CSAH 46 Performance by movement

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR All
Delay / Veh (s) 43.7 37.6 13.2 35.3 3.4 18.1 11.1 12.4 18.0 23.8 12.6 20.2
Vehicles Entered 278 3 366 20 3 353 532 1 2 405 16 1979

5: County Rd C West & Cleveland Ave N/CSAH 46 Performance by movement

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Delay / Veh (s) 33.9 28.3 22.9 26.4 33.5 10.2 35.0 48.8 35.4 41.6 28.2 7.7
Vehicles Entered 182 648 137 41 389 270 166 420 83 326 331 153

5: County Rd C West & Cleveland Ave N/CSAH 46 Performance by movement

Movement All
Delay / Veh (s) 31.1
Vehicles Entered 3146

9: Twin Lakes Pkwy & Mt Ridge Rd Performance by movement

Movement EBL SBR All
Delay / Veh (s) 1.9 2.2 2.2
Vehicles Entered 7 24 31

10: County Rd C West & Mt Ridge Rd Performance by movement

Movement EBT WBT All
Delay / Veh (s) 2.7 0.8 1.9
Vehicles Entered 1081 702 1783

13: County Rd C West & Prior Ave N Performance by movement

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT NBL NBR SBL SBR All
Delay / Veh (s) 4.4 1.8 0.7 12.6 1.6 47.6 11.4 52.9 3.2 2.5
Vehicles Entered 3 1046 18 5 668 20 27 4 11 1802

14: Twin Lakes Pkwy & Prior Ave N Performance by movement

Movement NBT All
Delay / Veh (s) 0.5 0.5
Vehicles Entered 3 3

Total Network Performance

Delay / Veh (s) 43.3
Vehicles Entered 3517
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Queuing and Blocking Report
2013 PM No Build - Optimized signal timings 6/14/2011

SimTraffic Report
Page 2

Intersection: 1: I-35W Ramps & Cleveland Ave N/CSAH 46

Movement EB EB WB WB NB NB NB SB SB SB
Directions Served LT R LT R L T TR L T TR
Maximum Queue (ft) 375 293 57 22 293 246 229 20 216 171
Average Queue (ft) 190 90 16 1 125 62 77 1 95 75
95th Queue (ft) 306 190 47 12 240 173 175 8 178 146
Link Distance (ft) 1346 156 156 528 528 778 778
Upstream Blk Time (%)
Queuing Penalty (veh)
Storage Bay Dist (ft) 200 175 75
Storage Blk Time (%) 7 0 3 0 16
Queuing Penalty (veh) 24 0 8 1 0

Intersection: 5: County Rd C West & Cleveland Ave N/CSAH 46

Movement EB EB EB WB WB WB NB NB NB SB SB SB
Directions Served L T TR L T TR L T TR L T TR
Maximum Queue (ft) 251 324 361 72 263 319 225 321 339 324 452 330
Average Queue (ft) 101 174 211 26 118 156 91 180 174 205 132 120
95th Queue (ft) 191 293 328 60 214 287 167 272 274 339 340 230
Link Distance (ft) 1292 1292 747 747 503 503 528 528
Upstream Blk Time (%) 0 0
Queuing Penalty (veh) 1 0
Storage Bay Dist (ft) 150 275 200 200
Storage Blk Time (%) 3 9 0 1 6 14 0
Queuing Penalty (veh) 10 17 0 1 9 22 0

Intersection: 9: Twin Lakes Pkwy & Mt Ridge Rd

Movement
Directions Served
Maximum Queue (ft)
Average Queue (ft)
95th Queue (ft)
Link Distance (ft)
Upstream Blk Time (%)
Queuing Penalty (veh)
Storage Bay Dist (ft)
Storage Blk Time (%)
Queuing Penalty (veh)
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Queuing and Blocking Report
2013 PM No Build - Optimized signal timings 6/14/2011

SimTraffic Report
Page 3

Intersection: 10: County Rd C West & Mt Ridge Rd

Movement
Directions Served
Maximum Queue (ft)
Average Queue (ft)
95th Queue (ft)
Link Distance (ft)
Upstream Blk Time (%)
Queuing Penalty (veh)
Storage Bay Dist (ft)
Storage Blk Time (%)
Queuing Penalty (veh)

Intersection: 13: County Rd C West & Prior Ave N

Movement EB EB EB WB WB WB NB SB SB
Directions Served L T TR L T T LR LT R
Maximum Queue (ft) 21 71 118 28 73 81 74 30 29
Average Queue (ft) 1 18 35 3 24 30 29 4 8
95th Queue (ft) 11 56 91 17 63 74 63 19 28
Link Distance (ft) 455 455 360 360 389
Upstream Blk Time (%)
Queuing Penalty (veh)
Storage Bay Dist (ft) 150 125
Storage Blk Time (%)
Queuing Penalty (veh)

Intersection: 14: Twin Lakes Pkwy & Prior Ave N

Movement
Directions Served
Maximum Queue (ft)
Average Queue (ft)
95th Queue (ft)
Link Distance (ft)
Upstream Blk Time (%)
Queuing Penalty (veh)
Storage Bay Dist (ft)
Storage Blk Time (%)
Queuing Penalty (veh)

Network Summary
Network wide Queuing Penalty: 94
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SimTraffic Performance Report
2013 PM Build - Optimized signal timings 6/14/2011

SimTraffic Report
Page 1

1: I-35W Ramps & Cleveland Ave N/CSAH 46 Performance by movement

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Delay / Veh (s) 45.7 47.6 15.5 32.3 27.7 3.9 26.5 19.4 17.2 25.5 33.7 19.0
Vehicles Entered 291 95 351 84 54 26 368 522 7 26 382 17

1: I-35W Ramps & Cleveland Ave N/CSAH 46 Performance by movement

Movement All
Delay / Veh (s) 27.6
Vehicles Entered 2223

5: County Rd C West & Cleveland Ave N/CSAH 46 Performance by movement

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Delay / Veh (s) 38.9 31.7 27.8 36.2 33.2 11.5 35.5 47.8 39.2 53.6 29.7 7.5
Vehicles Entered 180 716 144 69 432 289 155 417 107 339 318 185

5: County Rd C West & Cleveland Ave N/CSAH 46 Performance by movement

Movement All
Delay / Veh (s) 33.6
Vehicles Entered 3351

9: Twin Lakes Pkwy & Mt Ridge Rd Performance by movement

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL NBL NBT NBR SBR All
Delay / Veh (s) 2.6 3.5 2.1 2.4 2.9 0.5 2.8 2.3 2.8
Vehicles Entered 7 35 26 12 141 10 119 22 372

10: County Rd C West & Mt Ridge Rd Performance by movement

Movement EBL EBT WBT WBR SBR All
Delay / Veh (s) 9.3 3.0 2.7 2.3 5.1 3.3
Vehicles Entered 133 1046 678 135 111 2103

12: Twin Lakes Pkwy & NW Site Access Performance by movement

Movement EBT EBR WBT NBR All
Delay / Veh (s) 1.4 1.6 0.3 2.0 1.0
Vehicles Entered 34 93 163 33 323

13: County Rd C West & Prior Ave N Performance by movement

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBR SBL SBR All
Delay / Veh (s) 9.4 3.6 2.3 15.1 3.9 2.4 43.9 11.8 51.6 4.9 7.9
Vehicles Entered 1 1006 19 7 782 13 20 28 154 11 2041
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SimTraffic Performance Report
2013 PM Build - Optimized signal timings 6/14/2011

SimTraffic Report
Page 2

14: Twin Lakes Pkwy & Prior Ave N Performance by movement

Movement EBR NBL NBT All
Delay / Veh (s) 2.4 2.2 0.1 2.3
Vehicles Entered 153 12 3 168

Total Network Performance

Delay / Veh (s) 52.6
Vehicles Entered 3932
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Queuing and Blocking Report
2013 PM Build - Optimized signal timings 6/14/2011

SimTraffic Report
Page 3

Intersection: 1: I-35W Ramps & Cleveland Ave N/CSAH 46

Movement EB EB WB WB NB NB NB SB SB SB
Directions Served LT R LT R L T TR L T TR
Maximum Queue (ft) 603 300 154 36 300 437 302 72 216 194
Average Queue (ft) 277 115 76 13 171 133 128 14 110 94
95th Queue (ft) 507 264 132 38 306 334 245 46 195 170
Link Distance (ft) 1346 154 154 528 528 778 778
Upstream Blk Time (%) 0
Queuing Penalty (veh) 0
Storage Bay Dist (ft) 200 175 75
Storage Blk Time (%) 16 0 7 1 0 22
Queuing Penalty (veh) 59 0 19 4 0 5

Intersection: 5: County Rd C West & Cleveland Ave N/CSAH 46

Movement EB EB EB WB WB WB NB NB NB SB SB SB
Directions Served L T TR L T TR L T TR L T TR
Maximum Queue (ft) 260 406 418 116 263 312 191 304 292 325 511 387
Average Queue (ft) 109 207 242 45 130 160 86 182 184 242 187 130
95th Queue (ft) 206 332 366 98 232 291 158 265 273 368 454 271
Link Distance (ft) 1292 1292 747 747 503 503 528 528
Upstream Blk Time (%) 0
Queuing Penalty (veh) 1
Storage Bay Dist (ft) 150 275 200 200
Storage Blk Time (%) 5 14 0 0 5 22 0
Queuing Penalty (veh) 16 25 0 1 9 34 1

Intersection: 9: Twin Lakes Pkwy & Mt Ridge Rd

Movement EB WB NB SB
Directions Served LT LT LTR R
Maximum Queue (ft) 6 21 35 18
Average Queue (ft) 0 1 6 1
95th Queue (ft) 0 9 24 13
Link Distance (ft) 229 457 498 686
Upstream Blk Time (%)
Queuing Penalty (veh)
Storage Bay Dist (ft)
Storage Blk Time (%)
Queuing Penalty (veh)
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Queuing and Blocking Report
2013 PM Build - Optimized signal timings 6/14/2011

SimTraffic Report
Page 4

Intersection: 10: County Rd C West & Mt Ridge Rd

Movement EB WB SB
Directions Served L TR R
Maximum Queue (ft) 112 38 80
Average Queue (ft) 41 4 39
95th Queue (ft) 83 20 65
Link Distance (ft) 455 498
Upstream Blk Time (%)
Queuing Penalty (veh)
Storage Bay Dist (ft) 150
Storage Blk Time (%) 0
Queuing Penalty (veh) 1

Intersection: 12: Twin Lakes Pkwy & NW Site Access

Movement EB WB NB
Directions Served R T R
Maximum Queue (ft) 15 17 40
Average Queue (ft) 1 1 13
95th Queue (ft) 11 9 30
Link Distance (ft) 49 444
Upstream Blk Time (%) 0
Queuing Penalty (veh) 0
Storage Bay Dist (ft) 60
Storage Blk Time (%) 0
Queuing Penalty (veh) 0

Intersection: 13: County Rd C West & Prior Ave N

Movement EB EB EB WB WB WB NB SB SB
Directions Served L T TR L T TR LR LT R
Maximum Queue (ft) 11 143 163 34 155 154 86 250 34
Average Queue (ft) 1 51 72 6 57 63 30 118 8
95th Queue (ft) 8 118 141 26 118 122 66 205 29
Link Distance (ft) 455 455 360 360 389 472 472
Upstream Blk Time (%)
Queuing Penalty (veh)
Storage Bay Dist (ft) 150 125
Storage Blk Time (%) 0 0
Queuing Penalty (veh) 0 0
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Intersection: 14: Twin Lakes Pkwy & Prior Ave N

Movement
Directions Served
Maximum Queue (ft)
Average Queue (ft)
95th Queue (ft)
Link Distance (ft)
Upstream Blk Time (%)
Queuing Penalty (veh)
Storage Bay Dist (ft)
Storage Blk Time (%)
Queuing Penalty (veh)

Network Summary
Network wide Queuing Penalty: 176
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1: I-35W Ramps & Cleveland Ave N/CSAH 46 Performance by movement

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Delay / Veh (s) 474.1 475.7 426.9 31.5 28.4 4.5 129.2 32.9 30.3 422.2 432.6 392.4
Vehicles Entered 286 213 383 35 194 8 335 611 10 15 666 19

1: I-35W Ramps & Cleveland Ave N/CSAH 46 Performance by movement

Movement All
Delay / Veh (s) 277.1
Vehicles Entered 2775

5: County Rd C West & Cleveland Ave N/CSAH 46 Performance by movement

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Delay / Veh (s) 514.1 167.6 143.1 56.3 53.0 30.7 47.5 83.6 66.8 112.7 32.4 13.9
Vehicles Entered 191 630 180 89 621 302 128 499 121 339 408 326

5: County Rd C West & Cleveland Ave N/CSAH 46 Performance by movement

Movement All
Delay / Veh (s) 99.4
Vehicles Entered 3834

9: Twin Lakes Pkwy & Mt Ridge Rd Performance by movement

Movement EBL EBT WBT WBR SBL SBR All
Delay / Veh (s) 7.4 8.4 3.8 2.9 9.1 8.7 7.3
Vehicles Entered 80 156 102 215 534 138 1225

10: County Rd C West & Mt Ridge Rd Performance by movement

Movement EBT WBT All
Delay / Veh (s) 2.8 1.7 2.3
Vehicles Entered 1103 1017 2120

13: County Rd C West & Prior Ave N Performance by movement

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBR SBL SBT SBR All
Delay / Veh (s) 12.3 5.1 3.0 15.5 8.3 7.0 44.4 12.4 47.7 48.9 7.9 9.9
Vehicles Entered 53 1013 21 9 774 92 14 28 151 11 221 2387
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14: Twin Lakes Pkwy & Prior Ave N Performance by movement

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Delay / Veh (s) 4.5 5.6 3.8 2.9 3.7 2.9 4.6 5.1 4.4 4.4 4.9 4.1
Vehicles Entered 59 311 319 31 177 75 71 22 54 164 30 70

14: Twin Lakes Pkwy & Prior Ave N Performance by movement

Movement All
Delay / Veh (s) 4.3
Vehicles Entered 1383

19: County Rd C West & Fairview Ave Performance by movement

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Delay / Veh (s) 33.4 43.8 45.0 99.9 21.7 17.4 48.1 65.4 34.6 78.4 42.6 38.7
Vehicles Entered 112 984 209 162 494 102 200 602 344 234 377 62

19: County Rd C West & Fairview Ave Performance by movement

Movement All
Delay / Veh (s) 47.1
Vehicles Entered 3882

Total Network Performance

Delay / Veh (s) 187.8
Vehicles Entered 7470
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Intersection: 1: I-35W Ramps & Cleveland Ave N/CSAH 46

Movement EB EB WB WB B12 B18 NB NB NB SB SB SB
Directions Served LT R LT R T T L T TR L T TR
Maximum Queue (ft) 1381 300 228 31 61 12 300 549 592 104 812 803
Average Queue (ft) 1326 236 118 4 3 0 290 453 377 13 695 678
95th Queue (ft) 1554 400 203 20 27 9 340 644 627 60 965 946
Link Distance (ft) 1346 156 156 49 229 528 528 778 778
Upstream Blk Time (%) 34 6 1 12 5 42 31
Queuing Penalty (veh) 0 7 1 59 28 0 0
Storage Bay Dist (ft) 200 175 75
Storage Blk Time (%) 57 5 71 3 0 80
Queuing Penalty (veh) 252 27 227 12 0 16

Intersection: 5: County Rd C West & Cleveland Ave N/CSAH 46

Movement EB EB EB WB WB WB NB NB NB SB SB SB
Directions Served L T TR L T TR L T TR L T TR
Maximum Queue (ft) 275 1211 1187 207 495 505 300 485 482 325 542 542
Average Queue (ft) 239 708 644 69 274 315 102 283 277 307 427 324
95th Queue (ft) 345 1476 1321 146 431 468 244 456 439 380 653 550
Link Distance (ft) 1292 1292 747 747 503 503 528 528
Upstream Blk Time (%) 24 5 4 3 11 0
Queuing Penalty (veh) 0 0 0 0 66 1
Storage Bay Dist (ft) 150 275 200 200
Storage Blk Time (%) 71 18 6 0 34 57 1
Queuing Penalty (veh) 244 38 6 0 44 132 5

Intersection: 9: Twin Lakes Pkwy & Mt Ridge Rd

Movement EB WB SB SB
Directions Served LT LT LT R
Maximum Queue (ft) 144 43 258 129
Average Queue (ft) 59 6 74 11
95th Queue (ft) 113 26 163 69
Link Distance (ft) 229 457 686
Upstream Blk Time (%)
Queuing Penalty (veh)
Storage Bay Dist (ft) 75
Storage Blk Time (%) 8
Queuing Penalty (veh) 12
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Intersection: 10: County Rd C West & Mt Ridge Rd

Movement
Directions Served
Maximum Queue (ft)
Average Queue (ft)
95th Queue (ft)
Link Distance (ft)
Upstream Blk Time (%)
Queuing Penalty (veh)
Storage Bay Dist (ft)
Storage Blk Time (%)
Queuing Penalty (veh)

Intersection: 13: County Rd C West & Prior Ave N

Movement EB EB EB WB WB WB NB SB SB
Directions Served L T TR L T TR LR LT R
Maximum Queue (ft) 83 227 230 33 181 214 82 240 129
Average Queue (ft) 29 69 89 6 61 79 26 123 54
95th Queue (ft) 64 160 180 23 147 174 57 205 97
Link Distance (ft) 455 455 1226 1226 388 463
Upstream Blk Time (%)
Queuing Penalty (veh)
Storage Bay Dist (ft) 150 125 300
Storage Blk Time (%) 1 1 0
Queuing Penalty (veh) 0 0 0

Intersection: 14: Twin Lakes Pkwy & Prior Ave N

Movement EB EB WB NB SB
Directions Served LT R LTR LTR LTR
Maximum Queue (ft) 75 46 73 62 85
Average Queue (ft) 31 7 22 22 34
95th Queue (ft) 62 32 59 49 70
Link Distance (ft) 457 352 463 1208
Upstream Blk Time (%)
Queuing Penalty (veh)
Storage Bay Dist (ft) 150
Storage Blk Time (%)
Queuing Penalty (veh)
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Intersection: 19: County Rd C West & Fairview Ave

Movement EB EB EB WB WB WB NB NB NB NB SB SB
Directions Served L T TR L T TR L T T R L T
Maximum Queue (ft) 145 544 606 352 255 228 300 542 613 225 409 320
Average Queue (ft) 58 354 390 149 105 128 138 262 297 167 207 145
95th Queue (ft) 109 527 564 312 198 198 248 467 531 276 407 289
Link Distance (ft) 1226 1226 2358 2358 1971 1971 1569
Upstream Blk Time (%)
Queuing Penalty (veh)
Storage Bay Dist (ft) 275 375 325 125 350
Storage Blk Time (%) 14 2 0 6 42 9 6
Queuing Penalty (veh) 17 5 0 13 144 28 11

Intersection: 19: County Rd C West & Fairview Ave

Movement SB
Directions Served TR
Maximum Queue (ft) 258
Average Queue (ft) 158
95th Queue (ft) 231
Link Distance (ft) 1569
Upstream Blk Time (%)
Queuing Penalty (veh)
Storage Bay Dist (ft)
Storage Blk Time (%)
Queuing Penalty (veh)

Network Summary
Network wide Queuing Penalty: 1396
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1: I-35W Ramps & Cleveland Ave N/CSAH 46 Performance by movement

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Delay / Veh (s) 834.3 844.1 798.4 32.4 31.8 3.3 225.1 55.5 49.7 233.1 227.8 215.6
Vehicles Entered 264 253 331 92 229 29 271 456 15 44 681 20

1: I-35W Ramps & Cleveland Ave N/CSAH 46 Performance by movement

Movement All
Delay / Veh (s) 359.6
Vehicles Entered 2685

5: County Rd C West & Cleveland Ave N/CSAH 46 Performance by movement

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Delay / Veh (s) 2342.8 1210.5 991.8 136.2 134.5 127.1 597.8 728.8 678.5 92.4 33.1 16.7
Vehicles Entered 111 427 123 109 646 298 98 380 110 331 418 349

5: County Rd C West & Cleveland Ave N/CSAH 46 Performance by movement

Movement All
Delay / Veh (s) 432.7
Vehicles Entered 3400

9: Twin Lakes Pkwy & Mt Ridge Rd Performance by movement

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Delay / Veh (s) 8.7 9.2 2.2 3.4 4.3 2.9 8.6 8.4 9.0 19.1 13.5 13.6
Vehicles Entered 73 165 26 40 102 196 98 9 106 521 7 153

9: Twin Lakes Pkwy & Mt Ridge Rd Performance by movement

Movement All
Delay / Veh (s) 11.6
Vehicles Entered 1496

10: County Rd C West & Mt Ridge Rd Performance by movement

Movement EBL EBT WBT WBR SBR All
Delay / Veh (s) 17.9 2.5 16.8 15.9 159.9 18.2
Vehicles Entered 91 788 968 114 104 2065

12: Twin Lakes Pkwy & NW Site Access Performance by movement

Movement EBT EBR WBT NBR All
Delay / Veh (s) 1.5 1.5 6.9 2.3 4.3
Vehicles Entered 237 73 351 29 690
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13: County Rd C West & Prior Ave N Performance by movement

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBR SBL SBT SBR All
Delay / Veh (s) 14.0 7.7 5.8 15.2 15.8 12.8 46.2 12.3 48.1 44.1 11.1 16.5
Vehicles Entered 39 716 15 10 861 109 17 35 253 11 208 2274

14: Twin Lakes Pkwy & Prior Ave N Performance by movement

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Delay / Veh (s) 5.7 6.6 4.7 3.9 4.1 3.2 4.8 6.6 4.6 4.7 5.2 4.4
Vehicles Entered 49 324 418 28 195 87 75 19 53 170 23 65

14: Twin Lakes Pkwy & Prior Ave N Performance by movement

Movement All
Delay / Veh (s) 5.0
Vehicles Entered 1506

19: County Rd C West & Fairview Ave Performance by movement

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Delay / Veh (s) 26.3 37.1 35.2 102.0 22.2 18.1 54.7 54.1 26.0 63.1 42.7 34.0
Vehicles Entered 87 854 187 170 559 116 231 577 336 246 367 67

19: County Rd C West & Fairview Ave Performance by movement

Movement All
Delay / Veh (s) 41.7
Vehicles Entered 3797

Total Network Performance

Delay / Veh (s) 377.7
Vehicles Entered 7199
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Intersection: 1: I-35W Ramps & Cleveland Ave N/CSAH 46

Movement EB EB WB WB NB NB NB SB SB SB
Directions Served LT R LT R L T TR L T TR
Maximum Queue (ft) 1383 300 166 40 300 545 629 124 773 765
Average Queue (ft) 1361 249 141 12 299 531 529 40 593 571
95th Queue (ft) 1380 402 192 38 301 555 688 104 891 858
Link Distance (ft) 1346 154 154 528 528 778 778
Upstream Blk Time (%) 40 19 30 23 21 12
Queuing Penalty (veh) 0 37 154 119 0 0
Storage Bay Dist (ft) 200 175 75
Storage Blk Time (%) 59 3 86 3 0 77
Queuing Penalty (veh) 260 17 272 13 1 39

Intersection: 5: County Rd C West & Cleveland Ave N/CSAH 46

Movement EB EB EB WB WB WB NB NB NB SB SB SB
Directions Served L T TR L T TR L T TR L T TR
Maximum Queue (ft) 275 1333 1322 399 810 799 300 532 538 325 541 535
Average Queue (ft) 271 1152 919 168 606 625 172 499 489 289 350 303
95th Queue (ft) 300 1664 1638 388 950 930 362 599 604 382 617 501
Link Distance (ft) 1292 1292 747 747 503 503 528 528
Upstream Blk Time (%) 64 9 16 22 57 46 8 0
Queuing Penalty (veh) 0 0 87 119 0 0 47 2
Storage Bay Dist (ft) 150 275 200 200
Storage Blk Time (%) 95 14 3 51 1 85 43 2
Queuing Penalty (veh) 357 30 10 56 2 110 95 10

Intersection: 9: Twin Lakes Pkwy & Mt Ridge Rd

Movement EB WB WB NB SB SB
Directions Served LT LT R LTR LT R
Maximum Queue (ft) 150 57 6 128 499 150
Average Queue (ft) 59 13 0 46 142 37
95th Queue (ft) 122 41 4 96 376 136
Link Distance (ft) 229 457 457 498 686
Upstream Blk Time (%) 1
Queuing Penalty (veh) 0
Storage Bay Dist (ft) 75
Storage Blk Time (%) 24
Queuing Penalty (veh) 37
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Intersection: 10: County Rd C West & Mt Ridge Rd

Movement EB WB WB SB
Directions Served L T TR R
Maximum Queue (ft) 139 351 359 288
Average Queue (ft) 43 123 135 128
95th Queue (ft) 101 375 394 346
Link Distance (ft) 455 455 498
Upstream Blk Time (%) 1 2 2
Queuing Penalty (veh) 7 9 1
Storage Bay Dist (ft) 150
Storage Blk Time (%) 0
Queuing Penalty (veh) 2

Intersection: 12: Twin Lakes Pkwy & NW Site Access

Movement WB B18 NB
Directions Served T T R
Maximum Queue (ft) 118 147 40
Average Queue (ft) 45 20 13
95th Queue (ft) 127 108 32
Link Distance (ft) 49 229 444
Upstream Blk Time (%) 15 1
Queuing Penalty (veh) 28 3
Storage Bay Dist (ft)
Storage Blk Time (%)
Queuing Penalty (veh)

Intersection: 13: County Rd C West & Prior Ave N

Movement EB EB EB WB WB WB NB SB SB
Directions Served L T TR L T TR LR LT R
Maximum Queue (ft) 84 202 229 32 335 342 97 403 194
Average Queue (ft) 21 70 92 6 122 144 31 196 64
95th Queue (ft) 58 164 198 24 274 300 72 330 139
Link Distance (ft) 455 455 1226 1226 388 463
Upstream Blk Time (%) 0
Queuing Penalty (veh) 1
Storage Bay Dist (ft) 150 125 300
Storage Blk Time (%) 0 1 6 2
Queuing Penalty (veh) 0 0 1 3
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Intersection: 14: Twin Lakes Pkwy & Prior Ave N

Movement EB EB WB NB SB
Directions Served LT R LTR LTR LTR
Maximum Queue (ft) 101 48 104 70 89
Average Queue (ft) 32 6 25 23 36
95th Queue (ft) 74 32 72 51 77
Link Distance (ft) 457 352 463 1208
Upstream Blk Time (%)
Queuing Penalty (veh)
Storage Bay Dist (ft) 150
Storage Blk Time (%) 0
Queuing Penalty (veh) 0

Intersection: 19: County Rd C West & Fairview Ave

Movement EB EB EB WB WB WB NB NB NB NB SB SB
Directions Served L T TR L T TR L T T R L T
Maximum Queue (ft) 192 501 546 308 250 267 355 420 475 225 404 230
Average Queue (ft) 52 285 328 159 120 146 162 213 238 157 195 129
95th Queue (ft) 126 455 495 307 213 239 313 343 393 268 344 213
Link Distance (ft) 1226 1226 2358 2358 1971 1971 1569
Upstream Blk Time (%)
Queuing Penalty (veh)
Storage Bay Dist (ft) 275 375 325 125 350
Storage Blk Time (%) 8 0 3 1 34 8 2
Queuing Penalty (veh) 9 1 10 2 115 24 4

Intersection: 19: County Rd C West & Fairview Ave

Movement SB
Directions Served TR
Maximum Queue (ft) 250
Average Queue (ft) 154
95th Queue (ft) 238
Link Distance (ft) 1569
Upstream Blk Time (%)
Queuing Penalty (veh)
Storage Bay Dist (ft)
Storage Blk Time (%)
Queuing Penalty (veh)

Network Summary
Network wide Queuing Penalty: 2093
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1: I-35W Ramps & Cleveland Ave N/CSAH 46 Performance by movement

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Delay / Veh (s) 50.9 38.4 34.7 53.6 44.9 29.7 29.2 27.3 6.7 113.1 128.4 76.4
Vehicles Entered 342 334 439 101 247 31 362 623 19 45 685 20

1: I-35W Ramps & Cleveland Ave N/CSAH 46 Performance by movement

Movement All
Delay / Veh (s) 56.9
Vehicles Entered 3248

5: County Rd C West & Cleveland Ave N/CSAH 46 Performance by movement

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Delay / Veh (s) 122.0 49.8 42.7 207.4 43.8 6.5 39.2 57.1 47.6 110.3 28.4 12.8
Vehicles Entered 201 743 201 111 662 305 129 494 150 374 464 399

5: County Rd C West & Cleveland Ave N/CSAH 46 Performance by movement

Movement All
Delay / Veh (s) 52.7
Vehicles Entered 4233

9: Twin Lakes Pkwy & Mt Ridge Rd Performance by movement

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Delay / Veh (s) 15.6 18.6 2.5 3.7 4.5 3.0 13.1 9.7 11.9 23.8 28.7 16.3
Vehicles Entered 90 206 32 41 101 200 128 11 132 523 9 149

9: Twin Lakes Pkwy & Mt Ridge Rd Performance by movement

Movement All
Delay / Veh (s) 15.4
Vehicles Entered 1622

10: County Rd C West & Mt Ridge Rd Performance by movement

Movement EBL EBT WBT WBR SBR All
Delay / Veh (s) 16.6 3.3 3.9 3.0 11.0 4.6
Vehicles Entered 146 1143 962 116 115 2482

12: Twin Lakes Pkwy & NW Site Access Performance by movement

Movement EBT EBR WBT NBR All
Delay / Veh (s) 1.8 1.9 0.6 2.8 1.3
Vehicles Entered 302 92 378 28 800
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13: County Rd C West & Prior Ave N Performance by movement

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBR SBL SBT SBR All
Delay / Veh (s) 17.1 9.4 7.5 18.8 14.1 13.0 38.7 13.4 44.9 44.7 10.1 15.3
Vehicles Entered 58 1040 20 11 841 109 16 34 268 13 218 2628

14: Twin Lakes Pkwy & Prior Ave N Performance by movement

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Delay / Veh (s) 5.8 7.0 5.1 3.6 3.9 3.1 5.3 5.6 4.9 4.5 5.1 4.4
Vehicles Entered 58 356 447 27 188 86 85 20 61 170 24 66

14: Twin Lakes Pkwy & Prior Ave N Performance by movement

Movement All
Delay / Veh (s) 5.2
Vehicles Entered 1588

19: County Rd C West & Fairview Ave Performance by movement

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Delay / Veh (s) 29.3 42.3 45.8 471.7 36.1 17.4 118.1 67.3 38.5 164.4 46.9 38.2
Vehicles Entered 113 1109 243 172 556 121 231 574 336 247 367 65

19: County Rd C West & Fairview Ave Performance by movement

Movement All
Delay / Veh (s) 72.0
Vehicles Entered 4134

Total Network Performance

Delay / Veh (s) 101.1
Vehicles Entered 8131
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Intersection: 1: I-35W Ramps & Cleveland Ave N/CSAH 46

Movement EB EB EB EB WB WB WB NB NB NB NB NB
Directions Served L T T R L T TR L L T T R
Maximum Queue (ft) 484 325 464 297 170 206 145 175 241 348 299 70
Average Queue (ft) 245 129 141 189 73 94 92 84 108 172 182 6
95th Queue (ft) 427 244 406 320 148 166 141 149 189 290 274 47
Link Distance (ft) 1340 1340 1340 138 138 138 509 509
Upstream Blk Time (%) 5 3 1 0
Queuing Penalty (veh) 6 3 2 0
Storage Bay Dist (ft) 200 175 175 175
Storage Blk Time (%) 0 12 0 0 5 7
Queuing Penalty (veh) 2 20 0 1 17 1

Intersection: 1: I-35W Ramps & Cleveland Ave N/CSAH 46

Movement SB SB SB
Directions Served L T TR
Maximum Queue (ft) 334 733 709
Average Queue (ft) 73 416 349
95th Queue (ft) 276 801 669
Link Distance (ft) 772 772
Upstream Blk Time (%) 12 2
Queuing Penalty (veh) 0 0
Storage Bay Dist (ft) 300
Storage Blk Time (%) 36
Queuing Penalty (veh) 18
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Intersection: 5: County Rd C West & Cleveland Ave N/CSAH 46

Movement EB EB EB WB WB WB WB NB NB NB SB SB
Directions Served L T TR L T T R L T TR L T
Maximum Queue (ft) 275 639 590 342 426 412 35 263 419 443 325 529
Average Queue (ft) 207 373 368 172 221 222 1 88 239 244 305 433
95th Queue (ft) 334 626 576 358 410 403 26 191 378 376 391 675
Link Distance (ft) 1287 1287 742 742 503 503 509
Upstream Blk Time (%) 0 0 19
Queuing Penalty (veh) 0 0 119
Storage Bay Dist (ft) 150 275 300 200 200
Storage Blk Time (%) 44 29 15 1 1 0 19 61 2
Queuing Penalty (veh) 167 62 50 1 3 0 25 134 6

Intersection: 5: County Rd C West & Cleveland Ave N/CSAH 46

Movement SB
Directions Served TR
Maximum Queue (ft) 553
Average Queue (ft) 299
95th Queue (ft) 536
Link Distance (ft) 509
Upstream Blk Time (%) 0
Queuing Penalty (veh) 2
Storage Bay Dist (ft)
Storage Blk Time (%)
Queuing Penalty (veh)

Intersection: 9: Twin Lakes Pkwy & Mt Ridge Rd

Movement EB EB B18 WB NB SB SB
Directions Served LT R T LT LTR LT R
Maximum Queue (ft) 266 61 25 55 199 535 150
Average Queue (ft) 114 4 1 16 64 175 55
95th Queue (ft) 213 49 20 44 142 450 165
Link Distance (ft) 229 229 49 457 498 686
Upstream Blk Time (%) 2 0 0 2
Queuing Penalty (veh) 3 0 1 0
Storage Bay Dist (ft) 75
Storage Blk Time (%) 32 0
Queuing Penalty (veh) 49 0
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Intersection: 10: County Rd C West & Mt Ridge Rd

Movement EB WB SB
Directions Served L TR R
Maximum Queue (ft) 160 34 129
Average Queue (ft) 61 4 46
95th Queue (ft) 117 24 90
Link Distance (ft) 455 498
Upstream Blk Time (%)
Queuing Penalty (veh)
Storage Bay Dist (ft) 150
Storage Blk Time (%) 0
Queuing Penalty (veh) 2

Intersection: 12: Twin Lakes Pkwy & NW Site Access

Movement EB EB WB WB B18 NB
Directions Served T R T T T R
Maximum Queue (ft) 10 17 31 27 22 40
Average Queue (ft) 0 1 2 1 1 12
95th Queue (ft) 7 12 23 12 17 31
Link Distance (ft) 138 49 49 229 444
Upstream Blk Time (%) 0 0
Queuing Penalty (veh) 1 0
Storage Bay Dist (ft) 60
Storage Blk Time (%)
Queuing Penalty (veh)

Intersection: 13: County Rd C West & Prior Ave N

Movement EB EB EB WB WB WB NB SB SB
Directions Served L T TR L T TR LR LT R
Maximum Queue (ft) 113 299 322 31 274 296 74 425 192
Average Queue (ft) 32 112 136 8 107 140 28 205 64
95th Queue (ft) 79 222 248 27 219 250 60 333 131
Link Distance (ft) 455 455 1226 1226 388 463
Upstream Blk Time (%) 0
Queuing Penalty (veh) 2
Storage Bay Dist (ft) 150 125 300
Storage Blk Time (%) 3 4 1
Queuing Penalty (veh) 2 0 3
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Intersection: 14: Twin Lakes Pkwy & Prior Ave N

Movement EB EB WB NB SB
Directions Served LT R LTR LTR LTR
Maximum Queue (ft) 93 52 79 61 92
Average Queue (ft) 33 6 27 27 37
95th Queue (ft) 70 30 66 53 75
Link Distance (ft) 457 352 463 1208
Upstream Blk Time (%)
Queuing Penalty (veh)
Storage Bay Dist (ft) 150
Storage Blk Time (%)
Queuing Penalty (veh)

Intersection: 19: County Rd C West & Fairview Ave

Movement EB EB EB WB WB WB NB NB NB NB SB SB
Directions Served L T TR L T TR L T T R L T
Maximum Queue (ft) 317 591 626 537 1025 885 442 513 558 225 529 584
Average Queue (ft) 66 386 433 409 443 343 252 263 292 176 336 196
95th Queue (ft) 181 536 579 693 1332 909 465 512 539 275 622 496
Link Distance (ft) 1226 1226 2358 2358 1971 1971 1569
Upstream Blk Time (%)
Queuing Penalty (veh)
Storage Bay Dist (ft) 275 375 325 125 350
Storage Blk Time (%) 15 51 15 5 40 15 31
Queuing Penalty (veh) 18 142 43 12 137 43 57

Intersection: 19: County Rd C West & Fairview Ave

Movement SB
Directions Served TR
Maximum Queue (ft) 441
Average Queue (ft) 183
95th Queue (ft) 361
Link Distance (ft) 1569
Upstream Blk Time (%)
Queuing Penalty (veh)
Storage Bay Dist (ft)
Storage Blk Time (%)
Queuing Penalty (veh)

Network Summary
Network wide Queuing Penalty: 1155
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SRF No. 0117561 
 
 

MEMORANDUM 
 
 
TO: Deb Bloom, P.E., Assistant Public Works Director/City Engineer 
 City of Roseville 
 
FROM: Craig Vaughn, PE, PTOE, Senior Associate 
 Matthew Pacyna, PE, Senior Engineer 
  
DATE: November 30, 2011 
 
SUBJECT: REVIEW OF TRAFFIC IMPACT ANALYSIS FOR WALMART (STORE #3404-05) 
 ROSEVILLE, MN 
 
 
As requested, we have completed a review of the Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA) that  
was completed in July 2011 by Kimley-Horn and Associates.  This review document is 
broken up into three sections in order to guide you through our findings, conclusions and 
recommendations (General Review of the Walmart TIA, Recommended TIA Modifications 
and Additional Information Required, and Recommended Roadway Improvements). 
 
 
GENERAL REVIEW OF THE WALMART TRAFFIC IMPACT ANALYSIS 
Traffic Volume Comparison 
 The existing year 2011 turning movement counts collected as part of the TIA (shown in 

Figure 4 of the study) were compared to historical year 2006 turning movement counts 
previously collected at the same study intersections. The differences between the 
historical and updated traffic counts are summarized below: 
o Northbound I-35W off-ramp to Cleveland Avenue 
 Approximate 20 percent reduction in volume from the year 2006 counts 

 A review of other historical ramp volume data attained from MnDOT indicates 
that ramp volumes appear to fluctuate daily and by time of year at this location 

o Southbound Cleveland Avenue (between Twin Lakes Parkway and County Road C) 
 Approximate 10 percent reduction in volume from the year 2006 counts  

o Southbound Cleveland Avenue (south of County Road C) 
 Approximate 10-15 percent reduction in volume from the year 2006 counts 
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o Westbound County Road C 
 Approximate 10-20 percent increase in volume from the year 2006 counts 

o Eastbound County Road C (west of Cleveland Avenue)  
 Approximate five percent increase from the year 2006 counts 

 
In general, the turning movement counts reflect current market conditions and account for 
recent area transportation improvements (Twin Lakes Parkway). 
 

Trip Generation and Forecasts 
 Page 8 of the TIA documents the pass-by trip and internal capture reduction factors used 

for each of the development scenarios (Short-term: Walmart only; Long-term: Walmart 
with restaurants).  The pass-by reduction for the Walmart is 28 percent while the pass-by 
reduction for the outparcel restaurants is 43 percent.  The internal capture rate between the 
Walmart and the two restaurants is 20 percent.  Based on data in the ITE Trip Generation 
Handbook, these pass-by trip and internal capture reduction factors are appropriate.  It 
should be noted that the pass-by reduction factor does not reduce the trip generation of the 
subject development but rather draws the trip(s) to the site from the already existing pool 
of background traffic on the adjacent street system. 

 Tables 1 and 2 (Trip Generation for P.M. Peak Hour and Trip Generation with Outlots for 
P.M. Peak Hour) in the TIA document the trip generation estimates used for the analysis.  
The trip generation estimates presented are correct. 

 A one-half percent (0.5%) yearly growth rate was used to account for background growth 
in the area for year 2013 conditions (year of opening), which is reasonable based on 
historical area growth patterns. 

 The TIA states that the long-term forecasts (year 2030) were developed based on the Twin 
Lakes AUAR Update Technical Memorandum - Traffic, Air and Noise Analysis and the 
Infrastructure Improvements for the Twin Lakes AUAR Area Final Report.  However, 
there is not a clear explanation of what volume set was used as the base prior to reduction, 
what the reduction amount was or how it was distributed through the network to arrive at 
the final answer presented in Figure 6 – 2030 No Build Turning Movement Volumes. 
o It should be noted that based on our review of the information provided in Figure 6 

and our own deduction of what may have been done, it appears that a marginal 
increase or decrease in these volumes would not significantly alter the conclusions 
presented herein. 

o The applicant should clarify and explain what volume set was used as the base prior to 
reduction, what the reduction amount was or how it was distributed through the 
network to arrive at the final answer presented in Figure 6 – 2030 No Build Turning 
Movement Volumes. 
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Directional Distribution 
 There are two directional distributions proposed for the site based on the existing and year 

2030 transportation networks.  The main transportation network difference between 
existing and year 2030 conditions is the completion of Twin Lakes Parkway from Prior 
Avenue to Fairview Avenue. 

o Review of the directional distribution percentages presented in the TIA compared to 
the directional distribution developed as part of the Twin Lakes AUAR Update 
indicates discrepancies between the two.  While these discrepancies may not impact 
the overall operation of the adjacent roadway network and/or the need for specific 
improvements, they do impact the broader understanding of the how the adjacent 
roadway system will operate under future conditions (year 2030). 

 Under year 2030 conditions the amount of traffic distributed to Twin Lakes 
Parkway east of Prior Avenue is not in accordance with the Twin Lakes AUAR 
distribution for this parcel.  The TIA states nine percent and the Twin Lakes 
AUAR generalized distribution percentages indicate upwards of 18 percent.  The 
TIA distribution should be modified to be consistent. 

 Another anomaly is at the County Road C and Cleveland Avenue intersection.  
There appears to be an even distribution between the southbound right-turn  
(15 percent) and the westbound through (15 percent) movements.  However, 
further review indicates these percentages should be more consistent with other 
movements at this intersection accessing the adjacent transportation network  
(i.e. approximately 10 percent to the southbound right-turn and approximately 20 
percent to the westbound through movement).  Making this change may have an 
impact on the westbound through queue at this location.  The TIA distribution 
should be modified to be consistent. 

 
 
Operations/Capacity 
General Comments on Synchro/SimTraffic Models 

 The Synchro models do not include the I-35W southbound on-ramp from westbound 
County Road C. 
o This ramp has a significant impact to the upstream traffic flow at the County Road C 

and Cleveland Avenue intersection as vehicles begin to align themselves east of 
Cleveland Avenue. 
 With the addition of this ramp in the Synchro model, the westbound through lane 

utilization tends to shift more towards the shared through/right-turn lane 
 Adding this intersection to the model will increase the potential for queues to 

extend back to the proposed 3/4 site access along County Road C (approximately 
715-800 feet east of Cleveland Avenue). 

 The applicant should include this intersection in their analysis and review.  Traffic 
volumes for this intersection can be used from the AUAR documentation and 
adjusted to fit with the year 2011 turning movement volumes collected. 
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 The applicant should show the maximum westbound queue at the County Road C and 

Cleveland Avenue intersection for each scenario to explicitly clarify any impacts to the 
proposed access along County Road C.  Specifically the westbound through/right-turn 
lane queue information. 

 Consider applying the link-OD function for the southbound right-turn movement at the 
County Road C and Cleveland intersection.  Currently, there is a proportion of the volume 
for this movement that comes from the northbound I-35W off-ramp.  In theory, no 
vehicles make this move because of the loop ramp to westbound County Road C. 
o Please note however that this modification would have minimal affect on how this 

movement operates and is not critical to correct. 

 

Year 2011 Existing Operations 

 The “2011 Existing Operations” section of the TIA (page 23, first bullet) indicates an 
eastbound through delay of approximately 99 seconds at the intersection of Cleveland 
Avenue and Twin Lakes Parkway.  Independent analysis of this condition resulted in an 
eastbound through delay of approximately 55 seconds.  This variation demonstrates that 
this movement fluctuates with variability in vehicle arrivals and should be considered a 
LOS E. 

 All other existing condition operations analysis results appear reasonable given the current 
conditions. 

 
Year 2013 No Build Operations 

 All analysis and observations are reasonable. 
 
Year 2013 Build Operations 

 As noted in the general comments preceding this section, if the ramp to southbound I-35W 
from westbound County Road C were included in the traffic model the queuing results for 
the westbound approach to Cleveland Avenue along County Road C would be different.  
Independent analysis of this condition resulted in an average and 95th percentile 
westbound through queue of approximately 250 feet and 465 feet, respectively.  The 
submitted TIA indicates queues of approximately 160 feet and 290 feet, respectively. 
o The existing access along County Road C is approximately 550 feet east of Cleveland 

Avenue.  However, the proposed Walmart 3/4 site access is approximately 175 feet 
further east of the existing opening (total of approximately 725 feet from Cleveland 
Avenue), which based on the independent queue results above would not be impacted 
at this stage of the development. 

 The proposed Walmart right-in/right-out access along Twin Lakes Parkway is located 
approximately 300 feet east of Cleveland Avenue and includes a dedicated right-turn lane.  
This location reduces concern over its proximity to Cleveland Avenue and would not be 
considered a deficient design from a traffic operations perspective.  In addition, 
independent analysis confirms acceptable operations at this location. 
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 The optimized signal timing included as part of the year 2013 no build condition and 

again under year 2013 build conditions is necessary to help mitigate and manage queuing 
issues. 

 
Year 2030 No Build Operations 

 The year 2030 no build condition (without the Walmart site developed) results as 
presented in the TIA do not provide any useable information to compare this condition to 
the year 2030 build condition (with the Walmart site developed).  The TIA conducted the 
year 2030 no build condition analysis without any of the AUAR recommended 
improvements in place, which results in poor levels of service and significant queuing 
throughout the network. 

 The applicant should run the year 2030 no build operations analysis with the identified 
improvements from the Infrastructure Improvements for the Twin Lakes AUAR Area 
Final Report prior to adding on the Walmart development traffic. 

 
Year 2030 Build Operations 

 Again, the order of the operations analysis presented in the TIA makes determining the 
impact of the Walmart under build conditions difficult.   

 
Year 2030 Build Operations with Twin Lakes AUAR Improvements 

 The improvements identified in this report are consistent with the Twin Lakes AUAR. 

 The northbound left-turn movement at the intersection of Cleveland Avenue and Twin 
Lakes Parkway was modeled with protective-permissive left-turn phasing as part of the 
TIA.  This left-turn phasing is not typically recommended with a dual left-turn lane 
configuration for safety reasons; nor was this type of phasing recommended as part of the 
Twin Lakes AUAR documentation. 
o Operating this movement with protected only phasing should not result in an 

unacceptable condition. 

 An independent analysis of the year 2030 build condition with improvements in place was 
conducted to determine how the westbound approach would operate at the Cleveland 
Avenue and County Road C intersection.  This independent review included the ramp to 
southbound I-35W from westbound County Road C in order to understand how vehicles 
may align themselves east of Cleveland Avenue.  Results of this analysis indicate an 
average and 95th percentile westbound through queue of approximately 300 feet and 600 
feet, respectively. 
o It must be noted that this condition takes into account a new westbound right-turn lane 

at the intersection of Cleveland Avenue and County Road C, with 300 feet of storage 
space.  While the queues in the through lane average the right-turn lane storage 
capacity and exceed it based on the 95th percentile, without the right-turn lane in place 
operation of this approach would be drastically different and significantly deficient. 

o The proposed Walmart 3/4 site access along County Road C is expected to operate 
acceptably with no queuing issues. 
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 The proposed Walmart right-in/right-out access along Twin Lakes Parkway is expected to 

operate acceptably with no queuing issues under this condition. 
 

Access Alternatives 
SRF completed a review of alternative access scenarios to determine if fewer access locations 
would be sufficient, negatively impact, or provide improved network operations.  Based on an 
operations analysis of varying access scenarios, the following conclusions are offered: 

 The proposed right-in/right-out access along Twin Lakes Parkway, east of Cleveland 
Avenue is expected to operate acceptably with no queuing issues. 

o Based on discussions with City staff, this intersection was moved further east than 
previously proposed.  This shift provides sufficient distance from Cleveland Avenue 
and will have minimal impact to the Cleveland Avenue and Twin Lakes Parkway 
intersection. 

o A review of the operations analysis without the right-in/right-out access was 
completed to determine how the roundabout at the Twin Lakes Parkway and Mount 
Ridge Road intersection would operate. 

 Based on this analysis, removal of the right-in/right-out access would not have a 
significant impact to the operations of the adjacent roundabout under either year 
2013 or 2030 conditions. 

 As noted in the TIA, removal of the right-in/right-out access would increase on-
site circulation with development of the two outlots located on the western edge of 
the parcel.  The northern most parking area abutting Twin Lakes Parkway could be 
removed to develop an exclusive circulation aisle to accommodate this increased 
on-site circulation if the right-in/right-out were not constructed. 

 The proposed Walmart 3/4 site access along County Road C, east of Cleveland Avenue, is 
expected to operate acceptably with no queuing issues (located approximately 725 feet 
from Cleveland Avenue). 
o Based on review of the 3/4 access operations analysis, there is no negative impact to 

providing it from a network operations perspective. 

o Since there will be modification along County Road C to provide this access, consider 
extending the westbound left-turn lane at the County Road C and Cleveland Avenue 
intersection to approximately 375 feet to minimize future queuing issues. 

 
 
RECOMMENDED TIA MODIFICATIONS AND  
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REQUIRED FROM APPLICANT 
Trip Generation and Forecasts 
 The applicant should clarify and explain what volume set was used as the base prior to 

reduction, what the reduction amount was or how it was distributed through the network 
under year 2030 conditions.  The TIA states that the long-term forecasts for year 2030 
were developed based on the Twin Lakes AUAR Update Technical Memorandum - Traffic, 
Air and Noise Analysis and the Infrastructure Improvements for the Twin Lakes AUAR 

Attachment F

Page 90 of 102



Deb Bloom, P.E. November 30, 2011 
City of Roseville Page 7 
 
 

Area Final Report.  However, there is not a clear explanation of what volume set was used 
as the base prior to reduction, what the reduction amount was or how it was distributed 
through the network to arrive at the final answer presented in Figure 6 – 2030 No Build 
Turning Movement Volumes. 

 
Directional Distribution 
 Modify directional distribution as noted in the following: 

o Under year 2030 conditions the amount of traffic distributed to Twin Lakes Parkway 
east of Prior Avenue is not in accordance with the Twin Lakes AUAR distribution for 
this parcel.  The TIA states nine percent and the Twin Lakes AUAR generalized 
distribution percentages indicate upwards of 18 percent.  The TIA distribution should 
be modified to be consistent. 

o Another anomaly is at the County Road C and Cleveland Avenue intersection.  There 
appears to be an even distribution between the southbound right-turn (15 percent) and 
the westbound through (15 percent) movements.  However, further review indicates 
these percentages should be more consistent with other movements at this intersection 
accessing the adjacent transportation network (i.e. approximately 10 percent to the 
southbound right-turn and approximately 20 percent to the westbound through 
movement).  Making this change may have an impact on the westbound through queue 
at this location.  The TIA distribution should be modified to be consistent. 

 
Operations/Capacity 
General Comments on Synchro/SimTraffic Models 

 The applicant should include the I-35W southbound on-ramp from westbound County 
Road C in their analysis and review.  Traffic volumes for this intersection can be used 
from the AUAR documentation and adjusted to fit with the year 2011 turning movement 
volumes collected. 

 The applicant should show the maximum westbound queue at the County Road C and 
Cleveland Avenue intersection for each scenario to explicitly clarify any impacts to the 
proposed access along County Road C.  Specifically the westbound through/right-turn 
lane queue information. 

 Apply the link-OD function for the southbound right-turn movement at the County Road 
C and Cleveland intersection. 

 
Year 2030 No Build Operations 

 The applicant should run the year 2030 no build operations analysis with the identified 
improvements from the Infrastructure Improvements for the Twin Lakes AUAR Area 
Final Report prior to adding on the Walmart development traffic.  This would provide a 
comparable year 2030 condition with and without the Walmart site developed. 
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Year 2030 Build Operations with Twin Lakes AUAR Improvements 

 If the applicant intends for the northbound left-turn movement at the intersection of 
Cleveland Avenue and Twin Lakes Parkway to operate with protective-permissive left-
turn phasing as a dual left-turn lane, approval and coordination with Ramsey County and 
MnDOT is needed.  Otherwise this should be operated and modeled as a protected only 
phase. 

 
 
RECOMMENDED ROADWAY IMPROVEMENTS 
 The proposed Walmart right-in/right-out access along Twin Lakes Parkway is located 

approximately 300 feet east of Cleveland Avenue and includes a dedicated right-turn lane.  
This location reduces concern over its proximity to Cleveland Avenue and would not be 
considered a deficient design from a traffic operations perspective. 

 The proposed Walmart 3/4 site access along County Road C operates acceptably and 
provides benefit to the adjacent roadway network. 

 The westbound left-turn lane at the County Road C and Cleveland Avenue intersection 
should be extended to approximately 375 feet to minimize future queuing issues.  This can 
be done as part of the modification along County Road C to provide the 3/4 access. 

 The westbound right-turn lane at the Cleveland Avenue and County Road C intersection 
should be constructed at the time the Walmart site is initially developed.  While the results 
indicate the queues do not extend back to the proposed Walmart 3/4 site access they are 
relatively significant and would be mitigated with the inclusion of the westbound right-
turn lane. 

 A northbound right-turn lane at the intersection of Cleveland Avenue and Twin Lakes 
Parkway should be constructed at the time the Walmart site is initially developed.  This 
turn lane is not needed due to deficient operations, but will improve the safety and 
efficiency of this intersection. 

 
 
H:\Projects\7561\Report\111130_Twin Lakes Walmart TIA Review_city comments_Rev2.doc 
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MEMORANDUM 
 
 
TO: Deb Bloom, P.E., Assistant Public Works Director/City Engineer 
 City of Roseville 
 
FROM: Craig Vaughn, PE, PTOE, Senior Associate 
 Matthew Pacyna, PE, Associate 
  
DATE: April 23, 2012 
 
SUBJECT: ADDENDUM - TRAFFIC IMPACT ANALYSIS FOR WALMART (STORE #3404-05) 
 
 
As requested, we have completed a supplemental traffic operations analysis in conjunction 
with the Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA) that was completed in July 2011 by Kimley-Horn and 
Associates for the proposed Walmart (Store #3404-05).  The purpose of this addendum is to 
review the proposed Walmart (Store #3404-05) under future conditions independent of any 
other additional development that may occur adjacent to the parcel being developed.  The 
parcel proposed for development does include two out parcels in addition to the Walmart 
Store.  This current review includes the previous analysis completed by Kimley-Horn with 
respect to potential queuing impacts to the I-35W mainline and year 2018 build conditions, 
including the restaurant outlots.  The following sections summarize the results of this analysis. 
 
 
TRAFFIC OPERATIONS 
The previous analysis, completed by Kimley-Horn and Associates, included an analysis of 
year 2013 and year 2030 no build and build conditions.  Descriptions of these scenarios and 
results of the traffic operations analysis are described in the following sections and 
summarized in Table 1. 
 
It should be noted that the review included herein focuses on the intersections of Cleveland 
Avenue/Twin Lakes Parkway/I-35W and Cleveland Avenue/County Road C.  It has already 
been determined that impacts to other adjacent intersections are minimal, relative to the 
proposed development (impacts outlined in the Review of Traffic Impact Analysis for Walmart 
(Store #3404-05) technical memorandum prepared by SRF Consulting Group, November 11, 
2011).  Furthermore, the key intersections are all expected to operate with acceptable level of 
service grades (LOS D or better).  Therefore, the 95th percentile queues are provided and 
discussed to assess issues and needs. 
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Year 2013 Analysis 
• The Kimley-Horn traffic analysis of year 2013 conditions included a no build scenario 

that reviewed how the adjacent roadway system would operate with background traffic 
growth only (0.5 percent growth per year) and no Walmart or outlots development. 

• Kimley-Horn’s analysis results of the year 2013 no build conditions show the queuing 
issues that can be expected under this condition.  The 95th percentile queues were 
observed to extend beyond the turn lane storage or block access to adjacent lanes at the 
following locations: 
o Cleveland Avenue/County Road C southbound left 
o Cleveland Avenue/County Road C northbound left 
o Cleveland Avenue/County Road C eastbound left 
o Cleveland Avenue/Twin Lakes Parkway/I-35W northbound left 
o Cleveland Avenue/Twin Lakes Parkway/I-35W southbound left 
o Cleveland Avenue/Twin Lakes Parkway/I-35W eastbound right * 

* The queues associated with this intersection, and specifically this approach, are 
critical due to their interaction with the I-35W mainline and collector-distributor 
roadway.  The critical distance is measured back from the intersection to the 
painted ramp gore split for westbound County Road C and access to Cleveland 
Avenue.  This distance is approximately 450 feet. 

 The year 2013 no build condition eastbound queue was reported to be 306 feet 
(approximately 310 feet).  This queue is lower than the critical queue distance. 

• Kimley-Horn’s analysis results of the year 2013 build conditions, which includes only 
trips associated with the Walmart and not the two proposed outlots, indicate that the 
queuing issues reported under no build conditions will grow as additional development 
traffic is added to the system. 
o The eastbound queue at the Cleveland Avenue/Twin Lakes Parkway/I-35W 

intersection is expected to be 507 feet (approximately 510 feet).  This queue is 
greater than the critical queue distance. 
 This queue will extend beyond the painted ramp gore split by approximately 60 

feet (two to three vehicles). 
 Although the roadway width along the northbound I-35W off-ramp is 

approximately 24 feet in this area, freeway operations are such that vehicles should 
not be allowed or encouraged to pass one another on an off-ramp.  MnDOT and 
FHWA would prefer to mitigate any queuing beyond the painted ramp gore 
split location. 

 It should be noted that based on SRF’s analysis of the same location, the 95th 
percentile queue is expected to be approximately 485 feet. 

o The northbound queues at the Cleveland Avenue/Twin Lakes Parkway/I-35W 
intersection will increase as well.  Although these queues already extend beyond the 
available existing storage, the proposed development will exacerbate this condition. 
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o It was noted as part of the Review of Traffic Impact Analysis for Walmart (Store 
#3404-05) technical memorandum prepared by SRF Consulting Group, November 11, 
2011 that the Kimley-Horn traffic analysis did not include the I-35W southbound on-
ramp from westbound County Road C.  This ramp has a significant impact on the 
upstream traffic flow at the Cleveland Avenue/County Road C intersection as vehicles 
begin to align themselves east of Cleveland Avenue. 

o SRF conducted an independent year 2013 build condition analysis, which includes 
only trips associated with the Walmart and not the two proposed outlots.  The results 
of this analysis confirmed the Kimley-Horn analysis results, with the exception of the 
westbound approach at the Cleveland Avenue/County Road C intersection.  The 
queues for this approach increase significantly with the I-35W southbound on-ramp 
from westbound County Road C taken into account (see Table 1).  It should also be 
noted the SRF analysis results track slightly lower than the Kimley-Horn results, yet 
are comparable (i.e., eastbound queue at Cleveland Avenue/Twin Lakes Parkway/ 
I-35W intersection of 507 feet versus 485 feet – similar). 

 
Year 2018 Analysis 
Based on discussions with City, MnDOT and FHWA staff, there are concerns the queuing 
issue identified on the northbound I-35W off-ramp will worsen as adjacent development 
occurs and area traffic volumes increase.  Therefore, year 2018 analyses were completed to 
determine how the area intersections can be expected to operate.  All signal timing was 
optimized as necessary to accommodate the additional volume from year 2013 conditions to 
year 2018 conditions. 

Year 2018 no build conditions  
(no Walmart site development, only 0.5 percent background traffic growth) 
• Results of the year 2018 no build condition analysis indicate that the eastbound queue 

at the Cleveland Avenue/Twin Lakes Parkway/I-35W intersection is expected to be 390 
feet, which is less than the 450 foot critical queue distance. 

Year 2018 build conditions (1) 
(Walmart development, outlots not included, 0.5 percent background traffic growth) 
• Results of the year 2018 build condition (1) analysis indicate that the eastbound queue 

at the Cleveland Avenue/Twin Lakes Parkway/I-35W intersection is expected to be 545 
feet, which is greater than the 450 foot critical queue distance. 

Year 2018 build conditions (2) 
(Walmart development, outlots included, 0.5 percent background traffic growth) 
• Results of the year 2018 build condition (2) analysis indicate that the eastbound queue 

at the Cleveland Avenue/Twin Lakes Parkway/I-35W intersection is expected to be 465 
feet, which is greater than the 450 foot critical queue distance.  The modeling results 
for this scenario indicate a reduction in the eastbound queues.  This appears to be model 
fluctuation and not a distinct improvement under this condition. 

• All other queues discussed to this point, besides the eastbound queue at the Cleveland 
Avenue/Twin Lakes Parkway/I-35W intersection, will increase with the additional traffic 
taken into consideration and no additional mitigation beyond signal timing improvements 
under each condition. 

H:\Projects\7561\Report\120409_TwinLakesWalmart Review_2018 TrafficOps Addendum.doc 

Attachment F

Page 95 of 102



February 24, 2012 
 
Thomas Paschke, City Planner 
City of Roseville 
2660 Civic Center Dr. 
Roseville, MN 55113 
 
SUBJECT: Twin Lakes 2nd Addition 

MnDOT Review # P12-004 
NE Quad of County Rd C & I-35W 
Roseville, Ramsey County 
Control Section 6284 
 

Dear Mr. Paschke: 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to review the Plat Review for the Twin Lakes 2nd Addition.  Please 
address the following comments before any further development: 
 
Water Resources: The proposed development will need to maintain existing drainage rates to 
existing storm structure, which ultimately drains to the MnDOT pond. The applicant will need to 
submit plans as they develop and hydraulic computations for 10 and 100-yr storms at pre and post 
development stages. Please submit to Hailu Shekur, MnDOT Metro District’s Water Resources 
Section (651-234-7521 or Hailu.Shekur@state.mn.us ). 
 
Traffic: This Walmart will likely generate 8,000-10,000 trips per day to an area that is currently 
vacant. The traffic study submitted is from the 2007 Twin Lakes Business Park AUAR. It appears 
that the AUAR was based on a lower volume traffic generator than a Walmart.  
 
Figure 12 in the AUAR shows the 2030 P.M. Peak Hour Build forecasted volumes. MnDOT is 
particularly interested in the operation of the existing wood pole traffic signal at the 
Cleveland/Twin Lakes/35W ramp intersection, which shows a year 2030 level of service D at this 
location.  
 
However, Figure 12 shows a lane configuration at this intersection that is not the present 
condition. For instance, the diagram shows four eastbound approach lanes (exiting traffic from 
northbound 35W) at the Cleveland/Twin Lakes signal, but in the present condition there are only 
two EB approach lanes.  
 
The present lane configuration could result in a LOS F when Walmart opens. If traffic backs up 
onto northbound 35W from this inplace signal, that would be unacceptable to both MnDOT and 
the FHWA. Metro Traffic would like to request that the Synchro files from the 2007 AUAR be 
submitted for our review. Updated traffic volumes should be utilized in the submittal. Immediate 
consideration should be given to adding capacity at this intersection before further Twin Lakes 
Business Park developments are approved. 
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Review Submittal Options: 
Mn/DOT’s goal is to complete the review of plans within 30 days.  Submittals sent in 
electronically can usually be turned around faster.  There are four submittal options.  Please 
submit either:  
 

1. One (1) electronic pdf. version of the plans.  Mn/DOT can accept the plans via e-mail 
at metrodevreviews.dot@state.mn.us provided that each separate e-mail is under 20 
megabytes.   

2. Three (3) sets of full size plans.  Although submitting seven sets of full size plans 
will expedite the review process.  Plans can be sent to: 

 
Mn/DOT – Metro District Planning Section 
Development Reviews Coordinator 
1500 West County Road B-2 
Roseville, MN 55113 

 
3. One (1) compact disc. 
4. Plans can also be submitted to Mn/DOT’s External FTP Site.  Please send files to: 

ftp://ftp2.dot.state.mn.us/pub/incoming/MetroWatersEdge/Planning Internet Explorer 
doesn’t work using ftp so please use an FTP Client or your Windows Explorer (My 
Computer).  Also, please send a note to metrodevreviews.dot@state.mn.us indicating 
that the plans have been submitted on the FTP site. 

 
If you have any questions concerning this review please feel free to contact me at (651) 234-
7793. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Michael J. Corbett 
Senior Planner 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Copy sent via E-Mail: 
Craig Hinzman, Ramsey County Department of Public Works 
Joe Lux, Ramsey County Department of Public Works 
Sue Tarasar, Sunde Land Surveying 
Buck Craig, Permits 
Nancy Jacobson, Design 
Hailu Shekur, Water Resources 
Lee Williams, Right-of-Way 
Jennie Read, Area Engineer 
Clare Lackey, Traffic 
Gayle Gedstad, Traffic 
Dave Torfin, Golden Valley 
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EXTRACT OF MINUTES OF MEETING OF THE 
CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE 

Pursuant to due call and notice thereof, a regular meeting of the City Council of the City 1 
of Roseville, County of Ramsey, Minnesota, was held on the 23rd day of July 2012 at 6:00 p.m. 2 

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

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

RESOLUTION NO. _____ 6 

A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE TWIN LAKES 2ND ADDITION PLAT AND 7 
ASSOCIATED DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT (PF12-001) 8 

WHEREAS, an application for approval a final plat of the land which is shown on 9 
Exhibit A, attached hereto, and an associated Development Agreement have been prepared 10 
pursuant to the requirements of the City of Roseville Zoning Code and submitted to the City of 11 
Roseville, and 12 

WHEREAS, Wal-Mart Real Estate Business Trust intends to purchase the entirety of the 13 
property being platted; 14 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Roseville, 15 
Minnesota that based on the comments and findings of Sections 4 – 7 and the recommendation 16 
and conditions of Section 8 of the staff report prepared for this action, the TWIN LAKES 2ND 17 
ADDITION FINAL PLAT of the subject property is hereby approved, subject to the following 18 
conditions: 19 

a. Wal-Mart Real Estate Business Trust shall enter into a development agreement 20 
pertaining to the plat which is satisfactory to the City. Such development agreement 21 
shall include the requirement that Wal-Mart enter into a security plan approved by the 22 
Roseville Police Chief which identifies and incorporates on-site technology, 23 
personnel, and practices to improve security, minimize losses, and better 24 
communicate with the Police Department. If a mutually agreeable security plan 25 
cannot be developed, Wal-Mart shall pay for costs related to calls for law 26 
enforcement service at the Property in excess of 300 calls per year. Calls for law 27 
enforcement service shall include any calls or service in which persons employed by 28 
the City and assigned to the Roseville City Police Department are involved. The cost 29 
for each call in excess of 300 per year shall be determined by adding the cost of all 30 
City employees (including administrative employees) involved in receiving, 31 
responding to or providing service with respect to the call. Each employees cost shall 32 
be determined by multiplying the employee’s hourly rate times 1.9, times the number 33 
of hours (or portion thereof) expended by such employee regarding the call. Payment 34 
shall be made within 30 days of the delivery by the City upon Wal-Mart of a written 35 
invoice stating the amount due for each call in excess of 300 per year. This provision 36 
shall be reviewed by the Roseville City Council after the Wal-Mart store has been 37 
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opened for over one (1) year and may be modified by the City Council after the 38 
review. 39 

b. Wal-Mart Real Estate Business Trust shall acquire fee simple title to all of the real 40 
property included in the plat and provide proof that there are no liens, encumbrances 41 
or other parties having an interest in the Property at the time the Development 42 
Agreement and Plat are recorded or make other arrangements which are satisfactory 43 
to the City to assure that title to the property is satisfactory to the City. 44 

c. Wal-Mart Real Estate Business Trust shall either dedicate on the Plat or otherwise 45 
convey all roadway, utility, drainage, and other easements required by the City. 46 

d. The access points to enter and exit the Property shall be at locations approved by the 47 
City and any other governmental entity having jurisdiction over adjacent roadways. 48 

e. Wal-Mart Real Estate Business Trust shall install subdivision monuments as 49 
reasonably required by the Roseville Public Works Department and Ramsey County 50 
Surveyor. 51 

f. Wal-Mart Real Estate Business Trust shall pay all unpaid subdivision review escrow 52 
fees as detailed in the adopted fee schedule for the City of Roseville prior to the City 53 
releasing the Plat for recording. 54 

g. No building permits shall be issued for any use of the property which is not a 55 
permitted use. 56 

h. The Petition for the vacation proceedings for that part of the public roadway and 57 
highway easement created by Document No. 1511814 lying adjacent to and 10 feet 58 
on the east and west side of vacated Mount Ridge Road within the Plat shall have 59 
been approved by the City. 60 

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Roseville, 61 
Minnesota, that associated DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT, attached hereto as Exhibit B, is hereby 62 
approved pursuant to the applicable conditions of the FINAL PLAT approval and that the City 63 
Manager and Mayor are hereby authorized to sign the Public Improvement Contract on behalf of 64 
the City 65 

The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Council 66 
Member _________________ and upon vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor: 67 
and ______________ voted against. 68 

WHEREUPON said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted. 69 
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Resolution – Walmart and Twin Lakes 2nd Addition (PF12-001) 

STATE OF MINNESOTA ) 
) ss 

COUNTY OF RAMSEY ) 

 I, the undersigned, being the duly qualified City Manager of the City of Roseville, 
County of Ramsey, State of Minnesota, do hereby certify that I have carefully compared the 
attached and foregoing extract of minutes of a regular meeting of said City Council held on the 
23rd day of July 2012 with the original thereof on file in my office. 

 WITNESS MY HAND officially as such Manager this 23rd day of July 2012. 

 ______________________________ 
 William J. Malinen, City Manager 

(SEAL) 
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DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT 1 

TWIN LAKES 2
ND

 ADDITION 2 

 3 
 4 

 5 

I. Parties.  This Development Agreement (“Agreement”), dated __________________, 2012, is 6 

entered into between the City of Roseville, a Minnesota municipal corporation (the “City”), and 7 

Wal-Mart Real Estate Business Trust, a Delaware statutory trust (“Wal-Mart”).   8 

II. Request for Plat Approval.  Wal-Mart has asked the City to approve a plat of land to be known 9 

as “Twin Lakes 2nd Addition” (also referred to in this Agreement as the “Plat”).  The land is 10 

legally described as follows: 11 

See Legal Description attached as Exhibit A hereto (the “Property”). 12 

The Property is currently owned by Roseville Properties, a Minnesota general partnership, 13 

Roseville Acquisitions, LLC, a Minnesota limited liability company, Roseville Acquisitions 14 

Three, LLC, a Minnesota limited liability company, and University Financial Corp., a Minnesota 15 

corporation (collectively “Roseville Properties”), except for the Excess Parcel, as defined below, 16 

which is owned by the City. Roseville Properties has agreed to sell and convey the Property to 17 

Wal-Mart pursuant to separate purchase agreements (the “Purchase Agreements”) 18 

simultaneously with the recording of the Plat.  The City has agreed to sell and convey the Excess 19 

Parcel to Wal-Mart pursuant to the terms of this Agreement.  Wal-Mart intends to construct a 20 

Wal-Mart Store and other improvements (the “Project”) on Lot 1, Block 1 of the Plat (the “Wal-21 

Mart Parcel”). 22 

III. Terms and Conditions of Plat Approval.  Now, therefore, in reliance upon the representations 23 

contained herein, and in consideration of the mutual undertakings herein expressed, the parties 24 

agree as follows: 25 

A. CONDITIONS OF PLAT APPROVAL.  The City hereby approves the Plat on the 26 

conditions that: 27 

1. Wal-Mart enters into this Agreement,  28 

2. Wal-Mart provides the necessary Security Deposit, as defined herein, in accordance 29 

with this Agreement, and 30 

3. Wal-Mart complies with the conditions set forth in Exhibit B attached hereto. 31 

B. SUBDIVISION USE APPROVALS.  The Plat consists of three lots, including the Wal-32 

Mart Parcel.  The Property directly abuts County Road C, Cleveland Avenue, Twin Lakes 33 

Parkway, and Prior Avenue.   34 

C. ALTERNATIVE URBAN AREAWIDE REVIEW REQUIREMENTS.  In order to 35 

implement the provisions and mitigation measures set forth in the City’s Alternative 36 

Urban Areawide Review Report dated October 15, 2007 (“AUAR”), Wal-Mart agrees to 37 

perform the following actions: 38 
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1. Wal-Mart shall pay for the City Improvements described in Article III D 3 below. 39 

2. Wal-Mart shall financially assist in the construction of the 35W Improvements by 40 

paying the 35W Improvement Amount described in Article III H below. 41 

3. Wal-Mart shall complete and deliver to the City a Phase I and Phase II Environmental 42 

Site Assessment for the Property and prepare and implement a Response Action Plan 43 

and/or Development Response Action Plan under the direction of the Minnesota 44 

Pollution Control Agency.  Notwithstanding anything to the contrary contained in the 45 

Response Action Plan or Development Response Action Plan, no contaminated 46 

materials shall be allowed to be reused or left in place in public easements or right-of-47 

ways. 48 

4. Wal-Mart shall comply with the requirements for the Property contained in Roseville 49 

City Code Section 1005.07 for Community Mixed Use (CMU) Districts. 50 

5. Wal-Mart shall incorporate into the development of the Property sidewalk, trails and 51 

pedestrian amenities as required by the City Code. 52 

D. PROJECT IMPROVEMENTS.  The following improvements shall be constructed in 53 

connection with the Project: 54 

1. Wal-Mart Improvements.  Wal-Mart shall, at its sole cost and subject to the terms and 55 

conditions contained herein, construct the following improvements (“Wal-Mart 56 

Improvements”) in compliance with City approved plans and specifications prepared in 57 

accordance with Article III G below and all policies, rules, regulations, standards and 58 

ordinances of the City: 59 

 60 

(a) Driveway Extensions.  The Driveway extensions into the public right-of-61 

way as generally shown and described in Exhibit C.  62 

(b) Pathways and Sidewalks.  The trails, pathways, benches and sidewalks as 63 

generally shown and described in Exhibit C. 64 

(c) Storm Sewer Construction. The storm sewer improvements as generally 65 

shown and described in Exhibit C. 66 

(d) Landscaping.  The landscaping as generally shown and described in 67 

Exhibit C. 68 

 69 

2. The following conditions shall apply to the construction of the Wal-Mart 70 

Improvements: 71 

(a) Wal-Mart shall replace or repair any damage or destruction to any improvements 72 
located on County or City land or in County or City streets, boulevards and 73 
rights-of-way caused by Wal-Mart, or its contractors and subcontractors, during 74 
the construction of the Wal-Mart Improvements and the Project. 75 

 76 
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(b) Any contaminated soils encountered during the construction of the Wal-77 

Mart Improvements and Wal-Mart Store on land owned or controlled by 78 

Wal-Mart shall be addressed as set forth in a Response Action Plan to be 79 

approved by the MPCA. 80 

3. City Improvements.  Following the: i) acquisition of all of the Property by Wal-Mart 81 

and the recording of the Plat and this Agreement in the office of the Ramsey County 82 

Recorder, ii) delivery by Wal-Mart and approval by the City of the plans necessary to 83 

construct the City Improvements pursuant to Article III G below, and iii) issuance of 84 

the building permit for the Wal-Mart Store and the Wal-Mart Improvements, the City 85 

shall construct the following improvements (which improvements are referred to 86 

herein as the “City Improvements”): 87 

 88 

  (a) Right turn lane on County Road C into the Wal-Mart Parcel; 89 

 90 

(b) Eastbound left turn lane and median improvements into the Wal-Mart 91 

Parcel and westbound left turn lane on County Road C to southbound 92 

Cleveland Avenue; 93 

 94 

(c) Right turn lane on Twin Lakes Parkway into the Wal-Mart Parcel; 95 

 96 

(d) Right turn lane from westbound County Road C to northbound Cleveland; 97 

and 98 

 99 

(e) Twin Lakes Parkway Roundabout Improvements; 100 

 101 

which City Improvements are more fully described in Exhibit D-1 attached hereto. 102 

 103 

Wal-Mart shall be responsible for the costs of constructing the City Improvements.  104 

The costs of constructing the City Improvements shall include the actual construction 105 

costs, the actual engineering, administration and any legal costs related thereto, and 106 

all other costs relating to the construction of the City Improvements.  The 107 

engineering, administration and legal costs shall include the actual outside 108 

construction engineering assistance costs, the actual City staff time costs and the legal 109 

costs.  The City staff time costs shall be determined by multiplying the City 110 

employee’s hourly rate times 1.9, times the number of hours expended, for all 111 

employees (including administrative employees) involved in the work and all 112 

communications, coordination and inspections related thereto.  The costs will be 113 

drawn from the Security Deposit described in Article III I below in the manner set 114 

forth in Article III I below.  An estimate of the costs to construct the City 115 

Improvements is set forth in Exhibit D-2 attached hereto.  The City shall endeavor to 116 

complete the City Improvements before the construction of the Wal-Mart Store has 117 

been completed, but shall not be liable or otherwise responsible to Wal-Mart or any 118 

other person or entity in the event the improvements are not completed before such 119 

time.  The City agrees that it shall neither withhold a certificate of occupancy for the 120 

Wal-Mart building nor prohibit Wal-Mart from opening its retail store to the public 121 

because the City Improvements have not been completed, so long as an access 122 
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acceptable to the City is available to the Wal-Mart Parcel.  In the event that the City 123 

Improvements are not completed prior to the date when Wal-Mart opens its store to 124 

the public, the City shall provide temporary access to the Wal-Mart Parcel adequate 125 

for use by public safety vehicles, delivery trucks, and the general public. 126 

 127 

4. If this Agreement is terminated for any reason the City shall have no obligation to 128 

construct the City Improvements. 129 

5. The Wal-Mart Improvements and the City Improvements are collectively referred to 130 

herein as the “Project Improvements.” 131 

 132 

E. GRADING AND EROSION CONTROL.  The following provisions apply to the 133 

development of the Property and the Wal-Mart Improvements. 134 

1. Site Grading and Turf Restoration. 135 

(a) Wal-Mart shall grade the Property in accordance with the City approved 136 

Grading, Drainage and Erosion Control Plan. 137 

(b) Wal-Mart shall submit to the City a site grading and drainage plan for all 138 

of the Property acceptable to the City showing the grades and drainage for each 139 

lot prior to installation of any Wal-Mart Improvements. 140 

(c) Wal-Mart shall furnish the City Engineer satisfactory proof of payment for 141 

the site grading work and shall submit a certificate of survey (as constructed 142 

survey) of the Property after site grading is complete.  Final lot grades shall be 143 

shown on the as constructed survey. 144 

(d) Final grading shall substantially comply with the approved grading plan.  145 

2. Erosion Control.  Prior to commencing any grading or utility construction, Wal-Mart 146 

shall implement an erosion control plan, which plan shall be reviewed by and is 147 

subject to the approval of the City Engineer.  Wal-Mart shall meet all requirements of 148 

Section 803.04 of the Roseville City Code regarding Erosion and Sedimentation 149 

Control, including, but not limited to, the following: 150 

(a) No construction activity shall commence, no building permit shall be 151 

issued, and no earth disturbing activity shall commence until the City Engineer 152 

has approved an erosion and sediment control plan for the development of the 153 

Property.   154 

(b) Erosion control measures shall be installed in compliance with applicable 155 

MPCA’s NPDES permit requirements for construction activities. 156 

(c) The City may inspect the site periodically and determine whether it is 157 

necessary to take additional measures to address erosion. 158 
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(d) Dirt and debris on streets that results from construction work by Wal-159 

Mart, or its contractors and subcontractors, shall be removed by Wal-Mart.  160 

During grading of the Property and construction of the Wal-Mart Improvements, 161 

Wal-Mart shall sweep Twin Lakes Parkway, Prior Avenue and County Road C on 162 

a weekly basis or more frequently as directed by the City Engineer until the 163 

Property is stabilized.  Wal-Mart must sweep roadways with a water-discharge 164 

broom apparatus.  Kick-off brooms shall not be utilized for street sweeping.  This 165 

requirement shall end when an unconditional certificate of occupancy is given to 166 

Wal-Mart by the City for the Wal-Mart Store. 167 

(e) If the development on the Property does not comply with the approved 168 

erosion control plan or supplementary instructions given by the City, the City 169 

may, after first giving Wal-Mart 48-hour prior written notice (or in the event of an 170 

emergency immediately) take such action as it deems reasonably appropriate to 171 

control erosion, the cost of which action shall be paid by Wal-Mart to the City 172 

upon demand.  If City employees are used the cost for the action taken shall be 173 

determined by multiplying the employee’s hourly rate times 1.9, times the number 174 

of hours expended, for all employees (including administrative employees) 175 

involved in such action and all communications coordination, inspections and 176 

reinspections related thereto.  For all others the cost shall be the actual cost 177 

charged for the action taken plus 25% for administrative fees.  This requirement 178 

shall end when an unconditional certificate of occupancy is given to Wal-Mart by 179 

the City for the Wal-Mart Store. 180 

F. COMPLIANCE WITH APPLICABLE LAWS.  The Property shall be developed in 181 

compliance with all applicable City, County, Metropolitan Council, State and Federal 182 

laws, regulations and ordinances including, but not limited to, subdivision ordinances, 183 

zoning ordinances and environmental regulations. Wal-Mart represents to the City that to 184 

the best of its knowledge the Plat complies with all City, County, Metropolitan, State and 185 

Federal laws and regulations including, but not limited to: subdivision ordinances, zoning 186 

ordinances and environmental regulations. 187 

G. PLANS.  Prior to the issuance of a building permit for the Wal-Mart Improvements Wal-188 

Mart shall, at Wal-Mart’s cost, submit to the City the following plans and specifications: 189 

For Entire Property: 190 

Grading, Drainage and Erosion Control Plan 191 

Response Action Plan for Contaminated Soil 192 

Demolition Plan 193 

Utility Plan  194 

Irrigation Plan 195 

Landscape Plan and Associated Specifications 196 

Pathway and Sidewalk Plan 197 

 198 

For City Improvements: 199 

Grading Drainage and Erosion Control Plan 200 

Response Action Plan for Contaminated Soil 201 
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Utility Plan and Profile 202 

Street Plan and Profile 203 

Landscape Plan  204 

Pathway and Sidewalk Plan 205 

Irrigation Plan 206 

Electrical Plan 207 

 208 

and such other plans and specifications as are reasonably required by the City. 209 

 210 

The foregoing plans and specifications shall be prepared by a competent registered 211 

professional engineer engaged by Wal-Mart and shall be subject to the City’s review and 212 

approval.  The Wal-Mart Improvements shall be installed in accordance with the City 213 

approved plans for such improvements and the policies, rules, regulations, standards and 214 

ordinances of the City.  No work shall commence on the Project or the Wal-Mart 215 

Improvements until Wal-Mart obtains a building permit for the Project and the Wal-Mart 216 

Improvements and pays all costs and fees required in connection with the procurement of 217 

the building permit. 218 

 219 

The following shall apply to the Wal-Mart Improvements and City Improvements: 220 

 221 

1. Wal-Mart shall obtain all necessary and required permits for the Project, the Wal-222 

Mart Improvements and the City Improvements from the Minnesota Pollution Control 223 

Agency (MPCA), Minnesota Department of Health (MDOH), and all other agencies 224 

and governmental authorities with jurisdiction over the Project, the Wal-Mart 225 

Improvements and the City Improvements before proceeding with construction of the 226 

Project and the Wal-Mart Improvements.  Copies of these permits shall be provided 227 

to the City Engineer. 228 

2. Wal-Mart or its engineer shall schedule a pre-construction meeting for the Wal-Mart 229 

Improvements with all the parties concerned, including City staff, to review the 230 

program for the construction work.  231 

H. 35W INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS.  Wal-Mart shall pay to the City the 232 

amount of $400,000.00 (“35W Improvement Amount”) upon or prior to the release by 233 

the City of the Plat for recording for the future construction of the 35W Intersection and 234 

Ramp Modifications shown in Exhibit E attached hereto (“35W Improvements”).  The 235 

35W Improvement Amount has been agreed to as a negotiated settlement amount of the 236 

Wal-Mart Parcel’s proportionate share of the costs attributable to the proposed 237 

development on the Wal-Mart Parcel necessary for the City to construct the 35W 238 

Improvements.  The parties agree that no further payment by the owners of the Wal-Mart 239 

Parcel and no refund by the City of the 35W Improvement Amount, in whole or in part, 240 

shall be required resulting from the development of the Wal-Mart Parcel described in 241 

Exhibit F attached hereto, irrespective of the actual costs to construct the 35W 242 

Improvements, the proportionate share of such cost attributable to the Wal-Mart Parcel, 243 

or other reasons.  The owners of the Wal-Mart Parcel shall, upon payment of the 35W 244 

Improvement Amount, be released from the payment of any assessments levied under 245 

Minnesota Statutes Chapter 429 for all costs related to the construction of the 35W 246 
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Improvements.  The provisions of this Article III H shall apply only to the 35W 247 

Improvements specifically shown in Exhibit E and not to any other 35W or other public 248 

improvements that may be constructed in the future. 249 

I. SECURITY.  To guarantee compliance with the terms of this Agreement and payment of 250 

the costs of the City Improvements, Wal-Mart shall furnish security to the City in the 251 

form of a cash deposit (“Security Deposit”) in the amount of $796,827.00.  The amount 252 

of the Security Deposit is calculated as set forth in the attached Exhibit G.  The Security 253 

Deposit shall be delivered to the City by Wal-Mart upon or before release by the City of 254 

the Plat for recording.  The Security Deposit shall be held and used as follows: 255 

1. The City shall have the right to draw on the Security Deposit to pay for the costs of 256 

the City Improvements and to remedy any default by Wal-Mart under this 257 

Agreement, as such costs are incurred. 258 

2. In the event the amount of the Security Deposit exceeds the actual costs of the City 259 

Improvements, any excess shall be refunded to Wal-Mart, without interest, within 260 

thirty (30) days after the City Improvements have been completed and accepted by 261 

the governmental authorities having jurisdiction over the City Improvements.  In the 262 

event that the Security Deposit is less than 125% of the costs necessary to complete 263 

the unfinished City Improvements, as reasonably determined by the City, at any time 264 

before the City Improvements have been completed, the City shall notify Wal-Mart of 265 

such deficiency.  Wal-Mart shall within thirty (30) days of such notice furnish to the 266 

City the amount necessary to increase the Security Deposit to 125% of the costs 267 

necessary to complete the City Improvements, which amount shall become part of the 268 

Security Deposit to be used as specified herein. 269 

3. No interest shall accrue, or be payable by the City, on the Security Deposit. 270 

 271 

4. The City shall provide Wal-Mart a monthly accounting of the balance remaining and 272 

amounts drawn from the Security Deposit. 273 

 274 

J. OWNERSHIP OF IMPROVEMENTS AND RISK OF LOSS.  All Wal-Mart 275 

Improvements on public land or lying within public rights-of-way and public easements 276 

shall become City property without further notice or action upon completion and City 277 

acceptance thereof, except for the streetscape items (i.e. benches, trash cans, retaining 278 

wall, etc.) at the corner of Twin Lakes Parkway and Prior Avenue and County Road C 279 

and Prior Avenue and the landscaping (i.e. trees, shrubs, perennials and associated plots 280 

and beds),  which streetscape and landscaping improvements shall be maintained by the 281 

fee simple owner(s) of the Property and shall be subject to the rules and regulations of the 282 

City, Ramsey County and State of Minnesota pertaining to the use of public right-of-283 

ways and easements.  All of the City Improvements shall be owned by the City during 284 

and after completion of construction. 285 

K. UTILITY COMPANY IMPROVEMENTS.  Wal-Mart shall install or cause to be 286 

installed and pay for all utility improvements necessary to serve the Property, including 287 

gas, electric, and telephone service, which shall be installed by the appropriate utility 288 
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company at the direction of Wal-Mart.  All utilities shall be installed underground.  Wal-289 

Mart shall arrange for the installation of underground gas, electric, telephone and cable 290 

television before the final lift of payment is started on the City Improvements. 291 

L. PARK DEDICATION FEE.  The park dedication fee for this Plat shall be $411,115.00 292 

and shall be paid by Wal-Mart to the City of Roseville upon or prior to the release by the 293 

City of the Plat for recording.  Payment of this fee fulfills the park dedication requirement 294 

for the entire Property.   295 

M. LICENSE.  Wal-Mart hereby grants the City, and its agents, employees, officers and 296 

contractors, a license to enter the Property to perform all work and inspections deemed 297 

appropriate by the City.  The license shall expire upon the acceptance by the City of the 298 

Project Improvements.  The City shall thereafter have the right to enter the Property to 299 

perform inspections as authorized by City Ordinances. 300 

N. CONSTRUCTION MANAGEMENT.  During construction of the Wal-Mart 301 

Improvements and the Project, Wal-Mart and its contractors and subcontractors shall 302 

minimize impacts from construction on the surrounding neighborhood as follows:  303 

1. Definition of Construction Area.  The limits of the Project Area shall be as shown in 304 

the City approved Grading, Drainage and Erosion Control Plan and shall be 305 

demarcated with construction fencing approved by the City Engineer.  Any grading, 306 

construction or other work outside this area requires approval by the City Engineer 307 

and the affected property owner.   308 

2. Parking and Storage of Materials.  Adequate on-site parking for construction vehicles 309 

and workers must be provided or provisions must be made to have workers park off-310 

site and be shuttled to the Project Area.  No parking of construction vehicles or 311 

employee vehicles shall occur along Twin Lakes Parkway, Mount Ridge Road, Prior 312 

Avenue, County Road C, or Cleveland Avenue.  No fill, excavating material or 313 

construction materials shall be stored in the public right-of-way.  314 

3. Hours of Construction.  Hours of construction, including moving of equipment shall 315 

be limited to the hours between 7 a.m. and 9 p.m. on weekdays and 9 a.m. and 9 p.m. 316 

on weekends.   317 

4. Site Maintenance.  Wal-Mart shall ensure that its contractor maintains a clean work 318 

site.  Measures shall be taken to prevent debris, refuse or other materials from leaving 319 

the site.  Construction debris and other refuse generated from the Project shall be 320 

removed from the site in a timely fashion and/or upon the request by the City 321 

Engineer.  After Wal-Mart has received at least forty-eight (48) hour verbal notice, 322 

the City may complete or contract to complete the site maintenance work at Wal-323 

Mart’s expense.  324 

5. Project Identification Signage.  Project identification signs shall comply with City 325 

Code Regulations.  326 
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O. CERTIFICATE OF INSURANCE.  Wal-Mart or its contractors shall obtain prior to 327 

the commencement of any construction of the Wal-Mart Improvements and shall 328 

maintain until the City has issued an unconditional certificate of occupancy for the Wal-329 

Mart Store, workers compensation and general liability insurance reasonably satisfactory 330 

to the City covering personal injury, death, and claims for property damage which may 331 

arise out of Wal-Mart’s construction of the Wal-Mart Improvements, the work of its 332 

contractors and subcontractors, or by anyone directly or indirectly employed by any of 333 

them.  Limits for bodily injury or death shall be not less than $1,500,000.00 for each 334 

occurrence and limits for property damage shall be not less than $300,000.00 for each 335 

occurrence.  The City shall be named as an additional insured on the general liability 336 

policy.  Wal-Mart shall provide the City with a certificate of insurance, reasonably 337 

satisfactory to the City, which evidences that it has such insurance in place prior to the 338 

commencement of any work on the Property and a renewal certificate at least 30 days 339 

prior to the expiration date of any policy required hereunder.   340 

P. COSTS.  Wal-Mart shall pay all costs incurred by it and the City in conjunction with this 341 

Agreement, the approval of the Plat, the grading and development of the Property and the 342 

construction of the Project Improvements required by this Agreement, including but not 343 

limited to, all costs of persons and entities doing work or furnishing skills, tools, 344 

machinery, equipment and materials; insurance premiums; legal, planning and 345 

engineering fees; the preparation and recording of this Agreement and all easements and 346 

other documents relating to the Plat and the Property; all Response Action Plans, traffic 347 

studies, environmental assessments and/or engineering and other studies and reports; all 348 

permits and approvals; and all City’s costs incurred pertaining to the inspection and 349 

monitoring of the work performed in connection with the construction of the Project 350 

Improvements and the other work done and improvements constructed on the Property.  351 

The City shall not be obligated to pay Wal-Mart or any of its agents or contractors for 352 

any costs incurred in connection with the construction of the improvements or the 353 

development of the Property.  Wal-Mart agrees to defend, indemnify, and hold the City 354 

and its mayor, council members, employees, agents and contractors harmless from any 355 

and all claims of whatever kind or nature which may arise as a result of the construction 356 

of the improvements (except for the negligence or intentional misconduct of the City with 357 

respect to the construction of the City Improvements), the development of the Property or 358 

the acts of Wal-Mart, and its employees, agents, contractors or subcontractors, in 359 

relationship thereto.  The fee simple owners of Lots 2 and 3 shall be responsible for the 360 

subsequent development costs on said Lots 2 and 3 once all of the Project Improvements 361 

and grading work have been completed and accepted by the governmental entities having 362 

jurisdiction over said improvements and grading work and an unconditional certificate of 363 

occupancy has been issued for the Wal-Mart Store. 364 

1. Wal-Mart shall defend, indemnify, and hold the City and its mayor, council members 365 

and employees harmless from claims made by itself and third parties for damages 366 

sustained or costs incurred resulting from Plat approval, this Agreement, construction 367 

of the Project Improvements (except for the negligence or intentional misconduct of 368 

the City with respect to the construction of the City Improvements), and/or the 369 

development of the Property referenced in this Agreement.  Wal-Mart shall defend, 370 

indemnify, and hold the City and its mayor, council members and employees 371 
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harmless for all costs, damages or expenses which the City may pay or incur in 372 

consequence of such claims, including reasonable attorneys’ fees. 373 

2. Wal-Mart shall pay, or cause to be paid when due, and in any event before any 374 

penalty is attached, all charges, costs, fees and other amounts referred to in this 375 

Agreement.  The foregoing shall be a personal obligation of Wal-Mart and shall 376 

continue in full force and effect even if Wal-Mart sells one or more lots, all of the 377 

Property, or any part of it. 378 

3. Wal-Mart shall pay in full all bills submitted to it by the City for obligations incurred 379 

under this Agreement not otherwise paid for by a draw on the Security Deposit within 380 

thirty (30) days after receipt.  If the bills are not paid on time, the City may, in 381 

addition to all other rights and remedies the City may have, halt construction of the 382 

Project Improvements, the Project and plat development work including, but not 383 

limited to, the issuance of building permits for lots which Wal-Mart may or may not 384 

have sold, until the bills are paid in full.  Bills not paid within thirty (30) days shall 385 

accrue interest at the rate of six percent (6%) per annum or the maximum amount 386 

allowed by law, whichever is less. 387 

4. Wal-Mart shall reimburse the City for all costs incurred in the enforcement of this 388 

Agreement against Wal-Mart, including all reasonable attorney and engineering fees, 389 

which are incurred after the date of this Agreement. 390 

5. In addition to the charges referred to herein, other charges may be imposed such as, 391 

but not limited to, sewer availability charges (“SAC”), City water connection charges, 392 

City sewer connection charges, City storm water connection charges, building permit 393 

fees and plat review fees, which shall be paid by Wal-Mart.  A list of other items for 394 

which charges may be imposed is set forth in Exhibit H attached hereto.  The list is 395 

intended to notify Wal-Mart of the additional items for which costs may be imposed.  396 

However, the City does not represent or guarantee that all other items for which 397 

charges may be imposed are contained in Exhibit H. 398 

Q. DEFAULT AND REMEDIES.   399 

1. Wal-Mart Default.  Upon the occurrence of a default by Wal-Mart of any of its 400 

obligations under this Agreement, the City, in addition to any other remedy which 401 

may be available to it, shall be permitted to do the following after first providing Wal-402 

Mart with not less than thirty (30) days prior written notice and the opportunity to 403 

cure such default within said 30 day period: 404 

(a). The City may make advances or take other steps to cure the default, and 405 

where necessary, enter the Property for that purpose.  Wal-Mart shall pay all sums 406 

so advanced or expenses incurred by the City upon written demand, with interest 407 

commencing thereon thirty (30) days after delivery of such written demand at the 408 

rate of six percent (6%) per annum or the maximum amount allowed by law, 409 

whichever is less.  No action taken by the City pursuant to this section shall be 410 

deemed to relieve Wal-Mart from curing any such default to the extent that it is 411 
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not cured by the City or from any other default hereunder.  The City shall not be 412 

obligated, by virtue of the existence or the exercise of this right, to perform any 413 

such act or cure any such default. 414 

(b). Obtain an order from a court of competent jurisdiction requiring Wal-Mart 415 

to perform its obligations pursuant to the terms and provisions of this Agreement. 416 

(c). Obtain an order from a court of competent jurisdiction enjoining the 417 

continuation of an event of default. 418 

(d). Halt all development work and construction of improvements until such 419 

time as the event of default is cured. 420 

(e). Withhold the issuance of a building permit or permits and/or prohibit the 421 

occupancy of any structure(s) for which permits have been issued until the event 422 

of default has been cured. 423 

(f). Draw upon and utilize Wal-Mart’s Security Deposit to cover the City’s 424 

costs to correct the default, the costs to complete any unfinished Project 425 

Improvements and/or the costs to enforce this Agreement.  This Agreement is a 426 

license for the City to act, and it shall not be necessary for the City to seek a court 427 

order for permission to enter the Property.   428 

(g). Exercise any other remedies which may be available to it at law or in 429 

equity. 430 

In addition to the remedies and amounts payable set forth or permitted above, 431 

upon the occurrence  of an event of default by Wal-Mart, Wal-Mart shall pay to 432 

the City all fees and expenses, including attorneys fees, incurred by the City as a 433 

result of the event of default, whether or not a lawsuit or other action is formally 434 

taken. 435 

2. City Default.  Upon the occurrence of a default by the City of any of its obligations 436 

under this Agreement, Wal-Mart may exercise any remedy which may be available to 437 

it, after first providing the City with not less than thirty (30) days prior notice and the 438 

opportunity to cure such default within said 30 day period; provided, however, if the 439 

nature of the City obligation is such that more than thirty (30) days are required for 440 

performance then the City shall not be in default if the City commences performance 441 

within such thirty (30) day period and thereafter diligently prosecutes the same to 442 

completion.  The foregoing shall not be construed as a waiver on the part of the City 443 

of any of the immunities, limitations and/or defenses available to the City and its 444 

mayor, council members, employees, agents and contractors under federal, state and 445 

local laws and ordinances. 446 

R. ASSIGNMENT.  Wal-Mart may not assign this Contract without the written permission 447 

of the Roseville City Council. 448 

 449 
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S. TERMINATION; CONDITIONS PRECEDENT.   450 

1. If Wal-Mart fails to: a) acquire fee simple title to all of the Property, and b) record 451 

this Agreement and the Plat in the office of the Ramsey County Recorder as provided 452 

in Article III W 6 below, within one (1) year after approval of the final Plat by the 453 

Roseville City Council, this Agreement shall terminate and the approval of the Plat 454 

shall be null and void, subject to the following: 455 

(a) All costs, fees and other amounts previously paid to the City in connection 456 

with the Plat, the Project Improvements, this Agreement and the Project shall 457 

belong to and be retained by the City; 458 

(b) The obligations of Wal-Mart under Article III P shall survive such 459 

termination and continue with respect to unpaid costs, fees and expenses incurred 460 

prior to such termination; 461 

(c) The indemnifications of Wal-Mart under Article III P shall survive and 462 

continue after such termination; 463 

(d) The parties shall be released from all other obligations and liabilities under 464 

this Agreement not specified above. 465 

2. The City shall have no obligation to construct the City Improvements and Wal-Mart 466 

shall have no right to construct the Wal-Mart Improvements or construct a Wal-Mart 467 

Store on the Property unless Wal-Mart acquires fee simple title to the Property and 468 

records this Agreement and the Plat in the office of the Ramsey County Recorder as 469 

required in Article III W 6 below within one (1) year after approval of the final Plat 470 

by the Roseville City Council. 471 

3. No building permits shall be issued, no work shall be performed on the Property and 472 

the construction of the Project Improvements shall not be commenced, unless and 473 

until Wal-Mart provides evidence satisfactory to the City that the Plat and this 474 

Development Agreement have been duly recorded with the Ramsey County Recorder 475 

and that it has acquired fee simple title to the Property. 476 

4. In the event of the termination of this Agreement, the parties agree, if requested by 477 

the other party, to execute and deliver to the other party a written termination 478 

acknowledgment in a form reasonably satisfactory to both parties. 479 

5. Wal-Mart’s right to construct the Wal-Mart Improvements is contingent upon its (i) 480 

successful closing on its purchase of Property from Roseville Properties and of the 481 

Excess Parcel from the City, and (ii) obtaining a building permit from the City 482 

following submission of a complete and valid application for same.  Nothing 483 

contained in this Agreement shall be construed to contain a covenant, either express 484 

or implied, for Wal-Mart to close on its purchase of the Property or the Excess Parcel, 485 

commence the development of the Property as set forth herein, commence the 486 

operation of a retail store, or thereafter continuously operate any business at the 487 

Property. 488 
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 489 

T. NOTICES TO THE DEVELOPER.  Notices to Wal-Mart shall be in writing, and shall 490 

be mailed by registered or certified mail postage prepaid delivered by messenger, or sent 491 

via Federal Express, to the following addresses: 492 

  If to Wal-Mart:  Wal-Mart Real Estate Business Trust 493 

      Attn:  Real Estate Legal – Minnesota – Store No. 3404-05 494 

      2001 Southeast 10
th

 Street 495 

      Bentonville, AR  72716-0050 496 

 497 

  With a copy to:  Elizabeth Jensen, Esq.  498 

 Kutak Rock LLP  499 

 1650 Farnam Street  500 

 Omaha, NE 68102 501 

 502 

  And to:   Will Matzek, PE 503 

 Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. 504 

 2550 University Avenue West, Suite 238N 505 

 St. Paul, MN  55114   506 

 507 

U. NOTICES TO THE CITY.  Notices to the City shall be in writing, and shall be either 508 

hand delivered to William Malinen, City Manager or mailed to the City by registered or 509 

certified mail, postage prepaid, to the following addresses: 510 

City of Roseville 511 

Attn:  William Malinen, City Manager 512 

2660 Civic Center Drive 513 

Roseville, Minnesota  55113 514 

Email: bill.malinen@ci.roseville.mn.us 515 

Phone:  651-792-7021 516 

 517 

With a copy to:  Charles R. Bartholdi, Esq. 518 

    Erickson, Bell, Beckman & Quinn, P.A. 519 

    1700 West Highway 36, Suite 110 520 

    Roseville, MN  55113 521 

 522 

V. REMOVAL OF EXISTING STRUCTURES AND UTILITY SERVICES.  Wal-Mart 523 

shall, at Wal-Mart’s cost, demolish the Toll Gas Building currently located on the 524 

Property, remove all resulting demolition debris from the Property, and shall disconnect 525 

and cap all known and unused utilities at the main serving the Toll Gas Building, on or 526 

before the issuance of a certificate of occupancy for the Wal-Mart Store.  Any hole or 527 

other depression resulting from the removal of the building shall be filled in, compacted 528 

and graded to elevations shown on the City approved grading plan for the Property, and 529 

the area restored as described in the Grading, Drainage Erosion Control Plan.  In addition 530 

to the foregoing, Wal-Mart shall disconnect and cap at the main all known and unused 531 

utility services serving the Property, on or before the issuance of a certificate of 532 

occupancy for the Wal-mart Store.  The demolition of the Toll Gas building, removal of 533 
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debris and disconnecting, capping and removal of unused utility services shall be done in 534 

conformity with City ordinances and all other laws and regulations pertaining thereto. 535 

W. MISCELLANEOUS.   536 

1. This Agreement shall be binding upon the parties, their successors or assigns, as the 537 

case may be. 538 

2. If any portion, section, subsection, sentence, clause, paragraph or phrase of this 539 

Agreement is for any reason held invalid, such decision shall not affect the validity of 540 

the remaining portion of this Agreement. 541 

3. The action or inaction of the City shall not constitute a waiver or amendment to the 542 

provisions of this Agreement.  To be binding, amendments or waivers must be in 543 

writing, signed by the parties and approved by the Roseville City Council.  The City’s 544 

failure to promptly take legal action to enforce a default under this Agreement shall 545 

not be a waiver or release of such default. 546 

4. This Agreement shall run with the land and shall be binding upon Wal-Mart and its 547 

successors and assigns.  Wal-Mart shall, at its expense, record this Agreement 548 

immediately before the recording of the Plat with the Ramsey County Recorder if the 549 

Property is abstract property and/or with the Ramsey County Registrar of Titles if the 550 

Property is Torrens property. 551 

5. Wal-Mart will comply with the terms and conditions of this Agreement and with any 552 

and all City, County, State, Federal, and other laws, regulations and ordinances 553 

including, but not limited to: subdivision ordinances, zoning ordinances and 554 

environmental regulations, that may apply to the Plat and the development of the 555 

Property. 556 

6. Wal-Mart shall be responsible for recording the Plat, and the cost thereof, following 557 

the approval of the Plat by the Roseville City Council.  Wal-Mart shall, prior to the 558 

time this Agreement and the Plat are recorded, furnish the City with a title insurance 559 

commitment and make arrangements reasonably satisfactory to the City that 560 

immediately following the time that the Plat and this Agreement are recorded and 561 

Wal-Mart has completed the acquisition of the Property, Wal-Mart will be the sole 562 

fee simple owner of the Property and that there are no other parties having an interest 563 

in, or a lien or encumbrance against the Property.  Arrangements for recording this 564 

Agreement and the Plat shall be made by Wal-Mart and the City to assure that title to 565 

the Property immediately following the recording of the Plat will be as set forth 566 

herein.  The parties agree to coordinate the release and recording of the Plat and this 567 

Agreement and the acquisition by Wal-Mart of all of the Property including the 568 

Excess Parcel by means of a closing in escrow.  The City shall not be obligated to 569 

release the Plat for recording until such arrangements have been made. 570 

7. At the time the Plat is recorded, the City agrees to sell to Wal-Mart, pursuant to the 571 

terms and conditions set forth in Exhibit I-1, that parcel of land described on the 572 

attached Exhibit I-2 and depicted on the attached Exhibit I-3 (the “Excess Parcel”).  573 
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Wal-Mart, upon or prior to recording the Plat, shall pay the City $69,645.00 as 574 
consideration for the Excess Parcel in exchange for an executed quit claim deed for 575 
same, subject to the terms and conditions set forth in Exhibit I-1. 576 

8. Changes in Official Controls.  For two (2) years after the date of the approval of the 577 
Plat, no amendments to the City’s Comprehensive Plan or official controls shall apply 578 
to or affect the use, development density, lot size, lot layout or dedications required or 579 
permitted by the approved Plat, unless expressly required by state or federal law or 580 
agreed to in writing by the City and Wal-Mart. 581 

 582 
[SEPARATE SIGNATURE PAGES FOLLOW] 583 

584 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have hereunto set their hands the day and year first above written. 585 

 586 

   CITY OF ROSEVILLE 587 

 588 

        By:        589 

               Daniel J. Roe, Mayor 590 

 591 

        By:        592 

               William J. Malinen, City Manager 593 

 594 

 595 

 596 

STATE OF MINNESOTA ) 597 

    ) ss 598 

COUNTY OF RAMSEY ) 599 

 600 

 The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this ___ day of   , 2012, by 601 

Daniel J. Roe, Mayor, and William J. Malinen, City Manager, of the City of Roseville, a Minnesota 602 

municipal corporation, on behalf of the corporation. 603 

 604 

 605 

         606 

    Notary Public 607 

608 
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 609 

 610 

WAL-MART REAL ESTATE BUSINESS TRUST,  611 

a Delaware statutory trust  612 

 613 

 614 

 By:         615 

        John Clarke 616 

        Its:  Vice President – Real Estate 617 

 618 

 619 

STATE OF ARKANSAS ) 620 

    ) ss 621 

COUNTY OF BENTON ) 622 

 623 

 The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this ___ day of __________, 2012, by 624 

John Clarke, the Vice President – Real Estate, on behalf of Wal-Mart Real Estate Business Trust, a 625 

Delaware statutory trust, on behalf of said trust. 626 

 627 

 628 

         629 

    Notary Public 630 

 631 

THIS INSTRUMENT DRAFTED BY: 632 

 633 

Erickson, Bell, Beckman & Quinn, P.A. 634 

Attorneys-at-Law 635 

Rosedale Tower, Suite 110 636 

1700 West Hwy 36 637 

Roseville, MN 55113 638 

(651) 223-4999 639 

640 
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CONSENT 641 

 642 

 643 

 The undersigned, being a fee simple owner of a portion of the real property legally described in 644 

the attached Twin Lakes 2
nd

 Addition Development Agreement, hereby consents to and agrees that the 645 

property shall be subject to the terms and conditions of said Development Agreement. 646 

 647 

 In Witness Whereof, the undersigned has caused this Consent to be executed as of the ____ day 648 

of _________________, 2012. 649 

 650 

 651 

ROSEVILLE PROPERTIES 652 

a Minnesota general partnership 653 

 654 

 655 

 By:         656 

       Daniel P. Commers 657 

       Its:  General Partner 658 

 659 

 660 

STATE OF MINNESOTA ) 661 

    ) ss 662 

COUNTY OF RAMSEY ) 663 

 664 

 The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this ___ day of   _____, 2012, 665 

by Daniel P. Commers, the General Partner of Roseville Properties, LLP, a Minnesota limited liability 666 

partnership, on behalf of said partnership. 667 

 668 

 669 

         670 

    Notary Public 671 

 672 

 673 

This Instrument was Drafted By: 674 

Erickson, Bell, Beckman & Quinn, P.A. 675 

Attorneys-at-Law 676 

Rosedale Tower, Suite 110 677 

1700 West Hwy 36 678 

Roseville, MN 55113 679 

(651) 223-4999 680 

681 



 

19 

 

CONSENT 682 

 683 

 684 

 The undersigned, being a fee simple owner of a portion of the real property legally described in 685 

the attached Twin Lakes 2
nd

 Addition Development Agreement, hereby consents to and agrees that the 686 

property shall be subject to the terms and conditions of said Development Agreement. 687 

 688 

 In Witness Whereof, the undersigned has caused this Consent to be executed as of the ____ day 689 

of _________________, 2012. 690 

 691 

 692 

ROSEVILLE ACQUISITIONS, LLC, 693 

a Minnesota limited liability company 694 

 695 

 696 

By:         697 

       Daniel P. Commers 698 

       Its:   Chief Manager 699 

 700 

 701 

STATE OF MINNESOTA ) 702 

    ) ss 703 

COUNTY OF RAMSEY ) 704 

 705 

 The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this ___ day of   _____, 2012, 706 

by Daniel P. Commers, the Chief Manager of Roseville Acquisitions, LLC, a Minnesota limited liability 707 

company, on behalf of said company. 708 

 709 

 710 

         711 

    Notary Public 712 

 713 

 714 

This Instrument was Drafted By: 715 

Erickson, Bell, Beckman & Quinn, P.A. 716 

Attorneys-at-Law 717 

Rosedale Tower, Suite 110 718 

1700 West Hwy 36 719 

Roseville, MN 55113 720 

(651) 223-4999 721 

722 
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CONSENT 723 

 724 

 725 

 The undersigned, being a fee simple owner of a portion of the real property legally described in 726 

the attached Twin Lakes 2
nd

 Addition Development Agreement, hereby consents to and agrees that the 727 

property shall be subject to the terms and conditions of said Development Agreement. 728 

 729 

 In Witness Whereof, the undersigned has caused this Consent to be executed as of the ____ day 730 

of _________________, 2012. 731 

 732 

 733 

ROSEVILLE ACQUISITIONS THREE, LLC, 734 

a Minnesota limited liability company 735 

 736 

 737 

By:         738 

       Daniel P. Commers 739 

       Its:   Chief Manager 740 

 741 

 742 

STATE OF MINNESOTA ) 743 

    ) ss 744 

COUNTY OF RAMSEY ) 745 

 746 

 The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this ___ day of   _____, 2012, 747 

by Daniel P. Commers, the Chief Manager of Roseville Acquisitions Three, LLC, a Minnesota limited 748 

liability company, on behalf of said company. 749 

 750 

 751 

         752 

    Notary Public 753 

 754 

 755 

This Instrument was Drafted By: 756 

Erickson, Bell, Beckman & Quinn, P.A. 757 

Attorneys-at-Law 758 

Rosedale Tower, Suite 110 759 

1700 West Hwy 36 760 

Roseville, MN 55113 761 

(651) 223-4999 762 

763 
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CONSENT 764 

 765 

 766 

 The undersigned, being a fee simple owner of a portion of the real property legally described in 767 

the attached Twin Lakes 2
nd

 Addition Development Agreement, hereby consents to and agrees that the 768 

property shall be subject to the terms and conditions of said Development Agreement. 769 

 770 

 In Witness Whereof, the undersigned has caused this Consent to be executed as of the ____ day 771 

of _________________, 2012. 772 

 773 

 774 

UNIVERSITY FINANCIAL CORP., 775 

a Minnesota corporation 776 

 777 

 778 

By:         779 

       William Reiling 780 

       Its:   President 781 

 782 

 783 

STATE OF MINNESOTA ) 784 

    ) ss 785 

COUNTY OF RAMSEY ) 786 

 787 

 The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this ___ day of   _____, 2012, 788 

by William Reiling, the President of University Financial Corp., a Minnesota corporation, on behalf of 789 

said corporation. 790 

 791 

 792 

         793 

    Notary Public 794 

 795 

 796 

This Instrument was Drafted By: 797 

Erickson, Bell, Beckman & Quinn, P.A. 798 

Attorneys-at-Law 799 

Rosedale Tower, Suite 110 800 

1700 West Hwy 36 801 

Roseville, MN 55113 802 

(651) 223-4999 803 

804 
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EXHIBIT A 821 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY 822 
 823 

 To be provided by Wal-Mart. 824 

 825 



EXHIBIT B 
CONDITIONS OF DEVELOPMENT 

 
 

1. Wal-Mart shall acquire fee simple title to that portion of the Property (i.e. the Excess 
Parcel) which is currently owned by the City of Roseville. 

 
2. The fee simple property owners shall either dedicate on the Plat or otherwise convey all 

roadway, utility, drainage, and other easements required by the City. 
 

3. The access points to enter and exit the Property shall be at locations approved by the City 
and any other governmental entity having jurisdiction over adjacent roadways. 
 

4. Wal-Mart shall install subdivision monuments as reasonably required by the Roseville 
Public Works Department and Ramsey County Surveyor. 
 

5. The Petition for the vacation proceedings for that part of the public roadway and highway 
easement created by Document No. 1511814 lying adjacent to and 10 feet on the east and 
west side of vacated Mount Ridge Road within the Plat shall have been approved by the 
City. 
 

6. Wal-Mart shall acquire fee simple title to all of the Property and provide proof that there 
are no liens, encumbrances or other parties having an interest in the Property at the time 
the Development Agreement and Plat are recorded or make other arrangements which are 
satisfactory to the City to assure that title to the property is satisfactory to the City. 
 

7. Wal-Mart shall pay all unpaid subdivision review escrow fees as detailed in the adopted 
fee schedule for the City of Roseville prior to the City releasing the Plat for recording. 
 

8. No building permits shall be issued for any use of the Property which is not a permitted 
use. 
 

9. No building permits shall be issued for any use of the Property until the conclusion of the 
appellate matter captioned as “In the Matter of the Petition for an Environmental 
Assessment Worksheet for a Proposed Wal-Mart Store in Roseville, Ramsey County, 
Minnesota” (Writ of Certiorari dated June 21, 2012). 
 

10. Wal-Mart shall have waived the requirements of Minnesota Statutes Section 462.358, 
Subd. 3c, regarding municipal prohibition on amendments to a comprehensive plan or 
official controls. 

pat.trudgeon
Rectangle



 

 

EXHIBIT C 851 
WAL-MART IMPROVEMENTS 852 

 853 
 See Following Pages 1, 2 and 3. 854 
 855 

 856 









 

 

EXHIBIT D-1 862 

CITY IMPROVEMENTS 863 
 864 

 See Following Pages 1, 2 and 3. 865 

866 









 

 

 867 

EXHIBIT D-2 868 

ESTIMATE OF 869 

CITY IMPROVEMENT COSTS 870 
 871 

 An Estimate of the costs to construct the City Local Improvements is as follows: 872 

 873 



ENGINEER'S OPINION OF PROBABLE COST

Project: Walmart Store # 3404-05 Roseville, MN
Date: 5/10/2012
KHA Job No: 116199066

Description: COUNTY ROAD C RIGHT TURN LANE - ONTO CLEVELAND AVENUE

Item No. Mn/DOT No. Item Description Unit
Contract
Quantity Unit Price Amount

1 2021.501 MOBILIZATION LUMP SUM 0.30 24,000.00$ 7,200.00$
2 2101.502 CLEARING TREE 2 100.00$ 200.00$
3 2101.502 CLEARING (8" AND LARGER TREES) TREE 1 125.00$ 125.00$
4 2101.507 GRUBBING TREE 2 100.00$ 200.00$
5 2101.507 GRUBBING (8" AND LARGER TREES) TREE 1 125.00$ 125.00$
6 2104.501 REMOVE CURB AND GUTTER LIN FT 560 2.00$ 1,120.00$
7 2104.501 REMOVE PIPE SEWERS LIN FT 25 6.00$ 150.00$
8 2104.505 REMOVE CONCRETE PAVEMENT SQ YD 570 5.00$ 2,850.00$
9 2104.505 REMOVE SIDEWALK SQ YD 365 3.00$ 1,095.00$
10 2104.509 REMOVE CASTING EACH 3 200.00$ 600.00$
11 2104.509 REMOVE DRAINAGE STRUCTURE EACH 1 350.00$ 350.00$
12 2104.509 REMOVE HYDRANT EACH 1 500.00$ 500.00$
13 2104.511 SAWING CONCRETE PAVEMENT (FULL DEPTH) LIN FT 560 3.00$ 1,680.00$
14 2104.523 SALVAGE LIGHT POLE EACH 3 800.00$ 2,400.00$
15 2105.501 COMMON EXCAVATION (P) CU YD 700 5.00$ 3,500.00$
16 2105.522 SELECT GRANULAR BORROW (CV) CU YD 200 12.00$ 2,400.00$
17 2201.529 REINFORCED BARS (EPOXY COATED) POUND 810 3.00$ 2,430.00$
18 2211.501 AGGREGATE BASE CLASS 6 TON 250 14.00$ 3,500.00$
19 2301.502 CONCRETE PAVEMENT STANDARD WIDTH 9" SQ YD 810 25.00$ 20,250.00$
20 2301.511 STRUCTURAL CONCRETE CU YD 210 150.00$ 31,500.00$
21 2301.538 DOWEL BAR EACH 450 11.00$ 4,950.00$
22 2301.602 DRILL AND GROUT REINFORCEMENT BARS (EPOXY COATED) EACH 205 20.00$ 4,100.00$
23 2301.604 DECORATIVE CONCRETE PAVEMENT STANDARD WIDTH 9" SQ YD 32 30.00$ 960.00$
24 2301.607 DECORATIVE STRUCTURAL CONCRETE CU YD 8 225.00$ 1,800.00$
25 2503.511 12" RC PIPE SEWER CLASS V LIN FT 60 35.00$ 2,100.00$
26 2503.602 CONNECT TO EXISTING STORM SEWER EACH 4 1,000.00$ 4,000.00$
27 2504.602 INSTALL HYDRANT EACH 1 4,000.00$ 4,000.00$
28 2506.502 CONST DRAINAGE STRUCTURE (2'x3' BOX) EACH 3 3,000.00$ 9,000.00$
29 2521.501 4" CONCRETE WALK SQ FT 6360 3.50$ 22,260.00$
30 2531.501 CONCRETE CURB & GUTTER DESIGN B624 LIN FT 580 13.00$ 7,540.00$
31 2531.602 PEDESTRIAN CURB RAMP EACH 2 400.00$ 800.00$
32 2545.601 PRIVATE UTILITY RELOCATION LUMP SUM 1 5,000.00$ 5,000.00$
33 2545.602 REINSTALL LIGHT POLE EACH 3 1,200.00$ 3,600.00$
34 2563.601 TRAFFIC CONTROL LUMP SUM 0.30 15,500.00$ 4,650.00$
35 2571.502 DECIDUOUS TREE 2.5" CAL. B&B TREE 2 380.00$ 760.00$
36 2571.502 DECIDUOUS TREE 3" CAL. B&B TREE 2 400.00$ 800.00$
37 2573.601 EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL LUMP SUM 0.30 9,500.00$ 2,850.00$
38 2575.505 SODDING TYPE LAWN SQ YD 410 6.00$ 2,460.00$
39 2654.601 SIGNING AND STRIPING LUMP SUM 0.30 7,800.00$ 2,340.00$

Subtotal: 166,145.00$

Engineering (8%) 13,291.60$
Construction Phase Services (6%) 9,968.70$
Contingency (10%) 16,614.50$

Total: COUNTY ROAD C TURN LANE 206,019.80$
ONTO CLEVELAND AVENUE

Description: COUNTY ROAD C WB LEFT TURN LANE EXTENSION

Item No. Mn/DOT No. Item Description Unit
Contract
Quantity Unit Price Amount

1 2021.501 MOBILIZATION LUMP SUM 0.15 24,000.00$ 3,600.00$
2 2104.501 REMOVE CURB AND GUTTER LIN FT 550 2.00$ 1,100.00$
3 2104.505 REMOVE CONCRETE PAVEMENT SQ YD 450 5.00$ 2,250.00$
4 2104.511 SAWING CONCRETE PAVEMENT (FULL DEPTH) LIN FT 570 3.00$ 1,710.00$
5 2105.501 COMMON EXCAVATION (P) CU YD 125 5.00$ 625.00$



6 2105.522 SELECT GRANULAR BORROW (CV) CU YD 90 12.00$ 1,080.00$
7 2201.529 REINFORCED BARS (EPOXY COATED) POUND 540 3.00$ 1,620.00$
8 2211.501 AGGREGATE BASE CLASS 6 TON 70 14.00$ 980.00$
9 2301.502 CONCRETE PAVEMENT STANDARD WIDTH 9" SQ YD 170 25.00$ 4,250.00$
10 2301.511 STRUCTURAL CONCRETE CU YD 45 150.00$ 6,750.00$
11 2301.538 DOWEL BAR EACH 260 11.00$ 2,860.00$
12 2301.602 DRILL AND GROUT REINFORCEMENT BARS (EPOXY COATED) EACH 170 20.00$ 3,400.00$
13 2301.618 DECORATIVE CONCRETE PAVEMENT SQ FT 1470 15.00$ 22,050.00$
14 2503.602 CONNECT TO EXISTING STORM SEWER EACH 2 1,000.00$ 2,000.00$
15 2506.502 CONST DRAINAGE STRUCTURE DESIGN 4020 (48" DIA) EACH 2 4,000.00$ 8,000.00$
16 2531.501 CONCRETE CURB & GUTTER DESIGN B624 LIN FT 550 13.00$ 7,150.00$
17 2563.601 TRAFFIC CONTROL LUMP SUM 0.15 15,500.00$ 2,325.00$
18 2573.601 EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL LUMP SUM 0.15 9,500.00$ 1,425.00$
19 2654.601 SIGNING AND STRIPING LUMP SUM 0.15 7,800.00$ 1,170.00$

Subtotal: 74,345.00$

Engineering (8%) 5,947.60$
Construction Phase Services (6%) 4,460.70$
Contingency (10%) 7,434.50$

Total: COUNTY ROAD C WB 92,187.80$
LEFT TURN LANE EXTENSION

Description: TWIN LAKES RIGHT TURN LANE

Item No. Mn/DOT No. Item Description Unit
Contract
Quantity Unit Price Amount

1 2021.501 MOBILIZATION LUMP SUM 0.14 24,000.00$ 3,360.00$
2 2101.502 CLEARING TREE 6 100.00$ 600.00$
3 2101.507 GRUBBING TREE 6 100.00$ 600.00$
4 2104.501 REMOVE CURB AND GUTTER LIN FT 700 2.00$ 1,400.00$
5 2104.509 REMOVE DRAINAGE STRUCTURE EACH 1 350.00$ 350.00$
6 2104.511 SAWING BIT PAVEMENT (FULL DEPTH) LIN FT 240 2.00$ 480.00$
7 2104.523 SALVAGE LIGHT POLE EACH 2 800.00$ 1,600.00$
8 2105.501 COMMON EXCAVATION (P) CU YD 70 5.00$ 350.00$
9 2105.522 SELECT GRANULAR BORROW (CV) CU YD 100 12.00$ 1,200.00$
10 2211.501 AGGREGATE BASE CLASS 6 TON 120 14.00$ 1,680.00$
11 2357.502 BITUMINOUS MATERIAL FOR TACK COAT GALLON 20 3.00$ 60.00$
12 2360.501 TYPE SP 12.5 WEARING COURSE TON 70 70.00$ 4,900.00$
13 2360.502 TYPE SP 12.5 NON WEARING COURSE TON 50 70.00$ 3,500.00$
14 2502.601 IRRIGATION SYSTEM MODIFICATION LUMP SUM 0.5 3,000.00$ 1,500.00$
15 2503.511 12" RC PIPE SEWER CLASS V LIN FT 150 35.00$ 5,250.00$
16 2503.602 CONNECT TO EXISTING STORM SEWER EACH 1 1,000.00$ 1,000.00$
17 2506.502 CONST DRAINAGE STRUCTURE (2'x3' BOX) EACH 1 3,000.00$ 3,000.00$
18 2506.602 CONSTRUCT AREA DRAIN EACH 1 2,500.00$ 2,500.00$
19 2521.501 4" CONCRETE WALK SQ FT 900 3.50$ 3,150.00$
20 2531.501 CONCRETE CURB & GUTTER DESIGN B618 LIN FT 270 12.00$ 3,240.00$
21 2531.602 PEDESTRIAN CURB RAMP EACH 2 400.00$ 800.00$
22 2540.618 STAMPED CONCRETE SQ FT 770 15.00$ 11,550.00$
23 2545.602 INSTALL LIGHT EACH 1 5,000.00$ 5,000.00$
24 2545.602 REINSTALL LIGHT POLE EACH 2 1,200.00$ 2,400.00$
25 2563.601 TRAFFIC CONTROL LUMP SUM 0.14 15,500.00$ 2,170.00$
26 2571.502 DECIDUOUS TREE 2.5" CAL. B&B TREE 1 380.00$ 380.00$
27 2571.507 PERENNIAL #1 CONT. PLANT 90 22.00$ 1,980.00$
28 2573.601 EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL LUMP SUM 0.14 9,500.00$ 1,330.00$
29 2575.505 SODDING TYPE LAWN SQ YD 110 6.00$ 660.00$
30 2575.607 SELECT TOPSOIL BORROW (CV) CU YD 50 40.00$ 2,000.00$
31 2654.601 SIGNING AND STRIPING LUMP SUM 0.14 7,800.00$ 1,092.00$

Subtotal: 69,082.00$

Engineering (8%) 5,526.56$
Construction Phase Services (6%) 4,144.92$
Contingency (10%) 6,908.20$

Total: TWIN LAKES RIGHT 85,661.68$
TURN LANE



Description: COUNTY ROAD C RIGHT TURN LANE INTO DEVELOPMENT

Item No. Mn/DOT No. Item Description Unit
Contract
Quantity Unit Price Amount

1 2021.501 MOBILIZATION LUMP SUM 0.19 24,000.00$ 4,560.00$
2 2101.502 CLEARING TREE 8 100.00$ 800.00$
3 2101.507 GRUBBING TREE 8 100.00$ 800.00$
4 2104.501 REMOVE CURB AND GUTTER LIN FT 375 2.00$ 750.00$
5 2104.505 REMOVE CONCRETE PAVEMENT SQ YD 450 5.00$ 2,250.00$
6 2104.511 SAWING CONCRETE PAVEMENT (FULL DEPTH) LIN FT 380 3.00$ 1,140.00$
7 2104.523 SALVAGE LIGHT POLE EACH 3 800.00$ 2,400.00$
8 2105.501 COMMON EXCAVATION (P) CU YD 300 5.00$ 1,500.00$
9 2105.522 SELECT GRANULAR BORROW (CV) CU YD 225 12.00$ 2,700.00$
10 2201.529 REINFORCED BARS (EPOXY COATED) POUND 450 3.00$ 1,350.00$
11 2211.501 AGGREGATE BASE CLASS 6 TON 150 14.00$ 2,100.00$
12 2301.502 CONCRETE PAVEMENT STANDARD WIDTH 9" SQ YD 390 25.00$ 9,750.00$
13 2301.511 STRUCTURAL CONCRETE CU YD 115 150.00$ 17,250.00$
14 2301.538 DOWEL BAR EACH 500 11.00$ 5,500.00$
15 2301.602 DRILL AND GROUT REINFORCEMENT BARS (EPOXY COATED) EACH 365 20.00$ 7,300.00$
16 2301.604 DECORATIVE CONCRETE PAVEMENT STANDARD WIDTH 9" SQ YD 30 30.00$ 900.00$
17 2503.511 12" RC PIPE SEWER CLASS V LIN FT 160 35.00$ 5,600.00$
18 2503.602 CONNECT TO EXISTING STORM SEWER EACH 1 1,000.00$ 1,000.00$
19 2506.502 CONST DRAINAGE STRUCTURE (2'x3' BOX) EACH 1 3,000.00$ 3,000.00$
20 2521.501 4" CONCRETE WALK SQ FT 1260 3.50$ 4,410.00$
21 2531.501 CONCRETE CURB & GUTTER DESIGN B624 LIN FT 400 13.00$ 5,200.00$
22 2531.602 PEDESTRIAN CURB RAMP EACH 4 400.00$ 1,600.00$
23 2545.602 REINSTALL LIGHT POLE EACH 3 1,200.00$ 3,600.00$
24 2563.601 TRAFFIC CONTROL LUMP SUM 0.19 15,500.00$ 2,945.00$
25 2573.601 EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL LUMP SUM 0.19 9,500.00$ 1,805.00$
26 2575.505 SODDING TYPE LAWN SQ YD 330 6.00$ 1,980.00$
27 2654.601 SIGNING AND STRIPING LUMP SUM 0.19 7,800.00$ 1,482.00$

Subtotal: 93,672.00$

Engineering (8%) 7,493.76$
Construction Phase Services (6%) 5,620.32$
Contingency (10%) 9,367.20$

Total: COUNTY ROAD C RIGHT 116,153.28$
TURN LANE INTO DEVELOPMENT

Description: COUNTY ROAD C EB LEFT TURN LANE

Item No. Mn/DOT No. Item Description Unit
Contract
Quantity Unit Price Amount

1 2021.501 MOBILIZATION LUMP SUM 0.12 24,000.00$ 2,880.00$
2 2101.502 CLEARING TREE 3 100.00$ 300.00$
3 2101.507 GRUBBING TREE 3 100.00$ 300.00$
4 2104.501 REMOVE CURB AND GUTTER LIN FT 350 2.00$ 700.00$
5 2104.505 REMOVE CONCRETE PAVEMENT SQ YD 290 5.00$ 1,450.00$
6 2104.509 REMOVE CASTING EACH 1 200.00$ 200.00$
7 2104.511 SAWING CONCRETE PAVEMENT (FULL DEPTH) LIN FT 500 3.00$ 1,500.00$
8 2104.523 SALVAGE CASTING EACH 1 200.00$ 200.00$
9 2105.501 COMMON EXCAVATION (P) CU YD 125 5.00$ 625.00$
10 2105.522 SELECT GRANULAR BORROW (CV) CU YD 135 12.00$ 1,620.00$
11 2201.529 REINFORCED BARS (EPOXY COATED) POUND 380 3.00$ 1,140.00$
12 2211.501 AGGREGATE BASE CLASS 6 TON 150 14.00$ 2,100.00$
13 2301.502 CONCRETE PAVEMENT STANDARD WIDTH 9" SQ YD 330 25.00$ 8,250.00$
14 2301.511 STRUCTURAL CONCRETE CU YD 90 150.00$ 13,500.00$
15 2301.538 DOWEL BAR EACH 380 11.00$ 4,180.00$
16 2301.602 DRILL AND GROUT REINFORCEMENT BARS (EPOXY COATED) EACH 130 20.00$ 2,600.00$
17 2301.618 DECORATIVE CONCRETE PAVEMENT SQ FT 60 15.00$ 900.00$
18 2503.602 CONNECT TO EXISTING STORM SEWER EACH 3 1,000.00$ 3,000.00$
19 2506.502 CONST DRAINAGE STRUCTURE DESIGN 4020 (48" DIA) EACH 1 4,000.00$ 4,000.00$
20 2531.501 CONCRETE CURB & GUTTER DESIGN B624 LIN FT 410 13.00$ 5,330.00$
21 2563.601 TRAFFIC CONTROL LUMP SUM 0.12 15,500.00$ 1,860.00$



22 2573.601 EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL LUMP SUM 0.12 9,500.00$ 1,140.00$
23 2654.601 SIGNING AND STRIPING LUMP SUM 0.12 7,800.00$ 936.00$

Subtotal: 58,711.00$

Engineering (8%) 4,696.88$
Construction Phase Services (6%) 3,522.66$
Contingency (10%) 5,871.10$

Total: COUNTY ROAD C EB 72,801.64$
LEFT TURN LANE

Description: TWIN LAKES PARKWAY ROUNDABOUT IMPROVEMENTS

Item No. Mn/DOT No. Item Description Unit
Contract
Quantity Unit Price Amount

1 2021.501 MOBILIZATION LUMP SUM 0.10 24,000.00$ 2,400.00$
2 2104.501 REMOVE CURB AND GUTTER LIN FT 100 2.00$ 200.00$
3 2104.505 REMOVE BITUMINOUS PAVEMENT SQ YD 70 3.00$ 210.00$
4 2104.505 REMOVE SIDEWALK SQ YD 70 3.00$ 210.00$
5 2104.511 SAWING BIT PAVEMENT (FULL DEPTH) LIN FT 70 2.00$ 140.00$
6 2104.523 SALVAGE LIGHT POLE EACH 1 800.00$ 800.00$
7 2105.501 COMMON EXCAVATION (P) CU YD 70 5.00$ 350.00$
8 2105.522 SELECT GRANULAR BORROW (CV) CU YD 70 12.00$ 840.00$
9 2211.501 AGGREGATE BASE CLASS 6 TON 90 14.00$ 1,260.00$
10 2357.502 BITUMINOUS MATERIAL FOR TACK COAT GALLON 15 3.00$ 45.00$
11 2360.501 TYPE SP 12.5 WEARING COURSE TON 50 70.00$ 3,500.00$
12 2360.502 TYPE SP 12.5 NON WEARING COURSE TON 40 70.00$ 2,800.00$
13 2502.601 IRRIGATION SYSTEM MODIFICATION LUMP SUM 0.5 3,000.00$ 1,500.00$
14 2503.511 12" RC PIPE SEWER CLASS V LIN FT 50 35.00$ 1,750.00$
15 2503.602 CONNECT TO EXISTING STORM SEWER EACH 1 1,000.00$ 1,000.00$
16 2506.602 CONSTRUCT AREA DRAIN EACH 1 2,500.00$ 2,500.00$
17 2521.501 4" CONCRETE WALK SQ FT 180 3.50$ 630.00$
18 2531.501 CONCRETE CURB & GUTTER DESIGN B618 LIN FT 250 12.00$ 3,000.00$
19 2531.602 PEDESTRIAN CURB RAMP EACH 1 400.00$ 400.00$
20 2540.618 STAMPED CONCRETE SQ FT 390 15.00$ 5,850.00$
21 2545.602 REINSTALL LIGHT POLE EACH 1 1,200.00$ 1,200.00$
22 2563.601 TRAFFIC CONTROL LUMP SUM 0.10 15,500.00$ 1,550.00$
23 2571.502 DECIDUOUS TREE 2.5" CAL. B&B TREE 9 380.00$ 3,420.00$
24 2571.505 DECIDUOUS SHRUB #3 CONT. SHRUB 29 50.00$ 1,450.00$
25 2571.507 PERENNIAL #1 CONT. PLANT 266 22.00$ 5,852.00$
26 2573.601 EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL LUMP SUM 0.10 9,500.00$ 950.00$
27 2575.505 SODDING TYPE LAWN SQ YD 190 6.00$ 1,140.00$
28 2575.607 SELECT TOPSOIL BORROW (CV) CU YD 160 40.00$ 6,400.00$
29 2654.601 SIGNING AND STRIPING LUMP SUM 0.10 7,800.00$ 780.00$

Subtotal: 52,127.00$

Engineering (8%) 4,170.16$
Construction Phase Services (6%) 3,127.62$
Contingency (10%) 5,212.70$

Total: TWIN LAKES PARKWAY 64,637.48$
ROUNDABOUT IMPROVEMENTS
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EXHIBIT G 880 

SECURITY DEPOSIT CALCULATION 881 
 882 

 883 

 884 

The City of Roseville requires that security be provided for the construction of the City Improvements in 885 

the amount of 125% of the estimated costs of such improvements. 886 

 887 

It has been estimated that for the Twin Lakes 2
nd

 Addition the construction of local road improvements 888 

and associated infrastructure is needed in the amount of $637,461.68. 889 

 890 

The amount of the Security Deposit is as follows: 891 

 892 

Estimated cost for improvements:  $637,461.68 893 

 894 

             x 1.25 895 

 896 

Total      $796,827.10 897 

 898 

Security Deposit Required   $796,827.00 899 



 

 

EXHIBIT H 900 

ADDITIONAL ITEMS FOR WHICH FEES MAY BE CHARGED 901 
 902 

See attached Fee Schedule on following pages. 903 

 904 
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Fee / Charge Description 

 
City Code 

Current 
Amount 

Proposed 
Amount 

Amusement device – per machine 303 $ 15.00 $ 15.00 
Benches in right-of-way 703 40.00 40.00 
Assessment searches 
 Deferred / Pending 
 Historical  

  
0.00 

100.00 

 
0.00 

100.00 
Bowling alley 
 First alley 
 Each additional alley 

 
303 
303 

 
70.00 
20.00 

 
70.00 
20.00 

Burial Permit 401 100.00 100.00 
Building Permits 901 see Appendix A see Appendix A 
Christmas trees, sale of (Seasonal Permit) 305 50.00 50.00 
Cigarettes, sale of 306 200.00 200.00 
Construction noise variance 405.03 300.00 300.00 
Conversation parlors 308 10,000.00 10,000.00 
Copy charges N/A 0.25 / page 0.25 / page 
CPR Training N/A $80 / student $80 / student 
Daycare facility inspection fee N/A 40.00 40.00 
Dog and cat license 
 2 year – sterilized 
            2 year – sterilized and micro chipped 
            2 year – non sterilized 
            2 year – non sterilized and micro chipped 
            Lifetime license – sterilized 
            Lifetime license – sterilized and micro 
                 chipped 
            Lifetime license – non sterilized 
            Lifetime license – non sterilized, but 
                 micro chipped 
            Duplicate / address change 
            Special multiple – 2 year 

 
501 
501 
501 
501 
501 

 
501 
501 

 
501 
501 
501 

 
10.00 
5.00 

35.00 
25.00 
30.00 

 
5.00 

150.00 
 

100.00 
5.00 

40.00 

 
10.00 
5.00 

35.00 
25.00 
30.00 

 
5.00 

150.00 
 

100.00 
5.00 

40.00 
Dog kennels 501 75.00 75.00 
DVD / VHS Copy  5.00 5.00 
Encroachment Agreement Application fee N/A 275.00 275.00 
Erosion control inspection permit 
           Less than 1 acre 
           1 to 5 acres 
           More than 5 acres 

 
1017 
1017 
1017 

 
600.00 
880.00 

1,320.00 

 
600.00 
880.00 

1,320.00 
Erosion control permit renewal 
           Less than 1 acre 
           1 to 5 acres 
           More than 5 acres 

 
1017 
1017 
1017 

 
220.00 
320.00 
480.00 

 
220.00 
320.00 
480.00 

Erosion control escrow fee 1017 3,000/acre 3,000/acre 
Excavation, grading, and surfacing 705 see Appendix A see Appendix A 
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Fee / Charge Description 

City Code Current 
Amount 

Proposed 
Amount 

False alarm fees – Police 
            Third false alarm 
 Fourth false alarm 
 Fifth false alarm 
 Sixth false alarm 
            Seventh and all subsequent false alarm 
 
False alarm fees – fire 
 Third false alarm 
 Fourth false alarm 
 Fifth and all subsequent false alarm fees 
 Construction-related 

 
506 
506 
506 
506 
506 

 
 

506 
506 
506 
N/A 

 
100.00 
200.00 
300.00 
400.00 
500.00 

 
 

300.00 
400.00 
500.00 
150.00 

 
100.00 
200.00 
300.00 
400.00 
500.00 

 
 

300.00 
400.00 
500.00 
150.00 

Fertilizer, sale of 408 30.00 30.00 
Fertilizer, applicator 408 100.00 100.00 
Firearms, sale of  310 30.00 30.00 
Fireworks, sale of consumer (existing retail) N/A 100.00 100.00 
Fireworks, sale of consumer (stand-alone, 
temporary) 

 
N/A 

 
350.00 

 
350.00 

Fire rescue and extrication fee N/A 400.00 400.00 
Fire safety training N/A 80.00 / hr 80.00 / hr 
Fuel storage tank inspection N/A 100.00 100.00 
Game room 303 175.00 175.00 
Gas pumps – private business 310 60.00 60.00 
Gasoline stations 310 130.00 130.00 
Horse 501 5.00 5.00 
Hospitals-veterinary 310 80.00 80.00 
Lawful gambling 
 One time event permit 
 Premises permit 
 Required contributions 

 
304 
304 
304 

 
25.00 

3% of gross 
receipts 

10% of net profits 

 
25.00 

3% of gross 
receipts 

10% of net profits 
Leaf Pickup fee  30.00 50.00 
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Fee / Charge Description 
 

City Code 
Current 
Amount 

Proposed 
Amount 

Liquor licenses: 
 On sale intoxicating liquor license 
 On sale wine license (establishments with 
  75 seats or less) 
 On sale wine license (establishments with 
  75 seats or more) 
 Temporary on sale (3 days) 
 Temporary on sale in Central Park 
 Sunday on sale license 
 Special club license (dependent on the 
  Number of members): 
  51      – 200 
  201    – 500 
  501    – 1,000 
  1,000 – 2,000 
  2,001 – 4,000 
  4,001 – 6,000 
  More than 6,000 
 Off sale intoxicating liquor license 

 
302 

 
302 

 
302 
302 
302 
302 

 
 

302 
302 
302 
302 
302 
302 
302 
302 

 
7,000.00 

 
750.00 

 
1,500.00 

50.00 
20.00 

200.00 
 
 

300.00 
500.00 
650.00 
800.00 

1,000.00 
2,000.00 
3,000.00 

300.00 

 
7,000.00 

 
750.00 

 
1,500.00 

50.00 
20.00 

200.00 
 
 

300.00 
500.00 
650.00 
800.00 

1,000.00 
2,000.00 
3,000.00 

300.00 
Liquor License – investigation fee 302 300.00 300.00 
Liquor License – sale outside of premises 302 25.00 25.00 
Massage therapist 309 100.00 100.00 
Massage therapy business establishment 309 150.00 / 300.00 150.00 / 300.00 
Open burning permit N/A 90.00 90.00 
Park Dedication – residential 1103 3,000.00/unit 3,500.00/unit 
Park Dedication – other (c) 1103 5.0 % of fmv 5.0% of fmv 
Pawn Shop license 311 10,000.00 10,000.00 
Pathway patching fee 
 Concrete sidewalk – 2 panels 
 Bituminous (12’ x 8’) 

 
 

 
675.00 
500.00 

 
675.00 
500.00 

Pawn shop and precious metal dealer license 311 13,000.00 13,000.00 
Pawn shop fee (per transaction) N/A 2.60 2.60 
Pool and billiards 
 First table 
 Each additional table 

 
303 
303 

 
70.00 
20.00 

 
70.00 
20.00 

Precious metal dealer 311 10,000.00 10,000.00 
Property nuisance calls (starting with 3rd call) 511 250.00 250.00 
Public improvement contract application fee (b) N/A 525.00 525.00 
Recycling contractor 403 125.00 125.00 
Rental Registration (Housing) 907 25.00 25.00 
Right-of-way permits 703, 707 325.00 325.00 
Sewer connection fees 802 see Appendix A see Appendix A 
Sewer usage fees 802 separate resolution separate resolution 
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Fee / Charge Description 

 
City Code 

Current 
Amount 

Proposed 
Amount 

 
Soil contamination 

 
406 

$1/cu.yd. up to 
$300 

$1/cu.yd. up to 
$300 

Solid waste hauler 402 125.00 125.00 
Stormwater drainage fees 803 separate resolution separate resolution 
Stormwater residential permit 
Stormwater residential permit renewal (5-years) 

 
n/a 

250.00 
100.00 

250.00 
100.00 

Street patching fee (d) n/a 600 / 1,200 600 / 1,200 
Theaters – per viewing screen 310 70.00 70.00 
Tree planting and removal 706 separate ordinance separate ordinance 
Utility service location fee N/A 100.00 100.00 
Vehicle forfeiture impound fee (per day) N/A 20.00 20.00 
Water connection fees 801 see Appendix A see Appendix A 
Water usage fees 801 separate resolution separate resolution 
Water tower permit – private use 801 separate resolution separate resolution 
Well permit 801 separate resolution separate resolution 
Wireless permit fee 1205 Negotiated Negotiated 

(b) In addition to the $525 base fee, a charge of 4% (increased from 3%) of the total improvement cost is 
also assessed. 

(c) Calculation is made on 5% of the estimated fair market value of unimproved land, as determined by the 
Ramsey County Assessor’s office on the date of approval of the plat or subdivision. 

(d) Street patching fee is $600 without a curb, and $1,200 with a curb. 
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Administrative Fines 
 

Fee / Charge Description 
 

City 
Code 

Current 
Amount 

Proposed 
Amount 

Alcohol and Tobacco Sales: 
 Purchase, possession - underage 
 Lending ID to underage person 
 Selling tobacco – underage 
 Selling alcohol – underage 
 License holder 
 Other violation 

 
 
 
 
 

N / A 

 
$ 150.00 

100.00 
200.00 
250.00 
150.00 
100.00 

 
$ 150.00 

100.00 
200.00 
250.00 
150.00 
100.00 

Parking: 
 Handicap zone 
 Fire lane 
 Snowbird 
 Blocking fire hydrant 
 Other illegal parking 

 
 
 
 
 

N / A 

 
100.00 
25.00 
25.00 
25.00 
25.00 

 
100.00 
25.00 
25.00 
25.00 
25.00 

Fires:   No open fires 
 Fire Code 

 
N / A 

25.00 
100.00 

25.00 
100.00 

Animals: 
 Vicious animal 
 Barking dog 
 Animal at large 
 Other animal violation 

 
 
 
 

N / A 

 
50.00 
50.00 
50.00 
50.00 

 
50.00 
50.00 
50.00 
50.00 

Miscellaneous: 
 Building code 
 Fill permits 
 Failure to apply for license 
 Fireworks – use, possession, sale 
 Land use 
 Licenses (not occurring elsewhere) 
 Illegal dumping 
 Consuming alcohol-unauthorized places 
 Tampering with Civic Defense System 
 Seat belts 
 Expired license plates 
 Missing plate/tab 
 Trespassing 
 Golf cart / ATV violation 
 Noise complaint 
 Park ordinance violation 
 Peddling 
 Public nuisance 
 Regulated businesses 
 Signs 
 Snowmobiles 
 Discharge, display of weapon 
 Wetland / Shore land           

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

N / A 

 
100.00 
100.00 
50.00 

250.00 
100.00 
50.00 

150.00 
250.00 
250.00 
25.00 
35.00 
35.00 

150.00 
50.00 

250.00 
25.00 
75.00 

100.00 
100.00 
50.00 
50.00 

250.00 
100.00 

 
100.00 
100.00 
50.00 

250.00 
100.00 
50.00 

150.00 
250.00 
250.00 

25.00 
35.00 
35.00 

150.00 
50.00 

250.00 
25.00 
75.00 

100.00 
100.00 
50.00 
50.00 

250.00 
100.00 
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Building Permit Fees 
City Code Sections; 307, 801, 802, 901, 1014 
 
Building Permit Fee – Zoning and Inspections: 
Permit fee to be based on job cost valuation.  The determination of value or valuation shall be 
made by the building official.  The value to be used in computing the building permit and 
building plan review fees shall be the total of all construction work for which the permit is issued, 
as well as all finish work, painting, roofing, electrical, plumbing, heating, air conditioning, 
elevators, fire-extinguishing systems and any other permanent equipment.   
 

Total Valuation Current Amount Proposed Amount 
$1 - $500 $31 $31.00 
 
$501 - $2,000 

$31 for the first $500 value, 
plus $4 for each additional 

$100 value or fraction thereof 

$31.00 for the first $500 value, 
plus $4.00 for each additional 
$100 value or fraction thereof 

 
$2,001 - $25,000  

$83.50 for the first $2,000 
value, plus $16.55 for each 
additional $1,000 value or 

fraction thereof 

$83.50 for the first $2,000 
value, plus $16.55 for each 
additional $1,000 value or 

fraction thereof 
 
$25,001 - $50,000 

$464.15 for the first $25,000 
value, plus $12.00 for each 
additional $1,000 value or 

fraction thereof 

$464.15 for the first $25,000 
value, plus $12.00 for each 
additional $1,000 value or 

fraction thereof 
 
$50,001 - $100.000 

$764.15 for the first $50,000 
value, plus $8.45 for each 
additional $1,000 value or 

fraction thereof 

$764.15 for the first $50,000 
value, plus $8.45 for each 
additional $1,000 value or 

fraction thereof 
 
$100,001 - $500,000 

$1,186.65 for the first 
$100,000 value, plus $6.75 for 

each additional $1,000 value 
or fraction thereof 

$1,186.65 for the first 
$100,000 value, plus $6.75 for 

each additional $1,000 value 
or fraction thereof 

 
$500,0001 - $1,000,000 

$3,886.65 for the first 
$500,000 value, plus $5.50 for 

each additional $1,000 value 
or fraction thereof 

$3,886.65 for the first 
$500,000 value, plus $5.50 for 

each additional $1,000 value 
or fraction thereof 

 
In excess of $1,000,000 

$6,636.65 for the first 
$1,000,000 value, plus $4.50 

for each additional $1,000 
value or fraction thereof 

$6,636.65 for the first 
$1,000,000 value, plus $4.50 

for each additional $1,000 
value or fraction thereof 

Inspections outside of 
normal business hours 

 
$63.50 

 
$63.50 

Re-inspection fees (per 
State Building code) 

 
$63.50 

 
$63.50 

Misc. inspection fees $63.50 $63.50 
Add’l plan review fee 
required by revisions 

 
$63.50 

 
$63.50 

 

* 

* 

Appendix A
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Building Permit Fee – Engineering: 
 

Total Valuation Current 
Amount 

Proposed 
Amount 

$1 - $500 $ 5 $ 5 
$501 - $2,000 5 5 
$2,001 - $25,000  25 25 
$25,001 - $50,000 50 50 
$50,001 - $100.000 75 75 
$100,001 - $500,000 100 100 
$500,0001 - $1,000,000 200 200 
In excess of $1,000,000 300 300 

 
Demolition Permit Fee: 
 

Description Current Amount Proposed Amount 
Tenant improvement/remodeling prior to building permit $67.00 $68.00 
Structures not connected to utilities 87.50 90.00 
Residential structures connected to city utilities 150.00 152.00 
Commercial structures connected to city utilities $335.00 $390.00 

 
Electrical Permit Fee: 
Set through yearly contract with Contract Electrical Inspector 
 
Fire Safety Inspection Fee: 
An amount equal to eight percent (8%) of the amount determined by the Building Permit Fee 
(except for single-family dwellings) to be charged and used to defray the cost of fire safety 
inspections (Ord. 1237, 3-13-2000, eff. 5-1-2000) 
 
Grading Plan Review Fee – Planning & Zoning: 
 

Description Current Amount Proposed Amount 
50 cubic yards or less $75 $75 
 
51 – 10,000 cubic yards 

$150.00 for the first 1,000 cubic 
yards, plus $10.00 for each 

additional 1,000 yards or 
fraction thereof 

$150.00 for the first 1,000 
cubic yards, plus $10.00 for 

each additional 1,000 yards or 
fraction thereof 

 
10,001 – 100,000 cubic yards 

$300.00 for the first 10,000 
cubic yards, plus $5.00 for each 

additional 10,000 yards or 
fraction thereof 

$300.00 for the first 10,000 
cubic yards, plus $5.00 for each 

additional 10,000 yards or 
fraction thereof 

 
In excess of 100,000 cubic yards 

$800.00 for the first 100,000 
cubic yards, plus $10.00 for 

each additional 10,000 yards or 
fraction thereof 

$800.00 for the first 100,000 
cubic yards, plus $10.00 for 

each additional 10,000 yards or 
fraction thereof 

 
 

* 
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Grading Plan Review Fee – Engineering: 
 

Description Current Amount Proposed Amount 
50 cubic yards or less $ 25.00 $ 25.00 
51 – 10,000 cubic yards 25.00 25.00 
10,001 – 100,000 cubic yards 50.00 50.00 
In excess of 100,000 cubic yards 75.00 75.00 

 
Grading Permit Fee – Planning & Zoning: 
 

Description Current Amount Proposed Amount 
50 cubic yards or less $75 $75 
 
1 – 1,000 cubic yards 

$100.00 for the first 100 cubic 
yards, plus $20.00 for each 

additional 100 yards or fraction 
thereof 

$100.00 for the first 100 cubic 
yards, plus $20.00 for each 

additional 100 yards or fraction 
thereof 

1,001 – 10,000 cubic yards $300.00 for the first 1,000 cubic 
yards, plus $30.00 for each 

additional 1,000 yards or 
fraction thereof 

$300.00 for the first 1,000 
cubic yards, plus $30.00 for 

each additional 1,000 yards or 
fraction thereof 

 
10,001 – 100,000 cubic yards 

$600.00 for the first 10,000 
cubic yards, plus $100.00 for 

each additional 10,000 yards or 
fraction thereof 

$600.00 for the first 10,000 
cubic yards, plus $100.00 for 

each additional 10,000 yards or 
fraction thereof 

In excess of 100,000 cubic yards $1,500.00 for the first 100,000 
cubic yards, plus $80.00 for 

each additional 10,000 yards or 
fraction thereof 

$1,500.00 for the first 100,000 
cubic yards, plus $80.00 for 

each additional 10,000 yards or 
fraction thereof 

 
Grading Permit Fee – Engineering: 
 

Description Current Amount Proposed Amount 
50 cubic yards or less $ 25.00 $ 25.00 
1 – 1,000 cubic yards 25.00 25.00 
1,001 – 10,000 cubic yards 50.00 50.00 
10,001 – 100,000 cubic yards 75.00 75.00 
In excess of 100,000 cubic yards 100.00 100.00 

 
 
Investigation Fee: Work without a Permit 
Whenever any work for which a permit is required from the city has been commenced without 
first obtaining said permit, a special investigation shall be made before a permit may be issued for 
such work.  An investigation fee, in addition to the permit fee, shall be collected whether or not a 
permit is then or subsequently issued.  The investigation fee shall be equal to the amount of the 
permit fee required by this code.  The payment of such investigation fee shall not exempt any 
person from compliance with all other provisions of this code nor from any penalty prescribed by 
law.   

* 
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Manufactured Home Permit Fee: 
 

Description Current Amount Proposed Amount 
New installation $ 257.50 $ 260.00 

 
 
Mechanical Permit Fee - Residential: 
 

Description Current Amount Proposed Amount 
Air conditioning – new $ 44.50 $ 45.00 
Air conditioning – replacement 56.50 57.00 
Warm air furnace – new 94.00 95.00 
Warm air furnace - replacement 56.50 57.00 
Hot water boilers – new 94.00 95.00 
Hot water boilers – replacement 56.50 57.00 
Unit heaters 56.50 57.00 
Swimming pool heaters 56.50 57.00 
Misc. work & gas piping 1.28% of job cost 1.28% of job cost 
Minimum fee 56.50 57.00 
Gas fireplace 56.50 57.00 
In floor heat $ 56.50 78.00 
 
Solar panel installation 

$1.28 % of job cost 
/ $150.00 min fee 

$1.28 % of job cost 
/ $150.00 min fee 

 
Mechanical Permit Fee - Commercial: 
 

Description Current Amount Proposed Amount 
 
All commercial work 

1.28% of job cost / 
$56.50 min fee 

1.28% of job cost / 
$57.00 min fee 

 
Moving Permit Fee: 
 

Description Current Amount Proposed Amount 
Over private property only $ 85.50 $87.00 
Over public streets 125.00 127.00 
Investigation fee per hour $63.55 $64.50 

 
Plumbing Permit Fee: 
 

Description Current Amount Proposed Amount 
Administrative/minimum fee $ 56.50 $ 57.00 
Additional for each fixture opening 10.00 10.00 
Miscellaneous work 1.28% of job cost 1.28% of job cost 
Backflow prevention verification $ 26.00 $ 26.00 
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Plan Review Fee: 
When a building permit is required and a plan is required to be submitted, a plan checking fee 
shall be paid.  Plan checking fees for all buildings, except for construction costs in R-1 and R-2 
zones which do not involve new single family structures and are of less than seven thousand 
dollars ($7,000.00), shall be sixty five percent (65%) of the building permit fee as set forth in 
Section 901.06 of this chapter, except as modified in M.S.B.C. Section 1300. (Ord. 1110, 4-13-
1992) 
 
The plan review fees specified are separate fees from the permit fees and are in addition to the 
permit fees.   
 
When submittal documents are incomplete or changed so as to require additional plan review or 
when the project involves deferred submittal items an additional plan review fee shall be charged.   
 
Expiration of plan review.  Applications for which no permit is issued within 180 days following 
the date of application shall expire by limitation, and plans and other data submitted for review 
may thereafter be returned to the applicant or destroyed by the building official.  The building 
official may extend the time for action by the applicant for a period not exceeding 180 days on 
request by the applicant showing that circumstances beyond the control of the applicant have 
prevented action from being taken.  No application shall be extended more than once.  In order to 
renew action on an application after expiration, the applicant shall resubmit plans and pay a new 
plan review fee. 
 
Refund Fee: 
The building official may authorize refunding of any fee paid hereunder which was erroneously 
paid or collected. 
 
The building official may authorize a refunding of permit fees paid when no work has been done 
under a permit issued in accordance with this code.   
 
The building official may authorize a refunding of plan review fees paid when an application for a 
permit for which a plan review fee has paid is withdrawn or canceled before any plan reviewing is 
done. 
 
The building official shall not authorize refunding of any fee paid except on written application 
filed by the original permittee not later than 180 days after the date of fee payment.   
 
Sewer Connection Permit Fee – Planning & Zoning: 
 

Description Current Amount Proposed Amount 
Residential $ 86.00 $ 87.00 
Commercial 276.00 280.00 
Repair 56.50 57.00 
Disconnect – residential 77.00 78.00 
Disconnect – commercial $ 155.00 $ 157.00 

 



City of Roseville 2012 Fee Schedule 

 12 

 
Sewer Connection Permit Fee – Engineering: 
 

Description Current Amount Proposed Amount 
Residential $ 5.00 $ 5.00 
Commercial 25.00 25.00 
Repair 5.00 5.00 
Disconnect – residential 25.00 25.00 
Disconnect – commercial 75.00 75.00 

 
Sign Permit Fee: 
Utilize building permit fee schedule.  No plan review fee 
 

Description Current Amount Proposed Amount 
Permanent Sign – minimum fee $ 55.00 $ 55.00 
Temporary Sign 25.00 25.00 

 
Swimming Pool Permit Fee – Planning & Zoning: 
 

Description Current Amount Proposed Amount 
Residential pool $ 194.00 $ 197.00 
 
Commercial pool 

Utilize building 
Permit fee Schedule 

Utilize building 
Permit fee Schedule 

 
Swimming Pool Permit Fee – Engineering: 
 

Description Current Amount Proposed Amount 
Residential pool $ 15.00 $ 15.00 
Commercial pool - - 

 
Water Connection Permit Fee – Planning & Zoning: 
 

Description Current Amount Proposed Amount 
Residential $ 86.00 $ 87.00 
Commercial 276.00 280.00 
Repair 56.50 57.00 
Disconnect – residential 77.00 78.00 
Disconnect – commercial $ 155.00 $ 157.00 
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Water Connection Permit Fee – Engineering: 
 

Description Current Amount Proposed Amount 
Residential $ 5.00 $ 5.00 
Commercial 25.00 25.00 
Repair 5.00 5.00 
Disconnect – residential 25.00 25.00 
Disconnect – commercial 75.00 75.00 
Water main tapping fee 0.00 325.00 

 
 
Residential Property Improvement Permit Fee (Fences, Walls, Sheds, Driveways, Draintile 
System) – Planning & Zoning: 
 

Description Current Amount Proposed Amount 
Driveway permits $ 44.50 $ 46.00 
Fence permits – residential 80.00 75.00 
Fence permits - commercial Use Permit Fee 

Schedule 
Use Permit Fee 

Schedule 
Shed permits 65.00 50.00 
Drain tile 107.00 110.00 
Other – utilize building permit fee schedule   
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Miscellaneous Fees: 
 

Description Current Amount Proposed Amount 
Minimum roofing fee $ 110.00 $ 112.00 
Minimum window replacement fee 83.50 85.00 
Minimum siding replacement fee 83.50 85.00 
Administrative fee for abatement per hour 63.55 64.50 
Wood burning fireplace 83.50 85.00 
Verification of state contracting license 5.00 5.00 
Replacement inspection card 20.00 20.00 
Re-stamping job site plan sets 30.00 30.00 
Certificate of Occupancy – conditional 30.00 30.00 
Certificate of Occupancy – full 20.00 20.00 
Certificate of Occupancy – copy 10.00 10.00 
City contractor license fee 86.00 87.00 
Administrative fee – R1 or R2 zones 63.55 64.50 
Administrative fee – other zones 63.55 64.50 
Footing/foundation permits – residential 94.00 95.00 
Footing/foundation permits – commercial 428.00 434.00 
Construction deposit – residential 800.00 800.00 
Construction deposit – commercial 3,950.00 4,000.00 
SAC Admin Fee 16.00 16.00 
Lead Abatement License Fee 5.00 5.00 
Property Age Verification Fee 5.00 5.00 
Outdoor Display Permit Fee 40.00 40.00 
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Community Development Department Permit and Miscellaneous Fees 
 
Item/Permit Current Proposed Amount 
City Consultant Review/Research - 
Comm./Industrial/Multi-family land use, economic 
development, utility, building permit review, traffic, or 
development or redevelopment projects or proposals 
payable as escrow or at building permit 

 
100% of  direct cost billed to  

applicant 

 
100% of  direct cost 
billed to  applicant 

Planned Unit Development – Amendment  400 400 
Planned Unit Development – Escrow 
(Amendment)**** 

 
2,000 minimum 

 
$2,000 minimum 

PUD Escrow (historical data collection & analysis; site 
plan & survey review & analysis; city approval 
analysis; letter creation)  

Staff hourly rate/1.9 times per 
hour.  $50.00 per hour 

minimum 

 Staff hourly rate/1.9 
times per hour.  $50.00 

per hour minimum 
 

Rezoning of Project Site or Parcel**  600 600 
Zoning  Code Text Amendment**  600 600 
Vacation of Right-of-Way**  300 300 
Vacation of Easement** 300 300 
Comprehensive Plan – Text Amendment**  825 825 
Comprehensive Plan – Designation  Amendment**   

825 
 

825 
Conditional Use - Residential**  300 300 
Conditional Use - Commercial**  600 600 
Conditional Use Escrow – Commercial**** 1,000 minimum 1,000 minimum 
Subdivision – Escrow**** 1,500 minimum 1,500 minimum 
Subdivision Escrow (historical data collection & 
analysis; site plan & survey review & analysis; city 
approval analysis; letter creation)  

Staff hourly rate/1.9 times per 
hour.  $50.00 per hour 

minimum 

 Staff hourly rate/1.9 
times per hour.  $50.00 

per hour minimum 
 

Subdivision – Minor**  500 500 
Subdivision – Preliminary Plat  500 500 
Subdivision - Final Plat 500 500 
Variance - Residential**  300 300 
Variance – Non Residential**  400 400 
Interim Use**  600 600 
Interim Use extension** 150 150 
Setback Permit Administrative 100 100 
Zoning Compliance Letter (historical data collection & 
analysis; site plan & survey review & analysis; city 
approval analysis; letter creation)  

Staff hourly rate/1.9 times per 
hour.  $50.00 per hour 

minimum 

 Staff hourly rate/1.9 
times per hour.  $50.00 

per hour minimum 
 

Residential Variance Appeal Fee 250 250 
Commercial Variance Appeal Fee 275 275 
Master Sign Plan – residential 250 250 
Master Sign Plan – commercial 350 350 
Accessory Dwelling Unit Permit 0 100 
Extra Mailing Cost (for mailing notices when more 
than 50 are required) 

 
0.45 each 

 
0.45 each 

Tax Increment Finance (establishment of district or 
review of proposal, including city consultants) 

$15,000 deposit – minimum 
fee plus consultants fees 

$15,000 deposit – 
minimum fee plus 
consultants fees 

Planning Commission Agendas/Year (mailed) 10.00* 10.00* 
Planning Commission Minutes/Year (mailed) 15.00* 15.00* 
Comprehensive Plan CD 20.00* 20.00* 
Zoning Code CD 20.00* 20.00* 
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Research Staff Time  Staff hourly rate/1.9 times per 
hour.  $50.00 per hour 

minimum 

Staff hourly rate/1.9 
times per hour.  $50.00 

per hour minimum 
Copying $.25/sheet $.25/sheet 
Maps*** – 8 ½ x 11 (black and white) – existing PDF 
maps 

 
No Charge* 

 
No Charge* 

Maps – 8 ½ x 11 (color) – existing PDF maps 1.00* 1.00* 
Maps – 11 x 17 (color) – existing PDF maps 2.00* 2.00* 
Maps – 17 x 22 (color) – existing PDF maps 10.00* 10.00* 
Maps – 22 x 34 (color) – existing PDF maps 20.00* 20.00* 
Maps – 34 x 44 (color) – existing PDF maps 40.00* 40.00* 
City Address Book (11x17)* – existing PDF maps 100.00 per book* 100.00 per book* 
 
* Free/no charge on internet city home page and available for review at library and city hall 
** If multiple requests (such as a subdivision, a variance, and a conditional use permit) are part of one application, 

City charges only for most expensive permit application 
*** Maps/data that are to be created as custom requests are to be charged at a time and materials rate. (GIS 

Coordinator hourly rate times 1.9 multiplier) 
**** The amount listed under the PUD, CU, and Subdivision Escrow is the minimum amount required for the 

application.  A higher amount, as determined by the City, may be required for projects that will take a significant 
amount of time. 



City of Roseville 2012 Fee Schedule 

 17 

 
Electrical Permit Fees 
 
A. Minimum fee for each separate inspection of an installation, replacement, 

alteration or repair is limited to one inspection only:  
    

Current Amount Proposed Amount 
$ 35.00 $ 35.00 

   
B. Services, changes of service, temporary services, additions, alterations or repairs 

on either primary or secondary services shall be computed separately: 
 

Description Current Amount Proposed Amount 
0 to 300 amp $50.00 $ 50.00 
301 to 400 amp 58.00 58.00 
401 to 500 amp 72.00 72.00 
501 to 600 amp 86.00 86.00 
601 to 800 amp 114.00 114.00 
801 to 1,000 amp 142.00 142.00 
1,001 to 1,100 amp 156.00 156.00 
1,101 to 1,200 amp 170.00 170.00 
Add $14 for each add’l 100 amps   

   
C. Circuits, installation of additions, alterations, or repairs of each circuit or sub-

feeder shall be computed separately, including circuits fed from sub-feeders and 
including the equipment served, except as provided for in (D) through (K): 

 
Description Current Amount Proposed Amount 

0 to 30 amp $ 8.00 $ 8.00 
31 to 100 amp 10.00 10.00 
101 to 200 amp 15.00 15.00 
201 to 300 amp 20.00 20.00 
301 to 400 amp 25.00 25.00 
401 to 500 amp 30.00 30.00 
501 to 600 amp 35.00 35.00 
601 to 700 amp 40.00 40.00 
Add $5 for each add’l 100 amps   

   
D. Maximum fee for single-family dwelling shall not exceed $150.00 if not over 

200-ampere capacity.  This includes service, feeders, circuits, fixtures and 
equipment.  The maximum fee provides for not more than two rough-in 
inspections and the final inspection per dwelling.  Additional inspections are at 
the re-inspection rate. 

 
 



City of Roseville 2012 Fee Schedule 

 18 

E. Maximum fee on an apartment building shall not exceed $70.00 per dwelling 
unit.  A two-unit dwelling (duplex) maximum fee per unit as per single-family 
dwelling. 

 
F. The fee for remote control/signal circuits is $0.75 per device. 
 
G. In addition to the above fees: 
 

1) A charge of $4.00 will be made for each street lighting standard. 
2) A charge of $7.00 will be made for each traffic signal standard.  Circuits 

originating within the standard will not be used when computing fees. 
 

H. In addition to the above fees, all transformers and generators for light, heat and power 
shall be computed separately at $8.00 plus $.40 per KVA up to and including 100 
KVA.  101 KVA and over at $.30 per KVA.  The maximum fee for any transformer or 
generator in this category is $80.00.  

 
I. In addition to the above fees, all transformers for signs and outline lighting shall 

be computed at $8.00. 
     
J. The fee for retro fit lighting is $0.65 per light fixture. 
 
K. In addition to the above fees, the inspection fee for each separate inspection of a 

swimming pool shall be computed at $35.00.  Reinforcing steel for swimming 
pools requires a rough-in inspection. 

 
L. For the review of plans and specifications of proposed installations, there shall 

be a minimum fee of $150.00 up to and including $30,000 of electrical estimate, 
plus 1/10 of 1% on any amount in excess of $30,000 to be paid by permit 
applicant. 

 
M. When re-inspection is necessary to determine whether unsafe conditions have 

been corrected and such conditions are not subject to an appeal pending before 
any Court, a re-inspection fee of $35.00 may be assessed in writing by the 
Inspector.  

 
N. For inspections not covered herein, or for requested special inspections or 

services, the fee shall be established separately. 
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O. For inspection of transient projects, including but not limited to, carnivals and 

circuses, the inspection fees shall be computed as follows: 
 

 Power supply units according to Item “B” of fee schedule.  A like fee 
will be required on power supply units at each engagement during the 
season, except that a fee of $35.00 per hour will be charged for 
additional time spent by the Inspector if the power supply is not ready 
for inspections as required by law. 

 
 Rides, Devises or Concessions:  Shall be inspected at their first 

appearance of the season and the inspection fee shall be $35.00 per unit. 
 

P. The fee is doubled if the work starts before the permit is issued. 
 



 

 

EXHIBIT I-1 905 

TERMS OF EXCESS PARCEL SALE 906 
 907 

 908 

The City agrees to sell to Wal-Mart, pursuant to the terms and conditions set forth below, that Parcel of 909 

land described in Exhibit I-2 and depicted in Exhibit I-3 (“Excess Parcel”): 910 

 911 

1. The City shall sell to Wal-Mart the Excess Parcel for the amount of $69,645.00.  The $69,645.00 912 

shall be paid to the City at the time of the delivery of the deed of conveyance by the City to Wal-913 

Mart.  The parties hereto agree to use an escrow style closing. 914 

 915 

2. The City shall convey the Excess Parcel by Quit Claim Deed which shall be delivered to Wal-916 

Mart at the time of recording of the Plat of Twin Lakes 2nd Addition.  If the Plat is not recorded 917 

for any reason, then the City shall not be obligated to sell the Property to Wal-Mart and Wal-918 

Mart shall have no obligation to purchase the Excess Parcel 919 

 920 

3. Wal-Mart shall have the opportunity to obtain and review title evidence, at Wal-Mart’s sole cost, 921 

and to satisfy itself as to the condition of title of the Excess Parcel prior to such conveyance.  If 922 

Wal-Mart is not satisfied with the condition of title of the Excess Parcel, Wal-Mart shall have the 923 

right to elect not to purchase the Excess Parcel. 924 

 925 

4. The Excess Parcel is being sold by the City to Wal-Mart in its “as-is,” condition without any 926 

representations or warranties regarding title to, the physical condition of, or the presence of any 927 

environmental contamination on, in or upon the Excess Parcel. 928 

 929 

5. The City shall have the right to reserve all existing utility easements currently located in or on 930 

the Excess Parcel in the Quit Claim Deed.  Following conveyance of the Excess Parcel by the 931 

City to Wal-Mart, Wal-Mart shall provide the City with those easements, if any, as shown on the 932 

Plat. 933 

 934 

6. Wal-Mart shall record the Quit Claim Deed immediately prior to the recording of the Plat. 935 

 936 

7. Wal-Mart shall pay all state deed tax, conservation fees, recording fees, title insurance costs and 937 

title closing costs payable with respect to the conveyance of the Excess Parcel. 938 

 939 

8. The Property is not being taxed for real estate tax purposes and to the best of the knowledge of 940 

the City there are no assessments against the Excess Parcel.  Therefore, no allocation is being 941 

made with respect to real estate taxes and assessments. 942 

 943 

9. If: a) Wal-Mart fails to acquire fee simple title to all of the property contained in the Plat of Twin 944 

Lakes 2
nd

 Addition, or b) the Plat of Twin Lakes 2
nd

 Addition and the Twin Lakes 2
nd

 Addition 945 

Development Agreement are not recorded in the office of the Ramsey County Recorder, within 946 

one (1) year after the approval of the Plat by the Roseville City Council, or c) if the Twin Lakes 947 

2
nd

 Addition Development Agreement terminates, then the obligation of the City to sell the 948 

Excess Parcel shall terminate, the City shall thereafter no longer be obligated to sell the Excess 949 



 

 

Parcel to Wal-Mart and Wal-Mart shall have no obligation to purchase the Excess Parcel from 950 

the City. 951 

 952 

10. If this Agreement is terminated for any reason then neither the City nor Wal-Mart shall be 953 

obligated to sell or purchase the Excess Parcel. 954 

 955 

11. The City makes the following Disclosures regarding the Excess Parcel: 956 

 957 

1. The City certifies that the City does not know of any wells on the Excess Parcel. 958 

 959 

2. The City does not know of a private sewer system on or serving the Excess Parcel. 960 

 961 

3. The City is not aware of any methamphetamine production that has occurred on the 962 

Excess Parcel. 963 

 964 

4. If airport zoning regulations affect the Excess Parcel, a copy of those airport zoning 965 

regulations as adopted can be viewed or obtained at the office of the county recorder 966 

where the Excess Parcel is located. 967 

 968 



 

 

EXHIBIT I-2 969 
EXCESS PARCEL LEGAL 970 

 971 
 972 

That part of Twin Lakes Parkway and Mount Ridge Road lying within Lot 2, Block C, Twin View, 973 
according to the recorded plat thereof, Ramsey County, Minnesota974 



 

 

EXHIBIT I-3 974 

EXCESS PARCEL DEPICTION 975 
 976 
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EXTRACT OF MINUTES OF MEETING OF THE 
CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE 

Pursuant to due call and notice thereof, a regular meeting of the City Council of the City 
of Roseville, County of Ramsey, Minnesota, was held on the 23rd day of July 2012 at 6:00 p.m. 

The following Members were present: _________; 
and ____ was absent. 

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

RESOLUTION NO. _____ 

A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE TWIN LAKES 2ND ADDITION PLAT AND 
ASSOCIATED DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT (PF12-001) 

WHEREAS, an application for approval a final plat of the land which is shown on 
Exhibit A, attached hereto, and an associated Development Agreement have been prepared 
pursuant to the requirements of the City of Roseville Zoning Code and submitted to the City of 
Roseville, and 

WHEREAS, Wal-Mart Real Estate Business Trust intends to purchase the entirety of the 
property being platted; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Roseville, 
Minnesota that based on the comments and findings of Sections 4 – 7 and the recommendation 
and conditions of Section 8 of the staff report prepared for this action, the TWIN LAKES 2ND 
ADDITION FINAL PLAT of the subject property is hereby approved, subject to the following 
conditions: 

a. Wal-Mart Real Estate Business Trust shall enter into a development agreement 
pertaining to the plat which is satisfactory to the City. Such development agreement 
shall include the requirement that Wal-Mart enter into a security plan approved by the 
Roseville Police Chief which identifies and incorporates on-site technology, 
personnel, and practices to improve security, minimize losses, and better 
communicate with the Police Department. If a mutually agreeable security plan 
cannot be developed, Wal-Mart shall pay for costs related to calls for law 
enforcement service at the Property in excess of 300 calls per year. Calls for law 
enforcement service shall include any calls or service in which persons employed by 
the City and assigned to the Roseville City Police Department are involved. The cost 
for each call in excess of 300 per year shall be determined by adding the cost of all 
City employees (including administrative employees) involved in receiving, 
responding to or providing service with respect to the call. Each employees cost shall 
be determined by multiplying the employee’s hourly rate times 1.9, times the number 
of hours (or portion thereof) expended by such employee regarding the call. Payment 
shall be made within 30 days of the delivery by the City upon Wal-Mart of a written 
invoice stating the amount due for each call in excess of 300 per year. This provision 
shall be reviewed by the Roseville City Council after the Wal-Mart store has been 



Page 2 

opened for over one (1) year and may be modified by the City Council after the 
review. 

b. Wal-Mart Real Estate Business Trust shall acquire fee simple title to all of the real 
property included in the plat and provide proof that there are no liens, encumbrances 
or other parties having an interest in the Property at the time the Development 
Agreement and Plat are recorded or make other arrangements which are satisfactory 
to the City to assure that title to the property is satisfactory to the City. 

c. Wal-Mart Real Estate Business Trust shall either dedicate on the Plat or otherwise 
convey all roadway, utility, drainage, and other easements required by the City. 

d. The access points to enter and exit the Property shall be at locations approved by the 
City and any other governmental entity having jurisdiction over adjacent roadways. 

e. Wal-Mart Real Estate Business Trust shall install subdivision monuments as 
reasonably required by the Roseville Public Works Department and Ramsey County 
Surveyor. 

f. Wal-Mart Real Estate Business Trust shall pay all unpaid subdivision review escrow 
fees as detailed in the adopted fee schedule for the City of Roseville prior to the City 
releasing the Plat for recording. 

g. No building permits shall be issued for any use of the property which is not a 
permitted use. 

h. The Petition for the vacation proceedings for that part of the public roadway and 
highway easement created by Document No. 1511814 lying adjacent to and 10 feet 
on the east and west side of vacated Mount Ridge Road within the Plat shall have 
been approved by the City. 

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Roseville, 
Minnesota, that associated DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT, attached hereto as Exhibit B, is hereby 
approved pursuant to the applicable conditions of the FINAL PLAT approval and that the City 
Manager and Mayor are hereby authorized to sign the Public Improvement Contract on behalf of 
the City 

The motion for the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly seconded by Council 
Member _________________ and upon vote being taken thereon, the following voted in favor: 
and ______________ voted against. 

WHEREUPON said resolution was declared duly passed and adopted. 
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Resolution – Walmart and Twin Lakes 2nd Addition (PF12-001) 

STATE OF MINNESOTA ) 
) ss 

COUNTY OF RAMSEY ) 

 I, the undersigned, being the duly qualified City Manager of the City of Roseville, 
County of Ramsey, State of Minnesota, do hereby certify that I have carefully compared the 
attached and foregoing extract of minutes of a regular meeting of said City Council held on the 
23rd day of July 2012 with the original thereof on file in my office. 

 WITNESS MY HAND officially as such Manager this 23rd day of July 2012. 

 ______________________________ 
 William J. Malinen, City Manager 

(SEAL) 



 

 

Exhibit A 



 

 

Exhibit B 

 



 
REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 Date: July 23, 2012 
 Item No.: 13.a 

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

 

Item Description: Discussion regarding the redevelopment of the Hagen Property at 2785 Fairview 
Ave. into market-rate apartments and the use of Twin Lakes TIF funds to assist 
in the project. 
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BACKGROUND 1 

The Hagen property, located at 2785 Fairview Ave, currently contains a multi-tenant trucking terminal. 2 

 In 2009, the City purchased approximately 2.05 acres of the property for future Twin Lakes right-of-3 

way.  The City was recently approached by representatives of the property and a developer regarding 4 

the redevelopment of the remaining 5.83 acres of the Hagen property into 215 market rate rental 5 

apartments. 6 

The developers, AHMC from Eau Claire, Wisconsin, are proposing to construct three apartment over a 7 

three-year period beginning in the spring of 2013. They are proposing to have 1 and 2 bedroom units 8 

with high quality finish and amenities.  The development will be served with underground parking for 9 

the tenants and a 4,500 square foot office/clubhouse.   The developers Brian Solsrud and Cary Osborn 10 

will be present at the City Council meeting to provide some more detailed information about their 11 

project.   Preliminary renderings and drawings of the site are included in Attachment C. 12 

As part of the discussion with staff, the developers have identified a financing gap and have applied for 13 

TIF assistance.  Staff has begun working with AHMC to determine if TIF is needed and if the project is 14 

eligible to receive assistance under the Twin Lakes Public Financial Participation Framework.    Initial 15 

review indicates that the project will qualify for assistance and that a gap does existing in making the 16 

project feasible.  From the initial analysis, it appears that the financial gap is due to higher per unit 17 

construction costs due to the higher finish of the units, unknown environmental remediation and soil 18 

costs, unknown road and utility costs of Twin Lakes Parkway, and the underground parking costs. 19 

Additional study will need to occur to better quantify the gap and potential assistance needed.   20 

Staff would like for the City Council to have a discussion about the project in general and discuss the 21 

willingness of the City to provide assistance for the project.  As mentioned previously, additional 22 

analysis will need to be done, so a final decision will need to be made at a later date, but before 23 

investing more time into the analysis, both staff and the developer would like to gauge the interest of 24 

the City Council in moving forward in exploring the City’s involvement in assisting the project. 25 

 26 

kari.collins
WJM



Page 2 of 2 

POLICY OBJECTIVE 27 

Redevelopment of Twin Lakes has been a high priority for the City for many years.  The proposed 28 

multi-family housing development helps the area achieving a mix of uses. 29 

FINANCIAL IMPACTS 30 

At this time, it is unknown what amount assistance for the project is needed.  The area lies within TIF 31 

District 17/17A.  TIF 17 has a small existing balance currently and is currently expected to assist in 32 

paying for the road and utility improvements in Twin Lakes.  TIF 17A has a healthier balance, but its 33 

use is restricted to environmental remediation. It is expected that further analysis of the project will 34 

bring forward specific recommendations on how these funds would be affected if assistance is given. 35 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 36 

Staff believes that the proposed apartment development on the Hagen Property is very desirable and 37 

consistent with the vision of Twin Lakes.  Staff would recommend that the City continue to work with 38 

the developers to determine if financial assistance is possible for the project. 39 

REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION 40 

No final decisions are expected at this time.  However, if it is felt that the project is desirable, the City 41 

Council should direct staff to continue work with the developer to determine if financial assistance is 42 

possible for the project. 43 

 44 
Prepared by: Patrick Trudgeon, Community Development Director (651) 792-7071 
 
Attachments: A: Map of Hagen Property 

B: Aerial of Hagen Property 
C: Graphics of proposed apartment building 
D: Twin Lakes Financial Framework Worksheet 
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REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION 

 Date: 07/23/12 
 Item No.: 13.b 

Department Approval City Manager Approval 

 

Item Description: Consider Amending City Code Chapter 302 Regarding the Allowable Number of 
Off-Sale Liquor Licenses 
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BACKGROUND 1 

Over the past 7 years, the City Council has held several discussions on the number of allowable off-sale 2 

liquor licenses that should be permitted in the City.  Those discussions centered on whether to modify 3 

Section 302.13, subdivision A, which reads as follows: 4 

 5 

A. Number of Licenses: The number of licenses which may be issued is ten (10) 6 

 7 

The discussions noted above were prompted by applicants that were seeking a change in City Code.  They 8 

included Trader Joe’s in 2006 and Roundy’s (Rainbow Foods) in 2008.  At the conclusion of each of these 9 

discussions, the Council chose to take no action.  As such, the maximum number of off-sale liquor licenses 10 

(liquor stores) remains at 10 – all of which are currently spoken for. 11 

 12 

The City recently received a formal request from Cost Plus Word Market to amend City Code to allow 13 

them to obtain an off-sale license.  Representatives from Cost Plus will be on hand to speak to their request. 14 

 15 

During previous Council discussions on this subject, Staff had compiled some general information and 16 

suggested talking points to help facilitate the policy discussion.  They are repeated here below: 17 

 18 

1) Are there societal impacts or concerns that are tied to the number of liquor stores?  If so, do they 19 

change when going from 10 liquor stores to 11, 12, or more? 20 

 21 

2) With the exception of lawful gambling licenses, off-sale liquor licenses appear to be the only 22 

other locally-regulated business type that carries restrictions on the number of allowable licenses. 23 

There are no locally-imposed restrictions on the number of on-sale and other types of liquor 24 

licenses, tobacco sales, lottery ticket sales, gasoline stations, etc. 25 

 26 

3) In a survey of 10 metro area cities that serve similar populations (25,000 – 45,000) and allow 27 

private liquor stores, the following observations were made: 28 

a) 7 Cities had no restrictions on the number of off-sale liquor licenses 29 

b) 1 City has no restrictions on the number of off-sale liquor licenses, however each location 30 

had to be at least 1,000 feet from the next location 31 

c) 1 City restricted the number of off-sale liquor licenses to no more than 1 per 6,000 residents 32 

kari.collins
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d) 1 City restricted the number of off-sale liquor licenses to no more than 1 per 7,000 residents 33 

 34 

When considering these talking points, the Council is reminded that off-sale liquor store sites must conform 35 

to both State requirements and local zoning ordinances.  In addition, the current City Code specifies that the 36 

issuance of an off-sale liquor license can be denied if the presence of the liquor store would prove to be 37 

detrimental to the health, safety and welfare of the citizens including, but not limited to; the effect on 38 

market value of neighboring properties, proximity to churches and schools, and effect on traffic and 39 

parking. 40 

POLICY OBJECTIVE 41 

Not applicable. 42 

FINANCIAL IMPACTS 43 

Not applicable. 44 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 45 

Not applicable. 46 

REQUESTED COUNCIL ACTION 47 

For discussion purposes only.  No formal Council action is being requested. 48 

 49 

 50 
Prepared by: Chris Miller, Finance Director 
Attachments: A: Letter dated July 3, 2012 from representatives of Cost Plus World Market. 
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